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Extended Abstract

Introduction

Autumn-sown sugar beet cultivation offers a viable
agronomic strategy for enhancing crop productivity and
sustainability, particularly in regions with mild winters.
By taking advantage of extended growing periods and
cooler temperatures during the early developmental
stages, Autumn sowing can contribute to higher root
biomass and increased sugar accumulation. However, to
successfully implement this system, the selection of
appropriate genotypes is crucial. Varieties with strong
resistance to bolting, a physiological response triggered
by prolonged exposure to low temperatures, are
essential to prevent premature flowering, which
negatively impacts both yield and sugar quality. In
addition, resistance to Cercospora leaf spot, is vital for
preserving leaf health and ensuring sustained
photosynthetic activity throughout the season.

The adoption of autumn-sown cultivation, when
combined with resistant and high-performing varieties,
has the potential to reduce production risks and input
requirements, particularly in terms of irrigation. Autumn

cultivation not only enhances water-use efficiency but
also supports more sustainable land management and
crop rotation practices.

Materials and methods

In order to evaluate and select superior hybrids, 10
promising hybrids along with one domestic control and
four foreign controls were compared in two crop seasons
of 2022 and 2023 at Safi-Abad Research Center in
Dezful region. The desired hybrids along with five
commercial varieties were cultivated in a randomized
complete block design with four replications and the
traits of root yield, white sugar percentage and white
sugar yield were measured.

Results and discussion

Based on the results of the combined analysis of value
for cultivation and use test data in the Dezful region, the
new hybrids SBSI-223 and SBSI-224 showed more than
40% increase in yield with an average white sugar yield
of 10.41 and 9.89 t.ha-1, respectively, compared with
the domestic resistant control (6.99 t.ha-1). The hybrid
SBSI-224 and the Palma cultivar were in the superior
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statistical group with an average sugar yield of 11.1 t.ha-
1, and the hybrid SBSI-223 did not differ significantly
from the Motor, Semper, and Vangelis cultivars. The
average bolting of the two hybrids SBSI-223 and SBSI-
224 was 0 and 0.09%, respectively, which is very
promising and indicates the good tolerance of these
hybrids to bolting under winter cultivation conditions in
the southwest of the country. Another feature of these
hybrids is their high resistance to cercospora disease.
The average infection score of the new hybrids SBSI-
223 and SBSI-224 was calculated to be 2.88 and 2.75,
respectively, which was the lowest among other new
hybrids and domestic and foreign control cultivars. The
average infection score of the domestic resistant control
was 5, and the foreign resistant cultivars Palma, Semper,
Motor, and Vangelis were 3.31, 5.38, 3.38, and 3.94,
respectively.

Conclusion

The hybrids SBSI-223 and SBSI-224 were identified as
monogerm diploid cultivars suitable for winter
cultivation in the beet growing areas of the southwest of
the country. These hybrids had high root yield and sugar
percentage and showed acceptable resistance to
cercospora disease.
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Table 1. List of sugar beet hybrids evaluated in Dezful areas for two years

@) g @) Geig) ) g
No. Genotype No. Genotype No. Genotype
1 SBSI215 6 SBSI220 11 Homa
2 SBSI216 7 SBSI 221 12 Palma
3 SBSI217 8 SBSI222 13 Semper
4 SBSI218 9 SBSI223 14 Motor
5 SBSI219 10 SBSI224 15 Vangelis

13,5 Jlo)l b SBE oRiljl 4 (9565 5l b))
NASPRCY

Bos )l SB cladiges ol clyal el 5l S dle ya
ol 25 Gpglaan 1l oo g)lio 5l ytagils Yo b jho
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(VE-Y 9 0FY) inlol £)l50 SB plowd 5 (S0 Oluogad ¥ Josa
Table 2 Physical and chemical properties of the experimental field soils (2022 and 2023)

oyl . OF9r SBocdl
; by s Lo '
ol e Cla st s SO0
Location pH  Ecdsm- Total N y texture
! ppm % %
JQéb) «) F?J
’ 7.6 1.7 6.1 104 0.74 28 40 32 Clay-
Dezful
Loam
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A 4 g ol Do Ao 15 (<5155 otlojl
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Table 3 Combined analysis of variance results of studied traits of sugar beet hybrids in the Dezful region

Sluye (pSSke
3l a2y Mean square
df Ay > ySlas oAl WB o) St (S 3 Sas
Root yield White sugar content White sugar yield
Lo
J 1 4858.65** 10.26** 27.0*%*
Year
s
‘¢ 6 67.2 5.51 2.99
Error 1
w95 14 833.5%* 10.3%* 20 4%
Genotype
g Jo 14 138.2%* 0.43 1.66*
Genotype x year
Y s
84 52.7 0.55 0.79
Error 2
Ol o p
Coefficient of 9.7 6.6 10.7
variation
o> gy 5 Sy Jleiol gobas )3 foiine cip g *F

**and * Significant at 1and 5% probability level, resp

ectively.
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Table 4 Results of mean comparison of the evaluated traits in sugar beet genotypes under the climatic
conditions of Dezful region during the 2022 and 2023 growing seasons

adyy 3,5es oAls a5 a0 A S5 3 )Sos
Root yield White sugar content White sugar yield
(t.ha?) (%) (t.hat)
SBSI215 62.0ef 10.8d 6.7¢e
SBSI216 70.0cdef 9.7f 6.8e
SBSI217 58.4f 10.9cd 6.4e
SBSI218 64.8def 10.1ef 6.5e
SBSI219 61.2ef 10.8ed 6.6e
SBSI220 77.5bc 10.1ef 7.8de
SBSI221 72.5cde 9.9f 7.2e
SBSI222 80.1bc 11.1bcd 8.8cd
SBSI223 86.2ab 11.5bc 9.8abc
SBSI224 82.1hc 12.7a 10.4ab
Homa 71.9cde 9.7f 7.0e
Motor 77.4bcd 12.8a 9.9abc
Palma 95.6a 11.7b 11.1a
Semper 81.7bc 11.3bcd 9.2bc
Vangelis 75.6bcd 13.3a 10.04abc
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In each column, means with the same letters do not differ significantly.

93 s 5 Cudl ()l gme MBS HLSa > o5 Vo /¥ Sko
L SBSI-223 s s s g iule] )1 005y 95>

buwgio b iy & pow g 5590 mdosy )1 aali o))
] S 5 o5 Y 5 VR e AJA Lalls 1S 5 Sles

00l b Lol o5 it 5o ] jlade y alls a8 o3

S 0 ySles o YL HESe 3 5 WY e S 0 Slee
LSBSI-224 yus b pun L aS oy olaid] 5gs o 1y datw



Yo

S88le 1oy N JSS 0l Cuenl 15, Cuddge >
e o Gl 1y Js8pn dikie i slads pun
$9y8le 4 Cond bady jud plod Cgd Cuwglio (godimd L
o) slod ials 5 13 o8l Gliss & dngi b .ol
058L CutS y> M8 )hise 59yl Jlad 5dS ©pf g 5
Jw 9 o » Jb cpl bl adl jialS adaio opl )
oS oo ol o ptaleil (el Gail o 0905
)gl)g JL» 90 ‘_,’.La U"L‘é aols 65)45‘..» hwy.p 9 B asls
VAY ke L SBSI-222 4 pun 3> 4 g0 Aoy YA/F L
39 yue 4 S35 0)93 (nl )3 by ol (59)48le o
ol s gl Josd B Camglie (gosimalits a5
9yl g Jlo 93 2 )3 5 Les (315 polie ol cuigi
B polie wald pBl (5948l Lawgio (imen ilo (Sl
Ao o N ply G pa pualosy 5 59590 gpe ol
SBSI- mas L yud 93 (69)d8le pnSle gy duopd </VF
S Sy )M 9 of-A ﬁ‘ﬁ Gy A SBSI-224 9 223
Gy 0l cutS bulps ) Ll Ggd cuwglie (gosims i
sl )9S 0 )5

2.5
2
15
1
0.5
0

RTIEt™
Bolting (%)

VE ¥/ Vo Lot/ F) A/ 38 i

polio Jals Lbw S 0 Sles (1Sle Ll (gl gme
65l BMB] oS 59y HlSa > 5 £/AQ plp len 3D
5l e 4 .cusly SBSI-224 5 SBSI-223 was wyupgd b
Dy At S 0 Shes ol cstie a9 oyl
05 b o n b olio 5 392 52 Loa o3, 5] SBSI-222
bl 2939 (o)l gime OS] Lo 31> polds salis

Sliv glp pialejl loosly Spe 40 @l 4 4y L
bojg 4 e S 3 Shes 5 alls A8 do > cadly ) 5 Slos
5 SBSI-223 5,590 (sbady yuad e ,S5 3,8dos A5G
ady 3,Sles Juusly jd dn s b wolis > & SBSI-224
2l g b (LI pslie dald o3) b awlie 1 S5
2 oxl S lp qalio pBl lsiedr x> glady e
€8)5 5lai ) (Byme Car g QL] )9S pf i adlaie
AW

N 38 §988le 4 Cuoglio (S 5 (05 oS Ry yogMe
o)ﬁb IRAY d])’ cowlo ‘915)‘ «_Al?w‘ 30 phe dleL;).’s )1
hgpss o (5 a8 ilowr Eond J> 4 coizmen

Solew ol @ Coeglie daJlo (S )3 )9S ) g

°>
ROFOFOO O

v
W%{Q

N
Q &
4‘6

\&

< q/ & ‘\» 0
<b <b <b <b <b <b <b <b\ x @

b g
Genotypes

2 290 Seig} (59,48l ke Y JS
Fig 1 The average bolting percentage across the evaluated genotypes
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