[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-06-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2 ]

"ol ! =) pole dxe
IFAY Ol € o lod (oo L >

J 9938 dibaio 33 030k CalS 30 A yiir a8y 95 Sk 9 8 les p (938l oy Wb
Effect of bolting on the yield and quality of two sugarbeet varieties in autumn
sowing areain Dezful region of Iran

Y Y - . V.
=05yl 5 (g6 5 Olglllbe dames ¢ Ol 0o Ao

ol

J5 ailata 53 0l S )5 B ik (3 55 oS 55 Shas 5558l sty BB INFAN . G 09 .0 9 (B9 Obgllloe p ez Ol
FUO-PYY (ENT .0l ! (£ pake dlxo

99 38 (Palma g HI1059) o500 oS cmwlio w8 iasr 85 90 4l ) (K59l 9 A Olwogas w)yy yolaio 4
39 3155 slez 58 Sl ol ST oy 7 b LB ibo3T (Solowd oS 5 sz Jold) 4d y Blu @ 9 48y Blu 4 I
Cile (B O Dl (ilS 9 Oln) 3 . plawl 1FAe-A) aly) Jlo 58 J9358 LT ho (6359l Dlhdss 357w
O b 5 320 8 = 4 Ay Canglio ¢ 00 9 Al 5 3 Slos ¢ padlo WiB Ol 50 (0 p20 U39 508 9 otk cpomnsllz) 4y ) S AU
WA (8 S0 S0 3 Sflimnl (SLB 595 b Fillao 4l ) il ol CBL 4 SNGT b i § 4095 iy S0k 33 (B pan (S5 5!
Blw 4 Ladig wwoy0 0 Palma 8 55 9 wo 33 ¥ HIT059 @85 50 ( M7 sab 4 45 310 L pB 41 (59 )48l 1Sl s
Bgmts 1S gmixe M iy e 9 (AT Dlho I O b (Sl b3T S sless 1 4T 310 LS il 519 4 1 gl .o
HIT059 085 50 (59548l oy 457 dg0d et ) O 4 AT gy (59 48w pus 9 S9r8l Sl (g (B F 4wl W
039 S8 oy LS o ple .0l o33 10/4 41 1/E S Palma @85 50 § w0 10/T 4 1Y 31 d Olgme bl Sl
o381 0929 L .09 18 o OIS -9l (5948l oy 1 10 85 98 Bl Hd Kb 3 Khow (S Hd b § Al T
SLadigr 53 4l ) il Sl 4 ST Sl s 9 4l SN b Sz G351 (dle A Ulime b AL CBAlE 5l
s Tl s 50 08 ywids (S9 8Lw 4 1 T sab 4 .l svalin (59 48l pus Il b (SH18 e DglaT (b Bl
= Dm0 AL SIS 3 ol O 390 1 T (5948Le 45 135 95 cpf STy Sbo3T STl Jlu 58 Jg93 33 ol
Yo DA o5 4Bl JuLT 45ty 0 o35 4 (3 (bl (Sl Mo BB T Wy i Ologas S 9 0 Khos
Sloml Wl oo § (0 39 5 31 B L5157 50 widjuniier 31 ;b Jlasminl W T B 38 b juider Cbld g 30 cwsl3e
Sl v B oy 0 I8 40 (59 y0 H8dS 10 03ml CulS drwgd (Sl (59 48k 4 palic PB I I oolitw! (p! sy .les
A 8 W i kS 9 CanoS” 9 (59348l ouy W 5 31 1) (6 5 aelr DMl Wilgh o Jlu W 30 oS (Sl hslo3T
led

R 4 Cwglio § (598w (B Ul e ¢ K5I T Dlo g izl 9 (ST LB 1SS (s lg

A5l o sl 0y Al gl )87 40 O S s e WA/ b ATAY/ANN L )5
(oS 3180 Oyl S ol 5 ol psle a0, ;@\;ﬁcuj@,,wwaﬂu)l ol Bl (g mtils -
s.h.hosseinian@ut.ac.ir : ¢ 5 S &)

B e s g s ol DR s g0 5L Y

olg &:;\;G.:Lcuj@”usﬂaﬁ skl Y

Y1o


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-21-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-06-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2 ]

AT Olis 3 (P o )led (s 5ls om0l 51 (1) p e alans”

58S L L S usb, 3 YL e o
GlaoT L oslg b jdiner S5 5,6 51
Cmoal S (gl ualls 53 4S) O Jas sl
(Javaheri and Ahangari, 4| e SWI (5,5 glos g
5 Do 3 gudone A3 mazed 0593 0 0y iS55 .2009)
35 ol by el (e aalsl L sk s aly ;) A
Sl e (255 65 05l ST Gy b It S
S b P pnen AB e (S50 2 S —#2
> .(Jaggard and Werker, 1999 ; Jung et al., 2007)
Slay 528 )3 A i ol iST Sl -
ol aadllas Sl 55 U 5 anew g8 Jl= o Wy Calides
= Jlad 53 A i o by C2S il (o
e S A e 0Ly ST 5 el s g
(Jaggard and ol Hla, o5t 5 (6 iins (g3l
O g i by 528 51 aa 53 Werker, 1999)
>l sladle b sy 65 Y sb Ol o5 Lkl
S go Ly A8 jliar o july C2S 5 e 5
@Lﬁ .(Garcia-Maurino ef al., 2005) &l ol (al;d!
5 (Wood and Scott, 1975) 8wl g 554 Solidss
Ol (Longden and Thomas, 1989) e 55 5 0455 4
ssb 4 A8 Hae 4k 5 Shes o5l CiST H3 S s
SLlpe Cl o)y iS5l iy glade>d L6
Ll g 53 o)lgy CiST ay Cmd 00l S8
P oY Lo aS Al 58T Sl
L s Shae 3 doyn B il 5 6LT Co juze
Ol ! 5> (Rinaldi and Vonella, 2006) 4> § sualice
A5 SLET YWY Jlw 1 i yttir 05l CiS 5o
Olw ) g Olwl y3 Laaé o (Kashani er al, 1996)
rols SOkl 3l (s bl 1,5 5 035 0 g o
S8 (Sl 55 e 5 Ok (g 5 Dl 5 O g
T e P
(Sadeghzadeh Hemayati et al., 2012) "
iy oy St S (6,5 5 Ll aen L
NS tn o 5 e S (SS el 0l ST 4 s

Y

-

oo
S i 3 o5l pad A8 )iy D8 AS A 5
L i 5 Ss Jlasinl U dizs ola iy,
) Cmmal a5 Lol bl (6 iy Oledil
mosdhe Sl p3Y S8 Slals 62550 5 Jgmame
S s (bl (e ol 55 3 Ses Sl 3
A5 Ol ml 53 Lpd g lalid 5 d e
by St 3 5h e LS 0yle S se 4
e L a5 s zla Ol s> Ol 55 o 26
sladln js i 5 4 jlsal 5 Jsi5o A3 slaals )l
oujfﬁot_fo_l\wﬂ;éu\xmmwm
Olgiol 5 41,18 V¥AY Jle 53 .3 95 ooy Lioo 4
YV sl adble O )uie bosls )l 3 dae e
WYY 5 s CoiS Ol s Oliwl 5 Uy s
A5 Ao 53 VF/O 8 Ol e Ly A jbir (5 )l 5n
~“\i-’Jf
L 5 g ole0lT 5l S AL ol gblke zég 5
35b o0 Sl § b e ret il (o sl Sl )|
S 0 gl B ke i 093 b LT 4 5L L
ST SV 55 3 aig o3lizul K3 Syle 4 .35
23 b ST e oTHLS 5 iy 093 Jsb s
S ol s 5 g ol i L
o sl Sl 50b (e Ol 4 1 0T Ol 5 o
35 B o)l SES 4 s A juliir o33l S
el ol&a ¢ 55 5n ] (Sharifi e al., 2000)
ol Jole ST bl il i 5o o8 il o0 5
GoosLiS SN e LS5 el S5 puon
Solamarg b K5O pb ol Ol s
:)l:w";akgr_.@.a:)_(wl_:u)o)jadj_b
3] u—ii o) »Ls « (Koochaki and Sarmadnia, 2012)
Ol 53 o )lg A8 ka3, Shas 0S5 sulous sl 56
0y Jsb uz,aljp..,ﬁ).s,(al_ﬁw”wvw

Q&A‘CUHJJJ@EMCF}AJ‘.@‘MJ

)Lﬁ L}ib‘ L“} Qb.-M) Jﬁ-\)\ BE m) JAK L;j\.wob\.eT


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-21-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-06-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2 ]

"pd) 93 iS55 Ses p gyl oty ST

oL 55 (55,8l 48 dsls 3158 sy
A5 Ol e 5 4ty 5 Shas s gne falS Eel bag
03 LB Ol g a3, Shas oS Sl 5 ol
sl sl ol s g5y8le 45 olaads,
il a4 e 4 glag o b (gHld sme
o (51 85tk 0l e lin DS ol
el edas Ol Jsd3s o Jle pr b (69,48l 4
M)JW)‘J&MQ)L&JR}V.&J_:LOJ@‘
o 5 5l el s el dals (61 53 55560
adbe 51 b 55 A8,k B Ol s Lo guins S
Sadeghian, ) Cewl 4Ll 5 52 5 (6 )l e Do gLE
310 aylie [2L3T 55 2005; Sharifi ef al, 2012
5835 33 WAY-AY el 5dle jaopmly CoiS s
555 G308l Ao y3 6 55 b pslis dals 3
Shls b 5 o ggy8ln Lo VY 550> L wleo
LeT 5 Ol oslis &8 L350 WIY 5 WV/D U5 O o
6, b3 T 55 (Sadeghian, 2005) 3 55 ,l5 sxs
ojuly SiS 55 (5 a8l dn L B )i 05, 1
055 BAE GL 5 AR o5 e s Js o
Sl Ao, TAY L (Ggy6le 4 Ll dals) 408V
-ASL“QNLL:VE)M)c:ﬁxéo\k\?g\)\séj)
C\JS@_aSMerak)Antek Giada slael 4 59,
W AN 5 5 an ds Ol e (gl yls s sl 4
{( Sharifi et al., 2012) L5 g Lz y3 \A/Y
bl g odaT Jas 4 mlis oy p & Sulie b
Ll 3 o planil SLis LT oLl sl ol
el e 45T Ay B3 4 Ol 5 05l LS
Blond 51 s 53,8l 4 faomie o) 5 43
ol ol L 3,0 g s T s Ol e 05 9 o gline
S Dl 3, S glie o L o
Cu)im;éugéuuﬁ,u)éumguaﬁ

A C‘;v‘ J}B)b 4.‘12}.4).5 °J.’.‘..L.’- C;.:S)J -\.o.;)u\.u.g-

Yav

CiS Jgldl )3 (g8l sy £ 55 OT s
)l ((Sadeghzadeh Hemayati et al., 2012) A4L -
3, kes 2alS s 51 LYs 4 gadle Csly; b
Sl e sloml 5 4l ) OAS (lsm (A3 Ol 5 4l
33 el O llaals (glod iy il s oK (gl
oty | Bl At 5 0 o sl A8 ik
Ghlie 53 ol 55 Lo 0593 &G 1 g iy sl s
ol S 3 5 aalS 355 A5 ykiar S o,lg oS
aS 544 e bd » g9 8l Com e Hle Gl
Al e L) S Ay L 528 Lyl 5 5o
el 53 A8y diae &S abls )5 (Sadeghian, 1998)
Ak 53 olE 0 (Ol dile) 555 o0 251
33 Sl S Ll e (3L a8 50 53 Ol o
S8l ez 53 55,8 513158 ol Glos 5 s
ol iS55 Sl g a5 b dl ol Lo gl sl
e 3 oS S s el 53 (ole e SL A8 e
Bl day Ldyoygs gl 4o ol_".fc.a}_f»kfa 03,51 »
S S 3, Shes LS S ) 0 a4 55550
20T G5 5 2l S5 45 o)le iS4 o
ALl Ay s b e V.asb_e Loy oty Olen
Jlsl s g9 0L 1}5} {Nelson and Deming, 1952)
dr g B palS Eel as e oS b0y
5, Shes s 2alS w3 00 U iy 5, Shes
shoml caty ) s Shee 5 8 Ol 2alS” 3 b 51 Ss
LS (B e Cdls sl cpdle ol o SO e
A5 Sl s (6,8 I oS slaais Oud
Jlaz=t ol 38l g Laais ) Odd (6 ,ud 9 Cdmw e
May and ) 535 oo j - slacale 4y odd odST|
Wilson 2006; Lewellen, 2007; Streibig et al.,
s o 95 AB yliaer b adle 4 Ol ol 5Ly (2009
g A8 Ol 5wy 3, Shee J28lS Ol p 35
Nelson and ) ¢Xes 5 O suds 457 (5 5b & Sl i 5o
Ronald ef al,, ) O1,LKan 5 1IG g, 5 (Deming, 1952

Ly o)j.ﬁj_"-‘j‘)‘}.:‘j‘)b S48l duslas L (1970


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-21-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-06-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2 ]

AT Olis 3 (P o )led (s 5ls om0l 51 (1) p e alans”

ﬂéb}&&)b@\f&)ﬂ&b*'@b}
}_Ej)b@i&}@)yqubcu&;&ﬁjaﬁ
ST L ojke eyl Jols csls Sllas i 4 S
S35 (s (K5 G a slacide Lol
b o gladl= J1cule, LOYFAV/PNY) Cils
S 4y 5 B3l sk 4y O, S el s
QBQ‘O))QMA_?-}:[_{JJMJ)M}M‘JJ{
ﬁq)sﬁw@u)@&;w&wlsu@,
ooz ) s S S A, oSS 05 e
4_:}4_73)43‘..»44)&;.“?-}&)3 oﬂw\:ﬁsu@)
S o oSs Sl eslial U 481 (4 5 sl
3Lz b 4 (Venema Co., Netherland) (glo 1SS
oty lejT s 3Lzl 1 oy 5 4t st 4o
Lo b (s Ol Juls 4S8 Slis s Jlu |
ﬁdlﬁ.&ﬁ&ﬁa}lﬁ\ﬁi:ﬁw;wﬁaﬁ
)ﬂ)\f@éﬁbﬂbﬂbb@”ﬁ&ﬂ)%&)}@

Wby g oo Ol e

I A )

(a-amino-N) o jms 055,58 5 (5,00 5Bt
oY o&ws Sl esliul b g 2T sde o b )
laabaly jleslinl L Oliv ple . Lds g, 8ol
Abdollahian Noghabi et al., ) LSdeT Cws 4y

:(2006

Molasses Sugar; MS =0.343 (K+Na)+0.094 (a-amino-N)-0.31

Sugar Yield; SY=RY*SC

'*-f“}**’&-im:.—“-“""%ﬁxi’hga@bﬁ;\ﬁ
gl &S (655 0 oo 1 e Sl FXYXY sl
) g caslie s 8 Ol (6,8 03100 g

‘)Jov\—&cbu‘)t—{)\v\bj(fﬁubbjd};}:ﬁw

YA

b g 9 g0

SIS Dl fS e 53 bl gy
34 ¥ Ol g Ol 3 @l J 53 LT o
e 2isY0 g 53FA 5 Ju i 5, caais P
dl_.»).s(l_u.séa.uj\fu/v LBl S dsb
SOy b ol gl s Pl 1WA — 4 ol
5> 45 Palma 5 HIT059 05 55 plé | du lie SelesT
S 5 g 3350 08 CES VAL ole e o2
L;:JL_M}:A)JLNQT&\}_AngJqlJ_&QU_A
230373 5 Ll e 083 3T LT (slaole (slas
a3 VWA VIO & FINV B/ NP 5 5 a
Ooda s a5 L WYY Jl 5l s o o sk
4~UML§3)4§'L~¢J&3L5)J4§L~.]a{“fiu\:.-‘jﬁbj\i
55 Bl slae Liys 8 bl Sl b o
A ¥ LS sas, dlea el JBlas 2ils
Py leag el g O S e s ab sl
L) e Sl Voe oo 4 g0 051 Ok 5 4
s L s (re Ble Yo jlas ol ol

L g a8 o5l O sl Slaiein bl
L HI059 o5y ol ok Jlgbl oSl 5 055
o St Cgr (oLl S o (03 Ol
o pslie o8 Ol e 4 Palma o5, 5 (55,480
Rajabi, Personal ) Cwlod b 5 ae (59,48
.(communication, June 12, 2012

ol L e cia Jsb 4y Lot 4w Joli O S
Sy Laad sy o dlol 5 e SLw #Y Lacsy o

(MS) Sk 45 (V)

SY) s Shae (Y)

o S iy Sy B S (o) g

o slad sy Sl ade) w5 4 Ble 4 gk p Sl 4l
S-S a lme Ol s B3lad Hab 4 4 asla
QQP%)J‘M{‘@)&JA.J}M&?M‘


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-21-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-06-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2 ]

"pd) 93 iS55 Ses p gyl oty ST

0T 53,80 pde Sl
L o5 33 550k (5,8l Sl anglin X o5 8

e g b

P51y Bl s Sasy JS Sl ket gl
0) Palma 43, 5 Loy YV HIN059 o3, aS sl ol
(S 8lw Conb gy dor g iy (5,48l Lo )
SSSE 4 055 33 pl (AS 5 (oS Sleo g ol
Sas s i3 b e ad i dle ad) sl -
238 s

5 S 5 AN ol Ol bl 4 s
) ) 555 13 e 4l &S5 055 S5,
23 (‘;3-1:5 VY Sldie 4y adyy &S5 05 o2 b
opreS 9 HIT059 (65,48 Oy Hlos 4 Glate &
S 55 05 kS VYR Ol 4y 4y 85 035 lukie
LSS L 4S5 5 Palma a5 Sl 45l & by e
A e @Lﬁ (Y Jgdzr) el (g yls e o glss
2313 st gl el a5 ST 035 ) g 35
):J_QJQ)L'&A{.JBQUJ\)@);LgLawLLw
03ty 5 655 05 Sl palST ok e B 53 p
$308Lw 05 CHb Lo ) Bl 4y Gl
Sl Ao 53 ¥/2Y S HIN059 (35 (sl Ao y3 871 Y)
Jgds) i sdaline ()l me &yl «(Palma B
Y

23 $o8le lesT onl 3 Sl s a5 L
Cils ) b ole S0) B juir iy 0555 51yl
3 e asdy Bl a slad g 93 9 03l Bl (aly
Jlaz| ciud Slbls 5 50 .\_A}S}@J_lfu:-f
o5k s i) o3 sl e Olaj opl 53 & 25 00
b 1AL e 5 5 5 dle W 5 5 e 4 S
55 edeas 5ot JalS gy diy Oy ol 53 Koo
ks DL S L s gl el 03 S STl 5
5L, 5 (Nelson and Deming, 1952) ¢X s

Y14

o> 1 sl U a5 (U5 e ) iy Jos

RE? L;ﬁfa;l.u\ (MST-20, Santam, Iran) {3 yucs!

il AL 4 5T b s (6,8 03I
I b ats; 65 p plsd Hler 1 (S ey
(Bl Lpllas o laas 8 5 5l e 5 Ol
bie OT (g5l oS (glains 53 Sl 4 sl
S 391 (Sl Ol 43 oo 33 47 J 561 5 o el
030l L s oL 0313 13 ¢ aLE glacil oo
S slnl 4 22 2 55 Sen o8
Laacio ) 5 09,5 V010 bl g e i Sl
x5 S 5 ate T L o 1wy 5 A 4
o:u:_u\&&ﬁéudpdkT&)qe-J:hyj
S35 0 (S 5Ty (lad goi oy Al 0 55 s 8
L Ss b ot Lol oSG s edsesls 5 Y
SLac il 35 O o s S Sy S
il 3L 5 &G o ¢ it s S 55 5T
(Ghahreman, L._s ¢85, b el oeolS s
5 s Slac bl Lo (o5 31 Ll 3 2003)
Slacil) &5 5o sliil 4 (5T sbcil)
Kit and ) Image T 5|35l 5 3l eslizul U (el
=l 3L o 5T Csb S ((Spyridon, 2004
3 S e iy Slad sel

L ols (s 8 ojlusl Slis 3 ol glaesls
b 36 ;5 SAS oL N =lp 5 esli
050 32) oS 5ol ler b (ol JolST slacs
L (o Lo s 5 54l CIl 93 s c\u\fjm
Jis 25,8 a5 bty 4525 LSS e
5 iy Bl s elul i (U S ) Sl i)
!~ Palma 4 HI1059 ré) 93 sl g (g9 ya8le pe
J_iscﬁi@w\b ajjfuom6jfcj\xiQu‘p
A ol

L HI1059 (5, (59,48l Sl 4 lin 2) Y
OT 3,8l pde Sl

L Palma o35 (5 5 8L Sl 4l 1Y 05,5


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-21-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-06-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2 ]

AT Olis 3 (P o )led (s 5ls om0l 51 (1) p e alans”

4> > (Koochaki and Sarmadnia, 2012) a3 s
el g al il S ik Sl w ) p 55
Silmesln s s 1 5l abia bl 2 5L
A8 Ol e 48 5 h 0 lel Jule I UL 9555
o ol Gl e SRl 4y il o slaaly)
D3l e bl 41 45 5 Bl 4y slaaty
Slaas s gaiy o 4 Gk g o B Ol Hl> Jme
Liyoy9s gl o aas g aS Sloj yo i g adle o
Sl i 0 K i s b b g Lilas, Slu 4,
(Nelson and Deming, 1952; Ronald et al., ol ol
1970)

5o S 5 AN ol Ol uilyls 4 e s
Lol cadls (13 ime 505 ol Oljn 2 (655980
R e S 0 e )5 f8 5 ke LM ()
05 o 53 OVI5 S o F/FA Jlkie 4 poley Ol 5n
S 35 Palma 4 Blu 4 Hled 4 Glate 4l ) et
4S HI1059 (g 5,48l 09 Hlad b (615 gae sl
Ao 53 Vs ST den V/F¥ ) lio oyl 5lkie o S
s (Y i) sl Oles eals (@)N(,,f
oy Oln Sl (25,8 gl Ll a0 2
O A ) ) ob_fﬁosﬁ,\gu_;”c.u;\ S
Sl e g (HIT059 0 S8l pde 5 55 4l
33 5 ls 3,8l Sl alin) Y oy & 3 03
ity a2 (BT gyl pue Il L o3
0300 2 059 0 9 (A Ol 3 ol slrosls
31 O 1y (gl gme LoDt 55 (gl lin (laog 5
(Y Jgus)

505 S 1S 31 0L iyl 4 S
O 13 g 13 me WD LS Ol e (g9 8l
a5l 4 Glate 4o )3 V/AF Sldie & oShe L5 O s
e U (6yls as O plts 45 54 Palma 4@l
i ol e s 2S4S HIT059 (5,48l O3 5ol
LY Jadm) sls Olis ccals 1y deoys V/2F Ol js

St 258 amglie Lyl 4y o a—

YV

5,&d 3,05 Cillas (Ronald er al., 1970) of,Kan
Lysgaard and Norgaard Holm, ) oJ o0 5 S5
055 aS s S ee! (Smit, 1983) ool 5 (1962
ddy o5 SLgsl )3 a8l 4SS e 53 ade
Liy S 5 pb 4 ety Sl e a1 Sl oLS
23 9 ol el LS culesls (abu‘ BEY==
oS it ol JUinl Cle 4 iy 095 Julsl (69,480
SalS a5 oS5 s, Shas el 0l o gb 51 e
S o 6 Rk

A3 Ol 1 el glaesls b ylg 4 g @L“J
o=l Sl S8l 5 0dy oS 5 SaS sl 0Ll
(Ao y3 VP/F) B Ol 5 o iy 3 95 Hls sme Lo
Sdde (p 2eS sPalma (g5 548le Osb Hled 4 Glate
Aoy (VO/$) HIT059 asdy Sl 4 les @ Ghaze OT
SoId e Sold 93 ol s I b (Y ) 55
B Ol 31 el Glaesls il jlg 4 o il
L) o) 555 5la e 55 25 5 (Saanslin 5
A5 Ol e cahy 3l o LaaS g 4S5 S
SLad g 4 S (085 55 8 55 4o 12 Y/IY) (6 S
oL T Bl 51 gl ol s ckzmls 4 5 Lo o
(YJgd) 555 45 g

Palma 4 HI1059 ‘._3) 93 4 yaslw 4 glayles
O3 L sles 4o o (6,208 U Ol e 6l
=l 0T sdas s sl oS (Y Jguar) Lis g (55,450
A 5 ol sl g Sl s dle 4 gl olS &S s
03 gad 05liiwl Ay 093 gl 3 alsy ydodd o,
a5 L (s S oo My LS (oS B Ol
U ole ) ol iy 055 25l s (55,48 &2,
(Dl mleeys3 opl 035 0l S 5 (alyy il 5
Gy bl 4 Gbw gy o 1.l 0355 I3 gne
oslaiwl diy y )3 > g g0 LB 3l 59 (slaasla U
Jol e 53 s aysle Sl s & Yzl s kS o
malin iy el 5y 5 S 551 S 5 ol

oS 4 (3500 p 3 5 3500 oS (695 5 S,


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-21-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2026-06-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1393.16.4.1.2 ]

bt 5 o8l pude 5 (g g 8l Lyl (5 55 W8, (3 53 Dlho uilsly 48 =) Jsur

"pdy 33 iS55 Shee (5558l oy 3G

Table 1. Analysis of variance for traits in two cultivars of sugar beet under bolting and non-bolting conditions
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T e SETSELS A3 de)s pte el e 055 Molasses of s Ses Stk Ceslie iy e 53 edd plal Vascular tissue to
SOV S gulie df Root yield Sugar content Na K N sugar Sugar yield  Cutting resistance Cutting work parenchyma tissue ratio
Replication E 3 0.00 0.04 0.13  0.14 0.04 0.11 0.00 0.91 0.92 0.10
Treatment s 3 0.49 0.40 0.65 0.03 0.14 0.08 0.09 0.26 0.26 0.15
HI1059 .5 5L W
() E208h 2 9 5009 1 0.25 0.30 046 0.07 0.08 0.12 0.06 0.33 0.32 028
Bolted & Non bolted
Pal 5 5L W
AMA 0 ool pde s 00 | 037 029 056 0.0 0.15 025 0.08 022 0.22 047
Bolted & Non bolted
i s
G988 489 59 ) 1 0.16 0.15 036  0.04 0.03 0.07 0.01 0.13 0.13 021
Bolted & Non bolted
Error MS st il 9 0.08 0.43 0.14 0.15 0.04 0.06 119.69 0.06 0.02 0.90
CV (%) Dk s b - 7.6 4.1 212 9.7 8.0 12.6 5.3 10.8 10.9 13.0
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Table 2. Mean comparison of root yield and quality of sugar beet cultivars under bolting and non-bolting conditions

bl Sk
4 abyy Cwglae v ar
. ascu
s Slos e 3 S o2 o (il tissue to
B SEL LS X3 Ol e e °r22 03375 Molasses of S Ses Cutting S e parenchyma
bl sl Root yield Sugar content K Na N sugar Sugar yield resistance Cutting work tissue ratio
Treatment (kg.plant™) (%) (meq.100g beet") (%) (kg.th (N. ecm™) ) (%)
HI1059
slo
ol 1.25a 15.6a 1.82a  3.99ab 2.66a 1.93ab 196.7a 2.33a 1.17a 7.13ab
Bolted
o
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Non-bolted
Palma
5L
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o
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Sx 0.05 0.33 1.87 0.19 0.10 0.12 5.47 0.12 0.06 0.47

LI ol e gl MJJ@JLQ:" c]n..:)a Qﬁ'l: Slasals Lo 05057 bl s ckizuas S 2in oy - (5l S&Lawil:.a O a5
Means in each column followed by similar letter(s) are not significantly different at 5% probability level, using Duncan's Multiple Range Test
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Effect of bolting on the yield and quality of two sugarbeet cultivars in autumn

sowing area in Dezful region of Iran

Hosseinian, S. H'., M. Abdollahian-Noghabi2 and N. Majnoon Hosseini’

ABSTRACT
Hosseinian, S. H., M. Abdollahian Noghabi and N. Majnoon Hosseini. 2014. Effect of bolting on the yield and quality of two
sugarbeet varieties in autumn sowing areain Dezful region of Iran. Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 16(4): 265-277.

(In Persian).

The objective of this experiment was to evaluate technological properties of two sugar beet cultivars (HI1059
and Palma) under conditions of bolted and non-bolted plants. The experimental design was randomized complete
block design (RCBD) with four replications and was carried outat Safiabad Research Center, Dezful, Iran, in
2011-2012 growing seasons. At harvest, bolted and non-bolted plants of each plot were separated. Sugar content,
concentration of impurities (potassium, sodium and amino-nitrogen), molasses sugar, root yield, sugar yield,
cutting resistance of rootand vascular tissue to parenchyma tissue ratio traits were measured using standard
methods. In general, mean bolting (%) in HI1059 and Palma cultivars were 33% and 51%, respectively. Analysis
of variance showed that the experimental treatments effect for yield and quality traits of sugar beet was not
significant. Results of group comparison between bolted and non-boltedplants in both varieties showed that
sugar content reduced from 16.1 to 15.6% on HI1059 variety and from 16.4 to 15.9% in Palma cultivar,
respectively, due to bolting. Despite the slight decrease in root yield (5%), and sugar yield (7%) in bolted plants,
these reductions were not significant. Similarly, despite a slight increase in concentration of impurities, molasses
sugar, energy for cutting root andvascular tissue to parenchyma tissue ratio in bolted plants, differences were
not-significant. Although bolting appeared about one month before harvesting in the two sugar beet cultivars, but
it had no significant effect on yield and quality of sugar beet. However, bolting causes some disturbs sugar beet
harvesting and creates physical and chemical problems in the process of sugar extraction in the factory. Further
research of variety trails over growing seasons may provide more knowledge regarding theeffect of bolting on

yield and technical quality of sugar beet.

Key words:Bolting, Cutting resistance, Sugar content, Technological properties, Vascular and parenchyma

tissue.
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