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Table 1. Characteristics of Rhizoctonia isolates classified on the basis of disease severity index
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Table 2, Characteristics of sugar beet genotypes and disease severity index of them to Rhizoctonia root rot

Genotype. »3 Characteristics clas.2a Disease severity index &7 oos jasls
F-20315 Monogerm, Diploid 5.722
9597 Monogerm, Diploid 5.357
F-20277 Monogerm, Diploid 4.778
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