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Analysis of genetic resistance to powdery mildew disease
in sugar beet
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Ahrens ) 5g dales guin S g ddyy 3Sles
ool ol cel (Juad blgl > Sagll (1979
o)V b a8 jials ) g ol Jaae
s Ske yialS 1,60 4> (Asher 1990) sw,
Cuol 0393,5 )55, 0 7 id dgds b iy
Sadw lew Sl > (Rupple et al. 1974)
Sl o aw g b oady) 5 Slee ialS  daw
g HSa jd 5 YO 290 2 Slee lawgio a7 Sloj
(Asher and Williams 1992) cul osds o)l
298E g sl S gy 00 5p alol 4 dlew )
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oo e p QLSS 5> (blans L Sy
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Table 1 Parents and their crosses investigated in 2001

MS261 eyl 3
MS261 Crosses

MS231 ieyp b 3%
MS231 Crosses

14442=P1
MS 261=P2
14442* MS261=F1
F1*P1=BCl
F1* P2=BC2
F1*F1=F2

14442=P1
MS 231=P2
14442* MS231=F1
F1*P1=BCl
F1* P2=BC2
F1*F1=F2
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(I) &s=8F2 -8Fl
(II) &s=8"F2 -[% & Fl+ %& Pl
+% & P2]
(II) &*s=28"F2-8 BCl+& BC2
(IV) &*s=8"BCl+8 BC2-[6°F1 + 2

Pl +% & P2]

3 ol sldas 4 wle (gl

i ol 5 (slv Jge
(I) Var[8°s] =2 8" F2/Ng, + 2 8" F1/Ng,
(II) Var[d’s]= 28'F2/Np, +%2 &
pi/Ng + 1/8 8 p1/Npy + 1/8 8 po/Np,
(II) Var[8’s]=285"F2/Ng +23
sc1/Npci+ 2 Ry B2/ Npe2
(IV) Var [8°s ] = 28" gei/Nper+ 28°
sco/Npca + 28 FI/Ng + 1/28* p1/Np; +

1/2 8* py/Npy

=W

14442x MS261 3
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Table 3 Mean of Parents, F1 and segregation generation in cross 14442*MS261 for resistance
to powdery mildew disease

L B 5 cxlly Ggod 2l RAN okl
Parents and crosses No. of sample Mean Variance

14442=P1 400 2.89 1.621
MS 261=P2 500 4.232 1.649
14442* MS261=F1 500 4.020 1.618
F1*P1=BCl 500 2222 2.389
F1* P2=BC2 500 2.182 2.293
F1*F1=F2 600 2.945 2452

s gy ool e s 1 3wl (llad l5ue
ey s Saiw golew 0aiS JuS by

(Y i 358 0l (35 S D9 (imy e /OY

lo s 5l odel cowd a4y (elmodls ) oslil b
el Sl 144425MS261 50 ;> i liske
S8 dclee (odaw St (g)loy 0aiS s
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Table 3 Estimation of segregation variance, number of effective factors(genes) and standard
error variance

14442* MS261 53

14442* MS261 Cross

e L) T s, IV g,
Sources Method I Method II Method 1T Method IV
& 0.771 0.0328 1.492
NE 0.570 6.860 0.150

Var(5%s) 0.00003 0.0269 0.1317 0.054

a$ ol L 325 LS el oasiie YU SS&
1008 JS ol 55 S g (5l & Cangl
polie T el PM S0 4 5 ol @3N

Lewellen and Schrandt ) ¢! sa i sdlaul

(2001

o=l e slaygSe alis olel 540

54550 53 03d oy LS Sl 4 drgi L (W
Shbs (5ylon 4 Canglie Cido uil)ly 9 (555l
0458 S gl s iy aS oy s ¢ da
039 15 Sy 14442°MS261 _5Y5 (gl canglio

o 55 s (555 i F Jpiz) o
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Sy sl S 9 F2 (gl s
Table 4 Sample size N, pand 8* for powdery mildew disease in F2 and back crosses

14442* MS261
I Jus (generations) N n &
F1*P1=BCl 500 2222 2.389
F1* P2=BC2 500 2.182 2.293
FI1*F1=F2 600 2.945 2.452
8’ =0.771
NE =0.570

Var (s) = 0.00003
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Table 5 Number of observations and expected x2 in F2 14442* MS261 cross

I 0, e Oi -¢ (Oi -¢; ) Oi-e) /e
Ratio

3 466 450 16 256 0.568

1 134 150 -16 256 1.7
25 600 X =2308
Total Jss " 5% ,1=3.84

ordod (o8 x3e7 bl dgng Iy jime OS]
53,5 2wl 1)) Vews 0 (Y JS3) BC2 s
I 85 S5 48,8 BC2 )l Jobs s s 5 oo
Cad Ay o 453l (Lt g 3505 0l 5Ll Las
Sl et g 035 Y 1) C;‘.,_.J.JOLQ.QBCZ)AoA_J
Codio cdg) b e g pylie o LI i)

(F g ) > 5 ual >

o\wl

M3 amd o 5Lt (V/Y) 00 druolors o

0l odaliie g HLLazl 0y5 0 (glrodly yu (o)l size
(V JS=8) F2 Jus (gt Sl % @iy -, 2929
sy S sl LS 5 03505 .\.{l:l)\”:\ Comsd b
ML@ 53] S5 Oled Chuo u.:] 08 s dl‘bdj
) Jeb s (F1¥P2) BC2 o598 Syl mjy
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Table 6 Number of observations and expected y* in BC1, 14442% MS261 crosses

NS o5 oanlie sl 5,0 Oi-¢ Oi -e )’ Oi-e) /e
Ratio O; e;
1 266 250 16 256 1.024
1 234 250 -16 256 1.024
Esoone 500 X = 2.04808
Total Jss 0 5% , 1=3.84
A ¥l Loy 14442 Wiy oy o F 5l S S 14442x MS231 3
O ydias by BC1 SS& s o JusMS231 oodly o s lad bl (Jg ads pbos] ool
Oz D9 (o Sadu (low Jla5 I bl Gk il adogrpe 25l oS ol it 5 cdls talS
BC2, BCI, F26C &5 Jls , (b s yuib)lo = S0l lime 5Ske sl i bl (ghrosls
(Y Jgd s )3 bFlg cpa g il i MS231 sl el o) LS 9 Sly (oS Lol

14442%MS231 33 ;0 SS&5 b 0 slo Jus g F1 ccpdlly (il )lg 5 nSileo ¥ Jgas
e Sibw (ghlew 4 Cuoglio Ciws (gl

Table 7 Mean of Parents, F1 and segregation generations in 14442*MS231
cross for resistance to powdery mildew disease

L B 5 cxlly Gged 2l ook oy
Parents and crosses No of sample Mean Variance
14442=P1 400 2.065 2.131
MS 231=P2 400 3.977 1.816
14442* MS231=F1 400 3.847 2.234
F1*P1=BCl 500 3.472 3.039
F1* P2=BC2 600 3.091 3.008

F1*F1=F2 600 3.326 2.828
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Table 8 Estimation of segregation variance, number of effective factors and

standard error variance

14442x MS231 % (Cross)

el s, I s, I 3, IV s,
Sources Method I Method 1I Method 11 Method IV
& 0.804 0.935 0.243 1.627
NE 0.290 0.490 1.180 0.280
Var(8) 0.061 0.0456 0.204 0.0915
Jods) el ogs (5 S 14442%MS231 30 W ol o S5 e, eS sl &bl 3)91)_3
TG Sl Cuoglin 0aisS ]S glay ol oS oy L

S g lonr (sl (87) ool iy 5 (1) (ke « (N) g 03151 4 Jga

S p sl W 9 F2 gl Jus o
Table 9 Sample size, p and &° for powdery mildew disease in F2 and back crosses

14442*MS231
I J.s (generation) N n &
F1*P1=BCl 500 3.472 3.039
F1* P2=BC2 600 3.091 3.000
F1*F1=F2 600 3.326 2.828
&’s =0.935
NE =0.49
Var (s) = 0.045
Ol laodls 3l ViV g @ (igid glacuns S 05 KoL cdo pl & pl 4 g L

4y Canglio 0390 5 00 sdaliie 31,8 sl oS 2l F2 SCSa s o Jws &S 29500 o] g 0



AR

Ui S3g)l Ghls gy Vo8 i g Y ) jieS Sl
Cewd an 3ly3l law oS ol i o7 gl ding Y
Jao) casls plas ¥ 1 ) cuns LF2 s ) oal

()

VWAF /Y oylads VY Al /a8 i

P aS ol dlocwl s YAY 5 ¥ o (gylew
a8 (o138l g polie Wy JL3 ¥ dgus | yiaS 6dga0ve

VNSV IVESIVIV. S U i) IRV PR C P
l2ooly ¢ 598 oA yastiv 039w &y dagi b

&b o oamlie Lglmd&’}g 50 &g YAY &S ol uL*’

14442% MS231 83 ;o0 F2 Jus > jeSl g5 lasl 590 5 i odnlice jiolie Yo Jai
Table 10 Number of observation and expected 2 in F2 14442* MS261 crosses

N oasomlie  Jlalsee Oi-e  (Oi-¢) Oi-e) /¢
Ratio O; e;
3 494 450 44 1936 4.3
1 106 150 44 1936 12.9
(Total) ¢ goxe 600 Y =17.2%

SO Jae 008 Wb oS s el BMSy
3 s polis GALS S 5 sl ety a3 53
aS dgn Jdd pl s (pl 9 29 (wlas LS
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(Lewellen and Schrandt 2001)
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Table 11 Number of observations and expected y° in BC2, 14442* MS231 cross

Vs

b Copmd siosmlis Ll g Oi-¢ (Oi - &; ) Oi-e) /e
Ratio O; e;

1 324 300 24 576 1.92

1 276 300 24 576 1.92

g9ee (Total) 500

X’ = 3.8408

ns not sgnificant
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