Olalad 51 aaliw! b W8 iz )3 Cercospora beticola & Cwglao b5,
UKW KES
Evaluation of sugar beet resistance to Cercospora beticola using
detached leaf disks
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Table 2 Analysis of variance of data obtained in evaluating resistance to Cercospora beticola under
laboratory conditions
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Table 3 The reactions of the sugar beet cultivars to Cercospora leaf spot under field and
laboratory conditions and their grouping
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Table 4 Simple correlation coefficients between field and laboratory methods for evaluating of
resistance to Cercospora beticola
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Fig. 2 Dendrogram of cluster analysis for grouping of genotypes based on evaluation of resistance to
Cercospora beticola using leaf disk assay
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Fig. 3 Dendrogram of cluster analysis for grouping of genotypes based on evaluation of resistance to
Cercospora beticola under field conditions in the Ghaemshahr region
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