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Histopathological study of resistance to Cercospora beticola
in sugar beet
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Fig. 1 Different stages of infection process of Cercospora beticola in sugar beet inoculated leaf
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Table 1 Analysis of variance of data from study of germination and penetration of Cercospora

beticola spores on sugar beet genotypes
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Fig. 2 Cell death resulting in limitation of fugal development in resistant sugar beet leaf
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Fig. 3 Intercellular development of Cercospora beticola in susceptible sugar beet leaf
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