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Table 1. Sugar beet genotypes examined in normal and drought conditions in greenhouse

bois) X Lois) 5 Lois) 5 Loy «
(7112*SB36)*S-47 W (261*231)*8001-P.1 X MSC2*8001-P.1 3 8001-p.1 \
(7112*SB36)*S-6 WY (261*231)*8001-P.2 AY MSC2*8001-P.2 Y 8001-P.2 v
32970(7112*SB36)*S-94 Wy (261*231)*8001-P.3 AY MSC2*8001-P.3 fr 8001-P.3 ¥
32975(7112*SB36)*S-7 \WYWE (261*231)*8001-P.4 A¥ MSC2*8001-P.4 ¥ 8001-P.4 ¥
32976(7112*SB36)*S-89 o (261*231)*8001-P.5 Ad MSC2*8001-P.5 m 8001-P.5 3
(7112*SB36)*S-19 s (261*231)*8001-P.6 A MSC2*8001-P.6 f5 8001-P.6 5
(7112*SB36)*S-37 Wy (261*231)*8001-P.7 AY MSC2*8001-P.7 v 8001-P.7 v
(7112*SB36)*S-32 YA (261*231)*8001-P.8 M MSC2*8001-P.8 A 8001-P.8 A
32984(7112*SB36)*S-10 WA (261*231)*8001-P.9 A MSC2*8001-P.9 £ 8001-P.9 a
32991(7112*SB36)*S-61 e (261*231)*8001-P.10 A MSC2*8001-P.10 o 8001-P.10 Ve
32994(7112*SB36)*S-73 M (261*231)*8001-P.11 Q) MSC2*8001-P.11 o) 8001-P.11 X
(7112*SB36)*S-16 Wy (261*231)*8001-P.12 ay MSC2*8001-P.12 oy 8001-P.12 WY
8001 (4Js) Cma) Wy (261*231)*8001-P.13 ay MSC2*8001-P.13 ov 8001-P.13 W
MSC2(cs555 4 Joio p§ silg0 maic ) WE (261*231)*8001-P.14 af MSC2*8001-P.14 oF 8001-P.14 "
MS261 (5,5 4 Lol pyjsio s ) o (261*231)*8001-P.15 0 MSC2*8001-P.15 20 8001-P.15 \
MSC2*7233029(c¢,95 4 Joeie iyl o3)) ws (261*231)*8001-P.16 a5 MSC2*8001-P.16 o5 8001-P.16 '
PAYA(SS 4 polio o3)) Wy (261*231)*8001-P.17 av MSC2*8001-P.17 av 8001-P.17 W
IR7( S5 4 polio o3)) WA (261*231)*8001-P.18 A MSC2*8001-P.18 oA 8001-P.18 A
GAZALLE ()55 4 Jario 35 o)) wa (261*231)*8001-P.19 a“ MSC2*8001-P.19 ISy 8001-P.19 \
Jolgeh(yss & el (L2813 5) Ve (261*231)*8001-P.20 Voo MSC2*8001-P.20 5. 8001-P.20 Y-
s44 Vel MSC2*8001-P.21 ) 8001-p.21 ¥

s21 VoY MSC2*8001-P.22 5Y 8001-P.22 vy

S40 VY MSC2*8001-P.23 Y 8001-P.23 vy

S26 V- MSC2*8001-P.24 s¥ 8001-P.24 Ve

s47 V.o MSC2*8001-P.25 50 8001-P.25 Yo

s6 V-5 MSC2*8001-P.26 55 8001-P.26 Y5

s94 VY MSC2*8001-P.27 sv 8001-P.27 yv

s7 VA MSC2*8001-P.28 SA 8001-P.28 YA

89 V.4 MSC2*8001-P.29 5 8001-P.29 va

s19 - MSC2*8001-P.30 v 8001-P.30 ¥

37 " MSC2*8001-P.31 3 8001-P.31 "

32 WY MSC2*8001-P.32 vy 8001-P.32 ¥y

s10 WY MSC2*8001-P.33 vy 8001-P.33 vy

S61 WF MSC2*8001-P.34 % 8001-P.34 e

s73 Wo  MSC2*8001-P.35 o 8001-P.35 Yo

S16 Ws MSC2*8001-P.36 vs 8001-P.36 vs

32950 (7112*SB36)*S44 WY MSC2*8001-P.37 vy 8001-P.37 v

32952(7112*SB36)*521 WA MSC2*8001-P.38 VA 8001-P.38 YA

(7112*SB36)*540 WA MSC2*8001-P.39 va 8001-P.39 ¥

(7112*SB36)*S-26 W- MSC2*8001-P.40 A 8001-P.40 ¥
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Table 2. The constituent and their amount in Hoagland nutrient solution
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Table 3. Variance analysis of measurement traits in drought and normal condition in greenhouse

TDW SFW SDW RFW RDW RWC RWL RL LA PL df JUEPIIN
ar ar ar gr gr cm cm2 cm
- I¥V*T <IYo¥ FAYS o[-¥Y YT YYV/Y o[- AYA/S™F e\ A/ Y S
NAYd AY/Y*F RALVN AN ALY YEasA/o* VN YAV ooy yVy/A* \ o
VAt YNs™ RISV Y D' ST R 2 b Y-¥/5 o[ VFT YAIDR™ R Y/as™ v )
oA RV PRV SV I L SO 2% Lo O\ A YR ofeee¥ \/o¥ wa o P z:” g
e
oexy < [¥A Y o/ ¥Y A YAA/SY ofee¥ yY/AY NRRRN ¢ Yo AOA oz
VA Yy Yoly Yoo YY/A Y\/EY /Y Y¥N0 ya/s Y\/§ CV%

@y 5 o9 RFWiy, Suid )39 RDW o5y (om0 (glgime RWC o5y aidycawdjl o (glgioe RWL iy Job RL 5y daws cslino (LA o5 yued Jgbo :PL

roo Jobo conlple fled @yl 35 1) e SBS 2 oy
gl J S (Y0) wbe el (a5 klyd Sy
o GialS (St 5 allie LS Soidyid
O sse 00 305 b S ey ol ol sl o Sy
1 g a4l jials S i ol gl oud bas olS 53 29390
odlazwl oLS W3, 9 drwgs d])’. olS ;0 o las ;.j OI)’,,A
OSen Sy gaw SIBlS &S Cunl odd (lgie (pizren 9d e
Ly (Y0) wil olS g i S Bamd Ll Cul
Iy O 598 Sl dacS ool Cons b S5 o A8 jaiis
Sk & Gl sl s RUlg Jbmeyd 9 03l ials
(YY) 1l bas s oSy e b baylps

Oliee (Jloys bl )3 a8 Cuwl oss L3l 038 juise olS 1o
ol bwy sddods jo 3l s ady JS Sis el
il e Sy g (V) 2dbie 13y Job b
@ gy oloj U o)l GBS g 38 (o0 S5y 59 slogi
I w8y bl e L) (9l 0D ey S
w5l B8 ol gl slge (gl & Jald )3 (b e
w0 ¥) Soiglnzd s Y glod 5y dnyd Aer & Ly
o 4 S iy o9l Loy AD 4 &S o) )'L,S;(sl)fu.‘slw
(00) 395 4585 S S Ly s o
adsy Job

(F Jpi) ol 03,5 lag 2lS 25 bl 5 e Jgo
5 1Sy 1, 5l S S bady, 15, Sits clbS
e S (i Lalyd Al S e
5 (oS bl G)ls Sy g oy a8y 3 1) (relitie 20l
Byl 5l e e dnlin LQ;T olidl laddyy s o
Sl Ay 13y gnas nlS 5 S gl Sl S
o U S oMoy 03 aanliie (S5 5 53 8,k
@ Gl > Spg Adyy m i dlge Ol lai I uas
Sioml Jolas po coglay bl pl a8 5)ls dgn g (Sl S

I sas sy -TDW ‘d‘?"‘ plol 059 SFW ‘&\9:: plul s )9 SDW
Er

e do)d B g ) e )0 > gixe

(F Jgiz) (i g Jloy Lulyd 50 o (ke anslie
dslllas )50 Slao olos ialS cely  Siis as ol L 5
Oy ddny SS9 Slaw > Wl cpl (gl oad
(¥ Jgie) Cams Jloigine JS Sutd (g 9 (2lon plul Suts
it o Jlesl g0 4y uls Slas pl A b Gxe pac
€9y Solel glad L (slazalS dlsjo ) 003 Jlosl 85 0L
0351 s£hyj Cad )b doyd B+ &y b lS Sl s, b
g9 ol dpon 515 4 ulply lS Jgbo olo g3 25l
Voaxe sl 42315 (2,55 bplul (Sis 150 LialS 55 Li5
ool 35 093 blgl )3 (gh) (Sl i 4 G 28,00
2B gl cols Wby gdm Jalpe o (S il ST Cusl
<Hlus B Lmu,»...: og.l d.>)§ Ll ez g b \) Oi Cowl
S i Jooo caz (IF) Sysle oy Jpame 4 o3k
ol &S b e Gl Slewse  SWs
ol b b (Sis 4 Jod el
IS ol e sladgeS Jaine (glong] 5 il
4 olS Fuwly Cuol W8 Ad) oaiSge ol Jeles
5 0LS 458 g i (ol DguaS Al (i lojide & i
Pl sy o)l (S 3,3 S5 o 45 olS &S s, 5l (glals yo
By > o0 dgiome SB (Suid bL 4 Ll olgn
(V) 55 52285 I Jgho ol 31 Jo oty ool Lt
Soidsesss 5 Sejslsbrge Sl il o 29008 IS oy
235 (o MB)diz>
S 5 s Lo g S pe03 Jsb

LinlS el Sis i oS ob ol il ol b
Ly €05 {F Jp2) ol 03,5 5 o 5 S oo s
OB g balpd 4 Cond Speed Jsb g S gaw (15
55 o S s (elacS sl i Ll 35 o inS
Ssie ln g bl ) o0 uian 2,550 B
ol (San G5 (YY) Bgdige §Sa 5 S SpSizg


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.12.34.83
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1080-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.12.34.83 ]

AY

O 3508 il cow ady, 5l 5ot ol baplul 3, Sles
S o0 518

G5 (3 2 (F) OhlSen 5 (SSB pise (ialojl gl
oibls Ll s gl sl odd Slas pl eles ials
2 il 0pdd Jds @ G5 lalyd > ol el g
Sus OJ9 u.u.mlf oo il oo odgr 4o ol uLJ.&.’
i 55 oSl pl Sl IS SWs ig g ler pluil
cel (Sis (i )5 byl iels cel g awslis b
Ol 3l g dgdiee WB Moyd Gl g Ay 3 Slee ials
1l (17) Mo il 35 el 18 5 Slas ik 31,k
Jiad bawlgl (5 &S cusl (Sid G 5oy loj el cpl o
55 2y Sl & oS b e o Cul By 5 1)
‘j).g C.‘a.w u».mlf v} 4\1>)A U”I 2 c_j .)9.:.@5 ] LEVORY
Gpo Orczed g odd il GRIEI g Jeo by Loy
1) €95 9 OB gp Oloj L ol oAb 45 005 Ay 3 S
hgby GBS Ogh g U5 Lulpd 3 WV g MY glal
oiid bl jd oSt woly )l g waly 18 islejl 590 as e
o pd b 5l oS Olas g 08 5 Slas caidiyy 3 Slas Ll
il 2935 (g0 e MBS adllas 3yg0 0355 93 ;0 AiB
92 32 Slcag) ¥ ady) 3 Sles bl Cage Sk i
Owli8l ugby i 310 0dgi 90y B Mo yd Lol Wl 0oy
GRS 8 e (Ui g Sl ol @l L
b5 6 (odugy 093 Job 53 (S IS Cod dB )Nk
(slag) 0393 BliBie olya 53 olS (St 4 Jood Gl )
s iS5 byl 0 i S &S Cawl ol Wge g atily )
b o Pge Cunl jieS i il oS el b gl o

i > 4 (Jg a8 plosl i) o 06Ske Slalie
Moo ol oSile Clalie b olis I lagws oL
Fr el 3y Slio ) oS olacwin] L g 2900
2 Bg ol Wl o (o yie lislosl oy g il o
coondll CunBoo 4y dxg b cplplly wloads o> L & Jauo
rbl?o‘ ey ol L)"] Caot] 9 )9;.«.5 Bl d)l.u] 9 uT Jg.a.wa
ol (pl o (SKid & Jooxio plByl &y oliwd sl cliiss
byl g s ol 53 9ty (o)l (B g (65902 (4l
Gy & S 4 Jedie ey g (el Bl
Al e Miadge B9y slas)je 5 (IR

WA (yliaals V¥ oles /om35lg3 Jlo /sely5 LS oMol acliimgly

o)lg> sladshe Colite (oUlyy > 4 b g adsy 5 S
Adyy Slusgads i Caol Ol ool cass I jo adyy 5 Sy
P adyy (SuSly g Ges ady) jhd adyy o515 S )
(V) cwl oy Gl & (Sis @ phlie pBB, Clsas!
) Gl oUly sl lp 25 b dalse plRn plalS
iy e & 1) gpuie Sid ol wad i)l
ORIl (ol laisS | ol (V) w3 e polail
olpl g ady) a8y 4 adl polaidl (5w dlse e
) st exSope 5 lon Pl & ady) s (I8
el (Shy onl e e Gl Cugh) 3908 4 (oyiws LB
2ol ayee ol (Sis lulyd o Wil o ded s
(VYA 38 w2l 5 1, 355 glaceand
stlgd @lail g ada ) (63 ,Sdos Slao
5 e plil Suid g 5 gy pRalS el (Sis A
Cuol odds GlS p  (Sid bylud o AB,ux 0 Ay,
5 oy 3,Skes S L g bl cul @l G (¥ Jsee)
oS (5l bS48 38 Ll 655l Slgi e lom plai
sl 2l b zobs opl aad o Cuwd I uas Goyb
3 Ol b oxmd LS g 039 guued pdime plo Slislejl
2 oS (F) 2blie olS sl e 5 ol i )
A8 doyd Lol gl ) Fjy (R cage MB)Nk
5 ojs ol Ll Gl ady) (Sanley dauloa 4y,
bl aasio &) baddyy g Sy )0 (Saplay Jd> 4 aly)
ks 1 > 25 o0 )8 S b Cos O)hia )b My
W8 AByuie Hldl o olS 5l 5)0 O lade Sl dopy Ve
Sth A il L a8 o ol (F) comighl (0) 5pS
Al il drady) Job dler 5l (Sojglshye Clio 4lS
$3905 G515 (1Y) oly e 5 5)laed Wlo (udliee ol
9 M (R dxady) b Ol (IS sl AIEIL oS
OB &S oy oo o 4y 9B 5SS (g RS el
drogi jl (ySole > 4 ( (St klyd 5 (bS5 0
ok 1Y) 43l Sy 5 il ) A ke 3, 5
w8) L YVYPY (Sis 4 Joodio 08 duglie b (VV) )1
& polio 43y 45 W3S oanlie Buiis NB Joociops
S G jl g a0 Cad | Sy 5l (6568 O S
L (Y) jelilig 99,8 5 liallus sl Jo)55 5 (355 adyy &
d>gl aSm Woly s W8 )i o8, dw g9y (Suid Sl dalllae
o plil Sis oole iy, Sid odle talS sy FF
b (¥F) oylSen g bloed 8,85 8 (Sats (s ,8b cos
il zow 4 w)ri o) ke (Sl 0ps (e
g iy aS Wl Lis (Mopd Voo g VO VO) Ol 4y o yiwd


http://dx.doi.org/10.29252/jcb.12.34.83
http://jcb.sanru.ac.ir/article-1-1080-fa.html

[ Downloaded from jcb.sanru.ac.ir on 2025-07-18 ]

[ DOI: 10.29252/jch.12.34.83 ]

M GBS byl s jd a8 )uiss  SMol slacws o (Sis (i b

AldS o Sid i1 g oy bl b 90 ke duslde =¥ Jgi>
Table 4. Mean comparing of two normal and drought stress conditions
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Table 5. Top genotypes ranking for studied traits in two normal and drought stress conditions
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Table 6. Correlation of studied traits in normal and drought stress conditions
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Abstract
Due to decreasing annual rainfall and increasing drought and temperature, creating tolerant and
high yield potential cultivars in sugar beet is very important for breeders. For this purpose, to

investigate the effect of drought stress on yield and morphological traits of sugar beet and the
relationship between these traits with yield in greenhouse conditions, 140 sugar beet genotypes
under greenhouse conditions in Karaj Sugar Beet center in 2015 were evaluated for yield traits. The

results showed that the effect of genotype was significant for all traits except of leaf area and
relative water content, indicating that there was different among genotypes. Drought stress

decreased all traits but this effect was not significant on root dry weight, shoot dry weight and total
dry weight. Also, petiole length had a positive and significant correlation with root and shoot dry

weight and root length in drought condition but under normal condition, no significant correlation
observed. It seems that this traits may be a criterion for selection of resistant genotypes under

drought stress
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