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Effect of Cycocel on decreasing of bolting in autumn planting of sugar beet in

Karaj region
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Figure 1 -Root yield in different cycocel spraying times
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Figure 2 - Root nitrogen rate in 1000 ppm cycocel and control
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Figure 3 - Root nitrogen rate in different cycocel spraying times
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Figure 4- Alcality rate in 1000ppm cycocel and control
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Figure 5- Alcality rate in different cycocel spraying times
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Figure 6- Bolting percent in cycocel and control treatments
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Figure 7- Percentage of bolting in control and cycocel foliar application
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Table 1- Analysis of variance for measured traits

CJ}:M)J
. 5 me 55 YV
EESIE S Sy oy B Sy oy A PN

kS ey 5y Y0 F Bolt percent 211 2l e 595 YIA Sl ey 59, YYD
Bolt percent 204 days days after Bolt percent 218 days after ~ Bolt percent 225

SOVt Ch‘ after planting planting planting days after planting
Replication kY 2 28.60ns 15.68* 385.41ns 149.53ns
Cycoceldd‘}g.r_l-w 1 9.80ns 22.44ns 66.12ns 284.44ns
3L Jgloes
s 6 32.26ns 35.91ns 96.96ns 137.46ns
Foliar application
&b £ (W
Pl b E‘}M}g 6 9.37ns 27.62ns 29.25ns 18.34ns
Cycocel* foliar application
éd_lﬁj-‘— sl 26 21.5 28.29 102.18 184.5
v (DS o, 25.44 34.25 35.4 29.53

%0)%\ Jlea| Cla»p)l: ‘5'\&&})\; ‘5\&4]’& [
ns, *,**,Respectivel non-significant and significant at 1% probabilit level and 5%
y g g y

A i )3 (AS 5 (oS Dlho by 4 —Y s
Table 2 - Analysis of Variance for qualitative and quantitative traits of sugar beet
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St ple @lTars  ateynShes WBaop  wde = Ty uﬂ’ o esle Jsloes dalr 5l e IS
ol P
sov df Root yield SC Na k N Ale MS Dm Total soluble solid
J1,SS replication 2 8.89ns 5.63ns 2.99ns 1.96ns 0.69ns 3.81ns 0.47ns 3.31ns 4.51ns
J“‘}gil"‘ cycocel 1 7.12ns 3.80ns 0.77ns 1.24ns 3.69%*%  7420%* 0.7ns 8.06ns 4.76ns
4l J sl foliar application 6 23.37%* 2.42ns 3.53ns 1.28ns 0.66ns 17.95ns  0.52ns 5.05ns 3.13ns
sl dsbes Jo Sl cycocelfoliar 6 20.29ns 082ns  342ns  048ns  0.04ns  2.02ns  037ns  2.6lns 1.24ns
application
tale;T sllas 26 637 221 4.65 1.53 153 8.65 12 491 3.28
CV (/) Ol s <y o 12.78 14.03 25.01 11.69 11.69 23.63 16.97 10.65 11.11

Lab 0 Y00 c]a,.:).s Sl gme oM pole soulins Ol O oy alie (o >
Similar letters in each column indicate no significant difference at 5% level
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