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Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences
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Table 1. Analysis of variance of measured traits in sugar beet cultivars, 3 weeks after freezing and re-growth

at greenhouse condition

3 g woljl az o el oo g SES ()39 o Jedg ks dae
Source of variance df Survival percentage Plant dry matter SPAD reading
(Cultivar) o3, 7 240.787 ! 348334.719 45410
(Temperature) Lo 7 49632.443 ™ 5960326.827 ™ 6156.639
(Cultx Temp.) s X o3, 49 240.787 " 30845.014 22.897
Error) e 128 47.932 15046.589 7.003
(Total) J5 191

!#+ js significant at the 0.01 level.
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Table 2. Analysis of variance of LTs) and RDMTj, traits in sugar beet cultivars, 3 weeks after

freezing and re-growth at greenhouse condition.

S Ao Lgélﬂ Az

) LTso RDMT5,
Source of variance df
(Cultivar) o) 7 1.956 7! 1.263 7
(Error) Uas 16 0.062 0.505
(Total) I 23

!+ s significant at the 0.01 level.
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Table 3. The effect of cultivar on survival percentage, LT, plant dry matter, RDMTs, and SPAD reading, 3 weeks

after freezing and re-growth at greenhouse condition.

aid sy o)l iy oy LTs (p5 o) 659 S2305  RDMTs Fadedg,lS sas

Sugar beet cultivars Survival percentage (C%) Plant dry matter (mg) (C%) SPAD reading
(Afshari) s Ladl 65.6 9.1 567.3 -7.7 223
(Paolina) gy 75.0 -11.5 656.8 9.3 24.8
(Rhizofort) NYLISYS: 74.2 -11.4 781.5 -9.7 25.2
(Laetitia) Ly 75.0 -11.5 775.9 -9.5 26.8
(Rasoul) Jg) 74.2 -11.4 796.7 -8.8 26.5
(Shirin) R s 75.0 -11.5 885.7 -94 25.2
IC 74.3 -11.4 787.8 -8.7 25.6
7233 72.9 -11.2 547.8 -9.5 25.8
LSD (0.01) 5.23 0.59 92.59 1.69 2.00
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Table 4. The effect of temperature on survival percentage, plant dry matter and SPAD reading,

3 weeks after freezing and re-growth at greenhouse condition.

(IS g5l 4z 59) Lo sl ws o (p)5 o) B9 S23(59 FoddslS sas
Temperature(°C) Survival percentage Plant dry matter (mg) SPAD reading
0 100.0 1252.0 38.7
-2 100.0 1174.0 373
-4 100.0 1084.0 34.7
-6 100.0 932.1 334
-8 100.0 803.4 313
-10 86.2 5534 26.9
-12 0 0 0
-14 0 0 0
LSD (0.01) 5.23 92.59 2.00
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Fig. 1. The relationship between survival percentage and LTS5, in sugar beet.

A ool lid (glo e glds S5k e Jles!
Otrio oS oo AT LET-79-17 iigis o g5
05 shes OA Ly ET-83-20 g 5 S22 (3
Nezami, et al., ) wog |ls |, SKis 39 Hlade o iaS
2010
Okl o wBjuns glads SS9 p s S
Gl ol bgog (PS/4)) o gme bl o)90
gl olS St (59 ol S Sl 4z s Y 5l S
O NI oalS ol (F Jouz) o8 o sylo s
Sazme a8y Ul (Fo5 &l (GBU ojles Sl s
ol e cwl eog CdLL Al e o oL slapladl

oS SS9 930 B cusals glos 9 K3 (39

(RDMTs5)
Jloel 31 oy ati s Sis- 559 55 51 a8 jass 6|
A bls (P10 V) gylo cmre Dglds S0 55 e
S e MBIV L (n e 63, &5 5975 42 .() Jgo2)
DEVIA L VYTY o8, 5 digs S5 SSLid 55 oy
assg Ll 1y adey SO SiS (9 o eSS e
wglas Fowler & Gusta (1979) o)y, (¥ Jgo)
S—id bjg Blad ) pasS Gl pB)] o (6l (e
50 salesl o cals vgzg (Sosgm e Jlesl 5l
3o aie s S (9 5l 5 AR 5 slacaS s



VAY oo 8 Lalpd po il jaise pBB)) Sojk 4 Jess ob,l o)) o (ool

2002) Nezami s, 0 (Y JK&) &ls (T=+/AY™)
e ead S Iyl po 0536 sloyes 4y Jodi (59,
(_gl.mg.,\.:.)y) o RDMTs, ua.>L...a a5 A svwlin
g Sl e A F il axd ¥ dejs 4 Jomile
sasas olis a5 og /AR S lasl Lisle;l 4o LTso
ol.:f 4 Lo).....v C;)L...:} Q‘)’..:.n UM o L)a:>L,...' Q_".\ ‘5{\)[5
sLTSO ua}L.n » 09)}& aS S g0 6).549:,& &9 R QL“)
Ol Gl Sl slr GlFee el Bl

3,5 ool )] saze A,y 9 8L g olS @ Loy

o Judg,ls sus
Vo dssz o adjasn el e J8g)1S sue (Sl
O Ogd oo aai>dle a5 jghailen Ll sl ools lis
S DS S Lag IS e a5l alise 68
33 Glime pyiden Sl 3gmg (PSH/0)) gyl
el 685 )0 ol (nyeS 5 LY o) )0 s ds)lS
L LY o8, e )l (S ST Jg ol oanline
Galed (Y Jgaz) cuilas sgg bl ol 5l plB)) Koo
9 FededglS dae G wed e LA &5 0)ls 3e2y
Ma et al., ) a)lo S99 @YL M sjﬁ J..ﬁ”if
L ; Movahhedi Dehnavi et al. (2004) (1995
WOisre Ol O 8 Cude aaly ey a4 oLl
o oo S s aly )3 Jd9 IS Oliee Al B ]
sloles o a5 cwl ol 5l S Lisbel mls
s e BB e 8,15 sae Hlas 5l Sok it
33 e () Jgaz) 3, vgzg (PS+/0)) gyl
& o) oSl 4z ao gles 3 yefidg kS
SVegles 5o 0aiy GLS G 0 ol S 5 (595
Lo (2alS b aS (590 4y el s 4y 0,5 Gl a0
Velf o Judg S sae ol 5 cole axy0 -V e 4 ya0
Bl jmals (o) fu pae) wals jlewd 4y ol wo o
oloy S gy Ls ST Wakine Sliie (F Jsoz)
5 Fegd il s 4l Bl ol Y5k
LS 5 Sy o d9mse b kds 5 &l Yl

@lod Jlad o bawgie jsb &y ol Sis (55 Gl
A sles Jled 0 ws e YOI ol S il 4z o -F
a0 -V ol jlewd j0 9 2o, YO/ ol 5 il ax o
aols jled 4 Cod Sy OOA ol ol )5 il
sbo jo g cdl ials (ol F il ax 0 jae o)
Griffith (f Jsuz) o) oo 4 o5 Sl az 0 1Y
slop ise a5 asls bl & Mclntyre (1993)
395 ;0 (§yeS Sis osle (oS leo jo lagl> ol
Gz (SO 4 Je myp )0 S (o0 gex
Al S yus 9 (Medicago sativa) asxsg cussss
oo 5l Lo zals L aS o cvaliw (Trifolium sp.)
ol a0 ¥ Jolgd L) ol )5 ol a0 Y L Y
5o ol lis glo giae oS el i ool (ol F
LTso a5 SblS s 5,5 s Gl ol
O 3 e SiS eole wgi il 65 b
(Hekneby et al., 2000) aisgs ,ls,45 p» saze o

S92 s ol SaS 59 p Led x o8, Jline Sl
et 5l yef ey LS o &S 68 a4 () Jgo)
TV sles 0 g b 98, 40 S (g o i wald
L S5 (5 S 5 el s 4 318 420
SIS s SV esles o g )Ll 63y p0 5
sleo jo wdjuie BB s (0 Jgex) ol cumlin
039 99Kz 9 438 (31 JelS S5l azpo 1Y
Azizi sy ool sbxl cw,p jo asly  Sis
Sis » s xedy Mo 1 5 a5, 2 (2005)
5% bl o e s gme pai LS Sis
FC sl o Lliagy o8y 8 iSOy i
508 S G5y S g el Cewd 4y (0,5 Lo VYA
ssnlive (p,5 oo V) 1Y C clos ,o ANZa 43, o
(Azizi, 2005) o

5 logime LS Galojl ol yo widjuiser o6
i &S (5950 a (Y Jga) aisls RDMTsg L
(o8 ol az 10 -VIV) g Ladl o3, ,o RDMT50 l5ue
4 (O3 (il az )0 “AIV) gy o8 0 Ol (nyeS
a8 S 18 09,8 Sy s o b ael s
LTso L RDMTsp (o (SKaod o)y (¥ Jgo)
JUerivmn S0 alyl; asls g0 cpl a5 oly olis



AR 90 doud Ay ..\l> ‘Gcl))‘ ‘991; 3O s (5ng VAE




VAL oo JyuS Laylpd jo il aise a8 Sojk 4 Jess ob,l o)) Ko 5 (ool

RDMTs, (C°)

«,0-00

Y=0.6823X-1.5897
r=0.83**

AT 20 115 110

0_‘_)0||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||||

-10.0 L5 -9.0 -8.5

LTs(C°)

..x..s)..x.;» ol,,f e LT50 9 RDMTSO o~ d-ldeb —YJ&M
Fig. 2- The relationship between RDMT5, and LT, in sugar beet.
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