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Effect of irrigation delay after crop emergence in sugar beet

cultivation
LTS SR SRV S TV PPN { I PP IE SRV

oASe
dmosd (3blio > WiB i Cl,5 Cu e Y9 51 (S s b S S e )kl 2 BT
Jlos! Of amy w8 )iy g ONE sl 5l (Soj o Sl @y g ol 239,00 slowd & ol Jho SUis
2B yidey (S g oS Sl pmy 9y 93 Uil 1 (55ll 3 ;BT OIS oy S - 2905 s
i oy CEL L S okbol 3L eSSl as e 10 YTVY I TV skt o glaxtle
o Saltl © gm0 a1y (e 51 o okl e jlond il o (] 3 3,5 el!
Ui ) pomid oy 1o+ g pondno 00+ ¢yioakafe + ¢ yiasliol + ¢ pioglie¥ o+ ((BLS5) iogluo Y+ ¢
Pl (gl CBIgiSy yob amy (g okl ady Juad (Ll U o) 51 (g 9 €85 1,5 alllan 390 A (WIS
ool s A o3l 1,55 g b 3ol JolS sl sl 25 5 aaiod 3l 3 o Jlas] b o
9 CiliS BL g o e ,5 L5 aiin, 3,506 p 5l ;3 AT YTV Ul )0 ool Cwd 4
Solrtl 3 5T L sy o jlado 9 0B o )3 (oaizeed (Bl il ()lel 13 3 b Ay 3,Sles
Ly LS 6,10 dre g0 4y A8 g iy, 3,Shes gyll 13 w3 U L ITYY Jlw jo .l ]33l
=0 33 9=t YL jlond plus 51 (6513 (Sr0 ©j9u0 4y yionpo 000 g Lo (Gjlod 50 1B duo
o dagi b ol el ol 88,8 1 (bl 3 ;AT 1 ol Oyl oo o e Lo 43 oS
0= 5 pSlos il pus g o 3 YY i & O 09n Adpo w0 o B80T (] 3 ool Cawd 4y gl
29983 ALl o g (il )3 oSS Sl Cans! @3Y 83l 8l (55l ;AU L &S b Lo

335 1)l (3,2, 1 dpogi Cule

Email: M_jahadakbar@yahoo.com ol (5j)5lis” wladss S 4o pudisre —)




...... bl 3 36 Bl oy

e alo s sl o g el yo >
Gl alas bl )l aslsl Joames iy p b
OS2 5 (gl gy 0 plo |
95 Jol J>lye (,Ll Las5l (Brown et al 1987)
(o bl g 18 jae AD) Jolpe (35 el pod
CiS e an Ol 598 ity St bl
o) 2,05 399 aloyo s 48 iz L e Pl
Lasgs & (glanllas,s (WYY oVFVY (), 5o g 151
scol Jrans @53 (MYVY) doo (0352 5 S3095
S5 adoyo ) Gy )bl 3 36 oS 4b asiide
P (9 33,5 o ) 38 (il crge (35
el o s o 1 alisee sla ol uSe
A8yke il coage i a8 ol LS ialesl ol
L5 5 5 Skee Ll 0 i, €03 LB 5 & oy
Yolie a) 45 s Gl 28 Sials Jlani
il a8 0y Shas il S cadlgns (duo o I
ol 2 30 5 g S8 e |, (Sits i
S 5ol o lils )39 plos gl Taases
Sla Skl sy e olS 9 395 (o0 (65 5>
28 ol sl 04 (6)ll Jgamme 31 e sam
Lo J) syl 3 YWY (ol Samy ,Shle)
S Sl lisze slagisleil 5y
oy sl oadh sl (g)Lol 4 Jodll wSe 3,8
Jadl e Lagos el (15 )Ll 45
had (Sa)l el Lyl 4 a e
Doorenbos & Kassam) sl o i3l
) o)Ly ol lwgs &S Slllles > (1979
S ymie clablis I osliully S5l ) (VAAY

a5 15 (asuie Lb el (Ll (i) 5l oS sl

Jolgw 28 jaiie odog slial (Lol g
o=l i oUlg cle Wlgine cpl g Cunl 039 by
2l o Comd (S23 9 (6598 )3 ol 4 Jpazmo
(Cook & Scott 1993) sl &Ysiame
0)93 Sl B )aide )3 ()9 9SS & Jood
(2l ol ddopo (9 9 S5k (g A3
P YL ol ool cudyl g Bres dilyy pluc
5 Lk, (Amadancci et al. 1976) wib . )
(Rumanania & Mookerjee 1988) > S50
L duolio jd W8 juise M) 5yg0 Job jo a8 aisl o
) e 3 L odd (b b OS> anlS
DS 32y (gl G A (ol Cumlus
Bpao FAO (VVA) ()bl dlore sy dils ol
4o dS oy St o Ay Bygd 4 a8 yuiis > O
sl 05 sl yo o

Ul oyloj 3l aSudsy Slawl ds o —Cdl
o) o do)dV e olS a8 Slej B pds 035
Dy deldl Wligy oo

o yo (51a@] 5 45 ol dngi Ao~
D9l g ol My 3T o &y olS 4 Slojl sl
Dyl aelsl Wlibgy o1y cpo; pdaw doyd ALV
(il Bpas o (e @l 1) Sl al> o il
o nlS S ) s oS Jlo

il ye (Slol 48 Slan oo g
ol S oo ) 42 98 olS 45 (Sloj b Ao
god b Jol S olS eilS alsye yolin )l

.wl bl)‘o.h dm)) fa and M) l" M)AM})-)



AR

a0y A8 i dloul a8 g a5, Shee
ot Sl B0 51 Wl e A iz 1035 asete
olade a5 2 (ol 4o o Jgamo A5 saw
sl gl sl ll basgs 00 085 T il (o0
P s oe Jsb (g il Jgazme (35 ju
Gl 0n 53 ol 023 el joi ()l
O o Sl ey 3B ji 39 pasudie 4] s
Sl 3 30 & s Wl o ke 42l Jguareo

Cd )3 plol aad i Jeoo

L 59,9 3190
IOV g WVE o Jlw o ialesl o)
&ly oladuol (55,5lS Sliiog 5550 2l 508 as )30
L (S o plebal (B0—5 ©giz (5 ytegkSTY
s AE ¢ oy o)y ¥Y /8) il gy By
5 Seid Slpogas. dol 312l 4 (b 200 e
o1 @) G Jgia 0 pialef] e S plards

Gl

VWA /Y oslad NV dlor /03 i

il 5| g 3y (sadgl Jalye p3 )] pae
DS (o0 3)ly 48 At A ) Ol g i
o 3 oy i o U a3 Loguaseo w8000
2y Sl plis Cmgb) quolial Laylpd 4 ()03
Vo Gosls ) SLS il 28 (090 Jobo
5 5 ey ) €l 455 oo ye 5 ol
Loy 45 (503 oy 3 { MV 0Ll 5 ol
Sid o bl s y> a5 (Winter, 1988)
435 plonl 08 (6 dideis cublil (S5 53
sl s |y bl o) 435 1tk 48 5 e
4 )l Jlading 593 51 (ommsy L 3900 3 o
9 A Jomaze (nl e 4l s geig A3
0 ol g 18l o0 5o bl o Cogacaly
5 icsly S 5 005 0yd Lies skl Wl e
g ST sl b &S (o) adlla 3> S by
plosl pledel 3 Jlo aw (b3 (WYY (lhosal
i 3o g el 5 3B 03,5 asete a5

inlojl 4o )30 S glard 5 (S50 Cluogad ) Jgio
Table 1 Soil physical and chemical characteristics of experimental field

@l pogate 0y

Mo I odsr cl JB el i 6 jhud b Sopndal cudb el anal
S6ge  ©O M ®) ®) A
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depth(cm) % o,

0-30 0.78 0.078 325 11 1.48 13 23 41 7.6
30-60 0.70 0.07 305 2.3 1.46 17 32 31 7.7
60-90 0.47 0.047 240 7.8 1.47 12 19 30 7.6
90-120 034 0.024 250 2.8 1.64 17 19 33 7.6
120-150 0.40 0.04 215 2.4
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Fig.1 Comparison of water consumption in different treatments in two years
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Table 2 ANOVA and comparison of means of six treatments of irrigation delaying after emergence on quality and quantity of sugar beet charactristics

Year 1997 (\rv$) 1998 (\rvY)
2 o ol M,y 2 ﬁfﬂ«‘ e oy 3k b Slaalsl JEECRTE WA 35 3,Slee
l::;:y‘ eld s 2 ] Impurities Jlasceal W“\;::e l:w) Sugar 5 Impurities il i
ugar B oot . .
con%ent Sggar PR ol I White sugar sugar vield content Sggar PR oy BN White sugar Wh1t§ sugar
t/ha yield Na K . content . yield Na K . content yield
t/ha orae % yield % t/ha oy % t/ha
% N-o. t/ha t/ha N-o.
11(100) 43.26 12.44 5.38 6.11 7.91 3.37 6.84 2.96 47.60 13.40 6.38 6.87 7.92 5.11 6.34 3.02
12(200) 41.76 12.61 5.27 5.60 7.93 3.41 6.34 2.50 43.40 13.83 6.0 5.04 6.67 422 8.27 3.59
13(300) 38.50 13.82 5.32 4.73 7.02 3.12 8.54 3.29 41.20 13.70 5.64 6.18 8.36 5.31 8.72 3.61
14(400) 35.23 14.80 5.21 3.95 6.81 4.04 8.69 2.80 32.80 14.90 4.89 4.57 7.23 5.18 11.4 3.75
15(500) 33.69 14.17 4.71 3.60 6.04 4.11 9.67 3.26 32.80 14.90 4.89 4.56 7.95 441 11.4 3.75
16(600) 32.62 15.60 5.08 3.25 7.08 5.08 10.6 3.45 24.80 14.40 3.57 5.37 8.27 4.67 11.1 2.75
LSD 5% 10.20 2.99 2.85 2.10 1.25 2.88 1.90 1.94 10.87 1.31 1.24 1.16 0.55 1.78 0.89 0.97
SOV Df ANOVA
Replicatio 3 147.7 6.40 10.24 7.08 5.16 5.87 1.20 0.9 167.6 2.8 0.82 0.52 0.31 2.01 0.6 0.19
n
Treatment 5 857.7* 9.7* 11.76 10.2 2.26 6.84 3.2% 1.2 176.2* 2.1%* 2.01 3417 048" 0.5 0.75" 0.76"
" B
Eroor 15 234.9 0.93 5.95 3.4 1.24 6.56 0.89 0.63 52.2 0.75 0.68 0.59 0.31 1.40 0.19 0.18

* ** Sionificant at 0.05 & 0.01 respectively. + Meliequvalent gr in 100 gr/sugar G p)S do S Yy (S et 2oV g0 gdaw )3 Iy ae FH g ¥
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