30 9 J§ S5 Ao

VY o 6ta 161 ol 10.22092/5pij.2020.119087

S98l 4 Caoglio 5 31 Wi yuidr Mgl 3 Camoz 93 3 i 99 (2L

Evaluation of Resistance to Bolting in Two Sugar Beat Generations Developed
from Two Tetraploid Populations

F@L«:— oJUépr Lo crd:.q-J )JU cYcJU(anA R c’wU@GT pes
o . [
v:-Laj B A ]

23S s 5 el elido Olejl B i 5 4 5 ol Solidod duns Jo Lokl -0 5 F ()
Ol S

Olejlw sl Ol s o 5 (5555187 b5 50T 5 s S pm 0oyt Didions 2w ¢ S g3 -
Ol eJoa )l es303US o5 5 hjsel e Dlidos

TS 83sES gy sS 5 sl (Dl Olajls B jultier 5l 4 5 Dol Dl A o Ll Y
RN

IFAYIOIF s pdy gusl IFASINI/YY il 58 g b

o>

©

i 31 i S ) B ez 53 31 s 53 b5 ITAY D (e lad § i (oo 0313300 wf (a2 p « 0313p B cp ¢ 0813 BT
XEYSYOr M- 50 9 Jle (654 dlome oy 6l 4 S slie

Db 392 3 (R (F9 ol O o5 (2T 5 0sler cals 4 s W kisz 038 il 30 (2 F o0
T il ddibiin Mg 9 O tul 4l 40 4395 b .Ml 20 (5948l 4 polio pB 5 31 colitul o 3l Cuis”
O polie OLiSlod 15 sladsl 2L sl § udy (yolo addllag 3 Bud .ol HU 3390 Cwglio 3 (J9like
S PlgSand Sl YO+ S 1TAR Sl je0 38 .09 (S plg5 408 SIS i 37 bl 2 S908Ls
319 ol (Ole) G9! (859Ls” Dlaniod ol dsy 30 33 1750+ g 1TFFe Uighl 8 Curos 95 4 Gheio
(P93 Cmxo 31 9 ool slaz 1S S5l Camer S b 35l elul 2 NS JbyE (59548l 4 Caeglis S
Jsold Lgis 31 9 Jmol 1Y+ Touome 1YFF e Czonr Juold slaz 31 ITAY Jlo 50 b OLil palie fuold o
IFAY-AY Sl 98 b 038l CulS™ Dyg0d 45 Ad 4gf Wi (5 »lgdow Jueld A+ 1T5O+ Curesr i
TrP 653 G698l 4 (s wall & g palio Wl Hler (P19 Blasumer of ad) 1TAT-AF 4
SLa ol Ol 30 g g JB Egmid N b3y Olke dilaie 33 5 55 4w b SOl ol (Slaes gl
o> 38 9 Jwold Clity 9 345 1TFPe o 58 .0l oo lin (59 )48l 4 Cwglio 455 31 (S g 4o
WU T &5 il 1o gmo D9li OT b g Wdgr (W19 Cure 3l Fpglio hold cdr 9 Jex 1TFO-
28 8958l 4 Coglin (Sl p (09 S PN T390 (§99BLy 4 Cunglie (BT (Sl L I Cuite
A 39T 9 Ao )3 £ 9 AD Jolro i 4 1TFB 9 1TFR Cures 90 (S _Jwold

(oS (S 9N CAT59 038l Sl (S g dow  fuold (B yuuas (suals” (slaolg

CYPFYVYRNY L4l mohsen_agh@yahoo.com :J ses 55,5

Y¥F



WA Jlo o o jled (FF-Y " 50 9 Jlg8 (8015 dloxe”

Sl o3 Sl a3 Rl BIL Ol jen 2l
(Fasahat et al., 2018a) 545 .

AE 6l S Sl Dl gs AL 5 ik
0593 855 4 3L (il (g ade e
Sdee 4031, S Sl a3 FA las) Lo
315 Bdt o5 lgr (gl (im0 Jolu>
AT b sl (Alimirzace et al., 2018)
eI U Las e 6lu s o ob dtejls
OT (oLl iy o (s b S glos (55 2
G oo, 3 58w 5l s ol
3 i g o3zl |8 (slmplasl S
(Wellensiek, 1964; Hebrard et al., 2013;
(Hebrard et al., 2015; Fasahat et al., 2018b

B e JIT el 55, Jsb Ll 5 s
0dd (59,8 K o (230w O 90)
b o sdie JIT Juls 0ol 5348 S o
e 9 Sl )l L5l gy 8l
el 5y J b bl 5 0T s
4 s (69,4l (Biancardi et al., 2005)
(ol gl b a sl A5 5ol S S
S R L PO Py I . g
.x_,ztf@r_@.\_:;,.usg_-cv\_.p\}ub;
(Andres and Coupland, 2012;
Broccanello et al., 2015; Hebrard et al., 2015)

4 Cnslie (Lysgaard, 1978) 5, &Y
L e o &85 Ol peas ) (55,4800
5,5 S Caglie I e slie Loy
5 J=8 (Marcum, 1948) o 57 )Le 45" Ao 2

g;dgjjébu@}wdsbgl_@uT

YfY

dodio

L b 5 i 5 55, slaas > olals
355 gad g ki) Gl 5 St g b S o Jlos
355 Ol g S s Ll 50 5 L
S 53 il (6 ey Colanil ol s sy
e 4 ey 53 05 Ol i T plesl b Ly
Lyl 5 sdzee i L5 B Al opl 65155
oS S5 s 3 edeas o8 KL
S el ol an gy o e 31 IAS
Sl pr S S Ol e a1y 208
el S o J a8 LS (6 dn Bl
o G Jsb 5 Las Ol i dsile b
Lyl 5 b 2l S 05T e 5 1 Ol
Oy Sl a5 235 51513 (sl o e
3 ghs Olejan Hdy A g5 5 i 55

3 ol o 8 e gln 5 ST o
;(HJCJ_;?J_;;L»)UMQMLL«?
e 3T A 5k) (gla g5 slaa s &
Sl (Vb 5,8 15 4 5L (4 e
Sl Ol il Gl o e 2
a0 JB SIS iy 4o DS S
AT 3 Olge as OT jlaS usyls il
s 95 o 3L (Vernalization) (g l—we,lg
(Alimirzaee et al., 2018; Fasahat et al., 2018a)
el 58 5 Lo 6 (s5lesle 4 S
55,25 Ol 51 Sy (A 55,5 5l Sl oS
J_?wwéur;ﬁfﬁuﬁ,\,_u%w
Ol dsb 53 bop e (GY5b )55 555 o0
S o o g s S oS il s



e Ayl S sh! S Camaar 95 51 e 53 SL5)

Cin S5 () p Ayt )5 5
S5 53 S8l an Cmaslin sl 2055
Cnglin odiins 0L 45 s 5158 Law
35 sl Cma o e L0 T YL
(Takahashi et al., 2005)
(Ogata et al., 2005) o1, Ken 5 GE
S0 ¥ S ) u e bl Y Y
a ly LadS g e 5 0305 D13 Lo 15 e
plie sLaas g S5 L Lsls JUasl b 5 Ll 2
Clg 55 5 a3l 3 me 5 L]
L slamY alie tids 800
Cmd g0 0das QL idly lalnenr

"'—-’¢~—-‘JL‘-‘-"J%‘J Mﬁu‘i"‘ij Y

LRI
Sl 0 o3l o) g5 5 Dol (Sl 3
A8 im0 55l i8S Gbls 6l s,
A8y A a5 POl Dladed dew o
eU L posse v ot pb)l 4 5 ~Ool 4 (38 5
ol @alFan ey Sl ol (o 5 9 J g
laoLisles S 51 gloyss iu 38 o  siiee o6,
(N e Sl esliaal b (S5 slapde S
‘—fOT&A—:fjﬁuﬂ‘;fdié—“'*—:éﬁ@—fﬁ
el a5 Lo g A bl 5 OLadles S
CiST (gl o By 55 (59 4Bl 4y e glis
Dl 3l Ooa L ol allae o 5L

Pl gl L alae

7| W] PN WS YN P * 0 W Y - G DU

5,&)}_44_&36\_&‘}_5:\5&_@):&}_?

Wbyl

Yy

o Sl Sl L O die slad S J 25
S5l el i sl Ll (g5,480
S338w J fn S0 5, Shas J 28 55
PRUNEJ 5 JURE DU SR NI
ol 0l &l dinj ol > silides Sli,yl §
(Fasahat et al., 2018a)
sl i 58 slae 30 SlasleiT s
35 Sl (5 58 S5 GaRCASE)
S 3S oplple (Biancardi et al., 2005)
2z 8 0T JLis 4 5 (&S3U) (glos g
S Spslwapldepl S5l Jg
OHL—Sen 5 il
Lsls olas (Mutasa-Gottgens et al., 2010)
Al ST les 5 55 sled Ll 8 ja S

mlin Lol 5 (B ytiaer A llS (gl o pllae

|

AHL;}.A < !

22 S as8le 4 pslie sla falh STl 6l
J}&G‘

& ) O@_}l -]

&
YY slus (Sadeghian and Sharifi, 1999)
Slasled (2 e 5o |y Ad jlier 0y 50 oY
ol 5oy dsb s edle gles (8l glaes
TS PSRN P i P N N
ol i Ood> s sla Y (g9 48 u
5 A Clie Oodos 4o T.:..L?:.a (,LE.G sy
sbacm¥ ode i 15 ok sles o
iS5 5 il gl ks sl
W Colg o & 058 15 absslamse ek
S glaallls y3.ds gl alls Y

claolisles & 55 g yale 4 Cunglin Lol i



WA Jlo o o jled (FF-Y " 50 9 Jlg8 (8015 dloxe”

gyl ambas a ys .ol JUasl adg ) aals
»dses S el 5T & poay Slidles 8
S IAY Jl 5 Sl s yd Sls ol
o ods s csls p B s s ba 4y
S Olgeas 5355 5 oy 3 Solr s 65 ST
ol b NS US (5 Al el
VPP Cma it Joilb jlgr Sl s 5
L 5l s plssrand Jnb VY ez

e b

T s Ay (6 8l 5 das Juals 4

Sl VYPO S
VYFPy Cma do L}'?-"lé W}W
juﬂwu\ﬁué_i_lcqy;*_:wab_wg
e 93 483 53 S5yl 4 pslas dalld e
Ol e oKyl 4o y5e 55 VFAY J_
J)\MJJ))MQ@.{Q&AQL‘;})‘ L;)'”L':S
4 g ol Joled 4 G YFAY JL sl &
S8l Ao )3 (rdd 5 o g5 pp 4B bl
dals ¢SO ¢ o lly Canax of oty 551 Y5O
J_@(jau.s).spl_i»,uu)l_ﬁjww
A S WA Jlu ol 5 Jglaas 55 g il
508w Ol s nd 9 (S)ld p—alssl
) (a\.,\é\ s Juelo
CJ_L B s ST cdlw 53 a5
5l 1SS an b ol JulST (slaeS ok
i b o o4 s BT S5

YFF

b w9y 9 lge

A5 bl 5 (6l g s aas Jelb YO sluws
L ool an Joomie S 55 4 e
VWP 5 (Jels VFr Jal5) VYFS oyl
oy Samar ol pends (Jualo 1V e Juli)
e Aol S5 g pglie dald 5 ¢ ST
oKl e 50 55 WAL Jlw ,ge gl e
Olie adlaie 55 adls Ol (65,5l Dlados
JL 2 sl 4 Caplin i 5l g oiS
Jobas Cany &85 55 oisy o od s
DLESE 53T o Sl e 5 S e
s LSS T dals s e

oy gt dibeie o e pillae Clils Olles
Lo 0595 O (6 et S| oy ikl 3.05 S
P 23§ 3l L Bl de ) s S 4
JLwsls ;= Jglams jo s Sold Cagsy
Bl 4 & g 31U 5 45 g 3 T3umee 3 VYA
2 S8l Loy 5 el Jusls s a4,
Ol syl s a y3 b dwbwe LI g5
e pll Sl sy 2L Sl
WFPr Cmman I Jea g 1tas (55,48
Ol Bl LAYSO Cama 1 Juals &5
Ao Ol g g8l

s S sla e L 5SS st
WAY Il g 5 T 51 td gl als
(5L 4o p3 e Joolb o Al
d}_lgjgua:,{.mg;:sc;pwj“m
Ll Lo a5 53 (il S Ol
G A Joo a glaasy , WWAY Lo Sle 3 s



e Ayl S sh! S Camaar 95 51 e 53 SL5)

YA PEAY S a pslie s e dals
Syl oy Ll 5 o)y 5 Aoy
o JYFF o 5 ]t ool 1P
Ol e 457 I35 0350 iie Lo ;3 AV/AZ U
o 3 PV dolas ad gl Cma (98
Ol 5l Cmmaz ol 53 () JK2) s danlos
Sl (65548l Of e aalllan 5 50 fols VP
o S50l 5L 5 28 ol V8
G358l Ol e 5 (A3 FV/4Y) ]l
Sl el Ols 51350 OT 5 i Jsls F
S as Ol el Hler sl () 2 25 0
503 ool 53 5 i Jusls 93 (55,48l Loy
s ko3 FIVE SYOL

VO o dly Cmar (658l L
Jslme 3 VYF9 G e 1 S S
Ol e ol o Jlm 53 cdaT o o5 FF/AYF
S Cmmaz ol iy g 250 O VY s
Ao )3 AV/AV ST U a5 O/VY J3lu
S 55 Camaz ol 3 (Y JS) 55 e
S8l 580 51 28 Job #0554l
S 5 (Ao s FFAF) il Cner
Lo Jusls 51555 0T 31 i Joelo 00 (55 a8l
S Joos o5 s Coma ) 53 Sl 35 g0
(Ao )3 O/NY) (g 988w o ys JBlds (505
s OBl Jsl o e slas Ol sy

Slmosls =l ls a2 gl ol
Lo sl b5l 4 ST IFAY-AY Lo il T
Hheobls ol VYFPy Comes Ui

CJL.»Q}L&S}‘G{BSM)‘J@A%}SB

Yfo

oo eals o gl ans 53 ks pllil & 5 5
Blo & § 5 3 pime 5 4 35 5 jle
P2 Sas8le Loy gelasl O ST s i
A dloe DS 8 53 G5 )

bt 5 s ST a5l ol slaesls
035 s 5 3 Bliabl oS 5 (sla sl
ver. 9.1.3 L1586 5 Sleslanl Ly OLbasy
i g lateas 5 s (g)LaT 4 25 SAS
el o Uy Joels o (65 4le Lo o
o3 s ol Las 5 s
st 3l 0 pa 3T 31 eslizal b (s 5,48l
o3 iy Jlaz| C‘L'" 3 (LSD) ,ls gae
s gdsey 8

o Cglie oo peas (6 Ayl Al
) 5a Smer 33 STy slis (59 48l

”:) gjl;)” _:‘

ul ol Cl
o e 8 e 1 8 LT
i S il s sl el ml 4 it

——blaze 9 (Selection differential = S)

Mo . Z .
s S 4 2

W OT
3 L& awl>s (Response to selection = R)
e RIS) SosSS 2 oS 33 (ol s

(Gardner et al., 1991; Rajabi et al., 2014)

WAS-As Il Sledde S5yl s
A GYL s Cmmaz 55 o Sl Joel
95 Sl Sl sl Ol (g 5,48l



WAV Jlo oF o 5les OFF-) W 7500 9 Jlgd (SO Fdy dlexo”

= = N N
o (6] o (€]

RPN R WIL KR,
Number of half-sib family
w

o

O 3 N O P
N (B X5 L
ST AT W A S

/(00 D 96 P&Q

Sl oy
Bolting 9%)

WAR-A Jle 1o VY9 Comenr @ Glate (g ol s aes Jub VP (6958l s > g lie ) Jﬁw

Fig. 1. Comparison of the bolting percentage in 140 half-sib families derived from
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Fig. 2. Comparison of the bolting percentage in 110 half-sib families derived from
population 12650 in 2010-11
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Table 1. Analysis of variance for bolting percentage in population 12460 in 2013-14

S.0.V. 5 g df. Mean square F P>F
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for bolting percentage of the population 12650 in 2014-15

S.O.V. S df. Mean square F P>F
Replication LS 2 6580.210 27.45 0.0001
Genotype 85 93 505.740 2.11 0.0001
Error s 186 239.710
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Table 3. Measurement of selection differential based on preliminary
evaluation in 2010-11

S8l Aoy S S il s
Germplasm D) Bolting (%) Selection differential
Population 12460 VYEP Conexr 47.01 45.195
Selected families e sla el 1.815
Population 12650 VY70 Comaxr 44.94 39.81
Selected families e gla el 5.13
ol g el s, — 43&;»(:)5 Bsd polas asas gl aS 50 Lo s FINY L

skl S sl el g Lal—menr G
Ll 5 e 3 5 p s el A8 A
STy 0w g Loa JIT s ol
P o Ll o g i Cmlgis 5 La0)
Sl 59 ez gp ol pen L LS LLSL
L on ol ol i S0l 5 Dlde o
3 Gyl Caaglial 5 g |8 Olallas
3,55 5 Glodommy Coale S5 o5 LS, ke
o Lapgises S 3l 04 il 5 53 5 ol

APl (S o) 2 65 Il

ooz 1 (R) 58 4 Gy (30 i
(F o) 5.5 YO/OF Jslas VY50
SRSy Hlae LoaS 53 ol oS )|
Sy 48 AT Gy S | e g
Sl 5 AD U3 VYFFr e
58T s PP L L NYPD e
O Sas 5 OLslw (F Jg>) s §
. >3 = (Sadeghian et al, 1993)
A8 ki s Bl Iy b 5 gyl oS35
VAF G AY s |y o e (6 g
S ol Caal e S5l s S I

36!?u;5\3wb\j5”ébmu)wé\jy}péﬂx_u\”—?djb-

andlae 3550 la Jold

Table 4. Narrow-sense heritability for bolting resistance based on response of
populations and families
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