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Table 1. Physical and chemical characteristics of studied field soil
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Table 2. Results of variance analysis for effects of cultivar and different concentrations of silicon on some
quantitative and qualitative traits of sugar beet
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Table 3. Mean comparison for effect of variety and different concentrations of silicon on measured traits in sugar beet
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Figure 1. Effect of five stages of silicon foliar spraying (from 6-leaf stage, once every two weeks)
on root yield of two sugar beet cultivars.
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Figure 2. Effect of five stages of silicon foliar spraying (from 6-leaf stage, once every two weeks) on gross sugar
percent in root of two sugar beet cultivars.
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Figure 3. Effect of five stages of silicon foliar spraying (from 6-leaf stage, once every two weeks) on content of Na in
root of two sugar beet cultivars.
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Figure 4. Effect of five stages of silicon foliar spraying (from 6-leaf stage, once every two weeks) on content of K in
root of two sugar beet cultivars.
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Figure 5. Effect of five stages of silicon foliar spraying (from 6-leaf stage, once every two weeks) on content of
harmful N in root of two sugar beet cultivars.
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Figure 6. Effect of five stages of silicon foliar spraying (from 6-leaf stage, once every two weeks) on Mallase sugar
percent in root of two sugar beet cultivars.
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Figure 7. Effect of five stages of silicon foliar spraying (from 6-leaf stage, once every two weeks) on white sugar
content in root of two sugar beet cultivars.
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Figure 7. Effect of five stages of silicon foliar spraying (from 6-leaf stage, once every two weeks) on white sugar
yield of two sugar beet cultivars.
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