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Identification of drought tolerant plants in sugar beet using
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1 CMS xPollinator 3 Hybrid 3 11 CMS xPollinator 66 Hybrid 66
2 CMS xPollinator 8 Hybrid 8 12 CMS xPollinator 70 Hybrid 70
3 CMS xPollinator 13 Hybrid 13 13 CMS xPollinator 71 Hybrid 71
4 CMS xPollinator 15 Hybrid 15 14 CMS xPollinator 72 Hybrid 72
5 CMS xPollinator 16 Hybrid 16 15 CMS xPollinator 73 Hybrid 73
6 CMS xPollinator 18 Hybrid 18 16 CMS xPollinator 100 Hybrid 100
7 CMS xPollinator 28 Hybrid 28 17 (ol A ep) S o35 als SBSI7
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osled Sl ¢t Sl gl s Jigs aog Jlasl sles o
1 SB15 5'-CACCCAGCCTATCTCTCGAC-3’ 58 Richards et al. 2004
5-GTGGTGGGCAGTTTTAGGAA-3'
2 FDSB502 5-GCAAAAACCCAAAACCCTTT-3' 52 Laurent et al. 2007
5-TTTCTCTCTCCTCCTCTTCCTC-3
3 FDSB1011 5-CAACTTATTTAAGCCTTTTAGTGC-3’ 52 McGrath et al. 2007
5-GATCCATTTATTTCGTGTTGA-3'
4 SB04 5-ACCGATCACCAATTCACCAT-3’ 52 Richards et al. 2004
5-GTTTTGTTTTGGGCGAAATG-3’
5 SB06 5-AAATTTTCGCCACCACTGTC-3' 56 Richards et al. 2004
5-ACCAAAGATCGAGCGAAGAA-3'
6 FDSB990 5-TCTCACCTGAAATCCGAACC-3’ 58 Laurent et al. 2007
5-CCATCCGTAACTCGGTGACT-3'
7 521.6 5-AATAAAAAAATGTTAAAAAAGCAC-3’ 52 McGrath et al. 2007
5-AAAACAGAGGTAAATCGGTCAAAC-3’
8 SB07 5-TGTGGATGCGCTTTCTTTTC-3' 56 Richards et al. 2004
5-ACTCCACCCATCCACATCAT-3’
9 BQ583448 5-TATTGTTCTAAGGCACGCA-3’ 53 McGrath et al. 2007
5-CGCTATCCTCTTCGTCAA-3'
10 FDSB568 5-TTCTGGGGATGATTTCTTCG-3’ 56 Laurent et al. 2007
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5 D 5-TGG-GCT-CGC-T-3'
6 | 5'-GCG-GGA-GAC-C-3'
7 B 5'CGG-AGA-GG-CG-A-3'
8 G 5'-CTG-AGG-AGT-G-3'
9 H 5'-GGT-CAA-CCC-T-3'
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SSR (sla ST L das 1o Sledbl 5 Sluasiiio - Jsdr

osles KSR i edalie Lol sl S A sladil Ao s (bp)asily o301 aals PIC
1 SB15 3 66 100-200 0.52
2 FDSB502 4 50 200-600 0.69
3 FDSB1011 2 100 0.42
4 SB04 3 100 100-200 0.68
5 SB06 3 100 100-200 0.64
6 FDSB568 3 100 200-300 0.65
;o o : o oo
s s : o
10 BQ583448 5 80 - 0'76

100-200 :
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RAPD sls S5LT L Lo o Sledbl 5 clasein —0J s

ol Sl et ol sdalie Lokl sliws IS dor sl Ao (BP) Ll o3l wals PIC
1 F 5 80 400-1000 0.32
2 E 6 80 200-900 0.32
3 G 3 80 0.32
4 H 5 75 100-200 0.37
5 | 5 80 200-600 0.32
6 J 6 66 100-800 0.44
7 C 3 80 100-500 0.32
8 D 3 80 L 0.32
9 B 4 80 388'288 0.32
10 A 4 75 - 0.37

200-600
300-800
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Ahmadi et al. (2018) STI axls bl glad o a2 55 ol eslizul Gad sai i 5 =1 U

oolads Ayt gl STI oolads RIPE STI
1 Hybrid 15 0.83 11 Hybrid 36 0.59
2 Hybrid 66 0.78 12 Hybrid 44 0.56
3 F-20654 0.77 13 Hybrid 72 0.55
4 Hybrid 70 0.69 14 Hybrid 18 0.53
5 F-20505 0.66 15 Hybrid 71 0.50
6 Hybrid 28 0.62 16 Hybrid 13 0.47
7 Hybrid 8 0.61 17 Hybrid 3 0.46
8 Hybrid 100 0.61 18 Hybrid 16 0.46
9 Hybrid 42 0.60 19 Hybrid 73 0.43
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