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Table (1) Some physicochemical properties of studied soil
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K e S it ) - o — sp 5350 T 2 TRV el e
(pH) (Clay) (Silt) (Sand)  Jsiae (N) (Mn) (B) (zn) (Fe) (K) (P)
(EC) Texture (0C)
(CCE)
dsm™ % mg/kg
oS
ke
0.72 7.81 Silty 39 43 18 23 55 0.06 07 115 03 1 91 297 91
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Table(2) Characteristics of humic acid

Fe Ca P

N  HA+FA

4 3 2

10 72

50555, Ol Ll Bl o 30 5 ot 35 MIN 52N
ol oS cpmen (D) 55d 0 ol (G Olg
Fon 33 ootr B AT 5 65y 5K pole S
Ol LIl 4 mie lg g ol ol 5 3)ls by S
L8 yiier dle 1 OBLE s aty) 3 Shes 5 (G
(PO FY) 555
A6 B e

5B pan oS pobe (Sl lajles bli I
Joder) 39 I3 gre LA A8 Ao s ESCa s ol
e EI L caosls 5 Kilbe amlin s 4 a5 L (¥
¢S pole Calthe man 3 $Sapa ded (b
S gysba wsl ol Bl Ll A Ao s (o s
Sl 3 (Ao y3 WAY) [allsl A s ys Ol s ST 10>
23 o 5 Ko pn ol JESs 53 0SSO0
Sles 33 (A3 VENVF) OT Ol op S 5 i odaliaa
(Co e oS polie 5 ESnsop dowl B pme O5k) ali
S Wsls 38 0 Kimss (7 Jgde) el Cnsay
e Oz 1 86 i 5t 5 4ty 5 S
ESCn 0n sl (3 peze pl ol (FY) 05 |y A5yl LB
U1 o 08 8 IS 5 S 5 s 1B G b
wsls Jis w1y adoy 5 Sas (BI31 iomas 5 5L
2> O panyS pole & Sl ki 318 (YA) dil
JEt 5 oo e sl 0o dalydn sy S d e
ot 40) 315 g HE By diier oS )3 (65 3l 4o
Ske ol alp o Saesn Sy
o3 ks &1y 55,8 b i 4 e o ST Lo suaiee
o3 VO LD il 31 S5 (gam 31 (VY) Wisls LLs )
O Saags ple g 5 paneS pobie b las 53 43
(PO V) ol 0k i)l

o S g I b 5 S dl Yl
> 8es 5 old oS g el Sl gl
Al S Sl ods a5 (YA das Sl 1y ad
A ez 1 (S5 e IS G b 5l S
Jis A5 ke nl53l 5 LS lad shu d e -
ol s Byl atyy 5 Shee 15l el 5,
YY)
deol 31 eslial dawlsa 3 See Il (uomen
(oS Gsarsn ah GBI 4 L5 e Sagn
b )il o e Snen ol (S st 5 e
& s Ay e S g el K0
> as 35y o 5 035 @2l 3y M ole 5 T
S gt ol pl g 03De (FA) 355 oo A5 iy 4
o3l Siull 5 69,0 yolie 03,8 OIS L eslizal 5 40
35008 Caelan Ol 5 e d o 4 Ll 5 0 ST T
D pany yame Olgea S L)lier 4%
st atyy s Sles (BIHEsl ool o

3 We Sl dlaosls o Kile amlie b b
b sbdshe 53 GBS 53 o5 PMAP) A8 jdiie adsy
S s @N) Gy sles b s ad ol (M) K
iy 5 Slae Ol 2 o8 ol 5.5 15 ST o
s edalie B) L Lls o (s s o5 £0/08)
b ool dgloes 4715 Ol g ol gl (0 Jguer)
S ek g palhe el 5 (s 5 B pole
iy 3 Shes dals Hlad 4 Cod o3 VV/YY 5 YH/PA
el 313

3 58 potie b (Bl 53 atyy 3 Shes 2l 3
FO) ol 0dd i s 0L K sy ple baw s s,

by S |y L8yt 5y gl 015 b e (V8



W iy (AT 9 (o Dlho p Byan nF polis (b Sl 5 Swgad el 156 bl 4 8 (M) 90
Table(3) Analysis of variance some quality and quantity characteristics of sugar beet as affected by foliar application of humic acid and micronutrients

5 Sles 155 Sles 155 Sles ool e P V-LM
S s “r ) B LAl s oAl s st e ol oohe A3 S Jlaszad 0354 s Na
Source of @57 * Gross sugar ~ Pure sugar Alk I it Molasses  The extraction o *K ’
variation of Root Impure sugar  pure sugar alinity coefficiont N
yield yield yield
<
’_’g _ 2 42.93 0.43 1.01 2.48 2.61 1.01 0.12 6.71 0.03 0.24 0.13
Replication
&_’:‘k J‘:""‘ Kk *% *% *k *k * *%k *% * *%k *
T 5 888.97 2.64 5.26 36.71 31.21 2.67 0.51 32.05 1.07 251 1.01
Humic acid
P vf , » » » , X
Micronutrie 4 251.46 1.88 2.04 6.29 4.04 1.48ns 0.11ns 6.05* 041™  0.68 0.19™
nts
JJLE':"J:‘ ns el * ns el ns el el ns * ns
_ 20 19.68 0.24 0.40 0.61 0.68 1.17 0.16 5.50 0.40 0.65 0.50
Interaction
lesT gllas
58 12.15 0.009 0.07 0.36 0.26 1.27 0.06 2.19 0.41 0.23 0.35
Error
Ot o o2
Wad 5.36 0.55 1.89 5.32 5.46 32.96 8.61 1.79 29.87 1040 28.46
C.V (%)
AL M):&)@ka-lcb,u): Sls s 9 Sols Sme C-\.Gji\.\:u s 5 4** s*ns

*, **and ns, Significant at 5% and 1% levels of probability, non-significant, respectively.

\'A%

(M(WS\(\OIV“’Qf\f‘rv'”‘.r*"\Oj\”{f”T\’J"'
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Table(4) Mean comparisons of the humic acid on some traits of beet

Wy b o 053y ) e
Ul el PN N N R e et R Sonn
. = N (OB s OESs 53 o) i
Alkalinity (5 4o (PR . . . Humic
. : White sugar yield ~ Root yield Acid
-g -g
(me10079) (me1007)
2.69° 2.41° 2.61° 8.93° 52.98" 0
3.14%® 2.36%® 2.36%® 10.42 ¢ 60.42 ¢ 200
358 ® 2.17 ¢ 2.04° 11.01°¢ 63.79 ¢ 300
3.45%® 1.89 2.06° 12.40° 70.51° 400
3.74° 1.81°¢ 1.89° 12.12° 67.15°¢ 500
3.81° 1.89 1.99° 13.282 74.71° 600

Al Lp 3 0 Jb‘ck“)}é)‘}@ﬁg}%‘é{%ﬁg}f&iJ;‘J}‘S‘)‘}‘S\A‘.’nisl:ﬁ

The means with same letters have no significant difference according to Duncan's multiple range test
(P<0.05).

by Ay 8 hes g b pan o polie Bl Jobmo 1 ik dulio (0) 9
Table(5) Mean comparisons of the foliar application of humic acid and micronutrients on root yield
of sugar beet.

(S s ) LAl s s Shes OS5 o) 4y 5 Sles Oy oS pols
White sugar yield (Ton ha™) Root yield (Ton ha™) Micronutrients
10.89 ™ 60.56 ° B) , 5
10.74 ¢ 61.81° Fe) T
11.72° 68.22° @n) s,
12.17° 68.96 Mn) ;%
11.28°¢ 65.07° (Control) wsLz

51 A 53 B ez o 53 (6l e B &S ke O 0S5 il 511 (sla e

The means with common letters have no significant difference according to Duncan's multiple range test
(P<0.05).
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Table(6). Mean comparisons of the foliar application of humic acid and micronutrients
application on quantitative and qualitative traits of sugar beet

Jlasiul s b ) NG WP oAl 1B Sles "
ke » o 5 o (S 53 o) ol A8 s 5 - %)f SpaneS pole S Al
extraction (¢ 2o Molasses Sugar vield Pure sugar et Micronutrients  humic acid
coefficient ~ Potassium (%) (Ton ha™) Gross sugar
(me1007)

80.70 f-i 3.19¢g 3.44 ab 6.84 0 14.42 d-j 17.86 ef (B)s
81.24 e-h 446¢ci  3.22a-e 7.15 no 13.97 j-0 17.20 kim (Fe) T

80.82 f-i 404ghi  3.2la-e 7.56 mno 13.55 op 16.76 0 (Zn) s 0
80.25 hi 462b-i  326a-e 7.59 mno 13.26 p 16.52 p (Mn) ;&

78.40 i 423 e-i 3.48a 6.720 12.66 q 16.14 q (Control) asLs
81.33e-h 446¢c-i  3.29ad 8.36 kim 14.35 g-1 17.64 gh (B).s
82.42 b-h 3.84 hij 3.01 a-g 8.14 Im 14.13 j-n 17.15Im (Fe) T

80.59 f-i 4.38 c-i 3.29 a-d 8.57 i-l 13.67 nop 16.97 n (Zn) s, 200
83.08 b-h 431d-i  2.92b-g 9.56 e-h 14.37 f-k 17.29 jkl (Mn) ;%
80.33 ghi 460b-i  3.39abc 7.89 Imn 13.84 1-0 17.23 jkI (Control) stz
84.41 bed 459b-i  2.74e-h 9.43 f-j 14.88 c-f 17.63 gh (B),s

82.82 bh 426e-i  298ag 8.53 jkl 14.38 e+ 17.36 ijk (Fe) T
81.94 d-h 477b-h  3.05a-g 9.17 g-k 13.87 k-0 16.93n (Zn) s, 300
81.94 d-h 3.75 ij 3.14 af 9.49 f-i 14.26 h-m 17.41 ij (Mn) ;%

81.15 e-i 525a-d  3.21a-e 8.78 h-l 13.82 mno 17.03 mn (Control) usts
82.36 c-h 475b-h  3.17af 9.51 f-i 14.82 c-g 17.99 cde (B).s

83.36 b-f 443c-i  2.85d-h 9.72 d-h 14.30 g-m 17.15 Im (Fe) T
84.30 bed 4.17 f-i 2.69 fgh 10.56 cd 14.45 d-j 17.14Im (Zn) s, 400
82.10 d-h 438c-i  3.23ae 10.52 cde 14.83 c-g 18.06 bed (Mn) ;&
84.02 b-g 511af  2.68fgh 11.39 be 14.90 cde 17.58 gh (Control)..ats

87.29a 4.17 f-i 2.37h 10.10 d-g 16.30 a 18.67 a (B)s
83.01 b-h 53labc  3.05a-g 9.42 f-j 14.95 cd 18 bede (Fe) T

85.31ab 4.69 b-i 2.59 gh 10.67 cd 15.06 bc 17.65 gh (Zn) s, 500
82.27 d-h 548ab  3.2la-e 10.67 cd 14.91 cd 18.12 hc (Mn) ;&
82.15 d-h 515a-e  3.19a-f 10.06 d-g 14.72 ¢c-h 17.91 de (Control) stz

83.36 b-f 5.12 a-f 3a-g 10.39 def 15.07 be 18.08 bed (B),s

84.06 b-e 525a-d  2.77d-h 10.51 cde 14.61 c-i 17.38 j (Fe) T

83.42 b-f 492b-g  2.90c-g 11.77 ab 14.60 c-i 17.50 hi (Zn) s, 600
85.24 abc 5.95a 2.68 fgh 1252 a 15.49 b 18.17b (Mn) ;&
83.28 b-g 487b-g  2.96a-g 10.52 cde 14.77 c-h 17.74 fg (Control) stz

LI 53 0 Szl pelan 53 (5515 stme U0kt &S 2t U OSG JBlt (T15 (sl SO

The means with common letters have no significant difference according to Duncan's multiple range test (P<0.05).
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