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Approv al of Seed Varieties
for the 20 19  Crop

B-12RR2N C-G515 SX -RR1245N

B-1399 C-G6 7 5 SX -RR126 4

B-149N HI L-986 5

B-16 90 HI L-987 9N T

C-RR059 SX -RR1243

B-17 03 SX -RR127 5N MA-7 09

C-G7 52N T SX -RR127 6

HI L-9908 SX -RR127 8N

Variety Specialty Q uantity
C-G333N T* N ematode/ Rhizoc 5000

B-16 06 N * * N ematode/ Rhizoc/ Alt. U nlimited

HM-28RR*   HM-96 16 RR*   SX -RR1251*
HM-17 3RR*   C-G351N T*
HMN T96 07 RR*   SX -RR1212*

*  Approved to plant through 2019
* *  Approved to plant through 2021

Corporate Agricultural Office
122 U ptown Dr.  Suite 300
Bay City,  Michigan 487 08
Telephone (989) 6 86 -016 1 - Fax (989) 6 7 1-37 14

Specialty Approv ed Varieties

                  F ully Approv ed Varieties               
U nlimited Q uantities

Limited Approv ed Varieties
Q uantities limited to 10 %  of acres

Not Tested in 20 18 *
Varieties on a 1 year plant out
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H igh Q uality 
Varieties for 20 19  - Av erage of 20 17  & 20 18

RW ST Rhiz oc Cerc

HI L-9908 103. 9 100. 1 7 8. 4

HI L-986 5 102. 1 100. 2 104. 5

B-16 90 102. 0 97 . 1 103. 1

SX -RR126 4 102. 1 104. 0 105. 6

SX -RR127 8N 101. 3 112. 2 111. 9

HI L-987 9N T 101. 3 104. 2 85. 1

SX -RR127 6 100. 6 110. 9 104. 7

C-RR059 100. 5 92. 7 109. 7

Note:   Lower values are better for Rhizoctonia and Cercospora.

High yielding variety with above average q uality.   Good 
overall disease package,  but very susceptible to Alternaria.

High yielding and q uality variety.   Fair disease package,  but 
poor on Rhizoctonia and Root Aphid.

High q uality but low yielding N ematode variety.   Very good 
Cercospora tolerance.   Fair disease package,  except poor 
on Fusarium.

RW SA

101. 4

101. 7

92. 4

105. 8

107 . 3

101. 0

Very high yielding and high q uality variety.   Fair to good 
overall disease package.  Very good for Aphanomyces.

Very high yielding and high q uality variety.   Fair to good 
overall disease package except poor on Rhizoctonia.

Moderate yielding and high q uality variety.   Fair to good 
disease package on all types of diseases.  Slight weakness 
to Alternaria.

Variety Comments

High q uality but low yielding variety.  Excellent Cercospora 
and Alternaria tolerance.   Fair disease package,  except poor 
on Fusarium.

High yielding and q uality variety.  Fair disease package,  
except poor on Aphanomyces and Fusarium.

 %  of Check

102. 9

95. 6
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Sugarbeet Cyst Nematode
Varieties for 20 19  - Av erage of 20 17  & 20 18

RW ST Rhiz oc Cerc

SX -RR127 8N 101. 3 112. 2 111. 9

B-16 06 N 97 . 1 94. 5 109. 5

C-G7 52N T 99. 0 99. 1 108. 0

B-149N 95. 5 98. 0 119. 9

SX -RR127 5N 99. 8 108. 1 111. 1

C-G333N T 96 . 2 98. 1 118. 1

SX -RR1245N 99. 8 108. 1 112. 6

B-12RR2N 99. 6 105. 8 106 . 3

HI L-987 9N T 101. 3 104. 2 85. 1

All Values are %  of Check

Note:   Higher is better for N ematode,  RW SA,  and RW ST.   Lower is better for Cercospora and Rhizoctonia.

Very high yielding and high q uality N ematode 
tolerant variety.   Fair disease package but poor 
on Rhizoctonia.

Very high yielding moderate q uality N ematode 
tolerant variety.   Good overall disease package.

Very high q uality but low yielding N ematode 
tolerant variety.  Very good on Cercospora,  fair 
on most other diseases,  but poor on 
Aphanomyces and Fusarium.

Very high yielding good q uality N ematode 
tolerant variety.   Good overall disease package.

High yielding good q uality N ematode tolerant 
variety.   Fair disease package,  but poor on 
Rhizoctonia and Fusarium.

Moderate yield and q uality N ematode tolerant 
variety.   Fair disease pacakge with susceptibility 
to Root Aphid.

92. 4

98. 0

101. 3

102. 7

101. 2

Variety Comments

High yielding low q uality N ematode tolerant 
variety.   Good disease package but poor on 
Cercospora.

High yielding and good q uality N ematode 
tolerant variety.   Fair disease package,  but 
weaker on Rhizoctonia,  Cercospora,  and Root 
Aphid.

Very high yielding but low q uality N ematode 
tolerant variety.   Good disease package but poor 
for Cercospora.

RW SA

103. 7

104. 2

105. 8

103. 3
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O fficial Variety Trial
Michigan Sugar Company
Av erage of 4 Locations - 20 18  

Trial Q uality:  Good Locations: Grekowicz Cerc Control:
P lant/ H arv :  April 27 / Oct 26 Sylvester see trial pages
P lots:  2 rows x 38 ft.   Maurer Rhiz oc Control:
Row Spacing:   22 inches Trost see trial pages
Seeding Rate:   2 inches,   thinned
                           to 200 beets/ 100 ft.

Lb/ T T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank % Rank
SX -RR126 4 $ 1, 6 34 26 5 39 . 0 8 17 . 5 2 96 . 1 6 5 8 . 2 4
C-G6 7 5 $ 1, 6 17 253 40 . 4 1 16 . 8 12 96 . 0 15 5 5 . 9 11
SX -RR127 8N $ 1, 6 14 26 0 39 . 0 7 17 . 3 5 96 . 0 13 5 7 . 0 6
B-17 03 $ 1, 6 0 4 251 40 . 3 2 16 . 8 14 96 . 0 17 6 0 . 0 2
B-16 06 N $ 1, 5 6 7 246 40 . 1 3 16 . 4 19 96 . 2 4 53. 8 18
C-G515 $ 1, 5 5 8 253 38 . 9 9 16 . 8 13 96 . 0 14 5 6 . 1 8
C-RR059 $ 1, 5 47 254 38 . 4 10 16 . 8 10 96 . 2 1 55. 8 12
MA-7 09 $ 1, 5 28 26 0 37 . 2 14 17 . 3 6 96 . 0 18 5 9 . 2 3
B-1399 $ 1, 5 27 247 39 . 1 6 16 . 5 18 96 . 0 16 54. 1 16
B-149N $ 1, 5 25 241 39 . 9 4 16 . 2 21 95. 8 21 5 7 . 8 5
C-G7 52N T $ 1, 5 23 251 38 . 2 11 16 . 7 16 96 . 2 2 5 5 . 9 10
HI L-986 5 $ 1, 518 26 1 36 . 7 17 17 . 3 3 96 . 1 9 55. 3 13
C-G333N T $ 1, 515 242 39 . 4 5 16 . 2 20 95. 9 19 5 6 . 7 7
B-16 90 $ 1, 514 258 37 . 1 15 17 . 2 7 96 . 0 11 51. 4 20
SX -RR127 5N $ 1, 508 250 38 . 1 12 16 . 7 17 95. 9 20 5 6 . 0 9
SX -RR1245N $ 1, 504 255 37 . 2 13 17 . 0 9 96 . 0 12 6 1. 5 1
SX -RR1243 $ 1, 47 9 252 37 . 1 16 16 . 7 15 96 . 1 10 54. 7 15
SX -RR127 6 $ 1, 47 1 256 36 . 3 18 17 . 0 8 96 . 2 3 55. 0 14
HI L-9908 $ 1, 46 0 27 1 34. 0 20 17 . 9 1 96 . 1 7 52. 2 19
B-12RR2N $ 1, 408 253 35. 0 19 16 . 8 11 96 . 1 8 53. 9 17
HI L-987 9N T $ 1, 401 26 1 33. 9 21 17 . 3 4 96 . 1 5 49. 1 21
Average $ 1, 524. 9 254. 3 37 . 87 16 . 91 96 . 05 55. 6 9
LSD 5% 112. 2 5. 6 2. 6 0. 3 N . S. 5. 6
CV % 5. 2 1. 6 4. 8 1. 3 0. 3 7 . 1

$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.
Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top-ranking variety in each column.

Comments:   These four trials had the best statistical analysis of the trials completed in 2018.
Comments for each trial appear on the individual trial pages.   Most of these trials saw a significant dry 
period in July and August.   Despite dry conditions,  yields were above average.   One location had confirmed
Root Aphid pressure.

2
Rank

13
19
15
5
12

3
11
1
8
14
9
17
7
20
4
16
21
18
6
10

9303
9224
8916

5. 3

96 51. 2
7 18. 8

8855

10 231
10 35 0

96 29
9 6 5 5
9 6 6 8

10 16 7

9 7 9 8

10 230

9 8 6 3

9 6 6 6

9351

9 9 28

9536
96 00
9597
9595

9514

EmergeVariety $ / A RW SA CJ PRW ST Yield Sugar
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F arms: Chaffin Farms (I thaca) E &  R Farms (Bad Axe)
Couture Flatland Farms (Ontario) Gardner Farms (Croswell)
DVL Farms (Ruth) Sylvester Farms (Q uanicassee)

38 . 3

233

246

9 5 . 9

15. 9

C-G515

B-16 06 N 8 9 14

8 9 7 6

9 449

$ 1, 26 4

$ 1, 37 9

$ 1, 431

$ 1, 444

$ 1, 448

$ 1, 47 3

$ 1, 499

$ 1, 505

$ 1, 510

$ 1, 512

$ 1, 590

16 . 6

35. 7

8585

240

245

9 5 . 8

9 5 . 9

9 5 . 8

35. 2

36 . 2

38 . 3

B-149N

86 08

86 32

245

25 7

16 . 6

17 . 3

9 6 . 0

9 6 . 0

35. 0 9 5 . 9

9 5 . 7

34. 7

37 . 7

38 . 3

9 5 . 8

30. 7

$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and a company average RW ST of 238.
Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

6 7 5— 2. 0

95. 916 . 4

0. 5

86 6 6 241 36 . 0

Comments:   These results are the combined data of six Sugarbeet Advancement Variety Trials from 2018.  These 
trials experienced a wide variation of environmental conditions,  disease pressure and soil types.  I ndividual trial data 
will give the best indication on how a variety will perform given specific conditions.  Field placement of varieties 
should be based on past history of field issues and growers ability to manage them.  Varieties vary greatly in 
disease resistance,  yield potential and q uality.  For example,  in nematode infested fields,  tolerant varieties tend to 
perform the best (see Sylvester trial).  Varieties may also respond differently based on soil texture.  This year none 
of the trials were located in a field that had a high level of sand,  but the DVL trial probably had the highest fraction 
of sand.  All of these trials had enough leafspot (Cercospora and Alternaria) in them that at least some of the 
varieties would have had economic damage.  The Gardner and Couture trials had the highest levels at harvest.  
N one of the trials had even a moderate level of root disease,  but the Chaffin,  DVL and Gardner trials had the most.  
Root Aphid was found at most locations and it is suspected that it impacted some of the weaker varieties.  Two of 
the trials were planted very early with the Chaffin trial planted on March 19 and the Sylvester trial planted on March 
26 .  The early season drought was an issue at all locations,  but all locations generally had favorable weather in the 
second half of the season.  U se this data in conj unction with Michigan Sugar variety/ nursery data and seed 
company information.  

7 3— 4. 7 0. 2

ns

2. 8

9

20 18  Variety Trial Av erages

CV %

LSD 5%

Average

$ / A RW SA RW ST T/ A %  Sugar %  CJ PVariety

HI L-987 9N T

B-12RR2N

B-1399

SX -1243 RR

SX -1245N  RR

B-16 90

SX -126 4 RR

Av erage of Six Locations

237

8489 237 35. 9 16 . 2

9 5 . 7

9 5 . 8

9 6 . 0

C-G333N T

C-G6 7 5

$ 1, 458

87 33

16 . 2

16 . 0

16 . 0

16 . 7

35. 8

8251

8 9 7 1

238

234

235

247

16 . 1

16 . 3

16 . 6

$ 1, 442

8 8 8 6

7 496
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 P lant To Stand
 Michigan Sugar Company
 Av erage of 4 Locations - 20 18

Locations:  Crumbaugh Cerc Control:  
Gerstenberger see trial pages
Grekowicz Rhiz oc Control:
Maurer  see trial pages

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank Act. Rank
SX -RR126 4 $ 1, 444 242 3 35 . 1 1 16 . 5 3 95. 5 2 18 4 1
B-16 06 N $ 1, 38 2 235 7 34. 7 2 16 . 0 8 95. 2 14 17 0 7
B-16 90 $ 1, 330 239 4 32. 7 7 16 . 2 4 95. 3 12 16 6 12
C-G333N T $ 1, 321 232 12 33. 6 4 15. 9 11 95. 3 5 17 6 3
C-G6 7 5 $ 1, 319 233 9 33. 2 5 16 . 0 9 95. 3 9 17 0 9
SX -RR1245N $ 1, 318 243 1 32. 1 10 16 . 5 2 95. 4 4 17 9 2
B-149N $ 1, 313 229 14 33. 8 3 15. 8 14 95. 3 6 17 0 8
B-12RR2N $ 1, 302 233 10 32. 9 6 15. 9 10 95. 2 13 16 8 10
C-RR059 $ 1, 292 234 8 32. 3 9 16 . 1 6 95. 4 3 16 2 13
B-1399 $ 1, 287 235 6 32. 4 8 16 . 0 7 95. 3 8 16 7 11
HI L-986 5 $ 1, 255 236 5 31. 2 11 16 . 1 5 95. 3 10 17 5 4
C-G515 $ 1, 235 232 11 31. 2 12 15. 9 12 95. 3 11 17 0 6
SX -RR1243 $ 1, 215 231 13 31. 0 13 15. 9 13 95. 3 7 17 5 5
HI L-987 9N T $ 1, 205 243 2 29. 1 14 16 . 5 1 95. 5 1 16 2 14
Average $ 1, 301. 4 235. 4 32. 51 16 . 09 95. 32 17 1. 0
LSD 5% 101. 1 8. 4 2. 1 0. 5 N . S. 16 . 6
CV% 5. 4 2. 5 4. 6 2. 2 0. 2 6 . 8

$ / A:    Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.

Bold:  Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

Comments:   The Plant to Stand trials are planted at 4. 1 inch spacing with only commercially available 
varieties.   Trials planted early in the season appeared to have better emergence conditions and overall 
stands reflected that.   Overall yield and sugar content in these trials was above average.   Disease 
control in these trials was good.

Beets/ 10 0  ft*Sugar
RW SA

7 207

Variety $ / A
RW ST Yield

5. 4

Trial Q uality:   see trial pages
P lant/ H arv :   Apr 30/ Oct 25
P lots:   6  Rows X  38 ft.
Row Spacing:   22 inches
Seeding Rate:   4. 1 inches

6 01. 2

7 886

7 16 2

CJ P

7 7 27 . 1

7 346
7 436

7 6 87
7 7 11

7 6 55

8 20 2
8 5 8 7

7 807
7 802
7 843
7 850
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O VT Emergence 
Michigan Sugar Company
Av erage of 2 Years,  20 17  & 20 18

Trial Q uality:   Good
Locations:  2017  - Crumbaugh,  Gerstenberger,  Grekowicz,

Maurer,  Shaffner,  SVREC,  Sylvester,  Trost
2018 - Maurer,  Grekowicz,  Sylvester,  Trost

P lot Siz e:  2 rows X  38 ft. ,  8 reps
Seeding Rate: 1. 9 inch seed spacing

Average

LSD 5%

CV %

determine %  emergence.

B-149N
C-G6 7 5

59. 5

6 1. 6

Comments:   Emergence counts were taken from OVT locations after full emergence to 

SX -RR126 4
B-1399
C-G515
SX -RR1243
C-G7 52N T

56 . 7
57 . 0
57 . 5
57 . 9
57 . 9

58. 6

Variety %  Emerge

6 0. 7

57 . 03

SX -RR127 6
C-G333N T
HI L-986 5
B-16 06 N

SX -RR127 8N
SX -RR1245N
B-17 03

SX -RR127 5N
C-RR059

MA-7 09

56 . 6

57 . 9

59. 2
59. 4

B-16 90

5. 2

54. 2
55. 8
56 . 2
56 . 4
56 . 5

6 . 1

B-12RR2N
HI L-987 9N T
HI L-9908

51. 4
53. 2
54. 0
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Couture Chaffin E & R Gardner Shaffner Sylv ester DVL
O ntario Gratiot H uron Sanilac Midland Tuscola H uron

Plant Date 4/ 30 / 18 3/ 19 / 18 5 / 1/ 18 4/ 30 / 18 4/ 28 / 18 3/ 26 / 18 5 / 1/ 18
Count Days 10 38 13 11 11 32 10
C-G6 7 5 18 6 6 3 230 111 9 5 8 0 136 140
C-G333N T 18 2 51 248 59 28 40 124 114
B-16 06 N 144 40 218 7 6 35 57 104 106
SX -1245N  RR 16 9 5 2 215 6 4 6 0 29 92 105
C-G515 18 5 7 0 229 49 15 52 95 104
B-16 90 144 41 222 7 1 21 7 7 83 103
B-149N 15 5 51 237 31 24 30 92 95
SX -1243 RR 140 5 7 204 6 8 29 26 88 93
SX -126 4 RR 124 29 190 53 6 9 15 7 8 88
B-1399 120 10 203 7 5 7 12 58 7 9
HI L-987 9N T 134 36 16 9 27 18 13 92 7 5
B-12RR2N 132 22 17 0 36 14 9 32 6 6
HI L-986 5 — — 194 40 46 15 96 —

Average 151 43 210 59 35 35 90 97
LSD 5% 45 18 25 45 21 11 29 —
CV % 17 25 7 45 35 19 19 —

Trial Couture Chaffin E & R Gardner Shaffner Sylv ester DVL
Count Days 24 6 3 31 32 38 5 8 31
C-G333N T 26 2 140 30 0 238 216 16 8 27 2 248
C-G6 7 5 25 7 131 26 9 225 19 7 18 3 226 232
B-149N 246 16 6 283 200 213 19 1 236 231
B-16 06 N 238 109 27 0 227 17 8 16 4 236 227
SX -1243 RR 232 147 27 1 225 17 1 158 222 222
B-1399 240 112 27 5 214 16 1 135 237 220
C-G515 248 134 26 3 200 16 9 16 8 215 219
SX -1245N  RR 236 149 27 6 206 19 1 149 218 217
B-12RR2N 231 128 27 1 205 181 158 218 217
B-16 90 225 7 0 26 6 222 16 6 158 202 215
HI L-987 9N T 245 109 256 195 16 2 114 212 204
SX -126 4 RR 207 105 26 1 209 18 9 121 214 202
HI L-986 5 — — 257 200 19 0 144 226 —

Average 239 125 27 1 213 183 155 226 221
LSD 5% 19 30 15 25 32 20 31 —
CV % 5 14 3 7 10 8 8 —

20 18  Variety Trials
Emergence Summary

Av erage

Comments:   The Late Count average does not include the Shaffner trial due to water damage causing variability that occurred 
between the early and late counts.  The averages for both the Early and Late counts also didn' t include the Chaffin trial due to a very 
early planting,  the amount of time it took for emergence,  and the resulting variability and low final population.   All varieties had the 
standard seed treatment plus Tachigaren 20.  The varieties also contained these additional seed treatments by these companies:  
Seedex - Tri-Pak;  Hilleshog - Clariva &  Vibrance on HI L-987 9N T;  Crystal - Kabina;  Betaseed - Kabina (B-149N ,  B-16 06 ,  B-1399),   
Kabina +  Poncho Beta (B-16 90),  Systiva X S (B-12RR2N ).  Kabina &  Systiva are not approved for use in Canada (Couture).

Early Counts

Av erage

Late Counts

Trial
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Root Rot Summary
F all Count of Dead Beets in 120 0  F oot of Row
Trial Location Chaffin DVL E & R Gardner Sylv ester Av erage

B-16 06 N 3 2 4 3 2 3
B-16 90 5 3 2 3 1 3
B-1399 6 1 3 3 3 3
C-G6 7 5 16 3 1 1 8 6
C-G333N T 8 5 21 3 5 8
C-G515 30 1 4 8 2 9
B-149N 15 20 8 5 5 11
HI L-987 9N T 29 9 18 13 16 17
SX -1243 RR 22 33 13 11 12 18
SX -126 4 RR 49 31 33 28 25 33
B-12RR2N 6 1 6 8 34 49 19 46
SX -1245N  RR 7 2 58 32 7 5 26 53

AVERAGE 26 19 14 17 10 17
LSD (5% ) 41 20 30 27 16 12
CV (% ) 98 59 117 90 82 54

Leafspot Ratings at H arv est
Trial Location Chaffin DVL E & R Gardner Sylv ester Couture Av erage

HI L-987 9N T 1. 7 2. 3 2. 8 4. 3 3. 2 3. 8 3. 0
B-1399 2. 2 3. 0 3. 2 3. 9 2. 8 3. 8 3. 1
SX -126 4 RR 2. 5 2. 7 2. 9 4. 8 2. 4 4. 5 3. 3
C-G6 7 5 2. 2 3. 3 3. 3 4. 9 2. 6 4. 5 3. 4
SX -1243 RR 2. 3 3. 0 4. 1 5. 1 2. 7 4. 8 3. 7
B-16 06 N 3. 0 3. 8 3. 7 5. 8 3. 4 5. 6 4. 2
B-12RR2N 3. 0 4. 3 4. 7 5. 2 3. 6 4. 8 4. 3
SX -1245N  RR 3. 0 3. 8 4. 8 5. 3 3. 2 5. 4 4. 3
B-16 90 4. 2 4. 0 4. 2 5. 1 4. 5 5. 4 4. 6
C-G333N T 3. 3 4. 3 4. 4 5. 8 3. 8 6 . 3 4. 7
B-149N 4. 2 4. 8 4. 2 6 . 1 4. 2 5. 8 4. 8
C-G515 4. 7 5. 5 4. 8 5. 8 5. 8 6 . 4 5. 5

AVERAGE 3. 0 3. 7 3. 9 5. 2 3. 5 5. 1 4. 1
LSD (5% ) 0. 6 0. 6 0. 6 0. 4 0. 5 0. 3 0. 5
CV (% ) 10. 8 9. 1 8. 5 4. 0 8. 3 3. 9 10. 0

20 18  Variety Trials
Root Rot and Leafspot Summary

Comments:   The Root Rot summary is a fall count of the dead/ dying beets in 1200 foot of row from the Sugarbeet 
Advancement variety trials.  The dead beets are likely due to root diseases Rhizoctonia or Fusarium.  This year had 
relatively low levels in all trials.  See the individual trials for Q uadris treatments.  The Leafspot Ratings are based on a 
1-9 scale with a lower number being better.  The rating is a combination rating for all leafspots,  but primarily 
Cercospora and Alternaria.
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East District Trials

MSC OVT & Plant to Stand: 
Maurer, Ruth

SBA Variety Trial:  
Couture Flatland Farms, 
Dover Centre, Ontario

MSC OVT & Plant to Stand:  
Grekowicz Farms, Harbor Beach

SBA Variety Trial:   
DVL Farms, Ruth

MSC Plant to Stand:  
Gerstenberger, Sandusky

SBA Variety Trial:   
Gardner Farms, Croswell
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O fficial Variety Trial
Michigan Sugar Company
Grek owicz ,  P ort H ope - 20 18

Trial Q uality:   Good Soil Type:   Loam * * Cerc Control:   Good
P lant/ H arv :   May 14/ Oct 25          %  O M:  3. 0    pH :  7 . 2     CEC :  12. 3              8 applications* *
P lots:   2 rows X  38 ft. ,  8 reps  Nutrients:   P :  Abv Opt     K :  Abv Opt Rhiz oc Control:   Very Good
Row Spacing:   22 inches           Mn:  High    B:  Medium             Q uadris I F,  6 -8lf
Seeding Rate:   2 inches, Added N:   35 lbs. + 10, 000 gal.  manure Rainfall:   21. 6 5 inches  
    thinned to 200 beets/ 100 ft. P rev  Crop:   W heat   

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank
SX -RR126 4 $ 1, 8 33 115 7 9 26 6 2 43. 4 7 17 . 6 2 9 6 . 1 10
SX -RR127 8N $ 1, 8 23 115 20 257 9 44. 9 2 17 . 1 9 9 5 . 8 15
B-149N $ 1, 7 9 1 11317 246 19 45 . 9 1 16 . 5 19 9 5 . 8 16
C-G6 7 5 $ 1, 7 7 6 11223 257 10 43. 8 3 17 . 0 12 9 6 . 2 4
C-G7 52N T $ 1, 7 6 6 1115 9 255 13 43. 8 4 16 . 9 13 9 6 . 2 8
SX -RR127 6 $ 1, 7 42 110 0 4 26 0 5 42. 3 10 17 . 2 5 9 6 . 2 6
SX -RR1243 $ 1, 7 34 10 9 5 6 257 8 42. 6 9 17 . 1 11 9 6 . 1 9
B-16 06 N $ 1, 7 26 10 9 0 6 250 16 43. 6 6 16 . 6 16 9 6 . 2 7
C-G515 $ 1, 7 26 10 9 0 3 251 15 43. 4 8 16 . 8 15 9 5 . 8 17
C-RR059 $ 1, 7 22 10 8 7 9 249 17 43. 7 5 16 . 5 18 9 6 . 2 5
SX -RR1245N $ 1, 7 14 10 8 31 258 7 41. 9 13 17 . 2 7 9 6 . 0 11
MA-7 09 $ 1, 6 9 8 10 7 29 255 12 42. 0 12 17 . 2 8 95. 5 20
B-16 90 $ 1, 6 6 8 10535 26 1 4 40. 4 17 17 . 3 4 9 6 . 2 1
HI L-986 5 $ 1, 6 6 5 10519 26 3 3 39. 9 18 17 . 4 3 9 6 . 2 2
B-17 03 $ 1, 6 6 3 10510 252 14 41. 7 15 16 . 8 14 9 6 . 0 12
SX -RR127 5N $ 1, 6 53 10444 247 18 42. 2 11 16 . 6 17 95. 5 19
B-12RR2N $ 1, 6 33 10320 26 0 6 39. 7 19 17 . 2 6 9 6 . 2 3
HI L-9908 $ 1, 6 22 10249 27 2 1 37 . 7 21 18 . 1 1 9 5 . 9 13
B-1399 $ 1, 6 17 10219 244 20 41. 8 14 16 . 4 21 9 5 . 8 14
C-G333N T $ 1, 6 06 10145 244 21 41. 7 16 16 . 4 20 95. 5 21
HI L-987 9N T $ 1, 57 7 996 6 256 11 39. 0 20 17 . 1 10 9 5 . 8 18
Average $ 1, 7 02. 7 107 57 . 8 255. 3 42. 17 17 . 00 95. 96
LSD 5% 147 . 0 928. 9 7 . 6 3. 3 0. 4 0. 5
CV % 8. 7 8. 7 3. 0 7 . 9 2. 5 0. 5

* *  See Cercospora F ungicide Application P age

Bold:    Results are not statistically different from top-ranking variety in each column.

Comments:   Growing conditions for this trial were better than most.   Y ield and sugar content were above average
for a trial planted in mid-May.   Disease control in this trial was good.   Roots from this trial were placed into our 
storage room for varietal storage studies.

RW SA

$ / A:    Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.

Variety $ / A CJ PRW ST Yield Sugar
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 O fficial Variety Trial
  Michigan Sugar Company
  Maurer,  Ruth - 20 18

Trial Q uality:   Good Soil Type:   Loam   * * Cerc Control:  Good
P lant/ H arv :   May 24/ Oct 11          %  O M:  3. 2    pH :  7 . 3    CEC:  12. 6              8 applications* *
P lots:   2 rows X  38 ft. ,  8 reps  Nutrients:   P :  Abv Opt     K :  Abv Opt Rhiz oc Control:   Good
Row Spacing:   22 inches          Mn:  High    B:  Medium            Q uadris I F,  6 -8 lf
Seeding Rate:   2 inches, Added N:  135 lbs.   Rainfall:  16 . 43 inches
    thinned to 200 beets/ 100 ft. P rev  Crop:   W heat  

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank
SX -RR127 5N $ 1, 38 7 235 12 34. 9 2 15. 8 12 95. 9 12
C-G6 7 5 $ 1, 38 5 234 13 35 . 0 1 15. 7 13 95. 8 15
HI L-986 5 $ 1, 37 1 242 6 33. 4 8 16 . 2 7 95. 8 16
SX -RR126 4 $ 1, 345 245 5 32. 4 12 16 . 4 4 95. 9 13
MA-7 09 $ 1, 342 247 2 32. 2 14 16 . 4 3 9 6 . 1 5
HI L-9908 $ 1, 339 25 3 1 31. 3 16 16 . 8 1 9 6 . 0 8
C-G7 52N T $ 1, 331 233 14 33. 7 4 15. 7 14 95. 8 17
SX -RR1245N $ 1, 324 242 7 32. 4 13 16 . 2 8 96 . 0 11
SX -RR1243 $ 1, 322 233 15 33. 6 5 15. 6 16 96 . 0 10
B-17 03 $ 1, 316 232 16 33. 5 6 15. 7 15 95. 7 18
B-1399 $ 1, 313 228 19 34. 1 3 15. 4 18 95. 6 20
SX -RR127 8N $ 1, 30 6 242 9 32. 0 15 16 . 3 6 95. 6 19
C-G515 $ 1, 30 1 237 11 32. 4 11 15. 8 11 9 6 . 2 3
SX -RR127 6 $ 1, 27 7 242 8 31. 2 17 16 . 1 9 9 6 . 0 7
HI L-987 9N T $ 1, 26 5 246 4 30. 4 19 16 . 3 5 9 6 . 5 1
C-RR059 $ 1, 26 5 239 10 31. 2 18 15. 9 10 9 6 . 3 2
B-16 06 N $ 1, 26 5 228 18 32. 7 10 15. 3 19 9 6 . 1 4
B-149N $ 1, 26 3 224 21 33. 5 7 15. 2 20 95. 5 21
C-G333N T $ 1, 242 224 20 32. 8 9 15. 1 21 96 . 0 9
B-16 90 $ 1, 183 247 3 28. 3 21 16 . 5 2 95. 9 14
B-12RR2N $ 1, 151 232 17 29. 3 20 15. 5 17 9 6 . 1 6
Average $ 1, 299. 7 237 . 4 32. 39 15. 90 95. 94
LSD 5% 95. 8 8. 4 2. 4 0. 5 0. 4
CV % 7 . 5 3. 6 7 . 5 3. 1 0. 5

* *  See Cercospora F ungicide Application P age
$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.
Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top-ranking variety in each column.

Comments:   This trial was planted in late May due to a rain event that delayed planting by 10 days.   This trial
was subj ect to dry conditions in June and July,  but not as dry as others.   An early October harvest produced
respectable yield and sugar content.   Disease control in this trial was good.

CJ PRW ST Yield Sugar

7 . 5
56 5. 9
7 6 80. 0

7 341
6 989
6 802

8 19 7

7 8 25
7 8 6 4
7 9 13
7 9 29
7 9 47

Variety $ / A RW SA

7 46 3
7 47 3
7 47 6
7 47 7
7 548
7 6 9 0
7 7 18
7 7 5 6
7 7 7 8
7 8 11

8 10 1
8 18 3
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P lant To Stand
Michigan Sugar Company

Trial Q uality:   Fair Soil Type:   Sandy Loam * * Cerc Control:   Very Good
P lant/ H arv :   May 1/ Oct 10            %  O M:  2. 2    pH :  6 . 0   CEC:  9. 0                     8 applications* *
P lots:   6  rows X  38 ft. ,  6  reps Nutrients:   P :  Abv Opt   K :  Abv Opt Rhiz oc Control:   Very Good
Row Spacing:   22 inches          Mn:  High   B:  Low
Seeding Rate:   4. 1 inches  Added N:  155 lbs.   Rainfall:  13. 04 inches     

P rev  Crop:   Soybeans   

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank Act. Rank
SX -RR126 4 $ 1, 0 33 230 4 25 . 5 1 15. 7 4 95. 2 9 18 4 1
SX -RR1245N $ 9 9 9 234 2 24. 3 2 15. 9 2 95. 2 8 147 11
B-16 06 N $ 9 6 4 228 8 24. 1 3 15. 5 10 95. 2 10 155 5
C-G333N T $ 9 5 3 229 7 23. 8 5 15. 7 5 95. 0 14 152 9
B-12RR2N $ 9 46 226 11 23. 9 4 15. 5 11 95. 3 4 156 3
SX -RR1243 $ 87 6 229 6 21. 8 7 15. 6 9 95. 4 3 155 4
C-G6 7 5 $ 86 8 226 10 21. 9 6 15. 6 7 95. 2 7 153 7
B-1399 $ 857 235 1 20. 8 9 15. 9 1 95. 5 1 138 14
B-149N $ 851 228 9 21. 4 8 15. 6 8 95. 3 5 152 8
B-16 90 $ 851 233 3 20. 8 10 15. 9 3 95. 4 2 16 0 2
HI L-986 5 $ 7 94 224 12 20. 3 11 15. 3 13 95. 2 12 141 12
C-G515 $ 7 7 8 221 14 20. 1 12 15. 3 14 95. 1 13 150 10
C-RR059 $ 7 57 223 13 19. 2 13 15. 4 12 95. 2 11 140 13
HI L-987 9N T $ 7 24 230 5 18. 0 14 15. 7 6 95. 2 6 154 6
Average $ 87 5. 1 228. 3 21. 83 15. 6 1 95. 23 152. 7
LSD 5% 98. 3 10. 8 2. 3 N . S. N . S. 24. 1
CV % 9. 8 4. 1 9. 1 3. 3 0. 3 13. 7

* *  See Cercospora F ungicide Application P age
$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.  

Comments:   This trial was extremely dry in June,  July,  and most of August.   Stands in this trial were below 
optimal.   These two factors combined for a lower than average yield.   Sugar content was also lower than 
average probably due to the amount of rainfall received during the weeks leading up to harvest.   

56 0. 6
4989. 0
4127
4314
4436
4526
4850

Gerstenberger F arms,  Sandusk y - 20 18

                 Q uadris I F,  6 -8 lf

Bold :   Results are not statistically different from top-ranking variety in each column.

9. 8

Variety $ / A
RW ST Yield

RW SA
Beets/ 10 0  ft

5 433

5 8 8 8

4851
4886
4950
4996
5 39 4

5 6 9 7
5 49 7

Sugar CJ P
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P lant To Stand
Michigan Sugar Company

Soil Type:   Loam  * * Cerc Control:  Very Good
         %  O M:  3. 2   pH :  7 . 3   CEC:  12. 6                     8 applications* *
Nutrients:   P :  Abv Opt    K :  Abv Opt Rhiz oc Control:  Good
         Mn:  High    B:  Medium                    Q uadris I F,  6 -8 lf
Added N:   135 lbs.   Rainfall:   16 . 43 inches      
P rev  Crop:   W heat  

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank Act. Rank
SX -RR126 4 $ 1, 46 3 241 5 36 . 0 1 16 . 3 5 95. 7 9 18 5 2
B-16 06 N $ 1, 438 237 9 35 . 8 2 16 . 1 7 95. 7 7 16 1 7
B-149N $ 1, 414 236 10 35 . 4 3 16 . 0 10 9 6 . 0 1 15 8 9
B-1399 $ 1, 39 2 243 2 33. 9 5 16 . 4 3 95. 7 10 145 12
B-12RR2N $ 1, 37 7 239 6 34. 1 4 16 . 0 8 95. 7 11 15 9 8
C-G333N T $ 1, 35 7 241 4 33. 3 6 16 . 4 4 9 5 . 9 2 16 6 5
C-RR059 $ 1, 310 238 7 32. 5 8 16 . 1 6 9 5 . 9 4 150 11
C-G6 7 5 $ 1, 30 1 238 8 32. 3 9 16 . 0 9 95. 7 6 16 6 4
HI L-986 5 $ 1, 285 230 13 33. 0 7 15. 6 11 95. 6 12 18 7 1
SX -RR1245N $ 1, 26 4 247 1 30. 4 12 16 . 5 1 9 5 . 8 5 16 6 6
B-16 90 $ 1, 253 232 11 32. 0 11 15. 2 14 95. 4 14 142 14
C-G515 $ 1, 251 231 12 32. 1 10 15. 6 12 95. 7 8 151 10
HI L-987 9N T $ 1, 220 243 3 29. 8 13 16 . 4 2 9 5 . 9 3 144 13
SX -RR1243 $ 1, 135 227 14 29. 6 14 15. 5 13 95. 6 13 17 0 3
Average $ 1, 318. 7 237 . 4 32. 86 16 . 01 95. 7 3 16 0. 6
LSD 5% 16 1. 5 16 . 5 3. 1 0. 8 0. 3 35. 6
CV % 8. 6 4. 9 6 . 5 3. 6 0. 2 15. 5

* *  See Cercospora F ungicide Application P age
$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.  
Bold :  Results are not statistically different from top-ranking variety in each column.

8. 6
956 . 1
7 806 . 1
6 7 18

8 6 5 8

7 6 05
7 7 0 4
7 7 5 4
8 0 36
8 149

8 5 15
8 37 2

7 224
7 407
7 419
7 482

8 243

Sugar CJ P
RW SA

Beets/ 10 0  ftYield

Seeding Rate:   4. 1 inches  

Variety $ / A
RW ST

Maurer,  Ruth - 20 18

P lots:   6  rows X  38 ft. ,  4 reps
Row Spacing:   22 inches

Trial Q uality:   Good
P lant/ H arv :   May 24/ Oct 11

Comments:   This trial was planted in late May due to a rain event on May 14th that delayed planting.   Stands
in this trial were adeq uate but slightly below optimal.   Despite the late planting,  favorable growing conditions 
throughout the season produced above average yields and respectable sugar content for an early October
harvest date.   Slight Root Aphid pressure was observed at this location,  but it does not appear to have been
severe enough to have much affect on overall yield of the varieties.
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Trial Q uality: Soil Type: Cerc Control:
P lanted: F ertiliz er:
H arv / Samp:
P lot Siz e: Rhiz  Control:
Row Spacing: P rev  Crop:
Seeding Rate: W eather: O ther P ests:

Variety

C-G6 7 5

B-16 90

SX -1243 RR

B-16 06 N

B-12RR2N

SX -1245N  RR

C-G333N T

C-G515

B-149N

SX -126 4 RR

B-1399

HI L-987 9N T

Average

LSD 5%

CV %

Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

6 . 4

6 . 3

5. 4

4. 8

5. 6

4. 8

5. 4

4. 5

$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment a company average RW ST of 238 and the early delivery premium.

46 . 8

48 . 4

47 . 5

45. 4

47 . 6

47 . 1

9 6 . 2

9 5 . 8

9 6 . 1

9 6 . 5

9 6 . 3

14. 9

15 . 2

14. 4

15 . 5

15 . 4

15 . 6

218

223

208

211

205

227

226

232 18 6

207

246

248

26 2

236

231

238

124

232

225

25 7

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

—

$ 1, 830

4. 5

3. 8

5. 1

3 3 52. 0

45 190. 6

—

—

—537 11 1. 5

120 24043. 49448 —

$ 1, 97 6

30 inch

15. 1 96 . 2

9 6 . 3

9 5 . 9

9 6 . 0

9 5 . 9

9 6 . 1

9 6 . 4

9942 220 45. 1$ 1, 927

%  CJ P%  Sugar

10200

10311

10 7 38

10 9 10

$ 1, 997

$ 2, 081

$ 2, 115

$ 1, 6 32

10042

10188

42. 9

46 . 4

43. 8

44. 0

$ 1, 852

$ 1, 890

$ 1, 897

$ 1, 928

$ 1, 946

$ 1, 97 5

Comments:   This trial was an excellent q uality trial in a very high yielding location in Ontario.  The trial did experience a 
dry period early in the season,  like most of the growing area,  but had few issues other than leafspot late in the season.  
Leafspot infection should have been high enough to impact results but does not seem to have had a large influence as 
some of the best leafspot varieties did not perform well.  These results may have changed if the trial was left until long 
term storage.  Leafspot fungicide sprays were as follows:   1.  Copper +  Dithane,  2.  Proline +  Copper,  3.  Copper +  Dithane,  
4.  Proline +  Copper,  5.  Copper +  Dithane,  6 .  Copper +  Dithane,  7 .  Copper,  8.  Copper

8424 220 38. 3 15. 0 9 6 . 5 134 245 — 3. 8

151

— 2. 3 0. 4 17

239

— ns

Moderate disease pressure:  
See below for materials

Dry early;  good weather 
late season

Corn

2x2:  480#  10-16 -6 -14S-
1. 5Mn-1Zn-2. 5Mg-0. 1B;  
S. D. :  100#  N

Loam

0. 3

3. 9

Excellent
April 30
Oct 9 /  Oct 9
3 reps

51, 000

229

232

215

T/ ARW STRW SA$ / A

9552

97 51

97 89

9947

Variety Trial 
Couture F latland F arms,  O ntario - 20 18

Leafspot 
Rating   
(1-9 )

5. 8

P opulations
10 0  F t.  of Row

140

144

15 5

18 5

18 2

16 9

132

144

14. 6

14. 2

15 . 6

15 . 7

14. 7

24 Day10  Day

N one

Excellent control:  Q uadris I . F.  
(5. 5 oz)

Dead
Beets /  
120 0  F t
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Trial Q uality: Soil Type: Cerc Control:
P lanted: F ertiliz er:
H arv / Samp:
P lot Siz e: Rhiz  Control:

Row Spacing: P rev  Crop:
Seeding Rate: W eather: O ther P ests:

Variety

SX -126 4 RR

C-G6 7 5

B-1399

C-G333N T

B-149N

SX -1245N  RR

B-16 90

B-16 06 N

HI L-986 5

SX -1243 RR

C-G515

HI L-987 9N T

B-12RR2N

Average

LSD 5%

CV %

7 8

218

222

226

236

202

218

236

27 2

32

88

96

104

83

92

92

124

95

1

3

31

6 8

33

21

2

3

58

20

5

90

Dead
Beets /  
120 0  F t

P opulations
10 0  F t.  of Row

9 7 6 5

9 9 12

10 0 5 8

10 26 5

26 6

26 9

28 6

17 . 7

17 . 8

18 . 9

9 6 . 1

9 6 . 3

9 6 . 2

58

136

16 . 5

17 . 2

17 . 7

17 . 5

18. 2

5 2 84. 3

29 310. 5— ns7 22 9 2. 6

31 Day10  Day

87 84 26 5

34. 8

37 . 3

36 . 5

37 . 4

35 . 9

256

26 5

26 3

27 4 34. 1

9 6 . 3

17 . 9

17 . 3

17 . 8

17 . 7 9 6 . 2

237

226

214

215

28 inch

17 . 7 96 . 3

Very Good
May 1
N ov 5 /  Oct 22
3 reps

56 , 000

26 9

257

26 8

33. 1

9 6 . 2

9 6 . 1

9 6 . 5

9 6 . 3

9 6 . 6

9 6 . 6

243

9297 26 6 35. 0$ 1, 56 2

$ 1, 37 4

$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and a company average RW ST of 238.

9 6 . 3

Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

%  CJ P%  SugarT/ ARW STRW SA$ / A

59

20

20

817 7

9111

9221

9280

9325

9331

9426

33. 6

35 . 6

35 . 3

34. 7

36 . 6

Leafspot 
Rating   
(1-9 )
2. 7

3. 3

3. 0

4. 3

4. 8

3. 8

4. 0

3. 8

3. 0

3. 0

5. 5

4. 3

3. 7

0. 6

9. 1

Comments:   I n the past few years,  Sugarbeet Advancement has had variety trials with DVL Farms on fields that were 
light textured (dark sand).  This field is more of a loam but still probably had a higher fraction of sand compared to the 
other trial locations.  This field received the least amount of rain in May,  June and early July of any of the trial locations.  
This location did have Root Aphid and it probably impacted some varieties.  Root diseases were low across all the trial 
locations but may have had a small impact on a few varieties in this location.  This was not the highest leafspot location,  
but some of the better leafspot varieties performed well.  Even though the ratings were lower than other locations,  the fact 
that this was a late harvested field may have allowed leafspot to be a larger influence than some of the other locations.  
Leafspot fungicides were as follows:   7 / 5 Proline +  EBDC,   7 / 17  EBDC +  Roundup,   7 / 28 EBDC +  Badge,   8/ 7  I nspire +  
EBDC +  Mustang Maxx +  Roundup,   8/ 15 EBDC +  Badge,   8/ 28  EBDC,  9/ 6  Enable +  EBDC,  9/ 19 Badge.  All with,  
MasterLock.

8202 27 7 29. 5 18 . 5 9 6 . 3 92 212 9 2. 3

1

— 1. 6 0. 3 19

226

Leaf miner,  Root Aphid

Good control:  Q uadris I . F.  (5 
oz) &  8 leaf (8 oz)

Good/ Fair control:   See below 
for materials

Drought until the end of 
July,  then very good

Black Beans

Fall:  200#  K2O;  1. 5 ton 
beet lime;  2x2:  240#  17 -
21-105S-1Mn-0. 5Zn-
0. 3B;  Post:  92#  N  by 

Loam

Variety Trial 
DVL F arms,  Ruth - 20 18

$ 1, 6 6 6

$ 1, 6 91

$ 1, 7 26

$ 1, 37 8

$ 1, 47 6

$ 1, 531

$ 1, 549

$ 1, 559

$ 1, 56 7

$ 1, 56 8

$ 1, 584

$ 1, 6 41
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Trial Q uality: Soil Type: Cerc Control:
P lanted: F ertiliz er:
H arv / Samp:
P lot Siz e: Rhiz  Control:
Row Spacing: P rev  Crop:
Seeding Rate: W eather: O ther P ests:

Variety

B-16 90

SX -126 4 RR

C-G6 7 5

C-G515

B-16 06 N

C-G333N T

B-149N

B-1399

SX -1243 RR

HI L-986 5

SX -1245N  RR

B-12RR2N

HI L-987 9N T

Average

LSD 5%

CV %

$ 1, 6 20

$ 1, 6 32

$ 1, 6 86

$ 1, 409

$ 1, 442

$ 1, 443

$ 1, 516

$ 1, 535

$ 1, 56 6

$ 1, 57 3

$ 1, 57 6

$ 1, 57 8

7 1

195

200

225

214

200

238

227

200

27

40

6 8

7 5

31

59

7 6

49

6 4

1

28

3

13

32

11

3

5

3

3

8

59

Dead 
Beets /  
120 0  F t

P opulations
10 0  F t.  of Row

7 6 45

7 8 38

7 8 9 9

8 15 8

239

25 7

247

16 . 4

17 . 3

16 . 8

9 5 . 5

9 5 . 7

9 5 . 9

111

53

15. 9

16 . 6

15. 9

16 . 0

15. 6

6 3 74. 5

45 250. 8— ns 7 6 7 13 2. 4

32 Day11 Day

6 97 4 238

31. 6

32. 8

31. 8

30. 7

33. 1

245

232

233

227 33. 3

9 5 . 6

15. 6

15. 8

16 . 4

16 . 1 9 5 . 3

225

209

222

206

22 inch

16 . 1 95. 5

Good
April 30
Oct 3 /  Oct 2
3 reps

6 5, 000

227

229

240

29. 4

9 5 . 4

9 5 . 5

9 5 . 2

9 5 . 8

9 5 . 2

9 5 . 3

230

7 405 236 31. 4$ 1, 530

$ 1, 311

$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment,  a company average RW ST of 238 and the early delivery premium.

9 5 . 2

Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

%  CJ P%  SugarT/ ARW STRW SA$ / A

90

18

27

6 343

6 983

7 343

7 439

7 5 7 8

7 6 14

7 6 28

27 . 5

28. 5

31. 9

33. 5

33. 3

Leafspot 
Rating   
(1-9 )
5. 1

4. 8

4. 9

5. 8

5. 8

5. 8

6 . 1

3. 9

5. 1

6 . 2

5. 3

4. 3

5. 3

0. 4

4. 0

Comments:   This trial location had the highest leafspot ratings of any of the Sugarbeet Advancement locations.  This 
location was harvested on October 3 which likely prevented leafspot from being a larger influence in the results.  Had this 
trial been harvested during long term storage,  the poorer leafspot varieties almost surely would have performed worse.  
Root diseases (see Dead Beets) were relatively low,  but may have been high enough to impact a few varieties.  Leafspot 
fungicides were as follows:   6 / 30 Proline +  Koverall +  Coron,  7 / 18 Flint +  Coron,  8/ 14 Super Tin +  Badge,  9/ 12 I nspire X T.  
All applications included Cide W inder adj uvant.

6 827 217 31. 4 15. 0 9 5 . 4 36 205 49 5. 2

7 5

— 2. 9 0. 3 45

213

Root Aphid

Good control:  Q uadris I . F.  (8 
oz)

Moderate/ heavy pressure:  
See below for materials

Dry until late July,  then 
good weather

Soybeans

PPI :  19 gal of 28% ;  2x2:  
15 gal of 10-34-0;  S. D. :  
20 gal of 28%

Loam

Variety Trial 
Gardner F arms,  Croswell - 20 18
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Central District Trials

MSC OVT: 
Trost Farms, 
Pigeon

SBA Variety Trial:  
E & R Farms, Bad Axe

MSC OVT:  
Sylvester, Quanicassee

MSC Nematode Trials:  
Sylvester, Quanicassee

SBA Variety Trial
Sylvester, Quanicassee
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 O fficial Variety Trial
  Michigan Sugar Company
  Sylv ester,  Q uanicassee - 20 18

Trial Q uality:   Very Good Soil Type:   Sandy Clay Loam * * Cerc Control:   Good
P lant/ H arv :   Apr 27 / Oct 26           %  O M:  3. 1     pH :  7 . 7      CEC:  19. 0              8 applications* *
P lots:   2 rows X  38 ft. ,  8 reps Nutrients:    P :  Abv Opt     K :  Abv Opt Rhiz oc Control:   Good
Row Spacing:   22 inches           Mn:  High     B:  Medium            Q uadris I F,  6 -8 lf
Seeding Rate:   2 inches, Added N:  185 lbs.   Rainfall:   22. 99 inches
    thinned to 200 beets/ 100 ft. P rev  Crop:   Corn  

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank
SX -RR127 8N $ 2, 0 18 28 2 1 47 . 0 2 18 . 5 1 9 6 . 3 2
B-17 03 $ 1, 905 26 1 12 47 . 8 1 17 . 5 11 95. 6 21
SX -RR126 4 $ 1, 86 1 27 1 3 45. 1 8 18. 0 3 96 . 0 12
C-G6 7 5 $ 1, 847 259 18 46 . 8 4 17 . 2 16 95. 9 16
C-G333N T $ 1, 819 255 20 46 . 8 3 16 . 9 20 9 6 . 3 5
SX -RR127 5N $ 1, 7 97 26 1 15 45. 2 6 17 . 2 18 9 6 . 3 3
B-16 90 $ 1, 7 96 26 1 14 45. 2 7 17 . 4 13 95. 9 15
SX -RR1245N $ 1, 7 95 26 4 9 44. 5 12 17 . 6 7 95. 9 17
C-G515 $ 1, 7 91 26 1 13 45. 0 9 17 . 4 12 95. 9 19
MA-7 09 $ 1, 7 7 7 27 0 5 43. 2 15 17 . 8 5 96 . 2 6
B-1399 $ 1, 7 6 7 259 17 44. 7 11 17 . 3 15 96 . 0 13
C-RR059 $ 1, 7 6 5 26 5 7 43. 6 13 17 . 6 8 96 . 1 11
B-16 06 N $ 1, 7 59 258 19 44. 8 10 17 . 0 19 9 6 . 3 4
B-12RR2N $ 1, 7 42 26 3 10 43. 5 14 17 . 5 10 95. 9 18
B-149N $ 1, 7 23 248 21 45 . 6 5 16 . 6 21 95. 8 20
C-G7 52N T $ 1, 7 20 26 2 11 43. 0 17 17 . 2 17 9 6 . 6 1
SX -RR1243 $ 1, 7 12 26 0 16 43. 1 16 17 . 3 14 96 . 0 14
HI L-986 5 $ 1, 7 01 26 8 6 41. 7 18 17 . 7 6 96 . 1 8
SX -RR127 6 $ 1, 6 6 0 26 5 8 41. 1 19 17 . 5 9 96 . 2 7
HI L-9908 $ 1, 6 25 28 0 2 38. 1 21 18 . 5 2 96 . 1 9
HI L-987 9N T $ 1, 57 1 27 0 4 38. 2 20 17 . 9 4 96 . 1 10
Average $ 1, 7 6 9. 1 26 3. 9 43. 99 17 . 50 96 . 08
LSD 5% 98. 4 6 . 8 2. 3 0. 4 0. 4
CV % 5. 6 2. 6 5. 3 2. 3 0. 5

* *  See Cercospora F ungicide Application P age
$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.
Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top-ranking variety in each column.

Comments:   This trial was never as dry as other areas of the growing region in 2018.   Although below 
average rainfall occurred in July and August,  light rains throughout that period helped to continue root
and canopy growth.   Y ield and sugar content for this trial are above average for 2018.  Roots from this trial
were placed into our storage room for varietal storage studies.

Variety $ / A RW SA

11150
11225
1127 8
11297
11418
11534
1157 2
11583
116 51
117 42

12200
12488
13229

CJ PRW ST Yield Sugar

12110

10880
106 51
10299

5. 6

117 6 7
117 7 1
117 80
11923

6 45. 1
11597 . 6
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 O fficial Variety Trial
 Michigan Sugar Company
 Trost F arms,  P igeon - 20 18

Trial Q uality:   Good Soil Type:   Clay Loam * * Cerc Control:   Very Good
P lant/ H arv :   May 1/ Oct 22          %  O M:  2. 7   pH :  6 . 3   CEC :  16 . 0                      8 applications* *
P lots:   2 rows X  38 ft. ,  5 reps  Nutrients:   P :  Abv Opt   K :  Abv Opt Rhiz oc Control:   Very Good
Row Spacing:   22 inches          Mn:  High   B:  Medium                    Q uadris I F,  6 -8 lf
Seeding Rate:   2 inches, Added N:   17 5 lbs.   Rainfall:   14. 88 inches
    thinned to 200 beets/ 100 ft. P rev  Crop:   Corn  

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank Rank % Rank
B-17 03 $ 1, 5 33 9 8 9 4 26 0 11 38 . 0 2 12 9 6 . 5 2
B-16 06 N $ 1, 5 18 9 7 9 9 249 19 39 . 3 1 19 96 . 0 18
SX -RR126 4 $ 1, 49 9 9 6 7 5 27 7 2 34. 9 8 2 9 6 . 6 1
C-G6 7 5 $ 1, 45 8 9 40 7 26 1 9 36 . 1 4 8 96 . 1 16
C-RR059 $ 1, 436 9 26 6 26 3 7 35. 2 6 7 9 6 . 4 5
C-G515 $ 1, 413 9116 26 1 10 35. 0 7 10 9 6 . 3 9
B-1399 $ 1, 412 9113 254 17 35. 9 5 18 9 6 . 5 3
B-16 90 $ 1, 411 9104 26 5 6 34. 4 10 6 9 6 . 2 14
C-G333N T $ 1, 391 897 8 246 20 36 . 5 3 20 96 . 0 20
HI L-986 5 $ 1, 334 86 09 27 2 4 31. 7 13 4 9 6 . 3 10
B-149N $ 1, 324 8541 246 21 34. 7 9 21 9 6 . 2 15
SX -RR127 8N $ 1, 310 8453 26 1 8 32. 4 11 9 9 6 . 3 7
MA-7 09 $ 1, 294 8353 26 7 5 31. 3 14 5 96 . 0 19
C-G7 52N T $ 1, 27 3 8214 254 18 32. 4 12 17 96 . 1 17
HI L-9908 $ 1, 253 8084 27 9 1 28. 9 19 1 9 6 . 4 4
SX -RR127 6 $ 1, 205 7 7 7 9 256 14 30. 4 15 14 9 6 . 3 11
SX -RR127 5N $ 1, 197 7 7 23 256 15 30. 2 16 13 95. 8 21
HI L-987 9N T $ 1, 190 7 6 7 6 27 4 3 28. 1 20 3 9 6 . 2 13
SX -RR1245N $ 1, 183 7 6 32 255 16 30. 0 17 16 9 6 . 3 8
SX -RR1243 $ 1, 148 7 410 256 13 28. 9 18 15 9 6 . 4 6
B-12RR2N $ 1, 104 7 125 259 12 27 . 5 21 11 9 6 . 2 12
Average $ 1, 327 . 9 856 9. 1 26 0. 6 32. 94 96 . 24
LSD 5% 105. 0 6 7 7 . 5 7 . 8 2. 5 0. 4
CV % 8. 0 8. 0 3. 0 7 . 7 0. 4

* *  See Cercospora F ungicide Application P age
$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.
Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top-ranking variety in each column.

Comments:   This trial was subj ect to some of the most dry conditions of our trials in 2018.   The dry conditions
promoted Root Aphid pressure,  and this pressure was observed in late July.   Roots remained healthy overall,
but the yields of Root Aphid susceptible varieties dramatically declined in this trial.   Overall yields and sugar
content were above average for this trial as harvested during the first week of permanent piling.   Roots from this  
trial were placed into our storage room for varietal storage studies.

2. 7
0. 5

17 . 24
17 . 2
16 . 9

17 . 4
17 . 3
18 . 2

16 . 9
18 . 1

16 . 6
17 . 1

Variety $ / A

17 . 1
17 . 0
18 . 3
16 . 9
17 . 7
17 . 3
16 . 4
17 . 9
16 . 4
17 . 5
16 . 8
17 . 3

CJ PRW ST Yield SugarRW SA
%
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Nematode Variety Trial
Michigan Sugar Company
Sylv ester,  Q uanicassee - 20 18

Trial Q uality:  Good Cerc Control:   Very Good
Location: Sylvester N ematode Rhiz oc Control:   Very Good
P lot Siz e: 6  rows X  38 ft. ,  6  reps

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank % Rank
$ 1, 529 226 6 39 . 0 1 15. 8 6 94. 6 7 7 3. 4 7

$ 1, 526 227 5 38 . 7 2 15. 9 5 95. 0 1 7 9 . 2 4

$ 1, 497 225 7 38 . 2 3 15. 8 7 94. 8 4 7 9 . 9 3

$ 1, 488 236 1 36 . 2 5 16 . 3 2 94. 9 2 8 2. 8 1

$ 1, 438 227 4 36 . 4 4 15. 9 4 94. 6 6 8 0 . 3 2

$ 1, 426 231 3 35. 4 6 16 . 1 3 94. 8 5 7 6 . 3 5

$ 1, 354 236 2 33. 0 7 16 . 3 1 94. 8 3 7 4. 1 6

$ 1, 46 5. 4 229. 5 36 . 7 0 16 . 01 94. 7 9 7 8. 02

N . S. N . S. 2. 6 N . S. N . S. 4. 8

7 . 5 4. 9 5. 9 4. 2 0. 5 5. 2

$ / A:  Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.  

Bold:  Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

Comments:   Commercial N ematode Tolerant varieties were tested against each other in this variety trial.
Overall disease control was very good.   N ematode pressure was moderate,  and growing conditions did not
directly impact non-nematode control varieties within the trial.   Emergence was good,  and seasonal growing
conditions were favorable in general.

Emerge

7 . 5

N . S.LSD 5%

8257

8547

C-RR059

SX -RR1245N

B-12RR2N

C-G333N T

CV %

CJ P

Average

SugarYield

8416 . 6 3

RW ST
RW SA

B-149N

$ / A

8598

HI L-987 9N T

Variety

B-16 06 N

7 7 7 9

8189

87 6 4

87 83
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Trial Q uality: Soil Type: Cerc Control:
P lanted: F ertiliz er:
H arv / Samp:
P lot Siz e: Rhiz  Control:

Row Spacing: P rev  Crop:
Seeding Rate: W eather: O ther P ests:

.

Variety

C-G6 7 5

SX -126 4 RR

B-1399

B-16 06 N

B-149N

C-G333N T

HI L-986 5

B-16 90

HI L-987 9N T

C-G515

SX -1245N  RR

SX -1243 RR

B-12RR2N

Average

LSD 5%

CV %

Root Aphid

Good control:  Q uadris I . F.  
(7 . 5 oz) &  6 -8 Leaf (9 oz)

Fair control:  See below for 
materials

Drought until late July,  
then good

Corn

Fall:  20 ton cattle 
manure;  2x2:  24. 5 gal 16 -
18-0-3S +  Mn& B;  S. D. :  
25 gal 28%

Loam

Variety Trial 
E & R F arms,  Bad Axe - 20 18

2. 8

4. 8

4. 8

4. 7

3. 9

0. 6

8. 5

Comments:   This trial was very dry during the June/ July drought which caused some canopy damage.  This location did 
have Root Aphid and it appears to have been a large factor since the bottom three varieties are less tolerant.  This was 
not the highest leafspot location,  but some of the better leafspot varieties performed well.  Even though the ratings were 
lower than other locations,  the fact that this was a late harvested field may have allowed leafspot to be a larger influence 
than some of the other locations.  Leafspot fungicides were as follows:  6 / 28 EBDC +  Roundup,   7 / 9 Eminent +  EBDC,   
7 / 27  Copper +  EBDC,   8/ 7  Super Tin +  Topsin,   8/ 20 I nspire X T +  EBDC,  9/ 10 Super Tin +  EBDC,  9/ 26  Copper.

6 47 1 228 28. 4 15. 6 96 . 0 204 27 1 13 4. 1

32

— 1. 9 0. 3 7

27 1

Leafspot 
Rating   
(1-9 )
3. 3

2. 9

3. 2

3. 7

4. 2

4. 4

4. 0

4. 2

$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and a company average RW ST of 238.

9 6 . 2

Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

%  CJ P%  SugarT/ ARW STRW SA$ / A

117

15

30

5899

7 330

7 407

7 414

7 502

7 6 32

7 833

27 . 0

31. 2

30. 4

33. 3

33. 8

30 inch

16 . 3 96 . 2

Very good
May 1
Oct 30 /  Oct 22
3 reps

59, 000

229

232

243

28. 1

96 . 1

9 6 . 3

9 6 . 3

9 6 . 4

96 . 1

9 6 . 6

218

7 502 240 31. 2$ 1, 26 0

$ 990

31 Day13 Day

6 518 232

29. 3

34. 2

33. 5

32. 2

34. 8

234

253

244

250 30. 0

95. 8

15. 8

15. 9

16 . 5

15. 8 9 6 . 3

27 5

26 1

26 9

27 6

3 2 33. 3

25 150. 5— 0. 5432 9 1. 8

210

Dead 
Beets /  
120 0  F t

P opulations
10 0  F t.  of Row

8128

8193

8 5 6 6

8 6 33

240

26 6

248

16 . 3

17 . 9

16 . 8

9 6 . 5

9 6 . 4

95. 7

203

190

15. 0

16 . 1

17 . 0

16 . 6

16 . 8

3

33

1

34

4

18

2

25

21

8

4

230

27 1

26 3

256

26 6

257

30 0

283

27 0

17 0

229

16 9

222

194

248

237

218

215

$ 1, 37 7

$ 1, 439

$ 1, 451

$ 1, 089

$ 1, 095

$ 1, 231

$ 1, 245

$ 1, 245

$ 1, 26 1

$ 1, 282

$ 1, 316

$ 1, 36 6
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Trial Q uality: Soil Type: Cerc Control:
P lanted: F ertiliz er:
H arv / Samp:
P lot Siz e: Rhiz  Control:

Row Spacing: P rev  Crop:
Seeding Rate: W eather: O ther P ests:

Variety

B-12RR2N

SX -1245N  RR

C-G6 7 5

B-16 06 N

C-G333N T

SX -1243 RR

B-149N

SX -126 4 RR

B-16 90

C-G515

HI L-986 5

B-1399

HI L-987 9N T

Average

LSD 5%

CV %

9

114

16 8

158

121

19 1

158

16 8

16 4

13

52

7 7

15

30

26

40

57

15

8

26

19

16

2

1

25

5

12

5

2

35

Dead
Beets /  
120 0  F t

P opulations
10 0  F t.  of Row

8 0 9 8

8 16 1

8 246

8 344

238

238

236

16 . 4

16 . 4

16 . 3

9 4. 7

9 4. 8

9 5 . 0

8 0

29

16 . 5

15. 4

15. 8

16 . 8

15. 6

5 2 85. 9

11 200. 4— 0. 46 91 7 3. 2

5 8  Day32 Day

6 7 39 240

30. 7

34. 2

35 . 3

34. 7

35 . 3

221

228

244

223 35 . 2

9 4. 7

16 . 3

15. 8

16 . 0

16 . 5 9 5 . 1

18 3

149

158

144

24 inch

16 . 1 94. 8

Good
March 26
Sept 22 /  Sept 21
3 reps

6 2, 000

237

227

230

28. 0

9 4. 7

9 4. 9

9 5 . 0

94. 6

9 4. 9

94. 5

239

7 490 232 32. 2$ 1, 7 25

$ 1, 511

$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment,  a company average RW ST of 238 and the early delivery premium.

9 4. 8

Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

%  CJ P%  SugarT/ ARW STRW SA$ / A

82

11

16

6 56 4

6 7 48

6 981

7 104

7 8 5 7

7 8 8 1

7 9 33

27 . 4

30. 5

29. 2

33. 3

35 . 0

Leafspot 
Rating   
(1-9 )
3. 6

3. 2

2. 6

3. 4

3. 8

2. 7

4. 2

2. 4

4. 5

5. 8

3. 3

3. 2

3. 5

0. 5

8. 3

Comments:   This trial was planted very early on March 26 .  The seed went through some freeze events but still managed 
to establish a decent final stand,  averaging 155 beets per 100 foot of row.  This is a field that has Sugarbeet Cyst 
N ematode and the results highly favor the nematode varieties.  Leafspot was starting to become an issue but most of the 
infection came on only a few weeks before the early harvest.  This likely prevented much damage to most varieties.  Root 
Aphid was found but does not appear to have a large impact on results.  Leafspot fungicides were as follows:   6 / 20 I nspire 
+  Badge,  7 / 2 Super Tin +  EBDC,  7 / 15 Topguard +  Badge,  7 / 30 Priaxor +  EBDC,  8/ 10 Super Tin +  EBDC,  8/ 20 Proline +  
Badge,  9/ 5 EBDC +  Badge,  9/ 17  Badge,   all with a sticker.

6 7 11 221 30. 3 15. 4 94. 6 12 135 3 2. 8

24

— 1. 5 0. 2 19

155

Sugarbeet Cyst N ematode,  
Root Aphid

Good control:  I . F.  (8 oz +  
Must. ),  8 leaf (10 oz +  EBDC)

Good/ Fair control:  See below 
for materials

Dry until the end of July,  
then very good

W heat /  Clover

Fall:  P &  K,  PPI :  45 gal 
28% ;  2x2:  7  gal 10-34-0,  
3 gal Thiosul,  8 gal 28%

Loam

Variety Trial 
Sylv ester F arms,  Q uanicassee - 20 18

$ 1, 87 9

$ 1, 899

$ 1, 921

$ 1, 544

$ 1, 552

$ 1, 554

$ 1, 6 08

$ 1, 6 39

$ 1, 808

$ 1, 815

$ 1, 827

$ 1, 86 5
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West District Trials

MSC Plant to Stand:  
Crumbaugh Legacy, Breckenridge

SBA Variety Trial:  
Chaffin Farms, Ithaca
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P lant To Stand
Michigan Sugar Company

Trial Q uality:   Good Soil Type:   Loamy Sand  * * Cerc Control:   Good
P lant/ H arv :  Apr 30/ Sept 13          %  O M:  2. 8    pH :  6 . 2   CEC:  9. 5             6  applications* *
P lots:   6  rows X  38 ft,   reps Nutrients:    P :  Abv Opt   K :  Abv Opt  Rhiz oc Control:   Good
Row Spacing:   22 inches          Mn:  High   B:  Low            Q uadris I F,  6 -8 lf
Seeding Rate:   4. 1 inches  Added N:  135 lbs.  Rainfall:   21. 05 inches    

P rev  Crop:   Corn  

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank Act. Rank
B-16 90 $ 1, 45 9 225 4 35 . 3 1 15 . 8 5 94. 3 1 212 7
B-16 06 N $ 1, 36 5 220 7 33. 8 3 15. 5 7 94. 0 10 209 9
SX -RR1245N $ 1, 36 0 226 3 32. 6 9 16 . 0 3 94. 1 7 218 4
SX -RR126 4 $ 1, 36 0 224 5 33. 0 6 15 . 9 4 94. 2 2 230 1
HI L-986 5 $ 1, 344 231 1 31. 7 10 16 . 2 2 94. 1 6 207 12
C-G6 7 5 $ 1, 321 215 10 33. 4 4 15. 3 10 93. 9 12 212 6
C-RR059 $ 1, 319 215 9 33. 3 5 15. 4 8 94. 2 3 210 8
B-12RR2N $ 1, 30 1 209 11 33. 9 2 14. 9 12 93. 8 13 209 10
B-149N $ 1, 26 3 208 12 32. 9 8 14. 9 11 94. 0 8 218 5
SX -RR1243 $ 1, 26 2 220 6 31. 2 12 15. 6 6 94. 2 5 207 11
HI L-987 9N T $ 1, 251 230 2 29. 6 14 16 . 2 1 94. 2 4 197 14
C-G333N T $ 1, 247 206 13 32. 9 7 14. 8 13 93. 9 11 220 3
C-G515 $ 1, 231 216 8 31. 0 13 15. 3 9 94. 0 9 222 2
B-1399 $ 1, 197 205 14 31. 7 11 14. 8 14 93. 7 14 205 13
Average $ 1, 305. 8 217 . 9 32. 58 15. 48 94. 05 212. 6
LSD 5% 16 0. 7 8. 2 3. 6 0. 5 N . S. 17 . 6
CV % 9. 7 3. 0 8. 8 2. 4 0. 3 6 . 5

* *  See Cercospora F ungicide Application P age
$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.  
Bold :  Results are not statistically different from top-ranking variety in each column.

Comments:   This trial received adeq uate amounts of rainfall early in the season to promote canopy growth.   
Later in the season,  this trial location also suffered some dry conditions;  although not as severe as other areas.
This trial was harvested in early September.   The yield and sugar for this harvest date are above average.   
Stands were excellent in this trial and overall emergence conditions were excellent as well.

6 7 87
6 807
6 86 6

Crumbaugh Legacy I nc. ,  Breck enridge - 20 18

Beets/ 10 0  ft

7 39 9

7 9 42

6 87 3
7 0 8 3
7 18 0
7 19 0
7 316

7 430
7 40 0

CJ P
RW SA

9. 7
87 4. 7
7 105. 9
6 513
6 6 97

Sugar
Variety $ / A

RW ST Yield
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Trial Q uality: Soil Type: Cerc Control:
P lanted: F ertiliz er:
H arv / Samp:

P lot Siz e: Rhiz  Control:

Row Spacing: P rev  Crop:
Seeding Rate: W eather: O ther P ests:

Variety

B-149N

C-G6 7 5

C-G333N T

SX -1245N  RR

C-G515

SX -1243 RR

C-RR059

B-16 06 N

B-12RR2N

SX -126 4 RR

B-1399

B-16 90

HI L-987 9N T

Average

LSD 5%

CV %

Root Aphid

Good control:  Q uadris 6 -8 leaf 
(15 oz)

Good/ Fair control:  See below 
for materials

Very good after 
emergence

Chopped corn

Fall:  12, 000 gal of dairy 
manure;   Spring:  broad.  
180#  potash w/  Zn &  Mn 
&  7 5#  of actual N

Loam

Variety Trial 
Chaffin F arms,  I thaca - 20 18

3. 0

2. 5

2. 2

1. 7

3. 1

0. 6

10. 8

Comments:   This trial was planted very early on March 19.  The seed went through multiple freeze events and took a very 
long time to emerge with the first counts done 38 days after planting and still only averaging 45 beets per 100 foot of row.  
The final emergence counts were done 6 3 days after planting and averaged 127  beets per 100 foot of row.  After 
emergence,  the trial generally had very good weather with the most consistent rain compared to other locations.  The trial 
ended up being very high yielding with the results being highly related to emergence.  Leafspot and root diseases were 
probably past economic levels for some of the varieties.  Root Aphid was found but not believed to be a big factor in the 
results.  Leafspot fungicide materials were as follows:  6 / 15 Topguard,  7 / 5 Super Tin;  7 / 24 I nspire X T;  8/ 15 Super Tin;  8/ 31 
Copper;  9/ 8 Topguard;  9/ 18 Cuprofix;  9/ 28 Cuprofix

97 81 252 38. 8 17 . 0 9 5 . 9 41 7 0 5 4. 2

6

— 2. 4 0. 4 30

127

Leafspot 
Rating   
(1-9 )
4. 2

2. 2

3. 3

3. 0

4. 7

2. 3

4. 3

3. 0

$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment,  a company average RW ST of 238 and the early delivery premium.

9 6 . 2

Bold:   Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

%  CJ P%  SugarT/ ARW STRW SA$ / A

98

25

41

8038

9932

1007 0

10 15 2

10 36 4

10 5 32

10 6 36

32. 3

37 . 4

41. 2

40 . 0

42. 3

20 inch

17 . 1 96 . 2

Good
March 19
Oct 18 /  Oct 15

3 reps

7 0, 000

26 3

251

27 3

40 . 0

9 6 . 3

9 6 . 3

9 5 . 8

9 6 . 4

9 6 . 1

9 6 . 3

249

1026 4 255 40. 3$ 1, 7 91

$ 1, 403

6 3 Day38  Day

9809 246

40 . 1

43. 3

39. 1

43. 6

44. 3

26 6

251

247

251 41. 2

9 6 . 4

17 . 6

16 . 9

18 . 1

16 . 5 9 6 . 3

140

131

16 6

112

8 3 147 . 0

23 300. 7— ns1315 13 4. 7

45

Dead
Beets /  
120 0  F t

P opulations
10 0  F t.  of Row

10 6 7 9

10 9 35

110 9 2

11412

252

255

258

16 . 9

17 . 1

17 . 2

9 6 . 2

9 6 . 4

9 6 . 2

5 1

6 3

16 . 9

17 . 7

16 . 8

16 . 6

16 . 9

8

16

15

29

49

6 1

3

6

22

30

7 2

5 1

109

105

128

109

148

147

134

149

36

29

22

40

5 9

5 7

7 0

5 2

10

$ 1, 905

$ 1, 937

$ 1, 992

$ 1, 7 09

$ 1, 7 13

$ 1, 7 36

$ 1, 7 56

$ 1, 7 7 4

$ 1, 808

$ 1, 836

$ 1, 856

$ 1, 86 2
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Cercospora Nursery
Michigan Sugar Company
Av erage of 2 years,  20 17  & 20 18

Trial Q uality:  Good
Locations:   2017  - Blumfield East,  SVREC
           2018 - Blumfield East,  SVREC
P lot Siz e: MSC - 2 Rows X  17 . 5 ft. ,  5 reps

SVREC - 2 Rows X  20 ft. ,  5 reps
I noculation: Trials are I noculated

Av g of 2 Years 20 17 20 18
CLS Rate CLS Rate CLS Rate

0 -9 0 -9 0 -9
3. 5 3. 5 3. 6
3. 8 4. 0 3. 7
4. 0 3. 7 4. 4
4. 1 3. 9 4. 2
4. 1 3. 8 4. 4
4. 5 4. 2 4. 9
4. 7 4. 5 4. 8
4. 7 4. 7 4. 7
4. 7 4. 7 4. 7
4. 7 4. 5 5. 0
4. 8 5. 0 4. 5
4. 8 4. 7 4. 9
4. 9 4. 8 4. 9
4. 9 5. 0 4. 8
4. 9 4. 9 5. 0
4. 9 4. 9 5. 0
5. 0 5. 0 5. 0
5. 0 5. 0 5. 1
5. 1 5. 3 4. 9
5. 2 4. 9 5. 4
5. 3 5. 3 5. 4
5. 4 5. 4 5. 3
5. 4 5. 3 5. 5
4. 7 2 4. 6 5 4. 7 8

0 =  no spots,  1 =  very few spots,  2 =  up to 10 spots/ leaf,
2. 5 =  up to 50 spots/ leaf,  3 =  100 to 200 spots/ leaf (approx 3%  leaf 
inj ury),  4 =  up to 10 %  inj ury,  5 =  up to 25 %  inj ury,  
6  =  up to 50%  inj ury,  7  =  up to 7 5%  inj ury,  8 =  up to
90%  inj ury,  9 =  leaves completely dead.

Comments:   These are inoculated trials.  Ratings begin when the disease level 
approaches economic damage.  Each trial is rated at least 5 times,  until most
varieties begin to burn down.  Ratings are averaged to provide result.

Variety

C-G7 52N T

HI L-9908
HI L-987 9N T

HI L-986 5

B-17 03
MA-7 09
B-1399
C-G6 7 5

B-12RR2N
SX -RR126 4
Resistant Check
SX -RR127 6

SX -RR127 8N

Average

B-16 90

C-G515
SX -RR1245N

B-149N
Susceptible Check
C-G333N T

SX -RR127 5N
C-RR059
B-16 06 N
SX -RR1243

Cercospora Rating (0 -9  Scale):   

34   2018 Variety Trial Results   



Alternaria
0 -5  Ratings from O fficial Variety Trials
Av erage of 2 Years,   20 17  & 20 18

Trial Q uality: Good
Locations: Akron,  Breckenridge,  Elkton,  Harbor Beach,  Pigeon,  Richville,  Ruth
P lot Siz e: 2 rows X  38 ft. ,  4 reps

Alternaria % %
0 -5 Check I nj ury
1. 3 7 9. 3 1. 6
1. 5 88. 8 2. 2
1. 5 91. 1 2. 1
1. 6 93. 7 2. 3
1. 6 94. 6 2. 2
1. 7 100. 1 2. 5
1. 7 100. 8 2. 6
1. 7 102. 0 2. 6
1. 7 103. 1 2. 7
1. 8 107 . 3 3. 0
1. 8 108. 9 3. 0
1. 9 110. 6 3. 0
1. 9 111. 5 3. 2
1. 9 111. 9 3. 4
1. 9 115. 2 3. 3
2. 0 117 . 3 3. 6
2. 0 121. 0 4. 0
2. 1 124. 7 4. 8
2. 2 133. 0 5. 1
2. 6 152. 4 6 . 8
2. 6 154. 0 7 . 7

Average 1. 87 110. 54 3. 41

 N urseries.

Variety

C-G515

SX -RR127 6

B-17 03
C-G6 7 5

B-16 06 N

HI L-9908
MA-7 09
B-1399
SX -RR126 4
HI L-987 9N T

C-RR059

B-12RR2N

SX -RR127 5N
SX -RR1245N

SX -RR1243

SX -RR127 8N
HI L-986 5

Comments:    Ratings came from the Official Variety Trials and from the Cercospora    

B-16 90

C-G7 52N T

B-149N

C-G333N T

Alternaria Rating (0 -5  scale):     1 =  1%  leaf inj ury,   1. 5 =  2%  leaf inj ury,  2 =  3%  leaf inj ury,  
                2. 5 =  6 . 5%  leaf inj ury.
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Cyst Nematode Nursery
Michigan Sugar Company
Av erage of 2 Years,  20 17  & 20 18

Trial Q uality:   Good Cerc Control:   Very Good
Locations:  2017  Kirkpatrick,  2018 Sylvester N ematode Rhiz oc Control:   Very Good
P lot Siz e:   2 rows X  25 ft. ,  X  6  reps Q uadris I F,  6 -8 lf

Lb/ T Rank T/ A Rank % Rank % Rank
C-G7 52N T 9905 26 7 . 5 3 37 . 9 1 18 . 1 3 95. 5 2

SX -RR127 8N 9526 26 8 . 5 2 36 . 3 3 18 . 2 2 95. 3 3

B-149N 9299 254. 5 9 37 . 4 2 17 . 4 9 95. 2 7

B-12RR2N 916 4 26 3. 0 5 35. 6 4 18 . 0 4 95. 2 5

SX -RR127 5N 9021 26 5 . 0 4 34. 9 8 18 . 0 5 95. 2 6

SX -RR1245N 897 9 258. 5 8 35. 6 5 17 . 6 7 95. 0 9

B-16 06 N 8952 26 1. 5 6 35. 0 7 17 . 8 6 95. 1 8

C-G333N T 8931 259. 0 7 35. 3 6 17 . 6 8 95. 3 4

HI L-987 9N T 8588 27 2. 0 1 32. 3 10 18 . 4 1 95. 5 1

Susceptible Check 8308 248. 0 10 34. 4 9 17 . 1 10 94. 7 10

906 7 . 1 26 1. 8 35. 45 17 . 7 9 95. 18

N . S. 10. 9 N . S. 0. 6 N . S.

5. 9 1. 8 4. 5 1. 4 0. 2

$ / A:   Gross dollars per acre assuming a $ 40 payment and trial average RW ST.

Bold:  Results are not statistically different from top ranking variety in each column.

$ 1, 339

$ 1, 37 2

$ 1, 450

$ 1, 528

$ 1, 585

$ 1, 483

$ 1, 431

CJ P

Average

CV %

Variety RW SA
RW ST

LSD 5%

Sugar

$ 1, 47 4

Yield
$ / A

N . S.

$ 1, 451. 5

$ 1, 428

5. 9

$ 1, 425
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Variety %  I nfected

B-16 90 1. 3

B-17 03 1. 4

B-149N 1. 6

C-G515 2. 3

B-1399 2. 5

C-G7 52N T 2. 5

C-G6 7 5 2. 7

SX -RR126 4 3. 0

C-G333N T 3. 3

C-RR059 4. 1

B-16 06 N 4. 1

MA-7 09 5. 0

HI L-986 5 5. 3

HI L-9908 5. 8

HI L-987 9N T 5. 9

SX -RR127 8N 10. 6

SX -RR127 5N 23. 4

B-12RR2N 24. 3

SX -RR127 6 33. 0

SX -RR1245N 34. 2

SX -RR1243 37 . 1

Average 10. 1
LSD 5% 16 . 2
CV % 7 6 . 7

Syngenta conducts a replicated field trial (plots 4 rows X  30 ft).
Beets are rated for Root Aphids at harvest.  Plots are evaluated for
Root Aphids.

Syngenta
Av erage of 20 17  & 20 18

Root Aphid Nursery
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 Aphanomyces Nursery
 BETASEED,  Shak opee,  MN
 Av erage of 2 years,  20 17  & 20 18

Canopy Stand
Rating Loss

1 - 9  Scale 1 - 5  Scale
SX -RR126 4 1. 3 1. 0

SX -RR127 5N 1. 7 1. 0

SX -RR127 8N 1. 3 1. 0

SX -RR127 6 1. 1 1. 0

B-16 06 N 1. 7 1. 0

B-12RR2N 1. 5 1. 0

C-G7 52N T 2. 1 1. 0

B-1399 1. 6 1. 0

SX -RR1245N 1. 9 1. 0

C-G6 7 5 1. 9 1. 0

SX -RR1243 1. 7 1. 0

MA-7 09 2. 1 1. 0

B-16 90 2. 2 1. 0

B-149N 2. 4 1. 0

C-G515 2. 1 1. 0

HI L-9908 1. 9 1. 0

C-RR059 2. 3 1. 0

C-G333N T 2. 4 1. 0

HI L-986 5 2. 4 1. 0

Susceptible Check 2. 8 1. 0

HI L-987 9N T 2. 9 1. 0

B-17 03 3. 2 1. 0

Average 2. 01 1. 00

Root and Canopy Ratings (1 - 9  scale):     

 90%  damage.
Stand Rating (1 - 5  scale):        1 =  up to 20%  loss,  2 =  up to 40%  loss,  3 =  up to 6 0%  loss,  4 =  up

 to 80%  loss,  and 5 =  up to 100%  loss.

 1 =  very little damage,  2 =  up to 20%  damage,  4 =  up to
 6 0%  damage,  6  =  up to 7 0%  damage and 8 =  up to

1 - 9  Scale
Variety

Root
Rating

4. 1

4. 0

3. 9

3. 0

2. 9

2. 9

2. 8

3. 6

3. 5

3. 81

3. 4

3. 3

3. 0

3. 0

3. 9

3. 8

3. 8

5. 2

5. 1

4. 8

5. 4

4. 3

4. 3
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  F usarium Nursery
 American Crystal Sugar Company 
 Av erage of 2 years,  20 17  & 20 18  

Trial Q uality:  Good
Ev aluated:         4 evaluation dates towards end of season
P lot Siz e:          2 rows X  17  ft. ,  4 reps

20 17 20 18
Rating 1-9 Rating 1-9

B-1399 3. 0 4. 9
B-149N 3. 5 5. 0
B-16 90 3. 3 5. 4

C-G515 3. 2 5. 7
C-RR059 3. 0 6 . 0
C-G333N T 3. 4 5. 7
B-16 06 N 3. 7 5. 5
B-12RR2N 3. 9 5. 9
C-G7 52N T 4. 1 5. 7
SX -RR1243 4. 0 6 . 4
Susceptible Check 6 . 3 7 . 1

SX -RR126 4 4. 5 6 . 6
SX -RR127 8N 4. 6 6 . 7
SX -RR127 5N 4. 9 6 . 6
SX -RR127 6 4. 9 6 . 7
SX -RR1245N 4. 8 7 . 6
B-17 03 5. 8 7 . 5
MA-7 09 5. 9 7 . 4
HI L-987 9N T 6 . 1 7 . 3
HI L-9908 6 . 3 7 . 1

HI L-986 5 6 . 5 7 . 0
C-G6 7 5 6 . 2 7 . 5
Average 4. 6 3 6 . 41
LSD 5%
CV %

F oliar Rating (1-9  scale):    1 =  very little damage,  2 =  up to 20%  damage,  4 =  up to 6 0%
                               damage,  6  =  up to 7 5%  damage,  and 8 =  up to 90%  damage.
                             Values are an average of 4 ratings.

4. 9

5. 2
5. 3

5. 5

4. 9

9. 3
1. 1

6 . 6
6 . 7
6 . 7
6 . 7

5. 45

Variety
Av g of 2 Years

Rating 1-9
4. 0

6 . 8
6 . 8

4. 2
4. 4
4. 4
4. 5
4. 6

5. 6
5. 7
5. 8
6 . 2

4. 6
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