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-
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, %

 « » 1696 21,9 18,00 16,9 1712 17,0 16,59 17,2
 « » 91 23,0 17,42 17,2 92 22,1 16,16 11,3

. 100 33,0 17,90 11,3 80 30,4 16,52 8,5
118 46,7 18,59 8,8 75 33,6 16,85 8,3
180 22,9 17,85 13,9 322 22,1 15,05 14,2
– – – – 92 10,9 16,64 17,3
1 24,0 18,40 12,3 – – – –

100 10,2 16,87 14,1 94 5,2 16,39 13,6
. 70 12,7 16,45 18,5 80 27,1 15,65 13,7

20 24,4 17,92 13,2 20 23,3 16,36 15,1
– – – – 28 12,3 16,04 11,9
– – – – 20 30,1 16,33 15,7
– – – – 65 22,0 16,67 13,2
80 20,4 18,04 15,3 173 31,1 16,31 13,9
7 32,7 13,77 4,3 54 24,5 13,79 8,5

180 29,9 17,18 12,8 180 29,6 16,69 10,3
. 300 35,9 17,74 9,9 300 34,6 14,85 9,7

10 30,6 17,30 10,2 – – – –
– – – – 80 24,6 16,08 9,2
– – – – 180 31,8 15,64 8,7
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0,5 26,0 13,69 2,8 2 28,0 13,66 4,0
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120 36,8 17,60 12,5 24 34,2 15,02 12,4

. 4 23,5 17,51 4,9 12 34,8 15,00 19,2
10 48,4 17,97 15,0 60 35,3 16,59 11,4
0,5 10,0 13,80 3,2 1 19,0 13,60 10,1

. 0,5 26,2 17,94 10,3 12 17,3 14,46 14,7

2 36,0 14,11 16,1 – – – –

– – – – 80 42,0 16,53 9,1
– – – – 1 34,0 14,05 8,3
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Technological qualities of sugar beet hybrids
L. Kachan

The paper highlights the results on studying technological quality of sugar beet roots of

domestic  and  foreign  selection.  It  has  been  proved  that  the  quality  of  normal  juice  of  sugar  beet

samples and purity of the purified were lower that the norm and made 86,27 % and 89,51 %

correspondingly. Sugar loss in the treacle was 2,29 %. Coefficient of sugar obtained at the plant

varied from 72,3 to 82,7 % depending on the year. The processed roots were immature according to

the MB factor (MB factor index – 43).
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