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Table 1- Bioassay of resistance of $ugar beet plants carryinggylAbgene under the control of CaMV 35S promoter agdinstienia.

(%) o 5 S (%) S » ol (M) +55 slas,Y 035 030 5, alias oY
%Mortality %Leaf damage Weight of live larvae No. of dead larvae Line
7DAI 7DAI 3DAI 7DAI 3DAI 7DAI 3DAIT
2.31x0.0fF 100+0.08 55.00%3.52 10.24+1.22 7.71+0.08 0.12+0.10 0+0.0¢ 7233
2.52+0.44 100+0.08 36.45+2.1% 12.11+0.3% 1.92+0.26 0.25%0.08 0+0.0¢ HM1990
70.0041.2 31.34+0.76  12.54+0.18 2.55+0.15 1.90+0.2%° 4.92+0.16 1.9+0.1%° 7233-15
48.88+2.559  47.50+1.4%  22.52+0.16 2.62+0.26° 1.00+0.10 3.41+0.3f°  1.41+0.28% 7233-16
55.73+2.38°°  27.54+1.40  27.251+1.48  2.60+0.2%° 2.30+0.22 3.91+0.28° 2.31+0.1% 7233-17
37.30+2.60 51.34+1.3% 20.12+0.86 3.330.16° 1.92+0.46° 2.61+0.30 1.10+0.15¢ 7233-18
38.34+2.40  50.00#3.11°  21.00+0.68°  3.82+0.24° 1.52+0.1%° 2.72+0.30 0.94+0.31 7233-31
37.03x2.61 40.02+1.06 18.84+0.71 3.80+0.1%° 2.330.16 2.6320.30 1.20+0.12* 7233-35
38.32+02.33  43.81+1.78  16.32+0.7¢f 3.30+0.16° 1.14+0.10 2.72+0.30 1.52+0.16"¢ 7233-36
40.030+1.3% 53.382+#3.84  20.10+1.24 4.42+0.43 2.24%0.406 2.8420.26° 1.4120.2%* HM1990-2
61.53+2.38°  48.83+2.46 20.0020.21 2.32+0.13 1.8320.16° 4.31+0.26 1.8320.26° HM1990-3
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Table 2- Bioassay of resistance of sugar beet to plantahating a crylAb under the control of PEPC promaigaiinst Prodenia.

(%) ;5 S (%) S, ol (mg) o5 slas,¥ 05 o350 5N sl oY
%Mortality %Leaf damage Weight of live larvae No. of dead larvae Line
7DAI 7DAI 3DAI 7DAI 3DAI 7DAI 3DAIT

4.16+1.56 97.43+5.3%  28.66+1.5% 11.12+0.38 3.07+0.26 0.16+0.06 0+0.00 7233
8.39+1.36 100+00.06 47.49+0.883 13.05+0.88 3.9+0.54 0.1620.10 0+0.00 HM1990
67.64+2.13 14.95+0.82 5.58+0.74 3.27+0.28 0.26+0.07 4.39+0.04 1.65+0.0% 7233-2
40.53+2.38° 4757+0.83  11.21+0.65 3.62+0.37° 0.750.06° 2.83+0.02 1.31+0.0% 7233-33
57.14+2.08°  46.87+1.07 9.92+0.98 4.12+0.4%° 0.79+0.06° 4.10+0.04 1.28+0.0% 7233-43
40.61+2.46°  62.51+0.61 11.21+0.65 6.50+0.29 1.42+0.05 2.20+0.03 0.98+0.08" 7233-46
22.61+2.34 80.11+1.47 6.19+0.86 5.55+0.3%° 0.55+0.06 1.57+0.0% 1.01+0.02° 7233-50

31.12+0.84° 77.54+1.00 12.44+0.89 5.17+0.28% 0.78+0.08° 1.82+0.02 0.76+0.04° HM1990-1

53.20+2.00 42.49+0.84 11.80+1.04 3.12+0.48 0.81+0.08° 2.86+0.03 0.46+0.18° HM1990-6
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Table 3- Insect bioassay of;Fransgenic sugar beet plants against Prodenia.

(%) oo 5 S (%) S, ol (MQ) o3 slas,Y 035 030 5, luxs Y
%Mortality %Leaf damage Weight of live larvae No. of dead larvae Line
7DAI 7DAI 3DAI 7DAI 3DAI 7DAI 3DAIT
4.16+1.56 97.4345.32 28.66x1.5% 11.12+0.38 3.07+0.26 0.16+0.06 020.0¢ 7233
8.39+1.30 100G 47.49+0.883 13.05+0.868 3.9+0.54 0.16+0.16 0+0.0¢ HM1990
43.89+1.6 23.71%0.88 3.23+0.39 3.5+0.20 0.38+0.02 2.80+0.03 1.41+0.0% 7233-8-29
39.47+1.74  32.49+0.6%°  11.20+0.45% 3.15+0.43 0.600.12 2.61+0.02 1.1120.02 7233-8-42
30.31+1.1% 50+0.58 9.33+0.63 4.37+0.24 0.45+0.09 1.81+0.03 0.9+0.03° 7233-8-45
45.95+0.67  42.44+0.85° 5.57+0.74 3.750.48 0.92+0.09 0.74+0.02 0.7+0.02 7233-12-12
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Table 4- Insect bioassay of;fransgenic sugar beet plants against Prodenia.

(%) S ool el (Mg) .Y L35 mals (%) 55 oo 5 S oY
%Decrease in Leaf Damage Decrease in larvae Weight Larvae Death Line
6DAI 3DAI 6DAI 3DAI 6DAI 3DAIT

48.37+1.88" 31.15+1.4% 10.96+0.05 0.09+0.02 35.00+4.78> 5.00+2.88 S18-1
49.99+0.94" 36.90%1.07 11.67+0.06' 0.680.03" 45.004.78 22.50%2.560 S18-12
41.91+1.19 33.83x1.1% 11.73+0.08° 0.82+0.06" 30.00+2.56° 17.50+2.56" S18-15
47.89+1.1% 38.70+0.76° 11.28+0.09" 0.98+0.06°f 35.00+6.28° 7.504.78° $32-2
58.64x1. 28 40.92+0.48 12.17+0.08 1.42+0.28° 35.00%2.56" 17.50+4.78° $35-3
48.45+1.38" 30.3020.96' 11.39+0.16 0.96+0.06°" 37.50%4.08> 12.50+2.56 S36-13
63.05+2.56> 45.50+0.09 12.52+0.08 1.4440.07 37.5047.07* 15.00+2.88 S37-3
58.2621.56" 41.09+0.8% 11.7620.04° 0.93+0.04' 40.00+2.56° 15.00+2.88" S37-4
51.69+1.159" 36.6821.06" 11.70+0.16 0.580.09 25.004.78% 15.00+2.88" S37-5
51.4042.36" 28.15+1.28 11.16+0.08 0.77+0.0%" 32.50+2.88> 15.00+2.88 $38-3
45.00+1.54 27.50+1.3% 11.28+0.09" 1.02+0.0%° 30.00x4.78> 10.00+0.06° S38-4
55.24+1.49% 19.80+0.69 11.87+0.08° 1.18+0.09* 25.004.08% 10.00£2.56° H2-3
53.88+1.74°0 19.22+1.68 11.53+0.16' 0.91+0.04' 22.50+4.78" 15.00+4.78> H2-13
56.73+1.1%8° 25.76x1.1%" 11.94+0.04° 1.38+0.0%° 27.504.78% 10.00£2.56° H2-28
65.73x1.1% 24.61+1.06" 11.76+0.08° 1.33+0.08° 35.00+4.08> 22.50+2.88 H2-33
65.16+1.43 39.88+1.0%° 12.11+0.04° 1.45+0.04 37.50+4.78> 17.50+4.08° H2-39
54.27+1.28% 23.13x1.62 11.78+0.04° 0.96+0.03°f 37.50%2.56" 10.00£2.56° H2-40
47.19+2.5% 14.65+1.04 11.85+0.04° 1.0420.0%% 17.50+2.50 10.00£2.56° H3-2
62.3622.38" 41.99+1.69 12.09+0.0%° 1.36+0.02° 40.00+6.48° 15.00+4.78> H6-3
63.8622.34° 19.69+1.86 11.8420.0%° 1.26+0.08™ 30.00+2.88> 10.00£2.56° H6-4
50.338+2.2%8" 18.50+1.38 11.48+0.0% 0.96+0.02°f 32.50+4.78" 05.62+1.87 H6-8
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Table 5- Insect bioassay of;ransgenic sugar beet plants against Caradrina.

(%) S ool rals (Mg) .Y 035 als (%) 55 oo 5 S oY
% Decrease in Leaf Damage Decrease in larvae Weight Larvae Death Line
6DAI 3DAI 6DAI 3DAI 6DAI 3DAIT
63.06+1.17 34.65+1.29 11.46+0.02 1.54+0.02° 42.50+2.50 20.00+2.56° H2-3
53.03x1.168 25.51+1.18 11.16+0.0%° 1.33+0.04° 22.5024.7¢" 12.50+2.56 H2-8
62.96+1.1% 36.58+1.18 11.3940.0%° 1.61+0.0% 40.00+2.560 25.00%2.560 H2-13
57.13+1.16 29.58+1.09 11.31+0.0%° 1.47+0.04° 30.00+2.56> 10.00+0.06 H2-27
61.26x1.2% 24.67+1.30 11.04+0.08' 1.20+0.0% 20.00+2.8§ 5.00+2.88° H6-5
55.87+1.15 27.42+1.04 11.05+0.08' 1.12+0.02 25.0022.56¢ 7.50+2.56% H6-7
60.07+1.36 33.36+1.07 11.20+0.08 1.42+0.06% 35.00+2.56° 12.50+2.88 H6-8
56.12+1.05 27.61+1.17 10.99+0.03 1.29+0.0% 27.50+2.88% 10.00+2.5¢" H6-9
50.91+1.14 23.98+1.15 11.11+0.08° 1.35+0.05% 30.0022.56" 15.00+4.78° H6-12
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Table 6- Insect bioassay of;fransgenic sugar beet plants against Agrotis.

(%) S ol (Mg) o5 slas,Y 03 (%) 55N oo 5 S oY
%Leaf damage Weight of live larvae No. of dead larvae Line
6DAI 3DAI 6DAI 3DAI 6DAI 3DAIT

47.56+1.40 31.79+1.96 10.01+0.03 0.21+0.06 12.50+2.56> 2.50+2.50° S18-1
51.51+1.5% 33.53+1.49 10.10+0.08' 0.88+0.08 5.00+2.88° 2.50+2.50° S18-8
53.65+1.38 38.95+1.18 10.78+0.08 1.41+0.06™ 10.00+0.06™ 2.50+2.50° S18-15
51.92+2.2%° 37.001.5% 10.48+0.04° 1.20+0.08° 7.50+2.56° 5.00+2.88° $32-2
52.78+1.18" 37.29+1.48 10.60+0.0%° 1.50+0.07° 12.50+4.78™ 2.50+2.50° $35-3
53.64+2.16 39.30+2.18 10.76+0.03 1.57+0.08 20.00+4.08 7.50+2.50° S36-13
51.06+1.57 34.42+1.56 10.36+0.05 1.24+0.05% 10.00+4.08 5.00+2.88° S37-2
45.75+1.47 33.29+1.58" 9.9620.0% 1.3420.0%% 2.50+2.50 2.50+2.50° H2-2
51.98+2.16° 37.11+1.64° 10.67+0.0%° 1.45+0.06™ 15.00+2.88° 2.50+2.50° H2-5
46.45+1.38 36.20+1.21 9.99+0.07 1.28+0.07% 10.00+4.08 7.50+2.50° H2-6
49.76%1.16 32.83+2.31 10.14+0.06' 1.15+0.02 5.00+2.88° 2.50+2.50° H2-7
45.29+2.29 31.60+1.83 10.11+0.04' 1.44+0.06™ 7.50+2.56° 2.50+2.50° H3-2
50.17+2.3%° 35.27+1.43 10.01+0.09 1.38+0.03"¢ 10.00+4.08 2.50+2.50° H3-4
51.29+1.7% 36.25+1.40 10.25+0.0%° 1.15+0.03 7.50+2.56° 2.50+2.50° H6-3
46.29+1.64 31.76+1.51 10.21+0.0%° 0.93+0.03 7.50+2.56° 5.00+2.88° H6-4
49.27+1.26 36.64+1.87 10.13+0.08' 1.44+0.08" 10.00+4.08 2.50+2.50° H6-10
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