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Table 1. Combined analysis of variance for tuber yield
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* and **: Significant at the 5% and 1* probably levels, respectively
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Table 2. Mean comparison of tuber yield for different planting date
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June 9" 313 5 ey 255.69ab
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Means with at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5%
probability level-using Least Significant Difference Test

900 1

800 1

700 1

600

500 1

400

G 53055 Shos

Yield (g plant™)

300 1

100 1

—

~ —_
—
0 T T

200 1 LA
z

I~

400 600 800 1000

(°Cd) 42 535 453 pyome
Accumulated GDD (°Cd)

1200

8th April
4
4
o4 — — — —24th April
,'/’
,:/ ------- 9th may
>
7 — - — - = 25th May
P
¥ —_———— -
& 9th June
1400 1600 1800

qi:s..,aL;Law\s'@)\:,;ol:f,nu\;.sﬁwumsx,,—\dﬁ
Fig. 1. Variation in trend of tuber yield plant™ in different planting date
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Table 3. Equation for variation in different traits of potato cv. Agria based on growing

degree days
2 R?
Characters olie atbxgdd+cxedd %)
8™ April
Yield s Shs 48.559967+0.049802gdd+0.000167gdd? 99
% Dry matter s osledoys -18.623832+0.0663682dd-0.00002724gdd> 99
Dry matter () g s $Sis el 32.451125-0.0398862dd+0.000224 gdd® 99
Vo Seed tuber Gk ote doys -17.116988+0.050884gdd-0.0000139 gdd’ 96
% Ware tuber St ok doys -19.78084+0.052009gdd-0.00000904 gdd? 99
Shoot’s dry matter &by o5, eKas osle  3.389517+0.024043gdd-0.00001 1 gdd? 90
24™ April
Yield s Shs 105.47375+0.158913gdd+0.000126 gdd? 99
% Dry matter s osledoys  -25.834693+0.0793062dd-0.000033264gdd> 97
Dry matter (") o e 2 osle 189.591505+0.301619gdd+0.000050304 gdd? 99
% Seed tuber kol doss  -68.45325+0.185134gdd-0.0000836 gdd? 97
% Ware tuber Shsteds doys -11.725866+0.02322gdd+0.0000071 gdd? 99
Shoot’s dry matter — wl.y o8, Kot sl 3.757242+0.0232752dd-0.00001239 gdd? 93
9" May
Yield s Sl 270.77242-0.81013gdd+0.000597 gdd” 99
% Dry matter Sasasledoys  222.306249+0.050599gdd-0.000014519gdd? 98
Dry matter (m”) 3 s o3l 397.056314-1.060415gdd+0.000697gdd? 99
% Seed tuber Sokeds doss 0.716464-0.012623gdd+0.0000216 gdd? 99
% Ware tuber S oke doys 224.79242+0.059346gdd-0.00001333 gdd? 98
Shoot’s dry matter Bl oS, o Ses o0l 15.942621-0.008789gdd+0.0000057 gdd? 9
25" May
Yield s S 100.08624-0.4066gdd+0.000391 gdd® 99
% Dry matter Sasosledoys 230.5834544+0.0699252dd-0.000024511gdd? 97
Dry matter (m”) o s> S5 ol 87.37885-0.366174gdd+0.000341 gdd? 99
% Seed tuber Golsede doys 41.00349+0.07515¢dd-0.00001636 gdd? 98
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Shoot’s dry matter by o, oSas ool 3.380128+0.018179gdd-0.00000712 gdd? 93
9" June
Yield sSles 248.12342-0.72566gdd+0.000539 gdd® 99
% Dry matter s ol doys -34.64429+0.075284gdd-0.00002467gdd? 98
Dry matter (m”) o s s sl 318.578226-0.899341gdd+0.000628 gdd? 99
% Seed tuber Gokeds doys -22.37137+0.026997gdd+0.0000129 gdd> 99
%o Ware tuber STt kb doys 2.88681-0.0165602dd+0.0000177 gdd® 99
Shoot’s dry matter  wilu; o, &St esle 15.182755-0.007615gdd+0.00000585 gdd? 97
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