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Effects of Presprouting and Plant Density on Yield and Agronomic Traits of
Six Potato Commercial Cultivars in Ardebil
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Table 1. Mean of different traits in presprouted and non-presprouted tubers in two years

Sles oo 5 Slas ool Bl sl Lo gte 455 ST 0l Bl Lo ste 45 ST 0l ()5 Lo 520
Treatments Tuber yield Mean number of Mean tuber number Mean tuber weight
(tha™) main stem per plant per plant (g)
ol Hlaail g i glaods
Presprouted tubers 30.177 a 471 a 6.14a 67.81Db
ol Hladil g iy (slrods
Non-presprouted tubers 27.555b 3.83Db 517b 67.08 a
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Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
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Table 2. Mean of different traits in potato cultivars in two years

ode 3 Slas ol Bl sldes Lo gze 055 ST 0ke lad Lo 526 G5 ST 0 de O3 Lo g0
Tuber yield Mean number of ~ Mean tuber number Mean tuber weight
Cultivars (tha™) main stem per plant per plant (g)
Mondial 35.688 a 5.80a 7.5a 72.50 a
Draga 31.888 b 4.67Db 6.7b 68.50 ¢
Agria 30.111¢ 4.60 b 59c 70.42 b
Arinda 26.088 d 345¢ 4.8d 64.33d
Moren 24777 e 3.50¢ 44¢e 64.58d
Marfona 24.667 £ 3.60 ¢ 4.6 de 64.33d
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Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
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Table 3. Mean of traits in different plant densities in two years

ode 3 Shes ol Bl sl Lo gte 45 g ST 0 Bl Lo 520 G5 ST ok (335 Jow g0
Tuber yield Mean number of ~ Mean tuber number Mean tuber weight
Plant density (tha™) main stem per plant per plant (g)
oSl Vo x Y.
75 x20 cm 31333 a 4.48 a 5.83a 59.14b
o Sl VO X YO
75 x25 cm 26.411b 4.06b 549b 75.75 a

iz s gae O3l U3 O gt a5 alie (o3 o b a5 S0Le
Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different.
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