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Table 1. Combined analysis of variance for total yield, marketable yield and
unmarketable tuber yield percent of potato

MS  Slape Sk

e aSbe s Ses s Sas oy
s3I 5K Fap Sop JEE
df. Total yield Marketable Unmarket yield

S.0.V. Sl o molie yield percent
Year (Y) J 1 44.003™ 139.538 ™ 401.798%**
Y xR Jus,l s 4 61.483™ 43.236™ 18.196™
Cultivar (C) oy 2 2677.251%* 1949.904** 505.770**
YxC Poxd 2 1799.594%%* 1738.483** 831.192%*
Error (a) L= 8 27.120 19.414%* 19.163
Plant density (P) SpeSls 2 167.634** 146.501** 17.068™
Y xP SpeSiixde 2 13.561™ 11.338™ 9.225™
CxP SypSipxgs, 4 4.551™ 2.750™ 24.747"
YxCxP S Siixedxde 4 9.233™ 10.437™ 19.156™
Error (ball) Ls 24 11.830 9.350 13.346
Harvesting date (H) Sl gt 2 276.259%* 63.756%* 1343.201%*
Y xH Sl bxdl 2 11.529™ 9.207™ 38.341%*
CxH Sl pybx s, 4 15.979* 38.948** 435.307*
YxCxH il bxedyxdle 4 16.880™ 6.327™ 104.781%*
RxH sy ix gy STy 4 5.701™ 6.375™ 46.269%*
Y xPxH Sl g Xy (ST ixdle 4 7.886™ 5.589™ 19.975™
CxPxH Cblyp Xy oSTixes, 8 5.724™ 1.999 ™ 42.819%*
Y xCxPxH Sl i Xy oS iyl 8 9.838"™ 2.579"™ 25.728*
Error (c) Ls 72 5.733 5.423 10.521

.'/.b}'/.\cla.a).s)l:@mg)\.s&»xb ;..:3)4.32*}**4115

ns, ** and *: Not significant, significant at 1% and 5% levels, respectively.

ajgl.‘..:«..Lpp)bﬁk;;\jq-h&;}&\écy:ﬂwﬁpwuﬁ—T Jod>
s pl)lede g B LB 8
Table 2. Comparison of means of total and marketable yield, yield components and
unmarketable yield percent of potato cultivars

s Shes L ge 0 oS 3ldal Lo g0 3 Shes doys
Yield (tonha™) ok Gy p i b
o5 x5 s LG Mean tuber ~ Tuber number  Unmarketable
Cultivar Total Marketable weight (g) per plant yield percent
Arinda I T 22.56 a 18.61b 63.67 a 4.66b 17.50 b
Piccaso Sl 11.07b 9.70 ¢ 4835¢ 4.14b 12.38b
Sante sl 2387 a 21.14a 58.44b 6.38a 11.75b

T el 53 (615 e D dmn &S 2 s S (sl 7 O g p (sl SOl
Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 1% level.
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Table 3. Comparison of means of total and marketable yield, yield components and
secondary growth of potato in different planting densities

s Shes Lo g 039 ol 3ldad Lo 4o KV-3)
Yield (tonha™) e G h s 4
oS5 Js o kB Mean tuber ~ Tuber number Secondary
Density (Plants/m?) Total Marketable weight (g) per plant growth ~
8.9 21.01a 18.15a 5743b 4.78 b 4.48b
7.6 19.00 b 16.44 b 63.75b 519a 595b
5.3 17.05b 14.85b 69.28 a 520a 6.36 a

.HUJLU‘_g)b&.su;)}w.x;:m»5,:.&;}?&;_‘5!)\:60‘,@}»5&@%9

Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different.

u\..p)bjou\.bg‘_i.fld—eb\.»..«\...p)bca&bﬂQj)c&j}J{ngfJ}maﬁLﬁww—\cJju\:'-
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Table 4. Comparison of means of total and marketable yield, mean tuber weight, tuber
dry matter percent and percent of harded peel tubers of potato
in different harvesting dates

:ng.a.c Lo g0 039 osle Aoy ods Loy
Yield (tonha™) okl ok St s gy
s b & s 6 Mean tuber Tuber dry Percent of harded
Harvesting date Total Marketable ~ weight (g)  matter percent peel tubers
April 30 CigonylVe 16.62 b 15.29b 52.20c¢ 18.29b 19.07 ¢
May 15 S, YO 20.13 a 1743 a 66.91b 19.81 a 62.04 b
May 30 sl 5+ 4 20.25a 16.72 a 71.13 a 20.28 a 72.13 a

T el 53 (615 e D mn S 2 s 0SS (sl 7 O gt (sl oL
Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 1% level.
. o2 . . . =, -
9 Ay S g le.éau\.c 44.1‘9.1\3 Ay codew o le.hau\.c 3B ‘Slﬁou\& WS wSJL:.ﬂ W.Lﬁu—o Jju\"
W)&_A:MJ CG)‘ 33 ods ég.aa- osle

Table 5. Comparison of means of small tuber percent, rotted tuber percent, secondary
growth percent, tuber dry matter percent and percent of harded
peel tubers of potato cultivars

5 5 Sleds odews 5 (SlR0E 4 g6 A ode it o3le s S gy (SlB0lE
Cultivar Small tubers Rotted tubers Secondary Tuber dry Harded peel
growth matter tuber
Arinda s, T 34l c 431 a 9.78 a 19.27b 57.76 a
Piccaso i 7.36a 1420 3.60b 1736 ¢ 33.52b
Sante wla 5.69b 1.60b 4290 21.75a 62.96 a

T el 53 (615 e D dmn &S 2 s S (sl 7 O g p (sl SOl
Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 1% level.
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Table 6. Comparison of means of unmarketable yield percent and its components in
different harvesting dates

Sl b s p 6, s Shas oy 4 5l sy Ao ys o lS ook doys ), slaeds Loy
Harvesting date Unmarketable yield Secondary growth Rotted tubers Small tubers
% % % %
April 30 kgl Ve 9.20 ¢ 1.08 ¢ 0.7¢ 742 a
May 15 Sk, YO 13.40 b 5.08b 1.82b 6.02b
May 30 sls 4 1943 a 10.94 a 459 a 3.75¢

R RUYAl d@;:éﬂ:@ud)}wMﬁfﬁg}y&dl)‘:&ow,aghﬁy
Means followed by similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 1% level.
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