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Effects of heat stress on quantitative and qualitative yield of potato
cultivars in winter and summer planting systems under field conditions
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Table 1. Soil chemical and physical characteristics at the experimental farm
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Table 2. Potato yield and yield components as affected by winter and summer planting dates in Boshroyeh region (the first experiment)
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" . gl i Large tubers Medium Tubers Small Tubers o S ealasl JS 5 Slas
= el o Height T 85 Sl RY; sl 355 sas  Total tuber ic Total Yield
S.0.V Treatment uber dry > o 2 number ~ Economic )
A (cm) matter Weight Number Weight Number Weight Number (6 m2) Yield (g:m™)
: (%) (g.m?) (no.m) (gm?) (no.m?) (g.m?) (no.m?) (g.m?)
w” & Feb/ 9 eg ¥ 51.78 18.12 147.59 0.99 2762.54  51.59 29488  25.71 78.29 2910.13 3205.01
) D sw mm Feb/23.cilo 69.78  17.58 153.19 1.28 248224 35.99 146.51 11.14 4841 263543  2781.94
uu R~ Mar/11 il Y- 57.89 16.36 65.74 0.4 924.64  19.97 21495 1218 32.55 990.38 1205.33
Y LSD 10.75 1.45 ns /Y 530.2 6.35 62.99  1.96 7.56 617.9 606.7
Mw 5 Fontanch “Es  63.89 19.27 216.53 1.48 2384.01  32.98 107.13  7.07 41.53 2600.13 2157.44
R - = Picasso #6267 1475 87.42 0.67 19113 39.12 32844 253 65.08 1998.72 2327.17
uu © Santeh @l 5289 18.04 62.57 0.51 1874.1  35.46 220.76  16.67 52.63 1936.67 2707.67
w LSD 1.143 1.51 134.3 ns 294 1.48 8821  4.77 7.84 290.4 2549
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11¢



Sl ST glag )b 53 Jlassl s Shes
Al 53 sy 5 BB slaeds 4 by e
S o 53 bl e Gl o) S8 506
W) 05y e 2t bsse s Slas oy a8
£ )cﬁa&@,uaﬁba(au,y&z
(¥ dgdr) 55 (g s

Jf sl @l CilS ‘_;Las@)l] 3
silesT laoles 56 Cov gl g (slaods
25K 15 T 5S s s

02 ol B S ) slacde sl
S a5 S b s 3518
Sl 05y 355 I gme Lo ol les
sp eSS Mgty 5y ceds slaa oy 2aS
38 03553 SIS 25 Slaede sl L oS
e 3 Sl 135 WA s e Dol
Sl S spes S WISy py laeds sl
Ll 055 51> gnn 5ulSy 055 b 3 Sae
Sleds o o heds dlaw Obe Sl
2l gme ol T L Sl asle 5 4l g

Ol (o) 2 2550 Slaged) Sl ae i
S o sl s wle Glaps) & sl
L s sleeds 055 9 3l op 2w 5 o feS
3055 ) 8

Sl ¢y slaeds ojj‘«f;\;;)m@w

Seds 055 5 3la 5 Low 520 (glreds 05
Cov aluwl culs ‘SLA@JU 33 Sy
NAET S 5 alejT slajles 36
3 K

Slasled 56 Lo b s Glacds O35
6 8 15 T S e s (T

oo o gd Yo 50 wosls,e Yo 3l Cils

VYo

Slasled ;53U Cod 55 dle o jidhy oL
Asles S o bl e2s 8515 aleT
(Y o) CAIN Cdo ol (Solagne
Lpss ClS b s OlalS bLiyl ul o
(Xzils |y b le o 5 Al mesle Ve 35>
5 dsl Sl Glagu,b 55 s il oS s
Sl O g 2o Bl OA 5O J}J}Lﬁ‘r}nﬂ
by [ gLl op 2o on b (soleT Ll s
28 s Wl slaedy men (Y o)
5 e o b bl Ll gre sl O
Lols O ) Lo gLl o 208" 55 4l o3
Y Jsu>)
(Al GBS & 36) p9d (gwlo3T
3 dos Sll 9 8 hos
L;u@,u)m\;;ﬂ‘.“smom@u
silT Glajls 50 Cou alwl i8S
SloSile amlie (FJsdr) 255 513
ol s el aS sl Ol cals L;Ubéi)b"
S S BLY, AR BT S LR SRR
ok S5 Shas )3 LialS do 39 5 Y o
W3 g ls gma gyl a5l slas ol a8 Al
Cdilf‘_gh@)l:o\nnsﬁwumlfw
o A YY Hlie 4y b Yo g g 40 0
Sl Kols s lie 59 15 e g,LeT L
(5 48 ol Ol 5 Calibes (slag) 5 Slas
g e 0 08 YWA 5 o 80le b s
9331 6 i 3 Shas Ao 3 V8 5\ LS 5 @
oSl Ll 3 03 8" A 55 sl 5 5lSy o3
bl B ) a5 5ulS slagd ), 3 Shee
olize S 1 gla 5 Sls dslio .5 53 15 gine

Ot 45 215 0L 5 o8y 5 LA 0L



AtuQv,rc.df\r&h,tafctﬁ&;.ﬂcfb&ru&ffhmar,,vu,RE(.Q»?&_WCV? ¥ Jad
Table 3. Potato yield and yield components as affected by winter and summer planting dates in Boshroyeh region (the second experiment)

St osle Cys glacde b g gnoue o Seds
. . ok S sluw (gl ugﬂ»&n LW uuﬂ.rrv
o Ll r{, &) ol Large tubers Medium Tubers Small Tubers )
=5 el S Heiht o) o s o o s Total tuber Economic  Total
S.0.V Treatment © Qm& Tuber dry \.c wu wu number Yield Yield
A Bwﬁma éﬂm‘wﬁ Z:B_uma éﬁmwﬁ ZcE_u.w_, éﬁm‘wﬁ Z:B_uma (no.m?) (g.m?) (g.m?)
w." (%) (gm?) (no.m?) (gm?) (nom~) (g.m~) (no.m™)
pe & Aug/11 sla,e¥e 61.57 18.67 2910.13 1.3 2602.06 44.93 35522 25.50 71.72 284996  3205.18
a EERY N
B R w m wm Aug/26 2350 55.11 17.22 289.41 1.45 1910.75 41.90 37749 26.92 70.23 2200.15  2777.60
uu A Sep/ll oA 4811 1574 188.69 0.98 129578 23.89 257.66 20.24 45.11 1484.47  1742.13
,lu., LSD 3.59 0.9 ns ns 334.5 ns ns ns ns 459.7 218.6
»
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. > .
.m»e o IM Picasso P 58.11 14.25 338.33 1.77 1729.02 43.05 360.30 26.43 71.23 2067.34  2427.65
v © Santeh asle 48.11 17.94 185.03 1.01 1761.95 32.62 372.03 27.35 60.98 1946.98  2319.01
2
Yw LSD 6.61 1.58 ns ns 300.4 ns ns 7.22 ns 290.4 210.3
3
w - . Fontaneh  «ksg  66.67 21.13 126.27 0.55 3133.27 46.01 298.64 19.41 65.96 3259.54  3558.19
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> < =
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¢ 2 3
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Yy X Q. .
W w m sb W, Picasso & 58.67 14.23 451.83 2.37 1212.64 56.38 35225 25.62 84.37 1664.47  2016.72
I o b
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Introduction: Potato (Solanum tuberosum L.) is the world's fourth most
important food crop after corn, rice and wheat (Trapero- Mozos et al., 2017). Due
to the effects of global warming, it is expected that most of the areas under potato
cultivation will be exposed to extreme temperatures in the upcoming decades
(Hijmans, 2003). Based on current climate-crop models and climate change
scenarios for the period from 2040 till 2069, a temperature increase of 1.3 to 3.2
°C is projected to occur in the areas where potato is grown, which will result in
18 to 32 % decrease in potato global production if the current potato cultivars
and plantation dates are continued to be used. However, this expected decline can
be reduced to 9 to 18 % by using adaptable potato cultivars and choosing proper
planting dates. Due to its diverse climate, it is possible to grow potato across
different areas and seasons in Iran. But, because of rising temperatures in many
production areas of potato in Iran, particularly in those areas where the growing
season takes place in spring, potato production can be associated with the risk of
yield decline. The aim of the investigation was to evaluate the effects of heat stress
due to winter and summer planting dates on quantitative and qualitative yield of
potato cultivars and also explore the possibility of winter and summer cropping of
potato in Boshruyeh region.
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Materials and Methods: Two independent experiments were performed based
on a split plot design arranged in a completely randomized block layout with three
replications in the years 2015 and 2016. The first experiment (summer cropping)
consisted of three planting dates (Feb. 9, Feb. 23 and Mar. 11) as main factors
and three cultivars (Fontaneh, Picasso and Santeh) as sub factors. The second
experiment (winter cropping) consisted of the same cultivars as the first experiment
with three different planting dates (Aug. 11, Aug. 26 and Sep. 15). During the
growing season, cultivars growth stages and height were recorded once per two
weeks. At the end of the growing season, 10 m? from the middle of each sub plot
was harvested and yield and number of tubers as well as their weight (large tubers
greater than 55 m, medium tubers between 35 and 55 mm and small tubers less
than 35 mm) were measured. Data analysis was performed by MSTAT-C statistical
software and graphs were drawn by Excel software.

Results and Discussion: The results showed that the potato tuber yield was
affected by winter planting dates. The total tuber yield at the winter sowing date
of Mar.11 was significantly 62 and 57 % lower than that of Feb. 9 and 23 sowing
dates, respectively. However, there was not any significant difference in the total
tuber yield between Feb 9 and Feb 23 sowing dates. The cultivar Santeh with
an average yield of 2700 kg/m? gave 17 and 25 % higher yield than Fontaneh
and Picasso cultivars, respectively. Interaction effects of planting date and cultivar
revealed that the highest yield in winter cropping was obtained from Santeh cultivar
at the first planting date (Feb.9) whereas the lowest yield was related to Fontaneh
cultivar at the last sowing-date (Mar.11). The potato tuber yield was also affected
by summer planting dates. Delaying planting date from Aug. 11 to Aug. 26 and to
Sep. 15 resulted in significant drop of 20 and 46 % in total tuber yield, respectively.
The tuber yield decrease (32 %) arising from the difference in the summer planting
dates of Aug 26 and Sep. 15 was found to be statistically significant. The interaction
between summer planting date and cultivar showed that the highest obtained yield
was related to Fontaneh and Picasso cultivars at the first planting date (Aug. 11)
and the lowest yield was recorded with the all three cultivars at the last summer-
planting date (Sep. 15). It seems that the delayed cropping increased the limiting
effects of high temperatures on tuber growth, which resulted in reduced yield at
the late winter sowing date (Mar.11). Under high temperature conditions, changes
in enzymatic activities can negatively influence carbon metabolism, starch
accumulation and sucrose production (Ruan et al., 2010).

Key word: planting date, tuber weight, tuber number, temperature
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