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Variety Selection of Potato in Early Spring in the Basin of An'ning
River in Liangshan Prefecture
LIU Shaowen™, DONG Hongping', XIA Jiangwen', CHEN Kailan?

(1. Xichang Institute of Agricultural Sciences, Xichang, Sichuan 615000, China;
2. Xichang Agricultural Bureau, Xichang, Sichuan 615000, China)

Abstract: Six potato varieties, which performed well in tuber yield and quality according to previous observations, were
compared in the test, including Liangshu-97, Hui-2, Kangqing 9-1, Llishu 6, Mila(control), and Chuanliangshu 5. The results
showed that Hui-2, Chuanliangshu 5, Kangqing 9-1,and Lishu 6 gave higher yield and output value.
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Table 1 Tuber traits of tested potato varieties
Variety Potato shape Skin color Flesh color Potato skin type  Eye depth  Potato size  Tuber uniformity

97 Liangshu 97
-2 Hui-2
9-1 Kangqing 9-1
6  Lishu 6
Mila
5 Chuanliangshu 5

2

Table 2 Main economic traits of tested potato varieties

No. kg

Variety Tuber number per plant  Yield per plant
97 Liangshu 97 13.2 1.07
-2 Hui-2 15.4 1.45
9-1 Kangqing 9-1 13.2 1.38
6 Lishu 6 6.9 1.43
Mila 13.0 0.67
5 11.0 1.13

Chuanliangshu 5
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-2 667 m? 2 900.0 kg
667 m>  24518ks 4482 ke
18.4% 9-1
667 m* 2 837.0 ke
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667 m’ 5 906.96 145.24 667 m? 5 379.52
6 155.62 667 m* 136.28
5 763.99 97 667m> 504765 4.
3
Table 3 Analysis of tuber yield
kg kg / 667m’ % Significance

Variety Plot average yield Equivalent yield per 667 m*>  Comparison with control 5% 1%
-2 Hui-2 78.3 2900.0 18.4 a A
9-1 Kangqing 9-1 76.6 2837.0 15.7 a A
97 Liangshu 97 74.2 2748.1 12.1 a AB
5 Chuanliangshu 5 74.0 2741.0 11.8 a AB

CK Mila 66.2 2451.8 - b

6  Lishu 6 65.7 2433.0 -0.7 b

o Note Means were separated using Duncan's Multiple Range Test.

4

Table 4 Output value of tested potato varieties

N

Large and middle sized potatoes in plot ~ Small sized potatoes in plot Yuan / 667m’
Variet Yuan Equivalent Output Rank
arie! an
anety kg % kg %o Output value value per 667m’ 4
Weight Percentage Weight Percentage
97 Liangshu 97, 444 60 29.8 40 145.24 5379.52 5
-2 Hui-2 57.3 73 21.0 27 169.98 6295.87 1
9-1 Kangqing 9-1 51.8 70 24.8 30 159.48 5906.96 3
6  Lishu 6 56.2 85 9.5 15 155.62 5763.99 4
5 Chuanliangshu 5 56.2 74 17.8 26 163.92 6071.41 2
CK Mila 43.8 70 224 30 136.28 5047.65 6
N 26 /kg 1.0 /kg 50g N 50 ¢g o

Note 2.6 Yuan/kgfor big and middle sized potatoes, 1.0 Yuan / kg for small sized potatoes according to the field purchase price in 2010 tuber

=50 g was considered as big and middle sized potato; tuber < 50 g as small sized potato .
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