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DRY MATTER ACCUMULATION AND DISTRIBUTION
OF POTATO UNDER DRY FARMING
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ABSTRACT ; The change of dry matter accumulation was investigated under dry farming optimum cultiva-
tion in the Hulunbeier and Wulanchabu of Inner Mongolia- The change of dry matter accumulation of potato per
plant was a logistic curve- Dry matter accumulation rate was a conic curve with its peak occurring at the tuber
bulking stage, and the percentage of dry matter accumulation was higher from late tuber bulking stage to starch
accumulation stage- During the process of growth: the center of dry matter accumulation was in order leaves:
above ground stems. and tuber- In both locations, physiological indexes under optimization cultivation were bet -
ter than control, and the yield difference was at significant or highly significant level-
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MODEL ON RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN COMPREHENSIVE AGRONOMIC
MEASURES AND YIELD OF POTATO UNDER DRY FARMING
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ABSTRACT ; By applying “416-A” method. mathematical model on high yield and optimization cultivation
under dry farming condition was established in Hulunbeier and Wulanchabu of Inner Mongolia- The goal of deci-
siomrmaking model was yield- Then, quantity indexes of comprehensive agronomic measures of potato were

brought out in the different places of Inner Mongolia-
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