T E X P B A KR E S R — — i A <11

MEEENFMOREEKET
K7 E BRI

WiE 2R

(NEEERBI R DR B/ IMEMIBT ST EAESE 010031)

w E

EAEFLAH L REFEA4T, A amREHLT FREEHEN
LRFEARETR TN R, ERAY: AT LEMHT DAEHMAEKRET £
ERABSLEFEERHEETRNETHOEMNELA, A—CARN, MATETHE
da, BREFAM I, MAARINAKIES, BLERETL LSRR, AEEN
AP EE W E THRALY, A0~ #4F % = F RS, & 9280.5~
8031. Okg/hm’, HouF 4 &, gifmaRis, HEEF=3005, 4> FRMK, 1L
3225. Okg/hm’, ZHAEKE,

XA LHE MNMEEE BEFE s

FRAGR®D R 1 — S B RS A P R

1 w1 = AN 22, BRI REHE R LA AR m ) T
BB AR LH RN B E R B

KADRER SRR R EEE,  BEC, RN R N R

IRRIRTTRAEE S, FAETTZHEAM] s R G E N 200, H A

WrFERM, Bi150g AN P &, R

NAs B 2R, 1997—09—10

the equal  efficiency to 25%Metalaxyl-W -P-in controlling the disease and increasing pro-
duction (yield) , which control the disease up to 84.29~97.81%. Among them, 58% Meta-
laxyl-Mn + Zn W-P., 70% AlieteMn + Zn W-P., and 80% Dithane M-45W -P.have lower
cost and do not stimulate chemical resistance of Phytop hthora infestans- The research sug-
gested that 98% Metalaxy-Mn * Zn W-P. and 70% Aliette-Mn * Zn W -P-should be broadly
used to replace Metalaxyl where the protection efficiency of Metalaxy has reduced or lost:

and 80% Dithane M-45W .P- and 72% Curzate-M 8W -P- should also be used alternatively -
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THE EFFECT OF SEED TUBER WEIGHT ON GROWTH,
DEVELOPMENT AND YIELD OF POTATO

Yang H aiying and Li Wengang
(Institute of Potato and Minor Crops, Inner Mongolia Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Huhhot 010031)

ABSTRACT

The field experiments were carried out under the semiarid dry conditions in the north of
I nner Mongolia in order to investigate the effect of seed tuber weight on growth, develop-
ment and yield of potato- The results showed that the weight of seed tuber was closely relat-
ed to potato growth and development; numbers of main stem and tuber yields under dry con-
ditions- In the experiment, numbers of stem per hole and tuber yield increased appropriatly
with raising of seed tuber weight while net yield was tending to decline- The net yield whose
seed tuber weight ranging 90 to 75g was the highest and its yield was 9280.5~8031. Okg/
hm’, and its market tuber rate and economic benefit were relatively high- The net yield whose
seed tuber weight no less than 300g was the lowest which yielded 3225.0 kg/hmzy and eco-

nomic benefit was the lowest-
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