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STUDY ON THE PERFORMANCE OF
VIRUS-FREE POTATOES

Que Gueisheng Zhang Yecrong
(’otato Research Institute, Benxi City, China)

Shao Zexuan, Zhou Caimei and Zhang Heming

{Agricultural Research [mstitute, Dalian City, China)

ABSTRACT

The growth and development of virus-frec potatoes was studied in this
paper. The result suggested, _

1. Whether the early maturing cultivars were virus-free or not, there was
little difference in its phenological period. but the date of emerging, squar-
ing. flowering and maturing of middle maturing virus-free cultivars was later

thau that of the cultivars infected.
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2. Whether early maturing potato cultivars were virus-free or not,
was little difference in the plant lheight,

virus-free cultivars was higher than that of the cultivars infected.

weight of stem,

cultivars increased significantly.

o

there
but the plant height of middle maturing

The fresh

leaf and tuber of bhoth early and middle maturing virus-{free

3. The early maturing virus-free cultivars were more vigorous than the cul-

tivars infected during the late growth period. The growth peak of middle ma-
turing virus-free cultivars was later than that of the cultivars infected, and the.
virus-{ree cultivars grew better than the cultivars infected.

4. The equilibrium stage of early maturing virus-free cultivars was earlier
than that of the cultivars infected;

therefore they can be supplied [or the

market early. The cquilibrium stage of middle maturing virus-free cultivars wa

later, so higher vield could be achieved if they were harvested late.



