LZHRA AR, J. Anhui Agric. Sci. 2021,49(11) :62-63,90

XM EDREHmA L BRILE

B
BEAN,E R Colmkmas, £l 663099)

FEE AR E R L MA AR B E D AFH At AL A B4 SR IEF R, 2530 6 MY & LA A AT
VER Iy, R A, H-6" = 845, A 48 474 kg/hm’ 25 183G 72 8. 1%, % 27 R %, H4b, “H-6" AR LFE T FX kk

B BRFEEGERE, THE—FRITTEARS
KR LB ELAE LERE

hESES S532 XEMRIEE A

MERS  0517-6611(2021)11-0062-02

doi: 10. 3969/j. issn. 0517-6611. 2021. 11. 017

Comparative Test on New Varieties of Pigmented Potato in Wenshan Prefecture

GAO Jian-li, LI Gang
Abstract

(Wenshan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Wenshan, Yunnan 663099)
In order to screen new pigmented potato varieties that suitable for cultivation in Wenshan Prefecture, six introduced varieties were

compared with the Wenshan local potato variety Qiubeiziyangyu. The results showed that the yield of H-6 was 48 474 kg/hm*, which was

8. 1% higher than that of control and they showed significant differences. In addition, H-6 had advantageous agronomic traits including central-

ized tuberization, shallow buds, smooth epidermis and high rate of commercial potato, so that H-6 could be further promoted and large—scale

demonstrated.
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Table 1 Comparison of the phenological periods of different varieties

of pigmented potatoes
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Table 2 Comparison of the biological traits of different varieties of pigmented potatoes
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Table 3 Comparison of the tuber traits of different varieties of pigmented potatoes
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Table 5 Parameter estimates of multiple regression coefficients be-

tween body weight and body size indices of A. cygnoides
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1 (¥%) -0.611 0. 458 -1.334  <0.00
EK 0.225 0.028 0.842 8.096  <0.00

2 (¥H) -1.57 0.471 -3.332  <0.01
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JE 0.371 0. 104 0.329 3.571 <0.01
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Table 5 Comparison of the yields of different varieties of pigmented

potatoes
Bout R

o AR Yeld Bk
b4 B gil%f’: ﬁ Equivalent  increase  Increasing
Variety name l(() y[f yield compared rate

&/ kg/hm*>  with CK %
kg/hm?

27515 Ziyun 1 36.63 36 648 -546.27 -18.3"
% 603 Yunshu 603 38.74 38 759 -405.51 -13.6"
22305 Yunshu 305 42.45 42 471 —158.06 -5.3
H-6 48.45 48 474 242. 12 8.1"
P Heimeigui 36. 46 36 478 -557.61 -18.7"
Tt g (CK) 44.82 44 842 — —
Qiubeiziyangyu

o+ FRTE0.05 K FEEF

Note: * indicated significant differences at 0. 05 level
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