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Table 1. Mean comparison of tuber yield of potato cultivars in three planting dates and
in two years

S b el Shas
Cultivars yield (tha™)
Planting date Y Jl Y b ol
Cultivars f6) Year1 Year2  Mean
Diamont isbs 28.38cd  23.38bc  25.88ab
Maradona Ualbl 34.82a a2877 31.80a
sls 3l Santé «<le 34,09ab  29.05a  31.57a
Early June = Marfona Lél 3448a  28.66a  31.57a
Agria LST 34.70a 28.72a  31.71a
Cosima ks 30.24bc  24.66b  27.45ab
Mean oSk 32,79 27.21 30.00
Diamont igsbs 23.96df  19.61cf  21.78b
Maradona Usalble 24.60df  20.27cf  22.44b
sls 5 Laul) Santé wle 25.17df  20.05¢f 22.61b
Mid June Marfona sl 31.01ce  22.83bd  26.92ab
Agria LST 26.9lce 22.11be 24.51ab
Cosima Lsss 25.78df  21.16bf  23.47ab
Mean oSk 26.24 21.00 23.62
Diamont Sisebs 21.90f 17.25f 19.57¢
Maradona Usalole 21.34f 18.11ef 19.72¢c
NI Santé wle 22.52ef  18.00ef  20.26bc
End June Marfona Lol 22.66ef 18.88df  20.77bc
Agria LET 22.71ef 18.00ef  20.35bc
Cosima LS 21.45fF 18.00ef 19.72¢c
Mean oSk 22.10 18.04 20.07

L (5 )LT 5 31 do 55 &S5 Iz pelans 53l me (oMt 36 0w a5 lin 3 > L slutel

LSSl glaals dix 3 503T)

In each column means followed by similar letters are not significantly
different at the 1% probability level (Duncan’s multiple range test).
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for tuber yield of patato cultivars in three planting dates
and in two years

MS ol S
63137 4 s d}h;.i:lf‘cwl: ('}’CM:’K@)U (}““K@)U
o df. First planting Second Third planting

S.0.V. St e date planting date date
Rep. IS 2 11.827 3.46° 13.98™
Cultivar o5 17 45.69” 19.27° 62.01"
Error ibosT gl 88 2.06 0.90 22.43

Total o 107

CV% Ol ks s pb oy 6.699 7.479 27.29

1N 570 Jlasl C‘E“ 03,15 gme s gae e S 5w g % IS
ns, = and =«: Not significant, significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of early blight disease severity at different growth stages of
potato cultivars in three planting dates in the first year

Disease severity (%) s los <ol Lo ys

Sl Jsl - e p33 d=y po Ao poler 4>
Treatment (gleepald) (st s)y A y) (l50) (laodd O3 )
First stage  Second stage  Third stage  Fourth stage
Planting date il &6
Early May sls = ol 0.77a 1.16a 1.20a 2.62a
Mid June sls 5 Laul | 0.70b 0.86b 1.18a 2.06b
End June sls & sl 0.70b 0.83b 1.10b 1.92b
Cultivars PG
Diamont Cigebs 0.73a 1.04b 1.52b 1.96b
Maradona Lsslobe 0.73a 1.03b 1.48b 1.94b
Sante wla 0.72a 1.25a 1.86a 2.44a
Marfona U g,k 0.72a 1.11ab 1.76a 2.37a
Agria L3T 0.72a 1.15ab 1.81a 2.36a
Cosima LssS 0.74a 1.12ab 1.57ab 2.25ab

LSl atals iz 0 903T) izt (LT L5 51 oy S Izl elas 53 Sl fime M| 36 0 s 2 53 lie 35 o L slute
In each column means followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the 1%
probability level (Duncan's multiple range tests).

s e (gd ) Calibes Jorl a5 (g0 4 (ol Dok S a il 4o —F J g
LJ)‘LJL#)J C...'LK@)UM))

Table 4. Combined analysis of variance for early blight disease severity at different
growth stages of potato cultivars in three planting dates in the first year

MS Sa o Sl

4 > Al > Sy Al e

@37 Jsl g, SISTEEY pam Sk, el

df. First Second Third Forth

growth growth growth growth
S.0.V. Sl e stage stage stage stage
Replication (R) IS 2 0.002™ 0.003™ 0.030™ 0.404"
Planting date (PD) S a2 0.0317"  2.638° 0.907" 2.502"
Cultivar (C) o5 0.001™ 0.057" 0.263" 0.390"
CxPD S a3, 10 0.001™ 0.113™ 0.112° 0.520°
Error biTalbs 34 0.001 0.053 0.680 0.224
Total e 93
CV% Sk 2 b L) 5.26 20.57 16.15 21.45
AV j'/.\ J0 Jlaz| c.la..» BE Jlag;'.u Ul:@mﬂb S 5 4 sk g sk ok (IS

ns, =, #= and xx=: Not significant, significant at the 5%, 1% and 0.1% probability levels,
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Table 5. Mean comparison of early blight disease severity at different growth stage of
potato cultivars in three planting dates in the second year

Disease severity (%) sl &dd doys

Il A e po3 Ao pom A=y poler Ao
(glemealD) (s A5 ) (2ljeds) (Lo 08 )
s First Second Third Fourth
Treatment stage stage stage stage
Planting date -l &6
Early May sls & bl 0.72a 0.86a 0.99a 2.90a
Mid June sls & Laulyl 0.70a 0.80a 0.93ab 2.48b
End June IR 0.70a 0.72b 0.79b 2.18c
Cultivars PG
Diamont el 0.70a 0.71a 0.74a 2.32a
Maradona Ggslsbe 0.70a 0.77a 0.80a 2.23a
Sante asla 0.70a 0.93a 0.99a 2.79a
Marfona U g,k 0.70a 0.80a 0.84a 2.63a
Agria L3T 0.70a 0.85a 0.97a 2.78a
Cosima LS 0.70a 0.79a 0.97a 2.75a

LSS atals i 0 903T) izt (LT L5 51 o3 S Dozl elan 53 Sl sime M| 36 0 o 53 e 35 o L slite
In each column means followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the 1%
probability level (Duncan's multiple range tests).
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VAL S5 I Jsl cals 6‘-*“’@)5
o S I3 mma 31 (6l)1s 5 A3 4 /YA
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Table 6. Combined analysis of variance for early blight disease severity at different
growth stage of potato cultivars in three planting dates in the second year

MS Sl oS0
ey’ e Al NE Al e
@t Jslss, £33 S, poe sty poler
df. First Second Third Forth
) growth growth growth growth
S.0.V. St e stage stage stage stage
Replication (R) S 20 0.0027 0. 035”‘ 0. 139“‘ 1.536
Planting date (PD) S w6 20 0.002% 0.1117 0.184™ 23357
Cultivar (C) & 5 0.002" 0.055™ 0.098™ 0.368™
CxPD S sk 03, 100 0.002% 0.044" 0.040™ 0.083™
Error salTeks 34 0.002™ 0.018 0.032 0.090
Total e 33
CV% KRN 7.39 16.92 19.75 11.89
//\ﬁ/\‘/bdb‘c-‘da)bj‘zwc)hwj&\_ﬁ.rjw »»»»»» ,~~¢~4ns
ns, %, =« and === Not significant, significant at the 5%, 1% and 0.1% probablhty levels,
respectively.
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Table 7. Mean comparison of early blight disease severity at different growth stage of
potato cultivars in three planting dates

Disease severity (%) s les ol doys

Il A e po3 > o pom =y poler Ao
(sl4eall) (a5 A5 )) (2ljes) (Lo O o)
Ses First Second Third Fourth
Treatment stage stage stage stage
Planting date Cals” gyl
Early May sls 2 ! 0.98a 1.21a 1.42a 2.76a
Mid June sls 5 Lol 0.84b 0.88b 1.27b 2.27b
End June sls F Fsl 0.77¢ 0.80b 1.09¢ 2.05¢
Cultivars PB I
Diamont Cigalss 0.83a 0.94a 1.00a 2.08b
Maradona (FEIY 0.83a 0.96a 1.11a 2.09b
Sante ale 0.88a 1.08a 1.28a 2.48a
Marfona Usole 0.85a 1.00a 1.03a 2.34ab
Agria L ST 0.88a 1.04a 1.29a 2.42a
Cosima LajsS 0.88a 0.93a 1.25a 2.35ab

(OSIs auals Ao 0 903T) dizen (LT a5 51 o 53 65 oz pebams 53 13 sime O3l 36 0w 2 )3 alie 33 - b slitel
In each column means followed by similar letters are not significantly different at the 1%
probability level (using Duncan's multiple range tests).

r@)‘éﬁ)dl‘b:ﬁ&‘f)b@-ﬁ&é)wC)Mdtﬂjadfwtf.)‘j@'fﬁ—/\J}.»b-
C,«&K@JUMJDW)W

Table 8. Combined analysis variance for early blight disease severity at different growth
stages of potato cultivars in three planting dates

MS b S

s Al > > Al e

@157 dsl s, £33 G o ) poler s,

df. First Second Third Forth

growth growth growth growth

S.0.V. e e stage stage stage stage
Replication (R) A2 0.019™ 0.084™ 0.970"" 0.002™
Planting date (PD) <38 &b 2 1.710°" 0.943™ 4770 0.026""
Cultivar (C) 5 0.027™ 0.105° 0.473" 0.002°
CxPD S m bk s, 10 0.058" 0.054™ 0.125™ 0.002™
Error shlTsls 68 0.036 0.050 0.127 0.002
Total o 89
CV% Sl s e 3 19.64 17.74 16.76 6.39

VAYARTWARYA- | C‘E“ 23 13 Sme I3 fmn b LS 5 4 i g s ok (IS
ns, %, =z and == Not significant, significant at the 5%, 1% and 0.1% probability levels,
respectively.
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Table 9. Combined analysis of variance for early blight disease severity on potato
cultivars at different planting dates in the first, second years and total of two years

MS sl S

a5 Jsl Jls £5° Jls dle s &

3T
S.O.V. Ol pte dE First year =~ Second year  Total two years
Cultivar (C) o5 9.97° 13317 23.02™
Replication (R) IS 2 11.82° 386.56" 135.13"
Planting date (PD) CaS a2 341.70° 9.79" 119917
R xPD Cal a4 0.53™ 1.19™ 0.66™
RxC ASx s, 10 2.76™ 5.19™ 4.66™
Error shbiTeks 30 2.73 2.63 14.27
Total e 33
CV% Dl g o o> 5.26 20.57 21.45

LY 570 el C}“"ﬁ DI gme Yl fae e S 5 4yl g % (IS
ns, = and == : Not significant, significant at the 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.
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