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Abstract

In order to select mid-early maturing Potato Varieties Suitable for interplanting in winter fallow
mulberry garden in Qinba mountain area, our introduced and self bred potato varieties (lines)
were selected. Through analysis and evaluation, it was concluded that the commercial potato rate
of 0302-4 after film mulching was 97.66%, the yield was 1242.74 kg per mu, which was 16.66%
higher than that without film mulching. The comprehensive character performance was excellent.
It was suitable for expanding production test as mid-early maturing varieties in Qinba mountain
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area for production selection. After film mulching, the yield of 0402-9 was 1357.26 kg per mu,
ranking first in the experiment, but the commercial potato rate was the lowest, only 88.24%,
which needs further planting and observation.
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Table 1. Investigation on the characters of potato pieces of various varieties
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Table 2. Main economic characters of each cultivar cultivated on land
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0402-9 96 1.10 75.83 42 0.646 80 88.24
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Table 3. Main economic characters of each variety in film mulching cultivation
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W EE 97 1.07 69.30 5.5 0.498 55 98.39
0402-9 99 1.03 76.13 4.6 0.798 62 88.97
0302-4 99 2.0 57.60 6.2 0.512 57 97.66
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Table 4. Yield of each cultivar cultivated on land
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0302-4 1007.77 1188.25 999.68 1065.23
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Table 5. Yield of each variety in film mulching cultivation

®5 BRMERRIESE

N N
AT ke TR wmmre,
I II 111
F¥ERNT 851.41 835.85 724.70 803.99 33.95
2% 5 % £ (CK) 1469.40 978.12 875.86 1107.79 11.40
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