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Evaluation of Resistance of Medium Maturing Potato Clones to
Fusarium Dry Rot
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Table 1. Analysis of variance for drg rot area of tuber in potato clones after inoculation

with Fusarium species

GliTamys Sl Sk
S.0.V. k< df. MS
Potato clones et e OIS 32 797.650*:*
Fungal species =S 1 92837.001
Clone x species S EX S 32 488.249
Error s 132 94.155
Sampling error S5 % gos o 396 93.796

**: Significant at 1% probability level. ..o )s VJlat mlaw s jls gme **
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Table 2. Comparison of Fusarium species for dry rot area of tubers in potato clones

el sba S
Fusarium species

S 35T eba

Infected area of tubers(mm?)

Fusarium sambucinum
Fusarium solani
LSD 5%

42.68
17.68
1.57
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Table 3. Comparison of means of potato clones for infected area on tubers caused by
Fusarium species

3y ) e O 2T o 3y S5 e O S 2T o
No.  Potato clones Infected area No. Potato clones Infected area
(mm?) (mm?)

1 397074-11 44.11 18  Lady Roseta 36.37

2  Agria 16.52 19  396136-1 29.58

3 396128-1 30.74 20  396124-79/396151-15 56.80

4 397081-4 22.24 21  397007-16 12.44

5 397082-2 23.60 22 994002-8 33.89

6  397082-4 20.13 23 397074-9 20.83

7 396157-15 36.94 24 397069-4 29.58

8  396156-6 35.13 25  396128-5 34.43

9 397009 12.49 26  397097-2 20.69

10  397097-13 23.74 27  397082-10 24.85

11 397045-13 23.05 28  396152-2 23.07

1p 39015114 33.61 29  397045-15 30.16

13 396151-29 48.05 30  397045-3 28.27

14 397074-12 32.91 31  396128-32 29.49

15  397009-6 22.49 32 Marfona 35.97

16 ~ 397074-3 14.16 33  Sante 23.88

17 396310-8 35.13
T 02 55 s Dlio ol dinlows (553 S (Vitale et al., 2004)
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Table 4. Kruskal Wallis test for disease index and sprout growth in potato tubers

@331 a3 ol dwlous (533 S
Trait S df. Chi-Square
Disease index SodTes 65 355.46"
Sprout growth Sl i) 65 369.85"

**: Significant at 1% probability level.
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Table 5. Comparison of potato clonesxFusarium isolate combinations for mean disease

index
oSe 435 par oSoe 435 par

Potato clone x F. solani Total mean Potato clone x F. sambacinum Total mean
397074-11 89.66 397074-11 447.16
Agria 161.22 Agria 294.83
396128-1 161.22 396128-1 484.61
397081-4 161.22 397081-4 362.27
397082-2 218.67 397082-2 399.72
397082-4 218.67 397082-4 304.83
396157-15 161.22 396157-15 447.16
396156-6 218.67 396156-6 428.44
397009 118.38 397009 218.67
397097-13 161.22 397097-13 276.11
397045-13 132.50 397045-13 428.44
396151-14 304.83 396151-14 391.00
396151-29 304.83 396151-29 540.77
397074-12 161.22 397074-12 409.72
397009-6 161.22 397009-6 399.72
397074-3 175.66 397074-3 247.38
396310-8 304.83 396310-8 428.44
Lady Roseta 304.83 Lady Roseta 465.88
396136-1 352.27 396136-1 447.16
396124-79/396151-15 409.72 396124-79/396151-15 522.05
397007-16 161.22 397007-16 294.83
994002-8 189.94 994002-8 484.61
397074-9 247.38 397074-9 304.83
397069-4 132.50 397069-4 352.27
396128-5 218.67 396128-5 409.72
397097-2 132.50 397097-2 333.55
397082-10 132.50 397082-10 333.55
396152-2 161.22 396152-2 362.27
397045-15 132.50 397045-15 428.44
397045-3 189.94 397045-3 484.61
396128-32 189.94 396128-32 391.00
Marfona 276.11 Marfona 465.88
Sante 247.38 Sante 371.00
TUKEY 4445
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Table 6. Comparison of potato clones x Fusarium isolate combinations for sprout
growth
ol 435 o SO 435 par
Potato clone x F. solani Total mean Potato clone x F. sambacinum Total mean

397074-11 561.50 397074-11 235.88
Agria 498.27 Agria 371.83
396128-1 561.50 396128-1 197.55
397081-4 533.50 397081-4 424.66
397082-2 561.50 397082-2 215.11
397082-4 514.83 397082-4 371.83
396157-15 533.50 396157-15 368.66
396156-6 533.50 396156-6 194.33
397009 561.50 397009 371.38
397097-13 179.94 397097-13 141.05
397045-13 256.66 397045-13 291.88
396151-14 161.83 396151-14 191.66
396151-29 241.77 396151-29 215.11
397074-12 150.11 397074-12 126.66
397009-6 274.44 397009-6 297.77
397074-3 241.77 397074-3 351.05
396310-8 194.33 396310-8 82.44
Lady Roseta 194.33 Lady Roseta 194.33
396136-1 295.05 396136-1 117.61
396124-79/396151-15 182.61 396124-79/396151-15 49.94
397007-16 117.61 397007-16 274.27
994002-8 221.00 994002-8 347.88
397074-9 224.16 397074-9 318.55
397069-4 442.27 397069-4 274.27
396128-5 295.05 396128-5 235.88
397097-2 224.16 397097-2 371.83
397082-10 424.66 397082-10 197.55
396152-2 333.44 396152-2 371.83
397045-15 295.05 397045-15 256.22
397045-3 262.55 397045-3 416.38
396128-32 322.00 396128-32 96.83
Marfona 274.27 Marfona 256.66
Sante 442.27 Sante 295.05
TUKEY 468.7
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Table 7. Correlation coefficients between different traits of potato clones after
inoculation with Fusarium species causing potato dry rot

Sl Sole sl 2t (5T o 21 el el
Traits Disease index Infected area Sprout growth
of tubers
Disease index
Infected area 0.725
Sprout growth -0.382° -0.347°
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“and * : Significant at 1% and 5% probability levels, respectively.
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