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Effects of Different Grades of Potato Mother Tuber on Plant Growth Power and Tuber Distribution Characteristics

GAO Hang' ,ZHANG Yan', GAO Yu-liang’, LI Kui-hua'* et al (1. Agricultural College of Yanbian University, Yanji , Jilin 133002 ;2.
Yanbian Agricultural Sciences Academy, Longjing, Jilin 133400)

Abstract
ent grades of potato mother tuber on plant growth power and the size distribution of potato were investigated. The experiment was carried out with

[ Objective | The paper was in order to screen the potato size which suitable for greenhouse production. [ Method ] The effects of differ-

different grades of potato. [ Result] The emergence time advanced and the rate of emergence increased with the increase of the mother tuber
weight. There were no significant differences of either emergence time or rate of emergence on above 1.0 g in tuber weight. The stem diameter
and plant height increased with the increase of mother tubers weight. There are differences between the tubers size distribution generated by dif-
ferent mother tubers. The middle tubers rate was above 40.0% in the same grade mother tubers. [ Conclusion]It is recommended to use more

than 1.0 g tubers as seed potato according the appropriate miniaturization requirements.
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