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Table 1. Analysis of variance of drought tolerance and tuber yield indices under normal conditions (100% 65%
plant water requirement) and water deficit stress (65% plant water requirement).
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Table 2. Comparison of mean tuber yield of hybrids obtained from potato cultivars under normal conditions (100%
plant water requirement) and water deficit stress (65% plant water requirement) and stress tolerance indices
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Table 3. Correlation between different stress tolerance indices of potato hybrids under normal irrigation conditions
(100% plant water requirement) and severe water deficit stress (65% plant water requirement)
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*, *#* Significant at p<0.05 and 0.01, respectively
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Fig. 1. Distribution of hybrids based on tuber yield in normal irrigation (100% water requirement) and mild stress
(65% water requirement) and Mean productivity index
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Fig. 2. Distribution of hybrids based on tuber yield in normal irrigation (100% water requirement) and mild stress
(65% water requirement) and geometric mean productivity index
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