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Table 1. Characteristics of the cultivars cultivated in the design

Cultivars 5, Growth period o.ljo)90

Type of Use ,lao

Tuber flesh color 5 sl S5

S o] %95 Lawgite S22 9§y o)l Bpan b 35l ugS 55 L

Esprit Mid-late Fresh consumption Light yellow
Lsd Lo %95 bawgie e 5 S5 o)l Spae s by 355 S b

Marfona Mid-late Fresh consumption Light yellow
oUlsbes oans Lamgie 97 06 Span b D9y 955 SedeS S5y b

Savalan Mid-late French Fries Light yellow
LT oy pd bawgie 97 06 Span b 3)) Sudes S5, b

Agria Mid-late French Fries yellow

Oleb i cole PMS-714 Joo SB mwcush,
INCIPRCR
RAW + PWP =6.547 + 14.6 = 21.147% (6]
el Gy 50 2l s 5l 5r5ee (9 )i (6550 5lil (sl
s el oolaiwl ¥ oos WSC pgls 5l xdans
Oldigy skl b1y ol 55 ol 8 539,9 ;0 WSC gl
Hlade gl (6,5 ol i Sl ool cd) jum 5L el esls
Sol Cows 4 bpd a5 F s WSC pgls o oo
.(Islami, 2016)
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Sz G,k 5l ool uSelail) pels J3ls Ol glas,l:H
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04 =0.0294 x (21) 102.2 = 17.687 4ts_, ,=J
= 17.687 X 3.6 = 63.673 clo p cxSopte  [V]

PRP IR A S C P VOW LR PSS PRL A J1 S KV
ookl b )L V0 SOl ity jo Wil (Soyeh
ac jo Cud,b lade el Caws 4 (5 lid amis olSiws
S ol pgae o> g PWP=)Y/P)) ao o VF/7
Dgdse 48,5 Y5 50 VO (duejoum ln e SgueS
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A dwle T oalal, I (RAW)

AW = ((OFC - OPWP) /100) x Bd.D
= ((29.1 - 14.6)/100) x 1.29 = 18.705%  [¥]

RAW = AW x MAD
=((29.1-14.6)/100) x 1.29 x 0.35 = 6.547%
[¥]
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Table 2. Using water amount in different potato cultivations through surface irrigation with WSC-Flume type4

&9 Of o

Jl s Number of using water Effective rain " Practical water
Year Ultivatcion irrigation amount amount volume
m?.ha’!
DEend 9 05 4 4015 441 4456
\¥4#  Autumn and winter
2017 ok 13 13699 562 14261
Spring
® I3 0rRy 14 3950 696 4646
\Y4Y  Autumn and winter
2018 ok 12 13150 1017 14167
Spring

axdlland ygo ilao i lo 3T L] Comd 1y o8) 9031 polie ¥ Jgaz
Table 3. Leven test values to test the experimental errors of the studied traits

awlis ooy

1 . Hlado S oobo v )0 wadd vy
<l ous ous
water use yieldtotal Percentage 0uL gy oud yed w00 ous oud Joloxo
efficiency tuber Starch of Nitrogen of Percentage Tuber dry percentage of
(WUE) (ton/ha) Tuber tuber fiber of Tuber matter soluble sugars
0.537" 0.631™ 8.247" 13.518" 15.425™ 12.695" 16.799""
2 e G (wigp Hlaie g o Slee Al OUE (g pind ylddo

OLES 038 (3955 jladke ido (uilyly 328 3 (2011
LB Jlois] o ;5 cslS Gas ool I (F Jgaz) a5 sl

)L"““’ ‘>)S-l.o$ JﬁJO g Sl Lg“")"é UU}M )| S0 Y
Log o)l Gl po e 4dad 1o (oo LS s a1y 50 UL
Sedisr b eiign adg LSl (39S Gl
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Table 4. Analysis of variance of variance. Effect of date and sowing depth on tuber yield and qualitative traits in potato

awlis v yo

i OIS s Sy SRS edleney
s . ,
ol s e ‘)._ Percentage ous Percentage one
Ol pdd 2alo bl Starch of Nitrogen of fiber of Tuber dry
S.0.V df Tuber tuber Tuber matter
ey 2.042m 0.065 0.025 ns 4.009 ™
Year (A)
Jol Galosl obursl 0277 0.034 0.036 0.746
Error 1
cakEb 0.624 ™ 0.042 0.028 ™ 17.943
Planting Date (B)
b gy ey 0.623 ™ 0.042 0.027 ™ 1.079 ™
AxB
ped gilojlolil o 0.357 0.034 0.025 0.692
Error 2
Calf Gos 4 0.279 ™ 0.014" 0.023* 2.524m
Planting Depth (C)
AxC
B8 g lx el Gos 0.07 0.004 ™ 0.004 ™ 5.009™
BxC
clls Goex cbls g ,bx Jlw 6 0.07 0.004 1 0.004 ns 320
AxBxC
3 21.996" 0.197" 0.034" 273.653"
Variety (D)
e Jl g 1.612* 0.024* 0.006 ™ 0.394 ™
AxD
el 2.869" 0.021" 0.01™ 14.889™
BxD
oy )bl gl Jlo 2.869™ 0.021* 0.01 1 1.918 1
AxBxD
PEXEEE Gos 1.188™ 0.006 ™ 0.007 ™ 2.861 ™
CxD
e T 0.329° 0.005 ™ 0.008 ™ 1.681 ™
AxCxD
ol Gosxed @6 g 0.322™ 0.055" 0.006 ™ 5.604
BxCxD
P Bl Goexcdl ) bixJle g 0.321* 0.005 ™ 0.006 ™ 2742
AxXxBxCxD
Error 2 JS sl 180 0.155 0.005 0.005 1.662

C.V% Ol i ot 2.79 3.27 3.37 6.43
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4. Continued Table

alol.F Jgoo

Olpati b o131 a0

oo Jolxo (glauid w0 oud J5 5 ySlos ol G pan 21,8

S.0.V dar percentage of soluble yieldtotal water use
e sugars tuber(ton/ha) efficiency (WUE)
Ju ! 0.001 ™ 1.021 0.587 1
Year (A)
Jsl alel olcal 4 0.00024 72.527 1.639
Error 1
cunls é))b Hk *
2 0.000282 ™ 2179.495 26.983
Planting Date (B)
Sl g, bx J 2 0.000382 ™ 1.123 1 0316™
AXB
P93 ialejl ol 8 0.000187 ™ 114.575 3.884
Error 2
el Gas 3 0.002** 337.039™ 2707 15
Planting Depth (C)
Sl Gaex Jb 3 0.000085 ™ 3.041 ™ 0.67 ™
AxC
Sl )lx bl Gae 6 0.000487"" 176.274" 2.506 1
BxC
Sl Gox bl g yUx Jlu 6 0.000293 ™ 2701 ™ 0.385 1
AxBxC
) 3 0.000257 ™ 10233 ™ 10.013*
Variety (D)
pox Jbo 3 0.00008 ™ 0.443 15 43651
AXxXD
o) xeedlS b 6 0.000481 1 114.1277" 8,52
BxD
) x bl G, Jo 6 0.000329 ™ 0.224 1 3.955 15
AXBxD
POX B Gas 9 0.000134 ™ 52.699" 3.220*
CxD
XS Gocx Jlu 9 0.000159 ™ 1.53m 0.88 ™
AxXCxD
wﬁ.)wals é.o.cxu..’;alf é.?)ls sk *
18 0.000335 ™ 30.583 2.037
BxCxD
XAl Gaexedls f i b 18 0.000338" 13341 0.845 1
AXBxCxD
Error 2 Js olail 180 0.000167 14.272 2.065
C.V% Ol ki g i 9.17 16.76 21.10
IS ime glas Sg2g pas g oy V5 0,0 B (5,le] Jleizl e p3 o ime o3 4 ¥ Fiins

* *¥* ns:Significant at 5 and 1% level of probability and Non significant, respectively.

Ao oo lis ams plplo 09 mhaw (p 5UL o HUlle
oy s e Sl VO cuilS Ges L L ST o8,
Soyd b oad 39 s we s alaly ol ) ead s 59
Cadio 008 Sid 00l doyd g 008 d Buo 0 0dé Al

A Jgo2) 0 o e g

Jlo jo g ctS )b aw o 50 Jol Jlo o L5143,

i 2oy YIVY Lolo, 3T g ol LT lS o )b 40 pgo
CllS 2o )by peo Jlo o0 Loy (5 58 aue o ol
Q0,0 YIVY & (459,00 oy i3l b o el o8 olo 3

08, Culgod)l Clls b o g iy 0ud o (g,
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Table 5. Comparison of the average simple effect of cultivation depth and cultivar on the

traits evaluated by potato tuber

Simple effects ool ol 5l Traits Olao
OUL (459 yd Juoyd 0L yuud duoy0
Planting Depth S o Nitrogen og tuber (%) Fiber of tuber (%)
10 cm o il Vo 2.095° 2,103
15 cm o Hlw 1O 2.128 @ 2.107+*
20 cm o6l Yo 2.117%® 2.1022
25 cm P kil YO 2,112 2.069°
Genotypes el
Sprit g 2.083 @
Marfona Lgd,lo 21142
Savalan ollgle 2.07°
Agria L,ST 2.1132

wlas lpee 5] Cemnd plod & axils | sné St oole
oole woyo aS Cuwl oal 5,155 Wog Lo, g 5UL
Gl S5 sloond 51 yiaS Ugons 5,5 slooné Sias
bl Lol 53l (5 s Lnd O 51 (32 (533 2l oS>
Comd b alal) S Sis ools do 0 g 0ad o3l

.(Narpinder et al., 2003)

UL pi 0
P51 g5 oS ol L5 o0 51z ke il g 228
s e doy Vil mdas jo CllS Bes g 08 0ol i
JIEVCRY ).».:l) pd Qo0 (T Jguz) w3 cvalin )l
VO N clils sl gas ol lid cuils b slo 3os
Ly Slade UL aoye YN lawgin b e gl Yo o
3 e ho)d (nfeS g MBS 5 09)8 Sy jo g il
e, (0 Jgazx) 0 vy V-2 L yio gl YO (Bos
doyd e oo yidn b ol g Ugdle L ST B)
OUlsls 035 oo nl 55 45 oy g )lol 09,5 S 50 (5 e
5 Ustile ST oB)l azipe 09 o (nyiomly 5o
bogio b ol Vo g 10 ) e 2l Gos 0 o o
(O Joaz) wisg Llo 1) Jlade o iy ;o8 aoyo Y/ -
Jolme laaid was (yjg ks wo)d b odd b alai,
o alwlid do jo wad o Slas b g lo g g Cdio 008

A Jgoz) B0 Sl gime g (o 008 S oole g

o dwlids w0
ool yilas ols lias oad awlis oo il ylg 4y 320 s
&b 3y 50 Jlo ailr g Sl Jliol mlaw )3 68,
3 Jlo adlan Sl il g a8, 10 CllS Gos ol jo llS
gl 55 08y 50 CB Gas j0 Jlo g o) yo BB )b
et SIS 50 Jlo asle oz 1570 50 s
Wdg Lo gxe vy Vsl mhaw jo o8, 0 cunls
dop Cde ke awlie Jour @mbs (F o)
P olo,d1 csS jo pge Jlo o ol lis ead anwlis
Oyt 20,3 YOITA L e 6lo Yo Gas 5o o el
Qo ;0 Cato Cp dlal) izen (Y Jguz) 0 o ) lade
ol § Sz oolo «pud ¢y59 50 duoy0 b oue awlis
)l sl A Jgaz) o)ls s g g Sote 008 Jolone
aS 0g oo oolainl salizes sl amll 5l e jouw &S
Of et 3 i ol slaaid 5wl clile
2 i G918 Sl gl 5 5 sis b as s
Al 4 axgi b uiored taisd oo oolaiwl Hlié mlio
(o 5o p,55LS Y0 5l ) Olnl ) (e S pas
POy € S )3 1) ot G2y @i g PS5l w45
— A+ &S ol (Eskandari et al., 2011) s jls ,ga8
1 Canl ool LSl atwlis 3l oad Sz oole duoyo £+
oud S oole g atwlis o yd Lol (S S
Ot o8 (Bl ud ala>lle oS (5 ek len 5 3,18 352
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Table 6. Comparison of the mean of the three-way effect planting date, cultivar, depth

. . - afe o e 9l o Slos uT b ao oIy Sis oole wuo yo
D) X (@0 X cunls S G °
’ & ield of potato water use ercentage of dr
Genot Depth x Dat y P P s y
enotypex Depth x Data tuber efficiency (WUE) matter
Sprit 253 ¢h 5.56 20.785 >t
ywogilw e Marfona 18.3 o 4.11¢ 156121
10cm Savalan 243 ¢h 5.43 abe 22.07 &4
Agria 24.5¢h 5.5 abe 21.12°f
Sprit 27.4¢f 6.15% 20.04 <f
sl 1d  Marfona 21.1¢ 4.74 =& 16.051
15¢m Savalan 25.2 ¢h 5.66 % 22.09 *d
bl e Agria 18.9 & 4,24 b 20.34 f
10 Aban (Nov) Sprit 18.6 0 4,17 21.88 &4
o gibw Yo Marfona 132+ 2.96 » 15551
20cm Savalan 14.8 ™° 3.32¢&n 20.86 >F
Agria 21.4¢! 4.18*¢ 20.16 f
2o 35 YD Sprit 22.7 ¢ 5.10 &4 21.76 4
roet Marfona 20.9 em 4.69 *¢ 16.78 i
25em Savalan 21.4¢! 4.79 21.93%
Agria 22 ek 4.94 @ 20.18 ¢f
Sprit 12.2° 2.73 1 19.82 def
ywlw)e  Marfona 15.1 % 3.39f 16.331
10em Savalan 16.61° 3.73 ¢ 20.30 f
Agria 22.4 ¢ 5.02 ¢4 20.25 ¢f
Sprit 243 ¢h 5.46 ab¢ 21.02 >f
o slw )b Marfona 22.8 ¢ 5.11%d 16.75
15¢m Savalan 20.7 fm 4.64 >N 22.233b¢
PXIRT Agria 21.2¢! 4.76 >¢ 21.34 2
10 Azar (Dec) Sprit 17.3 % 3.89 ¢k 18.78 feh
w6l Yo Marfona 16.81° 3.76 ¢ 17.11 &ni
20cm Savalan 20.3 ™ 4.56 >h 21.76 &4
Agria 19.8 & 4.45>h 20.49 f
2o 35 YD Sprit 21.5¢! 4.84 f 22.26 3¢
roet Marfona 16.31° 3.65 ¢ 16.29
25em Savalan 14.2 ™o 3.18 M 21.394
Agria 15.4 ko 3.45¢m 20.35 f
Sprit 29.6 &4 2.15mPp 21.06 >f
ywlw)e  Marfona 359 2.56 18.84 feh
10em Savalan 33.94 2424 23.36°
Agria 30.2 &4 2.16™P 21.27 %
Sprit 27.3¢f 1.95 nop 21 °f
s ilw1d  Marfona 32.4 2c 2311 19 cfe
. | 15¢m Savalan 30.3 &d 2.16 ™ 20 ©f
e SAA Agria 25.8 ¢ 1.84 21120
10 Ordibehesht Sprit 24.6 dh 1.79 op 21 bf
(May) ol Yo Marfona 27.5¢f 1.96 " 19 ofe
20cm Savalan 27.7 ¢ 1.98 nop 20 f
Agria 24.6 ¢h 1.75°p 21 °f
2o 35 YD Sprit 24.1 ¢ 1.720p 20¢f
ros Marfona 25 dh 1.79 °p 19 cfe
25cm Savalan 243 ¢h 1.74 ¢ 23 ab

Agria 22.1 <k 1.57° 20 ¢f
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Solmo slounis
Flas ols las ead Jolme loaid il )lg 420 ol
Jlo ailzgo jilws,0 ) Jlaisl maw 1o cllS Gos ool
Gos yo CudlS F,b o Jle ail> ) Slg cldls &Ll 5o
Wdg o gme vy Vsl maw o o3, 0 culs
ol 08 50 Jsloee sloaid ao s 5 Silee (F J502)
Jol Jlo jo gl s 7ol jo e il Ve Gas o
09, A Cams a5 0g Ll 1) Jlade o 5UL o5 Lo < /YY L
Blaid as o (Y Jguz) el Lioli8l s 0 VEIVO valis
OHen g uinS ggw Dlalllas (A Jgaz) clls 1) o e
ol Liels Lol oL (Sowokines et al., 2000)
2 il 0l 5l G ol 5o el Sl 5 k]
03 slel o 55 9lS a8 Gl 55 63k Gl (i
e iloe 3929 4 o] slaml 4 s o
Rl 59,5 g g sl s 0 hSo slae T collad
Mazurrczyk and) d 5 G 56 5k aiils (g Ko
Jde g Sz oole ol a5 Wi, S 5155 (Lis, 2002
Sl o gylol Sglite sl s, Ho cilisee a8, awlis
o eSils ol 039y i Ly 5 w0925 olowy) 25 a5
Ao,y g odd S oole awoy Gl cud e E95
ol o yialesl cpl jo ol s 4 AIA 5 AIF o0 aulis
@l lopss, yo skl gleaid ol (5SS i
BYEIY jo sl sloasd e &l s asols lis )L
082 sholgs a5 W0 )T o pizmen 0y jite o0 O
5 Cagby gl i g Lo (o) algx (( SLle Sless
435 Sl i 1 f5m Jalse S1 6l cmalial e
35,5 Jgere a3l yiom 0aé w3 ol FT.aull oo 0ad o
5 o PyaTh G Jpame S5, (Rl el
Semet ) ;) Kod § Cooms 0 alys lag)] oS rals
ety 00 ol glaaid wols 3,158 (et al., 2005
oS e 5 555 % 5 35l (slawy Slugie Jald boee
Jolse 51 Sbal slaaid e ool 5,510 5 0y ) 5L (g0
W ooy (ghejmm sloodygld S5y coaS o S
gz s lals 1) Slal ol e a5 alyl
drog BB saio Silas b culie i g

Kl ool o0
RUW RLVE S| SV RRPT RSSO NSTREE W=y X\ PR OO
ey Jyazme adg Glenl) (o mlis ;0 456 5ba,
Wl (g dele dlae e a5 gleoas 1 w3l (5
0ué S oole vy il s 520 s sl oo il
Plas,e V sl mhaw ;o o8) ool JI as ols ylis
o gine AV Jloio| s )0 o8, 58 coilS b asl>ge
5 pB,1 o 0ad i ools oo Kk (F Jguz) Wog
D535 YY 1O B AVBIFY s cuils sloges 5 oot oo Gos
g V- N0) cils slegas o Ulgls 3, b (pl jo oS
il Yo 2l Gee j0 Syl 08, 9 (o sl YO
58S 18 glel 0g)F S5 po LIV cldls &l 4o
3 08k 2 3 Uil 08, 5 wog Jlade o yiien il
S ok, Ve cnls b e cls HIE mhaw o Somb
e 50l 5 el 5 UL 8,1 e 5l YO cuils
zals I8 gl s o 5omly o Usdile o8 5 wiog,
5V lages o Ulle o3, cutgms,l clS &b o
oly lad als aszsls J13 Jlade o UL jo e il YO
Sl e Yoz 2 50 9 SB )l A o 0 llsle 3,
oole dsyo pu alal ) (F Jguz) wiog o 1) lade oy i
ous Awlis 9 0)9).».:4 Qo 40 RV Q)S.Lo& L: odd i
5 e o8 Jolme slaaid g 18 Ly o 5 S
5 rAx SIS el 2 (Y Jga2) Wog o gne
<! L (efferies and MacKerron, 1993) (5,5 S
Gl b 0590 Job alS oS p (5095 «sm el
oole o Slae ualS amilyo o (gaud e Wb cdl o
9 G LS“‘A'?‘S )‘ J.ol.> C.:L..: éw‘so oud (Sis
sls lzs Mohammadi and Faeznia, 2001) l,Ssa
sloosd s solo duoyd wol Brpan )5 iol38l L oS
Herse and) JUsS 5 (oyo wlioo GRl3l 5 (s
oS cel ol as a5 wisls las (Kolpal, 1976
o S 0,8 ol (Jefferies and MacKerron, 1993)
do,s Jyools jrals 1) o Slae g Sis osle Egazne ‘Gﬂ
Sl 1) (0gge ol 4 Sis oole Cans) St ool
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Table 7. Comparison of the mean of quadrilateral effects (year x planting date x planting depth x cultivar) on the traits
evaluated by potato tuber

Traits olas
) X Goe x cls &b x Jlw Starch of Tuber ous aiwlis soluble sugars Jglxo slooid
(Yaer x Data x Depth x Genotype) Year1 Jgl Jlw  Year2 pgo Jlw  Year1 Jof Jlw Year 2 pg0 Jlw
Sprit 14.450*f 14.07¢™ 14.927*¢ 0.207*¢
ywolwte  Marfona  13.200%° 12.867™ 13.2537° 0.193b-
10cm Savalan  14.400%f 14.773%¢ 14.327%h 0.210*¢
Agria 14.650%¢ 14.483%f 14.527 +f 0.203*¢
Sprit 14.400%f 14.067¢™ 15.153%4 0.210*¢
s blw)d  Marfona  13.300h" 13.3000" 13.135% 0.223%
ARR 15¢m Savalan  14.300*" 14.167¢ 14.153¢! 0.223%d
10 Aban Agria 14.600%¢ 14.267% 14.153¢! 0.223 @
(Nov Sprit 14.927%¢ 15.260% 14.017¢™ 0.193%¢
Marfona  13.250"° 12.250°° 12.667"° 0.213%d
Fogiilo Ve Savalan  14.327%h 14.100¢™ 14.733%¢ 0.207*¢
20cm Agria 14.527%f 14.527%f 14.483%f 0.193%¢
L Sprit 15.150%4 15.167 b 14.067¢™ 0.207*¢
Aol Narfona 13,150+ 13.267 0 13.3000 0.183¢<
25cm Savalan  14.150°! 14.0834m 14.167 <! 0.213%d
Agria 14.150%! 13.483n 14.267 0.177¢
Sprit 14.453%f 14.320%0 15.260% 0.187¢d
swilwds  Marfona  13.200%° 11.807° 12.250° 0.220%¢
10cm Savalan  14.400 *f 14.280% 14.100¢™ 0.197 *¢
Agria 14.653*¢ 14.203k 14.527%f 0.213%d
Sprit 14.400%f 14.343%¢ 15.167% 0.223%
ywoblw)d  Marfona  13.3000" 12.977"° 13.267™ 0.217%4
B 15¢m Savalan  14.300*" 14.543%f 14.0834m 0.223%
SN Agria 14.600%¢ 14.003¢™ 13.483fn 0.197¢
10 Azar Sprit 14.927%¢ 15.290 * 14.320%h 0.213%d
(Dec) jiogilu Yo Marfona 13.253 50 3.087mm0 11.807° 0.213*4
20em Savalan  14.327%h 13.227%° 14.028% 0.187¢d
Agria 14.527 &t 14.390 ot 14.203%* 0.210*¢
Sprit 15.153%4 14.477%f 14.343%¢ 0.183d%¢
ywolw Y6 Marfona  13.153M° 13.187%° 12.977% 0.210%¢
25¢cm Savalan  14.153¢! 14.363%f 14.543%f 0.177¢
Agria 14.153¢! 13.3208" 14.003¢™ 0.207*¢
Sprit 14.453%f 13.150"° 15.290* 0.227%®
swilw e Marfona  13.200%° 14.150<! 3.087mne 0.217%4
10cm Savalan  14.400 *f 14.150<! 13.227%° 0.210*¢
Agria 14.653*¢ 14.450f 14.390%f 0.210*¢
Sprit 14.40 a-f 13.200k° 14.447 +* 0.200*¢
ywoSlw)d  Marfona  13.30"™ 14.400 ** 13.187%° 0.207*¢
Ciagers 51 Vo 15¢m Savalan  14.30 P 14.650*¢ 14.363%f 0.197*¢
10 Agria 14.60 *¢ 14.400%f 13.3208" 0.210*¢
Ordibehesht Sprit 14.927%¢ 13.300h" 0.230 ® 0.210*°
(May) ywilw ¥+ Marfona  13.2537° 14.300%" 0.213d 0.203%¢
20cm Savalan  14.327%" 14.600*° 0.213%4 0.217%4
Agria 14.527%f 14.927%¢ 0.197*¢ 0.220%¢
Sprit 15.153%4 13.2501° 0.207*¢ 0.217%4
ywolw Y6 Marfona  13.153M° 14.327%h 0.200*¢ 0.213%4
25¢cm Savalan  14.153¢! 14.527%f 0.207*¢ 0.217%4

Agria 14.153¢! 15.150%4 0.197¢ 0.207%¢
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Table 8. Correlation between of evaluated traits in cultivars
Slio (S 1 3 4 5 6
Correlation coefficient
1 O (359 e 1
Nitrogen of tuber
2 oaf alld ) 107
Starch of Tuber
3 S 02137 0.076 1
Fiber of Tuber
4 oaf Sdsedle 933 0586 0478 1
Tuber dry matter
5 i Jolma a3 0070 0108 0083 0073 I
Soluble sugars
6 o 3 -0.086 -0.079 -0.084 -0.017 -0.039 1
Total tuber yield
7 Ploraeahlf 006 L0088 -0065 -0.092  -0.063  -0.089
WUE
RVES PRV [P s o )los;;A s g %
*, ** Significant at p<0.05 and 0.01, respectively
Glosd (35 2alS Gl ol oo b laosd (ol s o S0 S

S Bes b a5 w0 S A 005 e (e
Ly oad Jlo,0% p (omlin (glada; et 5l oS sl
Pl grmlie (sag, by (23 Slge § Of sllas i
(S Fmgid Slge o a8l al38l olS (6 wgid s g ool
<8l bl oSlee (T B0 g eadady (6

.(Rezaei et al., 2004)

ous o Kloc
Ze,b ool yilas ols las ond o Sloe il g 4y 320 gl
ailzgo Sl V Jlaixl mhauw jo clilS Geas g coils
Gos g oy )3 SB )b (LBl Bee o 2l &)L
Gt 5 S FuLl o Jle adloan Dl Sl g o8, o cusls
J392) wiog: jlsgine A1) Jlool o o o8 o cosls
sges 5 a5l g)lert ClaS 5 Jlie Sl aslllas jo (Y
Voo cblS Ges 0 Clguus)l cllS m)b e clls
Gos 5 LS5 ol Lgdle (oUlsle pB1 e Sl
O AUL L Ulgle 5 Bgd)le o)l o il Yo 910 S
Sl )b 50 iog s ylel 09,8 o UL o 0 Shae e
Pl ey 4 Sl Ve 510 Bl sages jo (L
CilS 7o ,b 50 oy o ,Slee oy s sl b ST g oyl
VO Gos j0 g ST o8, i ol Ve S Gas j0 ols )]

oS ols plts ol Bpae L5 <8 pe (il )ly 4325 Jou
5 cblS ALl adlan Sl g 88 Ges S & U
J592) 092 I8 dme /) Jlazl o, 03, 50 CuilS Gos
B, bl el 2,6 4o o saslive oy s dslol o (F
Yoo Ges 5o Lgdile Ul o pnl Bl e cle
(03, )z 2 yestle YO Gas po 5 L ST o8, ja il
ool 935 5 e Bl VO Bos ;5 Ugd)le 5 Lyl o)
ColS Fu,b a8 5 )1805,5 S5 o e il YO Ges po
095 sl 0 el den Bes Yoz 2 50 Cuigns)
olel Slads a3l s 4 OF B ras Glie ez iss:
VY oy sl sbeciiguus )l clils &, ,0 cul UL
obl caals jo ws Latine bl 08,5 Oge 6 kol 4 e
09y 9 yo sl YO 9 V0 Ve Gas )0 Cuyunl o3, ole
)o55‘ g_j dj..a.o @l)Ub )*QQS“’L""' ' Gos yo la)f]
05, 9 YO 910 cilS Goe b Co sl o3, olo,d] cosls’
Vo Ges 50 ollile o8 5 sl Vo es ,0 LS
&lp amo o ylis a5 055 010 T B ran ol 5L e Sl
axlge g kol Slado slowi 89S 5 Ol dguaS b sabloe
0,99 Job ;0 Ol 04008 (F Jguz) aiily oo camlin s
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