Evaluation of the potato yield loss caused by weeds and the efficiency of hand
weeding and chemical control in Ardebil
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Table 1.Mean yield of tuber in treatments at Niar and Agbilagh Ardebil (t/ha)

S .
Treatment OB sk 3 Sles sl ST sy, ”i:: I;(;J ¥ oSl ki
ula—a Niar Yield difference Agbilagh diffel(reence Mean Difference
Location
Check @l Jes e 1112° - 16.69° - 13.90° -
Hand hoeing 3 s 30.22° 19.11 29.37° 12.68 29.80° 15.90
Chem. cont. obesdzs  2022° 9.11 26.70" 10.10 23.46" 9.56
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Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different at the 5% level of probability (Duncan's Multiple Range Test).
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Table 2.Variance analysis of characters of tuber yield of Draga cultivar at two locations of Ardebil

MS Sl s
S.O.V. Sl e d.f osi5Ta)s  Agbilagh ¢susT Niar ,u
Treatment s 2 228.60** 456.72**
Replication IS 4 297" 5.43™
Error ol 8 1.19 2.39

ns and **: Non significant and Significant at the 1 % level of probability respectively./y Jls! zmlaw 53 Jls gaa™* 5 5ls oas 2 % 515
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Table 3.Combined variance of tuber yield at two locations of Ardebil

S.0.V. Sl la d.f sl5T a s MS Slay o Kb
Location Rl 1 102.33**
Errors (a) (L) slas 8 4.19™
Treatment s 2 645.94**
Location xTreatment O x s 2 39.36**
Errors (b) (&) gl 16 1.79

ns and **: Non significant and Significant at the 1 % level of probability respectively. .\ Juz! o 53 15 gma 3l e b 55 47 58

= - . .
LS55 0By (om0 = (235 20

j‘ Pl C,‘:...wL«} J:J.J)‘ C‘)J'ﬁ DL 4:...“ .J)‘J JLJ:J



"L sl Cale O slas Ol b1

$3basl (54,0 0 05 pie SLSs 55 b ,l5e VA
jeiws I gy a5 L ol plo. el os
&Ungww@uwuﬂ,Kﬁ,o\f,t{
40 5 45 & pland IS g5 ) eslinal (O lidesd
o378 o) oo 3kl A 5 (gl Sh 0055 o0
s odes Ted 48T gl L s el 3L (o
IS b (e RIS ol b ook @ (e e

L o 4 D9 e sl Sas > s ) %

Solan—o sLa (5L San jlal—w s,

50315 G 538 (ol gl Ol L BT
oSy Gl 0L miils Jle i e Jo
Bl Jos ) Aoty oDl 315 oKils (55558
orr SUT Sl i o ol o (60l Sl
$509S Dl oaunyl Kingsy oly o 3515

Al o 1558 Laesls bl 4 2 C‘ou\ P fusyl

References

oo S e ke e 0y K otalis
25,0 55 L,y e A0 s s ENENY
S Sl 5p ol e S 138 55T g
il o Jy 5l e Y00 sds 55 (6HLS
i o gl b J xS g oSl
a0 opl i s 5557 1 HLSs 55 L, Llsa Yoo
3 s S 4 RS L el s gled J 28
Showlacals a8 JLy i VP e 553 s
3, os s ey Sy S 5 Ks b
3 i JLSG 53 5 VN Lo e 5 5 b 4 J e
e g L0 dode) Culon gy gland 257 )
) e (0 e des Cad Godod L 53 S
Rl el 035 Jly ¥ee 0 S ST o ke e e )
Jo, ol Yo Jolae 53 (s pemmy o) )0
okd Juol i LT )s JUjy 558 VA Y iy ouy 5o

s ol dal i 5 glend J S 4y oS (!

S 4 0S5y aleS Doyl s Sledbl 5 HLaT (g o,lal A¥VO -V el Jlw (g5,5LS ¢ uu)uT.ww.(u =
LA LT Olbods YV ol

4ol OLL sl 53 (o) o Mol o 5 Jghte o851 31 (S gond Zonglin gy 2 ATV g 515 (5 i
sl Aol s o 51T o8l (55 5LES (o dStils DL 3ol il ol IS s

3l 0Lk o 5 Jrammedily g i Olm st 5 e 0T J 287 5 558 sla Cale AYFR L od o g gl ol
ot Y0 F (gl ol Ll

Adamiak, J; K. Zawislak; and D. Janczak. 1982. Wplyw sposobow pielognucji na Wlasciwasci fizycne gleby,
zachwaszczenie | plonowani, zeimniaka .Zesz. Nauk. ART Olsztyn, Rol, 33:65-75.

Corey, V .R .and | . Joey .1998 .Weed control and potato variety tolerance to herbicides. Annual report of
Mulbauer Experiment Station, Oregon State University.

Dallyn, S. L. 1976. The use of minimum tillage plus herbicides in potato production Am. Potato Journal,
51:278-82.

Krystyna, Z; F. Ceglarek; B. Gasiorowska; and A. Gruzewska, 1999. Impact of weed control on potato
infestation and yielding. Electronic Journal of Polish Agricultural Universities, Agronomy, Volume 2, Issue
2:10 - 22.

Kowanski, K. 1990. Efekty zwalczania chwastow w zalenosci od doboru herbicydow. Mat. XXX Sesji Nauk.

IOR, Cz. I. Referaty, Poznan, 149 - 155.

4y



WWAY Y oylads g(a)L@;; RIS ‘”“-"_}i‘ 69‘)) (ajl.f— s’

Martin, J. H; W. H. Leonard and D. L. Stamp. 1976. Principles of field crop production. Macmillan Pub. Co.,
New York.

Pawinska, M. 1998. Praktyczne aspekty stowania herbicydow w uprowie ziemniaka.Ziemniak, Polski, 1:4-12.

Pomykalska, A. 1991. Badania bad okreslenien progow szkodliowosci chwastow w laine ziemniakow. Rocz.
Nauk. Rol., 109 A 2:21-34.

Stall, W. M. 1999. Weed control in potato. Horticultural Science Department, Cooperative Extention Services,

University of Florida Publication, HS - 194.

¢



