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oYlolw Savalan 48 62.5 4.75 920 4.75 103.33 110
Il Ceaser 42 53.0 3.50 790 3.50 98.75 105
OI9 Boren 44 60.0 3.00 930 6.00 105.00 90
S Kennebek 52 55.0 3.50 830 8.00 117.14 110
L,ST Agria 45 63.5 3.75 790 6.00 103.33 115
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1 04 68.52 -741 157 6852 9.63 70.22 450 -526 -526 1710 83.87 154 1350 18421 1.15 126.67 22.58 5.56
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4 011 63.20 -1459 318 63.20 1.12 6498 225 -526 794 1580  69.89 182 2220 367.37 0.60 71.17 -31.12 477
5 015 72.35 -223 115 7235 15.76 7162 467 -1.68 -1.83 1810 . 94.62 1.38 8.07 69.89 2.73 224.29 117.06  1.16
6 016 6141 -17.01 486 6141 -1.74 59.80 425 -105 -273 1540  65.59 193 1268 166.95 1.26 121.45 17.54 6.98
7 019 75.20 162 096  75.20 20.32 7227 350 -263 1234 1880 102.15 @ 1.29 9.30 95.79 2.08 202.15 95.64 1.41
8 021 12292 66.11 0.26 12292 96.67 7469 388 -183 2258 3070 230.11  0.59 3.65 -23.16  -22.7 841.10 71399  0.19
9 022 13760 8595 0.21 137.60 120.16 7486 425 -105 -273 3440 269.89 051 3040 540.00 0.41 113.16 9.51 11.75
10 023 102.75 3885 0.37 102.75 64.40 7430 408 -141 9741 2570 17634 0.77 2093 340.63 0.64 122.79 18.83 6.55
11 025 12160 6432 0.26 121.60 94.56 7468  6.75 4211 417 3040 226.88 0.60 29.00 51053 0.43 104.83 1.45 37.60
12 026  117.07 5820 0.28 117.07 87.31 7461 450/ -526 -526 2930 215.05 0.63 2493 42484 052 117.53 13.74 8.64
13 027 60.67 -18.01 6.20 60.67 -2.93 5580 4.92° 358 055 1520 63.44 1.99 1740 266.32 0.81 87.36 -15.46  -1041
14 028 4760 -35.68 -1.59  47.60 -23.84 81.27 425 -105 -27.3 1190 27.96 397 1080 12737 161 110.19 6.63 15.57
15 029 4496 -38.16 -1.35 44.96 -28.06 80.10 588 2379 339 1120 2043 5.04 1490 213.68 1.00 75.17 -27.25 -551
16 030 9520 2865 045 95.20 52.32 7404 350 -263 1234 2380 15591 0.86 1500 21579  0.99 158.67 53.55 2.47
17 031 99.30 3419 040 99.30 58.88 7419 456 -400 -3.74 2480 166.67 0.81 6.95 46.32 3.81 356.83 24533  0.56
18 032 72.00 -270 118  72.00 15.20 7153 400 -158 38.74 1800  93.55 140 2460 41789 0.53 73.17 -29.19 511
19 033 80.34 857 0.74 8034 28.54 73.02 491 337 049 2010 11613 114 1643 24589 0.88 122.34 18.39 6.69
20 036 55.87 -2450 -7.77  55.87 -1061 106.30 392 -17.5 2586 1400 50.54 243 1100 13158 157 127.27 23.17 5.43
21 038 37.00 -50.00 -0.79  37.00 -40.80 7836 425 -105 -273 930 0.00 18.74 10.80 12737 161 86.11 -16.66  -9.54
22 040 82.00 1081 069  82.00 31.20 7320 275 -421 874 2050 12043 110 1640 24526  0.88 125.00 20.97 5.94
23 041 1040 -85.95 -035  10.40 -83.36 76.80 425 -105 -273 260 -72.04 -219 3.00 -36.84  -9.58 86.67 -16.13  -9.91
24 043 56.56 -23.57 -115 ° 56.56 -9.50 12411 5.00 5.26 1.03 1410 5161 2.38 4.40 -7.37 39.18  320.45 210.13  0.65
25 046 63.08 -14.76 3.26 63.08 0.93 6475 381 -198 18.84 1580  69.89 1.82 9.92 10884 1.86 159.27 54.14 2.45
26 048 76.96 400 0.87  76.96 23.14 7257 550 1579 274 1920 10645 @ 1.24 5.60 17.89 7.31 342.86 231.81  0.59

el a0 HP Sin g ejee H
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sy S Marketable tuber yield Plant height (cm) Main stem number Tuber weight perplant Tuber number per plant Tuber size average (g)
No. Cross (ton ha-1) @
X H@®) HP X H (%) HP x H(%) HP X H(%) HP X H(@®%) HP X H (%) HP
27 049 131.60 77.84 0.23 131.60 11056 74.80 3.13 -34.1 9.89 2290 22151  0.62 9.60 102.11  1.97 238.54 1.04 130.85
28 051 13160 -57.14 -0.63 31.72 -49.25 7780 4.00 -158 38.74 790 -15.05 -187 9.20 93.68 2.12 85.87 -16.90 -9.39
29 053 31.72 -7351 -0.43 19.60 -68.64 77.09 313 -34.1 9.89 490 -4731 -354 1070 12526 1.64 4.87 -55.68 -2.58
30 054 4240  -4270 -1.06 42.40 -32.16 7934 250 -474 828 1060 1398 656 1080 127.37 161 98.15 -5.01 -49.25
31 056 9211 2447 049 92.11 4738 7390 4.08 -141 9741 2300 14731 091 20.73 33642 065 110.95 7.37 14.37
32 057 119.68 61.73 0.27 119.68 91.49 7465 575 21.05 3.20 2990 22151 0.62 5.80 22.11 6.43 515.52 398.90 0.34
33 059 94.27 27.39 0.46 94.27 50.83 7400 6.08 28.00 3.63 2360 153.76 0.87 13.67 187.79 1.13 172.64 67.08 1.99
34 060 85.06 14.95 0.61 85.06 36.10 73.47 475 0.00 -0.86 < 2130 129.03 1.03 3.90 -17.89  -47.9 546.15 428.55 0.32
35 063 88.80 20.00 0.54 88.80 42.08 7372 475 0.00 -0.86 2220 138.71 0.96 3.20 -32.63 -11.7 693.75 571.39 0.24
36 064 9496 2832 045 94.96 5194 7403 4.44 (-653 -7.36 2370 154.84 0.87 6.75 4211 410 35111 239.80 0.57
37 065 64.00 -1351 2.76 64.00 2.40 66.34 425 -105 . -27.3 1600 7204 177 1260 16526 1.27  126.98 22.89 5.49
38 066 92.80 2541 0.48 92.80 48.48 7393 4.00 -158° 38.74 2320 14946 0.90 3.80 -20.00 -33.2 61053 490.85 0.28
39 069 79.12 6.92 0.78 79.12 26,59 7288 5.00 5.26 1.03 1980 11290 1.17 23.60 396.84 0.55 83.90 -18.81 -8.31
40 070 20.00 -7297  -0.44 20.00 -68.00 7711 250 474 8.28 500 -46.24  -364  3.20 -32.63  -11.7 156.25 51.21 2.58
41 071 94.80 28.11 0.45 94.80 51.68 7402 550 15.79 2.74 2370 15484 0.87 52.00 994.74 0.23 45.58 -55.89 -2.57
42 072 66.84 -9.68 1.87 66.84 6.94 69.23 438 -7.79 -104 1670 79.57 1.62 2080 337.89 0.65 80.29 -22.30 -6.86
43 073 59.20 -20.00 13.80 59.20 -5.28 3575 525 1053 2.07 1480 59.14 2.12 2.80 -41.05 -8.13 528.57 411.54 0.33
44 074 4932 -3335 -1.91 49.32 -2109 8243 438 -7.79 -104 1230 3226 354 1080 12737 161  113.89 10.22 11.09
45 075 4400  -4054 -1.18 44.00 -2960 79.78 450 -526 -526 1100 1828 546 1010 11263 1.80 108.91 5.40 18.10
46 078 14.24 -80.76  -0.38 14.24 -77.22 7691 425 -105 -27.3 360 -61.29 -262 6.40 34.74 4,74 56.25 -45.56 -3.18
47 079 82.28 1119 0.68 82.28 31.65 7323 288 -394 9.05 2100 12581 1.06 19.60 31263 0.70 107.14 3.69 23.34
48 081 10752 4530 0.33 107.52 72.03 7442 463 -253 -243 2690 189.25 0.72 7.00 4737 375  384.29 271.90 0.50
49 082 12580 70.00 0.24 12580 101.28 7473 400 -158 38.74 3150 238.71 0,57 2510 42842 051 125.50 21.45 5.82
50 087 116.56  57.51 0.28 116.56 86.50 7460 450 -5.26 -5.26 2910 21290 0.64 2200 363.16 0.60 132.27 28.01 4.56
51 088 116.40 57.30 0.28 116.40 86.24 7460 4.75 0.00 -0.86 2910 21290 0.64 2.60 -4526  -7.07 1119.23  983.16 0.14
52 090 73.81 -0.26 1.05 73.81 18.10 7198 325 -31.6 1045 1850 98.92 132 1180 14842 140 156.78 51.73 2.56
53 093 89.28  20.65 0.53 89.28 4285 7375 375 -21.1 1674 2230 139.78 0.96 2220 367.37 0.60  100.45 -2.79  -241.59
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Marketable tuber yield - . Tuber weight per plant .
No.  Cross (ton ha-1) Plant height (cm) Main stem number @ Tuber number per plant Tuber size average (g)
X H(®%) HP X H(%) HP X H®%) HP  x  H(%) HP x  H®)  HP X H (%) HP
54 094 2724  -63.19 -0.54 2724  -5642 7747 6.25 31.58 380 680 -26.88 -7.29 8.70 83.16 2.36 78.16 -24.36 -6.23
55 095 113.84  53.84 0.30 11384 8214 7455 538 13.26 245 2850 20645  0.66 28.00 489.47 0.45 101.79 -1.49 191.00
56 098 104.35 41.01 0.36 104.35 66.96 7434  6.60 38.95 4.07 2610 180.65 0.75 6.08 28.00 5.51 429.28 315.44 0.43
57 099 96.80 30.81 0.43 96.80 54.88 7410 6.30 32.63 3.84 2420 . 160.22 0.84 3.00 -36.84 -9.58 806.67 680.67 0.20
58 0100 58.85 -20.47 19.48 58.85 -5.84 23.08 6.50 36.84 4.00 1160 24.73 4.37 3.58 -24.63 -19.77 324.02 213.58 0.64
59 0102 89.53 20.99 0.53 89.53 43.25 73.76  4.18 -12.00 -69.3 . 1540 65.59 1.93 20.29  327.16 0.67 75.90 -26.55 -5.67
60 0103 5496  -25.73  -5.45 5496  -12.06 96.28 5.46 14.95 2.65. 1780 91.40 143 1233 159.58 1.31 144.36 39.71 3.29
61 0104  105.04  41.95 0.35 105.04 68.06 7436 3.00 -36.84 941 2400 158.06 0.85 24.00 405.26 0.54 58.33 -3.22  -136.95
62 0105 10754 4532 0.33 107.54 72.06 7442 4.06 -1453 69.20 2220 13871 096 1525 221.05 0.97 80.00 40.88 3.20
63 0106 86.67  17.12 0.58 86.67 38.67 7358 4.20 <1158  -493 2550 17419 0.78 18.80 295.79 0.73 82.45 31.27 4.12
64 0107 138.80 87.57 0.20 148.80 138.08 7495 3.25 -31:58 1045 2070 122.58 1.08 2350 394.74 0.56 88.09 -14.75 -10.99
65 0108 75.96 2.65 0.92 75.96 21.54 7241 381 -19.79 18.84 1590 70.97 1.80 19.50 310.53 0.70 81.54 -21.09 -7.30
66 0109 0.00 -100.0 -0.29 0.00 -100.0 76.58 3.25 -31.58 1045 0.00 803.23 0.17 5.00 5.26 1231 1680.00  -100.0 -1.41
67 0111 0.00 -100.0 -0.29 0.00 -100.0 76.58 . 3.25 -31.58 1045 0.00 -100.0 -1.52 17.00 257.89 0.84 71.76 -100.0 -1.41
68 0114 46.37  -37.34 -1.42 46.37 -2581 80.65  4.58 -3.58 -3.33 970 4.30 1192 1533 22274 0.96 63.27 -38.76 -3.77
69 0116 3821 -4836  -0.84 3821  -38.86. 7854 3.92 -1747 2586 470 -4946  -3.36 23.00 384.21 0.57 20.43 -80.22 -1.77
Iy x P oYl (B glass e 0 S e dz 0 5 e jg e (i (o8 Dlao (Sl Y Jga
Table 3- Mean of quantitative traits, heterosis and dominance degree in hybrids of ¢ Boren x ¢ Savalan cross
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e e Marketable tuber yield Plant height (cm) Main stem number Tuber weight per plant (g) Tuber number per plant Tuber size average (g)
No.  Cross X H(®%) HP X H® HP X  H®) HP X H©) HP X  H@®) HP X H®) HP

1 0200 73.12 -1.19 161 53.42 -14.5 63.88 4.50 -5.26 -1.79 1450 55.91 0.87 21.33 137.00 1.06 67.98 1.22 -34.21

2 0204 62.40 -1568 6.68 51.75 -17.2 6251 4.00 -15.8 -27.86 1020 9.68 3.30 18.00 100.00 1.40 40.00 0.66 -61.29

3 0205 109.64 4816 045  63.02 0.83 2146 490  3.16 0.67 1960  110.75 0.47 2719 20211 0.75  72.09 1.40 -30.24
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Table 4- Mean of quantitative traits, heterosis and dominance degree in hybrids of ¢ Savalan x ¢ Ceaser cross
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) e Marketable tuber yield Plant height (cm) Main stem number Tuber weight per plant Tuber number per plant Tuber size average (g)
No.  Cross (ton ha-1) @
X H®%) HP  x  H(®%)  HP x H@®) HP X H@®) HP X H(®%) HP X H(%)  HP
1 0300 78.10 5.54 -0.27 5200 -16.8 5482 522 9.89 1.88 1860 100.000 0.37 22.88 15422  0.80 81.29 1.53 -27.97
2 0301 16.00 -78.38 0.12 2525 -59.6 46.56 9.00 8947 4.80 550 -40.86 -1.2 22.00 144.44 0.85 25.00 0.49 -77.85
3 0302 47.05 -36.42 0.41 38.63 -38.2 47.80 7.11  49.68 4.27 1200 29.03 1.09 22.44 149.33 0.82 53.48 0.75 -52.62
4 0303 78.64 6.27 -0.27  60.50 -3.20 23.78 250 -47.37 8.19 1450 55.91 0.63 12.00 33.33 2.97 120.83 -3.22 7.06
5 0304 52.30 -29.32 0.71  46.00 -26.4 49.69 4.44 -6.53 =7.45 . 1100 18.28 1.55 20.00 122.22 0.99 55.00 0.77 -51.27
Tl x ? S (I glaay e po Cedléax ;o 5 Gas e (e (o8 Dlao (5 Sike -8 Jgua
Table 5- Mean of quantitative traits, heterosis and dominance degree in hybrids of ¢ Ceaser x ¢ Kennebek cross
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sy SW Marketabler;[gble)r yield (ton Plant height (cm) Main stem number Tuber weight per plant (g) ~ Tuber number per plant Tuber size average (g)
No. Cross -
X H(@®) HP X H (%) HP X H@®) HP X H@®) HP X H(®%) HP X H (%) HP
1 0401 109.60 110.77 0.33 58.00 545 39.69 4.00 14.29 0.92 2800 201.08 0.12 15.00 87.50 1.22 120.00 2.44 -3.39
2 0402 15.20 -70.77  -0.61 45.75 -16.82 59.74 1.75 12143 453 350 -62.37 -045 16.00 100.00 1.07 21.88 -81.33 0.48
3 0403 84.61 62.71 0.56 49.42 -10.15 6498 4.83 38.00 3.19 2000 115.05 0.20 15.33 91.63 1.17 65.23 -44.31 0.96
4 0405 72.08 38.62 0.86  55.40 0.73 1462 4.15 1857 1.64 1210 30.11 065 15.80 97.50 1.10 76.58 -34.62 1.30
5 0406 62.52 20.23 1.45 ¢ 57.38 4.33 3721 550 5714 3.81 1080 1613 1.04 2100 16250 0.68 51.43 -56.10 0.72
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Table 6- Mean of quantitative traits, heterosis and dominance degree in hybrids of ¢ Savalan x ¢ Agria cross
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Gy (L Marketable tuber yield (ton ha-1) Plant height (cm) Main stem number Tuber weight per plant (g) Tuber number per plant Tuber size average (g)

No.  Cross x H)  HP X H®) HP  x H®) HP  x H@®) HP  x  H(®%) HP X H®) HP
1 0500 119.44 61.41 0.43 64.25 1.58 29.86 350 -26.32 10.19 2000  143.90 042 29.00 222.22 0.50 68.97 -39.15 0.65
2 0502 95.96 29.68 0.71 61.04 -3.49 109.93 8.21 7284 3.45 2470 201.22 0.30 23.00 155.56 0.70 63.91 -43.60 0.58
3 0503 99.68 34.70 0.65 50.75 -19.8 8094 438 -7.79 -28.17 (2280 - 178.05 0.34 2450 172.22 0.64 52.24 -53.90 0.46
4 0504 79.20 7.03 1.32 58.38 -7.70 89.73 3.88 -18.32 16.01 2320 182.93 0.33 1550 7222 1.35 85.16 -24.86 1.11
5 0505 54.40 -26.5 -5.09 50.63 -19.9 80.89 438 -7.79 -28.17 1150 40.24 1.45 20.00 122.22 0.87 57.50 -49.26 0.51
6 0507 82.16 11.03 1.15 4225 -33.2 78.81 5.25 10.53 0.27 2000 143.90 042 1400 5556 1.66 71.43 -36.97 0.70
7 0508 106.40 43.78 0.55 63.75 0.79 3.48 3.00 -36.84 7.92 2130 159.76 0.38 1450 61.11 1.55 77.93 -31.24 0.85
8 0509 46.40 -37.3 -1.98 55.00 -13.1 83.74 350 -26.32_10.19 1100 34.15 1.70 6.00 -33.33 -7.21 183.33 61.77 -0.34
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Table 7- Mean of quantitative traits, heterosis and dominance degree in hybrids of ¢ Ceaser x 2 Agria cross
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@3, SN Marketable tuber yield (ton ha-1) Plant height (cm) Main stem number Tuber weight per plant (g)  Tuber number per plant Tuber size average (g)
No.  Cross X H (%) HP X H® HR S H®%) HP o H(%) HP X He P X H()  HP
1 0600 85.84 90.76 1.00 5575 -12.2 84.55  4.00 6.67 -5.15 2700 241.77 0.28 22.00 175.00 0.60 77.27 -31.82 0.78
2 0603 78.80 75.11 1.20 63.50 0.00 49.27 4.25 13.33 -1.19 2200 178.48 0.37 14.00 75.00 1.28 85.71 -24.37 1.10
3 0602 82.32 82.93 1.09 59.63 -6.09 21.46 4.13 10.13 -2.60 2450 210.13 0.32 18.00 125.00 0.81 80.56 -28.92 0.88
4 0610 48.80 8.44 10.72 52.75 -16.9 70.89 3.75 0.00 -25,59 950 20.25 2.55 7.00 0.00 8.93 118.75 4,78 -1.76
5 0611 133.60 196.89 0.46 5750  -945 153.08 325 -13.33 1421 2100 165.82 0.40 14.00 75.00 1.28 78.57 -30.67 0.81
6 0613 95.36 111.91 0.81 64.75 1.97 51.31 5.25 40.00 242 2080 163.29 0.41 8.00 0.00 8.93  135.00 19.12 -0.77
7 0614 90.32 100.71 0.90 65.25 . 2.76 5192 3.00 -20.00 1042 2240 183.54 0.36 13.00 6250 1.49 95.38 -15.83 2.09
8 0615 98.40 118.67 0.76 5450 -14.2 76.11  6.75 80.00 3,50 2600 229.11 0.29 16.00 100.00 0.99 100.00 -11.76 3.69
9 0616 126.80 181.78 0.50 61.25 -3.54 4148 450 20.00 049 2200 178.48 0.37 25.00 21250 0.50 88.00 -22.35 1.24
10 0618 108.82 141.82 0.64 61.25 -3.54 4148 3.13  -16.53 11.92 2290 189.87 0.35 1475 84.38 1.15 87.46 -22.83 1.20
11 0622 30.24 -32.80 -2.76 68.25 7.48 5434 250 -33.33 7.87 700 -11.39 -15.7 10.00 25.00 2.98 70.00 -38.23 0.62
12 0623 111.50 147.78 0.61 66.75 5.12 53.34 6.00 60.00 3.13 3060 287.34 0.24 21.25 165.63 0.63 96.94 -14.46 2.45
13 0625 82.64 83.64 1.08 5450 -14.2 76.11  6.75 80.00 3,50 1900 140.51 0.47 22.00 175.00 0.60 40.91 -63.90 0.34
14 0627 66.00 46.67 1.94 50.50 -20.5 67.70  6.75 80.00 3,50 1580 100.00 0.65 14.00 75.00 1.28 41.43 -63.44 0.35
15 0634 46.40 3.11 29.09 65.00 2.36 51.63 5.75 53.33 295 1200 51.90 1.18 20.00 150.00 0.69 60.00 -47.06 0.48
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Table 8- Percent of dominance types in different cross hybrids

999 JolB sud o ,Slos g gyl shol a3l sloxs P SOV
SN Marketable tuber yield Plant height Main stem number maturity
Cross Yo 3L owelS oS YU 3L ol oS YU 36 ol S YL A8 owelS 410,5
Over Incomplete Decline Interval Over Incomplete Decline Interval _Over Incomplete Decline Interval Over Incomplete Decline Interval
¢ Ceaser x ¢ Savalan 18.84 53.62 14.49 13.04 100 - - - 65.22 2.90 31.88 - - 100.0 - -
@ Boren x 2 Savalan 66.67 33.33 - - 100 - - - - 33.33 66.67 - - - 100.0 -
¢ Savalan x ¢ Ceaser - 60.0 - 40.0 100 - - - 80.0 - 20.0 - - - 100.0 -
s Ceaser x ¢ Kennebek  40.0 40.0 20.0 - 20.0 80.0 - - 20.0 0.0 80.0 - - - 100.0 -
¢ Savalan x ¢ Agria 25.0 50.0 25.0 - 100.0 - - - 62.5 125 25.0 - - 100.0 - -
s Ceaser x 2 Agria 46.67 46.67 6.67 - 100.0 - - - 66.67 6.67 26.67 - - 100.0 - -
Total 23.81 52.38 13.33 10.48  99.05 0.95 - - 61.90 4.46 33.33 - - 87.62 12.38 -
A Jgus asldl
Continue Table 8
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S Tuber weight per plant Tuber number per plant Tuber size average
Cross Y 286 Sl RARyCgon Yo P Sl OIS 55 s Y P Shals OIS 55y
Over Incomplete  Decline Interval Over Incomplete  Decline Interval Over Incomplete  Decline Interval

¢ Ceaser x ¢ Savalan 55.07 34.78 10.14 - 40.58 17.39 42.03 - 43.48 20.29 36.23 -
¢Boren x ¢ Savalan - 66.67 33.33 - 66.67 33.33 - - - - 100 -

¢ Savalan x ¢ Ceaser 40.0 40.0 20.0 - 20.0 80.0 - - 20.0 - 80.0 -

7 Ceaser x ¢ Kennebek 20.0 60.0 20.0 - 100.0 - - - 80.0 0.0 20.0 -

¢ Savalan x ¢ Agria 62.5 25.0 - - 375 50.0 125 - 125 75.0 125 -

g Ceaser x ¢ Agria 53.33 33.33 13.33 - 53.33 46.67 - - 40.0 46.67 6.67 6.67
Total 52.38 35.24 11.43 - 43.81 27.62 28.57 - 37.14 28.57 33.33 0.95
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Table 9- Mean of maturity, heterosis and degree of dominance in different cross hybrids

S & °)L°.-*"3 ! H (%) HP
Cross No. Hybrid

2005 % 9 e 1-10, 28-33, 35, 52, 57 70 -36.36 0.30
¢ Ceaser x ¢ Savalan 8-27, 34, 36-51, 53-56, 58-61 90 -18.18 0.65

Fong x 2 oYlle

1-3 115 4,55 -1.51
aBoren x ¢ Savalan
d VI x 2
OVl x #,5l8 1-5 112 1.82 -2.52
o Savalan x ¢ Ceaser
d .- x ¢ W
P8 8 SS 1-5 108 -1.82 -22.72
o Ceaser x 2 Kennebek
[SAN)| x ? il
oYl li;. 1-8 90 -18.18 0.65
¢ Savalan x 2 Agria
[ x ? 1
HREx LS 1-15 88 -20.00 0.58

s Ceaser x 2 Agria
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