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Table 1. Analysis of variance for response of potato promising clones to PVY

35T ar o Sl o 5 Siles
5.0.V. Stk df MS
Clone O4S 16 5.9660"
Clone(replication) OIS0 34 0.4901
Sample oalS 102 0.0057
C.V. Sld e 1112

B e A B R e e

**: Significant at 1% probability level

Sl OIS 1 e gUF10 - ge Jgb L s) 5 S Oljn o Sole anglin =Y S

PVY o505 4 G ¥ O30T 55 (gm jcm
Table 2. Mean comparison of absorbance (in 405 nm) of promising clones of potato to
PVY in ELISA test

O o lad O a8 o oS

Clone No. Clone Code Absorbance Response
397031-2 27 2.690a S
Susceptible check 101 2.510a S
397008-2 28 1.406b S
396151-15 17 1.060b S
396151-8 20 0.903bc S
397007-14 5 0.800bcd S
397009-8 18 0.293cd R
397008-3 7 0.260cd R
396151-2 19 0.212d R
397007-11 6 0.203d R
397015-2 12 0.197d R
397015-13 13 0.187d R
397009-3 3 0.181d R
397007-9 34 0.180d R
397009-6 25 0.175D R
397015-1 10 0.172D R
397097-1 4 0.165D R

izen 1) Szl el 53 LSD 05057 ool s s gime Bkt 36 &S 2a g o by a5 S0

Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 1 % probability level (LSD).
S: Susceptible R: Resistant
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for response of potato promising clones to PVX

=

35T a5 Slag o L
S OV, g MS
Clone 055 16 3.6041°"
Clone(replication) G048 34 0.3237
Sample oalS 102 0.0153
C.V. B ove RV 18.33
**: Significant at 1% probability level. e ) Jel gl o e

S i il SO IST e U F O g0 S b5 (655 Sl Ol 5 Sls ey lie —F St
PVX 5554 itz Yo 5037 )3

Table 4. Mean comparison of absorbance (in 405 nm) of promising clones of potato to
PVX.in ELISA test

RPN OlsTus e ST

Clone No. Clone Code Absorbance Response
Susceptible check 101 2.413a S
397008-3 7 1.344b S
397031-2 27 1.292b S
397009-8 18 1.018bc S
397007-11 6 0.927bc S
397008-2 28 0.902bc S
397015-2 12 0.848bc S
397009-6 25 0.842bc S
397007-9 34 0.730cd S
396151-15 17 0.222de R
397007-14 5 0.195de R
397009-3 3 0.150e R
396151-8 20 0.146e R
397015-13 13 0.137e R
396151-2 19 0.128e R
397015-1 10 0.092e R
397097-1 4 0.87e R

izen 1) ezl o 53 LSD 05 503T Lalul s 1 e 53kt | 36 &5 220 o b La oL

Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 1 % probability level (LSD).
S: Susceptible R: Resistant
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Table 5. Analysis of variance for response of potato promising clones to PVA

35T a5 Slag o L
S OV, Sl olee df . MS
Clone 058 12 7.2576™
Clone(replication) G048 26 0.7332
Sample ealS 84 0.0166
C.V. Ol i ey b 15.92
**: Significant at 1% probability level. A e ) Sl e o e

23 (st ibukal (SOIST e U F 0 2 Jab Uity 5 e Olee S0l sl 7 J sl
PVA G55 4 G 1591 0 5057
Table 6. Mean comparison of absorbance (in 405 nm) of promising clones of potato to

PVA in ELISA

098 oyl RPLy e oS5

Clone No. Clone Code Absorbance Response
396151-2 19 2.344a S
397008-2 28 2.331a S
397097-1 4 1.921a S
397009-3 3 0.993b S
396151-8 20 0.384hc S
397007-14 5 0.251bc S
397009-8 18 0.165¢ R
397009-6 25 0.154c¢ R
397015-1 10 0.097¢ R
397015-13 13 0.095¢ R
397007-9 34 0.092c R
397015-2 12 0.092c R
396151-15 17 0.080c R

iz ) Jlezl geae 53 LED & 53T ool 2 13 sime 3Mast | 86 S 2e g > L b S5 Le
Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 1 % brpbability level (LSD).

S: Susceptible R: Resistant
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Table 7. Reaction of promising clones of potato to PV X, PVY and PVA

Clone no.

A

Reaction

O TRy PVY P

<
>

397009-3
397097-1
397007-14
397007-11
397008-3
397015-1
397015-2
397015-13
396151-15
397009-8
3966151-2
396151-8
397009-6
397031-2
397008-2
397007-9
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