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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)

Sles
Lo =T Slas 5l = .
Treatment b sy 3 Sles 25lis EMST sy, i Vi ld} Nl <l
adkais Niar Yield difference Agbilagh e 1C Mean Difference
. difference
Location

Check EREN D B T - 16.69° - 13.90° -
Hand hoeing s s 30.22° 19.11 2937 12.68 29.80" 15.90
Chem. cont. Slidzs 20.22° 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 o ks
S.0.V. D s df oslTe,s  Agbilagh 5T Niar U
Treatment s 2 228.60%* 456.72%*
Replication kY 4 2.97% 5.43™
Error olzil 8 1.19 2.39

ns and **: Non significant and Significant at the 1 % level of probability respectively./\ dlazl glaw 53 Jls gas ¥ 5 515 me 2 ¥ 418
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Table 3.Combined variance of tuber yield at two locations of Ardebil

S.0.V. Sl e d.f eslT as s MS Slay o Sl
Location o 1 102.33**
Errors (a) () gllas 8 4.19™
Treatment Hles 2 645.94%**
Location xTreatment O % Hles 2 39.36%*
Errors (b) (&) sl 16 1.79

ns and **: Non significant and Significant at the 1 % level of probability respectively. .\ Jle! mhaw 53 513 (ne 5 1> (e 12 55 « 7% 418
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