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Fig. 1 The effect of cadmium concentration
on fresh weight of potato tuber
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Fig. 2 The effect of cadmium concentration

on dry weight of potato tuber
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matter accumulation rate of potato tuber
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on starch content of potato tuber
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Effect of Cadmium Concentration on Yield and Quality
of Potato Tuber

DENG Lu-jun,XIA Jin-hui,LU Yang
(Guizhou Potato Inistitute, Guiyang, Guizhou 550006)

Abstract: In order to promote the potato production, the effect of cadmium concentration on fresh-weight, dry-

weight, proportion, dry matter accumulation rate, content of protein and starch of potato tuber were studied

with pot experiment. The results showed that with the increasing of cadmium concentration, fresh-weight of po-

tato decreased significantly, dry-weight, proportion, dry matter accumulation rate and content of starch de-

creased significantly extremely. Mild cadmium pollution had little effect on content of protein,only treatment

of 40 mg+kg?Cd*" had significant difference than control.
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