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Table 1 Effect of potato seed
dressing on emergence
Ak 21 hEE/ % WRE%/ %
Treatments Emergence rate Survival rate of seedlings
1 87.29 a 86.71 a
2 76.67 ab 76.13 ab
3 81.38 ab 80. 66 ab
4 89.20 a 88.92 a
5 92.49 a 92.13 a
CK 73.04 b 72.85 b

W ARE/NG FRFRRZERAE 0.05 KFBFEF. FhH.
Note: Different lowercases mean significant difference at

0. 05 level. The same below.
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Table 2 Effect of potato seed
dressing on diseases

PLBL B/ % P 5 8 8/ %6
Treatments Incidence Disease index

1 20.3 b 4.6 ab

2 15.2 a 3.6 a

3 21.5 b 5.5b

4 18.6 ab 5.3b

5 14.8 a 3.2 a

CK 33.5 ¢ 12.8 ¢
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Table 3 Effect of potato seed dressing on potato yield

Ak 3 K ER/ % Fe i /kgem? He X R 86 7= / %
Treatments Medium-sized potato rate Yield Increased yield than CK
1 85 ab 2.91 ab 13.2
2 83 b 2.83 b 10.1
3 86 ab 2.85 ab 10.9
4 88 a 3.06 ab 19.1
5 89 a 3.18 a 23.7
CK 79 ¢ 2.57 ¢ 0
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