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Table 1. Performance of sweet potato in primary yield trial in summer crop of 2004
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Clone Length Diameter ------ Yield of --==--- Yield Index Dry
of of fresh bigger smaller of material
tuber tuber plant  tuber tuber yield ratio

(em)  (em)  (kg/ha) (kg/ha) (kg/ha) (kg/ha) ckl ck?2 %

TYY 90-1 176 59 17000 13050 13450 26500 1086 99.4 34

TYY 90-2 1.7 53 17350 7540 7300 14840 60,8 557 26
TYY 90-15 147 1.6 18500 14850 9600 24450 100.2 91.7 35
TYY 90-17 126 86 18750 12450 11550 24000 984 90,0 32
TYY 90-21 140 53 19400 12900 18800 31700 129.9 118.9 40
TYY 90-22 17.0 50 19400 11250 12800 24050 98,6 90.2 32
TYY 90-28 5.8 6.1 19600 11950 8600 20550 84.2 717.1 34
TYY 90-29 18,7 6,9 23900 19100 9150 28250 1158 106,0 39
TYY 90-32 16,3 3.5 19500 11200 12700 23900 98.0 89, 7 38
TYY 90-44 137 6.1 20500 10250 18500 28750 117.8 107.9 29
TYY 90-51 127 53 19400 8250 10600 18850 77.3 70.7 36
TYY 90-64 6.4 82 17150 18900 13300 32200 132.0 120.8 28
TYY 90-67 145 47 20000 8300 12400 20700 84.8 717 33
TYY 90-73 148 60 17550 11100 12950 24050 986 90,2 26
TYY 90-78 144 55 22000 10150 8600 18750 76,8 70.3 26
TYY 90-117 149 7.1 15300 13050 11100 24150 99,0 90.6 34
TYY 90-133 141 55 15500 9300 10850 20150 826 756 33
TYY 90-142 20,3 56 16800 11500 13000 24500 1004 91.9 35
HE 18k 156 6.0 18800 13750 10650 24400 1000 915 32
LE663Eek) 177 6.5 20600 14400 12250 26650 1092 100.0 28
LSD 5% 24 1.6 3795 4258 3729 6537 5
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Table 3. Performance of sweet potato in advanced yield trial in summer crop of 2004
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Table 2. Performance of sweet potato in primary yield trial in fall crop of 2004
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Clone Length Diameter ~----- Yield of ------- Yield Index Dry Clone Length Diameter ------ Yield of -~=---- Yield Index Dry
of of fresh bigger smaller of material of of fresh bigger smaller of material
tuber tuber plant  tuber  tuber yield ratio tuber tuber plant  tuber  tuber yield ratio

(em)  (om) (kg/ha) (ka/ha) (kg/ha) (kg/ha) okl ck?2 ) (em) (em) (kg/ha) (kg/ha) (kg/ha) (kg/ha) ckl  ck2 )

TYY 90-1 158 53 16400 8800 9800 18600 77.8 819 31 TYY89-23 16,8 8.7 19500 18900 12650 31550 87,8 1059 35
TYY 90-2 158 43 16100 9100 9200 18300 76.6 80.6 28 TYY89-60 192 6.5 18500 15200 16100 31300 87.1 1050 25
TYY 90-15 5.7 5.3 17600 11050 11700 22750 952 100.2 33 TYY89-93 16,7 55 19000 14600 10800 25400 70 7 852 33
TYY 90-17 175 58 16600 13300 12450 25750 107.7 1134 31 TYY89-103 18,8 7.7 18000 23400 16450 39850 110,8 133, 7 26
TYY 90-21 179 4.9 19000 10650 16600 27250 1140 1200 34 TYY89-110 20,1 6.9 20000 19500 15050 34550 96,1 1159 28
TYY 90-22 170 43 15600 8000 9500 17500 73,2 T1.9 26 TYY89-141 175 7.6 24000 22400 14300 36700 102 1 1232 28
TYY 90-28 16,5 5.1 19600 11150 13100 24250 101.5 106.8 31 BE 1% 195 7.8 12000 21600 14350 35950 100,0 1206 32
TYY 90-29 172 57 18800 16850 12100 28950 121.1 127.5 39 LEme6sEcky) 16,4 5 7 . 18500 12600 17200 29800 82,9 100,0 25
TYY 90-32 16,1 38 17200 7800 7750 15550 651 685 29 LSD 5% 21 0.9 9068 6694 5899 8802 2
TYY 90-44 155 49 16200 15200 15850 31050 1299 136.8 32
TYY 90-51 13.9 3.6 17000 15950 9750 25700 107.5 1132 31 £4 MEHEE-_EAFLRRBRLSREEHRREES
TYY 90-64 16. 3 6 2 16800 16800 12450 29250 1224 1288 32 Table 4. Performance of sweet potato in advanced yield trial in fall crop of 2004
TYY 90-67 147 41 15750 6300 5200 11500 48,1 506 31 F) WA M = K@ \E AR wmER &4
TYY 90-73 150 5.4 18100 15450 15500 30950 129.5 136.3 24 % EE BE ZEs EB 2 EP pES oy =
TYY 90-78 15. 2 50 17400 6750 7800 14550 60,9 64 1 30 Clone Length Diameter ------ Yield of ~—----- Yield Index Dry
TYY 90-117 15.1 43 16600 9300 6950 16250 680 716 32 of of fresh bigger smaller of material
TYY 90-133 15. 4 4 1 17700 8950 7450 17400 72,8 7671 34 tuber tuber plant  tuber  tuber yield ratio
TYY 90-142 15,7 3.9 19600 10800 11300 22100 925 97.3 33 (em) (cm) (kg/ha) (ka/ha) (kg/ha) (kg/ha) ckl  ck2 ()
WE 1%k 142 53 15200 13000 10900 23900 1000 1053 36 TYY89-23 18,5 6.1 14450 11450 10550 22000 72,8 922 35
BE66%Ck 1601 51 13300 12800 9900 22700 950 100.0 33 TYY89-60 18.8 6.1 18450 9800 12700 22500 744 943 35
LSD 5% 11 05 5654 2491 3194 3643 5 TYVY89-93 17.9 51 17200 8550 12500 21050 69.6 88 3 36
TYY89-103 195 6.6 19700 18800 14050 32850 108 7 137.7 35
TYY89-110 18,6 58 15600 11400 12650 24050 79.6 100.8 34
TYY89-141 19.0 6.1 16300 16000 14600 30600 1012 128 3 36
BE 1k 190 6.6 16750 13400 16825 30225 1000 1267 36
aEeemeky 2001 6,2 18000 12950 10900 23850 78,9 100.0 36
LSD 5% 21 04 5164 3630 4071 4879 7
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Table 5. Leafy yield of sweet potato in 2004 Unit : kg/ 1,000m*
LB BN EIREERENR EARERNRNBELRENR B EH
(32 EE EE2 KB KB KR EE EE EE EE 0%

TYY89-22L 668° 496° 696° 600° 700° T712* 492* 672° 5 037" 867
TYY89-56L T712* 660° 812° 612° 736° 664 580° 656" 5 434" 93,6
TYY89-93L 636° 592° 336° 428° 416° 360° 276" 336° 3,383 582
BKE 2%8 ck 872° 608° 880° 636° 752" 872° 472* 712° 5,808" 1000
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Selection of Sweet Potato Varieties

T. L. Kung, and J. L. Jiang
Taoyuan DARES, COA, Executive Yuan

Summary

The purpose of the project is to develop new sweet potato varieties with high yield and good
quality for tuber and leafy use. 120 superior clones among 15,000 seedling were selected in
preliminary yield trial. Among 120 clones, there are 3 leafy use, 72 red flesh root, 40 yellow fresh
root and 5 purple flesh root sweet potato clones. In the first-year yield trial, 7 clones were higher
yield than the checks, Taoyuan No. | and 66 in the summer crop. In the second-year yield trial, 2
clones were higher yield than the check in the summer and fall crop respectively. In the yield trial
for leafy use, All 3 clones were lower yield than the checks.

Key words: Sweet potato, Variety, Selection.





