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ABSTRACT

The objective of the present investigation was to characterize local potato cultivars found in the northern part of
West Bengal utilizing recent morphometric techniques with respect to qualitative traits. In the present investigation,
some local potato cultivars were evaluated for 30 qualitative traits to explore their genetic information that was
unrevealed following the Kruskal-Wallis non-parametric test, spearman rank correlation analysis, different
diversity indices and dendrogram analysis.All qualitative traits showed significant variation (P < 0.005) in
accordance with the Kruskal-Wallis non-parametric test. Spearman rank correlation analysis suggested a positive
association among the different desirable traits of local potato cultivars. Different diversity indices like the
Shannon diversity index (H), Simpson diversity index (D) and Nei’s diversity index (N) were estimated to find
the dominant traits in the population as well as variation among the different traits. Finally, cluster and principal
coordinate analysis identified four distinct groups among the local potato cultivars with high levels of genetic
dissimilarities. Overall, this study will be helpful in managing the potato germplasm and DUS characterization
by the potato breeders.

Keywords: Solanum tuberosum L., Genetic relatedness, Qualitative traits, Phenotypic variants, Kruskal-Wallis
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INTRODUCTION

The northern part of West Bengal, India, is rich in
crop biodiversity, including tuber and root crops
(Asati and Yadav 2004, Bhattacharya et al. 2015a,b,
Subba et al. 2018). Among the different crops, local
potato cultivars are important vegetables (Singh et
al. 2014, De et al. 2009), which is mainly consumed
by local people and sold in local markets by farmers
for their livelihood in this region. Presently, these
local potatoes are threatened by genetic erosion due
to introduced of high-yielding varieties. It is
necessary and important task to characterize all local
genetic resources for crop improvement in
developing countries like India (William et al. 1991,
Kolech et al. 2016). Local potato cultivars are useful

breeding materials for successful hybridization to
increase sustainable potato production (Ortiz 2001,
Kolech et al. 2016). The genetic makeup of such local
potatoes found in the northern part of West Bengal
is yet to be explored. Estimation of the genetic
relatedness of local potatoes is the basic step for
improvement of productivity (Mwanga et al. 2017).
Morhological as well as phenome studies based on
the measurement of vegetative and reproductive
structure of plants are important steps for the
characterization and utilization of local cultivars
(Martins et al. 2006, Balkaya and Ergun 2008,
Anoumaa et al. 2016, Huaman 1999). Previous
morphological characterization has some drawbacks
like time-consuming and erroneous trait
measurements (Kumar et al. 2015). Recently, a
number of methods for phenome and morphometric
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analysis have been raised to estimate the genetic
diversity in crop plants (Gehan et al. 2017). A similar
approach has been used by many researchers to
estimate genetic diversity in targeted crops and
produce fruitful knowledge for breeding strategies
(Fajardo et al. 2008, Ames et al. 2008, Chitwood et
al. 2013, 2014, Lockhart 2013). Therefore, the
objective of the present investigation was to
characterize local potato cultivars found in the
northern part of West Bengal utilizing recent
morphometric techniques with respect to qualitative
traits.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Plant materials and description of the
experiments
Fourteen potato genotypes, including some local
cultivars, were considered in this study (Table 1).
These genotypes were collected from different parts
of North Bengal by the Central Germplasm
Conservation Unit, Directorate of Research, Uttar
Banga Krishi Viswavidyalaya (Fig. 1). The tubers
were allowed to sprout and later utilized for planting
to determine the similarity and diversity among them
with respect to their qualitative traits.

The present investigation was conducted at the
Agricultural Research Farm, Regional Research
Station, Terai zone, Pundibari, Cooch Behar, West
Bengal during the rabi season of 2017-18 and 2018-
19. The area is situated at 26023’25” N latitude and

Figure 1. Graphical presentation of different collection areas of potato cultivars used in present study

Table 1. List and sources of potato clones/genotypes
used in this study

Name of Genotypes Place of Collection Type

UBD-1 (G-1) & Dinhata, Coochbehar, Local Cultivars
UBD-2 (G-2) West Bengal, India
UBC-1 (G-3), Falakata, Jalpaiguri,
UBLG-1 (G-4) & West Bengal, India
UBK-1 (G-5)
UBB-1 (G-6) & Jaigaon, Jalpaiguri,
UBB-2 (G-7) West Bengal, India
UBH-1 (G-8), Pundibari, CoochBehar,
UBT-1 (G-9) & West Bengal, India
UBLP-1 (G-10)
Kufri Ashoka (G-11),CPRI, Shimla, Release
Kufri Arun (G-12), Himachal Pradesh, Varieties
Kufri Pukhraj (G-13) India
& Kufri Jyoti (G-14)

89023’21” E longitude, and the elevation of the area
was 44 m.a.s.l. The experiment was laid out in a
randomized block design (RBD) with three
replications each. An area of 35 m × 11 m was divided
into three equal blocks. Each block consisted of 14
plots where 14 germplasm were allotted randomly.
The size of each plot was 3 m × 2 m. The distances
between the two successive blocks and plots were l
m and 0.5 m, respectively. All cultural practices were
followed according to Thamburaj and Narendra
(2016) and Choudary et al. (2009).

Data collection and statistical analysis
Morphological data were recorded on five randomly
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selected plants, excluding the plants located at
borders to avoid border effects so that the highest
precision could be achieved. A total of 30 different
qualitative traits (Table 2) comprising sprouting,
vegetative and reproductive phases were recorded
(Human et al. 1977, IBPGR 1985, Human and
Spooner 2002, Anoumaa et al. 2016).  All the data
evaluation, plotting and genetic relationships among
the cultivars based on quantitative traits were
performed using the R package (Maechler et al. 2018,
Rosero et al. 2019).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In the present investigation, fourteen potato cultivars
were evaluated based on 30 qualitative traits, of
which 5 were sprout characters, 7 were plant and
stem characters, 8 were leaf and leaflet characters
and 10 were tuber characters.  All 30 traits were
distributed in 91 different phenotypic variants
(Supplementary Table 1). The average performance
of potato cultivars based on qualitative traits is
illustrated in Table 3. The assessed qualitative traits
showed significant differences (P < 0.005) among
the cultivars in accordance with the Kruskal-Wallis
non-parametric test.  Red and purple tuber
predominant skin colour (TPSC) are the preffered
traits by the local people of this region. These
preferred traits are found in cultivars namely UBD-
1, UBD-2, UBB-1, UBB-2 and UBT-1.

Table 2. Qualitative traits observed for the characterization of genotypes

Plant organ Qualitative traits

Light sprout Predominant colour (SPC), Shape (SS), Intensity of Anthocyanin colouration at base of
sprout (ACBS), Intensity of Anthocyanin colouration at sprout tip (ACTS) and Pubescence
base (PBS)

Plant Foliage structure (FLS), Height of main stem (HMS), Wing (PWN) and Wing type (PWT)
Stem Solidity (SLD), Secondary colouration (SSC) and Distribution of secondary colour (DCC)
Leaf Structure (LST), Anthocyanin colouration of rachis (LACR), Anthocyanin colouration of

midrib (LACM), Length (LLNT) and Width (LWDH)
Leaflet Lateral leaflet shape (LLS) , Waviness of margin (LWM) and Glossiness of upper side

(LGUS)
Tuber Predominant skin Colour (TPSC), Secondary skin colour (TSSC), Distribution of secondary

skin colour (TDSSC), Skin type (TSTP), Shape (TSP), Depth of Eye (TDEY), Colour of
Eye (TCEY), Predominant colour of flesh (TPCF), Secondary colour of flesh (TSCF) and
Distribution of secondary colour of flesh (TDSCF)

Association analysis among different qualitative
traits
Among the 30 qualitative traits considered in this
study, highly significant and positive Spearman rank
correlations were observed between SPC and ACBS
(r = 0.82; p < .01), SPC and LACM (r = 0.83; p <
.01), ACBS and ACTS (r = 0.63; p < .01), ACBS
and DCC (r = 0.66; p < .01), ACBS and LACM (r =
0.78; p < .01), SCC and DCC (r = 0.82; p < .01),
SCC and LACM (r = 0.64; p < .01), DCC and LACM
(r = 0.75; p < .01), TSCF and TDSCF (r = 0.78; p <
.01), LACM and TPCF (r = 0.68; p < .01). Significant
and negative associations were found between
LWDH and LLS (r = -0.74; p < .01), LWDH and
TDSCF (r = -0.77; p < .01), LGUS and TSCF (r = -
0.64; p < .01), LGUS and TDSCF (r = -0.71; p <
.01). The association between the evaluated
qualitative traits of the potato cultivars based on the
Spearman rank correlation coefficient is presented
in Figure 2 (Supplementary Table 2).The results from
the correlation analysis  indicated that linkage may
exist among the loci controlling sprout predominant
colour (SPC), anthocyanin colouration at the sprout
base and tip (ACBS and ACTS), anthocyanin
colouration  of leaf midrib (LACM), stem secondary
coloration (SSC), distribution of secondary
coloration (DCC) and tuber predominant colour of
flesh (TPCF). Selection through these traits may be
helpful for the identification of anthocyanin-rich
potato cultivars by plant breeders. Similar findings
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Table 3. Different phenotypic variant of 30 qualitative traits in fourteen potato cultivars

Traits G-1 G-2 G-3 G-4 G-5 G-6 G-7 G-8 G-9 G-10 G-11 G-12 G-13 G-14 KWSL

SPC 1 1 1 1 2 3 3 4 3 1 2 4 3 1 0.0046
SS 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 2 2 0.0015
ACBS 2 2 1 2 1 3 3 3 3 1 2 3 3 2 0.0015
ACTS 1 1 1 1 1 3 3 1 3 1 1 1 3 2 0.0015
PBS 3 1 1 3 2 2 2 3 1 3 2 2 2 1 0.0015
FLS 3 3 2 2 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 0.0015
SLD 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0.0003
HMS 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0.0003
SSC 2 1 1 2 1 2 2 2 2 1 1 2 1 2 0.0003
DCC 2 2 1 2 1 2 3 4 2 1 1 4 1 2 0.0046
PWN 1 1 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 1 0.0003
PWT 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 0.0003
LST 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 1 0.0003
LACR 1 1 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 2 2 0.0003
LACM 1 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 2 1 1 2 1 1 0.001
LLNT 1 1 2 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 2 3 3 2 0.001
LWDH 1 1 2 3 3 2 2 2 2 1 3 3 2 3 0.001
LLS 4 4 4 2 3 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 2 0.0046
LWM 1 2 1 2 1 2 2 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 0.0003
LGUS 1 1 1 2 1 3 3 1 1 1 2 2 1 2 0.0015
TPSC 4 4 1 3 1 5 5 2 4 6 3 4 1 3 0.02
TSSC 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 0.0003
TDSSC 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 0.0003
TSTP 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 1 1 0.0003
TSP 1 1 1 2 2 4 4 3 1 5 3 2 4 2 0.011
TDEY 1 1 2 1 3 2 2 1 1 3 1 1 2 1 0.001
TCEY 3 3 1 3 1 5 5 2 4 7 3 4 1 3 0.023
TPCF 2 2 2 2 1 3 3 3 2 3 1 3 2 2 0.0015
TSCF 3 3 2 1 1 1 1 4 2 4 1 3 2 1 0.0016
TDSCF 2 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2 3 1 1 1 1 0.0015

Note: For description of genotype names and traits, refer to Table 1 and Table 2.

were also reported by Mashilo et al. (2016) in bottle
gourd landraces.

Frequency of phenotypic variants and diversity
index analysis
Characterization of germplasm utilizing qualitative
traits is an essential alternative for molecular tools
to estimate the genetic diversity in plants (Ngompe-
Deffo et al. 2017, Bonny et al. 2019). In the present
study, fourteen local potato cultivars were evaluated
using 30 qualitative traits with 91 phenotypic
variants. The number of phenotypic variants noticed
for each trait ranged from two to seven, which
proved that all the traits under study were
polymorphic in nature. These results indicate that a

higher degree of phenotypic variability is present
among the local potato cultivars. Moreover, a
predominance of some phenotypic variants was
observed for all traits through frequency distribution
analysis (Supplementary Table 1). Amount of the
diversity of different traits based on the phenotypic
variants was measured using three different diversity
indices (Supplementary Table 3): Shannon diversity
index (H), Simpson diversity index (D) and Nei
diversity index (N). According to the Shannon
diversity index and Simpson diversity index highest
diversity was shown by the colour of the tuber eye
(TCEY) and the lowest diversity was shown by the
type of tuber skin (TSTP). However, the results of
the Nei diversity index indicate that the waviness of
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Figure 2. Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient among the 30 qualitative traits in potato

leaflet margin (LWM) has a higher diversity and
secondary colour of tuber skin (TSSC), distribution
of secondary tuber skin colour (TDSSC) and type of
tuber skin (TSTP) had the lowest diversity (Fig. 3).
The findings of this analysis indicate that qualitative
traits have a wide distribution of phenotypic variants
and the presence of different genetically distinct
genotypes in local potato cultivars. All the diversity
indices were unequally correlated with each other
according to Pearson correlation analysis. Shannon
and Simpson diversity indices were dependent on
each other, but the Nei diversity index was
independent (Fig. 4).

Genetic relatedness analysis
The hierarchical dendrogram of qualitative traits
based on UPGMA grouped all the potato cultivars

into four clusters at a 0.48 similarity level (Fig. 5).
The genetic similarity for the 30 qualitative traits
ranged from 0.19 (UBLP-1 and Kufri Arun) to 0.89
(UBD-1 and UBD-2 and UBB-1 and UBB-2) with a
mean similarity of 0.42 (Supplementary Table 4).

Cluster I contained eight genotypes from the total
population and was further subdivided into two
subgroups. The common phenotypic variants of
subgroup I, which consist of four genotypes (UBD-
1, UBD-2, UBLG-1 and Kufri Jyoti) are white sprout
colour, short stem height, straight plant wing type,
open leaf structure, anthocyanin colouration of
midrib  of leaflets, shallow depth of tuber eye, whitish
cream colour of tuber  eye and yellow tuber flesh
colour. Subgroup II also consists of four genotypes
(UBB-1, UBB-2, UBT-1 and UBH-1) with some
common phenotypic variants, such as the spherical
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Figure 3. Distribution of three diversity indices value revealed from the 30 qualitative traits of potato
cultivars
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Figure 4. Relationship among the three diversity indices based on the 30 qualitative traits of local potato
cultivars
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Figure 5. Dendrogram showing relationships among 14 genotypes of potato classified by UPGMA method
using 30 qualitative traits with 91 phenotypic variants

shape of tuber sprout, purple secondary coloration
in stem, poorly developed plant wing, small leaf
length and width, presence of anthocyanin in leaf
rachis and ovate lanceolate leaf shape. Cluster II
contained five genotypes that were similar for their
characteristics like absence of anthocyanin in leaf
rachis and midrib of leaf and weak waviness of leaf
margin. Cluster III included only one genotype
(UBLP-1) with some unique phenotypic variants,
which are pink colour of the tuber eye and vascular
ring type distribution of secondary tuber flesh colour.
Cluster IV also has one genotype (Kufri Arun) with
some special phenotype variants like rough tuber skin
type, oval leaflet shape, medium stem height and
hollow stem. Based on 30 qualitative traits, including
91 phenotypic variants, a principal coordinates
analysis was performed, which illustrated that the
first eleven coordinate (eigenvalue >1) accounted for
98.38% of the total phenotypic variation (Table 4).
These principal coordinates also separated the potato
genotypes into four groups, which was also supported
by cluster analysis (Fig. 6). The results from the
cluster and principal coordinate analysis indicate that
qualitative traits are essential markers to distinguish
local potato cultivars.

Table 4. Eigenvalue and percent of variance produced
by the principal coordinates

PCs Eigenvalue Percent of Cumulative
Variance percent of

Variance

1 15.98 17.56 17.56
2 14.56 16.00 33.55
3 13.64 14.99 48.54
4 13.00 14.29 62.83
5 8.62 9.48 72.31
6 7.13 7.84 80.14
7 5.72 6.29 86.43
8 3.77 4.14 90.57
9 2.87 3.16 93.73
10 2.61 2.87 96.60

11 1.62 1.78 98.38

CONCLUSIONS

The results of the present investigation suggest that
local potato cultivars collected from the northern part
of West Bengal showed a high level of genetic
variation for 30 qualitative traits with 91 phenotypic
variants. In addition, association analysis among the
different qualitative traits will be helpful for the plant
breeder to select the preferred genotypes for further
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Figure 6. Principal coordinate analysis based on 91 phenotypic variants of 30 qualitative traits

improvement. Genetic relatedness in potato cultivars
revealed in this investigation can be useful for potato
breeders to manage potato germplasm. Finally, the
data obtained from this study will also be helpful for
the DUS characterization and identification of the
unique traits according to the genotypes.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

Authors are thankful to Director of Research, Uttar
Banga Krishi Viswavidyalaya for financing the
research work.

Authors Contributions: All authors contributed
equally

Conflict of Interest: Authors declare that they do
not have any conflict of interest

REFERENCES

Ames M., Salas A. and Spooner, D. M. 2008. A morphometric
study of species boundaries of the wild potato Solanum
Series Piurana (Solanaceae) and putatively related species
from seven other Series in Solanum. Sect. Petota.
Systematic Botany, 33(3), 566–578.

Anoumaa, M., Kanmegne, G., Kouam, E. B., Amzati, G.S.,
Yao, N.K., Fonkou, T., Mbouobda, H. D., Arslanoglu, F.
and Omokolo, D.N. 2016. Characterization of potato
(Solanum tuberosum L.) genotypes from the western
Highlands region of Cameroon using morphological and

agronomic traits. Journal of Plant Sciences, 4(6), 185-194.
doi: 10.11648/j.jps.20160406.17.

Asati, B.S. and Yadav, D.S. 2004. Diversity of horticultural
crops in North Eastern Region. ENVIS Bulletin: Himalayan
Ecology, 12(2), 1-10.

Balkaya, A. and Ergun, A. 2008. Diversity and use of Pinto
Bean (Phaseolus vulgaris) populations from Samsun,
Turkey. New Zealand Journal of Crop and Horticultural.
Science, 36 (3), 189-197. DOI: 10.1080/
01140670809510235.

Bhattacharya, S., Shome, A., Dutta, A. and Majumder, G.
2015a. Environmental, economic and agricultural surveys
of an ecologically important forest edge hamlet in
Darjeeling district, West Bengal, India, World scientific
News; 11, 66-80.

Bhattacharya, S., Ghosh, G., Banerjee, T., Goswami, S. and
Das, P. 2015b. Socio-environmental survey of an
ecologically important hamlet of Darjeeling district, West
Bengal, India. International Letters of Natural Sciences,
33, 51-72.

Chitwood, D.H., Kumar, R., Headland, L.R., Ranjan, A.,
Covington, M.F., Ichihashi, Y., Fulop, D., Jime´nez-
Go´mez, J.M., Peng, J., Maloof, J.N. and Sinha, N.R. 2013.
A quantitative genetic basis for leaf morphology in a set of
precisely defined tomato introgression lines. Plant Cell,
25(7), 2465–2481. https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.113.112391.

Chitwood, D.H., Ranjan, A., Martinez, C.C., Headland, L.R.,
Thiem, T., Kumar, R., Covington, M.F., Hatcher, T., Naylor,
D.T., Zimmerman, S., Downs, N., Raymundo, N., Buckler,
E.S., Maloof, J.N., Aradhya, M., Prins, B., Li, L., Myles,
S. and Sinha, N.R. 2014. A modern ampelography: a
genetic basis for leaf shape and venation patterning in
grape. Plant Physiology, 164(1), 259–272. https://doi.org/
10.1104/pp.113.229708.

De, B., Ghosh, M., Das, B. and Das, B. 2014. Stomatal



296 Reddy et al.: Evaluation of local potato cultivars Int. J. Ecol. Env. Sci.

conductance of potato grown under sub-tropical conditions.
International Journal of Bio-resource and Stress
Management, 5(1), 7-11. DOI : 10.5958/j.0976-
4038.5.1.002

Fajardo, D., Castillo, R., Salas, A. and Spooner, D.M. 2008. A
morphometric study of species boundaries of the wild
potato Solanum series conicibaccata: A replicated field trial
in Andean Peru. Systematic Botany, 33(1),183–192.

Gehan, M.A., Fahlgren, N., Abbasi, A., Berry, J.C., Callen,
S.T., Chavez, L. and Hoyer, J.S. 2017 PlantCV v2: Image
analysis software for high-throughput plant phenotyping.
PeerJ, 5, e4088.

Huaman, Z. 1999. Sweetpotato Germplasm Management
(Ipomoea batatas) Training Manual. International Potato
Center (CIP), Lima.

Huaman, Z. and Spooner, D.M. 2002. Reclassification of
landrace populations of cultivated potatoes (Solanum sect.
Petota). American Journal of Botany, 89 (6), 947–965.

Huaman, Z., Williams, J.T., Salhuana, W. and Vincent, L. 1977.
Descriptors for the Cultivated Potato and for the
Maintenance and Distribution of Germplasm Collections.
International Board for Plant Genetic Resources, Rome,
Italy.

IPBGR. 1985. Potato Variety Descriptors. Minimum list of
characteristics of potato varieties (Solanum tuberosum ssp
tuberosum), In: Mackay, G.R., Hijink, M.J. and Mix, G.
(Eds.), IPBGR (International board for plant genetic
resources) Secretariat, Rome.

Kolech, S.A., Halseth, D., Perry, K., Wolfe, D., Douches, D.
S., Coombs, J. and Jong, W. D. 2016. Genetic diversity
and relationship of Ethiopian potato varieties to germplasm
from North America, Europe and the International Potato
Center. American Journal of Potato Research, DOI
10.1007/s12230-016-9543-3.

Kumar, J., Pratap, A. and Kumar, S. 2015. Plant phenomics:
An overview. Pp. 1-10. In: Kumar, J., Pratap, A. and Kumar,
S. (Eds) Phenomics in Crop Plants: Trends, Options and
Limitations. Springer, New Delhi.

Lockhart, J. 2013. A quantitative genetic basis for leaf
morphology is revealed in a set of precisely defined tomato
introgression lines. Plant Cell, 25(7), 2379. https://doi.org/
10.1105/tpc.113.250710.

Maechler, M., Rousseeuw, P., Struyf, A., Hubert, M. and
Hornik, K. 2018. Cluster: cluster analysis basics and
extensions. R package version 2.0.7-1.

Martins, S.R., Vences, F.J., Miera, L.E., Barrosa, M.R. and
Carnide, V. 2006. RAPD analysis of genetic diversity
among and within Portuguese landraces of common white
Bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.), Scientia Horticulturae, 108,
133-142. Doi:10.1016/j.scienta.2006.01.031.

Ortiz, R. 2001. The state of the use of potato genetic diversity.
Broadening the genetic base of crop production. In: Cooper,
H.D., Spillane, C. and Hodgkin, T. (Eds.). IPGRI/FAO.

Rosero, A., Granda, L., Pe´rez Jose, L., Rosero, D., Burgos-
Paz, W., Martý´nez, R. Julio, M., Pastrana, I., Burbano, E.
and Morales, A. 2019. Morphometric and colourimetric
tools to dissect morphological diversity: an application in
sweet potato [Ipomoea batatas (L.) Lam.]. Genetic
Resources and Crop Evolution, 66,1257–1278.

Singh, S.V., Marwaha, R.S., Kumar, D., Kumar, P. and Pandey,
S.K. 2009. Suitability of potato varieties grown in North-
Eastern Indian plains for processing. Potato Journal, 36 (1
- 2), 25-34.

Subba, M., Sarkar, B.C., Pala N.A., Shukla G., Vineeta and
Chakravarty, S. 2018. Species diversity, size and
component arrangement in homegardens of North Bengal,
India. Indian Journal of Agroforestry, 20(2), 1-5.

Williams, C.N., Uzo, J.O. and Peregrine, W.T.H. 1991.
Vegetable Production in the Tropics. Longman Scientific
and Technical, Essex: Intermediate Tropical Agriculture
Series.

Received: 23rd February 2021
Accepted: 18th June 2021



47 (4): 287-301 Reddy et al.: Evaluation of local potato cultivars      297

Supplementary Table 1. Frequency distribution of 91 phenotypic variants of 30 qualitative traits in potato

Sl. Qualitative character Phenotypic Variant PVP
No

1.   Lightsprout: Predominant colour White 42.86
Green 14.29
Purple 28.57
Red purple 14.29

2. Lightsprout: Shape Spherical 71.43
Conical 14.29

 Cylindrical 14.29
3.   Lightsprout: Intensity of Anthocyanin colouration at base of sprout Light 28.57

Medium 28.57
Dark 42.86

4.   Lightsprout: Intensity of Anthocyanin colouration at sprout tip Light 71.43
Dark 28.57

5.   Lightsprout: Pubescence base Absent 14.29
Weak 50.00
Strong 35.71

sprout
6.   Plant: Foliage structure Open 14.29

Semi-compact 71.43
Compact 14.29

7.  Plant: Height of main stem (cm) Short 92.86
Medium   7.14

8.  Plant: Wing Highly developed 14.29
Poorly developed 85.71

9.  Plant: Wing type Straight 64.29
Wavy 35.71

10.Stem: Solidity Solid 92.86
Hallow   7.14

11.Stem: Secondary colouration Absent 42.86
Purple 57.14

12.Stem: Distribution of secondary colour Absent 42.86
Lightly scattered throughout 35.71
Only at lower node   7.14
Highly scattered 14.29

13.Leaf: Structure Open 78.57
Intermediate 21.43

14. Leaf: Anthocyanin colouration of rachis Present 64.29
Absent 35.71

15.Leaf: Anthocyanin colouration of midrib Absent 64.29
Present only at the base 28.57
Present throughout   7.14

16.Leaf: Length Small 64.29
Medium 21.43
Large 14.29

17.Leaf: Width Narrow 28.57
Medium 42.86
Broad 28.57

18.Lateral leaflet shape Oval   7.14
Ovate   7.14
Lanceolate   7.14
Ovate lanceolate 78.57

19.Leaflet: Waviness of margin Weak 57.14
Medium 42.86

Contd...
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Sl. Qualitative character Phenotypic Variant PVP
No

20.Leaflet: Glossiness of upper side Weak 64.29
Medium 21.43
Strong 14.29

21.Tuber: Predominant skin Colour Yellow 21.43
Orange   7.14
Whitish cream 14.29
Red 28.57
Purple 14.29
Brown 14.29

22.Tuber: Secondary skin colour Absent 85.71
Pink 14.29

23.Tuber: Distribution of secondary skin colour Absent 85.71
Confined to eyes 14.29

24.Tuber: Skin type Smooth 92.86
Rough   7.14

25.Tuber: Shape Round 35.71
Oblong 21.43
Ovoid 14.29
Long oblong 21.43
Irregular   7.14

26.Tuber: Depth of Eye Shallow 50.00
Medium deep 28.57
Deep 21.43

27.Tuber: Colour of Eye Yellow 14.29
Orange   7.14
Whitish cream 28.57
Red 14.29
Purple 14.29
Pink 21.43

28.Tuber: Predominant colour of flesh White 14.29
Cream 42.86
Yellow 42.86

29.Tuber: Secondary colour of flesh Absent 35.71
Yellow 21.43
Red purple 21.43
Cream 21.43

30.Tuber: Distribution of secondary colour of flesh Absent 50.00
Inner cortex 35.71
Vascular ring 14.29

Supplimentary table 1. Contd...
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Supplementary Table 3. Different diversity indices of 30qulatitative traits in potato cultivars

Sl. No Qualitative character Code H D N

1 Lightsprout: Predominant  colour SPC 1.28 3.27 0.35
2 Lightsprout: Shape SSP 0.8 1.81 0.29
3 Lightsprout: Intensity of Anthocyanin colouration at base of sprout ACBS 1.08 2.88 0.43
4 Lightsprout: Intensity of Anthocyanin colouration at sprout tip ACTS 0.6 1.69 0.33
5 Lightsprout: Pubescence base PBS 0.99 2.51 0.41
6 Plant: Foliage structure FLS 0.8 1.81 0.3
7 Plant: Height of main stem (cm) HMS 0.26 1.15 0.13
8 Plant: Wing PWN 0.41 1.32 0.34
9 Plant: Wing type PWT 0.65 1.85 0.41
10 Stem: Solidity SLD 0.26 1.15 0.13
11 Stem: Secondary colouration SSC 0.68 1.96 0.46
12 Stem: Distribution of secondary colour DCC 1.2 2.97 0.33
13 Leaf: Structure LST 0.52 1.51 0.34
14 Leaf: Anthocyanin colouration of rachis LACR 0.65 1.85 0.49
15 Leaf: Anthocyanin colouration of midrib LACM 0.83 2 0.33
16 Leaf: Length LLNT 0.89 2.09 0.38
17 Leaf: Width LWDH 1.08 2.88 0.43
18 Lateral leaflet shape LLS 0.75 1.58 0.23
19 Leaflet: Waviness of margin LWM 0.68 1.96 0.5
20 Leaflet: Glossiness of upper side LGUS 0.89 2.09 0.38
21 Tuber: Predominant skin Colour TPSC 1.71 5.16 0.27
22 Tuber: Secondary skin colour TSSC 0.41 1.32 0.13
23 Tuber: Distribution of secondary skin colour TDSSC 0.41 1.32 0.13
24 Tuber: Skin type TSTP 0.26 1.15 0.13
25 Tuber: Shape TSP 1.49 4.08 0.31
26 Tuber: Depth of Eye TDEY 1.03 2.65 0.38
27 Tuber: Colour of Eye TCEY 1.71 5.16 0.22
28 Tuber: Predominant colour of flesh TPCF 1 2.58 0.4
29 Tuber: Secondary colour of flesh TSCF 1.36 3.77 0.35
30 Tuber: Distribution of secondary colour of flesh TDSCF 0.99 2.51 0.36

H = Shannon Diversity Index; D= Simpson Diversity Index; N= Nei Diversity Index
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