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EFFECTS OF NUMBER OF NODES AND CUTTING POSITION ON 

MORPHO-PHYSIOLOGICAL ATTRIBUTES AND YIELD OF                      

SWEET POTATO 

MD. TOWKIR AHMMED 

ABSTRACT 

The sweet potato is an alternative energy source but its sustainability depends on 

higher yield. A field experiment was conducted at Sher-e-Bangla Agricultural 

University farm, Dhaka during the period from October 2019 to April 2020, to 

investigate the effects of number of nodes and cutting position on morpho-

physiological attributes and yield of sweet potato. The experiment was consisted of 

nine treatments, and followed Randomized complete block design (RCBD) with three 

replications. Treatments (9) viz, T0= 3 nodes from top cut, T1= 3 nodes from middle 

cut, T2= 3 nodes from basal cut, T3= 5 nodes from top cut,  T4= 5 nodes from middle 

cut, T5= 5 nodes from basal cut, T6= 7 nodes from top cut,  T7= 7 nodes from middle 

cut and  T8= 7 nodes from basal cut. Data on different parameters were collected for 

assessing results for this experiment and showed significant variation in respect of 

node number and cutting position of vine of sweet potato. Among different treatments 

T3 (5 nodes from top cut) out performed from all the other treatments and recorded 

maximum number of tubers plant
-1

 (5.15), total weight of tuber plant
-1

 (867.00 g), 

weight of marketable tuber plant
-1

 (802.00 g), total weight of tuber plot
-1

 (10 kg), 

tubers yield (27.56 t ha
-1

) and dry matter (30.85 %) of tuberous root of sweet potato 

comparable to other treatments. The performance of T0 (3 nodes from top) and T6 (7 

nodes from top) were also significantly better. Thus for propagating of sweet potato 

through vine, 5 node from top cut is suitable for achieving higher yield. 
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CHAPTER-1 

INTRODUCTION 

Sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas (L). Lam), is a member of the morning glory family, 

Convolvulaceae, and the only member of the genus Ipomoea whose roots are edible. 

It is native of South America but presently grown throughout the tropical and 

subtropical regions of the world. Sweet potato is the sixth most important food crop of 

the world after rice, wheat, potato, maize and cassava (FAOSTAT, 2020). 

Sweet potato is a dicotyledonous, herbaceous plant with creeping perennial vines and 

adventitious roots. It is grown as a starchy food crop throughout the tropical, 

subtropical and frost free temperate climate zones in the world (ICAR, 2007). It is 

among the world‟s most important versatile and underutilized food crop grown for its 

storage roots (Tortoe, 2010). It is a short duration crop usually matures in three to four 

months and can be grown two or three times in a year (Anyaegbunam et al., 2008). 

Sweet potato is rich in many vitamins, minerals, and beneficial fibers (Bovell-

Benjamin, 2007). The unpretentious sweet potato‟s antioxidant, vitamin, and mineral 

values make it a “superfood”. Calorie-wise, sweet potato is an ideal food (Rumbaoa et 

al., 2009). Naturally sweet, one medium potato has only 105 calories with four grams 

of fiber and, unless it is served with butter, zero fat ((Yoshimoto et al., 1999 and 

Islam, 2006). It also supplies 438% of the daily value of vitamin A and 37% of the 

daily value of vitamin C, as well as being a good source of important B vitamins, 

manganese, copper, and iron (Szalay, 2017). There is also good evidence from 

medical studies that antioxidants in sweet potatoes may be beneficial in preventing 

several chronic and deadly diseases, including diabetes and cancer (Rumbaoa et al., 

2009 and Islam et al., 2002) 

Sweet potato is widely grown between latitude 40° N to 40° S and altitude as high as 

2500 m at the equator (Hahn and Hozyo, 1984). The crop generally requires a growth 

season of four to five months with optimum temperatures of 20°C - 25°C. It can be, 

grown at a wide range of temperatures between 15°C and 35°C. The highest root 

yields are obtained during day temperatures of 25 to 30°C and night temperatures of 

15 to 20 °C. Sweet potato is grown in more than 100 countries. About 90 per cent of 

the sweet potatoes grown in the world are produced in Asia, five per cent are in Africa 

and the rest are on other continents (Horton et al., 1989). China accounts for highest 
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sweet potato production in the world followed by Uganda and Nigeria (FAO, 2004). 

The total production of sweet potato in Bangladesh increased 3.16% (from 235881 to 

245719.20 metric tons (MT) in 2019 to 2020), and area increased by 1.94% (from 

56869 to 60647.38 acre in 2019 to 2020. (BBS, 2021). This is due to the introduction 

and adoption of Bangladesh Agricultural Research Institute (BARI, 2019) releasing 

modern varieties, improved cultivation techniques, and awareness building by sweet 

potato growers. This crop also contributes greatly to farmers‟ income in Bangladesh 

(BARI, 2019). The typical yield of sweet potato in Bangladesh is only 10.20 ha
-1

 

(FAOSTAT, 2017). while the probable or achievable yield has been stated to be as 

much as 40 t ha
-1

. There are considerable opportunities for increasing the yield of 

sweet potato by limiting the yield gap (BARI, 2019). Yields of sweet potato could be 

improved by the use of good planting materials in terms of number of nodes and part 

of vine used. 

Sweet potato is commercially propagated by vine cuttings. Vegetative method of 

propagation in sweet potato offers an advantage to the farmers to use all storage roots 

for consumption or for sale. Plants derived from vine cuttings are free from soil borne 

disease (Phills and Hill, 1984) and also vine cuttings produce roots of uniform size 

and shape. Yield of sweet potato could be improved by the use of good planting 

materials. Cuttings from the apical portion of the shoot are regarded as a better 

planting material than middle or basal vine cuttings ((Eronica et al., 1981 and 

Schuthesis et al., 1994). Apical cuttings may ensure better rooting and establishment 

and faster shoot growth and therefore early closure for weed suppression (Eronica et 

al., 1981 and Hall, 1987). The apical and middle portion vine cuttings are also 

regarded to be the best planting materials for getting higher root yield 

((Mukhopathyay, 1990). Basal vine cuttings are usually thick and woody, sometimes 

fail to establish and there is a greater chance of weevil incidence due to proximity 

with the crown portion where sweet potato weevil multiplies (Nair, 2006). Cuttings 

from apical shoot grow more vigorously and produce large storage roots compared 

with cuttings from middle and basal portions. Tewe et al. (2003) reported that apical 

cuttings of sweet potato had significantly higher marketable and total tuber yield than 

the middle followed by the basal cuttings. Cuttings from the shoot apex give more 

branches due to the fact that they establish quickly in the soil by initiating more roots 
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and thereby encourage subsequent production of branches and greater number of root 

tubers than semi hardwood and hardwood cuttings (Choudhury et al., 1986) 

The number of nodes on cuttings used as planting material may be an important 

aspect of yield variability. Increase in node number might result in more nodes buried 

and more roots initiated from the nodes for early establishment. In higher node 

number cuttings, early rapid growth, tuber initiation and bulking began earlier than in 

lower node number cuttings. This translates into higher tuber yield in the higher node 

number cuttings. Onwueme and Sinha (1991) indicated that tuber yield tends to 

increase with increase in the length of the vine cutting used and a length of about 30 

cm is recommended. Cuttings of greater length than this tend to be wasteful of 

planting material, while shorter cuttings establish more slowly, and give poor yields. 

Depending on the availability and convenience in handling farmers generally use long 

lengths of vine as planting material obtained from established sweetpotato field. This 

method uses quite a lot of plant material that if taken from older portions of the vine 

may be a potential source of insect pests and diseases (Ray et al., 2001). The length of 

vine and the part used may affect the growth and yield of sweet potato favourably or 

unfavourably. Most farmers plant the crop using the vine cuttings irrespective of the 

number of nodes and part of vine cutting. The agronomy of sweet potato is well 

documented. Nevertheless, understanding the effect of number of nodes and part of 

vine cutting on growth and development is important for improving the yield and 

quality of sweet potato. 

Keeping this in view, the present research was undertaken to investigate the effects of 

number of nodes and cutting position on morpho-physiological attribute and yield of 

sweet potato with the following objectives: 

Objectives: 

i. To study the effect of number of nodes on growth and tuber yield of sweet 

potato Cv. BARI Misti Alu-12 

ii. To study the influence of portion of vine cutting on growth and tuber yield of 

sweet potato. 

iii.  To find out suitable vine position for the commercial cultivation of sweet 

potato. 
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CHAPTER-2 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

An attempt was made in this section to collect and study relevant information 

available regarding to the effects of number of nodes and cutting position on morpho-

physiological attribute and yield of sweet potato to gather knowledge helpful in 

conducting the present piece of work. 

2.1. Origin and distribution 

The Sweet potato - Ipomoea batatas (L) Lam of the family Convolvulaceae is native 

to Central America (Hahn, 1977; Ambe, 1997), although it has been cultivated 

throughout the warm islands o f the Pacific Ocean for an equally long time (Sowley, 

1999). It ranks seventh in total production among the world‟s food crops (Opena et 

al., 1989), and is grown in areas reaching 40°N and 40°S latitudes and as high as 2000 

m above sea level (Hahn, 1977) in more than 100 countries. Among the world‟s root 

crops, it is second only to white potato (Solarium tuberosum) in importance (Horton, 

1989). 

World production in 2001 was 135,918,673 metric tons of which 10,203,169 metric 

tons was produced in Africa and 90,000 metric tons produced in Ghana (FAO, 2001). 

Roughly 80% of the world‟s production is grown in Asia and just under 15% in 

Africa with only about 5% grown in the rest of the world. Developing countries grow 

nearly all the world‟s sweet potatoes. China alone accounts for about 80% and also 

has much higher yields and production per head (Horton, 1989). The largest 

producing countries in Africa are Rwanda and Uganda. In West Africa, it is important 

in Liberia and Sierra Leone (Otoo et al., 1998) Its introduction to Ghana (Gold Coast) 

is believed to have been in the second half of the 17th century (M.O.A., 1988). 

2.2 Botany of sweet potato 

Setijati et al., (1981); Cobley and Steele, (1983); and Purseglove (1987) describe the 

sweet potato as a self incompatible, short day, dicotyledonous perennial herb 

cultivated as an annual with trailing or twining stems 1 -5 m in length with latex in all 

its parts. The stems are mainly prostrate, sometimes twining and light green to purple. 

The leaves are spirally arranged and either simple or deeply lobed. They are up to 15 

cm long with pointed tips and may be green to purple. The root system is extensive 
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and roots grow from the stem nodes where stems contact the soil. Tuber structure is 

mainly globular and smooth or ridged. The tuber surface may be white, yellow, 

orange, purple or brown and the flesh is white, yellow, orange, red or purple. The 

flowers may be single or in clusters (cymes); the calyx is five lobed, the corolla is 

funnel shaped or tubular and the petals are purple with pale margins. 

2.3 Importance of sweet potato  

Sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas (L.) Lam.) which belongs to the family 

Convolvulaceae is a herbaceous, dicotyledonous plant (2n=90) native to Central 

America (Byju and George, 2005) and is widely grown throughout the tropics and 

subtropics. It is the seventh most important crop in the world in terms of production 

(FAOSTAT, 2017) although the bulk of the production is in China (Low et al., 2017). 

It is a staple food for smallholder farmers in much of Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA).  

The crop is regarded as the most important root crop of the tropics because of its 

flexibility in a number of production aspects including short cropping season, use of 

non-edible parts as planting material, non-trellising growth habit as well as low 

requirement for soil nutrients (Motsa et al., 2015).  

Sweet potato is a food security crop (Ebregt et al., 2007; Lebot, 2008; Low et al., 

2017; Motsa et al., 2015) as it survives where staple crops totally fail. It therefore 

contributes to food availability by providing high output per unit of land. In the 

densely populated semi-arid plains of eastern Africa, sweet potato is often referred to 

as cilera abana, “protector of the child” (Byju and George, 2005) which alludes to the 

vital role it fulfils in thousands of villages where people depend on the crop to combat 

hunger.  

According to Lebot (2008), sweet potato has often been a lifesaver, for example it 

saved the Japanese nation when the typhoons destroyed all their rice fields just before 

world war I. During the early 1960s, China was plagued by famine and the 

availability of sweet potato saved millions of the population from starvation. The 

Orange Fleshed Sweet potato (OFSP) varieties played a major role in addressing 

hunger and drought mitigation after biotic stresses in different parts of the world, 

including after the floods in Mozambique in 2000. Its use as a lifesaver is evidence 
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that sweet potato is indeed a food security crop (Amajor et al., 2014; 

Bovell‐Benjamin, 2007; Ebregt et al., 2007).  

The crop is one of the most affordable and nutrient rich food crops in Sub-Saharan 

Africa which possess carbohydrates, vitamin A, vitamin C, fibre, iron, potassium and 

protein (Motsa et al., 2015; Woolfe, 1992). Bovell‐Benjamin (2007) reported that 

sweetpotato produces more edible energy than any other major food crop.  

Research findings have also shown that OFSP play an important role in combating 

vitamin A deficiencies in SSA particularly the OFSP varieties which contain high 

amounts of β-carotene, a precursor for vitamin A (Low et al., 2017; Motsa et al., 

2015).  

Research has also demonstrated that sweetpotato vines and non-commercial roots are 

important animal feed. The vines are reported to contain high protein content (16% 

crude protein) making them an ideal dairy and pig feed (Kabirizi et al., 2017; Low et 

al., 2017; Peters, 2008). 

2.4 Sweet potato production constraints  

Although sweet potato crop is vegetatively propagated, certain particularities related 

to seed production are somewhat different than with the potato crop. In most 

developing countries Kenya being no exception, there is no formal seed system. The 

crop in most parts of the world is propagated by stem cuttings. These cuttings are 

usually obtained from mature plants for the following season. In some parts of Sub-

Saharan Africa where unimodal patterns of rainfall exist, seed availability is a serious 

constraint (Gibson et al., 2009). Foliar cuttings can only be available for a short 

period of time and will be useless for a following dry season in which there is no 

cropping. 

Sweet potato has had low productivity in Kenya because of susceptibility of local 

varieties to sweet potato viral disease (SPVD) and weevils (Kivuva et al., 2014). Lack 

of clean vines is also one of the major yield limiting factors in sweet potato 

production. FAOSTAT (2017) shows sweet potato hectarage in Kenya to have 

remained and constantly oscillated from 58509 ha in 2013 to 61067 ha in 2014, 72162 

ha in 2015 and 47,184 ha in 2016 and 70821 in 2017. 
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Research has demonstrated that lack of sustainable seed systems is one of the major 

constraints to improving sweet potato productivity in SSA. A CIP survey of National 

Agricultural Research Systems (NARS) priority (Gibson et al., 2011; Fuglie, 2007) 

reported that “virus management, seed quality and supply systems,” was ranked as the 

highest priority for future research and development. CIP pro-poor research targeting 

further indicates that research on virus control in sweet potato through provision of 

clean planting material alone could yield rates of return of between 56 – 84 % 

depending on rate of adoption and adoption ceiling. 

2.5 Propagation of sweet potato 

Sweet potato is a perennial plant, but it is normally grown as an annual crop. It is 

traditionally propagated by vegetative method. Various planting materials are used to 

propagate sweet potato, like slip cuttings, cut tubers and vine cuttings. 

The sprouts or slips produced from storage roots prove excellent planting material for 

commercial farmers worldwide (Khan et al., 2008). Three types of transplants: 

sprouts, cut sprouts and vine cuttings are normally used in the sub-tropical and warm 

temperate areas (Edmond, 1971a; Daisy, 1998). 

Sprouts: these are entire plants, which arise and are pulled from the bedded roots. At 

the time they are ready for pulling, the above ground portion of the stems is 15-20cm, 

has 4-6 physiologically active leaves, and an underground portion with a developed 

extensive root system. Although they require somewhat shorter time for their 

development than do cut-sprouts and vine cuttings, their main disadvantage is that 

sprouts spread Fusarium wilt, black rot and soil rot or scurf from infected soils to the 

field. 

Cut sprouts are essentially the above ground portions of sprouts. The stems of 

individual plants are cut usually at or just below the level of the bedding media when 

the aboveground portion is about 18-25cm long. 

Vine cuttings are the terminal portions of plants growing in the plant bed or in the 

field. Usually, the stems are cut at the fifth or sixth node back from the terminal. In 

general, vine cuttings are used for the establishment of new plantings in tropical and 

subtropical regions, and in warm temperate regions adjacent to subtropical regions 

(Edmond, 1971). 
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Nair et al., (1989) reported that in Asia, sweet potato is propagated through vine 

cuttings obtained from either freshly harvested plants or a nursery. In Indonesia, 

farmers meet their planting material needs by taking apical vines from a previous crop 

or from stored roots (Jusuf et al., 1998). 

2.6 Importance of vine cutting 

Vine cuttings are better planting material in tropical regions than sprouts from tubers 

for several reasons. Firstly, plants derived from vine cuttings are free from soil-born 

diseases (Onwueme, 1978; Phills and Hill, 1984). Secondly, by propagating with vine 

cuttings the entire tuber harvest can be saved for consumption or marketing instead of 

reserving some of it for planting purposes. Thirdly, vine cuttings yield better than 

sprouts, and produce roots of more uniform size and shape. Cuttings from the shoot 

apex are considered better planting material than basal and middle vine cuttings 

(Shanmugavelu et al., 1972; Godfrey-Sam-Aggrey, 1974; Eronico et al., 1981; 

Villanueva, Jr., 1985; Choudhury et al., 1986; Villamayor, Jr and Perez, 1988; 

Balasurya, 1991; Schultheis and Cantliffe, 1994). 

Vine cuttings are commonly used to propagate sweet potato. Use of Vine cuttings for 

sweet potato propagation have numerous reasons including, free from soilborne 

diseases, better yield, more uniform size and shape. Accordingly apical cuttings were 

considered and appropriated than cutting of vines from the middle and basal portion 

of the stem (Shanmugavelu et al., 1972). In cutting of the vines, a length of 30cm is 

recommended since length of the vine cuttings affect root yield. It was established 

increase in length of vines tends to increase yield of sweet potato (Onwueme, 1978). 

Sprouts from roots are also used as means of propagation but they are not  

recommended because, poor yields are produced as compared to vine cuttings 

(Ikemoto, 1971). Productions of slips from the tuber before planting and successive 

cuttings of slips are recommended in some temperate countries where winter is not 

suitable for keeping vines growing for sweet potato cultivation. 

In tropics, where sweet potato continues luxurious vine growth in off season i.e., in 

summer, the use of vine cutting is commonly recommended as commercial method of 

propagation (Onwueme, 1978). Generally the farmers use different portion of vine 

cuttings as planting material. The portion and length of cutting may also have effects 

on growth and yield of sweet potato. 
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2.7 Nutritional requirements for sweet potato vine growth  

Generally, biomass in sweet potato is partitioned as storage roots (66%), foliage 

(32%) or fibrous roots (2%), (Hozyo et al., 1971; Somasundaram and Mithra, 2008). 

However, this biomass accumulation is divided into three phases, namely i) the initial 

phase of extensive growth of fibrous roots with limited vine growth ii) the middle 

phase where vines grow extensively and fast. Storage roots are initiated and there is a 

tremendous increase in green leaf area and iii) the final phase where bulking of 

storage roots occurs with very little growth of vines and fibrous roots. In this phase, 

initially the green leaf area stays constant and then decreases.  

Nutrients play a major role in the growth and development of higher plants. Sixteen 

elements are essential in plants and can be divided into two groups: the 

macronutrients (those required in relatively large quantities) including carbon, 

hydrogen, oxygen, Nitrogen, Phosphorus, potassium, Calcium, magnesium and Sulfur 

and the micronutrients (those required in small quantities) including iron, chlorine, 

manganese, Boron, zinc, copper and molybdenum. Usually only a small proportion of 

the total nutrient is available for uptake by the plant. Availability of many essential 

nutrients is affected by the pH. For instance, at high pH (alkaline nutrient solution), the 

solubility of P and many micronutrients (e.g. Fe, Mn, Zn and Cu) is greatly reduced, and 

the crop may experience deficiencies of these nutrients. At low pH (acid nutrient 

solution), the solubility of some elements, particularly P and Mo, is reduced, while that of 

Al and Mn may be increased to toxic levels. The plant‟s requirement of essential nutrients 

will increase as the plant accumulate more biomass. Nutrient omission pot experiments 

have revealed that sweetpotato vine yields were only limited to Nitrogen, Phosphorus, 

Sulfur, Calcium, Boron and Molybdenum (Taraken et al., 2010). 

2.8 Effect of number of nodes and cutting position of vine of sweet potato 

Ncube et al. (2019) worked on the effect of cutting position and vine pruning level on 

yield of sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas L.) and revealed that, both apical and middle 

cuttings give high yield in terms of storage roots and vines. 

Idoko et al. (2017) studied the effect of intra row spacing and portion of planting 

material on the growth and yield of sweet potato in Makurdi, Southern Guinea 

Savannah Agro-Ecological zone of Nigeria and showed that the apical portion of the 

planted vine produced highest vine length, number of leaves, number of branches, 
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fresh and dry fodder weight per hectare, root girth, root length, number of salable 

roots per plant and net yield. 

Dumbuya et al. (2017) conducted an experiment to study the effect of vine cutting 

length and potassium fertilizer rates on sweet potato growth and yield components 

and revealed that vine with the length of 30cm have more nodes (5,7) recorded 100% 

crop establishment and early rapid growth which translated into higher roots yield and 

greater marketable yields. 

Musyimi and Dau (2016) studied the effect of variety and size of stem cutting on flesh 

root yield and yield components of sweet potato. In four varieties K135, Bungoma, 

SPK004 and Mtwapa and four stem cutting sizes of 4, 6, 8 and 10 nodes studied and 

reported that cutting size of 6 nodes gave the same yield as the recommended size of 

eight nodes, and if adopted, farmers will be able to reduce the cost of planting 

materials. Finally, concluded that variety K135 can be promoted for adoption by 

farmers alongside with stem cutting size of six nodes. 

Munetsi (2015) worked on the effect of cutting position and vine pruning level on 

growth and yield of sweet potato (Ipomoes batatas L.) and reported that apical and 

middle cuttings can be used during the shortage of planting material and stated that 

apical cuttings recorded higher yield that middle vine cuttings. 

Kibrom et al. (2015) conducted an experiment to study the effect of number of nodes 

and storage duration of vine cuttings on growth, yield and yield components of sweet 

potato (Ipomoea batatas L.) at Jimma, Southwest Ethiopia and reported that vine with 

9 nodes gave significantly higher total tuber yield than nodes 5 and 7. 

Essilfie et al. (2015) conducted an experiment on number of nodes and part of vine 

cutting effect on the growth and yield of sweet potato (Ipomoes batatas L. Lam) in 

Transitional Zone of Ghana and revealed that among cuttings taken from the apical 

part with 4, 5, and 6 nodes, cuttings with 5 nodes apical portion gave high vegetative 

growth while cuttings with 6 nodes apical portion gave high yield and marketable 

tubers. 

Puran and Ronell (2014) studied the effects of initial stem nodal cutting strength on 

dry matter production and accumulation in cassava and reported that the normal 

farmer practice is to use cuttings between 15-40cm from old plant with a minimum of 
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3 to 5 nodes in order to achieve better germination and survival. The assumption is 

that a larger cutting has a higher opportunity for sprouting and developing due to the 

presence of more nodes and higher carbohydrate reserve. 

Nedunchezhiyan et al. (2012) reported that studies in Bangladesh showed that 

increasing the number of nodes per vine increased the number of vines per plant, the 

vine length and the root yield. 

Echoi (2011) was conducted a research work titled Yield effects of cassava (Manihot 

esculenta, L. Crantz) as affected by different stem cutting lengths in Makurdi, Nigeria  

and reported that shorter cutting length have fewer number of nodes and could be 

more susceptible to rapid dehydration as a result of the low level of carbohydrate 

reserve, thus prolonging days to establishment as well as growth and quality yield. 

Kenneth Richardson (2010) worked on evaluation of two different types of planting 

material for sweet potato production with two varieties ‘Antigua‟ and „Six Weeks‟ by 

comparing two-week-old rooted two-node cuttings and plants obtained from freshly 

cut 60 cm vine lengths and revealed that plants established in the field using rooted 

plantlets resulted in a higher number of marketable tubers and higher marketable tuber 

weights than plants generated from fresh unrooted vine cuttings. 

Nazim uddin (2006) investigated on effect of different parts of vine on the growth and 

yield of sweet potato with four sweet potato varieties viz. Kamala sundari, barisp-

5,barisp-6 and barisp-6 in combination with four types of vine and revealed that the 

different varieties, types of vines and their interaction showed significant influence on 

the survivability of the planted vines, length of the longest vines, fresh weight of 

vines, number of branches per plant, and weight of tuberous roots per plant and the 

yield of sweet potato. Further, Kamala sundari produced the highest yield (40.41 t/'ha) 

among the four varieties. Tip vine cuttings produced the maximum (41.13t/ha) yield 

followed by the middle vine (33.38 t/ha) and the basal vine produced the lowest yield 

(22.44 t/ha). From this he suggested terminal cuttings followed by middle cuttings are 

suitable for sweet potato production for getting higher production. 

Belehu et al. (2004) examined the origin and structure of adventitious roots in sweet 

potato (Ipomoea batatas) and revealed that the use of apical vine cuttings will 

contribute to improved crop establishment and increased yield. 
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Nair (2000) in manual of non wood forest produce plants of Kerala stated that bottom 

portion of vine which is used as planting material is usually thick and woody 

sometimes fails to establish and there is a greater chance of weevil incidence due to 

proximity with the crown portion where sweet potato weevil multiplies. 

Amoah (1997) examined the number of nodes per cutting and potassium fertilizer on 

the growth, yield and yield components of sweet potatoes (Ipomoea batatas Poir) and 

revealed that the vine cuttings should have at least five nodes for getting better yield. 

Alcoyl et al. (1993) worked on influence of planting material and time of harvest on 

plant to plant yield variability of sweet potato and indicated that apical cuttings 

showed superior performance over basal cuttings in terms of per cent Survival, early 

canopy development and onset of tuberous root initiation. Basal cuttings regardless of 

the variety resulted in greater number of non-marketable roots and also the variation 

on number of storage roots between plants was significantly reduced when bushy type 

(VSP 1) was used compared to the creeping type (VSP 5). Similary, harvesting at 105 

or 120 DAP resulted in marked reduction in plant to plant variability on number of 

storage roots, number of marketable roots and number of lateral branches. Further 

more, mean weight per storage root and weight of marketable roots were found to 

have significant positive correlation with root yield. 

A series of experiments were conducted in the Philippines to find out the effect of 

vine position (apical, middle and basal) and source of planting material (rejuvenated 

and recurrent) on growth and dry matter partitioning in sweet potato by De-silva and 

Premathilake (1992). The results indicated that the growth and yield parameters were 

higher with apical cuttings and rejuvenated vines as they had high physiological 

vigour. 

Mukhopathyay et al. (1990) examined the effect of planting materials on growth and 

yield of sweet potato and reported that apical vine portion is the best planting material 

because it produces more branches which resulted in production of higher root yield. 

Hendroatmodio (1990) worked on dry matter distribution and tuber yield of three 

sweet potato cultivars grown from apical and sub apical cuttings and observed that 

apical cutting increased early tuber growth. 
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Ghosh et al. (1988) suggested that cuttings obtained from apical and middle portion of 

vines are preferred for planting. Crop establishment was poor in basal cuttings while 

apical cuttings recorded better establishment. They also reported that sprouting was 

poor when basal cuttings are used as planting material. 

Choudhury et al. (1986) worked on the effect of number of nodes in different types of 

vine cutting on the growth and yield of sweet potato and suggested that apical cutting 

showed better performance and gave higher yield than middle portion of the stem 

cutting. 

Hossain et al. (1984) studied the effect of production method and planting materials 

on growth and yield of sweet potato and reported that type of planting materials have 

profound effect on the production of sweet potato. Higher growth and  yield were 

recorded from apical cutting than middle cutting. 

Chiappe et al. (1984) conducted an experiment to study the effects of depth of 

planting on the development and yield of sweet potato using different types of 

cuttings and reported that apical cuttings gave better crop establishment, vigorous 

growth and yield than middle portion vine cuttings. 

Bhuyan and Chowdhury (1984) studied the effects of three methods of planting and 

three types of cuttings on sweet potato growth and yield in sandy loam soil and 

reported apical cuttings produced higher yield than mid vine cuttings with 3 or 5 

nodes. 
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CHAPTER-3 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 

The experiment was conducted at the research farm of Sher-e-Bangla Agricultural 

University, Dhaka to study the effects of number of nodes and cutting position on 

morpho-physiological attribute and yield of sweet potato. Materials used and 

methodologies followed in the present investigation have been described in this 

chapter. 

3.1 Experimental period  

The experiment was conducted during the period from October 2019 to April 2020. 

3.2 Description of the experimental site 

3.2.1 Geographical location 

The experiment was conducted both in the Central Laboratory and Agronomy field of 

Sher-e-Bangla Agricultural University (SAU). The experimental site is geographically 

situated at 23°77ʹ N latitude and 90°33ʹ E longitude at an altitude of 8.6 meter above 

sea level (Anon., 2004). 

3.2.2 Agro-Ecological Zone 

The experimental field belongs to the Agro-ecological zone (AEZ) of “The Modhupur 

Tract”, AEZ-28 (Anon., 1988 a). This was a region of complex relief and soils 

developed over the Modhupur clay, where floodplain sediments buried the dissected 

edges of the Modhupur Tract leaving small hillocks of red soils as „islands‟ 

surrounded by floodplain (Anon., 1988 b). For better understanding about the 

experimental site has been shown in the Map of AEZ of Bangladesh in Appendix-I. 

3.2.3 Soil 

The soil texture was silty clay with pH 6.1. The morphological, physical and chemical 

characteristics of the experimental soil have been presented in Appendix- II. 
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3.2.4 Climate and weather 

The climate of the experimental site was subtropical, characterized by the winter 

season from November to February and the pre-monsoon period or hot season from 

March to April and the monsoon period from May to October (Edris et al., 1979). 

Meteorological data related to the temperature, relative humidity and rainfall during 

the experiment period of was collected from Bangladesh Meteorological Department 

(Climate division), Sher-e-Bangla Nagar, Dhaka and has been presented in Appendix-

III.  

3.3 Test crop 

Sweet potato variety namely BARI Misti Alu-12 was used as test crop for this 

experiment. The important characteristics of this variety is mentioned below: 

BARI Misti Alu-12  

BARI Misti Alu-12 was developed by Bangladesh Agriculture Research Institute 

(BARI), Gazipur, Bangladesh. It was developed by using several lines that were 

collected from International Potato Research Center in 2006 and evaluated in different 

regions of Bangladesh. The CIP 440001 line performed better and this line released as 

BARI Misti Alu-12. It was released in the year of 2013. The main characterise of the 

variety viz., Vine and leaf color green, skin of tuber yellow, flesh orange, average 

weight of tuber 160-180g. This variety is cultivated all regions of Bangladesh. It gives 

yield 35-40 t/ha. It's quite resistance weevil attract.  It contains Vitamin A 5800  

IU/100 g flesh and dry matter 29.46%. 

3.4 Tuber seed collection 

The tuber seed of BARI Misti Alu-12 was collected from tuber crops research center 

(TCRC) of bangladesh agricultural research institute (BARI), Joydeppure, Gazipur. 

3.5 Planting materials 

The experiment was carried out with the freshly detached vine cuttings of different 

length was used as planting material and were collected from the seed multiplication 

bed of the Sher-e-Bangla Agricultural University farm, Dhaka. 
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3.6 Experimental treatments 

The experiment was consisted of 9 treatments viz; 

T0= 3 nodes from top cut, 

T1= 3 nodes from middle cut, 

T2= 3 nodes from basal cut,  

T3= 5 nodes from top cut,  

T4= 5 nodes from middle cut,  

T5= 5 nodes from basal cut,  

T6= 7 nodes from top cut,  

T7= 7 nodes from middle cut and  

T8= 7 nodes from basal cut. 

3.7 Detail of experimental preparation 

3.7.1 Preparation of the experimental field 

The land was thoroughly ploughed to a depth of 15-20 cm and brought in to a fine 

tilth. Well decomposed FYM @ 10 t ha
-1

 was incorporated into the soil uniformly 

during the final ploughing as a basal application. The experimental area was divided 

in to plots of 2 × 1.8 m size. Irrigation channels of 0.5 m size were prepared between 

two plots. Cuttings were planted in the plots at a spacing of 60×30 cm and 5-7 cm 

depth. Standard recommended cultural practices were followed during the entire crop 

period. 

3.7.2 Experimental design 

The experiment was laid out in Randomized complete block design (RCBD) with 

three replications. There are 9 treatments and 27 unit plots. The unit plot size was 3.6 

m
2
 (2.0 m × 1.8 m). The blocks and unit plots were separated by 1.0 m and 0.50 m 

spacing, respectively. The layout of the experimental field was shown in Appendix- 

IV. 

3.7.3 Planting in the experimental field 

The cuttings procured for planting were prepared at 14
th

 November 2019, as per the 

treatments and planted. Care is taken while preparing the cuttings as they should meet 

the requirements of the 
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treatments. The cuttings which are prepared are planted on the base of the ridges in 

the plot. 

3.7.4 Fertilizer application  

The recommended dosage of N, P and K @ 60:25:50 kg ha
-1

 was applied in the form 

of Urea, Single Super Phosphate and Muriate of Potash respectively. The entire dose 

of Phosphorus, half dose of Potash and Nitrogen were applied as a basal dose. The 

remaining half dose of Nitrogen and Potash were applied at 25 days after planting of 

cuttings. 

3.8 Intercultural operations 

i. Weeding and earthing up 

The experimental site was kept free from weeds by periodical hand weeding and these 

were taken up at 30 and 60 days after planting of cuttings. Light earthing up was 

given at the time of each weeding operation to keep the soil in a porous condition. 

ii. Diseases and pest control 

The crop was almost free from diseases  and insect pests. A few weeks after planting 

the crop was slightly infested by caterpillar, which were controlled with the 

application of Ripcords 10 EC at a concentration of 1ml liter
-1

 and apply 3 times in 

total with 7 days intervals 

iii. Irrigation 

Regular irrigations were given at initial stage of the crop growth, further irrigations 

were provided at an interval of 7-10 days depending on the soil moisture condition. 

3.9 General observations of the experimental field  

Regular observations were made to see the growth stages of the crop. In general, the 

field looked nice with normal green plants, which were vigorous and luxuriant.  

3.10 Harvesting 

The crop was harvested at 25
th

 March 2020. Light irrigation was given one day prior 

to harvesting for easy lifting of tubers. Harvesting was done manually by digging 

followed by uprooting the invaded vine along with tubers. 

 



18 

 

3.11 Data collection  

The data were recorded on the following parameters 

a. Morpho-physiological attribute 

i. Vine length (cm) 

ii. Number of branches plant
-1

 

iii. Number of leaf plant
-1

 

iv. Chlorophyll content of leaf 

b. Yield attributes 

v. Number of tubers plant
-1

  

vi. Total weight of tuber plant
-1

 (g) 

vii. Weight of marketable tuber plant
-1

 (g) 

viii. Total weight of tuber plot
-1

  (kg) 

ix. Yield (t ha
-1

) 

x. Dry matter percentage of tuber root (%) 

3.12 Procedure of recording data 

i. Vine length (cm) 

Length of the vine was measured from cotyledonary node to the tip of the vine with 

the help of a scale and expressed in centimetres. It was measured at 50, 70 and 100 

DAP respectively. 

ii. Number of branches plant
-1

 

The numbers of branches on the randomly selected plant were counted and the 

averages were worked out to record the number of branches per plant. It was 

measured at 50, 70 and 100 DAP respectively. 

iii. Number of leaf plant
-1

 

The numbers of leaves on the randomly selected plant were counted and the averages 

were worked out to record the number of leaves per plant. 

iv. Chlorophyll content of leaf 

Chlorophyll content of leaf was measured by using SPAD meters. It was measured at 

50, 70 and 100 DAP respectively. 
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v. Number of tubers plant
-1 

Number of roots plant
-1 

was counted and the mean value was expressed in number. 

vi. Total weight of tuber plant
-1

 (g) 

Total weight of tuber roots per plant was calculated and the average was 

expressed in g 

vii. Weight of marketable tuber plant
-1

 (g) 

Total weight of marketable tuber plant
-1

 was calculated and the average was expressed 

in g. 

viii. Total weight of tuber plot
-1

 (kg) 

Total weight of tuber plot
-1

 was calculated and the average was expressed in kg. 

ix. Yield (t ha
-1

) 

The tuber yield per plot was initially computed by electronic balance and averages 

were estimated per hectare and expressed in tonnes. 

x. Dry matter percentage of tuber root (%) 

For dry matter measurement, about 100 g of sweet potato was collected for each 

variety and was oven-dried for about 24 h at 80 °C. Finally, the amount of root dry 

matter (%) was determined using the following equation: 

Dry matter (%) = Sample dry weight/Total sample weight × 100 

3.13 Data analysis technique 

The collected data were compiled and analyzed statistically using the analysis of 

variance (ANOVA) technique with the help of a computer package program named 

Statistix 10 Data analysis software and the mean differences were adjusted by Least 

Significant Difference (LSD) test at 5% level of probability (Gomez and Gomez, 

1984). 
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CHAPTER-4 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

Results obtained from the present study have been presented and discussed in this 

chapter with a view to investigate the effects of number of nodes and cutting position 

on morpho-physiological attribute and yield of sweet potato. The data are given in 

different tables and figures. The results have been discussed, and possible 

interpretations are given under the following headings. 

4.1 Morpho-physiological attribute 

4.1.1 Vine length 

Different number of node and cutting position significantly effect on vine length of 

sweet potato at different days after planting (Table 1). Experimental result revealed 

that the maximum vine length (75.64, 103.93 and 143.91 cm) at 50, 70 and 100 DAP, 

respectively were recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment which was 

statistically similar with T6 (7 nodes from top cut) treatment recorded vine length 

(74.22 and 141.61 cm) at 50 DAP and 100 DAP, respectively. Whereas the minimum 

vine length (48.41, 57.64 and 74.57 cm) at 50, 70 and 100 DAP, respectively were 

recorded in T8 (7 nodes from basal cut) treatment. The difference of vine length 

among treatments were due to reason that unlike basal cuttings, apical cuttings have 

new and active cells which support the development of lateral roots through the 

supply of auxin from growing apical point. Apical cuttings supply the establishing 

roots with starch stored in the stem cells since they have higher starch level than 

lignin. The growing tip of the apical cutting also grow nippily and support growth of 

new shoots that in turn photosynthesize to supply roots with photosynthates. Also 

young nodes near the vine apex result in fast growing lateral roots that bulk to form 

storage roots. Thus apical cutting gives vigour growth and the ability to root faster. 

These results are in conformity with the findings of Idoko et al. (2017) who reported 

that cuttings from terminal portion of the vine produced highest vine length. 
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Table 1. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on vine length of sweet 

    potato 

Treatments 
Vine length of sweet potato 

50 DAP 70 DAP 100 DAP 

T0 70.82 b 93.46 c 132.31 b 

T1 64.59 c 82.96 d 113.60 c 

T2 64.47 c 78.75 e 102.79 d 

T3 75.64 a 103.93 a 143.91 a 

T4 62.37 c 78.45 e 107.39 d 

T5 55.16 e 71.25 f 93.49 e 

T6 74.22 a 98.76 b 141.61 a 

T7 59.84 d 76.85 e 90.38 e 

T8 48.41 f 57.64 g 74.57 f 

LSD (00.05) 2.32 2.21 5.77 

CV (%) 2.10 1.55 3.00 

In a column means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. Here, T0= 3 nodes from top cut, T1= 3 nodes from 

middle cut, T2= 3 nodes from basal cut, T3= 5 nodes from top cut, T4= 5 nodes from middle cut, T5= 3 

nodes from basal cut, T6= 7 nodes from top cut, T7= 7 nodes from middle cut and T8= 7 nodes from 

basal cut. 

4.1.2 Number of branches plant
-1

 

Number of branches plant
-1

 was significantly affected by the number of nodes and 

position of vine cuttings at 50, 70 and 100 days after planting (Table 2). Experimental 

result revealed that the maximum number of branches plant
-1

 (10.33, 13.72 and 17.36) 

were recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment which was statistically similar 

with T6 (7 nodes from top cut) treatment recorded number of branches plant
-1

 (10.33) 

and with T0 (3 nodes from top cut) treatment recorded number of branches plant
-1

 

(9.93) at 50 DAP; with T6 (7 nodes from top cut) treatment recorded number of 

branches plant
-1

 (13.51) at 70 DAP; and with T6 (7 nodes from top cut) treatment 

recorded number of branches plant
-1

 (17.19)  and T0 (3 nodes from top cut) treatment 

recorded number of branches plant
-1

 (16.67). Whereas the minimum number branches 

plant
-1 

(5.80, 7.68 and 9.18) was recorded in T8 (7 nodes from basal cut.) treatment. 

The differences of number branches plant
-1 

might be due to differences in node 

number and vine part used as planting material. Similar results were reported by 

Mukhopathyay et al. (1990) stating that terminal cuttings along with cuttings from 
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middle portion of the vine are found to be the best planting materials for getting 

higher root yield which is as a result of production of higher number of vine branches. 

Table 2. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on number of branches 

    plant
-1

 of sweet potato 

Treatments 
Number of branches plant

-1
 of sweet potato 

50 DAP 70 DAP 100 DAP 

T0 9.93 a 13.31 b 16.67 a 

T1 7.70 b 11.13 c 14.80 b 

T2 7.53 bc 10.89 c 13.99 c 

T3 10.33 a 13.72 a 17.36 a 

T4 7.37 bc 10.50 d 13.55 cd 

T5 6.93 c 10.48 d 13.06 d 

T6 10.33 a 13.51 ab 17.19 a 

T7 7.13 bc 10.29 d 11.33 e 

T8 5.80 d 7.68 e 9.18 f 

LSD (00.05) 0.71 0.32 0.78 

CV (%) 5.04 1.61 3.02 

In a column means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. Here, T0= 3 nodes from top cut, T1= 3 nodes from 

middle cut, T2= 3 nodes from basal cut, T3= 5 nodes from top cut, T4= 5 nodes from middle cut, T5= 3 

nodes from basal cut, T6= 7 nodes from top cut, T7= 7 nodes from middle cut and T8= 7 nodes from 

basal cut. 

4.1.3 Number of leaves plant
-1

 

Number of leaves plant
-1

 of sweet potato was significantly influenced by the number 

of nodes and position of vine cuttings at 50, 70 and 100 days after planting (Table 3). 

Experimental result showed that the maximum number of leaves plant
-1

 (83.24, 

131.24 and 157.15) at 50, 70 and 100 DAP were recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) 

treatment which was statistically similar with T6 (7 nodes from top cut) treatment and 

T0 (3 nodes from top cut) treatment recorded number of leaves plant
-1

 (82.99 and 

81.59) at 50 DAP and with T0 (3 nodes from top cut) treatment recorded number of 

leaves plant
-1

 (129.53 and156.52) at 70 and 100 DAP. Whereas the minimum number 

of leaves plant
-1

 of sweet potato (41.86, 54.40 and 73.58) at 50, 70 and 100 DAP were 

recorded in T8 (7 nodes from basal cut) treatment. Top cuttings influences the number 

of leaves plant
-1

 of sweet potato could be due to the presences of optimum  number of 

nodes which might have enhanced the development of more roots, better and early 
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establishment of cuttings, rapid vine development, more branches and more leaf 

production. 

Table 3. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on number of leaves   

    plant
-1

 of sweet potato 

Treatments 
Number of leaves plant

-1
 of sweet potato 

50 DAP 70 DAP 100 DAP 

T0 81.59 a 129.53 ab 156.52 a 

T1 73.07 b 112.56 c 134.82 c 

T2 60.39 d 84.92 e 112.63 e 

T3 83.24 a 131.24 a 157.15 a 

T4 69.03 c 103.13 d 129.37 d 

T5 57.17 e 79.89 f 101.98 f 

T6 82.99 a 128.94 b 150.87 b 

T7 53.65 f 68.34 g 88.56 g 

T8 41.86 g 54.40 h 73.58 h 

LSD (00.05) 2.80 1.89 2.65 

CV (%) 2.42 1.10 1.24 

In a column means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. Here, T0= 3 nodes from top cut, T1= 3 nodes from 

middle cut, T2= 3 nodes from basal cut, T3= 5 nodes from top cut, T4= 5 nodes from middle cut, T5= 3 

nodes from basal cut, T6= 7 nodes from top cut, T7= 7 nodes from middle cut and T8= 7 nodes from 

basal cut. 

4.1.4 Chlorophyll content (SPAD value) 

Chlorophyll content (SPAD value) of sweet potato leaf was significantly differ due to 

the effect of nodes number and cutting position of vine (Figure 1). Experimental result 

showed that the maximum Chlorophyll content of sweet potato leaf (47.99, 51.70 and 

47.76) at 50, 70 and 100 DAP were recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment 

which was statistically similar with T6 (7 nodes from top cut) treatment recorded 

chlorophyll content of sweet potato leaf (47.75) at 50 DAP and with T6 (7 nodes from 

top cut) and T0 (3 nodes from top cut) treatment recorded chlorophyll content of sweet 

potato leaf (47.71 and 46.91) 100 DAP. Whereas the minimum chlorophyll content of 

sweet potato leaf (39.38, 43.68 and 41.77) at 50, 70 and 100 DAP were recorded in T8 

(7 nodes from basal cut) treatment. 
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In a graph means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. 

Figure 1. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on  chlorophyll content 

 of leaf of sweet potato.  

 

4.2 Yield attribute 

4.2.1 Number of tubers plant
-1

 

Different number of node and cutting position of vine significantly effect on number 

of tubers plant
-1

 at harvest (Figure 2). Experimental result showed that the maximum 

number of tubers plant
-1

 (5.15) was recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment 

whereas the minimum number of tubers plant
-1

 (3.12) was recorded in T8 (7 nodes from 

basal cut) treatment. Young nodes near the vine apex develop healthy performing root 

primordia and this might be the reason for terminal cuttings more productive as 

compared to middle and basal cuttings. The result obtained from the present study 

was similar with the findings of Belehu et al. (2004) and reported that the use of 

apical vine cuttings will contribute to improved crop establishment and increased 

yield. 
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In a graph means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. 

Figure 2. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on number of tubers 

 plant
-1

 of sweet potato. 

4.2.2 Total weight of tuber plant
-1 

(g) 

Total weight of tuber plant
-1

 of sweet potato was significantly influenced due to the 

effect of nodes number and cutting position of vine (Figure 3). Experimental result 

showed that the maximum total weight of tuber plant
-1

 of sweet potato (867.00 g) was 

recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment whereas the minimum total weight of 

tuber plant
-1

 of sweet potato (299.00 g) was recorded in T8 (7 nodes from basal cut) 

treatment. Basal cuttings had the lowest total weight of tuber plant
-1

 due to highly 

lignified cells of the cutting that probably resulted in poor root system for water and 

nutrient uptake to support vine growth. Whereas top cut with optimum number of 

nodes recorded higher tuber yield per plant might be due to maximum diameter and 

more number of tubers per plant as compared to rest of the treatments. 
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In a graph means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. 

Figure 3. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on total weight of tuber 

 plant
-1

 of sweet potato. 

4.2.3 Weight of marketable tuber plant
-1

 (g) 

Different number of node and cutting position significantly effect on weight of 

marketable tuber plant
-1

 (g) of sweet potato at harvest (Figure 4). Experimental result 

revealed that the maximum weight of marketable tuber plant
-1

 of sweet potato (802.00 

g) was recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment which might be due to more 

vigorous growth and actively growing part of the vine. Whereas the minimum weight 

of marketable tuber plant
-1

 of sweet potato (251.00 g) was recorded in T8 (7 nodes 

from basal cut) treatment. The present investigation was similar with the reports of 

Mukhopathyay et al. (1990) and indicated that terminal cutting ensure better rooting, 

establishment and faster shoot growth and also higher marketable tuber roots. 
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In a graph means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. 

Figure 4. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on weight of marketable 

 tuber plant
-1

 (g) of sweet potato.  

4.2.4 Total weight of tuber plot
-1

 (kg) 

Total weight of tuber plot
-1

 (kg) of sweet potato was significantly differ due to the 

effect of nodes number and cutting position of vine (Figure 5). Experimental result 

revealed that the maximum total weight of tuber plot
-1

of sweet potato (10 kg) was 

recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment which was due to maximum tuber 

diameter, higher tuber yield per vine as compare to rest of the treatments. Whereas the 

minimum total weight of tuber plot
-1

of sweet potato (3.25 kg) was recorded in T8 (7 

nodes from basal cut) treatment. The result obtained from the present study was 

similar with the findings of Essilfie et al. (2015) and revealed that among cuttings 

taken from the apical part with 4, 5, and 6 nodes, cuttings with 5 nodes apical portion 

gave high vegetative growth while cuttings with 6 nodes apical portion gave high 

yield and marketable tubers. Nedunchezhiyan et al. (2012) reported that that 

increasing the number of nodes per vine increased the number of vines per plant, the 

vine length and the root yield. 
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In a graph means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. 

Figure 5. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on total weight of tuber 

 plot
-1

 (kg) of sweet potato.  

4.2.5 Yield of tubers  (t ha
-1

) 

Different number of node and cutting position significantly effect on yield of tubers  (t 

ha
-1

) of sweet potato at harvest (Figure 6). Experimental result showed that the 

maximum yield of tubers of sweet potato (27.56 t ha
-1

) was recorded in T3 (5 nodes 

from top cut) treatment which was due to maximum tuber yield per plot as compared 

to rest of the treatments. Whereas the minimum yield of tubers of sweet potato (8.90 t 

ha
-1

) was recorded in T8 (7 nodes from basal cut) treatment. The result obtained from 

the present study was similar with the findings of Ncube et al. (2019) worked on the 

effect of cutting position and vine pruning level on yield of sweet potato (Ipomoea 

batatas L.) and revealed that, both apical and middle cuttings give high yield in terms 

of storage roots and vines. Munetsi (2015) also reported that apical and middle 

cuttings can be used during the shortage of planting material and stated that apical 

cuttings recorded higher yield that middle vine cuttings. 
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In a graph means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. 

Figure 6. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on tuber  yield of (t ha
-1

) 

 of sweet potato.  

4.2.6 Dry matter (%) of tuberous root 

Dry matter (%) of tuberous root of sweet potato was significantly differ due to the 

effect of nodes number and cutting position of vine (Figure 7). Experimental result 

revealed that due to different treatment the dry matter (%) of tuberous root of sweet 

potato ranges between (27-31 %). Among different treatment the maximum dry 

matter (30.85 %) of tuberous root of sweet potato was recorded in T3 (5 nodes from 

top cut) treatment whereas the minimum dry matter (27.60 %) of tuberous root of 

sweet potato was recorded in T8 (7 nodes from basal cut) treatment. The portion of 

vine cuttings from the shoot has influence in induction of rooting, establishment, 

faster shoot growth, thereby early smoother of crop to suppress weed growth and 

increasing yield which influences dry matter percentage of tuberous root of sweet 

potato. 
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In a graph means having similar letter(s) are statistically similar and those having dissimilar letter(s) 

differ significantly at 0.05 level of probability. 

Figure 7. Effect of number of nodes and cutting position on dry matter (%) of 

 tuberous root of sweet potato  
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CHAPTER-5 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

A field experiment was conducted at Sher-e-Bangla Agricultural University farm, 

Dhaka during the period from October 2019 to April 2020, to investigate the effects 

of number of nodes and cutting position on morpho-physiological attribute and yield 

of sweet potato. The experiment consisted nine treatments, and followed Randomized 

complete block design (RCBD) with three replications. Treatments (9) viz, T0= 3 

nodes from top cut, T1= 3 nodes from middle cut, T2= 3 nodes from basal cut, T3= 5 

nodes from top cut,  T4= 5 nodes from middle cut, T5= 3 nodes from basal cut, T6= 7 

nodes from top cut,  T7= 7 nodes from middle cut and  T8= 7 nodes from basal cut. 

Data on different parameters were collected for assessing results for this experiment 

and showed significant variation in respect of node number and cutting position of 

vine of sweet potato. 

In case of morpho-physiological attributes experimental result revealed that, the 

maximum vine length (75.64, 103.93 and 143.91 cm), number of branches plant
-1

 

(10.33, 13.72 and 17.36), number of leaves plant
-1

 (83.24, 131.24 and 157.15) and 

Chlorophyll content of sweet potato leaf (47.99, 51.70 and 47.76) at 50, 70 and 100 

DAP were recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment. Whereas the minimum 

vine length (48.41, 57.64 and 74.57 cm), minimum number branches plant
-1 

(5.80, 

7.68 and 9.18), number of leaves plant
-1

 of sweet potato (41.86, 54.40 and 73.58) and 

chlorophyll content of sweet potato leaf (39.38, 43.68 and 41.77) at 50, 70 and 100 

DAP were recorded in T8 (7 nodes from basal cut) treatment. 

In case of yield attributes, the maximum number of tubers plant
-1

 (5.15), total weight 

of tuber plant
-1

 of sweet potato (867.00 g), weight of marketable tuber plant
-1

 of sweet 

potato (802.00 g), total weight of tuber plot
-1

of sweet potato (10 kg), yield of tubers of 

sweet potato (27.56 t ha
-1

) and dry matter (30.85 %) of tuberous root of sweet potato 

were recorded in T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment. Whereas the minimum number 

of tubers plant
-1

 (3.12), total weight of tuber plant
-1

 of sweet potato (299.00 g), weight 

of marketable tuber plant
-1

 of sweet potato (251.00 g), total weight of tuber plot
-1

of 

sweet potato (3.25 kg), yield of tubers of sweet potato (8.90 t ha
-1

) and dry matter 
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(27.60 %) of tuberous root of sweet potato were recorded in T8 (7 nodes from basal 

cut) treatment. 

Conclusion 

It could be concluded from the present investigation that, number of nodes and cutting 

position significantly influences the growth and yield of sweet potato cv. BARI Sweet 

potato-12. Among different treatment T3 (5 nodes from top cut) treatment perform 

well and recorded the maximum number of tubers plant
-1

 (5.15), total weight of tuber 

plant
-1

 (867.00 g), weight of marketable tuber plant
-1

 (802.00 g), total weight of tuber 

plot
-1

 (10 kg), yield of tubers (27.56 t ha
-1

) and dry matter (30.85 %) of tuberous root 

of sweet potato comparable to other treatments. Thus for propagating of sweet potato 

through vine, 5 node from top cut is suitable for achieving higher yield. 

Recommendations  

The following recommendations are proposed here under:  

 Before making final conclusion, further trials with the same treatment 

combinations with different varieties on different locations of Bangladesh 

would be useful. 

  

Direction for future research work 

 The best treatments of present experiment can be used with different organic 

and Inorganic feritlizers for standardizing nutrient management. 

 The best treatments of present investigation can be treated with different plant 

growth regulators and bio-stimulants to study their influence on growth and 

tuber yield. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



33 

 

REFERENCES 

Alcoy, A B., Garciaz, A. G., Baldosz, D. P., Robles, R. P. and Cuyno, R.V. (1993). 

Influence of planting material and time of harvest on plant to plant yield 

variability of Sweet Potato (Ipomea batatus (L.) Lam). Pllilipp. J. Crop Sci. 

18(3): 187-193. 

Amajor, J. U., Oti, E., Ekeledo, N., Omodamiro, R., Amajor, E. E., and Aniedu, C. 

(2014). Studies on the Characteristic Properties of Fermented, Sun-Dried 

Orange Fleshed Sweet Potato Flour. Nigerian Food J. 32(1): 45-53. 

Ambe J. T. (1997). Response of Sweet potato (Ipomea batatas (L) Lam.) to seedbed 

preparation in high rainfall forest zone of Cameroon. African J. Root and 

Tuber Crops. 3(1): 22-23. 

Amoah, F. M. (1997). The effect of number of nodes per cutting and potassium 

fertilizer on the growth, yield and yield components of sweet potatoes 

(Ipomoea batatas Poir). Department of Crop Science, University of Ghana, 

Legon, Ghana. 

Anonymous. (1988 a). The Year Book of Production. FAO, Rome, Italy. 

Anonymous. (1988 b). Land resources appraisal of Bangladesh for agricultural 

development. Report No.2. Agro-ecological regions of Bangladesh, UNDP 

and FAO. pp. 472–496. 

Anonymous. (2004). Effect of seedling throwing on the grain yield of wart landrice 

compared to other planting methods. Crop Soil Water Management Program 

Agronomy Division, BRRI, Gazipur-1710. 

Anyaegbunam, H. N., Asumugha, G. N., Mbanasor, E. O., Ezulike, T. O. and Nwosu, 

K. I. (2008). Guide to Improved Sweet Potato Production in Nigeria. National 

Root Crops Res. Ins. Umu. Ext. Guide. 24: 1-9. 

Balasurya, G. (1991). Socioeconomic aspects of sweet potato production in Sri Lanka. 

In: Sweet potato cultivars of Asia and South Pacific. Proc. 2
nd 

Annu. 

UPWARD Int. Conf., Los Banos, Philippines. pp.261-267. 



34 

 

BARI (Bangladesh Agricultural Research Institute). (2019). Annual Report. 2018–19; 

On-Farm Research Division; Bangladesh Agricultural Research Institute: 

Gazipur, Bangladesh. pp. 402. 

BBS (2021). Statistical year book of Bangladesh. Statistics Division, ministry of 

planning, government of the people republic of Bangladesh, Dhaka. pp. 366-

384. 

Belehu, T., Hammes, P. S. and Robertse, P. J. (2004). The origin and structure of 

adventitious roots in sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas). Australian J. Bot. 52: 

551-558. 

Bhuyan, M. A. J. and Chowdhury, A. R. (1984). Effect of methods of planting and 

types of cutting on the growth and yield of sweet potato. Bangladesh J. Agric. 

Res. 9(1):27-32. 

Bovell‐Benjamin, A. C. (2007). Sweet Potato: A Review of its Past, Present, and 

Future Role in Human Nutrition. In Adv. food and nut. Res. 52: 1-59. 

Byju, G. and George, J. (2005). Potassium nutrition of sweet potato. Adv. Hort. Sci. 

19(4): 221-239. 

Chiappe, L., Wieland, E and Villagarcia, M. (1984). Effect of depth of planting on the 

development and yield of sweet potato using different types of cuttings. Sixth 

Symposium of the International Society for Tropical root crops. Lima, Peru. 

pp. 559. 

Choudhury, S. H., Ahmed, S. V. and Sharfuddin, A. F. M. (1986). Effect of number 

of nodes in different. types of vine cuttings on the growth and yield of sweet 

potato. Bangladesh Hort. 14(1): 29-33. 

Cobley L. S. and Steele W. M. (1983). An Introduction to the Botany of Tropical 

Crops. Second edition Longman Group Limited. London and New York. 

Daisy, E. K. (1998). Sweet Potatoes. Pp 2-16; in Root Crops (Natural Resources 

Institute). Revised by E. G. B. Gooding; Tropical Development and Research 

Institute 127 Clerkwell Road, London EC1R 5DB Overseas Development 

Administration. 



35 

 

De-silva, K. P. U. and Premathilake, A. (1992). Effect of vine position and 

source/type of planting material on growth and dry matter partitioning in 

sweet potato. Southeast Asia Programme for Potato Research and 

Development. Manila. (Philippines). Compilation of annual reports July 1991-

June 1992; Volume 2 Sweet potato; Manila (Philippines) SAPPRAD. Sep 

1992. Pp: 93-98. 

Dumbuya, G., Sarkodie-Addo, J., Daramy, M.A. and Jalloh, M. (2017). Effect of vine 

cutting length and potassium fertilizer rates on sweet potato growth and yield 

components. Int. J. Agric. Forest. 7(4): 88-94. 

Ebregt, E., Struik, P. C., Odongo, B., and Abidin, P. E. (2007). Piecemeal versus one-

time harvesting of sweet potato in north-eastern Uganda with special reference 

to pest damage. NJAS - Wageningen J. Life Sci. 55(1): 75–92. 

Echoi, E. E. (2011). Yield effects of cassava (Manihot esculenta, L. Crantz) as 

affected by different stem cutting lengths in Makurdi, Nigeria. B.Sc Project, 

Department of Crop Production, University of Agriculture, Makurdi, Benue 

State, Nigeria. 

Edmond, J. B. (1971a). Field Production Practices and Operations. In Edmond, J. B. 

and Ammerman, G. R., (Ed.) Sweet potato: Production. Processing and 

Marketing. AVI Publishing Co. Inc., Westport, Connecticut. pp.334. 

Edris, K. M., Islam, A. M. T., Chowdhury, M. S. and Haque, A. K. M. M. 

(1979).Detailed Soil Survey of Bangladesh, Dept. Soil Survey, BAU and 

Govt. Peoples Republic of Bangladesh. pp. 118. 

Eronica, C. A., Escalado, R. G. and Trenuela, R. M. (1981). Effect of different 

portions and length of storage of vine cuttings on the growth and yield of 

sweet potato. Ann. Trop. Rex. 3: 144-149. 

Essilfie, M. E., Dapaah, H. K., Tevor, J. W. and Darkwa, K. (2015). Number of nodes 

and part of vine cutting effect on growth and yield of sweet potato (Ipomoes 

batatas L. Lam) in Transitional Zone of Ghana. Int. J. Plant and Soil Sci. 9(5): 

1-14. 



36 

 

FAO (Food and Agriculture Organization). 2004. FAOSTAT-Database Result 228. 

Records of sweet potato production 2002-2004, FAO, Rome. 

FAOSTAT (Food and Agriculture Organization Statistics). (2020). Production and 

area harvested statistics for sweet potato. 

FAOSTAT. (2017). Food and Agriculture Data; Food and Agriculture Organization of 

the United Nations: Rome, Italy. Available online: http://www.fao.org/faostat 

/en/#data /QC (accessed on 3 January 2021). 

Fuglie, K. O. (2007). Research priority assessment for the CIP 2005-2015 strategic 

plan: Projecting impacts on poverty, employment, health and environment. J. 

Potato Res. 84: 353. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02987182. 

Ghosh, S. P., Ramanujam, T., Jos, J. S., Moorthy, S. N. and Nair, R. G. (1988). Tuber 

Crops. Oxford and IBH Publishing co. Pvt. Ltd. New Delhi. pp: 149-208. 

Gibson, R. W., Mwanga, R. O. M. , Namanda, S. , Jeremiah, S. C. and Barker, I. 

(2009). Review of sweetpotato seed systems in East and Southern Africa. 

International Potato Center (CIP), Lima, Peru. Integrated Crop Management 

Working Paper. pp. 48. 

Gibson, R.W, Namanda, S. and Sindi, K. (2011). Sweetpotato seed systems in East 

Africa. J Sustain. Agric. 35: 870–844. 

Godfrey-Sam-Aggrey, W. (1974). Effects of cutting lengths on sweet potato yields in 

Sierra Leone. Expt. Agri. 10: 33-37. 

Gomez, M. A. and Gomez, A. A. (1984). Statistical procedures for Agricultural 

Research. John Wiley and sons. New York, Chichester, Brisbane, Toronto. pp. 

97-129, 207-215. 

Hahn S. K. (1977). Sweet Potato. In Ecophvsiologv o f Tropical Crops. Academic 

Press Inc. New York, San Francisco, London. pp.  237-248. 

Hahn, S. K. and Hozyo, Y. (1984). Sweet potato. In: the physiology of tropical field 

crops. eds. Goldworthy, P. R. and Fisher. N. M. pp: 551 – 558.  



37 

 

Hall, M. R. (1987). Shoot duration pre-sprouting enhances sweet potato post 

production. Hort. Sci. 22: 314. 

Hendroatmodio K. H. (1990). Dry matter distribution and tuber yield of three sweet 

potato cultivars grown from apical and sub apical cuttings. Penelitian-

palawija. 5(1): 48-59. 

Horton E. D.(1989). Recent trends in World Sweet Potato Production and Use. Pp 17-

32 in Sweet Potato Research and Development for Small Farmers, (eds.) 

Kenneth T Mackay, Manuel K. Paloma and Rolinda T Samico. Pub. 

SEAMEO - SEARCA. Philippines. pp. 391. 

Horton, D., Prain, G. and Gregory, P. (1989). High level investment returns for global 

sweet potato research and development. Int. Potato Cen. Cir. 17(3): 1-5. 

Hossain, M. M., Siddique, M. A. and Rashid, M. M. (1984). Effect of production 

methods and planting materials on growth and yield of sweet potato. The 

Punjab Veg. grower. 17: 25-28. 

Hozyo, Y., Murata, T., and Yoshida, T. (1971). Development of tuberous roots in 

grafting sweet potato plants, (Ipomoea batatas Lam.) Tokyo Nat. Inst. Agr. 

Sci. 10: 7-9. 

ICAR (Indian Council of Agricultural Research). (2007). Handbook of Agriculture. 

Idoko, J. A., Osang, P. O. and Akaakase, I. (2017). Effect of vine cutting length and 

angle of planting on the growth and yield performance of sweet potato in 

Makurdi, Southern Guinea Savannah Agro-Ecological Zone of Nigeria. Int. J. 

Novel Res. Life Sci. 4(3). pp: 1-8. 

Ikemoto, S. (1971). Studies on the direct planting of sweetpotato. Bull. Chugoku 

National Agric. Exp., Stat. 20: 117-156. 

Islam, M. S., Yoshimoto, M., Terahara, N., Yamakawa, O. (2002). Anthocyanin 

compositions in sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas L.) leaves. Biosci. Biotechnol. 

Biochem. 66: 2483–2486. 



38 

 

Islam, S. (2006). Sweetpotato (Ipomoea batatas L.) leaf: Its potential effect on human 

health and nutrition. J. Food Sci. 71: R13–R121. 

Jusuf, M., Widodo, Y. and Antarlina S. S. (1998). Problems and Subject o f Sweet 

Potato and Utilization in Indonesia. Pp. 87- 101 in Proceedings of 

International Workshop on Sweet Potato. Production Systems Toward the 21st 

Century. (Eds.) D. R. La-Bonte, M. Yamashita and H. Mochida. Published by 

Deputy of Upland Farming, KNAES Yokoichi, Japan. 

Kabirizi, J., Lule, P., Kyalo, G., Mayanja, S., Ojakol, J. and Lukuyu, B. (2017). 

Sweetpotato Silage Manual for Smallholder Farmers. PP. 1-24. 

Kenneth Richardson V. A. (2010). Evaluation of two different types of planting 

material for sweet potato production. Gladstone road agricultural centre. Crop 

research report no. 3. 

Khan, V. A., Stevens, C., Fyffe, A. E., Rhoden, E. G., Bartlett, J. R., Kittrell, D. M. 

and Peek, W. (2008). The use of plasticulture technology in sweetpotato 

production. . In: Recent Advances in Agriculture. C. Stevens and V. Khan 

(Eds.). Research Signpost, Karalla, India (Publishers). pp.211-237. 

Kibrom, B., Amsalu, N. and Merkeb, G. 2015. Effect of number of nodes and storage 

duration of vine cuttings on growth, yield and yield components of sweet 

potato (Ipomoea batatas L.) at Jimma, Southwest Ethiopia. J. Bio. Agric. 

Health care. 5(22): 51-64. 

Kivuva, B. M., Yencho, C. G., Sibiya, J., Musembi, F. J., and Githiri, S. M. (2014). 

Assessment of Production Constraints and Farmers ‟ Preferences for Sweet 

Potato Genotypes. J. Plant Breeding and Genetics. 02(01): 15-29. 

Lebot, V. (2008). Tropical root and tuber crops: cassava, sweetpotatoes, yams and 

aroids. Crop Prod. Sci. Hort. 17: 2-7. 

Low, J. W., Mwanga, R. O. M., Andrade, M., Carey, E., and Ball, A. M. (2017). 

Tackling vitamin A deficiency with biofortified sweetpotato in sub-Saharan 

Africa. Global Food Sec. 14(1): 23-30. 



39 

 

Ministry of Agriculture (M.O.A.) (1988). Sweet potato. Pp. 9-15 in: Food production 

and Utilization Training Course Resource Materials, 27th December 1987-8 

January 1988. F. Osei-Opare, J. D. Nsarkoh and A. N. Aryeetey eds. Ministry 

of Agriculture, Ghana. 

Motsa, N. M., Modi, A. T., and Mabhaudhi, T. (2015). Sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas 

L.) as a drought tolerant and food security crop. South African J. Sci. 111 (11): 

1-9. 

Mukhopathyay, S. K., Sen, H. and Hana, P. K. (1990). Effect of planting materials on 

growth and yield of sweet potato. J. food crops. 16(2): 119-222. 

Munetsi, M. 2015. Effect of cutting position and vine pruning level on growth and 

yield of sweet potato (Ipomoes batatas L.) BSc Thesis. Midlands State 

University, Zimbabwe. 

Musyimi, B.M. and Dau, M. (2016). Effect of variety and size of stem cutting on flesh 

root yield and yield components of sweet potato. J. Agric. Sci. Techn. 2(6): 

175-179. 

Nair, E. M. (2006). Agro-techniques and planting material production in sweet potato. 

In: Byju G, (Ed.) Quality planting material production in tropical tuber crops. 

Central tuber crops research institute. Thiruvamanthapuram, India. pp. 55-58. 

Nair, G. M., Ravindran, C. S., Moorthy S. N., and Ghosh S. P. (1989). Sweet potato 

indigenous technologies and recent advances of production, processing and 

utilization in India. Pp. 301-312 In sweet Potato research and Development for 

small Farmers. Ed. by Mackey, T. K., Paloma, K. M. and Sanico, T. R. Pub. 

by SEAMEO - SEARCA, College, Laguna, the Philippines. 

Nair, K. N. (2000). Manual of Non wood forest produce plants of kerala. Kerala 

Forest Research Institute, Kerala India. pp: 268-270. 

Nazim Uddin, M. D. S. K. (2006). Effect of different parts of vine on the growth and 

yield of sweet potato. Department of crop botany Bangladesh Agricultural 

University, Mymensingh. 



40 

 

Ncube. N. Mutetwa, M. and Mtaita, T. (2019). Effect of cutting position and vine 

pruning level on yield of sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas L.). J. Aridland Agric. 

5: 1-5. 

Nedunchezhiyan, M., Byju, G. and Jata, S. K. (2012) Sweet potato agronomy. Fruit, 

Vegetable and Cereal Sci. Biotech. 6(1): 1-10. 

Onwueme, C. and Sinha, T. D. (1991). Field crop production in tropical Africa. 

Technical centre for Agriculture and rural cooperation CTA publication, Ede. 

The Netherlands. pp. 293. 

Onwueme, I. C. (1978). The tropical tuber crops. Yam, Cassava, Sweetpotato and 

Cocoyams. New York: John Wiley and Sons. Sci. Res. 6(15): 3-97. 

Opena, R. T., Takagi, H., and Tsou, S. C. S. (1989). AVRDC Sweet Potato 

Improvement Program. Pages 107-118 in Sweet Potato Research and 

Development for Small Farmers, (eds.) Kenneth T Mackay, Manuel K. 

Paloma and Rolinda T Samico. Pub. SEAMEO - SEARCA. Philippines. pp. 

391. 

Otoo, J. A., Missah A., Osei, C., Carson, A. G., Alhaassan A. Y., Taah, J. K., 

Frimpong-Manso, P. P., Asubonteng, K. O., and Ankoma. (1998). 

Performance of sweet potato in different agro-ecologies in Ghana. Trop. 

Agric. 75(1): 25-28. 

Peters, D. (2008). Assessment of the Potential of Sweetpotato as Livestock Feed in 

East Africa: Rwanda, Uganda, and Kenya. A report presented to The 

International Potato Center (CIP) in Nairobi, (July). pp. 64. 

Phills, B. R. and Hill, W. A. (1984). Sweet potato propagation. A macro propagation 

of the sweet potato. The sweet potato for the space mission. Carver Res found. 

Tuskegee University Tuskegee AL. 

Puran, B. and Ronell, S. H (2014). Effect of initial stem nodal cutting strength on dry 

matter production and accumulation in cassava. J. plant breeding and crop sci. 

6(6): 64-72. 



41 

 

Purseglove, J. W. (1987). Tropical Crops: Dicotyledons Vol. 1 and 2 combined. 

Longman Group Ltd., England. pp. 719. 

Ray, C. S., Antony, E., Singh, R., Kar, G. and Verma, H. N. (2001). Source and 

relationship in sweetpotato under different irrigation regimes. J. Root Crops. 

27(1):164-168. 

Rumbaoa, R.G.O., Cornago, D. F. and Geronimo, I. M. (2009). Phenolic content and 

antioxidant capacity of Philippine sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas) varieties. 

Food Chem. 113: 1133–1138. 

Schuthesis, J. R., Cantliffe, D. J. and Buyan, H. H. (1994). Early plant growth from 

seed, vegetative cuttings and somatic embryos. J. Am. Soc. Hort. Sci. 

119:1104-1115. 

Setijati S., Niniek W. S., Sakat D., and Roekmini S. (1981). Ipomoea batatas (L.). pp. 

68-69 in Root and Tuber Crops. IBPGR Secretariat. Rome. English version 

written by Made Sri Prana and Sarkat Danimihardja. (eds) Charles H. 

Lamoureux and Mien A. Rifai. 

Shanmugavelu, K. G. (1972). Effect of time of planting and type of planting material 

on the yield of sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas). South Ind. Hort. 20: 55-58. 

Shanmugavelu, K. G., Thamburaj, S., Shamugam, A. and Gopalaswamy, N. (1972). 

Effect of time of planting and type of planting material on the yield of 

sweetpotato (Ipomoea batatas). South India Hort. 20: 55-58. 

Sowley, E. N. K. (1999). Etiology of Storage Rot of Sweet Potato (Ioomoea batatas 

CL.) Lam) and its Control by Curing. A thesis presented to the Department of 

Crop Science, University of Ghana Legon. pp. 120. 

Szalay, J. (2017). Sweet Potatoes: Health Benefits, Risks & Nutrition Facts. Live 

Science. Available online: https://www.livescience. com/45838-potato-

nutrition.html (accessed on 3 January 2021). 

 

 



42 

 

Taraken, I. T., Kapal, D., Sirabis, W., and Bailey, J. (2010). Nutrient deficiencies 

limiting the growth of sweetpotato vines on important soil types in the 

highlands of Papua New Guinea. In 19th World Congress of Soil Science, Soil 

Solutions for a Changing World, 1–6 August 2010, Brisbane, Australia. pp. 

90-93. 

Tewe, O. O., Ojenyi, F. E., Abu, O. A. (2003). Sweet potato production, utilization 

and marketing in Nigeria. Social sciences Department. International potato 

centre (CIP) Lima Peru. pp. 44. 

Tortoe, C. (2010). Microbial deterioration of white variety Sweet potato (Ipomoea 

batatas) under different storage structures. Int. J. plant Biol. 1(1): 10-15. 

Villamayor Jr. F. G. and Perez, R. D. (1988). Effect of mixed planting of various parts 

of sweet potato vine on yield. Radix 10: 7-9. 

Villanueva, Jr. M. R. (1985). Technology of sweet potato production in Southeast 

Asia. Radix. 7: 8-12. 

Woolfe, J. A. (1992). Sweet potato : An untapped food resource. Cambridge 

University Press. 

Yoshimoto, M., Okuno, S., Yoshinaga, M., Yamakawa, O., Yamaguchi, M. and 

Yamada, J. (1999). Antimutagenicity of sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas) roots. 

Biosci. Biotechnol. Biochem. 63: 537–541. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



43 

 

APPENDICES 

Appendix I. Map showing the experimental location under study 

 

 

 

 

 

=Experimental location 
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Appendix II. Soil characteristics of the experimental field 

A. Morphological features of the experimental field 

Morphological features Characteristics 

AEZ AEZ-28, Modhupur Tract 

General Soil Type Shallow Red Brown Terrace Soil 

Land type High land 

Location Sher-e-Bangla Agricultural University 

Agronomy research field, Dhaka 

Soil series Tejgaon 

Topography Fairly leveled 

 

B. The initial physical and chemical characteristics of soil of the experimental 

site (0 - 15 cm depth) 

Physical characteristics 

Constituents Percent 

Clay 29 % 

Sand 26 % 

Silt 45 % 

Textural class Silty clay 

Chemical characteristics 

Soil characteristics Value 

Available P (ppm) 20.54 

Exchangeable K (mg/100 g soil) 0.10 

Organic carbon (%) 0.45 

Organic matter (%) 0.78 

pH 5.6 

Total nitrogen (%) 0.03 
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Appendix III. Monthly meteorological information during the period from   

            October, 2019 to April 2020.  

 

Year Month 

Air temperature (
0
C) 

Relative humidity 

(%) 

Total 

rainfall 

(mm) 
Maximum Minimum 

2019 

October 31.2 23.9 76 52 

November 29.6 19.8 53 00 

December 28.8 19.1 47 00 

2020 

January 25.5 13.1 41 00 

February 25.9 14 34 7.7 

March 31.9 20.1 38 71 

April 32.7 23.8 74 168 

                                                         (Source: Metrological Centre, Agargaon, Dhaka (Climate Division) 
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Appendix IV. Layout of the experimental field 

 

R1  R2  R3 

 

T0 
 T7  T3 

 

T1  T8  T7 

 

T2  T6  T0 

 

T3  T0  T6 

 

T4  T1  T1 

 

T5  T2  T8 

                   0.50m 

T6 
 

T3  T5 

                       2.0 m 

T7  T4  T4 

 

T8 1m T5 1m T2 
 

 

LEGENDS 

T0= 3 nodes from top cut, T1= 3 nodes from middle cut, T2= 3 nodes from 

basal cut, T3= 5 nodes from top cut,  T4= 5 nodes from middle cut, T5= 3 

nodes from basal cut, T6= 7 nodes from top cut,  T7= 7 nodes from middle 

cut and  T8= 7 nodes from basal cut 
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Appendix V. Analysis of variance of the data of vine length of sweet potato at 

            different days after planting 

Mean square of  vine length at 

Source Df 50 DAP 70 DAT 1000 DAP 

Replication (R) 2 4.695 6.849 10.63 

Treatment 8 235.641** 619.208** 1732.55** 

Error 16 1.799 1.637 11.12 

Total 26    

**: Significant at 0.01 level of probability   

Appendix VI. Analysis of variance of the data of branches plant
-1

 of sweet potato 

            at different days after planting 

Mean square of  branches plant
-1

 at 

Source Df 50 DAP 70 DAT 1000 DAP 

Replication (R) 2 4.93481 0.3060 0.5741 

Treatment 8 8.22676** 11.4207** 22.6941** 

Error 16 0.16731 0.0332 0.1816 

Total 26    

**: Significant at 0.01 level of probability   

Appendix VII. Analysis of variance of the data of number of leaves plant
-1

 of    

             sweet potato at different days after planting 

Mean square of  number of leaves plant
-1

 at 

Source Df 50 DAP 70 DAT 1000 DAP 

Replication (R) 2 2.318 0.12 1.09 

Treatment 8 646.541** 2460.49** 2784.09** 

Error 16 2.621 1.19 2.34 

Total 26    

**: Significant at 0.01 level of probability   
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Appendix VIII. Analysis of variance of the data of leaves chlorophyll content   

                plant
-1

 of sweet potato at different days after planting 

Mean square of  number of leaves plant
-1

 at 

Source Df 50 DAP 70 DAT 1000 DAP 

Replication (R) 2 6.1442 1.7185 0.2905 

Treatment 8 32.9371** 24.2941** 12.8182** 

Error 16 0.5120 0.4620 0.2712 

Total 26    

**: Significant at 0.01 level of probability   

Appendix IX. Analysis of variance of the data of number of tubers plant
-1

,    

             total weight of tuber plant
-1

 and weight of marketable tuber   

             plant
-1 

of sweet potato  

Mean square of  number of leaves plant
-1

 at 

Source Df 
Number of tubers 

plant
-1

 

Total weight of 

tuber plant
-1

 

Weight of 

marketable tuber 

plant
-1

 

Replication (R) 2 0.53404 397.4 703.0 

Treatment 8 1.32410** 94726.8** 90920.5** 

Error 16 0.01031 536.9 817.4 

Total 26    

**: Significant at 0.01 level of probability   

Appendix X. Analysis of variance of the data of total weight of tuber plot
-1

, yield 

           of tubers and dry matter (%) of tuberous root of sweet potato  

Mean square of  number of leaves plant
-1

 at 

Source Df 
Total weight of 

tuber plot
-1

 
Yield of tubers 

Dry matter (%) of 

tuberous root 

Replication (R) 2 0.3220 0.844 0.14658 

Treatment 8 16.6472** 127.594** 3.37651** 

Error 16 0.1113 0.446 0.21064 

Total 26    

**: Significant at 0.01 level of probability   
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PLATES 

 

Plate 1: Photograph showing data collection 

 

 

Plate 2: Photograph showing harvesting of sweet potato tuber plot
-1
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Plate 3: Photograph showing weighting of sweet potato tuber plant
-1

   

 

 

Plate 4: Photograph showing weighting of sweet potato tuber plot
-1

   

 

 

 

 

 

 


