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Abstract
Potato (Solanum tuberosum L.) is a versatile crop given its adaptation, production 
capacity and utilization, and therefore valuable in many different countries. In 
Kenya, potato is mainly grown by smallholder farmers for food and cash. Access 
to quality seed of adapted and acceptable varieties was limited. This led to pub-
lic–private partnerships with European seed companies working independently or 
with their Kenyan counterparts in introducing high-quality seed of new varieties. 
Some of these showed improved yield, quality and disease resistance. However, 
some European varieties were less adapted to the short photoperiods prevailing 
in Kenya than the late blight-resistant elite clones from South America, intro-
duced by the International Potato Center (CIP). Traits that influence genotype 
adaptation can aid breeding cultivars or support their recommendation for cer-
tain production areas, but such traits have not been studied in detail for Kenya. 
This study sought to understand the adaptation of 50 contrasting genotypes from 
Europe, CIP and Kenya and the traits driving adaptation to four seasons and three 
altitudes. Genotypes showed a wide range of yields in all environments studied. 
The factor genotype explained most of the variance for total tuber yield (71.2%), 
plant height (49.3%) and area under the disease progress curve (25.1%) based on 
the Wald statistic, followed by season and the genotype by altitude interaction. 
Other traits studied hardly contributed to the understanding of the responses to 
the twelve testing environments. However, the largest proportions of variances 
for days to 50% emergence, days to maturity and canopy cover were accounted 
for by altitude.
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Introduction

In Kenya, potato (Solanum tuberosum L.) is mainly grown by smallholder farmers 
for food and cash (Gildemacher et al. 2011; Kwambai et al. 2023a), in two seasons: 
the short rainy season (from August to November/December) and the long rainy 
season (from April to August/September). Generally, both processing and table 
potato is grown by Kenyan farmers. The crop plays a significant role in addressing 
food security in Kenya because of its high productivity per unit area, the short matu-
rity period when compared to common cereal crops, rising demand particularly in 
urban areas, and its adaptation to varied farming systems and agro-ecological zones 
(Fintrac 2015). Potato provides an earlier source of food and income compared to 
maize, Kenya’s main staple, which takes twice or three times as long to mature 
(Durr and Lorenzl 1980, Fintrac 2015). In north-western Kenya, potato is mainly 
grown on the slopes of Mt. Elgon, and in the Cherangani hills and higher altitude 
zones of Uasin Gishu and Elgeyo Marakwet (above 2000 m above sea level). How-
ever, the mid-altitude zones (1500 to 2000 m above sea level) also provide poten-
tial areas of production yet to be exploited (first authors’ personal observation). In 
order to achieve high and stable tuber yields, selection in the target growing envi-
ronments is important (Muthoni and Shimelis 2018), which in Kenya cover over 
13 counties with diverse conditions (Machangi et al. 2016). This requires extensive 
multi-locational testing of varieties for adequate representation of environments for 
better adaptation and high yields. Inadequate testing of imported genotypes across 
major growing environments prior to release affects the identification or selection 
of suitable varieties for certain conditions due to large genotype by environment 
interaction and hence further affects adoption by farmers.

Generally, potato productivity is low, with yields less than 10 t ha−1 compared 
to a potential of 40 t ha−1 (NPCK 2018). Despite the low yields, potato is the sec-
ond most important food security crop after maize (Kaguongo et al. 2008; Fintrac 
2015; Muthoni and Shimelis 2018). Numerous factors limit the production and 
productivity of potato in Kenya, which include limited access to quality seed of 
adapted, stable and acceptable varieties (Gildemacher et al. 2011; Muthoni et al. 
2014; Atieno et  al. 2023; Kwambai et  al. 2023b). Moreover, pest and disease 
management practices and other agronomic practices are generally poor, which 
are associated with less competitive market strategies (Angweni et  al. 2020). 
Also, potato prices are inconsistently influenced by the seasonality of supply and 
are particularly low during harvesting time (Fintrac 2015).

The Kenyan government increased the attention to potato, resulting in pub-
lic–private partnerships with European seed companies working individually or 
with their Kenyan counterparts in introducing high seed quality of new varieties. 
New European varieties show desirable traits, such as improved yield and resistance 
to late blight or potato cyst nematodes, and have diverse uses (table, chips, crisps). 
However, some varieties were less adapted to the short photoperiods prevailing in 
Kenya than the late-blight resistant types from the International Potato Center (CIP), 
which seem well adapted and high yielding. While most European varieties are S. 
tuberosum, most of the CIP genotypes released in Africa are a mix of S. demis-
sum, S. tuberosum (50%) and S. andigena (30%) and to a lesser extent S. acaule, S. 
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bulbocastanum and S. phureja (Mendes T, CIP, personal communication). Moreo-
ver, many European varieties require intensive agronomic management (Komen 
et al. 2017). There is limited knowledge on the adaptation of these new varieties and 
elite clones from CIP to diverse growing environments (in terms of altitude and sea-
son), particularly those in north-western Kenya, and on the traits driving adaptation 
and the mechanisms of adaptation to the diverse production environments. Pheno-
typing adaptive traits is important for improving environmental adaptation in crops 
under global change (Lasky et al. 2015). The phenotype of a plant is determined by 
its genetic composition (genotype) and the growing environment (Steyn et al. 1993). 
A genotype is considered to be adapted to a target population of environments (wide 
adaptation) or specific environments (narrow adaptation) if its yield is better than 
a reference genotype (Bustos-Korts et al. 2018). As Kenya provides a diversity of 
highland environments for potato growing, only few genotypes show good yield per-
formance at all sites and in both seasons. Therefore, our goal was to identify pheno-
typic traits that influenced adaptation of different potato genotypes (from European, 
CIP and “Kenyan” gene pools) to growing environments (seasons and altitudes) and 
their associations for enhanced production and efficient breeding.

Fifty genotypes from different sources were evaluated at three altitudes during 
four seasons. Morphological and physiological traits and their associations were 
assessed in twelve field trials. The findings will inform breeding efforts to combat 
challenges of genotype-by-environment interactions under Kenyan conditions and 
will support early-stage selections and knowledge of traits and factors to consider in 
developing varieties for specific regions.

Materials and Methods

Environments

The field trials were conducted in three different agro-ecologies: KALRO Kitale at 
1837 to 1855 m above sea level (asl), Saboti at medium altitude (2145 to 2234 m 
asl) in Trans Nzoia County and Lelan at high altitude (2915 to 2935 m asl) in Elgeyo 
Marakwet county (Supplementary Materials 1–3). The trials were conducted dur-
ing four consecutive seasons (short rainy seasons of August–November/December 
in 2019 and 2020 and long rainy seasons of April–August/September in 2020 and 
2021), constituting a total of twelve (3 locations × 4 seasons) environments. These 
twelve environments are described in Supplementary Materials 1, 2 and 3).

Research Materials and Seed Bulking

The potato genotypes were obtained from CIP, IPM Potato Group Ltd./Kirinyaga 
Seeds Ltd., HZPC Ltd./Kisima Farm Ltd., Agrico East Africa Ltd., DANESPO Ltd. 
and Kenya Agricultural and Livestock Research Organization (KALRO) Tigoni. 
They represent varieties from three main gene pools: European (Irish, Dutch, Hun-
garian), CIP and “Kenyan”, with the latter having cultivars’ origin from either of 
the other two gene pools. The genotypes used were selected based on their current 
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and previous popularity or value (released or under testing). They include released 
varieties and advanced/elite clones from CIP and IPM Potato Group/Teagasc. In 
this study, elite clones refers to clones with high potential to be released as varieties 
based on their agronomic and other special attributes. In order to build sufficient 
seed for three trial sites in a season and sustained seed for subsequent trials, the seed 
was multiplied for two consecutive seasons: May–August 2018 at St. Patrick’s Iten 
High School farm, Elgeyo Marakwet county and November 2018–February 2019 at 
Uswo Farm in Uasin Gishu county with the latter supported by supplemental irri-
gation since it was planted towards the end of the short rainy season. The geno-
types tested were Arka, Alibaba, Antarctica, Asante, Bikini, Buffalo, Challenger, 
CIP392617.54, CIP392797.22, CIP393077.159, CIP393079.4, CIP393280.64, 
CIP393371.58, CIP394611.112, CIP395112.6, CIP396018.241, CIP398190.200, 
CIP399072.21, CIP399075.22, Commando, Desiree, Destiny, Dutch Robijn, Fan-
dango, Gravity, Imagine, Infinity, Java, Kenya Karibu, Kenya Mpya, Kerr’s Pink, 
Konjo, Manitou, Markies, Maverik, Mayan Gold, Meru, Panamera, Roslin Tana, 
Royal, Sagitta, Sarpo Mira, Shangi, Sherekea, Spunta, Tigoni, Tornado, Unica, 
Vanilla and Voyager. Some CIP genotypes included in the set were later found to 
be duplicates: Kenya Mpya was the same as CIP393371.58, Konjo was the same as 
CIP393077.159 and Unica was the same as CIP392797.22; however, in this paper, 
they are treated as “different” genotypes and reported separately.

All seed materials were planted each time at a specific site under the same man-
agement to standardize starting material. Harvesting was done at the same time but 
relatively early with some compromise between early and late maturing types to 
achieve acceptable seed tuber sizes and non-extreme physiological age at harvest-
ing. The seed tubers for planting were harvested after dehaulming and transported 
to KALRO Njoro (1st multiplication cycle) and KALRO Tigoni (2nd, 3rd and 4th 
multiplication cycles) for cold storage, respectively. The 1st cold storage at KALRO 
Njoro was done for 15 days at 4 °C to create a shock in the seed material to accelerate 
dormancy breaking for the short rains 2019 planting. All other seeds harvested were 
held at the same temperature in cold storage for different and longer periods between 
seasons before planting the 2020 long rains, 2020 short rains and 2021 long rains 
trialling periods. Part of the seed stock used to plant the long rainy season 2020 tri-
als was held for seven months at 4 °C to plant the short rainy season 2020 trials. The 
seeds were planted without de-sprouting each time to simulate farmers’ practices.

Field Trials

The experiments were laid out in a randomized complete block design with three rep-
licates at each location with a plot of twenty plants in two 3-m-long rows per cultivar 
spaced at 0.75 m × 0.30 m and surrounded by one border (guard) row of the variety 
Dutch Robijn on each side (Supplementary Material 4). Seed tubers were planted in 
furrows approximately 15 cm deep on flat ground, and ridging was done later dur-
ing weeding. Recommended agronomic practices were carried out at each site to 
minimize influences other than genotype and environment. All management opera-
tions were carried out manually including two times a hand weeding with a hoe plus 
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hand pulling of weeds as necessary. Fertilizers used were 500  kg/ha diammonium 
phosphate, DAP (18:46); 230 kg/ha P2O5/98.9 kg/ha P; 90 kg/ha N at planting and 
300  kg/ha calcium ammonium nitrate (26%); 78  kg/ha N, as top dress. Potassium 
and most other nutrients were adequate in the soil except for excess or deficiencies of 
calcium, magnesium and zinc at some sites and seasons (Supplementary Material 2), 
but deficiencies were not corrected, in line with local farmers’ practices. Occurrence 
of insect pests and late and early blight were monitored and controlled with appropri-
ate pesticides when necessary, using a knapsack sprayer. The insecticides used were 
lambda-cyhalothrin and alpha-cypermethrin against common insect pests (cutworm, 
aphids, whiteflies, thrips). Fungicides against late and early blight were alternated, 
involving Mancozeb, Ridomil, Trinity Gold 452 WP, Twigalaxyl 720 WP, Mistress 
and Infinito (see Supplementary Material 5). The study was not a late blight resist-
ance trial, but an adaptation trial of genotypes under recommended crop management 
practices including late blight control. The area under the disease progress curve 
(AUDPC) was used as a measure to understand the response of the genotypes to late 
blight pressure under disease management and trial conditions and to assess their 
potential resistance. The experiments at each site were harvested on one day after 
complete senescence or de-haulming depending on the days to physiological maturity 
of the late maturing variety(ies).

Data Collection and Processing

Data collected included days to 50% emergence, days to maturity, plant height 
(highest of four or five plants; cm) at 7-day intervals, non-marketable tuber 
yield and total tuber yield. Days to maturity refers to the days from emergence 
to physiological maturity as shown by the foliage colour change from green to 
yellow. At harvest, all the potato plants in the two central rows were harvested, 
and the tubers separated into marketable (approximately ≥ 28-mm diameter) and 
non-marketable (chats < 28-mm diameter, diseased, defected tubers), which were 
weighed to provide marketable and non-marketable tuber yields per plot, then 
converted into tuber yield per hectare. In order to accommodate the wide diver-
sity in growth and maturity stages among the genotypes tested (Supplementary 
Material 6A), the canopy cover dynamics were captured using a square grid (Sup-
plementary Material 6B) early during the build-up growth phase only as opposed 
to the commonly used three growth phases: build-up, maximum canopy cover and 
decline phases (Nieto 2016; Khan et al. 2019). The canopy cover was converted 
into area under canopy cover progress curve (AUCCPC) using IdeTo, an Excel-
based calculator that calculates AUDPC (Simko 2021), with the unit %.d. Late 
blight disease severity percent was scored using a late blight severity assessment 
score protocol developed by Cox and Large (1960). These data were later con-
verted into AUDPC, according to Simko and Piepho (2012), with the unit %.d. 
Differences in late blight severity were attributed to the delay in time of disease 
management and the less effective fungicides used in the first trial period (short 
rainy season 2019), with more severe infestation at KALRO Kitale because of the 
warm-humid conditions prevailing at that site. The relative area under the disease 
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progress curve (rAUDPC), often used to assess genetic differences across sea-
sons, is relatively easy to calculate from the absolute values.

The data collected were analyzed using mixed model analysis in GenStat 19th Edi-
tion VNSI computer package (VSN International 2017) for genotype, season, location 
and their interactions. Also, mixed model analyses were done on the same data for tri-
alling period, location and their interactions to understand the phenotypic behaviour 
of genotypes during each trial period and at each location. The trialling period refers 
to the individual period a trial was conducted in the four rainy seasons (short rainy 
2019, long rainy season 2020, short rainy season 2020 and long rainy season 2021). 
Two linear mixed models without random values were designed as below:

	 (i)	 Entry Name + Season + Location + Entry Name.Season + Entry Name.Loca-
tion + Season.Location + Entry Name.Season.Location + Bloc

	 (ii)	 Season year + Location + Season year.Location + Bloc

Mean and average variance of the difference were used as statistic measures 
(Tables 3, 4, 5, 6). Correlation and regression analyses were computed to provide 
an understanding of the relationships among parameters and their possible contri-
butions to the variances observed.

Results

Statistical Analysis

Genotype, Season, Location (Altitude) and Trialling Period Main Effects

The F test in the linear mixed model (LMM) for the three-factorial analy-
sis showed significant (p < 0.001) main effects of genotype (G), season (S) and 
location (L) for the traits days to 50% emergence, days to maturity, AUCCPC, 
AUDPC, non-marketable tuber yield and total tuber yield and their interactions 
(Table  1). The popular variety Shangi was often among the top performers for 
these traits. Main effects of genotype and location were also significant for plant 
height, but the season effect was not (p > 0.05). Detailed mixed model analy-
ses for the different measured traits are shown in the Supplementary Materials 
7 − 13. Also, the results showed significant (p < 0.001) effects of trialling period 
(TP), location (L) and their interaction for the same traits (Table 2). The genotype 
means are shown in Table 3.

Crop Parameters (traits)

Days to 50% Emergence  The highly significant differences among genotypes for days 
to 50% emergence explained 9.6% of the variance (Table 1) with mean ranges of 16.9 
to 21.7  days to 50% emergence (Table  3). The genotypes CIP395112.6, Manitou, 
Desiree and Maverick took the longest time to emerge while CIP392797.22, Imagine, 
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Shangi, Unica, Asante, CIP392617.54, Roslin Tana, Kerr’s Pink and Mayan Gold 
took the shortest time to emerge. The long rainy season had significantly (p < 0.001) 
more days to 50% emergence than the short rainy season (Table 4). However, trialling 
periods differed in days to 50% emergence without consistency with season (Table 5). 
Location (altitude) had a larger effect, accounting for 83.3% of the variance in days 
to 50% emergence (Table 1; Supplementary Material 7). Lelan (24.7 days) had the 
longest period to 50% emergence, followed by Saboti (16.9 days) and KALRO Kitale 
(16.0 days), effects that were consistent with the altitudes of these sites (Table 6).

Days to Maturity  Days to maturity varied significantly (p < 0.001) among geno-
types, which explained 7.1% of the variance (Table 1) with a mean range of 84.1 to 
103.9 days (Table 3). Season and location explained 21.5% and 60.7% of the vari-
ance. The short rainy season showed significantly (p < 0.001) faster maturity than the 
long rainy season (Table 4). At Lelan, genotypes took longer to reach maturity dur-
ing the long rainy season than during the short rainy season. However, at KALRO 
Kitale and Saboti season did not affect days to maturity (Table  7). The effect of 
location was significant (p < 0.001) with the high-altitude site Lelan taking longer 
(108.5  days) to maturity than Saboti (87.0  days) and KALRO Kitale (83.7  days), 
an effect consistent with altitude (Table 7). Trialling period (TP) and location (L) 
revealed highly significant differences (Tables 2 and 5) with TP and L explaining 
48.0% and 45.7% of the variance (Table 2), respectively.

Plant Height  Genotypic differences in plant height were highly significant, account-
ing for 49.3% of the variance (Table 1). The mean plant height ranged from 35.9 
to 79.6 cm with CIP genotypes dominating the top tallest 12 genotypes (Table 3). 
On the other hand, the old and new European genotypes dominated the 20 shortest 
genotypes. The long rainy season showed taller plants than the short rainy season 
but season did not have a significant effect across locations (Tables 1 and 4). Loca-
tion effect on plant height explained 37.7% of the variance, with highest values at 
KALRO Kitale (64.3 cm) followed by Saboti (58.1 cm) and then Lelan (42.3 cm), 
consistent with altitude (Table  6). Trialling periods were significantly (p < 0.001) 
different from each other in plant height (Table 5), where TP and L explained 32.3 
and 48.6% of the variance, respectively (Table 2).

Area Under Canopy Cover Progress Curve  There were significant (p < 0.001) differ-
ences among genotypes in AUCCPC, with genotype explaining 26.7% of the vari-
ance (Table  1). Genotypes showed ranges between 614.8 and 1214.1%.d with an 
overall mean of 871.2%.d AUCCPC (Table 3). Nine CIP genotypes among the 50 
genotypes tested showed the highest AUCCPC (Table 3). The old and new European 
genotypes were among the top 10 genotypes with the lowest AUCCPC. Also, season 
showed highly significant differences across experimental sites with higher AUC-
CPC observed in the long rainy season than in the short rainy season (Table 4). Tri-
alling periods and locations differed significantly (p < 0.001) in AUCCPC (Tables 5 
and 6), each explaining 13.8 and 71.6% of the variance, respectively (Table 2), with 
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Table 7   Mean values for days 
to 50% emergence, days to 
maturity, plant height (cm), 
AUCCPC (%.d), AUDPC (%.d), 
non-marketable tuber yield (t 
ha−1) and total tuber yield (t 
ha−1) of 50 potato genotypes 
as influenced by location and 
trialling period

AUCCPC area under canopy cover progress curve, AUDPC area 
under disease progress curve

Trialling period KALRO 
Kitale

Saboti Lelan Mean

Days to 50% emergence
  Short rains 2019 17.0 17.2 24.7 19.6
  Long rains 2020 16.0 16.9 24.7 19.2
  Short rains 2020 14.8 16.1 23.7 18.2
  Long rains 2021 16.3 17.7 25.7 19.9
  Mean 16.0 16.9 24.7 19.2

Days to maturity
  Short rains 2019 69.9 70.1 84.2 74.8
  Long rains 2020 81.6 84.5 115.5 93.8
  Short rains 2020 89.3 96.3 107.9 97.8
  Long rains 2021 93.8 97.1 125.5 105.5
  Mean 83.6 87.0 108.3 93.0

Plant height (cm)
  Short rains 2019 66.9 67.8 32.4 55.7
  Long rains 2020 80.2 66.2 50.8 65.7
  Short rains 2020 61.5 56.1 42.8 53.5
  Long rains 2021 48.6 42.7 42.5 44.6
  Mean 64.3 58.2 42.1 54.9

AUCCPC (%.d)
  Short rains 2019 1177.7 1201.7 556.1 978.5
  Long rains 2020 1157.8 1029.4 480.0 889.1
  Short rains 2020 939.7 792.0 424.1 718.6
  Long rains 2021 965.4 924.2 806.1 898.6
  Mean 1060.2 986.8 566.6 871.2

AUDPC (%.d)
  Short rains 2019 836.6 271.7 271.7 460.0
  Long rains 2020 75.2 33.5 38.7 49.1
  Short rains 2020 97.0 46.6 16.9 53.5
  Long rains 2021 15.4 8.1 113.8 45.8
  Mean 256.1 90.0 110.3 152.1

Non-marketable tuber yield (t ha-1)
  Short rains 2019 2.3 3.5 2.5 2.8
  Long rains 2020 2.4 2.3 2.8 2.5
  Short rains 2020 4.9 3.9 2.3 3.7
  Long rains 2021 2.7 2.9 2.1 2.6
  Mean 3.1 3.1 2.4 2.9

Total tuber yield (t ha-1)
  Short rains 2019 37.9 38.4 36.2 37.5
  Long rains 2020 47.0 48.3 40.7 45.3
  Short rains 2020 33.2 20.8 23.8 25.9
  Long rains 2021 30.0 28.1 39.3 32.5
  Mean 37.0 33.9 35.0 35.3
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KALRO Kitale showing the highest AUCCPC and Lelan the lowest (p < 0.001), 
consistent with altitude.

Area Under the Disease Progress Curve  There were highly significant differences 
among genotypes in AUDPC (range 2.5 to 520.4%.d); genotype explained 25.5% 
of the variance (Table  1). Thirteen genotypes showed very low AUDPC (2.5 to 
2.8%.d), demonstrating late-blight resistance, across altitudes comprising eleven 
CIP and two European genotypes. Twelve other European varieties including Kerr’s 
Pink had very high AUDPC (268.5 to 520.4%.d), demonstrating susceptibility 
(Table 3). rAUDPC analysis was also calculated (Supplementary Material 16–20) 
but due to the large difference between trials, where most had very low late blight 
severity, it was not considered as informative as the AUDPC analysis. Table 1 shows 
that season showed highly significant effects across sites with the highest AUCCPC 
observed during the short rainy season (15.4% of the variance), while location was 
less important (7.5% of the variance), with the highest mean value at KALRO Kitale 
and lowest at Saboti (Table 6). However, this was not reflected in the trialling peri-
ods where short rains 2019 had the highest AUDPC while long rains 2021 gave the 
lowest values (Table 5). The trialling period and location explained 63.0 and 10.6% 
of the variance, respectively (Table 2).

Non‑marketable Tuber Yield  Genotype showed significant (p < 0.001) differences on 
non-marketable tuber yield, explaining 75.1% of the variance (Table 1) and with a 
mean range from 1.6 to 5.5 t ha−1 (Table 3). Season significantly (p < 0.001) affected 
non-marketable tuber yield, explaining 5.0% of the variance (Table 1) with means of 
3.3 t ha−1 and 2.5 t ha−1 across experimental sites for the short and long rainy seasons, 
respectively (Table  4). Location main effect explained 5.7% of the variance, with 
Saboti giving higher values than KALRO Kitale and Lelan (Table 6). Trialling period 
and location showed highly significant effects, which explained 39.5 and 13.6% of the 
variance, respectively (Table 2). The trialling period short rains 2020 had the highest 
non-marketable tuber yield and the long rains 2020 the lowest (Table 5).

Total Tuber Yield  Genotypes showed significant (p < 0.001) differences in total tuber 
yield (Table 3), explaining 71.2% of the variance (Table 1), with the mean ranging 
from 13.9 t ha−1 for Arka to 57.9 t ha−1 for CIP392797.22 (a copy of Unica with 
56.5 t ha−1). Among the top sixteen high-yielding genotypes, which outyielded the 
standard Shangi (39.9 t ha−1), thirteen were from CIP and three from European gene 
pools (Table 3). Among the four TPs, the long rainy season 2020 had the highest 
(p < 0.001) total tuber yield followed by short rainy season 2019, long rainy season 
2021 and the short rainy season 2020 (Table 4). The TP and L explained 75.6% and 
2.4% of the variance, respectively (Table 2). Also, season and location significantly 
(p < 0.001) affected tuber yield, explaining 9.7% and 1.2% of the variance, respec-
tively (Table  1). The long rainy season gave significantly (p < 0.001) higher total 
tuber yields than the short rainy season; a few genotypes showed stable yields across 
seasons (Table 5; Fig. 1A). The highest significant total tuber yield was obtained at 
KALRO Kitale, followed by Saboti and Lelan.
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Genotype × Environment Interactions (GEI)

Results showed non-significant (p > 0.05) genotype × season × location (G × S × L) 
interactions (GEI) for all crop traits, except AUDPC (p < 0.001) (Table  1). 
G × S × L interaction explained 18.5% of the variance for AUDPC. Genotype × sea-
son (G × S) interaction only had significant (p < 0.001) effects on days to 50% 
emergence, AUCCPC, AUDPC and non-marketable tuber yield. Genotype × loca-
tion (G × L) interaction only showed significant (p < 0.01 to < 0.001) effects on 
days to 50% emergence, AUDPC, non-marketable tuber yield and total tuber yield 
(t ha−1). Season × location was highly significant for days to 50% emergence, days 
to maturity, AUCCPC, AUDPC and total tuber yield, and significant (p < 0.01) 
for plant height and non-marketable tuber yield. The variance accounted for by 
G × E was 17.8%, low compared with the 71.2% accounted for by G. The effects 
of the S × L interaction on the performance of the genotypes tested are shown 
in Fig.  2A–G. Days to 50% emergence, days to maturity, AUCCPC, AUDPC, 
non-marketable and total tuber yields varied significantly (p < 0.01 to < 0.001) 
(Table 1) at each location and season (Fig. 2A, B, D–G); however, plant height, 
though different, was non-significant (p < 0.05) in each season (Fig.  2C). The 
effects of the trialling period × location (TP × L) interaction were highly signifi-
cant for all traits (Table 2).

Days to 50% Emergence  Genotype × location interactions showed significant 
(p < 0.001) effects on mean days to 50% emergence (Table 1; Supplementary Mate-
rial 7a). The S × L interaction had a significant (p < 0.001) effect on days to 50% 
emergence, with larger differences between seasons at Lelan than at KALRO Kitale 
and Saboti, but in absolute terms this interaction effect was very small (Fig. 2A). 
Also, the effects of TP × L interactions were highly significant (Tables  2 and 7). 
Although most factors and interactions were significant, variance in days to 50% 
emergence was mainly explained by location (83.3%) (Table 1) and trialling periods 
(96.9%) (Table 2).

Days to Maturity  There were significant (p < 0.01) S × L interactions for days 
to maturity, which only explained 7.3% of the variance (Table 1). The significant 
(p < 0.01) TP × L interaction explained 6.2% of the variance (Table 2). Season × loca-
tion interaction showed that the season effect on days to maturity was larger at Lelan 
than at the other locations (Fig. 2B).

Plant Height  Results showed a non-significant (p > 0.05) G × S × L (GE) interaction 
for plant height (Table 1). However, there was significant (p < 0.01) S × L interac-
tion explaining 4.8% of the variance (Table 1), with larger differences between sea-
sons in Lelan and Saboti than in KALRO Kitale. Also, the trialling period × location 
interaction for plant height was evident (Table 7), explaining 18.9% of the variance 
(Table 2).
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Area Under Canopy Cover Progress Curve  All interactions contributed relatively lit-
tle to the percent variance in AUCCPC. The G × S × L and G × L interactions were 
non-significant for AUCCPC, but the G × S and S × L interaction were significant 
(p < 0.001). As for plant height, the significant S × L interaction showed that the dif-
ferences between locations were stronger during the short rainy season than during 
the long rainy season, mainly caused by the low value of AUCCPC at Lelan during 
the short rainy season (Fig. 2D). However, the trialling period × location interaction 
accounted for 14.6% of the variance (Table  2), showing that KALRO Kitale had 
highest values, but smallest differences among seasons compared with Saboti and 
certainly Lelan (Table 7).

Area Under Disease Progress Curve  Unlike all other variables, AUDPC showed a 
significant (p < 0.001) G × S × L interaction accounting for 18.5% of the variance 
(Table  1). All two-way interactions were also statistically highly significant and 
relevant (Tables  1 and 7; Fig.  3A and B) but high-performing genotypes showed 
low AUDPC. The trialling period (and to a lesser extent also the location) had a 
large effect on the late-blight pressure and therefore very much affected the expres-
sion of genetic variation in resistance against the disease, with the short rainy sea-
son showing more genetic variation than the long rainy season and KALRO Kitale 
allowing the expression of genetic variation better than Lelan and Saboti. This was 
attributed to weather conditions during the trialling period 2019 short rains and the 
weak fungicides used (not as treatment) compared to subsequent trialling periods, as 
observed by the first author.

Non‑marketable Tuber Yield  Non-marketable tuber yield was not much affected by 
interactions between genotype, season and location. For KALRO Kitale and Saboti, 
there were higher non-marketable yields during the short rainy season than during 
the long rainy season, but for Lelan this season effect was absent (Fig.  2F). The 
interaction between trialling period and location also accounted for a major propor-
tion of the variance (Table 2) as non-marketable tuber yields were high during the 
short rainy season of 2020 at KALRO Kitale (Table 7).

Total Tuber Yield  There was no significant G × S × L interaction for total tuber 
yield. The local check variety Shangi gave relatively higher tuber yield (but non-
significantly so) in the long rainy season compared to other varieties across loca-
tions (Fig. 1A). Among the three two-way interactions, the G × L interaction was 
by far the most important (cf. Table  1; Figs.  1 and 2). The average total tuber 
yields (33 – 37 t ha−1) realized at each site (Table  6) were relatively close to 
the attainable yield using national recommended input levels (40 t ha−1), which 
reveals that crop management was close to optimal allowing yields close to the 
potential yield. Shangi was outperformed by 21 genotypes at KALRO Kitale, by 
20 at Saboti and by 11 at Lelan (Table 3). More of the elite clones from CIP per-
formed relatively well at high altitude (Fig. 1B). The genotypes Antarctica, Ros-
lin Tana, Destiny, Maverick, Kerr’s Pink and Dutch Robijn showed stable tuber 
yields across locations, whereas CIP3999075.22, Kenya Mpya and CIP395112.6 
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were unstable (showing high yields at Lelan), as were Java, Sarpo Mira and Tor-
nado (showing lower yields at Lelan) (Fig.  1B). However, three CIP genotypes 
(Kenya Mpya/CIP393371.58, Konjo/CIP393077.159 and Unica/CIP392797.22, 
which were duplicated gave near similar expression on total tuber yields and other 
traits (Figs. 1A–B and 3A–B) across locations. Although coincidentally the afore-
mentioned genotypes were duplicated, the original data were maintained as the 
consistencies of the results provide a double check on the reliability of the data 
in these adaptation trials. There was very little evidence of S × L interaction as 
yields were similar at all sites within a season except possibly for a higher yield 
in KALRO Kitale in the short rainy season (Fig. 2G). There was a strong interac-
tion between trialling period and location (Table 7), with different sites perform-
ing best in different seasons.

Correlation Between Tuber Yield and Other Variables Measured

The correlation coefficients between total tuber yield and the other measured 
crop traits averaged across the twelve growing environments are shown in Table 8 
(n = 50). Days to 50%  emergence showed significant moderate negative correla-
tions with plant height (r =  − 0.467) and AUCCPC (r =  − 0.501) and a strong posi-
tive correlation with days to maturity (r = 0.559). Days to maturity showed strong 
and moderate negative correlations with AUCCPC (r =  − 0.644), and plant height 
(r =  − 0.306) and AUDPC (r =  − 0.367), respectively. Both days to 50% emergence 
and days to maturity showed negative correlation to all traits except days to 50% 
emergence. Plant height showed significant strong positive correlations with AUC-
CPC (r = 0.555) and total tuber yield (r = 0.539). Also, AUCCPC had a significant 
moderate positive correlation (r = 0.451) with total tuber yield. The negative cor-
relations between days to maturity and AUCCPC and plant height were site effects 
largely influenced by the slow growth combined with a longer growing season dur-
ing canopy buildup in Lelan due to cooler conditions.

Discussion

The focus of this trial series was to evaluate the performance and suitability of 
a large set of diverse genotypes at three environments in two seasons under the 
nationally recommended agronomic practices to determine both genotype perfor-
mance and genotype by environment interactions. In addition, the trials were ana-
lyzed to try and identify which physiological traits would be predictive of yield in 
these environments to aid breeders in defining phenotypes and effecting selection 
of genotypes where breeding takes place in very different environments. The size 
of the trials did not allow additional management factors such as fertilizer rate 
to be evaluated, which is extremely topical in Kenya as most farmers use con-
siderably lower inputs. Consequently, very high mean tuber yields were realized 
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in this study (Table  6) which highlights the potential of potato in northwestern 
Kenya under good management, and that high yields are achievable if inputs can 
be sourced. Typical management practices have been explored in a parallel study 
(Kwambai et al. 2023a) and the results could be related or compared to the sur-
vey results on farmers’ practices in our survey work (Kwambai et al. 2023a). In 
this study, the genotypic effect explained most of the variance for total tuber yield 
(71.2%), plant height (49.3%) and AUDPC (25.1%) followed by season and then 
genotype by location interaction.

Genotype

Assessing promising cultivars developed locally or in other regions for yield poten-
tial and other important traits at different growing locations is imperative for under-
standing their yield performance and adaptation to those environments. The large 
set of diverse genotypes tested, revealed wide variation. More important was the 
high percent variance attributed to genotypic main effects for total tuber yield, non-
marketable tuber yield, plant height and AUDPC. Genetic variation in yield was 
comparable with earlier reports (e.g. Khan 2012; Bustos-Korts et  al. 2018; Raja 
et al. 2018).

Although the European and some of the old Kenyan genotypes, and few CIP 
clones showed less adaptability at high altitudes, many performed well at lower 
altitudes, e.g. several CIP genotypes in addition to Sarpo Mira, which is of Hun-
garian origin with several major R genes including R8 from the species Solanum 
demissum (Rietman et al. 2012) and Java, which have good processing quality for 
chips under Kenyan conditions as reported by the NPCK (2021). These two varie-
ties also had high resistance to late blight, which most popular Kenyan varieties 
lacked. However, Shangi and Unica, which were high yielding with moderate late 
blight resistance also have good processing qualities for chips. Also, most Euro-
pean genotypes have resistance against potato cyst nematodes (Globodera ros-
tochiensis), a new threat in Kenya, and other pests and diseases (Mwangi et  al. 
2021), while many have superior consumer traits such as good storability and 
processing qualities (e.g. Markies, Panamera, Manitou), although they are weak 
in late blight resistance. The use of such cultivars for cultivation in areas they 
are adapted to and their use as potential parents in breeding programmes could 
increase yields and advance the Kenyan potato industry.

Significantly strong negative correlations between days to 50% emergence and 
days to maturity with plant height and AUCCPC across genotypes influenced crop 
growth, and consequently contributed to total tuber yield performance. The use 
of morpho-genetic attributes in breeding of cultivars has the potential to guide 
increased understanding of genotype adaptation early in cultivar development 
and selection for cultivation (Bustos-Korts et al. 2018). The large number of CIP 
genotypes which showed higher AUCCPC (canopy cover) confirmed the find-
ings of Cadersa and Govinden (1999) who reported significantly higher canopy 
cover in tropical potato clones than temperate clones due in part to differences 
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in maturity. Traits such as plant height and AUCCPC or canopy cover, which 
showed strong association with each other (R = 0.555) and with total tuber yield 
(R = 0.539; R = 0.451, respectively) (Table 8) could assist breeding of potato culti-
vars for adaptation to specific or broad growing environments, but also for target-
ing areas similar to the current study sites. No other traits provided useful insight 
into understanding the performance of the genotypes for yield. The mean yield of 
35.2 t ha−1 of genotypes tested was only slightly lower than the yield of Shangi, 
the most popular variety (Komen et al. 2017; Kwambai et al. 2023a). The differ-
ence in yield between the highest and lowest yielding varieties tested was 44 t 
ha−1 indicating the wide difference in yield potential.

Season

Wide variations between the long and short rainy seasons for days to maturity, 
AUDPC and total tuber yield revealed that the two seasons were different in their 
conduciveness to potato cultivation and had different effects on phenotype, which 
could provide basis for selection of varieties suitable for specific and across season. 
However, season had significant but less influence on days to 50% emergence, plant 
height and AUCCPC as indicated by the lower percentage variance than for geno-
type and location. Genotypes that showed consistently good and stable performance 
in tuber yield during both the long and short rainy seasons indicated that they were 
most suitable for cultivation across seasons (Fig. 1A). The variations in the four tri-
alling periods (each season treated individually) showed that each period was differ-
ent from the other for all parameters possibly due to changes in seasonal patterns, 
weather and disease pressure. This suggests that genotypes with broad seasonal 
adaptations would be beneficial for farmers. The relatively higher tuber yield real-
ized with the local check Shangi in the long rainy season and across locations com-
pared to other varieties indicated that it performed better under cooler and higher 
rainfall conditions (Fig. 1A, B).

The significant late blight infection encountered during the 2019 short rains tri-
alling period did not provide clear evidence that total tuber yield was significantly 
affected by the high AUDPC, possibly because the disease set in when the crop had 
reached an advanced growth stage and the judicious fungicide applications were 
beneficial to reduce infection before yield was lost. The significant variations in total 
tuber yield between the trialling periods indicated variable prevailing weather con-
ditions between the same seasons in different years; however, the long rains trial-
ling periods consistently gave higher total tuber yields at Lelan, but inconsistencies 
were observed at Saboti and KALRO Kitale (Table 7), possibly because of more sta-
ble environmental conditions in Lelan. The low AUDPC during the trialling period 
2021 long rains could be attributed to the low rainfall, preventing late blight disease 
development. The aforementioned observations highlight the need for judicious use 
of fungicides with high efficacy where susceptible cultivars are used but moreover 
the need for late blight resistance in varieties as farmers traditionally use lower rates 
of fungicide than recommended practice (Kwambai et al. 2023a).
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Location

The high percentage variance and consistent effect of location (Table  1) suggest 
that altitude had a critical effect on potato phenological traits and consequently crop 
growth (cf. Minda et al. 2018). The results showed that the higher the altitude the 
greater the variances among the genotypes for days to 50% emergence, days to matu-
rity, plant height and AUCCPC (Tables 1, 2 and 7), which has implications on crop 
growth and yield performance. The greater variability among genotypes on total 
tuber yield at Lelan compared to Saboti and KALRO Kitale showed that most geno-
types were more stable at lower altitudes than at higher altitudes possibly because of 
genotypic sensitivity to low temperatures at high altitude (Fig. 1B). This was more 
so for the European genotypes, which were selected in warm summer periods in the 
high latitudes compared to the CIP genotypes, which originated from the high tropi-
cal altitudes of South America similar to the high altitudes in Kenya. Tuber yield 
was similar in Lelan to the other sites probably due to the longer growing season, 
which compensated for slower emergence, delayed maturity and smaller canopy.

The highest yields at KALRO Kitale could be attributed to favourable weather 
and good growth vigour associated with high values for plant height and AUCCPC 
(Table  7). More genotypes showed high and stable total tuber yields at KALRO 
Kitale, which suggests that the location was a favourable genotype testing site or 
environment at low to mid-altitude and particularly in the long rainy season. The 
negative correlation between days to maturity and AUDPC (which was highest at 
the KALRO Kitale site) is more expected as late blight resistance is often correlated 
with later maturing varieties. The high yields at the low altitude support the find-
ings of Minda et al. (2019). However, Minda et al. (2018) also observed differences 
among trialling periods.

Season × Location

The S × L interaction showed that the differences between locations were stronger 
during the short rainy season than during the long rainy season, mainly caused by 
short plants and low AUCCPC at Lelan during the short rainy season (Fig. 2C, D). 
CIP cultivars showed high values for plant height and AUCCPC, characteristics 
associated with enhanced interception of solar radiation (Haverkort et al. 1991) as a 
result of the fast canopy cover growth of genotypes (Nieto 2016; Khan et al. 2019), 
and therefore a high yield potential.

The low total tuber yield across locations and relatively high non-marketable 
tuber yields recorded during the trialling period 2020 short rains could be attrib-
uted to the physiologically and chronologically aged seed used and the relatively 
low rainfall observed during the same trialling period. The seed planted during the 
trialling period 2020 short rains was from the same seed lot as the seed planted dur-
ing the 2020 long rains, and therefore was > 4 months older. Physiologically aged 
seed contributes to negative effects on seed vigour and productivity (Coleman 2000; 
Caldiz et al. 2001; Caldiz 2009). Also, the same old seed could have contributed to 



	 Potato Research

1 3

the early emergence and lowest AUCCPC among the trialling periods, and relatively 
high non-marketable tuber yield and relatively low total tuber yields due to prema-
ture senescence caused by physiologically aged seed (Caldiz 2009). On the other 
hand, the low yields at KALRO Kitale and Saboti in the long rains 2021 were due to 
the low rainfall experienced compared to other seasons (Supplementary Material 3) 
highlighting vulnerability to drought and the need for drought-resistant genotypes.

Genotype by Environment Interaction

This study found that genotype had the greatest influence on total tuber yield com-
pared to other factors and that there were more potentially suitable genotypes than 
Shangi for the lower altitudes compared to the high altitudes, but Shangi performed 
much better at high altitude. Genotype yield rank was remarkably consistent at the 
two lower sites but in general CIP varieties performed better at the high altitude 
(Lelan), which confirmed their adaptation to lower temperatures. The high yields 
realized at the low altitude site, KALRO Kitale, where potato is not common, pro-
vide new game changing knowledge for an alternative crop to maize and for other 
similar agro-ecologies.

Genotypic means across environments are suitable indicators of genotypic per-
formance only in absence of G × E interaction (Bustos-Korts et  al. 2018). Pheno-
types respond differently to different growing environments as a result of the gen-
otype × environment phenomenon, which leads to the measure of adaptability and 
agronomic stability of a genotype over a number of environments (Zakir 2018). 
The knowledge of such attributes in genotypes is important in cultivar develop-
ment, adaptation for cultivation in (a) given environment(s) and recommendation for 
known cropping conditions (Zakir 2018). The results showed that there were geno-
types with specific and broad adaptation to the environments (Figs. 1A, B, and 2G). 
Although most European cultivars showed poorer yield at high altitude than those 
from CIP, the low AUDPC shown by some and the relatively good performance at 
lower altitudes compared with CIP and Kenyan varieties revealed their potential 
for cultivation in Kenya at low and mid altitudes and for use as breeding parents 
(Fig. 1B). The temperatures at mid-low altitude are higher comparable to summer 
in Europe, whereas at 2950 m asl they were much lower than in Europe and com-
parable to high altitudes in the Andes in South America. The high adaptability of 
CIP genotypes at high altitudes and across environments could be attributed to their 
tropical origin of South American highlands, previously mentioned genetic diver-
sity, and clone selection at similar high altitudes (CIP 2014).

It is acknowledged that breeders need access to and use as much genetic diversity 
as they can get for enhanced response to climate challenges and changing environ-
ments (Galluzi et al. 2020). As predicted by Zali et al. (2016), significant fluctuation 
in yield due to response of genotypes to environmental factors was expressed in this 
study. Although not investigated, there is a need to understand the effect of both air 
and soil temperatures on potato establishment and growth to establish the inherent 
traits or genetic factors associated with adaptation to growing environments, particu-
larly following the extreme slow growth observed on certain genotypes particularly 
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in Lelan. However, although we could not make comparisons in long day regions, 
the poor performance of some of the European genotypes could be attributed to lack 
of adaptation to short daylength (Demagante and Vander Zaag 1988).

Conclusion

•	 The establishment/growth and productivity of the genotypes tested showed wide 
variations across locations, seasons and trialling periods.

•	 Predictive traits such as AUCCPC and plant height may assist breeders in select-
ing candidate varieties when breeding in and for different environments.

•	 Use of European and CIP genotypes/cultivars endowed with disease resistance in 
breeding programmes could advance gains in the potato industry by combining 
favourable traits available.

•	 Two sites at mid and high altitude would have been sufficient to measure geno-
type by environment interaction across this altitude transect but a lower altitude 
site should be considered in the future as potato was equally productive at the 
lowest site tested.

•	 European varieties are generally not as suitable at higher altitudes but relatively 
stable at medium altitude while CIP varieties exhibited consistently high yield 
performance across all environments.

•	 Drought and late blight resistance are important in Kenyan conditions for which 
a good number of the genotypes tested have potential particularly for the latter, 
while response to drought could further be investigated.

•	 Different management strategies, which are common among Kenyan farmers, 
may affect genotype ranking but this study provides useful information on geno-
type suitability and adaptation.

•	 High yields can be achieved using the national recommendations.
•	 The data set obtained provides useful background information on the tested gen-

otypes for the first time and for further in-depth investigations.

Thus, from the current results, Kenya has a collection of superior varieties, which 
could be promoted in the market and under good agronomic practices for better 
yields and productivity.

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplementary material available at https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s11540-​023-​09650-8.

Acknowledgements  The authors are indebted to Teagasc for financial support of this study through 
a Walsh Scholarship in collaboration with the German Agency for International Cooperation (GIZ) 
and the Irish Potato Marketing Group Ltd. The Kenya Agricultural and Livestock Research Organi-
zation (KALRO) is especially appreciated for technical and logistic facilitation to conduct the field 
trials. We are very grateful to International Potato Center (CIP), Irish Potato Marketing Group 
(IPM) Ltd./Kirinyaga Seeds Ltd., HZPC Holland B.V./Kisima Farm Ltd., AGRICO East Africa Ltd., 
DANESPO Holland B.V. and Kenya Agricultural and Livestock Research (KALRO), Tigoni for pro-
viding the research material (seeds of different cultivars) for the study. The generous support of 
KALRO Njoro and KALRO Tigoni during cold storage of seed is greatly appreciated. We thank 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-023-09650-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-023-09650-8


	 Potato Research

1 3

the State Department of Agriculture and Livestock, Elgeyo Marakwet County for providing land 
for the research at Labot Sheep Centre in Lelan. Also, we wholeheartedly thank the farmers Mr. 
Chebor Chelanga (Lelan) and Mr. Silas Sisimwo (Saboti in Trans Nzoia County), and Mrs. Anna 
Kipkemoi (Uswo Farm, Uasin Gishu County) and St. Patrick’s High School, Iten for providing land 
for research and seed multiplication, respectively. Last but not least, the authors greatly appreciate 
the Meteorological Department Kitale and ACRE Africa for providing weather data from Kitale and 
Lokitela Farm weather stations (Saboti), respectively.

Funding  Research described in this paper was funded by Teagasc – Walsh Fellowship Programme, Ire-
land, through the Grant No. Ref. No. 2017149, in collaboration with the German Agency for Interna-
tional Cooperation (GIZ) and the IPM Potato Group Ltd, and partly by Centre for Crop Systems Analysis, 
Wageningen University and Research.

Data Availability  The data that support the findings of this study are available from the corresponding 
author D.G. upon reasonable request.

Declarations 

Conflict of Interest  P. C. S. is editor-in-chief of Potato Research; D. G. is editor of Potato Research.

Disclaimer  The views expressed in this paper is not of any of the research material providers but solely the 
responsibility of the authors.

References 

Angweni M, Ngugi K, Mendes T, Nynkanga R (2020) Adaptability and stability of elite potato (Solanum 
tuberosum L.) genotypes in Kenya. Global Journal of Science Frontier Research: D Agriculture and 
Veterinary 20(6):1

Atieno EO, Kilwinger FBM, Almekinders CJM, Struik PC (2023) How Kenya potato farmers evaluate 
the seed: implications for the promotion of certified seed potato. Potato Res 66:811–829. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s11540-​022-​09602-8

Bustos-Korts D, Romagosa I, Borrá-Gelonch G, Casas AM, Slafer GA, van Eeuwijk F (2018) Genotype 
by environment interaction and adaptation. In: Meyers R (ed) Encyclopedia of sustainability science 
and technology. Springer, New York, NY. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​978-1-​4939-​2493-6_​199-3

Cadersa Y, Govinden N (1999) Relationship between canopy cover and light interception in potato in a 
tropical climate. AMAS. Food and Agricultural Research Council, Réduit Mauritius, pp 137–144

Caldiz D (2009) Physiological age research during the second half of the Twentieth Century. Potato Res 
52:295–304. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11540-​009-​9143-4

Caldiz DO, Fernandez LV, Struik PC (2001) Physiological age index: a new, simple and reliable index 
to assess the physiological age of seed potato tubers based on haulm killing date and length of the 
incubation period. Field Crops Res 69(1):69–79. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​s0378-​4290(00)​00134-9

CIP (2014) Protocol for tuber bulking maturity assessment of elite and advanced potato clones. Interna-
tional Potato Center, Lima, Peru. https://​doi.​org/​10.​4160/​97892​90604​419

Coleman WK (2000) Physiological ageing of potato tubers: a review. Ann Appl Biol 137:189–199
Cox AE, Large EC (1960) Potato blight epidemics throughout the world. Agricultural Research Service, 

United States Department of Agriculture, Agricultural Handbook No. 174. 230 pages
Demagante AL, Vander Zaag P (1988) The response of potato (Solanum spp.) to photoperiod and light 

intensity under high temperatures. Potato Res 31:73–83. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF023​60023
Durr G, Lorenzl G (1980) Potato production and utilization in Kenya. Bibliographic data sheet, PN-

AAJ-221. International Potato Center, Lima, Peru.  https://​pdf.​usaid.​gov/​pdf_​docs/​PNAAJ​221.​pdf. 
Accessed 30 Aug 2023

Fintrac (2015) USAID-KAVES Potato value chain analysis. United States Agency for International 
Development (USAID)-Kenya Agricultural Value Chain Enterprises (KAVES). https://​pdf.​usaid.​
gov/​pdf_​docs/​PA00M​SW6.​pdf. Accessed 30 Aug 2023

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-022-09602-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-022-09602-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4939-2493-6_199-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-009-9143-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0378-4290(00)00134-9
https://doi.org/10.4160/9789290604419
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02360023
https://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/PNAAJ221.pdf
https://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/PA00MSW6.pdf
https://pdf.usaid.gov/pdf_docs/PA00MSW6.pdf


1 3

Potato Research	

Galluzi G, Seyum A, Halewood M, Noriega IL, Welch EW (2020) The role of genetic resources in breed-
ing for climate change: the case of public breeding programmes in eighteen developing countries. 
Plants 9(9):1129. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​plant​s9091​129

Gildemacher PR, Schulte-Geldermann E, Borus D, Demo P, Kinyae P, Mundia P, Struik PC (2011) Seed 
potato quality improvement through positive selection by smallholder farmers in Kenya. Potato Res 
54:253–266. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11540-​011-​9190-5

Haverkort AJ, Uenk D, Veroude H, van de Waart M (1991) Relationships between ground cover, inter-
cepted solar radiation, leaf area index and infrared reflectance of potto crops. Potato Res 34:113–
121. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​BF023​58105

Kaguongo WP, Gildemacher PR, Demo P, Wagoire W. Kinyae J, Andrade_Piedra J, Forbes G, Fuglie K, 
Thiele G (2008) Farmer practices and adoption of potato improved varieties in Kenya and Uganda. 
International Potato Center, Lima, Peru

Khan MS (2012) Assessing genetic variation in growth and development of potato. PhD Thesis, 
Wageningen University, Wageningen, The Netherlands

Khan MS, Struik PC, van der Putten PEI, Jansen HJ, van Eck HJ, Eeuwijk FA, Yin X (2019) Model-
based approach to analyze genetic variation in potato using standard cultivars and a segregating 
population. I. Canopy cover dynamics. Field Crops Res 242:107581. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​fcr.​
2019.​107581

Komen SK, Ngeny JM, Osema E (2017) Bridging the potato variety gap: a review of the Kenya–The 
Netherlands potato project (2012–2015): its success, challenges and opportunities. Open Agric 
2:267–273. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1515/​opag-​2017-​0030

Kwambai TK, Struik PC, Stack L, Griffin D, Rono S, Nyongesa M, Gorman M (2023a) Understanding 
potato production practices in north-western Kenya through surveys: an important key to improving 
production. Potato Res 66:751−791. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11540-​022-​09599-0 

Kwambai TK, Griffin D, Struik PC, Stack L, Rono S, Brophy C, Nyongesa M, Gorman M (2023b) Seed 
quality and variety preferences among potato farmers in north-western Kenya – lessons for the 
adoption of new varieties. Potato Res 1–24. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s11540-​023-​09626-8

Lasky JR, Upandhyaya HD, Ramu P, Deshpande S et  al (2015) Genome-environment association in 
sorghum landraces predict adaptive traits. Sci Adv 1(6):e1400218. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1126/​sciadv.​
14002​18.​eColl​ection

Machangi JM, Gathumbi M, Onchieku P, Nga’nga N, Kagundu A, Kibet S, Muchoki J, Dinah B (2016) 
The national potato strategy 2016–2020. Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock and Fisheries, Nairobi

Minda TT, van der Molen MK, Combe M, Jimènez PA, Khan MS, de Arellano JV-G (2018) The combined 
effect of elevation and meteorology on potato crop dynamics: a 10-year study in the Gamo High-
lands, Ethiopia. Agric For Meteorol 262:166–177. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/J.​agrfo​rmet.​2018.​07.​009

Minda TT, van der Molen MK, de Arellano JV-G, Chulda KC, Struik PC (2019) Response of canopy 
growth and yield of potato cultivars to weather dynamics in a complex topography: Belg farm-
ing seasons in the Gamo highlands, Ethiopia. Agronomy 9(4):267. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​agron​
omy90​40163

Muthoni J, Kabira J, Shimelis H, Melis R (2014) Regulation of potato tuber dormancy: a review. Austr J 
Agric Sci 8(5):754–759 (2014) ISSN:1835–2707

Muthoni J, Shimelis H (2018) Progress made in developing new high yielding potato varieties for the 
Kenyan Highlands at KALRO – Tigoni. Am J Agric Biol Sci 13:50–63. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3844/​
ajaba​ap.​2018.​5063

Mwangi JM, Mwangi GN, Finckh MR, Kiewnick S (2021) Biology, pathotype, and virulence of Glo-
bodera rostochiensis populations from Kenya. J Nematol 53:e2021-03. https://​doi.​org/​10.​21307/​
j0fnem-​2021.​003

Nieto CAO (2016) Nitrogen use efficiency in potato: an integrated agronomic, physiological and genetic 
approach. Doctoral dissertation, Wageningen University and Research, Wageningen, The Netherlands

NPCK (2018) Potato production handbook: a guide for farmers and trainers. National Potato Council of 
Kenya. https://​npck.​org/​Books/​Potat​oProd​uctio​nHand​book2​019(002).​pdf. Accessed 30 Aug 2023

NPCK (2021) Potato variety catalogue 2021. National Potato Council of Kenya. https://​npck.​org/​wp-​
conte​nt/​uploa​ds/​2021/​10/​NPCK-​2021-​CATAL​OGUE-​17.​pdf  Accessed 30 Aug 2023

Raja S, Verma MR, Satupathy PC, Yadav LM, Kumar R, Ullah Z, Khaiwal R, Dubey RK, Kumar S, 
Singh D, Verma D, Govinda Krishnan PM (2018) Genotype environment interaction and yield sta-
bility of potato cultivars under tropical conditions. J Agric Sci Tech 20:583–595

Rietman H, Bijsterbosch G, Cano LM, Lee HR, Vossen JH, Jacobsen E, Visser RGF, Kamoun S, 
Vleeshouwers VG (2012) Qualitative and quantitative late blight resistance in the potato cultivar 

https://doi.org/10.3390/plants9091129
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-011-9190-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02358105
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2019.107581
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fcr.2019.107581
https://doi.org/10.1515/opag-2017-0030
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-022-09599-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11540-023-09626-8
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1400218.eCollection
https://doi.org/10.1126/sciadv.1400218.eCollection
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.agrformet.2018.07.009
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy9040163
https://doi.org/10.3390/agronomy9040163
https://doi.org/10.3844/ajabaap.2018.5063
https://doi.org/10.3844/ajabaap.2018.5063
https://doi.org/10.21307/j0fnem-2021.003
https://doi.org/10.21307/j0fnem-2021.003
https://npck.org/Books/PotatoProductionHandbook2019(002).pdf
https://npck.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/NPCK-2021-CATALOGUE-17.pdf
https://npck.org/wp-content/uploads/2021/10/NPCK-2021-CATALOGUE-17.pdf


	 Potato Research

1 3

Sarpo Mira is determined by the perception of five distinct RXLR effectors. Mol Plant Microbe 
Interact 25(7):910–919

Simko I (2021) IdeTo: spread sheets for calculation and analysis of area under the disease progress over 
time data. PhytoFrontiers 1:244–247. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1094/​PHYTO​FR-​11-​20-​0033-A

Simko I, Piepho HP (2012) The area under the disease progress stairs: calculation, advantage, and appli-
cation. Phytopathol 102:381–389. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1094/​PHYTO-​07-​11-​0216

Steyn PJ, Visser AF, Smith MF, Schoeman JL (1993) AMMI analysis of potato cultivar yield trials. South 
African J Plant Soil 10(1):28–34. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​02571​862.​1993.​10634​639

VSN International (2017) Genstat for Windows, 19th edn. VSN International, Hemel Hempstead, UK
Zakir M (2018) Review on genotype × environment interaction in plant breeding and agronomic stability 

of crops. J Biol Agric Healthcare 8(12):14–21
Zali HA, Sofalian OM, Hasanloo TA, Asghari A (2016) AMMI and GGE biplot analysis of yield stability 

and drought tolerance in Brassica napus L. Agricultural Communications 4(1):1–8

Publisher’s Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps 
and institutional affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor (e.g. a society or other partner) holds exclusive rights to this article under 
a publishing agreement with the author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author self-archiving of the accepted 
manuscript version of this article is solely governed by the terms of such publishing agreement and 
applicable law.

Authors and Affiliations

Thomas K. Kwambai1,2,3 · Paul C. Struik2 · Monica Gorman4 · Moses Nyongesa5 · 
Wilfred Rop1 · Edward Kemboi1 · Denis Griffin3 

 1	 Kenya Agricultural and Livestock Research Organization, Food Crops Research Institute, P.O. 
Box 450, Kitale 30200, Kenya

2	 Centre for Crop Systems Analysis, Wageningen University and Research, P.O. Box 430, 
6700 AK Wageningen, The Netherlands

3	 Teagasc Crops, Environment and Land Use Programme, Crops Research Department Oak Park, 
Carlow, Ireland

4	 School of Agriculture and Food Science, University College Dublin, Dublin, Ireland
5	 Kenya Agricultural and Livestock Research Organization, Tigoni Potato Research Centre, 

P.O. Box 338, Limuru 00217, Kenya

https://doi.org/10.1094/PHYTOFR-11-20-0033-A
https://doi.org/10.1094/PHYTO-07-11-0216
https://doi.org/10.1080/02571862.1993.10634639
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3906-2594

	Understanding Genotype × Environment Interactions in Potato Production to Guide Variety Adoption and Future Breeding Strategies
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Environments
	Research Materials and Seed Bulking
	Field Trials
	Data Collection and Processing

	Results
	Statistical Analysis
	Genotype, Season, Location (Altitude) and Trialling Period Main Effects
	Crop Parameters (traits)

	Genotype × Environment Interactions (GEI)
	Correlation Between Tuber Yield and Other Variables Measured

	Discussion
	Genotype
	Season
	Location
	Season × Location
	Genotype by Environment Interaction

	Conclusion
	Anchor 22
	Acknowledgements 
	References


