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Premise: Wild potato species are a rich source of disease resistance and other traits for the improvement of cultivated potato. Research geared towards identifying and characterizing
agriculturally useful genes often requires field-based evaluation of wild germplasm. But little is known about appropriate field conditions for wild potato species. Weed control, in particular, is
a challenge since herbicides may damage some wild potato species. In this two year study, we explored tolerance of 10 1EBN and 2EBN species in superseries Stellata to commonly used
herbicides. Our results may assist researchers in establishing wild potato field plots.

Project Goal: Identification of strategies and conditions for chemical weed control for field establishment of wild potato species
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