AN -

IDRC-0806 '

ARCHIV

MACINT edings of the Fourth Symposium of the
23101 1ational Society for Tropical Root Crops

Held at CIAT, Cali, Colombia, 1-7 August 1976

Edited by James Cock, Reginald MacIntyre, and Michael Graham

The International Society for Tropical Root Crops in collaboration with
Centro Internacional de Agricultura Tropical
International Development Research Centre
United States Agency for International Development




IDRC-080e

PROCEEDINGS

of the

FOURTH SYMPOSIUM

of the

INTERNATIONAL SOCIETY
FOR TROPICAL ROOT CROPS

held at CIAT, Cali, Colombia, 1-7 August 1976

Edited by .
James Cock, Reginald MacIntyre, and Michael Graham

in collaboration with
Centro Internacional de Agricultura Tropical
International Development Research Centre
United States Agency for International Development




© 1977 International Development Research Centre
Postal Address: Box 8500, Ottawa, Canada K1G 3H9
Head Office: 60 Queen Street, Ottawa

Cock, J.

Maclntyre, R.

Graham, M.

International Soctety for Tropical Root Crops

CIAT

IDRC

USAID IDRC-080e
Proceedings of the Fourth Symposium of the International Society for

Tropical Root Crops held at CIAT, Cali, Colombia, 1-7 August 1976, Ottawa,

IDRC, 1977.277 pp.

/ IDRC pub CRDI /. Proceedings of a symposium on / root crop /
/ plant production / in the / tropical zone / — includes / list of participants /,
/ bibliography/s, and / statistical data /.

UDC: 633.4(213) ISBN: 0-88936-115-0

Microfiche Edition $1




CONTENTS

Foreword 5§

Society Council, 1976-79 6

Welcoming addresses 7

Participants

Section 1:

Section 2:

Section 3:

Section 4:

11

Origin, dispersal, and evolution 19

Papers by: Léon 20; Plucknett 36; Sadik 40; Martin 44; Mendoza 50;
Kobayashi and Miyazaki 53; Degras 58; and Warid et al. 62
Summary of discussions 65

Basic productivity 69

Papers by: Loomis and Rapoport 70; Holmes and Wilson 84; Ferguson and
Gumbs 89; Dharmaputra and de Bruijn 94; Nitis and Suarna 98;
Obigbesan et al. 104; Ngongi et al. 107; Howeler et al. 113;
Rendle and Kang 117; Mohan Kumar et al. 122;
Edwards et al. 124; Wahab 131; Umanah 137; Montaldo and
Montilla 142; Montilla et al. 143; Wilson et al. 146; Tanaka and
Sekioka 150; and Sykes 151

Summary of discussions 152

Preharvest and postharvest losses 155

Papers by: Lozano and Terry 156; Bock et al. 160; Mukiibi 163;
Mukiibi 169; Terry 170; Ninan et al. 173; Leu 175; Terry 179;
Obigbesan and Matuluko 185; Bellotti and van Schoonhoven 188;
Nyiira 193; Yaseen and Bennett 197; Pillai 202;
Thompson et al. 203; and Albuquerque 207

Summary of discussions 208

Utilization 211

Papers by: Christiansen and Thompson 212; McCann 215; Chandra and
De Boer 221; Valdes Sanchez 226; Phillips 228; Oke 232;
Delange et al. 237; Hew and Hutagalung 242: Khajarern and
Khajarern 246; Varghese et al. 250; Hutagalung and Tan 255;
Gomez et al. 262; Gregory et al. 267; Nartey 270,
Nakayama et al. 274; and Jeffers 275

Summary of discussions 277




MUKIIBI: SYNONYMY IN SWEET POTATO VIRUS DISEASES

a yield basis alone, 46106/27 can be described
as tolerant. Any variety which sustains a 70%
loss would in most circumstances be described
as highly susceptible.

Our results call for further experimentation
in the field, including studies of the vector in
ecologically diverse zones. If the concept of
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control by relatively simple cultural practices
is proved satisfactory, then a reappraisal of
breeding objectives might possibly be called for.

Doughty, L. R. East African Agriculture and
Forestry Research Organization Annual Report,
1958. 48-55.

Synonymy in Sweet Potato Virus Diseases
J. Mukiibi*

The literature pertaining to virus or viruslike diseases of sweet potatoes suggests that
there are only two diseases definitely caused by viruses: sweet potato mosaic, with many
synonyms, and sweet potato internal cork. The other viruslike diseases are either caused
by mycoplasma, mites, or are physiological in nature.

Martyn (1968, 1971) and Smith (1972)
listed seven virus diseases of sweet potatoes:
(1) feathery mottle; (2) internal cork; (3) mo-
saic virus A; (4) mosaic virus B; (5) russet
crack; (6) yellow dwarf; and (7) witches’
broom. My observations suggest that there is
no difference between mosaic virus A and B.

Sheffield (1957) distinguishes the two dis-
eases on the basis of severity. Virus A is a mild
disease transmitted by Myzus persicae and not
by white flies. Virus B, a severe disease, is
transmitted to sweet potato by the white fly
Bemisia tabaci and not by aphids or mechanical
means. I have frequently transmitted mechani-
cally the severe disease to sweet potato. The
aphid Myzus persicae is almost invariably asso-
ciated with the severe disease in the field and
has also frequently transmitted the disease
from affected to healthy sweet potato vines in
the greenhouse. The sweet potato feathery
mottle disease as described by Doolittle and
Harter (1945) is very similar to the sweet po-
tato mosaic syndrome described by Sheffield
(1957).

To help clarify the situation, I have reviewed
all the available literature on sweet potato virus
and viruslike diseases to establish the identities
of the diseases. The résults of this extensive
literature survey have been summarized in
Table 1.

1Department of Crop Science, Makerere Uni-
versity, P.O. Box 7062, Kampala, Uganda.

Discussion

A total of 21 virus or viruslike diseases have
been reported from various parts of the world.
One of the commonest virus diseases of sweet
potatoes is mosaic, with symptoms typical of
this group of diseases, it has been observed
wherever sweet potatoes are grown extensively
(Rosen 1920; Hansford 1944; Adsuar 1955;
Yoshii 1960). In East Africa the mosaic syn-
drome has been referred to as mosaic virus A
and mosaic virus B (Sheffield 1957). The syn-
drome is associated with virus particles of
flexuous rods of 761, 767, or 844 nm (Nome
1974; Nome et al. 1974) or 850-900 nm
(Hollings et al. 1970).

Descriptions of the diseases referred to as
mottle leaf (Strydom and Hyman 1965), leaf
spot (Martin 1970), ringspot, vein clearing,
and leaf pucker (Loebenstein and Harpaz
1960) are identical with descriptions of foliar
symptoms of mosaic. These diseases are also
transmitted by aphids or white fly. The diseases
referred to as rosette (Noble 1935; Steyaert
1946), curly top and yellow dwarf (Hilde-
brand 1958a,b) are manifestations of severe
symptoms of mosaic and their descriptions are
identical with those of sweet potato mosaic
virus B. Hence it appears that there are 10
names referring to the same disease. namely
mosaic, described by different authors on dif-
ferent varieties in different parts of the world.
The disease known as celery mosaic (Welman
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MUKIIBI: SYNONYMY IN SWEET POTATO VIRUS DISEASES

1934, 1935) is apparently a disease of celery
which was transmitted artificially to sweet
potato.

The other common disease is feathery mottle
(Doolittle and Harter 1945). A comparison of
the photographs showing the symptoms of this
disease (Doolittle and Harter 1945) and Shef-
field’s (1957) photographs of the mosaic dis-
eases of sweet potatoes in East Africa, shows
clearly that the symptoms of the two diseases
are identical. The virus particles identified in
both diseases also appear very similar (Nome
et al. 1974; Hollings et al. 1970) and both
diseases are masked by high temperature.
Further, Alconero (1971) and Nome et al.
(1974) have shown that the feathery mottle
disease is the same as russet crack. Hence it
appears that the mosaic diseases mentioned
earlier, feathery mottle and russet crack, are
one and the same disease, or are very closely
related manifestations of a mosaic syndrome.

The internal cork virus disease, however,
appears to be a distinct disease unrelated to
mosaics both in symptom expression and eti-
ology. The most characteristic symptom of the
disease is the development of cork in the tubers
(Nusbaum 1946a,b) which is associated with
polyhedral virus particles (Salama et al. 1966).
A disease which in early literature (Harter
1925; Harter and Whitney 1929) was described
as mottle necrosis was apparently the same and
was renamed “internal cork virus” disease
when its etiology became known.

Little leaf (van Velsen 1967), witches’
broom (Murayama 1966), and ishuku-byo
(Summers 1951) are all transmitted by leaf
hoppers and are associated with mycoplasma-
like bodies (Lawson et al. 1970; Kahn et al.
1972). They can be cured with antibiotics (So
1973) and are therefore not virus diseases.

Hardcore seems to be a disease of uncertain
etiology. Daines et al. (1974) have conducted
experiments on it and concluded that it was
related to chilling during the process of curing
the tubers. When the tubers were cured at a
temperature of 27 °C the disease did not de-
velop. But Harmond et al. (1974) noticed
flexuous virus rod particles 700 nm long in
roots and leaves affected by hardcore. These
workers do not specify whether or not the
material they used contained a latent virus
infection.

Another disease affecting tubers is internal
root necrosis (Nielsen and Harrow 1966). It
causes lesions of a lighter colour than internal
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cork, is not affected by temperature, and is not
graft transmissible. Therefore it is probably a
physiological condition.

Erinose of sweet potatoes (Sheffield 1954),
a common disease in East Africa, causes ex-
treme hairiness to vines and leaves of sweet
potatoes and may lead to heavy losses in yield.
It is associated with spider mites (Aceria sp.),
and Sheffield failed to transmit it by grafting.
Affected vines recovered from the disease when
they were fumigated with azobenzene. Hence
available evidence suggests that the disease is
caused by mites sensu stricto.

There is a disease in Uganda known as “bit-
ter root” which makes the tubers unpalatable.
The disease has not been investigated suffi-
ciently and its etiology is therefore unknown.

Conclusion

From the evidence, it appears that there are
two distinct virus diseases of sweet potatoes:
(1) sweet potato mosaic covering all diseases
with mosaic symptoms as well as feathery
mottle and russet crack; these diseases are asso-
ciated with virus particles consisting of flexuous
rods 760-900 nm; and (2) internal cork char-
acterized by tubers containing necrotic regions
surrounded by phellem. The foliar symptoms
may be of a mosaic type but the disease is
associated with polyhedral virus particles.
There is no conclusive evidence that hardcore
disease is caused by either a virus or a physio-
logical disorder.

Other viruslike diseases are caused by:
mycoplasma-like bodies; mites; physiological
disorders; genetics (as in the case of bitter root).

Information on sweet potato virus diseases
has been derived largely from symptomatology
of sweet potato and other hosts, and from the
mode of transmission. Only to a limited extent
has this knowledge been based on electron-
microscopy or serology. There is a need for
more electronmicroscopic and serological stud-
ies of sweet potato viruses to verify the identity
of each and to better understand the relation-
ships between the diseases.
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