
Annual Research Report 
2012 

 

 

Seeds of Life 

Fini ba Moris 

 
óImproved food security through increased productivity of major food cropsô 

 
  



 ii  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Seeds of Life (Fini ba Moris) is a program within the Timor-

Leste (East Timor) Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries 

(MAF). The Governments of Timor-Leste and Australia 

collaboratively fund the program.  Australian funding is 

through the Australian Agency for International Development 

(AusAID) plus the Australian Centre for International 

Agricultural Research (ACIAR) and is managed by ACIAR.  

The Centre for Legumes in Mediterranean Agriculture 

(CLIMA)  within The University of Western Australia (UWA) 

coordinates the Australian funded activities.   

 

 



 iii  

Table of Contents 

Table of Contents ...................................................................................................................... iii  
List of tables and figures ........................................................................................................................................ v 
Acronyms and Abbreviations................................................................................................................................. x 
Personnel .................................................................................................................................... xi  

1. Overview of the Seeds of Life program ........................................................................ 1 

1.1 Introduct ion .................................................................................................................... 1 

1.2 Program summary ......................................................................................................... 1 
1.2.1 Component 1: Evaluation of improved food crop varieties.............................................................. 1 
1.2.2 Component 2. Formal seed production and distribution .................................................................. 3 
1.2.3 Component 3. Informal seed production and distribution ................................................................ 4 
1.2.4 Component 4. Seed system management ........................................................................................ 5 
1.2.5 Program management ..................................................................................................................... 6 
1.2.6 Capacity building ........................................................................................................................... 6 
1.3 Rainfall  ............................................................................................................................ 7 

2. Evaluation of new germplasm ..................................................................................... 12 

2.1 Maize ............................................................................................................................. 12 
2.1.1 Replicated maize trials, wet season 2011-2012 ............................................................................. 12 
2.1.2 Replicated maize trials, dry season 2012....................................................................................... 17 
2.1.3 Maize On-Farm Demonstration Trials (OFDTs) 2011-2012.......................................................... 19 
2.2 Sweet potato .................................................................................................................. 30 
2.2.1 Sweet potato replicated trials, 2011-2012 ..................................................................................... 30 
2.2.2 Sweet potato multi-year, multi-location trial analysis.................................................................... 36 
2.2.3 Sweet potato OFDTs 2011-2012 ................................................................................................... 40 
2.3 Cassava .......................................................................................................................... 47 
2.3.1  Replicated cassava trials .............................................................................................................. 47 
2.3.2  Cassava performance across sites and years ................................................................................. 53 
2.3.3  Cassava OFDTs 2011-2012 ......................................................................................................... 56 
2.4 Rice ................................................................................................................................ 58 
2.4.1 Irrigated aromatic rice observational trials, 2012 .......................................................................... 58 
2.4.2 Upland rice observational trials, 2012 ........................................................................................... 61 
2.4.3 Rice OFDTs 2011-2012................................................................................................................ 63 
2.5 Peanuts .......................................................................................................................... 68 
2.5.1 Replicated trials, 2011-2012 ......................................................................................................... 68 
2.5.2 Replicated trials, multi-year, multi-location analysis ..................................................................... 72 
2.6 Temperate cereals ........................................................................................................ 74 
2.6.1 Wheat and barley replicated trials, 2012 ....................................................................................... 74 
2.7 Winged beans ................................................................................................................ 76 
2.7.1 Winged bean replicated trial, Loes 2011-2012 .............................................................................. 76 
2.8 Mungbean and black gram.......................................................................................... 77 

2.9 Climbing bean ............................................................................................................... 83 
2.9.1  Climbing bean replicated trials, 2010-2012 .................................................................................. 83 
2.9.2 Climbing bean, multi-year and location analysis ........................................................................... 87 
3. Formal seed production and distribution .................................................................. 90 
3.1 Seed production activities 2011-2012 ........................................................................................... 90 
3.2 Seed distribution, rice, maize and peanut ...................................................................................... 91 
3.3 Production and distribution of sweet potato and cassava stem cuttings.......................................... 92 
4. Community based seed production ............................................................................ 94 
4.1 Community Seed Production Groups (CSPG) coverage in 2011-12 and 2012-13 .......................... 94 
4.2 Results in 2011-12 cropping season: ............................................................................................. 95 
4.3 Policies for community seed production ....................................................................................... 97 
5. Farming systems research ........................................................................................... 98 
5.1 Maize and velvet bean systems ..................................................................................................... 98 
5.2 Grain bins for maize storage ....................................................................................................... 103 
5.3 Sweet potato nutrient-addition pot trial ....................................................................................... 106 
5.4 Rice agronomy trials, 2012 ......................................................................................................... 108 



 iv 

6. Social science research ............................................................................................... 111 
6.1 Farmer baseline data survey (Buka Data Los) ............................................................................. 111 
7. Climate and climate change on agriculture ............................................................. 118 
7.1 District climate posters ............................................................................................................... 118 
7.2 Sub-District rainfall and temperature patterns ............................................................................. 119 
7.3 ENSO in Timor-Leste................................................................................................................. 119 
7.4 District rainfall distribution mapping .......................................................................................... 120 
7.5 Mapping climate change impact on rainfall ................................................................................ 121 
7.6 Mapping soil data for Timor-Leste ............................................................................................. 122 
7.7 Terracing .................................................................................................................................... 124 
8. Communication and technology dissemination ....................................................... 127 

9. Capacity building ....................................................................................................... 131 

10. Technology recommendations ................................................................................... 133 
10.1 Released and potential varieties .................................................................................................. 133 
10.1.1 Maize ......................................................................................................................................... 133 
10.1.2 Peanuts ....................................................................................................................................... 134 
10.1.3 Sweet potato ............................................................................................................................... 135 
10.1.4 Rice ............................................................................................................................................ 136 
10.1.5 Cassava ...................................................................................................................................... 137 
10.2 Farming systems recommendations ............................................................................................ 137 
11. References ................................................................................................................... 139 
 

  



 v 

List of tables and figures 
Tables   

Table 1  Comparison of productivity of MAF/SoL varieties with local varieties............................ 2 

Table 2.  Name, code and source of 15 entries used in six trials, 2011-2012 ................................ 12 

Table 3.  Planting and harvest dates, maize variety trials, 2011-2012 ........................................... 12 

Table 4.  Maize yields and yield advantages, 2011-2012 .............................................................. 14 

Table 5.  Taste test at Urulefa station (% farmersô preference) ..................................................... 15 

Table 6.  Taste test at Betano (% farmersô preference) .................................................................. 15 

Table 7.  Weevil damage of stored cobs, Betano, 2011 ................................................................. 16 

Table 8.  Weevil damage of stored cobs, Loes, 2011..................................................................... 17 

Table 9.  Planting and harvest dates, maize variety trials, 2011-2012 ........................................... 17 

Table 10.  Maize yield and yield components, Loes, 2012 ............................................................ 18 

Table 11.  Definition of the 6 agro-ecological zones in Timor-Leste. ........................................... 20 

Table 12.  Determining soil texture characteristics. ....................................................................... 21 

Table 13.  Distribution of maize OFDT sites by elevation, 2008 to 2012. .................................... 21 

Table 14.  Distribution of soil pH across maize OFDT sites 2008 to 2012. .................................. 22 

Table 15.  Soil pH and elevation of maize OFDT locations, 2008 to 2012. .................................. 22 

Table 16.  Distribution of soil texture of maize OFDT, 2008-2011. .............................................. 23 

Table 17.  Yield components for OFDT maize varieties over all OFDTs, 2011-2012. ................. 23 

Table 18.  Effect of crop density on yield for OFDT maize varieties, 2011-2012. ....................... 24 

Table 19.  Maize OFDT grain yield and yield advantage by Sub-District 2011-2012. ................. 25 

Table 20.  Maize OFDT mean yield by AEZ, 2011-2012 .............................................................. 25 

Table 21.  Various factors affecting maize OFDT yields, 2007-2012. .......................................... 27 

Table 22.  Influence of seeds per hill on OFDT maize yields, 2011-2012. ................................... 27 

Table 23.  OFDT yield by soil pH for all maize varieties, 2011-2012. .......................................... 27 

Table 24.  Effect of soil colour of maize yield 2011-2012. ........................................................... 28 

Table 25.  Impact of soil texture on maize yield 2011-2012.......................................................... 28 

Table 26.  Effect of number of researcher visits on farm maize yield 2011-2012. ........................ 28 

Table 27.  Farmer responses (%)* to maize varieties 2011-2012. ................................................. 29 

Table 28.  Planting and harvest details of sweet potato varietal trials, wet season 2011-2012 ..... 30 

Table 29.  Statistical analyses of the 2011-2012 sweet potato varietal trials ................................. 31 

Table 30.  Sweet potato taste tests during farmersô field days, 2012 ............................................. 31 

Table 31.  Sweet potato yields and yield advantages, 2011-2012.................................................. 33 

Table 32.  Sweet potato yields and yield components, replicated trials 2011/12 .......................... 34 

Table 33.  Farmersô preferences, sweet potato FFD results, 2-4 stations, 2012 ............................ 35 

Table 34.  All sweet potato replicated variety trials, 2005-2012 (321 data points) ....................... 37 

Table 35.  Distribution of sweet potato OFDT sites by elevation, 2011-2012. ............................. 41 

Table 36.  Soil pH and elevation, sweet potato OFDTs by Sub-District, 2011-2012. ................... 42 

Table 37.  Yield components for OFDT sweet potato varieties, 2011-2012. ................................ 42 

Table 38.  Sweet potato OFDT root yield (t/ha) by Sub-District 2011-2012. ................................ 42 

Table 39.  Sweet potato OFDT mean yield by AEZ, 2011-2012. .................................................. 43 

Table 40.  Significance of management factors affecting sweet potato yield. ............................... 43 

Table 41.  OFDT yield by soil pH for all sweet potato varieties, 2011-2012. ............................... 43 

Table 42.  Impact of soil colour on sweet potato yield, 2011-2012. .............................................. 44 

Table 43.  Impact of soil texture on sweet potato yield, 2011-2012 .............................................. 44 

Table 44.  Estimated amount in 100 g (edible portion) of raw sweet potato storage root: ............ 45 

Table 45.  Farmer responses (%) to sweet potato varieties 2011-2012. ......................................... 46 

Table 46.  Cassava planting and harvest details, 2009-2010. ........................................................ 47 

Table 47.  Cassava planting and harvest details, 2010-2011. ........................................................ 47 

Table 48.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Fatumaka (Baucau) 2010. .............................. 48 

Table 49.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Loes 2010. ..................................................... 49 

Table 50.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Betano 2010. .................................................. 49 



 vi 

Table 51.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Aileu, 2010-2011. .......................................... 50 

Table 52.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Loes 2010-2011. ............................................ 50 

Table 53.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Betano 2010-2011. ........................................ 51 

Table 54.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Darasula (Baucau) 2011. ............................... 51 

Table 55.  Cassava multisite starch yield advantages (%) 2010-2011. .......................................... 52 

Table 56.  Cassava multisite yield advantages (%) 2010-2011...................................................... 52 

Table 57.  Multi-year cassava replicated trial yields by variety and location, 2008-2011............. 54 

Table 58.  Multiyear cassava replicated trial starch content by variety, 2008-2011. ..................... 55 

Table 59.  Yield components for cassava OFDTs 2011-2012 ....................................................... 56 

Table 60.  Irrigated rice varieties by code and origin, 2012........................................................... 58 

Table 61.  Planting and harvest details of rice varietal trials, 2012. .............................................. 59 

Table 62.  Irrigated rice results, Maliana 2012. ............................................................................. 59 

Table 63.  Irrigated rice results, Baucau 2012................................................................................ 60 

Table 64.  Irrigated rice results, Aileu 2012. .................................................................................. 61 

Table 65.  Yields and yield components of upland rice trials, Darasula, 2012. ............................. 62 

Table 66.  Top yielding upland rice varieties, Darasula 2012. ....................................................... 63 

Table 67.  Rice yields of OFDT Varieties 2011-2012 ................................................................... 64 

Table 68.  Mean OFDT rice yields (t/ha), Sub-Districts, 2011-2012............................................. 66 

Table 69.  Mean yields (t/ha) of rice OFDTs by AEZ, 2011-2012 ................................................ 66 

Table 70.  Significance of Factors affecting rice yield, OFDTs 2011-2012 .................................. 66 

Table 71.  Effect of soil texture of rice yield 2011-2012 ............................................................... 67 

Table 72.  Variety details, replicated peanut trials, 2011-2012...................................................... 68 

Table 73.  Planting and harvest details of peanut varietal trials, 2011-2012 ................................. 68 

Table 74.  Statistical tests used in the analysis of the 2011-2012 peanut varietal trials ................ 69 

Table 75.  Peanut yields and yield advantages, 2011-2012 ........................................................... 70 

Table 76.  Peanut yields and yield components, replicated trials 2011/12 .................................... 71 

Table 77.  Variety yields across research stations in 2011 and 2012 ............................................. 73 

Table 78.  Wheat yields and yield components, Fatululia, Venilale, 2012 .................................... 74 

Table 79.  Barley yields and yield components, Fatululia, Venilale, 2012 .................................... 75 

Table 80.  Winged bean yield and yield components, Loes, 2011-2012 ....................................... 76 

Table 81.  Mung bean population details, 2008-2012 in trials at Betano and Loes. ...................... 78 

Table 82.  Planting and harvest details of mung bean varietal trials, 2010-2012 .......................... 78 

Table 83.  Mung bean replicated trial, 2010, Betano. .................................................................... 79 

Table 84.  Mung bean replicated trial, 2011, Betano. .................................................................... 80 

Table 85.  Mung bean replicated trial, 2012, Betano. .................................................................... 80 

Table 86.  Farmer appreciation (%) of mung bean, Betano, dry season, 2012 .............................. 81 

Table 87.  Yield (t/ha) of 12 mung bean varieties grown in 6 experiments from 2008 to 2012. ... 81 

Table 88.  Mean mung bean yield increase above the local checks (%) 2008 to 2012. ................. 82 

Table 89.  Climbing bean trial details, wet season 2009-2010 ...................................................... 83 

Table 90.  Yield and yield components climbing bean varieties, Maubisse 2010 dry season. ...... 84 

Table 91.  Yield and yield components, climbing bean varieties, Maubisse 2011. ....................... 85 

Table 92.  Yield and yield components, climbing bean varieties, Urulefa 2012. .......................... 86 

Table 93.  Climbing bean yields for 10 varieties from 12 trials ..................................................... 88 

Table 94.  Mean yields and yield advantages, climbing bean, 12 experiments, 2009 to 2012 ...... 88 

Table 95.  Clean seed production of Nakroma, Sele and Utamua, 2011-2012 .............................. 91 

Table 96.  Rice, maize and peanut seed distribution (Sept 2010 to Aug 2011) ............................. 91 

Table 97.  Production area and distributed cutting numbers by District, 2011-2012. ................... 92 

Table 98.  SoL formal seed production as a % of national formal seed need. ............................... 93 

Table 99.  CSPG results for maize seed production, MAF & NGOs, 2011-12 ............................. 95 

Table 100.  Maize seed yield in MAF and collaborating NGOsô CSPGs, 2011-12 ....................... 96 

Table 101.  Rice seed production  by CSPGs, 2011-2012. ............................................................ 96 

Table 102.  Rice seed yields in MAF and collaborating NGO groups in 2011-2012. ................... 96 



 vii  

Table 103.  Peanut seed production by CSPGs, 2011-2012........................................................... 97 

Table 104.  Peanut seed yield in MAF and collaborating NGO groups in 2011-2012. ................. 97 

Table 105.  Velvet bean/maize cropping systems trials, Betano 2011. .......................................... 98 

Table 106.  Velvet bean/maize cropping systems trials, Loes 2011-2012. .................................... 99 

Table 107.  Planting and harvest details of velvet bean experiments, 2011-2012. ........................ 99 

Table 108.  Maize-velvet bean replicated trial results, Betano wet season 2011-2012. .............. 100 

Table 109.  Maize-velvet bean replicated trial results, Betano dry season 2012. ........................ 100 

Table 110.  Maize yield with and without velvet bean from long term rotation trial Betano. ..... 101 

Table 111.  Maize-velvet bean replicated trial results, Loes wet season 2011-12. ...................... 101 

Table 112.  Land preparation method/velvet bean replicated trials Loes, 2011-2012. ................ 101 

Table 113.  Maize-velvet bean replicated trial results, Loes dry season 2012. ............................ 102 

Table 114.  Land preparation method/velvet bean replicated trials Loes dry season 2012. ........ 102 

Table 115.  Historical yield advantages from Loes replicated trials 2012-2012.......................... 102 

Table 116.  Maize-velvet bean replicated trial results, Viqueque, wet season 2011-12. ............. 103 

Table 117.  Velvet bean treatments, Viqueque wet season 2011-12. ........................................... 103 

Table 118.  Weevil death rates when stored in a filled grain bin for 3 to 28 days. ...................... 105 

Table 119.  Treatments in sweet potato nutrient pot trial............................................................. 106 

Table 120.  Treatment responses in sweet potato pot trial at 6 and 10 weeks. ............................ 107 

Table 121.  Treatments for agronomy trials, Maliana 2012. ........................................................ 109 

Table 122.  Results of agronomy trial, Maliana 2012. ................................................................. 109 

Table 123.  Age of seedlings / planting density agronomy trials, Maliana 2012. ........................ 110 

Table 124.   Effect of seedling age on rice yields, Maliana 2012. ............................................... 110 

Table 125.  Number of members of OFDT households, by District ............................................ 111 

Table 126.  Gender participation as heads of households, 2011-2012 ......................................... 112 

Table 127.  Food crops planted in house gardens or bush gardens .............................................. 112 

Table 128.  Respondent measures of food sufficiency (maize) ................................................... 113 

Table 129.  Respondent food security over years (maize) ........................................................... 114 

Table 130.  Farmerôs perceptions of factors reducing harvest yields by District......................... 115 

Table 131.  Storage methods for maize seed (and other crops) ................................................... 115 

Table 132.  House types across the seven Districts ...................................................................... 116 

Table 133.  Wealth measures by key commodity ownership ....................................................... 116 

Table 134.  Wealth measures across years ................................................................................... 117 

Table 135.  Training summary, 2012 ........................................................................................... 131 

Table 136.  Sele and Noi Mutin maize yields and yield, advantages res. stns, 2007-2012 ......... 134 

Table 137.  Sele and Noi Mutin maize yields and yield advantages, OFDTs, 2009-2012 .......... 134 

Table 138.  Utamua peanut yields and yield advantages, research stations, 2001-2012 ............. 134 

Table 139.  Utamua peanut yields and yield advantages, OFDTs, 2006-2010 ............................ 135 

Table 140.  Sweet potato yields and yield advantages, research stations, 2001-2010 ................. 135 

Table 141.  Select sweet potato yields and yield advantages, research stations, 2011 and 2012 135 

Table 142.  Sweet potato yields and yield advantages, OFDTs, 2007-2010................................ 136 

Table 143.  Select sweet potato yields and yield advantages, OFDTs, 2011 and 2012 ............... 136 

Table 144.  Rice yields of OFDT, all Districts, 2005 - 2010 ....................................................... 136 

Table 145.  Rice yields of OFDT varieties 2010-2011 and 2011-2012 ....................................... 136 

Figures 

Figure 1.  Selected research/demonstration sites in Timor-Leste, 2011-2012 .............................. xiv 

Figure 2.   Comparison of rainfall in 2010-2011 with 2011-2012 ................................................... 7 

Figure 3.   Rainfall (mm) at Mantane, Aileu, 2011-2012. Map shows district location .................. 8 

Figure 4.   Rainfall (mm) at Alas, Manufahi 2011-2012. Map shows district location ................... 8 

Figure 5.   Rainfall (mm) at Maubisse, Ainaro, 2011-2012. Map shows district location ............... 9 

Figure 6.   Rainfall (mm) at Venilale, Baucau, 2011-2012. Map shows district location ................ 9 

Figure 7.   Rainfall (mm) at Maliana, Bobonaro, 2011-2012. Map shows district location .......... 10 

Figure 8.   Rainfall (mm) at Liquica, 2011-2012. Map shows district location ............................. 10 



 viii  

Figure 9.   Rainfall (mm) at Viqueque, 2011-2012. Map shows district location.......................... 11 

Figure 10.  Yield of V11, V15 and V41 compared with Noi Mutin, 2011-2012 ........................... 14 

Figure 11.  Yield of 2 test populations vs. local populations at all sites 2011/12. ......................... 24 

Figure 12.   Regression graph comparing plant density and yield. ................................................ 24 

Figure 13.  Regression graph comparing elevation and yield. ....................................................... 26 

Figure 14.   Correlations between yield and tubers per plant, sweet potato 2011-2012 ................ 35 

Figure 15.   Correlations between farmersô preferences, sweet potato, 2012 ................................ 36 

Figure 16.   Biplot analysis (9 sweet potato varieties in 13 environments (set 1), 2010-2012 ...... 38 

Figure 17.   Biplot analysis of sweet potato variety by environment (set 2), 2011-2012 .............. 39 

Figure 18.   Biplot of multiyear cassava data 2008-2011. .............................................................. 53 

Figure 19.  Yield of Ai-luka 2 versus local population 2011-2012................................................ 57 

Figure 20.  Yield of Ailuka4 versus local population 2011-2012 .................................................. 57 

Figure 21.  Comparison of 2 test rice varieties and local, 2011-2012............................................ 65 

Figure 22.  Yield and plant density correlation at Betano (left) and Loes (right) .......................... 71 

Figure 23.   Biplot analysis (15 peanut varieties in 6 environments, 2011 & 2012) ...................... 73 

Figure 24.   Yield (kg/ha) and yield components climbing red bean, Maubisse 2010 ................... 85 

Figure 25.   Correlation of yield and a) pods per plant and b) maturation period, Urulefa 2012. . 87 

Figure 26.   Ranking BiPlot of 8 climbing bean varieties in 12 environments, 2009-2012 ........... 89 

Figure 27.  Maize: National Seed Demand and Seed Supply in Timor-Leste. .............................. 94 

Figure 28.  Sub-District Coverage by Community Seed Production in 2011 and 2012 ................ 95 

Figure 29.  Maize seed production and sales by District CSPGs, 2011-2012. ............................... 96 

Figure 30.  Visual differences of control and full nutrient added treatment. ............................... 108 

Figure 31.  Measuring soil pH in pot trial .................................................................................... 108 

Figure 32.  Number of crops cultivated by OFDT farmers  (N= 163) ......................................... 113 

Figure 33.  Maize sufficiency in farm households (2011) ........................................................... 114 

Figure 34.   Climate and climate change poster for Baucau District ........................................... 118 

Figure 35.   District rainfall and temperatures in Timor-Leste .................................................... 119 

Figure 36.   Impact of ENSO on the rainfall in Timor-Leste ....................................................... 120 

Figure 37.  Rainfall distribution in the District of Baucau, 2000 ................................................. 121 

Figure 38.  Rainfall distribution in the District of Baucau, 2050 ................................................. 121 

Figure 39.  Soil texture triangle to classify soil texture ............................................................... 122 

Figure 40.  Soil texture map of Timor-Leste ................................................................................ 123 

Figure 41.  Soil pH map of Timor-Leste ...................................................................................... 123 

Figure 42.  Iron (Fe) and Zinc (Zn) deficiency in Timor-Leste soils ........................................... 124 

Figure 43.  Photograph of old farming terraces in Turascai, Manufahi ....................................... 125 

Figure 44.  Terracing in Malabe, Ermera growing cabbages. ...................................................... 125 

Figure 45.  Terracing in Maubaralissa, Liquica with associated irrigation pond. ........................ 125 

Figure 46.  Extensive terracing in Berau, Atauro, still in use. ..................................................... 126 

 

  



 ix 

Foreword 

It is such a great pleasure for me to release the 2012 Annual Research Report prepared by 

the Seeds of Life (SoL) program.  SoL is now in its third phase (2011-2016) of operating within 

the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries (MAF).  In this phase, the program is expanding its 

activities into Informal Seed Production (IFSP).  This component is aimed to strengthen the 

mechanism of seed production amongst farmers through informal networks, market channels and 

empowerment.  This is the seventh research report to be issued since 2006.  The report focuses on 

the research activities conducted by SoL/MAF and summarizes training, communications and 

seed production activities within the program during 2012. 

As in previous years, seed adaptation research activities were conducted in the Districts of 

Aileu, Ainaro, Baucau, Bobonaro, Liquiça, Manufahi, and Viqueque.  These Districts were 

selected to represent the characteristics of the six Agro Ecological Zones in Timor-Leste.  High 

yielding and good quality varieties were tested in both research centres and in farmers' fields.  

Researchers effectively install and manage, collect the data, analyse, and present the results of 

over one thousand field trials each year.  The results are evaluated over a number of years prior to 

the MAF recommending them for farmers to cultivate. 

The results presented in this report are representative of the hard work MAF researchers 

have done over a number of years.  One major output in 2012 was when MAF released a new 

white maize variety named "Noi Mutin".  This variety has achieved a 27% yield advantage over 

local varieties in more than 650 on-farm trials conducted over a four-year period.  The grain is 

also sweet and soft to eat and the plant is resistant to disease and drought conditions. 

Seed of released varieties will  be multiplied under the supervision of MAF through the 

certified seed system within the Formal Seed Production (FSP) program, so that these seeds can 

be ready for distribution to the farmers through IFSPs in 11 Districts in 2012-2013.   

In ensuring smooth operation in the research centres, the SoL Program continues to 

renovate and construct necessary infrastructure.  This can be seen on the inauguration of Loes 

Research Centre in May 2012.  Meanwhile, in the area of capacity building, SoL continues to 

provide MAF staff members with training, courses, comparative studies, access to national and 

international conferences, as well as upgrading three researchersô education to the Master level. 

Finally, on behalf of the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries, I would like to extend our 

gratitude to the Australian Government, especially Australian Centre for International 

Agricultural Research (ACIAR) and the Australian Agency for International Development 

(AusAID) who have made financial support available for the implementation of the SoL program.  

My high appreciation also, to all parties who have collaborated in the SoL Program for the 

agricultural development in Timor-Leste to eradicate hunger, food insecurity, and poverty. 

 

 

May, 2013 

 

H.E Mariano ASSANAMI Sabino  
Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries  
Republic Democratic of Timor-Leste                                                              
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1. Overview of the Seeds of Life program 

1.1 Introduction 
The Seeds of Life (SoL) program in the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries (MAF) 

addresses the underlying causes of food insecurity in Timor-Leste.  These include low yields of 

staple crops, vulnerability of unfavourable seasons and natural disasters, lack of cash incomes to 

purchase food during periods of shortfall, post-harvest losses and low market distributional 

capacities.   

SoL3 builds on the success of previous phases (SoL1 and SoL2) and maintains a core 

focus on increasing yields by selecting and distributing improved varieties of superior genetic 

quality.  It also has a secondary focus on analysing and developing strategies to overcome climate 

variability and change; improving agronomic practices to reduce weed burdens and increase soil 

fertility;  reducing post-harvest storage losses and improving input supply arrangements for seed.  

The program concentrates on evaluating higher yielding varieties of crops currently 

cultivated by farmers in Timor-Leste.  These are maize, sweet potato, cassava, rice and peanuts.  

A small amount of work is also conducted on some minor crops such as wheat, barley, potato and 

various bean crops.   

SoL3 is being implemented over a five year period (01 February, 2011-31 January, 2016).  

During 2012, research activities were concentrated in the Districts of Aileu, Baucau, Viqueque, 

Bononaro, Manufahi, Ainaro and Liquica.  However, training, seed multiplication and seed 

distribution were also conducted in the remaining six Districts.   

This is the seventh Annual Research Report prepared by Seeds of Life.  The report details 

the results of the research conducted by the research component (Component 1) trials completed 

after August, 2011, during the 2011-2012 wet season and into the dry season of 2012.  The report 

also summarizes the formal and informal seed production programs (Component 2 and 

Component 3 respectively) plus management activities (Component 4) and outlines progress 

made with communications and capacity building within Seeds of Life.  

1.2 Program summary 
The third phase of SoL was designed with four components possessing specific activities 

for each.  These are 1) Evaluation of improved food crop varieties, 2) Formal seed production and 

distribution, 3) Informal seed production and distribution and 4) Seed system management. 

Capacity building is an integral part of the program and is imbedded in each component but a 

summary of the yearôs training activities is presented separately.   

The activities and progress of each component for 2011-2012 are presented below:  

1.2.1 Component 1: Evaluation of improved food crop varieties 

Component objective: Improved varieties of food crops identified and released. 

Activities in this component include: 

¶ National agricultural research centres and research stations established 

¶ Genetic material of potential improved varieties identified and sourced 

¶ Potential new varieties evaluated on-station 

¶ Potential new varieties evaluated on-farm 

¶ Selected new varieties officially released 

¶ Sufficient foundation seed being produced 
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¶ Capacity of MAF staff to manage the identification and release of new varieties 

strengthened 

Major construction on research stations during the year was primarily on Loes 
Research Station where roads and drainage were installed to facilitate access to crops and 
improve crop growing conditions.  At this station, a pump was installed on the bore and a 
110,000 l tank installed for irrigation.  Other infrastructure developments during 2012 
include the erection of a temporary service and storage shed at Kintal Portugal (Aileu) and 
water bore development at Darasula Research Station.   

Most genetic material evaluated during 2012 had been imported during earlier years of the 

program.  The only new material imported was a QPM (Quality Protein Maize) white maize 

variety imported from Indonesia.   

Improved genetic material of fourteen crops imported during earlier years were 
compared with locally grown varieties.  Potential new varieties were evaluated on-station 
in 43 wet season trials conducted over the 2011-2012 wet season and 17 trials in the 2012 
dry season.  The number of entries in each trial varied from 13 to 106 depending on the 
crop.  Two promising maize varieties were identified in the wet season replicated trials but 
when evaluated further during the dry season were found to be susceptible to downy 
mildew and eliminated.  The direction for selecting white maize varieties has been modified 
as a result.  Three new sweet potatoes were identified for inclusion in 2011-2012 and 2012-
2013 on-farm trials. 

Potential new varieties found to show some promise in replicated on-station trials were 

evaluated on farmersô fields under farmer conditions.  Approximately 430 on-farm demonstration 

trials (OFDTs) were installed over the 2011-2012 wet season and data collection extended 

through to July 2012.  The OFDTs were installed across 7 Districts and 19 Sub Districts.  

Farmers were particularly pleased with the released varieties.  When asked to compare released 

varieties with locals in the baseline survey, 87.5% of the MAF/SoL variety growers considered 

that these varieties yielded better or much better than the local varieties, and only 1.4%  of the 

MAF/SoL variety growers thought they yielded worse or much worse than the local variety 

(Table 1). 

Table 1  Comparison of productivity of MAF/SoL varieties with local varieties 
Crop, variety # of 

farmers 

reporting 

on 

productivity 

Much 

better 

than 

local 

variety 

Better 

than 

local 

variety 

Same as 

local 

variety 

Worse 

than 

local 

variety 

Much 

worse 

than 

local 

variety 

Donôt 

know/ 

remember 

Maize, Sele 138 102 8 25 2  1 

Rice, Nakroma 55 31 20 4    

Peanut, Utamua 46 31 10 2  2 1 

Cassava, Ai-luka 2 35 21 9 5    

Cassava, Ai-luka 4 15 9 6     

Sweet potato,  Hohrae 1 40 27 11  1  1 

Sweet potato,  Hohrae 2 16 8 7 1    

Sweet potato,  Hohrae 3 15 6 9     

MAF/SoL varieties, 

combined 

360 235 80 37 3 2 3 

Percentage of total  65.3% 22.2% 10.3% 0.8% 0.6%  

 

 

As a result of four years of on-farm trials, a new white maize variety (tested as P07) was 

released by the Minister of MAF on 27 July 2012 with the name Noi Mutin (white darling in 

English).  Data of other crops are also being closely examined as prospective releases.  Sufficient 
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foundation seed of this release and other SoL/MAF varieties was multiplied and made available 

for the various seed production programs and for research purposes in 2012 and into 2013.  Small 

areas of sweet potato multiplication were also established close to farmers requiring cuttings.  

Watering of these sites was supported by micro-trickle irrigation systems.  One hectare of cassava 

plants for cuttings was established at both Loes and Corluli for further multiplication by farmer 

groups.   

Capacity building within the Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries included formal and 

informal training.  MAF personnel received training on statistics, data analysis, report writing and 

presentation of research results.  Many also had the opportunity of attending or presenting 

research papers at international conferences.  These events are recorded in the Training Summary 

presented in Section 9 of this report.  SoL advisers and MAF staff were also involved with 

supervising university students with their final year theses or ñskripsisò.  Two agronomy ñskripsisò 

were supervised ï both on maize agronomy.  In addition, one MSc thesis was supervised in 

Australia and two MAF personnel were sponsored to fulfil the requirements for a MSc in 

Indonesia. 

1.2.2 Component 2. Formal seed production and distribution 

Component objective:  Sufficient high quality seed being produced through formal channels to 

maintain the genetic quality of released varieties. 

Activities in this component include: 

¶ Formal seed being produced through farmer contracts 

¶ Quality assurance systems established 

¶ Technical extension support provided to contracted seed producers 

¶ Seed grading, packing and storage facilities established 

¶ Formal seed distributed through preferred distribution channels 

¶ Capacity of MAF staff to manage the production and distribution of formal seed 

strengthened 

Seed production officers (SPOs) contracted farmers in Aileu, Baucau, Liquica, Viqueque, 

Bobonaro and Manufahi to produce seed (and planting material) of maize, rice and sweet potato 

during the year.  All cassava multiplication for the program was at Betano or Loes research 

stations.  By the end of 2012 the amount of clean seed produced for the 2012-2013 planting 

season was as follows:  17.3 t Nakroma rice seed; 42.5 t Sele and Noi Mutin maize seed; 3.7 t 

Utamua peanut seed.  

The program was on target to plant  20 ha of Sele and Noi Mutin maize , 5-10 ha of 

Utamua peanuts, 5-10 ha of Nakroma rice, 6000 m
2
 of Hohrae sweet potato and  5 ha of Ai-Luka 

cassava in 2012-2013. 

Seed Production Officers and Seed Production Coordinators continued to monitor the 

quality of seed produced during the year.  Quality was maintained by rejecting up to 20% of that 

harvested and one technician was dedicated to laboratory analysis of seed quality.  Quality 

equipment purchased in the previous year was used for quality control purposes.  New seed 

sampling equipment and techniques have been implemented in the program. 

Technical extension support was provided to contracted seed producers throughout the 

year.  Most of the field inspections done by District Seed Officers was conducted in the presence 

of the Suco Extension Officer (SEO) and farmer.  In addition, seed producers received regular 

visits from seed production officers.   

Seed grading, packing and storage facilities established during earlier years of the 
program continued to clean, grade and pack seed for various programs.  20 t rice, 4.6 t 
maize and 1.7 t peanut seed was processed at Baucau 7.5 t maize and 3.6 t peanut in 
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Bobonaro; 37.6 t maize at Betano; 1 t maize at Aileu and 6t at Loes.  Each warehouse is 
capable of storing 30t of seed and cleaning/grading rice at 1 t/h r and maize seed at 0.2-0.3 
t/hr.  Fifteen persons were assigned by MAF to the seed production program.  Three are 
women. 

Formal seed was distributed through preferred distribution channels .  Included in 
the distribution was 39.2 t of Nakroma rice seed, 23.8 t of Sele maize and 2.6 t Utamua 
peanut seed which was distributed to MAF, SoL components and NGOs over the year.  Some 
cost recovery was possible by selling seed to international organizations.  These funds were 
re-invested into the seed production program. 

The Capacity of MAF staff to manage the production and distribution of formal seed was 
enhanced through a series of short training courses and a visit to another seed technology 
program in Indonesia (See Section 9).   

 

1.2.3 Component 3. Informal seed production and distribution 

Component objective: Mechanisms for the production and distribution of seed through informal 

and market channels strengthened.   

Activities in the component include:  

¶ Community Seed Production Groups (CSPGs) established 

¶ Farmer Seed Marketing Groups established 

¶ Focal seed merchants in local markets established  

¶ Access to seed for vulnerable groups improved through seed fairs  

¶ Systems linking informal seed producers with potential buyers enhanced  

¶ Capacity of MAF extension staff to establish CSPGs strengthened 

Seven hundred and twenty six Community Seed Production Groups (CSPGs) were 

established over the 2011-2012 wet season (280 SoL and 446 NGO groups) and underwent 

training during the year.  The number of SoL sponsored groups in the original 7 Districts will 

increase to approximately 560 in 2012-2013 and these were contacted by the end of August 2012.  

An additional 24 groups were established in each of the new Districts of Lautem, Ermera and 

Manatutu.  The cumulative total number of CSPGs in MAF/SOL for the ten Districts is 632 

groups.  The number of NGO groups is also expected to expand during 2012-2013. 

Farmer Seed Marketing Groups (FSMGs) are being established to enhance the sale of 

farmer-grown seed.  Three FSMGs (two in Baucau and one in Liquica) were formed during the 

year. Within these groups are 15 CSPGs. The three FSMGs produced 2.6 t of maize of which 

1.87 t of Sele was sold to NGOs at $1.50/kg . The total sales value of this maize was $2,817 

which directly benefitted the farmers.  The plan is to develop 5-7 FSMGs in 2013-2014. 

It is planned that focal seed merchants in local markets be supported to assist merchandise 

farmer produced seed.  Two seed merchants, one in Baucau and other in Maliana have been 

identified with support from MAF District offices.  A seed marketing training course is planned 

for April 2013 to assist the farmers with their marketing plan. 

A simple, inexpensive farmer to farmer seed exchange approach will be piloted in the 

Districts to support vulnerable households.  The seed exchange scheme is planned to be 

implemented from January 2013 in Liquica and will be replicated in 6 of the original 7 Districts 

where CSPGs have sufficient reserves of seeds and planting material. 

Systems are being developed linking informal seed producers with potential buyers.  

These activities commenced during 2012 with discussions between SoL and Losconi in 

Manufahi/Manatutu for Losconi to consider commercially growing seed for sale to SoL and NGO 
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informal seed producers.  SoL then further facilitated a linkage support system between 

FSMGs/CSPGs and potential seed buyers later in the year.  As a result 6.6 t of maize, 2.3 t of 

paddy was sold at $1.50/kg.  The value of these sales was $12,994.  The two main buyers were 

the NGOs World Vision and CRS.  The purchases were made from 34 CSPGs (includes 3 

FSMGs). 

SoL supported fourteen training courses on informal seed production during the 2012 

calendar year (Section 9).  The courses covered a total of 481 participants of whom 58 (12%) 

were women. Training courses included a range of subjects including seed production, post 

harvest and quality control, gender, communication and facilitation skills, English language skills, 

mathematics, rice post production to market course, report writing and presentation skills, 

understanding national seed systems (from the Nepal study visit).  The participants were: national 

seed production coordinators, District informal seed production coordinators, chief of the 

extension departments from 7 Districts, Suco extension officers  and Sub-District Extension 

Coordinators. 

1.2.4 Component 4. Seed system management 

Component objective: MAF capacity to manage the national seed system strengthened 

Activities in this component include: 

¶ Seed planning and management systems established 

¶ M&E systems established 

¶ Seed system gender strategy implemented 

¶ Improved-variety technical and promotional materials developed 

¶ Awareness of improved varieties increased 

¶ Environmental and climate change impacts addressed 

¶ Capacity of MAF staff to manage the national seed system enhanced 

SoL coordinated the formulation of a National Seed Policy during 2012.  A policy will be 

drafted at the beginning of 2013 and finalized by mid year.  A National Seed Policy Working 

Group with representatives from Government (MAF), Non-Governmental Organizations (NGOs), 

development organizations and farmers was formed.  Representatives from these groups took a 

draft policy for discussion to each of the 13 Districts to gather feedback.  Forty to seventy farmers, 

SEOs and other District personnel were involved in each of the meetings.  Feedback from the 

discussion groups was being collated at the end of the year. 

Forward planning systems are being implemented in SoL but these still need to be 

integrated with MAF planning.  An inventory system for SoL seed is established and will be 

expanded to encompass the national seed program as the policy is fully developed.  Training is 

being provided to help MAF staff with the initial design. 

The Monitoring and Evaluation/Social Science (M&E/SOSEK) Unit increased in number 

to five at the end of December 2012 with the assignment of a MSc graduate from Australia.  The 

2011 Baseline Survey Report was finalized and published during the year and competency 

assessments of SoL personnel completed.  The information from this survey was being collated at 

the end of the year.  The M&E/SOSEK team also started a study of maize growing CSPGs in one 

suco in Aileu, and conducted a feedback survey of CSPGs and SEOs on their year 1.  The M&E 

manual was updated during the year.   

A seed system gender strategy was drafted during the year.  The short-term gender 

advisor spent two months developing a work plan for Gender in SoL.  An action plan for each 

component has been developed and personnel trained on Gender in Agriculture perspectives.  The 

MAF assigned two persons to work on gender activities in MAF/SoL. 
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SoL personnel published 4 refereed papers in scientific journals and four other were 

edited for inclusion in conference proceedings and an ACIAR publication.  Two more papers 

were drafted and submitted to scientific journals.  Program reports were also printed for 

distribution.  These include the 2011 Annual Research Report, Baseline Survey, and others.  In 

addition there were three conference presentations, and printed material including banners, 

information booklets, brochures maps and brochures.  A list of these are presented in Section 8 of 

this report.   

SoL activities received considerable publicity during the year both on local and 

international TV in addition to publicity in local press.  A list of these is presented in Section 8.  

Included were visits by the MAF Minister and Secretary of State to SoL activities and his 

publically expressed support for the program on local TV.   

Educational climate information posters were produced during 2012.  Included in the 

posters were recommendations for 5 key farming adaptations.  An analysis of ENSO cycle impact 

on the climate of each of 13 Districts was also completed and a terracing report released.  There 

was also a mapping analysis of pH and Fe & Zn deficiencies in the nation.  The state of the 

nationsô weather stations and Ag-met data was developed in collaboration with Agricultural Land 

Geographical Information System (ALGIS) staff. 

MAF staff received considerable training during the year (Section 9).  One Mastersô 

degree student in Australia was also studying participatory plant breeding and seed distribution 

systems and two other students studied agronomy ï plant breeding.  Two MSc students graduated 

from The University of Western Australia during the year.  One in social science and the other in 

plant breeding. This makes a total of four MSc graduates sponsored or partially sponsored by SoL. 

1.2.5 Program management 

SoL personnel dedicated a considerable part of their time during 2012 establishing 
sustainable systems within MAF.  The Program Management Team (PMT) composed of four 
directors, seven District directors, the SoL ATL and chaired by the MAF DG met on a 
quarterly basis and directors were fully involved with program activities.  All meetings with 
farmers were organized through the District offices and Suco Extension Officers arranged 
the CSPGs.   

Physical and financial management systems were established at the SoL office in Dili 
and in the three Districts with the assistance of extra logistical and financial staff members.  
A communications strategy developed during 2011 was acted upon by a small 
communications team.  Administrative guidelines were developed and the M&E Framework 
was reviewed and being implemented.  The second TAG visit in April completed its report 
in July 2012 and its recommendations are being acted upon. 

1.2.6 Capacity building 

SoL invested considerable resources in capacity building of seed industry personnel 
during the year.  MAF personnel were the main recipients attending most of the short term 
courses and joined conferences and international study tour visits.  For example, four 
Directors and MAF staff members attended gender workshops, statistics, report writing 
courses and joined trips to Indonesia, Philippines and India.  Training opportunities 
(number of training days multiplied by the number of participants) amounted to 15.75 per 
working day during 2012.  In addition, four persons completed Masters degree courses and 
three are in the process.  These are all presented in Section 9.  The impact that this training 
is having on the capacity of the MAF to sustain a national seed system is being measured by 
competency assessments.  The results of this evaluation will be available in 2013. 
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1.3 Rainfall 
 

Introduction 

Rainfall data were collected at a number of sites in the near proximity of replicated 
agronomic trial sites and some On-Farm Demonstration Trials (OFTDs) during 2011-2012.  This 

annual data can be compared to the long-term average rainfall calculated from data collected 

during the Portuguese period and from previous SoL years.  Data presented here are from seven 

Districts across Timor-Leste that are representative of the different elevations and agro-ecological 

zones across the country.  The climate of Timor-Leste can be broken into two seasons:  the 

wet/rainy season and the dry season.  There was less rainfall in 2011-2012 when compared with 

2010-2011 which indicates a shift to more average rainfall (see Figure 2).  More land was used 

for cropping during 2011-2012 leading to increased production.  At most sites it is possible to 

cultivate maize, sweet potato and cassava during November, whereas rice in rain-fed areas is 

planted in early January.  Some areas such as Manufahi have a bimodal wet season allowing two 

crops to be planted. 

 

Figure 2.   Comparison of rainfall in 2010-2011 with 2011-2012 

Rainfall data at select sites 

At Aileu, very little rainfall was recorded in August and September of 2011 (Figure 3).  

The wet season started in October with above average rainfall allowing farmers to plant their 

crops.  A steady period of rainfall continued through until March when very high rainfall was 

experienced.  This may have impacted on farmer ability to adequately dry their harvest for 

storage.  Rainfall returned to normal levels in April and May leading to the start of the dry season 

in June. 

 

0.0

50.0

100.0

150.0

200.0

250.0

300.0

350.0

Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb March Apr May June July

R
a

in
fa

ll 
(m

m
) 

Month 

 Comparison between 2010-2011 and  
2011-2012 

Portuguese Average Rainfall 2011/2012 Rainfall 2010/2011



 8 

 

Figure 3.   Rainfall (mm) at Mantane, Aileu, 2011-2012. Map shows district location 

In Alas, Manufahi, farmers experienced below average levels of rainfall (Figure 4) for all 

months of the cropping season excepting for December, 2011.  The good rains in December 

allowed crops to be planted after a long dry season.  There was a sharp decline in rainfall after 

December where farmers experienced abnormally low rainfall for the rest of the season.   The 

bimodal pattern of rainfall was still evident, though, allowing a second crop to be planted in May.  

 

Figure 4.   Rainfall (mm) at Alas, Manufahi 2011-2012. Map shows district location 

In Maubisse, farmers experienced an early start to the wet season with strong rainfall 

continuing throughout the season from October until March (Figure 5).  Abnormally high rainfall 

was experienced during February and March followed by a sharp decline to less than 50% of 

average rainfall during April.  This abrupt finish may have affected late maturing crops.  This 

erratic rainfall makes it difficult for farmers to adequately plan the planting season.  Rainfall 

patterns returned again to normal late in the wet season. 
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Figure 5.   Rainfall (mm) at Maubisse, Ainaro, 2011-2012. Map shows district location 

Venilale is an area with high elevation in the eastern Districts.  This area experienced a 

strong start to the wet season in 2011 (Figure 6).  Rainfall peaked in December and then dropped 

to below average levels.  A steady rainfall pattern continued through until May resulting in an 

extended growing period.  A sharp drop followed in June leading to the start of the dry season. 

 

Figure 6.   Rainfall (mm) at Venilale, Baucau, 2011-2012. Map shows district location 

Maliana has very high average annual rainfall allowing farmers to plant many different 

crops.  During 2011-2012, the rainfall was below average (Figure 7).  In March and April farmers 

experienced above average rainfall.  A sharp decline in May/June indicated the start of the dry 

season.  This rainfall pattern resulted in a peak in rainfall for the area being delayed by 2 months. 
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Figure 7.   Rainfall (mm) at Maliana, Bobonaro, 2011-2012. Map shows district location 

Like other areas on the north coast, Liquica also experienced above average rainfall 

compared with the long term rainfall data from the Portuguese period (Figure 8).  After a very dry 

period in August and September, farmers experienced a strong start to the wet season with above 

average rainfalls.  An unusual peak of rainfall occurred in March before returning to average 

levels.  The wet season ended abruptly in June with very little rainfall and remained dry through 

July.   

 

Figure 8.   Rainfall (mm) at Liquica, 2011-2012. Map shows district location 

In the District of Viqueque, the wet season had a strong start in December with above 

average rainfall (Figure 9).  This continued with a strong peak in rainfall during January.  Rainfall 

then returned to average levels through February and March.  The second half of the bimodal wet 

season received extremely high rainfall with double the average during May.  This was followed 

by a sharp decline in rainfall during June and July.  
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Figure 9.   Rainfall (mm) at Viqueque, 2011-2012. Map shows district location 

In Summary 

Most of the rainfall data presented in the seven figures above, indicate that farmers 

experienced large and unpredictable rainfall patterns during 2011-2012.  These rainfall patterns 

may follow average conditions for three to four months before an unexpected peak or drop in 

rainfall is experienced, making farming difficult.  The erratic rainfall affects farmerôs ability to 

maintain soil moisture and control erosion.  Increasing soil organic matter may assist in 

maintaining soil moisture content and extend the growing season.  The use of cover crops such as 

velvet bean may also protect the soil during high rainfall events. 
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2. Evaluation of new germplasm 

2.1 Maize 

2.1.1 Replicated maize trials, wet season 2011-2012 

Fifteen maize (Zea mays L.) varieties evaluated first in observational trials and then in 

replicated trials in 2010-2011 were further evaluated in the wet season of 2011-2012.  Most of 

the fifteen entries were from a set of 36 white maize populations imported from Africa (see SoL, 

2011) representing a wide range of genetic material with potential for use in Timor-Leste.  The 

code name and source of material used in the 2011-2012 trials are presented in Table 2.  All 

populations are open pollinated and free for multiplication and cultivation in Timor-Leste if 

suitable material can be identified.  Twelve of the entries were white grained.  One of the local 

checks (Fatulurik) and the high yielding Sele and Suwan 5 are yellow grained. 

Table 2.  Name, code and source of 15 entries used in six trials, 2011-2012 
Code Full name Source 

Har12 V036=PopDMRSRE(MOZ)F2 CIMMYT  Zimbabwe 

M45* Local Fatulurik Timor-Leste 

M47 Local Kakatua Timor-Leste 

P07 (Noi Mutin) CMU Var 12 Philippines 

P11 CMU Var 10 Philippines 

P7H12 Cross of P 07 and Har 12 Timor-Leste 

S07 07SADVE3 CIMMYT  Zimbabwe 

S08 08SADVE2 CIMMYT  Zimbabwe 

S09 09SADVE-F2 CIMMYT  Zimbabwe 

Sele*  LYDMR CIMMYT  India 

Suwan 5*  Suwan 5 Thailand 

V11 VP0711 CIMMYT  Zimbabwe 

V15 VP0715 CIMMYT  Zimbabwe 

V41 VP0741 CIMMYT  Zimbabwe 

V83 VP083 CIMMYT  Zimbabwe 

              *  Yellow grained varieties in use in Timor-Leste 

Methods and materials 

Replicated trials on the 15 varieties presented in Table 2 were conducted during the 2011-

2012 wet season at Aileu, Betano, Loes, Darasula and Ululefa research stations (Table 3).  These 

research stations are located in four of the six distinctly different agro-ecosystems of Timor-

Leste.  Each trial was installed as a randomized complete block with three replicates, the plots 

being 5m x 5m in size.  

Table 3.  Planting and harvest dates, maize variety trials, 2011-2012 
Location Season No. of 

varieties 

No. of 

reps 

Date  

planted 

Date 

harvested 

Days to 

maturity 

Rainfall 

during 

trial  

(mm) 

Grain 

yield 

 (t/ha) 

Aileu (K. Portu) Wet 15 3 11/08/2011 4/02/2012 146 1491 0.7 

Betano (Same) Wet 15 3 13/12/2011 18/04/2012 128 na 1.3 

Loes (Maubara) Wet 15 3 27/11/2011 27/02/2012 94 607 3 

Darasula (Baucau) Wet 15 3 11/08/2011 13/03/2012 127 1182 0.9 

Ululefa (Maubisse)  Wet 15 3 11/09/2011 29/03/2012 141 799 3.5 



 13 

Seven rows were planted in each plot with 75 cm row spacing and 25 cm between hills. 

Two or three seeds were planted per hill, which if required, were later thinned to one plant per 

hill.  Gaps were resown to improve plant stand.  None of the trials were either fertilized or 

irrigated, with the exception of Aileu which had 15 kg N/ha and 15 kg P/ha applied to the trial at 

the three-leaf stage.  The trials were planted from August to December, 2011.  

A number of parameters were recorded during plant growth, starting with emergence 

rates at 2-3 weeks. At harvest, the cobs of the two outside rows were dried separately and put 

aside for taste and weevil tolerance testing. Yield and yield components were evaluated from the 

five central rows.  The numbers of plants and cobs were counted and the fresh weight of the 

latter measured.  After drying, cobs were weighed again with and without sheathes.  Total grain 

weights (after threshing) were recorded to calculate final yields and the weight of a random 

sample of 100 seeds recorded for seed weight.  

The data of each trial were analysed separately using GenStat Discovery 4 in order to 

determine varietal effects. Yield advantages were calculated from the resulting predicted means 

over the average of the locals.  All trial data was examined for row effects, and if significant, 

analysed with REML as at Betano.   

Results 

Maize yields and yield components 

Data on the plant population, number of cobs/plant, seed weight and weight of seeds per 

cob for each site were recorded at each research station site and are available for comparison.  

Grain yields at each site are presented in Table 4.  Plant populations were variable due to periods 

of high rainfall and/or drought during the growing period.  As a result, significant yield 

differences were observed in only four of the five sites.  Mean yields and mean yield advantages 

presented in Table 4 excluded the reported yields from Aileu.  Within the remaining four sites 

yields were highly variable, ranging from a low of 0.2 t/ha in Baucau to 4.2 t/ha in Maubisse.  

These differences are reflective of the agro-ecological conditions at each site and climatic 

variability during the year.   

Mean yield advantages across four of the five sites (excluding Aileu) presented in Table 4 

indicate the success of the selection criteria in earlier years showing that the two released yellow 

maize varieties, Sele and Suwan 5 were the highest yielding entries in 2011-2012.  The two local 

varieties, Fatululik (yellow grained) and Kakatua (white grained) both had similar mean yields 

across four sites at 2.04t/ha.  HAR12 and V83 performed particularly poorly on the acid soils at 

Darasula station.  The newly released white variety Noi Mutin (P07) yielded approximately 5% 

more than the locals across the compared sites.   

Three white entries (V11, V15 and V41) which performed well during 2010-2011 also 

performed well during 2011-2012.  As a white variety, V11 was particularly impressive with a 

yield advantage over locals of approximately 22% compared with 24% for the yellow grained 

Sele.  V15 and V41 also out yielded the local controls by 9-10%.  All three were reasonably 

consistent with the yields of Noi Mutin (Figure 10) at each site across the two years (2010-2011 

and 2011-2012).  The potential for this material (and S07 which performed well over the two 

years) on farmers fields needs to be further examined. 
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Table 4.  Maize yields and yield advantages, 2011-2012 
 Yield (t/ha) Mean

a
 Mean for 

2010 and 

2011
b
 

Variety Aileu (K. 

Portugal) 

Betano 

(Same) 

Loes 

(Maubara) 

Baucau 

(Darasula) 

Urulefa 

(Maubisse) 

Yield 

(t/ha) 

Yield 

advantage 

(%) 

Yield 

(t/ha) 

HAR12 0.74 1.52 2.84 0.23 2.48 1.56 -23.59 1.30 

V83 0.82 1.16 2.39 0.09 3.91 1.89 -7.50 1.47 

P11 0.99 1.33 2.71 1.04 2.96 2.01 -1.58 1.59 

L.Fatulurik 0.76 1.46 2.66 0.48 3.58 2.04 0.00 1.38 

L.Kakatua 0.23 1.36 2.55 0.70 3.53 2.04 0.00 1.40 

S09 0.72 1.21 2.71 0.88 3.65 2.11 3.44 1.48 

Noi Mutin 0.30 1.14 3.76 0.67 3.04 2.15 5.49 1.64 

S08 0.59 1.19 2.57 1.31 3.76 2.21 8.14 1.45 

V15 0.67 1.19 3.22 0.34 4.15 2.22 9.03 1.66 

V41 0.62 1.54 2.88 1.20 3.32 2.23 9.55 1.63 

P7H12 0.74 1.57 3.45 0.61 3.61 2.31 13.13 1.53 

S07 0.85 1.41 2.06 1.90 4.21 2.40 17.41 1.61 

V11 0.71 1.54 2.82 1.78 3.82 2.49 22.07 1.73 

Sele 0.68 1.15 3.95 1.31 3.74 2.54 24.45 1.83 

Suwan 5 0.57 1.24 4.27 2.71 3.26 2.87 40.69 1.93 

Mean 0.66 1.33 2.99 1.02 3.53 2.20   

F pr. ns 0.28 <.001 93.93 <.001    

LSD 0.84 0.50 1.04 0.00 0.75    

%CV 71.80 23.40 29.05 21.22 12.20    

a  Does not include non significant data from Aileu.  b  Includes data from four of six trials sites 

 

 
Figure 10.  Yield of V11, V15 and V41 compared with Noi Mutin, 2011-2012 
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Farmersô preferences 

Field days were held at Urulefa and Betano stations during the year to evaluate farmersô 

reactions to a select number of varieties.  The test entries were similar at both sites with the 

exception of replacing Har12 for Kakatua at Betano (Table 5 and Table 6).  Twenty five to 30 

farmers attended each field day, examined the research sites and discussed the trial results with 

the researchers.  The quality of the maize grain was then examined.  The farmers examined the 

grain, pounded it and consumed some cooked grits.  Twenty seven farmers at Urulefa completed 

the forms and ten responded at Betano.  At Urulefa station, the farmers preferred the pounding 

qualities of Noi Mutin, V11 and P11 and liked the taste of Noi Mutin, V11 and S09 (Table 5).  

By far their overall preferred choice would be for cultivation of Noi Mutin.  Other popular 

choices were Sele, their local white Kakatua variety and V11. 

Table 5.  Taste test at Urulefa station (% farmersô preference) 
Variety Easy to pound Full cobs Tasty Overall choice 

S09 48 59 67 4 

L. Fatulurik 74 52 30 7 

P11 81 37 52 7 

V15 4 78 44 15 

V41 78 33 48 15 

V 83 26 74 74 15 

V11 96 26 67 19 

L. Kakatua 7 96 41 22 

Sele 70 52 56 22 

Noi Mutin 96 48 74 67 

At Betano, farmers thought that S07 was easy to pound and was good to eat (Table 6).  

Sele, Noi Mutin and V41 were also considered easy to pound with Sele and Noi Mutin with 

preferred eating characteristics.  As at Urulefa, the farmers at Betano gave a high overall 

preference for Noi Mutin and Sele but also liked V41 and their local variety, Fatulurik.  

Table 6.  Taste test at Betano (% farmersô preference) 
Variety Easy to pound Full cobs Tasty Overall choice 

Har12 0 60 40 0 

M02 40 80 20 0 

P11 20 60 40 0 

P7H12 0 60 0 0 

S07 80 0 60 0 

V11 0 60 40 0 

L. Fatalurik 0 80 20 20 

V41 40 60 20 20 

Noi Mutin 40 20 80 80 

Sele 60 0 60 80 

Weevil damage resistance 

Farmerôs selection criteria for maize varieties embrace a number of characters including 

yield, grain colour, taste, yield consistency and ability to store for long periods in the presence of 

high weevil populations and other pests.  Resistance to weevil infestation is a particularly 

important character if farmers do not have good on-farm storage.  The traditional method is for 

farmers to tie the ends of the maize cob husks together and store bundles in dry places.  This may 

be above the fireplace, in storage areas, hanging from ceilings or even trees.  To examine the test 
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material resistance to weevil damage, 15 cobs of each were stored for 9 months after the 2011 

harvest in a shed at Betano research station and for nearly 10 months at Loes Research Station.  

At the conclusion of the period, weevil damage to the grain in each cob was assessed.   

At Betano, little weevil damage was noticeable in the two local varieties, Fatulurik and 

Kakatua (Table 7) but it was extremely high in S07.  The released varieties Noi Mutin and Sele 

possessed medium resistance to weevil infestation while V11 appeared to have considerable 

resistance.  The other high yielding V15 and V41 were slightly more susceptible than Sele.  For 

these varieties, it would be best that they are stored in sealed air tight containers such as drums or 

screw-top plastic bottles. 

Table 7.  Weevil damage of stored cobs, Betano, 2011 
Variety % Weevil damage 

L. Fatulurik 16.0 

L. Kakatua 18.0 

V11 24.0 

M02 26.3 

P7H12 28.3 

V83 31.7 

Noi Mutin 39.4 

P11 40.0 

Sele 43.0 

V15 43.0 

V41 51.3 

S08 52.0 

S09 56.3 

S07 82.5 

F pr. 0.032 

LSD 35.61 

% CV 56.6 

At Loes, there was no significant difference in the weevil damage of different varieties 

after nearly ten months of storage (Table 8).  However, in this trial, the percentage of cob 

damage was compared across sheath types.  Some sheaths were tight and could be tied off at the 

end to form ñringsò of cobs reflecting traditional storage methods.  Other cobs (loose sheaths) 

project from the sheaths and are open to weevil infestation.  Although there was little difference 

between varieties, weevil infestation of loose sheathed cobs was almost twice that of tight 

sheathed cobs.  
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Table 8.  Weevil damage of stored cobs, Loes, 2011 
Variety % Weevil Damage % tight sheathed cobs affected 

by weevils 

% loose sheathed cobs affected 

by weevils 

HAR12 63 52 78 

M02 58 43 71 

M03 61 46 90 

L. Fatulurik 39 33 79 

L. Kakatua 60 54 81 

Noi Mutin 64 46 90 

P07H12 45 33 90 

P11 66 52 86 

S07 42 29 65 

S08 75 75 90 

S09 64 35 81 

V11 61 17 85 

V15 64 52 77 

V41 70 39 90 

V83 80 6 88 

Mean 61 45 83 

F.Prob ns ns ns 

LSD 31 42 31 

%CV 31 57 23 

 

2.1.2 Replicated maize trials, dry season 2012 

Methods and materials 

A further replicated trial was conducted on the 15 varieties presented in Table 2 during 

the dry season of 2012 at Loes Research Station.  Details of the trial are presented in Table 9.  

The trial was installed as a randomized complete block with three replicates, the plots being 5m 

x 5m in size.  

Table 9.  Planting and harvest dates, maize variety trials, 2011-2012 
Location Season Number 

of 

varieties 

No. of 

reps 

Date 

planted 

Date 

harvested 

Days to 

maturity 

Grain 

yield 

 (t/ha) 

Loes (Maubara) Dry 15 3 3/5/2012 5/09/2012 125 3 

 

Results 

Maize yields and yield components 

The two released yellow maize varieties (Sele and Suwan 5) continued to yield well 

during the dry season trial at Loes Research Station (Table 10).  The white released variety Noi 

Mutin also yielded well as did Har 12 and the cross between Har12 and Noi Mutin, Po7H12.  

Three varieties showing promise during the wet season trials, V11, V15 and V41, however, were 

badly affected by downy mildew over a three month period (Table 10).  This is the first time that 

downy mildew has been observed in the trials and is a sound reason for not including these 

varieties in further trials. 
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Table 10.  Maize yield and yield components, Loes, 2012 
Variety Yield 

(t/ha)  

Plant 

density 

plants/m
2
 

Seeds 

per 

cob 

Cob weight 

(g) 

100 

Seed 

weight 

(g) 

Downy 

mildew 

% at 2 

months 

Downy 

mildew 

% at 3 

months 

Har12 3.5 3.7 273 876 32 13 15 

L.Fatulurik 2.5 3.6 242 697 28 14 27 

L.Kakatua 2.2 3.6 205 814 30 16 43 

Noi Mutin 3.3 3.4 328 889 31 12 10 

P07H12 3.4 4.1 320 840 33 12 17 

P11 1.8 3.6 205 818 30 13 30 

S07 2.7 3.6 287 835 34 16 27 

S08 1.8 3.3 226 838 32 28 53 

S09 2.8 3.9 252 695 33 20 25 

Sele 3.7 3.5 278 709 34 8 8 

Suwan 5 3.8 4.3 263 732 29 10 7 

V11 2.4 3.7 289 729 31 24 60 

V15 2.0 3.5 290 855 31 32 70 

V41 2.0 3.3 205 881 31 25 67 

V83 1.4 3.3 230 821 32 23 70 

Mean 2.6 3.6 260 802 31 18 35 

F.prob <.001 ns ns ns ns <.001 <.001 

L.S.D 0.97 0.99 103 270 4.5 8 18 

% CV 22.2 16.3 23.8 20.2 8.7 27 30 

 

Conclusions 

From the results presented in this section, it is clear that the selection criteria for releasing 

new varieties MAF/SoL has employed in the past are a proven process.  The yields of the 

released Sele, Suwan 5 and P07 (Noi Mutin) are outstanding compared with traditional farmer 

varieties and much of the introduced germplasm.  Sele and Noi Mutin are also considered by 

farmers to possess high processing and eating qualities.  These varieties are more susceptible to 

post harvest storage problems if stored in the traditional manner and should not be stored for 

long periods under these conditions but stored in sealed containers such as drums.   

There is a need to diversify the genetic base of released white varieties and from this 

yearôs research, the four test composites V11, V15, V41 and S07 appeared to be worthy of 

further examination.  The fact that S07 proved to be highly susceptible to weevil damage in 

Betano during 2011 reduced the urgency to examine this population.  The white composites from 

CIMMYT in Zimbabwe, V11, V15 and V41 are all high yielding and possess preferred eating 

qualities.  However, they proved to be susceptible to downy mildew during the dry season trials 

at Loes.  Downy mildew commonly limits crop yields in Timor-Leste and resistance to this 

disease needs to be an included character of all released varieties.  MAF/SoL shall continue to 

source downy mildew resistant maize material internationally.  It will also commence conducting 

trials on the highest yielding local white, downy mildew resistant varieties with the view of 

possibly enriching these with HYV characters from other sources. 
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2.1.3 Maize On-Farm Demonstration Trials (OFDTs) 2011-2012 

On farm demonstration trials (OFDTs) are conducted to evaluate improved varieties that 

have performed well in replicated trials on research stations against previously released varieties 

and local maize populations.  These trials are established on farmersô fields and receive the same 

agronomic treatment that the farmer normally applies to the rest of the crop.  As the new 

varieties are still being evaluated, only small quantities of seed are provided in these trials but 

extra seed of a MAF released variety is sometimes given to farmers as an incentive for hosting 

the trials.  This limits the farmerôs risk while allowing him/her to test the suitability of new 

varieties.  The purpose of the 2012 maize OFDTs was to test Noi Mutin, a white maize variety 

from Central Mindanao University in the Philippines, against local maize and the MAF released 

variety Sele.  Noi Mutin performed well in research station trials in the previous four years and 

met the criteria of being white, open pollinated, downy mildew resistant, and weevil resistant.  

Referred to by its code P07 in previous reports, Noi Mutin was accepted as a MAF released 

variety in November 2011. 

Materials and methods 

OFDTs were established in all Agro-ecological zones of Timor-Leste during the 2011/12 

growing season.  A total of 158 trials were planted across 15 Sub-Districts in the Districts of 

Aileu, Ainaro, Baucau, Bobonaro, Manufahi, Liquiça, and Viqueque.  Researchers worked 

within each Sub District to identify farmers to host the trials via the Chefe de Suco, MAF 

extensionists and other workers, and their own contacts.   

The researchers explained the OFDT process to interested farmers and emphasized that 

this was a research activity and not a seed give-away.  Farmers were made aware that it was not 

known how well the varieties would perform as they were still being tested, and that only 200 g 

of the new variety seed would be given for each trial.  The hosting farmer supplied the local seed 

for each trial, which usually matched what would be planted on the rest of the farm.  This 

resulted in different varieties being classed as the local at different locations, but provided an 

accurate representation of what the farmer would normally plant.  In some areas, improved 

varieties may have been planted as local maize. 

The trials were laid out with 5 m x 5 m plots marked with string or bamboo.  Researchers 

made sure that the plots followed a contour line but the allocation of the varieties to the plots was 

random and there was no replication.  Researchers were present for planting at as many sites as 

was possible and for the majority of sites this was realized.  The OFDT sites were visited an 

average of 6 times from planting to harvest.   

A data collection protocol, developed and refined through several years of SoL OFDTs, 

was used to record data on the trial at each visit.  The protocols included measurements of plant 

height, identification of pests and diseases, geographic data, soil information, agronomic 

methods, harvest data etc.  Data was collected in such a way that many columns could be cross 

checked which helped to eliminate errors before the final data was analyzed. 

At harvest, staff recorded the fresh weight of cobs from the whole plot (25 m
2
). A sub-

sample of 5 cobs was taken from the fresh cobs at harvest time, and only grain from these cobs 

were threshed and dried. The ratio of dried grain to the cob fresh weight was used to convert the 

total fresh weight of cobs to amount of grain weight per plot, and then converted to tons per 
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hectare. Farmers kept the produce from each OFDT, except for the small sample taken for 

analysis. 

Site characterization 

Latitude, longitude, and elevation were recorded at all sites using a 12 channel GPS 

receiver (Garmin ETrex) to an accuracy of ± 6 m.  In addition, the slope of the land was defined 

at each site as was the orientation of the test location.  Based on elevation and location, each site 

was allocated to a particular Agro-Ecological Zone (AEZ) (ARPAPET 1996).  AEZs are 

numbered from 1 to 6, starting with 1 in the lowlands of the north coast to 6 in for the lowlands 

of the south coast (Table 11). 

Table 11.  Definition of the 6 agro-ecological zones in Timor-Leste.  
AEZ Location Elevation 

1 Northern coast 0-100m 

2 Northern slopes 100-500m 

3 Northern uplands >500m 

4 Southern uplands >500m 

5 Southern slopes 100-500m 

6 Southern coast 0-100m 

All sites for OFDTs in the 2011-2012 cropping season were tested for soil pH using 

Manutec test kits. The test kits are designed for in-field use.  Composite samples of soil were 

collected from each plot and sieved through a 2 mm sieve to remove rocks, large clods etc.  A 

small amount of soil was placed on a white slide and indicator fluid added.  After thorough 

mixing, a white powder was added to the surface of the soil/indicator mixture.  The white 

powder assumed the colour of the indicator, and pH value identified by comparing that colour 

with a standard colour sheet.  

Soil texture (Table 12 ) was estimated using a field based ribbon test method. Prior to 

testing, a handful of surface soil was sieved and water added to make a malleable bolus. This wet 

soil was formed into a round ball, and then attempts made to form a ribbon with the wet soil.  

The length of the ribbon (in cm) was measured and compared to a reference table which staff 

carried with them in the field, and the ability to form a U shape and a donut shape with the 

ribbon was used as a further indicator to describe soil texture. 

 

Analysis 

Data from the protocols was first entered into an MS Excel spreadsheet database before 

being transferred for further analysis to GenStat Discovery Edition 3.  Yield data were analyzed 

by ANOVA (Unbalanced Model) in a range of methods.  The model of the analysis always 

included variety and AEZ as factors in the model once the other location factors of District and 

Sub-District had been tested.  As elevation was shown to have an impact on crop yield between 

sites, elevation was included as a co-variate in testing across factors in the analyses.  

The influence of a wide range of factors on maize yield was tested.  In turn, each factor 

was added to the model, one at a time.  If they were significant, the factor was kept in the model, 

and if they were non-significant the factor was discarded.  Once a significant factor was 

identified, the interaction of that factor and variety was also tested for significance at the p = 0.05 

level. 
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MAF researchers have taken an increased responsibility for analysis and write up of the 

data this year.  This is an important step towards handing over full responsibility for reporting, 

which should see the annual research report being completed in Tetun by researchers in 2013. 

Table 12.  Determining soil texture characteristics. 

Texture Description  Length of soil ribbon  

Sandy The soil stays loose and separated, and can only be 

accumulated in the form of a pyramid. 

Nil  

Sandy Loam The soil contains enough silt and clay to become sticky, and 

can be made into the shape of a fragile ball.  

15-25 mm 

Silty Loam Similar to the sandy loam, but the soil can be shaped by 

rolling it into a small, short cylinder.  Soil has a ósilkyô feel. 

25 mm 

Loam Contains almost the same amount of sand, silt and clay.  Can 

be rolled into a 15 cm long (approximately) cylinder that 

breaks when bent. 

25 mm 

Clay Loam Similar to loam, although the cylinder can be bent into a U 

shape (without forcing it) and does not break. 

40-50 mm 

Fine Clay The soil cylinder can be made into the shape of a circle, but 

shows some cracks. 

50-75 mm 

Heavy Clay The soil cylinder can be shaped into a circle, without 

showing any cracks. 

>75 mm 

From:  Agricultural Compendium for Rural Development in the Tropics and Subtropicsô (1989) and B McDonald et 

al. (1990). 

Results 

Testing environments 

Timor-Leste has a wide range of growing environments due to differences in elevation, 

soil pH, and soil texture.  Each yearôs OFDT testing seeks to cover as much of this diversity as 

possible.  In the 2011-2012 growing season, sites ranged from 1 masl in Alas to 1739 masl in 

Maubisse (Table 13). 

Table 13.  Distribution of maize OFDT sites by elevation, 2008 to 2012. 

Elevation 

     (m) 

Locations 2008-

2009  

(%) 

Locations 2009-

2010  

 (%)  

Locations 2010-

2011  

(%) 

Locations 

2011-2012  

(%) 

0-150 27 28 34 32 

150-350 15 14 6 11 

350-550 12 10 4 7 

550-750 12 11 12 13 

750-950 12 15 13 16 

950-1150 10 11 16 6 

1150-1350 7 4 7 4 

1350-1550 3 5 7 5 

>1550 2 2 0 6 

Soil pH at the testing sites represented the entire range normally encountered in Timor-

Leste (Table 14).  Average pH across all sites was 6.9 with the majority of sites falling in the 6 ï 

7.5 range.  Few sites represented the more extreme ends of the scale, unlike the earliest years of 

testing where the sites fell more evenly across the range.  In the last three years of testing, the 

majority of sites have been centered around the most desirable pH range. 
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Table 14.  Distribution of soil pH across maize OFDT sites 2008 to 2012. 
Soil pH Locations 

2007-2008 

(%) 

Locations 2008-

2009 

(%) 

Locations 2009-

2010 

(%) 

Locations 2010-

2011 

(%) 

Locations 

2011-2012 

(%) 

4.5 2 1 0 0 1 

5.0 3 2 2 0 1 

5.5 9 12 6 10 6 

6.0 11 18 18 19 15 

6.5 13 18 30 22 20 

7.0 24 14 19 25 22 

7.5 9 14 16 19 23 

8.0 15 16 7 5 6 

8.5 12 9 1 0 6 

9.0 3 2 0 0 1 

Both soil pH and elevation differed statistically (Fprob <.001) among Sub-Districts, 

(Table 15) as has been the case for the last several years. 

Table 15.  Soil pH and elevation of maize OFDT locations, 2008 to 2012. 

District Sub-District 

Average 

elevation over 

all previous 

years 

Elevation 

2011-12 

Average soil 

pH over all 

previous 

years 

Soil pH 

2011-12 

Aileu Ail eu 1012 926 6.3 6.0 

Aileu Laulara 1269 1259 6.4 7.0 

Aileu Liquidoe 1133 1230 6.2 6.3 

Aileu Remexio 985 1045 5.9 7.3 

Ainaro Maubisse 1508 1635 7.0 7.9 

Baucau Baucau 462 488 7.3 7.6 

Baucau Vemasse 425 556 7.1 5.9 

Baucau Venilale 665 861 7.3 7.7 

Bobonaro Balibo 564 267 6.5 7.4 

Bobonaro Maliana 268 166 7.5 6.9 

Liquica Liquica 471 717 6.7 6.3 

Liquica Maubara 315 113 6.5 6.7 

Manufahi Alas 107 45 7.7 7.3 

Viqueque Ossu 610 395 6.1 6.8 

Viqueque Viqueque 19 21 7.1 7.2 

          

All soil textures were represented in this yearôs trials, with the exception of sandy soil 

(Table 16).  Sandy Loam was the most commonly encountered soil type.   

Trial losses 

Only 3% of trials planted during the 2011-2012 wet season were reported as losses and 

unharvested.  This is far lower than the usual number of losses which have ranged from 17% to 

25% over the last 5 years.  Reasons for trials not to be harvested include damage by animals and 

farmers not waiting for the researcher to be present to measure yields.  Drought has also been the 

cause of trial failure.  The season in 2011-2012 received reasonably good rainfall during the wet 

season reducing drought-affected losses. 
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Table 16.  Distribution of soil texture of maize OFDT, 2008-2011. 
Soil texture Locations 

2009-10 (%) 

Locations 

2010-11 (%) 

Locations 

2011-12 (%) 

Sandy 0 1 0 

Sandy Loam 20 27 35 

Silty Loam 11 13 9 

Loam 14 14 8 

Clay Loam 23 22 20 

Fine Clay 23 15 22 

Heavy Clay 8 8 6 

 

Variety  

Yields of both the released varieties Sele and Noi Mutin were significantly higher than 

local maize populations. (Table 17)  This was due to these varieties having larger cobs.  Noi 

Mutinôs performance continued to support its status as a released variety and its colour and taste 

proved to be popular at field days.  

Table 17.  Yield components for OFDT maize varieties over all OFDTs, 2011-2012. 
Variety Yield  

(t/ha) 

Density 

(plants/m
2
) 

Cobs/plant Seeds/cob Seed 

weight/cob 

(g) 

Seed weight 

(g/100) 

Sele 2.57 4.38 0.94 232 68.8 29.3 

Noi Mutin 2.41 4.51 0.88 236 68.1 29.3 

Local 1.96 4.56 0.88 197 53.2 30.1 

LSD (PÒ0.05) 0.29 ns ns 21.3 6.0 ns 

Variety*AEZ 

LSD 

ns ns ns ns ns ns 

Variety*District 

LSD 

ns ns ns ns ns ns 

No interaction was found in 2011-2012 for yield or any yield component with AEZ or 

District.  As with all released varieties, there is no reason to alter recommendations about the 

variety based on locational factors in Timor-Leste. 

Figure 11 demonstrates graphically the yield relationship between the local and released 

varieties at each site.  Each data point that lies above the 1:1 line represents a site where the 

released variety outperformed the local check.  With both varieties the majority of the points lie 

above the line, a fact borne out in the ANOVA analysis where the released varieties achieved a 

statistically significant advantage over local maize. 
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Figure 11.  Yield of 2 test populations vs. local populations at all sites 2011/12. 

Maize yields for all varieties tended to increase as plant densities rose to around 5 

plants/m
2
, and then plateaued thereafter (Table 18 and Figure 12).   There was no statistically 

significant interaction between plant density and variety for grain yield, with the released 

varieties outperforming the local at most plant density ranges.  In both this and previous yearôs 

testing, there is no indication that recommending a different planting density for the released 

varieties is necessary. 

Table 18.  Effect of crop density on yield for OFDT maize varieties, 2011-2012. 
Plant density  

(plants/m
2
) 

Local 

(t/ha) 

Noi Mutin 

(t/ha) 

Sele 

(t/ha) 

< 1 0.8 (0) 0.2 (2) 1.0 (2) 

1 ï 2 1.2 (5) 1.1 (6) 1.1 (8) 

2 ï 3 1.5 (19) 1.7 (17) 1.9 (17) 

3 ï 4 2.0 (21) 2.1 (24) 2.5 (21) 

4 ï 5 2.2 (29) 2.2 (25) 2.3 (31) 

5 ï 6 2.6 (37) 2.8 (36) 2.9 (29) 

6 ï 7 2.3 (15) 3.1 (21) 3.2 (25) 

7 ï 8 2.5 (9) 3.2 (11) 3.3 (12) 

> 8 2.5 (14) 2.7 (10) 3.3 (7) 

           * Figures in brackets indicate the number of observations.  

 

 

Figure 12.   Regression graph comparing plant density and yield. 
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Districts 

Both Sele and local maize yielded highest in Maubara, Liquiça, while Noi Mutin 

produced the highest yields in Balibo, Bobonaro.  Due to the widespread distribution of Sele in 

Liquiça District over a number of years, it is likely that improved variety seed was being planted 

as a local in at least some of the sites.  A similar situation also occurred in Baucau District last 

year where Sele and the Indonesian variety Arjuna were widely distributed.  This may partially 

explain the lack of yield advantage in Noi Mutin in these areas.  As Sol varieties are accessed by 

an increasing number of farmers, the incidence of improved varieties being planted as locals is 

likely to increase.  To date this seems to be limited to isolated areas as there is no trend of local 

yield increasing in OFDT testing over the last 6 years, but the yields recorded for local maize in 

2012 were the highest in the history of the program. Sele out-yielded local maize in all areas. 

Table 19.  Maize OFDT grain yield and yield advantage by Sub-District 2011-2012. 
District Sub-District Local 

(t/ha) 

Noi 

Mutin 

(t/ha) 

Sele 

(t/ha) 

Yield advantage 

Sele over local 

Yield advantage 

Noi Mutin over 

local 

Aileu Aileu 1.3 2.2 2.2 69% 69% 

Aileu Laulara 1.2 2.0 1.7 42% 67% 

Aileu Liquidoe 2.0 2.9 3.0 50% 45% 

Aileu Remexio 1.9 2.4 3.3 74% 26% 

Ainaro Maubisse 1.6 1.7 1.8 13% 6% 

Baucau Baucau 1.3 2.1 2.6 100% 62% 

Baucau Vemasse 2.2 3.0 2.7 23% 36% 

Baucau Venilale 2.5 2.1 2.9 16% -16% 

Bobonaro Balibo 2.4 3.7 2.9 21% 54% 

Bobonaro Maliana 1.4 1.5 1.6 14% 7% 

Liquica Liquica 2.9 2.8 3.3 14% -3% 

Liquica Maubara 3.6 3.0 3.9 8% -17% 

Manufahi Alas 2.3 3.0 3.1 35% 30% 

Viqueque Ossu 1.2 1.6 1.6 33% 33% 

Viqueque Viqueque 2.1 2.7 3.0 43% 29% 

Average  1.96 2.41 2.57 31% 23% 

Agro Ecological Zones (AEZ) and yield 

Average yields for all varieties in each AEZ are outlined in Table 20.  Both Sele and Noi 

Mutin produced a yield advantage over local maize in all AEZs.  All varieties performed the best 

on the northern coast and the worst in the Southern uplands.   

Table 20.  Maize OFDT mean yield by AEZ, 2011-2012 
AEZ Class  

(See Table 11)  

Local 

(t/ha) 

Noi Mutin 

(t/ha) 

Sele 

(t/ha) 

Yield advantage 

Noi Mutin over 

local 

Yield 

advantage Sele 

over local 

Number 

of trials 

harvested 

1 Northern coast  2.57 3.62 3.42 41% 33% 11 

2 Northern slopes  2.08 2.12 2.50 2% 20% 25 

3 Northern uplands  1.86 2.36 2.45 27% 32% 64 

4 Southern uplands 1.74 1.88 2.07 8% 19% 24 

5 Southern slopes  2.02 3.08 3.38 52% 67% 4 

6 Southern coast 2.02 2.68 2.88 33% 43% 29 
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Elevation and yield 

The regression graph (Figure 13) below compares elevation of the three varieties and 

yield.  The inverse relationship between yield and elevation has been clearly demonstrated over 

several years of trials.  Sele and Noi Mutin outperform the local at all elevations, though by a 

slightly lesser margin at high altitudes.   

.  
Figure 13.  Regression graph comparing elevation and yield. 

While the main purpose of OFDT testing is to evaluate the performance of new and 

released varieties against local maize on farms, it also provides the opportunity to collect data on 

a number of agronomic factors and their effects on yield.  This data provides insight as to how 

Timorese farmers manage their maize crops, and what factors limit their ability to produce 

higher yields.  Many of these factors have been evaluated over a number of years as presented in 

Table 21.  Similar data is also presented in Williams et al, 2012. 
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Table 21.  Various factors affecting maize OFDT yields, 2007-2012. 
Factor F pr. 

 

Significant 

2011-2012 

Significant 

2010-2011 

Significant 

2009-2010 

Significant 

2008-2009 

Significant 

2007-2008 

Variety <0.001 V V V V V 

AEZ <0.001 V V V V V 

Sub-District <0.001 V V V V V 

Number of seeds per hill <0.001 V V V V U 

Planting distance ns U V U U V 

Soil pH 0.050 V U V V V 

Soil colour 0.004 V V V V V 

Soil texture <0.001 V V V V U 

Number of staff visits <0.001 V V V U V 

Random or line planting <0.001 V U V V U 

Slope class 0.005 V V V U U 

Number of weeding 

events 
- - V V U U 

Mixed planting or 

monoculture 
ns U U V U U 

Gender of the head of 

household 
ns U V U U U 

Tools used for land 

preparation 
<0.001 V V U - - 

Fields marked with a hyphen ( - ) represent unavailable data. 

Seeds per hill 

The number of seeds planted per hill significantly affected maize yields with higher 

densities of 4 seeds per hill out yielding less dense plantings. (Table 22)  No farmers were 

observed planting only one seed per hill in 2011-2012. 

Table 22.  Influence of seeds per hill on OFDT maize yields, 2011-2012. 
Seeds per hill at planting Average yield of four 

tested varieties (t/ha) 

Number of 

plots 

2 2.15 168 

3 2.38 297 

4 3.75 9 

LSD (P<0.05) 0.67  

Soil pH 

Soil pH had a significant effect on maize yields (Table 23) with the sites representing a 

wider range than in last yearôs trials.  The majority of sites fell in the 6 to 7.5 pH range. 

Table 23.  OFDT yield by soil pH for all maize varieties, 2011-2012. 
Soil pH 4.5 5.0 5.5 6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0 8.5 9.0 

Number of plots 3 3 27 72 93 105 108 30 30 3 

Mean yield (t/ha) 0.77 2.52 2.80 2.27 2.58 2.10 2.33 2.50 1.96 2.87 

LSD (P<0.05) 1.12 

Soil colour  

Soil colour had a significant effect on maize yields (Table 24) with black soils being the 

most commonly encountered and producing the highest yields. 
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Table 24.  Effect of soil colour of maize yield 2011-2012. 
Soil colour Yield (t/ha) Number of plots 

Yellow 2.33 6 

Red 2.21 78 

Black 2.72 147 

Dark brown 2.48 81 

Light Brown 2.12 123 

LSD (P<0.05) 0.66  

Soil texture 

Soil texture had a significant effect on maize yields (Table 25) with sandy loam being the 

most widely encountered and producing the highest yields.   

Table 25.  Impact of soil texture on maize yield 2011-2012. 
Soil texture  Yield (t/ha) Number of plots 

Sandy Loam 2.81 150 

Silty Loam 2.10 39 

Loam 2.16 33 

Clay Loam 1.87 84 

Fine Clay 2.32 93 

Heavy Clay 2.75 24 

LSD (P<0.05) 0.54  

Researcher visits to OFDTs 

The number of researcher visits to OFDT plots has again proved to be significant as is the 

case in all but one previous year (Table 26). Researchers visited the sites an average of 6 times 

from planting to harvest. 

Table 26.  Effect of number of researcher visits on farm maize yield 2011-2012.  
Number of visits Average yield (t/ha) Percent of observations 

1 2.13 2 

2 2.52 8 

3 1.88 3 

4 2.06 6 

5 1.53 6 

6 2.63 18 

7 2.35 44 

8 1.62 4 

9 2.82 8 

LSD (P<0.05)                      0.72        

Farmerôs preference for maize populations 

A total of 328 farmers participated in taste test field days during the 2011-2012 harvest 

season, 35% of whom were female.  Sele and Noi Mutin far outperformed local maize for yield 

and yield components in the opinion of the vast majority of farmers.  Both released varieties 

rated highly for colour, despite their obvious difference.  Sele maintained a small advantage over 

Noi Mutin in most categories, though the difference was negligible which suggests that the 

varieties are equally well perceived by farmers. 
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Table 27.  Farmer responses (%)* to maize varieties 2011-2012.   
Characteristic Local Noi Mutin Sele 

Big cobs 6 95 100 

Big kernels 4 21 93 

High yield 5 97 100 

Full cobs 13 92 100 

Colour 22 100 100 

Tight sheaths 15 92 89 

Taste 90 95 100 

Weevil resistant 98 92 88 

Wind resistant 79 95 99 
  * Many farmers made more than one choice from each criterion. 

Conclusions 

The 2011-2012 trials provided further support for the released varieties Sele and Noi 

Mutin.  The varieties performed well regardless of locational factors and maintained a significant 

yield advantage over local maize regardless of elevation or other locational factors.  2011-2012 

saw the highest yields among local maize in seven years of OFDT testing, though no trend 

towards higher local yields can yet be identified.  This warrants attention in the coming years, 

however, because as SoL improved varieties become more accessible it is likely that the 

occurrence of them being planted as locals will increase. 
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2.2 Sweet potato 

 

2.2.1 Sweet potato replicated trials, 2011-2012 

Sweet potato (Ipomoea batatas (L.) Lamb.) clones tested by SoL have been introduced 

from the International Potato Centre (CIP) regional office in Indonesia over the past 10 years. 

Sweet potato variety trials have been conducted on a set of 12 clones (including 2 local checks) 

for a number of years, allowing the selection of three varieties for release in 2007 (CIP 01, 06 

and 07 under the names of Hohrae 1, 2, 3 respectively).  

Since the 2008-2009 wet season, additional sweet potato clones are being investigated in 

replicated trials and compared with local checks and with the Hohrae released varieties. Clones 

which performed well in previous observational trials are also being included, depending on the 

quantity of available planting material (see SoL 2010 for clone details)  

Methods and materials 

The 2012 replicated trials were conducted at Betano, Baucau, Aileu, Maubisse and Loes 

research stations.  Each consisted of a randomized complete block design with three replicates, 

the plots being 5 x 5 m in size except in Maubisse where plots were 3 x 3 m.  Stems for planting 

were sourced from Loes.  One cutting per hill was planted with a 100 x 50 cm spacing (i.e. 2 

plants/m²).  The trials were neither fertilized nor irrigated except in Aileu (15 kg/ha of N and P) 

where the lack of station area does not allow for fallow.  Trials were planted between November 

2011 and January 2012 and harvested between April and August 2012 (Table 28).  

Table 28.  Planting and harvest details of sweet potato varietal trials, wet season 2011-2012 

Location Season 
No. of 

entries 

Number of 

replicates 

Planting 

date 

Harvest 

date 

Days to 

maturity 

Rainfall 

(mm)* 

Mean 

yield    

(t/ha) 

Aileu (K.Portugal.) Wet 15 3 11/11/2011 25/06/2012 227 1697 7.5 

Betano (Same) Wet 15 3 16/12/2011 04/06/2012 171 1123 12.4 

Loes (Maubara) Wet 15 3         13/01/2012 18/06/2012 157 787 8.1 

Baucau (Darsula) Wet 15 3 18/11/2011 23/04/2012 157 937 4 

Maubisse (Ure Lefa) Wet 15 3 21/12/2011 11/08/2012 234 1236 10.8 

* Total rainfall from planting to harvest dates for each research station. 

 

Yields, yield components and yield advantages 

At harvest, the number of plants, the number of tubers and the total production were 

recorded for each plot. Additional parameters were measured in some stations such as ground 

cover and disease impact, marketable and non-marketable tubers (small or damaged), average 

weight of big and small tubers, production from the main root or from secondary roots.  

In order to determine varietal effects, the data of each trial were analysed separately using 

spatial analysis modules under GenStat Edition 15. Depending on the presence of row and/or 

column effect in the yields, different tests were performed (Table 29). 
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 Table 29.  Statistical analyses of the 2011-2012 sweet potato varietal trials 

Station Row/col effects Test Type 

Aileu No ANOVA One-way in Randomized blocks 

Betano Yes, Column REML AR1 Random on Column 

Loes No ANOVA One-way in Randomized blocks 

Baucau Yes, Column REML AR1 Random on Column 

Maubisse No ANOVA One-way in Randomized blocks 

Yield advantages were calculated over the local averages. The existence and degree of 

correlation between the predicted means of the yields and of the other parameters were then 

identified using Simple Linear Regressions.  As yield ranges differed greatly from one trial to 

another, individual regressions were run (as opposed to running regression over all data sets) in 

order to determine whether correlations were significant. The percentage of variability accounted 

for is then equivalent to an adjusted R².  

Farmersô preferences 

Farmersô field days were conducted in all stations except Aileu at harvest time in order to 

assess the farmers preferences of sweet potato varieties and to determine the traits that farmers 

value. The numbers of tested varieties and participants are detailed in Table 30. 

     Table 30.  Sweet potato taste tests during farmersô field days, 2012  

Station 
No. of varieties 

tested 

No. of 

participants 

Proportion of   

women (%) 

Betano 10 54 9 

Loes 10 14 14 

Baucau 8 39 23 

Maubisse 10 38 24 

Total 15 145 17 

Farmers were presented with boiled samples and asked to evaluate taste characteristics. 

Farmers were asked whether they generally liked the varieties and how sweet they were, this 

criterion being highly regarded to define the eating quality of sweet potato. Finally, all the 

participants were asked whether they were willing to plant the varieties.  

To analyse farmersô preferences, unbalanced ANOVAs were run with Station, Variety 

and Gender as the treatment factors. Correlations with Simple Linear Regressions were then 

calculated over the varieties predicted means.  

Results 

Yields and yield advantages 

Table 31 presents the yields achieved at each site for all tested varieties as well as the 

corresponding yield advantages over the local checks. 

Variation among sites was noticeable with the second yearôs harvest at the new Baucau 

site, while an improvement on the initial year remaining the lowest yielding trial. Large site 

differences were found within various research trials conducted at this site. Within site 

differences also proved significant at Betano with differences in production going across the 
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research block. REML analysis rather than ANOVA was therefore used on data from these sites, 

which better accounted for differences in productive capacity within these sites.   

Betanoôs overall yield however proved the opposite of Baucau with it being the highest 

yielding site (12.4 t/ha against 8.5 t/ha on average) for a second consecutive year. Betano, 

usually a drought prone site, received abundant rainfall again in 2011-2012 between planting and 

harvest (Table 28). Aileu in contrast recorded a second consecutive year with average yield 

below 10 t/ha in contrast to previous years.  Maubisse produced an exceptional performance 

from its local variety, out-yielding all others on site. 

Hohrae 3 regained the top overall yielding spot in 2012 with 14 t/ha, representing an 

overall yield advantage of 95% over the local varieties.  CIP 72 and CIP 71 were second and 

third in line with their 1
st
 and 2

nd
 billing from the previous year.  There was very little difference 

in yield between these two varieties in either year with yield advantages over local varieties of 76% 

and 73% respectively in 2012.  CIP 72 was by far the best yielding variety in Loes as it was the 

previous year while it was second behind Hohrae 3 in Betano. CIP 72 gave more disappointing 

results at the other sites. CIP 71 tended to be more consistently high yielding across sites (Table 

31). 

 

Yield components and other parameters 

The predicted means for the yield components and other parameters associated with the 

yields are detailed in Table 32. 

Yield was divided into marketable and non-marketable roots. Non-marketable usually 

included roots which were small or grew from secondary roots. The quantity of the latter tends to 

vary between varieties. Though not very saleable a sizeable proportion of the non-marketable 

component can still be consumed. What becomes apparent when examining the table above is 

that local varieties tend to have a much greater proportion of production in this category 

compared with the introduced lines.  Locals not only lose out to test varieties on production but 

also on the value of the product.  

Loes had a relatively low percentage of 61% marketable yield with Betano, Aileu and 

Maubisse having 83%, 80% and 74% respectively of their tuber weight deemed marketable. 

There was good correlation between overall yield and the proportion of marketable tubers with 

the overall figure having an R
2
 value of 0.91 showing that total production was a good 

approximation of the marketable tubers. 
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Table 31.  Sweet potato yields and yield advantages, 2011-2012 

Variety 

Yield (t/ha) Average Yield advantage (%) within site 

Aileu Betano Loes Baucau Maubisse 
St.      

dev. 

Yield 

(t/ha) 

Yield 

adv.(%) 
Aileu Betano Loes Baucau Maubisse 

Hohrae 3 10.7 24.2 17.1 8.0 10.2 6.6 14.0 95 -1 171 908 496 -23 

CIP 72 3.2 23.6 26.7 2.9 7.0 11.6 12.7 76 -70 164 1472 114 -48 

CIP 71 6.1 19.3 18.5 5.7 12.5 6.5 12.4 73 -43 117 990 326 -6 

Local Other 13.9 
 

0.0 
 

22.7 11.5 12.2 
      

Hohrae 2 8.5 16.0 4.3 10.8 20.5 6.4 12.0 67 -21 80 154 710 55 

CIP 78 4.0 21.6 14.3 0.8 14.1 8.4 11.0 52 -63 142 739 -38 6 

CIP 77 8.6 14.6 8.9 2.5 6.9 4.4 8.3 15 -20 64 425 84 -48 

CIP 70 10.0 9.7 2.3 5.1 13.7 4.5 8.2 14 -7 9 36 283 3 

CIP 83 7.5 10.7 8.1 5.0 8.1 2.0 7.9 10 -30 20 378 276 -39 

Hohrae 1 11.5 6.8 3.1 2.1 15.3 5.6 7.8 8 8 -23 81 57 15 

Local mutin 
 

9.5 
 

1.5 12.0 5.5 7.6 
      

CIP 73 7.3 8.4 6.6 5.2 5.7 1.3 6.6 -8 -32 -6 287 290 -57 

Local Atabae 7.5 8.4 3.4 1.2 5.1 2.9 5.1 
      

CIP 76 4.5 7.0 3.5 3.6 3.2 1.5 4.3 -40 -58 -22 104 168 -76 

CIP 81 
  

3.9 
   

3.9 -46 -100 -100 128 -100 -100 

CIP 68 2.6 5.4 
 

3.4 
 

1.4 3.8 -47 -75 -40 -100 153 -100 

CIP 65 6.6 1.5 0.1 1.6 4.9 2.7 2.9 -59 -38 -84 -92 21 -63 

F Prob  0.030 < 0.001 < 0.001 0.005 < 0.001 
  

  
 

        

LSD (pÒ0.001) 6.1 1.0 6.5 2.3 5.0 
  

  
    

 %CV / F Stat* 48.7 42.3 48.1 3.7 26.3 
  

            

Mean site 7.5 12.4 8.1 4.0 10.8 3.3 8.5   
    

 Mean local 10.7 8.9 1.7 1.3 13.3 5.4 7.2           

 
*F statistic used in Baucau and Betano where REML analysis was used
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Table 32.  Sweet potato yields and yield components, replicated trials 2011/12  

 

 

Hohrae varieties produced the largest and second largest tubers at three sites again 

proving their ability to produce large marketable yields. CIP 71 produced the largest tubers in 

Maubisse. However CIP 71 or CIP 72 did not feature in the top three for tuber size in any of the 

remaining sites indicating this may not be a big determinant in these varieties overall yield. 

Marketable yield was nevertheless satisfactory for these varieties. No significant correlation was 

found between the yield and weight of ten tubers in any station. Baucau displayed the strongest 

R
2
 for yield being dependent on the number of tubers per plant (Figure 14). 

T
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Variety

Yield 

(t/ha)

Plants 

/m² at 

harvest

Tubers 

/plant

Weight 

of 10 

tubers 

(kg)

No. of 

marketable 

tubers /plot

Weight of 

marketable 

tubers /plot 

(kg)

No. of non 

marketable 

tubers /plot

Weight of 

non 

marketable 

tubers /plot 

(kg)

T
ri
a

l

Yield 

(t/ha)

Plants 

/m² at 

harvest

Tubers 

/plant

Weight 

of 10 

tubers 

(kg)

No. of 

marketable 

tubers /plot

Weight of 

marketable 

tubers /plot 

(kg)

No. of non 

marketable 

tubers /plot

Weight of 

non 

marketable 

tubers /plot 

(kg)

Hohrae 3 10.7 1.9 2.0 0.27 65 25 30 2.0 17.1 41 2.9 3.7 29 14

CIP 72 3.2 1.9 1.4 1.19 30 6 35 2.1 26.7 39 17.2 1.0 24 43

CIP 71 6.1 1.8 2.3 0.16 52 13 49 2.7 18.5 39 3.6 3.4 31 17

Loc. Other 13.9 2.0 8.8 0.79 131 21 307 13.6 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0

Hohrae 2 8.5 1.9 2.2 1.98 60 19 45 2.6 4.3 44 0.9 3.0 8 3

CIP 78 4.0 1.9 2.1 1.08 22 6 71 4.0 14.3 40 1.9 5.2 24 8

CIP 77 8.6 1.9 4.1 1.08 76 16 121 5.4 8.9 22 2.0 6.4 18 4

CIP 70 10.0 2.0 2.9 1.74 69 21 75 3.7 2.3 45 1.3 1.0 4 2

CIP 83 7.5 1.9 2.4 1.61 49 16 63 2.8 8.1 33 2.0 2.8 13 8

Hohrae 1 11.5 2.0 2.0 2.89 65 27 31 1.7 3.1 39 0.8 2.6 7 1

Loc. mutin

CIP 73 7.3 1.7 2.6 1.64 65 16 44 2.5 6.6 34 2.4 2.5 12 5

Loc. Atabae 7.5 1.5 10.5 0.43 108 11 296 7.4 3.4 29 3.2 0.8 3 6

CIP 76 4.5 1.7 1.9 1.21 49 10 39 1.7 3.5 37 2.3 1.0 5 4

CIP 81 3.9 31 0.8 4.2 8 2

CIP 68 2.6 1.6 1.2 1.35 27 6 23 0.9

CIP 65 6.6 2.0 2.1 1.60 44 14 59 3.0 0.1 40 0.1 1.2 0 0

MEAN 7.5 1.8 3.2 1.3 61 15 86 3.7 8.1 34 3 3 12 8

F Prob 0.030 0.002< 0.001< 0.001 < 0.001 0.022 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001

l.s.d. (pÒ0.05)6 0 3 1 41 13 101 4 6 13 4 3 11 9

% CV 49 8 57 27 40 50 70 60 48 23 80 60 53 71

Hohrae 3 24.2 1.4 7.9 2.1 127 40 118 18.0 8.0 1.3 2.2 2.4 83 20

CIP 72 23.6 1.2 23.2 1.0 386 43 214 17.6 2.9 0.7 1.7 0.7 41 36

CIP 71 19.3 1.5 8.3 2.1 151 44 99 5.3 5.7 0.9 2.1 1.2 62 45

Hohrae 2 16.0 1.8 2.9 3.2 117 39 37 3.9 10.8 1.6 3.2 1.8 100 54

CIP 78 21.6 1.0 10.9 1.9 224 50 66 5.0 0.8 1.4 0.4 0.4 6 17

CIP 77 14.6 0.7 9.9 2.5 70 34 36 2.8 2.5 1.3 1.3 1.4 27 30

CIP 70 9.7 1.0 19.2 0.5 188 17 262 5.9 5.1 1.6 2.4 1.0 55 67

CIP 83 10.7 0.9 6.5 1.6 115 22 60 3.9 5.0 1.2 1.3 1.8 40 18

Hohrae 1 6.8 1.2 0.6 4.3 36 16 5 0.2 2.1 1.5 0.4 2.3 12 6

Loc. mutin 9.5 1.3 8.2 1.0 147 22 123 4.1 1.5 1.4 1.1 0.6 43 12

CIP 73 8.4 1.6 4.9 1.2 153 18 71 2.2 5.2 1.8 2.3 1.2 60 55

Loc. Atabae 8.4 0.9 18.9 0.6 252 19 208 6.1 1.2 1.5 0.6 0.6 11 19

CIP 76 7.0 0.7 8.2 1.5 28 14 59 1.4 3.6 1.6 1.9 0.8 37 59

CIP 68 5.4 0.5 8.9 1.2 58 10 35 1.4 3.4 1.5 2.8 0.7 77 48

CIP 65 1.5 1.3 1.1 0.7 0 0 0 0.0 1.6 1.5 0.5 0.7 13 16

MEAN 12.4 1.1 9.3 1.7 136.8 25.8 92.7 5.2 4.0 1.4 1.6 1.2 44.4 33.5

F Prob < 0.001< 0.001< 0.001< 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 n.s. 0.005 0.002 0.009 0.013 0.014 0.014

l.s.d. (pÒ0.05)1.0 0.2 2.4 0.2 14 2.1 20 2.6 2.3 0.4 0.7 0.5 22 12

F Statistic 42.3 6.9 9.1 12 13 10 9 2 3.7 5.2 4 3.6 4.1 3.3

T
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a

l

Variety

Yield 

(t/ha)

Plants 

/m² at 

harvest

Tubers 

/plant

Weight 

of 10 

tubers 

(kg)

No. of 

marketable 

tubers 

/plant

Weight of 

marketable 

tubers 

/plant (kg)

No. of non 

marketable 

tubers 

/plant

Weight of 

marketable 

tubers 

/plant

Hohrae 3 10 1.1 8 1.0 20 6 65 2.6

CIP 72 7 1.7 4 1.0 27 5 34 1.3

CIP 71 13 1.3 4 2.2 27 9 24 1.6

Loc. Other 23 2.0 22 0.6 91 14 301 7.3

Hohrae 2 21 1.9 7 1.8 48 16 68 3.1

CIP 78 14 1.7 6 1.3 29 10 65 2.9

CIP 77 7 1.0 8 0.8 21 4 54 1.9

CIP 70 14 1.7 6 1.3 40 11 54 1.6

CIP 83 8 1.5 8 0.7 28 5 77 2.5

Hohrae 1 15 1.7 9 1.1 50 11 80 3.3

Loc. mutin 12 1.6 13 0.6 43 6 161 4.5

CIP 73 6 1.6 5 0.7 15 3 57 2.0

Loc. Atabae 5 1.4 4 0.8 19 3 34 1.0

CIP 76 3 1.3 2 0.9 11 2 16 0.7

CIP 65 5 1.7 3 1.0 16 3 28 1.3

MEAN 10.8 1.6 7.2 1.0 32.3 7.2 74.6 2.5

F Prob < 0.001 0.015< 0.001< 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001

l.s.d. (pÒ0.05)5.0 0.5 5.8 0.5 24 3.5 85 1.8

% CV 26 18 48 26 44 29 68 42
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Figure 14.   Correlations between yield and tubers per plant, sweet potato 2011-2012 

 

Farmersô preferences 

 Table 33 presents the overall results for the four farmersô field days held in Betano, 

Baucau, Loes and Maubisse stations where a variety was tested.  Effects of the variety, station, 

gender and an interaction between the latter two were identified when analysing participants 

overall preference (F Pr <0.001).  There was also a strong variety x station (F. Pr 0.003) 

interaction but no interaction of variety and gender for overall preference.  Variety, station (F Pr 

<0.001) and gender (F. Pr 0.013) also proved significant in relation to how farmers rated how 

sweet the sweet potatoes were.  There were no interactions between variety and either station or 

gender in this case. Dry and crumbly textures tended to be preferred over soapy types.  

Table 33.  Farmersô preferences, sweet potato FFD results, 2-4 stations, 2012 

Variety 
No. of tests 

(stations) 

No. of 

respondents 

"Wish to 

plant"(%) 

ñSweetò 

(%) 

"Dry/ 

Crumbly" 

(%) 

"Soapy"*  

(%) 

Average 

yield**  

(t/ha) 

L. Mutin 2 92 49 67 72 7 10.7 

Hohrae 2 4 52 42 67 61 13 12.0 

Hohrae 1 2 145 39 72 39 32 9.2 

L. Atabae 2 68 37 60 59 17 5.9 

CIP 83 3 107 34 52 37 49 8.0 

CIP 71 4 145 34 61 62 21 12.4 

Hohrae 3 4 145 30 65 42 43 14.0 

CIP 72 3 106 27 56 27 59 19.1 

CIP 70 2 77 23 68 41 39 9.4 

CIP 73 4 145 19 48 27 55 6.6 

CIP 78 3 106 19 43 24 59 16.7 

CIP 77 2 68 16 33 37 56 11.8 

l.s.d. (p<0.001)   16 18 18 15  

%CV   138 81 106 106  

*Participants opinion on how soapy varieties were was not assessed at Loes research station 

** Average yield from locations where particular variety was taste tested 

Reasonable positive correlations were found between participants overall preference and 

how sweet or dry/crumbly the variety was (Figure 15). Conversely the more soapy varieties 

tended to be negatively correlated with farmersô preferences. No correlation was found between 

yield and overall preference. 
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Figure 15.   Correlations between farmersô preferences, sweet potato, 2012 

Conclusions 

Only one of the top four ranked varieties was rated at all field days. This goes a long way 

to explain a station interaction when all data was analysed together. The highest ranked variety 

proved to be Local Mutin. The released Hohrae varieties proved the next most popular. CIP 71 

and CIP 72 provided reasonable acceptance on the taste tests conducted ranking in the middle 

order overall. Half the participants selected CIP 71 as their preferred variety in Maubisse and CIP 

72 as their preferred variety in Loes. Both of these varieties ranked similar overall to Hohrae 3 

which has a history of wide acceptance by farmers providing good promise for further 

investigation. 

 

2.2.2 Sweet potato multi-year, multi-location trial analysis 

Materials and methods 

Twent eight successful sweet potato variety trials were implemented by SoL over the 

period from 2005 to 2012 (7 years) at 7 different sites (Aileu, Betano, Baucau x 2, Maliana, Loes 

and Maubisse), testing the performances of 25 varieties (including 3 local varieties as controls). 

Some varieties were not included in all trials and some trials were not conducted at every site 

every year.  

The dataset containing the majority of the varieties presented in Table 34, comprises 321 

data points, i.e. variety per environment combinations.  An environment (here synonymous of 

trial) is defined by the site, year and season (for instance Betano wet season 2009, Loes wet 

season 2010, etc). All data points are ANOVA or REML predicted means from 3 replicates, 2 in 

some cases.  

Cross-site analyses were conducted using biplots (GenStat Edition 15) in order to evaluate 

the performances and consistency of the tested varieties across years and locations (genotype / 

environment).  A limitation of the procedure is that only datasets with complete data points could 

be analysed.  In addition, datasets resulting in higher percentages of variance explained by the 

biplot principal components analysis were preferred.  Following those principles, two datasets 

were chosen.  Set 1 maximises the number of environments and set 2 the number of genotypes.  

Data set 1 investigated the performances of 9 varieties in 13 environments.  This selection 

included 117 data points.  

Data set 2, the selection which included the highest number of varieties, covers 12 of them 

in the nine 2011 and 2112 environments, corresponding to 108 data points.  
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Table 34.  All sweet potato replicated variety trials, 2005-2012 (321 data points) 

 

Results 

The average yield of the entire dataset (28 environments, 321 data points) was 7.1 t/ha 

(st.dev = 6.5). Yield averages from trial to trial varied from 1.3 t/ha to a maximum of 20.3 t/ha 

(wet seasons 2007 of Maliana and Aileu respectively), with the majority of sites performing 

within 2.5-12.5 t/ha.  In a reversal of the first 5 years, the Aileu site always performed under 10 

t/ha in 2011 and 2012, while conversely Betano produced over 12 t/ha in three out of the last four 

years. 

The top 3 ranking varieties averaged over trials in all years was very similar to that 

obtained in 2012 with Hohrae 3 the highest yielding in both cases. CIP 71 was second highest 

yielding averaged over all trials with CIP 72 in third place ï this is the  reverse of the CIP 71 and 

CIP 72 rankings for 2012. All the Hohrae released varieties yielded above 8 t/ha.  

The biplot from data set 1, which investigates the performances of 9 varieties in 13 

environments (the last three years), is plotted in Figure 16 along with the ówhich wins whereô 

analysis. This analysis does not include CIP 71. The results, which represent 81% of the observed 

variation, clearly show that the Hohrae varieties did the best over multiple seasons in Aileu, 

Baucau and Maubisse (one season) while CIP 72 was best suited to the lowland north and south 

coast sites of Loes and Betano .  

Yield (t/ha) 

/trial            

Variety

W06 AIL W06 BAU W06 MAL W07 AIL W07 BET W07 MAL W08 AIL W08 BET W08 BAU W08 MAL W09 AIL W09 LOE W09 MAL W09 BET W09 BAU

CIP 02 2.0 0.0 1.4 13.5 0.6 2.6 6.2 9.5

CIP 03 2.7 2.2 2.8 14.2 0.3 0.8 9.7 2.6 3.5 9.9

CIP 05 2.8 10.6 0.1 0.4 15.6 0.2 0.8

CIP 15 10.2 1.7 18.5 0.6 2.3 28.5 11.0 2.7 10.3 3.1

CIP 04 2.0 34.9 0.3 28.4 11.4 6.9 10.4 10.2 30.0 4.4 18.1 9.7

CIP 08 23.5 2.2 16.7 0.0 1.3 26.0 17.0 10.5 11.6 3.6

CIP 17 11.1 0.1 42.4 0.7 0.3 17.9 0.5 2.9 11.1 9.7 1.6 4.4 3.9

Hohrae 3 (CIP 07)4.8 1.3 3.6 26.5 5.2 1.9 20.5 23.3 6.8 12.8 20.4 35.9 4.8 30.2 6.6

Hohrae 2 (CIP 06)24.1 4.8 5.6 23.9 1.7 2.7 23.7 8.1 5.7 9.8 18.7 24.3 5.6 15.6 4.8

Hohrae 1 (CIP 01)16.8 2.8 0.3 29.6 2.8 0.1 30.1 14.2 5.8 8.3 18.1 7.3 5.3 12.5 2.8

Loc. Mean 0.7 9.8 16.1 1.7 3.5 0.6 5.2 0.5

Loc. Mutin 0.6 2.4 8.7 25.3 1.9 26.7 0.9 32.9 0.7

Mean locals 10.9 0.7 2.4 9.3 1.3 1.3 20.7 1.8 5.3 8.7 26.7 2.2 0.6 19.0 0.6

Mean site 10.9 1.8 2.2 20.8 1.3 1.3 20.7 8.5 5.3 8.7 14.8 15.9 3.7 15.6 4.0

Yield (t/ha) 

/trial            

Variety

W10 AIL W10 BET W10 LOE W10 BAU W11 AIL W11 BET W11 LOE W11 BAU W12 AIL W12 BET W12 LOE W12 BAU W12 MAU No. Trials St. dev.
Average 

yield (t/ha)

Yield adv. 

(%)

CIP 02 8 4.8 4.5 -32

CIP 03 Total no. of data points: 321 (incl. 13% locals) 10 4.7 4.9 -26

CIP 05 7 6.2 4.4 -34

CIP 15 10 8.9 8.9 34

CIP 04 12.7 2.8 1.4 2.5 7.1 1.9 18 10.5 10.8 64

CIP 08 5.8 3.6 7.3 6.8 6.7 2.6 16 7.9 9.1 37

CIP 17 11.4 1.1 10.5 2.9 17 10.4 7.8 18

Hohrae 3 (CIP 07)20.5 1.0 12.1 4.3 11.7 17.0 9.3 2.8 10.7 24.2 17.1 8.0 10.2 28 9.5 12.6 91

Hohrae 2 (CIP 06)11.4 1.1 7.6 6.3 14.3 12.1 2.9 3.9 8.5 16.0 4.3 10.8 20.5 28 7.5 10.7 61

Hohrae 1 (CIP 01)17.2 0.6 1.3 1.1 6.6 5.6 0.5 0.8 11.5 6.8 3.1 2.1 15.3 28 8.4 8.2 24

Loc. Mean 28.2 2.1 2.4 0.4 12 8.4 5.9 -10

Loc. Mutin 10.4 2.9 0.1 0.1 11.8 9.5 1.5 12.0 17 10.4 8.7 32

Loc. Atabae 15.4 1.4 6.5 0.8 4.8 9.8 2.8 0.4 7.5 8.4 3.4 1.2 5.1 13 4.3 5.2 -22

CIP 70 9.9 1.1 4.0 2.2 9.6 14.5 4.3 2.6 10.0 9.7 2.3 5.1 13.7 13 4.6 6.8 4

CIP 72 3.7 11.4 12.8 2.9 11.8 33.2 13.0 1.1 3.2 23.6 26.7 2.9 7.0 13 10.2 11.8 78

CIP 73 12.8 1.2 8.7 2.6 7.9 9.3 4.6 1.3 7.3 8.4 6.6 5.2 5.7 13 3.3 6.3 -5

CIP 76 4.5 1.3 7.2 1.5 5.6 6.9 2.1 0.6 4.5 7.0 3.5 3.6 3.2 13 2.2 4.0 -40

CIP 77 12.6 6.1 1.1 2.5 8.6 14.6 8.9 2.5 6.9 9 4.6 7.1 7

CIP 78 2.5 0.8 0.4 0.2 4.0 21.6 14.3 0.8 14.1 9 8.0 6.5 -1

CIP 83 16.9 2.6 10.6 4.4 16.0 16.2 1.6 2.7 7.5 10.7 8.1 5.0 8.1 13 5.3 8.5 28

CIP 64 0.6 2.5 0.8 3 1.1 1.3 -80

CIP 65 3.2 3.0 6.6 1.5 0.1 1.6 4.9 7 2.2 3.0 -55

CIP 66 4.9 1 4.9 -26

CIP 68 2.5 7.7 2.6 5.4 3.4 5 2.2 4.3 -35

CIP 71 1.7 8.6 32.8 14.7 2.3 6.1 19.3 18.5 5.7 12.5 10 9.6 12.2 85

Mean locals 18.0 2.1 3.0 0.4 4.8 10.8 2.8 0.4 7.5 8.9 3.4 1.3 8.5 7.7 6.6

Mean site 12.4 2.3 6.3 2.6 8.4 12.5 5.1 1.8 7.0 12.4 9.0 4.0 9.9 28 6.5 7.1
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Figure 16.   Biplot analysis (9 sweet potato varieties in 13 environments (set 1), 2010-2012 

 

 

The biplot corresponding to data set 2, the selection which includes 12 varieties evaluated 

in all trials in 2011 and 2012, including CIP 71 is plotted in Figure 17. The analysis captured over 

79% of the variability observed, a good percentage. It does not tell as straightforward a picture as 

Figure 16 however. CIP 72 is again best performer at the lowland sites and is on a par with CIP 

71, particularly in 2011. However the highest yielding Hohrae 3 variety also performed best in 

these environments.   
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Figure 17.   Biplot analysis of sweet potato variety by environment (set 2), 2011-2012 

Conclusions  

Over 7 years, SoL conducted 28 successful varietal sweet potato trials on 25 varieties, 

representing a total of 321 individual data points (variety per environment combinations). Results 

varied significantly both by genotype (varieties) and environment (locations, years, season).  

A first phase of the clones evaluation led to the release of three varieties.  Among them, 

Hohrae 3 confirms its position as the new standard.  In the past few years CIP 71 and CIP 72 

have proved likely to be of a similar standard to the released varieties.  More attention is also now 

being devoted to the nutritional content in the form of vitamin of some of these test varieties (See 

Section 2.2.3).  

The on-farm suitability and consistency of those potential candidates will continue to be 

investigated in the OFDT programme.  

C IP 73

Scatter plot (Total - 79.15%)

C IP 78

C IP 72

C IP 77

H 3

C IP 76
L. Atabae

H 2

C IP 83

H 1

C IP 71

C IP 70

W11 AIL

W11 BAU

W11 BET

W11 LOEW12 AIL

W12 MAU

W12 BAU

W12 BET

W12 LOE

P
C

2
 -

 1
4
.5

6
%

PC1 - 64.59%

Sectors of convex hull

Genotype scores

Environment scores

Convex hull



 40 

2.2.3 Sweet potato OFDTs 2011-2012 

Three sweet potato varieties which showed promise in replicated trials on research 

stations during 2010-2011 were compared against a local and the high yielding released Hohrae 3 

in on-farm unreplicated trials during 2011-2012.  On-farm demonstration trials (OFDTs) were 

installed during the wet season at 111 sites across 12 Sub-Districts.  The objective of the research 

was to determine which variety would meet the farmersô needs.  The four test varieties were CIP 

71, CIP 72 and CIP 83.  These were compared with the released Hohrae 3 and a local variety 

commonly grown in the area.  There was only sufficient material to plant CIP71 at a few sites and 

the results of this clone were not included in the analyses. 

Materials and methods 

The method in establishing OFDTs for sweet potato was almost same as the method 

applied during the previous year (SoL 2011).  Sites established in the 7 Districts of Aileu, Ainaro, 

Bobonaro, Baucau, Manufahi, Liquica and Viqueque were representative of all Agro Ecological 

zone (AEZ) in Timor-Leste from sea level to approximately 1300 masl. 

At harvest, the researcher and farmer harvested 5 pre-determined and marked sweet 

potato plants per plot.  This method was developed in previous years when it was discovered that 

farmers were harvesting the largest roots as needed for the household.  For each site, researchers 

collected the number of roots per plant, weight of sweet potatoes from 5 plants and farmers 

opinions about the taste and cooking attributes of each variety.  Farmer field days were often held 

at the Sub District level to measure the latter.   

Site characterization 

A number of characteristics were recorded for each site including soil pH, colour, texture, 

latitude, longitude, and elevation.  Soil texture was recorded based on a ribbon testing method, 

pH was measured with a mobile testing kit, and colour was classified according to a list of 7 pre-

determined colours (See Section 2.1.3).  A number of management factors were also recorded 

from each host farmer.   

Analysis 

Data entry and analysis was as done for other OFDT trials (See Section 2.1.3).  Raw data 

was entered into an Excel spread sheet and then analyzed using Genstat Discovery 4.  The results 

were analyzed by ANOVA (Unbalanced Model).  In addition to the main analysis, analyses 

included variety and AEZ, soil pH, yield components, Sub-District and management practices.   

Nutritional analysis 

The nutritional assessment was conducted on samples of sweet potato in replicated trials 

growing at locations representative of the North coast - Loes Research Station, Liquica (08° 44' S, 

125° 08' E;. 20 masl) - and of the South coast - Betano Research Station, Manufahi (09°16' S, 125° 

68' E, 3 masl) - of clones Hohrae 1 (white coloured flesh) (Betano only), Hohrae 2 (light yellow 

flesh) and Hohrae 3 (light orange flesh) (Betano only), and two promising clones CIP 72 (light 

yellow flesh) and CIP 83 with light orange flesh from two replications in the 2010-11 season. 

Root samples were harvested, peeled and cut into approximately 200 g transverse sections which 

were hand-carried in paper bags to the quarantine analysis laboratory of the ChemCentre, Perth 

WA, Australia under a quarantine permit. Samples were then ɔ-irradiated prior to analysis. Macro 

and micro-elements (B, Ca, Cu, Fe, K, Mg, Mn, Mo, Na, P, S, Zn) were determined after 

nitric/perchloric acid digestion by inductively coupled plasma atomic emission spectroscopy 

(ICP-AES). The analysis of sugars by Method 32.2.07 and Method 44.4.13 (AOAC, 1999) and 

carotenoids (including ɓ-carotene) (Denery, 2004) were by high-performance liquid 

chromatography. Dietary fibre was analysed by enzymatic gravimetry using AOAC method 

985.29 (AOAC, 2005) and total starch by enzymatic digestion (AOAC, 1995). Crude protein (N 
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x6.25) was calculated from N by combustion (Laboratory Equipment Corporation ï LECO, St 

Joseph, MI, USA). 

 

Results 

One hundred and eleven trials were established on farmers fields but only forty one of 

these were harvested in such a manner to collect meaningful results.  These results are presented 

below. 

Trial Losses 

As mentioned above, it is very difficult to determine the yield of root crops including 

sweet potato and cassava from trials conducted on farmerôs fields in Timor-Leste.  Farmers 

normally harvest root crops piece by piece instead of at one time.  This makes it more likely that 

they will harvest some of the plots early.  In this set of OFDTs, of the 111 trials established, 

yields were only recorded at 41 locations.  Trial losses were mainly from farmers harvesting early 

but there was also animal predation especially by cows, buffalos as well as wild and domestic 

pigs.  

 

 

Testing environments 

Sweet potato OFDTs were conducted on a wide range of soil textures, pH, slope and 

elevation.  Elevation of OFDT sites ranged from almost sea level to over 1,300 masl (Table 35). 

Trials were not installed in the 300-500 m range nor between 800 and 900 masl. 

Table 35.  Distribution of sweet potato OFDT sites by elevation, 2011-2012. 

Elevation 

(masl) 

Locations 

2011-2012  

(%) 

0-100 25 

100-200 12 

200-300 5 

300-400  

400-500  

500-600 8 

600-700 2 

700-800 10 

800-900  

900-1000 15 

1000-1100 8 

1100-1200 10 

1200-1300 2 

>1300 2 

Soil pH, elevation and texture 

The average soil pH across the OFDT sites was 6.7, ranging from 5 to 8.  By Sub-District, 

soil pHs ranged from 5.5 in Liquidoe to 7.5 in Laulara.  As well as having the lowest pH for all 

included Sub-Districts, Liquidoe also had OFDTôs at the highest elevation. Generally, in the past 

there was good interaction between Sub-District and soil pH and positive correlation between soil 

pH and elevation.  It was observed that as the elevation increased, the soils become more acid. 
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Table 36.  Soil pH and elevation, sweet potato OFDTs by Sub-District, 2011-2012. 

Sub_District Soil pH 

Elevation 

(masl) 

Aileu Vil la 5.0 1119 

Alas 6.8 47 

Balibo 6.7 213 

Baucau Villa 7.2 545 

Laulara 7.5 1314 

Lequidoe 5.5 1235 

Maliana 6.8 198 

Maubara 6.5 120 

Ossu 7.4 1011 

Remexio 7.3 1045 

Vemasse 6.0 738 

Viqueque Villa 7.3 16 

Mean 6.7  

LSD (p<0.05) 0.5 65.4 

F prob. <.001 <.001 

Variety  

CIP 71 was cultivated in the Sub Districts of Maubara and Viqueque.  In these two 

Districts, CIP 71 had very large tubers but there was insufficient material to plant over a larger 

area.  For this reason, this variety was not included in statistical analyses.  CIP 83 and Hohrae 3 

also had large tubers (roots), and yielded double that of local varieties (Table 37).   

 

Table 37.  Yield components for OFDT sweet potato varieties, 2011-2012. 
Variety Yield  

(t/ha) 

Tubers 

per plant 

Weight per 

tuber (g) 

Yield 

advantage 

CIP 72 7.4 1.4 96.3 61% 

CIP 83 10.9 2.7 167.2 137% 

Hohrae 3 10.6 2.8 188 130% 

Local 4.6 1.9 94.1  

LSD (p<0.05) 5.2 0.64 89.7  

F prob. 0.019 <0.001 0.023  

Districts 

Trials with the highest yields were in the Sub-Districts of Manufahi, Viqueque and 

Bobonaro District (Alas, Balibo and Viqueque Villa, see Table 38).  There was a significant 

interaction between Sub-District and variety, meaning that varieties grew better in some Sub 

Districts than other but not all varieties were adapted in all sub-districts. 

Table 38.  Sweet potato OFDT root yield (t/ha) by Sub-District 2011-2012.  
Sub-District CIP72 CIP83 Hohrae 3 Local 

Aileu Villa  *  0.5 6.4 0.2 

Alas 24.2 13.9 12.4 6.2 

Balibo 17.4 18.4 8.5 7.8 

Baucau Villa 1.9 2.5 5.5 1.4 

Laulara 2.7 3.2 5.6 2.0 

Lequidoe 2.4 2.1 4.0 1.9 

Maliana *  10.8 16.8 6.6 

Maubara *  3.9 17.7 4.3 

Ossu 9.7 3.3 7.4 2.9 

Remexio 2.7 3.1 2.9 1.3 

Vemasse 2.1 3.0 9.1 5.8 

Viqueque Villa *  38.7 19.2 6.5 

F Prob.  0.014    

LSD   5.8    
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Interaction Variety x  Sub-District: F prob <0.001 

Agro ecological zones (AEZ) and yield 

Yield results for each variety in each AEZ are shown in Table 39.  Yield for all varieties 

were greatest in southern coast. There was an interaction between AEZ and variety, suggesting 

that it may be possible to recommend varieties for each AEZ.   

Table 39.  Sweet potato OFDT mean yield by AEZ, 2011-2012. 
AEZ CIP72 CIP83 Hohrae 3 Local Mean yield 

1 Northern coast (0-100m) *  3.9 17.7 4.3 6.8 

2 Northern slopes (100-500m) *  11.2 16.3 6.3 11.3 

3 Northern uplands (>500m) 8.1 5.7 8.2 4.1 6.4 

4 Southern uplands (>500m) 2.6 2.5 4.1 1.3 2.7 

5 Southern slopes 100-500m) *  *  *  *  *  

6 Southern coast (<100m) 6.1 32.5 17.5 6.4 15.8 

F Prob.  <.001     

LSD   7.6     

Interaction Variety*AEZ:  F prob <0.001 

 

Agronomic factors affecting yield 

The influence of a wide range of characters was tested for affecting the yield of sweet 

potato in a complete data set. A large number of characters were found to influence root yield. 

These include variety, Sub-District, AEZ, soil colour, elevation, mixed planting or monoculture. 

It was not significant in soil pH, soil texture, slope, and planting method. 

Table 40.  Significance of management factors affecting sweet potato yield. 
Factor  Significance P<0.05 

 2011/12 2010/11 2009/10 2008/2009 

Variety V V V V 

Sub-District  V V V V 

AEZ V V V V 

Soil pH ns V V V 

Soil colour V ns V ns 

Elevation V V ns ns 

Soil texture ns V V V 

Slope of land ns V V V 

Plant in lines or not ns V ns ns 

Mixed planting or monoculture V ns ns ns 

Weeding before planting - ns - - 

Cuttings planted per hole (1 or 2) - V - - 

 

Soil pH 

Although the interaction was not significant (as in 2011), sweet potato yields tended to be 

higher when grown on soils with pH near neutral (Table 41).  Soil pH had much larger effect on 

sweet potato yields of crops planted in soils with soil pH below 6. 

Table 41.  OFDT yield by soil pH for all sweet potato varieties, 2011-2012. 
Soil pH 4.5 5.0 5.5 6.0 6.5 7.0 7.5 8.0 

Mean yield (t/ha) 5.3 2.3 5.6 4.6 12.7 8.9 9.1 6.2 

LSD (p<0.05) ns        

Soil colour  

Sweet potato yields were affected by soil colour, with white and red soils having lower 

yields than light brown and black soils (Table 42). Although the analysis of variance showed a 
significant effect of soil colour on yield, the large LSD (5.9 t/ha) did not allow much 

discrimination between soil classifications.   
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Table 42.  Impact of soil colour on sweet potato yield, 2011-2012. 
Soil colour Yield 

(t/ha) 

Light brown 18.5 

Dark brown 8.2 

Red  5.5 

Black 8.7 

White 4.5 

LSD (P<0.05) 5.9 

Soil Texture 

Sweet potato yield tended to be higher in sandy loam textured soils than the heavier clay 

textured soils (Table 43).  In earlier trial years (2008-2011), heavier textured soils tended to 

produce higher yields.  

Table 43.  Impact of soil texture on sweet potato yield, 2011-2012 

 

Soil texture Yield (t/ha) 

 

 

Clay loam 8.5 

 

 

Fine clay 9.7 

 

 

Heavy clay 6.9 

 

 

Loam 7.6 

 

 

Sandy loam 10.1 

 

 

Silty loam 8.1 

 

 

LSD (p< 0.05)  ns 

 
 

Nutritional assessment 

Nutritional analyses of Hohrae 1-3, CIP72 and CIP83 are summarized in Table 44.  There 

were significant differences among the tested clones in the concentration of carotenoids, ɓ-

carotene, boron, copper, manganese, phosphorus, sodium and zinc.  For carotenoids and ɓ-

carotene the range among clones was wide spanning from ónot detectableô to an average of 1209 

ɛg ɓ-carotene 100 g-1 edible portion with Hohrae 3. On the other hand, the differences among 

clones were non-significant for total sugars, starch, dietary fibre, protein, calcium, iron, 

magnesium, potassium, and sulphur.  

These findings confirm others (Burri 2011) that the more orange the root flesh colour the 

higher the carotenoid content, as clones with flesh colours other than light orange, such as white 

and light yellow, had non-detectable levels of carotenoids. Burriôs (2011) review showed that 

white fleshed sweet potatoes have non-significant levels of ɓ-carotene. It is surmised that the 

local sweet potato which is white fleshed has non-detectable levels of ɓ-carotene. In marked 

contrast, the light orange fleshed sweet potatoes CIP 83 and Hohrae 3 expressed ɓ-carotene 

concentrations of 802 and 1209 ɛg 100 g-1, respectively. These results are in line with estimates 

from analyses of other light orange fleshed lines of 1180-2980 ɛg ɓ-carotene 100 g-1 found by 

Teow et al. (2007) and from 111 to 2217 ɛg ɓ-carotene 100 g-1 in Hagenimana et al. (1999). 

There is very wide range (1100-fold) in ɓ-carotene concentration in sweet potato (Burri, 2011), 

Hohrae 3 can be classed as intermediate and clones are reported with 5-10 times more ɓ-carotene 

(Burri 2011). We wish to evaluate such clones for adaptation to Timor-Leste. 

Sweet potato stores well and maintains its ɓ-carotene for at least 50 days; it is also 

retained during cooking (Burri, 2011) with the fraction retained after cooking and storage 

estimated at 90% (Burri, 2011). Bioaccessibility was also estimated as 25%. From this we can 

estimate the bioaccessible ɓ-carotene in our light orange fleshed sweet potato clones as:  

ɓ-carotene content x fraction retained after cooking & storage x bioaccessible fraction   
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When ɓ-carotene content of Hohrae 3  = 1209 ɛg 100 g-1; fraction retained after cooking 

and storage = 0.90; bioaccessible fraction = 0.25; then the concentration of bioaccessible ɓ-

carotene was 272 ɛg 100 g-1 (2.72 ɛg g-1).  

Burri (2011) estimated the amounts (g d-1 and cups d-1) of orange-fleshed sweet potato 

varieties with different concentrations of ɓ-carotene needed to meet the recommended dietary 

intake of Vitamin A (600 µg retinol equivalent (RE) d-1) of an individual with marginal Vitamin 

A deficiency. On this basis the grams per day of Hohrae 3 needed to meet the requirement for 1 

person with marginal Vitamin A deficiency is calculated as: 600 µg RE d-1/ 2.72 ɛg 

bioaccessible ɓ-carotene g-1 sweet potato = 221 g d-1. With one cup of sweet potato estimated to 

weigh 255 g (USDA, 2010), 221 g of Hohrae 3 sweet potato d-1 ï just under 1 cup - will meet the 

requirement of an individual with Vitamin A deficiency. Putting this in the national production 

context, on the basis of a population of 1.1 million and a sweet potato production of 22.9 kg cap-

1 yr-1, the average daily intake of sweet potato in Timor-Leste is 62.7 g cap-1 d-1. Clearly the 

new sweet potato clones with light orange flesh such as Hohrae 3 have the potential to make a 

major contribution to the Vitamin A needs in Timor-Leste.  

Hohrae 3 has the useful combination of a dramatically improved yield with ɓ-carotene 

rich root tubers so its adoption should be simpler than in other orange fleshed sweet potato 

interventions, which had lower yield advantages compared to local. A study in Mozambique 

demonstrated the high potential public health importance of an integrated agriculture-nutrition 

intervention with orange fleshed sweet potato to increase Vitamin A intake (Low et al., 2007). 

This was done by simultaneously increasing farmersô access to orange fleshed sweet potato vines, 

increasing nutrition knowledge and creating demand for orange fleshed sweet potato, and 

ensuring sustainability through market development. To this end a wide variety of activities may 

be needed in Timor-Leste such as community and national radio spots, presence at local markets, 

and integrated farmer and nutrition extension.  

Table 44.  Estimated amount in 100 g (edible portion) of raw sweet potato storage root:  
Trait and unit Overall 

mean 

Significance of effect of Hohrae 

1 

Hohrae 

2 

Hohrae 

3 

CIP72 CIP83 LSDP=0.05 

  Genotype Location G x L       

Sugars (g) 4.73 ns* ns ns       

Starch (g) 15.8 ns ns ns       

Dietary fibre (g) 2.70 ns ns ns       
Protein (g) 0.929 ns 0.004 ns       

Carotenoids (ɛg) 501.4 <0.001 ns ns nd**  nd 1358 nd 1122 217 

ɓ-carotene (ɛg) 408.8 <0.001 ns 0.02 nd nd 1209 nd 802 173 

Boron (mg) 1.23 0.03 ns 0.002 1.33 1.49 1.51 1.10 1.11 0.20 
Calcium (mg) 25.0 ns ns ns       

Copper (mg) 1.37 0.03 0.008 ns 1.32 1.64 0.89 0.96 1.34 0.36 

Iron (mg) 4.49 ns ns ns       

Magnesium (mg) 18.0 ns <0.001 0.04       
Manganese (mg) 2.71 0.05 ns ns 1.83 4.32 3.05 2.56 2.73 1.48 

Phosphorus (mg) 54.0 0.007 0.001 ns 55 55 40 35 50 15 

Potassium (mg) 45.0 ns ns ns       

Sodium (mg) 33 0.01 <0.001 0.01 15 10 10 7.5 7.5 3.4  
Sulphur (mg) 20 ns 0.03 ns       

Zinc (mg) 2.80 0.004 0.001 ns 2.83 3.65 2.06 1.94 1.94 0.75 
*  ns = Not significantly different at P=0.05. Overall mean, significance of the effects of genotype, locations and their interaction, and 

genotype means at Betano with LSDP=0.05 where significant at P=0.05. 

 

 

Farmerôs preference for sweet potato clones 

A total of 198 farmers participated in field day taste tests during the 2011-2012 growing 

season, 40% of whom were female.  The released Hohrae 3 variety was by far the preferred 

variety at all the field days (Table 45), even more so than their own local variety.  CIP 83 scored 

poorly in almost all categories of agronomy and eating preferences. 
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Table 45.  Farmer responses (%) to sweet potato varieties 2011-2012.   
 Characteristic Hohrae 3 CIP83 CIP72 Local 

Grows well 95 0 8 52 

Big yield 93 8 8 9 

Short season 92 8 8 5 

Resists rot in ground 72 8 8 33 

Tastes good 80 0 8 54 

Good colour 90 0 8 24 

Diversifies diet 95 0 8 37 

Sells for a good price 96 8 8 13 

Produces medial tubers 96 8 8 21 

Big tubers 97 0 8 6 

Will plant again 76 3 6 0 

     

   

Conclusions 

The released variety Hohrae 3 continued to produce consistently and had the best yields at 

all altitudes.  CIP 71 and CIP 83 showed some potential, but further research will be required to 

evaluate them fully.  They will be included in OFDT research in 2013.  Among potential clones, 

only light orange fleshed clones, such as CIP 83 and Hohrae 3, expressed ɓ-carotene 

concentrations with 802 and 1209 ɛg 100 g
-1
, respectively.  Clones with lighter flesh coloured 

roots had non-detectable levels of carotenoids.  With an improved production potential combined 

with substantial ɓ-carotene, the clone Hohrae 3 has the potential to contribute to both calorie and 

Vitamin A deficits in Timor-Leste. 
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2.3 Cassava 
Cassava (Manihot esculenta Crantz) is grown as a staple food crop in most areas of 

Timor-Leste.  It is eaten in a variety of ways with fresh roots either boiled or fried, dried roots 

soaked and then boiled, or leaves boiled and eaten as a vegetable.  Most rural households 

maintain a small crop of cassava throughout the year to be harvested as needed for reserve or 

supplemental food.  It is often intercropped or planted in marginal areas, though large 

monoculture crops are found in some Districts.  Cassava is typically harvested by farmers after 

approximately one year of growth.   

2.3.1  Replicated cassava trials 

Replicated trials for both 2010 and 2011 are included here as the 2012 trials were 

harvested too late for inclusion in this report.  Trials were conducted at four sites in 2010 

including Betano, Fatumaka, Loes, and Aileu.  The 2011 trials were planted in the same locations, 

except for the Fatumaka trials which were relocated to the new Darasula research station nearby 

in Baucau District.  The trials included the same set of clones as in previous years, allowing for a 

multiyear analysis. 

Materials and methods 

Each trial utilized randomized complete block design with three replicates, except the 

Aileu trial which had 2 replicates. The trials were planted in December/January of their 

respective years and harvested 10 to 12 months later.      

Table 46.  Cassava planting and harvest details, 2009-2010. 
Location Number of 

entries 

Planting date Harvest date Mean yield 

(t/ha) 

Fatumaka 18 18/12/2009 29/9/2010 5.5 

Loes 18 08/01/2010 16/11/2010 56.0 

Betano 18 04/01/2010 ~Dec 2010 25.6 

 

Table 47.  Cassava planting and harvest details, 2010-2011. 
Location Number of 

entries 

Planting date Harvest date Mean yield 

(t/ha) 

Darasula 15 18/01/2011 29/11/2011 7.4 

Loes 15 Dec 2010 Nov 2011 25.3 

Betano 15 17/12/2010 01/12/2011 26.8 

Aileu 15 06/12/2010 04/10/2011 15.5 

Twelve to fifteen of the most promising clones were selected from the original germplasm 

import of 25 varieties.  As in previous years, three of the best performing local varieties (Mantega, 

Merah, and Etu Hare) were included at all locations. 

Plots at all sites were 5 m x 5 m with a walkway between each plot.  Plant spacing was 1 

m x 1 m resulting in 25 plants per plot.  Yields were determined from 20 plants per plot with the 

remaining 5 plants used for field day observations and fresh stem production.  At harvest, data 

was collected immediately on the fresh weight of tubers and their starch content.  At some sites, 

HCN was also measured on a sample from each plot in the laboratory. 

At most sites, field days were conducted in which farmers could inspect the remaining 5 

plants and harvested tubers.  Taste tests were also included in the field days during which both 

cooked and uncooked tubers could be sampled.  In both instances, farmers were asked to choose 

which varieties they would be interested in planting on their own farms. 
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Analysis 

 Data collected from the trials was entered into an Excel spread sheet and then analysed 

with GenStat Discovery Edition 4 and GenStat 15 via one way ANOVA in randomized blocks.  

For the multiyear analysis, a REML Linear Mixed Model in GenStat 15 was used.  A principal 

component analysis (PCA) was used to describe the variation of variety yields across locations 

and years. PCA is one way to summarise variation in a large matrix of data (ie. variety by 

experiment) into a smaller number of components. When the data is summarised into 2 

components (PC1 and PC2) they can be displayed as an xy graph. However some of the variation 

is lost from the full matrix to just 2 components. The amount of variation retained from the full 

matrix in the 2 components depends on the data set. The principal component analysis was 

conducted using the GGE Biplot routine in Genstat 15.  

Results 

In the Fatumaka 2010 trials, a significant difference in both yield and starch content was 

observed with Ai-Luka 2 performing best of all varieties.  Yields in the Baucau trials tend to be 

very low, with improved varieties showing a smaller yield advantage than at other sites. 

Table 48.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Fatumaka (Baucau) 2010. 

Variety name 
Root yield 

(t/ha) 
Starch content (%) 

Yield 

advantage 

over average 

local (%) 

Ai-Luka 2 7.60 25.8 16 

Ai-Luka 4 5.97 26.4 -9 

Ca 013 5.78 22.5 -12 

Local Mantega 4.06 25.0  

Local Merah 9.94 25.5  

Ca 018 4.73 30.5 -28 

Ca 025 5.06 23.5 -23 

Ca 042 6.80 25.3 4 

Local Etuhare 5.70 29.4  

Ca 101 3.80 24.8 -42 

Ca 102 5.56 27.1 -15 

Ca 103 *  *   

Ca 104 2.42 24.5 -63 

Ca 105 5.03 29.0 -23 

Ca 106 4.98 25.4 -24 

Ca 107 5.84 28.7 -11 

Ca 108 4.70 26.2 -28 

Ca 109 6.33 23.8 -4 

f prob 0.377 0.03  

LSD ns 4.29  

% CV 48.5 9.55  

 

In the Loes 2010 trials, a significant difference in both yield and starch content was 

observed.  Yields were among the highest ever observed with an overall average yield of 56.03 

t/ha and all improved varieties with the exception of Ca 025 produced a large yield advantage 

over the locals. 
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Table 49.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Loes 2010. 

Variety name 
Root yield 

(t/ha) 
Starch content (%) 

Yield 

advantage 

over average 

local (%) 

Ai-Luka 2 58.00 24.13 46 

Ai-Luka 4 47.73 24.23 21 

Ca 013 69.60 20.07 76 

Local Mantega 53.73 23.43  

Local Merah 34.13 17.43  

Ca 025 20.40 22.17 -48 

Ca 036 77.33 24.00 95 

Ca 042 52.00 23.60 31 

Local Etuhare 30.93 23.97  

Ca 101 62.67 23.97 58 

Ca 102 66.13 23.60 67 

Ca 103 85.33 19.43 115 

Ca 104 46.40 24.67 17 

Ca 105 73.47 30.13 86 

Ca 106 46.53 28.27 18 

Ca 107 58.00 26.07 46 

Ca 108 71.33 29.50 80 

Ca 109 54.80 26.93 38 

f prob 0.001 <.001  

LSD 26.54 3.39  

% CV 28.5 8.4  

In the Betano 2010 trials, a significant difference was observed in both root yield and 

starch content.  All improved varieties produced a wide margin of yield advantage over the 

locals. 

Table 50.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Betano 2010. 

Variety name 
Root yield 

(t/ha) 
Starch content (%) 

Yield advantage 

over average 

local (%) 

Ai-Luka 2 32.47 21.87 108 

Ai-Luka 4 22.80 22.20 46 

Ca 101 22.19 20.93 42 

Ca 102 25.03 18.70 61 

Ca 103 27.09 15.10 74 

Ca 104 28.07 26.43 80 

Ca 105 26.87 24.57 72 

Ca 106 37.33 25.63 140 

Ca 107 33.87 28.13 117 

Ca 108 19.51 24.47 25 

Ca 109 32.47 26.40 108 

Ca 013 15.87 16.60 2 

Local Mantega 10.69 25.60  

Local Merah 7.13 26.97  

Ca 025 26.00 19.50 67 

Ca036 34.33 23.60 120 

Ca 042 30.80 23.83 98 

Local Etuhare 28.93 20.70  

f prob 0.002 0.001  

LSD 13.33 3.38  

% CV 31.3 8.90  
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In the Aileu 2010-2011 trials a significant difference was found for both root yield and 

starch content.  Yield advantages were highest for Ai-Luka 2 with Ai-Luka 4 also performing well. 

Table 51.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Aileu, 2010-2011. 

Variety Root yield (t/ha) 
Starch content 

(%) 

Yield 

advantage 

over average  

local (%) 

Ai-Luka 2 23.33 11.80 55 

Ai-Luka 4 17.87 8.92 18 

Ca007 7.07 5.36 -53 

Ca013 16.80 7.38 11 

Local Mantega 12.40 8.98  

Ca036 21.47 10.23 42 

Ca042 15.73 8.26 4 

Ca101 9.20 8.72 -39 

Ca102 8.60 9.28 -43 

Ca106 13.07 9.44 -13 

Ca107 22.93 11.01 52 

Ca108 12.00 9.63 -20 

Ca109 18.53 11.50 23 

Local1 13.07 8.39  

Local2 19.80 9.45  

f prob 0.001 <.001  

LSD 7.83 2.00  

% CV 30.36% 13%  

 

 In the Loes 2010-2011 trials, a significant difference was found for both root yield and 

starch content.  Only the two released varieties and Ca 013 outperformed the local.  Flooding of 

the trial during the rainy season may have caused the unexpectedly poor performance of the other 

released varieties. 

Table 52.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Loes 2010-2011. 

Variety name 
Root yield 

(t/ha) 
Starch content (%) 

Yield 

advantage 

over average 

local (%) 

Ai-Luka 2 41.60 26.10 37 

Ai-Luka 4 37.73 24.80 25 

Ca 013 37.20 19.53 23 

Local Mantega 34.13 29.33  

Local Merah 30.13 10.23  

Ca 036 29.47 25.10 -3 

Ca 042 26.93 26.33 -11 

Local Etuhare 26.53 22.37  

Ca 101 23.87 20.53 -21 

Ca 102 22.13 28.50 -27 

Ca 103 20.13 26.50 -33 

Ca 106 18.53 24.93 -39 

Ca 107 17.33 27.60 -43 

Ca 108 15.73 30.07 -48 

Ca 109 8.930 28.07 -70 

f prob 0.003 <.001  

LSD 14.6 2.994  

% CV 33.5 7.3  
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 In the Betano 2010-2011 trials, a significant difference was observed for both root 

yield and starch content.  Ai-Luka 2 performed the best, with a 60% yield advantage over local 

varieties.  HCN content was also measured for this trial, with the results presented in Table 53. 

 

Table 53.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Betano 2010-2011. 

Variety name 
Root yield 

 (t/ha) 

Starch content 

(%) 

HCN content 

(%) 

Yield 

advantage 

over average 

local (%) 

Ai-Luka 2 39.47 27.13 51.67 60 

Ai-Luka 4 24.73 28.53 51.67 1 

Ca 007 29.89 19.20 125.00 22 

Ca 013 24.40 27.77 91.67 -1 

Local Mantega 29.19 32.57 35.00  

Local Merah 21.23 29.23 88.33  

Ca 036 28.97 28.07 125.00 18 

Ca 042 29.47 29.20 100.00 20 

Local Etuhare 23.40 23.63 40.00  

Ca 101 27.13 28.30 150.00 10 

Ca 102 22.36 27.80 88.33 -9 

Ca 106 19.73 22.17 100.00 -20 

Ca 107 26.83 31.17 125.00 9 

Ca 108 27.67 28.53 75.00 12 

Ca 109 28.27 30.57 100.00 15 

f prob 0.026 <.001   

LSD 8.917 4.752   

% CV 19.9 10.3   

 

 In the Darasula 2011 trials, no significant difference was found for root yield, but a 

significant difference for starch content was observed.  Local varieties performed well at this site, 

though a yield advantage was observed among some introduced varieties. 

 

Table 54.  Cassava variety evaluation trial results, Darasula (Baucau) 2011. 
Variety name Root yield 

(t/ha) 

Starch content 

 (%) 

Yield advantage over  

average local 

(%) 

Ai-Luka 2 7.33 20.4 0 

Ai-Luka 4 7.73 21.1 5 

Ca 013 9.33 15.3 27 

Local Mantega 6.53 21.4  

Ca 036 7.07 21.6 -4 

Ca 042 9.60 21.6 31 

Local Etuhare 4.79 20.7  

Ca 101 5.13 19.8 -30 

Ca 102 9.20 21.1 26 

Ca 103 2.00 11.1 -73 

Ca 106 7.73 22.4 5 

Ca 107 11.20 22.8 53 

Ca 108 0.73 0.0 -90 

Ca 109 7.47 23.1 2 

Local Mantega 10.67 21.2  

f prob ns <.001   

LSD 6.089 4.936   

% CV 51.4 15.6   
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Starch production 

There was considerable variation for starch production between varieties when tested at 

the 4 locations over 2 years.  

Table 55.  Cassava multisite starch yield advantages (%) 2010-2011. 

Variety 
Aileu 

2011 

Darasula 

2010 

Betano 

2010 

Betano 

2011 

Darasula 

2011 

Loes 

2011 

Loes 

2011  
Mean 

Ca105  -16 86   156   75 

Ai-Luka2 102 12 100 51 6 62 71  58 

Ca036 61  128 15 8 115 17  57 

Ca107 85 -4 168 18 81 75 -25  57 

Ca109 57 -14 141 22 22 71 -60  34 

Ca042 -5 -1 107 22 47 42 12  32 

Ca104  -66 109   32   25 

Ai-Luka4 17 -10 43 0 16 34 48  21 

Ca106 -9 -27 170 -38 23 52 -27  20 

Local Mantega -18 -42 -23 34 30 46 58  12 

Ca102 -41 -14 32 -12 38 80 -1  12 

Ca108 -15 -29 34 11 -100 143 -25  3 

Ca013 -9 -25 -26 -4 1 61 15  2 

Ca103   15  -84 92 -16  2 

Ca101 -41 -46 31 8 -28 74 -23  -4 

Local Etuhare -19 -4 69 -22 -30 -14 -6  -4 

Local Merah 38 46 -46 -12  -31 -51  -10 

Ca025  -32 43   -48   -12 

Ca007 -72   -19     -46 

 

 

 

Yield advantage 
Ai -Luka 2 was a consistent high yielding variety across all tests sites over the 2 years.  It 

produced an average tuber yield of 48% above the 3 local checks.   

Table 56.  Cassava multisite yield advantages (%) 2010-2011. 

Variety 
Aileu 

2010 

Fatumaka 

2010 

Betano 

2010 

Betano 

2011 

Darasula 

2011 

Loes 

2010 

Loes 

2011 

 

Mean 

Ai-Luka2 55 16 108 60 0 46 37 

 

46 

Ca036 42 

 

120 18 -4 95 -3 

 

45 

Ca105 

 

-23 72 

  

86 

  

45 

Ca107 52 -11 117 9 53 46 -43 

 

32 

Ca042 4 4 98 20 31 31 -11 

 

25 

Ca103 

  

74 

 

-73 115 -33 

 

21 

Ca013 11 -12 2 -1 27 76 23 

 

18 

Ca109 23 -4 108 15 2 38 -70 

 

16 

Ai-Luka4 18 -9 46 1 5 21 25 

 

15 

Ca104 

 

-63 80 

  

17 

  

11 

Ca106 -13 -24 140 -20 5 18 -39 

 

10 

Ca102 -43 -15 61 -9 26 67 -27 

 

9 

Local Mantega -18 -38 -31 19 -11 36 13 

 

-4 

Local Merah 31 51 -54 -14 

 

-14 0 

 

0 

Local Etuhare -13 -13 86 -5 -35 -22 -12 

 

-2 

Ca025 

 

-23 67 

  

-48 

  

-1 

Ca101 -39 -42 42 10 -30 58 -21 

 

-3 

Ca108 -20 -28 25 12 -90 80 -48 

 

-10 

Ca007 -53 

  

21 

    

-16 
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Figure 18 is a Biplot analysis of tuber yield of the tested varieties across the 8 test 

locations.  The biplot shows the position of each variety in relation to the 8 test locations. The 

two components of the biplot (PC1 and PC2) account for 80.1% of the total variation in the 

original data set. Four of the test locations are near the center of graph. Only the two Loes 

experiments (Lo11 and Lo10) and Betano 2010 are quite some distance from the center. Loes 

2011 is positioned above and to the left of the center, and Betano 2010 is positioned below and to 

the right of center. This suggests that rank order of varieties in Loes 2011 is quite different to that 

of Betano 2010. In addition the test site Loes 2010 sits well to the right of the center, suggesting 

that there is no correlation between varieties yields in Loes across the 2 years (ie. 2010 and 2011), 

and no correlation between Loes 2010 and Betano 2012.  Flooding of the Loes 2011 trial may 

account for this effect.   

 

 

Figure 18.   Biplot of multiyear cassava data 2008-2011. 

 

 

2.3.2  Cassava performance across sites and years 
 A multiyear analysis was performed on all trials at the five sites for the years 2008 ï 2011.  

The results of this analysis are presented in Table 57.  Of the introduced varieties, only Ca 014 

and Ca 025 failed to produce a yield advantage over local cassava.  The released varieties Ai-

Luka 2 and Ai-Luka 4 produced the highest average yields of all the tested varieties with yield 

advantages of 51% and 47% respectively.  These varieties have been tested in 30 replicated trials 

since 2001, and have consistently maintained a high yield advantage over local varieties.  The 

overall average yield for cassava for all sites and years was 21.44 t/ha.  When analysed across all 
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years, a significant difference in yield was observed for both variety and location.  Among the 

test sites, Baucau proved to be the lowest producing and Loes the highest.  

 During the 2008 ï 2011 testing period, the local variety Mantega has performed better 

than in previous testing years with a yield advantage of 36% over the other two local varieties.  

This is worth notice as it is a very popular variety among Timorese farmers who value its yellow 

colour and good taste.  

  

Table 57.  Multi -year cassava replicated trial yields by variety and location, 2008-2011. 

Variety 

Average yield by location 2008-2011 (t/ha) Variety 

average yield, 

all locations 

(t/ha) 

Yield advantage over 

average local (%) 

Aileu Baucau Betano Loes Maliana 

Ca 013 16.61 7.12 29.38 55.60 13.96 24.5 41 

Ca 014 15.26 3.38 15.15 10.29 11.34 11.0 -36 

Ai-Luka 2 24.94 8.08 30.99 53.98 12.96 26.1 51 

Local Mantega  12.12 7.58 26.67 45.20 13.54 21.0 36
*
 

Local Merah  11.68 7.10 17.59 34.18 6.21 15.3 - 

Ca 025 14.98 9.02 26.35 22.62 4.68 15.5 -10 

 Ai-Luka 4 19.04 8.35 38.90 53.23 8.05 25.5 47 

Ca 036 25.07 5.30 29.76 52.60 11.33 24.8 43 

Ca 040 14.74 5.33 11.39 46.81 16.25 18.9 9 

Ca 042 24.39 6.99 30.98 47.42 10.28 24.0 38 

Local Etuhare 11.34 5.31 19.21 35.55 6.90 15.7 - 

Ca 101 13.77 4.23 31.27 41.59 10.23 20.2 17 

Ca 102 10.69 7.30 31.50 40.34 10.73 20.1 16 

Ca 103 18.78 4.65 22.52 45.00 6.85 19.6 13 

Ca 104 9.30 3.69 34.20 42.03 15.57 20.9 21 

Ca 105 15.66 6.86 25.07 54.58 17.87 24.0 38 

Ca 106 11.75 5.24 32.92 32.51 11.66 18.8 9 

Ca 107 21.30 9.00 35.30 38.57 18.57 24.5 42 

Ca 108 15.24 5.71 26.80 44.63 16.60 21.8 26 

Ca 109 16.20 7.69 34.18 34.13 19.11 22.3 28 

Location average 16.14 6.40 27.51 41.54 12.13 Overall average  

production (t/ha) 

       21.44 

f prob (Variety)  

      <0.001 

     f prob (Location)  

     0.008 

*  This figure represents the yield advantage over the average yield of other local varieties. 

 

 Starch content was also analysed across years with the results presented in Table 58.  A 

significant difference was found for variety and the variety*location interaction, but not for 

location alone.  The released varieties were on par with local varieties for starch content.  
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Table 58.  Multiyear cassava replicated trial starch content by variety, 2008-2011. 

Variety 

Variety average 

starch content, all 

locations (%) 

Average starch 

production 

(t/ha) 

Starch content 

advantage over 

average local 

(%) 

Ca 013 21.0 5.5 -13 
Ca 014 21.2 3.1 -12 
Ai-Luka 2 25.4 6.8 6 
Local Mantega  26.0 5.3 13* 
Local Merah  21.1 3.4  
Ca 025 22.1 4.3 -8 
 Ai-Luka 4 23.9 6.6 0 
Ca 036 24.7 6.8 3 
Ca 040 23.1 4.5 -4 
Ca 042 24.1 6.1 0 
Local Etuhare 24.9 3.6  
Ca 101 23.8 5.2 -1 
Ca 102 25.9 5.6 8 
Ca 103 21.6 4.9 -10 
Ca 104 27.8 6.6 16 
Ca 105 29.92 7.6 24 
Ca 106 26.5 5.2 10 
Ca 107 27.2 7.1 13 
Ca 108 27.0 6.3 12 
Ca 109 28.3 6.3 18 
chi prob Variety <0.001   

chi prob Location 0.516   

chi prob Variety x Location <0.001   

*  This figure represents the starch content advantage over the average of other local varieties. 

  

 

Conclusions 

The good performance of Ai-luka2 and Ai-luka 4 during the 2010-2011 testing years 

provide continued support for their choice as released varieties.  These varieties have consistently 

maintained a high yield advantage since 2001 and have proven popular with Timorese farmers.  

Despite the popularity of the released varieties, a high number of Timorese farmers also select 

one or more local varieties as those which they wish to continue planting.  The local variety of 

most merit is Mantega which proves to be highly popular at farmer field days, and is rated very 

highly for its buttery yellow colour.  This suggests that improved varieties of a similar colour 

may prove to be popular. 

The multiyear yield and starch analyses found Ca 014 and Ca 025 as having both a lower 

yield and lower starch content than local varieties.  Their low performance indicates that they can 

be excluded from future trials. 

The possibility of releasing Ca 109 as an industrial crop was raised during year.  This 

variety yields well and has good starch content.  Because it is bitter, this variety is less 

susceptible to rodent predation and is suitable for starch production only.  The Café Cooperativa 

Timor (CCT) has distributed Ca 109 widely to farmers in a project which buys back planting 

material and dried chips for commercial starch production.  The possibility of an industrial crop 

being released by MAF is set to be discussed by the variety release committee in 2013.  Bitter 

cassava is grown in many areas by Timorese farmers, but whether it is suitable for MAF release 

is yet to be decided. 
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2.3.3  Cassava OFDTs 2011-2012 

Cassava OFDTs were established in four Sub-Districts of Timor-Leste during the wet 

season of 2011-2012.  The trial objective was to determine whether the elite cassava varieties 

identified in the research stations also performed well in farmerôs fields.  These trials followed 

OFDTs established in 2007-2008 which tested Ca 15 and Ca 26.  These two varieties were 

released in 2009 as Ai-luka 2 & Ai-luka 4.  Root crops, particularly cassava, are notoriously 

difficult to test on-farm in Timor-Leste as predation by animals and premature harvest by farmers 

often cause trial failures. Cassava is treated as reserve or backup food in Timor-Leste, and the 

usual practice is to harvest tubers from the plants as needed throughout the year.  

Materials and methods 

Cassava OFDTs were established in Maliana, Balibo, Liquiça Villa and Viqueque in 

2011-2012.  Five plants in each test plot were marked and it was agreed that the farmers would 

harvest these plants together with the researcher.  While this system proved to be more effective 

than trying to harvest the entire plot together, trial failure for the 2011-2012 season was still over 

50%.  Eleven sites produced yield data.  While these results do not constitute enough data for a 

thorough analysis, the results are presented here as an indication of how the varieties performed. 

The trials were conducted on farmersô fields with no changes to their normal practices.  

District based researchers located farmers who were interested in hosting trials.  At each site, the 

researcher laid out test plots of 5m x 5m and planted 25 cassava cuttings with 1m x 1m spacing.  

The host farmers provided the local variety for comparison.  This resulted in a different óLocalô at 

each site but gives an accurate indication of what farmers in Timor-Leste typically plant. 

In each plot, five plants were marked by the researcher and it was agreed that they would 

be harvested together with the farmer on a single day.  This helps to mitigate trial failure due to 

random harvesting by farmers.  From the five plants harvested, an estimation of total yield was 

made. 

Results 

The low numbers of harvested trials were not sufficient for a complete analysis and no 

significant difference was determined for yield, number of tubers, or tuber weight.  As shown in 

Table 59, Ai-luka 4 produced the highest yield followed by Ai-luka 2 and the local.  The results 

are presented graphically in Figure 19 and Figure 20 demonstrating Ai-luka 2 and Ai-luka 4 

produced higher yields than local varieties at the majority of sites as represented by the points 

above the 1:1 line. 

 

Table 59.  Yield components for cassava OFDTs 2011-2012 
Variety Yield(t/ha) Yield(t/ha) 

(2010-2011) 

Tubers per plant Weight per tuber(g) 

Ailuka 4 6.7 12.2 1.4 485.1 

Ailuka 2 6.4 5.8 1.5 454.7 

Local 4.5 5.0 1.3 364.5 

LSD (p<0.05) ns 5.1 ns ns 
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Figure 19.  Yield of Ai-luka 2 versus local population 2011-2012 

 

Figure 20.  Yield of Ailuka4 versus local population 2011-2012 

 

Conclusion 

 While conducting cassava OFDTs presents a number of difficulties, they provide valuable 

insight into cassava cultivation in Timor-Leste.  Cassava remains an important contributor to the 

food security of Timorese farmers as it can be stored in the ground and harvested when needed.  

The results of 2011-2012 OFDTs shows the 2 released varieties provide high yields compared 

with the locals.  In the future, research may be able to include new varieties in the OFDTs as Ai-

luka 2 and 4 have proved to be high yielding and popular with farmers. 
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2.4 Rice 

2.4.1 Irrigated aromatic rice observational trials, 2012 

Replicated rice trials were planted in 2012 with a selection of 16 varieties from an original 

group of 33 imported from the IRRI International Finegrain Aromatic Rice Observational 

Nursery (IRFAON) in 2010.  The selected varieties had performed well in observational trials in 

2011 and were assessed in replicated trials in Maliana and Baucau.  A selection of local and 

previously imported high-yielding varieties were also included as controls in the trials, as 

outlined in Table 60. 
 

Table 60.  Irrigated rice varieties by code and origin, 2012. 
Code Code origin  Variety Name 

M24 IRRI IR 77542-551-1-1-1-1-2 

M26 IRRI IR77734-93-2-3-2 

Matatag 2  Control Matatag 2 

M37d Pakistan Basmate 310 

Nakroma Control Nakroma 

M34 IRRI IR 81352-65-2-1-2 

PSBRC 82 Control PSBRC82 

M19 IRRI IR76993-49-1-1 

M40 IRRI IR 72 

M20 IRRI IR77512-128-2-1-2 

M42 IRRI PsbRR 18 

M29 IRRI IR 78554-145-1-3-2 

M31 IRRI IR 79478-67-3-3-2 

PSBRC 80 Control PSBRC80 

M32 IRRI IR 81166-39-1-2-3 

M10 India RR180-1 

M17 Philippines PR26645-B-7 

M01 Vietnam MB9855 

M12 Africa rice WAB450-11-1-1-P1-HB 

Local President Control President 

M13 Myanmar YN2610-2-2-2-1-2-1 

Local Baucau IR 5 TL Baucau /Triloca 

Local Atabae Dinas TL  Atabae  

Local Maliana Local  TL  Maliana 

Local Aileu IR 8 TL Aileu 

Methodology  

 Each trial consisted of three complete randomized replicates with 2m by 3m plots.  Seed 

was soaked in water for three days and dried in the sun for one day before planting into nurseries.  

Twenty day old seedlings were then transplanted into the plots with spacing of 15 cm between 

plants and 20 cm between rows.  Border rows which were not included in the harvest data were 

planted around the perimeter of the trial.  No fertilizer was applied, and the trials were harvested 

approximately 100 days later. 

 Data was collected in the field and then entered into Excel spread sheets and analysed in 

Genstat Discovery Edition 4 and Genstat 15.  One way ANOVA in randomized blocks was used 

for the analysis. 
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Table 61.  Planting and harvest details of rice varietal trials, 2012. 

Location No. of entries 
No. of 

replicates 
Planting date Harvest date 

Days to 

maturity 

Mean yield    

(t/ha) 

Baucau 25 3 29/02/2012 11/06/2012 103 0.9 

Maliana 20 3 16/02/2012 22/05/2012 96 4.6 

Aileu 25 3 23/02/12 13/6/12 111 3.4 

* Total rainfall from planting to harvest date 

Results  

Maliana 

 In the Maliana trials, the average yield was 4.6 t/ha with a local variety from Aileu 

showing the highest production (Table 62).  Of the test varieties, M 40 performed the best with a 

16.7 % yield advantage over the average local production.  Significant differences for yield and 

all yield components except the number of tillers per plant were observed among the varieties.  

Seed was not available for some varieties selected from the previous yearôs observational trials 

and were not planted in this experiment. 

 

Table 62.  Irrigated rice results, Maliana 2012. 

Variety Yield (t/ha) Weight of 

100 seeds 

(g) 

Plant 

height at 

harvest 

(cm) 

Average 

tillers/plant 

Yield 

advantage 

over locals 

(%) 

Local Aileu 5.4 2.6 72.9 17.7 18.3 

M40 5.4 2.6 77.4 15.8 16.7 

Local President 5.1 2.6 82.2 18.2 10.6 

M34 5.1 2.4 77.6 17.8 10.1 

PSBRC 80 5.0 2.4 79.3 17.4 9.3 

M13 5.0 2.5 62.7 15.6 9.2 

M42 5.0 2.4 59.7 21.5 8.6 

Matatag 2 5.0 2.4 73.2 18.4 8.6 

Nakroma 5.0 2.5 71.9 15.1 8.2 

PSBRC 82 4.9 2.5 71.9 14.8 6.4 

M26 4.8 2.4 64.3 16.4 3.9 

M 31 4.8 2.5 73.6 15.5 3.6 

M 19 4.7 2.4 75.5 14.7 2.5 

M 10 4.6 2.5 66.6 14.2 -0.8 

M 32 4.3 2.4 72.5 17.1 -5.9 

Local Maliana 4.1 2.4 62.7 16.6 -9.9 

M20 4.1 2.5 70.8 16.0 -9.9 

Local Atabae 3.6 2.2 58.8 16.4 -22.2 

M 37 2.9 2.2 100.3 14.3 -37.1 

M29 2.7 2.4 80.7 16.7 -41.4 

F prob 0.001 <0.001 <0.001 0.074 
 

LSD 1.14 0.14 7.71 ns 
 

CV% 14.47 3.29 6.24 13.73 
 

 

The average yield for the Baucau 2012 Irrigated rice trials was quite low at 0.86 t/ha, but 

there was a significant for difference for yield and all yield components except the number of 

stems with panicles. This was likely caused by a water shortage that resulted in insufficient water 

during flowering.  As in the Maliana trials, M 40 performed well, though in this trial M 17 was 

the best performer with a yield advantage of 109% over the local average.  The results of the 

trials are presented in Table 63. 
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Table 63.  Irrigated rice results, Baucau 2012. 

Variety 

 

Yield 

(t/ha) 

Stems with 

panicles 

(%) 

Panicle 

length 

(cm) 

No 

seeds/ 

panicle 

Weight of 

100 seeds 

(g) 

Plant height 

at harvest 

(cm) 

Yield 

advantage 

over locals 

(%) 

M17 1.4 13.3 22.3 106.3 2.6 61.4 109.4 

M40  1.4 15.0 19.4 111.6 2.6 46.2 103.6 

M13 1.3 13.0 20.0 96.3 2.5 51.1 85.5 

M31 1.2 16.3 20.0 83.0 2.6 62.7 73.2 

PSBRC 80 1.1 13.7 20.7 92.9 2.7 51.7 60.7 

M01 1.1 12.3 22.9 113.1 2.5 60.7 58.4 

M20 1.0 15.3 18.7 91.0 2.6 52.0 51.0 

Local Atabae 1.0 13.3 20.8 86.0 2.3 52.8 48.4 

PSBRC 82 1.0 11.0 19.2 85.0 2.6 52.2 48.4 

M 24 1.0 13.3 17.1 89.7 2.6 55.3 47.5 

M19 1.0 14.0 19.4 91.2 2.6 54.1 45.2 

M29 1.0 14.0 20.7 99.3 2.6 59.7 43.5 

Nakroma 0.9 14.0 21.3 95.9 2.8 51.7 38.5 

M 26 0.9 14.3 20.4 110.6 2.5 60.8 35.2 

Local President 0.9 14.3 22.9 120.0 2.6 71.7 33.6 

Local Baucau 0.8 15.3 19.7 83.8 2.6 54.7 18.7 

M32 0.8 14.3 20.0 105.0 2.6 60.2 18.7 

M42 0.8 14.7 23.8 124.6 2.6 55.3 15.5 

Matatag 2 0.7 13.3 20.2 105.2 2.5 48.6 7.2 

M10 0.8 10.7 16.7 101.0 2.5 56.2 15.5 

Local Maliana 0.6 13.0 18.0 83.4 2.5 54.7 -14.2 

M37 0.5 16.0 19.4 105.3 1.9 42.6 -20.9 

Local Aileu 0.3 13.7 17.8 86.0 2.6 61.2 -53.0 

M34 0.1 12.3 20.7 91.6 2.6 46.1 -91.0 

M12 0.0 10.3 20.7 111.7 2.3 61.8 -100.0 

F prob <001 0.47 <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001  

LSD (p<0.05) 0.44 4.27 1.13 11.60 0.25 8.98  

%CV 31.7 19.1 3.4 7.2 6.1 9.9  

Mean high yld. control 0.91 14.50 20.22 98.14 2.59 57.78  

Mean locals 0.67 13.83 19.06 84.81 2.48 55.84  

 

 In the Aileu 2012 trials, two of the local checks performed well with M 34 being the best 

test variety.  Only yield measurements were taken at this trial, but there was a significant 

difference among the varieties.  The average yield for the trial was 3.4 t/ha, and the results are 

presented in Table 64. 
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Table 64.  Irrigated rice results, Aileu 2012. 
Variety 

 

Yield 

(t/ha) 

Yield advantage 

over locals (%) 

Local Aileu 4.8 37.8 

M34 4.7 34.0 

Local Baucau 4.6 28.0 

PSBRC 80 4.3 22.5 

M31 3.9 10.5 

M26 3.8 8.6 

M40 3.8 7.6 

M20 3.7 6.0 

M13 3.7 4.5 

PSBRC 82 3.5 0.3 

M01 3.5 -0.6 

Nakroma 3.5 -0.9 

M19 3.4 -2.9 

Matatag 2 3.3 -4.8 

M32 3.2 -8.3 

M42 3.2 -9.5 

M17 3.1 -11.1 

M29 3.1 -11.4 

M37 3.0 -14.0 

M24 2.9 -16.2 

Local Atabae 2.4 -32.7 

Local President 2.2 -35.9 

Local Maliana 2.1 -39.4 

M10 2.0 -41.6 

F prob < 0.001  

LSD 0.5  

CV% 8.5  

 

Conclusions 

 The results of the 2012 trials have indicated that some of the aromatic varieties tested 

show potential and should be further tested next year.  Varieties M40, M31, and M13 were 

among the top varieties at all three locations.  Rice that is morin or ñsmells niceò is often selected 

at farmer field days as something that farmers are interested in planting.  If a high yielding variety 

from the IRFAON group can be identified, it would likely prove to be popular with Timorese 

farmers.  Also of note is the local President which produces a reddish coloured grain.  This is also 

a highly desirable quality, and if further testing proves an adequate yield for the variety it may 

also warrant being considered for release.  Past yearôs field day surveys have shown that if a 

variety has a desirable quality such as aroma or colour, a slightly lower yield does not reduce 

farmerôs desire to plant it again.   

 

2.4.2 Upland rice observational trials, 2012 

Upland rice (Oryza sativa L.) is grown by approximately 14% of Timorese farmers and is 

thought to have been planted on the island in pre-Portuguese times.  It is most commonly grown 

in the Districts of Baucau, Viqueque, Oecusse, and Bobonaro, with lesser quantities being 

observed in most other Districts.  In October 2010, Seeds of Life imported 100 varieties of upland 

rice from the International Upland Rice Observational Nursery (IURON) at IRRI.  These varieties 

were selected for their adaptation to conditions similar to Timor, higher yield potential, and a 

shorter growing season than Timorese local varieties.  For the 2012 trials, 60 of the best 
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performing varieties from last year were selected for testing alongside three local checks from 

Baucau and Viqueque. 

Materials and methods 

The trial was planted at Darasula research station in Baucau District at an elevation of 683 

meters above sea level.  Seed was sourced from the 2011 observation trials and plot size was 

limited to 2m
2
 due to the small amount of seed available.  The seed was primed by soaking for 

three days, and then dried in the sun for one day before planting.  Plant spacing was 20cm x 20cm 

and 3 seeds were planted per hill.  The trial was planted 22 November 2011 and harvested 

according to the maturity of each variety.  A complete randomized block design was utilized, 

with three replicates.  A total of 222 mm of rain fell on the trial from planting to harvest. 

Analysis 

Data was entered into an Excel spread sheet and analysed using GenStat 15.  As there was 

no row or column effect on yield, the data was analysed by one way ANOVA in randomized 

blocks.  In order to normalize the data, a square root transformation was used for the analysis.  

The original untransformed yield data is also included here.  The results of the top 29 entries and 

those for the locals in the 2012 trial are outlined in Table 65.   

Table 65.  Yields and yield components of upland rice trials, Darasula, 2012. 
Variety 

SQRT 

Yield 

Yield 

(t/ha) 

Plant 

height 

(cm) 

100 seed 

weight (g) 

Seeds / 

panicle 

Density 

plants/m² 
Seeds/plant 

Disease 

score
+ 

Days to 

harvest 

RO03 1.26 1.58 65.0 2.09 160 12.67 62 2 126 

RO12 1.24 1.55 53.9 2.10 135 9.33 51 2 140 

RO54 1.16 1.35 47.6 2.05 132 9.83 103 3 140 

RO46 1.14 1.31 66.5 2.68 249 9.50 88 2 148 

RO98 1.12 1.25 57.3 2.47 96 11.00 55 3 140 

RO50 1.10 1.20 38.3 2.46 73 11.50 42 3 145 

RO102 1.08 1.16 64.7 2.46 168 15.50 81 3 140 

RO21 1.07 1.14 63.1 2.60 115 13.00 115 2 140 

RO28 1.07 1.13 38.0 2.41 220 5.17 79 3 126 

RO64 1.04 1.08 56.0 2.46 198 13.33 59 2 126 

RO29 1.02 1.03 54.8 2.21 478 8.33 93 3 126 

RO06 1.00 1.01 75.9 2.29 197 8.83 67 4 126 

RO43 0.99 0.98 40.5 2.50 272 12.33 75 3 140 

RO59 0.97 0.94 58.4 2.54 197 9.17 126 3 126 

RO22 0.94 0.89 53.8 2.28 210 9.00 76 3 148 

RO52 0.94 0.88 59.7 2.16 148 9.67 93 3 148 

RO41 0.94 0.87 31.2 2.42 266 10.00 67 3 140 

RO47 0.93 0.87 59.5 2.46 142 8.33 42 3 148 

RO32 0.92 0.85 55.6 2.34 153 7.67 105 3 126 

RO26 0.91 0.83 59.3 2.63 105 9.83 85 3 147 

RO17 0.91 0.82 54.4 2.46 183 11.33 125 2 126 

RO62 0.91 0.82 55.6 2.35 189 12.17 86 3 140 

R030 0.89 0.79 49.6 2.38 189 9.33 91 3 126 

RO36 0.86 0.74 56.8 2.17 480 8.33 103 3 126 

RO72 0.86 0.73 6.3 0.11 203 9.31 88 3 162 

RO48 0.82 0.67 74.1 2.59 140 8.50 83 2 140 

RO02 0.81 0.66 75.4 2.31 179 11.33 48 3 126 

RO10 0.80 0.65 52.5 2.29 90 6.67 84 3 140 

RO99 0.80 0.64 52.2 2.70 216 13.50 240 2 126 

RLB 0.75 0.57 46.9 2.38 109 9.33 94 4 162 

RLMB 0.44 0.19 38.8 2.22 484 5.13 82 3 148 

RLL 0.20 0.04 48.1 2.34 205 10.17 92 3 148 

F prob <.001  <.001 <.001 <.001 <.001 0.13 0.784  

LSD 0.51  0.74 0.15 52.91 5.09 ns ns  

% CV 41.7  6.3 6.1 17.9 33.8 9.9 38.4  

 + Disease scores are on a 1 to 5 scale with a score of 1 for no incidence and 5 for heavy infestation.. 
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Results and discussion 

While all varieties were affected by brown spot to some extent, many of the top yielding 

ones showed a level of infestation similar to or lighter than the local checks.  Despite some 

occurrence of brown spot, yields for most improved varieties were much higher than local checks.   

Yield advantages were calculated using the predicted means from the ANOVA compared 

to the average yield of local varieties.  The majority of the introduced varieties out yielded the 

local average, with the top three varieties yielding over five times that of the local average.  Yield 

advantages for the 12 varieties yielding over 1 ton per hectare are presented in Table 66. 

Table 66.  Top yielding upland rice varieties, Darasula 2012. 

Variety Yield (t/ha) Yield advantage 

over average 

local  yield (%) 

RO03 1.58 585 

RO12 1.55 574 

RO54 1.35 500 

RO46 1.31 485 

RO98 1.25 463 

RO50 1.20 444 

RO102 1.16 430 

RO21 1.14 422 

RO28 1.13 419 

RO64 1.08 400 

RO29 1.03 381 

RO06 1.01 374 

Conclusion 

It is clear from the yield advantages of the improved varieties that there is great potential 

to improve the production of upland rice in Timor-Leste.  Brown spot had the same or lower 

incidence among improved varieties as it did with local checks.  Further testing at multiple sites 

should be conducted in the coming years to test the top yielding varieties in different upland rice 

growing areas of Timor.   

 

 

 

2.4.3 Rice OFDTs 2011-2012 

Rice On-Farm Demonstration Trials (OFDTs) were established in 5 districts and 8 sub-

Districts of Timor-Leste in the 2011-12 wet season.  The trial objective was to determine whether 

a promising new rice variety identified in replicated trials performed well on farmersô fields 

under farmersô agronomic conditions.  The test line, Matatag 2 was compared with the released 

variety, Nakroma, and the farmersô local variety. 

Materials and methods 

Twenty nine OFDTs were sown in three of the six agro ecological zones (AEZs) in 

Timor-Leste. These included the Sub-Districts of Aileu, Balibo, Baucau, Liquica, Maliana, 

Vemasse, Venilale and Viqueque. The trials were monitored by eight researchers.  Farmers 

received 5 kg bags of the released variety Nakroma and 300 g of Matatag. Farmers supplied their 

own seed to establish a plot of the local variety which was used as a check.  Local checks 
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included old Portuguese varieties (e.g. Nona Portu), Indonesian varieties (e.g. President, 

Membramo), and more recent releases from IRRI (e.g. IR64). 

Seed was usually first planted in a nursery to grow healthy seedlings before they were 

transplanted to a paddy field. As in previous years, the actual area planted to each variety (plot 

size) varied according to each farmerôs bunded paddy area. In most cases the test varieties and the 

local were grown side by side in one paddy.  Where possible, a 5m x 5m area was used for each 

plot.  However at some sites smaller sample sizes were taken. Much of the process establishing 

rice OFDTs was no different to that described in the maize chapter of this report. 

Researchers visited the sites an average of 6 times between planting and harvest. At each 

visit they recorded different information about the OFDT.  Data collection protocols monitored 

progress of the trial/demonstration.  In-season measurements included plant condition, 

identification of pests and diseases, wilting and other plant symptoms. 

After harvest, the wet threshed grain was weighed. A sample of grain was also weighed, 

then dried and weighed again. The ratio of dry grain to wet grain from this sample was used to 

convert the weight of the harvested plot into a dry weight equivalent.  All of the weights quoted 

in the results and discussion section are for paddy rice (dry, threshed, un-milled weights). 

Analyses 

Data from the 29 harvested trials was first entered into a MS Excel spread sheet database 

before being transferred for further analysis in Genstat Discovery Edition 4.  Rice yield data was 

analysed by ANOVA (Unbalanced Linear Model) with variety and AEZ as constant factors in the 

model once the other locational factors had been tested. 

Analyses were conducted for those trials where yield data was recorded.  This allowed 

test varieties to be compared to both released and local varieties in a much more balanced way. 

The influence of a wide range of factors on rice yields was tested.  In turn, each factor was 

added to the model, one at a time. If they were significant, the factor was kept in the model, and if 

they were non-significant the factor was discarded.  Once a significant factor was identified, the 

interaction of that factor and variety was also tested for significance at the P<0.05 level. 

Results 

Rice OFDTs were conducted on a wide range of soil texture, pH, slope and elevation. 

Elevation of OFDT sites ranged from about sea level to almost 1,100 masl in Aileu Sub-District. 

The average of soil pH across the OFDT test sites was 7.2, ranging from 6 to 8.5.  A high 

proportion of sites was defined as neutral (pH 6-7) 

Trial loses and seed restriction for planting  

A total of 46 rice OFDTs were planted with 29 producing useable yield data.  

Variety  

The yield advantage of Matatag and Nakroma over the local was not significant overall 

despite the fact that the local appeared to yield lower (Table 67, Figure 21). 

Table 67.  Rice yields of OFDT Varieties 2011-2012  
Variety Yield (t/ha) 

Local 2.10 

Matatag 2 2.57 

Nakroma 2.75 

LSD=(P<0.05) ns 
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Figure 21 demonstrates graphically the yield relationships between the local and two test 

varieties.  The difference in scale of the axes in the graph with Nakroma and Matatag 

demonstrate a slight yield reduction in several sites, but some wide differences of yield above 

local at the same sites are also shown. This gives encouragement that a more comprehensive set 

of trials may show that Matatag will  be competitive with the local variety. 

A significant difference in rice yield between Sub-District was evident (F Pr. <.001). 

Most varieties yielded best in Venilale Sub-District and worst in Vemasse Sub-District (Table 68). 

In this table the yield figures come from greater number of trials that contained a test variety and 

therefore are a more reliable estimate of the Sub-District effect. There was no significant 

interaction between variety and Sub-District. The higher yield of the released variety is consistent 

across Sub-Districts except Vemasse.  Matatag 2 produced good yield in Maliana Sub-District 

and worst in Vemasse Sub-District. 

 

 

Figure 21.  Comparison of 2 test rice varieties and local, 2011-2012 
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Table 68.  Mean OFDT rice yields (t/ha), Sub-Districts, 2011-2012 

District Sub-District 

Sub-District mean 

yield(t/ha) 

Yield of 

local(t/ha) 

Yield of 

Matatag 2 

(t/ha) 

Yield of 

Nakroma(t/ha) 

Aileu Aileu Vil la 1.3 1.1 1.5 1.4 

Bobonaro 

Balibo 1.5 1.3 1.6 1.6 

Maliana 3.1 2.5 3.3 3.4 

Liquisa Liquica Villa 2.7 2.6 2.7 3.1 

Baucau 

Baucau Villa 2.4 1.9 2.8 2.5 

Vemasse 1.1 1.0 1.2 1.2 

Venilale 4.0 3.1 *  4.8 

Viqueque Viqueque Villa 2.7 2.0 3.1 2.9 

  LSD=(P<0.05) 1.340       

 

F.Pr 0.002 

     CV % 54.17       

 

Agro Ecological Zones (AEZ) and yield 

Yield results for each variety in each AEZ where tested are presented in Table 69. There 

was a significant effect (F Pr. 0.025) of AEZ on rice yield at different locations.  There was no 

interaction between variety and AEZ with either data set.  Yields were found to be lower at 

higher elevation sites. 

Table 69.  Mean yields (t/ha) of rice OFDTs by AEZ, 2011-2012 
AEZ AEZ mean yield  

(t/ha) 

Yield of local  

(t/ha) 

Yield of Matatag 2  

(t/ha) 

Yield of Nakroma  

(t/ha) 

3 2.5 2.2 2.6 2.8 

4 0.9 0.8 0.6 1.5 

5 2.7 2.1 3.1 2.9 

LSD=(P<0.05) 1.88    

F.Pr 0.025    

CV (%) 53.5    

 

Agronomic factor affecting yield 

The influence of a wide range of characters was tested for their effect on rice yield (Table 

70).  Half of the tested characters were found to have an influence on grain yield. These were 

Sub-District, AEZ, soil texture and elevation. No significant effect was measured for soil pH, soil 

colour, seedlings per hill of variety. 

Table 70.  Significance of Factors affecting rice yield, OFDTs 2011-2012 
Factor Significance(p=0.05) 

   Variety x 

   AEZ V 
   Sub-District V 

   Elevation V 
   Seedlings per hill x 

   pH x 

   Soil texture V 

   Soil colour x 

    

  



 67 

Soil texture 

Soil texture had a significant effect on rice yield across the test sites. Fine clay yielded the 

highest followed by sandy loam (Table 71). Those soils classified as clay loam and heavy clay 

was the lowest yielding. No interaction of soil texture and variety was evident. 

Table 71.  Effect of soil texture of rice yield 2011-2012 

Soil Texture 

% of OFDTs 

harvested Yield (t/ha) 

  Clay loam 4 0.9 

  Fine clay 24 3.2 

  Heavy clay 4 0.6 

  Sandy loam 58 2.5 

  Silty loam 10 2.0 

  LSD=(P<0.05) 1.4   

   

Conclusion 

The released variety Nakroma continued to perform well under all conditions as did the 

new test variety, Matatag 2.  Further research across a larger number of sites is required to 

evaluate the performance of Matatag 2 further.   
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2.5 Peanuts  

2.5.1 Replicated trials, 2011-2012 

Peanut (Arachis hypogaea L.) lines tested by SoL were sourced from ICRISAT in India. 

These were selected by ICRISAT breeders for their adaptation to conditions similar to those 

found in Timor. Most of those included in the replicated trials were imported in late 2009. The 

first replicated trials on these varieties were conducted in 2010-2011. Peanut variety trials have 

been conducted for a number of years which allowed the selection of a big-seeded variety, 

Utamua (PT 05) for release in 2007.  

During the 2011-2012 cropping season, four peanut replicated trials were conducted at 

Aileu, Baucau, Betano, and Loes. Baucau and Aileu did not however produce a viable harvest.  

Characteristics of the varieties used in the trials are as presented in Table 72.  Local checks were 

similar to the previous yearsô trials. 

 

            Table 72.  Variety details, replicated peanut trials, 2011-2012 

SoL Code Name Botanical type 
Seed skin 

colour 

Utamua (PT 05) ICGV 88438  Spanish bunch Brown 

PT 21 Local Mean Timorese local  Red 

PT 22 Local Boot Timorese local  Brown 

PT 14 * ICGV 96165  Virginia  Red 

PT 20 ** ICGV 99017  Spanish bunch Brown 

PT 124* ICGV 97120 Spanish bunch Red 

PT 131* ICGV 97100 Virginia Brown 

PT 132* ICGV 97131 Virginia Brown 

PT 133* ICGV 97135 Virginia Brown 

PT 134* ICGV 97137 Virginia Brown 

PT 136* ICGV 98180 Virginia Brown 

PT 137* ICGV 98184 Virginia Brown 

PT 138* ICGV 98187 Virginia Brown 

PT 141* ICGV 99171 Virginia Brown 

PT 142* ICGV 99174 Virginia Brown 

* Medium-duration cycle      ** Foliar disease resistant 

Methodology  

Yields, yield advantages and yield components  

Trials were successfully held in Betano and Loes during the wet season of 2011-2012. A 

total of 10 new varieties were tested in each trial together with the recommended Utamua variety 

(PT 05), PT 14, PT 20 and two local varieties which acted as checks. 

All sites contained three replicates of 25 m
2
. Complete randomized blocks were used. 

Planting hills (one seed per hill) were spaced at 40 cm x 20 cm corresponding to maximum plant 

densities of 11 - 12 plants/m². Neither fertilizer nor irrigation was applied. Trials were planted 

between October and December 2011 and harvested from March to May 2012 (Table 73).  

Table 73.  Planting and harvest details of peanut varietal trials, 2011-2012 

Location 
Number of 

entries 

Number of 

replicates 

Planting 

date 
Harvest date 

Mean yield    

(t/ha) 

Manufahi (Betano) 15 3 15/12/2011 03/05/2012 0.77 

Liquica (Loes) 15 3 11/10/2011 Mar/Apr 2012 1.82 

 

A number of parameters were recorded during plant growth, starting with emergence rates. 

Flowering as well as the impact of diseases was monitored.  
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At harvest, all plants were dug, dried and weighed. The weight of fresh and then dry pods 

were measured. Yield and plant densities were measured from the whole plot. The yield 

components pod and seed dry weight, number of seeds per pod were obtained from plot samples 

of 100 pods. The number of pods per plant, the shelling percentages (from dry weights) and the 

seed yield (without shell) were obtained from the previous parameters.  

Data at each site were analysed separately using GenStat Edition 15 where analysis of 

variance or REML analysis was used in order to determine varietal effects. The analysis 

performed depended on the presence of row and/or column effects on yield (Table 74).  

Table 74.  Statistical tests used in the analysis of the 2011-2012 peanut varietal trials 
Station Row/Col effects Test Type 

Betano No ANOVA One-way in Randomized blocks 

Loes  Column REML AR1 Random on Row 

 

Yield advantages were calculated from the resulting predicted means over the average of 

the local varieties. The existence and degree of correlation between the predicted means of the 

yields and of the other parameters were then examined using a Simple Linear Regression. As 

yield ranges differed greatly from one trial to another, individual regressions were run (as 

opposed to running one regression over all data sets) in order to determine whether correlations 

were significant. The percentage of variability accounted for is equivalent to an adjusted R².  

 
 

Results 

Yields and yield advantages 

Table 75 presents the dry pod yields at each site for all tested varieties, as well as the 

overall yield advantages over the local checks. 

Variation among sites was very noticeable with Betano station yielding poorly. Utamua 

performed particularly poorly this year at Betano. This could have been influenced by reasonably 

good rainfall immediately before and after planting but having no rainfall in the second week 

after planting. Establishment rates were also much lower in Betano with the majority of plots 

having less than 2 plants/m².  

The top yielding varieties were PT 137 and PT 131 with average yields of 1.75 and 1.66 

t/ha, which corresponds to yield advantages of 90% and 80% respectively above locals. Ranking 

between the two sites was however very different with PT 137 being contained within the bottom 

half of variety yields in Betano.  
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Table 75.  Peanut yields and yield advantages, 2011-2012 

Variety 

Yields (t/ha) Averages 

Yield 

advantages (%) 

within site 

Betano Loes 
St.      

dev. 

Yield 

(t/ha) 

Yield adv. 

(%) 
Betano Loes 

PT 137 0.88 2.6 0.87 1.75 90 143 78 

PT 131 1.20 2.1 0.46 1.66 80 229 43 

PT 136 0.98 2.3 0.65 1.63 77 168 54 

PT 141 1.29 1.9 0.28 1.58 71 255 26 

PT 138 0.91 2.2 0.64 1.56 69 151 49 

PT 133 1.19 1.8 0.31 1.50 63 228 23 

PT 142 0.39 2.5 1.06 1.44 57 6 69 

PT 14 1.16 1.7 0.28 1.44 56 219 16 

PT 21 0.32 2.1 0.90 1.22    

PT 20 1.10 1.3 0.10 1.20 30 201 -12 

Utamua (PT 05) 0.33 2.0 0.83 1.17 27 -9 35 

PT 132 0.61 1.6 0.52 1.12 22 67 11 

PT 124 0.29 1.4 0.57 0.86 -6 -21 -3 

PT 134 0.54 0.9 0.21 0.74 -19 47 -36 

PT 22 0.41 0.8 0.21 0.62    

F Prob.  <0.001 0.035      

LSD  0.14 0.99      

%CV / F Stat  10.6 2.35      

Mean site 0.77 1.82 0.53 1.30    

Mean locals 0.36 1.48 0.56 0.92    

 

Yield components and other parameters 

The predicted means for the yield components and other parameters associated with the 

yield are detailed in Table 76.  

Most yield and yield components had significant varietal differences within station. 

Interestingly the significant differences were much stronger in Loes where the overall yield was 

only marginally significant. It is not surprising that Betano did not reach significance for a 

number of components given the low overall yield observed there. Vast differences can be 

observed between plant densities at the different sites. Utamua again was highlighted by its large 

pod and seed weights. Conversely its shelling percentage was among the lowest. 

Little correlation was found between the yield components and overall yield at both 

research stations. It was only in relation to plant density when investigated using linear 

regressions that any kind of trend was recognized. Here the percentage of variability accounted 

for (adjusted R
2
) was still a modest 36% for Betano and 19% for Loes (Figure 22).  
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Table 76.  Peanut yields and yield components, replicated trials 2011/12 

Variety 
Dry pod 

yield (t/ha) 

Plants/m
2
 

at harvest 

Weight of 

100 pods (g) 

Pods / 

plant 

Seeds / 

pod 

Weight of 100 

seeds (g) 

Shell (% dry 

weight) 

 Betano 

PT 137 0.9 1.6 153 20.3 1.88 106 69 

PT 131 1.2 1.8 120 6.7 1.94 87 73 

PT 136 1.0 1.2 145 22.9 1.80 102 70 

PT 141 1.3 1.4 111 10.9 1.80 83 75 

PT 138 0.9 1.9 133 10.7 1.78 94 71 

PT 133 1.2 1.8 157 14.5 1.90 117 75 

PT 142 0.4 1.0 131 10.8 1.83 90 69 

PT 14 1.2 1.5 139 14.3 1.76 101 73 

PT 21 0.3 1.1 137 12.3 1.91 94 68 

PT 20 1.1 1.9 143 7.3 1.60 106 75 

PT 05 0.3 1.1 164 8.3 1.70 119 74 

PT 132 0.6 1.5 147 6.6 1.77 109 74 

PT 124 0.3 0.7 130 15.8 1.88 94 73 

PT 134 0.5 1.5 134 10.9 1.81 100 75 

PT 22 0.4 1.8 127 8.3 1.71 92 72 

Mean site 0.8 1.5 138 12.0 1.81 100 72 

F Prob  <0.001 0.027 0.046 <0.001 n.s. 0.012 n.s. 

LSD (pÒ0.05) 0.14 0.7 28 6 0.2 18 7 

%CV  11 28 12 28 8 11 6 

 Loes 

PT 137 2.6 4.2 132  1.86 95 71 

PT 131 2.1 5.4 111  1.86 82 74 

PT 136 2.3 5.7 146  1.46 105 72 

PT 141 1.9 6.2 131  1.97 99 76 

PT 138 2.2 5.3 124  1.34 95 75 

PT 133 1.8 4.6 150  1.82 119 79 

PT 142 2.5 8.5 131  1.22 94 72 

PT 14 1.7 5.5 137  1.73 99 72 

PT 21 2.1 3.4 158  2.33 107 69 

PT 20 1.3 4.3 128  1.37 90 70 

PT 05 2.0 6.0 160  1.52 111 69 

PT 132 1.6 6.7 138  1.11 107 76 

PT 124 1.4 4.3 131  1.74 95 73 

PT 134 0.9 5.0 154  1.89 114 75 

PT 22 0.8 2.7 150  1.81 103 69 

Mean site 1.82 5.19 139  1.67 101 73 

F Prob  0.035 0.002 <0.001  <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 

LSD (pÒ0.05) 1.0 0.9 4.3  0.1 3.0 1.2 

F Statistic 2.4 4.5 7.1  4.6 5.2 8.8 

 

  

Figure 22.  Yield and plant density correlation at Betano (left) and Loes (right) 
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Conclusions 

With two of the four research stations not producing a viable harvest and a third 

producing a very low overall yield it was difficult to have a lot of confidence in the varietal 

differences observed. There was also an absence of strong correlations between yield and yield 

components. 

The poor results for Utamua are disappointing and raise questions about its ability to 

thrive in low rainfall environments, particularly around planting. However it is now a widely 

accepted variety throughout the country with farmers expressing high approval and preference to 

use Utamua ahead of local varieties. It is important to keep reinforcing the importance of soaking 

the seed before planting to assist in achieving a good establishment. 

Given the limited useability of the yield data recorded during this year further replicated 

trials will need to be conducted in the following years to try to conform the yield potential of the 

new varieties at various sites and agro ecological zones within Timor Leste.   

 

2.5.2 Replicated trials, multi-year, multi-location analysis 

Materials and methods 

Six successful peanut trials were implemented over the period from 2010-2011 to 2011-

2012 (2 years) at 4 different sites (Aileu, Baucau, Betano and Loes), testing the performances of 

15 varieties.  

Cross-site analyses were conducted using BiPlots (GenStat Edition 15) in order to 

evaluate the performance and consistency of the tested varieties across years and locations 

(genotype / environment).   

Results 

Mean site yield performances varied from 0.17 t/ha to a maximum of 1.81 t/ha (Baucau 

2011 and Loes 2012 respectively) with only two sites yielding over 1 t/ha (Table 77).  

This dataset included 88 data points (location and season × variety combinations). The 

same fifteen entries were used in each of the six trials. 79% of variability within this data was 

accounted for in the BiPlot. A BiPlot visualising how varieties performed by environment 

(year/season and location) is represented by (Figure 23).  Data on this Biplot is partitioned by 

quadrant. 

Utamua remains amongst the top yielding varieties when averaged over both years. It was 

however also amongst the most variable in this dataset. PT 131 and PT 142 yielded best over the 

six trials.  

In terms of the BiPlot produced, this demonstrates graphically the big yields achievable in 

Loes compared with the other research stations. There was no variety that decisively 

outperformed the others at Loes in 2012 but PT 142 had a clear advantage in 2011 followed by 

Utamua. PT 137 performed best in Betano.   

Conclusions  

Some poor results in 2011 and the failure of half the trials in 2012 prevented the 

identification of a variety from the new set of entries to move forward to on farm testing. It is 

hoped that better growing conditions in the coming years may afford the opportunity to identify 
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one or two high yielding varieties from this set that consistently outperform Utamua and provide 

an alternative to that variety as recommended for widespread dissemination to Timorese farmers.        

Table 77.  Variety yields across research stations in 2011 and 2012 

  
AIL 11 BAU 11 BET 11 LOE 11 BET 12 LOE 12 

Mean Yield 

(t/ha) 

St. 

dev 

Yield 

adv. 

Utamua 0.68 0.33 1.17 2.31 0.33 2 1.1 0.78 95 

PT 14 0.38 0.23 1.23 0.95 1.16 1.7 0.9 0.50 62 

PT 20 0.39 0.08 1.35 0.65 1.1 1.3 0.8 0.47 40 

PT 21 0.17  0.45 0.72 0.32 2.1 0.8 0.70  

PT 22 0.01 0.09 0.69 0.48 0.41 0.8 0.4 0.29  

PT 124 0.45 0.13 0.72 1.45 0.29 1.4 0.7 0.52 27 

PT 131 0.51 0.16 0.86 2.09 1.2 2.1 1.2 0.74 98 

PT 132 0.76 0.10 0.72 1.30 0.61 1.6 0.8 0.48 46 

PT 133 0.28 0.11 0.87 1.48 1.19 1.8 1.0 0.61 64 

PT 134 0.39 0.07 0.78 1.30 0.54 0.9 0.7 0.39 14 

PT 136 0.28  1.04 0.70 0.98 2.3 1.1 0.68 82 

PT 137 0.79 0.11 1.04 0.77 0.88 2.6 1.0 0.76 78 

PT 138 0.94 0.34 0.49 1.77 0.91 2.2 1.1 0.67 90 

PT 141 0.44 0.07 0.56 1.78 1.29 1.9 1.0 0.69 73 

PT 142 0.49 0.42 0.34 2.97 0.39 2.5 1.2 1.11 104 

Local av. 0.09 0.09 0.57 0.60 0.37 1.45 0.58   

Average 0.46 0.17 0.82 1.38 0.77 1.81 0.92 0.63  

 

 

Figure 23.   Biplot analysis (15 peanut varieties in 6 environments, 2011 & 2012) 
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2.6 Temperate cereals 

2.6.1 Wheat and barley replicated trials, 2012  

Both wheat (Tritium aestivum L.) and barley (Hordeum vulgare L.) are grown in the 

higher altitudes of Timor-Leste.  One World Food Program report (2006) indicates that 

approximately 5% of total calorie intake in the country is derived from these crops.  Although not 

a staple for a majority of farmers in Timor-Leste, it is a very important source of energy for rural 

inhabitants in steep high altitude areas where rice is not grown and maize yields are low.  The 

grain of both crops can be stored for long periods and are easy to prepare for cooking.  Grain is 

pounded to grits and boiled into a porridge to be eaten with vegetables and beans.   

Replicated trials of both crops were installed at Fatulia in the Sub-District of Venelale in 

the District of Baucau and at Urulefa Research station, Maubisse.  Unfortunately the trials at 

Urulefa become waterlogged after heavy rains and are not reported here.   

The trial at Fatulia was installed at an altitude of 895 masl which is quite low compared to 

farmersô fields in Maubisse where wheat and barley are commonly grown.  However fields of 

these cereals are found at similar altitudes in the vicinity of Venilale and nearby farmers 

considered this site to be suitable for the trial. 

The soils were slightly alkaline at a pH of 8.  Eight, one metre long rows were sown with 

two seeds per hill spaced at 10 cm between hills (1 m
2
 per plot).  Wheat was planted on 05 April 

2012 and harvested between 05 July and 29 July 2012.  The barley was sown on 06 April 2012 

and harvested 16-29 July 2012.  The trials consisted of 3 replicates in a randomized complete 

block design.  The trials were neither fertilized nor irrigated as per the farmersô practices.   

Results 

Wheat 

Grain yields averaged just under 0.7 t/ha across all plots (Table 78).   

Table 78.  Wheat yields and yield components, Fatululia, Venilale, 2012 
Variety Yield 

(t/ha) 

% 

germination 

at 2 weeks 

Plant 

pop. 

(/plot) 

Plant 

height 

(cm) 

Head 

length 

(cm) 

Grains/head 100 grain weight 

(g) 

Attila 0.34 66 52 59 9.7 52.3 4.1 

Braham 0.39 92 52 65 8.8 43.2 4.0 

Chara 0.69 93 64 61 7.1 32.8 4.0 

Correl 0.74 73 61 54 7.3 47.2 4.2 

Derrimut 0.40 80 59 57 6.4 43.5 4.2 

Gladius 0.42 85 53 55 7.0 40.8 3.7 

Kennedy 0.33 69 52 54 8.5 55.7 4.4 

Local tiboa 1.31 92 64 106 11.7 42.9 3.8 

PRL/2*Pastor 1.38 80 64 68 9.6 54.8 3.8 

Rees 1.34 97 64 56 7.9 49.9 4.5 

SB 196 W 0.59 69 57 66 11.0 60.3 4.0 

SERI BABAX 020 1.35 88 63 67 9.4 57.5 3.8 

SERI BABAX 025 0.43 96 53 54 16.0 47.8 3.7 

Wee Bill 1 0.91 95 62 62 10.6 60.7 3.6 

Yitpi  0.42 95 63 57 8.9 50.5 4.1 

Young 0.72 76 62 55 6.9 39.3 4.2 

Zebu 0.42 79 56 57 8.5 53 3.9 

ZWC 04-37 IBWSN 0.29 82 56 62 8.2 51.8 4.6 

Mean 0.69 84 59 62 9.1 49.11 4.0 

Fprob <.001 0.7 0.11 <.001 0.16 0.003 0.10 

LSD 0.51 33.7 10.83 2.5 5.4 12.5 0.62 

CV% 44.5 24.3 11.10 2.5 35.7 15.4 9.3 




































































































































