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Table 1 Effects of different fertilizer application on quality and yield of tomato
4k 3 - RSB kg em ? P-4 0T DR e/ TR /g 7o at kg hm?
Treatment Average hardness of fruit Average content of soluble solids Average weight per fruit Yield
1 0.50 aA 4.3 aA 155. 4 aA 137283 aA
2 0.48 bB 4.4 aA 148.5 bB 131487 bB
3 0.49 abAB 4.3 aA 144.2 bB 113543 ¢C
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Note:; The lowercase letters mean significant difference at 5% level,the capital letters mean significant difference at 1% level.
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Effects of Different Fertilizer Application on
Quality and Yield of Tomato

HUANG Wen',LI Zi-juan' , YING Fang-qing' ,HUANG Xiao-yan’
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Abstract : For increasing and improving quality of greenhouse tomato, the experiment used randomized block de-
sign 3 times. It studied the effects of fertilization at different period of swelling fruit on the quality and yield of
tomato products under conditions of medium fertility soils with the variety of Jinfenzaoguan as material. The re-
sults showed that the best period fertilization in tomato was the bud period. This period of fertilization could in-
crease the fruit hardness,extend storage time,improve the quality of tomato products,also could improve toma-
to yield per unit area significantly. Treatment 1 could significantly increase the per unit area yield of tomato
20.9%. It could provide the theoretical basis of increasing yield for farmers.
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