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Table 1 Comparison on yield of different tomato varieties
/NK =i /kg Plot yield SR /g Grear/
i Al Variety =N 2 BNK 3 BN PR ke The average kgehm?
Plot 1 Plot 2 Plot 3 Average yield weight per fruit Yield
7w ¥ 08 5 Hope 08 132.4 135.7 134. 8 134.3 175.0 111939.0
A 1E 908 Hezuo 908 121.6 122.7 117.9 120. 7 185.0 102051. 0
4 M5—*5 Jinpeng 1 114.6 116.3 112.8 114.6 190. 0 97732.5
Fx2 AREMGTHBERELER
Table 2 Comparison on resistance of different tomato varieties in the field
b R Variet R E KR UE3 T BRI KR % PETG H A
arie
m Y Seedling diseases Botrytis Wilt The incidence of virus disease Blight Bacterial wilt
78 08 % Hope 08 ¥ iy ¥ 3.3 J J
& 1F 908 Hezuo 908 Jc i J 8.0 J ¥
%My —-*5 Jinpeng 1 TG s I 14.7 TG Je
2.3 AEBMmMERERINEEDEHILER MR Bz 8 R A L SR BT A A R IR

R 3 UE R, A 08 S AV AR 4 —
SR 57 d A AE 908 B3 d, & B S A
08 S H &M — 5 M A 1E 908 HH L3 &
KAHGR bR ER A RIS S S

B 08 TR N, E QL B
TR HUR A B 2L, T B VR B R B
B o [ e A B 08 5 SR i 1E G VLA IR R B 2
Ao BRI A R 08 5 11 R B P AR 2

WIR 5 RO BB T A — S AT 8 MR EE,
MR ERR.
x3 AEEHMAMEKRERINEZWIRBLLER
Table 3 Comparison on plant traits and phenological phase of different tomato varieties
5 AN w08 5 1R 908 E—5
No. Characteristics Hope 08 Hezuo 908 Jinpeng 1
1 ERH/H-H 03-06 03-06 03-06
2 TRAEW/ H-H 03-19 03-21 03-19
3 I3/ H-H 05-02 05-05 05-02
4 e 4 R/ A -H 06-06 06-11 06-06
5 Pk /d 57 60 57
6 K i A A% A
Tt g biki A
& g R g
7 LS 5 5 LR
8 55— LA 4/ cm 7 8 7
9 JFIEJE / cm 75 83 70
10 B /em 140 150 135
11 AR kR kR o
12 oKtk SR i B
13 BT A WH RBEL HH AL HH AL
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Continuing Table 3
e AR A 085 A 1E 908 S—
No. Characteristics Hope 08 Hezuo 908 Jinpeng 1
14 £ I W I W ]
15 Ly 30 T % %
16 R TRLT b/ EAN b IEAN
17 SR /N /N /I
18 RE J g J
19 ey b b b
20 =R 5~7 5~7 5~7
21 LR i v 4 330
22 i 5.19 5.19 5.39
23 ay:: i G R i G R 5 H3E
3 & S0k
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Study on Adaptability of New Tomato Variety Hope 08

(Huainan Institute of Agricultural Sciences, Huainan, Anhui 232008)

YU Kang-ning,JIANG Yun-kui, LI Ye-feng

Abstract: Aiming at the shortage of special tomato varieties situation, the cultivation comparison was studied a-

mong Hope 08, Hezuo 908 and Jinpeng 1. Taking Hezuo 908 and Jinpeng 1 which were common in region of

Huaihe River as the control. Hope 08 was bred with male parent Zao 08 X female parent Bian-1 , which intro-

duced and observed for many years by Huainan Institute of Agricultural Sciences. The results showed that the

new tomato variety Hope 08 had the characters of more regular fruit shape,more red color, higher quality and

was able to endure transport,it was suitable for cultivating in the region of Huaihe River, thus it was a new po-

tato variety with spreading value.
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