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Table 1 Botany traits comparison of different tomato varieties
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A-H A-H  B—EF LB LR ZEHL/ em BRI/ cm
S 44 B - » ) » Internode
Initial Initial First flower Fruiting Leaf number Stem Plant
Name i length ) )
flowering  harvest node number between diameter width
stage stage of first ear internode
Hi k3 Ruifen 04-08 06-08 6.40+0.55 ¢ 3.60+0.55b 3.20%£0.45b 8.20%0.59 de 0.96+0.05 ab 86.20+4.97 ab
& Feilong 04-11 06-14 7.4040.55 abe 4.20%0.84 ab 2.404+0.55 ¢ 9.00%+0.76 bede0.98+0.10 ab 83.9046.08 ab
[k 5% 318 Oubao 318 04-15 06-14 7.6040.55 abe 5.0040.70 a  3.0040.31 be 9.00+0.56 bed 1.04+0.16 ab 87.2044.18 ab

% % B Hafanchunzao 04-11 06-08 6.8040.45 ¢  4.80%0.
B 19 Chaojifen 19 04-14 06-14 7.20£0.45 abe 4.40%£0.

I KK 201 Hadafen 201 04-10 06-11 6.6020.55 ¢
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W K 202 Hadafen 202 04-08 06-11 6.40+£0.55 ¢ 4.80+0.
W KBy 203 Hadafen 203 04-06 06-08 7.00£0.55 abe 4.4040.

A 453 Weinasi 04-15 06-17 8.00+0.45a  4.40%40.
A% Yueguang 04-14 06-14  7.0040.45 be 4.80+0.
4k Meizuan 04-15 06-14  7.80=0. 84 abc 4.40+0,
#i &z Pengyou 04-12 06-14 6.60+0.55 ¢  4.80%0.
%4 719 Dongnong 719 04-15 06-17  8.0040.71 ab 4.00+0.
[ )& (CK) Oudun 04-12 06-14  6.8040.45 ¢ 5.00+1,

L00£1.

45 ab  3.00£0.20 be 8.90£0.67b 1.05%0.19 ab 88.60+8.56 a
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Note:lowercase showed significantly different at 0. 05 level. The same below.
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Table 2 The quality comparative analysis of different varieties
i LR/ Y ATBURAR/Y SRR Y TRIERESAR/ Y VO &l
Name Malformation Organic acid Soluble sugar Soluble solids mg-kg!
rate of fruit content content content VC content
Fit#3 Ruifen 11.5 ab 0. 24 ab 3.09 b 3.38b 134.5 ¢
K% Feilong 10.6 b 0.21b 3.07 b 3.64 ab 131.3 ¢
K5 318 Oubao 318 11.2 b 0. 20 be 3.12 ab 4.03 a 146. 3 be
W % % . Halanchunzao 8.9¢c 0.26 a 3.64 a 3.47 ab 211.2 a
A 19 Chaojifen 19 10.3 ¢ 0.21b 2.98 b 4.10 a 103.4d
W K Hr 201 Hadafen 201 9.5 ¢ 0.19 be 3.12 ab 4.00 a 146. 1 be
WK #3202 Hadafen 202 12. 4 ab 0. 20 be 3.06 b 4.21 a 128.9 ¢
I K #y 203 Hadafen 203 10.2 ¢ 0.22 ab 3.49 ab 3.78 ab 167.4 b
HE YT Weinasi 10.3 ¢ 0.18 ¢ 3.00 b 3.65 ab 117.6 od
H %t Yueguang 9.8 ¢ 0. 18 be 3.04 b 3.78 ab 124.9 ¢
4 Meizuan 12.3 ab 0.27 a 3.52 ab 3.89 ab 187.2 ab
/& Pengyou 13.2 a 0.23 ab 3.26 ab 3.83 ab 156.9 be
4% 719 Dongnong 719 12. 8 ab 0.21 ab 3.19 ab 4.17 a 152.1 be
[ J& (CK) Oudun 11.6 ab 0.23 ab 3.15 ab 3.53 ab 148.3 be
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The comparison of tomatoes early and total yield
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Fig 2 The comparison of tomatoes’ single fruit weight
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Comparative Experiment of Tomato Varieties

in Early Spring Greenhouse in Harbin Area

ZHANG Li-zhuo'* , WANG Jian-feng' ,JIANG Xin-mei' , YU Xi-hong' , WU Feng-zhi' , LIU Yu-xin'

(1. College of Horticulture, Northeaset Agricultural University, Harbin,

Heilongjiang

150030;2. Harbin Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150028)

Abstract: For screening high-yielding varieties of tomatoes in early spring greenhouse in Harbin, taking 14 pink

fruit, big fruit and unlimited growth of tomato varieties as materials,the botany traits, quality analysis and the

comparison of production aspects were studied. The results showed that early maturity of Hafanchunzao tomato

was the most prominent,its first harvest period was 6 d earlier than the contrast of Oudun tomato;In addition,

the early yield and total production of Chaojifen 19 tomato was the highest in all which was substantially higher

than the contrast of Oudun tomato. Based on the analysis of botany character, quality and yield, Chaojifen 19

and Hafanchunzao tomato were selected as early spring greenhouse production in Harbin area.

Key words: tomato variety;yield;early spring greenhouse; Harbin area
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