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Biologic characters of different tomato varieties
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ko ke e/

s N _ R/ A-H) : _ Ptk )
) First flowering ) Transplanting-harvest Yield of ) (kgehm?)
Varieties Harvesting date . Resistance
dates day single Yield
o FO 3 05-23 07-16 87 3.23 Aa iR 106590
BREE 05-15 07-10 81 2.24 Bb L2 84000
C-5 05-20 07-15 86 2.18 Bb i 71940
LR L 05-25 07-20 91 2.06 BChc ra 74160
C-36 05-20 07-15 86 1. 94 BCbced G 64020
R 05-25 07-20 91 1.75 BCDed ) 57750
fof 22 %4 05-22 07-20 91 1. 54 CDEde 55 50820
T 05-23 07-16 87 1. 28 DEef s 46080
T8 (CK) 05-20 07-20 91 1.16 Ef i 41760
e b 4 05-21 07-20 91 1.06 Ef i 38160
Sl R SUROR R R R AING B4 I3 1% 5 Yk P25 3%,
Different capital and lowercase indicate significant difference at 1% and 5% level.
x2 AEMMEEZEDFHEREEER
Table 2 Botanic characters of different tomato varieties
, X P L A RS A6 T (8] B i A
ARER AR Z5H/mm A5 IE K /em
A The leaf node Number of Number of
Growth Growth Stem Length of
Varieties below the first flowers per leaves interfacing
habit potential diameter internode
inflorescence inflorescence inflorescence
Ta To iR i 13.58 7.25 8~9 20.2 3
R JEkR i 15.96 6.52 7 10.1 3
LRI A TR i 21.25 7.60 7 9.6 3
LKA % Jo R i 15.65 6. 26 7 12.5 3
fr 2 &% Te IR G 12.31 7.16 7 25.4 2
s TG R i 12. 80 7.20 7 20.0 3
EREE AR i 13. 34 2.81 10 15.5 1
C5 TEkR i 14.88 2.85 9 19.0 3
C-36 Te R iR 13.30 4,00 8~9 16.1 3
T8 (CK) TLkR i 15.13 7.04 7~8 16.7 3
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Table 3 Comparison on fruit characteristics of different varieties
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fih A Longitudinal ~ Fransverse I‘ ] % /mm Total - ) ] LI

Fruit Weight (kgeem?) Fruit

Varieties diameter diameter . Flesh sugar Flavour
shape per fruit Hardness color
of fruit of fruit thickness content
T41 33. 14 26. 04 1. 27 12.73 4.29 6. 14 11. 48 a1t 2
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Comparative Test of Leisure Picking Cherry
Tomato Varieties in Xining Area

XU Li-ping' ,MEI Yan',ZHANG Kun', WANG Jian-zhong’ , LI Li'
(1. Xining Institute of Vegetable, Xining 810003, China;2. The Seed-breeding of Farm in Huangzhong, Huang-

zhong 811606, China)

Abstract: In order to increase the leisure picking cherry tomatos varieties in Xining,we compared the Botanical

traits,fruit commercial traits, fruit quality and yield of 10 introduced cherry tomato varieties. The results

showed that C-5,Qianxi and Jinlingmeiyu were better than others in sing fruit weight, yield and disease resist-

ance. Zishengguo, Lyumanao, Ziyixiannyn, Helamshengnyy,and Qiubite were suitable for partly protected culti-

vation varieties of leisure agricultural in Xining area.
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