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The Analysis on the Yields and the Production Values of the Tormto Breeding Lines with Different Fruit Type

CHEN Xian GUAN Wenling, YANG De
(Horticultare College Yunnan Agricultural University , Kunming 650201, China)

Abstract; The comparative analysis of the yields and the production values of the tomato breeding lines was carried out to
study the 4 lines with big fruits and the 7 lines with small fruits. The results showed that the production values of line
YHO024 and Y HO2-2 were best of the lines with big fruits, and the line YHO02-1, YH02-6 and YH(2-7 were best of the
lines with small fruits. The two space mutation line YH02-2 and YHO2-6 also were of optimum lines to have good fore-
ground of popularity. Generally, the yields of the lines with big fruits w ere higher than the ones with small fruits and the
production values of them were mediate. The production values of the lines with small fruits polarized, the lines of which
the weight of the single fruit were comparatively high had the higher production values than the lines with big fruits and
those of which the weight of the single fruit were comparatively low and whose qualities were not good had the much
lower production values than the lines with big fruits.
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