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The Efficacy of ‘Yufeng 99 Zhibao’ on Yield and Quality of Processing Tomato

YANG Xiao-hong' , WU Wen-zhong' , HOU-changjiang' ,REN Yu-zhong” , LI Guo-ying®
(1. 143 Regiment, Farming 8 Division, Xinjiang Production and Construction Corps, Shihezi, Xinjiang 832000; 2. The Key Laboratory of
Prevention and Control for Oasis Crop Disease, Shihezi University, Shihezi, Xinjiang 832000)

Abstract: In order to study on effect of* Yufeng 99 Zhibao’ nutrition liquid fertilizer on quality and output of tomato,
the efficacy of ‘ Yufeng 99 Zhibao” was evaluated through comparing tomato output of the experimental zone with
controlled zone in same conditions,and measuring tomato’s quality following national standards. The results showed
that the tomato ripen 3~5 days in advance and increased yield by 10% to 12% in the spraying experiments. Several
quality characteristics such as soluble solid proportion,lycopene, vitamin C, titratable acidity in fruits had improved.
‘Yufeng 99 Zhibao’could promote earlier maturation,increase the yield and improve the quality of tomato.
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