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Research Progress on Water Use Efficiency of Tomato Crops

LI Yaling

(College of Horticulture, Shanxi Agricultural University, Taigu, Shanxi 030801

Abstract: After reviewing the situation and the practice of Chinese tomato production and irrigation methods, the author

analysed the water use efficiency with different production model and adviced the production methods of water saving

according to Holland model. It is suggested that the development of sustaimable agriculture must rely on the progress of

sdentific technology and increase production level, and make the best use of fresh water or save waler resource.
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