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Table 1  Effect of planting density on winter-spring

tomato yield with the application of straw bio-reactor technology
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Table 2  Effect of planting density on winter-spring

tomato production value with the application of straw bio-reactor technology
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Effect of Planting Density on Winter-Spring Tomato Yield and

Production Value with the Application of Straw Bio-reactor Technology

ZHANG Hong-yan
(Liaoning Agricultural Technology Extension Station,Shenyang,Liaoning 110034)

Abstract ; Tomato with the application of straw bio-reactor technology was used as test material, effect of different planting

density on the yield and production value of winter-spring tomato in greenhouse were studied. The results showed that

the suitable density of per 667 m’ for greenhouse tomato of straw bio-reactor technology during winter-spring was 2 867

plants,15% reduced than conventional.
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