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Table 1 Investigation on growth period of eight varieties
R
. WA Y WEY Tl SR - BB EFH
" /AH AR AR R RGRCT AR/

“ELEES 27 426 5.2 6.1 611 618 7.1 727 92
“ELEE7 57 426 5.2 6.4 612 6.20 7.3 8.6 102
“EEBERLE” 4.26 5.2 6.2 612 6.18 7.2 7.23 88
“IVF6201”  4.26 5.2 6.3 613 6.20 7.2 8.6 102

“Qo31” 4.26 5.2 6.3 613 6.21 7.2 810 106

“Q26” 4.26 5.2 6.4 614 6.21 7.2 810 106
“HIN4E” 426 5.2 6.3 613 6.22 7.3 813 109
“HN5E” 426 5.2 6.3 613 6.22 7.3 813 109
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Table 2 Investigation on plant main properties of test varieties
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“HM45” 65  EaEM ME 144 0. 90 2 4. 40
“HMs5” 65 @M ME 131 0.90 3 4.85

“HIMEIR 87-57 55 @M AR 124 0.80 3 3.20
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“BimE S B 60  MaEM MHE 105 0.80 4 3.50 &
“BEmE 7S 60 MaEM MHE 112 0.80 3 3.25 &
“EBERLE” 58 Mt MRE 114 0.80 3 2.90 H
“IVF6201” 60 @nt #E 125 0.80 3 4.55 x
“Qo31” 60 Wil MR 124 0.75 4 4.35 T
“Q26” 60 MWSEM WA 129  0.95 3 4.25 x
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Table 3 Investigation on yield of test varieties
o INKSEE PR PTE 667 m? B CK 4w ERBENE
/kg 7o it/ kg /% 5% 1%
R 5 5 75.0 7 696. 2 2.7 abc AB
“HEtig 7 5 78.8 8 086. 1 7.9 ab AB
“RLiBE R 72.3 7419.1 —10 c ABC
“IVF6201” 70.5 7 234.4 —3.4 cd BCD
“Qo31” 80.0 8 209. 2 9.6 a A
“Q026” 62.0 6 362.2 —15.1 e D
“HIN 4 5” 64.5 6618.7 —11.6 de CD
“HMN 5 5” 65. 3 6 700. 8 —10.5 de CD
“HIIR 87-5” 73.0 7 490. 9 — be ABC
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Comparative Test on Mechanical Harvesting Varieties of Processing Tomato

LI Rong-xia,ZHANG Ai-ping,LIU Wei
(Agriculture Scientific Research Institute of Xinjiang Production and Construction Corps 6th Agricultural Division, Wujiaqu, Xinjiang 831300)

Abstract: Taking eight mechanical harvesting varieties of processing tomato as materials, using randomized block design

experiment,the growth period, variety characteristics and yield of eight varieties were compared, in order to screen

mechanical harvesting varieties of processing tomato suitable for Wujiaqu of Xinjiang. The results showed that ¢Q031”

was great mechanical harvesting variety,it had characteristics with high yield and high soluble solid content,and could be

planted and spread in Wujiaqu area.
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