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Table 1  Effect of different cultivation methods on
bacterial wilt resistance in tomato
FETHRE  BAREK BT OPHRETR
Death Total Mortality Average
Treatment Repeat
plants number /% mortality/ %
. 1 2 24 8.33
o 1 3 24 1250 1L 115
Traditional cultivation
Il 3 24 12. 50
1 0 24 0. 00
B
1 0 24 0. 00 0. 00
Half a no-tillage cultivation
m 0 24 0. 00
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Table 2 Effect of different cultivation methods on

bacterial wilt resistance in tomato
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Death Total Mortality Average
Treatment Repeat
plants number /% mortality/ %
1 2 24 8.33 5.55
fegE R
Il 2 24 8.33
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1 0 24 0. 00 0. 00
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Table 3 Effect of different cultivation methods on
fruit quality in tomato
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Treatment Traditional cultivation Half a no-tillage cultivation
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Soluble solids content/ %

3 Hi5itie

BRI, LR IR R B A B R
SRR IR » R 2 S bRk 35 1) 3SR T A P A
FERHEY 9 78 5 53 5 BT B BIE ST 45 RS ], He R I
AT RER S B 3 A T AR W R A 3 i BT
PERGIR R ] T A SRR R AR R R e, BT AR
AR AR TERAMRANER, HEEEF TR
B RARAERK RS R AR R MW L BORRE , B & RE
BA@H, IR 5 32 B M B e F (B RAR RN G A
i 20/

A PEETE YRR R KR EE Y R Z —, H
B AIG AT SR R R S R o DR AR R R
HIERIT RS, BRI IR B AR GE , — BB 2 LA
R TR R BE AV Dy 0 01 26 1 5 7 i SR S B8 B o 2R S 14
St LA B R SRR ek AR . 2 S i RO 2 i
SRSCAERE L pH (B3 R T8 Guk 3 » 1 5% 52 R B I
B, R 2 B B R ) 7 0 2R S BRAS AU X R AR
FEXAEGER I T & R A Prif s, B2 5 A B2, Ui
e 7 =0 7 i R S TR R R K. PN 4
FEA R PR VE AR AT 5 0 A BLR = A E K
BRI 5 B, [ I L R 23 B AR 2 A 7E 0~10 em
H )2 TSR RR A A 2 AR 2R SO T2 » R X i
JERREREFI AR IR R . ZET I, A pF A T i SR 5
RS P RE R X A R LR B R TR A
BB oA B (B HA R AR T — BT,

S 30k
(1] ZRESML 2SR, B EBMIMI. JbT . sh R AR LA Hi 4, 2007,

[2] &b, Z=EWHGME. % BHEEREEHE (ps-2) 4 FAgHF s
[D]. &P FHRE K%, 2006.

35

PDF SCH# ] "pdfFactory Pro™ X RAG)E www. Fineprint.cn



http://www.fineprint.cn

- PR ER -

F @ ¥ 2014(20):36~39

EHAZE SN B RG22 N/ K F A I i MR 20

mRE, EFXxHF.BALF, MEE EEW LKL

(LRGP EBE BIAETFBITEIN, AR F#t 262700)

B OEAGH 1B 2RARM AR T AR ESE BUV-B A H LN A K A 22

LA R AR

LR KU EF0 UV-B BH T A SR 2 RNHAK A K, 3R ZH K5 A A 2 F 09 4F

A 340 UV-B BAt&Fpd] LR A K, B LRt B 695 b £ AT E, mE PSI
F A, B R T AR FB et A RS A AR R Fert i L RACERE M R A Bat4T 10 d 49 UV-B
RS, T AR BATH AR A KR ZH ARG W oT R R AR R AR R BRI T A A K84 &
PR AR R E, RS A UV-B A 23 T RS vt i 3L RACEE & B, I 3 3 R
W et e AR Bk R R G B iE 0 UV-B BB R R 2 KAk A K, B R K5 48

KRR 221 55N Bl S8 B 1
SCERARIRAD: B STEE4RS :1001—0009(2014)20—0036—04

hE S S 642.4;S 1247, 2

FHMRRARBARAE 200~400 nm KL, FAMLRE K
BE b — 8 43, R S il o K BHBVR S i 306 ~5061

E—EEBMA HEEA8) K, AL, HIF . AELERFHRER
HEANE AR B OHFEHH T, E-mail: yangthl230 @
163. com.

BEEE FL£AFU968) %, HL, 81k AL EZNFENFS
REBREFTAHEARL T, Email:mqli901@126, com,

EE€TR: WAL SFFRABT X 807 B (J12LES6) ; 35 W
AR R R A BT B (201301157) 5 255443 2 AT %) K B
7 B (W13K00D),

W HH#:2014—05—24

(3] WA MEWEAL , Bl b, 55, ™25 B P 552 & e 1 + 3R Ak ) /LT .
HERFBHSE R , 2002,17(5) : 720-727.
[4] Kyuma K. Soil resources and land use in tropical Asia [J]. Pedosphere,

HA 24k B(UV-B, i K 280~320 nm) K EB4r8k R 4&
B, RA/NRBIA M ERE T . (B2 H FHHEY
HAEWBMEYMN, UV-BZRHRENTZX
EP . BRTRT UV-B XHHE YR, K &R 4T X UV-B
W AR A, b A A KN i E AR
&0, UV-B AW IEH & KT BFRKARERN R, &
BAY UV-B BT DR B A T H e s, i+ 5
SRS .

TE B S A A, 10 2 BHL I FH Y P 1 R
UV-B, i K WIER 4L TR UV-B I, Z2NEHKF
B, DR R, REENLT IR 82 A TR

2003,13(1) :49-57.
(5] ¥MEE,Larney F J. SREEBHE A Y544 %t + 3857 4R G0 A9
0] AL A5 ,1997,5(1) :47-51.

Effect of Half No-tillage Cultivation on Disease-resistance and Quality in Tomato

YU Fen-di' ,GAN Gui-yun® , WANG Xian-yu®?
(1. Economic Crops Extension Station, Guilin Agricultural Bureau, Guilin, Guangxi 541002; 2. Agricultural College, Guangxi University,

Nanning, Guangxi 530004 ;3. Guilin Comprehensive Experimental Station of National Staple Vegetable Industrial Technology Systems,Guilin,

Guangxi 541004)

Abstract: Taking ‘Fugui No. 6’as the test material ,expressions for resistance to disease of bacterial wilt and viral disease

and the 4 quality characters of fruit hardness,soluble solids,acidity and pH value of tomato in half no-tillage cultivation

and traditional cultivation were studied. The results showed that the death rate of traditional cultivation tomato was

significantly higher than that of half no-tillage tomato;and there was no significantly difference in the quality characters of

tomato with the different cultivations,that to say,different cultivation methods had less impact on the quality character.
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