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Abstract: From 2011~2013 in Zunyi city, Guizhou province, taking grape varieties of ‘Teng Nim’, ¢ Manicure Finger’,
‘Red High’, ¢ Crystal’, ¢ Wink”, * Moldova’, ‘Red Fuji’, ¢ Elbaradei’, ‘Red Rose’, ¢ Victoria’ as materials, fruiting

character of each grape were studied under moderate and short pruning,in order to provide standardized management for

local area. The results showed that,there were significant differences of fruiting characteristics between each grapes after

pruning(remain 4~8 bud as mainly,1~3 bud as supplyment) ,the total fruiting branches,proportion of fruiting branch,

the total s-pike exits significant difference; moderate and short pruning methods suitable for ‘Teng Nim’, ‘Red High’,
‘Crystal’, *Wink”’ , “Moldova’, ‘Red Fuji’, ‘Red Rose’, ¢ Victoria’ varieties, but not suitable for ‘Manicure Finger’ and

‘Elbaradei’ varieties.
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Fig. 1 The changes of plant height,stem diameter,leaf numbers and leaf areas of different tomato varieties

2.2 N[FEAFAEY AR RR SSARAR AT

HiZR 1 AT LLE H, “T AR BE” 0 28 A B AR, A
16. 54 cm, “Gr BR”FIARAN M7 46 465 A0 AR T T 4
PR “BORT IR AT (LR i » “THE " UZ s A R I XA
7] S AP AR RO 5 ORI B SR R, O 12,
“NiZe"kZ, “THE” BAEFF R A, O 6 4, “&BR7.“H
RF7HTHARDE” 80 BAEF B9 AT 10 4 “THE "B iR
MR 4 A 2 H,HE & A s 2R A AR [ “Al
LRE A e, 7 H 10 B C“@RTIRZ L HE M
PG R SC BB R o

& 2 R IRMBK T2 D E AR R,
HERMERAR ., SEH 6 AR/ Ko
“élﬂi”ﬂﬁ%lﬁ]%}?ﬁ 5. 83 mm, “fili " M “FHE" K Z,
“ORTN RS A s “THE IR B R R TR E
HorZ B0 34 HEMFEA 2 4 “THE " R E i
K, 30. 37 g, “MiZe "M “ BRI Z , “THAR PR R H
/NUR 1400 g, “IRmRA” LR AUR TR, “&
BRIk B RE N 86. 2%, “FHE R 2, “THENE” R
SEH) KBRS 76. 906, “HIK T T THARBE”

37

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


http://www.fineprint.cn

CEHEE -

wF @ ¥ 201412):36~39

*®1 TR E M EY PR
Table 1 Botanic characters of different tomato varieties
At 51 RRAERG B B iyl SRS TN
Variety Height of the first flower node/cm Total inflorescence number First flowering dates/ H-H Early frutescence/ A-H
ORI 18. 66 12 4-24 6-25
“WRTF” 25.08 8 4-21 6-25
“fhi%” 21. 42 10 4-24 7-10
“HER” 17. 94 7 4-23 7-03
“FHE” 23. 86 6 4-2 6-25
“THRBE” 16.54 8 422 6-25
®2 FEEAFRIER
Table 2 Fruit characteristics of different tomato varieties
Hh RIL 8% R R RAE SRR LEH BRE SRR
Variety Fruit shape index  Fruit color ~ Fruit dot  Flesh thickness/mm  Fruit skin thickness  Locule number Single fruit weight/g Fruit water content/ %
R 1.37 K N 3.37 bii'd 2 15. 54 80. 4
“HRT” 1. 43 K N 3.79 bii'd 2 17. 08 78.8
“Ah&” 1. 34 K N 4.44 bii'd 2 21.05 81.2
“EB” 1.52 # N 5.83 bii'd 2 23.45 86.2
“EHE” 1.17 K N 4.30 H 3 30. 37 83.5
“HHERRE” 0.95 Rer N 3.81 R 2 14.00 76.9
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Fig. 2 Comparison of fruit quality indices of different tomato varieties
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Comparison of Cherry Tomato Varieties in Solar Greenhouse in Ningxia

TIAN Lei,ZHANG Xue-yan,ZONG Qing-shu
(School of Agriculture, Ningxia University, Yinchuan, Ningxia 750021)

Abstract:In order to ensure the Ningxia cherry tomato’s quality and increase farmers’ income, six introduced cherry
tomato varieties were used as materials,and botanic characters,commodity character of fruit,fruit quality and yield were
comparatively analyzed. The results showed that the growth vigor of ‘Zhuliye’ was strong,first flower node was low,
total inflorescence was more, fruit mature was early, fruit yield and quality were medium. The growth vigor of
‘Huangtaizi’ was weak,first flower node was high,total inflorescence, fruit yield and quality were medium, The growth
vigor,first flower node and total inflorescence of ‘Xiannv’ were medium,fruit mature was late,fruit quality was medium
and fruit yield was low. The total inflorescence of ‘Jinzhu’ was few whose fruit mature was late, fruit quality was poor
and fruit yield was medium. The total inflorescence of ‘Tianxi” was the lowest, single fruit weight and yield were the
highest, fruit quality was good. The growth vigor of ‘Tianyingtao’ was medium whose fruit quality was good, fruit
hardness and yield were the lowest, ‘ Tianxi” could be introduced and extended for native variety. ¢Zhuliye’ could be
introduced and extended for exported variety.

Key words: solar greenhouse;cherry tomato;variety screening
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