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Effect of Organic Substrates Cultivation in Different Proportions of Organic Solid
Fertilizer on Tomato Growth and Yield and Quality

DU Zhong-ping ZHANG Guang-nan
(Research Institute of Horticulture, Qinghai Academy of Agriculture and Forestry, 810016)

Abstract; Fxperimental studies of organic substrate culture of different organic solid fertilizer on tomato growth and yield
and quality. The results showed that organic substrate cultivation of organic solid fertilizer sheep manure, pig manure,
cow dung in different ratio on the growth of tomato is manifested mainly in the level of fertilizer combinations on the role
of promoting the grow th of tomato; on tomato yield and quality of mainly for yield, quality and balanced fertilization was
positively related to finding the most optimal fertilizer ratio; sheep manure 996 kg/ 667m’, cow dung 1 125 kg/ 667m’,
pig manure 1 125 kg/667m’.
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Study on Numerical (Jassification of Tomato Cultivars in Jilin

ZHANG Xue-shi, IT Qing HAN Yu—zhuw ZHANG Guang-chen
(Horticulture Institute of Jilin Agricultural University, Changchun Jilin 130118)

Abstract; T hirty three tomato cultivars and fifteen characters were selected for the numerical classification on the basis of
investigation in Jilin province. Q cluster analysis showed that the was cold resistance served as the first classification cri-
teria, fruit color, leaf color should be mergered to purple-center. The ward method was the best one for cluster analysis
and 33 characters were divided into 3 groups at the level of D=4. 40. R cluster analysis showed that the ward method was
15 characters were divided into 3 groups, traits relations were not close, but affect each other.
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