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2 190 % » L&l (CK2) 38 & 170 % » K BFMTT22, 5523 ton/ha » HREEM12 ton’ FEE1
%710 ton ©

" EBIE®AE ,
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K. IREREEEFHILEE
Table 1. The preliminary yield comparison among tomato varieties and horticultural

characters.
(WERHE :
Yield:
M R (&) | E B 18 Lt
Variety Yield(ton/ha) Index(%)
FMTT3 112.6 188
FMTT22 110.0 183
2 /301(CK1) 60.0 100
KY 301(CK1)
& Wl (CK2) 90.7 151
King Kung(CK)
|
L ~ S ~ D(0.05) 12.7
L~ S~ D(0.01) 17.1
QEBFHEHE :
Horticultural Characters
M % O(HE) |8 B O OEIR EIR B 6| | &= ES
Variety Fertility( %) { Friut wt.(g) Peel color Firmness Fruit cracking
FMTT3 84.1 156 ® ok o fis £
Light green Medium firm Non
FMTT22 84.4 142 %" K ch e i
Light green Medium firm Non
8 X 301(CK1) 74.6 175 # % i Hh
KY 301(CK1) Deep green Medium firm medium
& #l (CK2) 752 155 =H L/ oh
King Kung(CK) white Soft medium
L~ S~ D(0.05) 8.0 16.7
L~ S D(0.01) 10.0 25




17

Fz2. ISEREEHRABERILER

Table 2. The advanced yield comparison among tomato varieties from 1986 to 1989.

BE W % E & 7 EE B F#
& F (H) 1986 Spring 1987 Spring 1987 Spring 1987 Spring
Varicty E-4 B | E| E B (5 ®| & B | ®m| & g |5 =

Yield(ton/ha) | Index(%)| Yield(ton/ha) | Index(%)| Yield(ton/ha) | Index(%)| Yield(ton/ha) | Index(%0)

FMTT3 251 318 27 256 458 161 492 158
FMTT22 243 308 65.0 230 - - 477 153
= %301(CK1) : ~ 283 100 %S 100 312 100
KY 301(CK1)

= & (CK2) 79 100 - - - - -

King Kung(CK)

L~ S~ D(0.0S) 99 = 209 - 5.46 = 4.11
L~S-D(0.01) 134 = 294 - 12.52 = 5.63

3. TSEEBFERHAEEBRFER
Table 3. The yield comparison among tomato varieties on regional yield trial from 1986 to 1989 (ton/ha)

& H O(F) g K|= E|™ e | w | * wl|lE % B W i E AR t|d | R ®|F |48 | 4
Sansing | Nanshan | Jingshan | Leengshoelkeng | Pyngdeenglii | Shinsheh Shinnyih | Shannhuah | Jyian | Fenglin | Average | Index(%)
75('86) = 418 923 = - 154 - 18.2 = 212 137
FMTT3 76('87) 442 r 55.7 = 639 11.4 = 88 13.1 - 329 139
TI('88) 458 484 - - = o = 41.7 o 121 37.0 152
78('89) 59.2 58.3 - - - - - 56.1 57.9 188
HE1¥(CK) 75("86) 329 74 119 110 - 155 100
Joongmiau No.1(CK) 76('87) 13 4.0 - 542 08 - 0.7 1.0 23.7 100
R®ZW0CK) TI('88) 8.0 45.7 - = - 207 28 243 100
KY 301(CK) TR('89) 55 475 = - 93 308 100
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PO b A A -
77 BUFA T84 FE B AE #K1200m Z B LU b [ K B 7E = B4 F st 173 {E » FMTT 3 £/ 1L 3
EHAEHERS S8.1ton » R K 3015 ( AEERS 4ton ) FFE 32 % (KM ) » R=2K
EHAEHERRS 458ton R K 30158 ( AHERS 28ton ) K8 E61% (KAL) °

x4, 8EF LM AR EERILEER
Table 4. The yield comparison among tomato varieties on Nan-San local yield trial

and horticultural characters in 1989.

(WEERE :
Yield:
moHR (HE) | & & % "
Vaieny Yield(ton/ha) Index( %)
S 58.1 132
PULL 572 130
KY 301(CK) Ny 30
LS~ D(0.05) =
L~ S~ D(0.01) 4R
QB e

Horticultural Characters

g e (f8) | 464EH1 (B) F | HERE FEEE = R
Voriety Initial flower Maturity Friut wit Peel color Fruit cracking
date date (g)

FMTT3 62 98 145 i % e
Light green Non
FMTT33 62 99 134 % K
Green Non
£2 F301(CK1) 61 98 122 ik i
KY 301(CKI) Light green Light
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x5 BEE-EHGTAFEREREEREEXR
Table 5. The yield comparison among tomato varieties on San-Shing local yield trial
and horticultural characters in 1989.
OERFE
Yield:

G R (&) |E b=y 18 34
Variety Yield(ton/ha) Index( %)

FMTT3 45.8 161
FMTT22 45.0 158
B K 301(CK1) 28.5 100
KY 301(CK1)

L ~ S~ D(0.05) 5.46
L ~ S~ D(0.01) 12.52
QEBFRMHRE !
Horticultural Characters:
A ¥ o]
Bacterial wilt
& & O(E) | R E | EIR®R B & |3 2
Friut wt.(g) Firmness Peel color Fruit cracking FEBRE TR TR E
Variety Susceptible % of
Total plants plants discases
FMTT3 149 o g % BEH 80 2 25 %
Mediumfirm | Lightgreen Light
FMTT22 156 R # HREE Y 80 5 6.25%
Mediumfirm Green Light
2 /2 301(CK1) 150 # . fRERA - FATK 80 10 125 %
KY 301(CKI1) Soft Deepgreen Severe

LIUHEERE ¢
MACHE FMTRBHIENMRMNERFRENTAF4H 108EE > 4 B 25 HU S RIEE %I
RERMEERR TR 1 ZFESERBRHAE 1~ 2298 L T ERRAERR
185IE » 0k 6. AT BEACH & FMTT3 H FE i AUE R ERIR 100 B HTH 1 o MM FHRRES
ER 76 F 5 A 12 HERNRGEEPOALTKE - HEERHER T 2RERT > SHESEM40
PR BE 2R EHEE -EUMAKRAZLHEELRE BEHRE X £FAE 6 K KBS
FAEERBIRE IS » T FMTT3 77643 60 % » B ik fafE » SRR 301 SR FiEE
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RIRE (XR7) o
K6, MBEARALERFRELR

Table 6. Comparison of the detected anti-mosaic virus in Tomato

o R (H) 8 E BB BB BUEBRE | PURSKRE | BURE(%)
Susceptible Necrosis | Resistant % of
Variety Test plants plants plants plants resistance
FMTT3 48 0 0 48 100
L 127 ($m AR ) 48 0 0 48 100
L 4840 ( s $188 ) 48 48 0 0 0
% A301(CK) 48 48 0 0 0
KY 301(CK)
EE1E(CK) 48 48 0 0 0
Joongmiau No.1(CK)

F. MEMFHRRELEE

Table 7. Comparison of the detected anti-bacterial wilt in tomato.

Joongmiau No.1(CK)

o FR () B E bR B BREGE | FiEkRE | FEF (%)
Wiling | Survival '
Variety Test plants plants plants %of survival
FMTT3 40 16 24 60.0
L 285 (#ifm¥hg) 40 0 40 100.0
L 390 ( REFHEK) 40 H 0 0
CLN65-349D5-2-0 40 0 36 90.0
(FTF HE)
£ C301(CK) 40 40 0 0
KY 301(CK)
i B 155 (CK) 40 40 0 0
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on FE 41
—REERTRE  EELE s £ EEE EEER  EEERRAFELZIHE > ERKIEF » BB=
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hE% PJEREEAREY > EREHSEM > RMESSH > 2~4L0%F > REEE 16~
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o
POHT R M« WP i A R 0 P HUE AR o
FISEEY  ASES -RMESHE BEERESY A THEKE2 ATOE 9 A HE -
AEBTOH : BE B 20 ~35 K BENEHE 54~ 18 KEBRE > Bz~ K £4F
H# 107 ~ 128 X °
% -
OF : B AE > BhERAERPRFTHR  BRENRSSIOR - REMRER
LB S R 301 EEKD 32 % » O PHLAILLAER 1 SR A KD 90 % 0 LEARK 301 HEKY
MENY%  ERTEH2BTaOEARES M4 BES AE > REEEDEF > F28%R
it S BT o BN > RELS B aJEEFIEE - REANESPIERTEE » REX
BAERED S EEENERET » 5 E S0 E6 5 5 0 E K bb L [ T BUR o
Ot PHE o REHBEEESCUTHE  $RER  ERSAMFEETHRR THE » BE
T RIBGEAFEK -

HIEEEEE

HEWE R A EE IR HEERREBHERN Sm Ut > HEREE Sm LUT » (R #kE
WEEE T ESHREE T —F RSB EREEN > [CEGRHATY » RERFIARMTE
FEWBET4~SHE# 6~ 7 8 A > RELESHsE 6 AEME 8 AE 10 AR
I o
— & © 5 0.1ha SEFE R 20g » ERLURIBHEK BATAY L > (AL 12m TEZBE 0 BEZ B LR
KSR E > MAKSHEEENS - ZEEESHRERNAIZERE » B KAE > &
REAKEERMBEL  NEMPBRENES » EMT— 2 LAEMIEHEIN > LIRELY
B R AL G IR GTEE ) o

ZHFE R T {THREE 90 ~ 100cm X 30 ~ 45cm - FEAE R FER TIRIER - RIERICKEVERE
B F 1@ 0 o %5 BE J3 + 428 5 BE B 5 HE IE 20ton SR HEHE 2 F 3ton 0 AL AL AR MERFE R 150 ~
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200kg > B#EF 150 ~ 180kg * &AL 130 ~ 170kg * MR 2 F 6kg > HEAE i 0] 34 B8 — A3 & 71 % FE g
HZ e
SERRHE R BRI S R R kR RSN ERIL SRR
&> RERKNERER c BETEEEE - KPHERES - C/FMuENET  vRFRE
RXAFELARIE > XA N2 eE# A X EREFE -5 X o
B RERL BHEB—-TEFRE=F > E_EF UL EEOE > KRR o B8 LILFH
tatk > F LERG=FF > TRERL » REREIEA > I EFERFIT R IEF o
B HERER I EWBBE > FHFE (AATEOELH) » hIEEEHTEFLESERS
BMESR > /£l (Ewth ) BIALHER » 757 6 58 o] F & 50 % E NN 7k80~1001% » 5%9.8% & i 3£ %
( ZHEFE ) HI7K10007F © .
ALTHEER (HEAARKMBRIRPELEE > ERHE % SRS+ K% BN
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OB R @ 72 M R % 50— 2 158 2,000 % 2 M55 8 (Terrazole) 7K & — K » LABH A LA 95 &
898 ©
OAHHRA -
LE&EDE -
(D#EF0 A4 (Tomato fruitworm): 852 H ~ AR} ~ BPAFRBEE I > IOk MBTEHE » B
IREERRE  FCATBE B > BB ~ LT > — —BEEAREN
BE DHOTSEE - BRERAFEMYNAR » L% T ERHER o
a5 o H 75 %6 Wi e ol IR I (Larvin) 5552 4,000 £ > 5 AR 0.1 ~ 025kg » &
R BRI EE K FRUAT 3 KA UL B S o 872 % (4§ 4 % Trithion-CEC2 * 500 1% »
ERVERS E 7 KEE—K » #RUKET 6 K& (HHEZE o
()R AL % & (Tobacco cutworm) : H 55 12 75 i 83 25 G A 2L > 100 ~ 400 KI5 — P8R » |
BB CEHCRES DB EEAEEERN ) SH LAY EHEK — - =@
kAR A > ERDBBMEN LS SR AHBEEREBEBA LhELEBILE > &
SR —REBEYZZHE
Pric e © 10 % & % FLA (Kestrel)3,000 &% » & HF 7 KIEE— % o 8% 25 % —#&@6E ol iR 14 %
A (Dimilin)1,500 1% » BKE 7 KHEZE— K » FRURAT 22 K12 1L FELE o
Q)R B #% &4 (Root-knot nematodes) H 4 {3 £5 A #R 85 LA~ Eh ) 8 (3 L F AR IR o %3 SR 4 4%
TACB AR IR 8 % e — S o (AR A B B R R o
Bhia ik @ LA 706 96 EAKEAFLH (Mocap) » 5 ANUE A K B 4 & £3 34 » R4 B e |- BRI E
15em HRAETELZ » BIFTA L » TEEELAT% 0] 37 IR AE o % A 4E 4@ KA(Terbufos)10 % G » B A tE S
F 15 ~ 20kg FRFZAERT A ~ FEAR S HBE b EBH 15em B2 » BITTA L » HEEE (& o] 3 BN AR

o

LFERE -
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(1)E #85% (Southern blight) : HFHBIHEMEHREFH > H@BEMIC » EEHF L HE
BEREL - TN ETEFRNBHBECRN  REELEAGCEHEBELZ » TALNKF
BUBBZE > A EARER o

BEi&H & - &%fﬁﬁﬁ3%%#!Jf§i$ﬁﬁ(\iahdmym)400#= BAEEAR 20 RERE

MEEE > FWARHES cc’ LIBFEHE 8 KIEZE— K"K o« HBEMH M 50 %8 % E [ BN

# (Moncut)2,000 15 » B AEE AR 050 NBWHEESE » SRS cc » Lk

b 8 RitEE— K » F oK o

(2)F #7 (Bacterial wilt) : HE® » EFH L TER » FWMRIERGEEYEE &
Bl K B FEBS 2 T AG ARG > MEUDRERAAR K > o] REERSRBE YO B GME
oo BhiAE ¢ (A)#R{F © EHENEREERERE - kEE - TRH > HiR(FFRED
—4F o (B)HEAERILH (Methyl bromide) AR RIAE L1 o (C) FEMERFH iE B A ZHERET
Z5 o (D) AR ME ©

(4% 5% (Late blight) : %Nﬁ&lﬁéﬂ%ﬁé& » A fEEEXRRE > HERFOEEKY
EAENHBS % > REFHNE qlftﬂﬁ’*?ﬁﬁf CBFERGEL

Bh & 77 i - 8% 95 ) 10 BA a5 Tt Y 33/?i‘fﬁﬁﬁ?k%*ﬁ(Mancozeb)ﬁuof“ BAEMBAR 1S

~ 2,00 3 80 % % 15 M T iR 14 5 A (Metiram)500 1% » S AEEH R 1.6 ~ 340 LR E

BG5S~ 7 KHEZE— K » MIRUET 7 RIFILIEEE o

G)BEE (R ) (Barly blight) : FESFEMNIER £~ F - W~ REFITHE >
BRI E A RS KB /NBE » DLREBEFEHIRALEEENET - BRI 2RO
WA REMN SR AMEES  c REERK > YEEESEMNIE /RS » DIERZF
WA BRESZBFEHRAEES R RERRESELRGERY  BRREEZY
ST LEEE o

BRIG @ 375 % [EACHFKEH (Kocide 606)400 ~ 800 % » HAEBAXAIEH 1~ 30> ?

BRIBMATESE > Dk ER 7 KIEZE—K » BIFERENIERZ L TRIE » I REHNEZE R

" AE CS-7 4 3,000 fF o

(6)40 & P4 BE B 5% (Bacterial spot): HEFEE3E b b HBKIZAR/ N BERS » BB ER 2
~Smm AR EFHHN > BOHEGNRGEEESREE  RERSEE > hREKX
BE - XMW ESREEIH NG > BRSRELHER o A£RT LEH R AKSZJIRDEE » %J]
HRHEARAREFAGRE > EREMAR > BRBL  KREFCHEHE 28N
AR o Hh o (V] B2 i 34 A P ©

Bhi& 5k« ol it 23 (4 ] 2 68 4 30 % Bacbicure(3811) ol 24K # » #FE 1.000 1538 AR

1 (8% 75 ) BE TR HEH T (Bordeaux-M) FiFE 600 £% » JRBEMRBFEE K » L X%

EFMEEE— K ©
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