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Screening Test of Facility Tomato Varieties in Early Spring

LIU Zhi-gang ( Agricultural Technology Extension Center of Shanshan County, Shanshan, Xinjiang 838200)
Abstract

[ Method ] Through the comprehensive comparison of four tomato varieties, including phenology, plant traits, disease resistance, fruit appear-

[ Objective] The research aims to screen tomato varieties suitable for facility cultivation in Shanshan County in early spring.

ance characteristics, quality and yield, tomato varieties suitable for facility cultivation in Shanshan County are screened. [ Result] Average
single fruit weight of the “Sunshine 300” is 219.85 g, and yield per mu is the highest, reaching 10 021.12 kg. Compared with “Weiba ze-
ro”, yield increases by 20. 19% , and it ranks the first. Average single fruit weight of the “Fennida” is 154.28 g, and yield per mu is
9 062.09 kg. Compared with “Weiba zero” , yield increases by 8.69% , and it ranks the second. [ Conclusion] The two varieties both show
strong disease resistance, good taste, high yield and excellent commodity production, and have good comprehensive properties, and yield in-

crease effect is obvious. The two varieties are suitable for planting in early spring and late extension facilities in Turpan area.
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