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We take 501 and Hang 502 two cherry tomato varieties as the test object. A two-factor randomized
block design with 35 cm, 40 cm and 45 cm spacing was designed to study the effect of the combi-
nation of tomato variety and density on yield and quality. The results showed that the main factors
affecting the combination of the number of leaves, the number of ears, grains per spike, single
grain weight, lycopene 5 indicators. The tomato production and growth of treatment combinations
with Hang zhong 502 and 35 cm plant spacing is superior to other treatment combinations. When
the plant spacing is 40 cm and the variety is Hang 501, the highest lycopene content was 70.97
mg/kg. It shows that description light and variety is the greatest in impact lycopene content.
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PL501 5Hi502 MEME IR MR N &, WEISEK. 40K, 45ER=AREEHIT HRHEFEH
XARBBEH AR RFHEEFAEN=EESMRAOEWN.ERRH, AEAEAFFEERHT .
AR RERIE. PRE. RAESNER. 502535 EREREAFNEHEEKKRE HHH
FHMAHEAA . PRENW0ER, BFAF5016, HARSEERAN70.97 mg/kg, UiBHERA S
XML RSB HE K.
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1. 518

PR A S AR, R T EERAKCR, DR R A — AN AR, SRR R[], R
PUOEEHE . SN, BMARGREER, W2 REREZER]. BREN EmKS SRR E
BT SRR ARG BOR[3] o ANk 36 ik O ot ot - 55 A S P AT W B 7E o DA B 2 i 1)
KPR R LB S S

2. M5 RHE
2.1 #§

AR A KT 501 ST 502 PAMEBEE A, BT 501 BB T M, (L t, NTERRAE KA,
Pi 502 HsLmA . Rk, GBEFEAEE, GRAKR4A]. R EH IRA I 3 AR 22 B P Se il 3
Mo, RIS HL O WRIG SRR AR 2E, BRI pP RS PR . o R B R R S A
2B LA R . RIS TR sE BT, WA T RILAREE . WRORRE AR L, #EmE /R 2 R 2%,
kb R4 86°24'~87°37', JL4fi 43°06'~45°20'. B HF-F3AME 6.5°Cs P m AR 11°C; F- P&k
IR 2°C, PR 229 2K,

22. A&

BRI R R 22 AL X VT, PN DR 35 43 ) A P 85 At ot o 5 AR AR B (AT RE AR D), Ak 5 ki
WIG 2 B B b 501 54T 502 BN SR, B 2 ANKSF . FREERREE 1 3 AN KSF, KK 35 JEK . 40 JEEK .
45 JEK . BEARIG ST 6 NMbEE, KUK 501 + FREE 35 JEoK. AT 501 + #REE 40 JE K. B 501+#kEE
45 |k, T 502 + FRER 35 JHOK. b 502 + FRFE 40 oK. BL 502 + #REE 45 JEK. FEAMGEEEREE =N
X, it 18 ANVNX, FAVNXFREFAIT, 1TEEYN 50 K, HREE 2 IR R0 Ab B R B B = Ak (35
JEOK . 40 JEK. 45 JECK). #REEDA 35 EUKI/NX FRAE 50 #k, #REEy 40 EOKE/NXFPAE 45 #k, RN
45 JEOK /X PPAE 35 Fk .

5T 2016 4F 3 A FATE FOGIR = AT/ B 1, 4 H A e 43 i alae i b AT 0t B E,  BREH
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BOP, 28 3N XA, A XAERRIB 6 N/MX, ANX R 80 K, NX H/AMXZ VA TE 70 K,
FE/N DX R TR P IL 0 4 15 K AP 26 1T, TP Z IRl [B) BE 40 JEoK. 5 A 5 HAE I b% i
DX R R A 45 A A BN XCRRAEL V1, AL BE B 5 DK, BRI/ XA % 10 JEOK, /X AT R AR
) fRIAT B 50 JEK .
2.3. MEIEIER ST TE

IS TEAREH T PR (em) s M4 () . RAEE(N) . BRI (AN). HURLEL(g) 5 MR A A RR L
fIfebr. FZEMBEEMNMIIN VC S &%) MR & E(mg/kg). TSS & (mglkg). &S & (mg/kg).

TEMR T E(mg/kg) 5 NahJFTEbR. WIXT 10 MEFCREMEFRIEAT T Z 00, HEER IR IR XA R 4
AT, A5 b PR A DR O A A AR AR 4G SR A

3. LR

IR AR Ao AN A B AR AN B /N XA TSR T H A FE AR BRI E , Pk A At AR IR AR L T
PRmi(em)s HTEL() . RN BERIE(AN) BRIE () 5 ANERR. TR RIS 4 B AR AR T/
X BEALIIRE R SRR ok, IRX5 3T 18 AKX, BJE REMEMERIY A 18 MR TR, B 1.

K FH R ) 77250 SRR 0 i B 1) VC (%) 4R & (mg/kg). TSS & & (mg/kg). e
B (molkg). W E RS E(molkg) 5 KIEFREEATIIE ST . FATEARE R 18 MR TIRL, 5 MEART 80
ANEE TR R 2

Table 1. The influence of different varieties of different density on cherry tomato growth

@ 1. FRImMAE = E SR A4 K HI R

M () REEH() FERIH() ORI (Q)
A Plant height (cm) Leaf node number (a) Ear number (a)  Spike grain number (a)  The single grain weight (g)

1 12.63 18.96 18.96 31 30 29 4 6 8 24 30 31 16.78 17.78 18.78
2 17.05 1530 21.05 24 23 25 5 6 7 32 33 34 16.03 17.03 18.03
3 17.40 17.60 14.80 23 22 21 1 2 3 25 26 27 18.65 19.66 20.67
4 13.61 1411 1161 28 29 30 8 9 10 41 42 43 19.22 20.23 21.20
5 12.65 13.15 10.65 38 40 42 6 7 8 37 38 39 19.00 20.00 21.00
6 13.80 1430 11.80 24 22 23 4 5 6 41 42 43 19.01 20.10 21.01

Table 2. The influence of different varieties of different density of cherry tomato quality

2. AR E = E xR A m B EI R

VC #&(%) T4 2 2 (mg/kg) TSS & &£(mg/kg) SSBES B (mg/kg) 1% 2 1R 7 B2 (mg/kg)
e VC content Lycopene content The TSS content Total sugar content Titration acid content
(%) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg)

| 1l 1] | Il 1] | I 1] | I} 1l | I 1l
3246 2824 3334 580 779 670 38 3.7 46 247 202 242 0.60 0.65 0.69
2999 2587 3070 789 854 749 41 45 3.8 198 267 269 0.65 0.59 0.64
2824 2559 2912 584 783 6.78 37 3.6 46 248 204 245 059 0.61 0.64
283.4 2568 2925 780 847 744 38 4.5 36 187 256 256 0.63 0.52 0.61
298.7 2599 3093 581 768 673 35 3.6 45 237 212 232 058 0.63 0.61
2812 2536 2899 775 840 737 37 4.3 35 192 261 262 055 0.54 0.67

o U1~ W N P
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3.1 FRIGHAFREEMNEREIERE KS = ERM0

RIG R TR R BRI, BEORIE 5 ANMERRMEIE R T EA T EE FE, K
DXL A IR S RO AN TR AR s A 22 5, WX AL F wefEN 0.19, FupsdE>N 0.40, 35
/NT Foos = 4.10 55 Foor = 756, {ENSRARE, FoRIEL, HpRiE = MMM EGREZER, W F ws = 289.7
KT Foos =4.10 KT Foor = 7.56, F rn = 4.69 BIR/NT Foo1 = 7.56, {H1E 5%HI7KF £ KT Foos = 4.10,
Fune =4.32 FFEKT Fogs = 4.10 {H/N T Fo = 7.56.

Ui BA 7 10 S 6 TS A 4y X AR SE AR, A D T lEe iR 2 . 1R R I AL R AH S AN [
SRR ARAR RIS 25, (EXF 5. R, Pl E S MER R RS E RS E S E R, W
E5PRIE DL R it B 5 Ak R A2 ELAE PG PR iy SRR A0 A S, (RGP . SR, i E 3 MERREA
W35 72 5 WA 3 B o ARYE FIEGAS B &5 a5 Zo0 e, AL, op B = MBARTE 6 AL HEH
5% B RCP BT Z E L, RS Tabs TR A A T H e A A A, AFE S 4 2 [A7E
=AMRR ) 2 R B

3.2. NE@FFEE B xRk E 0 o R A S

BRI [RIAE T FEma PRk 3 50 S P T VC 55 (%) 4L 3 2 i (mg/kg) « TSS & & (mg/kg) « A B & (mg/kg) «
W E TR & s (mg/kg) 5 FARFR AT 5 Z T, S AATEARE) FAEIEX 5 B F TR, KX
IR RALL R . DR AR A B R, X VC &, MRS BRIk f BE %
Fo AFRMCIA A R AR SR A B 2R, e PUAS B2 5 R e bR B W
SO ZE S . AP S REE A BAR RN IANMERRI A R, HAMARSERMEZ R REE. Wi F
MAF B 45 R T ENALL R B B AR B P IE AT 2 B, 15 HAAF Rk R A 4L 3% & &
AR ZE R . 2 EEE 4 s,

M 5 R LA, ARFEACEEG . R, SokiE . AR 2 R TR, 1E 5%5K,
1%[7KF b, AbEE 5 fm B RO E S AV GG B3 2 . AR L, AEE 4 54085
BHZSR, AAHE 4 5HRUAN A REZES . PRERF L, A8 4 544085 48 6 G ER, H
HHEAIZ WA ZER. Mg b, o34 5080 3 403 5 43 6 WHEARER, HE5RRLI L
A —E 2R

Table 3. The influence of varieties and planting distance on cherry tomato growth anova table

3. mMEREERENE KW B ES R

B S DF F F ot F e F sz F i Foos Foo1
[X 2 [i] 2 0.19 0.40 289.7" 4,69 432" 4.10 7.56
Kb T ] 5 0.06 81.34" 94.71" 1.84 387" 3.33 5.64

i 1 0.21 76.78" 144.12" 7.70" 450" 4.96 10.04

PRIE 2 0.00 87.28" 152.94™ 0.09 420" 4.10 7.56
Ml x RER 2 0.27 77.68” 11.76™ 0.66 5.34" 4.10 7.56

R % 10

M 17
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Table 4. The influence of varieties and planting distance of cherry tomato quality anova table

4. ISR ERE RN G ES TR

A8 e AU DF Fue F s Frss F om F iem Foos Foo:
X 4[] 2 0.51 16.71" 0.79 6.60" 3.81 4.10 7.56
Aib P 8] 5 0.10 6.82" 0.17 0.70 3.20 3.33 5.64

i 1 0.11 259 0.25 0.10 412 4.96 10.04

Lyl 2 0.09 4.06 0.83 0.10 3.78 4.10 7.56

afl x BREE 2 0.11 15.76™ 0.83 0.20 3.80 4.10 7.56
w7 10
SR S 17

Table 5. The influence of different treatment on growth and quality index difference comparison

F# 5. TNELEXEK S mEIEIRHIE I E R ML

X”HH:’(

X SR

X

L3

szl
5% 1% 5% 1% 5% 1% 5% 1%
1 30b 30B 6b 6AB 17.78bc 17.78B 6.67¢c 6.67B
2 24c 24BC 6b 6AB 17.09c 17.09B 7.97a 7.97A
3 22c 22C 2c 2C 18.83b 18.83B 6.81b 6.81AB
4 29bc 29BC 9a 9A 20.55a 20.55A 7.90ab 7.90AB
5 40a 40A Tab 7AB 20.00ab 20.00AB 6.74bc 6.74B
6 23c 23C 5b 5B 20.01ab 20.01AB 7.84ab 7.84AB

e AbER 1 MM 501 + PRPE 35 K AREE 2 9fi 501 + 40 [EK; AbFE 3 Ak 501 + 45 EK; AbFE 4 A9bi 502 + FREE 35 HK; ALFE 5 AT
502 + 40 JEK; i 502 + 45 JEK.

4, &5ig

T R 1 S R ARG b 45 R R I, ALEE 4 BT 502 S REFE 35 UK FAF AR S J5 i A, R
H FORLE ., AL RIRPIER S B S A AR R R . YRR AR BRI
SN BA — B, (B AR R R . 38k, X8 A AN ] b FR 2L 45500 3 i 5 R S R
FENE B LA BE R R A d R TR R, RA LRI S BAREA R B A 257, Frii)y 40 DK,
AHZLER & B ik 3 7.97 (mglkg), Ui WIAGLL R ()& B e B2 e RERT b R KM, BREER B2 e 26 AF 3
Uf, WLLER B

E&UH

AWM BOR 2B B R R ¢ (BRI S Get i) SR BeE 552, BUH 9%
: XINZYSK2016008.
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