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Table 2 Plant height, plant width and yield component of tomato under 2 management systems during May to September
2009 at Sakata Siam Seed Co., Khon Kaen Province

Management Plant (cm.)

\ fruit weight
yield (g/plant)  yield (kg/ha)** ’ fruit number/plant
systems height  width (g/fruit)
KKU* 193.67  69.43 1596.80 399,202 77.98 21.33
SSS* 187.25 77.01 1405.70 200,754 66.66 21.72
T-test ns ns ns * ns ns
C.V (%) 2.52 4.10 8.69 17.04 8.64 12.32

ns = non-significance , * = significance at the P<0.05 level
* KKU, Khon Kaen University ; and SSS, Sakata Siam Seed Co., Ltd.
** KKU systems 25,000 plant no./ha, and SSS systems 14,281.25 plant no./ha
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Table 3 Fruit quality component of tomato under 2 management systems duringMay to September 2009 at Sakata Siam
Seed Co., Khon Kaen Province

Fruit Firmne Fruit color
Manageme Thickne Brix Seed Germinati
. ss
nt systems Length Width ss (mm) z) (%) no./fruit on (%) L a* b*
(mm) (mm) (g/mm

KKU* 47.43 54.43 6.54 116.11 4.52 53.72 85.39 38.48 28.58 27.19

SSS* 4435 51.83 7.01 110.00 4.85 42.16 83.28 38.69 2825 27.58

T-test ns ns ns ns ns ns. ns ns ns ns
C.V (%) 6.03 1.60 17.48 4.95 8.78 10.08 5.38 1.26 1.87 3.72

ns = non-significance

* KKU, Khon Kaen University ; and SSS, Sakata Siam Seed Co., Ltd.

** KKU systems 25,000 plant no./ha, and SSS systems 14,281.25 plant no./ha
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Khon Kaen University management systems Sakata Siam Seed Co management systems

Figure 1 Tomato grown under 2 management systems during May to September 2009 at Sakata Siam Seed Co., Khon
Kaen Province
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Table 4 Plant height, plant width and yield component of tomato under 2 management systems during October 2009 to
March 2010 at Sakata Siam Seed Co., Khon Kaen Province

Management Plant (cm.) . fruit weight
: yield (g/plant)  yield (kg/ha)** . fruit number/plant

systems height  width (g/fruit)

KKU* 183.67  69.03 790.0 197,500.00 112.50 14.563

*

SR 17725  78.31 1408.3 201,122.84 120.00 19.333

T-test ns ns ns ns ns s
C.V (%) 2.43 4.00 7.43 12.30 7.77 22.25

ns = non-significance
* KKU, Khon Kaen University ; and SSS, Sakata Siam Seed Co., Ltd.
** KKU systems 25,000 plant no./ha, and SSS systems 14,281.25 plant no./ha
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Table 5 Fruit quality component of tomato under 2 management systems during October 2009 to March 2010 at Sakata
Siam Seed Co., Khon Kaen Province

o~
Fruit Fruit color

1anagement Thickness Firmness Brix Seed Germination

systems Length (mm) Width (mm) (g/mm’) (%) no./fruit (%) L a* b*

(mm)

KKU* 46.52 57.89 6.04 168.75 4.50 68.75 85.39 38.40 28.55 27.00

SSS* 60.35 65.59 7.84 179.17 4.10 49.00 83.28 38.60 28.20 27.50

T-test ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns ns
C.V (%) 225 3.82 2073 9.34 4.65 9.48 5.38 1.22 1.90 3.7

ns = non-significance
* KKU, Khon Kaen University ; and SSS, Sakata Siam Seed Co., Ltd.
** KKU systems 25,000 plant no./ha, and SSS systems 14,281.25 plant no./ha
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Table 6 Combined analysis of variance over Season yield performances of tomato under 2 management systems during

October 2009 to March 2010 at Sakata Siam Seed Co., Khon Kaen Province 2 location

Management Fruit yield/plant (g) Fruit yield (kg/ha)
systems Season 1 Season 2 Season 1 Season 2
KKU 1596.80 790.0 399,202 197,500.00
SSS 1405.70 1468.3 200,754 201,122.84
T-test ns ns ¥ ns
C.V (%) 8.69 7.43 17.04 12.30

" Different letter indicate significant within columns by t - test at P< 0.05, * = significance at the P<0.05 level
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Figure 2 Daily air temperature of shading and non shading under green house.
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