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Abstract. In this study, we present the experimental results which evaluate the influence of Gibberellic
acid GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Calcium nitrate Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer on the growth and yield
of tomato cultivar NHP11 cultivated in a net house located in Thanh Hoa province, Vietnam. The experiment
including 8 formulas was laid out in a randomized complete block design (RCBD) with three replications.
In treatments with the application of GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer, plants were
observed to grow better than the control (via some indicators such as plant height, leaf area index, number
of flowers per plant, effective flower rate, number of fruits per plant, average fruit weight per plant).
The yields differed due to different formulas on tomato. Results indicated that the highest yield was
recorded at 50.73 tons ha™' when the combination of GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar
fertilizer was applied in F8, followed by the record of 47.31 tons ha™' in F6 (in presence of GA, and
Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer), 46.55 tons ha™' in F5 (in presence of GA, and micronutrient fertilizer),
45.79 tons ha' in F7 (in presence of Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer and micronutrient fertilizer). The yields
of tomato in F2, F3, F4 when treated with supplemented separately GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and
Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer respectively were higher than those of the control (39.90 tons ha™') but lower
than the yield in mixed formulas. Results show that the treatment combination of GA;, micronutrient
fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer can promote the growth and yield of tomato.

Key words: tomato, Solanum lycopersicum, GA,, micronutrient fertilizer, Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer,
growth, yield

Acknowledgments:
Hong Duc University, Vietnam is appreciated for supporting this research.

Author contributions:

LVT conceived and planned the research, set-up the experiments, collected and analyzed the data,
and wrote the initial draft of the manuscript. BBT planned and set up the experiments, analyzed
the data, wrote and edited the manuscript.

© LeV.T., BuiB.T., 2019.
This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
B https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

306 PACTEHUEBOJCTBO



Le V.T., Bui B.T. RUDN Journal of Agronomy and Animal Industries, 2019; 14(4):306—318

Conflicts of interest:
The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

Article history:
Received: 18 August 2019. Accepted: 11 October 2019

For citation:

Le VT, Bui BT. Effects of Gibberellic acid, micronutrient fertilizer and Calcium nitrate foliar fertilizer
on growth and yield of tomato Solanum lycopersicum L. cultivated in Vietnam. RUDN Journal
of Agronomy and Animal Industries, 2019; 14(4):306—318. doi: 10.22363/2312-797X-2019-14-4-
306-318

Introduction

Tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.), among current cultivated vegetables in the world,
is one of the most important crops with the highest yield and largest cultivation area [1].
Tomato fruits contain a huge amount of nutrients including glucid, many organic acids
and major antioxidants such as Lycopene, Phenolic, and Vitamin C [2—4]. It also has
a high medicinal value thanks to its sweet taste and cooling nature. Phytochemicals
in tomatoes can act as antimicrobials and antitoxin agents, reduce the risk of cardio-
vascular diseases, contributing to the prevention of the formation of free radicals which
might lead to cancers, especially prostate cancer [S—7]. In addition, tomato is easily
cultivated under various climatic conditions, offering great financial support for many
farmer households. As a result, tomato has been widely cultivated in many countries
including Vietnam.

Results of studies in the world have shown that Gibberellic acid GA,, micronutrient
fertilizer and Calcium nitrate Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer play essential roles in vegetative
growth. GA, is a plant hormone that can regulate the growth of plants, stem elongation,
germination, dormancy, flowering, genetic development, and enzyme activation [8].
Micronutrient fertilizer includes a variety of metallic and non-metallic elements.
For crops, micronutrient fertilizer is essential because of their role in beneficial enzymes
for plant growth. The deficiency of any micro-element in soil might significantly reduce
the vegetative yield and quality [9]. Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer facilitates the process
of nutrients and soluble calcium absorption makes the stem bigger and stronger, increases
plant resistance to diseases and pests, improves the root length and root branching
evolution, thus helping plants absorb more nutrients [10].

Population explosion is a threat to global agriculture. There have been increasing
demands for edible products in terms of quantity and quality [11]. When it comes
to agricultural research, increasing crop yield is an essential priority [12]. Effects
of GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer on vegetative growth
and yield have become common research topics [10, 13, 14]. However, the compre-
hensive reports on the influences of GA;, micronutrients fertilizer and Ca(NO,),
foliar fertilizer on the growth and yield of tomato cultivated in Vietnam is quite
limited. The purpose of this study was to assess the effects of GA,, micronutrient
fertilizer and Ca(NQO,), foliar fertilizer on the growth and yield of tomato cultivated
in net houses in Vietnam.
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Materials and methods

Research materials. Tomato cultivar NHP11, which is widely cultivated in Viet-
nam, was provided by Nong Hung Phu Co., Ltd. Organic substrate QD02 consists
of alluvium, peat, mushroom residues, burnt rice husk and lime powder. Micronutrient
fertilizer B6 includes 2% K,0, 800 ppm Cu, 50 ppm Mo, 900 ppm Zn, 1000 ppm Bo,
1200 ppm Mg. Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer comprises Ca(NO,),, 26.5% CaO, 15.5% N.
Gibberellic acid (GA;) and NPK fertilizer with the ratio of 4 kg N : 4 kg P,O; : 3 kg K,O
were also used.

Experimental arrangement. The experiment was conducted from November 2018
to March 2019 in a net house located in Quang Xuong district, Thanh Hoa province,
Vietnam. The experiment including 8 formulas (table 1) was laid out in a randomized
complete block design (RCBD) with three replications.

Table 1
Components of formulas
Formula Components
F1 Soil + NPK fertilizer + Organic substrate (control)
F2 Soil + NPK fertilizer + Organic substrate + GA,
F3 Soil + NPK fertilizer + Organic substrate + Micronutrient fertilizer
F4 Soil + NPK fertilizer + Organic substrate + Ca(NQ,), foliar fertilizer
F5 Soil + NPK fertilizer + Organic substrate + GA, + Micronutrient fertilizer
F6 Soil + NPK fertilizer + Organic substrate + GA, + Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer
F7 Soil + NPK fertilizer + Organic substrate + Micronutrient fertilizer + Ca(NQ,), foliar fertilizer
F8 Soil + NPK fertilizer + Organic substrate + GA, + Micronutrient fertilizer + Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer

Experimental technical process. Pots sized 35x40 cm with bottom holes were
used. 10 kg of soil were initially put inside, then 4 kg of organic substrate were added
into each pot. Each seedling at the height of 20 cm was transplanted into one pot.
Seedlings were planted deep with 50% of their stem underground because the root
development would soon improve, making the tomato plants much stronger and more
resistant. The amount of 0.5 kg of NPK was applied in different growth stages: fertiliza-
tion before planting seedlings; first supplementary fertilization after the seedlings had
new roots for 4—5 days; second supplementary fertilization at the profusely flowering
stage; third supplementary fertilization when fruits had been fully mature (15 days after
the second supplementary fertilization); fourth supplementary fertilization after first
harvesting.

In experimental treatments, for the treatment combination of GA,, micronutrient
fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer, doses and rates were ensured. GA, at a dose of
30 ppm and the rate of 30 mL/m?* was sprayed into leaves and stems at beginning
of the flowering stage and after the first harvesting. Micronutrient fertilizer at a con-
centration of 0.03% was applied around the stems which were covered by leaves after
the seedlings had new roots, before the flowering stage and after the first harvesting.
Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer at a concentration of 0.03% was sprayed into leaves after
the seedlings had new roots, before the flowering stage and after the first harvesting.

Data collection. Data on growth, development and yield variables of tomato plants
such as: plant height (from the ground to shoot tip, measured with a measuring tape
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with a precision of 1 mm), number of flower clusters per stem; number of flowers per
cluster, effective flower rate (calculated by dividing the number of flowers that produce
the fruit by the total number of initial flowers), leaf area measured by CI-202 Leaf Area
Meter originated from the USA; Leaf area index (LAI); number of fruits per plant;
average fruit weight per plant; actual yield (measured by using the total fruit weight
per plant until the end of harvesting).

Those data were collected at 4 different stages: beginning of rooting stage (when
above 50% of the seedlings in the treatment had new roots): 8 days after transplanting;
beginning of flowering stage (when the initiation of flowers had been recorded in more
than 50% of the plants in the treatment): 20 days after transplanting; beginning of har-
vesting stage (when 50% of the plants in the treatment had reached the harvesting):
70 days after transplanting; after harvesting: 125 days after transplanting.

Statistical analysis. All experiments were conducted three times independently.
The results are expressed as mean values and standard deviation (SD). The results were
subjected to an analysis of variance (ANOVA). Data were compared according to Tukey’s
test using IRRISTAT software (version 5.0) for Windows computers.

Results and discussion

Plant height. Plant height, which is one of the major parameters in plant growth,
is strongly connected to the resistance and plant yield [15]. Plant height was recorded
at 4 different stages. Among formulas, the difference in the fertilizer combinations led
to the difference in plant height variables. Obtained data on plant height are illustrated
in Table 2.

Table 2
Effects ofGA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer on tomato plant height
Formula Plant height (cm)
Beginning Beginning Beginning After harvesting
of rooting stage of flowering stage of harvesting stage

F1 17.50b = 0.095 41.54d £ 0.076 75.15d = 0.165 77.32¢c = 0.352
F2 17.62b = 0.027 49.75b = 0.135 84.67b £ 0.157 86.28b = 0.265
F3 16.58c + 0.136 41.67d £ 0.149 77.61cd £0.248 78.42c +0.146
F4 18.23a + 0.062 42.58d +0.082 76.59cd + 0.087 78.53c +0.312
F5 16.42c + 0.084 51.03a +0.046 88.41a+0.160 89.76a + 0.295
F6 17.08bc £ 0.125 50.16b £0.154 86.54ab + 0.053 89.51a+0.119
F7 18.15a+0.018 44.02c + 0.096 78.62c +0.169 79.05c + 0.207
F8 16.31c + 0.054 51.28a + 0.068 90.04a + 0.237 92.18a +0.128

Note: Numbers represent mean values of three independent replicates + SD. In the same data column, values
with similar letters represent non-significant differences, values with different letters represent differences in signifi-
cance (P <0.05).

At beginning of the rooting stage, when supplementary GA, and fertilizers had
not been applied, no significant difference in plant height parameters could be found
(Table 2). The highest plant height was observed in F4 (18.23 cm) and the lowest was
found in F8 (16.31 cm). The average plant height among 8 treatments was 17.24 cm.
From the beginning of flowering to the end of harvesting, plant height variables found
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in 8 treatments were significantly different. At beginning of the flowering stage,
the average plant height among 8 treatments was 46.50 cm, in which the maximum
was observed in F8 (51.28 cm), followed by F5 (51.03 cm), F6 (50.16 cm), and F2
(49.75 cm). In these formulas, supplementary GA, was applied, and it was one of the major
factors that contributed to the development of plant height [16]. Additionally, micro-
nutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer were also applied in F8, leading to the
highest plant height value found in this formula. The minimum plant height was found
in F1 (the control) at only 41.54 cm. At beginning of the harvesting stage, plants grew
quickly, reaching the average plant height of 80.20 cm; the highest plant height was again
found in F8 (90.04 cm), followed by F5 (88.41 cm) and the lowest was again found
in F1 (75.15 cm). After the harvesting stage, the plant height values continued to increase,
but slightly. The maximum plant height was observed in F8 (92.18 cm) and the minimum
was observed in F1 (77.32 cm).

Experimental results among 8 treatments show that GA, application has a significant
impact on tomato plant height [16]. Besides, supplementary Ca(NO,), and micronutrient
fertilization can improve the height of tomato plants. In treatments applying isolated
micronutrient fertilizer or Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer or their mixture in absence of GA,,
tomato plants could grow higher than the control group [17], but lower than the plants
supplementarily treated with GA, in other treatment combinations. It is concluded that
GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer have great effects on the plant
height of tomato; however, the rates of effect might vary.

Number of flowers and effective flower rate. The production of flowers is
the main element contributing to the success of fruit setting [18]. The number of flowers
is considered to be the first yield characters of plants [19]. After pollination and fertili-
zation, flowers set and develop into fruits. Fertilizer application promotes the profuse
flowering, the number of flowers as well as the effective flower rate [20, 21]. In this
experiment, the effects of GA;, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer
on the number of flowers and effective flower rate of tomato were analyzed.

Table 3

Effects of GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer
on the number of flowers and effective flower rate of tomato

Formula Number of flowers Number of flowers Total number Effective flower rate
per cluster clusters per stem of flowers per plant (%)
F1 6.12¢c +0.034 5.25d £ 0.063 40.78d + 0.067 57.06c +0.109
F2 7.05b = 0.046 6.64b £ 0.025 43.88b +0.084 61.38b = 0.086
F3 6.89b = 0.053 5.49d + 0.009 42.10c £ 0.049 58.74bc £ 0.157
F4 6.93b £0.015 6.37bc £0.014 42.15¢c £ 0.134 60.26b = 0.050
F5 6.42¢c +0.023 6.71b = 0.057 44.06a +0.019 65.37a +0.036
F6 6.92b = 0.071 6.23bc £ 0.020 43.09b +0.107 64.82a +0.129
F7 7.07b =£0.042 6.05¢c +0.016 42.76b +0.074 65.16a + 0.095
F8 8.01a+0.058 7.35a+0.012 44.19a +0.038 66.81a +0.048

Note: Numbers represent mean values of three independent replicates + SD. In the same data column, values
with similar letters represent non-significant differences, values with different letters represent differences in signifi-
cance (P <0.05).
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As shown in Table 3, the maximum number of flower clusters per stem (7.35),
the maximum number of flowers per cluster (8.01), thus the maximum total number
of flowers per plant (44.19) and the maximum effective flower rate (66.81%) were all
found in F8 (in presence of GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer).
It could be observed from F5 (in presence of GA; and micronutrient fertilizer) that
the total number of flowers per plant was 44.06 while the number of flowers per cluster
was 6.42 and the number of flower clusters was 6.37 per stem. The differences between
results gained from F5 and F8 and those gained from other treatments had statistical
significance. In F6 (in presence of GA; and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer), the number
of flowers per cluster was 6.92, the number of flower clusters per stem was 6.23 and
the total number of flowers was 43.09 per plant; in F7 (in presence of micronutrient
fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer), the number of flowers per cluster reached 7.07
while the number of flower clusters was only 6.05 per stem, leading to the moderate
number of flowers which was only 42.76 per plant. Besides, higher number of flowers
per cluster was found in F2 with the total flower number of 43.88 per plant; however,
the effective flower rate was recorded at 61.38% only, lower than that gained in F5,
F6, F7 and F8. The minimum numbers of flowers per plant and flower clusters per stem
were observed in F1 (the control), thus the total number of flowers per plant and effective
flower rate were 40.78 and 57.06% respectively. In other formulas (F3 and F4), the total
number of flowers and effective flower rate, although higher than those of the control,
just reached the average values. Results show that the application of GA, spray on tomato
could increase the number of flowers and effective flower rate, especially in treatment
combination in the presence of micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer.
In formulas with isolated Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer or micronutrient fertilizer, there was
also a growth in the number of flowers and effective flower rate, but they were recorded
at average values only. It can be referred that GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NOs),
foliar fertilizer all have impacts on the number of flowers and effective flower rate, thus
affecting the yield of tomato.

Leaf area index (LAI). There is a close connection between the leaf area index
(LAI) and plant photosynthesis. Cultivars with higher leaf area index often gain higher
yield production, although the structures of plant populations have a great influence
on this index value [22]. If the leaf area index is recorded high, but the population is
unreasonably structured, the leaves will shade each other, leading to a decrease in photo-
synthesis while the demand for respiration increases. As a result, photosynthetic biomass
will drop [23]. Experimental results on LAI are presented in Table 4.

Among mentioned formulas, the LAI values for tomato were recorded to increase
from the beginning of rooting to the end of harvesting (Table 4). At the beginning
of rooting, in absence of supplementary Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer, micronutrient fertilizer
and GA,, LAI values slightly varied among the formulas. The maximum LAI was
obtained in F2 at 0.31 (m’/m’) while the minimum was found in F5 at 0.26 (m*/m?).
From the beginning of flowering to the harvesting, under the influence of plant growth
regulator GA; and fertilizers, LAI values among the formulas changed sharply with
statistical significance. The highest LAI values were recorded in F8 during the experi-
mental period from the beginning of flowering to the end of harvesting. At the beginning
of flowering, LAI found in F8 was 1.41 (m’/m°), followed by that in F5 (1.35 m’/m°),
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Table 4

Effects of GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,),
foliar fertilizer on tomato leaf area index (LAl)

Leaf area index (leaf area / ground area, m’/m®)
Formula Beg.inning Beginning of flowering | Beginning of harvesting After harvesting
of rooting stage stage stage

F1 0.28bc +0.002 1.08¢c = 0.007 2.87c+0.017 3.29¢c +0.018
F2 0.31a+0.005 1.24b + 0.005 3.05b = 0.009 3.65a + 0.007
F3 0.27cd £0.001 1.13¢c £0.003 3.17a+0.015 3.58ab £ 0.005
F4 0.29ab * 0.003 1.28b = 0.001 2.89c + 0.007 3.34bc £0.013
F5 0.26d +0.002 1.35a = 0.001 3.08ab £0.012 3.72a+0.008
F6 0.29ab +0.001 1.26b + 0.005 3.12a +0.005 3.52ab + 0.007
F7 0.30a +0.005 1.14¢c £0.002 2.97bc + 0.005 3.37b = 0.021
F8 0.27cd £ 0.003 1.41a+0.005 3.19a£0.015 3.68a+0.010

Note: Numbers represent mean values of three independent replicates + SD. In the same data column, values
with similar letters represent non-significant differences, values with different letters represent differences in sig-
nificance (P <0.05).

F4 (1.28 m’/m?) and the lowest was found in F1 (1.08 m’/m?®). LAI values increased
more significantly at the beginning of harvesting. At this stage, the maximum LAI was
observed in F8 at 3.19 (m’/m?), followed by F3 (3.17 m’/m’) and the minimum was
obtained in F1 (2.87 m?/m’). After the harvesting, the highest LAI value was recorded
at 3.71 (m’/m’) in F5, followed by F8 (3.68 m’/m’). These results were in agreement with
those of Hossain et al. (2017) on tomato LAI [22].

Experimental results show that in treatments with the application of micronutrient
fertilizer such as F3, F5, F8, LAI values were recorded higher than in other treatments
although the lowest value was always found in the control. It proves that the application
of isolated GA,, micronutrient fertilizer, Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer or their mixture can
all increase the LAI value. Therefore, it can be stated that GA,, micronutrient fertilizer
and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer all have effects on the yield of tomato.

Yield components and yield. Yield and yield components are important criteria
to assess the effects of elements on the plant [24]. The studied results were shown
in Table 5.

Table 5
Yield and yield components of tomato
Formula Number of fruits Average fruit Actual yield Conversion yield
per plant weight (g) per plant (kg) (tons ha™)
F1 25.54¢c +0.029 82.19d £ 0.674 2.10d = 0.008 39.90d +0.034
F2 27.55b £ 0.045 86.94b * 0.405 2.40b+0.019 45.60b = 0.056
F3 26.49bc +0.107 85.58c +0.268 2.27¢c +0.006 43.13¢ £ 0.102
F4 27.12b £ 0.097 85.42c + 0.357 2.32c+0.014 44.08c +0.149
F5 28.15b £ 0.242 87.08b £ 0.095 2.45b +£0.054 46.55b + 0.036
F6 27.93b £0.015 89.32a+0.175 2.49b * 0.009 47.31b = 0.083
F7 27.86b £ 0.026 86.64b + 0.286 2.41b +£0.026 45.79b £ 0.018
F8 29.52a £ 0.058 90.36a £ 0.078 2.67a+0.032 50.73a + 0.065

Note: Numbers represent mean values of three independent replicates + SD. In the same data column, values
with similar letters represent non-significant differences, values with different letters represent differences in signifi-
cance (P <0.05).
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It can be easily seen that different formulas resulted in radical differences in the
number of fruits per plant (Table 5). F8 produced the highest values of the number
of fruits per plant at 29.52 fruits, followed by F5 with 28.15, F6 with 27.93 and F7
with 27.86. The lowest numbers were obtained in F1 at 25.54 fruits and F3 at 26.49 fruits.
It can be pointed out that the combination of micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar
fertilizer and GA,increased the number of fruits per plant. Additionally, applying GA,
and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer or GA; and micronutrient fertilizer also increased fruit set
percentage when compared to the control. Despite isolated application, GA; Ca(NO;),
foliar fertilizer and micronutrient fertilizer still contributed to an improvement in the
number of fruits per plant, the efficiency was not as good as the ones in the formulas
of their mixture.

The average fruit weight was also various from different formulas (Table 5). The
same trend was observed in this criterion when F8 had the highest average fruit weight
at 90.36 g, followed by F6 at 89.32 g and F5 at 87.08 g. F1 produced the lowest figure
at 82.19 g, followed by F4 at 85.42 g. These ranges were statistically significant. So, it
can be concluded that mixing micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer and
GA, in F8, F6 and FS5 led to an increase in fruit weight. Meanwhile, applying Ca(NO,),
foliar fertilizer and micronutrient fertilizer or supplementing fertilizers separately showed
a slight improvement in fruit weight which was lower than combination formulas.

The actual yield per plant and conversion yield show a close relationship
among the average fruit weight and the number of fruits per plant with obtained
individual yield (Table 5). F8 resulted in the highest yield at 2.67 kg, which was
equivalent to 50.73 tons ha™'. In the following places were F6, F5 and F7 at 2.49 kg (equi-
valent to 47.31 tons ha™), 2.45 kg (equivalent to 46.55 tons ha™') and 2.41 kg (equivalent
to 45.79 tons ha™") respectively. The lowest ones were observed in F1 (the control)
at 2.10 kg which was equivalent to 39.90 tons ha™, followed by F3 and F4. All the for-
mulas produced a higher yield than the control and the differences were statistically
significant. This means GA,, Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer and micronutrient fertilizer
increased the yield of tomato when cultivated in the condition of the experiment and
when being combined, they provided better effects.

Correlation between some growth indicators and yield of tomato. Growth
indicators are correlated with crop yield; therefore, correlation graphs (Fig. 1) were used
to evaluate which indicators more closely correlated with the yield. It should be noted
that during the growth process, the flowering stage is the essential one contributing
to crop yields [19]. Consequently, we use correlation graphs at the beginning of the flow-
ering stage to demonstrate this correlation.

It can be seen that among analyzed indicators (Fig. 1), the number of fruits per
plant showed the strongest correlation with yield (» = 0.99), followed by average fruit
weight per plant (» = 0.97). Obviously, these two indicators had direct effects on the yield
of tomato. The number of flowers per plant also had fairly close correlation with yield (» =
= (0.88) while leaf area index and plant height had significant influence on the yield
(»=0.83 and r = 0.82 respectively).
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Fig. 1. Correlation between some growth indicators and yield of tomato:

a — between plant height and yield; b — between number of flowers per plant and yield;
¢ — between LAl and yield; d — between number of fruits per plant and yield;
e — between average fruit weight and yield
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Conclusions

Having been supplemented with GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar
fertilizer, tomato (Solanum lycopersicum L.) cultivated in net houses grew faster and
better when compared to the control. The results were from some indicators such as plant
height, leaf area index, number of flowers per plant, effective flower rate, number
of fruits per plant, average fruit weight and actual yield. The formula in which mixed
GA,;, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer produced the highest yield
at 50.73 tons ha™', followed by the one in which mixed GA; and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer
at 47.31 tons ha™'. The formula of GA, and micronutrient fertilizer was in the third place
with 46.55 tons ha' while the fourth-place belonged to the formula of Ca(NO,), foliar
fertilizer and micronutrient fertilizer with 45.79 tons ha'. Other formulas which
supplemented separately GA,, micronutrient fertilizer and Ca(NO,), foliar fertilizer
also produced yield higher than the control (yield of the control was 39.9 tons ha™');
however, the figure was not as high as the mixed formulas.
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HayyHaa ctaTbs

BnusiHue rm66epensioBon KUCNOTbl, MUKPOYA0OpeHus
M BHEKOPHEBOIro yao0peHusa — HUTparTa Kaabuus
Ha POCT M YPOXXalHOCTb TOMaTOB Solanum lycopersicum L.,
BbipalwimBaeMbix BO BbeTHame

B.4. JI¢, B.T. Byii®"

'Vuusepcurer Xonrapik, Txansvxoa, Boemnam

?JlanbHEBOCTOUHBIH (heaepabHbI YHUBEPCUTET,
Braousocmox, Poccuiickas @edepayus

*bbt.9895@gmail.com

AnHoTanus. [IpyuBeeHb! 3KCIIEPUMEHTAIBHBIE PE3YJIbTAThI, OLICHUBAIOIIUE BIMIHUE r'HO0epeIIoBoi
kucnoTsl GA,, MUKpOYyAOOPEHUS 1 BHEKOPHEBOIO yao0peHust — Hutparta kanbuus Ca(NO;), Ha pocT
U ypokaitHoCTh ToMaToB copta NHP11, BeIpamieHHbIX B 3aKpeITOM TpyHTe. MccimenoBaHus MpOBOAIHCH
B NpoBUHIMH TXaHbX0a, BbeTHaM. DKCIIEPUMEHT, BKITIOYAIONIHN 8 BApHAHTOB, ObUT COCTABJICH B PAHIOMH-
3UPOBaHHOM IIOJIHOM OJIOYHOM JM3aiiHe ¢ TpeMs HOBTOpHOCTAMH. [Ipu oOpabotke ¢ npumeHeHneM GA;,
MUKpOYy100peHus u BHeKopHeBoro ynoopenus Ca(NO,), Hab1roganu 6oiiee BEICOKUE [TOKA3aTeI pocTa
Y Pa3BUTHS PACTEHUH (BBICOTA PACTEHWISI, HH/IEKC JIICTOBOW MTOBEPXHOCTH, KOJIMYECTBO IIBETKOB HA PACTEHUE,
s¢dexTHBHAS HOPMA IBETEHUsI, KOJHMIECTBO IUIOIOB HAa PACTEHHE, CPEIHS Macca IUIOJIOB Ha PACTEHHE)
10 CPAaBHEHHIO ¢ KOHTPOJIBHBIM BapHaHTOM. IToka3aTenu ypoxaifHOCTH TOMaTa OTJIMYAINCh 110 BapHaHTaM
sKkcniepuMenTa. Haupbiciias ypoxkaitnocts 50,73 T/ra Obuta oOHapykeHa B Bapuante F8 npu npumeHeHun
koMOuHatmsa GA,, MukpoynoOpenust 1 BHekopHeBoro ynoopernust Ca(NO,),, B F6 ¢ ncnons3oBannem GA,
u BHeKopHeBoro ynoopenust Ca(NO,), ypoxaitHocTb coctaBuia 47,31 1/ra, B F5 ¢ ucnonb3oBanuem GA,
1 MUKpoyaoOpeHus — 46,55 1/ra, B F7 ¢ ucrons3oBanneM BHeKopHeBoro ynoopenust Ca(NO;), 1 MUKpo-
ynobpenus — 45,79 1/ra. YpoxkaitHocTh ToMaTOB B BapuanTax F2, F3, F4 npu 06paboTke ¢ MCIONb30Ba-
HeM GA;, MuKpoynoOpeHus u BHekopHeBoro ynooperns Ca(NO,), B OTIeIbHOCTH OblIa COOTBETCTBEHHO
BhIlIE, 4YeM B KoHTpoJie (39,90 T/ra), HO HMXKE, YeM B KOMOMHMPOBAHHBIX BapuaHTax. [lonyueHHbIe
pe3ynbTaThl OKa3bIBAIOT, 4TO KoMOMHAIMA GA,, MUKpOYI0OpeHus U BHeKOopHeBoro ynoopenus Ca(NO;),
MOXKET CIOCOOCTBOBATH POCTY M YPOKAWHOCTH TOMATOB.

KuroueBsle ciioBa: Tomar, Solanum lycopersicum, ruooeppunoas kucnora, GA,, MUKpOyIJ0OpeHHs],
BHEKOpHEBas MOJKOPMKa, ynoopenue, Hutpat kansius, Ca(NO,),, pocT, ypoxaliHOCTh
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