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Ultrasonic Characteristics of Tomato
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Figure 1. Schematic and block diagram of ultrasonic test apparatus

and measuring system.
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Table 1. Ultrasonic velocity, redness, firmness and soluble solid contents

for each stage of maturity.

g[tzggity gfatiroislg;u ‘ Redness Fh&l;less So(lll:)lillfenstcs)hd
(m/s) (%)
Green 104462 a -9.8 a 440 a 58 a
Breakers 84615 b -57 b 206 b 56 ab
Turning 84.429 b -l5¢ 163 b 55 ab
Pink 87.267 b 148 d 78 ¢ 50 ¢
Light Red 70.438 ¢ 6.6 e 103 ¢ 50 c
Red 83.188 b 200 f 75 ¢ 52 be

* Values followed by the same letter are not significantly different at
95% confidence level using Duncan’s Multiple Range Test.
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Figure 2. Relationship between maturity stages and ultrasonic velocity.
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Figure 3. Relationship between maturity stages and redness.
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Figure 4. Relationship between maturity stages and flesh firmness.
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