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The improvement of tomato fruit quality
by adding seawater under the hydroponics condition
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ME
EviEe WAHERY 89ele 7, A, F9, 4%, e B AAE) IS 7AY
F, At Fuj5e] A FFE mlAe ALE g Ytk ol FH L UAE &
JdeozE AYT AEY RAHFH AFgel 2dolY, dd nFEE dFA AdE HEY
AA a9le] Avky ¢#HA ¢glev(Shannon and Grieve, 1999), IATE HUEFE, 2
Halg Fr129% #7434 295 £ tHShannon et al, 1994). o)A HolM = 7]&
FHH ez AuMEHLYE AR EFEE AT ANME FHAA FH WA FF¥E 3
E 3t ENEE Ay FAHA Aol o] HAH o] EFA FHEHoy g
o] TE B9 oj&E 9% RYUZEZ o]BE4 3 (Cuartero and Munoz, 1999), ¢ Z&
9] salt tolerance %X (threshold)”} 25mS/cm, Cl tolerance?t 25mol/m® 24 ¥} mS/cm
Z74A 99% EE o Cl mol/m® o F7hge] mWa} 1%4 #%o] Za =1 (Maas, 1990),
Cuartero and Munoz, 1999% 25mS/cm =X 3.0mS/cmo)y FAF LA ko] 74 H
g ok =YY HEY 9 ARE S, dA4¥8EE BojH, Nay Cl9 1%
E o 447 dd AU, 44t dEdES FAAHA Hel yE AR, 4
BERH &R P RS olyn, A& u £%F FF, $AYY FAT IHEAY
ZW% 9lth(Shannon and Grieve, 1999). ¥ AuiA] FAFLE st F49 EC ¥
€ EolAY dFE Ao EzA FHAFEE FAdE 98 Riuego) UHKHEBED
£ 1991; ol & AT, 1998). &} FH9 EC BEE YFE Z29Y S AL,
EY 29o) $dH, dFFEE SR ne o) Fast 448 do. ge 47
Eo] A% x, sl NaCl, KCIg 52 552 FFH2YUCKABLE 191, el

1

%, 1998; Mizrahi et al, 1988). oAl @ E 288 298 F43) A€M F4 4
< Hae FAd ALY A4S AH o) g2A, AFEY IAME vES TEEHA
I 9SS HE s
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FAAue] vitE S Hrbate FAFY AEE HEIA =AAYL REEHEZ, YA
GRIF vA Al FFE TAG SAFT JEF A AFE FAVIEd VEALE
F HAFE 92 F 75m X Zo] 36m, 38F A ETF2FH FFFAUdlA, 19999 3
4 1093532, 49204 AH3te, 8¥ 0U7AA FHAAT A= &1F FoldA
A Ar1(641247) 7 30 el A FA Hidzl] A4 aHT. AFA =FF
k7t Mg S AF sen, Wi ol RIS HEH2E 47 EC o pHe
a9 2 AWee E1F Zo] JIEFA(H]) ECL5SmS/cmel wigtE, &
o2 AgHI e 4R FEKCODTE AL Arbsigled, #3428 5 W3E 97
Hste] 3434 o2 339 A N3 AT Xl o]2A stk pHE ¥E2 24
3t gk Awle AEo] S0md BEE FEN EEFFTERS o= ADy, ol 4m,
% 30cme] A7HAF AWz E o] & st Fol wjAd] YA YAE S%H=(vv) TX
g WiAE AN 34 e, AHAGE 150 X 2B6cmB ST AlFTHRAE S99
498 79 5572 Yt FIFRAE 10~20% FYFE 7|2 2A SR, HAES
T 47 7187 50geldt 23RE, FARARA, BEE 458 HdE VIEoR 24T
EAR AR, AEE HPNLR, H4UpHE Horibarte] 2d M-72 S48

Table 1. Treatments used in the experiment (Unit : mS/cm)

Treatment Description
T1 “Nutri. sol. EC 15
T2 Nutri. sol. EC 25
T3 Nutri. sol. 1.5 + KClI EC 1.0
T4 Nutri. sol. EC 1.5 + Seawater EC 1.0
T5 Nutri. sol. EC 1.5 + Seawater EC 1.5

7 Nutrient solution

] —e—pH +EC(hS/cm)

e
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Adding ratio of seawater(%)

Changes of EC and pH with adding seawater

Fig. 1. The changes of EC and pH of the solution with the ratioc of adding
seawater.

105



an

Table2. Comparison of the vegetative growth with cvs. and treatments (Unit : cm)
Momotaro Alboran Mississippi Mean
Treat Intern- Intern- Intern Intern
Leaf | Leaf Leaf | Leaf Leaf | Leaf Leaf | Leaf N
ment | 1o50th | width le%‘éih length | width le(r)ldgih length | width 1;’3& length| width 16‘1’;&1
T1 |446b | 42.1b {134.6a°|42.0a" | 37.9a | 141.5a |41.9ab| 42.3a |127.6a| 42.8 | 40.1 | 134.6
T2 |54.0a | 56.6a [ 133.6a | 42.6a | 43.6a | 141.4a |39.6ab| 40.6a (127.6a| 454 | 46.6 | 132.5
T3 |45.0b | 39.3a [135.0a | 39.0a | 38.6a | 120.0a | 43.4a | 39.5a (1384a| 42.3 | 39.1 | 134.1
T4 {425b]38.3a |127.4a| 40.6a | 37.6a [ 130.8a | 38.0b | 36.4a |132.3a| 40.4 | 37.4 | 130.2
TS5 |44.6b | 41.5a [127.4a| 42.1a | 39.1a | 132.8a |41.6ab| 42.0a |130.6a| 42.8 | 40.9 | 130.3
Mean| 46.1 | 436 | 1316 | 413 | 394 | 1351 | 409 | 402 | 1313} - - -
? . Internode lengthis is the length of 1 to 5
Y : DMRT 5%.
Table3. Comparison of factors of yield components with cv. and treatments.
No. of Wt of No. of
marketa marketab non-mar nor?—/ Eﬁ:rfket I\igi;a(l)f Vt’t.ta?f Marketab Mag;(et
Treatm  ble le ketable able fruit/Pla fru(i)t/Pl a le yield ;i el?l
ent fru%Pla fmlt{Plan frult{Plan fruit/Plant ot ot {11(023 Tatio
) &) (g) g (%)
(ea) (g) (ea) g
Momotaro
T1 12.6ab”® 1932a 4.1a 625a 16.7 2557a 5023a 76a
T2 13.2ab 2165a 2.3a 343b 155 2509a 5630a 86a
T3 16.3a 2124a 4.2a 550ab 205 2674a 5523a 78a
T4 12.3b 1750a 3.4a 431ab 15.7 2181a 4549a 80a
T5 13.0ab 1864a 2.5a 286b 155 2150a 4846a 86a
Mean 135 1967.0 3.3 447 16.8 2414 5114 81.2
Albolan
T1 25.8a 2884a 4.3a 384a 30.0a 3268a 7499a 88
T2 21.0a 2196a 4.7a 369a 25.7a 2565a 5710a 36
T3 25.0a 2990a 4.4a 405a 29.4a 3395a 7775a 83
T4 19.8a 2277a 5.4a 529a 25.2a 2806a 5920a 81
T5 24.0a 2444a 6.0a 414a 30.0a 2858a 6355a 85
Mean 231 2558 5.0 420 28.1 2978 6652 85.6
Mississippi
T1 15.8a 2410a 1.06b 120b 16.8b 2530a 6266a 95a
T2 16.3a 2286a 0.96b 117b 17.1b 2403a 5940a 95a
T3 15.3a 2176a 2.7ab 367a 180ab  2543a 5657a 85b
T4 19.8a 2649a 35a 38la 23.2a 3031a 6888a 88ab
T5 17.3a 2489 2.0b 265ab 19.2ab  2753a 6471a 9lab
Mean 169 2402 2.1 250 189 2652 6245 90.8
*: DMRT 5%.
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Tabled. Comparison of sugar content, acid content and fruit pH with cvs and

treatments.
Momotaro Albolan Mississippi Mean
Treat Total Acid Total Acid Total Acid Total Acid

soluble conte Fruit soluble conte Fruit soluble conte Fruit soluble conte Fruit
ment olid nt pH solid nt pH solid nt pH solid nt pH
( °Bx) (%) ( °Bx) (%) ( °Bx) (%) ( °Bx) (%)

Tl 54 07 44 43 070 43 44 080 43 47 075 434
T2 56 087 42 43 083 42 46 087 44 48 086 427
T3 61 102 42 45 090 42 48 107 43 51 100 424
T4 60 092 42 47 087 42 46 083 41 51 088 417
15 61 094 43 48 093 41 48 097 41 52 095 417
Mean 584 090 426 452 085 420 464 091 424 - - -

HigtEE Arbete A2d me A5e Hws) BHE(ES) 9 9% Aol vigE A
7tE FolAE AF o)Ay Aot AAFRT. FFLNE EEEEETO HEFRT
FF EFol 3 AR FFLE EE AEFS FEFAS vRES Aoz A
OFAE ¥ N W, FAH FAGL AU FFTL FLY 98 Zolrt AN WY
FT4G A, 10a% A EFFE ZLS AFE BAG MAEFT REHIZEFS 949, ¢X
@34 viAAlE FFL 50g oldte &7t W vEs AAUY ALEFAF BEE BE
FFA wigtES KCIA N 05(04-07) A= F%es FF) wet ¢§ Aolg B
Atk AEE BEY F7H9 tEo] Eetden, KCl st vigtE Agud dge 2
TES Aok 234 #F9 pH & ol¢ WU KCl Mg 24 wigtE AgdA pHF
A7t ot & wgg By

nt |

HGE VIR S 2 3 flAe 99 AESE A9 4F dFo] FolAe
golom, HAdETS FA, 10a7 AEFH SAME 2 AFgoldd. =(1996)5&
E57% 48 AuiA NaCls 4ol #7138 A1 23, E71973 g5 9493 5 27 4
o] g&2F Boh Adlste A4S 2Pod, EC 60mS/cmT #Fo3tA Asistgdnh Kk
AEE%0991)2 KCl 600, 1200ppm, NaCl 1000, 2000ppmE 71T o 2 EZ4 ueg
& GEXAT 3 BEnE g An AESE Z/IAAY. a8y 4 amz)st Ze}
3191, Mizrahi® = (1988) #2240 AL EMA vl E 34 4(3.0-6.0dS/m™) &
N SRR B, AP EEH, o, 4495 4¢F sded &
AFT olrt Uded olE A9 diAR vl 3Rt Maas(1990)E EflE
o ] (threshold)7} 2.5mS/cm, Cuartero and Munoz(1999)= 25 ZE+ 3.0mS/cm
olg} P&, dFY dFE #733 29 (Shannon et al, 1994)o] & sin, EF

AH &= #&(Rural research, 1994) 22 FF3} whgo] 25d AL o] F
EgHez A4 Jdm JAAYG zsEYANY F5EG TS AATA /A

Holrd, Naut Clg mEEE olF Y47t 9 24gAY, 947 YeUeESs
Z < wol] el x| WH(Shannon and Grieve, 1999) olA| & oA & EE BN E
S HolA ol =AR G XFY £&FY, XN&F ol& X A5 dA
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