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Table 1. Comparison of means of qualitative traits of tomato fruit as affected by
spraying with different treatments of ammonium sulfate

p5isel S s oge s Shas o g i Jslowe ol slpe Sl BB amdel 4yt S ol
Amonium sulfat  Fruit yield Hardness  Total soluble Titrable pH Vitamin ¢
(g) solid (%) acidity (mgl100g™)

Control 580.25a 1.12a 5.35b 37.65¢ 3.75b 32.89a

50 mM A 321.20b 1.27a 5.175b 48.00a 3.67b  22.98b

50 mM B 410.025b 1.35a 6.10a 36.00c 4.47a 28.89ab

100 mM B 385.625b 1.10a 6.12a 44.25b 4.07ab  24.56ab

200 mM B 133.65¢ 1.32a 4.80b 37.75¢c 4.10ab  25.62ab
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(i 53 ,beSY) (Kain )0 4 b sl B 5 0l 3 555 85 Sy g0 4 3L S s A

Means in each column followed by at least one letter in common are not significantly different at the 5% probability

level using Duncan's multiple range test.

A: Foliar spray in one day intervals; B: Foliar spray once a week.
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