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Ratio of potassium chloride and potassium sulphate fertilizer on growth,
yield and yield quality of cherry tomato cv. CH154
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undnge: Inuadeudusnomsitunumadsenanan wasannmuamananiivlnganizanumiu yuvdeluns
dunsiuaziedoutnothmannlulgua maneaesiiedinguszasdifeofnudnduniiovosslnuna MOP uag SOP de
n19iAUTn nandn uasAuAMHARARTDINHTOWAYEIIUS CH 158 1eUAuMIVARDILUUANANYA $1U7U 10 91 uay 6
Asunaaes Aensladelnunaludagdiu MOP (0-0-60) : SOP (0-0-50) LA 100:0 75:25 50:50 25:75 waw 0:100 Tudnsn 6
nN.KO/Ls vinisiiudaya Aaugs wunasiu nandn Aunnrandn wazasngnuailiunauzilowmna Kan1saaeInui
nsladelnunaludndauves MOP:SOP 25:75 way 0:100 Wimnugsesiunzidemeagsga (P<0.05) msifindaduls SOP
Wity dwalirranudolusazansussneuiiuealunavoszdomeaiiniu (P<0.05) Tnonsladelnunaludndiuves
MOP:SOP 0:100 W 25:75 liinandntviinansedy wasUsunvesudsiiozarsiildqaiian (P<0.05) fufudndiuvas
MOP:SOP 25:75 ua 0:100 Wudaduiimnzausensiduln a¥awands LLazaﬂizﬁuqmmwmamﬁm%w&%Lwﬂma‘%ﬁuﬁ:
CH 154 14if
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ABSTRACT: Potassium is an essential element for yield and quality of plants, especially for sweet test. There were
promoted plants to synthesis and transport sugar from leaf to fruit. The objective of this experiment to investigate
the ratio of potash fertilizer in form MOP and SOP to growth yield and fruit quality of cherry tomato cv. CH154. An
experiment was carried out in completely randomized design with 10 replications and 6 treatments as the ratio of
potash fertilizer in from MOP (0-0-60): SOP (0-0-50) at 100:0, 75:25, 50:50, 25:75 and 0:100 for 6 Kg.K,O/Rai. Data
observed parameters were plant height, stem diameter, yield, fruit quality, and phytochemical in tomato fruit. The
results showed that potash fertilizer the ratio of MOP: SOP at 25:75 and 0:100 significantly increased plant height of
tomato, fruit yield per plant and total soluble solid in fruit higher than the other treatment (P<0.05). Also, treatment
an increased the ratio of SOP were improved chlorophyll relative content and total phenolic compound (P<0.05).
Nevertheless, the ratio of potash fertilizer at MOP: SOP 0:100 and 25:75 (P<0.05). Finally, potash fertilizer of MOP:
SOP at 25:75 and 0:100 seem to be suitable for growth, yield and enhanced fruit quality of cherry tomato CH154.
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uzdlowe (Lycopersicon esculentum L.) 3nduiinluaed Solanaceae \ufiwasugiandfty unasugniiddey

«3

oglumanz Tuoenideaniouas mamiovessemelng Liesndanmermafizaudensissauivln (uddns, 2538)
fuflmzdgnuassanalud we. 2563 wuindfuiiugnusifoma 39,555 15 uasnanAnsau 132,650 fu Tasuvaduiiud
wzlgnuasnandnudomea 42.4% uaz 33.7% Auddu (@dnauesegianisinens, 2563) ag1alsiniunisdiuun
uziemanunsltussleviannsounddld 2 Uszian Ao uziemagmaimnssy uazuzidemaniunaan Wy Wusainied
wazdn Judu Yegtunndemmediufivillésuammuiougannlunguinguam esanfasduoyyadaszge sislugy
waan viomudunaldl uasuussuliuilnadietu 1wy suui utdu (anad, 2558) undewmeiugainived 150 Souiana
1&n37 LaliAiu 15 n$u savAvnu Susemunaandunalslld sUs1mas3 Wenagnidunssawifvau derniaieu wa
ONAFY LAYTAVIRMIUANRS LLaSﬁmSL’fﬁQJ,LaUIWLLUUﬁQLg@EJ (N34, 2555) mﬂLLmIﬁummﬁaqmwamﬁ’u‘%‘lmﬁLﬁumﬂ
fu mafanstelumsdgnuzidema eawgunmandeuzidemadarudniu felelmadoudusnomsiaid
unumdRRAoNaRAnLazAMNNYBINANER IABaTefunsTUINNSIUIMUEATIesslulBIATh wagiunumdndylunis
nszduAnssmeneulyl nsirdeudiouasmagaiuiuagsine s saufanszuiuntomelalufie (Wssdaas way gad,
2561) uagdleiaune nsanivesss winliflwuadoy fazdmalfisauisuasdinalifisme (o5 uas
A, 2018) nguiterinyusadvluajfesmssminunadesluuinags uasduiusiuauildugn Wy msdgninmunaly
Auiflnunadesiiuaniudouls (Exch. K) fesndn 60 un./nn. azdedldlelnunadon 16 nn.K,0/13 vaefiAuiiil Exch. K
60-100 un./nn. azdadladalnunadon 12 nn K,0/13 uarlufuiiil Exch. K 11nndn 100 un/nn. azdeslatelnumaideon 6
NN K,O/3 (nasdmimsiiems, 2568) Tsusidomadufivifiaudonislnunadoudeutiegs ileauauamamnanan
ilesninnisuilnawaan uazsanAlutiadeiiddny swlnuwadeniaduuumensianisusdemagiunrumiu dad
nsenynavesn1siilelnunadeuiununmmandaiavateviin wu n1slidelnunadounaslse (0-0-60; MOP) malulu
odulaviuzagn amsaUiulsmandnuazanuuiiaty (n3edlns woenslnduns, 2557) uaznslilnunadoud
wangay vildinnsazaueslulemsnnietimaiiugsdu funan mvswmananadu (Boonterm et al., 2013) uonani
Leaster (2005) TeauinUinahmalunansnarzudsiulasasafulimusalnunadoudfinldsu uonaniddens
(2525) uaw Cannon (1988) wuin maifindasdelnunaidealidulssn vliusinuresdsiiazaslfifiuty uazdsd
senuinsidelnadenluseduiigdu dmavilfassnosdarummuiudu (osfiu, 2549) uariniissa unzay
(2562) 18auiMsldts 0-0-60 iy 10 nn./ls TuAuiilnunaideuiiuaniudeuldsedusiunn lrgesdduudsels
wanansiols uaznanAminaiutuesaiifoddymaadiuarldmlsolifindy wudertuitunsldds 0-0-60 Saufu AS
(21-0-0) Vil¥nanAnudadiuasiwiinuianadiutu 31% way 22% mudiu wazannadnslade 0-0-60 egnadien (on
WUS wazAue 2564) wae Efnan et al, (2013) s1e91unavesnstddalnunadoudamn (0-0-50) sionandnusiUainauas
osfdsenaunananin msladelnunaiBendamslusamaniiiniu dwaliuiuudhmaniutu 3.67 83 3.97 “Brix 910

nanundisuisaulandnwufedusiadelnua fie Inunaleunaalsa (MOP; 0-0-60) uaglnunadaudaws (SOP; 0-0-
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Wule Nandn uazAMNNNaNERYRINITBINALYRTIIS CH154

ABn1sAne
Aun1knakau (Kamphaeng Saen Soil Series: Ks; Fine-silty, mixed, semiactive, isohyperthermic Typic

Haplustalfs) 1Jufiudn uwazantAnuuiausznisasil Audunans (soil pH = 6.99) Usunadun3eingluuyuiunais (soil

organic matter=1.68%) Usinaumeanaaiidulszlonigs (Avail. P=114.83 un./nn.) uazUnalwumadeuiiwandouls
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g9 (Exch. K= 102.83 un./nn.) iiufiuneaou thiudumsuau @Guuks) win 15 Alandy Tdadunsgnisuunn 12 i ndean
fughefundrusdemediony 30 Sundaumziuda Ugnadlunszans 91U 1 fu/nszans 19uRuSTIRARILUUANANY ]
(Completely Randomized Design; CRD) 41u7u 10 §1 Uz 6 M3UNAaed il MSuit 1 Jelnunadeunaslsd (MOP)
100% #iudl 2: Yelnunaideunaolss (MOP) 75% + Uelnunadeudawma (SOP) 25% miufl 3: Jelnunafounaolsd
(MOP) 50% + {JsTnunaidesdainin (SOP) 50% siuil 4: Jelnunaidesnaslsd (MOP) 25% + Jelnunaidesdauia (SOP)
75% uazi3uil 5: Uelwunaieudaimn (SOP) 100% Tusng 6 Alansu K,0/l5 vazdilelulasiau (46-0-0) uazeaimn (0-
46-0) Tudnsn 12 nn. /LS wae 4 nn.P,0y/Ls muAugdinslddevesiivsygiavensuiznisnens (2548) Tneuusld
{elulpsiau uazvleawin S1uau 2 ade Ae 15 uax 30 Tundedreugn variidelnunantdld $1uau 4 ads fe 15 30 60 was
90 Junaadnean nsiudeyauazduiinua laiun 1) n1sifiule fie Anugeiv aweasiu wagaAnudealu (chlorophyll
meter) 71018 60 Ju ndsdeUgn 2) wandauazesdUsnounandn Ao STurUNaRaD UMTNNA AILBIHA LA
urnguinatana way 3) Aunimearan Ao Usiiamesudiararetnld de refractometer Uinalalatiu (Nagata and

Yamashita, 1992) a15Usznauiluea (Singleton et al,, 1999) wazdmfiud (Li et al,, 2012) wda1nduideyai lfaun

v
o

AATIERAMULUTUTIUNNGEDA (analysis of variance) A8 R-Program LWen1A1 F-test WiauyiaUSeuLiguaNuLAneA19Ues

Aadelagld DMRT (Duncan’s multiple range test)

NaN1SAN¥ILAZIRTR

nnstadelnunaludagiunisnsiuves MOP way SOP sanstiulavesusilomalyoInug CH 154 a1y 60 Ju
vasgngugn wud dadinves MOP way SOP dwalvianuguazannudedluveszilemawesswnnssiunivaifegad

Waddny (P<0.05) udliidawalivurnddusieiu (Table 1) lngnislddelnunaludadiu MOP:SOP (0:100) Timinugasiu

wazAaNudellunnian

Table 1 Effect of potash fertilizer ratio on plant growth of cherry tomato cv. CH154 at 60 DAT

Treatments Plant height (cm) Stem diameter (cm) leaf greenness (SPAD unit)

MOP: SOP = 100:0 72.5¢ 0.56 40.99b
MOP: SOP = 75:25 88.3bc 0.58 44.03ab
MOP: SOP = 50:50 91.4b 0.59 45.15ab
MOP: SOP = 25:75 98.4ab 0.62 46.36ab
MOP: SOP = 0:100 108.0a 0.62 50.42a

F-test * ns *

CV. (%) 14.15 9.61 19.56

*=significantly different at P-value< 0.05, ns= non significantly different at P-value< 0.05, Mean within the same column followed by

the same letter indicated no statistical difference using by DMRT at P< 0.05

dmfunandnuazesdusynouranantiu wui msladelnunaludadauiisneiues MOP way SOP danalvitimiin
narAnansofure I omareIug CH154 Tannuunnsinsiumaaia (P<0.05) (Table 2) Tnsnisladelnunaludndu
MOP:SOP (0:100) Iﬁﬁmﬁﬂmamﬁmammﬁumnﬁqm wiliunnanaaadRdudagau 25:75 uandlifuinisifinuiinule
Fawndwmaliug Somainandniiuiu Seaeandostuseauues Siva et al. (2014) fio nMsiuiinaedamaein 0 1y

20 4060 80 ka¥ 100 NN.ABNANS A lNaNdnuLi ALY Taneitaeiuai N/S ratio Nianas tnavlululull dadqu
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N/S snnndludidu warludisazaminne Sfunsdemaszdandndiu N/S tosfian n1sfiusdomead dadau N/S fisnlu
Tuonasioufamandnvomsidome nanfofwsdomaiidndru N/s Wlufigeinduuliy Wkandnfidiutu ogrdlsfnu
nslateTnumadadusmatulimaliunnestumaadfdnusuiunasdode dntdnuaaadeniine duihausnaima uazanu
smaveziTomaye’ TnsAidovesdiunangluag 6.0-7.6 wa/te dntdnuaansoviiae oglutas 11.43-12.42

wWurgudnansraaglutig 11.75-15.18 Tadiuns wazaueinaegludiu 15.14-20.49 fadluns (Table 2)

Table 2 Effect of potash fertilizer ratio on yield and yield component of cherry tomato cv. CH154

Treatments Fruit number/  Fruit weight  Fruit weight/ plant  Fruit diameter  Fruit length

inflorescence (9 (ke) (mm) (mm)

MOP: SOP = 100:0 6.0 11.43 3.37c 11.75 15.14

MOP: SOP = 75:25 6.3 11.46 3.4dbc 12.41 15.40

MOP: SOP = 50:50 6.3 11.99 3.51b 12.73 18.51

MOP: SOP = 25:75 6.6 12.42 3.64ab 13.81 19.40

MOP: SOP = 0:100 7.6 12.32 3.84a 15.18 20.49
F-test ns ns * ns ns

CV. (%) 6.30 6.80 16.95 12.87 22.41

*=significantly different at P-value< 0.05, ns= non significantly different at P-value< 0.05, Mean within the same column followed by

the same letter indicated no statistical difference using by DMRT at P< 0.05

sunnmHananYemzTaImaAeTuS CH 154 annnsladelnuvaludndruiidnsiures MOP wag SOP wuin
Uiinaveaudsiiaranethld uazansusenoufiuea Saruuaninafuneada (P<0.05) Muandlu Table 3 namie msldts
Tnunaludndiuiisnsiures MOP:SOP 0:100 TUSinaeudsiiavanldundian udluuansafudnaiures MOP:SOP
25:75 50:50 Waz 75:25 daunsladelnunaludndiudisnaiuyes MOP:SOP 100:0 w3eldls MOP agaldenliiuTunm
vowudsftaransihldshiian wansiduimaduedamadmaliviinuvesdsisraethlfifutunnniinsladenuma
Winsograirlunauzideme vihlvauzifemmeeidsarfiniuiy Jsaenndosiununnasives Candilo et al. (1993)
nsifiuUsanaedamnain 0 nn/ienmns 1Ju 225 450 uay 900 nn.enan$ Tunzidemelssauiugnlufiusiie (soil
pH=8.5) wuiSinadedamaain 0 Wy 450 nnAsnms TiuTinamesdiiazaneiildgeiian vasfiasusznouiiueady
wui1 nslavelnunaludagauiisnsiuyes MOP:SOP 0:100 25:75 50:50 wag 75:25 TiuFinaansuszneufluealsiunnsig
Ay uswansinsaglivsinaasusenaviiueauinnitnunistadelnunaludagiuves MOP:SOP 100:0 nianisldls MOP
og10fen uansliifuimafinUiinadedampadlUluiu dmalagnssdenmsiininumsuszneuituealunauziome
wos emndamediinalunisdudinanssuves eulm! phenyl amino lyase, peroxidase (POD) uaw polyphenol oxidase
(PPO) Aifiunumandny luufisesdnduvesansusznauiiuedn dwmalsill nsarauUSinamsUsznoufluedaiamnuiuiy
FagonndoetuuNAaesues Toth et al. (2018) MBarudmsifintsdaimaain 0 nn./isna$ 1u 30 40 wag 50 nn./
wenans denalfansuszneufiuealumondiutumuuiinadedams

Mnuamsmaaesdanaldhmaiuuiinadadiuveds SOP Aiuanntu fuwliuduaiulinisiuln wawdn ua
AL TERATNTY Ttz fululdts SOP (0-0-50) flosAusznevvesiusduludunaueglule santausdudy
99AUsENOUTBS coenzyme WIN thiamine pyrophosphate FufeadasiunszuIunsuUedTuvesnnslulewnsn uas

TUsiuluiiy Snnsiuzdudnananisuusead Fellnanen1sasiulnvesdiugenvesie nemuzdunededlaensaiu
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nsdauasizilusiu warmuziulinasenisduneinaslsiadvesiy Jedmaliusilowaesiug CH154 In1swiule way

HAKFNLTY WUsHumuUTInudndIuvesdy SOP Nddnsmsldinuauy

Table 3 Effect of potash fertilizer types on yield quality of cherry tomato cv. CH154

Treatment TSS Lycopene Phenol compound Vitamin C
(°Brix) (g kg™ (mg GAE/g extract) (ug/ml)
MOP: SOP = 100:0 9.56b 0.15 37.93b 597
MOP: SOP = 75:25 9.85ab 0.15 44.04a 5.49
MOP: SOP = 50:50 9.81ab 0.17 43.25a 5.32
MOP: SOP = 25:75 10.02a 0.19 44.61a 4.71
MOP: SOP = 0:100 10.61a 0.21 43.433 4.63
F-test * ns * ns
CV. (%) 8.76 6.52 15.55 5.93

*=significantly different at P-value< 0.05, ns= non significantly different at P-value< 0.05, Mean within the same column followed by

the same letter indicated no statistical difference using by DMRT at P< 0.05

G

dneduvasds MOP:SOP Wi 25:75 way 0:100 Wudndiuiivanzausenisiiuln a51emandn uazenszau

AN MHANEAVD L TBLNAYDINUG CH154

AvBUAN
ANINEN LATEEINeT guildouasiauniieiniuniou AATNYAIL AMLINEAT MUNIKLAY

UNINIFBNEATANENS IR IwnIwaY Naduayusiunduzlomewesiug CH154 Nldlunsmaasall
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