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2 50% 50% 15 0.119 0.089 -0.017 -0.237 -0.127 0.325 -0.473 0.190
50% 60% 15 0.119 0.289 0.224 -0.069 -0.496 -0.747 -0.856 -0.664
50% 60% 30 0.099 0.378 0.155 -0.480 -0.453 -0.679 -0.806 -0.456
20% 30% 15 0.344 0.378 0.345 0.272 0.645 0.772 -0.877 0.320
1 50% 60% 15 0.129 0.175 0.135 -0.040 -0.135 -0.400 -0.406 -0.253
50% 60% 15 0.061 0.425 0.135 -0.383 -0.294 0.68 -0.765 0.729
50% 60% 30 0.068 0.375 0.173 0.217 -0.296 0.610 -0.705 -0.454
20% 30% 15 0.318 0.325 -0.231 -0.211 -0.541 -0.695 -0.795 -0.235
50% 60% 15 0.021 0.059 0.106 -0.118 0.165 0.383 -0.495 0.121
50% 60% 15 0.155 0.294 -0.255 -0.225 0.323 -0.665 -0.804 -0.675
50% 60% 30 0.412 0.324 -0.149 -0.460 -0.288 -0.556 -0.775 -0.298
20% 30% 15 0.124  0.206 0.255 0.214 -0.530 -0.653 -0.814 -0.076
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2 50% 60% 15 -0. 333 0. 342 -0.167 0.126 -0.061
50% 60% 15 -1. 000 -0. 556 -0.186 -0.340 0. 145
50% 60% 30 -0. 556 -0. 435 —-0.048 0.133 -0. 009
20% 30% 15 -0. 556 0. 437 -0.163 0.052 0. 035
1 50% 60% 15 -0. 500 -0. 442 -0.230 0.206 -0. 109
50% 60% 15 -0. 600 0. 482 -0.182 0.272 0. 154
50% 60% 30 -0. 100 -0. 372 -0.038 0.082 -0. 022
20% 30% 15 -0. 500 0. 462 -0.097 -0.206 -0.091
50% 60% 15 -0. 214 0. 177 -0.170 -0.449 -0. 290
50% 60% 15 -0. 500 -0.317 -0. 166 0.528 -0.318
50% 60% 30 -0. 143 -0. 169 0. 039 0.096 0. 161
20% 30% 15 -0. 500 0. 342 -0.153 0.101 -0. 003
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2 0.786 1.000 1.000 0.856 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.779 1.000 1.000 0.955
50% 60% 15 1.000 0.818 0.957 0.433 0.817 0.600 0.471 0.757 0.750 0.460 0.300 0.822 0.847 0.695

50% 60% 15 0.571 0.409 0.435 0.732 0.286 0.081 0.044 0.149 0.250 0.122 0.247 0.520 0.635 0.345

50% 60% 30 0.607 0.227 0.609 0.000 0.347 0.164 0.100 0.415 0.583 0.313 0.646 0.812 0.977 0.446

20% 30% 15 0.167 0.227 0.130 0.371 0.072 0.050 0.020 0.589 0.583 0.309 0.328 0.926 0.911 0.360

1 0.560 0.773 0.739 0.876 0.613 0.589 0.505 0.762 0.917 0.945 0.573 0.791 0.699 0.719
50% 60% 15 0.357 0.455 0.435 0.804 0.471 0.261 0.253 0.498 0.500 0.271 0.000 0.542 0.458 0.408

50% 60% 15 0.464 0.000 0.435 0.186 0.304 0.025 0.029 0.000 0.417 0.210 0.109 0.463 0.358 0.231

50% 60% 30 0.452 0.091 0.348 0.484 0.301 0.080 0.066 0.288 0.833 0.377 0.468 0.692 0.650 0.395

20% 30% 15 0.060 0.182 0.217 0.495 0.043 0.019 0.010 0.517 0.500 0.242 0.374 0.543 0.497 0.285
0.143 0.500 0.522 1.000 0.497 0.458 0.515 0.643 0.583 0.301 0.907 0.464 0.709 0.557

50% 60% 15 0.167 0.409 0.304 0.773 0.342 0.194 0.202 0.531 0.333 0.145 0.417 0.025 0.063 0.300

50% 60% 15 0.321 0.045 0.000 0.567 0.194 0.000 0.007 0.018 0.000 0.022 0.425 0.000 0.000 0.123

50% 60% 30 0.619 0.000 0.217 0.113 0.227 0.075 0.025 0.367 0.417 0.152 1.000 0.380 0.350 0.303

20% 30% 15 0.000 0.182 0.000 0.588 0.000 0.008 0.000 0.573 0.000 0.000 0.457 0.376 0.703 0.222
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Comprehensive Evaluation of Tomato
Tolerance to Weak-light
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Abstract T his paper reported the effect of weakdight in tomato seedling stage on seedling
quality, flowering, fruit size and yield. T he weak-ight tolerance of each variety of tomato was
evaluated by using fuzzy method, and discussed the method of identifing weakight toler—
ance. T he result showed that the effect of weak-ight on seedling quality was most signifi-
cant, next flowering, fruit size and yield in turn. Chunlei ~ was attached to weak variety of

weak-ight tolerance, but whitefruit Qiangfeng except.
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