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ABSTRACT

This study was conducted to determine the yield
performance of tomato varieties as affected by pruning,

It was otiserved that tomato varieties when
pruned imto three-stemmed plants, fruit setting and
maturity was earlier as compared with the unpruned

plants., Furthermore, the percentage fruit setting in

all varieties imcreased by pruning from 35.03 to 57.19
percent in Marilag, 36.38 to 52.95 percent im Improve
Pope, 34.03 to 52.48 percent in VCll-1l, amd from 30,99
to 44.26 percent in Marikit, Comparison among means on
the number of fruit set in the pruned and unpruned
plants was not significant, Likewise, considering

he yield as to the weight of marketable fruits,

t

pruning has 2 remarkable effect,
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INTRODUCTION

Tomato (EIEQBEEéiEQE esculentum, Mill,) is one of
portamt vegetable crops throughout the world.

the most im
mato is fruit, but is commonly referred to

Botamically, t0
It is grown both for homes and markets in

as vegetableo
m the coumtry. It is eme of the

almost any community 1
popular salad vegetables. It 18 made into preserve,
gauce amd SOUPS. It is served raw, baked,

pickles, catsup,

stewed, fried amd as spice for other foads. Tomatoes are
?

rich in potassiumls Vitamin A, and Vitamin C. A simgle
zed tomato has abo
of apple of the same size.

41um~5i ut 33 calories just about half
medium-

the calories



