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The Survey of Quantitative and Qualitative in
17 Cultivars Tomato (Lycopersicon esculentum) in
Isfahan Region
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Table 1. Comparison of the Means for the Cultivars over Five Harvest in
two Years with Duncan Test
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Table 2.Comparison of the Means for the Cultivars in One Years with

Duncan Test
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Table 3. Comparison of the Means for the Cultivars in Two Years with

Duncan Test
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Figure 1. Comparison of the Mean of Fruit Number in 10 Plants for the
Cultivars in Two Years
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Figure 2. Comparison of the Mean of Fruit Number in 10 Plants for the
Cultivars in Two Years
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Figure 3. Comparison of the Mean of pH of the Cultivars in Two Years
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