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Abstract Aims of this study were to enrich cherry tomato varieties in the cold area of Taihang Mountain,
improve farmers’ planting efficiency and meet consumers’ demand for cherry tomato in summer. Fruit
characters of 15 introduced cherry tomato varieties in Taihang Mountain of Pingshan County were
measured, and the variability, correlation and grey correlation of main agronomic characters were
analyzed. The results showed that the largest coefficient of variation among the main agronomic characters
of the 15 cherry tomatoes was single fruit weight, followed by the grains number per spike, and the smallest
coefficient of variation was soluble solid content. There are different degrees of correlation among the traits,
and the majority of the traits displayed significant or extremely significant correlation; Each trait had different
degree of correlation with yield per plant. The correlation between yield per plant and yield-related
characters was ranked from high to low as follows: Longitudinal diameter, average fruit weight, transverse
diameter of fruit, leaf width, internode length, average panicle number stem size, leaf length, soluble solid
content and leaf number. The results of comprehensive evaluation showed that the cherry tomato varieties
“Lvfeicui” , “Zitao No. 2” and “Zhongying No. 8" performed well and were suitable for planting and
popularizing in the cool area of Taihang Mountain. In conclusion, it is feasible to comprehensively evaluate
11 characters of 15 cherry tomato varieties by grey correlation method. This study can provide reference for
the selection of excellent varieties and breeding target of cherry tomato in the cold area of Taihang

Mountain, and has important production significance for the popularization of crop tomato planting over
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summer.

Keywords Taihang Mountain; cherry tomato; grey correlation; comprehensive assessment

PR F i1 A A B (Solanceae ) % il J& (Solanum)
— AR A B AR R RO Y, A LD B Sk R A R
o SN TG e R R O O] AR S R R,
ALVE KR s HOB R (E i B P R XU
Wz ohE S = o sk an s 1 /N D
A EE Y A ROR TR T R E AR AR F
AR R R LS TG A R A X s T
A B PE 2 T, U 53 W], R 2 WL A7
T R v R B A, O S 1 B R R O 3 O AR
A pER L WAL AR ETCF L BB A S A
BE A RAT IV X A R E 800~2 200 m, J& T
M0 et 7~ 1 7 2 Xty e A, A T I 2R gy
BY,JF Hoaz i X AR IR B 5 T E B R 2
KGR TR R, S 5 G AR B R A O
R A= 7= H A A & B ] b R AT A i X
PR 2 A o o 1 A7 A 7 328 00 AF 5 HRGE , Bk, 7R
)6 R AT L ¥ Bt X & 3 730 VF 0 18 0F 50, %o Tl
BRI X E B F ARG B 2R L

VAR WE G AT o 22 b 5 i X 3 Al A
A 0 2 FNPEAN , (H 3 B vp 78 8 i TR B A
T, OC T 3 i 2 2R 2R IR 5 7 8 19 K 8 DG I 3
KA VRN A R b o LTS B SO R T
DX 3 it it b, X 43 A o8 A 18 A HE Bk i AT 5
Fofr 95 396 AIF 9T, O 6 3 FC 2 b AR A 08 3 i S R

SR A5 3 B3 BT 1 X S T Sk B R A
KK AT X R e A 7 R 0 AT 25
AV, KRBT R Y K AR b R
TRV K K P R Sk S5 UR AV E A B
Raigon 45Xt 1% Gt F il i P S 52 & I 2E 47 000 2 4y
BT, kol B 3 o R PR A a2 KUK B E Sk . 2R
AR SR FH AR DG 2 BT | B 43 AT R R 28 40
53 X T S T gk U DX T AR S B 5 A T
M, i 2 3 03 3 B R AR 0 TR 3k R R R g
1L BB AR M B, Cheng 2810 %F 71 43 % il b1 k)
KUK #E AT PEH , MRS DTOPSIS 43 H7 45 54 71 4y 44
REArAT 428, OF O ok 7 RRORUBR #5248 B9 A R
A1 S AT R BT i O S S AR T R
R TS AN AR G A A R 3 4
B 7 3 B H LAY 10 4 7 i 5 b G % IR T
BRI T AV . BB R N = Ak
L7 7K S35 ot it o 0E A7 28 S 3 BT A S 4 BT A
RIOHT, KB L7 Fh K R T i it R A 20 B MR
HA LM, Bz m R R, EHREE%
AT 11N T i SR B HE AT A BT 5 O i
AR 0 B IR LU BN T I AT R S R
fi AR 35357 A1 10157 wh B HE ARSI 22 4 T %
Tl Bl CRO B 17 T 20 R 8 57 in T 3 ik 25 A U
Hr, & B B 43 AT R SR 28 45 A BT LA HE ) Ry 3



5114

PR AE - 15 AR M G R B S R MR B IR (4 G T AT K S AT A 65

BA NS RS D R TTR DR DI B P R O R V& N 1]
166 5y i Fft o ¢ DA R AT 3845 22 BE PR 0 A L AH
KAE T B B R B RZR 5 P 0 3k
LR G R R

JR AR S JBE 53 Bk 2 B R 8 2R g8 DL ks T
AU B A DG IR R B 1 — b Oy vk, T A
H KTt oG B E AT 255 PR, FLA R BY W] RE R A
ALk . F R 6O R O ik AR AR N L
K REL L H R R A S R B BRI OGRS
PR 22 18] 19 S I A JEE K i o i 12 v 8 A 413 T O
FAEME T K A o B B 25 W B R TE D
PRI , A BIF 5 00308 T €0 S 6 23 W7 3 X R AT 1L 8 2t
DX | Bk A PR T 0 R AT ah R RO S EER S
AR B A QI 0 A B 2 45 DRAY, DU O AT v
T DX 7 BB 5 0t R B 225 e R R
A7 L DA A Ll A

1 #MREFE

1.1 REH R

AWEFE LA | i 15 AR 7 0t ot il o a5 b1 R
LRGS0 R AR (XD L RR TR
(X)) BB 5 (X)) NN —5 (X)), 43
XD VME (X)L RS (X)) 1S
(XD Bk 45 (X CHE 1S (X Wik
157 (X)W 25 (X)) Wit B 357 (X)) .
BEIST X DM BE 2 (X)),
1.2 HRAE

RIS T 2022 4F 3—9 H 76 A & e F 1 B &
FL S 8 IR BB RB 2R A7, o AR T 22 26 i v, 7 =%
Ao M R E AR . MM T 4T 20 HE A,
BRATHE 40 cm X 80 cm ., FH #R 6 B J5 4T T, B T %%
e, % SR 0T T AT R R PR AR SR SR TR R R
LB SR A 10 Bk o B 58 B B Excel
SPSS iF A7 B i 2 & = WA R ge it o #r .
1.3 RBXEBEEHSH

BARR 7 i K R PR ER R 8, G BR JEE O i 4y
B 15 A MR Bk 7 i o R SR Bk = i RN L A
104 EZ R K — A KRG, I8 bk ™ &
(YOWERSHZERY], K YD) H5CY,) 78
(Y K BECY ) ZEMLCY) a] i b [ B 9 5
(Yo REHPRCY) REMAER Y P45 AL
CY ) FAF 3 B B (Y0 3% 10 S MR B0 A 5

B o 4 B CD X IR Kodl p v AL b BlUS 3153 4%
HEED (YO HZHF BN (YO LR ZH A k), AR
i 22O Fpk ™ f 5 AR PR SC I R R & ()

Y,(B=[Y, (k) —Y,]/S (D
A(k)  + oAk
R O N (3 R
A[(k)+ﬁA,‘(k)max

A YR AR AL AL B S AR 5 Y, (o) N SR B
Y, R [ — AR (8 5 S, R TR — MR AR o 225 6CR)
KEERE 0 o PR B, WU 0.5, A (o=
1Yo(k)— Y.(&)| FRFRAERAL LS 2505 5% 5
A1) 2 BB A A
1.4 Z&IFH

PEAU N TR) & AR 25 I, AR A ) 38 4k AR 24
£ R R R S5 P A 1 Sk BHEARL A
X HikS % 1.3, 1 de xR h Bl R AT RS fE 1R
ARFR B S 5 b X CR) B DL B AR 5 b FEAH X (A,
SRG T 45 23 Bl 5 2R B 5 P IR s %o 22 1
ACR AR R 20 (2D 358 0 D 55 BARL & R OG BC
REECR o A — b b 25 AR & Coo S 44 R i i
ERUORHR B r () o ARG A5 PR 8 278 7 AN [
P T IACEERE r (b) o

S RCRIREE (k) =1 > (k) 3

BCEBERE r/(£) =+ S Wae (£) ()

X PR IR A & S PR A B9 PR K WE SR
2RI R B ALE

2 EREHH

2.1 BRRBEMEERZUERRIARTROW
ORI i i L o N AN L - G
[ B 2B T PR DR ) & B RS R SR
& PR A B T 34 R R B R X 11
VR BT HER G Hr (R D, AR 5 2800 5k
16.01% . 17.93% . 9.27% . 17.72% . 15.53% .
8.06% . 32.57% . 23.39% . 59.11% . 81.11% Al
44.04% o W51 HE 0 PRk 7 om0 AR BR VIR R0
REMER EAATE | i 2 FeE HorpoF 2y ) s
S WO A R BT B bk e
CERAE AR R BUR 68, 07 g, F R LR
KR 4. 25 kg; AR 85 T I G i K 49. 80 cm,
MK R 18. 51 mm, 3 I AL AR MR I AT 5 © Wi



66 IS [ N SR S 2024 4F 55 29 %

R1 ARERFIRRMHEERZHEKEKA

Table 1 Main agronomic characters and variation analysis of different cherry tomato varieties

it A
" Y/em Y.em YA Y/em Yy/mm  YJ/% Y./mm Y /mm YJ/A  Yu/g Yo/kg
Cultivar
WA R
B 49.64  43.52 22 7.60 16.83 7.09 40. 07 27.26 19 15.72  1.80
Huangjinguo
EL R
o o 42.55  43.25 20 7.27 13.83 7.17 38.48 31.00 11 19.81 1.35
Delicious gianxi
EH 5
) 30.60  26.62 21 14.05 11.49 5.92 50. 68 50. 29 8 63.50 3.01
Zitao No. 2

£ —5
Zibeibei No. 1
LR 5 AR
Lvfeicui

g A

Yami

TS S
Zhongying No. 8
a1y
Yinghong No. 1
B 4B
Yingfen No. 4
BE1s
Yinghuang No. 1
Wik 1
Zheyingfen No. 1
Wit 25
Zheyinghuang No. 2
WA 3
Zheyingfen No. 3
HE 15
Chengmi No. 1
fE 25
Chengmi No. 2

34.50  30.28 21 8.30  14.57 6.73 35.32 36. 39 12 25.41  1.87

44.32  48.01 22 11.07  14.66 5.78 67.68 43.00 10 68.07 4.25

33.69  32.62 23 9.40 11.59 7.27 28. 20 29.29 15 11.67 1.05

49.05  49.80 19 10.85 18.51 6.41 42.71 36.41 15 28.49  2.50

48.50  45.75 20 11.00 18.34 7.10 29.49 29.29 23 13.36 1.86

43.00  46.00 21 13.30  16.07 7.01 39.97 32.22 16 23.39  2.20

53.85  48.60 22 11.00 17.42 6.41 28.17 27.71 18 11.69 1.24

43.15  35.65 24 12.10  15.49 7.38 28.24 30.19 13 14.12 1.14

38.05  36.45 25 11.25  12.09 7.24 20.09 19. 28 52 4.12  1.27

37.20  36.25 25 10.50  12.82 6.29 36.75 33.98 16 23.64 2.25

50.20  47.05 26 10.50  16.85 7.70 31.15 28.53 17 13.39 1.36

45.90  44.10 22 11.00 15.44 6.84 24.59 24.82 35 8.30 1.75

/M
Minimum value
R KAH
Maximum value
FH 1
Average value
T 1 22

Standard deviation

30.60  26.62 19 7.27 11.49 5.78 20.09 19.28 8 4.12  1.05

53.85 49.80 26 14.05 18.51 7.70 67.68 50. 29 52 68.07 4.25

42.95  40.93 22 10.61  15.07 6.82 36.11 31.98 19 22.98 1.93

6. 87 7.34  2.04 1.88 2.34 0.55 11.76 7.48 11.23 18.64 0.85

TE: Yo, PRI i Y i Y, M98 Yo, R BG Y, IR R s Vo, 28R Y, WA PR DB A & s Y, RSO Y RS Y, T Y
REAEREG Y, TR E, TR,
Note: Y, average yield per plant; Y7, leaf length; Y,, leaf width; Y, leaf count; Y, internodal length; Y7, stem thickness; Y, soluble solid content;

Y, longitudinal diameter of fruit; Yy, transverse diameter of fruit; Yy, the number of fruits per ear; Y, average fruit weight. The same below.
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Table 2 Correlation analysis of main agronomic traits

Agronomic Y, Y, Y, Y, Ys Y Y, Yy Y, Yy Y,
trait
Y, 1
Y, 0.901" 1
Y, —0.100 —0.204 1
Y, —0.131 —0.082 0.079 1
Y 0.884" 0.781" —0.337 —0.060 1
Y 0.189 0. 050 0.349 —0.306 0.146 1
Y; —0.098 0.111 —0.353 0.118 —0.044 —0.704" 1
Yy —0.396 —0.280 —0.379 0.326 —0.202 —0.733" 0.822" 1
Y, 0.089 0.070 0. 336 0.057 —0.075  0.328 —0.617 —0.731" 1
Y, —0.318 —0.145 —0.293 0.336 —0.237 —0.788" 0.9277 0.928" —0.558 1
Y, —0.122  0.110 —0.307 0.324 —0.037 —0.810" 0.908" 0.766" —0.349 0.905" 1

T e R B A O (P<<0. 01) ;* %R B35 HH 6 (P<<0. 05) .

Note: ** indicates highly significant correlation (P<<0. 01); * indicates significant correlation (P<Z0.05).

PR NERSE o) PN Gl g IR GRS
e R B IEMEMP<0.0D, MERE N
0.822,0.927 #1 0. 908 ; 5 5L Y\ 12 5 F 4 1 25 2 %k
B E U P<0.05) , HERE N —0.617;
SR AR 5O AL T bk i A S E A
K (P<C0.0D), #1 5& R H R 0. 928 M1 0. 7665 L 5L B
12 55 O ¥ Rl 45 SRR W R 3 TR 56 (P<0. 0D, A
KRBN—0.731; PR R RS R R
2 A 2 (P<C0. 05, # & R Bl — 0. 5585 F 3
BORHE 5O R bR R R R B E M (P
0.01), M1 56 &2 KM 0.905, LA b &5 5 45 B 52 90
VIR SRR AR KOT B B S T S O B Rk T i I
HLRH () 26 2 TE A OG .

2.3 EBHRBEHEKIFERFTERZERNKEX
B 7

W 15 A HE B 7 i o A 2% MR I S AT s
fEAbHE (R 3D IR WIMEAL S Yo 5 Y. 4 X0 £
Y Xt 245 (2 4D, 3G AR o 1A CRD o 23 ) 1
0.002 5F14.617 9,

MG R R BT E A S, #F— A3 0 AR
Rk P O R RO SC R E S5 SRR 5 s .
FRR P i 5 A 7 A OGP IR G B R HE R R R S AL
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Table 3 Yield per plant of different cherry tomato varieties and standardization of their character values
sty Fif
Cultivar Y, Y, Y, Y, Y Y Y, Y Y, Yy, Y,
4 R 0.9736 0.3531 0.2938—1.6028 0.7533 0.4827 0.3372—0.6310 0.0386—0.3897—0.148 2
ERTFHE —0.0577 0.3163—1.0772—1.778 3—0.5301 0.627 1 0.2023—0.1302—0.647 1—0.170 1—0.674 0
KBS —1.7960—1.9509—0.8324 1.8287—1.5297—1.6300 1.2396 2.4479—0.9588 2.1738 1.2766
O —%—1.2287—1.4519—0.3917—1.2304—0.214 3—0.167 4—0.067 2 0.5895—0.5670 0.1302—0.061 1
A5 AR 0.1998 0.9652—0.2448 0.2433—0.1732—1.8828 2.6860 1.4734—0.7362 2.4188 2.7351
S —1.3465—1.1329 0.1958—0.6452—1.4869 0.8077—0.6721—0.3587—0.326 5—0.6067—1.0329
i8S 0.8878 1.2092—1.3709 0.1262 1.4730—0.7452 0.5618 0.5930—0.3622 0.2956 0.6706
Her1s 0.8078 0.6571—1.0772 0.2060 1.4011 0.5007—0.5626—0.3587 0.4037—0.5161—0.0791
k45 0.0078 0.6912—0.5386 1.4297 0.4289 0.3382 0.3283 0.0320—0.2642 0.0220 0.3258
1S 1.586 0 1.0456—0.1958 0.2060 1.006 6—0.7452—0.6752—0.5707—0.086 1—0.6055—0.807 2
WK 1S 0.0296—0.7198 1.0282 0.7913 0.1824 1.006 3—0.669 0—0.2384—0.4690—0.4751—0.9326
W E 2% —0.7123—-0.6108 1.3220 0.3390—1.2742 0.7535—1.3621—1.6970 2.9328—1.0119—0.7686
Wil #3459 —0.8359—0.6380 1.224 0—0.0600—0.9610—0.9619 0.0544 0.2683—0.2464 0.0353 0.3868
WE 1S 1.0551 0.8343 1.8605—0.0600 0.7635 1.5841—0.4213—0.4611—0.1573—0.5143—0.6702
B4 25 0.4296 0.4322—0.0979 0.2060 0.1597 0.0312—0.9795—0.9573 1.4723—0.787 3—0.203 8
R4 FTREERBHRFMEKTESHMEIKENEE
Table 4 Absolute difference between yield per plant and other agronomic traits of different cherry tomato varieties
AR Y, Y, Y, Y, Ys Y Y, Ys Y, Y,
A 1.1218 0.5013 0.1456 1.4546 0.9015 0.6309 0.4854 0.4828 0.1868 0.2415
A, 0.616 3 0.990 3 0.403 2 1.104 3 0.143 9 1.3011 0.876 3 0.543 8 0.026 9 0.503 9
Ay 3.0726  3.2275 2.1090 0.5521 2.8063 2.9066 0.0370 1.1713 2.2354 0.8972
A, 1.1676 1.3908 0.3306 1.1693 0.1532 0.1063 0.0061 0.6506 0.5059  0.1913
A 2.5353 1.7699 2.9799  2.4918 9083 4.6179 0.0491 1.2617 3.4713 0.316 3
6 0.3136 0.1000 1.2287 0.3877 0.4540 1.8406 0.3608 0.6742 0.7064  0.426 2
A, 0.2172 0.5386 2.0415 0.5444 0.8024 1.4158 0.1088 0.0776 1.0328 0.3750
Ag 0.8869 0.7362 0.9981 0.2851 1.4802 0.5798 0.4835 0.2796  0.4828 0.4370
A, 0.3180 0.3654 0.8644 1.1039 0.1031 0.0124 0.0025 0.2938 0.5900  0.3038
Ay 2.3932 1.8528 0.6114 1.0132 1.8138 0.0620 0.1320 0.2365 0.7211 0.2017
Ay 0.9622 0.2128 1.9608 1.7239 1.1150 1.9389 0.2636  0.6942 0.4636  0.4575
A, 0.0563 0.1578 2.0906 1.1076 0.5056 1.5221 0.5935 0.9284 3.7014  0.2433
Ay 1.2227 1.0248 0.8372 0.4468 1.3478 1.3487 0.3324 0.1185 0.6332 0.3515
Ay 1.7253 1.5045 2.5307 0.6102 1.4337 2.2543 0.2489 0.2091 0.5129 0.1559
A 0.6334 0.6360 0.1059 0.4098 0.3635 0.2350 0.7757 0.7535 1.6761 0.5835

A ORRE LBREIN (YD TGS HRIN Y DU 2 .

Note: A,(k) indicates absolute difference between each comparison series (Y,) and the reference series (Y,).



95 1119 PR AE - 15 AR M G R B S R MR B IR (4 G T AT K S AT A 69
x5 TREMREARMTAKTESHMERCEKRY
Table 5 Correlation coefficients between yield per plant and other agronomic traits of different cherry tomato varieties
& (k) Y, Y, Y, Y, Ys Y Y, Yy Y, Yo

& 0.6737 0.8225 0.9417 0.6142 0.7200 0.7862 0.8272 0.8280 0.9262 0.906 3
&, 0.7902 0.7006 0.8523 0.6772 0.9424 0.6403 0.7257 0.8103 0.9896 0.8217
& 0.4295 0.4175 0.5232 0.8079 0.4519 0.4432 0.9853 0.6642 0.5086 0.7209
& 0.6649 0.6248 0.8757 0.6645 0.9388 0.9570 0.9984 0.7810 0.8212 0.9245
& 0.4772 0.5667 0.4370 0.4815 0.4430 0.3337 0.9802 0.6473 0.3999 0.8805
&s 0.8814 0.9595 0.6534 0.8572 0.8366 0.5570 0.858 0.7748 0.7666 0.8451
& 0.9150 0.8117 0.5313 0.8101 0.7429 0.6206 0.9560 0.9685 0.6917 0.8612
& 0.7233 0.7591 0.6989 0.8911 0.6100 0.8002 0.8277 0.8930 0.8280 0.8418
& 0.8799 0.8643 0.7284 0.6773 0.9583 0.9957 1.0000 0.8881 0.7973 0.8847
£ 0.4916 0.5554 0.7915 0.6958 0.5607 0.9749 0.9469 0.9081 0.7628 0.9207
En 0.706 6 0.9166 0.5414 0.5732 0.6751 0.5441 0.8985 0.7697 0.8337 0.8355
£ 0.9773 0.9370 0.5254 0.6765 0.8213 0.6033 0.7964 0.7140 0.3846 0.9057
£ 0.6545 0.6933 0.7347 0.8388 0.6321 0.6319 0.8751 0.9522 0.7856 0.8688
Eu 0.5730 0.6061 0.4776 0.7918 0.6176 0.5065 0.9037 0.9180 0.8191 0.9378
£ 0.7856 0.7849 0.9572 0.8502 0.849 0.9086 0.7493 0.7548 0.5800 0.799 1
KR

Relational 0.7082 0.7347 0.6846 0.7271 0.7210 0.6869 0.8891 0.8181 0.7263 0.8636
degree

HEJ¥ Rank 8 4 10 5 7 9 1 3 6 2

TE &, F 7% AN TR FE Bk 78 07 it il SR 7 ik 5 A PR G BB 2R 8K

Note: £&,(%) indicates correlation coefficients between yield per plant and other agronomic traits of different cherry tomato.
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Table 6 Correlation coefficients between different cherry tomato varieties and rational varieties
&k Y, Y, Y, Y, Y Y Y, Yy Y, Y, Y,
& 0.8573 0.7884 0.7533 0.5057 0.8381 0.8557 0.5352 0.5064 0.4254 0.3792 0.4490
& 0.6912 0.7813 0.6706 0.4933 0.6501 0.8722 0.5213 0.5505 0.3733 0.3985 0.4077
& 0.5211 0.5023 0.7095 1.0000 0.5533 0.6702 0.6516 1.0000 0.3570 0.8750 0.6169
& 0.5666 0.5451 0.7095 0.5344 0.6882 0.7885 0.4956 0.6296 0.3791 0.4284 0.456 2
&s 0.7264 0.9289 0.7533 0.6889 0.6931 0.6532 1.0000 0.7642 0.3677 1.0000 1.0000
& 0.5565 0.5766 0.8028 0.5867 0.5568 0.8938 0.4461 0.5294 0.3977 0.3618 0.3842
& 0.8405 1.0000 0.6357 0.6735 1.0000 0.7371 0.5601 0.6299 0.3977 0.4469 0.5329
& 0.8254 0.8524 0.6706 0.6839 0.9808 0.8577 0.4543 0.5294 0.4572 0.3689 0.4551
& 0.6998 0.8603 0.7095 0.8980 0.7809 0.8398 0.5343 0.5666 0.4042 0.4171 0.4934
& 1.0000 0.9512 0.7533 0.6839 0.83886 0.7371 0.4459 0.5113 0.4181 0.3619 0.3988
&l 0.7027 0.6231 0.8593 0.7719 0.7422 0.9187 0.4463 0.5403 0.3851 0.3721 0.3910
& 0.6155 0.6367 0.9243 0.7021 0.5753 0.8872 0.4005 0.4324 1.0000 0.3333 0.4012
& 0.6031 0.6332 0.9243 0.6502 0.6045 0.7195 0.5068 0.5916 0.4042 0.4185 0.499 6
&u 0.8739 0.8948 1.0000 0.6502 0.8397 1.0000 0.4653 0.5205 0.4110 0.3690 0.4086
Eis 0.7609 0.8041 0.7533 0.6839 0.7391 0.8079 0.4246 0.4812 0.5896 0.3485 0.4440
RT FREERFHRMREXBKSFTRIERF
Table 7 Grey correlation analysis and ranking of different cherry tomato varieties
sty 7l S5 AL G TR i35 A5G 1k 52 HE T

Cultivar Equal weight correlation degree Rank Weighted correlation degree Rank

LR 0.626 7 9 1.917 7 8

EL 0.5827 13 1.819 3 13

B 0.677 9 2 2.3654 2

20— 0.565 6 14 1.7819 14

LR35 % 0.779 6 1 2.786 5 1

Y % 0.553 8 15 1.680 7 15

i 8 5 0.677 7 3 2.187 7 3

el s 0.648 7 7 2.002 5 5

e 45 0.654 9 5 2.090 2 4

M 15 0.650 0 6 1.995 2 6

w15 0.6139 11 1.846 3 12

Wit 25 0.628 0 8 1.884 7 10

Witk 3% 0.596 0 12 1.869 1 11

1S 0.675 7 4 1.9951 7

W% 25 0.6216 10 1.914 4 9
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