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TABLE 1. Disease infection and insect infestation on four tomato
varieties observed in the field

Disease Insect
Variety . .
infection infestation
L-22 1 Medium®
Sida M.K. - Slight®
M. Din Dang - ) Severe3
Kasetakom4 - - .
1 3
Not found. Mealybug.

2Cotton Bollworm. 4Unknown pedigree vanety
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Fig. 1. The comparison of or-tomatine content in leave and fruit

per unit of productivity.
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o-Tomatine Contelit of Tomato Varieties Grown in the Tha-Chein Area of Thailand
By

Wimon Quankuar, Titiya Chittihunsa, Chitribul Bhoomsiri
and Chockpisit Channuntapipat

Department of Biology, Facuty of Science, Silpakorn Univér.sity, Nakornpathom, Thailand 73000.

ABSTRACT

A study was undertaken of the a-tomatine content of the leaves and fruit of four tomato varieties grown in the
Tha-Chein area of Thailand with a viéw to establishing possible relationships to yield which might reflect pesticidal
properties of the a-tomatine. The tomato varieties used in the study were 122, Sida M.K., M. Din-Dang and Kasetakorn.

No clear relationship between the a-tomatine content of either the leaves or fruit and fruit yield per plant was
able to be established. The a-tomatine content of the leaves of L22, Sida M.K., M. Din-Dang and Kasetakorn was
18.23, 16.33, 6.75 and 30.07 mg/gm dry welght respectively; in the fruit the respective contents were 3.22, 2.84, 2.71
and 3.51 mg/gm dry weight. Relative mean plant yields for the four varieties were 1158, 1253, 998 and 1173 gm and -
were not significantly different between varieties. .






