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Resistance evaluation of tomato varieties to Meloidogyne incognita in Southern China

Wang Xinrong, Zheng Jingjun, Wang Guoping, Deng Mingrong, Hu Yueqing, Liao Jinling

(College of Natural Resources and Environment . South China Agricultural University , Guangzhou 510642, China)

Abstract The resistance of 11 main tomato varieties from southern China and 2 from France was evaluated by artifi-
cially inoculating Meloidogyne incognita. The results showed that all of the 11 tomato varieties from southern Chi-
na, including Nianfeng, Hongbaoshi, Xinxing, Fuan, Yuehongyu, Suifeng, Jinfeng, Yifeng, Fengshun, Dafeng-
shun and Manfeng, and 1 French variety SAINT PIERRE, were highly susceptible, only the French variety PIER-
SOL VFN was highly resistant. According to Student-Newman-Keuls multiple range test, there was significant re-

sistance difference between the variety PIERSOL VFN and the other 12 tomato varieties( p<Z0. 01), but there was no

significant difference between the 12 tomato varieties.
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