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Evaluation of irrigation scheme with high quality and
efficiency for greenhouse grown tomato

Liv Hao, Duan Aiwang, Sun Jingsheng, Ning Huifeng, Wang Feng
(Key Laboratory of Crop Water Use and Regulation, Ministry of Agriculture, Farmland Irrigation Research Institute, Chinese Academy of
Agricultural Sciences, Xinxiang, Henan 453002, China)

Abstract: This study was conducted to find an irrigation scheme for greenhouse grown tomato with high
quality and efficiency based on evaporation determination from a 20 c¢m standard diameter pan placed
above the crop canopy. Three irrigation intervals based on accumulate pan evaporation (Epan) values
and four irrigation level combination treatments were designed. By means of results of plot experiment in
greenhouse, the evaluation system of irrigation scheme with water saving and good quality for greenhouse
grown tomato was determined by five main indexes such as tomato yield, water use efficiency, mean fruit
weight, content of soluble solids and fruit firmness. Based on the weight of each index calculated by varia-
tion coefficient method, a comprehensive evaluation model with high quality, yield and efficiency was
further established with TOPSIS method. Using the evaluation model, irrigation scheme with water sa-
ving and good quality was determined based on pan evaporation. Irrigation was occurred when Epan
reached 10 mm =2 mm with 0.9 Epan irrigation water applied, which could improve water utilization
efficiency, fruit nutritional and storage quality in some certain extent without yield reduction.

Key words: tomato ;irrigation scheduling; pan evaporation ;variation coefficient method ; TOPSIS

Wim B H#A: 2013 -01 -05; P4 HARETIE: 2014 - 06 - 20
P 2% HH ARtk : hitp : //www. enki. net/kems/doi/10. 3969/j. issn. 1674 —8530. 13.0010. html
HETIH: F% 863 145 H (2011AA100509,2011AA100502) ; 5 H SRRl 54 97 BHI5 H (51009140)
FEZ R : X (1977—) 5, NS SRR 2, BRBRFAY 51, 81 (livhao — 914 @ 163. com) , 3 5 WA F# 75 7K i IBE 77 990 o RO K R
T
NFE(1963—) 53, L TV AL BFFE R, 1 A= S0l GEAB /E 2, jshsun623 @ yahoo. com. en) , 32 % A 8=l 743 I J L5 3
HARDIS.




0]

HEREBL O 72741k

4532 %

iAo D)z, O AR OB
R 30% ~40% . Tl o 4EAE R LA E
FRICER , i bR HH KR RIS D RES, i HA
AR IR > ORI, 7 00 7 e 7 K B
JRAGDE S A2 1A% IR R, i 52 R 5 A KRG
PIZRFZI - RS HE B B % TR A A
AR OGS, WK ik 2 i HE KR A
R R R 735 e K G 2ol F8 A - HEAK I3 P sl KK
Stk 7 A A 7 B R R A R

ERETEN L 25 10 S BEAE T 2 45 b 2R PR R
HORCER (B , PR 1 BB W E 1902 T A 2 AR
PUE PO AS R A HERG VE. B I8 E T vk EE
N WA AN E WAL PR 2. IRk £
LA R R I I 3k B 255 PPN 5 i
25, HOBUH 1 1 5 S A5 PPAN 3 T 0UR W 1 S A L
A N AR AR E. B WAL R LA S5 AR
XFR BT Rt 1 B 15 8L, B L 25 45 4 bm AL, 31X
P57 LA () B HL AT B2, 40 28 5 R Mk
EWI T H Tk AR EOE R R AL
IEAF. AN AL 3 34 2 5 LKA 32 , 45 b 5 i
A DL AL, XA R A PO FAR T 5, SR BOE H A
BERT YIRS R AP SN P S 3

ZEA MR R T 28 A0 E, RERS 2345 S
A GARDL , MR FE BEE I 28 A L AR K0 K, Al
SETE BRI, A Z b 7% e LA A 9y 988 10k i J3E T 5
AR T Z R T A R LA
5, E N B TE 22 5R ] 20 em B /K 1 78 4 LA
SEMEBE AR O L A5l T K I 2 K 1 R )
JRE ¥4 ] o 3 B KM ST ELA 22 02 A X i B
HR 3 BT REA i i 35 LR A 2 A R 2
PR 1 Dy R A JBE 1) AN TR i B 22 S, S S 3
P AR FEBR AN 7 7 BE A8 R b S UL W 4
ANRE T 7K o 8 T ) £ R A 4 R D 1
TR BT I, SO LR 2 B T K R
Jit, SR FHAE 5 R BGE B 2 PR R &R P A PR 48 B Y
FUEE, {45 TOPSIS ZE5 34 7 vk , 57 il %8 7 il 43
Fr VR DT A2 % K TR 2 B il 2 7
AT JHE A

1 #857E
L1 B ERER

RIGTF 2011 ERI2012 453 HE 7 AEREL
AP B2E B A H A 5T B AE P K =i 5 i H 6

IR P AT, IR I MG T N35°197, E113°537 ¥4k
73.2 m, ZEFEHEE 14.1 °C, JoFEM 210 d, H IR
%52 398. 8 h. HFHiX I Fr IR FE K 40 m . 57 8.5
m; L N AR PG 1], B R O R T, I E
PV AN . 50+ B oA VD s B2 1
ZRE N 1.38 g/em’, HI A1 F5 7K B R 24% (i B4
B0 T KRR T 5 m. - HERRAR A A A
R TR HE A9 R 45. 3,4, 2,91 2 mg/kg, HIEAHL
R A 31,3 g/ke.
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P i it T 528 25 v/hm® \ 0 A HE(N,P,K
JRHE AT B LB A 182461 0) 390 kg/hm® | i iR 41
(%5 K 50% )260 kg/hm® V£ R JiCHE , 76 7t FFAE AL S
Y1 AV R /K 3 i PR 3R 240 kg/hm®. Oy 1B 1R B
FERHT 3 ARSI TR, 2 0 ~40 em +)2H+
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Tab.1 Experimental result of indicators for comprehension evaluation system
Y,/ WUE/ Mg/ 7SS/ Fy/
S R (t-hm™?) (kg +m™?) g %o (kg + em~?)
LKy 108. 51f 39.98d 131. 2¢ 5.69a 2.43a
I, chz 141. 76¢ 47.94a 150. 2b 5.21bed 2.26ab
LK. 151.79a 46. 98a 157. 8a 5. 02cde 2. 13be
LK 149. 20ab 38.45¢e 159. 0a 4. 39fg 2. 08bed
IZchl 105. 64f 40.28d 127. 1¢ 5.65ab 2.38a
011 12K0p2 140. 32c¢d 47.70a 151.0b 4. 80de 2.21ab
LK 3 147. 54 43.73b 157. 3a 4. 59ef 2. 09bed
LK 4 148. 04ab 38.42e 159.9a 4. 38fg 2. 05bed
I3KCP1 99. 59¢ 39.98d 124. 5¢ 5.33abc 2.31ab
I3ch2 131. 24e 46.97a 152. 1b 4.75¢ef 2.07bed
LK. 137. 04d 42.28¢ 156. 3a 4. 40fg 2.00cd
LK, 137. 88cd 36.21f 159. 8a 4.28g 1.99d
I1ch1 121. 25e 45. 70abc 146. 2d 4. 80a 2.43a
LK., 143. 63bc 47.05a 163. 2¢ 4.37b 2.26ab
LK. 152.08a 45. 03abce 165. 1be 4. 30bc 2.18b
I, ch4 156.02a 42.22de 174. 8ab 3.96cd 2.08bc
Ichpl 116.29¢ 46. 06ab 145.8d 4.76a 2.45a
012 LK, 139. 82cd 46. 55ab 164. Oc 4. 19bed 2. 14b
LK ;5 150. 22ab 43.60cd 165. 8bc 4. 08bed 2. 02be
IZch4 152.05a 39.39fg 176. 8a 3.95cd 2.02bc
I;chl 104. 81f 40. 72ef 142. 6d 4.75a 2.45a
LK., 135.33d 44. 79be 160. 2¢ 4. 21bc 2. 08bc
LK ;5 144. 31bc 43.52cd 168. 5ab 3.96cd 1.95¢
I3ch4 141.91cd 37.48¢ 166. 7bc 3.91d 1.95¢

TR FFNG F AR &, Fom 22 AR A G L (P>0.05).

INFE T L L, AR IR K S A TR 38
IR AR B0 SR T S 52 ¥ T T A i
SEBRIOE IR E) B 5K T (P <0.05). L34 2 4F
HOIR B 5L T LA i, 7 ) — Wk L, Y, , WUE,
My TS, Fy P47 B K 60 6 1 00/ 38K P 35
L2l — K U , 7= 8 S 7 4 W 1 45— B £
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BERA—EL K BE N 0.7, , MK/ N T %AE
5, WUE Bl K 55 (9 38 RT3 K, 5K KT i%
(BN, WUE B9 7K 5 38 T 32 B R A 5 M Bt K
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5 B R B (coefficient of variation method ) 2
BRI A& bR AL & 15 B i A BT
PR R R PR A, i T IR AR R h & 8 hn 0 &
PANIA], ANRE B4 B TR AR I 22 5 R, O T
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Tab.2 Weight of evaluation indicators for comprehension evaluation system

Y,/ WUE/ Mg/ 7SS/ Fy/ .
o i (t+-hm™2) (kg-m™) g % (kg - em™?) KA
b2 18.32 4.14 13.31 0.50 0.15
o1l SEHE 133.21 42.41 148. 87 4.87 2.17
AR R 0.1375 0.097 6 0.089 4 0.102 6 0. 068 7 0.4959
W 0.277 3 0.196 8 0.180 4 0.206 9 0.138 6 1
bR 16. 01 3.01 11.16 0.33 0.19
012 S5 138. 14 43.51 161. 64 4.27 2.17
AR R 0.1159 0. 069 2 0. 069 0 0.078 4 0.087 0 0.419 5
P&y 0.276 2 0.164 9 0.164 5 0.186 9 0.207 4 0.999 9

2.3 ET TOPSIS KGR ETFMIEE
TOPSIS ( technique for order preference by simi-

larity to an ideal solution) ¥: /& C. L. Hwang F1 K.

Yoon F 1981 415 Yk #i2 . TOPSIS M H8A45 FR N1
Wit 5 EAE A B bR 0820 B SR T HE Y B O
TETEBUA BXF G oh AT AR 25 B9 1A, A JR
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Tab.3 Weighted matrix of evaluation indicator normalized

Ay b Y, WUE My 7SS Fy
LK, 0. 064 649 0.053 327 0. 045 731 0. 069 386 0.044 772

5K, 0. 084 457 0. 063 939 0. 052 360 0. 063 491 0. 041 702

LK, 0. 090 434 0. 062 663 0.055 011 0.061 255 0.039 195

LK, 0. 088 889 0.051 283 0. 055 429 0. 053 598 0. 038 376

LK, 0. 062 940 0. 053 730 0. 044 300 0. 068 878 0.043 928

LK., 0. 083 600 0. 063 615 0.052 634 0.058 511 0. 040 628

ol LK., 0.087 901 0. 058 320 0. 054 842 0. 056 003 0.038 581
LK., 0.088 197 0.051 242 0. 055 743 0. 053 361 0.037 762

LK, 0. 059 331 0.053 322 0. 043 393 0. 064 948 0. 042 521

LK. 0.078 189 0. 062 654 0.053 029 0. 057 935 0.038 171

LK, 0.081 647 0. 056 391 0. 054 465 0. 053 683 0. 036 764

LK, 0.082 145 0. 048 291 0. 055 708 0. 052 243 0. 036 688

ISk 0. 090 434 0. 063 939 0. 055 743 0. 069 386 0. 044 772

e AnE 0.059 331 0. 048 291 0. 043 393 0. 052 243 0. 036 638

LK, 0. 069 555 0. 049 920 0. 042 850 0. 060 480 0. 066 890

LK, 0. 082 393 0.051 395 0. 047 848 0. 055 062 0.062 211

1Ky 0. 087 240 0. 049 188 0. 048 405 0. 054 180 0. 060 009

LK, 0. 089 501 0.046 119 0.051 234 0. 049 896 0. 057 256

LK, 0. 066 709 0. 050 313 0.042 732 0. 059 976 0.067 441

LK, 0. 080 207 0. 050 849 0. 048 062 0. 052 794 0. 058 907

o2 LK, 0.086 173 0. 047 626 0.048 613 0.051 408 0. 055 604
LK., 0.087 223 0. 043 028 0.051 820 0. 049 770 0. 055 604

LK, 0. 060 124 0. 044 480 0.041 794 0. 059 850 0. 067 441

LK., 0.077 632 0. 048 926 0. 046 968 0. 053 046 0. 057 256

LK, 0.082 783 0. 047 539 0. 049 399 0. 049 896 0.053 677

LK, 0. 081 406 0. 040 941 0. 048 880 0. 049 266 0.053 677

S o) i 0.089 501 0.051 395 0.051 820 0. 060 480 0.067 441

B 0. 060 124 0. 040 941 0.041 794 0. 049 266 0.053 677

51 AR AL B S E MR 45 5 SR S O3
A7), (8) HE AL R IR 4 FoR.

D: = \/Z{ (Zmaxj _Zij>z ’ (7)

Di_ =J;(Zminj_zg)2' (8)

5 i MPITAEIR S Sy BRI R C (25
BIFNE) R (9) T

CL_:DL,_/(DL,+ +Di_) . (9)

CEATVEMME C, (EAK, Ud B A B 1 25 45 3K
F BT SRS ARYE C, M BEAE 1 KN AR TR K 43
SEBEHEATHEY , SCH C, TSR RN 45 A B 1 HE 44
ZERNFR 4 PR, R PR LUE L2 AR
ZEETEN TR R M DSR4 R AR — B, B R K ]
P FIPE K 2 A 1 K A0 B2 4R C 050
0.789,0. 737 ; 1, K, AbFRIR Z ,2 4F 1) C, fEL 433K
0.777,0. 712 LK, b Bl H5: 22,2 4E (1 C, {5 3 N
0.295,0. 358. 7 [f] —#E /K [A] B T, i 28 7 i 19 25



g

HEREBL O 72741k

4532 %

3288 gt X K 8 W A A — A B (0. 9E )
YR T IR T e B A 6 2R A R
YA B A R s £ [R) — WK 1 il 3 3l 1 25
A% g B 7K 5] B A /N T B 8. BT, 1L K
Ak BT S BRI A T NI 5  AR A L G —
oA B A TR A 5 s T A A DA R T Y K A
Jo F) FEE R A AR
x4 JREHFIERE

Tab.4 Index value for sorting different irrigation

treatments
2011 2012
pisiil
D* D~ ¢ HK D* D~ ¢ Ak

LK, 0.030 0.020 0.408 10 0.022 0.022 0.497 10
Ichpz 0.010 0.033 0.777 2 0.011 0.027 0.712 2
LK. 0.010 0.037 0.789 0.011 0.030 0.737
LK, 0.021 0.032 0.602 5 0.016 0.031 0.669 3
LK, 0.031 0.019 0.380 11 0.025 0.021 0.460 11
Ichpz 0.014 0.031 0.691 0.015 0.024 0.612 6
LK.; 0.016 0.033 0.671 4 0.016 0.028 0.635
LK, 0.022 0.032 0.592 6 0.018 0.029 0.615 5
LK, 0.035 0.015 0.295 12 0.032 0.018 0.358 12
I3K(.p2 0.018 0.026 0.590 7 0.018 0.021 0.532 8
LK. 0.021 0.026 0.554 0.019 0.025 0.564 7
LK., 0.026 0.026 0.500 0.022 0.022 0.501

2

3 &

1) DUREF MR AT i
P ST ) 5 ORI 3 A ¥ 095 47, % A8 5
FHO T o R S I 095 B 0 R 5 7
5 AT R 25 4 VT T R OB I RLE. 454
20112012 43 5 7 Ak 00 Ke o 2 T 9P 01 o
S EERIOALTE R 2 45 I B B 15 3 45 5 4 1
FUE b A A P R R A, 2 4R 55 0.277 3,
0.276 2.

2) M TOPSIS L5 40P J5 ik HHEET A €.
FURT €, 06 R (7 084 12 4 . O 0145
1,1, K. 5 08 8 7K 6 6 O K 4L AR B, 2 4
[y C, 157345 0. 789,0. 73731, K., AV 2 |2 A1)
C, (4314 0. 777 0. 712, LK., AbF % 2 4E1 C,
B4 518 0. 295 ,0. 358.

3) LRI 5 B 1 R 5 7 KRR
B 2 BRUK E2E % L 355 10 mm £ 2 mm
TR, MK O SRR T2 A0 0.9 5, 16
PR R M1 5L , 48 T K 40 R3¢, i T )
15— R b S 7R B TR R 8 I, AT
R A A (LA BRI, 20 A P T 2

4) 17K T W T B PN R R 0 B AE T
FARER (B E , 22 57 AR BOA A A% i3 1 W 45
PR A 5 5 28 5], B U DUR T3 IR
R T R RS 2256 5 0 B 5 B, 845
SRV ISP I AR SR R A, A I R] e 2 H AL T
ARG H AR, NI, 4 5 058 H R0fs 0
P IE M WA A 25 6 — R AT SR P, 1K
FwRg AR R AN A R R 1R A S I
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