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Collaborating with Extension Master Gardeners 
to Evaluate Tomato Cultivars 

Charles J. Barden, G.A. Pabodha Galgamuwa, and Ward Upham, 
Department of Horticulture, Forestry, and Recreation Resources, Kansas State University 

Introduction 
Typical vegetable cultivar yield trials are very labor intensive and require extensive contiguous 
areas for replicated plots. Often the results from even these well-designed experiments are of 
limited interest to refereed journals, thus there is little incentive for university faculty to conduct 
these types of trials. Every year new vegetable cultivars are introduced, and there is intense 
interest from commercial growers and home gardeners to learn if the new cultivars will perform 
better than the current standards in their particular region. In response to these conflicting 
demands, a new type of multilocational trial was initiated with assistance from Master Gardener 
groups, based on Citizen Science principles. Citizen Science is a participatory system of 
conducting research involving nonscientists in the collection of research data. It has been used in 
other vegetable production studies (Gittleman et al. 2012).  

Materials and Methods 
Each year Kansas State University Research and Extension Master Gardener (MG) groups 
receive flats of selected tomato and pepper cultivars for planting in demonstration or community 
gardens. Information on the study methodology is provided to each group. In exchange for these 
“free” plants, the MG groups are required to collect various types of data throughout the season, 
entering their observations on standardized forms. Participants are instructed to establish and 
manage all the plants using uniform spacing and cultural practices at each site. Data recorded 
include information about the garden plot, such as soil texture, tillage depth, fertilization, 
irrigation, transplanting dates, plant spacing, and care. Observational data is recorded at least 3 
times during the season, where the new cultivars are compared to a common standard in terms of 
vigor, disease resistance, relative yield, uniformity, and cracking (Table 1). A simple 3-point 
scale is used, with a rating of 1 for poor performance, 2 for fair performance, and 3 for good 
performance. If a new cultivar earns an identical numerical rating to the check, to further 
compare the two cultivars, a plus (+) is added to denote that the new cultivar is better than the 
check, a zero (0) indicates they are equivalent, and a minus (-) for new cultivars that are judged 
inferior to the check. A similar relative-comparison system is used in the All-America 
SelectionsR vegetable trials (Lawson 2013). A column is provided for comments. 
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Table 1. Example rating sheet. 

Please rate all the varieties on a 1=poor, 2=fair, and 3=good scale 
Please also compare the test varieties with the “check” and rate them better (+), worse (-) or 
same (0) 
(Thus, the boxes of the test varieties will include two entries, i.e., 2+) 

Plant Characteristics Fruit Characteristics 

Variety # Plants Vigor Disease 
Resistance 

Relative 
Yield Uniformity Cracking Comments 

Jetstar-
Check 

6 3 3 2 3 2 Sunscald 

Country 
Taste 

6 3 - 3 0 2 - 2 - 3 + 

Big Beef 5 3 + 3 0 3 + 3 - 2 -
Pink 
Beauty 

6 3 0 3 0 3 + 3 + 3 + 

Mr. Ugly 6 2 0 3 0 1 - 2 - 2 0 Blossom 
end rot 

Each planting location is treated as one replication, with observational data being collected at 6 
to 10 sites per year. Yield data is also recorded at 2 to 3 sites each year. Observations from these 
multiple trial sites are then used to evaluate both current recommended cultivars and potential 
new cultivars. 
The best performing cultivars in a particular year are retained in the trial for next year to confirm, 
while poorly performing cultivars are usually dropped and replaced by a new cultivar for next 
season. Reported here are the summary of the tomato trials conducted from 2007–2013. The 
primary goal of this study was to identify the best performing tomato cultivars to help update the 
list of K-State recommended vegetable varieties.  

All the plants were started from seeds direct-sown into plastic 6-packs which were raised in the 
greenhouse. Each group gets a flat containing 6 plants each of 10 different cultivars. The check 
cultivars have varied from year to year, depending on available seed. Crista (four times), 
Celebrity (twice), and Amelia (once) have been used for the determinate type tomatoes. Jetstar 
has been used for all years except one, when Jetsetter was used as the check cultivar for the 
indeterminate types. 

Results 
The cultivars evaluated in the trials are listed in Table 2 (indeterminates) and Table 3 
(determinates). A total of 11 indeterminate and 23 determinate cultivars have been assessed with 
this system. As an example of the results, mean ratings for yield, uniformity, and cracking are 
shown in Figures 1 and 2 for indeterminate and determinate cultivars assessed in 2012. The n 
values shown are the number of plants of each cultivar the rating is based on. From Figure 1, it 
can be seen that Pink Beauty was rated higher in yield, uniformity, and resistance to cracking, 
whereas Mr. Ugly was rated lower in all parameters. The other two cultivars examined, Big Beef 
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Table 3. Determinate tomato cultivars evaluated. 

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 
Celebrity-

Check 
Crista-
Check 

Crista-
Check 

Amelia-
Check 

Crista-
Check 

Celebrity-
Check 

Crista – 
Check 

Crista Amelia Road 
Runner 3 

Road 
Runner 3 Tribeca Defiant Defiant 

BHN 602 BHN 602 Security 28 Security 28 BHN 602 BHN 961 BHN 964 
Florida 91 Florida 91 Florida 91 Valley Girl Florida 91 Florida 91 Red Deuce 
RFT-6153 RFT 6153 RFT 6153 Mt. Fresh Mt. Fresh Mt. Fresh Hy Beef 
Sunmaster Scarlet Red Scarlet Red Scarlet Red Hy Beef Charger Charger 

Husky Primo Red Primo Red Primo Red Red 
Bounty 

Red 
Defender Fabulous Fabulous 

Mt. Glory Mt. Glory 
Red 
Defender 

3.0 

2.5 

2.0 

1.5 

1.0 

0.5 

0.0 

Plant & Fruit Characteristics rated 

R
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g 
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= 
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Relative Yield Uniformity Cracking 

r------------ ■ 
Celebrity-Check 
(n=17) 

Florida 91 
(n=25) 

Primo Red 
(n=28) 

Fabulous (n=18) 

Defiant (n=27) 

Charger (n=15) 

BHN 961 
(n=30) 

Figure 2. Determinate tomato cultivar ratings — 2012. 
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Figure 3. Yield data recorded at St. Joseph, MO, for determinate tomato — 2012. 
Yield data from the St. Joseph, MO, site is shown in Figure 3. The top two yielding cultivars 
(Florida 91 and Charger) each averaged over 25 lb/plant. The check cultivar Celebrity and BHN 
961 each yielded 20 lb/plant, with Primo Red slightly above, and Defiant slightly below this 
value. These yield results are consistent with the mean rankings provided by the other sites, with 
the exception of the total yield of Defiant. Defiant is a smaller-fruited cultivar, and averaged over 
70 fruit per plant at that location, whereas other cultivars produced between 38–55 fruit per plant 
(data not shown). 

After several years of good performance compared to popular check varieties, the new cultivars 
will be added to the Kansas State University Horticulture Report “Recommended Vegetable 
Varieties” (Carey et al. 2009). Although Big Beef did not distinguish itself in 2012, it has proven 
to be an excellent variety with performance exceeding the check in 3 out of 5 years and equaling 
the check one year (Table 4). No other indeterminate cultivar has surpassed Jetstar more than 
half the time. 
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Table 4. Recommended indeterminate tomato cultivars. 

Cultivar Performance Exceeds Check Sources 
Jetstar Check HR, PT, HPS, TGS 
Jetsetter Check TW, HPS 
Big Beef 3 / 5 (1 time equal) HR, RU, SW, ST, TW, JS, HPS 
Abraham Lincoln 1 / 2 HPS 
Conestoga 1 / 2 HR, ST 
Grandmas Pick 1 / 2 SW, TW 
Pink Beauty 1 / 2 JS 
Country Taste 1 / 4 PT, HPS 
Beefy Boy 0 / 1 (1 time equal) PA 

Table 5. Recommended determinate tomato cultivars. 

Cultivar Performance Exceeds Check Sources 
Amelia Check HR, SW, TW 
Crista Check HR 
Celebrity Check HR, RU, SW, ST, TW, JS, PT, TGS 
Defiant 2 / 2 JS 
Charger 2 / 2 RU, SW, JS, HPS, TGS 
Hy Beef 2 / 2 ST 
Sunmaster 1 / 1 
BHN 964 1 / 1 RU 
Red Deuce 1 / 1 SW 
Red Bounty 1 / 1 HR, SW 
Florida 91 3 / 5 (1 time equal) SW, TW, TGS 
Primo Red 2 / 3 HR, SW, ST 
Red Defender 1 / 2 HR 
RFT 6153 1 / 3 (1 time equal) SW 
BHN 602 1 / 3 (1 time equal) SW 
Scarlet Red 1 / 3 HR, SW, ST 
Mt. Fresh 1 / 3 HR, SW, ST, TW, JS, HPS 
BHN 961 0 / 1 (1 time equal) SW 
Fabulous 0 / 2 (1 time equal) PA 

Considering the determinate cultivars, Florida 91 has been rated better than the check cultivar in 
3 out of 5 years (Table 5). Several cultivars have earned better ratings in both years that they 
have been evaluated, including Defiant, Charger, and Hy Beef. Primo Red has exceeded the 
check in 2 out of 3 years. Cultivars that need more evaluation, but that have exceeded the check 
cultivar in the one year that they were evaluated, include BHN 964, Red Deuce, and Red Bounty. 
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Determinate cultivars that have performed poorly in both years they were evaluated include Mt. 
Glory, Security 28, and Road Runner 3 (Table 6). Fabulous did not outperform the check in 
either year it was evaluated, but was rated equivalent once. 
Table 6. Determinate cultivars that have performed poorly. 

Cultivar Performance Exceeds Check 
Mt. Glory 0 / 2 
Security 28 0 / 2 
Road Runner 3 0 / 2 
Husky 0 / 1 
Valley Girl 0 / 1 
Tribeca 0 / 1 

Conclusions 
Replicated field plot data is still the preferred measure of vegetable production performance. 
However, when this data is not available locally, the authors feel the multilocational 
observational data reported here has some value, particularly when consistent results are 
obtained over several years. Most state Extension programs have a cadre of Master Gardeners, 
and with the explosion of interest in community gardens and local food production there is 
increasing interest in local vegetable performance trials. 

References 
Carey, T. et al. 2009. Recommended Vegetable Varieties. L-41. Kansas State University, 

Manhattan, KS. 4 pp. 

Gittleman, M, K. Jordan, and E. Brelsford. 2012. Using Citizen Science to Quantify Community 
Garden Crop Yields. Cities and the Environment. Volume 5, Issue 1, Article 4. Available at 
http://digitalcommons.lmu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1095&context=cate. 

Lawson, V. 2013. All-America SelectionsR Vegetable Trial. Iowa State Research Farm Progress 
Reports, Paper 2028. Available at http://lib.dr.iastate.edu/farms_reports/2028. 

Acknowledgments 
The following companies have donated seed multiple times over the course of the project: 
Abbott & Cobb; Harris; Rupp; and Seedway. The following companies have donated seed at 
least one for the project: Rispens, Rogers, Siegers, Stokes, and Syngenta. The assistance and 
dedication of Master Gardener programs throughout Kansas, and in Buchanan County, Missouri, 
have been crucial to this project. 

http://lib.dr.iastate.edu/farms_reports/2028
http://digitalcommons.lmu.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1095&context=cate

	Collaborating with Extension Master Gardeners to Evaluate Tomato Cultivars
	Recommended Citation

	Collaborating with Extension Master Gardeners to Evaluate Tomato Cultivars


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AlwaysEmbed [
    true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /HSamples [
      2
      1
      1
      2
    ]
    /QFactor 0.76000
    /VSamples [
      2
      1
      1
      2
    ]
  >>
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /HSamples [
      1
      1
      1
      1
    ]
    /QFactor 0.15000
    /VSamples [
      1
      1
      1
      1
    ]
  >>
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /ColorImageResolution 120
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /CropColorImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /Description <<
    /ENU ([Based on '[High Quality Print]'] Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0
  /DoThumbnails false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /EndPage -1
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /HSamples [
      2
      1
      1
      2
    ]
    /QFactor 0.76000
    /VSamples [
      2
      1
      1
      2
    ]
  >>
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /HSamples [
      1
      1
      1
      1
    ]
    /QFactor 0.15000
    /VSamples [
      1
      1
      1
      1
    ]
  >>
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /GrayImageResolution 120
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /Quality 30
    /TileHeight 256
    /TileWidth 256
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /Quality 30
    /TileHeight 256
    /TileWidth 256
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /Quality 30
    /TileHeight 256
    /TileWidth 256
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /Quality 30
    /TileHeight 256
    /TileWidth 256
  >>
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.16667
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /MonoImageResolution 300
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [
    true
  ]
  /OPM 1
  /Optimize true
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.25000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0
    0
    0
    0
  ]
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXTrapped /False
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0
    0
    0
    0
  ]
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


