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Abstract .

To establish an approach for rapidly and accurately determining the cherry tomatoes glossiness and to lay

a foundation for plant material screening of relevant molecular markers, the color parameters of cherry tomatoes were meas-

ured using spectrocolorimeter ( CM-700D). The results showed that G value ( glossiness at eight-degree angle) could accu-

rately reflect the fruit glossiness. Then, the effects of pressure conditions, light conditions, measuring points, infructes-

cence, maturity and time after picking on the G value were studied. It was found that the outside pressure had an impact on

the G value. Finally, 27 glossy plants and 24 dull plants from F, population were obtained.
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Table 1 Correlation between color parameters and gloss grading

value by visual inspection of 76 cherry tomatoes
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