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Abstract

Tomato is a popular plant in plant in Thailand due to its high nutritional value. It
can be eaten fresh or processed into various products. Nowadays, Solarino tomatoes are
more popular for consumption because it tastes good sweet and sour. The sugar content
and organic acids are the main factors in tomato flavor and potassium is a key nutrient
for growing good-tasting fruit. Therefore, the effect of soil potassium content on sugar and
organic acid content in Solarino tomato was analyzed. It was found that the soil from
Farm 1 had the highest potassium content (543.8 mg/kg) and the soil from Farm 2 had
the second highest potassium content (530.4 mg/kg), yielding tomatoes with higher sugar
concentration than other farms, 6.59 and 6.27 mg/g FW respectively. Although the soil
from Farm 1 yielded lower sugar content than Farm 2, other farms with lower potassium
content also yielded lower sugar content. It was shown that the potassium content in
the soil affected sugar formation in tomato. The study of citric acid content in tomatoes
was found that a decrease in the citric acid concentration was consistent with an increase
in potassium content in the soil. The soils from Farm 1 which had the highest
concentration of potassium produced tomatoes with a low concentration of citric acid
(0.419 %w/w), resulting in a high sugar-to-citric acid ratio. However, tomatoes from
Farm 5, which had the lowest potassium concentration in the soil, contain the lowest
concentrations of reducing sugars and citric acid, leading to the poorest taste quality.
Therefore, potassium is an important nutrient that increases the flavor quality of

tomatoes.
Keywords: Tomatoes, Solarino, Potassium content, Reducing Sugar, Citric acid
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A vioduns dewsuussnuaniunalsl Ssamfviuenie ouuiinduven msugnay
duiealamelu 90 Su nandaade 2,000 - 4,000 Alandurels Gaun 333038109, 2543) Humas
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isuadagfiduity uasduansduoyyadass Temuauarudulafiauasthsaile vonani
uziememulaladu Judumsiueyyadasy fdutaslunsananudssvesnmsiinlsausiss
sougnuiniazlsavasaiientiale ala anusunadusiulils (LDL-cholesterol) uaztivanns
sniaulusisnie (gs1fin aususeda, 2552) lutlagtu usdommveivsouzidomandidadud
fesFaduiifeniuussmulunguauinauamanntulunguaunguamanniu Tassulssnuan
feflsamivmuemiuie eutuiinduve
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wagail Yo, 2533) Seanauiseves Agius C, et. al. (2018) nuiUsuanimauanin
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vossavifvesuziiowmanniinmuduturesivanglaa thatavsnlea thanaglasa nn
Fasn wagnsaunanta (Wu S., et al., 2021; Wu, K. et al., 2022)
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(Zhang, W., et al. 2018), Tg]ﬂLL‘W% (Shen, C., et al. 2017) a4u (Obenland, D., et al. 2015) ua
PRI (Ogawa, A, et al. 2012; Colpan, E., et al., 2013; Daoud, B., et al., 2020; Hernandez-
Perez, |, et al., 2019) uonantugaisenuinisliuisminmadon annsafinuium
ihananglaa thanaglasa thana Wenlna uaznsndun3sludu (Wu S, et. al. 2021) Tnsanunsn
dumuedfuveseuleifintostunssuiunsatusraraminaglasauaznindainludu
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svpzaan 3 feu wasfuiiedluthafounnsiau 9 we. 2566 ivluszesnagniiufunsiong

Y =
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1. MyBasziUsnalnuadouluiu

Ine3sn1sa1nutlsde Method of Soil Analysis (Helmke P. A. & Sparks, D. L., 1996) uag
TBIMATINg naugeANT I LAz anilecus (s¥annsal Auvia, 2551)
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0-20 LguALNAT UILIHALTINAULAYIN1TILATIZAAUNE NN THUAIDE U URALNETY
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1.2 mylasiusinadnunadeuiiazanenile (soluble potassium) luiu

Fapudiutaniin 2.5 n¥u edex 4 s v 3 91) TdluaedidinUnwua 50 Sadans
Batnduusines 25 fiadans Uarwanuwdaeuiy 30 und wdadafials 15 undl 91ntunses
yosarfilisenszatunses lduaiausunsawin 100 faddns Usuusuasliddausuins
Frevndu udrlusausinalessulnuvaideugaein3ea atomic absorption spectometer
(AAS): PerkinElmer $u PinAAcle 900F (v11n15128919A 1Y uasazatefeg1anauda 10
win) agldiiisuiuasazarenmsgrulnunadonlunsa (KNO,) Annsidudy 0.1 f9 1.0

fadnsudedns (y = 0.4261x + 0.0185 A1 R* = 0.9914) uagAUIUAMILTNTUUINLNaTu Y

wheiladniusenlaniuaingns

AN (BadnTusadng) x 100

ANULTuanualy (Tadnsusenlaniy) = P
duHnaY (N33)

1.3 mnsznvsnulnuna@euiuaniuasuls (exchangeable potassium) Tufu

J19EnoUAUNMAINN1IAS1ERUS U lnwnad suiiazateullaannda 1.2 Uiy

asazateweuluilonledian (NH,O0AC) Asdudu 1 Tuans fiew 7.0 Usuins 50 Jadans wwen

'
=

unan 30 ut udadeisl3dwau anntunsewewnariildiiunsenunseuazdnme nauiy
Feansazansuonludlonuedinn 3-4 ads adsas 10 Tadans \ivarsavansiinsesiaunlld
afaUsnsIuIn 100 daddns USuusunnsaeuindy udahluiadsinalnunad susae
309 AAS (FnsiTeanseudutuansazanefiegeieutn 20 wh) Tngldifisuivansazais
wmsgrulnwnaldsuluwsanazauinanutudure dnunadenlunieliadnsuseilansy

WU UTD 1.2

2. MeirsiUinamasindlunzideme Tnensld3s Modified dinitrosalicylic acid
(Miller G. L., 1959; Jain A., et al., 2020)
2.1 WW38uas dinitrosalicylic (DNS) reagent
azane nia 3,5-lalulasendledn (DNS) Usuna 2.5 nju asluansavareleifenlansenlan
(NaOH) W 9u 2 uosuea Usuins 50 fiadans arnduiiuleiioulnunaidounisinse
(KNaCgH,Op) USHau 75 n$u Wrluguuazniuauazalunun Lﬁmfﬂmé'ﬂ'%mmqwﬁw 250

fiaddns Vvl Tlurindvingumngiivies
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2.2 Mmsafansmlmnsgrunglaa

lnsinseuansazatenglaatudu 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8 uag 1.0 dadnfudeiiadans ind
ansazanenglaaumsguieieuld Ysinns 1.0 faddns ldadlunasnnnass @uansazaty DNS
1.0 fadans nanliddy duludideadunan 10 wi mndwilddusgesindlagnsin
wasanaaswutluiudfiazaroussana 3-5 il Wudndy 10 Sadans naulidnfulily
Gli’m’q,f@]ﬂ"lﬂﬁ@jﬂﬂﬁumaw’hmﬂgmaLUﬂIMﬁIWIG]ﬁLWa% (Macylab 3 UV-1800SPC) finnuenn
AAugeanil 540 uluiuas thendisuldluadransmamsgiunglea (y = 0.014x + 0.0836 A1 R?
= 0.9954)

2.3 Winrgiliinarhnaifod

théegnazidoma 200 ndu (Aufelutafeunnsia T w.e. 2566 srerIaInIsUgn
Uszanm 90 Tu ivlussezmaandudunsimansoudmng) vuduiudng anduinludul
azBualagldiai sty (OTTO u BE-127A) 1iunan 2 il dwzidewmad laund umd vei
Aruida 5000 seuseu? gadulauiuing 0.1 Sadans WuthnduuTuns 0.9 Tadans (Fean
ANududuansazateiiegne 10 W) ldaslunaeavaass lnatsazany DNS 1.0 faddns waw
Ty duludidondung 10 wift dwaesvnaesnulududiiasansussanm 3-5 und
WWudndu 10 fiaddns 0i1 3 97) walidriy udailuasietadinisgandunasiaeed eq
awnlasluiladimesfinnueniadu 540 uiluwns Wieufuaisazaisuuasd (Blank solution) &
wissnlngldindu 10 Sadans uasazans DNS 1.0 fadans ntuihemmapanduuasdiiald
lussuifsusunsmesgunglaaiievnuiinutiinaiing wasdwimnnududulumioe

v
°

AHRER

[ o

faansunansuy

3. MTUATIERUSUNTATASN LUNEIT LN
$7198938n5971n AOAC (2000) st
Whuzidewme 5 fadans lnsadreansazanelioslonsenlamdudy 0.1 uesuea 3
Weumanudaduiiuiueundselnuadeulslasiaunnian (CoHKO,) wazldfiuadnniauy
JBubuawmes yagimsazmendsunnlififiuivmysou ndmntufuiniunsadain

(%) 21ngn3

N 994 NaOH x §iadansve3 NaOH #ld x meq.wt citric acid x 100

NIATAIN (%) = PR "
uwiiniugidemna (n3w)

1n8 meq.wt citric acid = 0.06404
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Yrinunusomed (n5Y) = USunasuiuzlome x Andutnaeusuing (1.03)

fadansuee NaOH x 0.6404

Sethunsn@nsn (9) =
5.15

4. MIATgideyanieedi

ihfeyaiiliannnismaassitnisiiaszsinnuuususau One-way ANOVA tilenaday
mmLmﬂﬁhwaqmLa?{aswdwﬂfjwmam wazilonyanuauwanisegdifeddymaata ay
vamﬁLU%'&JULV]EJU@'WLa?{aizwdwﬂduﬁw%ﬁﬁum Tukey's Honestly Significant Difference (HSD) 7i
sefuaMudesiu 95% iwmumamwmaawwmﬂugﬂmaaﬁwLa?ila + Adeauunnsgiu (Mean
+ SD)

NaLAZaNUTIENANTIIY
USinalnunal@eslufuvgnuziemaigniinsieiegluglveddnunai@euiiazareiled
wazlnunal@ouiivaniasuld dudulssianveslnunadeuidsiluldundigaiesain

annsathWIElEvuT (Cox A. E., et al., 1999) namsinszsinandlunisied 1

M19199 1 USunalnunadeslufudgnusilomn

USunalnunaenlunuaie @Gadnsusenlansy)

auﬁﬂqﬂ — — — - — -
) USunalnuvauud USinaulnuvadey USinaulnuvaey
UL TDLNA v . Do,
avaneunle PaniUagule U

a1 733 (+1.1)° 470.5 (+2.2)° 543.8 (+2.5)
a1l 2 52.6 (+1.1) 477.8 (+1.8)° 530.4 (+2.1)°
a1t 3 36.6 (+1.1)° 3785 (+2.3)° 415.1 (+2.5)°
a4 52.7 (+1.2)° 141.7 (+2.3)° 194.4 (+2.6)°
awii 5 10.6 (+1.0)° 115.4 (+1.3)° 126.0 (+1.6)°

o

* AR NHAIDNYIINAIFINIITIN BNLANANAUKAAIDIANLANE 1908 19 TBE ALY

N9aiia (P<0.05) lneAdnsuageu Tukey's Honestly Significant Difference (HSD)

PMNNANMIVIAFDUNUTIAUUANUTBNAINEILT 1 IAnududuraslnuna@euiagany

v
o

unlduniianda 73.3 dadnsusioflansy wazdalinnududuvaslnunaldeusiuya 2 3laun

= P~

figm Ao 543.8 Taansusanlansy Auanalui 2 Januuduveslnwadeusivuinduaisu

q

fdnunAe 530.4 dadnsusienlansy uazfiuninnudutuvednunadeusutesngnroaiui 5
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A 126.0 Hadnsumanlaniy (p<0.05)

Umnaninna uarSinunsavesusidomatufuszduanugnuessdoma Sainsg
Audsmsndemaiuslvaiiilussesagnidudunsimandous e fufussduanugnues
undowaiadudiaisvomandniiioonsmineatsanaugduilan osmmimaiinulu
mL"?Jamﬂﬁaﬁwmaﬂ@ﬁ,ﬂaLLasﬁﬂmamﬂimasﬁqﬁauﬁﬁlﬂuﬁwma%asﬁ (WIIN LAALURS, 2542)

M Ies ARSI AN AT ULLI BN ARIEIT DNS AImandbunisen 2

A15199 2 USunaumnasindluuzidawme 3asieilag3s DNS

v . . Uinauthanasiidiade *
wundgnuzivamnea e o ot
(llaﬂﬂiu(ﬂ@ﬂﬁllu']‘WNﬂﬁﬂ)
a1 569 (+0.06)°
a1t 2 6.27 (+0.01)°
a1t 3 5.26 (+0.05)°
a1l a 4.93 (+0.11)
a5 4.54 (+0.07)°

°

* ALRRNLIAI9NYIINAIFINIIN BILANARAUKANIDIANLANE 1908 19 TEE ALY

N9@dR (P<0.05) lneignisnadeu Tukey's Honestly Significant Difference (HSD)

nuan1TIaszinuIlaedulugusuiadimalunziamadunusduusum

Inuna@enlufuign (p<0.05) uziliainamanaiun 2 daududuveimiageianae 6.27

o

AANSURBNSUUINUNAR 5999UIADULLUDLNAINNAIUN 1 TANULIUTUVBIUIAA 5.69

£

a o

fladndusiensuuminan dwis 2 adudusunalnunadeuiiazaroulauaslnunadoud
wandeuldlufugsninaudun egilsfnu nuhduanand 1 fusnalnunadensinnin
wildwandni dUSunanatesninaiud 2 wiiiesanfuainds 2 aufianududuves
Tnuna@susanlaunndatusg 1l dod A yn1eadf (p>0.05) HadaildfnrnAuuisn
Tnunadamdeansiafilaqasluiulgn Wulldindadnunadesluguinaniudeulails (non-
exchangeable potassium) @ sdrulngjgneslilunsAumien uazdanuduiusivuinm
Tnunadeuiiazasluie oy daiunumeensldinunadouvasia (Cox A. E., et al., 1999;
NUNDI ATUAUTET LATAME, 2563) Wululatusidomaluaiud 2 onvanuisadnamseld
Usslominninumadouiomnsmiosuuuiivanudeulild Iinhand 1 uenaniaudug
Afvsialnunadonlufudesniteslinananuz i emaifusunainnadindt Tnaanie

U amAINEIUN 5 Fallanududuvesiiniaiifngafe 4.54 dadnsusionsuuminan was
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Juaunfviunadnunadoulufiuiign 9nwan1siesziv 2 dwdfwandiniuin3uu

Inunadeulufuinason15a519191a N D

7.00 4
?1'33‘1/]2'
% 6.00 iy i 3 a&awl
> 5.00 Muils e *
S ™
& 4.00
=
'S 3.00
=
w200
=
(o
2 1.00
s}
0.00

0.0 100.0 200.0 300.0 400.0 500.0 600.0
Usunalwiva@ensiu me/kg

‘S. 2 g aa & a o a a = a 1
af 1 asmlansUsunaihniasngiisuivlsunalnuvadeusm Tuus@emalgansiu

'
aa o =

fausiusinanimaiigeasdsaliugidemafisamiu wisarAiiaded iU
nsnlunalifeiliAnsassadae tedfssnuinsliuisgiumadesenannazannsn
duuFinahmalunalsiudy Sufuuinunsaduridlunalilddnde (Wu, S, et al. 2021) s
nsafivTInasnfigelunsilemafonsadninuaznsaundn fvmdulszanaiesas 60 vaansn

P19%UA NSANIUSUIUNTATASN UL VDL NALAAIIUIAISIN 3

A15199 3 USunauUSunaunsadmsnlunsilowea Iasnenlneds sty

¥ 4 - Vinansadniniade * o y L
W‘L!‘V]U’sjjﬂll%L‘U@LVlﬂ o DFINAIUYVDIUINNAFNDNTIAYRNIN
(Gosazlneuig)

a1 0.419 (+0.014)° 13.6:1

A 2 0.499 (+0.016)° 12.6:1

a3 0.526 (+0.007) 10.0:1

Al a 0.535 (+0.012)° 9.2:1

a1 5 0.348 (+0.012)° 13.0:1

a o

* AR NHAIDNYIINAIFINIITIN BNLANANAUKAAIDNIANLANE 1908 19 TEE ALY

N9@dR (P<0.05) lneignisnadeu Tukey's Honestly Significant Difference (HSD)
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nnsAnwUsuiansadasnlunsideowma wudiusdemainaind 4 Jefiviua
Tnunadeusiudnitanud 1 il 2 fanududuresnsadningsiian Aesesas 0.535 lnewna
wazaudl 3 denududuvensadssnsnindnes Ao Sevay 0.526 Tnawa Fslduansnaiu

aufl 4 egnslidudAnyneada Tuvueiiaud 2 @i 1 wazaiuil 5 Iaududureiniadnn

ANAININIAINU (p<0.05)

600.0
7.00 (®) 0.600

w
f=3
S
o

6.00

@, (A) ©
2 2 2
b
i X b . 0.500
b d c
X d
400.0 =.00 0.400 ,

4.00

300.0 0.300
. 3.00

200.0 0.200
d 2.00

100.0 I . 0.100

0.0 0.00 0.000

aufl 1 aufl 2aufl 3 mufl amudl 5 il 1 aufl 2 il 3 mufl a aud 5 aufl 1 aufl 2wl 3 sufl a it s

%w/w

S aa ¢ g/g FW

FUIMUUINAINIYG M
FUIUNINTAIN

YSunalnuvaideusin me/kg
3
0

A9 2 YSunaulnwna@eusiy (A) USunasiinnasaag (B) wasuSunansadnsn (C) Tuuzidewne
lwa13t (P<0.05)

nansanwlldenndeeiuiveves Wu (2021) Fe95189uinnuiiiuSunalnunaidoy

'
1 a

gragiliiinsazaunsn@nintunaliiiadu uinsnuiaundussnlnuadenlufiue (@
A o A v v a a Ao a ] =~ A

7 4 uag 3) NAUNANUTNTUVRINIATATNGS kazaIUNTUTUIULST N INUNaT oL (aud 1
uaraudl 2) naulliUinuniadningn @ennfediunuITeves Wang (2024) AilavinnisAnena
V83Ul nuNA T eNs DA U ATNVDIUINNALAZN TNBUNT T LUBIU FINUIWBNIINLITIA
Inuval@enasanunsadiiunisaiiuazasaunsnduvsdluequliudy duaiuunuaaduluns
aanensnduniglusseziieuandneiie Inelnunadeuvimidiidudanseduliiueulsdn
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