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and temperature control. To graft, Eric mges ed the
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scion pairs of similar diameter, placed the se
the dark for 1 hour to halt photosynthesis, pe I U2 U 12
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and immediately placed them into the chami
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was around 80%. Nathan modi ed his heali
and water timing based on reference 4. He
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propagation controller to provide mist during nathan, Nith Valley Organics ~ Oct 14°
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Estimated minimum retalil price needed to see a net return on grafting
estimates of cost of production for ungrafted tomato seedlings.

Cost to produce to yield advantage

stages of healing. His grafting technique wa Farm from grafted plants
Eric S, although the see_dllngs were not pIaC %M‘v&h@ gé‘amﬁ:s heated their greenhouse and extended harves _ _ _
for an hour before graftmg_ All data used in this report is from the unheated greenhouse but con Scenario 1 - Eva  Scenario 2 - Nith
change when data from the heated greenhouse was used. I\/Ia? Ffarm CSleetc_illn.g Vallteyfsee((:jilmgt]_ |
Eric grafted and grew grafted and control seedlings ;234;’ pr:t_ N 'O”'t ;258; pri’t_ - 'on't 120
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for himself and Jenny. He seeded rootstock and,sgion ctandard seedling tostandard seoding tost
varieties on Feb 12, more scion on Feb 18, and control | = $4.47/seedling | = $5.27/seedling
varieties on Feb 25; and he grafted on multigf@spldibhiealth, the growers observed di er S costiogralt | extra costio gra
between March 4-16. Nathan grafted and gre® @aidtats recorded. Compared to ungrafl ¢, yiae Farm $0.71 /lb $0.81 /lb
seedlings for himself and Sarah, and they gréig¢y¢atsistently reported that the grafted pl

. . A ] . . Knuckle Down Farm $3.55/Ib $4.03 /Ib
seedlings for themselves. Eric transplanted on AgetQuality fruit (bigger, lower % culls)
Jenny on May 11, Sarah on June 4 and Nathan on May 15 Meadow Lynn Market  $0.76 /b $0.86 /lb
in greenhouse 2 and May 29 in greenhouse 1° EVen ripening, better colour (less yellow s - VT — _

. Larger more robust plants Estamine No yield advantage No yield advantage
’ Nith Valley Organics - $2.12 /lb $2.40 /lb
_ _ ° ibili rackin Maxifort ' '

Each farmer compared replicate pairs of graftecﬁ'g?\%isuscept bility to cracking All farms combined
ungrafted tomatoes, following the design in TabMdrefdrsease resistance against soil borrn  Estamino and Maxifor§1.26 /b $1.43 /b
a total of 13 replicate comparisons. The growelsSapéalia leaf spot at Eric’s) Estamino only $1.09 /b $1.24 /b

two rootstocks and 7 scion varieties, such thaI \%F@ﬂ@ggse resistance against airborne gipse@a@etice for tomatoes was $3.25/lb and Nathan's was $2.08/Ib.

draw conclusions about individual scion varietieévglhqﬂgugh the rootstock only confers soilborne
rootstock. disease resistance (Botrytis on Tomimaru and
Eric’s design: 5 rows randomly assigned a scioMazsihRalat Eric’s)
row randomly assigned to grafted rootstock or ungrafted
control (5 replicate pairs).

We thank Dr. Ajay Nair and Kristine Lang fron
State University for their consultation on expe
Jenny’s design: 1 row with 3 blocks of 2 sections each; design.

each block randomly assigned a scion; each half section

randomly assigned to grafted rootstock or ungrafted

control (3 replicate pairs).

Sarah’s design: 2 rows; each half row randomly assigned to
grafted rootstock or ungrafted control (2 replicate pairs).

Nathan’s design: 2 greenhouses; each greenhouse with

1 comparison of Maxifort (2 replicate pairs) aRg@N +HDOLQJ FKDPEHU DW 1LWK 9DOOH\ 2UJDQLFV
additional comparison of Extamino in greenhouse 2 (1

replicate pair).
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