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Figure 1. Regression between rates of sulfur applied with the production of fruits (A) and dry weight of shoots (B) of tomato. * Significant at 5%.
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90

809y =0,0035x +0.1034x + 30,894 .
- Re = 0,9514%
10 1
0 ; ‘ ‘ ‘ ;
0 20 4 60 80 100

Rates of S (mgkg"')

120




[image: image4]
Figure 2. Regression between rates of sulfur application and concentration (A) and accumulation (B) of S in shoots of tomato. * Significant at 5%.
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Figure 3. Regression between rates of sulfur application and the relationships C/S (A) and the N/S (B) in shoots of tomato. * Significant at 5%.
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Figure 4. Correlation between the relationship N/S and production of tomato fruits. * Significant at 5%.
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