Heirloom Tomato Trellising Trials
A PFI Cooperators Study

Method

Purpose
Trellis Methods

Which tomato training system best keeps disease pressure at bay in an
heirloom tomato planting?

Cultivar — Cherokee Purple
Three trellis methods
Twenty plants per trellis style

Fifty to sixty foot rows
Three participating CSA/Market farms
All plants started on respective farms

No spray

Mulch assumed, irrigation as needed

Cattle Panel
3 to 4 t-posts wired per panel
Tomatoes clipped or tied to panel
Stake & Weave
Post Every three tomatoes

Twine weaved through tomatoes each foot
in height

Which promotes best production levels?

Overall Results

Funding Source — Ceres Foundation
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