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Evaluation of Resistance to Rust in Day lily Germplasm
QIU Heng-chi, YANG Feng~ , TIE Man-man et al
Abstract

NEHS 0517 -6611(2016)20 - 042 -02

(Dazhou Agricultural Sciences Research Institute, Dazhou, Sichuan 635000 )
[ Objective | The aim was to explore rust resistance level and incidence law of day lily materials. [ Method | Through field experi-

ment, rust resistance level of day lily materials from 40 sources under nature conditions were investigated and evaluated. [ Result] The results

showed that 14 varieties are highly resistant to rust, 4 varieties are moderate resistant, 10 varieties are moderate susceptible and 12 varieties

are highly susceptible to rust. [ Conclusion] The study can provide theoretical reference for disease-resistant breeding of day lily.
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Table 1 Grading standard of day lily rust
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Table 2 The investigation results of rust disease incidence of different day lily materials
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Table 3 Temperature and relative humidity in survey date
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Survey date Temperature // °C Relative humidity // %

08 -27 25.8 87.8

09 -02 27.5 69.0

09 -07 27.0 80.4

09 - 14 21.0 86.0

10 -13 19.6 75.0

10 -24 16.0 73.0

11 -02 13.4 92.1
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Table 3 Changes of components in Z. jujube juice before and after clarification

HE J2 Total acid AT puyiid 0 R =
Sample (PISESRRR) // o/ L Soluble solids // % Total glucose //% P Pectin content
PEIERIZLATT Z. jujube juice before clarification 5.60 11.80 10.70 4.30 + 4+ ++ o+
PG4I Z. jujube juice after clarification 5.10 10.90 9.87 4.20 +
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