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Field Resistance Comparison on Single Season Japonica and Glutinous Rice Varieties to Rice Stripe Disease

HU Xian-wen', SUN Jun-ming’
Protection and Quarantine Station, Lujiang, Anhui 231500)
Abstract

(1. Lujiang County Improved Variety Propagation Farm, Lujiang, Anhui 231551;2. Lujiang County Plant

[ Objective | The aim was to understand field resistance of single season japonica and glutinous rice varieties to rice stripe disease.

[ Method ] The field resistance of single season japonica and glutinous rice varieties to rice stripe disease was studied. [ Result] The rice stripe

disease of Wandao 86, Zhendao 6 and Wandao 68 were lighter, so they had better field resistance. [ Conclusion] The result provides theoretical

basis for field resistant evaluation on single season japonica and glutinous rice varieties to rice stripe disease.
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Fig.1 Field abatement dynamics of rice stripe disease plants of single season japonica and glutinous rice varieties
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Fig.2 Field abatement dynamics of disease index of rice stripe disease of single season japonica and glutinous rice varieties
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Table 1 The field resistance of single season japonica and glutinous rice varieties to rice stripe disease
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No. Varieties Average disease Average disease Average disease Average disease
plant rate // % index plant rate // % index

1 HIEHE 7 5 8.27 defABC 5.28 bedABC 12.33 abA 9.16 abABC

2 THE3 5 8.25 defABC 5.33 bedABC 3.19 efgCD 2.59 efDE

3 5 86 4.05 fC 2.04 dC 3.97 defgCD 3.29 cdefDE

4 HifG 6 5 5.44 efC 2.31 dBC 4.67 defgBCD 4.04 cdefBCDE

5 HRF 10 5 19.22 abcAB 12.88 abAB 3.86 defgCD 3.26 cdefDE

6 MER2 5 10.40 cdefABC 7.27 abedABC 11.83 abA 9.51 abAB

7 TR 5 12.21 abcedefABC 8.67 abcdABC 3.13 efgCD 2.38 efDE

8 K HH 20 13.16 abcdefABC 8.40 abcdABC 11.49 abcAB 9.16 abABC

9 wzy | 10.95 bedefABC 8.22 abcdABC 9.17 abedABC 6.99 abedABCD

10 17 4038 13.71 abcedefABC 9.41 abedABC 2.29 foCD 1.96 efDE

11 HWAKE 5 5 13.91 abcedefABC 8.75 abedABC 1.57 ¢D 1.09 {E

12 HEFFE 1007 6.90 efBC 4.17 cdABC 4.68 defgBCD 3.76 cdefBCDE

13 e e 90 11.94 abcdefABC 9.11 abedABC 12.47 aA 10.34 aA

14 Mo e 68 12.32 abcdefABC 9.41 abedABC 3.42 efgCD 2.69 defDE

15 AR LS 14.93 abcdeABC 9.86 abcdABC 7.73 abedeABCD 6.33 abcdeABCDE

16 ALl 5 20.45 abA 14.78 aA 8. 84 abcdABC 7.42 abcABCD

17 RG99 9.24 defABC 4.61 cdABC 4.09 defgCD 3.41 cdefCDE

18 7K 128 14.80 abcdeABC 9.96 abcdABC 7.26 bedefABCD 5.50 bedeABCDE

19 AR 8 5 17.28 abcdABC 12.13 abcABC 6.47 cdefgABCD 4.81 cdefABCDE

20 HRE2 5 20.93 aA 14.67 aA 5.86 defgABCD 4.54 cdefBCDE
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Note : The data was mean of three repeat;different capital letters and lowercase letters at the same column indicated significant differences at 0.01 and 0. 05

level among treatments, respectively
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