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Abstract

nant strains were selected from the physiological race library of Magnaporthe oryzea in southwestern Hubei Province, and cultured on rice bran

(Hubei Provincial Key Laboratory for Protection and Application of Special Plants in Wuling

[ Objective ] To screen the optimum growth medium for Magnaporthe oryzae in southwestern Hubei Province. [ Method] The domi-

medium, oatmeal medium, potato medium, and four kinds of combined medium in which the above three materials were mixed in proportion.
[ Result ] The same strain showed different growth rates on different mediums, and different strains showed different growth rates on the same
medium. The growth of Magnaporthe oryzae was the highest in M; medium containing rice bran, oatmeal and potato. [ Conclusion] M, medium

was the optimum growth medium for Magnaporthe oryzae in southwestern Hubei Province.
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Fig.1 The colonial morphology of Magnaporthe oryzae B31-2 on the 7 kinds of medium for 7 days
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Fig.2 Growth rate of strain B6-5 on seven different mediums
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Fig.3 Growth rate of strain B31-2 on seven different mediums
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Fig.4 The growth rate of strain B6-5 in different mediums
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Fig.5 The growth rate of strain B31-2 in different mediums
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