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Investigation of Field Occurrence Dynamic of Bacterial Basal Culm Rot of Water Bamboo ( Zizania latifolia) in Wuhan

LIU Yi-man,ZHONG Lan,LI Feng et al ( Wuhan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Wuhan, Hubei 430065 )

Abstract The field occurrence of bacterial basal culm rot of water bamboo ( Zizania latifolia ) was surveyed in Wuhan in 2018.The results
showed that the injury symptoms were firstly observed in late June and both the plot incidence rate and plant incidence rate were at lower lever
until the middle of July.The plot incidence rate and plant incidence rate both increased slowly from late June to early August and then rapidly
from early August to early October.Seedlings infected with the disease, succession cropping and high temperature were probably the key factors
which caused higher incidence rate.The paper suggested that pesticide control for bacterial basal culm rot of water bamboo should be begun in

early August in Wuhan.
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Fig.1 Diseased tiller and diseased plant of bacterial basal culm rot of water bamboo ( Zizania latifolia)
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Table 1 Incidence dynamics of bacterial basal culm rot of water bamboo ( Zizania latifolia)
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06-22 220 2 0.91 880 2 2 0.23 1.0
07-16 220 12 5.45 880 14 18 1.59 1.3
08-07 220 23 10.45 880 26 29 2.95 1.1
08-25 50 16 32.00 200 34 65 17.00 1.9
09-09 220 61 27.73 880 88 112 10.00 1.3
09-16 54 32 59.26 216 70 113 3241 1.6
10-11 50 35 70.00 200 90 170 45.00 1.9
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Note : Due to the operation of extirpating old leaves from field plants on August 25,o0nly the plants without extirpated old leaves were selected for investigation.
Because some varieties entered the harvest period on September 16 and October 11, only the plants that had not entered the harvest period were selected

Fig.2 Incidence dynamics of bacterial basal culm rot of water

for investigation
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