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Abstract

verticillium ,wilt bacteria water ( control) and field test, respectively, 15 tomato germplasm materials with high resistance to verticillium wilt

(1.Vegetable Research Institute of Langfang Academy of Agricultural and For-

117 tomato germplasm materials ( varieties or strains) were inoculated with 1x10” tomato verticillium , wilt bacteria 1x10” eggplant

and 2 tomato germplasm materials with high resistance to verticillium wilt were selected. Through the DNA molecular detection of 29 samples of
17 materials, the result and the resistance performance in the field were 75.86%.The study provides anti-source materials for screening root-

stock breeding suitable for eggplant production,and theoretical basis for laboratory tomato resistant DNA molecular detection.
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Table 2 Resistance of tomato germplasm to two strains of verticillium wilt
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Varieties or strain WL FrrEEA WM FrrETA mEm ForiTH
Incipient Resistant Incipient Resistant Incipient Resistant
period evaluation period evaluation period evaluation
FY-9-5-7-4-1 0/1 0/1 0 /
53-6-11-6-4-1 05-09 50.6/8 05-02 87.2/8 0 /
KC-2-10-6-7-2 0/1 05-30 6.3/HR 0 /
11-7-12-9-5-7 05-11 38.6/S 05-04 86.0/S 0 /
72-7-2-6-7-4 0/1 0/1 0 /
FY-6-7-6-4-2 0/1 0/1 0 /
WM2-4-5-9-3 0/1 0/1 0 /
17B-5-3-6-7-3 05-23 3.3/HR 05-16 9.6/HR 0 /
Q0X-4-10-9-5-2 05-23 5.3/HR 05-16 5.0/HR 0 /
LH-4-9-7-10-6 05-23 7.9/HR 05-23 9.8/HR 0 /
L9-7-4-1-9-2-4 05-23 3.3/HR 05-23 5.5/HR 0 /
KR-9-2-17-6-5-4 05-23 9.9/HR 05-23 10.5/HR 0 /
26-12-9-7-5-4 0/1 0/1 0 /
L8-6-3-11-6-5 05-23 5.4/HR 05-23 5.5/HR 0 /
XXA-6-12-8-6-4 0/1 05-30 5.1/HR 0 /
GPM6-6-5-7-9-1 05-11 8.2/HR 05-23 9.8/HR 0 /
KN-9-11-8-6-7-3 0/1 05-30 5.2/HR 0 /
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