2R R LA F 2012(12):1~3

Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences

B T KRR K ) R ()
XRG4 55

FRER,RRE, XN E,AER
(B A R A F TR A2 R M KAGHE TP, BRI 4 KA 154026)

FE2006~2010 F, S EZRILESH = WRBFRBE (A X2 N (R R FHBERATEMNLEE,
GREAN ABRAMBORBERFEZFAZ.AZREA(Z) . AT BEARBOMH 134 . M5 A
48.9% AR B A I AN 152 0 IR A 55.5%, Sade/ SAP £ 26 A, LB A A 20, 24 8 F B
A 18 B AR 25 AR 26 AR 29 B AR 2§ AR 31, Rtk @A 248.07 & hm’, B &4 5 a KBEHA L

HAEA A

wmARe 15.9%,
KR KA AR BB RB N EES
hE 4SS .S511.034 XERFRIZED : A

KFEREER BT A EERE, B 8E
ANEFEEN LA G kh TR EITAE ST 131
B i b K TE AR AR L 2001 ~ 2005 4F Bt Fh A
ik 360. 8 J7 hm”, 5 44 Rt B ALM45. 5%,
BRI & H#a ™8, 2005,2006 4F B IpITA
R R A A2 a Rt &4 139.7 5 hm*, 4
A8 K FE R TR 1/3, — R & 5 Hb B Bl 39 %
h10%~25% R KR X Gk 70 % LI, i B ™
RS AR A PR R R . S
B E B L 15 7 RN Rl ORE BT S R B IR R R e 4
RO S K = TR S | ) K B R 7 = B
BORHES KR S R PR RE L o
TEHURG B Rl B2 v, KR8 B Bl (RO 10 P g 2
SE SR YU SRR SC R, — I
RIS = DR A KRS X (A2 ) 3K T A
(RO AT T ORI 6 % 8 . BB T 28 e V148 K
B bR CRO B BUE K-, B 788 BUWR & R R &
Pl CERO T H HE BRI .

1 MES ik
1.1 ##

TR () 2006 ~2010 42 BB T
A= PR X ()RR R S R (D274 4y,

75 B B9 :2012-09-14

EE£WHE: " — 17 EFB 8 38R ¥ B B (2007
BAD65B02) ; B Ji VL48 B O HE KB B H (GA09B102)

E—EEG N EHER 974, &, BT A EARGH A, B
+ L BIBFSE B A K R B B SY . E-mail: guiling31 @

163. com,

XEHE:1002-2767(2012)12-0001-03

AR R U8 T PR e VAR ORI R SR
FEUG R CILH W e R L MR I R i A i B
MR 22 2T CEO SR A B9 T AR R 5 0 B A5 R RS TR
RETH
1.2 A&

L2.1 #@ex BWHXMSER.4APHE
Fir,5 H A A 4 A AL 30 em X 10 em, 5T
3~5 MR, A ()2 7 XL ATK 1T m, il X Y
JEV AR S8 it A AR 795, A T ) 5E i JR R L LA
ORI R R U A5 1k S S S AT A A
1.2.2 mtsB5 %525k KRKEESEE
R DX R 4R 1R 0 T b A o O B 30 008 4 ) 8 R L
.28 CEIRAR PN B 5% 24 h, B H L BRI R
o S T R N T4 M RIS 1R TR AR T %
61 Y B M AR 10X 10 LR AT 96 F 10~20 4,
1.2.3 AEFMARE HERMELE 1L 2,

* 1 KEEMEEITNRE

Table 1 The grading standards of

evaluation of rice panicle blast resistance

7 =P ES K18 Bt
Resistant type Disease grade Disease situation

HR 0 TG

R 1 R KT 5%
MR 3 RESUR K0 % 60 ~1024
MS 5 Tl S50 K % 1120 ~25%
S 7 B BUE R R 26 0~50%
HS 9 BEHUR K 51%~100%
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Table 2 The grading standards of evaluation of rice leaf blast resistance
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Resistant type Disease grade Disease situation
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# : HR.R.MR . MS.S HS Sl Rt i b s g i i,
Note: HR (highly resistant) ; R(resistant) ; MR (intermediately resistant) ; MS(intermediately susceptible) ; SCsusceptible) ; HSChighly

susceptible).
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Table 3 Resistance performance of the leaf

blast resistance of rice variety(line)

A i P YU ZE T EL No. of resistant type
Year No. of variety HR' R MR MS S HS
2006 28 0 0 9 9 5 5
2007 62 0 3 34 18 6 1
2008 78 0 0 38 22 18 0
2009 62 0 0 20 32 9 1
2010 44 0 0 30 11 3 0
41t Total 274 0 3 131 92 41 7
HArit 0 1.1 47.8 33.6 15.0 2.6
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Table 4 Resistance performance of the panicle blast resistance of rice variety(line)

A LR HUMEZEHEL No. of resistant type
Year No. of variety HR R MR MS S HS
2006 28 0 6. 3 6 5 8
2007 62 0 33 19 8 2 0
2008 78 0 34 21 13 8 2
2009 62 0 18 8 10 14 12
2010 14 0 0 10 16 10 8
41t Total 274 0 91 61 53 39 30
H 4% Percentage/ % 0 33.2 22.3 19.3 14.2 10.9
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Evaluationand Extension of Rice Varieties(Lines) in Regional
(Performance) Test Resistant to Blast in Heilongjiang Province

WANG Gui-ling.SONG Cheng-yan, LIU Nai-sheng,ZHOU Xue-song

(Jiamusi Rice Research Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Jiamusi,

Heilongjiang 154026)

Abstract; The resistance to rice blast of 274 rice varieties (lines) in regional ( performance) test of the third and

fourth accumulated temperature zone from 2006 to 2010 were identified by artificial infection in Heilongjiang

province. The results showed that the resistant levels varied greatly with the varieties,of which none was high-

ly resistant(HR)to blast,134 or 48. 6% of the tested varieties were resistant to leaf blast,152 or 55.5% of the

tested varieties were resistant to panicle blast. During 2006 to 2010,26 rice varieties were released. They were

Longjing 20, Heijing No. 8,Kendao 18, Longjing 25, Longjing 26, Longjing 29, Kenjing No. 2, Longjing 31 and

so on. The total accumulative plant area of these varieties was 2 480 700 hm” ,accounting for 15. 9% of 5 years

total rice planting area of Heilongjiang province.
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