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Table 2 Varieties resistant evaluation criteria
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Table 3 Comparison on the evaluation results of four data processing methods
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Table 4 Anthurium bacterial blight disease survey
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Table 5 Comparison on artificial inoculation and aphid identification
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Resistance Research on Germplasm Resources
of Anthurium Bacterial Blight

WANG Gui , LI Hui-bo,ZHOU Hong-long,ZHOU Tang-ying
(Yunnan Institute of Tropical Crops,Jinghong, Yunnan 666100)

Abstract: Germplasm resources are the basis to screen resistance stability antigen,in order to explore the resist-

ant and appraisal method of Xanthomonas campestris of Anthurium,taking 200 Anthurium germplasm as mate-

rials, pull shade nets mimic natural conditions under artificial inoculation disease, resistance evaluation method

of Anthurium Xanthomonas were compared by artificial inoculation in plastic tunnel. The results from disease

index(DD) , relative disease index(RDI) , relative resistance index(RI) ,and area under the disease progress curve

(AUDPC) showed that RDI could directly reflect germplasm resistance,and convenient to compare results be-

tween years and researchers. The resistance results of germplasm evaluted by artificial mechanical inoculation

and the aphid inoculation were consistent with each other.

Keywords: Anthurium; Xanthomonas campestris pv. dief fenbachiae;resistance evaluation
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