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Table 1 Disease grades of northern leaf blight
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Table 2 Evaluation criterion of resistance

for northern leaf blight
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Table 3 Evaluation of resistance for northern

leaf blight in Heilongjiang province
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Resistance Evaluation of Main Maize Varieties for

Northern Leaf Blight in Heilongjiang Province
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qiang' , WANG Ren-jie'

(1. Industrial Crop Institute, Heilongjiang Academy of LLand Reclamation Sciences, Harbin,

Heilongjiang 150038;2. Plant Protection Institute, Heilongjiang Academy of Land Reclama-

tion Sciences, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150038)

Abstract; In order to ascertain the resistance difference of variety diseases, taking 24 varieties of maize as mate-

rials, resistances between varieties were analyzed by field inoculation of leaf blight. The results showed that dif-

ferent varieties had different resistance. 4 varieties of 14 tested early maturing varieties were susceptible(S) ;

Five middle maturing varieties were resistance(R)and middle resistance(MR) ; Five late maturing varities, two

were susceptible(S).
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