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Table 1 The survey on resistance identification of different miliaceum varieties to smut
i i VRT3 K9 bR B RIGH /U PP K
Varieties Survey number Incidence number Incidence rate Resistance level
FZ 1% Qishu 1 100 20. 33 20. 33 MS
4EF 15 Nianfeng 1 100 22.67 22.67 MS
43 3 5 Nianfeng 3 100 0.67 0.67 HR
4E 5 5 Nianfeng 5 100 35.33 35.33 S
4EF 6 5 Nianfeng 6 100 13.00 13.00 MR
4 F 7 5 Nianfeng 7 100 9.33 9.33 R
962-083 100 9.67 9.67 R
JEZE 8 5 Yanshu 8 100 37.00 37.00 S
T RE 7 %5 Jinmi 7 100 0.33 0.33 HR
7 BE 15 Chimi 1 100 1. 00 1.00 HR

RPN 3 WE RT3, .

Note: The datas in the table mean average for 3 repeats. The same below.
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Table 2 The yields survey on resistance identification of different miliaceum varieties to smut
i Fif B /cm MK /em THLTE /g KLEE /gem™ 7/ kge hm?
Varieties Plant height Panicle length 1000-seed weight Grain weight Yield
7% 1% Qishu 1 178 37.0 6.79 402.5 4025.3 ¢
4F3 1 % Nianfeng 1 183 39.8 6.32 310. 2 3102.0 f
4 3 %5 Nianfeng 3 178 34.3 6. 65 447.1 4470.8 b
4E 5 5 % Nianfeng 5 187 34.1 6.32 245. 6 2456.2 g
4% 6 %= Nianfeng 6 188 37.5 6.36 407.0 4070. 4 ¢
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Continuing Table 2
il A B/ em MK/ em TR /g KLHH /gem™ 7ot kg hm?
Varieties Plant height Panicle length 1000-seed weight Grain weight Yield
4EZFE 7 5 Nianfeng 7 182 35.2 7.05 382.8 3827.5 d
962-083 180 36. 8 6.58 387.5 3874.7 d
WEZE 8 5 Yanshu 8 213 43.5 9. 04 340. 2 3402.3 e
T BE 75 Jinmi 7 205 43.3 9.53 543.2 5431.6 a
R BE 15 Chimi 1 204 44,1 8.27 554.7 5547.2 a
TE A A/NG 58 R 22 57 W3 (P<C0. 05)
Note: The different lowercases mean significant difference at 0. 05 level.
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Resistance Identification of Different

Miliaceum Varieties Against Smut
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Abstract: In order to select out miliaceum varieties with smut resistance for Qiqihar regions, resistance identifi-

cation for ten miliaceum varieties in field was carried out. The results showed that the high resistance varieties

were Nianfeng 3,Jinmi 7and Chimi 1,the yield of Chimi 1 was the highest,Jinmi 7 took the second place, which

both were significantly higher than other varieties. Resistance varieties were Nianfeng 7 and 962-083. Medium

resistance varieties was Nianfeng 6, Medium susceptible varieties were Qishu 1 and Nianfeng 1;Susceptible va-

rieties were Nianfeng 5 and Yanshu 8,Nianfeng 5 had the lowest yield for 2 456. 2 kgehm? , the difference was

significant with other varieties.
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