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Table 1 Field investigation and analysis on resistance against northern
corn leaf blight of different varieties
i i 9 17 8 5K i i 93 1 15 £k
Varieties Disease index Varieties Disease index

A1 5 Zhongdan 1 4.81 a 2% F 17 Suiyu 17 9.63 ab
51 2 5 Qishan 2 5.19 a i3 15 Demeiya 1 11.11 ab
5 39 Longdan 39 5.19 a 4P 2 %5 Lyudan 2 11.11 ab
TP 14 Kedan 14 5.56 a ¥ E 11 Haiyu 11 12. 22 abc
K% 15 Changhong 1 6.67 a HE 25 Ganyu 2 14.07 abce
4:F 8 5 Jinfeng 8 7.04 a 3= 2 5 Demeiya 2 20.00 be
2% % 13 Suiyu 13 7.04 a T 29 Longdan 29 22.35 ¢
5 3 5 Hafeng 3 8.89 ab 2% F 19 Suiyu 19 36.30 d

2.2 AEEXRBWHFESH
MF 2 FH AR E K5 AR = BFEE D E
ER.FEREBMNAFIL 2 5, 2w R

14 094 kgehm™, B EF & FH EMF. =& RIK
B heZ E 13,7/ K 6 606 kgehm™, AN[E &£
K= i i PR PR KRBT 4 3 AN, B

R2 ARAEKR®mMTESNT

Table 2 Analysis on yield of different varieties

i Fif P i /kge hm®
Varieties Yield

A1 %5 Zhongdan 1 9477 be
%1l 2 5 Qishan 2 14094 j
2 39 Longdan 39 9558 de
TP 14 Kedan 14 11079 h
K% 15 Changhong 1 10602 fg
4 F 85 Jinfeng 8 10332 ef
2% % 13 Suiyu 13 6606 a
i 3 %5 Hafeng 3 9801 cd

st i it /kgehm™
Varieties Yield
2% F 17 Suiyu 17 10827 gh
8 W 15 Demeiya 1 10836 gh
48 2 5 Lyudan 2 9801 cd
W E 11 Haiyu 11 11673 1
HE 2% Ganyu 2 11880 i
3% 2 5 Demeiya 2 9144 b
¥ 29 Longdan 29 11979 i
2% % 19 Suiyu 19 11925 i
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Resistance Against Northern Leaf Blight and

Yield Evaluation of Maize Varieties in New

Area Planting Maize of Heilongjiang Province

GENG Xiao-bing,ZHANG Li, WEN Sheng-yan, WANG Chun-ling, WEI Shi,LI Yong-gang
(Agricultural College of Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150030)

Abstract: In order to clarify resistance against northern leaf blight and yield of different maize varieties in the

third and fourth accumulative temperature belts(planting new area)of Heilongjiang province, sixteen maize va-

rieties were used to analyze resistance against northern maize leaf blight and yield in Nehe city which could re-

present new areas planting maize in Heilongjiang province. The results showed that the resistance of different

maize varieties had significant difference, disease index varied from 4. 81 to 36. 30. Sixteen varieties were

grouped into three resistant levels, the high resistant cultivars(disease index<C15)included Zhongdan 1, Qishan

2,Longdan 39 and so on. ; The moderate resistant cultivars (15<Cdisease index<C30) included Demeiya 2 and

Longdan 29;The low resistant cultivars (disease index™>30) included Suiyu 19. And they were grouped into

three levels according to maize yields, the high-yield cultivars included Qishan 2, Haiyu 11 and Ganyu 2 and

other;the moderate-yield cultivars included Kedan 14, Zhongdan 1 and Hafeng 3 and other six varieties; the

low-yield cultivars included Demeiya 2 and Suiyu 13. Comprehensive analysis on resistance against northern

maize leaf blight and yield evatution, the results showed that three varieties(Qishan 2,Haiyu 11 and Ganyu 2)

appeared to be the best,Demeiya 2 appeared to be the worst.
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