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Table 2 Pb content in greenbelt soil median zone in urban expressway
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Table 3 Pb geological accumulation index of green space of median zone in urban expressway
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Table 4 Pb enrichment index of green space of median zone in urban expressway
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Identification and Evaluation of Resistance to Four
Diseases of Maize Varieties in Different Accumulated
Temperature Zones of Heilongjiang Province

LIU Chun-lai, YANG Fan, WANG Shuang, LIU Liang,JIANG Xi-feng, LIU YU, LI Xin-min

(Plant Protection Institute of Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Scientific Observing and Experi-

mental Station of Crop Pest in Harbin, Ministry of Agriculture, Harbin 150086 ,China)

Abstract: In order to guide better distribution of resistant varieties of maize,we carried out the repeated resist-
ance identification of maize varieties to northern leaf blight, Fusarium stalk rot,gray leaf spot, Fusarium ear rot
by identification method of artificial inoculation in the field for 2 years. The results showed that different varie-
ties had different resistance to the same disease. 19 maize varieties showed medium resistance to northern leaf
blight and Fusarium stalk rot by the repeated resistance identification,among them Fuer No. 1,Fuyuan No. 2,
Longdan 38,Beidan No. 3 and Jinqing 707 was multi resistant varieties. On the basis of medium resistance to
northern leaf blight and Fusarium stalk rot,18 maize varieties showed resistance to Fusarium ear rot,5 maize
varieties showed resistance to gray leaf spot.

Keywords: maize varieties; accumulated temperature belt; identification of resistance; double resistant variety;

multi-resistant variety
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Pollution Evaluation and Enrichment Analysis of Pb in Central
Separation Zone Soil of Chongqing Urban Expressway

7ZHU Ben-guo, YANG Li-jun,HU Yan-yan, HE Qin, WANG Li-juan,CHEN Xiang
(Chongqing Landscape and Gardening Research Institute,Chongqing City Garden Greening Engineering Tech-
nology Research Center,Chongqing Garden Soil Quality Testing Center,Chongqing 401329, China)

Abstract ; In order to promote the daily management and control of Pb pollution in central separation zone soil of
urban expressway,two evaluation methods, geological accumulation index and enrichment index, were used to
analyze the pollution degree and enrichment of soil Pb in the greenbelt of Chongqing urban expressway. The re-
sults showed that the Pb content of greenbelt in Chongqing urban expressway ranges from 31. 9 to
86.0 mgekg',with an average of(50. 3£12. 7)mg+kg'. The enrichment index had a minimum of 1. 36,a maxi-
mum of 3.66, and an average of 2. 14. The Pb pollution degree of greenbelt in the urban expressway of
Chongqing was mildly polluted compared with the background value of Chongqing soil, but the enrichment level
reaches the level of moderate enrichment; the greenbelt soil in the urban expressway of Chongqing may be Due
to external disturbances such as automobile exhaust,it caused serious soil Pb enrichment and did not cause soil
environmental pollution, which meets the requirements of the Planting soil for greening II standard.

Keywords: urban expressway; the central reserve; Pb pollution; geological accumulation index; enrichment in-

dex
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