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Table 1 Soybean cultivars and lines resistant to frogeyc leafspot
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6017 22.20 1.59 17.13 47.13 19. 64 9.19 HR
L 31. 10 1.42 24.90 55. 19 16.56 9.12 HR
A 75—5114 62. 20 2.65 19. 67 50.73 19.58 8.23 R
4% 26 65. 57 2.34 26.34 70. 20 19.70 13.49 R
4061 47.77 2.17 18.93 47.53 17.89 8.09 R
75 4430—26 71.13 2.96 25. 27 66. 00 15. 45 7.90 R
5108 45.50 2.67 20. 47 48.53 23.13 11.22 R
BRW4E 49.97 2. 84 21.20 47.18 20. 67 9.75 R
B g 48.90 2. 67 20. 60 40.23 21.10 8. 49 R
4% 25 62. 20 2.65 30.13 78. 67 19. 00 14.95 R
Fig 20 72.20 2.92 24. 47 62. 27 18.18 ° 11.32 R
NE3E 35. 50 2.54 . 23.20 52.13 18.70 9.75 R
PR 83—5229 48.90 2.90 21.33 52.20 22.50 11.75 R
B3 e 42.20 2.25 18. 07 40.73 19.87 8.09 R
P 75—5153 66. 60 2.84 35. 20 66. 75 17.99 12. 00 R
Hit2% 74.52 2.35 18. 67 53. 47 19. 26 10. 30 R
R 78—25 25. 60 2.84 27. 67 56. 00 18. 40 10.32 R
SHFE 76—66 43.30 2.57 19. 87 51.20 18. 49 9.47 R
7913—0—10 27. 80 2.53 29.93 69. 00 20. 25 13.97 R
K 34 62. 20 2.79 34.73 63. 40 18. 60 11. 80 R
3% 702—113 72. 20 2.25 17. 60 42.13 21.99 9.26 R
851—24 55.6 2.10 25. 07 53.95 16.00 8.60 R
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Fig. 1 The frequency distribution of damage ratio of soybean cultivars and lines
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Table 2 Correlation between economical characters and damage ratio of soybean
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1988 REROD —0. 0443 —0.0276 —0.0359  0.1459 —0. 0682
f%_igz(%) 0. 0104 0.1029 —0.2213 —0.0985 0. 0194 0. 1393

1989 MO 0. 0765 0.0675 —0.085 —0.0106 0. 2049 0. 1314 0. 1301
i@ (em) —0.2519 —0.1140 —0.2237 —0.0897 —0. 2291 :
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A STUDY OF SOYBEAN CULTIVARS RESISTANT TO OPHIOMYIA ROOT —MINER

Chen Shenkuan
(Zhalantun Agricuiure and Arimal Husbandry School,Netmong gol)

Abstract

Forty nine cultivars or strains of soybean were tested at school farm in the years 1985 to
1989 for their resistance to the root —miner (Ophiomyia shibatsuji). Two varieties were
highly resistant,twenty were resistant while the rest was susceptible.

Neither yield nor economic trait was closely correlated with degree of injury among the
soybean varieties. It migt be helpful to apply more fertilizer and water at the growth period
of sobyean planE to compensate the damage caused by the root—miner.
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