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Table 1 Result of identification of resistance to soybean borer in soybean ’
germplasm Gongzhuling 1984
EEH K] ERORRE | R BASE RE R [ RE BRf

est plots Amount/ HR R | Total M S | HS Total

fr i X Soybean borer plot { 385 56 | 103 } 19 |1 7o [ 72 75 | 147
% K SMV plot ' 540 44 134 | 178 l 127 | 136 99 235
KEF X Soybean aphid plot '35 ! 15 32 | 47 : 32 " 30 26 56
A # Total 1060 | 115 269 | 384 | 238 | 238 200 | 438
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Table 2 Response of 6 HR materails to soybean borer in field
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maturity degree | maturity | degree maturity degree arressment
ERT1001 " 9.9 1| et 2 1 g0 ’ 1 !
ERIi002 9.18 1 9.16 1 9,20 1 ‘ 1
ERI1003 9.14 1 9.11 2 9.19 “ 1 I
ERIio004 | 9.14 1 9.17 2 .22 \ 1 \ 1
ERI1006 9.18 1 , 9.20 1 1 ! 1
ERIl009 0.11 1 { o.20 2 9.1 I 9 ‘ 2
347 (Jilin No. 3)| 9.13 2 9.15 2 9.14 2 ! 2
¥4 8 B (Jilin No. 8)] 9.15 3 9.10 4 9.17 4 4
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Table 3 Response of 6 HR materail to soybean borer under conditions of artificial infestation
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ERIto01 7.311.0] 9.2 | 9.5 4.7 7.1 [3.9 (1.2 2.8 1
ERI1002 7.2(15.7) 11.5 | — | — — 0.9 [1.9 1.4 1
ERI1003 — | — — - — — 1.6 |4.3 3.0 1
ERI1004 — | — — - - —  |4.0 |2.3 3.2 1
ERIt006 3.009.7 6.4 | —|— —  |4.0 2.7 3.4 1
ERIi009 — - — —_— — —  [3.7 4.0 3.9 1
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Table 4 Result of idendification on soybean germplasm in different places 1984
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Table 5 Result of investigation for resistance to SMV and soybean borer in soybean
germplasm Gongzhuling 1984
5 | WM Date  BUREMBA Resista i s £ % Percenlhif st %Al Ressistnce
Varieties : of moturity ‘ ncedegree to SMV itage of injured seed | degree to soybean borer
ERSCD!2 | 9.10 R | 1.02 1
ERSGD14 ! 9.25 R r 1.5 1
ERSGDs | 9.26 R | 3.0 2
ERSGD1 | 9.25 R ‘ 3.1 2
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Table ¢ Result of investigation for resistance to soybean aphid and soybean borer

in soybean germplasm Gongzhu ling 1984
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STUDIES ON THE RESISTANCE TO SOYBEAN BORER LEGUMINIVARA
GLICINIVORELLA (Mats,) OBRAZTSOV IN SOYBEAN CULTIVARS

II, IDENTIFICATION OF RESISTANCE TO SOYBEAN
BORER IN SOYBEAN GERMPLASM

Guo Shougui Yue Derong Lu Jingliang
Shan Yulian Zhou Zhengping

(Sonbean Institute, Jilin Academy of Agricultural Sciences)
Abstract

Identification of resistance to soybean borer in soybean germp-
lasm was continualy curried out during 1982—1984, About 3109 culti-
vars and lines with resistance to soybean borer were screened in the
three years. 18 of the 3109 cultivars and lines were resistant, 6 of the
18 resistant cultivars or lines, ERI 1001, 1002, 1003, 1004, 1006,1009
had indermediate growth season in Gongzhuling, They may be used
for soybean resistance breeding,



