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Abstract ; Phytophthora root rot caused by Phytophthora sojae is a destructive disease for soybeans [ Glycine max (L.)
Merr. | throughout the soybean production regions. Utilization of resistant varieties is the most economical and environmen-
tally safe method for controlling disease. Three hundred and fifty-five soybean cultivars or lines from different areas were e-
valuated for their responses to strain Pm8 of P. sojae using the hypocotyls inoculation technique to the etiolated seedlings. Of
all cultivars or lines,96 were resistant and 106 were intermediate to Pm8. The resistant resources to Pm8 from Beijing and
Zhejiang Provinces were rich, while Jilin, Sichuan Provinces were poor. The results of the study provided the useful informa-
tion for breeding of resistant variteties and ecological control for Phytophthora root rot.
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Table 1 Virulence types of Pm8 of Phytophthora sojae
YT HEPR A eSSl
Differetial host Genotypes Reaction type
Willams S
Harlon la S
Harosoy 13xx 1b R
Willams 79 le R
P 1103091 1d S
Willams 82 1k R
L76-1988 2 S
Chapman 3a R
PR [ 46-36 3b R
PR [45-48 3c S
1.85-2352 4 S
1.85-3059 5 S
Harosoy 62xx 6 S
Harosoy 7 S
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1. Anhui,2. Beijing,3. Fajian,4. Guangzhou,5. Guangxi,6. Guizhou,7. Hebei,8. Henan,9. Hubei, 10. Hunan, 11. Jiangsu,
12. Jiangxi, 13. Liaoning, 14. Ningxia, 15. Jilin, 16. Shandong, 17. Shanxi, 18. Shaanxi, 19. Shanghai,20. Sichuan,21. Tan-
wan,22. Yunnan,23. Zhejiang,24. Heilongjiang,25. Japen,26. USA
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Fig.2 Reaction types of soybean germplasm from different areas to Phytophthora sojae of Pm8
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