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Table 1. Seedling length of the two parents after inoculation of F,

monili forme,
- B
i ol PUF:i :
Average seedling
Variety Treatment
length/cm
T 06 AL F Treatment 7.598 aA
Chunjiang 06 CK 5.031 bB
TN1 AbFE Treatment 14. 967 aA
‘ CK 5. 900 bB
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Data followed by the different letters are significantly different

at 5% or 1% levels.
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Fig. 1. Difference of seedling length between the two parents
after inoculation F. monili forme.
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A, The difference of seedling length for TN1 between control
and treatment, the left was control and the right was treatment; B,
C, Seedlings of Chunjiang 06 and TN1 at 6 d after the inoculation.
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Fig. 2. Reaction of resistance of Chunjiang 06/ TN1 DH popula-

tion and two parents to bakanae disease.

Table 2. Biometrical parameters of QTLs for rice bakanae disease in Chunjiang 06/TN1 DH population,

R oo i g LOD f ST 2R
Locus Chromosome Marker interval LOD score . 0 Additive effect
explained/ %
gBl 1 RM7180—RM486 2.32 13.4 1.4771
qBl10 10 RM1108 —RM304 2.50 13.3 1. 4505
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Fig. 3. QTL map of resistance to bakanae disease in the Chun-
jiang 06/ TN1 DH population.
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KRG B W B B TG P A 2k B TA P BK BE AR (Fusarium
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