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Resistance of Soybean Varieties to Bacterial Pustule Spot
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Abstract: Based on the field resistance surveys, the resistance of 142 soybean varieties to Xanthomonas campestris pv. gly-
cines strain S1 was identified by spray method and friction method, respectively. The results showed that there were significant
resistance differences. For the tested varieties, in which,24 high resistant varieties accounting for 16. 9% of the total and 19
medium resistant varieties accounting for 13. 4% were identified. The study also showed that the cultivars from Jiangsu, Bei-
jing and northeast China were more resistant to Xanthomonas campestris pv. glycines than those from other regions. These vari-
eties (lines) could be used in soybean resistance breeding.
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Table 1 Standard of evaluating soybean resistance to

Xanthomonas campestris pv. glycines
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Table 2 Outstanding disease-resistant varieties

ELR2 il R 44 R HUIR SR KR 95 i 44 R EAR I KR
No. Variety Reaction Source No. Variety Reaction Source
1 JA R % 2 5 Qidonglaoheidou HR VL7 Jiangsu 17 T4 11382 Nannong 1138-2 HR VL7 Jiangsu
2 AL 4 5 Youchu 4 HR Jt 5T Beijing 18 ™ 4¢ 8723 Nannong87-23 HR YL Jiangsu
3 4 99-6 Nannong 99-6 HR YL.75 Jiangsu 19 4% 9401-1 Nannong 9401-1 R 7L.95 Jiangsu
4 B4 953242 Nannong 953242 HR VL Jiangsu 20 4% 18-6 Nannong 18-6 R VL7 Jiangsu
5 W7 97-1 Jining 97-1 HR 114 Shandong 21 2 10 Yahuang 10 R VL7 Jiangsu
6 Fg4& 87C-37 Nannong 87C-37 HR VL7 Jiangsu 22 57 9 Zhongdou 9 R b 5T Beijing
7 Rg4¢ 87C-38 Nannong 87C-38 HR VL75 Jiangsu 23 7% 5+ Yunxiaowuzidou R &3 Fujian
8 5 8 5 Zhongdou 8 HR Jb 5t Beijing 24 I Kwanggyo R VL7 Jiangsu
9 My 41 Heilong 41 HR 9T Heilongjiang 25 4 K== Jinda332 R TL75 Jiangsu
10 #£ 75 Chuxiu HR 7L Jiangsu 26 #E BH K 22 & Huaiyingiuheidou R VL7 Jiangsu
11 N F Liufeng HR Z# Anhui 27 #EFH 98-07 Huaiyin98-07 R YL75 Jiangsu
12 [El 4 Yuanling HR VL7 Jiangsu 28 i 4¢ 86-4 Nannong 86-4 R VL7 Jiangsu
13 /K & Xiangshuidou HR i Shanghai 29 4 95C-1 Nannong 95C-1 R YL Jiangsu
14 #EBH MO80 Huaiyin MO8O HR YL# Jiangsu 30 4 88-31 Nannong 88-31 R VL7 Jiangsu
15 1 96-4251 Ha96-4251 HR  'BJEiT Heilongjiang 31  Fi4¢ 8848 Nannong 88-48 R T3 Jiangsu
16 1575 30 Youbian 30 HR Jb 5t Beijing 32 7 4 86-62 Nannong 86-62 R VL7 Jiangsu
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