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K HITATEAE = A R /KR e ~ AR 28 2 (50 Rofaa BT R FH S EEUREFIER T &
M RS ARTECERS > 152 o PRI Lh S KREEE R (R PERcE - BB HE FR A R EEA
oy EDCATER - BEERARGESY - I WA S 63-80% KRG BARK M4 -

Heinrichs 2223 OHE 8 1 KOS B SR EFIE By M K Rg i A 10 DI E S - BRIk
WZEARAY MR 2 ERgE ok 5 62{E B 17,9 1 4E/KAERE R - 552K B 10{E Bz R BriE B b it
ARET11 S8 4R % 55 (accessions) R » FH AT MESAR(E A 35(E - (GETEEMEFAY0.2% 5 M H. - (EH
Darukasail 5z Choorapundy S 2 (B [FAE HL1E 3 4R 0-94% -PIRFE B 14  JoshiSE2 VDL R A 157
(TN1) BB EEE » EPiMaER » HEETKM 6 ~ Ptb 33 ~ ASD 5 ~ IR 4704-106-3-2 5, GEB 24 /Kf5
T FTREE Ry BHRIETUE K RS2 ET IS (Marasmia patnalis Bradley) it 146 7% (donor) ™V o 41 » BF24E
TS A BRI A iR e I - PR Feli s EHUMERRATACNR » FH264[ EF 4= FE(Wild rice, Oryza spp.)
R TOMEHTMERRIR® © MENRE ~ ArER-F - R0 - 2208 - SRS - PR JhnhL » 28480 -
R AP un e 2R B 5 1 Of[E B 2 Y B2 3 th e 1T /KA R BT R A BT e - BfBE 27 E B A BTy
FER (genotype)®™'**?) o Chintalapati®FE25 ViAW 263 B EUMEFI A TN UEFTHER - 15 H
160{EE4H 53 2B E - BEH 2 iR -

7K [ E R BT E - F5 RE AT HHE] B 28 s RRR A TR - ARe S H 2 & /KA
TR EIELIERME 5 PR » 25 s HH 3 R VAR SOBRBF RIS » 88 2 BRI R s B A H oK 22 5%
PRIEL - Z T Fae K S E Rl - W A\ Riaasiily - B EmIbZe I m - ARIREFIERT AR &
EERAMT - IVEREAVERE - WL F R4 BEaErh R B R0 « B BT E 4Ry
JE SRR AR TS A A E M - A KRS —EEEA2-3RAVRETIELS sk fE T - R K
R AT 2 N ER AR A 4l e P B B R P IR W e 4 s S 78 FTA T S (S S HE R e e FE RS EL
BB - KIEFREEA RNVt A RS - — RS SAUS 2SR i H  REESENRE
PR 7K REEL I » LR S MR A, B fEAE i R S T B E B EAY2 R nIRE R 2R B IS Rl 22
UMRYT ~ 4T E B R 2K 2 B2 - PRI ARWT5E R KSR Y R - LB 2872
B TSR BT IEAY S 200 B KRS ) BERSH R iR B A F R EE R iy F B - #
TT7K S SRR IR A HURI A E - $5 DB B R B P B et R B /KRS REE i - ST Ry
2GR E M,



SRR R AR M 17

MBS E
— kIR
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Table 1. Rice genotypes and its origin for screening C. medinalis resistant

No. Rice genotypes Origin No. Rice genotypes Origin
1 LLRIFRFAAE(EY)  Taiwan 13 7%k Taiwan
2 FRIEESD) Taiwan 14 FHEGER) Taiwan
3 i Taiwan 15 FFR(EH) Taiwan
4 ERF(ET) Taiwan 16 Togs Taiwan
5 i Taiwan 17 FEREIERE () Taiwan
6 Hotf (&I Taiwan 18 HRACIEEER Taiwan
7 FR () Taiwan 19  HEESEIR Taiwan
8 HIE (S ) Taiwan 20  HHE Taiwan
9 HREEET D Taiwan 21 FERECGERTD Taiwan
10 H#E(ET 2) Taiwan 22 1E#% Taiwan
11 HKE Taiwan 23 SHE(ETF 1) Taiwan
12 HE5F Taiwan 24 EEET2) Taiwan
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No. Rice genotypes Origin No. Rice genotypes Origin
25 (RS Taiwan 62  EHR Taiwan
26 HINGEESD Taiwan 63  AESS(ER) Taiwan
27 =MANGEID Taiwan 64  HR=FF Taiwan
28  EFRAIIN Taiwan 65 =3 Taiwan
29  HlgE{F Taiwan 66 JIE Taiwan
30 EERREL Taiwan 67 S Taiwan
31 FHMfF Taiwan 68 JKZE Taiwan
32 =k &k Taiwan 69 B 655k Taiwan
33 A[EERRAF Taiwan 70 S 145 58 Taiwan
34 RRIF Taiwan 71 “FE 5 5E Taiwan
35 iEmEH Taiwan 72 E5FEOgE Taiwan
36 SLer sl Taiwan 73 &HH 192 58 Taiwan
37 KEE Taiwan 74 S8 1158 Taiwan
38 EBE#E Taiwan 75 &1 177 5% Taiwan
39 B Taiwan 76 &1k 301 58 Taiwan
40 =EHERL Taiwan 77 FEE2425E Taiwan
41  IEFEMH Taiwan 78 &S 3058 Taiwan
42 HRE) Taiwan 79 HriT 64 5 Taiwan
43 HHkENEIE Taiwan 80 =il 15E Taiwan
44  FHH 1 Taiwan 81 = 141 58 Taiwan
45  FHH 2 Taiwan 82  EfE 139 5 Taiwan
46 PEIE Taiwan 83 EfETHE Taiwan
47  IENEE Taiwan 84 &HFE 1058 Taiwan
48 Y EEHEE Taiwan 85 H“HE 69T Taiwan
49  HERE Taiwan 86 G715k Taiwan
50 —HAEFERE Taiwan 87 HET05E Taiwan
51 EFFEEH) Taiwan 88  EHEy 158 Taiwan
52 WIS Taiwan 89  HHEE 70 9k Taiwan
53 EHEE(EIL) Taiwan 90 &HfFE25E Taiwan
54 FRHET) Taiwan 91 BHA: 1 58 Taiwan
55 HIE(GEE) Taiwan 92 B9k Taiwan
56 {F 8 Taiwan 93 S 178 58 Taiwan
57 {£31 Taiwan 94 = 140 5 Taiwan
58  {F£97 Taiwan 95  CKY 97206 Taiwan
59  {F 98 Taiwan 96  CKY 12037 Taiwan
60 fF 145 Taiwan 97 CKY 11829 Taiwan
61 T 94 Taiwan 98 CKY 10706 Taiwan
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No. Rice genotypes Origin No. Rice genotypes Origin
99  LSHERK 1B Taiwan 136 HE© Japan

100 &l 10 5F Taiwan 137 M 401 USA

101 SEFfN 12 58 Taiwan 138 Annada USA

102 SEFIFE 2414 5% Taiwan 139 Lemont USA

103 &S fl 17 58 Taiwan 140 Nato USA

104 &4 FlfE 1 55 Taiwan 141 Jasmine 85 USA

105 &FlkE 2 55 Taiwan 142  Aromatic Lemont USA

106 &7l 2 5% Taiwan 143 M 202 USA

107  EERIEE 2 57 Taiwan 144 Pegonil USA

108  FZEFN 11 5% Taiwan 145 Nortai USA

109 SEFl 14 58 Taiwan 146  Pelde USA

110 “SEFfN19 58 Taiwan 147  Taro USA

11 &fEEFl 20 57 Taiwan 148 Jely USA

112 &wgfl 15 58 Taiwan 149 IR 65598-112-2 IRRI

113 =Rl 7 5% Taiwan 150 IR 65600-27-1-2-2 IRRI

114 FkHH/NHT Japan 151 IR 66159-189-5-5-3 IRRI

115 dGRfE 100 Japan 152 Hill padi IRRI

116 45 Japan 153 IR 72 IRRI

117  HAE Japan 154 IR IRRI

118  #oY Japan 61608-3B-20-2-2-1-1

119 355 Japan 155 B6490 IRRI

120 HHE Japan 156 BSI325 IRRI

121 {788 Japan 157 1R 76904-7-19 IRRI

122 HH7RHE 14 Japan 158 IR 75286-AC5 IRRI

123 R Japan 159 IR 76-83-3-1 IRRI

124 500 Fi& Japan 160 1R 24 IRRI

125 EY Japan 161 1IR8 IRRI

126 I&EAH Japan 162 IR 29 IRRI

127 —B% Japan 163 PsBRc 4 Philippine
128  #FE Japan 164 PsBRc 10 Philippine
129 [E3E 154 Japan 165 1R 74 IRRI

130 1287 Japan 166 IR 5685-26-1 IRRI

131 3342 Japan 167 TKM 6 India

132 2B Japan 168  Tetep 9645 Vietnam
133 F#& 7 Japan 169  Tetep 10046 Vietnam
134 E4%5 Japan 170 DV 85 Bangladesh
135 fE> % Japan 171 Ptb9 India
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No. Rice genotypes Origin No. Rice genotypes Origin

172 #& 7 Japan 207 Milky Princess Japan

173 Azucena Philippine 208 (=4 Taiwan

174 Basmati 370 India 209 Kasalath India

175 Basmati T3 India 210 HE Taiwan

176  Pakistan Basmati Pakistan 211 Hf5 Taiwan

177 KDML-105 Thailand 212 Sesea Italy

178 Ku 79-1 Taiwan 213 Fil-1 Taiwan

179  Prenifull India 214  NERICA Africa

180 Pokhareli Nepal 215  Fins Brown Australia

181 Milyang 23 Korea 216 1F 176 IRRI

182 SLIEHFE Taiwan 217 BG367-4-1 Sri Lanka

183 Ku 2986 Taiwan 218  3141-2 IRRI

184 Kabasico Philippine 219  CITA-960504 Latin America

185 Warisan-Mochi 2 Taiwan 220  Milfore Philippine

186 EZFZF BW Indonesia 221  Cisedane Africa

187 M H7E BW Taiwan 222 Khazar Iran

188 HALEIE Japan 223 Ai-Zi-Dao China

189  pRIhalifE Taiwan 224  Pusa 44 Myanmar

190 Me Hang IRRI 225  Houei Dong Lao PDR

191 TH Philippine 226  Giza 4120-205 Egypt

192  Pankaj Indonesia 227 REEAI China

193 SLG21 Japan 228  Adan Indonesia

194 EH[FE 3 Taiwan 229  CT 9159-13-2-2-1 Latin America

195 FKR 19 Africa 230  Jinya-31 China

196 ASD 16 India 231 MGG Haiti

197 ATM3 Africa 232  Beta Haiti

198 WAB 56-50 Africa 233 Schella Haiti

199 WAB Africa 234  Xian Biao 3 Korea
365-B-1-1-H1-HB 235  Yangjubyeo Korea

200 WAB Africa 236 CSR 10 India
450-11-1-1P31-HB 237  BemBeramo Indonesia

201  Hseng-Nuv-1 China 238  Cuyamel 3820 Latin America

202 E&HMR China 239  Tha-5 Thailand

203 &EER China 240  CITA-8 Latin America

204 CD-5 Taiwan 241 Mochidawara Japan

205 Mudgo India 242 EE59E Taiwan

206  Milky Queen Japan 243 e[ E ] Taiwan
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No. Rice genotypes Origin No. Rice genotypes Origin
244 KEERl China 258 IR 64 IRRI
245  FEFHEA 74 China 259 IR 3825-11-3-2-3-1 IRRI
246  JEE 265 China 260  Basmati 385 India
247  ERETE 1 5% China 261 ECIA 67-82-]-3 Cuba
248  fH 186 5& China 262  Prasanna India
249  RE 201 5§ China 263 EHFEk Thailand
250 Amaroo Australia 264  EhE Taiwan
251 Molokosi Japan 265  RI358 Taiwan
252  A-301 USA 266 MTK 15 Taiwan
253 S-301 USA 267  Sub-Swa-1 IRRI
254 IR 28 IRRI 268  IEEHE Taiwan
255 1IR30 IRRI 269  NHEEREELTE | China
256 IR 36 IRRI 270 NHEERGSLTE 3 China
257 IR 56 IRRI
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PEERERRR A2 FRI T P RO)HEFIRILO ~ 123~ 57 R RSEGRES - fibi(HR) »
HUR) ~ FFHUMR) ~ F1EMS) ~ [F(S) B IR (HS ) 25 67 7 i (recation) 4R () » Bi% > 2011522012
FhEIREES > FRPEEHR R SEER -

T KRR R EAE DT M e RS R S eSS

Table 2. Scale and reaction code of rice genotypes for screening C. medinalis resistant

Scale % damage rating Reaction code

0 No damage Highly resistant, HR

1 1-10% Resistant, R

3 10.1-30% Moderately resistant, MR
5 30.1-50% Moderately susceptible, MS
7 50.1-75% Susceptible, S

9 More than 75.1% Highly susceptible, HS

2013 Jz 20145 HETAE IR TE B O{[ElHT T4 e Ol IR = SR/ K AR i R AR b o2 > (RIS IR
IR A ENRGE - FHEERIEER B e EEENER - MERZEREE Y

=~ iRETR

sl B 5 DA SPSSHRAG (SPSS Inc. 2016) AT TARET /04T « ST Al » H & e larcsine 4 [
FREE o 2011 22012452 TR B E 77 M TE B /3 M7 (analysis of variance, ANOVA) » 455~
p-value<0.05HF » #—25 L) Fisher’s least significant difference(LSD)EL#E:ZEEERAEE - 2013 52014
IR LT A Student’s t-A5E AT A BE E R B S B AV /K R tE IR T 2 2 E AR R
TR FE 25 o [ fJPearson’s correlation coefficient(r) 73[Rl /KAE AL & Pl L2 A2 fE R RE
%

fm R

A [E KRR AL S 2 R55 2 HATRAYIRER IR B 2 e H TR A E - /KR EE R 2 B AR B o 24
Fan= - 2011 455 2 HAF - BhaUKAEREIRA 240 i - BRI BTN 0.21-5.94% (R=F =
1.453 ; df =239, 240; P=0.002) » A ZHAZELREA H 2.25-31.80% (F=:F = 1.276,df = 239, 240; P=
0.03) - 2012 455 2 HfE - fal/KAEE R 270 (| - SrBEHR 2 4RI Y 0-5.85% (R="F = 1.362; df
=269, 270; P=0.006) » A FEAZELHH 0.27-34.43% (FZ=F = 1.418; df = 269, 270; P=0.02) - 4
{EZK R B PE By SR DL 2012 o BEHRY 2 B RBUET] 77.98% Fyfirs » 2011 FFEFLZIHIZ
FERERy 47.86% fy i B(FR =) - HH Y B 0E o R ME S ISR 5% 147 HY/KRS AL T Taro o 2 2011 K2 2012
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2 BAE Y BERAHY 2 B4R B 3.49% . 2.65% & & | 2 EAR SRR FTsE R EACE M R -
KAESTEEHANVEE | 2 BB EATHURME 2 275 2 BAME LAY 2 E 4R B 7l By 25.2% K
24.4% > BE Ry R BREE SR EUE SR » ETTIRENIHURNE T -

DUKAGAE Taro Ky EGMEESEE - JHEEIR T FE BRI E 7 - PIERIER 2 FE9ERE K
[ FESE SR ANZRVUFR © 4RbiE 1-240 AYZKRSTEIF(REE 2 - FIE RIS R SIESEAR - 4m5k 241-270 #YK
FeateR [ ffcH 2012 4FY RS RS FE SR 4R A& o7 = 270 {E e/ Kigfe i s s ii(HR) S48 - HU(R)
4R BLFE Prasanna 55 7 {li ~ FHTMR) LR ELFE IR 56 55 94 {[E ~ HREY(MS)ZF 4R ELHE Ku 2986 %
99 & ~ EN(S)F 4R EFE I RACIR(EEI)E 57 # ~ FuEi(HS) F 4R EFEMITEFE 13 {E ) 5 735 St
SRFEFAY 0 ~ 2.6 ~ 34.8 ~ 36.7 ~ 21.1 £ 4.8% o

RK= o ARL B HEE IR G E A FEK SRR A2 5

Table 3.Variation in damage rating by C. medinalis on different rice genotypes at different rice growth

stage
. . Coefficient

. Minimum Maximum Mean Standard o

Periods N . of variation P value F value
% % % deviation o
%

Tillering stage

2™ geason, 2011 240 0.21 5.94 1.56 0.92 58.68 0.002 1.453

2™ geason, 2012 270 0 5.85 1.13 0.88 77.98 0.006 1.362

Milky stage
2" season, 2011 240 2.25 31.80 10.27 4.92 47.86 0.03 1.276
2" season, 2012 270 0.27 34.43 9.47 6.47 68.50 0.02 1.418

N, numbers of tested rice genotypes.

U ~ ELK R AL R IR U R E ~ i8S tE

Table 4. Resistant / susceptible reaction, scale and percentage by C. medinalis on different rice genotypes

at the milky stage
Reaction Scale Rice genotypes N %
HR 0
R 1 Parasana ~ & ~ KEEFl - ¥rFoK ~ Rk - FIEIRE - #7498 7 2.6

IR 56 ~ TKM 6 ~ 4% ~ Xian Biao 3 ~ }&i ~ Prenifull ~ RI 358 ~ S Al
MR 3 19 %E ~ Tha-5 ~ IR 3825-11-3-2-3-1 ~ B 154 ~ A301 ~ DV 85 ~ FE{{ ~ 01 348
BG 367-4-1$5FF 186 52~ &5 (5 1)~ N EAG5E 1 KDML-105 - ‘

HEE(SME) ~ Jinya-31 ~ {£ 8 ~ TH ~ JiES ~ 2 5% ~ ££ 98 ~ 512
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Reaction Scale

Rice genotypes

%

KA ~ #rZ FIEHEE - BemBeramo ~ /K& ~ £ RIF(H&H) ~ Pakistan
Basmati~ &0 192 5%~ IR 76-83-3-1~ 4 Hl7RFRAAE(EH) IR 8~ Jasmine
85~ Annada ~ 57l 20 5% ~ IR 61608-3B-20-2-2-1-1 ~ B3’ 342~ IR 64 -
FR(E ) ~ BKH/NET ~ £ 145~ HJ8 ~ Cuyamel-3820 ~ 4L Z&#&{F ~ IR
36~ 25 ~ IR 65600-27-1-2-2 ~ L 7,21~ FE7L ~ 523K 30 5% ~ PsBRc 4 ~
Basmati 370 ~ FoKH. » HEGER) - mHISHS - Ptb 9 ~ BB ~ L -
E - FHEB(E D) - IR ~ 1LZE-4 ~ CD-5 - §T e - Bt FR(ET) »
Hseng-Nuv-1 ~ Pegonil ~ Mudgo ~ fEREGERTT) ~ SERL 7 5% ~ Azucena ~
ERl 2 58 - CYK 12037 ~ FEERE ~ KE# ~ #5F - Lemont ~ CT
9159-13-2-2-1 ~ IR 74 ~ I 5 e ~ 58 7~ & fEZK 1 5% ~ Tetep 9645 ~
Hr57E BW ~ & e Fill 10 5% ~ S ESF0 15 55 - =5 141 5% ~ Milky Queen -
Me Hang ~ 5#llIfR 2 5%

MS 5

Ku 2986 ~ Kabasico ~ 7~#%(55%) ~ Amaroo ~ FATE(EE) ~ ECIA
67-82-J-3 ~ FHEE ~ Sub-Swa-1 ~ =5 ~ Milyang 23 ~ IR 30 ~ &5fE ~ F5LU
-1~ &8HH - Pokhareli ~ BF & ~ Kasalath - MTK 15~ IR 24 ~ J[{ %% ~ Basmati
T3 ~ Asd 16 ~ Tetep 10046 ~ CSR 10 ~ KJiii 5 H(E ) ~ JEFE 100 -
1E 94~ AREM - ARDEN - —H® -~ HUK 1 5%~ 257 - Yangjubyeo »
B =FF ~ FERE 265 ~ SR ~ B ~ HrHkEDE M ~ 484 ~ PsBRc 10 »
Milfore - J&H 1~ CITA-8 ~ #HEEL ~ J&5H 2 - H AR - Basmati 385 -
= 139 57 fE (B 2) G FF 5 98 SRk Jely BEEEEUR - Cisedame ~
ATM 3~ & 242 5851 178 58 -M 4013545 201 5~ IR 76904-7-19~
500 /5#& ~ M 202 ~ Molokosi ~ Khazar ~ IR 66159-189-5-5-3 ~ E2'& . 7F
31~ SHIAIN(EID) - GREEMIE 2414 5% - GREA 14 5% - 5ig ~ AL
SRGSLTE 3 —HIPEFERE ~ 540 301 55 - fN(EE) ~ IR 72~ AFEES
Hr2) ~ IR 29 ~ 1AMl ~ BRINALHR ~ B /0MF ~ Pankaj ~ IF 176 ~ i
140 5%~ Adan~ 58 1 55 &5 F0 1 58 32EF0 11 5%~ Aromatic Lemont-
B6490 ~ &1 65 5% ~ =it 1 5% ~ Nortai ~ HAETHE - Pelde - 4 A
12 5% ~ CYK97206 ~ Beta ~ &5l 17 5%

99

36.7

HREAEHREE) ~ 7£(97) ~ NERICA ~ H7HH# 5 ~ FKR 19 ~ #iAH 14 -
42~ IR 28 ~ IEE7H ~ G2 71 5F ~ BSI325 ~ 575 9 5% ~ Sesea ~ Giza
4120-205~ CYK 10706 ~ FHK3(5dE) ~ IR 75286-AC5 ~ HKF (BE)
REEFD ~ S301 ~ &E 70 5% ~ HFZEE(E T 1) ~ Milky Princess ~

Schella ~ f£.2 8% ~ HEPY ~ &R ~ LLIEH$F - Pussa 44 ~ Warisan mochi
2 ~ WAB 365-B-1-1-H1-HB ~ 17 64 58 ~ 8% - 58 70 5% -~ 5H[E 3 -
IR 5685-26-1 ~ IR 65598-112-2 ~ 54 11 5& ~ CITA-960504 ~ &4k 177
55~ AR ~ 174% - 4 - RS - B 9 5% - BREARE 2 9% - WAB
450-11-1-1P31-HB ~ Mochidauara ~ $E#f ~ & & 69 5% ~ 55 E/CIR(BEHK) -
Fins Brown ~ CYK11829 ~ 2% BW ~ &7 10 5% ~ St 145 5% ~ 3141-2

57

21.1
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Reaction Scale Rice genotypes N %

HIEEFF ~ WAB 56-50 ~ Ai-Zi-Dao ~ MGG -~ Houei Dong ~ & H1filIE 1

HS
5% ~ Hill padi ~ SLG 21 ~ Ku 79-1 ~ Nato ~ &F# 7 5% ~ &F# 5 9% ~ Taro

13 48

N, number of genotypes; HR, highly resistant; R, resistant; MR, moderately resistant; MS, moderately susceptible; S,
susceptible; HS, highly susceptibles.

SOBETE R R PR /K R BPIE DT MRS 6 (EHT(R)FAER - fFEEN(Qingliu) ~ Prasanna
7% (Baigiaowan) ~ TKM 6 ~ Xian Biao 3 - &7 (Sasanishiki)Z - 6 {&5i(S)FRFERHFEETE 9 5%
(Taikeng 9) ~ Mochidawara ~ /5[ 145 5f(Kaohsiung 145) ~ &%# 10 5% (Taikeng 10) ~ 3141-2 x&dE 177
5% (Taipei 177)% » 112 2013 Jz 2014 F3EE(T 2 4255 2 HAVFRY/KAEE R HUREF IR A E - 45580 » 2013
2 HAME - BURSRER BN BRI 2 2 F I 7 AL 3.5-5.2% » RUEERAEFEEAE R
5.3-11.7% Wil B4R A ] = 2 B AR o R MR M A2 B (R 11, t = -4.4606; df = 46, P < 0.001)
T 14 R TR Y S S R B M R TR Y 185.7% 5 B F SR A [ BF 4R It PL AV 2 2 EREE 70 B A
2.5-12.1% » REFERAET 7Y 34.5-68.2% » Wi{ERFAA TR E 2 32 FR B E 7 R A E M R (R T
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R IR E B KRR N 2 F R 0 R(%)
Table 5. Damage rating(%)by C. medinalis on selected rice genotypes

Damage rating(%)

Rice genotypes Reaction Tillering stage Milky stage

2013 2014 2013 2014
Qingliu Resistant 4.44+24ns 1.9+ 1.7ns 2.5+ 1.4a 1.7+ 1.4a
Prasanna Resistant 3.6£0.5ns 1.5+ 1.2ns 4.6+ 1.8a 3.5+ 1.3ab
Baigiaowan Resistant 3.5+ 1.6ns 0.8£1.2ns 4.6+2.8a 2.4+ 1.1ab
TKM 6 Resistant 3.8£0.7ns 1.4+ 1.2ns 6.7 £2.7ab 2.3+ 1.0ab
Xian Biao 3 Resistant 4.7+2.5ns 1.5+ 09ns 11.6 £8.1b 6.2 £4.0b
Sasanishiki Resistant 52+12ns 3.1£39ns 12.1+3.7b 10.2 £4.6¢
Mean(R) 42+1.6 1.7+£2.0 7.0+£52 44+39
Taikeng9 ~ Susceptible  53£20a  57+£52ns 3451632 1564372
Mochidawara Susceptible 8.7 £2.9ab 4.0+ 0.6 ns 36.5 +£22.9ab 13.4+7.7a
Kaohsiung 145 Susceptible 6.5 £ 1.4ab 4.0+3.1ns 353+ 11.1a 12.9+7.8a
Taikeng 10 Susceptible 7.0+ 1.1ab 11.1+7.7ns 38.6 + 3.4ab 13.1+3.9a
3141-2 Susceptible 11.4+7.1b 11.4+9.1ns 60.0£17.8bc  34.5+14.2b
Taipei 177 Susceptible 8.0+ 1.7ab 5.0£3.1ns 68.2+17.0c 19.6 +5.0a
Mean(S) 7.8+3.6 6.9+6.0 45.5+19.7 17.9+10.5
Overall Mean 6033  43£51  263%241 1164104
CV% 55.1 119.9 91.8 93.3
F test 3.486 7.599 22.477 6.119
t-value R vs. S -4.466 -4.003 -9.276 -5.946
P value <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001

Mean within each column of resistance or susceptible group followed by the same letter are not significantly different
at the 5% level according to LSD.
R, resistance; S, susceptible.
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Resistant Screening of Rice Genotypes on
Cnaphalocrocis medinalis (Lepidoptera:
Pyralidae)’

Chung-Ta Liao %>, Chung-Li Chen” and Chih-Sheng Sheu*
ABSTRACT

Cnaphalocrocis medinalis Guenée is the major rice pest during cultivated periods of second cropping
season in Taiwan. C. medinalis moths lay eggs on leaf surfaces, and larvae longitudinally roll the leaves
to hide inside the leaf buds and feed on the upper epidermis and mesophyll tissues. It would reduce the
photosynthetic capacity of the damaged leaves and decrease the yield drastically. Few resistant
germplasms with C. medinalis resistant trait are available for breeding program. In this study, there were
more infestation for C. medinalis on the second cropping season, 240 in 2011 and 270 rice genotypes in
2012 were screened in the field under natural insect infestation to evaluate the degree of damage caused
by C. medinalis larvae at the tillering and milky stages of rice. Among the tested rice genotypes, there
were ninety-four genotypes belonged to moderately resistant, and seven genotypes were resistant, which
occupied 2.6 percent of the screened ones. Six stable resistant rice genotypes, Qingliu, Prasanna,
Baigiaowan, Sasanishiki, TKM 6, Xian Biao 3, and six susceptible rice genotypes, Taikeng 9,
Mochidawara, Kaohsiung 145, Taikeng 10, 3141-2, and Taipei 177 were selected for further study.
Two-years field trials were proceeded to confirm the twelve selected genotypes have stable resistant/
susceptible to C. medinalis, which should be as subsequently reference materials for C. medinalis resistant

breeding and screening.
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