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Studies on the methodology for resistance identification of
rice cultivar to the rice stripe disease
Zhou Tong, Fan Yongjian, Cheng Zhaobang, Zhou Yijun
(Institute of Plant Protection, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanjing 210014, China)

Abstract T he influences of inoculation time, inoculation intensity and inoculation stage of the seedlings on the re-
sistance identification of rice cultivars to rice stripe disease were investigated, since there have been no standard
methods in China so far. The results revealed that 48— 72 hours after inoculation, 2— 6 insects/ seedling and 0. 5-
1.5 leaf age were the optimal conditions for resistance identification. Based on the results of the studies, the local
standards were formulated in support of quality and technical supervision for Jiangsu Provincial Bureau.
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