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Table 1 Comparative analysis of variety
characteristics of three strawberry cultivars
P A RITBR R FR
Number Variety Fruit shape Fruit color Aroma
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Abstract: Taking Plutella xylostella L. as research object, six insecticides were investigated for their indoor toxicities

against Plutella xylostella L. collected from Harbin area by leaf-dipping method. The results indicated that the toxicity of

Chlorantraniliprole to Plutella xylostella L. was the hightest and the LC;, was only 0.99 mg/L, the toxicity of

Alpha-cypermethrin to Plutella xylostella 1. was the lowest and the LC;, was 50.08 mg/L. The toxicities of six

insecticides were Chlorantraniliprole > Spinosad > Bacillus thuringiensis >> Diafenthiuron >> Abamection >> Alpha -

cypermethrin, Therefore, Chlorantraniliprole could be used as the preferred insecticide for control Plutella xylostella L. in

Harbin area.
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Table 2 The traits of different levels of the powdery mildew
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Fig.1 Comparative analysis of morphological index of

three strawberry cultivars
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Fig. 2 Comparative analysis of infection rate and

infection index of three strawberry cultivars
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Survey on the Resistance to the Powdery Mildew of Different Strawberries Cultivars

YANG Shuang' , LI Hai-peng® , YANG Peijian' , YAO Yong' , MAO Rui-pin' , DONG Qing-hua®
(1. Logistics Group,North China University of Technology ,Beijing 100144 ; 2. Department of Plant Sciences,Beijing University of Agricultural,

Beijing 102206)

Abstract: The main cultivars of strawberries including ¢ Akihime”, ¢ Toyonoka ’ and ‘Benihoppe’ were used as the test

materials in Beijing. The differences of morphological indicators, resistance to the powdery mildew and the yield were

analyzed in accordance with the description norms of the germplasm and standards data of three strawberries cultivars.

The results showed that the infection rate,the highest level of infection and the infection index of ‘Toyonoka” were lower

than that of ‘Akihime’ and that of ‘Benihoppe’. ‘ Toyonoka’ had the strongest resistance to the powdery mildew and

would effectively reduce the infection index, and provide a theoretical basis for high-quality cultivation techniques of

strawberry.
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