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Study on Micropropagation of Hybrid Hazelnut
YOU Shu-li
(Liaoning Institute of Sandyland Improvement and Utilazation, Fuxin, Liaoning 123000)
Abstract; ‘Bokehong’, ¢ Yuzhui’ , ‘ Pingdinghuang”’ , ‘ Dawei’ four excellent cultivar varieties of hybrid hazelnut and other
lines etc. young summer shoot and spring shoot were chosen as the explants to establish a more complete technological
system of micropropagation, the optimal culture medium and conditions were selected, optimum explants and the
appropriate medium for respective stages and the excellent transplanting matrix was obtained. The results showed that
June was the best sampling period for collecting materials,and the appropriate media for initiation were; DKW (improve) +
BA 4.0+1BA 0.01+GA;0. 2+VH 0. 1+VB; 10+1LH 300;for differentiation and multiplication were: DKW (improve) -+
BA 5. 0+1IAA 0.01+GA;0.2+VH 0. 1+ VB; 10+ LH 300, the multiple was up to 3. 0~3. 5; the effective medium
for rooting was MSHIAA 0. 5 mg/L-+1IBA 0. 8 mg/L;the mean rate of rooting was 83. 2% ; with the experiment,
vermiculite and peat(1 : 1) was the excellent matrix, transplanting surviving rate was 90. 5%.
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Study on Watermelon Cultivars Resistant and Chemical Screening
to Acidovorax avenae subsp. citrulli

TIAN Ying,DENG Ting-he, WANG Xiao-dong,ZHANG Li

(Key Laboratory of Prevention and Control for Oasis Crop Disease, Shihezi University, Shihezi, Xinjiang 832003)

Abstract: By the method of artificial infection, ¢ Hongdapian’, ¢ Hongxiaopian’, ¢ Xinzi No. 1”, Minzi No. 17,

‘ Heifengdaban’, ¢ Neimengheizhongpian’ six kinds of cultivars of watermelon were evaluated to identify their
resistance to Acidovorax avenae subsp. citrulli. The results showed thatHeifengdaban’ and ‘ Neimengheizhongpian’

were identified to be moderately resistant, ¢ Xinzi No. 1”and Minzi No. 1’ moderately susceptible, ¢ Hongdapian” and

‘Hongxiaopian’ highly susceptible. Nine bactericides were tested for control to Acidovorax avenae subsp. citrillit,
bactericides showed different degree of antibacterialactions,all of them,53% copper bhydroxidethe 1.5 g/L was the

best bactericide to control the disease,control effect could reach to 54. 6 %.

Key words: watermelon; Acidovorax avenae subsp. citrulli; resistance evaluation;bactericide screening

164



