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Table 2 Resistance components contrast of different cucumber cultivars to Pseudoperonospora cubensis in 2007
it 2H 4> %l Resistance components contrast
1=} 1=} @
i BB BEE B U TN SRHIBASEEAC BRI
Cultivars . . X Index of susceptibility Order of resistance
Lesion number/ /> Lesion area/ mm? Zoosporangia number/ />
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Table 3 Resistance components contrast of different cucumber cultivars to Pseudoperonospora cubensis in 2008
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Table 5 Resistance components contrast of

different melon cultivars to Pseudoperonospora cubensis in 2008
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Abstract; Taking some cucumber and melon varieties as material,, by disease resistant component analysis,the resistance to

downy mildew was studied. The results showed that some cucumber varieties, such as ° Tangshangiugua 6067,

¢ Shuiguoxing 101’ (Tangshangiugua ) , ¢ Jizaoguamanjia’ , ‘ Jinyan No. 4’ ,and ‘Lvbao No. 2’ ,some melon varieties,such as

‘Chuntianshidai’ and ‘Gaotangjinyu’ ,were slightly susceptible and showed relatively small disease spots,less number of

disease spots and fewer sporangia produced. Others cucumber varieties,such as ‘Jiza No. 4’ and ‘Mapihuang”,and melon

varieties,such as ‘Ruyi”,and ¢Jintianjiamei’ were the highest susceptible and showed relatively bigger lesion, larger

number of disease spots and more sporangia production.

Key words: cucumber ;melon ; Pseudo peronos pora cubensis ; disease resistance
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