25

1661 A 15 2 B HF 7R (Bull. Hualien DAIS)6:25 ~ 34(1990)
i E KDL HSRo R HERXR
B’ ¥R
=R

AKEEFBRIEEHEEFEERTEENRGIIEF > REHEESERBHRRR BET3E» 715F 1 76
o TTEFSFNEEBRSLHETHEREE - #XRRBEMEXHREREDL » 8« BRTE
RREBASR  USEFREERR  SEHBRREMAEBER » FHESSROEHHEM « EeRk
Hb 5 W HEME o HREREHRBEERE » TE S BREHE ( 80 %8887 WP ) REERNMZEE - FIE
BARAAKEHFR EE=KJEEHE3 X 6m o kFERSAE20EK FAEATEER « BH
S EHS o RERFEFER SRE-B-15A » SRE-B-15C » SRE-D-14-B ={A&&iHE4+% » A5
EEEE o SRE-C-56A Tt , BEFSEERE o SRE-D-11A B&iHEM > SER SR BATTERES
THE - BRE - SHESNEEEBRE » URSRIERZBE o
(WS : KT~ 7~ Bl 658)

;=1

KEZ#H ( Phakopsora pachyrhizi Sydow ) B A ERHEEEN T ERGIHF » LEB LRSS RE
LM RHRET o kR EFHFIEMESLIFRE/LER ( net assimination rate, NAR )75 »
(BRI BRI LR MEGE S B » HalemERRE" o SR EBRRRBEL Y
122753 ( defoliation ) » BRBEAEFHMED » R ERENRBTHERAZERMmEEL" o
K BB ERFTRNREETOMEEY - 2FEER > K16 — 24 OB L SE RIS
O NENEMEEREN  SEESATSENEES~~A  BEl~AAZHASE &
B RS R R EEA A TSR BERIT MEERENA T ERERE e ES
TAN » RB » TANRB =M &EIM 418/ ME » FFLIEEA B T HRAE LS » SRR
8 » RAEEDUERASE » EFEERXTHERFRE c KEPIHER ( rust resistance) fIE| » & EH
BT E H174 MU {E £ 3% F&FE (major gene) » F % % Rpsl » Rps2 » Rps3 » Rpp4 » 75 BI {7 7ER P1200492 »
PI230970 » PI462312 » PI459025 5% ) o & BRI RBER IR ESENKE R RO LERER
%kﬁﬁiﬁm o Tschanz and Tsai & % A 5 ¥ ¥ 7% &% 14 (rust tolerance) EI’{}T?IGZ(Q) » SR B &5
M ERE  RBRAA T HREENS & o MEATMEERRRED O BEETSE
BT TR AT A S TR 5 R AR R - MIAEE 4E AT E S AR A B B A
HA 1) 5 T S50 5 % o

OB R Ik

FRABRR A B R oo R EHARS B I HER R mt 72 8 B b O bl ~ & AR5 /38R 1 & % » I B
AEELR s SEHRLRATCERERELR (EERBR BELETTELXERMAMEEEED)
AF S REE GR T — F RLEA o HRERGHRRERE » TR EHEREARREEXMEERER_ME 8
ERARSER » B =K o EEM3m X 6m = 18 m° » HEARTEEREAHH 20 Bk o BHASKH AR

L. EEERENRERRBESE 51 5 o ZRABBK I AE MR T E D OREM, RERHIREA
Dr. Tschanz, FFAFEEHHE | EBGEHE o
2. [t [E AN RS EYRIERBIEHEE o



26

B 80 % SE4E Ty TR TR 400 53K o (RAERPRIETEN 21 KEERWEHESE - LIKRERT — 10
FERE— K » BUWHES L o BE/NEE B (AR IS/ NE PR 2m X Sm = 10 w° fyFEkk » F2ERMH
WHBESKE  RENAKE BPMEEER - TERRES PENENE - £EFHBZAER
t5/ B AT KRk 95 96 5.3 A BB 1) SU13 25 HE 78 H IR 1S 09 B 8 o AR /L E & R B E
ek ERER > MEERGHENBARERFEENEERTHNERFEERNIE » LETF
REF o EFHENEEFEEENEFTHBRETREENEFTHE

B IR EGE R

BEEBARER 204/ EEABHNH HHk —EEHEHESRAGS 129 » — (A Em
ERFG 38 » —(AEHRS R AGS 181 K —{Eh /5 & & S B S ORIEE —5, Jt R2ERFER o RS
[B {338 5 % GC 60082-8 -14-6-7-68, GC-60087-7-9-6-12-8, GC-60087-7-9-6-12-52, AGS 302, SRE-B-15A
(0 7 B Y9 AU RE 2 A T R B % AGS129( 3 1) o AfE S RHVE &L RAENPETRMRG 38 ©
Hh— {@ &% GC 60082-8-14-6-7- 68 & GC-60087-7-9-6-12-8 #] & 1H K E L@k AGS 1811
(8 o HithShARAIIBLEZAIN N AGS 181K G 38 2 o &R P LISRE-B-15B fyEE R EEHX
2K (BEEHEE T - EERIE (1605.6Kg/ha) , FNELEE » (£1ER H i FREEMR
H4eBEHBERGEENES HBSARTGEERE » SREB-ISBHEFHEEMER 1 H > BSiR
B2 AGS 181 iSRG BMETHEEMEMRE » MEKEBRARESH AGS 302 » GC
60087-7-9-6-12-8 » GC-60087-7-9-6-12-52 HL 34l 5 21 H » B/R4E H H BEE M8 SR 75 147 & HIRRR

EB 75 F LR it 5% SR A AGS 302 £-H{AMR% - i AEREREIIEE K » H£ 12 #Em~%
M AT ER o f5 R INE 2 FFR o MU{E &% SRE-B-15A » SRE-B-15B » SRE-D-11A - SRE-D-14A
EAREmEEGEL T HEEHESRRMEENR S EHEE R AGS 129 o E&HRAFELISRE-C-
56A » SRE-D-11A = 5 &L & 5% AGS 181 1K » {HI+ SRE-C-56A TEMHZE(RE T & & WK o
AGS 302 » SRE-B-15C » SRE-D-14A (& & HAEAEN AGS 181 » MERRMEEN G 38 » B
RS % o AGS 302 () EE KR RFE 73EME - HBTEERRPETK o AEHE
{4 R EE 7 » SRE-C-22A » SRE-C-56A » SRE-D-11A » SRE-D-14A - ¥4 AGS 181 ME » S SRE-
C-56A » SRE-D-11A FEJB & iitiR 5% o SRE-C-56A » SRE-D-11A » SRE-D-14A » AGS 181 » G 38
4 E H By R 4 B - BERIHESRZEE HBEEDREU) o

EE 76 ERBOB M A HEIEAGS 302 %8 EisRtsdgEnmR - ks EHBEmR
BHiEIE AGS 216 () 16{H 5% » I EIIEH B &R o RERMERINE3 » 477K o AR RF
SRE-D-14A » B#ith SRE-D-14A , GC 82021 F4/3 [ ¥}t B8e¥ ] &4 ¥ (photoperiod sensitive) *
W E SRS o B #ith GC 60115-6-6-6-7-64 » GC 60115-6-6-6-7-18 i iina % i & ¥ B RIRHA (charcoal rot)
y WMEETFRIE » FLIESE » RFHIASGTREE o A #7 SRE-C-22A » SRE-C-56A » SRE-D-11A
SRE-D-14BU{El S #MEEEESES R AGS 129 » 5 H B RIEE 5 - Z5HEE . AGS 302 »
SRE-B-15A » SRE-B-15C EEH{ER AGS 129 o {(B-H{E LR %R K E K18 LR HEN SRR
AGS 181 o & B384 0|{% SRE-B-15C &/ AGS 181 » H{th 6 5898 AGS 1811K o £FH HEEH
L) SRE-C-56A * SRE-C-22A » SRE-D-11A #{E& » ffi LA SRE-B-15C fx = © #7 & B8/~ SRE-C-56A
SRE-C-22A * SRE-D-11A BEiESES SR » AGS 302 » SRE-B-15A » SRE-D-11B & it /% s
% » SRE-B-15C it 1 B8 R E§ i o 7 75 £ 3K E& P SRE-C-22A » SRE-C-56A ERIRIK - TTHE(R
754 3 ByEEA » RERE » —SRHERBEE  SEEE > Ti7T6ER4 BRIHETE  REES -
HOR{EHERE o T SRE-D-1IAE TS ER 76 EMEESE » BRHREMNRZMERK o B #+ SRE-
D-14B » SRE-D-14C * GC 82021-F4/1 » GC 82029-F5(1) » AGS 216 » AGS 217 » AGS 299 #JZE
B S ENEE SR AGS 12948% » H SRE-D-14B » SRE-D-14C » GC82021-F4/1 » AGS 216 H)/E
BB REE o BB R SR HE SR AGS 181 » B8R iR 14 1% /8 Ems o k3mR+ SRE-
C-56-1-3-BK » SRE-C-56-1-0-BK * SRE-C-1-5-BK itk » £ 5 HBEEE/ ) - BERRE o



27

ER7TTERR  ZRLLEFEEBERTFNI6ERL SR > L4 FAHBRSR RBEREMES o
fit 3 5 & SRE-B-15C * SRE-C-22A * SRE-C-56A * SRE-C-56B * SRE-C-56C * SRE-C-56D *
SRE-D-14B » SRE-D-14C » SRE-D-14D £ 9 {l 50 5% 5 $HE B 6 B2 2% » iHERRE o i3
fh % GC 82021A » AGS 216 » AGS 217 » AGS 29 EBREHE (R THES NG EHRBER
AGS 129 » (BEHEEREEEARGIPFESHRNT HE MR AGS 181 o SRE-B-15A » SRE-C-56E
SRE-D-11A fEEMEN AGS 129 » Hit/EHmRRAEER AGS 181 » HA4F HEEEIR/) » 88
AR MER s EEERE TS —ENER o

BB 73 — 77 ERERHE RAZ A EIEINE 6 © SRE-B-15A & SRE-D-14B 5 & %475 % » SRE-
B-15C IR i B P i i %+ (EEHMERSUR o SRE-B-S6A REiHh% @ ERPE » SERSRE o
AGS 302 EHE AR R T % o SRE-D-11A &5 & & AR 5% » B ES » (KRS AU
A TCHE M = HERE T o

Table 1. Yield, percent yield loss, 100-seed weight, weight 1loss,
days to maturity and days difference of lines and cultivars
during spring, 1984 in soybean rust test.

Yield(Xg/ha) Yield 100-seed wt. Weight Days to Days

Entry loss (g9) loss maturity difference
e F* NF* (%) F NF (%) F NF (F-NF)
| i 2077.7 1100.0 47.06 21.63 12.67 41.42 113 97 16

2 2222.2 955.6 57.00 27.60 16.93 38.66 118 97 21

35 2088.9 1066.7 48.93 25.63 16.10 37.18 118 97 21

4. 2144.4 1022.2 52.23 25.50 16.30 36.08 118 97 21

5a 2222.2 444.2 80.01 18.07 9.30 48.53 113 97 16

6. 1966.7 900.0 54.24 21.60 11.93 44.77 110 103 7

7. 1605.6 966.7 39.79 24.37 17.70 27.37 104 103 1

8. 1655.6 788.9 52.35 21.37 11.87 44.45 118 104 14

g. 1866.7 244.4 86.91 18.57 9.20 50.46 120 104 16

10. 1933.3 992.2 46.68 19.20 12.47 35.05 107 106 1

Yt 1966.7 688.9 64.97 19.73 11.00 44,25 107 106 1

T2 1700.0 322.2 81.05 23.83 12.87 45.99 116 104 12
LSD 0.05 145.05 3.85 0.899

* P= fungicide - protected, NF= nonfungicide - protected.

*% 1., GC 60082-8-14-6—7-68 7. SRE-B-15B
2. AGS 302 8. SRE-B-15C
3. GC 60087-7-9-6-12-8 9. AGS 129 (High yielding check)
4, GC 60087-7-9-6-12-52 10. AGS 181 (Highly tolerant check)
5. GC 60031-2-7-6—-6 11, G 38 (Moderately tolerant check)
6. SRE-B-15A 12, Hualien No.l (Local check)
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Table 2. Yield, percent yield loss, 100-seed weight, weight loss,
days to maturity and days difference of lines and cultivars
during spring, 1986 in soybean rust test.

Yield(Kg/ha) Vield 100-seed wt. Weight Days to Days

Entry loss (g) loss maturity difference,
e F* NF* (%) F NF (%) F NF (F-NF)
1. 2043 1073 47.5 26.3 19.5 25.9 105 100 5

2, 2907 1383 52.4 22.5 16.4 17:1 106 99 7

3. 2336 1327 43.2 21.3 15.0 29.6 106 100 6

4, 1783 787 55.9 20.8 18.8 9.6 101 95 6

5. 1630 1543 5.3 25.2 21.9 13.1 106 106 0

6. 2480 2410 2.8 22.7 19.8 12.8 105 103 2

7. 2473 1783 27.9 33.2 20.1 13.4 107 103 4

8. 2343 700 70.1 20.4 14.2 30.4 110 100 10

9. 1216 1027 15.6 20.3 17.6 13.3 107 103 4
10. 1020 573 43.8 20.7 17.6 15.0 106 102

1t 2650 407 84.7 25.6 18.2 28.9 110 102

12. 1873 690 63.2 24.8 19.5 21.4 110 100 10
LSD 0.05 367.90 2.35 175

* F= fungicide - protected, NF= nonfungicide - protected.

*% 1. AGS 302 7. SRE-D-14A
2. SRE-B-15A 8. AGS 129 (High yielding check)
3. SRE-B-15C 9. AGS 181 (Highly tolerant check)
4. SRE-C-22A 10. G 38 (Moderately tolerant check)
5. SRE-C-56A 11. Hualien No.l1 (Local check)

6. SRE-D-11A 12. Hualien No.2 (Local check)



Table 3. Yield, percent yield loss, 100-seed weight, weight loss,
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days to maturity and days difference of lines and cultivars

during spring, 1987 in soybean rust test.( Trial A.)

Yield(Kg/ha) Yield 100-seed wt. Weight Days to Days
Entry loss (g) loss maturity difference
bk F* NF* (%) F NF (%) F NF (F-NF)
1. 2146 1950 9.16 23.2 21.0 9.48 106 100 6
2. 2224 1827 17.83 18.0 17.5 3.06 106 97
a. 2179 1860 14.62 18.7 15.7 16.09 111 96 15
4. 2351 2083 11.40 18.7 17.5 6.17 99 96 3
5% 2393 2193 8.34 24.1 24.1 0 108 109 -1
6. 2551 2176 14.70 16.6 15.5 6.63 118 113 5
7. **
8. 2619 2081 20.56 25.0 23.2 7.4 113 103 10
9. 2652 1702 35.82 18.4 16.2 12.23 115 108 7
10. 2247 1732 22.92 17.6 157 10.83 97 96 1
11, 2084 1325 36.43 20.7 17.6 15.01 118 113 5
12. 2304 1268 44,98 16.7 14.5 13.17 118 113 5
LSD 0.05 313.8 1.56 7.54
* F= fungicide - protected, NF= nonfungicide - protected.

**% Entry is sensitive to day length.

*%¥1. AGS 302
2. SRE-B-15A
3. SRE-B-15C
4, SRE-C-22A

5. SRE-C-

56A

6. SRE-D-11A

7.
8.
9.
10.
11.
12.

SRE-D—-14A
SRE-D-14B

AGS 129 (High yielding check)

AGS 181 (Highly tolerant check)
Hualien No.l1 (Local check)
Hualien No.2 (Local check)
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Table 4. Yield, percent yield loss, 100-seed weight, weight loss,

days to maturity and days difference of lines and cultivars

during spring, 1987 in soybean rust test.( Trial B.)

Yield(Kg/ha) Yield 100-seed wt. Weight Days to Days
Entry loss (g) loss maturity difference
el F* NF* (%) F NF (%) F NF (F-NF)
i 2 1639 1525 21.23 24.0 23.2 313 112 112 0
2 1789 1425 20.35 28.3 24.0 15.04 115 113 2
3. 1895 1539 18.76 25.8 23.0 10.85 114 112 2
4, 1812 1175 35.14 21.9 19.5 10.98 118 115 3
By, W%
6. 2117 1588 24.97 26.5 23.5 11.34 113 107 6
T 2464 1786 2752 28.3 26.9 4,78 107 96 11
8. 2403 1778 26.03 16.6 16.3 1.81 114 116 -2
9. 1569 875 44.23 20.3 16.9 16.75 122 122
10. 2100 1228 41.55 22.8 20.2 11.40 122 118
1%, 2286 1750 23.45 26.0 19.5 25.00 123 115
12. 2528 1086 57.03 19.6 17.4 11.48 122 107 5
13. 2550 1203 52.82 18.0 14.0 22.28 121 95 16
14, 1647 1089 33.88 18.5 14.8 20.00 99 95 4
15.%** 1119 875 21:81 17.7 16.8 5.08 99 95 4
16.%%* 1109 489 55.93 16.8 15.4 8.32 103 95 8
17. 2189 1722 21.32 19.7 19.2 2.54 115 107 8
18. 2070 1700 17.85 19.3 19.0 1.56 103 103 0
19. *%* 1484 1114 24.91 19.1 17.8 7.07 122 115 7
20. ** 1684 1014 39.77 18.2 14.3 21.21 122 115 7
LSD 0.05 523.0 2.22 6.67

# P= fungicide - protected, NF= nonfungicide - protected.
** Entries are sensitive to day length.

*** Entries were severely attacked by charcoal rot.

LA L 1 .

2.

SRE-C-56—-1-3-BK
SRE-C-56—1-0-BK
SRE-C-56—1-5-BK
SRE-D-56—-1-2-1

. SRE-D-14A

SRE-D-14B
SRE-D—-14C

GC 82021-F4/1

. GC 82021-F4/3

GC 82029-F5(1)

11.

125
13,
14.
15,
16.
17.
18.
19.

AGS 216

AGS 217

AGS 299

GC 60058-12-6—-6—1-18

GC 60115-6—6—-6—-7-64

GC 60115-6—-6—-6-7-64

AGS 129 (High yielding check)

AGS 181 (Highly tolerant check)

Hualien No.l (Local check)
20. Hualien No.2 (Local check)



Table 5. Yield, percent yield loss, 100-seed weight, weight loss,
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days to maturity and days difference of lines and cultivars

during spring, 1988 in soybean rust test.

Yield(Kg/ha) Yield 100-seed wt. Weight Days to Days
Entry loss (g) loss maturity difference
" F* NF* (%) F NF (%) F NF (F-NF)
1. 1640 1027 37.38 21.3 18.2 14.55 105 100 5
2. 1011 862 14,74 21.3 18.1 15.02 108 102 6
3. 800 876 -9.50 20.3 19.5 3.94 98 95 3
4, 729 655 10.15 29.4 27.4 6.80 104 104 0
S 956 733 23.33 28.5 28.3 0.79 108 105 3
6. 522 428 18.01 29.4 29.1 1.02 107 105 2
T 813 518 36.29 30.0 24.2 19.33 107 102 5
8. 1798 1569 12.74 25.7 25.4 L.27 108 105 3
9. 1958 1253 36.01 23.5 17.9 23.83 110 102 8
10. 789 558 29.28 25.5 20.1 21.13 106 102 4
Al 778 562 27.77 27.7 25.6 7.58 106 102 4
12, 893 670 24.97 30.4 25.0 17.76 105 102 3
13. 2244 1091 51.38 18.8 12.4 34.04 108 100 8
14, 2367 793 66.50 27.8 17.6 36.69 112 100 12
15. 2605 902 65.37 22.9 11.9 48.03 112 100 12
16. 2812 606 78.45 22.3 10.7 52.02 110 100 10
17. 1778 1004 43.54 20.0 14.2 29.00 101 94 7
18. 790 527 33.29 21.1 16.4 22.27 95 94 i
19. 1833 624 65.96 26.2 16.6 36.64 105 100
20. 1768 789 55.37 25.6 19.0 25.78 110 100 10
LSD 0.05 393.71 4.18 2.14
* F= fungicide - protected, NF= nonfungicide - protected.

W

1. SRE-B-15A
2. SRE-B-15C

SRE-C-22A
SRE-C-56A
SRE-C 56B
SRE—C-56C
SRE-C-56D
SRE-C-56E
SRE-D-11A
SRE-D-14B

11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

SRE-D—-14C
SRE-D—-14D
GC 82021A
AGS 216
AGS 217
AGS 299

AGS 129 (High yielding check)

AGS 181 (Highly tolerant check)
Hualien No.l1 (Local check)
Hualien No.2 (Local check)
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10.

Table 6. Performance of promising soybean rust tolerant entries from
1984 to 1988 at Hualien DAIS.

1984 1986 1987-A 1987-B 1988

Entry vield Yield VYield VYield Yield VYield Yield Yield Yield

Yield

(Kg/ha) loss(%) (Kg/ha) loss(%) (Kg/ha) loss(%) (Kg/ha) loss(%) (Kg/ha) loss(%)

SRE-B-15A 1967 54.2 2907 52.4 2224 17.8 1640
SRE-B-15C 2336 43.2 2179 14.6 *1011
SRE-C-22A 1783 55.9 2351 11.4 * 800
SRE-C-56A 1630 5.3 2393 8.3 * 729
SRE-D-11A 2480 2.8 2551 14.7 1958
SRE-D—-14B 2619 20.6 2117 25.0 * 789
AGS 302 2222 57.0 2043 47.5 2146

AGS 129 1867 86.9 2343 70.1 2652 35.8 2189 21.3 1778
AGS 181 1993  46.7 1216 15.6 2247 22.9 2070 17.9 790
HL No.1 1700 81.1 2650 84.7 2084 36.4 1484 24.9 1833
HL NO.2 1873 63.2 2304 45.0 1684 39.8 1768

37.
14.
-9.
10.
36.
29.

43.
33.
66.
55.

w O == U 9 &

= O Ww !

* Low yields of entries were due to low temperature during early vegetative stage.
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