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South China Agric, U,

ﬁ@ﬁﬂ_#ml’ﬁlﬁﬁﬁgﬁ R
By &F % & B

R F

(& R)

FRARASA R CEERETRRAFEEHBRNERERZ—. AXEERBATALN
BHRRR. SEEXKBELEAAN SCEERRERTHIAL, SRREFORE, S
Mtk AN, RENHaksEn, %m%&%ﬂﬁﬁﬂtﬁﬁ%%ﬁ/‘jﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ
Re URESEFRXTEARRIENSS,

BAErEEAEZEREhNNE, SIREXNIR%, BM Fermando (1959)
CORRTRAMMESERNANERNREZE, MAKBRERHELCRNBIG
B, FFBHANFTER. FRNNZR—AEFROPBER. FlOEABERES
HERE 6 MY, MBEFARELE, NSERETHROEOGUT %, XBAS
ZHRR, SEMERAE, BTSSR, RAMEKEITE, BRELHRLEYS ~
12%, Tt &FB1~38%, Nikifik, WHEH20%, BERTS %,

#HRFAPEREREFRTHEAN CEZTRARBARTIAE $URE108E%E
Rgtk, PIIfEEGiiE19704 Z19824F & % I 7 HAY CRRBUR 2 451957 ~1982F U B
8172%, HADEERNEFROHRTERS, XHERD R RO SRR 5
HEe R R REMNANY.

ASCRIB1982F UIBTOPINRE, Ha SRy fFEE, SMNSHKE. fdis.
SRR . BN A RS SRES 6 M FEAT AR, YEHES
ERRXHERRLIENSS,

—. iR SRR HE

ik EERMERATR, AERMANSHELESKRE—8 HEMEH
XHRABEROCHRMBENRE, BR—IINER. ERREREEERNERNFHEF
s MHFERENEANER: SRPANEREE SHNRAEHH. Rafi iy
i, RAMZEENIAKES, Dobie ' BAREERI (Index of susceptibi-

« FREGAAFLHB, O, Julianoff R K, #FRLxFI, Yamamotol 20 H LR X,
AENFshEF L. RuEH,
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lity) FRERMHN ERKRIAUIER. LUGNwana$ OGO BN RBKEZTEE
MEXRRIGYE, YRMEERBAN, ZHASMHNREEERNER R2Z, WithE®.,
TR GEWT.

_ log FR%
BRERY: ey

o mEIU AL RRES RN SN BBMAETERE 1,

A SEEETEHARESERHERERMN -, ERESNHI BRI
BRE—BAMEBESEENESRAN, REEA—ESNKNes, EEBHFIIENE.
ZHh—/1 R, BrEBRNERNRERN. BEERE RN SR RHSBIRELE
F—EEA, EARBHERNKRE oy, XD —EKues, DUSTFEEiRbi
FER. i BTRENIABREN EHEE~AABHER, HER—BHXE]
SARER BB . Bk, BARKRRBRBHREEME 2 (o000 0410,

THAUHEXSEHN EECH IR RN R,

(—) B (Sitotroga cerealella Oliv, )

F1ERZTPRZHENABEHLAZ K, SOBERSSFHIFERN14.9%. BB
TEEERRANTESFERR, BEDFERBRETRERRDERR R EFHESX
M, Hfir@ngRARENMEGt, XdEHSMitH Dawn, LabellefgCl 12273
(raacts), OAMELZMIXERFRENE L & ¥ & No. 160448, 9481, 160800,
7392, 160645, 160975, 9553, 836‘4[”- FiNo, 122737 1'%,

(=) &E (Rhizopertha dominica ¥, )

F2HNETHEHER BN KTBRM, HdilabelleZiilADawn i A Belle
patna (RRHfLfh) Ze3L1G 3k, LabelletfefifaEmR *° .

®1 iiE | M XK BB & B
o T
te & ”*’ﬁ(‘fﬁ? * hi}i?ﬁﬁ CE: I
Cogburn et al(18) Lo | 2 | CI 12273, PI 161036
Cogburn(i6) 111 l 32 i .
RusseljC4¢] 10 ( 2 J Labelle, Dawn
Russelland Cogburn(+¢8) 780 102 -
Chellappa and Chellian(13) 10 ‘ 3 LR 8, Kannaki, Cauvery
Abraham and Nair(5] 29 [ 4 PTB 7, PTB 2, PTB 32, PTB 34
Abraham and NairC+¢) 29 | 8 ' PTB 2, PTB 7, PTB 15, PTB 16
w \ | PTB 32, CO 25, GEB 24, PTB 8
Chatterji et alCt2) 12 2 | T, 412, Badshabhkog
Kitter et alc31 S Y A f CR 207, Cross 34, IR 12, MGI 2,
| . Rg, Sonth
& it | 1084 161°°(14,9%)

RABAAMATEHT, RMAFRE, %, "HELAARTFAFR RS RS SHREAHNTIE
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*2 e E QN KXKEB &M

T N

e R I RS FRE -
MaGaughey 5] 4 2 ‘ Dawn, Labelle
Marallo~Rejesus et al(?28) 15 5 IR 24, IR 29, IR 9129-136-2,

IR 9129-209-2, IR 9761-43-3
EEECD 5 3 ER155, HB4E, ZhE
= S 24 10 (41,6%)°

HAARFEATRRSA S SHFRAKG TS F

&3 REXRMAKRAGKBHF
i
¥ NEN
£ f = |E327% 2R & B
#x o
x Nwana et al(39) 13 4 Vi, Vi V4 Vs,
¥ Russell (45] 6 2 S-6001, S-1045
Morallo-Rojesus et alf38] 15 5 IR 3351-38-3, IR 3880-10,
= IR 9129-457-1, IR 9761-19-1, IR 24
= It 34 11 (32.35%) *
* Awasthi(8) 13 1 Madhukar, IR 8, Vishunparag, Saket 4
Rout et all(44] 8 2 Vijaya, OR-10-26
% Russell(43s) 6 2 S-6001, S-1049
=3 i 29 8 (27.6%) *

*HRARFEAFRISARE SRR ES T £

(=) E¥X% (Sitophis zeamais Motsch, ) E¥% (Sitophis oryzae L, )

Effk i M ILE 8 . MEXRR SXRFH SRR G IHER & 1932.35% R
27.6%, HrpRussell™*® ik B TS ~6001MS~104539 AN L ERFFUKR IR
EATI R EEX XH A MR E R T REEER,

“.m# ey

EYRHRANENSHERTRE, EEFZRILEFNE, DIEEETKER
MERENE R DN LR R MY, FRFCl 1227385k, AEMAUS
#U9, IR8 ,KannakifnCauvery FRFMZEREATAE, HIRE REHHpARL
AR, FMDawnFN BB ESHENNE T, & SBelle patna, Natofqg
Bluebelle %k 8 R AhLbE:, WENERRK. HhEHiE, ZURE. 2B KESs5H
FROLEDER ST, HIN IR HEXRR BEMAUSES RN B TE =,
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E. RN

Juliano “* I B/AMNIMTHE., EAKEAMLMRER (BEEEFE, EK5
MR BN RARET T HR. ZAXSNEBHN AR B RO IH,

=) 2%

1, FRNEEERE, Cogburn ('S TiHEAFHDawvo AFR T MR, AF
TEE™ N, AAZMEREIRSHTRRAEERBOBE L™, AHREBEAR
FHRANTHOBEANE. BRNE%HIPREFETTNAD, NE%NIR =&
FFERI/ME. RusselFCV ARG ABRNBREERBANEENH. AAEBERDS
B CERKR, BEFRNABRAIEMRCAS DR, kb, EFRERASE
Haoshd, HATHNLERREFHOEER, HHIREAT I ERTEEFETH M
RENEN,

2, XKRER. HEMKRAREEERNAFRRERARX, LHTN RAKESRE
1K, HbthpR=EC*®,

3. HEl (Amylose) 5B fMR{L{E(Alkali spreeding value), Abrahm"")
AFETUNMKBERHNEEER SR, EX5REETEHABHX R, Bluliano™?® K&
A& HEMEE, WAREMCesariots), HHENSRRNI R AIRPEFREN
SR AR E YR, BESN BLEIR B.5~4. 009 BF— R ILE R (6.2~7.0)
B‘Jﬁ'ﬁﬁ‘}ﬁo

4. deikiF#E (Non-preference), i B> IRZERE, MAESRERK 2,
Kittur GO miRe7 /NG, HLdETMARBFTEE, Cogburn®'s LLET 6 A5,
WA RFDawndt Rl R ELR Y, REABELSF B0,

$t4h, Chippendale ¥ O O{EL T EM EH I BE BRI QMIWT 4 H th =85
MR B, Russell®F DA EH (Olfactometer) MITE, IEMKRBEAESIET
BRENERSSH, EARRMIEX, HIIBENFEEHBHER,

5. & (Aroma) ; ChatteryiC D\ NEFEAERN S T., . F1Bad-
shabhog S H M FEHR B/ AFZERABHE, (Hluliano * NN RHFERTEH T L
REBERNEE, MAREERFIIE.

6., HMEK: AbrahamBE U PU(BNME (KERMLFAD . 2XEENES
FERM B THBHX A, EBSikder “2 I REHBRFEAR B REM/NE R
R BN RS,

(o) &%

1, ENMNREERE, SRAERGN, SEBOIBRBESEANE, AMERNEER
ESREFEUHXR. SEREXRBOBESIIERBEATSE, HARREIR/HE
ANECERCD, ENRCEATEHRTERARRRIIE,

%, X%H, McGaughey (3 @ Dawn, Labelle, Bella patnafg Bluebelle®s 4
A SFOBE, XS BERE, ZHRAaHGH ShFDawnfiLabelle 5% FiY




k% $ A Z’t'ﬂ*’ﬁ?ﬂlﬂﬂ'@?‘iﬂlhﬁ&’]ﬁﬁ ﬁ%‘i ' 69

Pt Fado:o) = ﬁﬁ%ﬂim&?ﬁ@ﬁA@%mﬁ;Lmﬁﬁxtmﬁﬁ,Kﬁ%l%
WA A RRO BB SEHBHEL FARGEROAEFT-EBEROKEHERE
BATIANRERD. AR, HUBSHUSEkNEE LERTHS8S
m%##mﬁﬁﬁi%;ﬁﬁ*%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁ,W%%Emﬁﬂ,ﬁﬁ?ﬁ—ﬁm*O
_>$*ts*a
. BN EER MRS RE . MWMM“"%%@mﬁfﬁL%%%w
mmﬁﬁi*%ﬁﬁmiﬁﬁi,@Emﬁ§nﬁ§mw$%imﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁmmom
HNSERARSEARBOLERELF, BIMEAXSHAHIHE, FENIIL
EEMRAXS: EHRESD SHEEMRENRETEHRIEM. Breese (11 £TK
SREANESEFESARENBH L, ESUAMAKERESHERT. £RSEHN
BRH, REEEREEEIL, Virmani% 5 @il o MkRmam, a7
MAFFEREKSE, #ﬂkmﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁf%m;mﬁ&Eﬂliﬂﬁ'%giﬁﬁkgj@%o =3
& FER®R, TUAARENEERESGENET, RNEENHL.
2. ARA/N: BhatiaC AABRA/MERELHMAZARINBEN WX ERE
—, BRAHSHESIFER SRR, HEEFEUESHKKE R, Morallo
—Rejesus% COFLMAM LR MERAKSHKNEENEERE . 014 & &
%, FAE, TERRAEQTE,

3. BRNER. ANNEESSHORAERIES HOBBOEREERR
R 15O JSEAELEN

4, FeEBd. EXRSREEFNENG S ENRL SRk RESMH b A
PR SRIENR BERRSH EEREL, SO T—REKERD 5,

PR OO ES R R, MR A AR RS, Hrh Bk, MR
e, Bk AMBIERANE NUBSESAE, Mtk BREH. HEE * %
A ERRFTUARKIOEEINAEFERERE AN A, REREERXS,
ERRER & BB RE. XEYRBRETRTRRNEESRS.

Honda% COMHATERM EXROSIBYH. NAREIHTRE, ELBE
EMAUNERRNIBEES. AAERBYHRT GIEEU~16%) , 2948
RHBAGIERERR, RMIIBEHEERRBEBMOTHEGE, BEFHRE
S EMRE AT ERNSEERST, nEkg, MEALBRSED, XIEREXR
MRS EATHRAY . 527, LiFLTHRNZBRENESIBERS, &
hRESHBEERRSE XL BYRHETERS, KO RTENRR. HANET
ISEAME, IEXT SRR 28 B R, P—BL%m. M &, UHKER B—%)3
W EE(B—angelica lactom)H FREHRAYSIES]. Obsawa® ™" HIRR UAERMEK
MZEHRYESENEE, hHERBEOS/MEE. KUBERRESS M ERRA
HEEBENIIES, RATIHEYRERSLKYH THELBEEEN, HIENERHE
A, YamamotoBREAMAXET | EYHEANH (150°C, 1) . I & (2537
3650A°, 2/hK) MBEBEN, HEEI150°CRRFHRALEE Y, HNARLAST
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BYRRTEETRERRAERER, SEETENNE#MD. dT XRNERB X,
HEFHER, ®IIBVHENSREBKNERCS, DRE—FFHT EXHitH5I
BYROEBERSNE B, r—HAAE (r—nodalactone) F12 — XXMt T
HAEBRIGIEES.

5., SRAELERS: RoutFUVYAIETHAARSFMHERRNEGRANIR, A
ALRYF SRS ARKRMAETHBHRXR.

Russell 45 {E T AHHIBAE, XHERNNSE. RLESHS SRR S &
REEEENXR., Morallo—Rejesus 3 8 R TR KA KBS F, IR3880—10R1
IR HEFRHERER, HFRAKHBLEARE (Gelatinization temperature) ,

6. k&, A—RAA, FEANEXKNRESKBANARK. RXRERAEN
BEARERKE, RiuiEii®ksE ), Pingale (4 gigfhHalubbuludy RIS BB
*, FEXR, BRAERK, HBERZPHETRIARIERE, RKAFER ¥R
kZERE.

Mogaughey (3 ) hiEsE T Y Mok TAREE, A REREKR. REERKD
TRHEREEERR SR . NESBR. BLRIR (Cadra cautella (Walker)] , {HER
1 (Lasioderma serricorne (F, ) ) FHlE & R 4B 15 5 W (Oryzaephilus surina-
mensis (L, ) ) %, MfIFF=4£NERBRYEBRTREERLN .- f5h, REBX
¥, SERHEPBTR. BARKERR, BERSEREZRS, TESEDIN4R
pyolkeES v, WHEAAXEETERESERFEHRTEFXER

(W) Riegh

Wi, REERRDSERENIR. K KEMERREYSREHEH, ZIH
EhARGNETIRAENTIEER, HEAERACS, 25ARR S M & (0,
2,5, 5. 7.5, 10%) BORBRIEN Rtk SRHBDAEEFETEM Ko %R2.5%
F9 KRR, BEEMAMEES %¥R7.5%H, shREKBZRE K, 10% Sk Ry, 3t
K IER 2,

FUSE: HRERESORIEOEEN, BRBAENRERAOKE £EE
RE SR EER, SHHEAERBANERER S BEAEX, £RERKNSHSR, K
KERMXNE, i KETHHEENSESHIENTRSH, ZH4LFELERBL -
BEMSANG SR, KBERRC,

o, SRR EaKE

CON J: ;

—RERS KBRS, ZTERE, HWHABRXACHIEEMNEZTRF X R, 5K
O, FEE, MBEAEC, MARNEEREEENEMSKENERRE,
Bt xR ARA DU s itk =2 BB A B

(=) e
ARZEEH B KBS, WRENZRORETHBHERN S
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(2) puaa

ARAMAMIERKELMN, RIUHZHENOREFTHBHERC®),

GEERMRBER, HHRERESRAENRIT-EHVER, BRPUBER
AEEMARKREFAUTPHERAFHONHEE T LB 0 AWEHCL ..,
ANEMEEEAMA, HRBEEIAKD S HhigyBadshabhogfiT, , . %5 H, A
ESKEMRE, SIINERNIHEMRERS Y, YRYEZERTKERT O &
T, RRURENFRFEFRROSR DV, PHMTR REHN EXR TR
EEMERELEE, JEENS, HRAEGAEHEE. BEENSRAMHNIHEE
BRI,

E.EFREEDH

Russell% COIMERA N REARMANZRINENRI. SREIE 8 BE
MZE, TREFENHRR BT HERREERE (Beaumont) f1R HHK 14
EHEC . AT ARMANES, ERXEEMFHEFT £5. Ik SiRussell
CORARRKERENESRAREZRESY 6 MR, HRFHREHROEEES, ER
RIFET R A FLabel leRUK h BFCS—M; b= MR RME, BIERRAE IR 738N
mEmpees, BESHTANAEM L, HEREENEZRHABEB S,

ERERNRE: —RINAKRRARERTALTE. (HCoombs 21z I £ 45 37 JE
KV FERMBE. BN, REENREBX T EATREN KR BEERT N EHE,
PG ThindFiMuggleon s MAOMEFRE T 8TMKRRERHET T HE,, LERIELF1L0
THAREERDTAERE, ERAIFRAT XRE=EARNEDR BT RAKRHFEL
mARENEENREERN.AMNN AR RBARYAFARHNTER, HEZEIRE.

AR ER &%

Tihnd% S ETHREEEZTNERIENE VAN KRRER, INIHEEEE
NEZ R BABREEE(Autosomal recessive gene)FTiH Mtk % fr 2: B
EEMARM A S BRI ERUNMEARR AR B RERFTAERK, B ERFAN KRR LR
HREFEREARN, AP ERITERAETEEEBMOBIEANR (Sex—linked lethel
gene) ,

Widstrom%& SO T 18 SR R K(dent maize) Rt EXR R RETR,
NABRERMBATRIMNZRZIEEN. KEHH RMER(additive variation)
FETERA, MARANEREREEN.

t. & X3
METRGEA, MARASHEECEESR FTERERNEADRNERS
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BIEEHEKBAMER BN, TUNEBH AR M S o0

Tt MBI ENERE, AERENAMOLRREEN R1. 2.8.),
ERERNAXEAHEHSEBHRET AFMLEAN, FlmCogburnUIBINAFHMH
B RF S ARG B, AP RASAEMNCI 12273FET S, Rossetto(1966) ik
170088, KU A A RERARMMERN BH SRBAPECRIE, XBXHE"),
ALHME, BESRRAMHFETFENTR, B2RAESHHRFERELEP LT
Artd . REMCRIUAEOTR-SES, HitSENMEXHE 9 H T L

fE.
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£33
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£ X X &
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AN ADVENCE OF RICE VARIETAL RESISTANCE TO
INSECT PESTS IN STORED GRAINS

Wu Jung Tsung
(Department of Plant Protection)

ABSTRACT

This paper is a review article outlining the present state of research into rice
resistance to attack by stored-product insects, in which the following aspects of these
studies are described,

1) Screening of varieties for the resistant sources;

2 ) Multiresistance;

8) Machanism of resistance;

4) Environmental factors influencing the expression of resistance;

5) Insect biotype;

6 ) Genetics of resistance,

Varietal resistance to rice storge insect is a potential means of reducing postharvest
losses of the rice crop, therefore breeding for resistance to storge pests should form an
integral part of the integrated pest management,



