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Tab. 1 Origin and resistivity of cucumber parents

a . ka3 Y
BR KR e RBE /%
KEFH RERNN 44 11.3 40.0 A
RK  TREXRN &8 14.0 54.4 A
BE T REXEFR 4% 26.2 75.8 B
B TREXEFR %% 30.2 85.5B
BW25 XRBEMLF £ 32.0 97.2¢C
DARXEFHFFE I EZFBHIEEKF(P=0.01)
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Tab. 2 Means of the most diameter of disease spot of
dill crossing combinations

ER B 25 #HE @ BEF 2Kk KEER
#EiF25 16.20 1398 12.05 10.68 11.75
B 14.10 12.23  11.05 5.93
HE 12.00  9.35 5.60
82 K 7.90 4.70
KEEH 5.80
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Tab. 3 Different significance test on resistivity of
25 combinations of dill crossing

A H BHE FHA FE F
HE 24 565.01 23.54 37.37**
iy 1 2 2.00 3.17
RE 24 15.04 0.63
1) * x FEFEMRBEARF(P=0.01)
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Tab. 4 Variance and covariance of rows
of dill crossing combinations
x4 BEF25(1) #HQ) BEQG) 2@ KEEH(GS) FY

v, 4.76 11.17 8.16 6.62 8.02 7.75
w, 8.12 13.02 11.06 10.37 8.40 10.19
16
14 w,=(18.531,)'*

W,=4.69+0.71V,
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Fig. 1 Regression of W, to V,
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SRR SRR, B/ME L N 2.66 mm B KHE
L, 9 19.74 mm. :
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Studies on Resistant Heredity of Cucumber Blight

LIN Ming-bao, FANG Mu-ren
(Dept. of Horticulture, South China Agric. Univ., Guangzhou 510642, China)

Abstract: Studies were conducted on resistant heredity of cucumber blight through dill crossing with cucumber cultivars

either resistant or susceptible to cucumber blight. The results showed that the additive effect was the predominant

component. , although some dominant effect and epistasis effect were present. Resistance to cucumber blight was

controlled by at least 3 pairs of genes. The narrow hereditary capacity (hi% ) is 78% .
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