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Table 1. Mean comparison of disease index of different maize cultivars and lines to
Bipolaris maydis

O3 sl (:-0) (g 3ley sl S0Le S
Genotypes Mean disease index (0-5) Reaction
K 3653/111 4.75 HS
K 1264/1 4.15 HS
K 74/1 3.90 S
B73 3.85 S
K 1259 3.70 S
K 1263/14-2 x K 1264/1 3.65 S
K 3640/111 111 x K 1264/1 3.55 S
K 3547/212 x K 1264/1 2.80 MR
B73xK 18 2.70 MR
K19 2.70 MR
K 18 2.65 MR
MO 17 2.35 MR
K 1259 x MO 17 1.95 R
K SC 604 1.80 R
K 3347/212 x MO 17 1.65 R
K 722 1.65 R
K 3547/212 1.65 R

HS: highly susceptible
S: susceptible
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MR: moderately resistant
R: resistant
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Table 2. Analysis of variance for disease severity of Bipolaris maydis on different
maize lines and cultivars in 2000

@57 4 s oSe o
S.0. V. Ot 2 df. MS
Replication IS 3 64.250
Treatment Sles 16 2335.939 **
Error ol 48 46.052
Total s 67
C.V. Sl kS g b Aoy 19.90%

**: Significant of the 1% level.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of percentage of disease severity on leaves of different
maize lines and cultivar to B. maydis in 2000

S sl s (=10 olon s Sk S
Genotypes of maize Mean of disease severity (0-100)  Reaction
K 3653/111 83.00 a HS
K 1264/1 75.75 a HS
K741 61.00b S
K 1259 50.75 be S
K 3640/111 111 x K 1264/1 49.00 be S
B73 47.00 ¢ S
K 1263/14-2x K 1264/1 39.00 cd S
K 3547/212 x K 1264/1 32.25de MR
B73xK 18 30.00 de MR
K18 26.25 de MR
K19 26.25 de MR
MO 17 20.50 ef MR
K 1259 x MO 17 10.00 fg R
K SC 604 9.75 fg R
K 35472/212 x MO 17 7.75 fg R
K 722 6.75 fg R
K 3547/212 500¢g R

o 53 3 gme B BB O g a5 alie g b LanSle 5 Wlouks g lie (STl (sl i 505 b o Silee

sl e 1)

Means comparison with Dancan’s multiple range test, means with similar letters in each column
are not significantly diffeent at 1% level.
HS: highly susceptible S: susceptible
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MR: moderately resistant  R: resistant
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