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Introduction Trial of 5 Forage Sorghum Cultivars in Xifeng District

LI Qian, CAO Hong, ZHANG Shuqiang, LEI Jianlin
(College of Agriculture and Forestry, Longdong University, Qingyang Gansu 745000, China)

Abstract: The comparative trial of five forage sorghum cultivars was conducted in Xifeng District of Qingyang City. The results
showed that BJO603 and L ii juren have high yields and qualities, The fresh grass yields and hay yields are 107.75 t/hm?, 99.80 t/hm?
and 24.08 t/hm?, 21.53 t/hm?, respectively. The fresh—dry ratios are 4.49 and 4.63, the stem-leaf ratios reached 0.69 and 0.60,

respectively. They are suitable to be grown in the local area.
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Identification of Physiological Races of Powdery Mildew of Spring—autumn
Hami Melon in Turpan

WANG Yan', LI Liangyou?, ZHANG Haiyan?
(1. Turpan Agricultural Technology Extension Center, Turpan Xinjiang 838000, China; 2. Xinke Horticultural Research Institute of

Turpan, Turpan Xinjiang 838000, China)

Abstract: In this paper, the pathogen species and dominant physiological races of powdery mildew of Hami melon in spring

and autumn in Gaochang District, Shanshan County and Toxon County of Turpan City were identified by 13 identification hosts of

powdery mildew of muskmelon. Microscopic conidia analysis showed that all the pathogen is Podosphaera xanthii. By the inoculation of

spore suspension during seedling stage and the natural susceptibility survey at mature stage, the physiological races 1 of monocystic

powdery mildew was identified as the only physiological race of powdery mildew of Hami melon in spring and autumn in Turpan

fungus races by.

Key words: Hami melon; Powder mildew; Physiological races; Turpan
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