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Abstract :

pseudostem weevil, the resistance level of each banana cultivar to banana pseudostem weevil were evaluated by

To understand the relationship between the tannin content of banana and its resistance to
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average ratio of borer hole number of larva of Odoiporus longicollis on six banana cultivars. The tannin content in

banana petioles and pseudostems was determined by vanillin method, and the relationship between tannin content

and insect resistance was analyzed. The results showed that Guangfen 1 and Haigongjiao had the strongest

resistance to O. longicollis, followed by Nantianhuang and Yueke 1. Baodaojiao and Baxijiao showed the lowest

resistance. The determination results of tannin content in banana petioles and pseudostems showed that the tannin

content of banana cultivars varied from 7.21 mg/g to 16.60 mg/g, and the tannin content in pseudostem was

higher than that in petiole. The correlation analysis showed that tannin content in pseudostem had a significantly

negatively correlation with its resistance to O. longicollis, while the tannin content in petioles had no correlation

with its resistance to O. longicollis.
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