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Response of Late Maturity Maize Lines and Hybrids to Southern Corn Leaf
Blight Disease Caused by Bipolaris maydis
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Table 1. Analysis of variance for disease severity of late maturity maize lines and
hybrids in Karaj and Sari in 2013
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Error (E2) ol elzal 64 16.07
CV. % CHJRE UV WS 19.88%

**: Significant at 1% probability level.
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Table 3. Mean comparison of disease severity and response of late maturity maize lines
and hybrids to southern leaf blight in Karaj and Sari in 2013
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No Genotype Sari (%)
1 B73 CMS 12.00de 22.67cde 17.33d MR
2 B73 rfc 32.00a 45.00a 38.50a S
3 MO17 5.00ef 10.00fg 7.5¢ MR
4 K18 15.33d 23.33cde 19.33d MR
5 K19 5.00ef 11.67efg 8.33e MR
6 K19/1 11.33de 25.00cd 18.17d MR
7 K 74/1 28.67ab 43.67ab 36.17a S
8 K 166A 18.00cd 26.33cd 22.17cd MS
9 K166B 17.00cd 25.33cd 21.17d MS
10 KSC 704 (B73 x MO17) 11.33de 20.33def 15.83d MR
11 KSC 700 (K74/1 x K18) 23.67bc 34.33abc 29.00b MS
12 KSC 705(K3640/3 x MO17) 11.67de 25.67cd 18.67d MR
13 KSC706 (K3547/4 xMO17) 11.33de 24.67cd 18.00d MR
14 KSC709 (K47/2-2-1-3-3-1-1-1 xK 3640/3) 23.00bc 33.00bc 28.00bc MS
15 KSC713 (K47/2-2-1-3-3-1-1-1 xK19) 17.33cd 24.00cd 20.67d MS
16 KSC707 (K166B xK18) 12.67d 23.00cde 17.83d MR
17 KSC708 (A679 xK19) 1.33f 8.33¢ 4.83e R
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Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 1% probability level.
HS: Highly Susceptible; S: Susceptible; MS: Moderately Susceptible; MR: Moderately Resistant; R: Resistant.
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