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Analysis on Pathogenicity of Various Potato Soft Rot Strains
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Abstract: Two potato varieties, "Youjin' and 'Shepody', were inoculated with three potato soft rot strains, BL-1, BL-2 and

KF-1, and their emergence percentage was recorded, in order to understand the pathogenicity of various potato soft rot

strains and provide basic materials for the research work. Emergence percentage of the two varieties, after inoculated with

potato soft rot strains, decreased, with an average of 27.5 percent, decreasing by 67.5 percent points when compared with the

control. KF-1 was the most powerful pathogenic and caused emergence to decrease by 92.5 percent points.
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Figure 1 Emergence percentage of different potato varieties inoculated with different potato soft rot bacteria
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a. 4-BL-1; b ZFH-BL-1; c. u4-BL-2; d. ZIFHE-BL-2; e. T4-KF-1; £ ZEFH-KF-1; g Ji4:-CK; h. ZIH-CK.
a. Youjin-BL~1; b Shepody-BL~1; c. Youjin-BL-2; d. Shepody-BL-2; e. Youjin—-KF-1; f. Shepody—KF-1; g. Youjin—CK; and h. Shepody-CK.
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Figure 2 Eemergence of potato inoculated with different potato soft rot bacteria
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