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Table 1. Antibiosis—index of rice variety resistant to WBPH and their Duncan’s multiple test

ET. ERAM R (mm)  EHFE%) PR (k) IR (LR (%)
Vareity Honeydew excreta  Survival(%) Egg production  Hatching rate
#.F 4] Dianshouhong 103.67 a 26 be 72.5 od 77.36 be
B2 111 #1#§ 5 Shankunshanhunanzao 92.40 20 bc 70.5 cd 69.00 bc
&t 1 5 TNI 91.20 b 28 be 83 be 10000  a
LILE Anyuanzao 75.73 be 16 be 80 c 81.00 b
zFa% Yunnanzhan 72.07 c 12 c 53 de 86.64 ab
REBE#S Zaochimazhan 72.00 c 26 be 78 cd 77.99 bc
13, % 4T Wukehong 70.53 c 26 be 84 be 89.28 ab
# ¥ Mailizhan 62.13 cd 30 ab 31.3 ef 83.93 b
FF# Qianxiachui 60.33 cd 20 be 63.5 cd 82.27 b
MF A Xuzigu 55.46 cd 30 ab 50 de 69.65 be
#8741 Sanzihong 55.40 cd 22 be 50 de 51.44 cd
A5 Xuzao 54.87 cd 28 ab 61.5 d 81.25 b
Ak % Baimigu 46.80 AQ a 98.5 b 1371 be
H k1R Baimigianshanzao 44 65 16 he 73.5 cd 85.00 ab
# ¥ Xiangzhan 40.67 de 2R ab 1225 a 62.99 c
#% 5% Chory'aniz 40.33 de 24 be 40 e 76.39 be
HKFEF Baimi'yshe 33.27 de 26 be 485  de 68.67 be
" R & Bairizao 32.00 de 14 be 41.5 e 78.50 b
Nabeshi 2947 de 10 c 47 de 76.50 bc
Mudgo 26.40 e 6 c 18.5 f 59.23 cd
N22 25.90 e 4 c 10 f 47.50 d
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Table 2. Information carriers of the four antibiosis—index

Bt AR E—-Faok w_¥ag EEEoR W2
Antibio—index The first component The second component The third component
FEHEM B Honeydew excreta 0.8874 0.7238 0.4443 1.5087
A 7 3 Surviral 1.0139 —0.4818 —0.04305 1.2620
751 & Egg production 0.1538 0.2334 —0.5014 0.3295
BA®I{t 3 Hatching rate 0.6518 0.1373 0.2237 0.4937
#1E M (1)Eigenvalue 2.2641 0.8293 0.5008 3.5939
fer Eﬁ,tt 56.60 2073 12.52 89.85
Information(%}
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Fig. 1. The two—~dimensional ordinal graph of antibio—
index of rice variety resistance to WBPH
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