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Abstract. Bacterial canker disease is a serious threat to the development of the kiwifruit
industry. Based on the abundant wild Actinidia germplasm resources in China, screening
highly resistant germplasms and breeding resistant varieties with great fruit characters is a
primary task for the development of the kiwifruit industry. In this paper, we inoculated isolated
branches of 82 germplasms of 29 Actinidia species from the national kiwifruit germplasm
nursery with Pseudomonas syringae pv. actinidiae. Disease resistance was evaluated based
on lesion length, divided into seven categories from highly resistant to highly susceptible.
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Results showed distinct differences in resistance among the different species, as well as
intraspecific resistance differentiation. Among the 82 germplasms, five were highly resistant
(6.09%) , nine were moderately resistant (10.98%), 18 were lowly resistant (21.95%), 21
were tolerant (25.61%), 11 were lowly susceptible (13.41%), nine were moderately
susceptible (10.98%), and nine were highly susceptible ( 10.98%). The 32 resistant
germplasms included six germplasms of A. arguta (Siebold & Zuccarini) Planchon ex Miquel ,
five germplasms of A. callosa var. discolor C. F. Liang, four germplasms of A. melanandra
Franchet, three germplasms of A. callosa var. henryi Maximowicz and A. eriantha Bentham,
respectively, two germplasms of A. vitifolia C. Y. Wu, A. styracifolia C. F. Liang, and A. arguta
(Siebold & Zuccarini) Planchon ex Miquel var. purpurea (Rehd.) C. F. Liang, respectively,
and one germplasm of A. latifolia ( Gardner & Champion) Merrill, A. rubricaulis Dunn, A. rufa
(Siebold & Zuccarini) Planchon ex Miquel, A. hubeiensis H. M. Sun and R. H. Huang, and A.
fulvicoma Hance, respectively. Thus, this study lays a theoretical foundation for the cross-
breeding and creation of disease-resistant varieties of kiwifruit.
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Table 1 Lesion length and resistance categories of 82 wild Actinidia germplasms
R . MZ AT T BE . o \/i}- - B
by SRR E by F ’Jﬁahfkf;
iy . Average i , Average lesion
Resistance . Resistance
Germplasm cateqor lesion length Germplasm categor length
gory / cm gory / cm
KAF 8262 [ 8121
A. macrosperma T 5.494 + 0.351 A. latifolia ( Gardner & Cham- LR 4.695 + 0.563
C. F. Liang pion) Merrill
FFF 81033 n 81061
A. macrosperma T 5.846 + 0.245 A. latifolia ( Gardner & Cham- MS 7.325 + 0.965
C. F. Liang pion) Merrill
Kt 6181 2125 81252
A. macrosperma T 5.869 + 0.225 . , MR 3.272 + 0.160
; A. rubricaulis Dunn
C. F. Liang
KA 81183 412 81621
A. macrosperma T 5.950 + 0.412 ) . MS 7.301 = 0.475
. A. rubricaulis Dunn
C. F. Liang
KHF 81473 ”
QL
A. macrosperma T 5.992 + 0.379 kit B2622 MS 7.623 +0.172
. A. hemsleyana Dunn
C. F. Liang
FKF 8732 2
It
A. macrosperma LS 6.662 + 0.231 Kt 8111 HS 14.654 + 1.034
: A. hemsleyana Dunn
C. F. Liang
AT 6184 L% 6355
A. macrosperma LS 6.743 + 0.424 A. rufa ( Siebold & Zuccarini) HR 2.920 + 0.261
C. F. Liang Planchon ex Miquel
FAF 81034 1L 81072
A. macrosperma LS 6.866 + 0.291 A. rufa ( Siebold & Zuccarini) T 5.245 + 0.800
C. F. Liang Planchon ex Miquel
FAF 1983 .
A. macrosperma HS 9.019 + 0.584 §=0 6169 HR 2.840 +0.273
: A. eriantha Bentham
C. F. Liang
X 81522 E1£ 61615
A. valvata Dunn T 5776 + 0.39% A. eriantha Bentham MR 8.985 =+ 0.149
X 8461 E1E 6149
A. valvata Dunn T 5.927 £ 0432 A. eriantha Bentham LR 4.724 £0.209
X144 81173 E4k B2343
A. valvata Dunn LS 6.400 +0.077 A. eriantha Bentham T 5.806 £ 0.395
B 8371 T B2374
A. melanandra Franchet HR 2659 + 0.090 A. eriantha Bentham LS 6.977 + 0.220
MR 11362 FE4£ 6371
A. melanandra Franchet MR 3624 + 0.582 A. eriantha Bentham MS 7.083 = 0.790
AR 11374 E4L 61513
A. melanandra Franchet MR 8.939 £0.438 A. eriantha Bentham HS 8.972 £0.438
s 11663 KA 15161
e LR 4.244 + 0.114 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) HR 2.859 + 0.521
A. melanandra Franchet )
Planchon ex Miquel
ot 11352 B 11275
g T 5.078 + 0.388 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) MR 3.956 + 0.164
A. melanandra Franchet :
Planchon ex Miquel
.
5 11383 w134 i
T 5.414 = 0.311 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) MR 3.920 + 0.329

A. melanandra Franchet

Planchon ex Miquel
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A ; Average F s . Average lesion
Resistance ! Resistance
Germplasm categor lesion length Germplasm categor length
gory /cm gory / cm
1t 9570 B AT744
g T 5.573 + 0.189 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) LR 4.389 + 0.244
A. melanandra Franchet :
Planchon ex Miquel
W 11382 1543
e HS 11.640 + 0.828 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) LR 4.740 + 0.409
A. melanandra Franchet :
Planchon ex Miquel
A 81196 O 1332
A. callosa var. henryi Maxi- LR 4.363 + 0.397 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) LR 4,959 + 0.295
mowicz Planchon ex Miquel
AL 8343 A 1782
A. callosa var. henryi Maxi- LR 4.428 + 0.160 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) T 5511 +0.187
mowicz Planchon ex Miquel
7518372 O 1251
A. callosa var. henryi Maxi- LR 4.708 + 0.244 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) T 5.435 + 0.222
mowicz Planchon ex Miquel
i oA 11172
i
ﬁjﬁ 1— 8.141 LR 4.193 + 0.539 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) LS 6.175 + 0.235
A. vitifolia C. Y. Wu .
Planchon ex Miquel
. O 1243
t
eﬁ]ﬁ. + 8.171 LR 4.624 + 0.426 A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuccarini) MS 7.443 £ 0.372
A. vitifolia C. Y. Wu :
Planchon ex Miquel
— A 1664
) 1 ) .
M 8172 T 5.490 £ 0.188  A. arguta (Siebold & Zuccarini) HS 8.130 + 0.358
A. vitifolia C. Y. Wu :
Planchon ex Miquel
Itk 8853
s
i\t‘“s‘ﬁai?%}ia C.F Lian HR 2.757 £+ 0.312 A.linguiensis T 5.600 + 0.253
- Sy - Hang R. G. Li and X. G. Wang
i 8752
=
f'z‘tﬁra‘iﬁ?@ CF L LR 4410 +0.304  Alinguiensis LS 6.360 + 0.473
- Sy -1 Hang R. G. Li and X. G. Wang
S0, 8531 1t 81383
A. callosa var. discolor MR 3.193 + 0.311 A. hubeiensis LR 4.160 + 0.471
C. F. Liang H. M. Sun and R. H. Huang
5, 8514 3
A. callosa var. discolor MR 3.849 + 0.220 WL 81.5122 LR 4.924 + 0.321
. A. fulvicoma Hance
C. F. Liang
[=A
S0 8544
A. callosa var. discolor LR 4,184 + 0.448 qjﬁ. 8362. . . T 5.191 + 0.691
. A. indochinensis Merrill
C. F. Liang
S8 8511 NN
A. callosa var. discolor LR 4.363 + 0.499 L 62.,41 . ) T 5.805 + 0.267
. A. zhejiangensis C. F. Liang
C. F. Liang
S, 8532 flizk 81083
A. callosa var. discolor LR 4.594 + 0.342 A. rongshuiensis T 5.995 + 0.905
C. F. Liang R. G. Li and X. G. Wang
{1 81134
B S
A. callosa var. discolor MS 7.766 + 0.545 HE 8212 LS 6.712 + 0.233

C. F. Liang

A. farinosa C. F. Liang
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A ; Average F s . Average lesion
Resistance ! Resistance
Germplasm cateqor lesion length Germplasm cateqor length
gory /cm gory / cm
2 15141
A. arguta (Siebold & Zuc- NI 6122
carini) Planchon ex Miquel MR 3.922 + 0.255 LS 6.866 + 0.470
A. lanceolata Dunn
var. purpurea (Rehd.) C.
F. Liang
%4 1621
A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuc- EA 21433
carini) Planchon ex Miquel LR 4.788 + 0.208 A. polygama ( Siebold & Zuccari- MS 7.380 + 0.215
var. purpurea (Rehd.) C. ni) Maximowicz
F. Liang
4L 1562
A. arguta (Siebold & Zuc- ik 6313
carini) Planchon ex Miquel T 5573 £ 0.189 A. cylindrica var. reticulata MS 7.593 £ 0.901
var. purpurea ( Rehd.) C. C. F. Liang
F. Liang
25 15131
A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuc- A5 11611
carini) Planchon ex Miquel LS 6.437 + 0.289 H . HS 8.130 + 0.358
A. hypoleuca Nakai
var. purpurea ( Rehd.) C.
F. Liang
IR 1645
A. arguta ( Siebold & Zuc- e
carini) Planchon ex Miquel MS 7.165 + 0.612 i 82.73 ) . HS 9.934 + 0.912
A. fasciculoides C. F. Liang
var. purpurea ( Rehd.) C.
F. Liang
P 1462 A
A. arguta var. giraldii T 5.435 + 0.222 FEA 6.322 . ’ HS 9.934 + 0.912
) f A. guilinensis C. F. Liang
(Diels) Voroshilov
By 1521 L6113
A. arguta var. giraldii LS 6.379 + 0.383 A. lijiangensis HS 12.228 + 0.622

(Diels) Voroshilov

C. F. Liang and Y. X. Lu
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A. Highly resistant; B: Moderately resistant; C. Lowly resistant; D. Tolerant; E. Lowly susceptible; F.

Moderately susceptible; G Highly susceptible.

B 7 DB R R B B A BRI AR BLE K

Fig. 1 Lesions of in vitro branches related to seven resistance categories of wild Actinidia
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