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Breeding of Transgenic Insect Resistant Cotton
Yu 068 with Disease Resistance and High Yield

LI Wu,FANG Wetping,ZHAO Yuan-ming, TANG Zhong-jie, YANG Xiao-jie

(Industrial Crops Institute, Henan Academy of Agricultural Sciences,Zhengzhou 450002, China)

Abstract; Yu 068 was a transgenic insect resistant cotton variety developed by Industrial Crops
Institute of Henan Academy of Agricultural Sciences,which was bred by crossing R613 with the
fine strain of Zhongmiansuo41. The average lint cotton yield of Yu 068 was 1 506. 0 kg/ha in cot-
ton variety regional trail in Henan province in 2009 —2011,7. 3% higher than CK,and 1 297. 7
kg/ha in cotton variety production test in Henan province in 2011,5. 8% higher than CK. The dis-
ease indexes of Fusarium and Verticillium wilt of Yu 068 were 4. 6 and 28. 0,respectively,and its
cotton bollwarm resistance reached to the level of 2. This variety was approved by Henan Variety
Evaluation Committee in 2012,and it was suited for cultivation in the Yellow River valley.
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