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Variety choiceisacritical management decision. The potentialy devastating effects of tomato
There are several good peanut varieties to choose spotted wilt virus (TSWV) in the southeast makes
from today. We strongly recommend planting more variety choice very important. The severity of TSWV
than one variety on your farm, especialy if you plant varies from year to year and we are unable to predict
more than 100 acres of peanuts. Planting more than disease levels for a coming crop season. Compared to
one variety can help to spread risk of losses from the 2005 season, TSWV was very mild during the
diseases and weather. For example, if you have fields 2006 season. Since TSWV is unpredictable, planting
with a history of white mold, there are varieties that avariety with good resistance can significantly
have good resistance to that disease compared to reduce your risk of loses from TSWV. Among the
some others. We recommend using the University of testsgrown in Florida, TSWV is usually most severe
Georgia Disease Risk Index, or the University of in Marianna, so variety performance in that location
Forida Plant Protection Pointers to evaluate variety will give agood indication of the TSWV resistance of
resistance to diseases. Y our county agent can help agiven variety. Results often are very different
you find these resources. For convenience, we have between Marianna, Gainesville, and Jay, depending
included a summary table from the University of on TSWV and other disease pressure. Variety
Georgia Disease Risk Index in thisarticle (Table 5). resistance to TSWV is summarized in Table 5 which
is from the 2007 University of Georgia Disease Risk
Thefirst time you try a new variety we Index.
recommend planting arelatively small “test” plot
(20-50 acres) to make sure you see the differences This report provides datafrom University of
first-hand. When choosing which varieties to plant, it Floridatrials conducted at Gainesville (Citra),
isimportant to consider pod yields and gradesfirst, Marianna, and Jay research centers from 2003-2006.
but disease resistance, maturity, seed supply, and Testsin Marianna and Gainesville were grown with
anticipated planting dates should also be considered. irrigation and the tests at Jay are not irrigated. All
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tests are managed for optimum production, including
the use of pesticides to control various pests. In
furrow insecticides (Temik or Thimet) were used in
Gainesville and Jay, but not in Marianna.

Peanut Varieties in the Southeast

Peanut acreage in the southeastern US has been
historically dominated by one variety during agiven
time period. For about 20 years, beginning in the
early 1970s and continuing through the early 1990s,
Florunner was the dominant peanut variety grown in
the southeast. Inthe mid 1990s, TSWV began to
cause severe losses in Florunner and other varieties
used at the time that did not have TSWV resistance.
Since the late 1990s, Georgia Green has been the
dominant cultivar. The primary reason for the
popularity of Georgia Green was its moderate
resistanceto TSWV. Atthetime of itsrelease,
Georgia Green was the only medium maturity runner
variety with resistance to TSWV.

Asthe TSWV epidemic of the 1990s showed, it
is dangerous for the peanut industry to rely so heavily
on one cultivar at atime. Like Florunner beforeit,
Georgia Green occupied about 75% of the certified
seed acreage in Alabama, Florida and Georgiain
2005 (Figure 1) and at least that amount for the
previous 10 years or so. I1n 2006 the certified seed
acreage of other varieties displaced Georgia Green
(Figure 2). In particular, Georgia-02C, C-99R,
AP-3, Georgia-03L, and AT3081R increased in
acreage by about 20 percentage points from 2005 to
2006. To help spread the risk of losses from disease
it seems preferable that no one variety occupy more
than 50% of the acreage. Because the seed increase
ratio of peanutsis so low, having several varietiesin
seed production at significant levelswould alow a
much quicker shift to different varieties if needed.

2006 Results

Pod yields, TSMK (total sound mature kernels)
percentage, maturity and TSWV ratings for tests at
three locations in Floridain 2006 are reported in
Table 1. Each entry was harvested (dug) at their
apparent optimum maturity stage (i.e., E = 125-130
days after planting (DAP); M = 133-139 DAP; L =
145-155 DAP). TSWYV ratings were on a 1-10 scale,

GA-02C 7%

GA Green 77%

Tifrunner 1%
Cther 1%

Figure 1. Certified seed acreage in Alabama, Florida, and
Georgia in 2005.

AP-38%

AT-2081R5%

- GA-D1R 1%
amma| Carver 1%

GCther 2%
GA Green 58%

Figure 2. Certified seed acreage in Alabama, Florida, and
Georgia in 2006.

where 1 = no disease and 10 = all plants with severe
damage or dying.

Spotted wilt was mild in 2006 compared to 2005
and yields were generally good (Table 1). Only two
early maturing varieties are available, Virugard and
Andru Il. Virugard was the higher yielding in 2006.
Among the medium maturity varieties, al but
AT3081R had higher yield than Georgia Green.
Notably, Florida-07 had higher yield than all other
medium maturity varietiestested. Among the late
maturing varieties, Georgia-01R had the highest
yield. All other late maturing varieties had similar
yield. Thevirginiavarieties had good yields in 2006
because of reduced TSWV and yields were similar
among these varieties.
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Four-year results

Averaging over years and locations is a powerful
method of determining how avariety will perform
over awide array of environments. The performance
of runner market-type varieties in Florida over the
past four years (2003-2006) is shownin Table 2.

Among the medium maturity cultivars tested
over the past 4 years, AP-3 has demonstrated
excellent pod yields, good TSMK percentage, and the
best resistance to TSWV. In 3 years of testing,
Georgia-03L has had very good pod yields, TSMK
and good TSWYV resistance. Both AP-3 and
Georgia-03L appear to have higher yield and better
resistanceto TSWV than Georgia Green.  Among
varieties tested for 2 years, Florida-07 had the highest
yield.

Among the late maturing varieties tested for 4
years, Georgia-01R had the highest yield followed by
C-99R. Over the 3 year period from 2004-2006,
Georgia-01R and C-99R had similar yield followed
by Georgia-02C. High TSMK percentage of both
Georgia-01R and Georgia-02C is a strength of those
varieties. Acreage of Georgia-01R has been limited
because of poor seed quality, a problem shared by
several late maturing varieties.

The performance of virginia market-type
varietiesin Florida over the past four years
(2003-2006) isshown in Table 3. Most al of these
varieties are more susceptible to TSWV than the
popular runner varieties and, if they contract the
disease, yield losses could be substantial. Even
though TSWV was not severein 2006, a new variety
from Georgia, Georgia-05E was tested for the first
time in Florida and appears to have good TSWV
resistance. Another experimental line from Florida,
UF03618 also has good resistanceto TSWV.

Location Results

The pod yield of peanut cultivars grown in three
locationsin Floridais shown in Table 4. In general,
the highest yielding entriesin one location also did
well in the other locations. Yields are generally lower
in Jay, Florida because the peanuts are not irrigated.
Pod yieldsin Gainesville are generally higher because
tomato spotted wilt virusis very mild. In Marianna,

yields can be severely limited by tomato spotted wilt
virus so the most resistant varieties usually have the
highest yield. TSWV pressure in Marianna was much
lower in 2006 compared to 2005.

What varieties have the best
resistance to TSWV and other
diseases?

Disease resistance is a very important factor in
choosing avariety. The reaction of several peanut
varieties to some diseases that are present in Florida
ispresented in Table 5. In order to optimize the
benefits of these varieties, it isimportant to chose
them based on their disease resistance. From this
table, it isrelatively easy to find avariety with the
right disease package for your situation. If white
mold is aproblem in some of your fields, AP-3,
C-99R, or Georgia-02C would be good choices.
Similarly, if you areinterested in alate maturing
variety, C-99R, Georgia O1R , and Tifrunner have
good leafspot resistance and could allow areduction
in the frequency of fungicide sprays needed for
leaf spot compared to susceptible varieties.

On-Farm Tests

During the past two years, we have conducted
farm-scale variety tests in Columbia County, Florida
with alimited number of varieties. These tests have
consisted of one to two acre replicated plots within a
peanut field managed under conditions normal for the
farmers who cooperated in the tests. Management
included afull season fungicide program. Thetypical
rotation on this farm is two years of peanuts and 4-5
years of bahiagrass, which usually has low disease
pressure. These tests are a very good way to verify
results from research trials, under low disease
pressure.

Over the two years of the test, medium maturing
varieties AP-3 and Georgia Green had similar yield
and, in 2005, all three varieties had similar yield
(Figure 2). Similar results were obtained with the
late-maturing varieties on the same farm (Figure 3).
Two ton per acreyields are well above the state
average of 2,500 to 2,800 pounds even though in
some cases the tests were planted the season after a
previous peanut crop. These results show that the
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yield potential of these varietiesis similar under near
ideal conditions with little or no TSWV but they
especially show the value of long-term bahiagrass
rotation with peanuts.

6000

5000

4594‘
5006

4000

4031
4312‘
3830|
4428‘
4172|

3000 —

pod yield (Ibs./A)

2000 —

1000 —

0
AP-3 Georgia Green Carver
||:| 2005 [2006 (] Average |

Figure 3. Performance of three medium maturity varieties
in 1-2 acre replicated plots in Columbia County, Florida in
2005 and 2006. The fields were not irrigated, and, in 2005,
one year of peanuts followed 4-5 years of bahiagrass. In
2006, the peanuts were the first crop planted after 4-5
years of bahiagrass.
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Figure 4. Performance of three late maturity varieties in
1-2 acre replicated plots in Columbia, County, Florida in
2005 and 2006. The fields were not irrigated and, in 2005,
the peanuts were the first crop planted after 4-5 years of
bahiagrass. In 2006, they followed one year of peanuts
which were after 4-5 years of bahiagrass.

Summary

Variety choiceisacritical management decision
for peanut production. There are many choices
among varieties suitable for production in the
Southeastern US with good to excellent resistance to
TSWV. Severa of these varieties aso have
resistance to other diseases. Growing these varieties
can reduce your risk and production cost. The
varieties C-99R, DP-1, Hull, and Georgia O1R all
have considerabl e resistance to leaf spot which, with

good crop rotation, might allow you to reduce
fungicide sprays and, therefore, production costs.
Some of the cultivars have good resistance to
soil-borne diseases such as white mold (S rolfsii)
(C-99R, DP-1, CityplaceHull, & AP-3) and CBR
(Georgia 01R, Georgia 02C, and Carver). Further
information on these traits is available from the
University of Florida Plant Protection Pointers web
page
(http://plantpath.ifas.ufl.edu/takextpub/ExtPubs/
pppl205.pdf) and the University of Georgia Disease
Index (University of Georgia Cooperative Extension
Service, 2005 Peanut Update, CSS-05-0118, pp.
41-57 or on the web at: http://www.ugapeanuts.comy/).

We advise you to evaluate your production and
marketing situation when choosing avariety and
making arrangements for seeds of the varieties that
best fit your needs. Seed supplies of some of the new
cultivars (Florida-07, McCloud, Y ork and
Georgia-05E) will be very limited in 2007.



Archival copy: for current recommendations see http://edis.ifas.ufl.edu or your local extension office.

Peanut Variety Performance in Florida 2003-2006 5

Table 1. Table 1. Performance of peanut varieties in three locations**** in Florida in 2006. Entries are sorted by market type,

maturity and average yield (in descending order).

Market Pod Yield (Ibs./A) TSWV (1-10)*** TSMK (%)
Type Maturity* MR GV JY AVG. MR GV JY AVG. MR GV AVG.

Virugard R E 4856 4630 3940 4475 3.2 3.3 2.3 2.9 754 779 76.6
Andru 1% R ME 4369 4420 3311 4033 28 3.0 2.3 2.7 753 774 76.3
Florida-07** R M 5915 5440 4424 5259 1.5 2.3 2.0 1.9 77.6 79.2 78.4
AT3085A** R M 5660 4934 3340 4644 25 23 3.0 2.6 759 76.7 76.3
Georgia-03L R M 4860 4675 3985 4507 43 27 2.3 3.1 765 794 78.0
UF03325 R M 5308 4762 3175 4415 25 2.3 2.3 24 78.6 78.8 78.7
AP-3 R M 5595 4221 3333 4383 1.5 2.3 2.3 2.1 75.6 71.2 73.4
Carver R M 5544 4392 3088 4341 2.0 2.0 2.7 2.2 77.7 77.4 77.5
21685McCloud R M 5027 4188 3372 4196 25 37 2.3 2.8 79.2 685 73.8
-
AT3081R R M 4901 4191 2817 3970 3.8 4.0 2.7 35 76.3 72.4 74.4
Georgia R M 4107 4540 2578 3742 4.5 4.0 4.3 4.3 79.5 74.6 77.0
Green
Georgia-01R R L 4937 5446 4566 4983 22 13 2.0 1.8 78.1 81.3 79.7
Georgia- R L 4882 5240 3491 4538 1.8 1.7 2.3 1.9 81.5 81.2 81.4
02C**
Tifrunner R L 5276 4601 3701 4526 1.8 2.0 2.0 1.9 79.0 71.2 75.1
York** R L 5037 4598 3930 4522 2.0 1.3 2.0 1.8 74.7 75.3 75.0
C-99R R L 4747 4818 3633 4399 22 20 2.7 2.3 771 714 74.3
VC2 \% E 4643 4834 3449 4309 3.2 2.0 2.3 2.5 75.7 74.0 74.8
Gregory \% ME 4869 3878 3627 4125 25 1.7 2.7 2.3 724  69.6 71.0
NCV11 \% E 4824 4226 2791 3947 4.2 3.0 3.3 3.5 73.9 74.2 74.1
VAC92R \% E 4320 4095 2578 3664 4.3 4.0 3.3 3.9 73.9 64.1 69.0
NC12C \ E 3788 4459 2552 3600 35 3.0 3.7 34 75.6 733 74.5
UF03618** \Y M 4533 5272 3078 4295 32 20 3.0 2.7 731 695 71.3
Georgia-05E \Y L 5085 4098 3020 4068 22 27 3.3 2.7 81.1 753 78.2
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Table 1. Table 1. Performance of peanut varieties in three locations**** in Florida in 2006. Entries are sorted by market type,
maturity and average yield (in descending order).

C.v. 12 12 14 13 29 23 27 -- 1 -- --
LSD 794 756 612 612 2.8 2.5 2.8 -- 2 -- --

*E = early, M = medium, L = late; **High oleic oil chemistry; ***Tomato Spotted Wilt Virus ratings
(1-10, 1 = no disease); ****Locations: MR=Marianna, JY=Jay, GV=Gainesville. Planting Dates: MR=5/10, JY=5/18,
GV=4/4



Archival copy: for current recommendations see http://edis.ifas.ufl.edu or your local extension office.

{(eseasip ou = T ‘0T-T) sBunes snUIA JIM panods 01ewo .. '900Z PUe S00Z ‘00T ‘€00T J0 obeiane =4A ¥, |
*9002 PUe G002 ‘v00Z J0 abeiane =yA €, ‘S00Z Pue y00Z Jo abelane =yA g, "ANSiWayD |10 219|0 YBIH.« :87e| = 7 ‘wnipaw = \ ‘Alres = 3,

€0 v'o S0 90 0T €T 6'T Ve 60¢ vee T/l¢ STy asn

8'v¢e €'Ge §'Ge L'9¢ €¢ Gg'¢ 6'¢C €¢ 4" 4" €T €T ‘N'D

6'T 19 9¢sy 1 Jauunyip

T¢ 8T ov. 9v. S9¢vy ccsy 1 »IOA

v'e 9¢ o€ 6'T €8L 9'8L 9'8L T'18 080% LECY €18¢€ 8ESGY 1 x0¢0-e1b1099

x4 (A4 9¢ €¢ T9L L'SL T'SL 6'v. 909¥% S.9¥% €acy 66EY 1 466-0

0¢ (A4 4 8T 8'8. G'8L 6L 6'8L ovey 088Y Slvy €861 1 Y10-e161099

v'e ¥7'8L STy N G¢eendn

(04 g€ gcL L'y, VeEVE 046€ N dT180€1V

Ve 8¢ [Ac7A €6/ 869€ 96TV N *xPNOIDIN

8¢ 9¢ Vvl 6'GL 096€ 1474514 N x»xVG80ELY

9¢ 6'T T9L 8'LL 90.Lv 6S¢S N xx/0-EpLO|S

T¢€ 17> TE 9'GL 6'GL 'Ll 145517 9T¢v L0SY N 7€0-e1bi099

9€¢ 6'¢C Sy €y L9, 19 L'SL 9'LL 808¢€ VYA 990€ cvle N uaal9 eifi0a

6'¢C 6°¢C €€ ¢ Sv. 81. evL €LL 2sov €86¢€ TEeee 144314 N laned

x4 €¢ LC T¢ (A2 6'¢L LcL 8'¢L 151474 (A 4% 08¢ €8¢EY N e-dv

[ (A 9€¢ 6°¢C 9'G. 8v. 8'¢L 6'GL 6TSE 129¢€ T0EE VA 4% an prebniA

8¢ 6°¢C €€ LC L'cL 6'¢L el L'SL 8L.€ 608€ TEce €eor an xx|| NIPUY

dA-v HA-€  HA-Z 900C | dA¥  HA€ dA-¢ 900¢ N_>Ww+ ndA€ RV 4 900z  «Anyen Kairen
eOT-T) AMSL %) MNSL [GEEZECDIGEDN

‘(1opJo Buipuaasap ui) pjaiA abelane reak 1noj ayl pue AlLintew Ag pauos ate salug (9002-£002) Sieak
Inoj 1sed ay} JOAO SUOITRIO0| BPLIO|H 934U} 10 OM) Ul SalaLieA Inuead adAl-1axiew Jauunl Jo adueWLIOLad g d|gel "Z 9|gel

9002-£00¢ EplI0|d Ul adUello[ad AlalleA nuead



Archival copy: for current recommendations see http://edis.ifas.ufl.edu or your local extension office.

:(eseasip ou = T ‘0T-T) sBunes snUIA JIM panods 01ewo L« '900Z PUe S00Z ‘002 ‘€00T J0 abelane =4A ¥, |
*900Z PUB S00Z ‘¥00Z 40 8beIane =4A €, ‘9002 PUe GO0 0 abeIane =4A g, "ANsSIWayd |I0 219]0 YbiHx. ‘818 = 7 ‘wnipaw = N *Ajres = 3«

€0 v0 S0 90 0T €T 6T Ve 602 veT 1.2 STY as

8¢ €S2 §SC L9C €C SC 6 €€ 6'TT 6'TT €€t 82T ‘N'D
12 6'8L 890V N 350-e161099

LC 9TL S62h W »8T9€04N

(8% v SY v'e €y, 6€L TEL 9VL (S 6GEE 1882 009€ 3 OZION

(8% TV ey g€ 0z, 8TL TIL L€l T€8E 2LLE 9/2¢ 8¥76€ 3 TTAON

ze ze €€ €C v1. 60L S0L TTL 088¢ 1€8E 182¢ vZiy EN KioBsi

L'e 8'c A% 6'¢ T2, V¥TI. 869 V0L 916¢ 6E6€ 121€ ¥99¢ 3 HZ6IVA

ze €€ g€ SC geL 7e€L veL 8YVL 0Z6¢ 186€ 06V€ 60EY 3 o))\

YAr  HA€  HAZ 9002 |[HA¥ HAE  HAZ 9002 UAy LHA€ MA-T 900Z  «Aunen Kairen

TOT-T) ws/AMS L (%) MNSL Tvrsap a13ix

"(1opJo Buipuaasap ui) pjaik abelane reak Inoj syl Aq pauos ate saug (9002-£002) Sieak
1noj 1sed ay] JOAO SUOIeI0| BPLIO|H 934y] 10 OM] Ul SanaueA Inuead adAl-1axew eiulbliA Jo @ourwWIONad '€ 3|gel '€ a|qel

9002-£00¢ EplI0|d Ul adUello[ad AlalleA nuead



{Ansiwayo |10 21910 YBIHyx 818 = 7 ‘wnipaw = |\ ‘Ales = 3,

~¢les [AX4°] 8.0¢€ 8.0¢€ €ESY €esy AN N *»8T9€0dN
m 8601 8601 0co€e 0coe S80S S80S A N 360-e161099
m 8¢TV §°147 [ASTA 70677  968€ V€61 [A%i°14 L6VT ST 0¢6e 88.LE 6ELT TCLE TEVC AN 3 OCTON
m 174VA% 9¢cv G86¢E 09.9 9v0S 80T¢ 16.¢ LT.T  LT8T 66€E 1442174 A4 69.€ 888¢ AN 3 TTIADN
m TA°1 4 8.8¢ 889¢€ L¥9S 8887 GB8EC 129€  89ST 6S6T 95S€ 6987  §S0¢ viey ¥80€ A 3N Kiobalig
m 8991 ey 658¢€ ¢0SS  Llvy 9Tve 6¥7E 8981 0£6T 18S€ €9y  §8¢¢ 65 296¢ A 3 *»CON
W S/.9% G607 SLLE Y29 98SY 8761 8/G¢ /0/T  8SST Y19€ 0cey 6v¢cc 061 286¢ AN 3 dZ6DVA
m T09% T09Y T0LE T0LE 9,25 9.¢S d 1 lsuuniji]
m 0cey 8651 290¥ €98¢ 0€6E  S6.€ L18Y LE0S 865V d 1 G 70
m S6EY 0vcs L09¢€ 9909 999¢ (0130135 T6v¢E 8/0€ 0<Z49¢ 888¢ 2887 186¢ G0TS £86¢ o 1 -e161099
m 6¢61 8187 1101 72% 9Ges  EVIS 2L9g €€9€ §/8¢  L0SE €2y Lvly  9v0v 6,99 029¢€ d 1 H-660
W 4514°] 14 7%°] S0TS G799 TS99 899¢€ 99y  Z9T€  G/c€ G891 LEBY 9€9¢ 99159 (0101474 d 1 dTo-eibioes
A< VA% 29y VAR S.TE 80€g 80€S d [ geeeodn
m 9¥8¢€ 161T¥ T0SE 209¢ ,18¢ 88¢€¢ 7S8E T06¥ 08¢ o N d7180€LY
5 88TY 88Ty 88Ty 2s6¢ clee €gse €G6¢€ L1205  8.8¢ d N pPNoIooN
m LLYY vE6Y 0cov Ge6¢e ovee 0TS¢ (VA7 0995  86¢¢ d [ VS80ELY
m 06TS (01747%°] (014514 718€ vevy  v0cE ETTS ST16S A% o N ,0-eplo|4
w G8TS S.9v L€9S €ves 88¢¢e G86E  E€V6C  9g6¢ 474514 0987  86TE 9/5S d W 7€0-e161099
3 uaalo
S 099 0] 4514 €eee ¥198  ¥S19 68T¢ 8/.G¢ 00TZ 888T 8TEE L0Ty  9€lT 7061 G¢se d N eib1089
W YAWAY c6EY T6vE TT.S 9/¢S 61¢¢ 880¢€ TvT  160¢ T06€ YvSS L66T €987 T0CE o N 1aAnle)
T LE9Y Ty S.VE 09,5  ¥60S 608¢ €EEE  6€9C  GSPe (015947 G6GS  LTvE €565 LG6€ d N e-dv
2oLty 0c9v ¥60€ S69r  v8¢v Zree ov6e  9e2¢T 29T 6TCE 9G8%  ZS0¢ €98¢ €012 d AN prebnip

T6EY (0l474% G8¢E 9G€S T0S¥ c0¢e T1€E G9/T 6Z9T T16€E 69€Y 6€C¢C 6951 698¢ o 3N || NIpUY
abeiany abelany abeliany adA)

AD 900¢ S00¢ 7002  €00¢ AC 900C¢ S00C t00¢C N 900¢  S00¢ ¥00¢ €00¢ SN L Aunren aweN

(R EINSENER) (AC) Aer (4N) euueliey
(s10e/°8q]) PIBIA POd

"19pJ0 Buipuadsap ul euueLR UI pIaIA abelane ay) pue Alinjew
‘adf1 19x0ew Aq pauIos are salug SiedA ¢ 10 € JSA0 SUORI0| BPLIO|H 934yl Ul sanaLeA 1nuead Jo pjaIA pod v 9|qel v a|qel

6 9002-£00¢ epliojd ul asuewlolad AlaleA inuead



Archival copy: for current recommendations see http://edis.ifas.ufl.edu or your local extension office.

Peanut Variety Performance in Florida 2003-2006

Table 5. Disease resistance of major peanut varieties in the southeastern US. Adapted from the University of Georgia
Disease Risk Index-2007. Fewer points mean better resistance.

Variety1 Spotted Wilt Leaf Spot White mold Limb rot
SunOleic 97R? 50 unknown unknown unknown
Flavorunner 4582 50 unknown unknown unknown
NC-V 11 35 30 25 25
Georgia Green 30 20 20 15
Virugard 30 20 20 unknown
Gregory 30 30 20 25
Andru 1? 25 30 20 25
AT 3081R 25 unknown unknown unknown
Attaboy* 20 15 15 unknown
McCloud®* 20 unknown 20 unknown
C-99R* 20 15 15 25
Carver’ 20 30 20 25
AT 3085A* 20 unknown unknown unknown
Georgia-05E* 15 20 25 unknown
Georgia-03L° 15 15 10 20
Georgia-02¢>%° 15 20 10 20
Georgia-01R® 10 10 15 15
York** 10 10 10 unknown
Florida-07°* 10 20 15 unknown
AP-3* 10 25 10 25
Tifrunner 10 15 25 25
Georganic 5 10 10 unknown

*Data for these new varieties is limited and risk ratings will undergo changes as needed in the future.
1Adequate research data is not available for all varieties with regards to all diseases. Additional varieties will
be included as data to support the assignment of an index value are available.

2High oleic variety.

*Varieties Carver, GA-02C, and GA-01R have increased resistance to Cylindrocladium black rot (CBR) than
do other varieties commonly planted in country-regionplaceGeorgia.

*Varieties AP3, DP1, and C-99R are less resistant to CBR and are not recommended for fields where this
disease is a problem.





