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BRI (RD AR iR S 428 OFR AL H BWISSH Taber; QT8 . 1%
Butte.Columbus #1 Oslo; G MR, © 1% Ketepwa. Grandin il Minto; D ER. HFH
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EWE7 d MmN ELISA 2 RHRD) . REAGHE WSMV R TETFEREE
8 UM S BW155. R H g B Columbus FIH & ik & Ketepwa §9 ELISA ¥7E E #IK A
0. 101,0. 265, 0. 433,47 SIS B B &L Fp Laura (0. 726 {£86. 09%5,49. 72 % #1140, 36%. H/H&
RHEREF . FREVYEBHFERIA . BERWEFRT Lavra 1R B EMH/S7 d RIo[ B
ELISA #REME FFGHORKREESR.
2.3 WSMV M REoH~-RUAERNEE

TRTFRARN ) FRHERE WSMV EERAAFEREEZR ERD SR A FHHR
RSB RIRI AR, #2520 00, R A FOR32Y , B R FUH S0, B i ek
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2 NETFRoalhEE WSMV SRS .ELISA AR SRPER
Lk gg  ELISA ﬁ&& B E /A T AU FR K TR

oD (%) #E K HEY 4% CK RfXN 4B CK BN

BWI55 L0 1ol 15.94 1.51 1.78 15.17 i7 63 25. 4 32.45 32,66 0.63
Taber 2.8 304 24.72 ‘ 1. 4% 1. 95 23,35 52 63 17.46 24,77 33.56 l6.19
Butte 3l 0. 314 28. 21 Q.83 1.32 32,31 28 51 24,23 3l.41  31.23 15.63
Columbus 3.9 Q. 365 23. 687 1. 28 1.91 32, %8 [13 64 14.81 25.B5 34.87 26.08
Qala 4,3 377 23.9% 0.9 1.08 32,53 13 57 42.11 30,72 3547 13.3¢%
Ketepwn 51 433 331.38 L.68 2. 63 35. 74 6l 7 20,78 22,20 34.83 1514
Grendin 5.4 0. 448 30. 63 Q.75 1.74 56. 80 24 43 44.1¢  3L.03 39.60 21.64
Minto 6.8 0. 488 27.89 .34 2.44 &84. 17 54 &5 26.92 24.4% 3746 14.682
Laura 7.9 0, 726 34.06 Q.50 1.25 TL.43 22 53 68.4¢ 26.893 3617 25.44
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161,0. 267,0. 370, FHAEF BIEFHIA2. 26f .Laura G ARAMNMFERE R AT
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XA EEEENERFAETRERRAT B HEETHNM L ELISA MEED
B¥E, XY Sherwood P IF R L R—FGELISA . B SH KBNS E FAX,
FZMEHRWSMV EER, TRERBLELISA ¥, (HiX -EE 5 Stoddar B8 R
fin I\ AR 5 ELISA {HAHAREER R LIS SIENE WSMV EEMEIR.
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Taber iR M FH, K BWISSHITHR B . MARE . ENNHEZER -8, Rk
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—ERWR A, LB EMRER R B ERA Grandin,Minto 1£21. 16%,28. 43%.
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Evaluation on Wheat Variety Resistance to Wheat
Streak Mosaic Virus (WSMV)
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Abstract The WSMV-resistances of 9 wheat varieties——BW155, Taber, Butte.
Columbus, Oslo, Ketepwa, Grandin, Minto and Laura, were evaluated with ELISA
technique, disease rating and yield components. The results showed BW155 and Taber
were the best resistant varieties and Laura the most susceptible; Disease rating,yield re-
duction and wirus titre of ELISA were constant in WSMV-resistance determination of
wheat varieties with the ELISA technique as the most convinent and rapidest, Also, the
yield components should be taken into consideration in the determination of tolerant va-
ricties.
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