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The Identification Method of Slow Stripe Rusting of Wheat
Varieties and the Establishment of its Distiguish Function
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Abstract Slow stripe-tusting resistance in 82 wheat varieties (lines) was identified
at the boot stage of plant development in field. 5 resistant types were dirived from 82va—
rieties by cluster analysis high slow stripe rusting varieties, middle slow stripe rusting
varieties, durable stripe rusting varieties, middle susceptible stripe rusting varieties and
high susceptible varieties etc. 5 distinguish functions were established with Bayes analy—
sis, and their fit rate was 97. 580 .
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