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Abstract 183 wheat varietes were evaluated resistant to.S ttodip losis m osellana in the fell The results show ed
hat there was sgnificant d ifference anong hem in resistance ofS. mosellana. H igh resistantace moderate resistan-
tancg low resistantancg susceptible and h ghly susceptible varieties were 24. 5% , 16.94, 18.58%, 14.21%
and 25.68%, respectively There was significant difference n ratb of danaged ear damaged seed and estimated
damage anong wheat varietes The 45 highly resistant vareties and 31 moderate resistant ones are valable as a
man extention variety and reserved variety n occured area of S mosellana or Hr breeding of resistance varieties

Key words W heat Sitodip losismosellana; Resistance verificaton

[ Sitodiplosis mosellana ( G ehin) | hm”, 2
W ~ 36, 500 ,
~ 60 4
[1]
8 63 () () >l , 2006 183
, 63.33 hm’, 1993 .
24% .
1
. 8 11
5 , 373 hm’ 183,
4 , 3.33
: 2010-4-09 : 2010-09-01
(C€200500253); (A032-03-24)

E-mail quzhengang_0312@ 163 can



122 12
2
2.1
, 2006
1.2 5 3-12 5 10- 15
5 2-19 , 5 7-18
s (10an x
10an % 20am ) 252 2, R ,
Im, 25an, 3, 1 R 2 ,
3 4 , ,
, 0. 5Sm
. 2.2
(2 3)
(22am x22an X 35an) 2, 221 (HR)
49.33%, 5. 0P , 1
1.3 3.08%, 2 1.08%, 3
0.40% , 4 0. 50% ,
, 2. 0% , 0. 08 ,
R , 1
s , 234
5, 30 )
1.3.1 5 0 R 7221
/51 /52 2 /3 3/ 99 4 822 4
4 24 )
1.3.2 )
(BLRFLEL X A8 LAY ,
BEHBREE]L (% ) = %‘%{f )éﬁ e 100
ERR x4 2.2.2 (MR)
(1) 84. 84% 18. 5% 1
(1¢) (aac- 9. 6% . 2 4.5, 3
’ Y 1.78% , 4 2. 6% ,
8. 58% , 0. 34 ,

1 , 1 234
Table1l Classification standard of resistant to S. p bsisn o- ,
sellana ,

(/L)
Chssification Relative ratio Resstance evaliation
0 0 I 2.2.3 (LR)
1 0.01~0.19 HR 99.41%, 38. 14% , 1
2 0.20~ 0. 49 MR 16.11%, 2 8 60k, 3
3 0.50~ 0. 99 LR 51006, 4 8 31%,
! F00- 149 > 20.38%, 0. 80 1
5 1 50 HS 534 v A
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R , 2.2.6
) 67. 0% ,
R 11.82% , 1 23 4
2.2.4 (S) 98. 46% , 6.3% 2.8 1.09% 1.60k,
53.15% , 1 5. 30%, 0. 21 "
17. 70, 2 12.52%, 3 , 99.63%,
7.9, 4 14.98%, 65. 93% , 1234
31. 6%, 1. 24 15.63% 12.9%% 8.73% 29.12%,
2.00 10.48 5.75 11.59 19.85 29.96 15.65 45. 80 , 1. 80
15. 50 , 1234 1.49 5.58 2.47 4.63 8.01 18.20
8. 64 8 57 R
2.2.5 (HS) 99.7%b,
78. T1% , 1 2.3
13. 56%, 2 12.38%, 3 s 183
9.5%, 4 43. 26%, ( 3) ,
59. 98%, 2.35 2.02 45 24. 5% ; 31
15.52 4.40 11. 46 23.80 86.52 29. O 29.38 16.9%% ; 34 18.58%; 26
, 4 123 , 14. 21%; 47 ,  25.6&8%
2
Table 2 M eans of resistant ndex toS. moselbna of wheat varieties (% )
1 2 3 4
Sort R es it ce Rato of Ratio of Rato of Resistant
dan aged ear damaged grains 1 ratio 2 ratio 3 ratio 4 ratio Loss nd ex
1 HR 49.33% 5.07% 3.08 108 0. 40 0. 50 202 0. 08
4. 25¢C 0. 55¢E 0. 226
2 MR 84. 84t 18.57% 9. 60 451 1.78 2. 69 8. 58t 0. 34
4.22 bB 1. 01dD 0. 37dD
3 LR 99 41 £ 38 14+ 16. 11 8 66 5.10 8. 31 20.38 £ 0. 8
0. 57aA L. 21¢C 0. 66 C
4 S 98 46 £ 53 15%* 17. 70 12 52 7. 94 14. 98 3Lt L 2%
0. 91aA 1. 06bB 0. 72bB
5 HS 99 79 & 78.71% 13. 56 12 38 9.52 43.26 59. 98 & 2.35
0. 21aA 1. 43aA 2. 128A
+ 0. 01 0.05

The data i table are the averaget standard emor Small leterm eans P < 0. 03
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capital lettermeansP < 0. 01
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Table 3 Resistance to S. moselbna of wheat varieties
(% )
Sort R esstan ce W heat variety No Percent
1 HR 99 215 7221 24 71-3 120 4 03 117 96 45 24. 59
6174 YKCH-1 05 361 988044 YKCH-3 6117 05 303 1
J76 13 GE 05 195 828 CA9533 5089 97(604)-6-2-3 C379
148 4896 05 1-19 536 23(  278) 1 a 189 5
94450 9626 YKCH-2 1095 66 R 15 05 297 2003
3 Y 3384-1 P (370)-2
2 MR ® 7 5192 99(206)-13-12 05 220 39 CA0389 5154 05 31 16. 94
274 C41632 98 84 94 J62 38 96121 733 9023E5
5273 99( 243) 4 8 6453 4 54 04 42 0367 F4
7/ 96 43 342 5039 14 0304 N38 18
3 LR 28014 GB2064 20 02- 6207 (03] 292 145 1 CAO0175 34 18. 58
01-96 J64 16 5408 00(251)-3 0045 F2 34 158
611 4185 0208 16 R04 131 4185x 639 4 00(251)-
2 4110 3304 616 03] 280 68 60836 0501 981 233
4 S 5586 115 04-7249 7 9908 16 MO023 97-6365 26 14. 21
12 5286 7 58 214 6B 0204104 60
366 721 17 4589 SNO15119 9596 CA 0399 036
5 HS R-6222 11 98493 13 9327-0-2-4-1 (03] 240 116 47 25. 68
0343 05 145 5316 9549 05 389 52 05 335 8
00-4015 2 3 7228 7088 560 6172 05 383 7-1
531 361 136 05 322 013 NC232 L137-16 211 3
035054 4108 2000 NC65 6002 05 141 955161
6003 10 6 ( ) 163 35 6218
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