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Table 1. Number of bread and durum wheat cultivars and advanced lines with different
infection types to flag smut (2003-04)

Infection type  £sJ7 s
45 g5 O e polie polie s pleo e ol ol b
Wheat type 0 R MR MS S VS
Bread wheat 06 8 1 17 18 54
Durum wheat £303° (v"'f 76 0 4 0 0 0
Total o 84 1 12 17 18 54
O: Immune R:Resistant MR: Moderately Resistant MS: Moderately Susceptible  S: Susceptible

VS:Very Susceptible
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Table 2. Number of bread and durum wheat cultivars and advanced lines with different
infection types to flag smut (2004-05)

Infection type  $sJ7 s
S g5 Opas polie polieaes ple e ol ol
Wheat type 0 R MR MS S VS
Bread wheat 06 i 5 14 25 37 17 8
Durum wheat P33 pAS 56 21 3 0 0 0
Total o 61 35 28 37 17 8
O: Immune R:Resistant MR: Moderately Resistant MS: Moderately Susceptible  S: Susceptible

VS:Very Susceptible
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Table 3. Number of bread and durum wheat cultivars and advanced lines with different
infection types to flag smut (two years mean)

Infection type  £sJ7 s
15 g5 O e polie polie e pleo aed ol ol b
Wheat type 0 R MR MS S VS
Bread wheat 06 i 2 6 18 25 33 2
Durum wheat p3033 ¢4 50 30 0 0 0 0
Total o 52 36 18 25 33 22
O: Immune R:Resistant MR: Moderately Resistant MS: Moderately Susceptible  S: Susceptible

VS:Very Susceptible
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