N9 Jlg S5 4 doxo
1AL Jlo oF oslod ¢ YO-) al>

2 PVA 9PVY PVX sla 929 2l 30 (f0) o el SS9 Caoglin (b))
EHES
Evaluation of Resistance of Potato Promising Clones to PVX, PVY and PVA
in Greenhouse

\ - A
Lg:\a.‘y&“o-j Juij:-\r.;:-)

G;‘)Q,J@%}Cwlo&_@:;w}“&f—\

WWAMVIY s s ol ITAVITIF 1l o g b

oS>

adomo SIS 3 PVA sPVY PVX Gla s ms oy 53 so) o idudsl GO SIS Cnglin b5 VYA Lz (80LT pus § 6y cdiguost
DIV-OrY YA Hd 9 Jlo o154

AB 33PVA §PVY (PVX (Sl 398 28 4 Copud (S SSuibyol 0glS” 03 5L Canglin G o1 5
DAS-ELISA (5g=03T 31 ooliil b fuil .od & 518 bl 3590 S1ALT Lyl h 38 dlFlas goloT 4w
A 5 51wy 3390 PVS g PLRV (PVM (PVA (PVY (PVX (Sl w929 4 o BOGIT 31 &5
Wl (59929 3 Gole (21 F9ATN 95 G AT 4L WS g pg Nz b D & (TaPT & albogl 3
9 ALl LT 5o ok <O 1 g 1) Bamals Wud WO MS s (G9) 0F O Oge 4 9
e g Shdzoud Culld g Il w 4ad 90 LN odlitl ST solo Olgis 4 fol> (S pgu o
o4 BOT S5y 9 (Sial STur Hab 4 B w29 31 & 4 039 Ugigh oolac b Lazals” Losls”
T 30 Cwglio Ol o35 31 UM o 457 318 QU Zuld .l wy 9 DAS- ELISA (9037 b olo & 3
SBO DA Ol (pSlo 4w lio L3945 HI0 o AZALT o SBWS1 g 4DIS 3959 H10 Fxe SMS(7))
9 P90 9929 4w B 4 Caws 1AV 10-1F g FAY- 18- Slacgls™ 45 310 L5 (Y1 Gg03T 38 Sile3T
D929 99 b 0 4 Cud (o g 9590 SO plu . Nidg (b (9959 4w B 4 Cuwd FAY e+ AT Gols”

N3g pwlu> b g polie

w3l «cwglio « PVA g PVY  PVX Sl w9 99 (il SO ( o Jmw (Sl (slaojlg
Sl

ahmadvand2000@yah00.com :J s odiws 5

OV



WAA Jlo oF o Lo (Y0-) Al " 3 9 Jlgi (831554 dlxa”

w X g ——
S s 09,5 ;5 Potato virus X (PVX)
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.(Beemster and de Bokx, 1987)
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a o HR g 55 Cnglin 550 o0 J 287
J8 I Glalsf ds o a s 5 5 s
OE) I gV WSS P G | P N,
STy Sy g 4 5 azils (Strain specific)
odalis 035 IT oL5 1 55 assge S5,
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o oYL s ylas Stobrawa 5 = _ils PVX
Perkos 4 Irga (Lotos els,l ol QLS PVY
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.(Chrzanowska and Zagorska, 1988)
(Singh et al.,, 1994) o LSan 5 ¢S
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PVY o505 4 Gl (sun S idudial O S (OD) STl uilsls 4 525 = J gl
Table 1. Analysis of variance for response of potato promising clones to PVY

35T ar o Sl o 5 Siles
5.0.V. Sl df MS
Clone O4S 16 5.9660"
Clone(replication) OGS0 34 0.4901
Sample oalS 102 0.0057
C.V. Sk e 1112

Sl 15 g ) Jleloddaw 31 s

**: Significant at 1% probability level

Sl GLOIS I a2 ghF10 mge Jsb b s) 5 i Olje S0k anglie =Y S

PVY o505 Comi 131 05057 53 (gmfom
Table 2. Mean comparison of absorbance (in 405 nm) of promising clones of potato to
PVY in ELISA test

O o lad O S o oS

Clone No. Clone Code Absorbance Response
397031-2 27 2.690a S
Susceptible check 101 2.510a S
397008-2 28 1.406b S
396151-15 17 1.060b S
396151-8 20 0.903bc S
397007-14 5 0.800bcd S
397009-8 18 0.293cd R
397008-3 7 0.260cd R
396151-2 19 0.212d R
397007-11 6 0.203d R
397015-2 12 0.197d R
397015-13 13 0.187d R
397009-3 3 0.181d R
397007-9 34 0.180d R
397009-6 25 0.175D R
397015-1 10 0.172D R
397097-1 4 0.165D R

izen 1) Szl el 53 LSD 55T ool s s gime Bkt 36 &S 2n g o by a0 S0

Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 1 % probability level (LSD).
S: Susceptible R: Resistant
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Table 3. Analysis of variance for response of potato promising clones to PVX

=

35T a5 Slag o L
S OV, g MS
Clone 055 16 3.6041°"
Clone(replication) GIECPRPY 34 0.3237
Sample oalS 102 0.0153
C.V. GBI o RV 18.33
**: Significant at 1% probability level. S e ) Jsl gl o e

S i il SO IST e U F D g0 sb 55 (655 Dl Ol 5 S0ls 4y lie —F Sl
PVX 5554 S 1Y 05037 )5

Table 4. Mean comparison of absorbance (in 405 nm) of promising clones of potato to
PVX in ELISA test

RPN RPLgNLY e ST

Clone No. Clone Code Absorbance Response
Susceptible check 101 2.413a S
397008-3 7 1.344b S
397031-2 27 1.292b S
397009-8 18 1.018bc S
397007-11 6 0.927bc S
397008-2 28 0.902bc S
397015-2 12 0.848bc S
397009-6 25 0.842bc S
397007-9 34 0.730cd S
396151-15 17 0.222de R
397007-14 5 0.195de R
397009-3 3 0.150e R
396151-8 20 0.146e R
397015-13 13 0.137e R
396151-2 19 0.128e R
397015-1 10 0.092e R
397097-1 4 0.87e R

izen 1) ezl o 53 LSD & 53T Lalul s 1 e 53kt | 3 &5 220 oy b La KoL

Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 1 % probability level (LSD).
S: Susceptible R: Resistant
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95 Caglis b5l 6l (Dusi et al., 2001)
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4 Barbara el (ki )3 (Barker, 1996)
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PVA 55 4 Gl (gun S idudial OIS (OD) STy uilsls 4 525 =0 J gl
Table 5. Analysis of variance for response of potato promising clones to PVA

35T a5 Slag o L
S OV, Sl e df . MS
Clone 058 12 7.2576™
Clone(replication) G048 26 0.7332
Sample alS 84 0.0166
C.V. Ol i ey b 15.92
**: Significant at 1% probability level. s e ) Sl e o e

23 (st ibukal (SOSIST e U F D 7 se sk b (655 e Olee Sl sl 7 sl
PVA G54 S 159105057
Table 6. Mean comparison of absorbance (in 405 nm) of promising clones of potato to

PVA in ELISA

098 oyl BRIy e oS5

Clone No. Clone Code Absorbance Response
396151-2 19 2.344a S
397008-2 28 2.331a S
397097-1 4 1.921a S
397009-3 3 0.993b S
396151-8 20 0.384hc S
397007-14 5 0.251bc S
397009-8 18 0.165¢ R
397009-6 25 0.154c¢ R
397015-1 10 0.097¢ R
397015-13 13 0.095¢ R
397007-9 34 0.092c R
397015-2 12 0.092c R
396151-15 17 0.080c R

iz L) Jlezl geae 53 LED & 53T ol 2 ls sime M| 86 S 2e o9 > L b S5 Le
Means with similar letters are not significantly different at 1 % brpbability level (LSD).

S: Susceptible R: Resistant
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Table 7. Reaction of promising clones of potato to PV X, PVY and PVA

Clone no.

A

Reaction

O d TRy T PVY P

<
>

397009-3
397097-1
397007-14
397007-11
397008-3
397015-1
397015-2
397015-13
396151-15
397009-8
3966151-2
396151-8
397009-6
397031-2
397008-2
397007-9

R

OO0 w;m

OO OnNVWIOOnNnDIOTnVmAOAOD

R
S
R
R
R
R
R
S
R
R
S
R
S
S
R

Jw: ILvLwmwAODAOXIDAIOADO:

S: Susceptible ..~  R:Resistance ;.

SPVY sPVA o C S ER suiSTd 28 05
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4 g LS

ezt La i 3187 oy o 51 Jool slaosls
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5,8 s £33 (£S5 Jde ,3 FAV V=¥
© Cn ER sl (glyl5 05187 ol im
SILPVY @ Cwslin Js ol PVA

Bsd Ceslin STy aS mlasanxsl

(Hypersensitive  Resistance) <ol

SN el (Bl L1 PVA 5 sPVY
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G5 3l Jol slmosls .25 8 13 o
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