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Table 1 The viruses detection of virus-free plantlets,pre-elite and field in parts of producing areas

B /B Quantity

i 7
Viruses A J5 Js A KH
Virus free plantlets Pre-elite Field
PVX 2 10 8
PVY 10 0 54
PVS 32 0 10
PLRV 7 4 5
PVM 21 1 0
PVA 1 3 2
TCFEFE S BCE / Bk Healthy sample quantity 261 121 138
KRR 5 B/ Bk Sample quantity 309 135 205
B A F /% Percent of pass 84.46 89.63 67.32

2010 AP0 T TR DRl R R EE R RS T A
B4y Wk 309, 135 Fl 205 Bk, A 4% A K N
84.46% .89.63% 1 67.32%,

MR 1S5 LR PVS K R m R
10. 36 20, JL K H 32 Bk ok PVM, £ Ry
6.80% Kt 21 Bk PVY JLfG 10 Bk, J i il
el PVX K S e o 7. 4000, JE 4G ) 10 £k
PLRV X2, N 2.96% ,PVA K 2.22% .,PVM K
0.74%,PVY 5 PVS WA K . KHEEEGH PVY
K 3R A = Ok 260 34 %0, K 54 Bk PVS IRZ N
4.88% ,PVX K i R K 3. 90% ., LRV £ i % Ny
2.44%  PVA K 38 0. 98% ,PVM WA £t .
W W MEJEF S PVY A9 R &, {07 K
BEh T R R A e, U ZE M IR 5 N A
FIF PVY M4 L.
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i3 2 AT LA L 2010 4F 04 1 25 46 0 77

TR B MR Qe AN Bz Y i 00 . b A 1Y
RE W PVS Rl 2 Y K e . i8 3 3. 24 %,
PVY.PLRV.PVM K& PVA Bl {2 Y 343 5] Ky
1.94%.1.29% .1. 29% i1 0. 32% ., PVX JC Bl
BYHEEFR H L, PVS+HPVM & A2 Y R 5 &, ik
#4.85%, PVS+ PVY,PVM + PLRV, PVS +
PVX.PVS+PVY+PLRV } PVS+PVM-+PL-
RV Z ARG W2 &R
Wik, Al Y B R AU PVXIPVA U R g4
B AR YRk 4. 44 %6 F0 1. 48% . PVX+
PLRV B4 @ % 5. R 2. 22% . PVM+PL-
RV Jz PVX+PVA @Y FHh 0. 74%, Kk
BRYERBEA . KRHEFES P PVY B2 ge
B A H 22, 44% B PYM 4, H A TR K006 55 1
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Table 2 The individually and combined infection rate of potato seed viruses in all levels

2% /% Infection rate

I 7
Viruses EERL Ji J5 R KH
Virus-free plantlets Pre-elite Field
PVX 0 4. 44 3.41
PVY 1.94 0 22.44
PVS 3.24 0 0.49
PLRV 1. 29 0 1. 46
PVM 1. 29 0 0
PVA 0.32 1.48 0.98
PVS+PVY 0.97 0 2.93
PVS+PVM 4. 85 0 0
PVM+PLRV 0.32 0.74 0
PVS+PVX 0. 65 0 0.49
PVX+PLRV 0 2.22 0
PVX+PVA 0 0.74 0
PVS+PVY-+PLRV 0.32 0 0.98
PVS+PVM+PLRV 0.32 0 0
JRE 25 B i BOE /8K Infected sample quantity 48 14 67
KW FE & B8 /B Sample quantity 309 135 205
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