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Studies on the mutation of Psexdomonas solanacegmm
B19 strain from virus sensitivity to virus resistance
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Summary

According to the statistical analysis of the results obtained from fluctuat-
jon test, the genetic change of Pseundomonas solanacearum B19 strain from
SP,hpe virus sensitivity to virus resistance was assumed theoretically to the
spontancous mutation occurred during the life cycle of each cell, and the

mutation rate determined experimentally was 1.6x 1073,
The mutation was associated with failure of the mutant to adsorb SPhpy

virus to which it had been resistant, But yet, the mutant was still sensitive
to the other viruses, so it was assumed that the resistance was due to the
specific failure of the adsorption mechanism to SP hgyp virus,
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