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Dbl Ajge 8 Baciaall il Calial (mes daslie aisdi Cings (oS 18 sais sles
Cag Bl (e @l A8Y) oda Aaglaad Alledll Bylall (saa) lajliels djlasd) dlaial)
Cilial b)) s b 1 Tglis il cjelal 25 colan Aladlae & dpaulal)
Ciia Gsu o Ly amng Ajliiall Alainll b &) ciliad 38 cyaal) sl
By (9 L) il Fow o5 Al Lulia e oISy (5 4La) ol madl
OS5 ol Saall pulall L Jalie (8 MY g UiV Cutlad) Gaitall Ggue Cojasd
Gl il e Loy Al ulall jlaml dale 8 Dkt J8) Ly
lpan amg ubal) Gl) ciliad 3 (gylal) madl) Ll AL Lgiaslias 8yl
508 e pell el Al Jaadil) 13a bl 05 ol o2 Lagd) il o
56 8 (oal bl aa dugine (338 2535 90 e Lee il (2 Lag) chiall il
aalid) bl e s 8 Dol HSY) abls i€ ey Sl bl L

23S Alal) das (mladsl e Tolaie) lgiaglias Byiaal) Calial) Sb D Mg

il daglial
DY) (ol il gyl el gliiall Amiall e :daalisall el
Al sl

:daadall
4yaall @Y e (Hymenoptera: Cephidae) Trachelus spp. s Cephus spp. dlasall ddaiadl ;b ae3
Beres ) -Laus¥) 380l 3hbia L Lo Lul coes Wil Jlady (el Jlady Ligpsl (3 undlly el e dalgl

.(Lesiuer et al., 2016) (et al., 2011
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Al QlaeY) g b XSy lagally yudlly maillS dey ) 3al) dbanill dralaall Gom (s5ina o lill (shm
s Byl (g5idlly cmal) meadll Al Lulenll (g 023 e s AAgropyron, Bromus, Elymus glsi Jie
Varella et al., ) Lydall 4891 o3¢} doglaa il Triticeae it (o (Al glol daadle 2 ¢ gliial) ddaial)
(2018

bl Ble Jab 48,0 23 e dail Al eladl Calite 8 gl Jualae 8 5 el ALYl o5
Bdal) Gl aed ALYl cal dlasall dawady) b o3l ABL dac gV ae A8l GLEY) JalS (g 3) Jilad)
Macedo et al., 2005; ) guall Jiall Jame iy 2803 Sgal) Jlaml ddle) N Chacaal) clal) Glu (ggins
COfg ) A (SXD Caa Lghe s paliadly ddatiall gl 4S8 iled s LS (Delaney et al., 2010
sl aan (mlesd) U g sl ) L) slgdl) JUY @liy) ddle) of (Delaney et al., 2010) i
Gom J2)2 Qi) (31 Can daliadll 5ang b Y1 s Lo (%20-10) dawy ARY 3 aslpnid mliadl
O s (Gladl o el gall ) Jau) slatl a3 clad) Job e Jaulls AeSU ASane Ll
o 3508l damy agtig cilall sac s ) (gylinall ddaiad) g0 A8 Jai Lo slsanadl Aualil) (g Lioals bl oy
e ) g Lgilinily (3oadl Ciliad (a5 La ¢l (o AN gial) Jon gdad) 3yka e V G (<G
Beres et al., ) o)V gha nd Bagasall oadl (g ela¥) daly Woly Cliyll ol Cus Waobas Cueeay
Goll pand Clane ) dalally a58sll d0aS Balyy sleandl dilee iy 53l e daalil) laal) e a3 (2011
(Carcamo et al., Assidll Gsudl dai pa canlit g Aaliaal) Bang 6 Y1 AAS e 2 e a)O Aiaial)
Gsn Hludg sl dje Lglaay GBladl Cona (gyldial) ddaiad) gl adad daiyla (8 celld ) il 2005)
(McCullough et al., 2020) gLt

Jilal) e 05 iy Lujis aaly sed ) sy goand G el 858 s calal) (3 asly Jons BY1 e
GBS ae Al drse o QB (aad ALl Al julo @ladl oY 80€ Ll 53 () aagl caalid)
CI3 gaill Ay A8 elpiad (Gow (b daiay T () aag dilee #las o WS ¢(Morrill et al., 2000)
O pasll ahre pag iy duladl dulea blal) DA S AL dis) 558 dlin 50 s Bluac
Lo daje Ja Bydall sdgr laadl] clilal) Al Al yo midig ¢ )] Gl eny dlaye ) Bladl Jolas ey Aspa
-(Fulbright et al., 2011) sl Glas J

dgydal) laall yghl clg dalaiall Ll (e caadnll Aglae 8 A8Y) o3g] dagliall Byl e waall i
Glleadl s e alaeYL ydall sda e s3s0as Hladd) of cai .(Knodel et al., 2009) dlics ddled
Beres et al., ) Ll & uany cCishall aels et cAaaladly Zisall Ziall Al sl Juaad) del)3l
Weaver et al., 2005; Buteler et al., suiall sda slacl (e 40lSa) Lo glsall Aadl<all cjelal WS (2011
Peterson et al., ; (2011 2015)

2 Celal Gum llyeal (mids Cangy 48Y) bda 5oy Wla 1Y) sl ma) bl daglad) GliaY) aa
bl daglie 25 3 chaleall GLaY) ae 43kl LlaY) Gl panas gi€e Glial) s ol clulal
Beres et ) didal) 43Y) oda an Leaiioaally Walas A3l il ST o Glall 26lS Laad s25ladl Jilal)
Lo el Allaiad ol Al Cagylally Lo alial) 3 Gladl Al puen il clld a5 <(al, 2009; 2013
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ol ol 13 s Jull . ( Beres et al., 2017; Lavergne et al., 2020) i<l Goud) Caigas ) (25
LGsisey oyl (<o Bpiall sdgy Aadpall iledl) Julil adl<a Ak (o L)

daiall by e gall) sl dglead sacly diph Lehhly sla daaladS daluall Glial) dely)
aals1 1,86 McCullough et al., (2020) as5 cus (Buteler, 2008) Cephus cinctus Norton «i,Lzidl)
Oil s cdiall Ghll e il ST GBS aag Ll spdal) i AS oY) b)) s 8 Jaal)
U g ysSAl dacally (ggal dalal)

Trachelus judaicus s Cephus pygmaeus (L.) djlisal ddaisll subs (e gl o)l dijgu 8 o
dainll e §yslad Was<i (Miller, 1987) T.tabidus (Konow) s T. libanensis (Andre) 5 (Konow)
-(El-Bouhssini et al., 1987) dalul glsi) 35a5 ciila A C. pygmaeus (L.) 55! (g)liial)

ol L (pe Ba€ A Cign cannd A (Bl AalS Ay il I Alaind) 5l daglial) el Cilial juam
Lulie O'Keeffe et al., (1960) s 35 «(Berzonsky, 2003) layshi cleSl ol SLIL) Lpad Cona
Gl b Qll) ! Dl el slaiely (A il Cilial ks Bl ALLS Guldl Glags et e Wlge
o2 (Sly Ay AnE (ke Lo Ailad) Chmtie B Bld) B mpe ahibe ehals @llig o1 Jsasd))
@Al dga (e Aba Al Cagylall s LAY puige (e Al b (plg dgn (0 AalilY) A Cilia)
oailad a5 3 Bdall ods dogleal Aliadal) e Cilial) slaily Gaadl 3 Al ((Lanning et al., 2006)
SRl i ¢ Gl e ST 13ae ol cllall el L) sl skl Jaees Gladl g llS il
Baall dsle & Baall LM dglasl LSl (s Gilesly dili) «(Buteler, 2008) dlay! dls e
b bl Sl Alay sk SV JshaY) madll il b Lgay g Lagae Byl it 3] ) an)
sl gas) Aalid) UL ok 58 aca elldy Loyl dlg b sk V15 Dae Gl cllall & )l
&4 Zadoks ales e (LWY) &a) 61 dasall ) (Gldl Lo (bsie) 32 dasall (g ssiadly juball U8 e
.(Weaver et al., 2009) (Piesik et al., 2008) (Buteler et al., 2010) (Zadoks et al., 1974) z.dl
Aailaall ooyl o lganyss @ lly sadieal] el Cilial (e maall o ol IS8 sl daed) S5
gand ) 8l Aolady) jilaalls ALY ode LaaaY hlaig cslea 3 30 HESY Lalell dessgal) 33yka e
S g lily dsra (M) ABLAYL (2004 casie) sleay s ghdlae B Alle Lla) s cilads Sia
Alaall Cag Ll 8 A8Y) a3g] Caliall 38 Aaglie and ) Cand) 138 Coagy Aibasl) AaiIS4)

tAdihhy Cal) Jlga

6 sla 4 oLa) (Triticum aestivum L.) (phll maill (o liia jie B latl) 8 aasial :AaLal) Salal)
lia jae 815 (2 NVsny 10 Gigmn (8 isny 6 Eismy 4 Eigmn 6 Lagy 4 Loga 2 Loga 10 ol (8 ol
¢S Gy 3 Laga o Laga 9 alid T Gl (5 ol (3 ali o1 o) (Triticum durum Desf.) wldl) madll (1o
(65 sy (11 Gusas <9 Eagany T g

Akl & ad IS0 sydmal) dplaad) Aaiall jubs b tddagioal) 48Y)

Jledi oS 18 2y o ygen dahaia & (2020 / 2019) o pugall Pha dupmill ol sl Ldk ¢l
Cieyh a 350 sadl mhe e il gl (Yl 35.29 ape iy )i 36.74 Jsb L) slea diae
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Akaial) & sbiaall el Aol 5l g Cishea 8 o Jg¥) GsS 10 B i) & i) mailly ()l il o
ce=l 23laYls del)3l )y lass (385 duel) 3 Gllaall AIS ks a3
el ik
iy (chdal) pan A58 aladiuly Gl dahie b balael bty Al Al jubs Gl ey acse 204
Ay ing I el Chuaiia e Tes gosd US duaal) Jial jglae pead Jis Jame B dlsde iy 20 shal
geail) il yslaig yulaal) LS 558 G e Gl Aadys Cangs ellyy Ul el
O'Keefe et al., (b o Tolael b lus jed Chaiie 3 Boda) Gliadl Gl S 40 ciond
Gl e ahibe chal dlldy (a5 (at€ 4t 4 AalS) hagie 3 cChsae 40d 2 cCisae 1) (1960)
lgadady lill el Ao 3 (lad) LS ale 530 slediad Cangy @lldg ALl dayy jaig AN AW (ke
() 3 5aciedd) Bl L) sl

O'Keeffe et al., (1960) Gubsie uuns all) (3 gu daliS cilaya 3(1) Joo

Glad) Al da ya 08 il Clead) Aali€ Ay 0
s %20 o B 1
3 g 4 %40 -20 2
Al Lo 5 %60 -40 3
S 4 %80 -60 4
S %100 -80 5

Oe lils 10 @ial Bjlind) dainll s dlia) daus b 35all Abill cilewd) Ay Cargy shgpaall clial)
gsmml S (Oloast Bl — I Caiie) aade IS Jsinl) 8 Aliall ddaiall yuls Sliml 58 (PIA Cia S
Ll s e bl ) el A e piall LA Jlghal (ol Jas g Sl @lldg ) i) (ulid 5
a3 o5 LS el 3l aes Alised) A Jin Bl mhane g e ilindl Bl i el SY) 2800 A4
.(Zadoks et al., 1974) ulid g Ciiual <1 4kl Als sl
ookl dabe iy Led 3Sadl cbilall ek 55 DA Gl Gp Lad clblall g liy) cllgie iy
O3l eyl Blalal) Laajlie b ¢ uball L) 578 P& sabiall cbilal) ol 558 P4 Giliadd Lusslpudl
Al Slhall sy Gl gas bl GBY) Qs b
O iea IS Glal das Jauigia and o(dbanl 8 L) U e dules (s dlial) Cagyll) caan culblall e
:(Weaver et al., 2004) dlsleal) 335 Guadll <l Kl 8 dusg pral) Calical!

20Se JS & clilall ASH aaa) [ @l U8 e deghaadl Glilall sae = Llay) s
Alany) Julailly dupadl pracal
@i (9) N LS US ands @ ey e G (RCBD) ALl dglgdall cileUndll avacad 33y Candl 34
5 dileary cane 30 Leiw Ailadlly ca (1) Ciall Jsb (pia o (ggind dakid (S a (2) iakid JS G dilesal
Aatiuly ((SAS 9) Slan) dulatl galin aladiuls Lileas) il ddas Sy - cacall Guit & Bl G p
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Least Significant Difference siee 3 Ji lus &35 clabaddl G ClBRY) paail ol Jias
cGlbhugial 455kd % 5 Lgiaa g5ine 2ie (L.S.D)

sl

sail) dlaje) LDl dubuall madll il okt i ae Cuad) dilate & dnliiall dduiall ula L) gal
23 s e hloel dplanall Aliall sl sl ey dinad &3 3 (0S5 ebiie o 61 palll dlaye — 32
eialy e n e (salal ) Lgisyd () ALkl ol el clas 85 AL il calSy 2020 13
gsll Al Abldl bl ddle cilSy (35 2 ¢l oulall CulKall) ) dabie b Gl 24 s Lasls
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LSD

(5%)
0.033

2021 parsids¥) G 9S 347-335 :(6)8 4o i Eipasll 4y pead) Unall g 3] 5 el

1

titite

Jin B AyLiial) Aaiad) puby SLAE) 8% (N4 Spidal) uldl) el Ciliadl Auagloiudl) kil Jala 3(3) Jead)
2020 awge Ghga
daas Ol ML (Ll A0S Canny bl doglie dacd S8 b 13gs5 ¢ Bladl Agae IS 5yaaal Cilial culs
oe e sall auge Llgh b dlasll 8 de gkl madll ks L elad o Gl 138 8 Digead) ALY
L3y S Gl adagl dauadil) G dalal) daws
: il el
(P<0.05) dwg el (ouslal) peail) alial oy Lk dla) o & lBES) gag Slan) dulail) il <yl
J<i oY) Dl daws culSy (5 pLa) ciiall (Bgw B leday pday Lwball G ciliad 3) (2 Joaa)
ALaY) Ao caly 5 (9 Ald) il Gow B & ¢(0.116) @l 8y Gl Dd ae Al (giee
OS5 s Q) dds b dastie L) s colS Lty cilia) 4 ae digies lBIAY) il (0.074)
e Lad digine (358 clilia
2020 pusa sles [oligea (b Auliiall Aial) pulisy ouild) eadl) cilial doba) and 1(2) s>
65 11 9

0.037 | 0.034 | 0.034 | 0.020 | 0.006 | 0.040 | 0.015 | 0.074 | 0.016 | 0.116 | 0.030 | 0.034
cd cd cd cd d C cd b cd a cd cd

LH\S‘ B B B B3
’ U T T T 3le ke 9ds Tds s 3

i dugina G908 3529 p20 (Ao J bl b Aglaiall Cipal) :dliada
e Sl dilall dclpn b i) Gk ae Lle 4Bl g li)) b (5 pld) Lalen AV Caiall (3588
olS 3 (ol 185 11) saliall Lla)) aedse (b Dok Y (Spld) i bl 055 ol L ¢(3 Usoa)
ot 8 Dok ol (7 G o] ald) cpiiall il culS Ly (oS50 ol e 61555 ilaye b 4l
(7 dsa) chiall @lbils culS ¢ puSoaly abu e 59553 alaye b (1 L) chial) clils il 3] cpac sal
(0S5 plu e 59549 lsje
B3 d9ag pde e a2l (5 pld) il @bl e oY) a culSy alils g Ul (9 ) caiall Saa LS

Al ¢ Ul A dagine (3o i) ilS Lain o131 29 5 23) Lwbialls ALY ey 558 8 Calia) alane aa disine
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2021 sy J3¥) 58 347-335 :(6)8 Lo L Cipasl) Ly gedl) Unall g 3 g laial)

o Dsk B Lg3sS palial byl 5 b 4t e o Led o(Oleast 115 4) bl jlas) )3 558 b
(Olas 185 11) mbaall limil 558 Llgls 8950 (sae 5

ooy JLATH 358 B daaglahadl) ekl Jaliag Suall dujliiial) daial) pula LA By & clail) gl o(3) Jsa
Bidall oaild) padl) Cilial B BALA dyjLadall Aaial)

5% DU gl gl ) e
soalidl uball i)

3_Saall uball Ll 3 38 JYA bl s )

Olawi2q | Ghbewil8 | Ol 1l | ol Ol 4 2329 2923
65 59 53 78.50 def 66.00 55.30cd | 35.83d 1 ali
65 59 55 77.90def | 63.43ef | 52.16d | 37.56cd | 3k
65 61 55 102.96 a 79.90 a 71.17a | 4573 a | 5aka
65 61 55 75.60ef | 67.43cde | 60.50ch | 43.06ab | 7
65 59 57 89.73 b 74.86b | 61.83ch | 43.13ab | 9L
65 59 55 80.10cde | 68.16cd | 58.16 bcd | 41.40 abc | 1 laga
65 59 59 83.66c | 64.33def | 59.96ch | 42.96ab | 3 g
65 61 57 80.20 cd 69.26 ¢ | 58.20 bcd | 39.33 bed | 5 s
65 59 49 81.86 cd 61.66f | 59.73ch | 40.93abc | 7 sy
65 59 55 80.20 cd 65.66 | 59.06 bcd | 44.16ab | 9 cisay
65 59 55 75.06f | 67.06cde | 60.96¢ch | 42.96ab | <isa
65 63 59 89.73b | 65.5cdef | 63.16b 45.06a | 65 s
82.96 67.78 60.02 41.85 | bagial
4.50 4.37 7.04 5.09 LSD
3.21 3.81 6.93 7.18 CV

Lk Ligina @gd 2929 pie (Ao JU dalgll sgaal) b dgulaiall Cial) :dadle

: gl geadll
(P<0.05) dwg el (@hall meadll Cilial g Lo L)) a8 A 35n Slan) Jalatl) m3 <yl
I oY) o L) daws i€ (2 Losd) Ciiall (s (o Ly ams bl ) clind 3 (4 Jsas)
LAY daws cialy B (4 Gipa) il Gsw B S (0.064) il 8y Gl Ak ae AL (gyiee
Latiie Ll s cilS Lty (2 ¥sa) Cliall by Calial) Gk ae dogine BEAY) ulSs (0.039)
i Lasd dugina (3958 lllin () oy LaY) G S

2020 puisa oles [ohiga (b Ayliiall Aial) Jubay (Gl radl) ilial dila) caus 1(4) ds>

5% 2 10 8 6

8 ol

0.023 AlaY) s

chd cd cd cd b d cb a cd cd cd cd
Lok Ligina @gd 3929 a2 Ao JU bl b Aglaall Cipal) :Aiadla

lgnan 5l LYl delge 3 L) Ak ae Al 4Bl g lE)) 8 (2 Las) Dol Y Canall (3588
3939 pe e wll (Ol 45 I 23) (paege B bl g L)) A ade i s (10 Ciga) Chiall ol

11) 5B Llay) selse b Dok S a1bls ol Lad (5 Joanll) cpacsadl cuda (8 Lagiy dusine (3558
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342 2021 sasasdfl)s¥) G5 347-335 :(6)8 4 L3 Eisail] Ly pud] nal] (1 43 5 aial)
ol Dk o Calial) & cilS Law (o0 alu e 63559 alaje b alils calS Y (gl 185
comesall (pda (& Sy alus o Lgadi d)slaill Al yall

3 Bl L) delge b Caliall Ly L)lee a30ls g Uyl e ol (4 G JiF Ay Guleall Gl U
iy gl Gilial @lbils e el Ji cilSy <) Glial) (e ae 4l g li)) 8 digine (3558 Glllin oS
ol o Dok Jal saliall L) 58 3 asbls cilS Led (5 Jsaall) dpjlind) Aaiall yubiy datiie Al
CliaY lgads dshall Alasall 8 o (Gl 11) Lwball Sl 5950 8 GluaY) (e @bl g 0S5
(Ol 18) Lwboal) Ll Algs 578 8 Jlad) QS o plas Jol aslils cilS ) (6 oLs) canall elitials (g

ol LA B3 (b Bnglptall okl Jalpag SySaal) Auliiall Aaial) juibos JLEDH B (b ) g L) :(5) s
Bidall (lal) grall) Cilial B alial) Ay Laial) daial)

5 JOa gl gidll ) skl Ja) e 3Saall all L 5 i DA clall s
3aliadl ulall lam)

Caial)

Olasi24 | Ghbewi18 | Olewill | Olewsi 11 Ol 4 2129 2323
65 59 53 72.20efg | 63.73bc | 53.06 cde | 39.57bc | 4
65 59 49 69.40 g 58.83 ¢ 49.16e | 35.96cd | 6ak&
65 59 53 72.73efg | 65.67b | 51.20de | 37.77bcd | 8 al&
65 57 53 71.06fg | 61.83bc | 47.73¢e 33.07d | 10 ata
65 63 59 86.63 a 67.07ab | 62.83a | 43.33ab | 2lag
65 61 55 82.30abc | 67.33ab | 62.33ab | 40.00 bc | 4 lage
65 59 53 77.60 cde | 66.50 ab 57.73 | 38.00 bcd | 6 ‘wss
65 59 53 70.06 fg 62.67 bc | 52.83cde | 34.73cd | 4 S
65 61 59 75.93 def | 66.00ab | 59.33abc | 39.66hc | 6 sy
65 59 55 80.16 bcd | 66.00 ab 57.50 37.33cd | 8 cisas
65 59 55 85.90 ab 7150a | 62.16ab | 47.67a &igay
65 59 53 74.13¢efg | 64.17bc | 56.16 bcd | 37.10cd | 2 oV
76.51 65.11 56.01 38.68 o glall
5.92 5.63 6.57 5.63 LSD
4.56 5.11 6.93 8.59 CV

Wi Augina (3900 3929 e Ao J5 dalgl dganll b Agilaiall Cipa) :diadle

. e,

cAaliall

J8 (e deshiall bl Luw Jacgie Ao slae Wl 4Ll dhiall jubal 50aall madll Calival daglie s a3
Weaver ) ciia JS 8 degiagal) anl) slacl cillangia Galds ciba) o o il b skt dulgs & a
doal) s Y Lay Naag clinili (3ds (Blaall disme lgnsen dugpaal) Calia) ()6 (38a vl l3ag <(et al., 2004
Cus (Varella et al., 2016) oS3 Lo ae (3l 13y cilall sha Al peg Al gyl s ) cliall o
Aalby sl @bl jae o 5Sae Aaje b IS o Lacad) 4ud Glial) sl 8 Gld) (i Jsas LY

Lgran GlLY) 8 datien (Blod) AabS Cuon Lgadd ey Cilipll Cige ol
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Of b dse S Ulag Gl aag cdupnll o3 8 Lases dumitie dlindl Alaiall by ALY s calS
5 ald) i) madl) 8 Aalin FEYI Clial) o 3 cdylanal) dluiad) bl dygal) madl) Cilial daglia
(4 Eismas 2 Lg) (gl adll b Gl (9 pli

(9 L) Chiall Gom & B Aoy o5 adlal) madl) B (5 pld) Ciiall (Boe B lwan gy ubial) ) il
Uans e dusine (338 d9as ade (e ol il Ak e Llae oY) L lin)ly cpiiall IS lils Sy g
e Clad Gans o e sl im0yl Lo e (38153 1385 BSaall i) L) 578 8 ccalual) s2a
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Abstract

This research conducted during the growing season of 2019/2020 in
Soran region, northern of Hama, about 18 km, this research aimed to
evaluate the resistance of several approved wheat varieties in Syria to
wheat stem sawfly (WSS), considering this one of the effective ways
to resist this pest within the natural conditions in Hama Governorate.
The results showed wide disparate levels of infection. Among the
tested durum wheat varieties, females of the wheat stem sawfly were
more likely to lay their eggs in the stems of this specific durum wheat
type (Cham 5), which was susceptible to infestation, followed by
(Cham 9). The stems these two varieties characterized by the highest
height in the early spread stages of wasps, and not the least developed
in late stages, while the rest of the tested cultivars distinguished by
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their resistance to infection. Speaking of the soft wheat, female wasps
preferred to lay their eggs in the variety stem (Douma 2) and the
reasons for this preference were unknown. Although (Douma 2)
distinguished by their height, but without any significant differences
with other varieties during the early appearance of wasps, while its
plants were the most developed during the late period of wasp’s
dispersal. The rest of the tested varieties of soft wheat distinguished
by their resistance, as an indicator of the variety's resistance.

Key words: wheat stem sawfly, Soft wheat, Durum wheat,
Phenological stages.
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