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Abstract ; Studying identification method of soybean varieties to Sclerotinia sclerotiorum is the basis of its resistant breeding

and is of great significance for predicting the occurrence and prevalence of the disease. In the paper,the resistance evalua-

tion methods of soybean to Sclerotinia sclerotiorum between China and foreign countries were described, and the problem of

evaluation methods to Sclerotinia sclerotiorum in China was also prospected.
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