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"Tubular P-protein and virus particles differ considerably in 
dimensions and can be distinguished without difficulty. Transec­
tions 	of P-protein tubules show a greater width and a more con­
spicuous electron-lucent core than do those of the virus particles" 
(5). P-protein can be distinguished from virus particles at magnifi ­
cations of approximately 60,000. At this magnification virus par ­
ticles appear smooth; P-protein assumes an extended form in many 
plants and "reveals the regular striations along the length of the 
units" (5). 

The authors should attempt, with higher magnification, to dis­
tinguish P-protein from possible filaments of beet yellows virus. 
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