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Abstract: To understand the current situation of disease resistance breeding in wheat in the middle and
lower reaches of Yangtze River, and to identify and screen excellent disease resistant strains, in this

study, the resistance of 414 advanced wheat lines from the national regional trial in the middle and
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lower reaches of the Yangtze River and the regional trial in Jiangsu Province in the past six years was
identified, and the molecular markers of Fhbl and Pm21/PmYV genes were used for genotyping. The
results of resistance showed that: 42 advanced wheat lines were resistant to Fusarium head blight
(FHB)) (R), 262 advanced lines were moderate resistant (MR), accounting for 10. 1% and 62. 3%,
respectively, among which Yang 15-9, Yang 17021, and Ning 20419 were resistant to FHB for two
consecutive years. Most FHB resistance culticars/lines were derived from Ningmai 9, Yangmai 158,
and their derivative varieties through analysis of pedigree. A total of 97 advanced lines were immune
(IM) to powdery mildew; 8 advanced lines were high resistant (HR) and 35 strains were moderate re-
sistant (MR), accounting for 23. 4%, 1. 9%, and 8. 5%, respectively. Among them, Yang 15-9,
Ruihumai 505, Yanmai 0916, Ninghong 1761, Yan H1902 and Dongmai 1901 were immune (IM) to
powdery mildew for three consecutive years. A total of 15 advanced lines with simultaneous resistance
(R) or immunity (IM) to FHB and powdery mildew can be used as resistant parents in wheat breed-
ing. The results of detection of resistance gene combining with resistance phenotypy showed that: 63
advanced lines carried Fhb1 gene, accounting for 15. 1% of the tested materials, and 88. 0% of the ad-
vanced lines had resistance above MR. FhbI gene was detected in only 35. 7% of advanced lines with
resistance to FHB (R). Only 14. 9% of the advanced lines with moderate resistance to FHB were de-
tected to carry FhbI gene. 143 advanced lines carried Pm21/PmV genes, accounting for 34. 5% of the
tested materials, of which 73 advanced lines were identified as immune (IM) to high resistance (HR)
to powdery mildew. 70. 1% of the 97 advanced lines that were immune to powdery mildew carried
Pm21/PmV genes, and 29. 9% of the other advanced lines were resistant to powdery mildew with the
unknown genes to be discovered. 10 advanced lines carried both Fhbl and Pm21/PmV genes, and the
resistance to both diseases was above MR, which can be directly used as resistance sources. This
study suggested that Pm21/PmYV genes can be continuously used in wheat disease resistance breeding
in the middle and lower reaches of the Yangtze River. Combining Fhbl gene with FHB resistance gene
of Yangmai variety can improve the FHB resistance.
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Table 1 Molecular markers and primer sequences used in this study

AFArid A e a4 5197 5 B B
Molecular marker Gene Chromosome Primer sequence (5'—3") Tm/C
. F:ATGCGTGCGCTGTACTTG
His3B-4 Fhbl SBS R:CGTCACAGAGTCCAGTGAAA 61
MBH1 Pm21/PmV 6V F:GCCATTATAGTCAAGAGTGCACTAGCTGT 58

R:AGCTCCTCTCGTTCTCCAATGCT
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Fig. 1 Change of Fusarium head blight resistance

in the 414 wheat lines in different years
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Fig. 2 Comprehensive resistance of the 414 wheat lines

to Fusarium head blight in the 6 consecutive
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Table 2 Pedigree of the 42 wheat lines with R resitance to Fusarium head blight

FE S MAR Fi
No. Line Pedigree
1 # 17021 Yang 17021 THEU/EE IS (TE M. TH 95 RE)
2 T 18168 Ning 18168 Y& 16/ TH 13 (T 13:TH 9 5 FHzH)
3 T 18343 Ning 18343 TEIZ/HE16(THE13:TE 9 TR
4 T 18416 Ning 18416 T I3/FEHFE 168(TH 13: T4 9 FHRE; HE 168954 6 5 /4% 97G59)
5 T4 1833 Ninghong 1833 # 06G5/ 114 173 06G5 .45 % 9 5 * 3/97033-2)
6 # 19413 Yang 19413 NAU1258/4H 94 % 9 5.9 % 6 5 /4% 97G59)
7 # 19145 Yang 19145 SRR/ TEIPCTE 1375 9 5 R k)
8 K 528 Yangda 528 T 13/7 08-30( T 13. T# 95 FRik)
9 i 38 Zhongqi 38 FTEI3/22(FH13:. TE ISR
10 L% 004 Jiangfengmai 004 ?%g g;@;é?i 152 5 . 117/H 4 9311: 444 11.4% 158/3Y. C/%
11 4827 0078 Yangfumai 0078 (2 95 /iR 9144 OF, Rk (L 95 . 952 6 5/ 97G59)
12 # 20-224 Yang 20-224 % 14-21/%% 14-182
13 F 20419 Ning 20419 fE 88/ 95 A 95 . 9% 6 5/ 97G59)
14 T 18343 Ning 18343 TEI/HEI6CTHE13:TE 9 TR
15 “J 18416 Ning 18416 TH I3/ 168(TH 13:T& 9 5 RE &L 9595 6 5/4 97G59)
16 T 41 1833 Ninghong 1833 % 06G5/ )14 17(# 06G5: 454 9 5 = 3/97033-2)
17 T4 1894 Ninghong 1894 W OW®R/HE OS5 UHHFE 95 .91 F 65/ 97G59)
18 # 15-9 Yang 15-9 W& 95 /%% 18
19 ¥ 17329 Ning 17329 T4/ 2007 14: T 9 THRHE)
20 VL7 8261 Jiangmai 8261 YR 9144/4 5 22493 22. 8% 95 % 3/97033-2)
21 4 18153 Jin 18153 MR 0082/ T4 14T 14. 7% 9 5 Rib)
22 % 1933 Runyangmai 1933 B 168/¥RZ 5 5 (B 168984 6 5/ 97G59)
23 “F K 120 Ningda 120 WHE3E/THEIS(TEI3.THISRERE
24 43 8059 Yangfumai 8059 W 22// 7% 16/ 1091MU5 % 22453 9 5 % 3/97033-2)
25 7 8022 Yangfumai 8022 HE 95 /FE 22MUEEE 95 .00 3 6 5/ 97G59)
26 YC201901 YC201901 W 12/15 9908/ /¥4 17
27 T ¥ 18278 Ningmaizi 18278 T 14213/8% 1684 % 168. 9% 6 5/ 97G59)
28 44 209 Jinmai 209 f¢.3 9 5 /H209
29 4+ 15-6 Jingfeng 15-6 INRZE [ FE 158 / /B RFI(F] 5)
30 T ¥ 2158 Ningmaizi 2158 REE
31 #4¢ 714 Yangnong 714 N3
32 25 202 Lianmai 202 A
33 253 201 Lianmai 201 A
34 “F 21379 Ning 21379 N
35 iz % 2018 Xingyunmai 2018 VY3
36 Wiz A 2026 Xingyunmai 2026 N2
37 T 21385 Ning 21385 A+
38 P15 988 Yangjiangmai 988 e
39 T D212 Ning D 212 A
40 T34 1008 Ningfeng 1008 A
41 4<% 156 Nongmai 156 ViRFE A S/ HE l6(BiRE L5 . THESS/TE9I5)
42 % V% 166 Ningmaizi 166 IDO580-22/ T2 13/ /4% 6 5 /3/1B w5 1 5 /M4 159/ /% 5 5 /NDW (T # 13: T %

95 R
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Fig. 3 Resistance of the 414 wheat lines to wheat
powdery mildew for 6 consecutive years
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Fig. 4 Resistance of the 414 wheat lines
to wheat powdery mildew
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2000 bp

1000 bp

«—Fhbl

M:DL2000;1:#74 18;2: 7% 22;3: 4% 23;4~30.#ZWiR. K64,
M: DL2000; 1: Yangmai 18; 2: Yangmai 22; 3: Yangmai 23; 4—30: Part of the tested lines. The same in Fig. 6.
5 His3B-4 &S M FEAIFhb]I EEFIBER
Fig. 5 Amplification patterns of His3B-4 linked with Fhb! in different lines
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Fig. 6 PCR amplifications of the tested partial lines using markers MBHI linked with Pm21/PmV
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Table 3 Pedigree of 97 wheat lines with IM resitance to wheat powdery mildew

B MR il
No. Line Pedigree

1 WA 008 Hanmai 008 W4 15/48 2566

2 # 13G1 Yang 13G1 TH4/E 18CTH 14: T 9 5 Rib)

3 T 999 Ningmaizi 999 TR 218/ 17/ /i 1208 12. 054 6 5/ 97G59)

4 # 16-76 Yang 16-76 AB100/AB108

1695 Ning 1695 ¥ 15G7/4:3 1092

6 4R % 7216 Yangfumai 7216 W 22///%% 19//% 7% 11/1-9311M

7 54 0916 Yanmai 0916 A 95 /B 168(HA 168954 6 5 /4 97G59)

8 T4 1761 Ninghong 1761 i 95/ 08-4(4HE 9 5. 97 & 6 5/ 97G59)

9 £h H1902 Yan H1902 T 21/HR#E 9144

10 757 1901 Dongmai 1901 WA 7091/81F 10 5 (& 10 5.95% 6 5 /4 97G59)

11 T 18168 Ning 18168 WA 16/ T# 13 (TE 13: T# 95 HRK)

12 FREEF 1416 Sukenmai 1416 W 20/ T H 458CTE 458. TH 9 5 /HE 1D

13 T 18343 Ning 18343 TEI3/HEI6(TE13.TE 9 5 Hk)

14 T 18416 Ning 18416 TH 13/ME 168(T% 13. T 9 T Hk; % 168. % 6 5 /1% 97G59)
15 T 4L 1833 Ninghong 1833 % 06G5/ )14 17(# 06G5:45 2% 9 5 = 3/97033-2)

16 % 19323 Yang 19323 % 9/4522 1835 184X T# 95 /3/6 X453 158//88-128/ [ 4 P045)
17 % 19413 Yang 19413 NAU1258/41 94 9 %5 . 953 6 5 /4 97G59)

18 #H 18081 Zhen 18081 HH 08178/%i% 9 5

19 FiitE 4 505 Ruihuamai 505 FitE S 569/ % 18 184X FH 95 /3/6 X457 158//88-128/Hi 4 P045)
20 ¥ % 13 Yangfumai 13 T 26/4¢H 88/ /4 F 88 (4K 88 i 168/##E 10 5)

21 T2 211 Ningmai 211 W 12/9E%E T091(HE 12. 937 6 5 /8 97G59)

22 4674 21022 Huamai 21022 B 08-6/7 3 458 T F 458. T H 9 5 /& 1D

23 M# % 118 Runyangmai 118 THRYE119/8F 10/ /2 258 10 5. 954 6 5/ 97G59)

24 h# 2109 Yanmai 2109 i 12/FF 1TGHE 12. 957 6 5 /4 97G59)

25 485 19677 Huamai 19677 JKF 568/45 10216 (45 10216 95 % 6 5/ 97G59)

26 # 20-310 Yang 20-310 W 182/92R137 BC1F10

97 % 20208 Yang 20208 ’9%%551)?8/3/%3 15// 7% 14/ 1174 14:. 7% 9 5 FRk; #F 168. /5% 6 5/
28 4¥ % 2018 Jinyangmai 2018 W 15 HIRJEAL

29 4% % 128 Runyangmai 128 Y 158/4H% 95 //THF 13(TH 13.THF I 552k

30 P 4EF 0078 Yangfumai 0078 (i 95/ BiR#E 9144 HFL iR (& 9 5. 054 6 5/ 97G59)

31 # 20-164 Yang 20-164 T 14/3/8 9/ /% 158/4 15

32 # 20-189 Yang 20-189 13 40 7986/13 £ 6483/ /14 £ 2665

33 # 20-224 Yang 20-224 ¥ 14-21/4% 14-182

34 T°4I 1955 Ninghong 1955 W 17/41 051854 05185 914 6 /4% 97G59)

35 T 19397 Ning 19397 THE 9 S/ HA 168/ /4 0722(51FE 168 95% 6 5 /4% 97G59)

36 %k # 13 Lianmai 13 03G12/81% 6 5 (03G12:4X T4 9 5/3/61 % 158//88-128/# 4 P045
37 T Z 213 Ningmai 213 o 65/ HH 9023/ /MHE 9 S 9 5.0 E 6 5/ 97G59)

38 Bl % 14279 Mingmai 14279 M2 133/IRME 6172CHAZ 133 k8% 9023/4% % 11)

39 4¢3 2206 Nongmai 2206 THEI3/MELZ S S(TE13.TE IS RE)

40 £ 5 % 157 Jiaodianmai 157 Wi 12/47 23/ /8% 120 12957 6 5/ 97G59)

41 T 20419 Ning 20419 de 88/4FE 9 S (HHFE 9 5.0 E 6 5/1% 97G59)

42 #5747 510 Jiaodianmai 510 VREAS/HE 12 SWREA S TESS/TEI S HE 12: 97 6 5/8 97G59
43 1H4% % 2043 Runyangmai 2043 TH20/HE 85

44 SR 1416 Sukenmai 1416 Y 20/ T H 458(FHE 458 TH 95 /%% 1D

45 7 18343 Ning 18343 T I3/ HE 16(TH 13:TH 9 5 E L)

46 “F 18416 Ning 18416 TH13/MA 168CTH 13 T4 95 R AL 95 . 05% 6 5/ 97G59)
47 4 1833 Ninghong 1833 % 06G5/)114¢ 17 06G5:#% 9 5 * 3/97033-2)

48 £h H2002 Yan H2002 ¥ 12-25/4 % 88
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(42K 3 Continued table 3)

B MR il

No. Line Pedigree

49 # 19099 Yang 19099 #02168°//4% 15/ 03G16 (S 0216895 % 6 5 /8% 97G59)
50 8 18077 Zhen 18077 HUAZ 12 %5 /HEZ 28(HLZE 12,054 6 5 /3 97G59)

51 # 15-9 Yang 15-9 Wk 9% /%% 18

52 #h 4 996 Yanmai 996 W 18/HE 9B UHE 9 5. & 6 5/ 97G59)

53 %7 18109 Jiangfeng 18109 WMFE T/ 22/ /8% 95 (HIFE 95 .95 % 6 5/ 97G59)
54 4: 74 17099 Jingfeng 17099 B 15/4% 92R13T) / /(333 15/ T3 9 %)

55 VT4 8261 Jiangmai 8261 YR 9144/ 7 2235 %% 22. 47 9 %5 * 3/97033-2)

56 £k H1901 Yan H1901 HAZ 10 5 //071T-149/407 168(4HZ 10 5 Hi% 168.95% 6 5/ 97G59)
57 ¥ 7 1933 Runyangmai 1933 7% 168/448 2 5 5 (4 168. 052 6 5/ 97G59)

58 % 17529 Yang 17529 W 17//4% 97G59/ 953 6 5 (3% 97G59 .4 158" /Compton)
59 7411723 Ninghong 1723 THEI/BEISCTE 14 THE 9 TR B 95954 6 5/ 97G59)
60 F 17104 Ning 17104 ¥ 17/%1 02168/ /# % 11 (M1 02168954 6 5 /9% 97G59)
61 7 1512 Ningmai 1512 AFE

62 F1# 628 Sumai 628 N

63 # 17G83 Yang 17G83 W 18 8 IR R IRE AR

64 ¥4 1637 Ninghong 1637 A 95/ 158 95 . 954 6 5/ 97G59)

65 P F 168 Sumai 168 FH 518/ B # 85

66 HkF 145 Sunongmai 1 YD301/4%3% 1132 11:4 158/3Y. C/% =/ /% 85-85)

67 4 513 Ruihua 513 AFE

68 # 16-3 Yang 16-3 W 16/ (F % 6 5/97G59)

69 % # 231 Dongmai 231 FE

70 M3 206014 Huamai 206014 A

71 4654 206160 Huamai 206160 N

72 #5 16110 Yan 16110 N

73 T 85 Ninglengmai 8 N

74 Hi#E A 591 Ruihuamai 591 NS

75 T F ¥ 2158 Ningmaizi 2158 e

76 T A Y 2172 Ningmaizi 2172 N2

77 YLFEH 04 Jiangfengmai 04 A

78 F§ 4% 1015 Nannong 1015 ANFE

79 A A4 1106 Yangfumai 1106 FE

80 B 15 Suiyuanmai 1 A

81 % 1% Youmai 1 R

82 WE & 22105 Yangfumai 22105  AE

83 ¥ w % 2216 Yangfumai 2216 N

84 # 21100 Yang 21100 WAz 2543/ 18°/ /44 132 /C112633

85 # 21028 Yang 21028 WA 05/ /3% 17/ 22013 95 954 6 5 /% 97G59)
86 4 21023 Yang 21023 # 159850/4 14052

87 Pk # 1308 Yangfumai 1308 Kt

88 £ 21067 Zhen 21067 A

89 1 21111 Zhen 21111 N

90 T 4L 2098 Ninghong 2098 ANHE

91 4% 21135 Yang 21135 AFE

92 T 4L 2025 Ninghong 2025 WFE

93 T 21385 Ning 21385 AHE

94 V1.3 1826 Yangjiangmai 1826  FE

95 KT % 903 Changjiangmai 903 A

96 P4 % 5145 Yanglumai 5145 g%j;a‘ég«l)%/%ﬁzs)%m WMEBWREA S . TESS/TEISHEIS . LT/
97 % V% 166 Ningmaizi 166 IDO580-22/ T % 13/ /44 6 5 /3/MB % 1 5 /M4 159/ /L% 5 5 /NDW (T % 13. 7%

9 Rk
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HEHFhbl EER 63 AN FERMERI
Table 4 Resistance of the 63 wheat lines with FhbI to Fusarium head blight

M % Line

Ptk Resistance

‘i %& Line

PPt Resistance

# 17021 Yang 17021

T 18343 Ning 18343

# 19145 Yang 9145
K 528 Yang 528

it 38 Zhongqi 38

% 20-224 Yang 20-224
% 15-9 Yang 15-9
17329 Ning 17329
L7 8261 Jiang 8261
K 120 Ning 120
YC201901 YC 201901
¥4k 714 Yangnong 714
Y54 202 Lianmai 202
W% 988 Yangjiangmai 988
T3 1008 Ningfeng 1008
28 T45048 E T45048
%<7 1501 Dongmai 1501
HEFE 15 Jiayuanmai 1
17108 Ning 17108

F 13001 Ning 13001
T4 215 Ningmai 215
#1588 Sumai 1588
#Z 1801 Chumai 1801
T 16394 Ning 16394

%4 7 2001 Dongmai 2001
% 20208 Yang 20208
4222 1906 Huamai 1906
4 1915 Jin 1915

4% 2023 Runyangmai 2023
£k H2002 Yan H2002

% 19099 Yang 19099
P4 1828 Yangjiangmai 1828

2l

~ X ” R AP AX XXX I XA XIA

4832 1191 Huamai 1191

F1 2 308 Sumai 308

T 17065 Ning 17065

132 5% 17381 Huayunmai 17381
Jh & 588 Sumai 588

% 1518 Fengdeng 1518
%K 502 Yangda 502

“J* 1805 Ning 1805

# 601-1 Yan 601-1

3 2101 Yanmai 2101
B3 189 Zhongkenmai 189
T A Y 19460 Ningmai 19460
Ji# 258 Sumai 258

A 0228 Sumai 0228

PR 1918 Sumai 1918

FF 179 Sumai 179

P A 725 Yangqiangmai 725
# 21100 Yang 21100

23 201 Lianmai 201

T # 1512 Ningmai 1512

Ji# 628 Sumai 628

#1174 18 Yangjiangmai 18
J7 1818 Sumai 1818

# 4¢ 903S Yunong 903S

“F* 1896 Ning 1896

PR 5288 Sumai 5288

K VT.Z 816 Changjiangmai 816
FHF 526 Sumai 526

7 16176 Ning 16176

Kiz# 17111 Heyunmai 17111
T ¥ 18306 Ningmaizi 18306

MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MR
MS
MS
MS

x5

IBTRENS FHRICRNEREBMHFNYE

Table 5 Genotype and resistance of the 143 wheat lines to powdery mildew

it % Line FEH Gene  BiPE Resistance || /it & Line JEH Gene  #ifE Resistance
¥ 12-145 Yang 12-145 + HR TH ¥ 20770 Ningmaizi 20770 + MR
# 2020 Yang 2020 +++ HR £ 19677 Huamai 19677 + M
# 19069 Yang 19069 + HR # 20-310 Yang 20-310 + M
K 133 Tianming 133 —+ HR 7 2101 Yanmai 2101 —+ HS
#:7 1403 Huamai 1403 + HR 4% % 128 Runyangmai 128 + M
i3 7291 Yangfumai 7291 + HR 4R % 0078 Yangfumai 0078 + M
£ 19678 Huamai 19678 + HS 4% 20-164 Yang 20-164 + M
4L 11 Guohong 11 + HS % 20-189 Yang 20-189 + IM
3% 1504 Ningmai 1504 + Hs $ 20-224 Yang 20-224 + IM
T # 16387 Ningmai 16387 + HS T4 1955 Ninghong 1955 + M
1 18465 Yang 18465 + HS T 19397 Ning 19397 + IM
4R A 8167 Yangfumai 8167 +4++ HS #5413 Lianmai 13 + M
W& 7177 Yangfumai 7177 + HS T 213 Ningmai 213 + IM
T 41 1628 Ninghong 1628 + HS WA ZZ 14279 Mingmai 14279 + M
% 17127 Yang 17127 + HS A& 2206 Nongmai 2206 + IM
Mi4< 29 Nannong 29 + HS A% 157 Jiaodianmai 157 + IM
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(42K 5 Continued table 5)

it & Line FH Gene itk Resistance || ft & Line L Gene  $itE Resistance
K12 903 Changjiangmai 903 +4++ HS IR 0228 Sumai 0028 + HS
B4 17Y139 Nannong 17Y139 +++ HS T 20419 Ning 20419 —+ M
{57 161 Xinmai 161 +++ HS B4 19Y168 Nannong 19Y168 + HS
114034 Zhen 14034 + HS # 5% 510 Jiaodianmai 510 + M
T¢I 1458 Ninghong 1458 +++ HS iH4% 4 2043 Runyangmai 2043 + M
# 13G1 Yang 13G1 +++ IM R E 1416 Sukenmai 1416 + IM
T 999 Ningmaizi 999 —+ IM T 18416 Ning 18416 —+ IM
# 20256 Yang 20256 + MR + H2002 Yan H2002 + IM
WEZL % 2 5 Huaihong 2 + MR # 19099 Yang 19099 + M
T4 217 Ningmai 217 + MR #H 18077 ZHen 18077 + IM
1 20230 Yang 20230 + MR # 15-9 Yang 15-9 + IM
™R 1075 Nanken 1075 + MR 4:F 1701 Jinfeng 1701 + HS
% # 781 Pinganmai 781 —+ MR 7 996 Yanmai 996 —+ IM
T 1896 Ning 1896 + MR 2% 3F 18109 Jiangfeng 18109 + IM
4 19312 Yang 19312 + MR 4 17099 Jinfeng 17099 + IM
4 16-7 Yang 16-7 + MR #H 17057 Zhen 17057 + HS
7 36 Yangmai 36 + MR + H1901 Yan H1901 + IM
1 20216 Yang 20216 + MR WH4% % 1933 Runyangmai 1933 + M
20145 Yang 20145 + MS % 17529 Yang 17529 + M
M4 20 Nannong 20 + MS 41 1723 Ninghong 1723 + M
# 14-88 Yang 14-88 + MS YL 0709 Yangjiangmai 0709 + HS
1% 14-214 Yang 14-214 + MS iR A 8022 Yangfumai 8022 + MR
# 19390 Yang 19390 + MS % 17104 Ning 17104 + M
1 13G24 Yang 13G24 + MS 4 % 968 Nongmai 968 + HS
4% 7 2012 Runyangmai 2012 —+ MS %3 35 Lianmai 3 —+ HS
% 17 )L 895 Yang 17 fan 895 + HR fE 5 # 149 Jiaodianmai 149 + MR
T 16176 Ning 16176 +++ MS HAHE 15 Sunongmai 1 + M
% 15-129 Yang 15-129 + MS % 15G7 Yang 15G7 + HS
FZ 21 Xiangmai 21 +++ MS %4 7 231 Dongmai 231 + M
Zf 810148 E 810148 +++ MS ¥ 206160 Huamai 206160 + IM
% 15-128 Yang 15-128 -+ MS £ 16110 Yan 16110 —+ M
T 1695 Ning 1695 + M T F# 85 Ninglengmai 8 + M
R4 7216 Yangfumai 7216 + M TFEF 95 Ningfengmai 9 + HS
% 16 ¥ 2 Yang 16 chu 2 + MR Fife# 591 Ruihuamai 591 + IM
3% 0916 Yanmai 1916 —+ M V1.7 1846 Yangjiangmai 1846 +++ HS
T4 1640 Ninghong 1640 + HS T 18176 Ning 18176 +++ HS
T4 1761 Ninghong 1761 + M 4 20208 Yang 20208 +++ M
£h H1902 Yan H1902 + M 47 2018 Jinyangmai 2018 +4++ M
%% 1901 Dongmai 1901 + M TR #F 0512 Sukenmai 0512 + 4+ HS
4 17021 Yang 17021 + MR %K 502 Yangda 502 +++ MR
43 1918 Huamai 1918 + HS V.7 8261 Jiangmai 8261 +++ M
R 1416 Sukenmai 1416 + IM 44 17053 Zhen 17053 +++ HS
+ 18416 Ning 18416 + M F# % 15318 Ningmaizi 15318 4+ HS
% 19413 Yang 19413 + M Bt 599 Ruihuamai 599 +4++ HS
48 18081 Zhen 18081 + M 4% 4 4155 Runyangmai 4155 +4++ HS
T 41 1830 Ninghong 1830 ++ HS # H1701 Yan H1701 +++ MS
4T 1833 Ninghong 1833 ++ M WiRZ 5145 Yangfumai 5145 + M
Hi4EF 505 Ruihua 505 + M T # W 166 Ningmaizi 166 + M
¥ 209 Yanmai 209 —+ MR # 21100 Yang 21100 —+ IM
T° 18331 Ning 18331 + HS # 21028 Yang 21028 + IM
iR A 0148 Yangfumai 0148 + MR % 21023 Yang 21023 + M
4R A 0098 Yangfumai 0098 + HS 45 % 1308 Yangfumai 1308 + M
T4 211 Ningmai 211 + IM #H 21067 Zhen 21067 + IM
% 21022 Huamai 21022 + IM 44 21111 Zhen 21111 + IM
48 18153 Zhen 18153 —+ MR T4 2098 Ninghong 2098 + 4+ IM
4% % 118 Ruiyangmai 118 —+ M

+.:Pm21;++ :PmV ;+-++. Pm21/PmV.
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2.2.3 HHEAZBZREHTFHMLER

YA R WIRA 15 A i R PR P s
F R IM, 3. 6% (F 7). BLoh, 4 F AR
R B 10 A R FE B AT FRbT FPm21 F&
A H Ao 3 B etk MR &L B (3 8).,

R6 FAEPm21I EAMFEREREFN IS/ &R
Table 6 Fifteen lines without Pm21 but with good

resistance to powdery mildew

HE R 97 B

Powdery midew

Line resistance
W 008 Hanmai 008 IM
47 1609 Huamai 1609 MR
Y17 1820 Yangjiangmai 1820 HR
T 18168 Ning 18168 IM
T 18343 Ning 18343 IM
# 19323 Yang 19323 M
57 2109 Yanmai 2109 IM
$57 2106 Yanmai 2106 MR
ILFZ 003 Jiangfengmai 003 MR
F % 1518 Fengdeng 1518 MR
T 1512 Ningmai 1512 M
F7 % 628 Sumai 628 M
T4 Y 2158 Ningmaizi 2158 M
Y& % 2215 Yangfumai 2215 M
i % 2216 Yangfumai 2216 M

x71 #ERAER.BMFEHN IS NN ERRENEERVER
Table 7 Genetypes of wheat lines with the R resistance to

Fursarium head blight and the IM resistance to powdery mildew

i & Line His3B-4 MBH1
T 18168 Ning 18168 — —
7 18343 Ning 18343 + —
T 18416 Ning 18416 — +
F 20419 Ning 20419 — +

T 21385 Ning 21385 — _
T41 1833 Ninghong 1833 — ++
T Y 166 Ningmaizi 166 —

+

T ¥ 2158 Ningmaizi 2158 — —
4% 4% 1933 Runyangmai 1933 —
# 19413 Yang 19413 -
%7 18109 Jiangfeng 18109 —
W4 0078 Yangfumai 0078 —
% 15-9 Yang 15-9 +
% 20-224 Yang 20-224 +
V1.7 8261 Jiangmai 8261 +

+ o+ + + o+ o+

+:Pm21; — KA B PR /QTL; ++ :PmV .
+: Pm21; — :Without the tested gene /QTL; ++: PmV.

£8 10 NFEEFhbl F1Pm21 EE G F
Table 8 Resistance of the 10 wheat lines with
both Fhbl and Pm21 genes

F B b1

Powdery mildew

Fusarium head

Line blight resistance resistance
# 19099 Yang 19099 MR IM
# 17021 Yang 17021 R MR
# 20208 Yang 20208 MR IM
45 H2002 Yan H2002 MR IM
57 2101 Yanmai 2101 MR M
# K 502 Yangda 502 MR MR
A 0228 Sumai0228 MR IM
# 15-9 Yang 15-9 R IM
# 20-224 Yang 20-224 R M
JLZ 8261 Jiangmai 8261 R M

R B BT LR/ QT L,
+: Measured gene/QTL was detected.

3 itib
3.1 MAERMARMGIEFREWNR

ARG R P R 5 RS A —
FE WY LB S 42 A Bk B VLR A UE RS X
i & s MR i & il =, 2019, 2020 1 2023 4F
di e Rk 70% . HEECH B 304 AN R R
PR IS MR & R, H P 79 45 &R 1 5%
AW EATE 9 S HAG AR, TE 95
WA Fhbl " ARG G T 4 9 S A A/
P AT A AR 50 AN R P A I 1A 15 A
i RMEAFhbI $EH, 29 DR RSTHE T HE
9 SATER RN/ TR 9 ST A SRR T & 9 S A
A AP/ A, b ke B 7 N HEAA FhbL B
LR P2 KPR EE fh, BRE
Tofr B3y U E IR X FR DT %2 R A ) AH £ 28 0 1k
SN REEAFRDT FEH (N B, — R P 2
Gy FARICH B 0 % 8 K Tz N T E R, 5 —
05 1 0] fE SR R M Fhb1 3 R4 25 R A 5 Al R
FI SR 78 B Fh B 0 G B ep R T O Y
WP, ML 158 KA SR RSB AR & R B
i R BRI £ UL A 158 AT A R LR
WA #EAFhb1 , A BT 1) SR B U, L #5H7
HAbYOR I . S R R 22 16 Thi
I HRERDL L QFhD, yaas-2DL .QFhb. yaas-3BL ;
Hu W 9% 4 5 9% 5 5248 2 bt Kk 5
5 R A S QFhb. Y4. 2D/QFhb. Y4. 2D ; Jiang
SR A2 158w RE AL BT AR B % 15 QFhb-
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S5A . A M R AT 9 AN REEA FhbI K
L HE AR ER P MS 2 S, Ul #5 H Fhbl
/N2 Bl (RO A — & B A& i DL b 2R 55 0 Bt
Pk AW RE S5 FhbI I T 1E A T,
3.2 MEMKREBESH

AR AR BN AR 414 i R LA
105 MR B B Pt A 2] IM £ HR, b b
25. 450 AL 5026 1 i F& Ry IR SRR N5 4T
B R AR, & sy FARIC R, X 105 S &R
FAH 73 A EPM21/PmV 3 L 5 1 69.5% . & W
KPR AN R R BT IR A B — 5 O) A 32
A R BN & 008, M 1609 . AHEH
Pm21/PmV , 7] fg #5 A H A 9 5T ok 5 B2 A, AT
DLAR L R AT LB (8 9 a5t A% S A, i AR
BRI TR A R R, Bk 143
ANih R MR Pm21/PmV 3L W, Hod 80 4~ i &
Pm21/PmV 3£ R IE B # A4 97G59 B ATk
FaA L1 AN R Pm21/PmV 3R RO R T4 % 18
(B4 PO45 74 f M) . 5 AN R Pm21/PmV 3
KRR T4 92R137.4 A i RPm21/PmV 3 KK
JET Pm97033-2, AT ILHIW kIR, XRWH
Fpd B2 P Pm21/PmV 3 H AR IR o — i 15 F
IR LB e~ S P = [ A o s

KL R & XK Pm21/PmV % K 5 4 1 &
FEAE—SE 0] B, 5, BB e P R — 2 3 B
B BT B0 /N B v iR 0 KRS s LR Pm21/PmV
HE DR 2377 R BB bk e A L S PR R A B
M, R 2 M RAMERE R, —HiEf
Pm21/PmV FE PR B F8 U89 28 B0y v J2%, 4
AT BE 2 2 28 1 b R PP T 0 4l A BE AR AE ) L
HhLTE 2019 —2022 ARG R P, A 128 M R
EAHPm21/PmV fH M 2023 4ETF 4 B T 5
AF 15 A DA B A FRY S BT R R VA 4 T
FHBYNEBL T X FhF B AR S KL R
e/ INAZ R I AR BT
3.3 NERRESTFREEM

TE/NE B L F2 b, 3 Fn 10 S Bl I Bk
e N I (A NI SR T 1 7 i N
Fhb1 ZEHU ARG HE R IR G 18 & 50 7 55 9 B
FEAR 42997, 4 U H X A b Bl 2 BF 5T B R
Fhb1 &8 W R 5 Pt 0 35 3 5 603 b Pl i %
DHY iR 17252 . AWF5 & B, KILH T
& X —FIHFRbT AN DL 3 42 & B A i b B
IRFFIRPNE EFRDT 538 22 F R 0 2% 85 05 B v 2

KIARZE G, AT RE S SC LR B P ME R ik R 2
— X il o AU B 7E B — R FHFAbT SR
— > RO TR ME LA B2 s 2 0 TP 5 i Y IR B
TRk ARFE SRR BUR AN/ QTL R4& . 456
43 FBR 10 4 B 6 $F R e RRURS o 45 e O 1E L BT DA S
BT PE S WL s A — B, Pm21/PmV 3 A
FEAEE PR AE B A A S5 A B Bt e Ak
5 I TR A R RS 43 % R e A AT R Bt
P o T LA TE 92 98 568 2 30 0 U8 1) [ BT A TS0 4k 2 7 /)N
ZEMPMEA ., A S R A 15 N R
Flos 3 Hi P X B R 8¢ IM, Hoh 3 ARl i # A
Fhb1 F1Pm21 FER , ¥ 0] F H2 N H 2§09 5+ b
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