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Abstract:In order to clarify resistant genes distribution and genetic basis of scab resistant varieties
(lines) from Huanghuai wheat region, single floret injection method, molecular markers and 55K
SNP chips were used to evaluate scab resistance, detect gene components and analyze genetic diversity
of 60 materials with relatively good resistance, which were evaluated from 515 white-grain wheat vari-
eties(lines) in 2021 —2022. Evaluation of Fusarium head blight (FHB) resistance showed that there
were 1, 36, and 23 varieties(lines) exhibiting high resistance, moderate resistance and moderate sus-
ceptibility in 2022—2023, accounting for 1. 7%, 60. 0%, and 38. 3% of total materials, respectively.
In 2023—2024, 39 varieties(lines) were evaluated as moderate resistance and 21 varieties(lines) were
moderate susceptibility, account for 65. 0% and 35. 0% of total, respectively. No varieties (lines)

with high resistance were identified. From the perspective of two consecutive years, there were 33 and
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17 varieties(lines) performed as moderate resistance and moderate susceptibility stably, accounting
for 55. 0% and 28. 3% of total, respectively. The rest materials exhibited differences in different
years, with the resistance level all in the middle of moderate resistance and moderate susceptibility.
The results of gene molecular detection showed that there were 17, 4, 6, 3, 4, and 8 varieties(lines)
carrying Fhbl, Fhb2, Fhb4, Fhb5, Fhb7, and Qfhs. cre-2DL , accounting for 28.3%, 6.7%, 10.0%,
5.0%, 6.7%, and 13. 3% of total, respectively. In terms of multiple gene pyramiding, there were 7
varieties(lines) containing two genes, 4 varieties(lines) carrying three genes, and 1 pyramiding four
genes, account for 11. 7%, 6.7%, and 1. 7% of total, respectively. Genetic diversity analysis showed
that the genetic background of the tested materials was relatively narrow. The genetic distance be-
tween the representative varieties(lines) varied from 0. 026 ¢M to 0. 532 ¢cM, and average distance was
only 0.384 ¢cM. These varieties(lines) can be grouped into five categories by clustering analysis, with

6, 4, 10, 3, and 37 varieties(lines) in each category, which generally conforms to the characteristics

of regional origin and pedigree.

Keywords: Huanghuai wheat area; Wheat; Scab resistance; Molecular marker; Genetic diversity
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Table 1 Wheat varieties(lines) for experimental analysis
mn Al (R £ KR
Cultivar(line) Pedigree Origin

#EF 12 Lianmai 12

¥4 511 Ruihua 511

4E 7 589 Huamai 589

7 668 Huamai 668

£ 2001 Huamai 2001

M % 1108 Shenzhoumai 1108
#H % 2001 Shenzhoumai 2001
& 20Y-1 Yanmai 20Y-1
T i 18260 Ninglian 18260
T S20098 Ning S20098
T3t 20128 Ninghong 20128
Tt 20083 Ninghong 20083
HEM % 616 Fenghemai 616
454 1120 Jindi 1120

M #fEZ 191 Nanhuaimai 191
RiMEH 192 Nanhuaimai 192
#E2 DH1 Huaimai DH1
B # 418 Nanhuaimai 418
M 31 Nanhuaimai 31
#EA% 20157 Huaihe 20157
HEAZ 21236 Huaihe 21236
#E# 17 Huaimai 17

#EA 21 Huaimai 21

#EZ 30 Huaimai 30

#E# 45 Huaimai 45

WEF 13692 Huaimai 13692
#E2 2238 Huaimai 2238

™ #E# 26 Nanhuaimai 26

XUIR 98/ Vg 4711/ /4 3%
Fii4E 520/ P4 511 Ruihua 520/Xinong 511
A8k 4 5 /%Y 58 Huamai 4/ Aikang 58

162 511-2/J8% 16 Huamai 511-2/Zhoumai 16
W 28/# % 8 % Huaimai 28/Lianmai 8

JRAE 19/#84 9023 Yannong 19/Zhengmai 9023
A 19/#EZ 33 Yannong 19/Huaimai 33
AHYO01/%5# 20 AHYO01/Jimai 20

WEFE 44/25FH3E 5 % Huaimai 44/ Yikemai 5
HEE 20/ 48 1%
A 25/4%; 0049 Zhoumai 25/Huarui 0049

KEPL 58/4H 4 19 Aikang 58/ Yannong 19

FRA 9023 3% £ /H1120 Zhengmai 9023 line/H1120

75 Huaimai 20/Lunxuan 75

EHA 4199/NMAS022 [8] 32 #E 44 Bainong 4199/NMAS022 Backcross population
JAZ 27/NMAS022 [l 22 BEA Zhoumai 27/NMAS022 Backeross population
MEMEA 191/ 13564 DH & Nanhuaimai 191/Huai 13564 DH line

EA 418/NMAS022 [8] 32 # 4 Bainong 418/NMAS022 Backcross population
P& 31/NMAS022 [6 32 #E Jimai 31/NMAS022 Backeross population
SRR % 4% Recurrent selection of dwarfl male-sterile wheat

MRS M % £ Recurrent selection of dwarfl male-sterile wheat

#E 82057 /%M 7471 Huai 82057/Xuzhou 7471

WEA 17/%% 2 54 Huaimai 17/ Yumai 54

FRF 9023/ 86175 Zhengmai 9023/Huai 86175

W 28/HE#E 25 Huaimai 28/Huaimai 25

e 28/ME# 25// A 52 Huaimai 28/Huaimai 25//Huaimai 52

A 029/#EF 52//E45(14-15) Xunong 029/Huaimai 52//E45(14-15)

JF 26/ NMAS022 [ 22 B Zhoumai 26/NMAS022 Backcross population

6 5 /{& 38 Liuhu 98/Xinong 4711//Shengxuan 6/Luo 38

VL9 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
JT.7 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL9 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
JT.7 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL9 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL7 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL9 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL7 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL9 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL7 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL9 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
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Cultivar(line)

Fil
Pedigree

Origin

M UEZ 33 Nanhuaimai 33
#E# 2110 Huaimai 2110
#EZ 10421 Huaimai 10421
#E# 139 Huaimai 139

#E# 2208 Huaimai 2208
#EH 171696 Huaimai 171696
# % DHS Huaimai DHS
#E % DH103 Huaimai DH103
#E% DH179 Huaimai DH179
RiifE# 608 Nanhuaimai 608
RiifE % 304 Nanhuaimai 304
#:4 31 Xumai 31

#4¢ 029 Xunong 029

% 302 Xumai 302

#%: 7 DH9 Xumai DH9

e 17252 Xumai 17252
%3 19250 Xumai 19250
R 1902 Anke 1902
e 24 Huawanmai 24
Ph4¢ 511 Xinong 511
Vi 979 Xinong 979
754 6628 Xinong 6628
B 9023 Zhengmai 9023
# 4 903 Yunong 903
%87 270 Wanmai 270
1% 124 Lunxuan 124
i 4¢ 48 Shannong 48
114 A064 Shannong A064
114 7506 Shannong 7506
KF 198 Taimai 198
5% 217 Daimai 217

#EFE 33/NMAS007 [B] 32 B & Huaimai 33/NMAS007 Backcross population
e 029/#EZ 52/ /i 03509 Xunong 029/Huaimai 52//Huai 03509

HEHE 33/ /W3 21/UEF 04520 Huaimai 33//Luomai 21/Huaimai 04520
HAe 207/ 18/ /HEZ 20 Bainong 207/Huaimai 18//Huaimai 20

W 45/7FRF 918 Huaimai 45/Xuke 918

WE 12790/ Fi SR # 32 Huai 12790/Ruiquanmai 32

BE# 192/ 07152 DH & Nanhuaimai 192/Huai 07152 DH line

BE# 192/ 13565 DH & Nanhuaimai 192/Huai 13565 DH line

BEA 191/ 15365 DH & Nanhuaimai 191/Huai 15365 DH line

WA 608/ NMAS022 1] 22 #4& Huaimai 608/ NMAS022 Backcross population

WeF 52/NMAS022 [l 52 BEA Huaimai 52/NMAS022 Backcross population
B 26 5 /MR 188 Xuzhou 26/ Yanfu 188

W 20/ 58 Huaimai 20/ Aikang 58

% 30/ # 114427 Xumai 30/Xumai 114427

H35/ %31 58(BC2F1) //# % 1108 DH & H35/Aikang 58(BC:F1)//Xumai 1108 DH

line

H35/%4% 58(BC.F) //#:# 2023 H35/Aikang 58(BC.F,)//Xumai 2023
H35/%4t 58(BC.Fy)//#:# 2023 H35/Aikang 58(BC2F;)//Xumai 2023
T 0320/% R} 157/ /% FF 157 Ning 0320/ Anke 157/ Anke 157
05107/08047 05107/08047

P4 2000-7/99534 Xinong 2000-7/99534

Vi 2611//918/95 £ 1 Xinong 2611/918/95 Xuan 1

Figk 585/4% % 14//F84¢ 585 Xinong 585/ Yangmai 14//Xinong 585

PG4 881/ 213 Xinong 881/Shaan 213

ik 6 5/ 83 22 5/ /i % 22 5 Shengxuan 6/Zhoumai 22//Zhoumai 22
Wi Z 24/ 40 58 Huaimai 24/ Aikang 58

BRI/ /IR 9908/ %L 5 5 Aibai//Luo 9908/ Yujiao 5

A075-4/%% % 22 A075-4/]imai 22

SDAU1882/% # 22 SDAU1882/Jimai 22

SDAU1881/#% # 22 SDAU1881/Jimai 22

BLAL 619/14% 2149 Liangxing 619/Shannong 2149

#I 6027/3 0453 Tainong 6027/Lai 0453

VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
YL Jiangsu
VI8 Jiangsu
VL5 Jiangsu
VL8 Jiangsu
VL7 Jiangsu
1T Jiangsu
7.5 Jiangsu
7T Jiangsu

VI8 Jiangsu

1175 Jiangsu
YT Jiangsu
ZRL Anhui
%R Anhui
BV Shaanxi
B 7 Shaanxi
BV Shaanxi
M Henan
[ # Henan
¥ Henan
# Henan
1% Shandong
1% Shandong
1175 Shandong
11% Shandong
1% Shandong

Rl 166 Zhongke 166

IR/ 7S AR /IME 8803/ /3% 2 22 Aibai/Hexaploid Trititrigia 8803/Jimai 22

Jb 5 Beijing

“ =P RIR LT (R RIERA

“w__»

—” indicates that the pedigree of variety (line) is unknown.

1.2 REHE
1.2.1 DNA #K

/NZESE R 4] DNA $2 BUR L SDS ik if 47,
2022 4 12 H TR E KN BUNEZ S o 7% 2.0
mL B0 AR YR R AR TR G Bk A
PEAT SIS . DRSS N A GG i SDS R BOR . B
T 65 CKW A #EAT T IR K 30 min, (8] |
TEE IR . KV S S 1) B0 A 300
pL S5/ 5 (245 1), $EA] A HL 10 min, ZEHL

UG L BT 200 pL, A S IRELG
K B TR BURTTTENT 5 80, 7 B3 . JE
70 Y6 1P RS VB P, KT AR B TE % R
DNA, it A —20 CokAEH .
1.2.2 PCR # 3

BRSNS R Fhb1 JFhb2 Fhb4 FFhb5 A4y
TR0 T 347 H R AR M K 2 T I R S A B4
. Fhb7 45y F K2l 2 % Wang S5 I & B AR
it Qfhs. cre-2DL BN 2 2% Somers %5 FF
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Fhb2 Fhb4 FFhb5 . FIAE LA 3 KRS DU 1 BH A4 %
W% 158 & A Qfhs. cre-2DL , JHAVE % AL 5 4
A BH ST BR . PCR R NAR & 10, 0 pl, A0 45
2.0 pL.(20 ng « uL. - HDNA #iHz,5. 0 uL 2X Taq
Master Mix(P112-02, Fg 5% i ME B2 2E W) Bl 4 A BR
ANED . E R4 0.2 pL(10 pmol « L™, H
A ddH, O #h5% . PCR R B2 : 94 °C Fil A8 1
5 min; 94 CARME 30 s iR R BRI 45 5 | P AT
W 72 °C 3k i CIE A1 Bsf ] 2% 800 bp + min ™!
HATIE) G E R 36 s e 72 CIEAif 10

min, PCR P=¥# il . Fhbl FFhb7 % 1.5 % ¥
JE BN AR 6 I F DK AT TE SO T T B A 2R
Fhb2 .Fhb4 .Fhb5 FQfhs. cre-2DL (#6114 5% J]
8 U6 Al 75 11 3R TR A Ik i B8 i (PAGED , 4R L 1 {1,
JE R AT
1.2.3  ® H R &

2022—2023 4F 4 b4 R B T % T
A B BEBHIT A BT 5 b Y 2= KA L SR 58 4 B AL
XA AR EWAEE RN
BIFPAE 2 47,476 1.5 m. 1798 0.3 m, B474E 30
B, 2023—2024 A EEFPAE 7 KR AR BE

F2 WMABRER/QIL 4 Fi MR
Table 2 Molecular markers of FHB resistant genes/ QTLs

HH/QTL PRic 4 B S1FE (5" —3") BB/ °C
Gene/QTL Marker Primer sequence (5'—3") Annealing temperature/°C
Fhbl Wgrb619 F.:ATTCCTACTAGCCGCCTGGT 70~60
R: GCCAATCAGGTTCTGAGGCATTTTA
Fhb2 Wme398 F. GGAGATTGACCGAGTGGAT 60
R: CGTGAGAGCGGTTCTTTG
Wgrb969 F. ATGCCTGCTTGCTCACTG 61
R: TCCTATGCGTTCGGTTGG
Fhb4 Gwmb13 F.: ATCCGTAGCACCTACTGGTCA 60
R: GGTCTGTTCATGCCACATTG
Gwm149 F: CATTGTTTTCTGCCTCTAGCC 55
R: CTAGCATCGAACCTGAACAAG
Fhb5 Mag9482 F: CATGATTGATTCGATGACTATAATATCTT 52
R: TCTTTCTCCCGTTGCAATGT
Wme752 F.: CCGATTGTAGATCAAAAGCC 61
R: TCTAGAGAGTCTTTTTCCCGAGC
Fhb7 7E F.: TTCATCATCCTGCTAGGCGATAAGA 65~58
R: CTACTTCACCTCGGCATACTTGTC
QFhs. cre-2DL Gwmb539 F. CTGCTCTAAGATTCATGCAACC 55
R: GAGGCTTGTGCCCTCTGTAG
Wmed 1 F. TCCCTCTTCCAAGCGCGGATAG 55
R: GGAGGAAGATCTCCCGGAGCAG

1.2.4 FERRMEEZ

KA BT 207 W i R K2R 5 IE
SR P 1A BN B, VR VROR B O 1. 0 <107 A4 -
mL ', FE/NE 3 4 R B AR T A R 10 pL
161 B TR A B N B B P A N AR A
ORHEEFD 30 B, B2 S BEE ORI 3 . FRF e ROk
WE 38 53 R I 5 B A 4 ) 3 BUR 9 B 1Y 20 A
PEAT I B 0 7 (S) A, ™ S G b o
Z W ONY/T 1443, 4-2007¢ /N2 B B v 3 4 32
ARIAL - /N 32 B o5 B 06 OF 2 R B ) L 3™

HE(S) = Z (5% 9 BB < AH R 2080 /98 4
/é\%%ﬁo jﬁ..‘ri%ﬁ*ﬂ?‘/ﬁzHR9 Sgsﬁ&"ﬁ%;MRa
Sjﬁzx%<5<5%2158§Msv Sa‘%zlsg<s<s~mfzzo;

HS,S>Sy42.
1.2.5 RESH

FLF /N 55K SNP i 8l (ZHedb b &
S FARG RN A AT fH ] Tassel 5. 0 3 fF
P il Bl (R H] 2% 2% OC & 4 B, SR JH 287 3 1k
(UPGMA) % il 2 2 47 7 w4 R & 5 Fl A
MEGA-X Ak #4774k
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2.1 FRERAHLETER

ZPARETH R M L A 2022 — 2023 4E L it
ARk 1 S 389 7 B AR AR R O 1. 25~3. 08, 3L
iR 12 R, L™ EE/NTHE 3
5 U IR B PR 5 3 B K B M R
36 17, ALdGE AR 511,73 20083  MEZ 139 %, 5
S 60. 050 s IR BRI R, E 2023 —
2024 AR I 4 R 04 O X 7 R AR A B Ok
1.50~3. 05, AT % 7 B S HUK - 1 b1 8} 5 35 ] v
BUK B 39 Oy, A0 45 77 it 20128 #E #%
20157 K7 198 4%, i B ALY 65. 0005 R MR
P35 3] i UBOKF (B 1 FIR 3)

ZRG PN B A A5 L R e ik B b i
PLEKSE R R A 33 Oy A iE R 12 fE#
192 fEAZ 2208 45, 7 BB 55. 000 TEA 30, 1%
2 31,064 979 45 10 15 4 KA Pk K O 7 4F
FFAAE2E 5, A T e R B 2 D] 42 42 589 1
% 1714k A064 55 17 15 A AL AN 4F B BB e

PR rp (R 1 R 3.
2.2 MARBREE/QIL T FHRMER

FIH SYURaE A N/ QTL B % % 9 43+
P e X 3 Al CRO #EAT R L 25 2R W L R T
191 M2 DHS #R A& 17252 %5 17 iy i fl (R &
AHHEFFRDI, & b RSB E Y 28. 306 5 FE ifE &
192 HEER 304 M ESR 418 I DHS #7447 5
HEhb2, b7 B 6. 7% s Bl 26 . pifE & 33,
WA DHI1 % 6 3y M RL & A B N Fhb4, 5 B8
10. 0% ; T3t 20083t % 15853, ¥4 DH179 4§
8 1y M4 L AT BE 4% A Fhb4 s M E 22 33 . FEMEZE 191
FIEFUESE 304 A FEHERDS, (5 BB 5. 0%, 1
FZE 616 . 21236 .2 302 46 8 1)y #4 L 0l BB
B FhbS ;s IR A064 LA 7506 1L 48 Fi bR
166 A HEHFFhb7, i SEHY 6. 7005 % 2208,
WA DHO MR & 17252 %5 8 4y b L& 4 Qfhs. cre-
2DL A 55 BB 13, 3%, 14 668,14

2001 JfE & 30 ZF 14 0y # B 0] g #5 27 Qfhs. cre-
2DL (£ 4),

a and b were FHB symptoms of some cultivars(lines) at 19 days after inoculation in 2022—2023; ¢ and d were the spikes at 22 days

after inoculation in 2023—2024.

1 BoaM(R)FEFRELBHEER

Fig.1 FHB symptoms illustration of some cultivars(lines) inoculated with single floret injection method
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Table 3 Result of FHB resistance evaluation in the tested cultivars(lines)

R 2022—2023 2023—2024
Cultivar(line) -y b Sy E7im i
Mean severity Resistance Mean severity Resistance

H# 35 (CK) Sumai 3(CK) 1.30+0.07 HR 1.3840. 04 HR
¥ 158(CK) Yangmai 158(CK) 2.5540.07 MR 2.6840.11 MR
#e & 20(CK) Huaimai 20(CK) 3.1840. 04 MS 3.0540.07 MS
BT 58(CK) Aikang 58(CK) 3.88+0.04 HS 3.954+0.07 HS
i 12 Lianmai 12 1.2540.07 HR 1.5040. 14 MR
M fE# 418 Nanhuaimai 418 1.5340. 18 MR 1.40+0. 07 MR
P Z 304 Nanhuaimai 304 1.73£0.11 MR 1.65%40.07 MR
e 2208 Huaimai 2208 1.88+0.18 MR 1.60+0. 14 MR
B¢ 511 Ruihua 511 2.3040. 14 MR 2.4540. 14 MR
7 DH8 Huaimai DHS8 1.8540. 21 MR 1.9340.04 MR
P A 608 Nanhuaimai 608 2.0340. 04 MR 2.3040. 14 MR
#E 4 15853 Huaimai 15853 2.0340.18 MR 2.1340.11 MR
4 2238 Huaimai 2238 2.05+0.07 MR 1.98+0.11 MR
#4¢ 903 Yunong 903 2.05+0.21 MR 2.35+0. 14 MR
I 26 Nanhuaimai 26 2.0840.18 MR 2.3540.07 MR
Tt 20128 Ninghong 20128 2.0840. 11 MR 2.4240. 25 MR
114 7506 Shannong 7506 2.1040. 21 MR 2.2540. 14 MR
B % 192 Nanhuaimai 192 2.1040. 14 MR 2.2840.25 MR
#E#% 20157 Huaihe 20157 2.13+0.18 MR 2.434+0.25 MR
P4 511 Xinong 511 2.2040. 14 MR 2. 6540, 21 MR
1&g % 24 Huawanmai 24 2.23+0.11 MR 2.05+0. 21 MR
% 33 Nanhuaimai 33 2.25+0.07 MR 2.384+0.25 MR
#:# DH9 Xumai DH9 2.2540. 21 MR 2.5340.18 MR
Tt 20083 Ninghong 20083 2.2540. 21 MR 2.4840. 11 MR
HEZ 139 Huaimai 139 2.2840.11 MR 2.4340.11 MR
Rl 166 Zhongke 166 2.3040. 28 MR 2.0040. 14 MR
#EF 2110 Huaimai 2110 2.3340. 11 MR 2.184+0.18 MR
K 198 Taimai 198 2.35+0. 14 MR 2.53+0. 04 MR
% DH103 Huaimai DH103 2.354+0.07 MR 2.65+0.07 MR
A 17252 Xumai 17252 2.4040. 14 MR 2.4840. 04 MR
114 48 Shannong 48 2.407+0. 28 MR 2.2540.07 MR
M #fE# 31 Nanhuaimai 31 2.43+0.18 MR 2.53+0.11 MR
1§74 217 Daimai 217 2.43+0.18 MR 2.35+0.28 MR
#e# 21 Huaimai 21 2.4840.11 MR 2.6840.11 MR
%4 029 Xunong 029 2.48+0.18 MR 2.6840.18 MR
M #EZ 191 Nanhuaimai 191 2.50+0. 14 MR 2.63+0.25 MR
#EH% 21236 Huaihe 21236 2.5340.18 MR 2.6840. 11 MR
P4k 6628 Xinong 6628 2.4340.18 MR 2.9340. 04 MS
T S20098 Ning S20098 2.5040. 14 MR 2.8540. 14 MS
%i 4 270 Wanmai 270 2.5340.11 MR 2.7540.00 MS
Fi4 979 Xinong 979 2.5540. 14 MR 2.7840.04 MS
& 13692 Huaimai 13692 2.8040. 14 MS 2.4540.07 MR

#EZ DH179 Huaimai DH179 2.8540.07 MS 2.5840. 04 MR
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(42K 3 Continued table 3)
BECR) 2022—2023 2023—2024
Cultivar(line) -5 £/ -5 Erim i
Mean severity Resistance Mean severity Resistance

## 31 Xumai 31 2. 6340, 04 MS 2.6040. 14 MR
B 19250 Xumai 19250 2.7340.11 MS 2. 6040, 21 MR
#E# 30 Huaimai 30 2.68+0.18 MS 2.63+0.18 MR
#JH % 1108 Shenzhoumai 1108 2.9540.07 MS 2.6840.25 MR
W H1% 616 Fenghemai 616 2.7340.11 MS 2.8840.25 MS
## DH1 Huaimai DH1 2.7840.11 MS 2.9040. 21 MS
3 302 Xumai 302 2.8040. 21 MS 2.8540.07 MS
2R} 1902 Anke 1902 2.80+0. 07 MS 3.0340.11 MS
A& 9023 Zhengmai 9023 2.8340.11 MS 2.7540.07 MS
Eh# 20Y-1 Yanmai 20Y-1 2.85+0. 14 MS 3.0040. 14 MS
#E# 45 Huaimai 45 2.88=+0. 32 MS 3.05+0. 14 MS
9% 124 Lunxuan 124 2.8840. 25 MS 3.0040. 21 MS
1£% 668 Huamai 668 2.90+0. 14 MS 2.800. 00 MS
4x4b 1120 Jindi 1120 2.9340.11 MS 3.0340.11 MS
T 3% 18260 Ninglian 18260 2.9840. 04 MS 3.0040. 14 MS
WE# 17 Huaimai 17 2.9840.11 MS 3.00=£0. 07 MS
#E# 10421 Huaimai 10421 3.00+0.07 MS 2.95+0.07 MS
474 589 Huamai 589 3.00+0. 14 MS 2.90+0. 14 MS
£ 2001 Huamai 2001 3.00+0. 14 MS 3.00+0. 21 MS
#H % 2001 Shenzhoumai 2001 3.0840. 04 MS 2.9540. 14 MS
114¢ A064 Shannong A064 3.0840. 04 MS 2.9540.07 MS

AL LT, R A PIASFE R (67 550 19 4 8}
A7, 5 11 7%, HhifEd DHS R& T
Fhbl MFhb2, % DH1 Mg iE# 26 R AT
Fhb1 FFhb4 , i 4¢ 7506 & 4 Fhbl FMFhb7, 1%
DHO . # 2 17252 MR 19250 W& A Fhbl F
Qfhs. cre-2DL . VA =ANDFE LS BB B 4
Byt 6. 7%, Hoh m il % 191 & T FhbI,
Fhb2 FFhb4, ¥ #E % 304 B4 T Fhbl Fhb2
Fhb5, M 33 B4 T Fhbl .Fhb4 MEFhb5 , 5
# 192 A T Fhbl .Fhb2 MQfhs. cre-2DL , B
A=A LA O 50 1 AR 2 AR B ik A
418, & A Fhbl Fhb2 Fhb4 MQfhs. cre-2DL (3% 4)
2.3 BEOSWMER

FeT/NAZE 55K Gt a5 R xR A (RO R
GRRWAT 0T, A5 R BoR AR )R] 5t L B
BN 0.026~0. 532 cM, VI8 1L HE B M 0. 384
M., R W IUA HUAR BN A R} ] 358 4% L il 45 R B 4
Pl (RO 0] 35t 4% BE 85 A 4 1 o 1Ak 903 AT Ll Ak
7506, 53T A9 4 i 1120 FTRM 22 2001 (& 2)

R4 i Pl (RO [R]85 B B R 28 - 3
it 60 M AR B PLE A M R AT R R L, 4
R, TE LR B R 0. 390 M 4k AT ¥4 4t 3 4
BN K A 2), BT KA 6 4 dh
(R, 5 e 668 fi N 1108 483k 124 R4
31.FFUER 26 FIFEAR 903, 2B W Fh (R 6] - 24 35t
IR B Ol 0. 348 M, AR fb L [l 0. 298 ~0. 417
M, FI 4 &R CR). 0 8 E
30 K8 9023 . P44 979 FIPE A 6628, 2 BE i A
(RO A3 38 15 B8 R 0. 279 M, AEfL Y5 Ry
0.221~0.358 cM, 5 I ZEEHE 10 i (R) .,
SRR 19250 583 270 P EF 191 % ZERE AP
(B ¥ s AE B R 0. 292 M, 25 4k 105 N
0.029~0. 398 <M, HINERENHM (R &
DA 3 s A R MEAE 17 UEE 21 FPE A
ST, 288 5 Al (RO [ 28t fE BB O 0. 265 M,
AL B K 0. 236~0. 306 <M, 55 VEEEY
WA CRD B £ LG 3T Oy i Rl (B, 2 BE S Fb
(RO B fE B 0. 381 M, 224k [ K
0.026~0.532 cM,
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Table 4 Molecular detection of FHB resistant genes in the tested cultivars(lines)

IR TES) Fhbl Fhb2 Fhb4 Fhb5 Fhb7 Qfhb-2D

Cultivar (line) Wgrb1028 Gwm398 Wgrb969 Gwm513 Gwml49 Mag9482 Wme752 7E  Gwm539 Wmedl

# 7% 12 Lianmai 12 — - — — — — — — _ _
Hfi4g 511 Ruihua 511 — — — — — — — — _ _
163 589 Huamai 589 — — — — — — — — _ _
163 668 Huamai 668 — — — — + — — _ _

+

4£7 2001 Huamai 2001 — - — - — — - — + _
M A 1108 Shenzhoumai 1108 — — — — — — + _ _
M 2 2001 Shenzhoumai 2001 — — — — — — _ _ _

+ +

¥ 20Y-1 Yanmai 20Y-1 — — — — — — _ _ _ _
T i% 18260 Ninglian 18260 — - — — — — _ _ _ _
T S20098 Ning S20098 — — - — — — _ _ + _
T4t 20128 Ninghong 20128 — — — — — — — _ _ _
T3k 20083 Ninghong 20083 — — — - + —

A 616 Fenghemai 616 — — — — +

4 #1120 Jindi 1120 — — — — — — _ _ _
MifE4 191 Nanhuaimai 191
RIMEHE 192 Nanhuaimai 192
#E4 DH1 Huaimai DH1

M UEA 26 Nanhuaimai 26
i 4 418 Nanhuaimai 418
MifEZ 31 Nanhuaimai 31
#EA% 20157 Huaihe 20157

+ o+ + o+ o+
\ +
\ +
+ o+ + 1+
+ o+ o+ +
\ -
! +
\ \
\ \
o+ o+ o+

\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
\
+

#eA% 21236 Huaihe 21236 — - - — - - T
#EZ 17 Huaimai 17 — — — - _ _ + _ _ _
#E# 21 Huaimai 21 - — — — — _ _ _ _ _
#E# 30 Huaimai 30 — — — — _ _ _ _ _ n
#E# 45 Huaimai 45 — — — — — — — _ - _
#EF 13692 Huaimai 13692 — - — — - — _ _ _ _
W#E & 2238 Huaimai 2238 — — — — — — — _ _ _
R % 33 Nanhuaimai 33 + - - + + + + - - -
WA 2110 Huaimai 2110 — — — — _ _ _ o _ B
WEF 10421 Huaimai 10421 — — — — + — — — _ _
e 139 Huaimai 139 — - _ _ +

#EF 2208 Huaimai 2208 — - — — — — _ _ + +
#EA 15853 Huaimai 15853 — - — — 4 — _ _ _ _
# % DHS Huaimai DHS +
#EZE DH103 Huaimai DH103 +

#E2 DH179 Huaimai DH179 + — — — + - — _ _ _
M EA 608 Nanhuaimai 608 +

e 304 Nanhuaimai 304 +

#7431 Xumai 31 — — — — — — — _ _ _

4% 029 Xunong 029 — — — — — — — _
7 302 Xumai 302 — — — — — — + _
#& % DH9 Xumai DH9
7 17252 Xumai 17252 + — — — — — _ _

+

\

\

\

\

\

\

\
+ + +
+ 4+ +
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(42K 4 Continued table 4)

€S Fhbl

Fhb4 Fhb5 Fhb7 Qfhb-2D

Cultivar (line) Wgrb1028 Gwm398 Wgrb969 Gwm513 Gwml49 Magd482 Wme752 7E  Gwm539 Wmedl

## 19250 Xumai 19250 +
ZFE 1902 Anke 1902 —
1EiE % 24 Huawanmai 24 —
Ph4¢ 511 Xinong 511 —
P4 979 Xinong 979 —
Pi4 6628 Xinong 6628 —
FF 9023 Zhengmai 9023 —
#4 903 Yunong 903 +
%87 270 Wanmai 270 —
% 124 Lunxuan 124 —
114¢ 48 Shannong 48 —
114 A064 Shannong A064 —
114 7506 Shannong 7506 +
K7 198 Taimai 198 -
%5 217 Daimai 217 —
H1%} 166 Zhongke 166 —

- - - - -+ +
- — - - - - +

SR =7 A R AR IS AL AU 5 B X BEAR R AR TR

“+”and “—"” indicate that the genotype was consistent and different with positive control, respectively.

3 Wt

& 2

21236

304

BEFNMESKERHEESTE
Fig.2 Clustering analysis based on wheat 55K SNP array

NG AR B R — > 2 2 2 DR o Y RO R
WA BRI HTE MU B/ QTL A7 B T AR A

[ REAR /N R AR B R ARG E . Jr T ARIC i B
PRI DN PRI RS o BN 52 4 & R AR R © 7/
R A3 PEAR TR AR B R I 0 RN S
TREEIE 3 T b T I B 218 AR FHAEST R
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- FARICXTFhbI #4775 M6 #E . B Witk & DHY,
thRAZ 17252 483k 20 S5 R PLAR BN S A oK — 5%
I 0 25000 190 ] 4> F bR i K- Fhb 1 JFhb2 JFhb4
FFhDS 43 ) %% 5 A it B A 4R 4199 FEEHL 58
LK ERS - R R ERENRES R,
WA, A% B i AT BRI R 43 b 1 4l B 28 4 5 U
F AR PR RS R AR S &, ¥EF il 2 DHS . IE
7 DHI103 iR &0 b R . XIEW 7 F45id
ity B B AE 0 O B e i R R BT AR BT 2
AR 5 2 E B AR bR DL AR

Fhb1 J2& HAi00 e K 8 Aeeb i e i e
DI E SN Y o AN (R RN e S
AR FHFhb1 2 Witk 5y FARic i 20 17 4 &
AIZFEE W SRR, il 28.3% . SHTABE
FELE A L2 ARBESE W Fhb 1 43 A7 0 B
P o5, 3X AT AR 0% AR R A7 ) e A DX R AR B
HUIAEDUAR G T M RFA S, BT
Fhbl , 758} 5% s #8547 Fhb2  Fhb4 F1Fhb5 1) b 4%
AR 4.6 R 3 4, 5 AR 6. 796,10, 0%
F5. 0%, 15 Bkt R BE 2R 4500 (1 BiF 9 45 SR AR AR
—F, X FRUNZH X B0 RN TR R I 3 P A
FHEAR R L 5 2T 38 2 R xF L b Rk
DAL= b DX 0 B S Rl . FhD7 & AR
PUoaR A ], B %38 & B % DON % 2 77 A= i
BRI T AR BRI . AR A E ) 4 i
FEA AT RE L FEh 6.7 % M T AT A 5T 45 R
Mg 22 2o) H R B E N S Fhb 7 5 K1 58 B b AH ¢
A RS B9 28 0 . Qfhs. cre-2DL R iE T
KT S e 22 X, 220 e /2 B R
el R B B 8 M i QTL
Bho 5 A 130350, #fE DN AT AR 2 L E RN 58 i
KBFERSHER B A R NE ok, LR R AT
PERIRE A5 b #5707 P RE LAY ROk 12 43
PUPER R B R L Bk, Horp 8 R E R N
thgT, R LD BB B e RLRE Rl (RO BTk R
Ml —EfEH., ZREBEME P, KZ 0
(F) BEHETE % S0 4F B2 (A F2 g a8 B h BT JF 3R B AR 4
R A 9 7 L BE L UE B JE R A AT P 4R
IREEEPUE B R o 5P IR R Zhang 100 1Y
WFoe e e —2. (A E BN, AR P %
B D FOM B} B 0 AR T e R (B S PR R
BLH) A I8 B W AR, ik & DHIL (Fhbl +
Fhb4) i DH179(Fhbl) \#: % 19250 (Fhbl +
Qfhs. cre-2DL ) 45 #E D L K 7T B 5 b 3k #4 %}

1815 T 5t PR A B A BT o A e i DR o R AR T
R S SN v I A o W N = R R R E L 38
AT BEAT PR B B Rk 2 R E IR 45 G
P S A, O 1E PV 4 LR PR E P AR B
Joa d i, A AR 5 S A R RE BRI B 2
BT IREE R L R, AR B B i b L e
12 55 #0052 b1 kL rh nl 68 5 A R 0 B B
A Sk 5 DR 925 4 11 o 5 A R U

R (RO [B] 3845 Z2 AR 1 0 B PP R AT R T B
B IR TR b= WK B 2 N S W 7 R
W AT 0 A B o ol 5 ) 35 4% 22 B T X 8 7 SR
INAE SRR U K. SNP G AR b B — 1R o
Fhric. RAEHE Z o0 45 28O0 A
TE/NFZ ot A% 2 FE VR OF 35X 07 1 R B OEAE
B ORWEAE I T /NAE 55K SNP Gt - $idis  xit
PP AR BN SRR (RO AT AL ZREE T, &
AL 3 BE L ] SF- 34 38t 4% BE B AL, AUl 0. 384
M, H5REIRES s s R A 5, Wi
REI MR B R R ] 3 o AR, & RN
FEARLT A MO R K R I RRAE (3R 1,1 2), g
TBEh 25 R (R MM R F . H Bk
903 B IEF 26 FLEF 668 ¥ R A 22 R 4 i1 A i
(R, BURBEREM 4 MR OHHER
A AP IS L O A2 9023 S AR 881 R AN,
MR 30 R 9023 fiE ik, 55 I 2mErh,
FEALFEFRDT B 43 F b e 4l B 3 8 7 R A
(R H At 2 RZA0 R (R FEARI & A % B
58, MEA MMER RIS A () ZH 5 H A 4199
AHOC T A A 4199 54T 58 XAETEMT A C R,
VB AURE T WL 17 MEF 21 AR
511, Hrpife & 21 J2 e 17 WATE M, =85
PEAC 511 AL ¢ R B, R AR, 5V 2
FErp L RAERBM OBBEZ, 430 T8
A6 BRI AR L X AT fE 5 X S8 L X F A B AR A
T SRASBE B2 R 22 I A G, XA B AR X
BOUEAZ DX /N 22 SRR AT 3 BT . O Sk B R
A= O E i (o N U RO R B
P4 FFT 385 T i DX BT 7 8 e T 5 £ 4 0L 2 ok
e R S SR /N ZE R B K TR AR R AN R
LA H B3k R 06 R BGI 1Y i B iE AT 2 A1
T 2 % 2 vl DX 7 A ] 38t % 22 ARV T A
B, MRIE AR R 2GR, AT B XA R CGRO R ]
FBERRIEAEAT 22 28 E AR L, s 1 L I L I 2
2 LT g R TG O R R AR L ARV 2B A AR
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