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Association Mapping of Fusarium Head Blight Resistance Using the
Derivatives of Core Parent Funo in Common Wheat
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Abstract ; Fusarium head blight (FHB) is an important disease affecting the yield and quality of wheat world-
wide. Exploration of elite alleles and development resistant cultivars are considered as the most economical and safe-
ty method in controlling the disease. In this study,we analyzed the resistance to FHB in core parental line Funo and
its 264 derivatives in five environmental conditions. The genetic diversity, population structure and association analy-
sis were conducted based on 52 primers distributed on 19 chromosomes. A total of nineteen markers was detected to
be significantly associated with FHB scores. Of which ,five loci on chromosomes 2B,2D,3A 3B and 5A were identi-
fied at least in two of five environments and for average number of diseased spikelets (NDS) of the five environ-
ments. The Xgwm493 linked to Fhbl on chromosome 3B, and Xbarcl17 closely linked to FhbS5 on the chromosome
5A were found to be associated with FHB resistance , respectively. By calculating phenotypic effects of allelic varia-
tion, eleven alleles were detected to be associated with FHB resistance. That included three alleles with reducing
effects, seven alleles with synergistic effects,and an allele with null effect. It was also found that the NDS was nega-
tively correlated with the number of favorable alleles.
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INZZ (Triticum aestivum L. ) Bt A i &EERY
WEEY Z— AR 20% HERE (hitp://
www. fao. org) . TE/NEZA I ZAEY SAEA Y
B HAHSE N R i S B, R e e B
BN —F AR, BRI (Fusarium gra-
minearum) 5| ¥ W) 75 % 7% ( FHB, Fusarium head
blight ) J&/INAZ 1Y) — B ZEREAR G 3, )12 KA Tl
Ui B g i X FE R KT R iR
A X B IREEIR IR A T e o L, R A XA AL R
AW R AR B A N2 K
Wl 3 EL BORPRE b U8 Ry SR 1 BT R B D Ak
TR PR RPRL 25 A7 0% 5 T 20 WA ) e 4 5 T k) T A
( DON, deoxynivalenol ) 5 B %, ™ & 52 i A\ & {&
FEO SR A R R 2 4 3L
ARG AT Z 1 e

INFE TRFEIR U R 52 22 B R o] 0 5 PRt
& B IR A 5 (QTL, quantitative trait locus ) %€
R RN IRIR 3BT 2 24 A A ) B PR A P v 2 2L
SRR . A B Ak FARIC A% RS A QTL s £ 7
2, TR 30 N/NER BT T T HIREEN QTL
SENATSE . R QTL S AT e T A /N Je (R |
H 2 F e (514 3BS SAS J 6BS - 47T o B 955 1
FAEATRIBEFE b e A 3], HAW Bk | R BBk
o RERITHTR AT Z R D) B ARBHA D rbRic 5
FHUE] AR OCPE | FL B ity 55 0 A8 S 0 F S i
RTALGE QTL & 7 7 il X B, A 43 A A [) 45
(AE S 5 RN R AR HE T A7 IAEk, A
FHARBERHCE IR S AT B A i3 (R LA

x1 MXTEREXBRIE

Table 1 The information on Funo and its derivatives

B S Je HAT A 2R IEA T 200 8 0 0 e S B 43 B 1) R G
EiSIEI

H T, AR K IR IR B9 T I8 i/ INZZ b ol
RS A T OHRERIL TR, BN FEAEAR
JEE HE T SEPHFNRRIN & /N S X100 3 [ A4t
Wil 2 G52 3 SRR A, ENIFE type 1
Fltype I ACFHRIMAEHL, I 3 S RERF
FRBIT SR (Funo) R G 1L /INE AL B G, 1EAh,
WA — L9584 3 ST A &R, Q1T 7840, CJ9306 |
CM-82036 \DH181 %514 #558 (1 A B ppk 72
XFRAINEE 3 5 TP R IR B PO L R A e s s %
FHAE I H THURER AL R . AR S
AEFHA] (2008 4F 2009 4F 2010 4F 2013 4FFl 2014
ARBTG5 T /NAZE I 264 B R AT A RIEFT T
IREEIR Y RBTYE VA A S N B E BT R
b, Kl SSR A i X #1449 47 356 R B4 43y, 38 5ok
TASSEL {9 £ 5 95 /NEEL OCER 19 SSR A7 51, I
Y08 CHE SSR A s AR T AR AR S BT R B
/N R BT AR R 6 A A SOR AN AR e Bk R
BESE LR

1 #MR5FE

1.1 R

BT | 5 V5 /N i 264 AT RATTAE fhFl () T
IREERPIMESE E LR B 2 At S O AT, TR B
W1, HHhFS 3 ~57 .58 ~205.,206 ~224 225 ~
256 257 ~ 261 F1262 ~266 43 3] Kbl 1 —AL 1
B v R A v o V1t E AV TR AW [ AN AW B N

JF 5 A (A AR ) D3/ S INEEL || S A (AR ) K P ER VSR
Code Cultivar( Line) Origin Average NDS || Code Cultivar( Line) Origin Average NDS
1 GBS ol 1.7 12 W% 173 r 0] g 4.4
2 BN T |- 1.8 13 JAR 68 o e vy 3.3
3 1 70-18 o AT R 5.0 14 HIH 721 o [ AT 3.3
4 i 11 A 3.4 15 Gl T E WL 2.3
5 e 12 A 4.5 16 P () Hh B P 3.7
6 I 14 (H) SHEREV i) 2.3 17 Pk (£0) T E kY 3.5
7 FF2 S (H) LR 4.5 18 Bk 21 F [ ke 7Y 2.2
8 i 32 o E 2.8 19 B 5860-19-2-2 o e 7Y 2.8
9 M 17 LREREN ] 2.4 20 Befc 21-24 o | ple vy 1.5
10 B3 5 o T R 3.7 21 ide 1% WA 2.8
11 o 722 o [ o] 3.1 22 gk 2 5 (H) ep R 3.1
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r1(4)
ha=) A (AR ) HiR S /NEEEL || RS LY GEEY) HiR R aPTVNEY e
Code Cultivar( Line) Origin Average NDS || Code Cultivar( Line) Origin Average NDS
23 iz 7% A 3.0 62 JE 7815-4-1 SRIEERZS 0.8
24 HE 15 (H) T E LR 2.0 63 J& 7815-5-1 B 1.3
25 WFE 25 () LHIESRWIN 1.2 64 It 7815-5-2-1 SUEER 0.7
26 HE3S R E YL 0.9 65 e 7e 7751 2 4.1
27 =zhl% PE =M 1.8 66 ib¢ it 8028 T A 2.5
28 BFE25(H) TE=M 2.4 67 fii it 8029 2B 1.9
29 =n# 35 PE 2.7 68 ib% i 8056 o A 3.8
30 FrE 10 5 o AT R 2.2 69 iz 86-241 v L2 L 3.0
31 #E 26 L 4.4 70 R 76144-0-6-1 LMk 2.7
32 T 65(7317) T EVLR 2.7 71 £ 726 HEdb 3.6
33 %73 SHEER 1.4 7 B% 336 et 3.7
34 5507 A 1.5 73 X 2 L 3.5
35 ide s = SHENE 4.1 74 B 3 SRkl 3.3
36 PLESi'e o [ e vy 3.3 75 T 76(57)22-8-7-1-2 L 4.4
37 e o [ ey 4.3 76 R 76(57)22-0-8-7-9 T 4.3
38 1 opE H A 2.5 77 1% 76(57)22-8-7-1-5 rEJE 5.7
39 A3 5 (FH) H I 7 3.8 78 R 76(57)22-0-8-7-2 LT 4.8
40 MR85 () P E VLR 3.9 79 Bii% 76(57)22-8-1 rEE 4.9
41 K2 () e g 1| 3.3 80 T 76(57)22-0-8-7-10 At 4.6
42 TifE2 S ALY 2.8 81 1% 76(57)22-8-7-1-8 rEE 4.7
43 7 o [ YT 95 5.1 82 % 76(57)22-0-8-17 b 5.5
44 JI1 533 SR 3.2 83 AR 70-5321 rhE et 4.5
45 NI 578 SR 3.3 84 A% 60045 Hh e 0.9
46 Bk 6801-3-1-1 o e vy 3.1 85 632 Hh [ 0.9
47 KA1 5 T 4.5 86 HAe 60112 Hh ] e 0.9
48 HIH 741 o T R 2.2 87 HA% 50002 [ 0.9
49 B 13 VTR 2.3 88 A% 50009 o A 2.4
50 Fs 2 (1)) o ] 3.3 89 A< 50001 Hh [ 0.7
51 B 6 5 (1) CHERl 3.4 90 HAe 60212 o A 0.6
52 AR5 vh 5 i 5.4 91 A% 60224 o [l 1.8
53 HER] 69-6 P EVT IR 3.6 92 i 35 ] i 2.4
54 A 13 A 2.9 93 #H 73 [ 3.2
55 =E21(H) PE = 3.1 94 1% 24 e 1.3
56 TR 7829 P EVTIR 2.0 95 %916 [l 4.0
57 HE1E H ] 3.1 96 %76 ] 1.4
58 HHE2S 2R 4.1 97 & 6001 [ 1.5
59 W 75-8 B 5.9 98 CEAR= ] 4.3
60 T 8112 B 2.1 99 B s 7 %= SHEREW 5.9
61 HEAR 7590 B 2.7 100 837 S 2.6
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x=1(%)
b= LY GIEY) HiR S ANEEEL || RS A (AR ) HiR RSN
Code Cultivar( Line) Origin Average NDS || Code Cultivar( Line) Origin Average NDS
101 wH2 5 rh T R 4.7 140 1479 SRESRyi] 2.0
102 T 73-54 o AT 5.0 141 W 1471-2 o e 2.0
103 KBIN 742 b T R 3.4 142 14711 b R 2.5
104 HEM 743 o AT 2.6 143 8t o ] 1.8
105 ML 15 o T R 3.5 144 3l I R 2.5
106 B ) 2.7 145 1791 r [l 1.9
107 T 851 o AT R 2.7 146 A (2) oI R 3.8
108 16T 126 H IV 2.9 147 il 1474 o W) e 2.1
109 185 128-8 SREREN] 2.3 148 JLK-1 SRR 4.1
110 TEHE 128 IR oh T R 3.8 149 JCK-2 H T 1.5
111 I 124 o [ 3.7 150 Tk (3) o ) 4.2
112 185 123 F [ Yl g 4.9 151 I 1440 H T 2.8
113 H 9285 SREREN] 0.8 152 Tk (1) SRESRT] 3.1
114 T 565(H) F VAT 4.9 153 4k 2170-7-4-6 ERIEsRiNe) 1.5
115 KRIH 6811 o E T R 6.4 154 Ak 2170-7-27 SRESRTi] 2.2
116 R (R) LHEE AN 2.2 155 4k 4053-16-0-20 o i 2.7
117 HH12(8) LREE Y/ AN 2.5 156 1437 wh 3.2
118 . 86-30 o [ B VT 2.7 157 Tt ERERI 3.1
119 25 34963 rh L 1.6 158 79 FL-265 v 2.2
120 25 26046 rh L 1.0 159 79 JL-271 o W R 1.9
121 % 31846 rh L 2.2 160 AR 3099 k-2 b 1.7
122 F M HXB7561-16 rh L 2.0 161 i 1445 o T 2.4
123 e 55 (58) CHEkUEl 2.2 162 WIRTT(1) v I R 2.6
124 W 10 5 SRRl L5 163 WIR J7(2) W 2.7
125 1 673-1 SRRyl 2.8 164 M4 2195-2-2-2 SRESRUI] 3.1
126 i 673-2 Hh [ W e 1.7 165 4 93 Hh [ W R 2.8
127 i 675-1 bR 1.7 166 WM K rh I R 2.1
128 M 675-2 SRRl 0.7 167 FRH 7906 VTR 2.2
129 i 672-1 b R 2.9 168 117495 rh VTR 3.7
130 A 8278 o i 2.6 169 M 145 (H9101) P EVTIR 1.8
131 i 1018-1 o 1.8 170 JIH 7940 PRV IR 2.8
132 PISS o W) e 0.7 171 IR 8332 FE YL 0.8
133 1022 i ] 8 1.2 172 MK 96C181 P E VTR 1.9
134 i 1448-1 r [ 18 2.3 173 T4 ¥ 32(NR87-11-3) HEYLI 1.6
135 T 1448-2 o 2.3 174 %37 P VTR 0.7
136 HiA 153-27 w8 1.0 175 R 7946 VTR 3.2
137 AR 7984-5-2-3-59 r T 2.3 176 T 8606 VTR 1.2
138 Ak 7984-26-1 SRR 4.0 177 T 8628 T EVLIR 2.0
139 1599 H i R 2.8 178 JL415 VTR 2.2
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r1(4)
JFe YU IETES)! P 3l S NEEL || RS Al (AR ) KU - /NEEAL
Code Cultivar( Line) Origin Average NDS || Code Cultivar( Line) Origin Average NDS
179 W15 o E VTS 2.4 223 WA 13739-36-6 o 2.3
180 §47630 LREEMIDIN 3.8 224 Wi K 88-10 o W 3.6
181 7 8-1-2 HEVLIR 1.7 225 i 2 26 b HOR 5.8
182 M 20 o E VLR 2.9 226 H 83(Jt45)-5-4-42 EH 2.4
183 W65 EVL IR 3.1 227 1£ 850512 SRS 3.1
184 A K 96C076 o EIT IR 0.7 228 1k 882793 wh g 4.3
185 # 162 rpE VLY 2.2 229 FBIH 872 o YR 3.8
186 174 VL 2.2 230 #%I) 286 SRS ES] 4.0
187 F-BH 176 R E LY 3.8 231 IR 231 o AT 4.2
188 Bk 6815-0-2-3 o E 2.9 232 HH 871 R EE RN 4.3
189 Bk 62(9)2-1 o [ B vy 3.8 233 # 79201 (%4 16) o [ g 3.9
190 [ 62(9)10-4 rf vy 1.7 234 1EE: 64-6 v AT g 4.2
191 JAz 151 rp E B 2.9 235 185 64-2 SR EE RN 3.3
192 [k 76 (15)9-29 o [ B v 3.2 236 ¥ 822367( H) o T 6.5
193 [ 76 (73)33-6 o [ B v 3.2 237 % 822367 r e 3.7
194 B 8242-1 rp E B 3.4 238 # 790800-1-10-2-3-6 SRS RIS 3.6
195 B 8242-37 rhE R 3.5 239 J7FH 821 v AT g 3.2
196 Bk 7587-1/81 o [ Py 4.3 240 #: 85-2325 o AT 2.8
197 VYT o [ e vy 2.1 241 #.30691-1-1 o [ g 5.4
198 JI1 80-466 e a1 2.6 242 #.30691-1-4 rf AT g 3.5
199 J11 78001 e )i 1.9 243 # 30691-1-10 SRS 4.0
200 575 75-39 o T 2.6 244 # 30691-1-11 SR EERIN] 5.3
201 W= o E T 0.9 245 # 30691-3-6 LR EERTIN e] 3.4
202 W5 16 o L 3.9 246 # 30691-1-3 SRS 4.2
203 WigEK 85 i 8 o [ W 2.2 247 7715 o [ Y e 4.7
204 m#E9 5 o E WL 2.2 248 15 21 o [ g 4.2
205 491 %4 hE L 1.7 249 163 83-1 LR EE RN 3.4
206 FF3 5 C 2B 4.0 250 185 77 [ g 4.4
207 R3S A R 3.4 251 HIH 021 H [T 2.9
208 % 80 Tl A 2.6 252 1122 o [ T 4.4
209 fE4R 2 o A 1.8 253 i 73-402 LMLy AN 2.6
210 H(39)-2 opE H A 4.5 254 wE2 S o [ PR VT 2.3
211 e 11 ohE H O 2.9 255 %503 VLR 1.1
212 H81(39)-2-7 b E Ol 4.6 256 N 8785 T EVLR 4.9
213 B 11 o 5.0 257 # 87302-0-12-A o AT 3.2
214 Bt 10 5 op [ e 3.1 258 £ 886531 SR EE RN 4.8
215 1B 28 A [T 3.7 259 J&79-7231 RMEELEy/ AN 1.8
216 # 830615 SRS RTINS 3.4 260 W 85-791 LMLy AN 2.1
217 IR 761 o [ ) 5.1 261 WE9E o= R R 1.7
218 it 65 o SRR T 2.4 262 NEZRR o AT 4.1
219 WE2 5 o= BT 2.3 263 7% 90-05627 o [ B VT 1.4
220 W45 rhE 2T 2.2 264 J¢ 90-05635 GMEELEy/ A1 2.3
221 WETS i E SRR 2.5 265 J& 90-05634 o E L 1.3
222 A% 13744-(19-22) b 1.2 266 86-130 LELy AN 3.7

NDS;: Number of diseased spikelets, the same as below
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1.2 REEEit

1 2008-2010 4F 2013-2014 4E 4k 5 48 i ] HL
FEVLIRAA AN B2 Bt i 5t /N2 1 v E A T R B 9
I 28t JAF 2 DR BEYLIX 4Tt
1.3 FEFREM EMROFERTRETNFZ

AT R 4 FhEE AR TR A A IR AT i
£34% FO609 . FO301 . F0980 1 F1126, i VL7548 4l
BheEBetd ) AP i ot i g it A S A (R ) 458D
20 ~25 AR HEFP ORI AR O, BV AR /N A
FEAEIIEL 20 WL 6179 3 A B RIF A6 1) 22 B g
FERDAEL T WA B K 20 ~ 100 /L, MG E 3 W
SRS ORIE 72 h, ORUE &0 T 55 R B A BE 72 h
JEBR AT B 21 d R IR /MBS,

K H Excel 2016 23 AT £ BB £ 55 45 2K 5011
SE T 2T OB ¢ 4,
1.4 HFHriCERS S

R LR T8 (/N 22 3845 15 RN 22 B o 2
i AH ESCk, TR T 146 > SSR .\ STS #Ric, f.3%
B oy A e e R R Y A 1119 106 AMRid e 28
1B 5 IR SE R/ QTL #8111 40 MRic, 1k
PP R BT e 1 2 A MR E F AR Y

FSEi G i
28 Ma 252 HE 19 SDS B4R UE DNA, -4 °C

{#4%. 1E SENSO LABCYCLER MOTOR %% PCR 1Y
(FERE) FF T8, VAR R A 10 pL, 455 1 x buff-
er 1 pL (7 MgCl, 15 nmol ) , DNA #i#z1 ng, 72 45|
452 pmol ,2 nmol #) dNTPs,1 U Taq fiti. PCR JZ v/
T2 A 94 °CAEME 5 min, SR 52 (94 °C 30 5,50 ~
60 °C 45 s.72 °C 50 s) {EFF 36 ¥X,72 °C 7 min, 4 3%
FEMITE19 1 1.29 = 1 F139 @ 1 1Y 8% TN K ke v e
AL R TR - T SO R TBERL AR )
F/NELEA R L SR ) AR YL TE B,
1.5 BHEEHSH

FEARZEAS BT R Structure 2. 3.1 844, FHC

R2 AREMARTERFBRREBX G

ZEBEEU T K =2 ~ 10, iterations = 10000, bum-
inperiod = 100000, & — K {HH & 115 8 I, 4
ISR B R R S U AR P SR A, THEE A 3
(¥ Q fEHEFEAE AR A TASSEL3. 0 iS4, 4
0.4 <(Q<0.6 QI MEAY,0=0.6 HHE—TWHE, 0<
0. 4 95 —RE,
1.6 #Ri2—HERE KBRS

JCHE 53 T 7E TASSEL3. O B (1 1R & 2k 1 A5 7Y
(MLM , mixed linear model) F#47, &it L/MNF 5%
MIREATEZS Sy IR 58 , Do h TERCBEAN T 7%
1E HABEET AR P =0. 05 BN EIE,

S AR S 118 2 B A% ) e 5SS
(null allele) J7 & 355, AN

a, = ZL‘XU/ni - iNk/nk
K a X, o, N, i, SMBEZR 5
SN HEH SR S0 § BRI P i
A5 5 BPRLE B T S0 kBB R (A
BV, 4 a, >0 B, UDBRACEROES: 4 a, <0 1,
IH R 8 5 4 a, = 0 I, WK 6426

< EL[25
/Ej‘l‘L Jo

2 FHRE5HMH

2.1 REHIEHDW

2.1.1 XML AR REIE T
KM AT , 25 SR B AR A0y 22 [] 19 R G 1 34 38 B
FKF- (£ 2), Horp,2008 455 /MBS 2009 4E
s /INELBU R AH P B i A 0. 732008 AE 9 /NS
2010 4% /NEEL 2008 -9 /NEELE 2014 455 /)N
R 2009 4F5 /NS 2010 455 /NEE%L 2010 4F
Wi/ NEEELE 2013 AR /NEEEL 2010 AR /MBS
2014 4R /NEEL L, K 2013 4E 9/ NEELS 2014 4
/NI A S P B A 0. 4, 36 B R B 9 R A S
JE G RN R ARy PR

Table 2 Correlation coefficients among environments for FHB severity of Funo derivatives

2008 i /NEEL 2009 i /MEEL 2010 Jp5/MNEEL 2013 /NS
2008 NDS 2009 NDS 2010 NDS 2013 NDS
2009 i /NEEL 0.7
2010 i /NEEL 0.4** 0.4
2013 i /NEEEL 0.5 0.5 0.4
2014 Jp5 /%L 0.4** 0.5%* 0.4%* 0.4

LE P =0.01 KB A

** .significant at 0. 01 probability level,NDS: Number of disease spikelets,the same as below
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2.1.2 RINEBHTRRSGHW £S5 FryRA
Ed v, 2010 A5 5 /NS iR 5K, HOF 4 A
H K T 2014 47955 /INER BSOS i e /), HOP- 24 (A
H/NFR3,EL) o SRR, AR R /NEEER
RIS AN FAEO (SRR BT A G, 2010 4 A X B 56

BLEIR 0 2014 AR IR B AR, 3 3 BG4
FW 3 4F (4945 2008 4E 2009 4E 12010 4E) B/
T S ZBOIITE 50% L) F, Horh 2009 4F B9 5,
i£57.9% .

x3 MNEFBERORBEBELTR

Table 3 Phenotyping data of FHB severity in wheat
EM S /NEEECT 9 {E gl b2 75 5 R
Year NDS means Range SD (% )cvV
2008 2.5 0.5~6.7 1.3 53.9
2009 3.4 0.4~9.8 2.0 57.9
2010 5.4 0.3~16.7 3.1 57.8
2013 2.2 0.6~5.4 1.0 43.4
2014 1.4 0.5~3.9 0.6 43.7
44 Mean 2.9 0.6~6.5 1.2 41.9

20084  In 2008

40
g 30
=
=T 20
< Sy
ﬁﬁé 10
z 0 =
0.0 1.8 36 5.4
09 2777 45 63
/NS NDS
20104F  In 2010
z 20
=1
= 15
’Q-
HS 10
£Z
£
Z 0
0.0 36 72 108 144
18 54 90 126 162
Wi/MESL NDS
20144 In2014
% 100
=]
2 80
S 60
® G
£ 40
g 20
Z 0
00 09 18 27 36
05 14 23 32741

/MEEL NDS

20094 In 2009

30
20

B
Number of plants
S

0.0 1.4 2.7 41 54 68 8.1

Ji/MEE NDS

20134 In 2013

80
60
40
20

0

WAL
Number of plants

0.0 09 18 27 3¢ 45 54
/NS NDS

SHEFHE
5 years on average
z 40
g
= 30
ﬁ “é 20
=3
g 10
5
“0 0.0 5.4
. 1.8 . .
0.9 27 36 4.5 6.3

/NS NDS

1 AEFEMHRNERIIES T

Fig.1 The frequency distribution of number of diseased spikelets
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2.1.3 FESH  MRAAEG LOH AR R 5

ZEoHTTE A /N EE RO 38 AL T T 40.3% (3=
4)  FEREY BRI e R R 5 PR ] B AR RO
BB, i TSI T A RRR A 1 A

VR IR R ol 25 22 St 5 AN [ T A 22 i) ) 22 5t ik 2
WFIKF X EEGER I, ah Bl IR R B BTE AN
A2 HE DR R R 2 1, 30 52 AN [ 4 45 1 PR 858 LA R 32 ol
/BRI A I R2 IR DRI, 205 g 2 R M

6], 58 e w B A A o 25 5 R IS 24 22 fU 508 A B R 8 0P Ak o o
M E R RIZE RN B E, F M SRR ZENE
x4 RNEHHFESNR
Table 4 Variance for number of diseased spikelets
A 5K IR i Fy)y F i P i 13 (%)
Source SS df MS F value P value Heritability
1K Materials 4008. 8 265 15.1 5.9 <0.001 40.3
Al Years 1542.9 4 385.7 150.7 <0.001
ML x 44y Materials x Years 2635.5 1031 2.6 2.2 <0.001
Eiy-d Repeats 5.1 1 5.1 4.4 <0.05
=2 Errors 1505. 8 1287 1.2
2.1.4 FREROUERFMOTERE 765 FROREHR  SRE4ENPTURTESI T 3 5 X ERER

PrrE s b AL 13 (AR R R I R
G P BAEA AR RS E (R 5) . A 8 1)
it 2 BB MR /N T8 A2 3 5 R i 3
x5 MBRFBHRAFBRMIIR

Table 5 The listed donor lines with excellent FHB resistance
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Fig.5 The relationship between the average number
of diseased spikelets and the number of

favorable alleles carried by cultivars( lines)
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