FIB YR IAAR 2024, 25 (8): 1283-1296
Journal of Plant Genetic Resources DOI: 10.13430/j.cnki.jpgr.20231031007

REFREO DU S B 5 SSR b BB

MIIR 2, 8 = WL AR R R R R R,
ﬁ'( rﬂlz,zlj,_aq;‘%%‘m ,jh{_lz i/pc/fbl2
(T RABEY) 5 [ 5T e s HoR s Vet i B R S R0 BT B 0, 22 M 7300705
SRR R AR 2EBE , 22 M 7300705 P HN O R 2 A Rk R AR 2 B, 221 730070)

WE: KELLURANKEZZRSBRAY AR ENREZ— , ARARERF KRG R EA R LSRG IEE
SRR K & LR A R IR AR R ARIT , KA AR 97 A~ SSRARIT AT 137 4 K & e AP /745 S AR R BRIR S My 4o
M, RSB R A RRITRIESA ., BREAN ATBARELLERE G L 180 L8 270 &40 28 P 4t .42
By o B Am 224 3 B K ZATAE 5 42 97 b SSR 31 4 P Bk th 85 3 % A MEA AT A9 5] 4, 85 3T SSR AR T A B 651 AL T,
T3 FHEAARITH 75T A SSRAFR GG A £ A M 354 E 48 4 0.0401~0.8646, T35 15 4 0.5799; 4 S Mz 845 FE @A
0.0393~0.8498 , -F- ¥ 18 4 0.5155, 137 4 K Z AT #4345 38 5 JE 25 0.1021~0.4807 , -F 316 % 0.2774 ; R £ 5 AT B AR IR AR 45
MM F 137 I R EA IR g 4 K EBE A — AR LA A (GLM, general linear model) 353 7 A5 K Z L& w2
% B 09 4790 (P<0.05) , iR % 42 5.80%~17.89% % 1] , 3 P 4732 EBmatc0039 #4 ff# % 3% & ; #7410 EBmac77 ## MGB357 5 X %
SR MR E A A (P<0.01), =% —fx & M&i#ﬂﬁ%‘fr/ﬂ\%] 7 6.07% #29.60% . KRR LERTH R EZ AL
HAPFAELE

KR K& KX L4005 ; 35 % ; SSRAFIE ; LB

Barley Leaf Stripe Resistant Identification and Association
Analysis with SSR Markers in Barley Germplasms

YANG Wenjuan'?, ST Erjing'*, PAN Jiao'*, GUO Ming'?*, MENG Yaxiong'?, WANG Juncheng'?,
YAO Lirong"?,ZHANG Hong'*, LI Baochun'*, MA Xiaole'?, WANG Huajun'"
('State Key Laboratory of Aridland Crop Science/Gansu Provincial Key Laboratory of Crop Improvement & Germplasm

Enhancement , Lanzhou 730070;>College of Agronomy , Gansu Agricultural University , Lanzhou 730070
*College of Life Sciences and Technology , Gansu Agricultural University , Lanzhou 730070)

Abstract: Barley leaf stripe is one of the most serious diseases affecting barley yield and quality. In order to
determine the resistant differences of barley germplasm to Pyrenophora graminea and explore candidate markers
associated with resistance to Pyrenophora graminea. In this study, we identified the genetic diversity and
population structure of 137 barley germplasms by 97 SSR markers and combined them with the results of

resistance identification for association analysis. The results showed that 18 accessions were identified to be
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immunity , 27 highly resistant, 28 resistant, 42 susceptible, and 22 highly susceptible by artificial inoculation
with Pyrenophora graminea strain QWC. A total of 651 alleles were detected in 85 primer pairs, with an
average of 7.57 alleles. The genetic diversity index ranged from 0.0401 to 0.8646, with an average value of
0.5799. Polymorphism information content ranged from 0.0393 to 0.8498, and the average was 0.5155, the
genetic distances ranged from 0.1021 to 0.4807, with an average of 0.2774. The 137 barley germplasms were
divided into four subpopulations by Cluster analysis and population structure analysis. A total of seven markers
significantly (P<0.05) were obtainted to be associated with barley resistance to Pyrenophora graminea based
on the general linear model, with the explained rates ranging from 5.80% to 17.89% , EBmatc0039 had the
highest explained rate. EBmac77 and MGB357 were significantly associated with resistance to barley leaf
stripe (P<0.01) , the two markers' rate of phenotypic variation explained were 6.07% and 9.60% in General
Linear Model. The results of this study can provide reference for barley resistance to Pyrenophora graminea
breeding.
Key words: barley ; Pyrenophora graminea ;resistance identification; SSR markers ; association analysis
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Table 1 Resistance evaluation of 137 barley materials to Pyrenophora graminea strong pathogenicity isolate QWC by

artificial inoculation

gy M B (%) sy DR | RERR ) g, R
No. Barle.y Incidence rate Source Ressistance Barle?r Incidence rate Source Ressistance
material type material type
1 ZDMO08664 1.40+0.14 LB =2 21 ZDM10032 21.42+1.04 ol rhgk
2 ZDM02600 33.47+0.66 G U 22 ZDM10038 42.68+2.07 Gl e J
3 ZDM00008 0.90+1.10 Jext Eit 23 ZDM10060 36.65+0.04 M rhgk
4 ZDMO03581 0 Ficke: ok 24 ZDM10073 21.98+1.02 Gl rhgk
5 ZDMO03589 0.66£1.20 Finyz:s =2 25  ZDMI10087 1.6241.02 el T
6 ZDM03593 10.05+0.50 bickz: LR 26  ZDMI10089 2.32+1.30 il X
7 ZDMO03609 10.3240.21 Fickz: it 27  ZDM10091 1.33£0.41 Gl =X
8 ZDMO01467 39.78+1.01 Holl rfgk 28 ZDM10097 31.84+0.24 Gl P
9 ZDM07925 0+0 Hif ARl 29  ZDMO03901 13.67+0.33 B RET
10 ZDMO08004 22.9440.01 R g 30  ZDMO00049 29.57+1.21 b rhgk
11 ZDMO03631 5.91+0.14 IR LR 31  ZDMO05335 0 Wt G
12 ZDMO03645 0 IR g 32 ZDMO08305 53.95+1.21 N [T
13 ZDMO03650 4.28+0.24 IR i 33 ZDMO00676 2.22+0.23 MO SR
14 ZDMO03663 4.96:0.22 i} (S5 34 ZDMO01224 34.93+1.02 IR rhgk
15 ZDMO09075 3.48+0.41 M =5 35 ZDMO1313 0 FIETL o
16  ZDMO09952 43.22+0.04 Gl [ 36 ZDMO01411 3.70£1.17 BT [=En
17 ZDMO09978 17.18+1.00 e Uk 37  ZDMO01419 54.72+0.17 By AN [
18 ZDMI10004 2.02+1.02 SN =R 38 ZDMO05244 3.22+0.51 IR [=EA
19  ZDM10006 9.22+1.19 M LR 39  ZDMO01837 15.01+0.41 ;N rhEk
20  ZDM10027 31.87+0.54 S rhUgk 40  ZDMO1850 28.38+1.02 T rhEk
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F1(48)

D R (%) sy, DR AR KA (%) e, R

No. Barle.y Incidence rate Source Ressistance No. Barle.y Incidence rate Source Ressistance
material type material type
41 ZDMO02079 0 MDY Hogis 82 ZDM06728 3.84+1.23 g [=E
42 ZDMO05209 69.69+0.07 NSET [T 83  ZDMO07365 6.87+0.77 [iE: LR
43 ZDMO08231 9.67+0.51 TH GRS 84 ZDMO07388 0 [iig3 oz
44 ZYMO1289 0 i Gk 85  ZDMO07437 5.4142.56 [iig3 it
45 ZDMO08088 0 HiF i 86  ZDMO07766 57.36+0.47 [lig3 [T
46 ZDMO08204 10.30+£0.41 i it 87  ZDMO08383 2.85+0.41 [lig3 [
47 ZDMO1556 7.64+1.21 HiF i 88  ZDM08391 9.00+1.58 [l it
48  ZDMO1605 1.78+2.03 HilE =5 89  ZDMO08394 9.62+0.87 [l it
49 ZDMO1606 3.56+1.42 i S50 90  ZDMO08405 22.35+0.88 g3 rhgk
50  ZDMO01686 2.74+0.32 il S50 91  ZDMO08407 63.14+1.25 [LE TR
51  ZDMO08135 0 il B iE 92 ZYMO00004 11.11+1.42 [ G
52 ZDMO08190 0 i B gE 93 ZYMO00054 1.11£1.34 i =X
53 ZYMO01343 17.94+1.05 Hil rhUEk 94 ZYMO00234 34.09+0.44 [iip P
54 ZYMO01354 11.11+0.78 Hil it 95  ZYMO00315 22.53+2.35 [iip R
55 ZYMO147 30.13+1.08 Hil rhUEk 96  ZYMO0036 46.54+0.87 g T
56 ZDMO08928 17.55+0.89 syl gk 97  ZYMO00603 3.72+0.11 g3 5
57  ZDMO00262 3.29+0.27 1IER [=Ei 98 ZYMO00695 11.23+0.24 [iiE:3 LR
58  ZDMO00430 6.98+0.11 7R Rk 99 ZYMO0079 31.01+0.52 i rhgk
59  ZDMO00109 9.14+1.25 vy G 100 ZYMO0083 15.27£1.21 g3 rhgk
60  ZDMO00128 26.93+1.25 117g & 101 ZYMO00869 62.25+0.42 VU T
61  ZDMO00204 5.30+3.02 1178 ERET 102 ZYMO00971 5.47+5.21 [iiF thig
62  ZDMO00985 16.70£0.04 (S| & 103 ZYMO00974 35.83+2.25 [iiE3 gk
63  ZDMO01065 15.2240.22 (S| gk 104  ZYMO01082 45.82+1.22 iiF TR R
64  ZDMO01090 20.57+1.04 i rfR 105 ZYMO1171 15.76+1.33 fiif:4 gk
65  ZDMO04260 10.51+2.54 g i 106 ZYMO01845 3.75+0.65 [l XA
66  ZDMO04348 0 [ g 107 ZYMO1913 5.00+1.34 [l XA
67  ZDMO04360 47.94+0.88 [liga e 108 ZYMO01984 13.91+1.04 [iig3 i
68  ZDMO04443 0 [ g 109 ZYMO0199 41.27+1.35 [l [y
69  ZDMO04517 10.15+1.28 VU it 110 ZYMO0208 28.62+1.31 [lig3 rhgk
70  ZDMO04756 37.10+1.45 g FRURK 111 ZYMO02235 3.84+0.87 g3 NN
71 ZDMO05042 0 [ YugE 112 ZYM02252 42.84+0.58 [UiE i R
72 ZDMO05649 72.00+2.75 (i3 T 113 ZYMO02260 0 Vi o
73 ZDMO05699 2.04+4.00 i3 EEi 114 ZYMO02507 10.94+1.25 g3 it
74 ZDMO05744 2221+2.78 [ FRER 115 ZYMO02600 0 [l 3 ikl
75 ZDMO05777 17.14+0.77 [ 3 FRER 116 ZYM03239 0 [l g
76 ZDMO05925 13.00+0.41 [l it 117 ZYMO0334 18.82+0.58 (i PR
77 ZDMO06048 0 i o fE 118 ZYMO0348 53.49+0.41 iE ek
78  ZDMO06108 58.44+2.72 it =Y 119 ZYMO0489 18.40£1.02 it )k
79  ZDMO06127 47.79+4.10 [T =t 120 ZYMO0506 73.97+1.11 i =y
80  ZDMO06415 14.76+1.09 [ 3 g 121 ZYMO0544 33.07+1.54 VU i
81  ZDMO06577 7.43£1.75 [ 3 Rt 122 ZYMO0678 25.2642.17 [iE: 3 rhgk
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Fz1(%)
sy A (%) sy PR g REPR ) s DR
No. Barle.y Incidence rate Source Ressistance No. Barle4y Incidence rate Source Ressistance
material type material type
123 ZYMO02587 22.22+1.03 [l -4 rhgk 131 ZDMO04058 20.03+2.01 = rhgk
124 ZYM1747 88.08+0.88 [l T 132 ZDM04099 4.93+1.41 PN [SE
125 ZYM2275 82.45+1.37 [l R 133 ZDMO04118 40.91£1.21 PN 57
126 ZYM3396 30.00+0.47 [l 4 rhgk 134 ZYMO00952 25.08+0.54 = g
127 ZDMO01798 7.85+1.25 B G 135 ZYMO00953 5.04+0.41 PN LRSI
128 ZDMO03955 85.49+1.35 PN [ 136 ZYMO00956 18.03+0.04 N rhgk
129 ZDMO03968 3.73+1.34 PN [=E 137  ZDMO02894 8.33+1.07 Wi it
130 ZDMO04001 16.39+1.56 PN U
FP R T R iR
The datan the table are average values + standard error
2.2 SSRHIRIEEEMES
il s FH 97 X 51 443 515 137 63 K52 (1 DNA, 3¢
0r R T Y 5 S L, G i 7 326 381 85 5% 255 7 T FL
g 25¢ ZAMERAF 51, 2 850 5500 Bl h 87.62%
S8 1971 2044 (F2,%2). 85%F SSRERICTE 137 (k4 # okt
220 1606 SERIIF 651428 LA P AR B
% E : ilJ 15T Z AL ZBALIE F Dl 2~29 4>, S A8
= 101 S5 5 /0 1 SSR FRIE  HVKNOX3 . Bmag0808 |
5k HVM68., GBM1220, GBM5028, Bmac0096 #l
0 ‘ ‘ GBM1389, #7 il Bmag7 ) & {28 5 i 1 it £ .

P 1

) 1
HHUHR  HHIMR  REEMS  REECHS

I:Immune; HR: High resistant; MR : Middle resistant; MS: Middle
susceptible; HS: High susceptible; The same as below

E1 137 XEMBIT K ELLFEERBH TE K QWC

k7R

Fig.1 Resistance type of 137 barley materials to

Pyrenophora graminea strong pathogenicitysolate QWC

M1

600 bp
500 bp

400 bp
300 bp

200 bp

100 bp

1213

2425

36 37

SSR Fric Jik R 2 k5 B2 R 4 0.0401~0.8646 , 5
ic Bmagl05 % 2 (K 2 FF 1 45 20 &, Bs il
Bmag0808 1Y i K] 22 -4 5 £l i 1%, 4 0.0401, £
BPELE B S B0 M 0.0393~0.8498 , FRid Bmagl05
(1) 255 8 B I, bRid Bmag0808 1) 22 245 1

48 49 6061 7273 84

M_: 600 bp Marker; 1~84 R/ KA (b4 )

1-84 is partial material of barley
E2 5140 scssr08238 ER 5438 7= ) 58 TR0 I Bt ek A PRk [
Fig.2 Polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis of part amplified product by primer scssr08238
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HEREREM, FHEZEHERESEA N0.5155, VEEchr, S RE IR AR SR g i, nl AT e 22 5%
25 b ARWFSE i 45 2 A9 85 4~ SSR 4 Thric £ & B o

&2 85XFSSR3IMTE 137 B REMEIHH & KM
Table 2 Polymorphic detection of 85 SSR primersn 137 barely materials

it et e R b FEML YA (bp)
Marker Chr. Position Allele Gene diversity index . Polym?rphlsm Physical location
number information content
MGB402 IH 0 12 0.6698 0.6107 222281368~222281385
GMS21 1H 14.0 9 0.7159 0.6764 112831390~112831406
Bmag0872 IH 37.0 19 0.7865 0.7552 25680764~25680783
MGB325 1H 52.0 8 0.7648 0.7264 284615725~284615745
Bmag345 IH 57.8 11 0.7266 0.6843 374776220~374776242
HVALAAT IH 63.0 4 0.2767 0.2427 66163185~66163204
Bmacl154 IH 68.8 13 0.7515 0.7131 109270217~109270239
Bmag149 IH 70.0 17 0.8118 0.7853 327526747~327526765
Bmag105 1H 75.0 20 0.8646 0.8498 367842373~367842391
Bmag382 IH 85.9 6 0.6594 0.6007 480967542~480967562
GBM1143 IH 96.3 13 0.1757 0.1729 471651469~471651484
Bmag579 IH 124.0 6 0.4607 0.3824 508262308~508262328
GMS149 IH 134.8 5 0.7211 0.6688 508262412~508262428
scssr08238 IH 141.7 11 0.5846 0.4979 85632547~85632564
.Bmag0770 IH 150.8 11 0.5951 0.5203 78340369~78340389
HV2287 1H 185.2 7 0.6118 0.5358 2321800~2321815
HVGNIRE 2H 12.4 8 0.7447 0.6982 436317526~436317542
GBM1121 2H 27.1 7 0.2859 0.2587 19250331~19250348
GBM1214 2H 40.5 20 0.6114 0.5368 590723014~590723031
Bmag0692 2H 44.9 5 0.4631 0.3683 33737878~33737899
AWBMSS56 2H 77.4 12 0.6461 0.5961 558083128~558083149
EBmatc0039 2H 92.1 4 0.6012 0.5354 593451988~593452012
Bmac0134 2H 101.0 3 0.7483 0.7012 3202443~3202460
GBM1450 3H 2.8 7 0.7749 0.7414 5931991~5932011
GBM1280 3H 9.6 8 0.7338 0.6921 1105982~1106001
Hv49505 3H 36.2 3 0.4995 0.3747 334357151~334357167
Bmag0225 3H 86.8 5 0.7496 0.7026 521665501~521665523
HVM33 3H 94.0 5 0.6307 0.5589 489085062~489085083

GMS116 3H 100.0 5 0.5188 0.4043 499548139~499548158
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®2(%)

i R e g ey FEML YITBAE bp)
Marker Chr. Position Allele Gene diversity index . Polym?rphlsm Physical location

number information content
HVM60 3H 110.0 4 0.5485 0.4459 516291625~516291644
GBM1226 3H 117.4 5 0.5213 0.4069 566179416~566179435
GBM1238 3H 138.0 10 0.6903 0.6382 610409550~610409568
HVI13GEII 3H 155.0 16 0.7361 0.6925 592835724~592835744
Bmac29 3H 190.0 3 0.4696 0.3627 587960299~587960319
GBM1221 4H 8.4 7 0.6570 0.5938 6414038~6414057
HVKNOX3 4H 31.0 2 0.4936 0.3718 24237659~24237682
HVM40 4H 14.0 4 0.5746 0.4821 9979862~9979879
GMS89 4H 57.0 4 0.5917 0.5087 95914409~95914426
Bmag0808 4H 66.3 2 0.0401 0.0393 444338400~444338420
HVM68 4H 76.2 2 0.7497 0.7028 545266674~545266693
EBmac775 4H 80.0 6 0.5193 0.4073 549126003~549126021
GBM1220 4H 105.1 2 0.0703 0.0679 6414038~6414057
TACMD 4H 125.0 12 0.5730 0.4827 586759314~586759333
EBmac635 4H 131.0 7 0.5249 0.4121 580928369~580928387
GBM1388 4H 136.1 5 0.7437 0.6960 602249134~602249153
HVM67 4H 180.0 8 0.5347 0.4365 601544040~601544057
GBM5028 5H 30.5 2 0.0708 0.0683 12125583~12125603
Bmac0096 SH 54.1 2 0.5036 0.3804 354294808~354294831
Bmag0760 SH 61.2 4 0.5117 0.3950 37040241~37040260
Bmag0812 5H 76.4 3 0.6226 0.5478 489838798~489838818
GBM1438 SH 99.2 17 0.6576 0.5970 511065032~511065051
GBM1436 5H 120.1 3 0.5878 0.5028 328055988~328056004
GMS061 SH 126.0 6 0.4336 0.3974 533898040~533898057
GBM1490 SH 141.7 3 0.5215 0.4070 558425689~558425708
Bmag0222 S5H 162.0 4 0.7070 0.6589 575355267~575355287
MGB357 SH 165.0 16 0.7156 0.6658 566148136~566148154
AB009307 5H 173.7 6 0.5481 0.4456 440523751~440523766
scssr09398 6H 4.6 3 0.6296 0.5583 5188572~5188590
84c21j33 6H 7.1 9 0.6380 0.5762 7662314~7662335
Bmag0500 6H 23.8 4 0.5420 0.4370 16367748~16367767

GBM1215 6H 36.7 10 0.7577 0.7271 25014572~25014591
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®2(4)

it e e e PR YRR (op)
Marker Chr. Position Allele Gene diversity index . Polym.orphlsm Physical location

number information content
Bmag173 6H 47.8 15 0.7689 0.7375 86144510~86144524
EBmac0602 6H 54.6 3 0.5055 0.3849 506304155~506304173
Bmac0047a 6H 62.4 6 0.5265 0.4144 314368071~314368092
GBM1389 6H 63.1 2 0.1228 0.1152 188797394~188797413
Bmag0867 6H 64.3 6 0.6258 0.5731 253817417~253817434
HVM31 6H 72.8 5 0.5205 0.4063 111917236~111917253
scssr05599 6H 96.9 4 0.5565 0.4581 529811338~529811357
GBM1140 6H 97.3 4 0.2866 0.2495 534669806~534669825
EBmac624 6H 107.0 6 0.7018 0.6494 129941547~129941568
Bmag613 6H 112.0 5 0.7655 0.7260 32837207~32837227
GBM1275 6H 1249 12 0.7853 0.7505 554017456~554017475
GBM1087 6H 127.7 8 0.6052 0.5272 555799089~555799106
GBM1404 6H 130.9 4 0.5143 0.3964 557034070~557034089
GBM1126 7H 6.8 4 0.6399 0.5860 6210158~6210177
Bmag7 TH 27.0 29 0.8320 0.8145 14790096~14790119
GBMS5060 7H 31.2 27 0.7710 0.7387 27922438~27922457
EBmac603 TH 50.0 11 0.3180 0.3041 32480060~32480083
Bmag914 TH 55.7 3 0.1042 0.1001 42269553~42269570
HVSS1 TH 62.0 8 0.5342 0.4268 289047676~289047691
HVA22S TH 75.0 5 0.5517 0.4541 139081102~139081121
Bmag516 TH 85.7 11 0.5877 0.5025 402145982~402145996
Bmagl1 7H 93.0 5 0.7425 0.6947 166616970~166616990
GMS46 TH 120.0 7 0.7454 0.6979 493151445~493151463
GBM1456 TH 136.7 5 0.5136 0.4035 622060613~622060630
11 Total - - 650 - - -
S Average - - 7.65 0.5799 0.5155 -

— 5 P 5 ik [25]

— : No data; Position information refer to specific literature[ 25 ]

23 ETFSSRHIKEFRIEEEEMBELENH
137 1 K 22 4 Rk 8] 19 8¢ 1% 15 25 0.1021~

0.4807,°F-370.2774, Hrp  HRE M F 5 ZDM03593

555N B Ah B ZDM 10089 | 75 i 1) A fi ZDM05777

5 6] B ok B OV 0 ZDMO08407 LA K 5t M Y

ZDM10027, j5t & 5 85 A X 4 K, 43 51 R 0.4726 .
0.4764.0.4807 , & W iX $E 2 MHREZ ] (1Y) 2 4% 6 &
FHXT I s A7 — 2648 (T | FR X)) AR 54 R
BN A AR A R JE VLAY ZDMO1411 5
ZDMO01224 3k [ U AY ZYM3396 5 ZYMO0348 | LA
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e [RIRE K E VP A9 ZDMO07365 5 ZDMO05699 , 15 14
FEES 439124 0.1021,0.1427.0.1399 , K Z BN [l #3s,
A T b s 2 TR 5T, % B B Sl A 3 ] — M
RUR P IT R 06 R R .

K UPGMA XS 137 REM B TR (#2),
SEREIR 137 D KRR R 43y 4 N2 55128
AL T 30 1) (21.89%) K Z2 bRk, 32 22 VR F 1 ik
(1643) JTRE 200 B 3 ) FM (243 % 104
(T AR X)) s SR HEE & 16 13 (11.67%) K H
BERIEF PR (11 0) JH QM) SAE (T HIR

3

2YM2275
ZYM00953
ZYM02587

X)) s S IZEHEAL 5 1503 (10.94%) KA FL, IR T
PO (5 03) BN (3 403) (30 S 78 (T A
TBIX) s SEIVERFALE 76 103 (55.47%) KA KL, 5 H
R, FEORIE TR (3043) St (843) .~ ra (6453)
R (A0S 19408 (T ATRIX) . 45 REWIRA
VU Y K A2 Tl BT AE 4 DS SEREh 9 5 b 2 19 53
A1, 25 FE B A 5T v Ph i X A e R B 2 2 4
I A ST B3 43 st Pl (8] T BB A7 b DX ] B AF
Bifs , BIVAT I il 5 R ) 1 2258, AT SR 4R T AN
PR AL

A BT 258 Group 1
® G511 258f Group 11
¢ ZEIZ5HE Group I
v 55IVZEHRE Group IV

B3 ETSSROFHICERBEESERN 137THREMBBIRES
Fig. 3 Dendrogram of 137 barley lines based on the result of SSR genotyping

24 KREMRMPBBHEEEERSHT

FIFH 85 XF SSRARICEH 1 B, % 137 (k41
B TREARSE R 20T AR Structure 2.3.4 8K0F 0 Hr
5 M K= 4, AKH i K (B 3A) Ut 137 K32
FIBAPEIT LA AERE, SR A SR 3B),
BEIN T BRGS0 A B SRS R AL
340y EARE, FEOR A T PR T P S SR
FEOL T 36 AL, 2R F VO . 5 M S5 5 5511
WAL 30 3 bR, FEOR A T UM AR S
Mg 55 VOB 3 37 0 AR, EEOR A PR VT
T SN SE A AR (A — B R AR
T, AR R

2.5 SSRARIESREMEZLURHI KBS

KA M T R (£ 3) , 385 GLM B Rl
HAF TR E BIRRIC S K KLU A B (P<
0.05) , 7 A FRic AL 8 20 B F K 2 2H 3H . 4H  SH
FT6H Y e I, R X 2 Y AR S A B A 5.80%~
17.89%, it & 2R 5t 5 FR bR iE 2 EBmatc0039, fif %
I B ) B i & Bmag603, Hiwp, {7 F 4H G o (K
80.0 cM 4t A bR ic EBmac77 Fl1 SH 4t 544 165.0 cM
A HIFRIE MGB357, 5 458U Pt S 2 18 2
2K (P<0.01) o HED X P4~ SSR AR ie i s 5
T ZRBUR U A S B R T RE MR A
WSRO SN b 238 LSE 11K 200 e A 081 1L D& 1 6 R )
ez EnN
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

I % 1 JERE Population |

0 55 TERE Population T
I 55 TERE Population NI
#IVIERE Population [V

81(21) 33(5) 64(6) 132(20) 32(5) 68(21) 120(21) 29(19) 106(21) 14(17) 125(21) 31(14) 9(8)  87(21) 35(7) 100(21) 107(21) 101(21)119(21) 127(10) 116(21) 60(3) 36(22) 77(21) 70(21)
52(9) 67(21) 18(19) 74(21) 58(4) 46(9) 38(7) 134(20)99(21) 78(21) 19(19) 55(9) 123(21)44(9) 13(16) 20(19) 21(19) 121(21) 22(19) 92(21) 34(7) 72(21) 43(24) 112(21) 28(19)

9701 4222) 500) 10501 661 2(12) 450) 137(13) $521) 12201) 9421) 921) 6(15) 7621) 11(16) 1151 8621) 7321) 10321 11001)4(15) 24(19) 10(8) 881 10921

)
62(6) 25(19) 69(21) 80(21) 47(9) 71(21) 98(21) 59(3) 5(15) 49(9) 84(21) 135(20)7521) 12421)53(9) 95(21) 91(21) 118(21)83(21) 111(21) 37(22) 56(18) 93(21) 10421)117(21)

1206) 713). 13620 480) $221) 30@) 6521) 13320 §1) 4D SIO) 26(19) 39011 12800) 13120)10501) 102(21) 89(21) 12621)
3(1) 17(19) 90(21) 130(20) 57(4) 15(19) 27(19) 54(9) 40(11) 61(3) 63(6) 129(20) 23(19) 96(21) 114(21)113(21)1(12)  16(19)

A SET SSRAFICIN 137 G R MR RS 1 K AR S AL S B ST SSRATICINY 137 (i KM EHE TG KB R (1 RF (A L 454 ; 4 B i

AEBRIIR AN KRR, 55 BRI AT 137 AT g 5, [RS8 1, 355 G 53R IR, 1 3850, 230, 3 108, 4 10 4R, 5.1 R , 62

By, 7. BRI, 8 Hh 9 i, 10 sl , 11 V195, 12 2630, 13 WiV, 14896, 15 AR A, 16 4%, 1774, 18 PUJIT,19: 51, 20: =R, 21 :
VEIHE, 22 : N5, 24 T 5 PR EUE R R AN R R 2R 43 20505 K AR (Q)

A': Trend chart of population structure K value of 137 barley materials tested based on SSR markers; B: Population genetic structure of 137 barley
materials at optimum K value based on SSR markers;In Fig.B, the horizontal coordinates represent different barley materials, the data before
brackets corresponds to the identification numbers of 137 test materials, consistent with Table 1, the numbersn horizontal brackets represent different
geographical sources, 1: Beijing, 2: Hebei, 3: Shanxi, 4: Shandong, 5: Henan, 6: Shaanxi, 7: Heilongjiang, 8: Gansu, 9: Qinghai, 10:
Xinjiang, 11: Jiangsu, 12: Anhui, 13: Zhejiang, 14: Hubei, 15: Fujian, 16: Guangdong, 17: Guangxi, 18: Sichuan, 19: Guizhou, 20:
Yunnan, 21: Tibet, 22: Inner Mongolia, 24: Ningxia; The ordinate values represent the probability that the genomic variation of different barley
materials originates from population K(Q)

E4 E-FSSRIFIZH 137 R K EBF B E 451
Fig. 4 Genetic structure of 137 tested barley populations based on SSR markers

®3 SREFYUFNMEARPRCREBER AN RYTRHBRER

Table 3 The association probability and phenotypic variation of the marker associated with barley leaf stripe resistance

Pt
trid PLEERIN i (cM) Resistant to Pyrenophora gramineasolate QWC
Marker Chr. Position SRR FERIAS SRR (%)
Association probability Rate of phenotypic variation explain
EBmatc0039 2H 92.1 0.0245 17.89
Hv49505 3H 36.2 0.0291 12.33
Bmag603 3H 70.0 0.0300 5.80
EBmac77 4H 80.0 0.0072 6.07
MGB357 SH 165.0 0.0040 9.60
scssr09398 6H 4.6 0.0142 10.31

Bmag613 6H 112.0 0.0361 8.71
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B 8 NN (T . AR X)), 8 3 75 Ji K 22 F it
ZDMO04348 . ZDM04443 . ZDMO05042 . ZDM06048
ZDMO07388 . ZYM02260 . ZYMO02600 . ZYM03239 , 4
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