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Abstract; The study aimed to evaluate the Ascochyta blight resistance of 25 chickpea varieties( lines ) through
artificial inoculation by Ascochyta rabiei spore suspension both in lab and outdoors. At the same time ,the genotype of
these chickpea varieties ( lines ) were identified by RAPD amplification and the genetic relationship among these
chickpea varieties ( lines ) were analyzed by NTSYSpc 2. 10t software. Results of resistance identification showed
that “ xixuan 03’ and ‘216’ had a stable R level of resistance and ‘beiyuanchun’ had a MR level of resistance to
Ascochyta blight respectively. In genetic relationship analysis by RAPD amplification, 129 DNA bands were ampli-
fied from these 25 chickpea varieties(lines) in total ,67 of these 129 bands were polymorphic,and the ratio of poly-
morphic fragments was about 51. 94% . Genetic similarity coefficient among these 25 chickpea varieties( lines) were
0.3731-0. 9254. Combined with disease resistance identification results and genetic polymorphism analysis, there
were no significant relevance between the resistance to Ascochyta blight and the genetic relationship of these tested
chickpea varieties (lines) by analysis of variance.
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EEREN IR AT N TN TR AN R T N
T S SR SRR T R AR
BRES, FhNE R Z B S . RIS il
HOHE T WE T 4yl 2 KA. Kabuli B A Desi B,
Kabuli BUFP 400K [F6E, 22 9 5L @80 (4 ; De-
si BURPFR0/IN, AkE , 2 i sk B 0 b5 %
W 2 AL TR R P 388 R I P 3 L I i AE R L As-
cochyta rabiei N J& W 5 5% — {0 A 55 ( Ascochyta
blight) IR I, J& T F MBI, BRcf H 52 =
6 ) FLI, W+ R R AR IR R R T
IR R R 2R F T, BE 0 RO AL 1 1R G TR
1911 4F7E LTI 5 I &k B, 1930 4F F. Labrous-
seP DBz B R Phyllosticta rabiei 1931 4F X 5
%K A. rabiei'® s o N LA 1 T S R S
5T FO KA S5 (A, rabier) HOME—2F 1) %
o A T PEAR O, 2% 3 BN, BVE oA BT
ot JEE W 5 AR A L 3 R 70% 17 A
JRUSIOT FE W T R DX L SR AR A2
TR A 25% ~50% . 1936 AFAE (AN 3 A AR
FERARK 20% ~50% , 53 FIBR = ARG IA 100% .
2007 AELERTERAL RIS T 3R IX B NAR 2 5
A E G ERE, R RN 40% ~50% "
A | e MR (R DR € I BRERE IR, > IR K Sy JE 1
BT 2011 4F,J. Y. Bai %' E R T A
rabiei 75 Y A 3N, 9ok S o1 LA 23 A 101 R A A
TR AR HRAR B4 | B8 Ao 57 1 R A7 I
FREGERE , T2 T Ok i 255 56 18 W AR
bR R ETERFEZ - R EH MU &R
SRR T W T5T A A A RO R T8
W 2 A [ Ao J5 [ 4 B0 P 22 S, Sl TS W S B e — 0
Al A RS o R BB T AT RE ., BATEINOCT
JOE I R U URST AL rabiei BB R WA .
RAPD ( randomly amplified polymorphic DNA ) H
REBLY 19 2 25 DNA bRic, 2 J. G. Wlliimas 5"
T 1990 4F G — I DNA 28 ERWEA, H
B IZBORTZ I TAEY) S S 5E 8% Z R i
ooy 7 HEALBEFE AR 2011 AR UREER R
S FARICHIAR X 160 AN 7KFF S A ) a8t 4% 22 M4
5 HARREIRPUEIETT Pearson FHOCHERLER: , 245 T %
B K e it ol R 354 20 e S R AOGS ReEIRLR Y47
PP B EARSCC R, (HAH A8 % 24
PEZE R I A RESE & DS, T 2012 4FRFHE
S RIT A A5 RS ZREE R BT 2
AN TR 5 T T 00 At 252 9 R B P 2 55 45 LSt A AR AL

Z IR AR S, ASBIESE XS 25 A I W T
(R)MHATIRIETE A. rabiei 9% NN THFIRE,
AT AN T T i LR B B U A B 1 25 S TR LA
RAPD Bric %} 86 SLah R ( 32) 93 R EAT 0128 73
B AEBRATPLTE ARl T W AR SR L, T
fift W DR BT AL rabiei 5 AL Z M Z 1)
KR,
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1.1 #§l

RIS VEF 25 0 JE W & 5 FP (R ), 43 h B
AL BE S TP I AR AL HA TR B g K2 B4
SR ARAT (3R 1) o JBE M & 50 36 A o5 Jirt 17 F
1.2 FHi&
1.2.1 fREEGE N T A R
B AP 2 TR PDA PR B 26 C IRAR R
FiF% 15 d, nid g JC /K BER o AL 1, 22 k4K
MO R EEZ R 1 x 10°4/mL 8 F B 7P .
1.2.2 REREZEMEAFEEERE WHEEE
Pl Tt S e sy = Nl E) 2 NI By, £
P A 0. 1% FORIEEE 10 min, T K Mk
30 min, H 40 ~50 °C #E/KEF 6 h J5,T 28 ~30 C
TEIRAR N ZE 1 2R IR R A A K - I A 2
3 REE BEE 10 B BOREFCE X, B
7 dJE FHHE R 1 x 10°4/mL il 23 T A
IS 5 W 25 4 ORFFE IR 20 £4 °C RN
70% ~80% , M 15 RkfT AR TEoi 4, geit
B TR T HE B, HH [RDRE 8 M © 5 R A
(JHHEE) Pl TR AR 22 B F MR Bl AL IX 20 A, 75
PR 1 ~2 em , fTHRIE 40 cm x 20 em, £E/NX 40 ~
50 RiFpF,3 WA, [R]85z % R, B R B
Jela FHTEE 27 d.50 d B FHREE N 1 x 10°4~/mL
OB TR T O T A A s 25 e A 45 A IX
EAE TR [ 22 i B o o) R X5 4 DX R 4R
BT, Bl 1RSSR ISR . A 2 IREEFPS 40 d TR
I IE DL R A BT TR BEAR I, AT BT 1

A S. Pande 252 (R 50 Gbn i, B WS G 58 —
MRS E N 9 P, 1 S TORGEE ;2 P A
MROGR IV Z 300, B A T 22 AR T 5 3 9% 0%
BEY RN 5 mm KN, ZERF T = R R
G54 G AR BURBE , FLIA 2 25 T a) %
5 G RERR I IR BE, T 46 B BE VR - 44 e
OISR 56 90 B MR BRAR BE | o0 A8 3k A
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Table 1 The information of tested chickpea varieties ( lines)

%W Lab. HH 8] Field

ih R AR b3 Jem
Name/Code Source Biotype UCCEIRY Bt VCACECR S B TE

Disease score Disease resistance Disease score Disease resistance
Kz Ry Desi 9.00 HS 4.20 MR
BUFIE. e BET Y Kabuli 7. 00 S 2.99 R
Jerd & fegEiiy Desi 3.33 MR 5.00 MR
By 5 5% iy Kabuli 6.22 S 5.00 MR
B 2 5 fepEiyy Kabuli 5.44 S 5.00 MR
X5 7 KRBT Kabuli 7.11 HS 3.79 MR
Lt LRy Kabuli 7.66 HS 3.79 MR
A3k 03 RHH R Desi 1.97 R 2.99
200 AR B Kabuli 6. 66 2.99
216 HERA R B Kabuli 2.02 R 2.99
221 HERARL B Kabuli 5.66 7.14 HS
223 AR B Kabuli 5.00 MR 7.61 HS
224 HERA R B Kabuli 1. 60 R 5.00 MR
159 AR b Kabuli 7.08 HS 4.59 MR
185 SRR B Desi 7.34 HS 9. 00 HS
165 AR b Kabuli 9. 00 HS 8.07 HS
169 fifr B AR B Desi 4.14 MR 7. 00 S
170 AR b Desi 6. 61 S 5.79 S
171 B R Kabuli 6.55 S 5.79 S
177 HERARL B Kabuli 6.22 S 7.59 HS
178 B AR B Kabuli 7.22 HS 4.20 MR
196 B R Desi 6. 44 S 8.26 HS
88-1 KT Desi 6. 47 S 3.79 MR
4400 PNER= TR Kabuli 5.84 S 5.00 MR
4533 P N-2E= TN Kabuli 4.88 MR 2.99 R

AT FEARITIO FET 37 S SRRk R BT, R 44y
KoM, 3R AEARTT ,25% FOREARIET ;8 L. Btk
I BE | S A3 oA T RS A AR BT T, 50% 1)
FERRIET ;9 A& bk th B BE , B 73 2B TA
SIHEARATIOT, 100% BIREARAE T, S % 8 B
T AR ARG TR BOM PSR M UUE 5 9,
LARPE(D ;11 ~3: 5P (R) 3.1 ~5: FFHT(MR) ;
5.1 ~7:8UK(S) ;7.1 ~9: = E(HS),

1.2.3 FEMEE S DNA 2EUK RAPD ¥ i &%
2 DNA $REBCE R 1 CTAB 3272 15 45 RAPD
I AL TS A A KL R B A BR A 7B L,
DNA $#2HUS% PCR AHSGAH fi RARA: ) TR BRA A
Pt PCR {4 Biometra PCR #7#44%, PCR Jz Wi A&
%:0.5 pL 10 x Buffer,0.5 pL dNTP (10 mmol/L
each) 2.0 pL DNA #i#k (10 ng/ul) 1.0 wL 514

(20 pmol/L) 0.5 wL TagDNA A, ddH,0 #ME =
25 pL, PCR JJWFEF:BS ~ X8 51#1($£2) .95 C i
AZVE 4 min; (94 °C Z8ME 1 min38 CCiB K 1 min;72 C
FEMH 1 min)6 PMEH; (94 °C 725 1 min;36 CiE X
1 min;72 °C ZEfH 1 min)30 MEFR;72 °C 15 min;
4C AR, 174 ~1/70 5149).95 C WAL 4 min,
(94 °C ZZ¥E 1 min;37 C Bk 1 min;72 °C ZEff#
2 min)40 MEH;72 C FEMS min;4 C fRIE, PCR
PIT 8% FDVIGTIGHENE AT R UK R .
1.3 HESH

XTEERE MR R FH 0-1 RS sk Y 1S 3 2 0 &,
AL 1 TCHER 0, 4K 38 Be i KNI | K
a1y 45 R (0, 1) FEFE A . 150 b
15 255 190%F 25 A G G fh & re AR i 2 Ak AR
B 25 R i Popgene 32 BRI S N,



1182 i 7/

O o 14 4

(AR HOERZHE) (5 BHE)
SEHEEL. 32 NTSYSpe 2. 100 ok 445 (0, 1) K
O B30 A% 4R BLYE R0, ) UPGMA 7 i i 47 3¢
KO

2 GRE5HMH

2.1 EWEZEX A. rabiei IFTIELE

N GRS (R 1) g5 R
ZRiE 03 216 224 %5 3 {3 GRIERINPOR , & ALY
TR 12% ;LR 223 169 i 4533 %5 4 (5 %
AL, G BHR IR A 16% ; BRI BT 5 35 Bl
FUHE 2 555 11 Oy e I 2 B0 R B , o Al e TR Y
44% K& T —5 7 G T HRIERI
R T BHATERAY 28% , HIRIZEA S T RYBTE %
TELE RS E NG RIEATE &8 AR R ik
03.200.216 F14533 % 5 {3 IR R AP, At
IR 20% 5 A 22 AT BT 5d 95 B T4 2 5
1 B IR Ry a,  EE R R Y 44% 5169
i 170 171 55 3 SR B R, o5 R TR IR 1Y

PTG 24% , 35 PN A 8] JE W 4T A. ra-
biei % E G REEG TR 78 25 03 W o T
JEr, R BE 03 216 RINFE UM ; L F R AR E
HT;170 171 FRILFEE B 185 165 RINFE =
2.2 EESSMESW

FH 15 A 2278051 Y58 UE Vs T LA 24 DNA 1
PCR §"38 (% 2) , AR5 129 NP #8407 PR 4
S 8. 571 45 Hrh 28BS 67 45,28
PELAT S 51.94% , AL Z B2 A L 7E 0. 3731 ~
0.9254 7358 0. 6484, 514 X8.1/34 1/70 ¥4 %
WZ o1k 14 13 13 4%, D19 ES F11/28 9
W B 2SR, N 100% . 519 1/34 734
F BB R K, N 23.08% , SIWZ MR
BRSNS 23.08% ~100% , VY48 55.623% ., H:
N, (BRUEEAIEREL) Nei's JEH ZHFE4PE  Shannon's
SRR R 1.5555.0.3172.,0. 4765, [ e T JiE
W R LA B N A B 2R IR
2.3 ERTEEHENERREST

12% ; 221 223 185 165 % 6 IR N ER, 5 X9 B 4% B ] NTSYSpe 2. 10t #7544

=2 SIYMFEINRTEERERN

Table 2 Primer sequences and amplification fragments size

‘ sovrin parg o SR s
Bl wobsan X TERERC T ey RO EREOD e ) -
Primor D Primer sequence HRE(°C)  No. of amplified polymorphic . Ratio of Effective Nei's gene  information
Temperature  fragments fragments  fragments size polymorphic.  number diversity index
fragments  of alleles

BS GGGCCACTCA 34 9 7 0.10 ~1.00 77.78 1.6335 0. 3608 0. 5331
B6 GGCTCATGTG 32 5 2 0.10 ~0.75 40. 00 1. 9004 0. 4726 0. 6653
E8 GGGGTGACGA 34 6 6 0.01~0.10  100.00 1. 8097 0. 4259 0. 6080
E10 AGCCAGCGAA 32 5 2 0.50 ~2. 00 40. 00 1.9348 0. 4828 0. 6758
F7 ACGGGCCAGT 34 12 4 0.10 ~0. 50 33.33 1.3453 0. 2058 0. 3290
G7 CAGTGCTGTG 32 2 1 0.75 ~1. 00 50. 00 1. 9415 0. 4849 0. 6780
X8 GACGCCACAC 34 14 4 0.25 ~0.75 28.57 1.3753 0. 2330 0. 3765
1/4 CCTGGGTTCC 34 8 4 0.50 ~0.75 50. 00 1. 6401 0. 3540 0.5192
1/19 GCCCGGTTTA 32 7 5 0.25 ~1.00 71.43 1. 5600 0. 3239 0. 4882
1/23 CCCGCCTTCC 36 8 5 0.10 ~0.75 62.50 1.2364 0. 1807 0.3132
1/28 CCGGCCTTAA 32 7 7 0.25~1.00  100. 00 1.2374 0. 1693 0. 2903
1/29 CCGGCCTTAC 34 9 5 0.25 ~0. 50 55.56 1. 1071 0. 0944 0.1920
1/30 CCGGCCTTAG 34 11 7 0.10 ~1.00 63. 64 1.7047 0. 3854 0.5598
1/34 CCGGCCCCAA 36 13 3 0.25 ~1.00 23.08 1.3735 0. 2632 0. 4281
1/70 GGGCACGCGA 36 13 5 0.10 ~0. 50 38. 46 1.5335 0.3213 0. 4903
&it 129 67 0.01 ~2. 00
Total
T3 8.571 4.285 0. 134 55.623 1.5555 0.3172 0. 4765

Average
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U FE , Fl UPGMA AT 7 I HE SR 2% 56 R
REARIE (& 1), 2553600 ,25 (B & 5L Fh (£ 78
LR ECH 0. 57 bR A2 K256 T 28005 22 7,
ST 3 0y, SBIZEHAA 4 A/ NERAL, BEA
I-1 B89 Oy, Bl -2 & o oy, AT -3 &
185 4400 2 iy BE4H] -4 A &b F 171, 5 10
WA 2 AL BEAL T - 1 U5 1655 BE4L
I -2 fU &R 159, 25 {5 s o B AR 2
BOTARTE 0. 3731 ~0. 9254 Z ], P34 0. 6484, H
ok &2 FO159 )Y i AL A L R R AIG, h
0.3731, “H MRS R AL ; RiE 03 Fl 223 (1
TERAl BB B, 0.9254 Uil —F R Rk
UL, AL T S, L AR RN, BAIRORE AT
S IR FH B4 8 % R i) ) 5 A 2 REEAT AR SR Y

221
177
170
— 178
EE—57
— —
200

216

)
—L_ jsuw
223

-2 196
24
I 4533
Bl 555
Py FLd2 5
88-1

-3 185

4400
-4 L%
171

I-1

i 165
—n-2 A
T

159
[ — ]

——
0.57 0.66 0.75 0.84 0.93
BALFULARZL Coefficient

1 HiEEERREREE

Fig.1 Dendrogram of tested chickpea varieties( lines)

AL T — 1 rf O (Y 5110 3 B AT R Pl T2
RIFZEL Kabuli 2 3, Horb 2 (R I8 AR BT 7,
AN T A UG T s A B B R B IR T, S B 1

RECR 6. 07 ;4L T -2 1 9 oy B g 05 Y F2 2R AT
SEFFRAILL Kabuli 24 32, Hirp 4 0 R U8 FAR 9317
1,3 By R UG TR AR B B i AR BT IR T2 4 ok IR T
KEH SEYPRIETRECH 5. 08 BE4L T -3 /9 2 3¢
TR B 5 2 Ah B2 Kabuli F1 Desi 4% 50% , 43531
UG TR SEAR Bt i B 9% U T AR &2 L SF- i A
FRECH 6. 59 BEAL T —4 (192 Oy o B A S 2 f
2 Kabuli 1 Desi 45 50% , 70 BRI T4 ¥ i %
FUHTHRACRY B B 52 5B, F- B 5 48 50k 4. 94,
BRI -1 A9 1 3 BE VR )& T FP B 25 Y Kabuli, K U5
TR sARL B St B IR I, e T A8 £k 9. 005 AL

I -2 A9 2 fyBe R 32 B4 R AR B2 2 420 Kabu-
i, 53 9l A5 4 5% T 37 FHR S AR ¢ it o % T
PR RN 7. 04,

3 i

JA I 5 A R e S — R B TR M, B
S B G E B AR KRR, BIRfEE R
TR Ay AR AV i R ) = i R B, 2 S A
FLEA AT LR T B AL R, e AL
A E, AR A A BT, fESR S
RAFIHTEE T, B IA & W 5 5e —f MRl e 4 05
AT SR B PO A ARG E X 25 1
W 5 UG AE FH AR 22 IN BT AL rabied 155 5 45 5 46
B, HOR R 5 500 T 1. 60 ~9. 00, %E i ] 25 F A K
A B 0 (1 5 8k <3. 00) i BB IR Y 8%
o Rk 03 216, FEE P 0 PEER R B A 4t
P, HiE RAPD i f% Z e AT, — 38 18] 18t A5 4
IRECH 0.4925 5t fE 22 F BN F 5, B 2 7
ALTE R R BT A s AL P L T BB A7 E— 1Y
255 T CLE A FEA SRR AT A SR A A ok
HATHAIE, W] AR AU AP BT R T4 )5
WE S AT A. rabiei SR IEAEERE .

AHE ST Y 25 3 J8 M WL BT IR AL 4R R ik 03
4400 4533 4547 i E SR AR B SRR R & BRI
dbhe & BUsean BT 2 5 EE—5 7. 31 88-
1 SEHr a7 &R 200 216 221 223 S H R B
s PP YT AR 1 U W L A U v R
SACHE AR, HRh TGS R AR VR E AN TE2E |, Sk S
FHIZACIS 2 %5 . 3@k RAPD 5 ARSI b RHE A T35
FEFAARL 1 43 BT, AH B &R BUHE 0. 3731 ~0.9254 2
i), A g GO R A R R M 2 A,
HAE 25 Oy 1 G BT A 3 Iy M BHEE N,
FH () 2540 T ¥ 3 800 bt B DL b R s A i3
BT UGS T W 5% A A TR A R I R B
JE XA IR [ H TR B Z BT A, rabiei 11 EWE T
FRRTGER . K22 EE—% 7 311 159 F1 178 fi &
S P FP B R (HFH B) e B0 R, T BB S = N
AR KR E 22 5 DL KOG ) 25 45 440 10 338 I 1 AS [F)
AKX,

J5 2253 BT W |25 17 J W S TR A9 5 FRL A
SRBTIE RIS A% Z A A Z ) T i AR e, iR
KETF N, Rk 03 5 st AHRUEAR & , 5%
LR ECH 0. 8657 (HPT % T, Rk 03 AT
PE, B w8 171 5 A6 A 09 a8t 14 A 0L AR
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