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Genetic Diversity of Winter Wheat Cultivars ( Triticum aestivum L. )
from Hebei Province Revealed by SSR Markers

LI rui-qi ,YANG Xin-lei ,ZHANG Yan ,MA Zhi-ying ,LI Yan-ming
(Northern China Key Laboratory for Crop Germplasm Resources of Education Ministry/Crop Germplasm Resources
Laboratory of Hebei Province/College of Agronomy ,Agricultural University of Hebei,Baoding 071001)

Abstract; Seventy-nine SSR primers with high polymorphisms and abundant information were used to detect genetic
diversity of the total 87 winter wheat cultivars,including 85 cultivars authorized in Hebei province,and the two control
cultivars used in the regional test of China for drought-resistant wheat variety ,Jinmai 47 and Luohan 2. A total of 175 al-
lelic variation loci were detected in 79 SSR primers,ranging from 1 to 6 per primer pair with an average of 2. 215. The
polymorphism information content (PIC) ranged from 0. 824 to 0. 998 ,with an average of 0. 941. The effective number of
alleles for each locus (N,) varied from 1. 644 to 20. 333 ,with an average of 4. 708. The Shannon-Weaver diversity index,
also referred to as Shannon-Weiner index (H') ranged from 0. 148 to 1. 102 and averaged 0. 544. These indicated that ge-
netic diversity of 87 tested cultivars was low based on SSR markers. The genetic similarity coefficients (GS) varied from
0. 184 to 0. 899 ,with an average of 0.418. Among them ,the GS(0.899) between Henong 826 and Shijiazhuang 8 was the
highest ,but the GS(0. 184) between 71-3 and Gaoyou 9618 was the lowest. The GS averages were different among the cul-
tivars released from different breeders. The UPGMA cluster indicated that genetic difference was high between the culti-
vars from Shijiazhuang New Wheat Variety and Technology Research Institute and those from other breeders.
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VAR A /N2 e 7 o A LAl i s 7™ X IR
P JURIFE AR AL A AR 7 DR 7 o 22 S, T L A S
VR SR AF IR AR RS [A] o R Bk 1) b 39 67 ‘e R M 4%
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B EAALZ AR F B9/ A2 G R REAL R T b A R
R XU/ INZZ R T BE IR, 1982 4R LUK, L 48 4/
ZHEMIPAG T BRI R, L E 180 24> fl, X 2L 5,
TR0 AR ) 2 BT A2 DR /N A A 77 k4% T B AR
o BIRRAT AL A o e A/ N S R R 384 Z2 AR MK T K
rir A E) P 22 S e PR A (B T o e 00 A
SSR (simple sequence repeats) #5ic L1 H B #1453
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FEPR S A R R R A A A A
o R SRS ] SR RN A2 R G SSR st ik £
PEPETTJB T —SeF 5, 45 R W, MK A | 3¢
10 AR /N i o S ) A B 2 O T T T 2
DX A A IF S B T 3 /N 22 R R L R
R SRR R R AR N A
7 S /N BT 1) 35 4% 22 R 1 B HG ot R ) 14 332 4% AH
AP, PY R 22 DX /N2 it ol ) 358 12 A AR 3% 80728 i R
(0.373 ~0.794) 77 16 %5 AN [l A2 JE 11 3ot fe 22 57
PE 2 DX /N 22 b () 5 A 22 S V0N s A% A il Bk
AT R Y L Bk
P Y AR (IX) B /N 22 R e B A
e Z RO BAR . S XTI A6 48 o 2 1 /N 22 i
SSR itk ZHEMERE e8>, AR 4 F ) 86 Xt SSR
153 T AT 60 AEARITALAE # (IN) Ry 125 /A
A R R 381 Z2 AR PE DRI A /N2 R Y st 24
PR, WA ] Y 2R 2% OC R, H i, B X
T390 A /N A2 it i 2H R B R A 1Y) 35t 4% 22 RE
30T o P, AW ST LA [R] i SSR 51 4 A1z 48 (1997 -
2007 4F ) Jlb 45 o 5E 1 85 ASAC/NAE it B DL K [ o T
TN BRI T 2 5 A 4T AR BESE T T
T8 1 ) o o B A /INZ P Y g A% 22 RE 1, DAIDT
X BB AC/INAZ i R R R ORI A 7 R B A AR

1 MR5FE

L1 REwe
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ANEC/INFE B (ol I TR A PR R 91.4% )
L K 2007-2008 4 J5 [ 52 /N 22 i oft DX 33 36 40 52 21
XERR ah Bl F 2 47 AR 2 50 A R i % F
A BB (A /N A il ol 4 Bk S HOR IR LR 1

1.2 WA E
1.2.1 DNA 2B RJH CTAB 7 $ B/ 2 nf
Fr B 2H DNA, J# 3 Nano Drop %840 53060t B 314G
I DNA F e B2 M2l
1.2.2 SSR 4#F M M. S. Roder 25 % £ 1) SSR
PRICIT 5 B L SSR G, G gk 79 X 2 A5k
85 1490 3 A AR 3 e

PCR JZ 17 24 K LW 20 L, J2 1 FK R W+ 10 x
buffer( £ MgCl,) 2 pL,2.5 mmol/L #) dNTP 1 pL,
5U/pL#Tag B 0.2 wL,2 pmol/L fY 5| My 2 pL,
20 ng/ L 54 DNA 2 pL,ddH,0 12.8 pL, PCR Sz
2P~ 95 CHIZE 4 5 min;94 CAFPE 45 5,55 ~60 C
(FRASTR S [y E ) iR K 45 8,72 “CHEfHT min, 3 35 4>
JEEF,72 CHAEM 10 min,4 CLRAF. PCR 9347 ¥R
FH 8% A7 5 N I T i R P Kk 20 2 R G vR e (0
1.2.3 HiREAE MRERUETIYY AR, gy
SSR 1 0/1 K4l i o A FF it 19 HL Dk 25l 4 A 50T
ISR, LUK A A IRAE N 1, 0, it r s A K
W1 £ (1) A/ SSR {3 2 0 2 25 £ £ Bt (PIC, polymor-
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HEAS SSR A A AR @ A AL S AR AL
SR TR AL AR S R U A LA, (2) B> SSR L
S AL BO(N,) N, =1/ % p,o (3) Shan-
non-Weaver diversity index ( H') 2R = - > P.lnp,,
55 1 ANAFALE S BLAARR, SO T 22 A5 R AR 3R
TG ZREERRE o (4) d (8] 35t 4% AH L 5 £ (GS, genet-
ic similarity coefficients) 28] VNN GS = ZNU/(N,. +
NGt N i AR A B
N Jg b i v i BLRY 9 48 45  Be B H N D e
T BRI S R BEECH o (5) A GS (BRI
A BB R S 1 5 (UPGMA |, unweight pair method
using arithmetic averages) #f 47 fE AH ML R 25004
it o3 MR A NTSYS-pe 2. 11 #9475,

2 FERE5HMH

2.1 AEZNERT SSR L mpBEM

M189 Xt 5| o i 8 22 AR B R R 79 X
SSR 1Y HI T A S . F FHIX SE5| PXF 87 {4 /N4
HEATYHG AW 175 A 2 38 S AL, BT T
PRIE] 1 ~6 s, V-1 2. 215 4>, 514 barel76
TEFR S i Bl b T M A5 R 1 s o K 3 22 25
PE 25 37 7 5 B Z2 W S bare170 , LRGN R 6 A2 i
5, H K 2 barc77. barc78 . barcl74 . barc178 i
gwm624 , 73 5l K I B 5 A SEAL AL (£ 2) o SSR 5
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Table 1 Wheat cultivars and their sources in the study
R Y B HENE )| HS S USSR DA o I [A] (4F)
No. Cultivar Breeding unit Authorized yean|No. Cultivar Breeding unit Authorized year
1 W B b 48 BE I T B 5 A 1999 4 FBE1E WAL A e ARBL 2 B B4 e 2003
2 /ME 8T R B AT S R E A Y BT 2005 45 T 4 341 T L ARl K2 1998
3 BE3IY b ey ARV N 11 5 2000 46 @IAZE 1S HLA B RO R E BT 2003
4 1t 503 SRR Ji 32 1998 47 JER A 43 JBR 7 Tl AR AR 2 e 2005
BACA BT V8 LA A B 5T BT 438 11§ 5316 T7 b A8 A vl e Bk B 1999
5 Jb 5t 0045 o [ Al B2 B A 9 2004 49 AZRIE10 5 A1 FE T A B 2 B 2003
6 HEL B — T U SR S Al A B2 2007 50 AT 163 1 FREE T /INAE ity BT B AR B 5 T 1997
7 A 326 bl K % 1997 51 T 4 859 bl K% 1998
8 i 12 AR ET LML B 2004 52 [ 4 4198 A K2 2005
9 A1 828 A1 R EE T /INAEH it T AR B ST T 2005 53 FLAT03 A7 G /N RN R 5 i 2005
10 3 6203 LA AL 27 B 1 T 2001 54 FE3G V] b A T 2 B 2003
11 FEff 9618 17 3648 BT AL B 2 B 5T BT 2005 55 11k 4589 7 b 2 HIS 8 7 A B Bt 1998
12 1€ 521 AL AR 2 e A 7 2000 56 AR 17 AR LA B 2B 2007
13 #ifk 8901 TR A 28 S T Al B} 2 0F 58 1998 57 i 7228 AL 28 AR 24 Bt 1 T 2003
14 fi 4185 A A B 2 B 1997 58 Tl 4 822 OB SN 2004
15 HREIS A R ET AR 2% Bt 2002 59 1 7086 T 6 A T 6 T AR B 2006
16 ®R2Y TG 2 5 B T Al B2 0F 52 o 2001 60 AH 616 £1FET/INAE i i BT £ AR W53 7 2008
17 R 9 5 T LA T T AR B e 2003 61  Hifk 9409 T 28 B3 T Al B 2 F 5T i 2002
18 i} 4338 7L AL 27 B A5 T 2004 62 B 7369 T A8 R AREL 2 B A BT 2007
19 A T3 A0 FE TN SRR B AR B 5T T 2001 63 4k 972 i b Al K 2 1997
20 HFE 16 A F T AR B2 Bt 2005 04  JEE 6T S LT Al B2 B 2003
21 KA 99 L AR A8 N T R R F 5 T 2004 65 NC-2 T & A Bl 27 B 2004
22 AR 539 A0 KR /INZE B RIRT AR B 5T T 2003 66 #5385 b A AMBL 2 B V) T 2002
23 BhAR 9204 op [E B B AL 5 R E A Y F BT T 2002 67 i 6599 AL 28 AR 24 Bt A T 2006
24 e 6172 TG 2 IS S8 7 AR B B 2001 68 W 35 T U A8 AR 2 I A 2004
25 k1S T 3L A T 6 T AR e 2007 69 #4% 030 TN T AR R BE 2002
26 HE 4564 Vo] b A4 S 88 7 A B Bt 1998 70 B 54 T 4 BE AL T & A IR F 2007
27 f% 14 A T A R 2 B 2004 71 Hifk 9908 T07 A 2 B 7l Al B 2 F 5T 2005
28 hEIE o o N B A I 1 4 i 1997 72 #4017 P A B2 0F 58 i 2001
29 fi5 95 W 26 LA AL 27 g A5 T 2001 73 K 639 WAL R B AT 1998
30 UfiZE 02-1 AL ITAE K 2 I B s i 3 2004 74 piEg 25 LA EIT A R A BT 5T T 2003
31 MR 18 AL AR 2 B A T 2004 75 713 AL AR 2 Bt A T 1997
32 4 6004 W N T AR BE 2003 76 411 B |0 LA/ 1997
33 AT 618 A1 G LTI /IN A2 3 it R 5 B AR BF 5 T 2005 77 3 5265 T JU A8 LB BV ) T 2007
34 Rl 213 op EIRL A B % 5 K B AR 2 e B 2001 78 3 6001 M T AR B 1998
35 #6002 BN T AR BE 2007 79 If§ 3475 T LA S B T AR B e 2000
36 3L 5579 T 3L KRB B A ) BT 2003 80 W47 LG 48 ARl B2 B 1998
37 T4 826 bRl K A 2007 81  &F 1% T 4 G ARl I & A B 2005
38 AFRESH AR L4 B 2001,2007 |82 fif 4041 A G E A B2 B 1997
39 W 119 W N T AR BB 2005 83 B 1093 b [JFL 2 B st % 5 K F A W 2= w98 B 2005
40 HLA 38 A FKET LML B 1996 84 fiZ 15 A FE T AN L B 2005,/2007
41 ik 9507 o = Al B 27 B A ) i 2001 85 BEAR 9415 VT4 B3 T A B 2E W 5 T 2003
42 RFEIS 5 T A Bk 2 F 5 T 2006 86 A 825 g gl K2 2007
43 JE# 8 % S LT Aol B2 B 2006 87 W # 026 W N T AR BE 2001
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Y 225G B & & (PIC) AR/ 0. 824 ~0.998, gwm624(1.018)

SEER 0941 o PIC Al & TP ¥{E ) SSR 514 /AN A B.D 3 A 4L, SSR v s - 34748
44 %F, A SN 55.7% . N, 75 E K 1. 644 ~ SAEAE B(2.234) > A(2.000) >D(1.963) X%

20. 333, F-H 4. 708 ; b N & FE- {8 1 SSR 5] PIC ¥ {HEM K B(0.946) > D (0.942) > A
W27 A, RGP 34. 18% . H'ZE R K 0. 148 ~ (0.941) . XYL FEIT LA /NE i Bl A B D 4 %
1. 102,324 0. 544 \H' KT 1.00 1y SSR fi gi H A oSSR i & AR AR S DL B e £ iR 4 3 B i
bare59 (1. 102) .barc174 (1. 046) .barc178(1.031) fl W 5L, H SSR A i 2 A BA R AT B .
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B 1 3514 barcl76 &AM /NERFE T ILER
Fig. 1 SSR markers amplified by barcl176 primer in part of wheat cultivars
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Table 2 Location of SSR primers on chromosomes,the number of alleles,and PIC value

i FUE ZAENAK R SLE BR[| SO EAMRAK ZARE B wk
’ . K 8% Polymorphic B B3R iR ’ . [ESEAe Polymorphic Bt [R5 EER A
Primer Primer
Allele No. alleles PIC N, H Allele No. alleles PIC N, H'

barc4 4 1 0.986 8.457 0.253 ||barc147 3 2 0. 830 1. 845 0. 664
barc5 2 1 0. 840 2.500 0.367 ||barc148 4 1 0.977 6.553 0.287
barc7 2 1 0.971 5.833 0.302 ||barcl51 5 3 0.965 3.148 0. 705
barc8 2 1 0.918 3.486 0.358 ||barc163 5 2 0.977 4.783 0. 466
barc10 4 2 0. 940 3.096 0.563 ||barcl64 4 3 0. 867 1.989 0.763
barcl3 2 1 0.989 9.700 0.234 ||barcl65 3 2 0. 869 2.225 0.599
barc18 4 3 0.917 2. 145 0.835 ||barcl67 2 1 0.950 4. 480 0. 335
barc20 3 1 0.997 16.818 0.168 ||barc170 8 6 0.978 3.148 0. 888
barc21 2 1 0. 850 2.582 0.367 ||barcl74 6 5 0.928 1.978 1. 046
barc24 6 3 0.976 3.868 0. 624 || barc176 4 3 0. 902 1.989 0. 854
barc28 2 1 0. 824 2.381 0.364 ||barcl178 6 5 0.904 1. 853 1.031
barc32 5 4 0.914 2.000 0.939 ||barc180 3 2 0.933 3.122 0.533
barc45 3 1 0.998  20.333 0.148 ||barc181 4 3 0.905 2.012 0. 849
barc49 3 2 0.900 2.279 0.656 ||barc182 4 3 0.905 2.012 0. 851
barc55 4 1 0.998 9.419 0.238 ||barcl86 2 1 0.973 6.118 0.296
barc56 5 2 0. 962 3. 806 0.518 ||barc195 4 1 0.974 6.220 0.294
barc59 5 4 0. 896 1. 644 1.102 || barc196 3 2 0.985 2.122 0. 356
barc67 3 2 0.973 4.783 0. 447 ||barc197 3 2 0.940 2.891 0. 606
barc68 6 4 0. 966 3.096 0.761 ||barc206 3 1 0.988 9.286 0. 240
barc70 4 3 0. 909 2.088 0.837 ||barc229 4 3 0.914 1.989 0.892
barc72 6 3 0.970 3.868 0.574 ||barc232 4 3 0. 898 2.024 0. 3832
barc73 3 2 0.912 2.582 0.601 ||cfd75 4 3 0.907 2.061 0. 836
barc75 3 1 0. 969 5.703 0.305 |[[gwm71 4 2 0.989 6. 800 0.384
barc76 2 1 0.993 11.875 0.208 |[[gwml14 6 4 0.954 2.706 0. 824
barc77 7 5 0.970 2.955 0.856 |[|gwml65 3 1 0.984 7.960 0.261
barc78 7 5 0.958 2.955 0.786 ||gwml194 2 1 0.911 3.351 0.361
barc80 7 4 0.979 3. 966 0.651 || gwm497 5 2 0.958 3.486 0.554
barc81 5 3 0.989 5.833 0.478 || gwm609 3 1 0.977 6.613 0.286
barc87 2 1 0. 897 3.122 0.365 ||gwm624 6 5 0.925 2.012 1.018
barc95 2 1 0. 968 5.579 0.308 |[wmcll 3 1 0.956 4.783 0. 327
barc101 3 2 0. 839 1.770 0.712 ||wmc48 3 1 0. 995 14. 385 0. 185
barc108 5 4 0. 900 1.989 0.886 ||wmc59 2 1 0.950 4. 480 0. 335
barc117 4 2 0.993 8.565 0.331 ||wmcl45 2 1 0.976 6.438 0.289
barc121 3 1 0.997 16.818 0.168 ||wmcl50 3 1 0.914 3.417 0. 360
barc127 5 3 0. 962 3.122 0.698 ||wmc201 5 4 0.932 2.061 0.991
barc128 5 1 0.992 10. 943 0.219 ||wmc243 2 1 0. 880 2. 891 0.367
barc134 4 2 0. 950 3.203 0.576 ||wmc256 3 1 0.969 5.703 0. 305
barc140 4 3 0. 897 2.000 0.829 ||wmc469 3 1 0.965 5.350 0.314
barc141 4 2 0.925 2.977 0.542 ||wmc533 4 2 0.957 3.522 0.546
barc142 4 3 0.916 2.012 0.888 ||°F-¥J Mean  3.8354 2.215 0.941 4.708 0. 544
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FABULENE N 0. 184 ~0.899, Hrhiuf e 826 51 5[ E 48.28%  XLELIRK W] L 10 4F R 7 W&

8 Il f) 38t AL ML PE A i, B AR R L R B s AN R R R B AR 22 S B

0.899;71-3 L&t 9618 [i] {1 it 1% HH L 1 & 1K, GS

®3 L NERMOEEEURY

Table 3 Genetic similarity of the tested winter wheat cultivars

o b WAL AL ZREL GS coefficient o A AL AL R B GS coefficient

No. Cultivar  SEH{l Average f5 K {H Max. f%/ME Min. || No. Cultivar — SEH{H Average I K {H Max. % /IME Min.
1 RFE25 0. 405 0.731(63) 0.240(52) 45 A 341 0.388 0.515(44) 0.268(75)
2 JME 81 0.411 0.574(31)  0.188(22) |46 MEE LS 0.39 0.556(85)  0.222(49)
3 #H 35 0.367 0.491(25) 0.231(47) 47 JER AT 43 0.437 0.585(71) 0.231(3)
4 B 503 0.409 0.559(76) 0.270(36) 48 HE 5316 0.417 0.761(59) 0.242(80)
5 b5t 0045 0. 421 0.635(28) 0.214(72) 49 AFRFE 105 0.396 0.583(18) 0.198(9)
6 S — = 0.382 0.673(21) 0.269(40) |50 £13H 163 0.386 0.569(22) 0.257(37)
7 A& 326 0.422 0.603(17) 0.233(9) 51 w4 859 0.439 0.610(35) 0.286(19)
8 HE 12 0.418 0.596(14)  0.272(21) ||52 e 4198 0.401 0.533(77)  0.240(1)
9 15 828 0.343 0.788(19) 0.198(49) 53 703 0. 405 0.566(50) 0.224(58)
10 3 6203 0.439 0.729(67) 0.255(22) 54 KFE35 0.387 0.495(56) 0.259(31)
11 Ffk 9618 0.379 0.820(41)  0.184(75) ||55 1 4589 0.427 0.750(24)  0.277(9)
12 521 0.382 0.552(77)  0.244(87) ||56 Fiik 17 0.394 0.566(72)  0.260(46)
13 #8901 0.389 0.661(61) 0.274(26) 57 iy 7228 0. 460 0.638(82) 0.318(11)
14 f1 4185 0.458 0.852(27) 0.305(21) 58 A% 822 0.399 0.555(2) 0.224(53)
15 ARFEI 5 0.398 0.654(37) 0.234(36) 59 HE 7086 0. 424 0.761(48) 0.208(22)
16 wWR2 5 0.414 0.862(34) 0.259(22) 60 £ 616 0.390 0.592(19) 0.267(73)
17 %9 5 0. 448 0.708(24) 0.217(9) 61 #9409 0. 403 0.661(13) 0.269(67)
18 fifiy 4338 0.453 0.896(82) 0.252(3) 62 3 7369 0. 443 0.722(27) 0.248(21)
19 135 733 0.369 0.788(9) 0.222(77) ||63 e 972 0.408 0.731(1) 0.206(9)
20 716 0. 443 0. 604 (64) 0.305(36) 64 65 0. 444 0.865(28) 0.243(22)
21 KA 99 0.363 0.673(6) 0.243(77) 65 NC-2 0. 445 0.807(26) 0.257(9)
22 £1 35 539 0.344 0.673(19) 0.188(2) 66 3 5385 0.393 0.509(83) 0.272(37)
23 B4 9204 0. 457 0.753(40) 0.264(21) 67 i 6599 0.421 0.729(10) 0.194(22)
24 HE 6172 0. 445 0.750(55) 0.260(9) 68 WL 35 0.423 0.698(62) 0.275(43)
25 W11 %5 0.436 0.718(10) 0.230(22) 69 4% 030 0.459 0.790(39) 0.309(72)
2 i 4564 0. 449 0.807(65)  0.229(9) |70 4 54 0. 424 0.679(81)  0.238(9)
27 %145 0. 469 0.852(14) 0.312(3) 71 #9908 0.437 0.607(35) 0.291(19)
28 95 0.434 0.865(64) 0.250(22) 72 1% 4017 0.375 0.566(56) 0.214(5)
29 ffif 95 W 26 0. 444 0.764(18) 0.268(9) 73 K 639 0.415 0.535(42) 0.267(60)
30 Iifi 2% 02-1 0.459 0.730(39) 0.308(80) 74 Higs 2 5 0. 409 0.604(81) 0.252(22)
31 i 18 0. 407 0.600(51) 0.232(22) 75 71-3 0.384 0.621(21) 0.184(11)
32 4 6004 0. 404 0.648(70) 0.229(49) 76 411 0.396 0.569(5) 0.238(40)
33 147 618 0.398 0.554(57) 0.297(52) 77 L 5265 0. 462 0.685(23) 0.222(19)
34 Bl 213 0.416 0.862(16) 0.283(22) 78 B3 6001 0.437 0.677(35) 0.269(43)
35 #6002 0.491 0.677(78) 0.342(9) 79 et 3475 0. 443 0.644(82) 0.302(9)
36 #5579 0.394 0.531(2) 0.234(15) 80 T x 47 0.376 0.551(81) 0.241(15)
37 4% 826 0.418 0.899(38) 0.240(43) 81 EF15 0.437 0.679(70) 0.294(49)
38 ARFES S 0. 427 0.899(37) 0.248(43) 82 iy 4041 0. 459 0.860(18) 0.262(32)
39 w119 0.454 0.797(44) 0.253(72) 83 Bl 1093 0. 441 0.617(84) 0.328(67)
40 B 38 0.412 0.753(23) 0.213(9) 84 fi# 15 0.437 0.740(40) 0.243(19)
41 F 4l 9507 0. 406 0.820(11) 0.255(75) 85 B 9415 0.410 0.654(81) 0.280(22)
42 95 0. 445 0.649(44) 0.270(36) 86 4 825 0. 427 0.617(18) 0.260(74)
43 X85 0.374 0.647(64) 0.240(37) 87 % 026 0. 441 0.706(39) 0.244(12)
44 BE1Y 0. 450 0.797(39) 0.286(72) SE- 44 Mean 0.418

F5 5 BN Rl 4 S Digital shown in bracket represents cultivar number
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Fig.2 Cluster dendrogram of 87 winter wheat accessions based on SSR markers
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Table 4 The average of genetic similarity from the differ-

ent authorized unit

HH AL s 7 AR SRR VS
Breeding unit Cultivar No. Average of GS
T b gl K2 8 0.418

1 G A B2 B 10 0. 485

A G T /N 2208 OB AR 7 0.502
BT BT

AL A TR T A B B 8 0.583

S 3 11 4l 2 T 5 7 0.479

T JE A RARFE 2 g T4 T 8 0. 487
764 AR e 15 9 i 9 0. 430

T AL A i Tl AR B 6 0.532
SE- 14 Mean 0.489

x5 SEHAMEEEREEHBEEHEURY
Table 5 The average genetic similarity of wheat cultivars

authorized among different years

o SE 4Ry i R AR DL R %
Authorized year Cultivar No. Average of GS
1997 8 0.515
1998 9 0.420
1999 2 0. 460
2000 3 0.384
2001 10 0. 409
2002 5 0.415
2003 12 0.399
2004 10 0.421
2005 13 0.418
2006 4 0. 425
2007 11 0.461
SE- 44 Mean 0.429
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