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Abstract ; Diverse genetic variation is of great importance for crop ecological adaption and genetic improvement.
Bread wheat( Triticum aestivum L. )is one of the most important staple food for human worldwide. Wheat coverage and
production of Hebei province ranked third in China. However, systematically understanding for genetic diversity of
wheat in this province is scarce. Therefore ,the objective of present study is to investigate the genetic diversity of wheat
in Hebei province based on genome-wide SSR markers. The results showed that among the wheat accessions studied,
genetic diversity in A genome ,the seventh homoeologous group and chromosome 1A was relatively poor. From the his-
torical view,genetic diversity of Hebei wheat accessions presented a slowly increasing trend. Furthermore ,based on ge-
netic similarity ,these wheat accessions could be clustered into five groups,which did not reflect,to some extent,the
diverse characters for Hebei wheat cultivars,but also the specific breeding behavior in different institutes of Hebei.
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Table 1 List of wheat cultivars used in the present study
YAV (A R YAV AN ez \
42 4 B TEED | A B TEED | A4 B R
Registration Registration Registration
No. Cultivar name No. Cultivar name No. Cultivar name
year year year
1 HRE4 5 1956 58 h# 95 1997 115 B4 1093 2005
2 bR 3 5 1960 59 411 1997 116 /ME 81 2005
3 LS 1962 60 89H3 5940 1998 117 #9618 2005
4 AFRIS52 1965 61 B 4564 1998 118 T4 4198 2005
5 AHKIE 34 1965 62 HB 4589 1998 119 eHF15 2005
6 INLLH 1967 63 4 85 -9 1998 120 it 9908 2005
7 HFik 15 1968 64 #6001 1998 121 #7618 2005
8 Bk 2 & 1968 65 R 639 1998 122 wE 119 2005
9 LR 1969 66 8901 — 11 1998 123 JERAIF 43 2005
10 kA2 5 1969 67 =1t 503 1998 124 Bl 199 2006
11 ik 1 5 1969 68 A 341 1998 125 L 5265 2007
12 [ BH 4 5 1970 69 B 5316 1999 126 T EH (CK)
13 7K 6404 1971 70 B2 5 1999 127 18 2008
14 JE 1L 6898 1974 71 % 030 1999 128 419 2011
15 XS 1975 72 J%93 -5015 1999 129 1% 21 2009
16 HMELS 1976 73 HRik: 3475 2000 130 120 2009
17 %51 1977 74 1k 521 2000 131 12 2011
18 b 13 1977 75 £H35 2000 132 R 155 2012
19 95 1977 76 15 95 W 26 2001 133 R 3175 2009
20 mEe6s 1978 77 3 6203 2001 134 241 700 2012
21 B3 1978 78 HB 6172 2001 135 17 136 2009
22 wE75 1978 79 HEES 5 2001 136 #7216 2009
23 IREE 183 1981 80 fHr 733 2001 137 fi 4444 2012
24 %26 1981 81 7 026 2001 138 7 0628 2008
25 HE 105 1982 82 R 9507 2001 139 ¥ 10 5 2008
26 WE 155 1982 83 T 5385 2002 140 T 827 2008
27 WE 165 1982 84 1% 036 2002 141 T4 5290 2011
28 W& 145 1982 85 A 9409 2002 142 T4 6049 2008
29 HE1T S 1983 86 ARTE9 S 2002 143 TR 6425 2009
30 WH 18 5 1984 87 LORFE13S 2002 144 4R 7106 2012
31 WH19 5 1984 88 138 703 2002 145 4 9206 2009
32 wWAZ20 5 1984 89 fifi 5£ 2108 2002 146 3% 061 2009
33 w2 1985 90 i 7228 2003 147 1k 987 2009
34 W25 1985 91 FL 5579 2003 148 #1616 2008
35 1 %5 1986 2 11 4185 2003 149 4 68 2009
36 235 1986 93 AFRIE10 5 2003 150 17 4399 2008
37 W24 5 1986 94 187 539 2003 151 e 85 -3 2009
38 25T 1986 95 842 9 5 2003 152 L 6358 2008
39 iz 15 1988 96 mEEL1 S 2003 153 THE 200 2011
40 265 1988 97 g4 2 5 2003 154 WRBNE 1S 2008
41 W25 1988 98 Al 9415 2003 155 Bk 2018 2008
42 A28 5 1988 99 TE=E 2003 156 15 811 2009
43 w29 5 1988 100 AXREL 5 2003 157 M 6 5 2008
44 w3 1989 101 17 4338 2004 158 75 2012
45 435 1989 102 e 822 2004 159 B 12 5 2008
46 305 1992 103 WL 35 2004 160 % 14 5 2011
47 W335 1992 104 A7 12 2004 161 & 13 5 2009
48 WA 36 5 1994 105 714 2004 162 4K 399 2012
49 WA 315 1996 106 NC2 5 2004 163 /ML 8645 2009
50 W 38 5 1996 107 KA 99 2004 164 /LT 9659 2009
51 Wk 415 1996 108 Bhac 213 2004 165 kK6 5 2009
52 WA 65 1996 109 Iz 02 -1 2004 166 kET S 2009
53 W85 1996 110 i 18 2004 167 W 6003 2008
54 17 4041 1997 111 Jb 5T 0045 2004 168 4 6005 2012
55 £ 163 1997 112 1557 828 2005 169 KK 3432 2012
56 A 972 1997 113 a7 16 2005 170 B4 028 2009
57 71 -3 1997 114 fAFE 15 2005
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A 231 X5 W 2 5HAE B & R (PIC {A) FXE N
0.456, Lk Xwmc445 = (4 0. 836) , Xwmed55 F
Xwme557 Bk (h 0. 066) . GeitFric iy PIC A Lk
], &3 B PIC fEAE 0. 300 ~ 0. 400 2 8] A ARic
T Fe R 20. 35% , PIC {EFE 0. 500 DL L IARiC BT
i LK 45.89% . FIHH 231 %t 25 SSR 514,
MBEIR Y 170 13 /N 22 fi Bl (85 6 BED) A6 0 5] 831
NGNS (FR 2) BRSSP 1 0 A5 7 SE LBk
2 ~11 N 3.56 1), LABIY Xbare78 314 £ 1Y
AR Z (11 1),
2.2.1 ABD3NEBEAMSHEE FEHLED
2 AP A B D YL fRe 231 X5 | P Ik £ )
831 MEEN AR, B YRl o3 AR bR IC A A H
BGOSR R4 457 AR S B S (4300 ok
90 4~.355 4~ 1 3.94) , D Ye Akl e /b (4351 K 57
AN 189 AN 3.32) 5 AL ZREMEFR BOR 2 5P B
P (PIC fA) 5 LA B G (8 (AR 20 J5e 55 (439028 0. 55,

Amplification results for Xgwm261 in part wheat cultivars

0.50) ,{H A Bt R4 AR (435174 0.48.,0. 43) (3%
2) . BMAER, UL B MR A HEAR,

F2 H/NEEME AB.D REEANBESHFE
Table 2 Genetic diversity among A,B and D genomes in

wheat cultivars

ZHEPEIEDR Y SRS Genome

Item of genetic O Genome B ¥
diversity N B p  Total Mean
Fricfi A% H NOL 84 90 57 231
S5 7% 54 NOA 287 355 189 831
SRR E B AGR 3.42 3.94 3.32 3.56
FEH Z SR %L GDI 0.48 0.55 0.50 0.51
ZBMEFE = PIC 0.43 0.50 0.45 0.46

NOL:No. of loci,NOA; No. of alleles, AGR: Average genetic richness,
GDI; Genetic diversity indexes, PIC ; Polymorphic information content. The

same as below

2.2.2 AERBEEHMEESHENE AN ERS
R 7 A1 ~7) 34 RS, 8 B4 R AT
SSR #Ric 118.71 4>, Hp LIS 6 #Efe /> (66 1~) (4R
THRZ (144 4) s P EN AR EFELS 4 B
(4.29) B 45 7 BE(3.20) AR (3£ 3) ; kW £
FEVERR RO Z 255 B A i KR 5 B (4000l
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$0.56.0.51) , 45 7 BEE/IN (43910 0. 46 .0.41)
CEA RTINS AE 7 AER S R Y 5t A%
ZREMIONIFE R S5 >4>3>2>6>1>7, A[LIFE
WA N SRR RS 4 5 [RIRRE YL (AR ARy
BRI L 2R WA 7 FE 8L Z AR PR AR
XTEAR(E3,E2),

*z3 HiNEZERMETANTBORBEHENEESHEE

Table 3  Genetic diversity among seven homoeologues in

wheat cultivars

43 PR 3 N EEZEEE 2
Homoloeogous TR ERFEE EIEE FRE&E
group NOA AGR GDI PIC
1 104 3.59 0.49 0.44
2 113 3.32 0.52 0.46
3 134 3.53 0.53 0.47
4 133 4.29 0.54 0.49
5 137 4.03 0.56 0.51
6 66 3.30 0.50 0.44
7 144 3.20 0.46 0.41
T 118.71 3.61 0.51 0.46
—— TSN R E EAGR
—a- SR AR HIGDI
Aox A SR RPIC GpI Pic
44 r 106
427 0.55
X : I 0.5
26l 0.45
34l 0.4
32k 0.35
3 * 0.3

12 3 4 5 6 71 ¥
4y ] Homoloeogue group
2 /N EmT T AN REHNEESENE
Fig.2 Genetic diversity among the seven homoeologous

groups in wheat cultivars

2.2.3 AEAFBENBESHENE 21 FR6K
BN SRR A e AR A AR AR Sk H I
39.57, DL 4A etk (70 1) ,6D AR (12 1) ;h5
OB HE R 11, YA lk 3A 7A 2B 7B 4R
ICALE R R = (16 /00 ,6D Tk (4 /00 5
v FE R R 0,59, LA 1A $¢5(0.7) ,2D
AR (0.45) ;55028 S5 - V- 241 3. 65, L) 4A Hx
#(4.67) 7D Fflf(2.92) ; KN ZREMEFR B IE N
0.52, LA 2D FE (CH0.65) , 1A Bl (M 0.40) ; 273
TGRS ETHEN 0.46, LA 2D fei (4 0.59) , LA
1A FAR(CH 0.37) (£ 4) , BAORE 4A 2D YL
ZREMACTES R A ZREEKOPRR (R 4,1 3)

x4 HINERMIE 2 FEREF ENRESEE

Table 4 Genetic diversity among 21 chromosomes in wheat

cultivars

et fh $1EE $i’3i‘iﬁ}£?~.‘ %lﬁl%ﬁﬁ A

S FEE HAEEL B
Chromosoms

NOA AGR GDI PIC
1A 29 3.22 0.40 0.37
2A 38 3.45 0.46 0.40
3A 50 3.13 0.49 0.43
4A 70 4.67 0.57 0.53
5A 36 4.00 0.57 0.51
6A 25 3.13 0.53 0.45
7A 67 4.19 0.54 0.49
1B 53 4.22 0.56 0.52
2B 51 3.19 0.50 0.44
3B 62 4.13 0.61 0.55
4B 43 3.91 0.51 0.45
5B 58 4.14 0.58 0.52
6B 29 3.63 0.49 0.45
7B 67 4.19 0.54 0.49
1D 22 3.14 0.46 0.40
2D 24 3.43 0.65 0.59
3D 22 3.14 0.46 0.40
4D 20 4.00 0.52 0.47
5D 43 3.91 0.53 0.48
6D 12 3.00 0.46 0.40
7D 38 2.92 0.48 0.42
T 39.57 3.65 0.52 0.46

PN REREEAGR
—- G AR EGDI

AGR —A- MG RS RPIC GDI PIC

0.7
0.65
0.6
0.55
0.5
0.45
0.45
10.35

2‘3 L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L L 03
12345678 9101112131415161718192021
YeftfkChromosome

BEARAR 1 ~21 23 BRI 1A 1B 1D -+ TA 7B 7D Jefafk
Numbers 1 through 21 refer to as chromosomes
1A,1B,1D,--,7A,7B and 7D, respectively
B3 #il/hESEM 2 FLaENEESHESE
Fig.3 Genetic diversity among the twenty-one

chromosomesin wheat cultivars
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1949 ALK LB /NEZ DT T 6 A db Pl e
B A 1 R R EET E 1950 - 1964 4F 45 2
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AHATT A 2R (B 4) , G5 R R BR
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FEMEFE RO Z 805 B & i Y R I 3 hn iy i
AN LRSS R Ol 437 ~ 829 , - H4{H Hy 662. 33 4,

x5 #HilTtENEZERMERRERHNSHEETL

N Z REE R BAE 0.350 ~0.496 Z fa], F-HI{H N
0.446 ; Z5MEF B =2 FH 0. 188 ~0. 443,
SEEIE R 0. 3895 F AR S 5 B AR IR A 1. 852 ~
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Table 5 Genetic diversity among different renewed periods of wheat cultivars

AR A ECH S I BT ZAEMER SR LR T e [K ZREEFE R L7 R AR
Periods NoC NOA PIC AGR GDI AF
1950 - 1964 3 437 0.188 1.852 0.350 0.698
1965 - 1970 9 597 0.388 2.530 0.430 0.668
1971 - 1980 10 632 0.390 2.678 0.447 0.655
1981 - 1990 23 728 0.415 3.085 0.470 0.632
1991 —2000 30 751 0.426 3.182 0.485 0.618
2001 -2012 95 829 0.443 3.513 0. 496 0.614
G AR S R A P AL AR
_e_%lﬁ EPEFEE0GDI i 3E 5T Sk St o = =1
AGR - MRS EPIC GDI PIC E/JZ‘ bk, 5 14 H]Z\ﬁ?*i@q 40:“ %‘9 : n‘u o HH
4000 - —A SRR AR - 0.800 Fhs G IEht (GEACKRIR 2R/ L) o L2l A
3.500 -0.700 WEFERXT RE (P E ) IRFE L2 28 1-5 W2 fU 45
3.000 - 0.600 14 a0, 2RI A AR 22 B i R P 0F 5
2.500 10500 Jr FERAVEALO A ZE 0T 358 A b A, T HL G 32 58
20007 10400 {9 A 25 X B PR o B KR M, 5 1-6 T 3404 9
1.500 - 10.300 . N o -
o [jo ARl LITAE A 2 R R (1 2/3) o 4 147
osool Lo00 TESSALR A 2 5545 8 AR BRI B ZHE,
0 e 0 BECIKRE T ) HUB(FEAL 2018) & W He 18 i A
> . N
Q/\Q;o 5/\°’® \/\Q%Q \/\o,o,a \,ﬁ?@ \/%Q\"' (HnEE Ik 061 ) ZE eIk
SRERCOEICANRCRC I 5 I0 ZRAEE 21 AR, ARSI S R SR A
4 flPeriods 2 B & A FE P R KA ) S A, A E

4 HFLENERTMERRERNSHEETH
Fig. 4 Genetic diversity among the six renewed

periods of wheat cultivars
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s, 2R -2 AR K 6404 Z5 7 ANEh A, 3
k20 T4l 60 70 AEAR SRR, Z LAVEAL 54 HEFI
GREAR, 55 1-3 WRAIETE 6 45 34 8 545 8

2.4

JCRE O R AR, AT 43k 2 AT TI-1
FATFEHLAE 30 45 10 A Fl o 6 4SS PR 80 4F:
AR 2 AR T1-2 2R FE 11 AN SRR, D Al s 6
A(IE 155 9507 4§)

55 T 2RA 48 47 AN SRR, a5k 5 N2, 5
I-1 WRAIFERT 411 38537 38 46 12 b, 56 111-2 7
FAINEHLAZ 22 55 5 4> 80 AR ALFR, 55 -3 W24
FESCHE 15 IR K =545 7 AMEHA R (Farly
Premium ) MLZ% A Pl 275 T1-4 W 2RALHE T4 8 i AE
155 45 10 AR, KER A M SN EERI T ) 3 H
FETIAGAE B 0 D R TR L ) — e TR AR
(IBTRARIR PEAE 54 45) A1, iAok F P AR
— SRR G FEAT B BT A 15
AU FHAT 4399 M 6172 45 13 /NSl 328 5 R Y38 B
TR X BT AE S e 7K
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Fig.5 Cluster analysis for the 170 Hebei wheat cultivars including Chinese

spring as control based on genetic similarity index
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