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Evaluation on Drought Resistance of Winter Wheat
Cultivars in Xinjiang
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Abstract: The comprehensive evaluation of drought resistance at the germination stage was conducted in
winter wheat cultivars from Xinjiang, which provided the theoretical basis for the evaluation and selection of
drought resistant wheat varieties during the germination period.In this study, two methods that possessed 20%
PEG-6000 treatment and marker-assisted selection ( MAS ) with the functional markers TuNRX-al and TaNRX-b1
located on the 5BS chromosome, were used for adjusting drought resistance in 83 Xinjiang winter wheat cultivars
at the germination stage.Seven indexes including germination rate, germinating energy, germination index, root
number, root length, seedling height and coleoptile length were measured, and the results suggested that the seven
indexes average of drought resistance were decreased by 30.86%, 23.91%, 31.37%, 0.43%, 31.07%, 50.27%
and 6.61%, respectively. The allele frequency of 7aNRX-a and TaNRX-b in 83 winter wheat cultivars accounted
for 83.1% and 16.9%, respectively.The 7TaNRX-a allele with high drought resistance during seed germination is
predominant, while this allele was observed 93.8%, 82.1% and 79.5% of local varieties, introduced varieties and
improved varieties, respectively.By applying the weighted membership function method together with MAS for
TaNRX-a, the cultivars Changdong 5, Hanyangmai, Kayimuhong, Nawatiran, and Gaojiasuo represented higher
drought resistance.The correlation analysis showed, that both the root length and the coleoptile length were highly
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correlated with D value ( 0.557 and 0.516 ), and they could be served as a sign in selecting for drought resistance

of wheat.Thus, taking use of phenotype datasets and molecular markers, this work suggested a way to effectively

evaluate the drought resistance of wheat during germination stage.
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Table 1 Information of 83 Xinjiang winter wheat cultivars ( lines )

%ii'5 Code A ( & ) Cultivar ( lines ) PEH AR Bred year %5 Code fnfl ( & ) Cultivar (lines ) #EH 4T Bred year
1 BT AP HL s 20 {40 50 4L 43 P 21 21 {22 00 4FAL
2 B s AN KA 20 42 50 4FAL 44 B 315 21 {22 00 4FAE
3 Fa 5 P A4 20 42 50 4EAL 45 W32 E 21 22 00 4E4X
4 B 20 40 50 44X 46 WA 3345 21 {H42 00 44
5 I BTG ] 2 20 40 50 4EAL 47 K345 21 {22 00 4EAE
6 RARALL 20 fH4g 50 4E1C 48 B& 55 20 {47 80 41T
7 A ACANKA 20 42 50 44T 49 & 15 —

8 JLRNEES S 20 2 50 44T 50 & 2% —

9 Fr FLAGHB 20 40 50 4EAL 51 2 S 20 fH:22 70 4EAE
10 HW TV 20 22 50 4FAL 52 W45 20 {H#g 70 44
11 Y FLHESR 20 42 50 4FAL 53 2w 20 {22 90 4FAE
12 Hoywe 20 40 50 4EAL 54 A 55 20 {H22 60 4EAE
13 PRARE 20 28 50 4EAL 55 AT 20 {22 60 4FEAL
14 S YNAES 20 42 50 4FAL 56 HE 5316 20 42 90 4EAL
15 UNSES S 20 42 50 4FAR 57 F49-70 —

16 K 20 40 50 4EAL 58 B % SR IR 20 {22 70 4EAL
17 £I13k /10 20 42 90 4EAL 59 FAEEE 16 20 42 50 4EAL
18 EX R 20 40 90 4EAL 60 Jtat 8 5 20 {22 80 4FAE
19 E AR 20 42 90 4E4L 61 g 1 5 20 2 40 4FE4R
20 25 20 42 90 4FAL 62 g 4 5 20 {H4 40 AL
21 HETE 20 42 90 4EAL 63 Y 6 5 20 {22 40 4EAE
22 A% 8% 21 48 00 4EAX 64 =l 20 {H22 70 4FE4R
23 155 20 42 80 44T 65 T4 19 —

24 A 1T 20 42 90 4FAT 66 L 15 —

25 185 20 42 90 4FAL 67 4]k 187 20 {42 90 4EAR
26 B 19 5 20 42 90 4FAL 68 et 497 20 122 90 4FAL
27 B4 20 5 20 22 90 44T 69 Wm 45 —

28 215 20 22 90 4EAX, 70 ERI10 5 20 42 70 44K
29 B 225 20 22 90 4EAL 71 I 13 5 20 {H#g 70 44
30 & 23 5 21 42 00 4EAL 72 KBIERLLEH 50 20 {22 70 4EAE
31 Bk 242 21 {42 00 4EAL 73 42K 183 20 42 60 4FAL
32 B 275 21 42 00 4EAL 74 WG 2 % —

33 B 285 21 42 00 44T 75 T 15 —

34 B 29 5 21 {422 00 4EAL 76 Tt 45 —

35 430 5 21 42 00 44T 77 /N 186 —

36 B4 365 21 42 00 4EAL 78 I 46/131 20 42 50 4EAL
37 375 21 40 10 4E4R 79 BT 83 20 {22 50 4EAE
38 B 41 21 P4 10 4FAL 80 W5 84 20 {22 50 4L
39 ez 16 20 2 90 AR 81 LR RAR 1 —

40 e 18 20 42 90 4FAR 82 i —

41 4 19 21 40 00 44K 83 R —

42 P 20 21 42 00 4FAL

=7 ForaM (R ) FERATE

“—" unknown the bredyear of cultivars ( lines )
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R2 TaNRX EEHFHRIE
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AR, T8 M ERR B A R (R ) T8]G4 5
PE2 5. DA/ NIRRT R RS, B D =
0.80 1 ZLHr F AU (34T ), 0.60 < D<0.80 4 2 4%
Pt 5 (L), 0.40 < D<0.60 H 3 %% Hr 5 R (p
P ), 0.20 < D<0.40 A 4 P FH (559t ), D<0.20
H 5 FHTREL CAPL ),

[ X=X ]
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jmax

U()(j): ,j=1.2.3 e 7,i=1.2.3---- 83

Hod, UCX,) R4 A48 o0 S 8 o6 5, X,
LR § AN RR BT BB X B X
Sy SRR A | SRR R R R
AUR/IME 1, g% § AR 525 A 7 AR R A
e s oy L2 Ty Do s, 2em s § 448
BREFTA TEbR B SR
122 SFHRICRN AR Lagudah 25 1
Ji B 3 BRI 5] (A TSI DNA, 5 R
O FF & 094 Fhric TaNRX-al 1 TaNRX-b1 HE17#s
W (3% 2), MR AP (R ) DNA fIIREFRC
S BT i o 0 DR 26

Table 2 Information of molecular markers 7TaNRX-al and TaNRX-b1

Fric JFH(5'-3") TR/ (bp ) RJGREE(C) S LR

Marker Sequence (5'-3") Product size Annealing temp Allele

TaNRX-al Em5¥Y): CATGGCTCTTCCTGTGCG 841 52 TaNRX-a
S5 14 : CTGAATCGCTATGGAAAG

TaNRX-b1 1EM 5% : TCTCCCGCACTGTGCCTG 870 56 TaNRX-b

5141 : CTGAATCGCTATGGAAAG

1.3 #HELE
K H Excel 2007 JE1 78I A AL BRAD SPSS 21
A AT AR S AT SR 200 HT 6

2 EREG5HH

2.1 PEG ImBX i 4 HA &84 RAIR200
1T 5 R, BR AR Al 45 bR 2 32 B A
[l A 2 B2 ( 3R03). Hov, 52 520 fie KB 465 A

e, AE K 3.63, BN IR R B 50.27%., K& A
R IER R R R KR R Y
{4500 B 73391 R 30.86% . 23.91% . 31.37% . 0.43% .
31.07% F16.61%. SXTHEAHLL, TR0 T & ZE%,
R FARR SFHRE AR S R B, Forh AR 5 28K
RSy iya W D W et =) STE Y S |
BAEbRIIA 255 AR FEARRT N i R R
TP B Z MR, 75 FH 2 R T2 B 1T
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Table 3  Statistical analysis of the indexes of wheat germination under drought stress

posz! B BEFR(% ) FEFR(%) REFFRE A BKAEK(em)  #E(em)  IEZFHEK (em)
Treatment Parameter GT GP GI RN RL SH CL
X iR KA 100.00 73.00 0.74 6.70 13.68 12.13 4.49
Control M 22.00 13.00 0.14 3.10 1.73 1.92 1.26
e 81.00 46.00 0.51 470 7.82 7.30 242
bR 17.00 15.00 0.14 0.58 3.05 2.73 0.58
AR FE(%) 21.00 34.00 0.28 0.12 0.39 0.37 0.24
Ly Sia] SSON ] 96.00 64.00 0.57 6.30 9.49 6.30 337
Drought stress F/Mi 20.00 6.00 0.10 3.00 2.81 0.84 0.84
¥l 56.00 35.00 0.35 4.68 5.39 3.63 2.26
brifEE 17.00 13.00 0.11 0.70 1.53 1.17 0.54
TR FE (%) 31.00 37.00 0.33 0.15 0.28 0.32 0.24

GT: Germination rate, GP: Germination potentia, GI: Germination index, RN: Radical number, RL: Radical length, SH: Shoot height, CL:

Coleoptile length. The same as below

iR (3R 4), SA5bsredh A (R HIE Brd52 PEG ol 9520 HL22 M 28 ol 25 /K F 5 i
R EZE R R () IR T R IsL e A (R ) 5 PEG Wl i AR RN B ki W 25, 5%
i FHK SE 48 b AT AR AT S50 5 BRARESL, HeAbds WAL () XS0 R AN o

x4 AELHW(FE)

Table 4 Analysis of variance ( F value )

AR SRR i KR R F REFFREL HREL AR K T JRZERE I
Variation source ’ GT GP GI RN RL SH CL

A 1 675.44" 149.30™ 613.14" 0.24 373.28" 1047.51° 10.16°
B 82 12.26" 11.60™ 15.53" 8317 10.66" 10.05™ 10.717
AxB 82 2.63" 1.92" 2.38" 3.33" 6.35" 6.43" 3.18"

TR AR RTE 0.05 F10.01 K- EASE R, TR, A: PEG-6000 ¥ ; B: fhiff (%)

"and” denote significant correlations at the 0.05 and 0.01 probability levels, respectively, the same as below.A : PEG-6000 concentration, B: Varieties
(Lines )

22 FHiERNMERHENEXE K (P<0.01), #HIC R &5 514 0.344.0.516.,0.502
ARl X 83 A/ NE SR (R ) 0.557, FHIX 4 NEFR AT Lo e /N 4 b
)7 A48 b X DA SCHE A RWT(SR5), M PGSR
BoBRKBEK S SRR EREEE 23 MNEHEZHREESESITEN
&, H 5 DH 5 5 20 8 3% 1F A 2% (P<0.01), S W2 [ 5 4 A8 AR A TR X 83 103
WX 4 DR PREIAH SR B S5 h R3O B /NE SR (R) 3547 T 8 &k Pt 28 517
Ko HP M Em SRR B &, B 8T M (3£6), 4K, DEHAIIEREHN 0.06~0.86,
0.815; K 2% RFH/I G R FMEEW B ZEMH  HPhELX 5SS BE¥EE RARAI R
K (P<0.01), #HE R E5100 4 0.783 F10.790; e M D AR, 439120 0.86.0.85.,0.77, KHIX 3 4~
R 5 R 2R EA D (P<0.01), B (R ) BASRPUEE, vI/E RSP 5 IR 5N
AH & R B 51 0.809 F10.741, HAbFE bRz B T/NEPCRMEEA SR R B MR 13 5 &
S O A O A S R B N, L. 55 HE 5316 BB R MELE A TEN D AEEIN, 5
BREREK AR ZEEK S DEEMEEIEM  0.06,0.10,0.10, RN AT F (R), FEH
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Table 5 Correlation coefficient of each index under drought stress

R Index RAFFRGT  KFHGP AZFIEEGL MARN KK RL i SH JEZFH K CL D {8 D value
KL 0.452" 1

REFHREL 0.783" 0.790" 1

ML 0.233" 0.354" 0.395" 1

F ARG 0.113 0.368" 0.251" 0.478" 1

Wi 0.145 0.279" 0.209 0.559" 0.809" 1

2R 0.264 0.465" 0.387" 0.598" 0.741" 0.815" 1

D1H 0.085 0.269" 0.139 0.344" 0.516" 0.502" 0.557" 1
%k 6 PEGMETEEMMEREMNRERZHE
Table 6 Subordinate function values of drought resistance coefficient of different indicators under PEG stress

LEAPIRAE )& PR ELE The subordinate function values
Gy ' DY
Code Comprehensive drought % 2% REEH REFREL AL HIRK L IEEFRIR e
resistance coefficient GT GP Gl RN RL SH CL

1 0.95 0.13 0.57 0.56 0.52 0.20 0.18 0.35 0.36
2 0.80 0.41 0.34 0.42 0.30 0.09 0.12 0.33 0.23
3 0.84 0.36 0.56 0.61 0.12 0.11 0.14 0.36 0.25
4 1.32 0.49 0.47 0.54 0.41 0.49 0.75 0.82 0.60
5 1.19 0.45 0.35 0.38 0.50 0.43 0.70 0.54 0.50
6 1.45 0.40 0.46 0.50 1.00 0.47 0.96 1.00 0.77
7 0.96 0.19 0.31 0.30 0.46 0.29 0.37 0.39 0.36
8 0.74 0.39 0.30 0.38 0.39 0.08 0.03 0.17 0.18
9 129 0.00 0.21 0.18 0.84 0.65 0.69 0.95 0.66
10 1.12 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.46 0.65 0.60 0.35 0.44
11 1.54 0.29 0.91 0.91 0.64 0.83 0.53 0.87 0.75
12 0.83 0.25 0.75 0.74 0.00 0.15 0.05 0.16 0.20
13 0.66 0.30 0.19 0.21 0.44 0.02 0.03 0.11 0.14
14 0.74 0.45 0.41 0.47 0.35 0.02 0.06 0.16 0.18
15 0.73 0.53 0.37 0.46 0.26 0.08 0.05 0.00 0.14
16 0.80 0.68 0.45 0.62 0.27 0.08 0.03 0.11 0.18
17 0.83 0.81 0.49 0.21 0.15 0.05 0.35 0.11 0.19
18 0.98 0.73 0.85 0.37 0.06 0.09 0.44 0.12 0.24
19 0.76 0.88 0.38 0.14 0.13 0.08 0.25 0.09 0.16
20 1.30 0.25 0.93 0.79 0.23 0.10 0.35 0.23 0.28
21 0.86 0.52 0.45 0.26 0.03 0.07 0.22 0.11 0.14
22 1.15 0.26 0.72 0.95 0.20 0.06 0.20 0.15 0.19
23 0.90 0.59 0.55 0.34 0.12 0.05 0.17 0.15 0.15
24 0.62 0.53 0.02 0.52 0.28 0.24 0.25 0.56 0.34
25 0.62 0.30 0.46 0.41 0.09 0.27 0.15 0.37 0.30
26 0.55 0.87 0.09 0.60 0.31 0.13 0.00 0.00 0.24
27 0.54 0.40 0.30 0.33 0.10 0.00 0.10 0.46 0.24
28 0.87 0.67 0.38 0.50 0.93 0.48 0.44 0.79 0.59
29 0.73 0.30 0.48 0.52 0.94 0.27 0.20 0.51 0.43
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®o(%)
Gy LIAPUR RS SJJ B UE The subordinate function values i
Code Comprehensive drought %3 KFH  ROFAREC MM RKIRK WA MK )
resistance coefficient GT GP GI RN RL SH CL
30 0.85 0.53 0.30 0.41 0.19 0.63 0.71 1.00 0.56
31 0.69 0.51 0.23 0.40 0.35 0.45 0.25 0.64 0.40
32 0.60 0.23 0.06 0.07 0.23 0.51 0.19 0.57 0.27
33 0.71 0.39 0.27 0.38 0.38 0.54 0.45 0.65 0.44
34 0.80 0.85 0.22 0.48 0.51 0.44 0.41 0.77 0.51
35 0.92 0.71 0.76 0.79 0.61 0.54 0.43 0.79 0.65
36 0.62 0.20 0.18 0.18 0.39 0.42 0.25 0.44 0.31
37 0.87 0.47 0.16 0.35 0.51 0.81 0.82 0.74 0.56
38 0.78 0.24 0.30 0.45 0.69 0.43 0.44 0.82 0.50
39 0.74 0.41 0.31 0.46 0.22 0.60 0.43 0.69 0.44
40 0.99 0.64 0.75 0.76 0.54 0.66 0.59 0.91 0.71
41 1.04 0.72 0.62 0.66 0.34 0.46 0.11 0.35 0.36
42 0.90 0.41 0.42 0.42 0.33 0.28 0.08 0.34 0.28
43 0.90 0.35 0.47 0.42 0.18 0.20 0.16 0.63 0.31
44 0.58 0.18 0.24 0.23 0.42 0.29 0.17 0.39 0.26
45 0.91 0.60 0.56 0.83 0.58 0.68 0.51 0.72 0.64
46 0.99 0.34 0.63 0.69 0.77 1.00 0.67 0.84 0.72
47 0.66 0.36 0.20 0.29 0.33 0.40 0.27 0.58 0.35
48 1.01 0.81 0.82 0.84 0.71 0.97 0.80 0.94 0.86
49 0.54 0.24 0.40 0.37 0.48 0.19 0.27 0.17 0.29
50 0.75 0.68 0.57 0.66 0.56 0.39 0.33 0.50 0.51
51 0.66 0.29 0.23 0.24 0.66 0.38 0.44 0.67 0.39
52 0.59 0.35 0.27 0.34 0.64 0.23 0.15 0.37 0.31
53 0.79 0.26 0.87 0.69 0.31 0.11 0.27 0.33 0.37
54 0.65 0.09 0.23 0.18 0.21 0.08 0.00 0.10 0.10
55 0.75 0.41 0.25 0.48 0.43 0.28 0.20 0.24 0.29
56 0.81 0.75 0.51 0.18 0.07 0.08 0.04 0.09 0.10
57 0.64 0.19 0.27 0.28 0.17 0.05 0.01 0.13 0.12
58 0.70 0.19 0.30 0.32 0.24 0.07 0.05 0.20 0.16
59 0.55 0.52 0.42 0.40 0.10 0.15 0.08 0.28 0.29
60 0.79 0.93 0.80 0.88 0.69 0.28 0.22 0.27 0.57
61 0.67 0.44 0.43 0.48 0.69 0.26 0.25 0.48 0.42
62 0.76 0.45 0.70 0.57 0.83 0.35 0.37 0.48 0.51
63 0.70 0.15 0.22 0.22 0.97 0.57 0.55 0.61 0.42
64 0.95 0.79 0.88 0.76 0.76 0.71 0.77 0.66 0.75
65 0.73 0.31 0.42 0.43 1.00 0.65 0.36 0.36 0.46
66 0.71 0.54 0.57 0.60 0.56 0.47 0.45 0.28 0.49
67 0.57 0.41 0.39 0.40 0.53 0.23 0.17 0.16 0.31
68 0.57 0.37 0.40 0.34 0.49 0.15 0.23 0.26 0.30
69 0.79 0.38 0.74 0.62 0.67 0.53 0.50 0.56 0.57
70 0.77 0.78 0.64 0.68 0.64 0.36 0.22 0.48 0.52
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Gy LIAPUR RS SJJ B UE The subordinate function values i
Code Comprehensive drought %3 KFH  ROFAREC MM RKIRK WA MK )
resistance coefficient GT GP Gl RN RL SH CL
71 0.37 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.31 0.05 0.11 0.02 0.06
72 0.70 0.56 0.55 0.51 0.85 0.24 0.23 0.38 0.45
73 0.76 0.70 0.63 0.68 0.66 0.35 0.32 0.43 0.52
74 0.62 0.31 0.54 0.39 0.55 0.13 0.13 0.48 0.34
75 0.77 0.43 0.54 0.45 0.75 0.10 0.21 0.31 0.33
76 0.77 0.46 0.44 0.63 0.66 0.20 0.18 0.29 0.34
77 0.70 0.38 0.25 0.17 0.20 0.06 0.16 0.33 0.20
78 0.73 0.45 0.21 0.36 0.99 0.07 0.22 0.11 0.24
79 0.78 0.32 0.52 0.70 0.14 0.49 0.27 0.24 0.39
80 0.91 0.39 0.62 0.59 0.48 0.75 0.75 0.54 0.64
81 0.75 1.00 0.18 0.51 0.43 0.06 0.19 0.24 0.29
82 0.79 0.49 0.34 0.42 0.40 0.39 0.45 0.34 0.40
83 1.00 0.71 0.43 0.59 0.72 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.85
F-#4 Mean — 0.45 0.43 0.46 0.45 0.33 0.32 0.43 —
AUH Weight — 0.08 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.19 0.19 0.19 —

TEFEE S AT/ 0T b XA . sl s I e (.
IESRE , & 2EHE SRR pR AU i K (0.46 ), T
T SR I R AR e/ (0.32) 5 MK SRR, I K AR
e VT R AR 2R R A (B AR XK, ¥ 0,19,
KR, 83 (IR /NE AR (R ) T 4 R F
Rl 2 Ho5 B Rl (R D) B9 39.76%, 10 1~2 i
AL AR (RS S (R ) 133% (K 1), X
WRIAE: W WA (R AE M (R). 515
Bl CR) A 1~2 RATFEBIA R 54 34~ (18.8% ).
54(12.8% ) f13 4 (10.7% ), HTFHRELH&REKHR
KR ZERS K T X 4 A8 ARS D (E 2 W
IEAHSE (P<0.01 ), X Hyip 5 28 T — 24
Bro S5RRET RN R (R ) S Fatrdi 574K
BRI, [[l—5 A (R ) AREEFRE PR R A
£Z5 . MWIREKRKKE, 83 Wil (R)ITERK
KT 1A 21, b 9 FOHE AR 22 3% BL VS L BL
THRRPLR REAK, 7300k 2.78 . 2.48 . 2.18; MR ZE
BEORE, 83 il (R PR REKT 1 194 38
0y, Herp R ARRELL 17 FOAS RRANAN FLAR IR 52 R 80
KAk 1.82.1.76.1.67; M KE, 83 1
(R)ILRRFKT 1A 9, Hrp-RAKRIME
KPR REEEK, 0k 2.55.2.10, [RIEFFIH 5
FHRiC TaNRX-al F1 TaNRX-b1 STAHEHIEF TR, 4
TRV T hRic R AR ZS & AT 28 A P AR5 4T
PHRGR S (R )AEL S5 BEEE RKRAKR
21 AN ELARR RIS N

sl (R ) 5%
Vaiieties ( lines) number
S

33
22
17
10 9
. |
0 | | | |

2% 2% 3% A% 5%
PLEEE% Drought resistance rank

E1 83MHELENEHLBEENEER

Assignment of drought resistance in 83 Xinjiang

Fig. 1
winter wheat

24 INEHEREMEERESN

T A XA R 7 AN R T8 bR TR R A
TTRGERIHT, AR T (E 2), 83 /N fiv
() ZERGRIEES 9.50 IF TSR My 5 2K 55 120 4 2%
PURALC55PL ), A48 75 Dy AL, 430 R A& 2 5
A& 15 R 45 TR 19O DAL ES Hbh
37 AEF A (R )28 DT HEM AP (R ). 10 4~k
JroiAl (R ) 5 M2 5 BRI (R, 145 2
WA EL LA B S (R) B, 0l E2 5.
A4 85 MM 2 HPr A (Br), 5 4 i bf
BE LA SRR (R ) 3, 0 3o A 22 BT i
Forl S RARARL P LSRR 25 IV 3 AT
e ), AELFE 1 AR, by vl (R ) 228 B
PO 5 55 VIEN | RPTRA Gy ), UG 1 Ak,
ML T R R ) G RLER SR 31X S RIS /N
Pl (&) B A5 R (R ) A9 90.36%.2.41%
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Fig.2 Cluster analysis based on seven indexes

2.5 FHEX/INEWMEE TaNRX-a 1 TaNRX-b %
LR RBR HIAR
FIFHE AN T BEFRIC TaNRX-al F1 TaNRX-b1
XF 83 43 B ik A /N Rl (R D) HEAT o T hR il ke
W, e g 4 4 841 bp F Be ) TaNRX-a 7% 57 25 #Y
69 103, Ho 4y A 45 % H 83.1%; ¥ 3% i 870 bp F

Bt 1Y TaNRX-b 7% 5t 2 HU A6 14 4y, Ho 43 A W5 R
16.9% . FASE RN (R ) KBIRE, 16 7 Ho 5 5
Fir (&R ), B TaNRX-a 75 52 B /N 22 b
(&) A 15143 (93.8% ), HA TaNRX-b 7% 5 25 I )
INESRN (R A 16 (6.2% ); 28 (5 |35 ( 2R )
W, A TaNRX-a 78 S 3R /N E M (R A
23 13 (82.1% ), B A7 TaNRX-b ZF 5 J WU [y /N7 i
FCER)A S (17.9%) ;39 HE AP (R ),
HA TaNRX-a 7% 53 R B /INZE SRl (R ) A 31 46y
(79.5% ), A7 TaNRX-b 75 AU /N ZE Bl (R )
A 84y (20.5% ). MR, i 2 /N b ) b b
(%) &AM TaNRX-a BRI 85 T TaNRX-b
AR, ANFE SRR ) BB TaNRX-a %%
SRR/ N R BN b7 LR (R ) > 513k
FirCR)>HBEMM(RNET),
3 g
INER BB R L EISRRERE
LAY Y8 — Mo i R S
S SE R A E A AT & B R
HHH R &G a e RO 3l %Nz W & P
FERRATHIE , FTAERG A SO0 SRR AP R, A
WEFREE S R0H , 7 I i 48 A (] 2 38 sl b 2 AH
X, H DA SHE  KAR K IR 28 8 i A
et AR B E ARG (P<0.01 ), HFe R
R ZWEIT X INZZ MBI TR R P R
SE , AR R ZF 8 K m] S0P /N 22 8 34T
e, AT R IR 2 R R A KA a
HURPEAE]Y 2 A/ N AR T T B AR RIAR R
W, & BUAR 22 N %52 a0 25 G AR R AR 4l
B Bedie B, 1] HEATHL SR . EERE
BT R B Ia T /N E R K S5
PEFF A BT, BB AU M A (R ) BT R, A
5% 5 H AR GE 45 SR A — 2, B IR 2 K
I AR K AR AT S BT R, JE 12
UL 19.3%, HE5 R 5 23 bR2s A0
FA— L, o DB ZE RS R AR K AR K AE
JINFZ B O 3 RIS i 9 1 65 o ) A e s , DT 7
552 M) O 35 74 i A 118 T s T 6 A 2 P e RS A

31

.
32 INEHEMEGATH

A A BT RAE B R /N B R R
HBIX /N Bl (3R ) S B EE B . 2% [ i
AR 20 U/ INE I LR A SR R
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xR7T ARALBLZNERF( R ) TaNRX-a /TaNRX-b EE > HIRE
Table 7 Frequency of TaNRX-a /TaNRX-b in different types of winter wheat varieties ( lines )
AR (FR) W7 A (&) FlERFR (F) HaFr (F)
SLp All varieties ( lines ) Local varieties ( lines ) Introduced varieties ( lines ) Bred varieties ( lines ) of agriculture
Genotype FEAER B (% ) FEAER B (% ) R B (% ) A Wi (% )
Sample No. Frequency Sample No. Frequency Sample No. Frequency Sample No. Frequency
TaNRX-a 69 83.1 15 93.8 23 82.1 31 79.5
TaNRX-b 14 16.9 1 6.2 5 17.9 8 20.5

PrRIRORL G L 5%; PN g ATEN T 119
0y 4 [ 4 /N A2 T S, LB SR bR Ik 31.9% .
ARTFGEXS 83 13 /N A b A AP R R 25 A S e
W1, 1~2 HHCFEAIBPEMY 7 SR 13.3% , LAY
AR 4 LI G T4 B A/ N KT, It
HOBr RN SRR (R ) LIRPLRA RS 3, TR
ERMIE T4 K-, 13X 58 8/ IN 22 o R 2 1 ik
BRI G TR, HRRIZREDRE | R bt
A B SR A /N AR O SRR R D) 1 iR
L M A (R D) AF SRR ) SRR (R )
H7 RN 18.8% . 12.8% 1 10.7% , T AE 96 4= 7=
SRR Z LA B AR (R D) R SERNA,
— SRR R A R M DX N A A I P T A
TR R 5 LAl 2 03 ek R 3 177 Sy i b [X
o ) /N2 R 317 E K PRGN 2 B
BURE R HBEASFIZR AL 4N R, oy b b
(R) ot sel B E ST HE MM (R ) M
A (R WIRETET M 20 g 50 4482 60 4
R, 2T AT KA = DS B A AR KA & 8
SE/INAZ B A R UM T SR (FR) B
8L 4% /NG BRI T R KR D B4 S D DX R PE JR
FH B B R S A 2 G X ) LY A T KA
FERHBER ™ E AL, RSP R N R (R ) A
T REAE LB R T R I EREE , TR M W X%
A3 Ak A A AR R b SRR (R ) R
PrEAR A Fede . R 21t R L AR
N EELE R H AR, BLBEE B R H KR
LSRN AR 2R A AN SE s LAk, 0 IR /N
IKTEHER ARG 1z 38 WK G T /N 52T 50
SRR A L TR R AR T 33— AR S0/
e EIAPURRE IR . BEE BN B RUK
S (1 G AR R, FE T SRR RET X B A1 |
(I FE A 5T , 18 7 2 1T A 77 KSR F B b RS B T
B, AR T oy R O B AR R, PR
H i Ak 52 DX 7 58 ok B AT LU B 19
Pl (&) RES A FrRICHR AL B SR bRk 5 Fh

(R)IEMEFEHILEERM(R), L &FH TaNRX-a
CRRBT S ) A8 S 28 AU 3 A7 AR AE b 5 it F (R ).
SIHESACR)AB M CR) T 200k 93.8%.
82.1%.79.5%, T — LR THE X W Ty S ( 3R ) 2647
SN KA SR, FEPTE ST SO E X sy R
(&) MEM,
33 MBELZNEZHRW(R)uNRXECERKN S

XTI S 5 5 R A T2 4 AR i 2 e/
PR AL O R BT AR . K IS
F W] TaNRX-a A8 S22 B ] e i (3 g S 20, e
22 FE 0 TuNRX-al F TaNRX-b1 HERRC AT 4 [H
150 i ( R ) HEATSEAL LRGN, 45 SRR &
TaNRX-a( 61.3% ) 2% SRR Bl = T35 A TaNRX-b
(38.7% ) A8 S TUBTRE, X195 4244 R F AR 3
XFT R 11T oy /N2 Bl CFR) T ARG 5, 3R WA
TaNRX-a 75 5 25 T g £ 4 55 0 A8 S5, L 4 A i 5
H 65%. A5 H ] TaNRX-al 1 TaNRX-b1 1)
REPRICXT 83 (a4 /INEE i Fl ( R ) SHEATAGIN ,
45 R 5 N gE A — 3, Horh 5 TaNRX-a 7%
SR 5 B A TaNRX-b 758 5 25 ) 14 43 A o R 43
K 83.1%.16.9%., Hrim&/NE M (R) &H
TaNRX-a 7% 53 S RN A8 18 HAth s DX 3%, 3 3% )]
B/ N i (R ) ERE SR TaNRX-a (SRPTEE ) i
T CR ) B S R, TR Ry S o8 4 kL. 4R
M TaNRX-a (CHRPTEME ) AP ( R ) FRSRE
[B) G S Pk 25 5, o FL R PR R AR A REAS IR 08
7 e 2 AT AL TP & A2 LA D rh %) GB/T
21127-2007 FE AL IEAT JHE 3% 5ok T %
UEFR e B BT R B S5 0 T I A A — e 22 55 B b,
P T R PIR 22 2 R 42 0 4 42 2 B PR
1A TaNRX-a 507 78 5758 T A /N, 75
L RE PR L A O RE S v A RO AR
U 2

B AL /N R L T R CR ) 5]
(R)MAF WA (R ) &4 TaNRX-a 25 F A1) 4
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