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Screening and Identification of Pre-harvest Sprouting Resistance of New Wheat Cultivars
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Abstract [ Objective ] To provide white grain and semi-winter resistance new germplasm for pre-harvest sprouting (PHS).[ Method] Resist-
ance of wheat breeding, PHS evaluation of sixty-five varieties bred lately was carried out by delayed harvest under natural conditions. [ Result ]
The germination rate of different varieties in the same group was significantly different, which showed there were significant differences in the
PHS resistance of different varieties. There were 12 varieties (lines) from 7 various combinations, which was 16.9% of all tested accessions,
with germination rate 3.0%-9.2% showed more high PHS resistance than control Jimai 22.[ Conclusion] The identification of these resistant
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germplasm provided technical support for the PHS resistance of wheat breeding.
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Table 1 Field ear germination of group 1

material under natural rainfall conditions

4P 27
s HE Average Average 95 HE Average Average
No. Combination germination  germination rate ||No. Combination germination germination
rate // % of the same rate // % rate of the
group // % same group // %
13ELT030 [ 18/ 8 901177 /i2% 55 7.8 7.1 13ELT201 WEZE 0226/ 41 606 29.2 17.4
13ELT034 [UEZ 18/J8 91177 /122 55 3.0 13ELT203 WEFE 0226/ 41 606 14.7
13ELTO035 [ 18//8191177] /12755  11.3 13YT1124 EZE 0226/ 4 606 8.3
13ELTO037 [ 18/ 8 91177 /124 5 = 4.2 13ELT225 WEZE 18/ 18 91177 16.2 22.3
13ELTO038 [ 18/ 8 901177 /12% 55 9.2 13ELT227 e 18/ 7 91177 20.8
13ELT257 03 /1 17/944 979 10.8 12.5 13ELT231 WEF 18/ 8 91177 22.7
13ELT258 03 W1 17/754% 979 14.2 13ELT232 Wz 18/ 91177 23.3
13ELT127 SR 58/ EFE 0226 9.7 9.7 13YT1128 WEFE 18/ 18 91177 28.7
13ELT092 224 0305/ J8 4 18 16.3 16.3 13YT1129 W 18/ )7 91177 223
13ELT093 R 98005/ Ji] 47 18 20.8 23.6 13YT2104 Z=11 241/744 1718 13.8 15.9
13YT1138 224 98005/ iz 18 26.3 13YT2107 =11 241/744 1718 16.5
13YT1118 B4 64/ 9526 11.2 11.2 13YT2109 Z=1l 241/ 74k 1718 21.2
13ELT096 27 55/ % 58 22.7 20.3 13YT2110 Z=1l 241/944k 1718 12.2
13ELT097 272 5 5/ %P 58 16.7 13YT2113 Hr 9408/ i #7 16 36.7 36.7
13ELT098 124 55/ 54 58 222 13YT2122 #H 606/{fE 4 0226 5.0 5.0
13ELT099 23 5 5/ %0 58 16.2 13YT2133 JEZE 16/fE4 0226// )84 18 14.5 14.6
13ELT100 275 5/ %1 58 25.3 13YT2134 Ji1ZZ 16/ 47 0226// 7 18 14.7
13ELT101 2355/ %58 18.8 CK, 22 18.8 18.8
13ELTO19 237 5 5/75 4002 13.7 13.7 CK, JEZE 28 18.0 18.0
13YT1121 WA 0226/ %%hi 58 6.8 6.8 CK, WEH 33 28.1 28.1
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Table 2 Cultivars with significant differences in ear germination resistance between group 1 and control group ( Jimai 22)
A N F4E Subset
Cultivars 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
13ELT034 3 3.0
13ELT037 3 42
13YT2122 3 5.0 5.0
13YT1121 3 6.8 6.8 6.8
13ELT030 3 7.8 7.8 7.8 7.8
13YT1124 3 8.3 8.3 8.3 8.3
13ELT038 3 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.2 9.2
WAz 22 3 18.8 18.8 18.8 18.8 18.8 18.8 18.8
13YT1128 3 28.7 28.7
13ELT201 3 29.2 29.2
13YT2113 3 36.7
Sig. 0.05 0.05 0.05 0.07  0.07 0.06 0.06 0.07 0.05 0.06 0.08 0.05 0.08 0.05
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Table 3 Field ear germination of group 2 material under natural rainfall conditions

—6207/ 14 18 4 553/ J 42 18, H ] - 34 B 2 & 00 b
7.5% .6.1%F13.2%

4P 27
s HE Average Average 95 HE Average Average
No. Combination germination  germination rate ||No. Combination germination germination
rate // % of the same rate // % rate of the
group // % same group // %
13ELT090 BT 58/ JE % 18 15.7 15.7 13ELT177 Z=1l 241/ 74 1718 20.5
13ELT059 542 22/ /454 22/ Bk 354/ )% 93S] 22.7 20.3 13ELT178 Z=1l1 241/754 1718 20.0
13ELT060 #5737 22/ /%7 22/ Bk 354/ 8 93S] 17.8 13ELT182 Z=1l 241/754¢ 1718 15.7
13ELT008 UK 0402/92 % 5 5 5.0 7.5 13ELT211 B 9408/ JEZ7 16 17.8 17.8
13ELT009 HHK 0402/92 2 5 %5 8.5 13ELT040 i 0684/1R 747 6 5 18.7 18.7
13ELTO10 HHK 0402/92 4 5 5 8.2 13ELT250 i 553/ 817 18 3.0 32
13ELTO11 HHK 0402/92 7 5 5 8.2 13ELT251 i 553/ 8177 18 33
13ELT041 14k 05-066/ B & 66 25.2 25.2 13ELT102 HH 606/ #EZE 0226 31.2 31.2
13ELTO087 £1 02-6207/ &% 18 7.0 6.1 13ELT108 JRAe 1977 104¢ 19/ 81 % 0408 29.8 29.8
13ELT088 A 02-6207/ 574 18 5.2 I3ELTII0 M 19//44% 19/F8FH 4 033 167 16.7
13ELT170 Z=1l1 241/7454 1718 10.0 17.9 13ELT190 JEIZZ 16/ 3 0226// 817 18 8.8 13.9
13ELT172 ZR1l 241/ 1718 20.2 13ELT192 JEZE 16/1fE4 0226// )84 18 19.0
13ELT173 Z=1l1 241/764 1718 17.3 CK, WEAz 22 15.2 15.2
13ELT174 Z=1l1 241/754 1718 16.3 CK, Ji 77 28 18.7 18.7
13ELT175 Z=1l1 241/744¢ 1718 18.7 CK, WEF 33 26.5 26.5
13ELT176 Z=1L 241/ 1718 22.2
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Table 4 Cultivars with significant differences in ear germination resistance between group 2 and control group ( Jimai 22)

i N -4 Subset

Cultivars 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
13ELT250 3 3.0

13ELT251 3 3.3

13ELT008 3 5.0

13ELTO88 3 5.2

13ELT087 3 7.0

Ve 22 3 15.2 15.2 15.2

13ELT041 3 25.2 25.2 25.2
WA 33 3 26.5 26.5
13ELT108 3 29.8
13ELT102 3 31.2
Sig. 0.08 0.05 0.06 0.07 0.05 0.05 0.10
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