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Table 1. The responses of 10 wheat cultivars/ lines and Avocet "S" line to Pst.
Pathotype 134E134A" in seedling and adult plant stages

ol o SlemalS J oS
Cultivar/ line Pedigree Seedling  Adult plant

Chamran CM858336-50Y-0M-0Y-3M-0Y 0; 5R
Marvdasht HD2172/BLOUDAN//AZADI 5C 5R
Dez Kauz*2/OPATA//KAUZ 0; 10R
Shiraz GV/D630//ALD"S"/3/AZD ;CN 10R
Pishtaz ALVAND//ALDAN/LASS ;CN SR
Shirodi CM85836-4Y-0M-0Y-8M-0Y-OPZ 5C 5R
C-78-7 BOF13367//P102/3/STRAMPELLI 9 5R
C-78-18 VATA 8 20MR
N-75-16 SHANGHIA7/HAHN"S"*2/PRL"S"CM95119-3Y-OM-0Y 0 SR
N-75-15 NA160/HN7/SY SWM70053-2Y-1Y-0Y-2AP 0 10R
Avocet"S" Australian line 8 100R
(Susceptible Check)

4 S o s 53 Avocet"S" 0y ¥ L oS a5 iy a5 06,1 (sla 3305 foall oSl =Y U g
SlaomalS a0 43 5,5 ¢K55 134E134A° s 5\

Table 2. F, seedling responses to Pst. pathotype 134E134A" among crosses of some
wheat cultivars and advanced lines with Avocet "S"

SN polas ol grely

Cross Resistant Susceptible X2 P value™
Chamran/ Avocet S 65 22 X%, =0.38 Pgc> 0.50
Marvdasht/ Avocet S 75 30 X%, =0.72 Piar>0.30
Dez/ Avocet S 70 25 X%, =0.10 Piar>0.70
Shiraz/ Avocet S 73 20 X231 =0.60 P14s>0.30
Pishtaz/ Avocet S 69 19 X%, =0.55 Pias>0.30
Shirodi/ Avocet S 61 25 X%, =0.76 Pias>0.30

C-78-7/ Avocet S

C-78-18/ Avocet S _ _ _ _
N-75-16/ Avocet S 55 18 X%, =0.01 P> 0.90
N-75-15/ Avocet S 70 26 X%, =023 Pyge>0.90

Ll YIAF ol 6313T 4y 6 L P=0.05 e 53 0352 13 me g Ul e DS

ns: Not significant.
Value for significance, at P=0.05 and 1d.f. is 3.84.
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Table 3. F, adult plant responses to Pst. pathotype 134E134A" among crosses of some
wheat cultivars and adavanced lines with Avocet"S"

S polie ol IS

Cross Resistant Susceptible X? P value™
Chamran/ Avocet S 62 25 X2, = 0.64 Pias>0.30
Marvdasht/ Avocet S 98 3 X245, =0.71 P> 0.30
Dez/ Avocet S 84 5 X5 =0.06 Pi4s>0.70
Shiraz/ Avocet S 90 4 X250 =0.64 Pias>0.30
Pishtaz/ Avocet S 87 4 X5 =0.53 Pias>0.30
Shirodi/ Avocet S 68 3 X251 =0.50 Pias>0.30
C-78-7/ Avocet S 88 4 X250 =0.57 Piar>0.30
C-78-18/ Avocet S 50 40 X259 =10.02 Pias> 0.80
N-75-16/ Avocet S 55 26 X%, =0.17 Piar>0.10
N-75-15/ Avocet S 90 2 X3 = 0.23 P> 0.50

el /44 il 3037 a3 93 L P=0.05 CLM 23839l gae g > me e IS

ns: Not significant.
Value for significance, at P=0.05 and 1d.f. is 5.99.

W S F; J...u BE Avocet"S" U'.’.Y L' ¢.J..f 4.':3}&.3 L‘hu'.’.y 9 fléj‘ ‘gu@i)&: M‘u"‘g‘c -¥ J).—b-
laomalS d o 535,55 134E134A7 (s 5L

Table 4. F3 seedling responses to Pst. pathotype 134E134A" among crosses of some
wheat cultivars and adavanced lines with Avocet"S"

SH polee wsl 6,8 ol BroellCy

Cross Non- Segregating Non- X2 P value™

segregating segregating

resistant susceptible
Chamran/ Avocet S 20 41 24 X100 =0.48 Py4s>0.70
Marvdasht/ Avocet S 29 49 21 X210 =1.31 Pyqs>0.50
Dez/ Avocet S 17 48 20 X210 =1.63 Pyqs>0.30
Shiraz/ Avocet S 29 41 20 X201 =2.50 Pyqs>0.20
Pishtaz/ Avocet S 25 38 26 X100 =1.92 Py4s>0.30
Shirodi/ Avocet S 18 30 21 X210 =1.43 Pyqs>0.30

C-78-7/ Avocet S

C-78-18/ Avocet S _ _ _ _ _
N-75-16/ Avocet S 24 33 20 X200 =1.99 Pygr> 0.30
N-75-15/ Avocet S 19 44 25 X210 =0.82 Pqs> 0.50

Ll YIAF ol 6313T 4y &G L P=0.05 Tl 53 035 s gme g Ol e b TS
ns: Not significant, Value for significance, at P=0.05 and 1d.f. is 3.84.
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Table 5. F3 adult plant responses to Pst. pathotype 134E134A" among crosses of some
wheat cultivars and adavanced lines with Avocet"S"

SH polee wsl 6,8 ol Frely

Cross Non- Segregating Non- X? P value™

segregating segregating

resistant susceptible
Chamran/ Avocet S 17 48 19 X210 = 1.81 Pyqs>0.30
Marvdasht/ Avocet S 34 58 6 X%.61 = 3.51 Pyqs>0.10
Dez/ Avocet S 30 51 3 X751 =4.13 Pyqr>0.10
Shiraz/ Avocet S 40 43 7 X251 = 0.44 Pyq¢>0.80
Pishtaz/ Avocet S 28 51 7 X751 =4.43 Pyqr>0.10
Shirodi/ Avocet S 33 27 3 X250 = 1.92 Paqs> 0.30
C-78-7/ Avocet S 32 46 8 X251 =2.34 Paqs> 0.30
C-78-18/ Avocet S 4 44 37 X257 =0.37 Pyq5>0.80
N-75-16/ Avocet S 11 43 21 X210 =4.28 Pyys>0.10
N-75-15/ Avocet S 59 26 1 X515 = 0.24 Pyqs>0.80

Wl 0784 (6315T 453 55 LP=0.05 cla..: 03 053 )ld gms S )l gma e IS
ns: Not significant, Value for significance, at P=0.05 and 1d.f. is 5.99.

»Fs Js oSl 4 32 )3 (v\-'f 325 €55 Golew 4 o i 30 GO 3l (prads =% J guler
Avocet"S" Y (a.,\.f as iy pY g ré) 63 Jul8 oL:?_g 6\4:_9&:? d>
5,5 3 134E134A7 Lo 5L 4 Cod

Table 6. Estimated number of stripe rust resistance genes segregating at the seedling and
adult plant stages to Pst. pathotype 134E134A" in F; populations of
ten crosses between six cultivars and four advanced lines with Avocet"S"

Coglas ol sluss
No. of resistance genes

Y SlaalS S oS Eann

Cross Seedling Adult plant Total
Chamran/ Avocet S 1 1
Marvdasht/ Avocet S
Dez/ Avocet S
Shiraz/ Avocet S
Pishtaz/ Avocet S
Shirodi/ Avocet S
C-78-7/ Avocet S
C-78-18/ Avocet S -

—_— = =

* *
N-75-16/ Avocet S - 2 2
N-75-15/ Avocet S ! - 1
1 2 3

JoSa LIe 05 500 ®

*: Two complementary dominant genes
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(s g ClJJ\ DSyl s >93] g_ij

['Z. ‘)'l“:' *; ‘(5‘5)/,, ['Z.

u_.’.y 3 }3 ‘).‘J..
——Y s
e a.l_:;fJ_:.& 05 95 &lyIs C-78-18

Jle O 95 lyls C-78-7

(Two complementary dominant genes)
w3y Jloil poman (o) 2l S 3
andllas 5 90 L gl 4 Cd e Cplan O
313 QLS N-75-15 Y ja 1y 5,5 &)
) e sl 4T wlayl 5 e Y (U Jgus)
O s wls dtes Coaglie 05 &K
o S Ol ¢SS s LapT slad s e glis
0593 50 )3 Bl Ol o 5 b o 2l
Sliw ple waxg L La:QT}\ dlog-0 Jb;
s ool bs S eslan 63?4;.(.3) Ll b
2 el obe Jole laslzi 03 i 55
S Bl Joole ool jmgy am 2 J 287
g 55 eSS Gla s 1 oSl (659 5
D) Cu,\ o=l s Ceglie (s Cglive s
Cgr onlie J5 Sl sla STl oluls
4 G036 0 uT 53 Cuslie GO cpl 2k

ey A

£44

«P24£>0.80) 03 4w I » N-75-15 .Y

Olloes bl (XP4515:159:26:1=0.24
o po 5105 &S5 oS 315 L G5 o plans]
Jo oS Ao oty by 0 05 53 5 lagalS
ot 55 K55 4 i (K55 Dlalllasn .
S 3l p 085 &85 5 Gl 085 A
Flinders « Harrier el o S 3 g0l atia
J xS 05 8855 ¢ baw 5 S glia M2435
05 33 King V_SJJ.H\_{L;\)): Sy o
=0 SV Sl Cuaslin 5 s 8 e slis
J =S 05 ,Lg> L 5 Hybrid-de-Bersee
4« (Bariana and Mclntosh, 1995) >3 .
g@,uﬁ@ueiiwj;ggoht&g;w
OT awlice 4358 o oslizmal 5,5 55 (6 low
S s a5 U Sl g o0 55 N-75-15 Y
Caslan mie 6 Olgie 4 0T 5 e g0
slics HLS 535,815 am 5 5550 Ol ol o
3 Y Obls o Juli rtsjlj\ 3l 59y
St (6,1l 53 a8 sl Ol s 158
55 60 il 5 sleopalS o 05 5
0 o sl sl 3 IS A
Slaibie Lyl b 53 008 s ) 855 8 ley
3548 Il 3 einl ails & Ul
230533 Gal &S 51085 5 05 S G aee
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