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Assessment of partial resistance of wheat cultivars to Phaeosphaeria nodorum in Iran
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Abstract
Phaeosphaeria nodorum blotch (SNB) causes major losses to wheat production. In this research 200 isolates were collected from

different Provinces, including. Fars, Golestan, Kohgiloyeh and BoyerAhmad and Khozestan. Among these isolates, 15 were selected for
further studies according to their geographical distribution. Pathogenicity test was conducted in greenhouse on 26 wheat genotypes.
Experiments were carried out in complete randomized factorial design with three replicates. Comparison of the mean of disease severity
carried out using Duncan’s multiple range test. Comparison of pathogenicity mean showed that the most of disease severity percentage was
related to three isolates of Fars province on Chamran Cultivar. The isolates of P. nodorum from Phalaris spp. That was collected from
Golestan Province didn’t show any pathogenicity on wheat genotypes. Based on cultivar-isolate interaction results, Chamran was completely
susceptible. Estar, Behrang, Kavir, Alvand, Bezostaya, Hirmand and Gaspard were susceptible. Alamoot, Falat, Shiraz, Shahryar, Marvdasht,
Atrak, Navid were tolerant. Finally, Yavaross, Toos, Shiroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen and Back Cross Roshan were resistant.

Key words: Pathogenicity, Sepforia glum blotch, Wheat.

> Corresponding author: Sharifna@cc.iut.ac.ir



el 5905 gt S5lew 4 (-”5/ SLa s od Cuglie o5, 01, 5 (6,30

23,8 ki IS el ol (S oy S (5o
S5 e el slae 8Os 0dSs o 5 OAD (slosed
26 Sl U el Bl w5 3L e 5l oSk
o el (So gl ) oad il e s b O pe w
031 lae S (VL s cenys O Sl 5 Bl ol
el payd el Sl St @Bl s e
Lo @Sl laliSy S e Gt oal e
N g sk oSy (Kot s a1l J3 K55 le s
b S Gl 2 sd e b Al (S
sy e SladeSy ulas S (S0 5 SHL glaand,
Cunfer and Ueng, ) 3 3 s C)b'- laa g 5 S 5 g,y
(1999

5\ Berekley (1845) Jaw 5 5L sl piS b S
31 sl sl 3l Weber (1922) b 5 s Ol
VL sl 3 LT ¢ o i g o 51 L5 (sla 528
Sl i8S ol k3 S oS Ul 5 oo
38 G Soben ol SOl S s 25158 5 sl
s (el T ((Machacek, 1945) LIS 55 o8 4y
Saari and ) L_ul , Liijﬂ (Scharen ,1964) Ly 5,l ¢ J— 5 »
wlln s, e fals.col sds ixe (Wilcoxson, 1974
Sl 0l 035 (pasd (5 Ogabes 46 250 oo )3 (Solew ()
.(Eyal et al., 1987)

e L eSS s (S s (golew bolo L
<=l_'. 4 Berkeley (1845) L. 9 Stagonospora nodorum o=
o= (’u S s A3 S io & Septoria nodorum
slg—ig VAYY JL. )5 Stagonospora 4 Septoria 3\ .o
(’L; Germano and Castell (1977) .(Sprague, 1950) Js S
Jf;.: Sl Cand r_.»\ Olge 4 |, Stagonospora nodorum
53 5 L8 4 Septoria nodorum (gl 4 ol RS

oo 335 £ 5 3 S Sl im0 3 3 2B
5 b edalie weber (1922) daw 5 5L sl a5 A4S o )

Hedjaroude s .3 S i 55 Leptosphaeria <=l_3 a

I\Yg

LRV

s 58 5 Sl (6555l Jsame o S pAS
ol als Ol s Olexr pase 4di 5s Sl 5 oL
;?@O%)J‘)wﬁ}&”dﬁ:ﬁdw
S (Webster and Gunnell, 1992) Coul osls ol
pAS 3 Shas JalS 53 IS 0 oS Jlelse 0 S S S
Sl e 256 sl sl ¢ Al 1A 56
SalS el 5 oesls I3 30 co | O Cilise slaplul
die Sasgte Ole cpl 03 Xn S e kS 4S5 WS
b ol &5 Srslen e 5 S f,\;f
Smos 5 53 A8 e 3505 s 53 p kS @ gl LG
Jole b pliS S 5 st ol 0SS )5 g
Zymoseptoria tritici # DBl L <=L; &S Septoria tritici
i g5t 6505 5 (Quaedvlieg er al., 2011) ol
Phaeosphaeria nodorum (EM Muller) law 2] fv\:f
Stagonospora  nodorum (Berk.) <3, 4U1) Hedjadroude
(Cunfer, 1999) 334 . slel (Castellani & E. G. Germano
4 o 035l SOl Ol 5 ol b 51 &S 53 ol
.(Shipton et al., 1971) XI5 (¢ i Caenl s slaw 5$

S5 A ls U S5 S P nodorum 4 S
Pleosporales 4|y Dothideomycetes o3, 3l 45 ol r\;f
S ol opl Lol GO s (Zhang er al., 2009) LiL
s (Triticum aestivum; Triticum durum) sl glspl =S
(Solomon et al., 2006) LiL . s 5

Stagonospora nodorum blotch 4y Lis ;3 g)lew ol
Sobewt (rl 53 el SGgpme diw St L (SNB)
e Lpd e e LS 5 S B Wil i
G s 35 A b lesgd e Spe 4 solen
Ky a (LA<=ﬁ.)\,:;§:i) G)L'é Ak LSL‘”(’U-” 5 il s S
Sl w55 0 kS1 oy glaatas Do w s ) Slesdd
Sose w Sposboe Sl sk sl el

ol 33 3 J).J:‘ja oy S oj; LS‘“)'C-; L;Laﬂ\.(.s



oy

531 ek an s AY ol sl el Ly, P. n0dorum
o S ea sl pla 5 4 S g s il Ol sl
A3 S S5 P. nodorum i pLiai)’\.alSQ)lj Voos Lo sal
3 ¢L§ 4505 YVY slass (Cseplo et al., 2013)
Sl e s il ailats W\ S| (Triticum dicoccoide)
pl_aﬂ Al WA (s Caslin oy Sl day 50l
HU 233X 5 52 P. nodorum G)l_é “
05 ol S35 = S< Ol g @ Triticum dicoccoide
.(Cho et al., 2008) L3 S S35 alis 350 s a0 Conslin

Cnslie 5 Sl o Laan )l iy J>1pe 5 e
Wainshilbaum ) Jiws Coesl 3> P nodorum 4 Waas ;|
SlaollS 5 slas 5o Ll 5 55 JS34le (and Lipps, 1991
Bl a5 gl s L e slite i slils A
ek Bl i Giale b el caslie L cles
(Fraser et al., 2003) 55,5 w5

S A GlaSlS 5 glass e Ll 5 s el
Ll 23l pasnis glp 5 didl o plane KU
o el sl i s el Al LSl sl
s ol 6l Wl ol uly (Fraser er al., 2003)35 8
Sy L plaalis 5l b Ll 5 s (’J“'f s 55 VY
il (ol exlg S8 L pbsalix YU el
O A5 gas esliwl b So T 5 oy Il L
4S sl Ol 5 andils 2B b ) bajles ol rLB)
o easlie Ll ) P nodorum laslis Ol
3,15 Coaal Sl 0B

a8 L sl Aghajani er al. (2002) Ol ! 53
A3 503 iy1S OkdS Olewd 31 |,y Phaeosphaeria nodorum
Sl Conglie o s a3 sl Sladlas O 51 s L
S obas Josle Cle i S sl 5 S Cilie o
el o3 il ) 528 e bl

e ol gl g g S alS sle S les

cpl sLiee (Strange and Scott, 2005) L5, o Hled 4 Olg

A0 g 5 ) oyled AF W 1 alS glaslow 5 BT

Olalisz B Law 55 S5 «S) Phacosphaeria i o (1968)
78 o i 4> o g Miyake (1909) Asle S0
Shoemaker and  Jdas sladla 53 .5 5 IS 4 (5 ol slgiey
ol el s s S a1 (138G ) 5 Babeock (1989)
Cunfer and Ueng, ) Cul sdd 4 500 Lo 55 gduaib
oS a0 e 5l ol 5, P. nodorum gt (1999
el oS yasiiie OF 35 Sl Lawass Ll ol s
¢S 555 B ol glawli & L > Weber (1992)
Lol sl o (sueg slowl Poa pratensis e 5 51> sl
|, Hordeum 3 Agropyron ez 31 555 (Sl puir il 5 el
53 a3l slas g 35 s (Solde e o3
LS ol sz VL 3 5 3505 5925 I5LS O 5 5,2
pA=S ol sladlype Sl eslial L plac i
(6 dpl_iz.a vf.sj_ﬂ Ll sl dSlod o3ls o 5
s S Cj_lm Iy slels o pl Hordium 3 Triticum glaas|ds
o A 5 Ll sz g s kS WSl Al Glacs
s S b8 bt la o pasn 03 L a5 Ol e
31 P. nodorum gl_aa_lu> (weber, 1992) Ly
Aegilops  cylindrica Elymus  repens Bromus  inermis
U Lolium perenne s Hordium pusillum (Cynodon dactylon
ol 3L glaw S pl o 5 Llodal Covns as S
e K e S s 4 56 S0l Oy 4
sl 50 Ol sme 4 Cynodon dactylon s Lolium perenne
De Wolf ) (el 83 1S ol sute VLI 5 ool 4 56
.(and Francel, 2000

s Sler S S ley 2lslen 03 pS Caenl
e opl Sl b e alS Ll (len ax g )
sl 52 SIS G0 Bl 5 Jlo JUs 4 Olii
(Peever et al., 2000) 1ib o b S les

sladlo ;3 5 Ko sladssl 5l da dss 3l (gsldas
i s il Gbla 5 piS sdeis gl5e 511898 5 14AY
B alies glaa )l Conlas 53 b OV S



el 5905 gt S5lew 4 (-”5/ SLa s od Cuglie o5, 01, 5 (6,30

oslas CiS e s ald g5l o kel g i O g S5
You) JSaial IS sl (YSAD) JLST— 55 8 5o = asie
2 S ke 00) DM il gl b G s 0 S e
.(Byal et al., 1987; McDonald et al., 2012) L J.E:M (d

i i A 5l Y
Do am e S Al e )L (golen bele (5l Il
doys 53 LSOl S o s () Ay S
S e Vb gl K gl s gl el
S e e S ezl Bl 6 s 26 SIS
S e mlw Yt slal 53 O v Slo gladels
51 o sokes S5k K 5 s esls 3 YSA C2S e
215 51,5 0 Lo JEIS (555 g6 el s
A Yoo VY glas 5o )y Coda Sde an e SIS LS
S8 5l ey i el 13 S s s e e
b 5l Blo G2l Oy pe iy SS 4 Gy e
Sl O e Ga 55 S I3 L5 5 L andls O 2
SRS e s a S el 13 S
o 3 4035 3 (LS L a5 Sn e Sl
McDonald ) J5ds it o goedos 453 At e (Glos 4
Aetal., 2012

o st s S (NP ol Y
Glac S L se Sl el o s S 5 (SO5 950050
TS MR TIY PL L{ PU SR
Ctaojlae — 8T 55 S e o jlas rm‘-ls
i glak e ) sl slacais s eslial’ 6 o
s webedsy cell )Y 5 SO celul VY Ll b cou
VIV Sde a5 gl o Jite wgpedioor a3 Yo (gles
aalllas 350 Slis (Byal ef al., 1987) L (6,106 33,

b g ey 5 Lo iy Slaseie @S 55 ol

\-Yeast Sucrose Agar

Y-YSA- caco3

Y- V8 juice- caco3

¢—V8 juice +Potato-Dextrose Agar(PDA)

OA

s S| 55 (230 sl Sl ol asiel b S les
Fol IS sl Slass a4 m o e isles
.(McDonald and Linde, 2002; Torriani et al., 2009) Ja> &
i 30 5 Golew 5L [ T Y a5 L
DS Csbse 50 8 lsn s Ol s L dbla s paS
oalaz! uuiS€)l5 ey DSl am g byl sy 5 5iS
Ssosee Solen J RS 53 sege SE LIS e e slie L)
aJL{ UT:‘ BE ;5‘:“"“‘5)—) ‘U‘i‘j"L’ .,\..ZL: asls r.)mf U\M..u

Dl sl (gHles Sl 5l g5 U

eSS e X
52 S gl S auasl LS e g5l -
3 ety W 5259) Ol 2 (08 5) 0ledS (slaglend
3Ll o g oo lallin 68) s (Ol
5SS 5 Gedip 5 03l je—dp (Lol 5
Go s GlalS 5 5 b (csans 5 ool el
Glacsl s 5 s S oslaer (O S8 p eSS 5l
5 ailie s olaw oS Dlasiie 5 a8 siElS
s A S Cilaal bk sal pled (555 (0l i sed b
Sl 3l gl s Jame (g3l ) oKt les]
e B 0303 g Ol ol ) ad gt Slaad
S gl S (i 5 S DSy ol o] Dlas
@IS gladed slbaeY (555 el Vb oo 4 1S, it
ol Ll o L8 gl (o n i S s ) dsed
Casby bim g O s s el L 0 pe ki T L
YEBYY los oo la Sais .l s So 0 5l 6,85k s
Sl L Gl ALY Sl a5 K gk )3
Ll s g b oSGy 4 Ol akad s 2 b

SaS Ll plil s 5 0 e Ll o 5o sy s S



AR

Yoo la sbe sl aslesly ags (ol taglesly ags—¢
358 g pote o las wle 05 i Jaes (6 gime (5 2 s
Aol bas (655 45 (7B Ol S Gl sl L \(YSB)
JEE P N P R R VU PRTCIN PR K
Yo clas 53 55, VB0 ke 4 5 0 esls Uil 5L 4T
L S aids 3 53 V0 o b gk
oY oS @ Dl g ol S A e 2 53 el Sl
e a5 V) sl 4 ek Ll e 58
s S s

g 5 A S s r.\.f 6\.&4;;.&\,5 onb -0
S pBl S aw gbaazalS el Ol e
o by LS S obel Olex)
WSFl s Gled Glgd (N el o lulS
(P ool Olin o (o) sl A
S (s IS 5 OISl (e Olab (8350
L S Sl Log odd S Oy e OIS s
o3lital 05 2 S Sl 5 St el Lol Sl 5
00 S S OIS 3 5 bylses V1)) ol w0 &S U
L sl el S g5lweslel 5l s a0 S
ST L 55 e 5 ol BT Sle 4 Aoy 41 S
(el S5 A5 Sl e L ey pined e ads
LaarmalS o8 Sloj s asls 13 OIS o s 53 Ly
Loy TS e el S i) (S Sl e
Sl leslinad b giale 5 45 S @bl el O ol pon
sl GLOlS (G3ule 5l 28 S plail s OLES
ol gy Sl slaans L celu 41 Sl 4 laamalS
wils &5 sk e fes 0L O L b 5l 5 4
an3ls y OIS o 1 boaS Oloj Sde 51 day
bl plo 5l (Saadly mle G b5 5le o Lol s
Lol ple bug Sodl 51 6 LLs S lhr s
2 6 S

\—Yeast Sucrose Broth

VA0 [0 4 ) oyl AF U aLE gla g len 5 LT
fﬁ%) B slaplil ) S Sl sde 00 Bl s
3 0 S s S 4 gas A 3 (e p Sy
ﬁé\_:)fw_:zjjdbu (Y‘; Y Jg.&) L 6;0)‘.,\4‘

Cunfer and Ueng ) J_& rl>.u'| b G)G iae Gtﬂ ol

.(1999; Shoemaker and Babcock, 1989

Phaeosphaeria f'JS GS s as Sl e =) S
430 4> nodorum

Fig. 1. The symptom of infected ears and leaves to

Phaeosphaeria nodorum in the field

B S5 il Sl s Sy 5 48 S 4T S
Phaeosphaeria nodorum
Fig. 2. Mycelium and pycnidiospores on YSA media

respectively

|

(o, 550 ¥ mm | 3s) Phaeosphaeria nodorum

Fig. 3. Phaeosphaeria nodorum: pycnidiospores (Bar = 2 um)



el 5905 gt S5lew 4 (-”5/ SLa s od Cuglie o5, 01, 5 (6,30

Cow g 4

bl Lagslior Ol 5 8l (g5l )
Seds sl amar ALS slad sad 31t gl a2,
34k 5 s OlndS Olw o il bl
Jole ol (gl a8 el s w0 i Yoo (el
Yoo bes 3 enydl Olalad (ool (55 asais (sobey
3 Cmsbs e Ol Kud (IS g 5
SIS el Ladipod (S Ol 4y (o o 5
0as o3, 0 5 Sist sla8 s el ¥ Y o 5 5
Aoley U Jal 5 0T 53 a8 il 5L by el I
Wl JoSs 5w Sl s o 5 J S (sl S (slaai s
D ey S S e s DS AeSG ailes (VL s
ol AL 055 U 5 Loy HIS L )y s DLl S
Sy Gl a5l adid o o 5o by 5 0SSy
pL3,) oo Censlis b5l (gl b Y it s ool
Ls ol e

o 1P nodorum gaasler o5 )le gy =Y
SIS bl 5 55 Ponodorum sasld= VO o5 sles ol
Glaasls . os S 15 el 3,4 oS 3, YN (555
Ol VLS 5 s o e 5l eu i |5 P. nodorum
e 1S s sl 45 za (65535 55Ul )0l
AS) bl ol 4 bge alds il ol ply sl oL
Ao S Gds LT 1 Gl les pde Js 4 (11 I
sslas Suls o551 oA S B s ol 4
s 3,50 SAS e 5 Ll 5 Al alnil i 4 6l
W3S e

S 5oy e Ol ez 035 S0 Solew o0 ()
Do a5 (golen (Ve s S edalin Siale
A3 S Al LS s, 53 K55 losed sl slaas

CJL &g"be.,\..& joﬁj_gjjufjj @).«\A’J e U'~’~|

sl Ghlasl ibaanlie gl ey Sle3i-1
Coale Ly pa gl O gl s OASL L el
plrsl p S s Bl o35, )0 glaazalS (g5, ) X Ve
Leows 0BG L Ll gy e b 5 als OLLS Ll
ol S bl (YSB) 5 S s oo ojbas mle 05 2
Ld el alias SIS 586 - b G JG SialesT
53 (elS 0 Jals OlS s 5 OIS an) less 2 gl s
Al an S L

Seslial U alsbes Oyesl 1ssboms (2b5,0 Y
plomil 5528 i dmie Gble jledal Sy aliz )0
OLlSer 5 Ul 2oy & olew (2L3o) () dsdr)cs p
o= S5 Solen Sy Ol 5 (VAAY)
Sl olen 8o oLt bl (ol peilsl (g les
Ao S e Siale 51 e easlex s 03 pll el
e L dalas SlS L, 58U = b S B s Oge
B olie K s a8 .03 8 15 ol 5 4520 5550 SAS
38 53 0

(pskas SulS) Do G5k )

Lk okiliy 1 S o e Aops Ve Y golew Y
(s 5las)

L3k o kiligy 1 S i Ao s Yo BV (oley <Y
(pL&.« dos)

L3 kil 1) S v doy3 006 Y (golen ¥
(olem)

AL kil ) Sl L3 40 B 00 (golew -0
(ol SLelS)

K B s bl pl glaesls cd S5 oY
“wys o SAS Il e L sl Sl 586 b
Bla= Gy, sl eslimal L Sle awslis 5 ANOVA
L3S 5 s 5 4 555 (LSD) Sls re S
L oedd LS gbeesls (giledle s sk 4 izes
aalizal b baosls o ubyly 5JUT 51 L3 oy oy s



£

Ol g 5 Sl Ceal 3L P nodorum 4y VL‘U
Gl et S5 S ke S L5 s el
.(Wainshilbaum and Lipps, 1991)

3 ) whsolen Sl @ P. nodorum slaalis
L aanly ol 5 Ll 6l e DMl el ooy ki
& isls ui)l)_f 4S Cowger and Murphy (2007) @L:J
)15 349 Poonodorum  laalds o s ol sle
03 el o SRS .(Fraser et al., 2003) 3,5 cuilas
Ol 1y Sl ol (S SIS 5 slas e Ll
Slulsl @l o 53 spmse Sl ol & s,
e JBYs WLy e slalslS clislesl L slas e
Ll oy e OblS bl s s a8 b ol 51 sl azils
ol Casbs s b S e 4 (solen bl sl
S o Ll mm sl Sole S0 1A s
b (Ko 50353 IS BB Cosb) 5 bes s e Ll 5 s
S Sosb o als bl Jowe adlaie 4 (S (5 Ll
S Lldy s, S axsls b Cowger and Murphy (2007)
B L gy M A ey ol 4 o o3
Sl Soslize Olos e 5l 0Ll Al Lolul 28 s
L3503 eslizal b Lal 5 s H;ST il 651 Siale
Obny blsl 53 (S slem B ac e 55 3L ) sl =)
Al e Tl 0as b OLL ale e 3L sl Y
P. nodorum & ¢3 41 pS Gl IS 5ol 5,18 Y ¢le

55 Sl DB g oS ol 0L T g mle
S B e g Bl 53 oS el 0303 F b Al
S Yo s il bl JUSH 6l ol 5 b
wPl GRSl S S pss de e s lay sl 508
S L e il T il cusb, 4 s
bl Gy S b Ll s s 1y es oS gl S
e Ponodorum 4 bl s Cwslie SLsl ol

\-Boot

A0 g 5 ) oyled AF W 1 alS glaslow 5 BT

(8 IS8 Al o35 1S il b gloggd aasd e 53 S
o ol Jole @‘5 6“(‘}1%&:?, Lasd opl S 02
oS edalin S e Ky ol Bl &y 50
GiSa sy (V Joir) Silols 42 5l dol mle
Ll s s (olew @) p S LBl 555 2 S olew Ol
S Jorll S 51 et 5 218 315 0L GRS
3 el sl Sad o S0le anglie Ll (ols s
Gl Llie 53 sk (Bl Soler Ol Jaadl 1S
baglio 5 ol 5l ln 45 5ls OLES SIS 5 P nodorum
OSle aslie Lls (ol pms M Landl WS b
(7 Jsdor) Laglir ap ilosee o1 Jolize 1 gl b
v & by alnsles CAd Aoy o i sl 0L
hlen DS L (A3 5 A2 AL sl okl 1 el
Aile BDO ez o35 s VAT 5 TR Vo
Ol & byiye i o baghr alsleny S o 20
T U W E R O P VR VD I VY W WL R I
LS s S ooyl 0 6 5l asesled o) 4 (sole
s el 53 ekl bl (Glen oSSl 4 e
sl aesi (ol (il SIS s lem 53 1 0 ges]
W e 4w 1Sty s (F Jsar)ds S 13 pslie
Ll S Ko okl pB ula MlS Ol
comaolsl plol canils ola 3 LLlS 5 e s Ll
0530 A SSG 5 05 SS (els Olalew (635 1 (o 55
(b e St bt (B sall pB51 5 035 pslie
polis o (gl 7) bl 5S1ay o A5 5 S
Ol ge 4 Mv Kolompos s Mv Bodri Mv Beres rL'éjl TR PY
Cseplo et al., ) Lledd 3 xs P. nodorum e slis el
Shds el o sl a5 5 S 2013
S Olge w ka5 @B 5l Lased sdalie Soale
J>1e 53 P.onodorum 4 Cowslie 31 335 Jlewy eSS
.(Liu et al., 2004; Cseplo et al., 2013) Cocsl 03 35 a3ealS

Q_Ajuﬂjg;mihm}): (")‘5°L3§(-§M)J>‘f)w



el 5925 gt oo 4 (-”5/ SLa s od Cuglie o5, 101, 5 (6,30

wlisobes 0031 45 eslizul 5, 5o Phaeosphaeria nodorum  slaayl i (3luldr golSe =\ J g

Table 1. Locations that isolates of Phaeosphaeria nodorum isolated for pathogenicity test

Host Location Isolate
Wheat Fars(NoorAbad) Al
Wheat Fars(Noor—Abad) A2
Wheat Fars(Noor—Abad) A3
Wheat Kohgiloyeh and BoyerAhmad (Ghachsaran) A4
Wheat Kohgiloyeh and BoyerAhmad (Ghachsaran) A5
Wheat Kohgiloyeh and BoyerAhmad (Ghachsaran) A6
Wheat Khozestan(Behbahan) A7
Wheat Khozestan(Behbahan) A8
Wheat Khozestan(Behbahan) A9

Phalaris Golestan (Kordkoy) Al10
Phalaris Golestan (Kordkoy) All
Phalaris Golestan (Kordkoy) Al2
Phalaris Golestan (AliAbad) Al3
Phalaris Golestan (AliAbad) Al4
Phalaris Golestan (AliAbad) AlS

FHESLEN r.).;f ¢35 Y7 s, Phaeosphaeria nodorum 4\ A 4 bs o olislen a6l JJLT =Y Jgu>

Table 2. Analysis of variance of disease intensity for nine isolates of Phaeosphaeria nodorum on 26 wheat cultivars

(Mean square) &l o S0l (df) (gal3T a3 (Source of variation) ol 45wl
460.30" 8 (Isolate) /4>
5422.56" 25 (Genotype) 5 53
747" 200 (Isolatex Genotype) o5 55 x4l
0.0001 468 (Error) Ua>

Ao s S CLW 03 I3 e . 6.22% =(Coefficient of Variation) ol ;45 g 55
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Fig 4. Pathogenicity test: some wheat cultivars had brown spots with yellow halo to Phaeosphaeria nodorum in greenhouse condition
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Table 3. Compare of disease intensity mean for isolates of Phaeosphaeria nodorum on 26 wheat cultivars

Isolate
Al A2 A3 Ad AS A6 A7 A8 A9
Cultivar
Chamran 6415A  6429A  O6416A  se51AB  581AB  5832AB  52.18BG  52.94BC  52.66BC
Estar 45.23D  4543D  45.07D 4284F  4292EF  4308E  4054G  40.62G  40.92G
Behrang 3545H - 3538H 35.52H 32 32.07J 32.14] 2034L  2941L  29.34L
Kavir 3450 35.17TH - 34751 32 32.07) 314K 29.34L 29.2L 29.08L
Alvand 3509H 34820 34751 32 32.07) 31.53K 2934L  2921L  28.95M
Bezostaya 353H 3523H 3531H 31.67K 32.07J 32.14]  2862M  2855M  28.49M
Hirmand 34820 35.02H  34.891 32 32,07 32.141 2034L  2921L  28.82M
Gaspard 34961 3538H  34.89I 367K 31.26K 31.2K 2034L  2895M  28.82M
Alamoot 272N 2178N - 219N 31.67K 18360P  18.14P 1459R  1457R  14.58R
Falat 219N 2153N  21.56N 18.30P 18P 18.02P 1442R  1442R  1443R
Shahryar 21.96N 19520  21.97N 18.01P 17.79Q 18.02P 1454R  1455R  14.56R
Shiraz 2L4IN- 218N 54N 17.76Q 17.95Q 18.02P 1418R  1419R  142IR
Marvdasht 2ZL78N 213N 51 96N 17.04PQ  17.72Q 17.73Q 1436R 13995  14.39R
Atrak 2L59N - 2L66N 5 6N 17.76P 17.6Q 17.59Q 13.958 13.958 13.96S
Navid ZLOSNT1L2T 5 6N 17.6P 17.65Q 17.64Q 13.955  14.08RS  14.09RS
Sayson 8.63V HLOIT 4y yo7 17.64P 921U 95U 7.01W 7.01W W
Zarin 1.02T 1091T  yy jor 9.51U 921U 9.16U 6.84X 6.88X 6.83X
Tajan 19T 1043T 14 e97 9.18U 921U 9.1U 6.96X 6.98X 6.95X
Pishtaz 10.44T 58X 10.44T 9.18U 8.92UV 8.8V 6.59X 6.57X 6.6X
Yavaross 6.02X 3.62X 591X 9.18U 407Y 41Y 3.04Z 2,987 2937
Toos 3.62X 58X 5.5X 411Y 4.07Y 4.18Y 3.04Z 2.58Z 2.62
Shiroodi 58X 3.62X 5.9X 4.11Y 4.07Y 427Y 571X 2247 2237
Sepahan 323X 3.62X 525X 431Y 407Y 407Y 2072 2072 2.06Z
Ghods 368X 3.62X 5.69X 431Y 407Y 427Y 2.827 2812 2.83Z
Kaskoshen 246X 225X 5.51X 426Y 407Y 407Y 2372 2367 2352
Back Cross Roshan 5.46X 5X

5.26X 4.08Y 4.07Y 4.07Y 2.76Z 2.76Z 27572
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Table 4. Wheat different cultivars Groupings based on the mean of disease severity to Phaeosphaeria nodorum

Isolate cultivar Response Dlsea§ €
Severity
Al Sayson, Yavaross, Toos,Shiroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen , Back Cross Roshan
A2 Yavaross, Toos,Shiroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen , Back Cross Roshan
A3 Yavaross, Toos,Shiroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen , Back Cross Roshan
Ad Yavaross, Toos,Shiroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen , Back Cross Roshan, Sayson, Zarin,
Tagan, Pishtaz
A5 %:g:;?s;i,sg;zs,smroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen , Back Cross Roshan, Sayson, Zarin, Resistant 1-10%
A6 Yavaross, Toos,Shiroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen , Back Cross Roshan, Sayson, Zarin,
Tagan, Pishtaz
A7 Yavaross, Toos,Shiroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen , Back Cross Roshan, Sayson, Zarin,
Tagan, Pishtaz
A8 Yavaross, Toos,Shiroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen , Back Cross Roshan, Sayson, Zarin,
Tagan, Pishtaz
A9 Yavaross, Toos,Shiroodi, Sepahan, Ghods, Kaskoshen , Back Cross Roshan, Sayson, Zarin,
Tagan, Pishtaz
Al Zarin, Tajan, Pishtaz
A2 Sayson, Zarin, Tajan, Pishtaz, Shahryar
A3 Sayson, Zarin, Tajan, Pishtaz
A4 Atrak, Navid, Almoot, Falat, Shahriyar, Shiraz, Marvdasht
A5 Atrak, Navid, Almoot, Falat, Shahriyar, Shiraz, Marvdasht Semi-Resistant 10-20%
A6 Atrak, Navid, Almoot, Falat, Shahriyar, Shiraz, Marvdasht
A7 Atrak, Navid, Almoot, Falat, Shahriyar, Shiraz, Marvdasht
A8 Atrak, Navid, Almoot, Falat, Shahriyar, Shiraz, Marvdasht
A9 Atrak, Navid, Almoot, Falat, Shahriyar, Shiraz, Marvdasht
Al Estar,Behrang, Kavir,Alvand, Bezostaya Hirmand, Gaspard, Almoot, Falat, Shahriyar, Shiraz,
A2 Estar,Behrang, Kavir,Alvand, Bezostaya Hirmand, Gaspard, Almoot, Falat, Shahriyar, Shiraz,
Marvdasht, Atrak, Navid
A3 Estar,Behrang, Kavir,Alvand, Bezostaya Hirmand, Gaspard, Almoot, Falat, Shahriyar, Shiraz,
Marvdasht, Atrak, Navid
A4 Estar,Behrang, Kavir,Alvand, Bezostaya Hirmand, Gaspard
A5 Estar,Behrang, Kavir,Alvand, Bezostaya Hirmand, Gaspard susceptible 20-50%
A6 Estar,Behrang, Kavir,Alvand, Bezostaya Hirmand, Gaspard
A7 Estar,Behrang, Kavir,Alvand, Bezostaya Hirmand, Gaspard
A8 Estar,Behrang, Kavir,Alvand, Bezostaya Hirmand, Gaspard
A9 Estar,Behrang, Kavir,Alvand, Bezostaya Hirmand, Gaspard
Al,A2,A3, completel
A4,A5,A6, Chamran bl 50-90%
A7,A8,A9 susceptible
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