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Abstract: To understand the characteristics of virulence and genotypic diversity of Chinese races
CYR32 and CYR33, 29 isolates of CYR32 and 39 isolates of CYR33 were selected randomly from 11
regions in China. Isolate virulence was assessed by using near-isogenic lines and assistant differential
hosts, and genotypes were analyzed by 15 pairs of simple sequence repeat (SSR) markers. Virulence
and molecular data were clustered separately. The results showed that each of CYR32 and CYR33 had
17 virulent phenotypes. The majority of CYR32 and CYR33 isolates showed differentiation in resis-
tance genes Y72, Yri7, Yr27, Yr32, Yr43, YrSp, YrExp2, Yr28 and YrV23, and the virulence diversity in-
dex of CYR32 and CYR33 were 0.089 and 0.097, respectively. The average of Shannon information in-
dex of CYR32 and CYR33 were 0.44 and 0.45, respectively. At 0.93 similarity coefficient level,
CYR32 and CYR33 were divided into five and eight virulence groups, while molecular data of CYR32
and CYR33 revealed ten and 16 genotype groups with a similarity coefficient of 0.84. The results

showed that races CYR32 and CYR33 with the same virulence characteristics to Chinese differential set
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could be further separated with the aid of near-isogenic differential lines and genetic markers.

Key words: Puccinia striiformis f. sp. tritici; physiological race CYR32; physiological race CYR33;

virulence; differentiation

M H 7156 1] 2 W8S 1 Puccinia striiformis f.
Sp. tritici 31 K [/ INAZ 55 G50 A2 /N ke DX 1) 88 K
B FE . 20120 SOARARLIK , FRE T 19501964
1990 F12002 4 KA T 4 IR/ INAZ SR i KA T, 1
FR/INAZ D 2 12040 kg IR A= 46,2015) o 7R3
TTARAR, /N2 S B A1 2 R AR TR R 400 7 hm',
AN AT 1040 kg (BRITALEF ,2013) . HATB
TR/NE SRR B AT B R MR T SR P T
A (Z2HR I, 1980; Chen, 2005) . SR 1M , 5& A 2 7%
FIH 2H (Park & Wellings, 2012) S 8N 48505
AR S AR R R INR KT AR PSR S
95 i R B 3~5 AF 5 PRI % ml B T O (2
PRI 1% 130 ,2002 ; Hovmeller et al.,2011) .

TEE B R IR/ S TR R I AS S Bl
2y, TR AR AR LA v ) S 000 B AN [R)/INZZ A 1
FORRFIE R 2 R BOR AL, W8T B AR TE H R
KA 10% , 0 E a2 AN, L,
RYE BB R )T, TEIKR RG24 T & 145
(CYR1) . % 1 2 5 (CYR2) - %345
(CYR34) , EATEE IR E/INE SR v o S B AT
i A BN AP (Wang et al., 2010; X1 18 5% |, 2017)
CYR32 T 1994 4F 5 B & I, Hh T 368 /N 22 it
Hybrid46 Ui , it LA 2 4 Hybrid46 Bk 268 3 (51
K4 ,2007), 20004FE CYR32 (1 H B 1%,
2001 4F CYR32 9 1 B 28 20 |-+ 51 28.79%
1 2002 4E 4% 1E 20 A 4% A CYR32(Wan et al., 2004 )
CYR33 (Jit Sull-14 BUwZEAY) T 1997 4F 15 IR B &
P, H BB 3 M e BT AR T 1% 1 31 2007 4E 1)
26.72% , 2008 4F- Bk 1E X 7iy 44 (Chen et al., 2009b) .
H 2000 424>k, CYR32 il CYR33 — B &% [E H i
Wt i 10 45 65 B AL BH/INF (Bai et al., 2014) o £F
A/ INZE 2540 TR A EIL/INF A A S A BIORAFAIE
AE AN BN, AT/ NZ DL SR L A i B
SR A RE R .
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AR A EE R T R BRI X o I B WA AR AR SR
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AT IE— 2 X3 LA DR /N2 e VA A 0 A
U A PR AR
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HE il Pk 2 2014 AE B = A H R (GS) )i
(SC) . # ¥ (QH) . P4 (XZ) \BEVE (SX) . =’
(YN) .y 7 (HN) . # dt (HB) . 5 K (CQ) . 5t M
(GZ) VEB(AH) 1144 (X)) RN SR T b
FE o FESCI 3 20 At HE 3 g S 19 v [ M 1) 7
FEE I, A A (X)) Bl AL 3% BUA BN Fif
CYR32 I CYR33 [ & #& 1~6 1>, F: k% H 29 4>
CYR32 R AI139 4 CYR33 Bk

Y FF T SN AT A A E G — Y 19 4 /INAE
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2419 HeR B L BTR PR 1S LTS
F77 345 W FRMA3 BT 655 JKIE 11 Y KR
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S R R SRR OA R 0E 169 v ] 01 A 3 5 8 X R
Pl AL g S 4R . /NAE SR 18 il A A
FA9 AN B S0 AF DAL R AR SN 37 R A R 5
2 2

TR SAXES : Taq W, 35 EFEER IR H] 5 10%
PCR 2% P (JE Mg™) .25 mol/L MgCl,, TaKaRa 5 4=
P13l s ANTPs, Jb st BN 28 AR DR A IR A A
Hp sk FE P4y Hral . MiniVE HL3KAY, 55 [ GE 2
] ;S1000 PCR Y \ND-1000 4366 B3, 25 FEF 4k
3] 5 3730XL FER AT, SEEITEER KR A F]
1.2 Ak
121 FFH A ENLIT RS BRI H

W B X HE/INAZ R B 169 5 F TH< 10 em .
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ML M RIS AU 78 bk, Y LT
LT . FERIET A b 245 MR B/ NAE S R T
FEFRT Y 2% 5, /5 & T8A WK 4C BB R
100% KGR ML AREnt 7 IE T 1) L, 10°C AR AR
10 ho KRR TR/ INZZ Gy i 2R TE i S R 25 )
FERRRE L PRI S5 455 1R B AP 21 g ) iR
INFERE R IE T PRIERE AN T AR AR
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6 T S S D R B Bl S 5 2 S i /NFE R AE T
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17°C 17 hotRaEE SR . 42805 17~19 d, #% i8 Chen et
al.(2002) 1) 9 A3 FARfE I 45 TR AR AE I S5 3 P 2R
KBS 25 B E R b 0~5 BB
R, 6~9 94 R IR Y, e BB IO 0, JB 4K
P /B 1, H 8% 50 B 1 4F VAT (Kosman & Leon-
ard,2007)GETFREME 2 FETERS B MR AR K 7
P2 (O Do PR AT AR P 5 PR AR e k)
FIH NTSYSpe-2.11F #4517 R 2553 Hr , H SAHN
77 Hp 8 AR i AL 4H S #4 35 (unweighted pair group
method with arithmetic mean, UPGMA ) #4741 (B4 1
ZBHT, IEiE 1 Tree plot BHRIE B RIS A
1.2.3 14 % A 58-FDNA# IR ILZ SSRAFIE

2% I8 Aljanabi & Martinez (1997) ) CTAB 1 32
IR E AT DNALJER I R . AL T
I DNA e B2 N2t BE , 7R HA B %2 50 ng/uL T
SSR4>FHRic H1 ) PCR S

M\ CYR32 F1 CYR33 14 # H B HLIZE I 16 4> Pk
FHT SSRERICHI Wik , ke th 15 X 284514,
FIFHIX 15 %55 9146 i A CYR32 F1 CYR33 Hibki#EA T
DNA §" 34 . 5| ¥ scaffold510_69777 . scaffold571
34646 scaffold938 65966 ,scaffold962 172974 scaf-
fold512 54559 scaffold495 45067 . scaffold498 206
436 . scaffold45 273492 scaffold176 11303 4 Luo et
al.(2015) JF % ; 514 SUNIPst05-47 , SUNIPst15-30
SUNIPst16-42 {1 Bailey et al. (2013) 1 & ; 514 RJ4

JEFHTF 45 R EST J7 41T /& (Enjalbert et al., 2002) ;
31 ¥ CPS27. PstP03 43 %Il Hi Chen et al. (2009a) il
Cheng et al.(2012) JF %

25 uL PCRAR Z A4 2 L . Tag i 0.2 pL ., 10 %
PCR 2% M ( JE Mg>" )2 uL .25 mol/L MgCl,2.5 pL .,
dNTPs 2 uL. 5[4 1 uL.ddH,O 14.3 uL, PCR i i}
FEIF : 94°C TSP 4 min; P18 10 MR, TG
94°C A5V 45 s, 64°CiH k45 s, BEHIE kF#E 1°C,
72°CHEfH 45 ;314 25 DEI , B PE 94°C AR P
45 s,54°CiE k 45 s, 72°C ZEAH 45 s fi¢ J7 72°C FiE i
10 min, 7EFERISML EXF PCR 18 = 45504 o
1.3 #ESH

FH Nei” s Tof 22 18015 15 25 R BGERR 435U 1
PN B £ A TP gt L IS S WL O RN S 3
AR Sfe At A A 1) 1 34738 A% AR ABLAE o 1] Pop-
gene 1.32 FAFTHEEBEAR A8 4% IR 25 st A% AR AUE
AN AR E 33 AR SE A
AR AAF SR R NTSYS-
pe-2 11F BRAF#EAT 526734 , T SAHN 725 i) UP-
GMA J7 35 #E47 AH L1 3R 85053 B, I R Power-
marker 3.25 8/ AT A R I E
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2.1 CYR32FACYR3ZH ZRIFEHF D
2.1.1 FEMAFIESHT

29~ CYR32 F1391~ CYR33 B FREIT Z5 5L K &
KRS 25 & 17 Fh i, B o o4
BN 58.6%H143.5% , 18 27 AN & HL K R bR,
CYR32 fl CYR33 & & TF Yr2. Yrl7. Yr27. Yr32,
Yr43 . YrSp YrExp2 . Yr28 . YrV23 L 4R kA T 8%k 5
fbo CYR32 B & & AEREEA LRI AR L CYR33 TH
REZT YWr8HYr76,/0 T Yr7, 24 EF/NFF CYR32
FICYR33 BB &R 5 T 78 Hybrid46 | A 7513 AR
B, AT OB L s R AR AR AL, X Y5 Yr8.
Yrl10.Yrl5 . Yr24 . Yr32 YrTrl . Yr26 41055 5 R E0R
o R PRI AR, X Yl L Yr2  Yr6 YrT  Yr9 Yrl7
Yr27. Yrd4. Yr43 . YrSp. YrExp2 . Yr76. Yri8. Yr25.
Yr28 . YrV23 . Yr29 . YrA $ip 5 H B M A 5 A i (3R
1), CYR32HICYR33 [{ & Mgk Z AP EFEE00 5
490.089.0.097.,
212 FHEEIMN

AL 2R H053 53 R 0.88.0.86 i, CYR32 Fil
CYR33 W 240 BB R 2 A2 1T AR
ZH0M0.931F, CYR32 FICYR33 R Jy 54
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Table 1 Virulence frequency of CYR32 and CYR33 isolates to near-isogenic lines and assistant differential hosts

FEPEIIR Virulence frequency (%)

B PR b A B 2 YA & i
Near-isogenic line/assistant differential host Yr gene CYR3 2 RS CYR3 3 ZES
CYR32 isolates CYR33 isolates
AvSYriINIL Yri 100.0 100.0
SieteCerros T66 Yr2 759 74.4
AvSYr5SNIL Yrs 0.0 0.0
AvSYroNIL Yré 100.0 100.0
AvSYr7NIL Yr7 100.0 89.7
AvSYr8NIL Yr8 34 0.0
AvSYr9NIL Yr9 100.0 100.0
AvSYriONIL Yrio 0.0 0.0
AvSYri5SNIL Yris 0.0 0.0
AvSYri7NIL Yri7 0.0 0.0
AvSYr24NIL Yr24 34 7.7
AvSYr27NIL Yr27 93.1 923
AvSYr32NIL Yr32 6.9 7.7
Avs/IDO377s(F3-41-1) Yr43 75.9 79.5
Avs/Zak(1-1-35-linel) Yr44 100.0 100.0
AvSYrSpNIL YrSp 93.1 94.9
AvSYrTrINIL YrTrl 0.0 0.0
Avs/Expl/1-1Line 74 YrExp2 82.8 82.1
Tyee Yr76 93.1 100.0
AvSYri8SNIL Yri8 100.0 100.0
Hugenoot Yr25 100.0 100.0
AvSYr28NIL Yr28 96.6 97.4
AvSYr29NIL Yr29 100.0 100.0
Vilmorin 23 Yr3 82.8 69.2
Hybrid 46 Yr4 100.0 0.0
Avoct Yrd 100.0 100.0
92R137 Yr26 0.0 0.0

2.2 CYR32FACYR33E R HIE EBMUSE D7
221 AREA LRSS

29 4~ CYR32 F1 39 4~ CYR33 B #k F] Fi| SSR 7|
Y5 o3 AR 29 SR 39N 2T, 238
PRSI E 53R 8 100%. CYR32 FICYR33 B & 11
WAL 2R LR R B, AR L RS M 2,00,
CYR32 FICYR33 F& R A 50 S5 REA M 1.49
1.52,CYR32 M CYR33 # & WA K A5 B IR EIE 5
4 0.44.0.45 .,
222 5T RESH

Y AHRUYE £ 8053 51 M 0.64.0.69 i}, CYR32 Fil
CYR33 [ £ 1Y 43 08 73 5 26 ol 2 > R A2
WL T SAHRUE 250K 0.84 1, CYR32 FICYR33
FAT MR R 101 ZERERT 16 M 2EHE (K 2) .
3 iTig

I E T /N A2 S T )

VR S MR AR T

1944 4F, Fang (1944 ) &5 YR FH 8 4> % 51| i Feb 7 v (5]
VU R M DX A 9 AR /N . Wellings (2007) AR
I 5000 2 07 HLA BT L TR /N2 S TR 1Y)
BEPEAR S X0 T S B AT T — RS
TH 194N/ NE RV R —BIR R . r a3t
(Rl 2R 2 531) 25 3 2 DUJBR i Fl Avocet S (AVS ) A %¢ 7]
EARPAFI— BRI B L SR, 4
S2F RS IR — PR A I . el i
WEAEHE R R BR T ASREX R YL X B AvS 1Y TR R i
TTIX AN, BEA R X o A B/NRh R T N2 4%
G50 TR /N T #5952 1 RN G B2 3 ] (Liu et al.,
2010) o ASHIFGE N FH T 45 PR 2R K B 6 031) 2 20T
2 1178 (X)CYR32 I CYR33 1 & MU FRIE
AT T 00, ARAE v [ S ) 77 3 R R A e 4
FRTR] 5 TR R ZITE AP SE R L 0 7 P 3 A 3
I T oAb, HASSZ #2156 B A 000 2 3

X AN RV BU RRAE T AR B DA I AN iR IR
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Fig. 1 UPGMA dendrogram of 29 isolates of race CYR32 (A) and 39 isolates of race CYR33 (B) based on virulence identification
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Fig. 2 Neighbor-joining dendrogram of 29 isolates of race CYR32 (A) and 39 isolates of race CYR33 (B) based on SSR markers

AW 5% & 8L, CYR32 F1 CYR33 B R X} Yrl |
Yr2 Yr6 . Yr7 . Yr9.Yrl7 Yr27 . Yr44 . Yr43 . YrSp.Yr-
Exp2 .Yr76 . Yrl18 . Yr25 Yr28 . YrV23.Yr29 YrA Yiiik
B B R E R, UTTED L AR e B Al A v
e 1EL R G BB L PR 5 X Y5 Y8 Yrl0 ., YrlS
Yr24 . Yr32  YrTrl  Yr26 305 56 NS00 s ag PR R

AR, U X S B PR AT R A W ZEA A E . (H2
T [B] B R AL R F CYR32 Fi CYR33 & 1)
V26 %f Yrl0.Yr24 ., Yr26 EU% (Liu et al., 2010; ¥
4£,2014;Zhan et al.,2016) , KX 34> Yr LR 2k 25
TR ME . I AT ()N A5 50 TR Y B
PEWFFE L R, B R K BN Yl 5 A5 FEPE RO TR AR, 1M
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XF Y A7 BRI B R HZE R R AR AR B (0l
KA 2012; BBEAE,2014) , £ HIX 24> vr SE 1A g
A RARBTH Y H A A58 /R (R AR 220 R
Y5 BURZERE BB A WD, 5 HLA A JR ik 24>
LRSI AL . B PRAR A (2015) 43 5l ffi I CYR32
FCYR33 X/ NEHUAR G HE K AT A o i, K
I Yr8 I A 5 W , T Y32 YrTrl TR IR
PRI , PRI R IO , DETED USRS B Rl h
VTR FH 3 ST PR, %4 AR T IR 1) s ik
PR f sl FH

W5 L SSR 7 FARic i & B, CYR32 I
CYR33 W A& 1A AL b, BA F 5 it 2
FEPE X AT RE DR D B R 2878 AR i 2 S A AR
AT N A 2545 95 TR R TR 45 ) Ok AR ik 7 (Hovmeller
& Justesen, 2007 ; Park & Wellings,2012) . [E N4 #E
Z 8 3E (Wan et al., 2004 ; Chen et al.,2009a) £, £
WESEFR EI P pg 1 PEAL 5 78 X7 (8 /INAZ S5 0 TR A
KB B R 2 254, SR 3 BE B it 2
P, o3 R FL st A S AR AR 5, S8 A AN ] TR
(Enjalbert et al., 2002 ; Hovmeller & Justesen, 2007 ;
Hovmeller et al.,2011) . Duan et al.(2010) #]H/3+
Fric B, FEFR E B R PG b DX —4E P TR B bR
FE Y 2585 TR REAAR 545 Z2 A6 L ik [ 20 45 5 18] Jir il
AR BRE 2 7% SR H R, — T3, v e 1
Bt BRI S FIRTATIXZ — N SR
FERGE A S 0% /R R AR S S 5 o) — T BT Y
PR/ AT BE L C TR A AR TR U B 19 2551
B EABEARS L AN 5K o Jin et al. (2010) 18 i3
NN IR E UOIE S/ NS/ N SRR T 5 32
P BAEE(2011) Zhao et al. (2013)WF5EIERA , £
FUARZRATT  FRE/INZZ 8 T T ATE/NBE b kAT
APESGE . (HIE AR T /N R A A 5
X AT IR 75 AR SR AT

AT T B A2 BN CYR32 FTCYR33 4k
A Y HTRAT/ NI S T/ INAE i R BT P SE E
Hh, SRTTAIT 58 45 2R 2 7 v AN (]t DX 93X 2 A4S /N
TR RTE R AR Fhric FIFAAE 22 7, R
CYR32 FI CYR33 AUALZAE 194> [ %5 %5 2 LAY
FATR)EEME T RAE 1 — 2R BOR ZERE , THE R N T8 A (]
AL U R AR W 58 4 — 3, IR AR % 7 X
R ERAAMA . NEEHURE RS E T T SR T A 3
/NP H A T S ) A 32 0 e A R RS Y
WA, AT R & T AN R A VRS I R A
DL At i R A TP M S | A R 2

FIERG R AT RE S 2250 o ROl FH A B/ NFf G/
Zz i RTINS, N i — 2P 8 3%
YR PF EIRR IR TR /N2 SR T R EE A
R A AT HE T PPAG R RS & R ST
PR,
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