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Abstract: The aim of this research is to identify and select wheat varieties (lines) with constant resis-
tance and tolerance to the grain aphid Sitobion miscanthi at the adult stage in the field. In 2020, the re-
sistance and tolerance levels of 146 Chinese wheat varieties (lines) were assessed based on the resis-
tance index derived from aphid rating scale on infested wheat plants and the tolerance index calculated
from tolerance value 7' (where 7= L/cumulative value of aphid rating scale on surveyed plant, and L rep-
resents the loss rate of 1 000 grain weight). This provided an opportunity for resistance evaluation due
to severe aphid occurrence during wheat grain-filling stage in the field that year. The identification re-
sults for some consistently resistant and tolerant wheat varieties (lines) in 2020 were further validated
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using artificial assisted aphid infestation in 2022. During the flowering to grain-filling period of wheat
plants in the field, it was found that the wheat varieties (lines) Shannong 116, Quanmai 31 and Pumai
116 exhibited consistent resistance to natural aphid infestation in six replicates across two test sites in
2020, while Zhengmai 132 showed constant resistance to artificially assisted aphid infestation in 2022.
In addition, the wheat varieties (lines) Zhongyu 1220, Taihemai 2, and Ruihua 1408 consistently demon-
strated tolerance when aphid densities were lower under both natural aphid infestation in 2020 and artifi-
cially assisted infestation in 2022 in the field, indicating these wheat varieties (lines) possess both toler-
ance and low resistance to S. miscanthi. Furthermore, tolerant wheat varieties (lines) such as Taimai
601, Ruihua 592, Lunxuan 166, and Zhongnongmai 4007 maintained lower loss rates of 1 000 grain
weight (<15%) even when aphid densities were higher under both natural aphid infestation in 2020 and
artificially assisted infestation in 2022 in the field. The study confirms that resistance weakening and tol-

erance are more stable genetic characteristics than resistance alone to aphids during the grain-filling

stage of wheat, representing a common phenomenon observed in the tested varieties.
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Table 1 Aphid rating scales and the loss rates of 1 000 grain weight for 146 wheat varieties (lines) in the field in 2020

VR AR S /A M Ak 0 2 ) BRI E ) TR E PR
Aphid rating scale for surveyed wheat plant/aphid rating scale %] 6 /R 2/ilIfti Loss rate of 1 000 grain
- on infested wheat plant Cumulative weight/%
puﬁlf,%) . , . e value of aphid .
Wheat variety (line) WHE Caoxinzhuang —ifi Yizhan rating scale on i E *iiﬁ M
infested wheat ~Ca0Xin-  Yi- Aver-
4-23 5-02 5-11 4-24 5-03 5-12 1 zhuang zhan  age
plant
Hh#i 85 Zhongying 8 0.27/1.00 0.60/1.00 0.53/1.33 0.23/1.00 0.17/1.00 0.67/1.82 7.15 33.56  33.62 33.59
1k 116 0.93/1.56 1.13/1.42 0.20/1.00 0.57/1.42 0.30/1.29 0.07/1.00 7.67 37.74 39.7 38.72
Shannong 116
SR 31 Quanmai 31 0.40/1.20 1.67/2.08 0.93/1.27 0.63/1.19 1.63/1.63 0.27/1.00 8.38 11.30 154 1335
#XFZ 99 Zhongmai 99  0.67/1.67 2.00/2.31 0.53/1.00 0.57/1.31 0.33/1.25 0.50/1.07 8.60 26.56 3730 31.93
WEZZ 1165 Pumai 1165 0.87/1.44 2.20/2.20 0.27/1.00 0.60/1.13 1.87/2.00 0.80/1.26 9.03 20.17  17.96 19.07
JEEF 981 0.53/1.33 0.67/1.43 0.13/1.00 1.17/1.94 1.27/2.38 0.37/1.00 9.08 5.64 2120 13.42
Houdemai 981
4R} 157 Anke 157 0.53/1.33 1.07/1.45 0.20/1.00 1.03/1.82 2.07/2.48 1.10/1.22 9.31 - - -
iz 105 1.47/1.83 2.93/2.93 0.73/1.38 0.17/1.00 0.17/1.25 0.07/1.00 9.39 - - -

Shunmai 10
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Aphid rating scale for surveyed wheat plant/aphid rating scale %Il 6 )X Z2Hl{E Loss rate of 1 000 grain
- on infested wheat plant Cumulative weight/%
nuﬁ(%). . . N value of aphid .
Wheat variety (line) ¥ Caoxinzhuang — Yizhan rating scale on W E #ijﬁ BESPiE]
infested wheat ~Ca0Xin-  Yi- Aver-
4-23 5-02 5-11 4-24 5-03 5-12 plant zhuang zhan  age
%427 Luomai 27 0.80/1.33 1.40/1.40 0.93/1.56 0.93/2.15 0.80/2.00 0.13/1.00 9.44 15.68 16.67 16.17
1220 0.20/1.00 0.87/1.86 0.40/1.20 1.07/2.13 2.10/2.17 0.73/1.16 9.52 -9.19 6.55 -1.32
Zhongyu 1220
A4 58 1.27/1.73 3.00/3.00 1.20/1.20 0.87/1.00 1.27/1.65 0.50/1.00 9.58 19.77 7.27 13.52
Chuangmai 58
FEpEH 85 1.07/1.78 1.07/2.00 0.40/1.00 1.37/1.95 1.63/1.75 0.73/1.16 9.64 10.01  22.10 16.05
Saidemai 8
5T 0516 0.87/1.30 1.27/1.58 0.73/1.38 1.27/1.65 1.50/2.50 1.30/1.44 9.85 - - -
Deyan 0516
[&F= 266 Minfeng 266 0.80/1.71 1.60/1.71 0.40/1.20 0.87/1.86 2.07/2.14 0.63/1.27 9.89 13.88 3291 23.40
LSO18R 0.67/1.67 1.80/2.25 1.47/1.69 0.83/1.25 1.63/1.81 1.17/1.25 9.92 3939 34.65 37.02
BRI 25 0.53/1.60 0.80/1.33 0.60/1.80 1.20/1.64 2.30/2.56 0.63/1.06 9.98 -8.98 8.34 -0.32
Taihemai 2
Hi7Z 45 Xinmai 45 0.53/1.33 2.53/2.71 0.20/1.00 1.40/1.40 2.60/2.60 0.17/1.00 10.05 - - -
FlEArA 21 1.40/2.33 1.07/1.60 0.40/1.00 1.27/1.65 1.73/2.36 0.63/1.12 10.07 21.03  40.29 30.66
Fengdecunmai 21
HE 1428 0.47/1.00 0.80/1.50 2.07/2.07 0.33/1.25 2.37/2.37 1.97/1.97 10.15 1.64 5.08 3.36
Zhongyu 1428
K366 Tianmin 366 0.53/1.60 1.47/2.00 0.73/1.83 0.60/1.64 1.83/1.90 0.57/1.21 10.18 - - -
Fii#E 523 Ruihua 523 0.80/2.00 1.13/1.42 1.73/2.17 0.97/1.53 1.47/1.47 0.67/1.67 10.24 10.47 227  6.37
FRAZ 132 0.27/2.00 0.87/1.44 1.40/1.91 1.37/1.46 1.93/2.23 0.77/1.28 10.33 0.86 10.03 5.44
Zhengmai 132
#7726 Luomai 26 1.07/2.29 1.93/1.93 0.93/1.27 1.00/1.30 2.07/2.07 1.10/1.50 10.36 2230 24.65 2347
2% 35 Xinmai 35 0.33/1.25 0.20/1.50 0.07/1.00 1.07/1.88 2.63/2.72 2.10/2.10 10.46 1.96 24.84 13.40
FHE 65 0.93/1.40 2.20/2.36 1.40/1.75 0.50/1.36 1.87/2.15 1.47/1.47 10.49 - - -
Fengyunmai 6
W% 15173 0.53/1.60 1.40/1.75 0.67/1.25 0.80/2.40 1.97/2.36 0.53/1.14 10.50 24.63 3253 28.58
Huaihe 15173
WA 120 Jimai 120 0.93/1.75 1.87/1.87 1.00/1.25 0.63/1.27 2.13/2.13 2.27/2.27 10.53 2446 29.44 26.95
Fii#€ 218 Ruihua 218 0.53/1.33 1.87/1.87 0.73/1.57 1.13/2.83 1.40/1.62 0.23/1.40 10.62 5.66 -3.06 1.30
YF166 0.47/1.17 2.73/2.73 0.73/1.10 1.27/1.52 2.73/2.73 0.70/1.40 10.65 1431 37.92 26.11
F}7% 118 Danmai 118 0.87/1.63 1.80/2.45 0.60/1.50 0.97/1.61 1.00/1.76 1.70/1.70 10.66 3459 3489 34.74
A 35 Hefeng 3 0.40/1.50 0.80/1.20 1.27/1.58 0.63/1.58 2.93/2.93 1.60/1.92 10.72 13.68 7.20 10.44
Fii#E 520 Ruihua 520 0.27/2.00 1.07/1.78 1.87/2.33 0.83/1.92 0.93/1.27 0.87/1.44 10.75 8.93 8.79 8.86
HLZZE 211 Jimai 211 0.40/1.50 1.07/1.60 1.60/3.43 0.80/1.71 1.17/1.30 0.57/1.21 10.75 - - -
rfe A2 4008 1.33/2.22 1.60/2.18 1.33/1.82 1.10/2.06 0.70/1.24 1.03/1.24 10.76 - - -
Zhongnongmai 4008
B4 0732 0.67/1.25 2.80/2.80 0.53/1.00 0.83/1.67 3.00/3.00 0.53/1.07 10.78 - - -
Yikemai 0732
PGS 0.53/1.60 1.80/1.80 0.87/1.63 1.80/1.80 2.23/2.39 1.47/1.57 10.79 6.38 18.03 12.20
Saidemai 5
F55 5% Baoliang 5 0.87/1.44 1.00/1.50 0.47/1.40 1.53/2.00 3.07/3.17 0.80/1.33 10.85 32.01 40.78 36.40
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Aphid rating scale for surveyed wheat plant/aphid rating scale %Il 6 )X Z2Hl{E Loss rate of 1 000 grain
- on infested wheat plant Cumulative weight/%
nuﬁ(%). . . N value of aphid .
Wheat variety (line) ¥ Caoxinzhuang — Yizhan rating scale on W E #ijﬁ BESPiE]
infested wheat ~Ca0Xin-  Yi-  Aver-
4-23 5-02 5-11 4-24 5-03 5-12 plant zhuang zhan  age
A4eF 148 0.73/1.57 2.47/2.47 3.20/3.20 0.97/1.21 1.27/1.41 0.37/1.00 10.85 21.15 2031 20.73
Nongfeng 148
BRESS 1.20/2.00 1.27/1.73 0.20/1.00 1.67/1.67 3.07/3.07 0.57/1.42 10.88 26.72  27.73 27.22
Taihemai 5
YF168 0.47/1.75 1.20/2.25 0.13/1.00 0.43/1.44 1.90/2.19 2.13/2.29 10.92 -1.37 -233 -1.85
MLZ 212 Jimai 212 2.00/2.31 2.80/2.80 0.53/1.00 0.60/1.20 2.33/2.59 0.73/1.05 10.95 22.80 1639 19.59
890-1 0.87/1.86 2.00/2.14 0.47/1.00 2.07/2.07 2.47/2.55 0.93/1.33 10.95 2647 31.79 29.13
M 578 1.13/2.13 1.47/1.83 0.07/1.00 1.10/2.36 2.67/2.67 0.30/1.00 10.98 16.01 3826 27.13
Zhongmai 578
TEHF0518 0.60/1.50 2.07/2.07 0.33/1.25 0.37/1.57 2.90/2.90 1.73/1.73 11.02 31.43 9.30 20.36
Deyan 0518
A1 29 0.67/1.25 2.40/2.57 0.80/1.50 0.53/1.23 2.37/2.63 1.87/1.87 11.05 23.05 5.60 14.32
Chuangxing 29
A 25 1.20/1.80 2.80/2.80 0.60/1.13 0.83/1.19 2.90/2.90 0.70/1.24 11.05 - - -
Guanmai 2
Koz 25% 0.53/1.60 2.60/2.60 0.33/1.00 1.37/1.37 3.50/3.50 0.33/1.00 11.07 7.02 3.10 5.06
Zhengpinmai 25
Ji1#% 36 Zhoumai 36 0.47/1.40 0.87/1.63 0.60/1.80 0.73/1.16 3.17/3.17 1.80/1.93 11.08 1448 5231 33.39
FEFA 16 0.67/1.67 0.93/1.27 2.00/2.14 2.20/2.20 2.70/2.70 0.37/1.10 11.08 =594 14.09 4.07
Fengdecunmai 16
BFZE 45 Jimai 45 0.87/1.44 1.33/1.67 0.67/1.25 1.30/1.39 2.87/2.87 2.50/2.50 11.12 2920  50.97 40.08
53 8*7 Yuanfeng 8 1.07/1.60 2.53/2.71 0.67/1.67 0.23/1.17 1.30/2.29 1.67/1.72 11.17 37.58 1339 2548
Bk 23 Xinnong 23 0.80/1.33 2.53/2.92 0.73/1.57 1.13/1.79 1.73/2.48 0.33/1.11 11.20 13.96 2427 19.11
[E27 127 Tunmai 127 1.07/2.00 1.80/2.25 0.73/1.57 2.17/2.17 1.20/1.89 0.50/1.36 11.25 =575 19.74  6.99
INF 166 0.60/1.50 2.93/2.93 0.93/1.40 0.67/1.82 2.47/2.47 0.63/1.19 11.31 29.71  24.13 26.92
Zhongmai 166
427 668 Yumai 668  0.53/2.00 2.00/2.14 1.87/2.15 2.27/2.52 1.30/1.50 0.13/1.00 11.32 - - -
Witz 115 0.60/1.29 4.00/4.00 0.60/1.80 0.27/1.00 1.50/1.96 0.77/1.35 11.40 - - -
Shunmai 11
FiitE 1408 1.07/1.60 2.67/3.33 0.53/1.33 0.50/1.36 1.30/2.05 0.47/1.75 11.43 6.12 -134 239
Ruihua 1408
®# 35 Zhenmai 3 0.27/2.00 1.07/2.00 0.13/1.00 2.10/2.10 2.80/3.00 0.40/1.33 11.43 - - -
%645 Lunxuan 6 0.47/1.75 1.00/1.36 2.07/2.07 2.40/2.40 2.60/2.60 0.60/1.29 11.47 - - -
AR 2011 0.40/1.20 3.60/3.86 1.20/1.20 1.93/1.93 1.90/2.28 0.47/1.00 11.47 - - -
Nongda 2011
032 305 Zhumai 305 1.33/1.82 1.13/1.42 0.73/1.83 2.27/2.72 2.33/2.41 0.93/1.27 11.47 -7.02 1652 4.5
Bl K 1026 Keda 1026 0.73/1.22 3.47/3.47 1.20/2.00 0.60/1.50 2.20/2.36 0.53/1.00 11.55 25.78 1639 21.09
FHAFA 23 0.73/1.22 2.47/2.85 2.00/2.00 2.13/2.13 2.37/2.37 0.67/1.00 11.57 -391 2248 9.29
Fengdecunmai 23
A 1412 0.67/1.43 3.40/3.40 1.13/1.70 1.20/1.89 1.80/2.16 0.30/1.00 11.58 51.74 46.78 49.26
Xumai 1412
Y£5E 108 Jianding 108 0.33/1.00 1.07/1.14 0.67/1.43 1.17/1.21 3.03/3.03 3.80/3.80 11.61 23.67 2479 2423
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Aphid rating scale for surveyed wheat plant/aphid rating scale %Il 6 )X Z2Hl{E Loss rate of 1 000 grain
- on infested wheat plant Cumulative weight/%
nuﬁ(%). . . N value of aphid .
Wheat variety (line) ¥ Caoxinzhuang — Yizhan rating scale on W E #ijﬁ BESPiE]
infested wheat ~Ca0Xin-  Yi-  Aver-
4-23 5-02 5-11 4-24 5-03 5-12 plant zhuang zhan  age
T4 804 Yunong 804 1.27/1.90 2.20/2.20 0.27/1.00 0.73/1.22 3.20/3.43 1.80/1.86 11.61 - - -
FEE 601 0.27/1.00 1.00/1.50 0.53/1.60 1.17/1.17 4.23/4.23 1.63/2.23 11.73 - - -
Saidemai 601
4% 166 Lunxuan 166 0.47/1.00 1.40/1.91 0.87/1.44 2.67/2.67 3.03/3.03 1.23/1.68 11.74 4.60 7.81  6.21
EE4110 0.93/2.80 2.67/2.67 0.60/1.13 0.63/1.12 2.73/2.73 1.20/1.33 11.78 - - -
Yanzhan 4110
JHZ 18 Zhoumai 18 1.20/2.00 3.00/3.00 0.67/1.43 0.73/1.29 2.63/2.63 1.07/1.45 11.81 29.68  27.52 28.60
FHAFA 20 0.87/1.63 4.20/4.20 1.40/1.50 0.47/1.17 1.97/1.97 0.87/1.37 11.83 36.70  31.02 33.86
Fengdecunmai 20
JH4¢ 19 Yannong 19 1.00/1.88 2.80/2.80 0.87/2.60 0.53/1.07 1.97/1.97 1.53/1.53 11.84 - - -
FRAF 5138 1.33/1.82 2.00/2.00 2.33/2.33 1.67/1.85 0.70/2.10 1.40/1.75 11.85 29.78 3599 32.88
Zhengmai 5138
i€ 1568 2.40/3.00 1.67/1.79 1.13/1.55 1.20/2.00 2.07/2.07 0.60/1.50 11.90 6.49 -428 1.11
Ruihua 1568
£ 2000 1.07/1.78 2.33/2.33 1.07/1.14 1.37/1.71 3.17/3.17 1.07/1.78 11.91 51.47 2841 39.94
Lunxuan 2000
¥4 55 Jimai 55 1.00/1.88 2.00/2.31 1.13/1.13 1.43/2.69 2.70/2.70 1.27/1.41 12.11 3529 42.61 3895
WEF 4046 0.60/1.50 2.87/2.87 1.13/1.42 2.87/2.87 1.87/1.87 1.60/1.60 12.12 1096  26.00 18.48
Huaimai 4046
VFiF 545 Xuyan 5 0.60/1.29 0.80/1.71 0.87/2.60 0.93/2.00 2.10/2.33 1.53/2.19 12.12 16.80 33.88 25.34
Pi4% 364 Xinong 364 0.40/2.00 1.60/2.18 0.53/1.14 1.47/1.47 3.43/3.43 1.90/1.90 12.12 8.06 35.83 21.94
HFE 119 1.20/2.25 2.80/2.80 0.60/1.13 1.57/1.62 2.57/2.57 1.00/1.76 12.13 1.08 1098 6.03
Zhengmai 119
48419 Zimai 19 0.87/1.44 2.00/2.50 3.40/3.40 1.10/1.94 1.13/1.89 0.57/1.00 12.17 36.27 3594 36.10
%ii4E 518 Ruihua 518 0.60/1.80 2.20/2.36 1.73/2.17 1.00/1.30 2.97/3.07 1.50/1.50 12.20 - - -
FHEsS 1.33/1.82 2.13/2.46 0.27/1.00 1.30/1.44 2.87/2.87 2.67/2.67 12.26 21.64 2575 23.70
Fengyunmai 5
40518 0.87/1.86 1.87/2.15 2.33/2.33 1.83/1.83 1.70/1.82 2.27/2.27 12.27 -1.60 24.51 11.46
Ping’an 0518
1B 865 0.87/1.44 2.67/2.67 1.87/2.00 1.37/1.58 3.20/3.20 0.83/1.47 12.36 - - -
Huacheng 865
ZEX17 1.60/2.18 1.67/2.08 1.00/1.36 2.20/2.28 2.47/2.85 1.20/1.64 12.39 591 20.19 13.05
Fanyumai 17
W72 77 Womai 77 0.73/1.38 3.20/3.20 0.53/1.33 2.80/2.80 1.83/2.04 1.53/1.64 12.39 5294 5045 51.69
Koz 2255 0.67/1.25 3.60/3.60 1.20/1.64 1.27/2.00 2.10/2.52 0.80/1.41 12.42 - - -
Zhengpinmai 22
K 168 Yunong 168 0.73/1.38 1.93/1.93 1.47/1.47 1.37/1.58 4.00/4.00 2.07/2.07 12.42 29.72 2429 27.00
918 Xuke 918 0.60/1.50 2.00/3.00 1.53/1.92 2.03/2.03 2.60/2.79 1.13/1.26 12.49 -6.98 2273 7.88
¥R 22 Zhengmai 22 0.53/1.60 1.00/1.50 2.07/2.21 1.47/1.47 4.67/4.67 0.90/1.13 12.57 - - -
PE& 235 Xinong 235 1.20/1.80 3.27/3.27 1.33/1.82 1.87/2.43 1.30/2.05 0.97/1.26 12.63 18.52  27.61 23.06
FBH 136 1.00/2.14 1.40/1.62 2.67/3.64 0.77/2.09 1.30/1.63 0.97/1.53 12.64 - - -
Zhengmai 136
Ji14% 33 Zhoumai 33 0.93/1.56 1.93/2.07 1.13/1.55 1.03/1.24 2.93/2.93 3.33/3.33 12.68 13.10 246 7.8
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Aphid rating scale for surveyed wheat plant/aphid rating scale 5] 6 YK Z/ilIfL  Loss rate of 1 000 grain
- on infested wheat plant Cumulative weight/%
DD*EH%J. . . e value of aphid .
Wheat variety (line) T & Caoxinzhuang —3i Yizhan rating scale on %%ﬁﬁ: é?zﬁ BEaliE]
infested wheat ~Ca0Xin-  Yi-  Aver-
4-23 5-02 5-11 4-24 5-03 5-12 1 zhuang zhan  age
plant
FifE 1588 0.73/1.57 2.13/2.91 1.07/1.60 1.90/3.00 2.30/2.30 0.57/1.31 12.69 10.83  29.15 19.99
Ruihua 1588
B2 60 Jimai 60 0.73/1.22 1.87/2.55 1.73/1.73 1.03/2.07 2.17/2.71 1.70/2.43 12.70 18.69 24.64 21.67
B 1860 1.60/2.40 3.33/3.57 1.53/1.53 1.37/2.05 1.77/1.96 1.10/1.22 12.74 28.69 33.03 30.86
Zhengmai 1860
20658 1.27/1.90 3.33/3.33 2.00/2.00 2.10/2.10 1.50/1.96 1.53/1.53 12.82 12.13  21.52 16.82
Ping’ an 0658
1377 906 Luomai 906 0.93/1.56 3.00/3.00 2.93/2.93 1.03/1.63 2.33/2.41 0.77/1.35 12.89 23.80 19.53 21.66
A 4199 0.53/1.33 4.07/4.07 1.27/1.73 1.07/1.78 2.30/2.38 0.87/1.63 12.91 2731 2549 2640
Bainong 4199
T4 186 Yunong 186 1.13/2.13 3.27/3.27 1.53/1.92 1.67/1.67 2.47/2.47 1.43/1.48 12.92 28.51 52.00 40.25
EZZ 1403 1.93/2.64 3.07/3.83 0.27/1.00 1.07/1.68 1.50/2.81 0.90/1.13 13.09 - - -
Huaimai 1403
220369 0.60/1.80 3.47/3.47 1.27/1.73 0.57/1.31 3.07/3.07 1.23/1.76 13.13 4351 42.84 43.17
Puxing 0369
JB7 16 Zhengmai 16 1.00/1.67 2.13/2.13 2.20/3.00 1.13/1.42 3.07/3.07 1.83/1.90 13.18 18.45 19.86 19.15
Pi4% 528 Xinong 528 1.87/2.15 0.80/3.00 0.53/1.14 2.50/2.59 3.17/3.17 0.57/1.31 13.36 7.10 3478 20.94
465 Lifeng 6 0.53/2.00 2.47/2.47 0.53/1.60 0.53/1.78 3.27/3.27 2.20/2.28 13.39 4230 28.8 35.55
W 1212 0.53/2.00 1.53/2.30 2.07/2.58 2.33/2.33 2.60/2.89 0.30/1.29 13.39 226 1828 10.27
Womai 1212
YF167 1.73/2.17 3.40/3.40 1.60/3.00 0.47/1.17 1.20/2.00 1.50/1.67 13.40 1723 1523 16.23
B 1501 2.07/2.58 3.40/3.40 2.20/2.20 1.17/1.52 1.47/2.20 1.03/1.55 13.46 - - -
Zhengda 1501
YF169 0.67/1.67 1.07/2.00 0.40/2.00 0.87/1.63 3.77/3.77 2.53/2.53 13.59 3.62  27.63 15.63
Z#} 1405 Anke 1405 0.87/1.86 3.07/3.07 1.00/1.88 1.63/2.72 2.87/2.87 0.60/1.29 13.67 - - -
FAA7F 24 1.07/2.00 2.20/2.20 1.80/2.25 1.07/2.13 2.97/2.97 2.23/2.23 13.78 20.19 17.86 19.02
Fengdecunmai 24
2 43 Jimai 43 1.13/1.89 2.93/2.93 1.67/2.08 1.07/1.88 2.83/2.83 2.17/2.17 13.79 3433  30.08 3220
i 304 Huaimai 304 1.27/2.38 3.00/3.21 0.93/1.56 0.77/1.05 3.53/3.53 2.10/2.10 13.82 - - -
Pi4% 20 Xinong 20 1.60/2.67 3.00/3.00 1.13/1.55 1.97/2.03 2.83/2.83 1.23/1.76 13.84 7.40 2212 14.76
Pi4% 733 Xinong 733 1.40/2.63 2.73/2.73 0.60/1.13 1.37/1.37 3.87/3.87 1.77/2.21 13.93 3227 29.55 3091
K01 Pubing 01 1.60/2.40 4.13/4.13 0.73/1.38 1.20/2.12 2.43/2.52 1.30/1.39 13.94 29.87 37.84 33.85
477 1'% Jinmai 1 1.20/2.00 3.47/3.47 1.20/1.38 1.53/2.00 3.37/3.37 1.13/1.79 14.01 3092 41.78 36.35
Z5 208 1.20/1.38 2.00/2.31 2.27/2.83 2.27/2.52 3.07/3.07 1.23/1.95 14.06 32.89 3212 32.50
Yingman 208
HF 151 1.67/2.50 4.07/4.07 1.73/2.17 2.00/2.40 1.67/1.67 0.43/1.30 14.10 - - -
Zhengmai 151
22 115 Cunmai 11 1.00/2.50 3.60/3.60 0.33/1.00 1.93/2.52 3.43/3.43 0.80/1.14 14.20 - - -
1322 762 Zhumai 762 0.93/1.75 2.47/2.47 0.40/1.00 1.10/2.75 3.33/3.33 3.03/3.03 14.33 20.89 30.25 25.57
YF170 1.93/2.64 2.40/2.77 1.47/2.00 1.03/1.48 2.67/2.67 2.93/2.93 14.48 11.69 34.45 23.07
iitE 14040 1.47/2.00 3.60/3.60 2.20/3.00 1.87/2.07 2.03/2.03 0.57/1.89 14.60 - - -

Ruihua 14040




58 iR/ B A= S 1 514

ZE3R 1 Continued

A RS 5 ) AT SRR I G0 A U IR ASF T 2 TR ERIR R
Aphid rating scale for surveyed wheat plant/aphid rating scale %Il 6 )X Z2Hl{E Loss rate of 1 000 grain
- on infested wheat plant Cumulative weight/%
nuﬁ(%). . . N value of aphid .
Wheat variety (line) ¥ Caoxinzhuang — Yizhan rating scale on W E #ijﬁ BESPiE]
infested wheat ~Ca0Xin-  Yi-  Aver-
4-23 5-02 5-11 4-24 5-03 5-12 plant zhuang zhan  age
Fii#€ 516 Ruihua 516 3.13/3.13 3.07/3.07 2.20/2.75 1.23/1.42 2.83/2.83 1.30/1.39 14.60 15.79 10.55 13.17
R 1506 1.53/2.30 2.80/3.00 3.20/3.20 1.63/1.63 2.90/2.90 1.27/1.58 14.62 36.50 51.18 43.84
Yikemai 1506
E 4% 589 Bainong 589 0.67/3.33 2.27/2.27 1.73/1.86 1.60/2.67 2.43/2.43 2.07/2.07 14.62 19.47  34.17 26.82
KZ 116 Tianmai 116 0.93/1.56 4.33/4.33 3.80/3.80 0.80/1.41 1.67/2.38 1.20/1.29 14.77 2485 1493 19.89
HE# 1196 1.20/2.57 3.67/3.67 0.67/1.43 1.20/2.00 3.10/3.88 0.70/1.24 14.78 3450 4241 3845
Huaimai 1196
JH 1212 Yan 1212 1.53/2.30 2.20/2.54 0.80/1.20 0.73/1.00 3.37/3.37 4.43/4.43 14.84 29.88 22.61 26.24
J1269 1.20/1.80 1.33/2.22 1.40/1.50 1.77/1.96 3.80/3.80 3.63/3.63 14.92 - - -
Wanfeng 269
i€ 521 Ruihua 521 1.73/2.00 3.27/3.27 4.13/4.13 1.03/1.82 2.33/2.33 1.07/1.39 14.95 7.08 1.98 4.3
fEZ4Z 20 Huaimai 20 1.07/1.78 3.33/3.33 3.67/3.67 1.20/1.71 2.60/2.60 1.73/1.86 14.95 2223 19.00 20.62

5954072 Ji 954072 1.07/2.00 4.33/4.33 3.47/3.47 0.97/1.93 1.47/1.69 2.00/2.00 15.43 - - -

HF 103 1.27/2.11 2.60/2.60 2.80/2.80 2.03/2.54 3.83/3.83 1.43/1.72 15.61 12.65 2229 17.47
Zhengmai 103

F 2% 208 Jiamai 208 1.33/1.67 4.07/4.07 3.13/3.13 1.33/1.90 2.87/2.87 1.83/2.04 15.68 3545 25.62 30.53
PR 14511 2.13/2.67 4.40/4.40 1.67/1.92 2.27/2.52 2.90/2.90 1.03/1.35 15.76 48.45 4241 4543
Baofeng 14511

B4 52 Jimai 52 1.00/1.50 1.60/2.00 2.53/2.53 1.13/2.27 3.17/3.17 4.40/4.40 15.87 25.78 21.50 23.64
BIZ 2% Mingmai 2 2.80/2.80 4.40/4.40 4.20/4.20 0.97/1.71 2.03/2.03 0.70/1.40 16.54 19.25 2.67 10.96
Fii#€ 592 Ruihua 592 1.27/1.58 4.47/4.47 3.27/3.27 1.27/1.58 3.17/3.17 1.67/2.50 16.57 10.04 285 645
Wrd 17 Jinan 17 1.33/2.22 3.47/3.47 3.40/3.40 1.00/2.50 2.33/2.41 2.80/2.80 16.80 3321  26.85 30.03
Fi4¢ 916 Xinong 916  1.60/2.00 4.60/4.60 4.80/4.80 1.43/2.53 1.97/2.03 1.43/1.72 17.68 1972 29.93 24.83
rhAR Az 4007 2.60/2.79 3.73/3.73 3.80/4.07 2.33/2.33 3.60/3.60 1.23/1.28 17.80 11.67 14.87 13.27
Zhongnongmai 4007

K& 1506 3.33/3.33 4.93/4.93 6.00/6.00 2.00/2.00 1.80/1.80 0.70/1.05 19.12 1687 249 9.68
Ruiyou 1506

iitE 549 Ruihua 549 1.87/2.33 4.00/4.00 5.53/5.53 3.07/3.54 2.90/2.90 0.70/1.31 19.62 27.04 2553 26.28
Z&£47 601 Taimai 601  4.07/4.07 4.80/4.80 6.13/6.13 2.93/2.93 4.23/4.38 1.57/1.62 23.93 15.27 9.10 12.18
PR 511 0.53/1.14 2.87/3.07 0.47/1.40 1.03/1.19 1.93/1.93 0.20/1.00 9.74 9.22 6.38 7.80
Xinong 511 (CK1)

Pufes11 1.47/1.83 4.93/4.93 2.27/2.27 0.97/1.61 3.00/3.00 0.80/1.14 14.79 2377 13.89 18.83
Xinong 511 (CK2)

Pafes11 0.73/1.38 2.40/2.40 0.93/1.56 1.40/1.56 3.10/3.10 2.83/2.83 12.82 1049 2128 15.89
Xinong 511 (CK3)

P 511 0.80/1.33 3.33/3.33 0.93/1.75 1.20/1.29 1.70/1.76 2.30/2.30 11.76 6.10 1791 12.01
Xinong 511 (CK4)

YI{E Average 1.02/1.83 2.38/2.64 1.40/1.93 1.27/1.82 2.33/2.56 1.23/1.65 12.32 19.16 23.44 21.30

—: Bt . —: Data missing.
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LB £E 15 F5E55 LSOISR JEZ 1196, 111
41165522 55 616 2000, 5 27 45 TR 4 186 1 2%
0369 . %5 B % 1506 A% =F 14511 #5227 1412 iR % 77
(F1),
2.3 146N /NE @R (R ) BIFTEHE

A T S L, 3 R I s S BB b
(R /NZZ b Bl CROD A 224, 3 Bl h i 8 5 LIk
116 SR 47 31 1A 1165 JEFEZ 981 &R 157 % 2
27 HFE 1220 FERF 0516 BT 35 HEAZ 15173  FitE
218 RFE 35 F¥flE 55 F5w 55 EIF0518. 7%
45 YEE 108 A 601 FAK 168 HE 1k 166 F1JE
22 33, 3 R B 4 o Sy HAG WA M R /N R (RO A
2675 TE— U S [ v, 3 YR B0 e Sk HAT I 1)
AN CR) A 134, 403 IR 116 27 31 AR
99 1165 i 10 5 A 2 58, K R 366,

LSO18R . KSZZ 132 . F- 157 645 AR F 148 7 115
LA 205, 3 RIS Sy HAG wF M /N A2
mn Rl CR) A 234 #6258 Il 6 A v, Yk
Y Ry LTI i /N2 SRR RO 34, 45
IR 116 R 7 31 FIiER 1165(F2) , pi % W H
EFPER RN (R)A 64, i BN T 2 43 HEZ 20,
A 103 57542 208 T 17 FIZe 42 601(F2).
2.4 FBINERW(FR)RIHEFE

117 A /INZE ff (2R I TR B PR 2 R o (3R 2) .
T T 4 7 v, 3 Uk 4 4 e Sy LT AP 7
FanAh (R)A 414, b i A i N2 A (R DA
334 3R I K e g ELR I P /N R (RO A
334 fE—u S P, 3 YR IR e ol L P
(/N A (RO A 401, e b i AR g T /N 22 it
(FR)A 2743 3R IS4 e Sy I P /N A2
(R)A 234 TEE B —3h 2 /%08 [, 6 1k
Pyl S Sy LT AP ) /N2 S (RO AT 26 4, Ferp
i N I N SR (R A 214 BT E
1220 . F& K& 25 A 132 Fifk 218 Feflik 55 |
YF168 FifE 1408 . BE 4 305 451k 166 FifE 1568 KB
119 2B 170594 20 FitE 516 Hite 521 K
103 W27 25 (EiihE 592 4 2 4007  Fii A& 1506 Fil
ZEAZ 601, 6 IR B9k 4o hy LB 1 1) /N A2 L R
(R 124, 73 51 R i 8 45 (1LAR 116 . A2 99
LSO18R MER% 15173 \HE5e 55 JH 22 36 #1412,
FHEAFFE 205 FEFE 55024 0369 FIHEZ 1196 (£
2)  XEE/NE A (R TR ERAREZ ST
30%, EE R FE]50% (K1) .

T2 2020 £F 146 NN E TN () BT E LA T & 2R

Table 2 Resistance and tolerance grades of 146 wheat varieties (lines) to Sitobion miscanthi in 2020

PUFFR TS 45 S5 25%
Resistance grade Tolerance grade
e = - o -
h . li H — il T —
Wheat variety (line) Caoxinzhuang Yizhan Caoxinzhuang Yizhan
4-23  5-02 5-11 424 503 5-12 423 502 5-11 424 503 5-12
17 85 Zhongying 8 mr mr Ir mr mr la hs hs hs hs hs hs
1114% 116 Shannong 116 Ir mr mr Ir mr Ir hs hs hs hs hs hs
JE7 31 Quanmai 31 Ir Ir Ir Ir Ir Ir ms 1t mt Is 1t hs
XA 99 Zhongmai 99 la Ir mr Ir mr Ir hs ms hs hs hs hs
W 1165 Pumai 1165 Ir Ir mr Ir Ir Ir Is Is hs ms It It
JEfE 7 981 Houdemai 981 Ir mr mr la la Ir mt Is hs It Is hs
R} 157 Anke 157 Ir mr mr la la Ir - - - - - -
JiiiZ 105 Shunmai 10 la la Ir mr mr Ir - - - - - -
#7727 Luomai 27 Ir mr Ir la Ir Ir It ms It It ms hs
M 1220 Zhongyu 1220 mr Ir Ir la Ir Ir ht ht ht ht ht ht
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453 2 Continued
LIRS TS 4o 2254
Resistance grade Tolerance grade
Whe;?jjr(ii)(line) WAL i Lokles —%
Caoxinzhuang Yizhan Caoxinzhuang Yizhan
4-23  5-02  5-11 4-24 5-03 5-12 423 5-02 5-11 424 5-03 5-12
|2 58 Chuangmai 58 la la Ir mr Ir Ir It It It mt mt mt
FEEAZ 85 Saidemai 8 la Ir mr la Ir Ir mt Is Is It Is Is
&4 0516 Deyan 0516 Ir mr Ir la la Ir - - - - - -
4266 Minfeng 266 la Ir Ir la Ir Ir It Is ms hs Is hs
LSO018R la Ir Ir Ir Ir Ir hs hs Is hs hs Is
FRARHAZ 25 Taihemai 2 Ir mr la Ir la Ir ht ht ht mt ht mt
B 77 45 Xinmai 45 Ir la mr Ir la Ir - - - - - -
FAEAFAZ 21 Fengdecunmai 21 ma Ir mr la la Ir It hs hs ms hs hs
1 1428 Zhongyu 1428 mr mr la Ir la la ht ht ht It ht ht
K [X:366 Tianmin 366 Ir Ir la Ir Ir Ir - - - - - -
#4523 Ruihua 523 la mr la Ir mr la mt Is ht ht ht ht
132 Zhengmai 132 la mr la Ir Ir Ir ht ht ht mt mt mt
1R 26 Luomai 26 ma Ir Ir Ir Ir la Is ms Is Is It It
H17Z 35 Xinmai 35 Ir mr  mr la la ma ht Is Is Is It mt
FH## 65 Fengyunmai 6 Ir Ir la Ir Ir Ir - - - - - -
e 15173 Huaihe 15173 Ir Ir Ir ma la Ir hs hs ms hs Is hs
FL4 120 Jimai 120 la Ir Ir Ir Ir ma Is ms Is hs Is mt
Hi#E 218 Ruihua 218 Ir Ir Ir ha Ir Ir mt mt mt ht ht ht
YF166 Ir la mr Ir la Ir ms mt It ms Is hs
J}7 118 Danmai 118 Ir la Ir Ir Ir la hs hs hs hs hs It
A= 35 Hefeng 3 Ir mr Ir Ir la la hs hs mt mt ht ht
#4520 Ruihua 520 la Ir ma la mr Ir hs Is ht mt It mt
HLZZ 211 Jimai 211 Ir Ir ha la mr Ir - - - - - -
A& 4008 Zhongnongmai 4008 ma Ir la la mr Ir - - - - - -
5B 0732 Yikemai 0732 Ir la mr la la Ir - - - - - -
FEMSZ 55 Saidemai 5 Ir Ir Ir la la la mt mt ht mt mt mt
“FAL 55 Baoliang 5 Ir mr Ir la ma Ir hs hs hs Is Is hs
4% 148 Nongfeng 148 Ir la ha Ir mr Ir ms Is ht Is Is hs
ZERZ 55 Taihemai 5 la Ir mr la la Ir Is hs hs It It hs
YF168 la Ir mr Ir Ir ma ht ht ht ht ht ht
HLZZ 212 Jimai 212 ma la mr Ir la Ir mt Is hs ms  mt 1t
890-1 la Ir mr la la Ir ms ms hs It Is Is
157578 Zhongmai 578 la Ir mr ma la Ir It ms hs hs Is hs
FEHfF 0518 Deyan 0518 Ir Ir Ir Ir la la hs hs hs Is ht ht
A1 & 29 Chuangxing 29 Ir la Ir Ir la la hs Is Is mt ht ht
57 25 Guanmai 2 la la mr Ir la Ir - - - - - -
FBEh# 2545 Zhengpinmai 25 Ir la mr Ir ma Ir It mt It ht ht ht
8172 36 Zhoumai 36 Ir Ir la Ir ma la ms hs Is hs Is Is
FAEAFAZ 16 Fengdecunmai 16 la mr la ma la Ir ht ht ht ht mt  ms
VF3E 45 Jimai 45 Ir Ir Ir Ir la ha hs hs hs hs ms It
%i=F 8% Yuanfeng 8 Ir la Ir Ir Ir la hs hs hs hs It ht
A 23 Xinnong 23 Ir la Ir la la Ir It It It Is Is hs
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453 2 Continued
PUIFFR TR 45 A2
Resistance grade Tolerance grade
Whe;?j:rgi)(line) E%ﬁﬂ? fﬁﬁ %ﬁfﬁﬁi fjﬁ
Caoxinzhuang Yizhan Caoxinzhuang Yizhan

423 5-02  5-11 4-24 5-03 5-12 423 5-02 5-11 424 503 5-12
[ 7 127 Tunmai 127 la Ir Ir la Ir Ir ht ht ht mt Is ms
#XF 166 Zhongmai 166 Ir la Ir la la Ir hs Is ms hs It ms
7 668 Yumai 668 la Ir la ma  mr Ir - - - - - -
JiiiZ 115 Shunmai 11 Ir ha la mr Ir Ir - - - - - -
Fii#€ 1408 Ruihua 1408 Ir ma Ir Ir Ir la ht ht mt ht ht ht
7 35 Zhenmai 3 la Ir mr la la Ir - - - - - -
1% 65 Lunxuan 6 la mr la ma la Ir - - - - - -
42K 2011 Nongda 2011 Ir ma Ir la Ir Ir - - - - - -
5% 305 Zhumai 305 la mr la ma la Ir ht ht ht mt mt mt
Bl K 1026 Keda 1026 Ir ma la Ir la Ir hs It It ms mt Is
BV ves k] Fengdecunmai 23 Ir la la la la Ir ht ht ht mt 1t Is
FRr7 1412 Xumai 1412 Ir ma Ir la Ir Ir hs hs hs hs hs hs
U55E 108 Jianding 108 mr mr Ir Ir la ha hs hs ms Is mt ht
4% 804 Yunong 804 la Ir mr Ir ma la - - - - - -
P 601 Saidemai 601 mr mr Ir Ir ha ma - - - - - -
3% 166 Lunxuan 166 mr Ir Ir ma la la mt mt ht ht ht ht
{I£J#% 4110 Yanzhan 4110 ha la mr Ir la Ir - - - - - -
J81ZZ 18 Zhoumai 18 la la Ir Ir la Ir Is Is hs hs It It
FAELFAZ 20 Fengdecunmai 20 Ir ha Ir Ir Ir Ir hs Is Is hs Is Is
JH4< 19 Yannong 19 la la ma mr Ir la - - - - - -
FB7Z 5138 Zhengmai 5138 la Ir ma la Ir la Is hs mt Is hs It
Fii#E 1568 Ruihua 1568 ha Ir Ir la Ir la ht mt ht ht ht ht
H1% 2000 Lunxuan 2000 la Ir mr la ma la hs hs hs Is It It
V542 55 Jimai 55 la Ir mr  ma la Ir hs hs ms ms Is Is
WEZAZ 4046 Huaimai 4046 Ir la Ir ha Ir la It mt mt mt Is mt
VRt 55 Xuyan 5 Ir Ir ma la la ma ms hs 1t hs Is It
ViR 364 Xinong 364 la Ir mr Ir ma la Is mt mt Is 1t It
FRF 119 Zhengmai 119 ma la mr Ir la la ht ht ht mt mt mt
#5219 Zimai 19 Ir la ha la Ir Ir hs hs mt ms hs hs
Fii#E 518 Ruihua 518 la Ir la Ir ma la - - - - - -
F£#)77 55 Fengyunmai 5 la la mr Ir la ha It Is hs It It mt
420518 Ping’an 0518 la Ir ma la Ir ma ht ht ht mt Is mt
1E 7l 865 Huacheng 865 Ir la la Ir ma Ir - - - - - -
1Z 8 7% 17 Fanyumai 17 la Ir Ir ma la la ht mt ht mt mt mt
W72 77 Womai 77 Ir ma Ir ha Ir la hs hs hs It hs Is
FBihZ 224 Zhengpinmai 22 Ir ma Ir la la Ir - - - - - -
4% 168 Yunong 168 Ir Ir Ir Ir ha  ma hs hs It It mt mt
VFFH918 Xuke 918 Ir la la la la Ir ht ht ht  mt It It
FBZF 22 Zhengmai 22 Ir mr la Ir ha Ir - - - - - -
P 235 Xinong 235 la ma la ma Ir Ir It It mt It hs Is
FB7% 136 Zhengmai 136 la Ir ha la Ir la - - - - - -
J87 33 Zhoumai 33 Ir Ir Ir Ir la ha It It mt ht ht ht
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453 2 Continued
PUIFFR TR 45 A2
Resistance grade Tolerance grade
GHIES , p , p
Wheat variety (line) E%ﬁﬂ? .#ME E?ﬁﬁi fﬂﬁ
Caoxinzhuang Yizhan Caoxinzhuang Yizhan

4-23  5-02 5-11 424 503 5-12 423 502 5-11 424 503 5-12
T4 1588 Ruihua 1588 Ir la Ir ha Ir Ir It mt mt It It hs
V542 60 Jimai 60 Ir la Ir la la ma Is Is mt Is It mt
FBZF 1860 Zhengmai 1860 ma  ma Ir la Ir Ir It Is It Is ms Is
22 0658 Ping’an 0658 la ma la la Ir la mt mt ht mt Is mt
1277 906 Luomai 906 Ir la ha Ir la Ir Is It mt It mt It
44199 Bainong 4199 Ir ha Ir la la la hs 1t 1t Is 1t Is
4% 186 Yumai 186 la ma la la la Ir Is Is 1t ms ms Is
#EZ 1403 Huaimai 1403 ma ma mr la la Ir - - - - - -
240369 Puxing 0369 la ma Ir Ir la la hs ms  ms hs Is Is
¥B74% 16 Zhengmai 16 la Ir ha Ir la la It Is mt It mt mt
V4 528 Xinong 528 la la mr ma ma Ir ht Is mt It It hs
£ 65 Lifeng 6 la la Ir la ma ma hs hs hs hs It mt
MZE 1212 Womai 1212 la Ir ma ma la Ir ht ht ht mt mt hs
YF167 la ma ha Ir Ir la mt mt mt ms It mt
A 1501 Zhengda 1501 ma ma la Ir Ir la - - - - - -
YF169 la Ir la Ir ma ha ht mt mt ms mt mt
R} 1405 Anke 1405 la la la ma la Ir - - - - - -
FElf7 4 24 Fengdecunmai 24 la Ir la la la ma It Is mt It mt ht
Vr A2 43 Jimai 43 la la la la la ma ms  ms It ms It mt
A 304 Huaimai 304 ma  ma Ir mr ma ma - - - - - -
P& 20 Xinong 20 ma la Ir la la la ht ht ht mt mt mt
P& 733 Xinong 733 ma la mr Ir ha ma Is ms hs Is mt mt
7K 01 Pubing 01 ma ha Ir la la Ir It It hs ms Is Is
4:7% 15 Jinmai 1 la ma Ir la ma la Is Is Is ms It Is
B 208 Yingman 208 Ir Ir ma ma la la ms hs mt 1t It It
¥B74% 151 Zhengmai 151 ma ha la ma Ir Ir - - - - - -
174 11°5 Cunmai 11 ma ma mr ma ma Ir - - - - - -
5% 762 Zhumai 762 la la mr ha ma ha Is Is hs ms It mt
YF170 ma la la Ir la ha ht mt mt ms Is mt
Fii#E 14040 Ruihua 14040 la ma ha la Ir la - - - - - -
##4€ 516 Ruihua 516 ha la ma Ir la Ir ht mt ht mt ht ht
i FHFE 1506 Yikemai 1506 ma la ha Ir la la Is ms mt ms ms ms
‘B 4% 589 Bainong 589 ha Ir la ma la ma ms Is mt Is Is mt
K 116 Tianmai 116 Ir ha ha Ir la Ir ms It ht It 1t mt
EZZ 1196 Huaimai 1196 ma  ma Ir la ha Ir ms Is hs hs Is hs
JH 1212 Yan 1212 ma la Ir mr ma ha It hs ms ms mt ht
773269 Wanfeng 269 la Ir Ir la ma  ha - - - - - -
Fi#E 521 Ruihua 521 la ma ha la la Ir ht ht ht ht ht ht
A 20 Huaimai 20 la ma ha la la la Is It ht It mt mt
5954072 Ji 954072 la ha ha la Ir ma - - - - - -
¥B7% 103 Zhengmai 103 la la ma ma ma la mt mt ht mt mt mt
247208 Jiamai 208 la ha ha la la ma ms Is mt 1t 1t mt
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£:% 2 Continued
LIRS [GLIEE
Resistance grade Tolerance grade
Whe;?jjr(ii)(line) g%}f& fjﬁ %?ﬁﬁ fﬁﬁ
Caoxinzhuang Yizhan Caoxinzhuang Yizhan
423 5-02  5-11 4-24 5-03 5-12 423 5-02 5-11 424 5-03 5-12
f£=F 14511 Baofeng 14511 ma  ha la ma la Ir Is ms Is It Is ms
V532 52 Jimai 52 Ir Ir ma ma ma ha Is hs mt It mt ht
A ZZ 2 %5 Mingmai 2 ha ha ha la Ir Ir mt mt ht ht ht ht
Fi#E 592 Ruihua 592 Ir ha ha Ir ma ha mt ht ht ht ht ht
V5 17 Jinan 17 ma ma ha ma la ha Is Is mt Is It mt
P 916 Xinong 916 la ha ha ma Ir la mt mt ht Is Is It
Fe 47 4007 Zhongnongmai 4007 ha ma ha ma ma Ir ht mt ht ht ht mt
i /2 1506 Ruiyou 1506 ha ha ha la Ir Ir ht mt ht ht ht ht
Fii#E 549 Ruihua 549 ma  ha ha ha la Ir It It ht mt It Is
2% 601 Taimai 601 ha ha ha ha ha la ht mt ht ht ht ht
P4 511 Xinong 511 (CK1) Ir la Ir Ir Ir Ir It mt It ht ht Is
P44 511 Xinong 511 (CK2) la ha la Ir la Ir It mt mt It mt mt
P& 511 Xinong 511 (CK3) Ir la Ir Ir ma ha It mt mt It mt ht
P4 511 Xinong 511 (CK4) Ir ma la Ir Ir ma mt ht ht It It ht

hr: &P mr: P s 8T la: {KE ; ma: HiE
Jak

N o

; ha: B ht: BT me: WP It K s fIRIEY;

—: B¥Eigt ko hr: High resistance; mr: middle resistance; Ir: low resistance; la: low adaptable; ma: middle adaptable; ha: high

ms: HF; hs: &

adaptable. ht: High tolerance; mt: middle tolerance; It: low tolerance; Is: low susceptible; ms: middle susceptible; hs: high suscep-

tible. —: Data missing.

2.5 RRREA/INE BRI RO R A 45 SR AV IR
2.5.1 BRI E ARSI A TSI E

N TR 50T, 4 H 20 HYTEFZH 16 4~/
A A (RO MR S 7 BT F /N2 S Rl (R DA
1A, 20 o FR 42 132 ik 523 (8K FZ 25 TP 8
SR 27 AR 21 5 R 116 P4 511 R
31 I8 26 M 1165, Hfth 5 N/ NE SR (R)
Yy BAEE s 76 4 H 28 HAUMBZEE 132 Fnilife 116 %
BUARTT, BrUF 2 Hofth 14 4 /N22 SRR () SR B
EWFMEHE S H 6 HAUASEZ 132 AIZe Rz 2 53RN
BT, PUFLH A 14 4/ N2 S (3R ) 34 2 0 g 3 if
PR TS 20 (CKO BB 42 592 47 1 R E A A Kbt
Ab A 11 A /INZZ b Bl (R ) 3 U £ 18 Dy 3l o
(£3),

P L ANIE W 41 (CKO) 1Y 3 YR P 4 B Rk 1y
B2 ) 22 5t B 2% (=-6.80,df=26,P<0.01) , Hit 4 A
20 H Pl 20 A W 40 (CKO) AP i 45 Bz 18] 22 S
2% (1=-9.48,df=26,P<0.01) ,4 7 28 H e uF2H A1k
FZH (CKO) MPTF 48 5 8] 22 524 .3 (=-2.76 , df=
26,P=0.01), 1 5 7 6 HHTF 2 A3k 5 20 (CK) B9t
Ief P H 2 1) 25 R 1 2 (1=-1.72, df<26, P=0.10, []

1-A) , [A]HZ H A Bk i 35 GO0 A E YR T
390, R BRI D8 55 2 AR
2.5.2  RARHN N E AT 69 A LA ST I E

N T BB F 255, Wt 24 12 > /NZ2 i b
(F) TR E R R 4.06%~15.94% , ¥{E N
10.22% , JBEF A 141> /N 22 i A (2R 1 TR LA R %
JEFI N 19.219%~33.19% , J{H 4 26.11%. 4 H 20 H

Fi 4 523 R J Ik, ZER A 2 S AP R 511 R I K
IR, At 9 A /NAZ S Bl (R ) Y R IR i Ak 5 7 4
A28 Hh ' 1428 R Ay rhdk, HoAth 11 4~/N22 S Fb
() YR NS H 6 HhFE 1428 ZBARE 25
FPGAR 511 I MR, oAt 9 A~/ INAZ i A (R ) B3
PR FPE o 7 3 IR B R] BRI 21 (CKO 12 A~/NEE
A (FR) SR IRF (R 4) .

T 4 £ R 21 (CKO) 14 3 YR Tt 06 48 450 1k 2
{2 [A] 35 22 et {35 (.=-7.98, df=24, P<0.01) , Hip
14 1120 H (=-7.15,df=24,P<0.01) .4 ] 28 H (=
6.76,df=24,P<0.01) .5 ;1 6 H (1 =—8.28, df=24, P<
0.01 ) i 4 2 Fn B s 21 (CKO) i W 45 0 = 1] 4. 25 57
W 2 (&1 1-B) , 2% W W 2 T AU 1Y)t 1 e 1
JEAR
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Table 3 Resistance index and resistance grade of the wheat varieties (lines) to Sizobion miscanthi at the adult stage

under artificially assisted aphid infestation in 2022

Bl AR (3R)
Group Wheat variety (line)

IR R

Resistance index

B

Resistance grade

4-20 4-28 5-06 4-20 4-28 5-06

PUFA

Resistant varieties (lines)

#BZZ 132 Zhengmai 132
Hi#£ 523 Ruihua 523
FRAAZ 25 Taihemai 2
1% 8 %5 Zhongying 8
%72 27 Luomai 27
AXF 99 Zhongmai 99

FElf7F 215 Fengdecunmai 21

1114¢ 116 Shannong 116
LSO18R

Pi4% 511 Xinongl1
SR 31 Quanmail
#7726 Luomai 26
&3 266 Minfeng 266
M 1165 Pumai 1165
FEfEAZ 85 Saidemai 8
P47 118 Danmai 118
{5 Mean

Hi1£ 592 Ruihua 592
565 Lifeng 6
#4601 Taimai 601
Fit4E 549 Ruihua 549
FAEAFA 24 Fengdecunmai 24
P4 733 Xinong 733
UFHE 17 Jinan 17

¥ 103 Zhengmai 103

&2 (CK)
Adaptable varieties (lines)

ik % 4007 Zhongnongmai 4007

Z27#5 208 Yingman 208
F ¢ 589 Bainong 589
#1212 Yan 1212
Y5{H Mean

0.824 0.814 0.881 Ir Ir Ir
0.898 1.015 1.011 Ir la la
0.771 1.081 0.873 Ir la Ir
0.810 0.921 1.011 Ir la la
0.886 0.975 0.965 Ir la la
0.931 0.961 0.993 la la la
0.846 0.908 1.030 Ir la la
0.879 0.894 1.039 Ir Ir la
0.984 0.935 1.030 la la la
0.878 1.068 1.008 Ir la la
0.832 0.935 1.067 Ir la la
0.822 1.148 0.937 Ir la la
0.948 0.921 1.039 la la la
0.886 0.988 1.048 Ir la la
0.997 0.948 1.039 la la la
0.925 1.055 1.030 la la la
0.882 0.973 1.000

1.085 1.121 0.946 la la Ir
1.209 1.068 0.974 la la la
1.088 1.055 0.891 ma la la
1.133 1.121 1.123 la la la
1.017 1.202 1.085 ma la la
1.197 1.268 1.039 ma la la
1.305 1.001 1.021 la la la
1.064 0.948 1.067 la la la
1.140 0.921 1.123 la ma la
1.266 1.028 1.058 la ma la
1.233 1.028 1.169 la la la
1.106 1.055 1.039 ma la la

1.154 1.068 1.111

hr: S 40; mr: H0; Ir: AKHT; la: & ; ma: F3; ha: Fid . hr: High resistance; mr: middle resistance; Ir: low resistance;

la: low adaptable; ma: middle adaptable; ha: high adaptable.
3 it

/INZE AR SO P AR 1 F) R () B 1o R
B, R, 2 T8 o, BTSSR AR E . &
N A TR0/ IN A AT LIRS i b s il I i, &) T84
FE /N FE UM PEAR B H FH 7 15 (Gebretsadik et al.,
2022;Zhang KX et al.,2022) , {HiX f &4 F 34519
PUFPEIRAR 7] 58 HRPUEF PR AR DG (1 318 | X 4
PUFAH A ARAR 2R 5 76 H 0] S50 T 9l 25 ko &

I, T2 25 0 A (B 4R35 45, 2015) , Gnygs ik
Bl ARAT 0 e i R 2R (E) -p-1% Je M (BB
[ /INZZ by P L[] A s o i 2R 0 = PR AR T sk
2R (Bruce et al.,2015) ; i DL HI ] 3 2 AR 2 /NE it
AP RIS WP A ) e B o, AR ) e A2 W ™ R R R
MAERE o 3R E— 2075 ATt i/ INZ2 A s
I8 6 5 5 S 75 1 A A T R A AR B T Y
AT UL E ) 146 /N E AP (R) H 2018 4 2
2022 AEAERRVY 8 S M DX FE SRR AR , 75 1 SR BRI
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O AN 2020 4F H25E ] gk 45 W A i,
N T T T R AN 1 Al AR 0y fh X

W HUUF4H /N Resistant wheat varieties (lines)
D& F 4H /N3 Adaptable wheat varieties (lines)
187 4
1.6+
1.44
1.24

ok x ns o
1.0
0.8
0.6
41
21
0- T T T ]

HilFHE# Resistance index

coo

2022-04-20 2022-04-28 2022-05-06 HJfE Average
HHA Date

Tl R I Bi A 22

W R 85 2H /N2 Tolerant wheat varieties (lines)
O Rk 4H /N3 Susceptable wheat varieties (lines)

1.87

ol Hok sk ok

0 T T T )
2022-04-20 2022-04-28 2022-05-06 & Average

BE1 2022 F A\ THIBH RS S M4 T MRARE/ N E @ () BHEHEE (A) A EF 54 (B)

Fig. 1 Resistance index (A) and tolerance index (B) of wheat varieties (lines) at the adult stage

under artificially assisted aphid infestation in 2022
P b B Ry~ R R IR o 7R X IR S b B () 28 ¢ K B VA A B0 22 5 W2 (P<0.01) . ns R/R2Z 7 A 3% . Data are

mean+SD. ** indicates significant difference between CK and treatment by # test (P<0.01). ns indicates no significant difference.

INZERUI A FR AR R A 2 M R R TR AT
HZEEIRPEAY H AR (Kogan, 1982) . SR, 22 1 ] fiE
3 2 M Y AN S Bl kR S A g RN
(Zhang Y et al.,2022) , #F MRt b 25 FHite. 5
A, RS/ N B P SR A R I AR B A G, BT
T ARG , W A BTN AL 32 B2 AR R B
IR E AR AL 24 5 (Zist & Agrawal, 2016;
Zhang et al.,2021) , R, HEI ORI /N 22 060 22 5 4t
Pk 55 ] RE R —Fh i P . AHIFIE R & Bk
X ACH AT W = BT /N2 R (R D) AR B LA
116 SR A2 31 FNBEZZ 1165 X AR REA IRIF 4RI g o |
TRBVE 76 2020 4 [F SR BRI S5 F T, kB AT I i 1
RETEIX 3N i (0 I RREA U oy o A, i
FEYONBARZ Zy ik 6 K. 2022 - N TR IE R
Y5 kIR, Bl I ()RS | BRI AZ 132 FRIESE Ik
SEHCFPESL U A L NAZ R (R ) E R
AFIERF M, S H 6 H IR ) /INE I W i ik 31 iy
Ve, HUIFAH S5 5 MR A 00 BT A /N R (R I BTt 48
B AN FRUER H DU & R FLal T he s
PEVPAGI , BVT7E 22 00 7™ 8 R AR A, 22 BRI I 25 50
BOPATAI — F B PTG S5 AT Y ()
WERASTE I R (BAAEITAE: , 2022b ) , [R] Fsf 2R B B ik 10
IINFERT R BT WA AR D55 S — b s IR

SHUFEA L, ZEPT IR SETE h/NAZ W TR B
" AL T I X 2 T ER P B 4 A P A
%A (Smith, 2005; Koch et al., 2016; Nalam et al.,

2019) . AWFITEE TR, Mgt e pr ik B R e
I AERAE . T A HEAILH S ARG G AR TR [E A
AN RE 13 e (PREEIA%E , 2005 ; Peterson et al.,
2017;Ramsden et al.,2017) , It , i 1 5 5 A AE
BTy v A= NI NN O Y S o SIE fip ULl << A LR G VAN
2 ] 45 20 H A AEAE — e Bt R L 3 AT Sl R R
B EY, S TS5 AP A N (Cai et al.,
2009) , AP G e AR A F A A SIG R LA
(Altieri et al., 1983 ; % I54E  2014; {5, 2017) .
A P S R A R R ) — BB R /N R S
27 DX AR i A /IMIE 22, H R S A e A v
(Cao et al.,2015; Hu et al.,2016) , {H FC7E 22 W B 2
HVE A Z BN, 75 LUS /NS E B R 5 4
WFR ¥ P RS T M . AR KB, P E 1220 %
RFE 255 FlFiAE 1408 16 [ SR BT i If 1 551K (A 1F
Pk 2 5 EFRUN T 12) , Tk R RAE T
5.00% , N T 3508 55 0F 7R 2 B0 H R4 g i a1, e i
e B By Tt e A Rl e . AR B 24
3 /N A AV IR A 53R 21 300~500 S/ H R
T AT B 45 (57 J05% , 1988; Carter et al., 1989;
Ramsden et al.,2017) , T X T3 LEif 854 /N 22
(R) M BFIR T8 AR 0] LUE 2 5E . 2832 601 Fii 4E
592 FE ik 166 A4 32 4007 £ [ SR It = i i (CFF
ek e g 2 4 1) EBVEL K T 14) A T 46 Bhz i e
K E AT S SR T 15.00% , 1% 28/ N S Fl (R 1E &
FAIAN A=
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R4 2022 £ N THBRTF R4 TR/ ERM (R) TS5BStk TR TFRERK R
Table 4 Tolerance index, tolerance grade and loss rate of 1 000 grain weight of the wheat varieties (lines)

at the adult stage to Sitobion miscanthi under artificially assisted aphid infestation in 2022

, () [GECE [HL 7 RE Tk g %
4340 Group Wheat variety (line) Tolerance index Tolerance grade Loss.rate 9f
420 428  5-06 420 428  5-06 1000 grain weight/%

it 25 FBihFZ 25 5 Zhengpinmai 25 0246 0209  0.245 ht ht ht 4.06

Tolerant wheat

varieties (lines) #1166 Lunxuan 166 0302 0280 0339 mt ht mt 5.67
FitE 592 Ruihua 592 0350 0366 0445  mt mt mt 6.88
rh4¢ 3 4007 Zhongnongmai 4007 0.073  0.063  0.071 ht ht ht 7.83
ZE 42 601 Taimai 601 0377 0434 0488  mt mt mt 8.25
HFA 132 Zhengmai 132 0.736  0.757 0.718 It 1t It 10.98
Fit#E 523 Ruihua 523 1360 0.652 0672  ms 1t 1t 11.78
Fit#E 1408 Ruihua 1408 0.885 0.878  0.890 It It It 14.19
FEAK A 25 Taihemai 2 1.026  0.744  0.945 Is It Is 14.32
15 1428 Zhongyu 1428 0722 1422 0912 It ms Is 14.54
f1H 1220 Zhongyu 1220 0.866  0.895  0.894 It 1t It 14.68
PEA 511 Xinong 511 1.004 0.838 0912 Is It Is 15.94
(Y Average 0.662 0.628  0.628 10.22

JIF2H (CK) 240369 Puxing 0369 1.021 1010 1.170 Is Is Is 19.21

‘S/;lrsl(::gslb(fnzgeat A4 20 2 Fengdecunmai 20 1312 1212 1294 ms  ms  ms 21.04
T2 55 Jimai 55 1123 1.503  1.181 Is hs Is 23.57
{4742 14511 Baofeng 14511 1439 1.190 1303  ms Is ms 25.18
W47 77 Womai 77 1259 1425 1589  ms ms hs 25.39
T 45 Jimai 45 1361 1279 1.511 ms ms hs 25.54
1114¢ 116 Shannong 116 1.629  1.626  1.437 hs hs ms 25.90
7% 1412 Xumai 1412 1331  1.506 1746  ms hs hs 26.14
1% 8 %5 Zhongying 8 1.834  1.640  1.533 hs hs hs 26.90
X 99 Zhongmai 99 1.637 1.611  1.600 hs hs hs 27.56
e Baoliang 5 1.486 1.700 1.666 ms hs hs 27.88
172 118 Danmai 118 1.715  1.529  1.607 hs hs hs 28.71
LSOI8R 1.651  1.767 1.645  hs hs hs 29.39
#7 5138 Zhengmai 5138 2232 2182 2148 ks hs hs 33.19
I{H Average 1502 1.513  1.531 26.11

ht: & ; mt: FEs 1 {0 Is: {R/E%; ms: HE; hs: =/, ht: High tolerance; mt: middle tolerance; 1t: low tolerance; Is:

low susceptible; ms: middle susceptible; hs: high susceptible.
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