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Abstract

This experiment systematically analyzed the related traits of 150 wheat varieties collected from
home and abroad, and selected 7 varieties @ 542439; @ 277131; @ 538726; @ 277130; ®
10474; ® 343181; @ 237659. Drought tests were conducted to determine the relative water
content, conductivity, superoxide anion production rate, malondialdehyde (MDA) content, proline
content, and catalase (CAT) and peroxidase (POD) of the material. The comprehensive compara-
tive analysis of activity and the performance under field cultivation conditions showed that the
overall variation trend of the three wheat varieties numbered 3538726, 63431181 and 7237659
under drought treatment was relatively flat, and still maintained high water content in the later
stage of stress. The antioxidant enzyme activity and drought tolerance were good; the wheat va-
rieties numbered 2277131 had better comprehensive traits in the early stage of stress, and had
better drought resistance in the short term; the varieties numbered 427713 and 510474 were
generally poor in drought tolerance. The varieties with better drought resistance in the materials
were screened and identified, which provided materials for further systematic study on the mole-
cular mechanism and breeding of drought resistance of wheat.
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EERTRABRAEENNEERKWEERERZ —, AT R TREMNEXNEERK KNG, Asziext
1504 B W AMESERKI/NE RFETHRR T R4, BREEFEEKEY, EBHT7MIERIEER
B mF@ 542439; @ 277131; @ 538726; @ 277130; ® 10474; ® 343181; @ 237659,
HATHRERR, BRI AN ESKE. BRE, BEREFEER. FZE(MDA)SE.
A B UKLSEAEE(CAT) RIS S (POD)IE S A LB AT, SRR ATRAETHS
~A® 538726. ® 343181H1®D 237659 =/N/NEHF B HTIEBHEN-FE, FEMEE B ERRE
BENESKERNREAEEE, WEEF: %5 AQ 2771311/ N BMEME TS & IR T, &
EMAFEERIF, H5A@ 2771300 104741 BF S ERE, WREERE. HiEtLeHses
DI EMBGH A, RiE—P RAR TR DERHTES FHLERNE M TR

K
BWENE, MEEE, EVE
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1. 5|8

INEZ (Triticum aestivum L.)J& H FPE EERGEY), EMNVET, B, 1F 3 E s 2 R
-y NP R R EER AR RE R A e 2FE 1] [2]. HATRERT5. T X4 5 i
SR 36%, S BFIIA 43%, K2 BE AR IR KB ENL, REWBAGIS. SHEKE, T2
T LR B RE A A B DA RS M AR A (e 2 B — AR 2 L B s A 1 [3]. N R IR E A
WEAEYZ —, PSS Z, M/AAZE Ry Bkl TR+ 5, EFRHX, 5 2R ERE
NP R EER R (4] FrLUVNERIPUR R E M C 280N a2 B FAS I BRI . EAT I,
NZAET R AR T2 SBUER S KE . PGS HACE R (CAT). 1A ALY EE(POD)TEE ) H B LL &
HSE, N MDA E. AR EE. BANE 7 Al RN LT, S0 MRS E R R,
& AEAR TR R, [R5 55 R IR TR E(ROS)ER A AR 3R, XS HERIE ity THAERS 2, %%
FETNEFERIFEK[S5] [6]o P ER RN 5 Z B KRE, Al ALk e i 2 B 5 . 12
s E O AT RS R R, 3R SO B IE AR AR O 1, TP K B E DR G RRE[7 ] TR Akl
IK R B A SR TR E R ()P R . SRS B S8, X AT AR B A L VR A B A R
HE W2 (stress biology) H AU A L, B S2IAE M43 T 7K1 L3R B AE W 7K 43 ip e i 2 ML ER /Y [ B 43 1 A 0 2
(molecular biology) B #5#4 &1 Al 2 —[8] [9] [10]. /NFEXFIEA WMt (abiotic stress) T B [ LML FRATT i
R TR, XTI MR TR AT LM F G . WFFDZEN TR A i s, 28 UG It
FH M AR BHUR R B

B SR AL, FIRE KA, JRE P 20 AR AE R AR 2 1), K B Oy i 2
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RN R R —AEERE[11][12]. NEEREE T EEZMBEEY, EAKREARMES, 2 ARG
P AR TS Eba XN s O™ B H, ERKEANTERE ST, JTHRERZFKE
Z=, TR RS mik R A, BE RN E B RRK[13]. TR @ fi8on R g8 W m
FINE R DA TR, BRARIH B 6 &k R (Pn), 110 HAE /N A & BERE AN R I SIS R P AN ), 3
1B ER A F AR N E . AR KR, TR ER R RALT R, [ COo, it
NAE, JeAHRE N, bEETERERN, MY ERTmE, WS KE TR, KorEk TR
TSR A 22 SR D 3R DL SAZ IR AN HA A=W K531 2 B[ 14] [15] [16] [17]. 3 FC4H NI P 1 % b A 2
R BEABRIEH BT, AP AN SR TR ha s SN BIR, JeaER AR
WHHT, CEHEEEE TR, AVMIRARER, NERIEFEEKZRANGI[18]. miR i bk N ht
FHRGITEII[19]e ZENT R WPHant, SV AT CrFRAIE R, MR RS E S (H0,);
F—JT BT T REARAR P 2 R A SR B T TE T, BUEE M AR R 20]. IRIERT T, B HPUEK
VIR EVERE S T AR R s B PG, SRR AR R S MRS A B S RS R, & A
WAFFEIE B HyO, [21]. I FUIE A T 5 W (S0 15 FE A A0 s o A V3 B it 1 45U 1 FH 1 i 48 A b 0188 (POD) A%
AL B AL B (SOD) AT IR LR B A VB (APX) I35 P 15 35 PRAR [22] . (EORRIRN B N TR B () i
iE A RGN T A BFRARERH, TRaHBmE e GmR, AnEE, <L
SEENA ST SRR PUA R AL, FERA RN E P R[23]. ARG T R aFwem, g5
N BT R OO ED R RS . BFAURI, T RS /N 2 B R 2N 2 i 5 R
TERG, T RMHEREs 7O AL RIRE 71 [24]. BB BURVER 7 ) /N FEAFRLE Y 9%~26%F1 65%~74%
Foki, TEARKFRRE Lk T/ANERIE25]. TS a SEUER AR, KECRR E PR, 8™ E T,
X5 /N RERR B AT TP RFRL 138 3 # R T R W8 2% B — B BRR A O,  [RIRNE & RS HA
EXAIEG IS I, MR E T T P EIE R R, FEUNE B E N E[26].

2. SKEMB5E7®
2.1. AR

i J5 B /N R SE 7 4, RS ARO 542439; @ 277131; B 538726; @ 277130; ©® 10474;
® 343181; @ 237659,

2.2. SCIEMBXHER

RO AR IE L, MU PR, LERRE, #oiHhsE, B pH =65, HIEAHUEEEN 1.39%,
AR N 87 mgkg ', HAEN 13 mgkg ', AN 72 mgkg . RGN H IR E T R RS

2.3, BIFHERESHER T

SR JRURE - [R]3E f K HE Fak (as J7 sX(BREOR H 0~20 em #H7E 2 H3ERE NREG 7, AR5 Kt 78
NI ) NEFETROEERZ, B8 30 om, HAA 25 em) WG+ 7.5 kg, 2R HHR
AHEI AR 20 emo AFRIEAERE 7R TR, BEEASN1.2g P,050.36 ¢ 1 K,00.9 g, 7lMHYS TR
HIAEA W 2E N 220 kg, P,0s 90 kg, K,0 165 kgo HAEIEAH PN, BN 5:5, BRTHR T
BN TIREKUIS)G IR, MM 166, E=r—0OR, FYNEEE 8 k. BUME=AEE, o
BIBENLAE T =25 779, I 7 B K R AR [ SRl N 22, AREFHE M K . FRIE PR 3 — 5
(/N RE R IEAT ARAE -

ARBIF T L 2, B A ORISR 2 A R 1 N R R RO SR A A B, R AT R G
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BEVEAN: A RGN E MR 5 TRV AR MR T RINE KT, X7 ANNE
AR HEAT LR S . AP RL R BEEAT 0 MR, FER AT IR K UTSE, MRIE N R IEH KF, R =REe
=YK, PREFEIERIE . B AR N AR, FIETOK, TN B N TR E I G AT T R
o 25T 0/10/20 K LA 10 B ZEATHUMORE, BEAT RELRR 9 A4 BRFE AR I 5E

24. NEMBSHZ

2.4.1. A EKE

FREUVERATEL 0.2 g MR FW), KRHEMAEEESFW). HRITEDW). HLL ARG EAAE S
KERWC).

RWC = (FW —DW)/(SFW —DW)*100% [15]

TIEA S KE: (BE - FTH)TFHE.

242 BEER
FREUEY T ERES, 0.1 g, MBS R S1, 7E/KH &b B 2V 2 52 S AR50 e B 5 %
S2. FHAHXTH TN L=S1/32[15],

24.3. BERSFEEERE

FEMAREL: 0.5 g /NEM A, I 5 ml BEREUR[50 mmol- L™ pH 7.0 BERRZE M (PBS), 0.4% (W/V)ER Z
S5 B2 B (PVP) JUK IS BT BE 120 %, 2 )5 10,000 g/min VAR 20 min, _FiEWEI NEER. ™ H 4R
B0 R AEEE SR AN 5% (Wang and Luo, 1990). 500 pl #2EUGRINA pH 7.0 PBS 1 10 mmol-L™
e, F 25°CK# PRI 20 min, BN 17 mmol-L ™" X &L ZEMEEE A 7 mmol L™ a-251%, 2 J5 25°C/KiB
W3R 20 min, W% 530 nm 4k OD fE[15].

244. A-BEESE
= (MDA) & & & 275 Zhang (1992)% 157 TN 4 ml =& LR FIRRAR B2 LG Z B VR &3, 1 ml
Fig, WhKH 20 min, 4000 g/min B0» 15 min, _EEWINE 532 nm A1 600 nm 4L OD {#[15].

245. ERITENNE
SRR B = W & gl 2 [15] o

2.4.6. A NEREY
RN EEE(CAT)E M
CAT B 1 (mgH,0,/gFW-min) = (A — B) x V¢ x 1.7/FW x Vp x t[15]
EEAYIEE(POD)E M
POD J5PE(AA470/min-gFW) = AA470 x V/Va/W = AA470 x 5/0.02/0.5 = AA470 x 500 [15]

2.4.7. EMIBERE. NERBEEHENHE
LIS ZA(RT) = %jpl [16]

KA Pl=X/Ck: Xi AT FWa & AR S /KERME, CK AIER K T & KENE

SR A X (1) = (XX )/ (X ~Xo)

KA X ORE P IART S K ERE, X A Xoin 2550 A FTA SFRAR XS 5 7K & 1) e KB A B /IME -
B a BN M S TR R PR SRR E, HRILFIME. FMEBK, RoRbrREEEE.

LRI PARE -
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CEMPLEE A BRPTRI> 1.00; 471 0.99 > RI>0.90; T EHUKM RI<0.89 HiF 3Bk fE: 8t
X(u)>0. 605 H#70.499 > X(u) > 0.40; FRHUKL X(u) <0.499.

2.5. Gt

iz Microsoft2010 BEAT Kt AL B AR 18], i DPS udfs db B A Se kAT Hodls 70
3. ZERS5 5
3.1. FEBETAR/NERMH AN SKETR

B2 | AJRITE/NZRERE 10 K5, HRIBUREMTS& AN K& BB R E %, DI 4
FTDO LHMAF 25 S Al AR S 7K SR AN FIFR B 1) R B, JRIA B B /K. HAE D1 ARBKF &4,
R R R @) 538726 < ®) 343181 < (@) 237659 <@ 277131 < (D) 542439 <@ 277130 < ®) 10474; 1E
DO AHEKFLET, T RERIIR AR CN® 538726 < ® 343181 < @) 237659 < @) 542439 <@ 277130 < ®
10474 <@ 277131, XULBH/NEZ fhFl, Q) 538726 2T Rl HIsma i/, HKJE® 343181 F@ 237659
XA S AT AU AR K. @ 277131 F1QD 542439 (sE NPT RAE 1m, ERELTT5
BB N AR N 2283, Nigia5rE, @ 538726, ® 343181 Fll@) 237659 X = AN Ahéi & Hr Rt
iF, WHER/NEDUR BRI E, @ 277130, ® 10474 IXFHAAS SRR REEZE, PR EREA
HEE.

Table 1. Relative water content of different wheat varieties

F 1. AEVNERMMRENSKE

i I A B K % FEMR(DL X CKY%  FEIR(DO X CK)/%
Cultivars RWC Decrease rate Decrease rate
CK D1 DO
@® 542439 91.87a 81.66ab 66.94a 11.11 27.13
® 277131 93.88a 85.85ab 57.57b 8.55 38.68
® 538726 92.98a 89.30a 78.60c 3.95 15.46
@ 277130 92.26a 77.18bc 65.31a 16.35 29.21
® 10474 90.08a 75.1c 61.49ab 16.56 31.73
® 343181 95.11a 90.62a 79.10c 4.72 16.92
@ 237659 95.29a 89.80a 78.10c 5.76 18.05

e FATHRREA AN T R R A B A 22 A 5% KPR . R A

3.2. TEBETAR@EMINZHFHEMNESREL

HIE 1 ATLVEH, N R TEZ BT R RER A B S R T . TRAM &S B RWC
BEAIG, S0 AR B SR . PUME SR AVEY) SR E T RIS AR EK BRI R I, AR
SR TP, MY ERERR. HIE T, g5 NG 538726, © 343181 FI@ 237659 (1)
FREETF 560 N AN S et 18 HAR RS P og, REIHmT 2, MFg 5@ 542439; @ 277130; ©®
10474 BT RWC FHARIEEER R, FHX S 3 BT IR ART, R T HXF 2 RN R BUK, i 50555,
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Figure 1. Changes of relative conductivity of different wheat cultivars under drought
stress

B 1. FEME TAR@MNE F X ESRNEN

3.3. TEWETAERMINEH FBEREFERR, ABIETN

B 2 AIE] 3 )50, /N EAET S T Al B 1 A AR S R R R . W
PIHET Rl N A E AR RS EHKT, AR ROS GEMEE) MM & SE 6, H
AHEARIR okt 1 SEURA B 1 AR Ik A4, AT S A P 1) B FRAR S BE JI[18] [19]0 A B (MDA)E i i i 4
W EZ W —, FREE R T RAR SR, AR, FRAEOT, N EEm R e B 1
FPAERFEEZ ETE, MDA SRR R ETHES . EE 2 FIE 3 FEH, 45 8@ 277131, @) 538726
M© 343181 HISFEIZEE 2B S LI RE, EIHERE RN, XRE T HS AT R A
AU, TET R AR I B 1 R RIS, 3K LA SRR A e (0GR AP B M o 8 o Fi B AT R,
F B DS SR R WS VSR A RIS BRiE A, MR I A, ARG S, AR SR A T
BEARMIZAE T, WIS BB R AT A JIRE N T 5. M N 237659 (BB B 1/ A R A
A S BAEZ R ETHR® 277131, @) 538726 FI®) 343181 AHNTZENE, (HLET- 5 Jo W & 3
BT AR RN S BT R, SRR @ 237659 AT R, AREKHIAEKAET RHIX .

ECK =mD1 ODO

c ¢ ¢
40 b bC c b ? bC :
300 . ab a a a ab
20
10
0

(0542439 2277131 3538726 @277130 ®10474 ©)343181 (0237659
S
2]a]

Figure 2. Effect of drought stress on the rate of superoxide anion production in
different wheat cultivars

E 2. TEEXM TR @MNEM FBERE T~ EERNFM

EEAR TR
O,- production rate (nmol-g™* FW)

34. TRIMETARRMIEZHFRERIETL
FEYIAE 2 ZNE S, PR 2 AR BRI R IRX KB E R, UL SR izE s, Bk
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YA K, SRR R TR A 2201, FERRIEI BB AT, o DAY YA b i E R A
JRANEGDS, G AR RS, (SRR IR AR N RERS IR R AT, SR (TR E . W
4 A DA A 538726 25 AbFEIAN I 2 IR & B AR IR AN 2355 W AP@ 277131 £E 77 BEJE HE K I T 2
IR & BARX T DO ALEEZ (i A EAHEE A LB E K HKEX PO 237659 FIFMET, W1 kb3
XTI 2 AR & B 2 R A B B B KCP

25 mCK @Db1 ODO
20
15

10

1% & B /(umol-g1FW)
MDA content

wW=
o
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p

Figure 3. Effect of drought stress on malondialdehyde content in different wheat
varieties

B 3. FRMExTRSMNEMHA=RE B0
BCK 8Dl aDo
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0542439 2277131 (3538726 @D277130 (10474 (6343181 (0237659
vl

Figure 4. Changes of proline content in wheat leaves of different cultivars under drought

stress

E 4. TEBEBT AR NZI RS 20T

IR &
Proling content/(ug-g 'FW)

s

s

3.5. TREMNETAERMMEH A S IEREEEL

TEVIAEZ BT B I i, AR VRS BRI R, VRS RS BR B A P T, S5
WV EIE RN AR s 5 — 7 BRI T AR ) 2 R AR SRR M, BUEE AR,
Yk 25E . o EACEBE(CAT). WAL YIBE(POD) ST S AL M B N TE R S RS, AR 25 %
RN 2 TR, BRI AR [21] [22] [27]. EZ T SEAHaR, EHEERRER R, SR
PR N PR RS, HE— DR EG S . BRI SR E FIRE S A4 T, Pk
VI E e, BT R R AR R I S, & 6 iTRLE HEF@ 277131, @) 538726 © 343181 fl@
237659 I¥] CAT ¥ 1A POD G PEERAH N B,  HAGPERRACEUD, Hrp i@ 538726 (i R 1R 4
D1 A4FEFI DO 4bFE 2 [8] CAT Al POD (3G AR BN, B R R KT

3.6. FRNZRFHLFIERR

HNTIHNIX 7 ANNERFRIPREE S, BATES S MM EPE RS PR )8 R B E R
SR N B R . & 2 ATAS AN @) 538726 IILE SR AE 1k, MR 237659 5® 343181
HIT EYERE IR« fFI@ 277130 WIS EE D& 59, DEAET FHUXMHE.
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Figure 5. Changes of CAT activity in different wheat cultivars under drought stress

B 5. TEMETTESMNEMF CAT SEHHEL

BCK @bi1 ODO

30, a 2 b a a
a b b a gp b
w300 c b, R b ab p c
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Figure 6. Changes of POD activity in different wheat cultivars under drought stress
6. TEE T AREMMNE POD SEMRTK

Table 2. Drought resistance indicators of different wheat varieties

% 2. FE/NEGMIRIER

Al Cultivars SZEMERHRI SRR R BUE X(u)
@© 542439 0.81 0.44
® 277131 0.76 0.37
® 538726 0.90 0.70
@ 277130 0.77 0.36
® 10474 0.75 0.28
® 343181 0.89 0.72
@ 237659 0.88 0.70

4. g

ARFFCLE RFRN, WAL, B R 0 R T B B2 11 BN A 5 Sk R
PR (K HEALBE 7, 3 o P R S R A s P EE B YR T AU25 ], AR A AE I S T A I
HIBE IR, RS A D R P SRS . G 2 5 B AR R
KA RIFEA IR IR, S BN RS A SRR N B FAER R AR, IR T s R 1
[28]0 AszEhry, TEBHA T, &M /NEM A HE EES BRI, 40 iE T S0 7E s i
SR, HT 5SS POD. SOD S5 A LB iE PEREAR, AT I T 5 it S 8O N = AR 1 B Ly
i
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5. &t

I AR EOKE . BRE, W MDA S &, AR S &, DOT A AR (CAT) T ik
YIBE(POD)SE 14U /i, FAFH LA 418

R AR S K BEAE T IE T, Bl 5 SO AR A I AT S K RN R B, i A K R R AR
BB, TREBIET, %50 538726 f16 343181 fAET 2404 T RWC BERIEEEN, MXTH
SRIEE, LUHM R, SMES@ 277130 MG 10474 BT RWC FARIEEHK, X HESR
TR, R T HS TR RN EBUK, NREERT. ETREEET, KRS ST KER R
PP PR o S5 @ 277131 FI@ 277130 [ & FRLE I8 BT HH & /K S35, (E e 5 30 & /K 2 R B
PR g 5 8@ 538726 IS A B /K EARKRARXS 48, s HO A ST I A JlU .

FRE T, BEHE TR AR ER RS T &, (H2G 538726 FID 237659 =AMl K xklg, w5
@ 277130 FIB 10474 W=l s, AN T

FEAEH T, MDA SFaAEEI EFHES, (HE%'5O@ 538726, © 343181 FI@ 237659 fhf)
MDA & &I Ina /b, IXEW] 7 H RO A RS 1 5l 5 B

TREEHET, MRS EE8 G2 bbas, Hdg5 A0 538726 G 10474 HiFh, R
Mg R A R 2, AR IHR TR PNE, @ 277131, @ 277130 IR & ®&IG &5 D, AF)
FHILRAEK,

TR FEKR, 78 CAT WEHJH, WIGH 7 NMFd, 45 80 538726 FIG) 10474 [ 5 Fl
CAT WM BN 22, HARRFEMPEMEIR G M5 8O 542439 F1@ 277130 B s Fl CAT &M
WK, % CAT WM N R, Hif SRz,

58~ POD FEMET &, AMIERR B AR Re VR, FEIRYIR BEXT BV TR A (T, SRR PR
PESS AR SRR A AR R B R 2, T R IR R R R AR i 2 Rt AT DR AR R PR AN R AT
AR S50 R A R BIRAS , AR I BT IR T RE S, BIPUA LRGP Bh /N 26 A X7
SEIF) AP R R . ARG S @ 538726 F1® 343181 A = REUEEMIZS ) POD iH LA K, 7
RIS 7 NEFH, BTSN TR, B 6 BRI 5 N@ 277130 & 10474 F1iHFRf¥ POD 7%
PR, TE 7 MRLE SR, HEEh K.

SEREY: g5 NG 538726 I AL R RECGIURIESLE 7 MM P HER R, B AR EES A
XSz, T IE G I RS CRFER R I K E I PUEAGEEVE M, R g5 oN®@ 277131 (S FRAE )
ERTIZR G IR LT, RN RERE: W5 8@ 277130 B S MUEAKE, it PR ZE .

EHEWH

5] 2% 5 SR 7RI H (2017YFDO0301304) .
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