
Vol.:(0123456789)

Theoretical and Applied Genetics (2024) 137:43 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00122-024-04553-9

ORIGINAL ARTICLE

Dissecting the genetic basis of Fusarium crown rot resistance in wheat 
by genome wide association study

Jinlong Li1 · Shanshan Zhai1 · Xiangru Xu1 · Yuqing Su1 · Jiazheng Yu1 · Yutian Gao1 · Jiatian Yang1 · Zhi Zheng2 · 
Baoyun Li1 · Qixin Sun1 · Chaojie Xie1 · Jun Ma1 

Received: 1 November 2023 / Accepted: 10 January 2024 / Published online: 7 February 2024 
© The Author(s), under exclusive licence to Springer-Verlag GmbH Germany, part of Springer Nature 2024

Abstract
Key message  A locus conferring Fusarium crown rot resistance was identified on chromosome arm 3DL through 
genome wide association study and further validated in two recombinant inbred lines populations.
Abstract  Fusarium crown rot (FCR) is a severe soil borne disease in many wheat growing regions of the world. In this 
study, we attempted to detect loci conferring FCR resistance through a new seedling inoculation assay. A total of 223 wheat 
accessions from different geography origins were used to assemble an association panel for GWAS analysis. Four genotypes 
including Heng 4332, Luwanmai, Pingan 998 and Yannong 24 showed stable resistance to FCR. A total of 54 SNPs associated 
with FCR resistance were identified. Among the 10 putative QTLs represented by these SNPs, seven QTLs on chromosome 
2B, 3A, 3D, 4A, 7A and 7B were novel and were consistently detected in at least two of the three trials conducted. Qfcr.
cau.3D-3, which was targeted by 38 SNPs clustered within a genomic region of approximately 5.57 Mb (609.12–614.69 Mb) 
on chromosome arm 3DL, was consistently detected in all the three trials. The effects of Qfcr.cau.3D-3 were further validated 
in two recombinant inbred line populations. The presence of this locus reduced FCR severity up to 21.55%. Interestingly, 
the collinear positions of sequences containing the four SNPs associated with two FCR loci (Qfcr.cau.3A and Qfcr.cau.3B) 
were within the regions of Qfcr.cau.3D-3, suggesting that genes underlying these three loci may be homologous. Our results 
provide useful information for improving FCR resistance in wheat.

Introduction

Fusarium crown rot (FCR) is a soil-borne fungal disease 
which resulted in significant yield losses for wheat world-
wide (Kazan and Gardiner 2018). It can be caused by various 
Fusarium species, but mostly by Fusarium pseudogramine-
arum and Fusarium culmorum (Burgess et al. 2001; Smi-
ley et al. 2005; Nicol et al. 2007; Zhang et al. 2015). The 
pathogens can survive in the crop residues for several years, 
making FCR a chronic problem once it occurs in the fields 
(Burgess 2005; Jansen et al. 2005). FCR was firstly identi-
fied in Australia and then was reported in other regions of 

the world, including USA, Canada, South Africa, the Middle 
East and China (Burgess et al. 1975; Kazan and Gardiner 
2018). The fungi could infect root and stem base of wheat, 
resulting in brown discoloration on these organs and lead 
to the formation of white heads at mature stage (Kazan and 
Gardiner 2018; Gao et al. 2023). The mycotoxin produced 
during infection is also a concern for human and animal 
health (Chakraborty et al. 2006; Mudge et al. 2006).

One of the economical and environmentally friendly 
approaches to control the spread and damage of FCR is 
growing disease-resistant wheat varieties. Although immune 
germplasm is not available, those with partial resistance, 
such as 2–49, Sunco, CSCR6 and EGA Wylie, were iden-
tified (Wildermuth et al. 2001; Wallwork et al.2004; Ma 
et al. 2010; Zheng et al. 2014; Shi et al. 2020). Bi-parental 
mapping with these genotypes identified many quantitative 
trait loci (QTL) conferring FCR resistance (Wallwork et al. 
2004; Collard et al. 2005, 2006; Bovill et al. 2006, 2010; 
Ma et al. 2010; Poole et al. 2012; Zheng et al. 2014; Martin 
et al. 2015; Li et al. 2023a). Some loci were consistently 
detected in multiple genetic backgrounds. For example, a 
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QTL on the chromosome 3BL was repeatedly detected in 
wheat germplasm CSCR6, W21MMT70, Ernie, IRN497, 
Macon and Otis, respectively (Bovill et al. 2010; Li et al. 
2010; Ma et al. 2010; Poole et al. 2012; Martin et al. 2015). 
QTL on chromosomes 4B, 2D and 5D were also detected in 
multiple genetic backgrounds (Wallwork et al. 2004; Bovill 
et al. 2006, 2010; Ma et al. 2010; Zheng et al. 2014).

As a powerful complementary approach to bi-parental 
mapping for traits of interest, genome-wide association 
study (GWAS) is widely employed to identify QTL associ-
ated with complex traits in major crops. Compared with bi-
parental mapping, GWAS is based on linkage disequilibrium 
(LD) and usually uses natural populations as QTL mapping 
resources (Yu et al. 2006; Zhang et al. 2010; Zhou and Ste-
phens 2012). In recent years, many novel and major loci 
for FCR were identified via this approach (Erginbas-Orakci 
et al. 2018; Yang et al. 2019; Alahmad et al. 2020; Jin et al. 
2020; Pariyar et al. 2020; Rahman et al. 2020, 2021; Malos-
etti et al. 2021; Lin et al. 2022; Sohail et al. 2022; Hou et al. 
2023). For example, Yang et al. (2019) identified a novel 
FCR QTL on chromosome 6A using a panel of 234 Chinese 
wheat cultivars released in the Yellow and Huai River wheat 
region. In the study of Jin et al. (2020), a novel locus on 
chromosome arm 5DL for FCR resistance was reported. A 
total of 23 significant and unique marker-trait associations 
were identified by Rahman et al. (2020).

Although significant efforts have been made, there is still 
urgent need to identify additional resistant germplasms and 
loci for FCR resistance since most of current wheat varie-
ties are susceptible to this disease (Mitter et al. 2006; Bhatta 
et al. 2019; Yang et al. 2019; Jin et al. 2020; Laasli et al. 
2022). In this study, we evaluated the FCR resistance level of 
223 hexaploid wheat germplasms using a recently published 
seedling inoculation method (Li et al. 2022). A GWAS anal-
ysis was performed using 90 K SNP array. The aims of our 
study were to: (1) identify genomic regions associated with 
FCR resistance; and (2) validate the effects of GWAS-iden-
tified putative loci in different genetic backgrounds.

Materials and methods

Plant materials

A total of 223 wheat germplasms consisting of 153 Chinese 
cultivars, 36 advanced lines, 25 abroad cultivars, and nine 
Chinese landraces were used to assemble the association 
panel for the GWAS analysis (Table S1). Three FCR resist-
ant varieties including 04zhong36, CSCR6, Sunco and one 
FCR susceptible variety Xinmai 26 were used as control 
(Jin et al. 2020). Plant height (PH) and heading date (HD) 
of the 223 accessions were recorded in the field station of 
China Agricultural University in Jize county, Handan city, 

Hebei province during seed increasing. Two recombinant 
inbred line populations, consisting of 113 and 118 F6 recom-
binant inbred lines (RILs) that were derived from crosses of 
Chinese wheat varieties Doumai with Shi 4185 and Linmai 
2 with Zhongmai 892, were used to validate the effects of 
putative QTL identified from the GWAS analysis.

Seeding disease assessment

The Fusarium pseudograminearum strain NL5, provided by 
Professor Haiyan Hu at Henan Institute of Science and Tech-
nology, was used for FCR inoculation (Yang et al. 2015). 
The methods used for inoculum preparation, inoculation and 
FCR assessment were based on that described by Li et al. 
(2022). Briefly, NL5 was incubated on half-strength potato 
dextrose agar plates and grow at room temperatures (25 °C) 
for five to seven days. When the mycelium grew over the 
plate and showed peach-red to dark-red pigmentation, ten 
pieces of 6 × 4 mm culture medium with mycelium were 
taken out from the plate. The medium was then transferred 
into a conical flask containing 400 ml carboxymethy1 cel-
lulose (CMC) liquid medium. The conical flask was put into 
a shaking incubator at 160 rpm and 25 °C for approximately 
72 h. The spores were harvested and the concentration of 
spore suspension was adjusted to 1 × 107 spores/ml. Tween 
20 was added to the spore suspension to a final concentration 
of 0.5% v/v before for inoculation.

FCR reactions of the 223 accessions were assessed in 
three trials. Each trial contained two replicates with ten seed-
lings in each replicate. At 7 days after planting (when most 
seedlings reached to one leaf and one heart stage), the spore 
suspensions were injected into the seedling stems using a 
10 ml syringe with a needle. The injection stopped when 
the suspension flowed out from the top of the seedlings. 
FCR severity was assessed at about 15 days post inoculation 
by observing the disease symptoms on the leaf sheaths of 
each plant after inoculation, using a 0 (no obvious symp-
tom) to 6 (the whole plant severely to completely necrotic) 
scale as described by Li et al. (2022). A disease index (DI) 
was then calculated for each line following the formula of 
DI = (∑nX/6N) × 100, where X is the scale value of each 
plant, n is the number of plants in the category and N is 
the total number of plants assessed for each line. Statistical 
analyses of the phenotype were conducted using IBM SPSS 
22.0 software. The broad-sense heritability for each trait was 
estimated by the formula H2 = VG/(VG + VE), where VG 
and VE represent estimates of genetic and environmental 
variance, respectively.

Genome wide association analysis

The genotypic data from the wheat iSelect 90 K SNP array 
for the 223 accessions was obtained from previous studies 
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(Lou et al. 2021; Wang et al. 2021). After filtering out SNPs 
with minor allele frequency (MAF) of < 5% and SNPs with 
> 10% missing data, 19, 496 SNPs remained and were 
used for following analysis. STRU​CTU​RE 2.3.4 software 
(Evanno et al. 2005) was used to estimate the genetic pop-
ulation structure of panel based on polymorphic SNPs. A 
model-based Bayesian clustering approach was performed, 
where the numbers of hypothetical groups ranged from K = 1 
to 10, using an admixture model with ten independent runs 
of 10, 000 burn-in time and 10, 000 MCMC (Markov chain 
Monte Carlo) replication number. The output from STRU​
CTU​RE was analyzed for the delta K value (DK) in STRU​
CTU​RE HARVESTER (Earl and vonHoldt 2011). The 
optimal K value was determined by the log probability of 
LnP(K) and delta K based on the rate of change of LnP(K) 
between successive K. A pairwise distance matrix derived 
from the simple matching distance for all SNP sites was 
calculated using TASSEL v5.2.57 (Bradbury et al. 2007) 
and neighbor-joining tree was visualized with MEGA 7.0 
(Kumar et al. 2016).

GWAS was conducted using the mixed linear model by 
GAPIT packages in R version 4.0.2, and the variance–covar-
iance kinship matrix (K) was calculated using the VanRaden 
method (VanRaden 2008; Zhang et al. 2010; Lipka et al. 
2012). A threshold − log10(P) value > 3.0 was set to detect 
significant associations between markers. LD analysis for 
the whole genome and the three sub genomes (A, B and 
D) of bread wheat was performed using the filtered marker 
data in TASSEL v5.2.57. Best linear unbiased predictors 
(BLUP) were estimated for each line using the lme4 pack-
age in R version 4.0.2. Collinearity analysis for selected 
loci among homologous chromosomes was performed on 
Triticeae-Gene Tribe (TGT) (http://​wheat.​cau.​edu.​cn/​TGT/; 
Chen et al. 2020).

Validation in two recombinant inbred line 
populations

Kompetitive allele-specific PCR (KASP) markers, which 
were designed for selected SNPs loci significantly associated 
with FCR resistance in the GWAS analysis, were used to 
genotype the two RILs populations of Doumai/Shi 4185 and 
Linmai 2/Zhongmai 892 to verify the effects of the selected 
locus in multiple genetic backgrounds. The genomic DNA 
of these two populations were extracted using a modified 
cetyltrimethylammonium bromide (CTAB) method (Magu-
ire et al. 1994). Based on screening results, the individuals 
of the two validation populations were divided into three 
groups: group 1 carried resistant alleles of the SNP loci; 
group 2 carried susceptible alleles of the SNP loci, and 
group 3 were heterozygous and carried both resistant and 
susceptible alleles, respectively.

Twenty seedlings of each line in the two RILs populations 
were evaluated for FCR severity. The methods for inocula-
tion and disease assessment were described as above. The 
average difference in DI between the two groups of homozy-
gous plants was used to validate the effects of the GWAS-
identified SNP loci. Student t-test was used to determine if 
there was significant difference between the group 1 and 2.

Candidate gene analysis

Chinese Spring IWGSC RefSeq v 1.1 (Ma et al. 2021) was 
used to retrieve high-confidence annotated genes located 
within the SNP loci that we are interested in. Four parental 
lines of the two RILs populations, including Doumai, Shi 
4185, Linmai 2 and Zhongmai 892, were used to investigate 
the expressions of selected genes of interest. Samples from 
these four varieties were harvested by cutting the shoot bases 
2 cm at 72 h post inoculation (hpi). RNA was isolated with 
an RNA isolation reagent TRIzon PalTM from Cowin Bio-
tech Co., Ltd., Jiangsu, Nanjing, China (www.​cwbio.​com). 
The qRT-PCR analysis was performed as described by Li 
et al. (2023b). A total of 30 seedlings from three biologi-
cal replicates were pooled together to correct for variation 
between plants during infection. The average values from 
three technical replications were used in gene expression 
analysis. Relative expression levels were evaluated accord-
ing to the relative quantification method (2−∆∆C

T) (Livak and 
Schmittgen 2001). The wheat Actin gene (IPR: IPR004000) 
was used as an internal control. qRT-PCR primer sequences 
are listed in Table S2.

Results

Phenotypic data analysis

In the three trials conducted, the DI values of 223 acces-
sions ranged from 29.17 to 85.94, with a mean value of 
58.57–59.20 (Table 1). The correlation coefficients among 
the three trials and BLUP values varied from 0.86 and 0.97 
(Table 2). The broad-sense heritability (H2) of FCR resist-
ance was 0.98, suggesting high level of genetic variations 
for this trait in the association panel (Table 1). Frequency 
distributions of FCR severity were approximately normally 
distributed (Fig. 1). Based on BLUP datasets, a total of seven 
accessions showed DI values less than 40.01, 21 accessions 
showed less DI than 50.01, and the majority of the acces-
sions showed DI above 50.01 (195). The DI of resistance 
controls genotypes CSCR6, 04zhong36 and Sunco were 
30.83, 33.33 and 56.67, whereas that of the susceptible con-
trol genotype Xinmai 26 was 74.17 (Table S1). Among the 
seven genotypes with DI values less than 40.01, Heng 4332, 
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Luwanmai, Pingan 998 and Yannong 24 showed comparable 
resistance level to 04zhong36 and CSCR6 (Table S3).

SNP marker statistics

After filtering, 19, 496 SNPs were used for GWAS analysis. 
A total of 7, 527, 10, 008 and 1, 961 SNPs were located on 
the A, B, and D genomes, respectively. The average marker 
densities of the three genomes were 0.65, 0.44, and 2.00 Mb 

per marker in each of the genomes, respectively. Among 
the 21 chromosomes, chromosome 1B had the largest num-
ber of markers (1959) and highest density (one marker per 
0.35 Mb). The number of markers on chromosome 4D was 
lowest (56), with an average distance of 8.91 Mb between 
markers (Table 3). We investigated the population struc-
ture of the association panel using STRU​CTU​RE software. 
The delta K value reached a sharp peak at K = 2. There-
fore, this association population was clustered into two sub-
populations (Fig. S1a and Table S4). While 106 accessions 
(47.53%) were assigned into the Q1 group, 117 accessions 
(52.47%) were assigned into the Q2 group (Table S4). The 
LD decay distances of A, B and whole genome were simi-
lar (2–3 Mb), whereas that of D genome was about 7 Mb 
(Fig. S1b).

Loci associated with FCR resistance, PH and HD

A total of 54 SNPs on chromosomes arms 2BL (3), 3AL 
(2), 3BL (2), 3DS (1), 3DL (39), 4AL (1), 5DL (4), 7AS (1) 
and 7BS (1) were significantly (P < 0.001) associated with 
FCR resistance based on BLUP dataset (Fig. 2; Table 4). 
Of the 40 SNPs that were consistently detected in all the 
three trials and BLUP dataset, the SNP BS00003119_51 
on chromosome arm 3DL had the lowest − log10(P) value 
(3.06) (Table 4). The P values of the other four SNPs on 
chromosomes 2BL and 7BS also just reached the significant 
level (Table 4). In contrast, wsnp_Ex_c12963_20529964 on 
chromosome arm 3DL was the most significant SNP asso-
ciated with FCR resistance (− log10(P) = 5.67). Two SNPs 
including TA006354-0937 and Excalibur_c6906_804 which 
explained the largest phenotypic variations (8.45%) were 
also located on chromosome 3DL.

Based on LD decay distance, the 54 SNPs represented 
10 putative QTLs (Table 4). Of these QTLs, three QTLs 
located on chromosome 3D were consistently detected in 
three trials and BLUP dataset. They were designated as 
Qfcr.cau.3D-1, Qfcr.cau.3D-2 and Qfcr.cau.3D-3 based 
on the orders of their physical positions. The first QTL, 
namely Qfcr.cau.3D-1, was associated with RFL_Con-
tig5322_219 at 37.11 Mb. The second QTL Qfcr.cau.3D-2 
was associated with SNP BS00062806_51 at 517.38 Mb. 

Table 1   Fusarium crown rot 
severity of the 223 germplasms 
in the association population

CRS1, average DI values in the first trial; CRS2, average DI values in the second trial; CRS3, average DI 
values in the third trial; BLUP, best linear unbiased predictions
SD, Standard deviation; CV, coefficient of variation; H2, broad-sense heritability

Trials Minimum Maximum Mean SD CV (%) H2

CRS1 31.06 85.94 59.20 8.99 15.19
CRS2 30.24 84.51 58.57 10.19 17.40
CRS3 29.17 83.75 59.04 9.85 16.68
BLUP 31.67 84.35 58.90 9.02 15.31 0.98

Table 2   Pearson correlations of Fusarium crown rot reactions in three 
trials and BLUP

CRS1, average DI values in the first trial; CRS2, average DI values 
in the second trial; CRS3, average DI values in the third trial; BLUP, 
best linear unbiased predictions

Trials CRS1 CRS2 CRS3 BLUP

CRS1 1
CRS2 0.86 1
CRS3 0.91 0.92 1
BLUP 0.96 0.97 0.96 1

Fig. 1   Phenotypic distributions of Fusarium crown rot resistance 
based on three trials and BLUP. CRS1, average DI values in the first 
trial; CRS2, average DI values in the second trial; CRS3, average DI 
values in the third trial; BLUP, best linear unbiased predictions
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The third QTL Qfcr.cau.3D-3 was targeted by 38 SNPs clus-
tered within a genomic region of approximately 5.57 Mb 
(609.12–614.69 Mb) on chromosome 3DL. In addition to 
these three loci on chromosome 3D, the other seven loci on 
chromosome 2B, 3A, 3B, 4A, 5D, 7A and 7B were detected 
in at least two trials and BLUP data set. Of these QTLs, two 
loci including Qfcr.cau.3A and Qfcr.cau.3B on chromosome 
3AL and 3BL were associated with two SNPs, respectively. 
Collinearity analysis indicated that the collinear positions 
of sequences containing four SNPs associated with these 
two loci were within the regions of Qfcr.cau.3D-3 (Fig. S2).

Seven SNPs were associated with PH in the association 
panel, representing five QTLs on chromosome 1B, 2D, 
3A, 4D and 5B. Among these putative QTLs, Qph.cau.2D 
associated with two SNPs including tplb0053n05_793 
and tplb0057n10_689 were located near Rht8 (Table S5). 
For HD, a total of 13 significant SNPs representing eight 
putative QTLs were identified. Chromosome 5AL, which 
harbored Vrn1, had the largest number of SNPs for HD. 
Similar to PH, no HD-related SNP was on chromosome 3D 
(Table S5). The correlation analysis indicated that the cor-
relation values between PH, HD and FCR severity were 0.03 
and 0.08, respectively (Table S6).

Validation of Qfcr.cau.3D‑3

Due to the large number of SNPs associated with Qfcr.
cau.3D-3, the effect of this locus was further vali-
dated in multiple genetic backgrounds. A KASP marker 
KASP3D61373 was developed for the significant SNP 
Kukri_c19514_1602 associated with this locus (Table S2 
and Table 4). Among the four parental lines of the valida-
tion populations, Doumai and Linmai 2 carried the resist-
ance alleles of KASP3D61373 and had DI values of 58.33 
and 59.26, respectively. Shi 4185 and Zhongmai 892, which 
had the susceptible alleles, had DI values of 67.59 and 75.00, 
respectively (Table S7).

Based on the marker profile of the population of Dou-
mai/Shi 4185, group 1 contained 53 lines with the DI values 

ranging from 41.30 to 70.83, whereas group 2 contained 52 
lines with the DI values varying from 52.50 to 85.19 (Fig. 3). 
The difference between the two groups was 21.55% (Fig. 3 
and Table S7). A similar trend was observed in the population 
of Linmai 2/Zhongmai 892. The lines with resistant alleles of 
Qfcr.cau.3D-3 had an averaged DI value of 56.80, compared to 
that of lines with the susceptible alleles (DI = 72.26) with the 
average difference of 21.39% (Fig. 3 and Table S7).

Putative candidate genes for Qfcr.cau.3D‑3 
on chromosome 3DL

Based on LD analysis, genes located within 7 Mb regions on 
each side of Qfcr.cau.3D-3 were treated as candidates and a 
total of 264 high confidence genes were identified. Of these 
genes, 30 genes may be related to plant disease resistance 
based on their functions (Table S8). Eight genes were selected 
for qRT-PCR analysis. Of these genes, the fold changes of 
five genes failed to reach the significant level (Fig. 4b, c, d, g 
and h). In contrast, the expression of TraesCS3D02G524700 
encoding pathogenesis-related protein PR-4 significantly 
increased in the four parental genotypes at 72 hpi (Fig. 4a). 
Compared with that of Zhongmai 892 and Shi 4185 which 
carried susceptible allele of Qfcr.cau.3D-3, the fold changes of 
this gene in Linmai 2 and Doumai with resistance alleles were 
much higher (Fig. 4a). Nearly 18-fold and 15-fold changes 
of this gene were observed in Doumai and Linmai 2 at 72 
hpi (Fig. 4a). Similarly, TraesCS3D02G535700 and TraesC-
S3D02G541500, which encoded protein kinase (receptor-like 
cytoplasmic kinase 176) and disease resistance protein RPP13, 
were also significantly induced by FCR infection in four varie-
ties at 72 hpi (Fig. 4e and f).

Discussion

A reliable inoculation method which could generate repro-
ducible results is essential for the genetic analysis of FCR 
resistance in wheat (Liu and Ogbonnaya 2015). Due to the 

Table 3   Molecular marker distribution in the A, B, D and whole genomes

Chromosome Number of markers Map length (Mb) Density of Marker (Mb/marker)

A B D Total A B D Total A B D Total

1 1185 1959 517 3661 593.55 688.76 495.23 1777.54 0.50 0.35 0.96 0.49
2 1113 1584 660 3357 780.71 801.25 650.74 2232.70 0.70 0.51 0.99 0.67
3 921 1311 242 2474 749.34 830.78 614.69 2194.81 0.81 0.63 2.54 0.89
4 868 692 56 1616 744.27 672.23 499.16 1915.66 0.86 0.97 8.91 1.19
5 1086 1878 160 3124 708.44 712.69 562.83 1983.96 0.65 0.38 3.52 0.64
6 1151 1435 192 2778 615.82 720.98 472.89 1809.69 0.54 0.50 2.46 0.65
7 1203 1149 134 2486 736.69 750.60 634.59 1371.28 0.61 0.65 4.74 0.55
All 7527 10,008 1961 19,496 4928.82 4426.69 3930.13 13,285.64 0.65 0.44 2.00 0.68
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long cycle and strong environmental influences in field 
assays, most of the current FCR-related studies was con-
ducted using wheat seedlings grown in controlled envi-
ronments (Wildermuth and McNamara 1994; Mitter et al. 
2006; Li et al. 2008; Yang et al. 2019; Shi et al. 2020). In 
those studies, wheat plants were inoculated through vari-
ous assays such as placing conidia on seedling stem (stem 
droplet), soaking 1- to 4-day old seedlings in fungal spore 
suspension (seedling dip) or placing colonized grains above 

the seed (colonized grain) (Wildermuth et al. 2001; Mitter 
et al. 2006; Li et al. 2008; Erginbas-Orakci et al. 2018). Pre-
viously, we developed a spore suspension injection method 
to screen a total of 139 wheat and barley germplasms by 
injecting spore suspensions of Fusarium pseudogramine-
arum into their seedling stems (Li et al. 2022). Compared 
with other inoculation methods, this assay was able to con-
sistently establish a 100% infection and finish disease assess-
ment within a short time frame of approximately 22 days (Li 

Fig. 2   Manhattan and Q-Q plots for Fusarium crown rot resistance. 
The dashed line represents the significance threshold − log10(P) value 
of 3.0. a Average DI values in the first trial; b average DI values in 

the second trial; c average DI values in the third trial; d best linear 
unbiased predictions
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Table 4   QTLs for Fusarium crown rot resistance identified by genome-wide association analysis

QTL SNP Chr Position (Mb) -log10(P) PVE(%)

CRS1 CRS2 CRS3 BLUP CRS1 CRS2 CRS3 BLUP

Qfcr.cau.2B Ex_c55735_1012 2B 605.00 3.42 3.05 – 3.06 5.76 6.16 – 5.62
Kukri_rep_c112675_676 2B 605.00 3.85 – – 3.26 3.17 – – 3.00
wsnp_Ex_c55735_58127324 2B 605.00 3.67 3.08 – 3.17 3.14 3.23 – 3.00

Qfcr.cau.3A BobWhite_c5246_196 3A 746.63 3.27 3.35 – 3.33 5.18 6.02 – 5.47
RAC875_c4841_753 3A 747.61 3.38 3.37 – 3.35 4.94 5.63 – 5.12

Qfcr.cau.3B CAP7_c3438_196 3B 821.08 3.40 3.16 – 3.24 3.09 3.38 – 3.13
IAAV686 3B 822.11 3.24 – – 3.12 6.00 – – 6.11

Qfcr.cau.3D-1 RFL_Contig5322_219 3D 37.11 4.90 4.68 4.28 4.88 7.12 7.93 7.11 7.40
Qfcr.cau.3D-2 BS00062806_51 3D 517.38 4.41 3.94 3.54 4.17 6.49 6.95 6.16 6.55
Qfcr.cau.3D-3 wsnp_Ex_c12369_19730765 3D 609.12 3.66 3.54 – 3.59 7.09 7.95 – 7.31

Excalibur_c3821_1355 3D 609.62 3.07 3.11 – 3.06 5.62 6.48 – 5.85
RAC875_c5222_59 3D 609.62 3.07 3.11 – 3.06 5.62 6.48 – 5.85
Excalibur_c4302_2208 3D 610.35 3.56 3.51 3.15 3.60 5.94 6.73 5.98 6.23
BS00024422_51 3D 611.00 3.74 3.66 3.40 3.78 5.69 6.43 5.83 5.98
D_GDEEGVY02F0MHM_250 3D 611.11 4.68 4.87 4.22 4.85 6.23 7.30 6.35 6.64
wsnp_Ku_c2249_4335279 3D 611.25 4.69 4.49 4.03 4.64 3.90 4.35 3.86 4.04
TA006354-0937 3D 611.25 5.40 5.40 4.70 5.47 8.05 9.20 8.02 8.45
Excalibur_c17654_1090 3D 611.29 5.06 4.83 4.25 4.98 4.16 4.64 4.06 4.30
BS00105800_51 3D 611.55 5.22 4.88 4.36 5.09 4.28 4.70 4.15 4.39
D_GDEEGVY01CO81T_81 3D 612.06 3.49 3.36 – 3.42 3.05 3.42 – 3.15
BS00003119_51 3D 612.27 3.69 3.56 3.06 3.62 3.13 3.51 3.02 3.23
Excalibur_c6906_804 3D 612.88 5.40 5.40 4.70 5.47 8.05 9.20 8.02 8.45
wsnp_Ku_c7264_12545135 3D 612.90 4.85 5.00 4.29 4.99 7.33 8.54 7.37 7.77
wsnp_Ex_c12963_20529964 3D 612.90 5.66 5.56 4.85 5.67 4.18 4.74 4.13 4.36
IAAV5582 3D 613.12 4.96 4.75 4.20 4.89 7.94 8.86 7.77 8.21
CAP11_c1051_121 3D 613.39 4.74 4.90 4.01 4.81 3.78 4.42 3.07 3.98
Ku_c9895_1750 3D 613.48 5.28 5.29 4.52 5.31 7.86 9.00 7.76 8.23
Excalibur_c46790_502 3D 613.61 4.35 4.56 3.72 4.44 6.64 7.80 6.55 7.01
BS00087693_51 3D 613.62 4.30 4.50 3.74 4.41 6.37 7.49 6.34 6.75
BS00066691_51 3D 613.69 4.12 3.91 3.34 3.99 6.88 7.63 6.58 7.04
wsnp_Ex_c5061_8986366 3D 613.69 4.49 4.58 3.77 4.52 7.32 8.48 7.14 7.66
Kukri_rep_c87658_1436 3D 613.69 4.49 4.58 3.77 4.52 7.32 8.48 7.14 7.66
Excalibur_c54670_110 3D 613.70 4.37 4.77 3.90 4.60 6.51 7.85 6.59 7.00
RAC875_c51595_177 3D 613.70 4.91 5.31 4.17 5.07 7.39 8.86 7.27 7.86
Kukri_c19514_1602 3D 613.73 4.49 4.58 3.77 4.52 7.32 8.48 7.14 7.66
Excalibur_c15009_1082 3D 613.73 4.62 5.20 3.98 4.87 6.67 8.16 6.63 7.17
RAC875_c19233_256 3D 613.78 4.26 4.45 3.88 4.44 6.74 7.91 6.92 7.21
RAC875_c43838_146 3D 613.78 4.93 5.22 4.27 5.08 7.46 8.83 7.42 7.92
Excalibur_c56069_128 3D 613.78 4.32 4.66 3.74 4.48 6.67 7.98 6.63 7.11
RFL_Contig2432_953 3D 614.20 4.13 4.40 3.51 4.25 6.77 8.04 6.64 7.17
Kukri_c1458_1705 3D 614.20 5.31 5.20 4.39 5.24 7.98 9.01 7.71 8.26
BS00042131_51 3D 614.36 4.72 5.04 4.10 4.89 7.11 8.46 7.08 7.57
BS00078098_51 3D 614.36 5.28 5.29 4.52 5.31 3.93 4.50 3.88 4.12
D_GBF1XID02HLMWB_65 3D 614.63 4.84 4.79 3.97 4.79 3.89 4.43 3.74 4.03
Excalibur_c21265_461 3D 614.67 4.68 5.02 4.52 5.03 6.98 8.32 7.40 7.59
BS00070059_51 3D 614.69 4.23 4.52 4.03 4.51 6.41 7.63 6.75 6.95
BS00070060_51 3D 614.69 5.09 5.05 4.78 5.27 7.54 8.58 7.86 8.02

Qfcr.cau.4A Tdurum_contig75819_559 4A 712.86 3.02 – 3.48 3.30 4.62 – 5.48 5.08
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et al. 2022). In this study, we further investigated the appli-
ance of injection assay in GWAS analysis using 223 wheat 
accessions. Out of the 54 SNPs identified, 40 SNPs (74.07%) 
were repeatedly detected in all the three trials conducted 
(Fig. 2; Table 4). The DI values among the three trials were 
highly correlated (Table 2). Four Chinese wheat germplasms 
including Heng 4332, Luwanmai, Pingan 998 and Yannong 
24 showed similar resistance levels to FCR as the resistant 
control varieties 04zhong36 and CSCR6 (Table S3). These 
consistent results at phenotypic and genotypic level demon-
strated the potential value of our injection assay in further 
genetic analysis of FCR resistance.

Of the 10 QTLs represented by the 54 SNPs loci identi-
fied in the study, only three were located near known FCR 
loci. Qfcr.cau.5D, which were targeted by four SNPs located 
between 548.86 and 548.94 Mb on chromosome 5D, was 
close to the SNP locus at 546.92 Mb reported by Pariyar 
et al. (2020). Two SNPs associated with Qfcr.cau.3B at 
821.08 and 822.11 Mb were also located within the genomic 
region of Qcrs.cpi-3B from Spelt wheat CSCR6 reported by 
Ma et al. (2010). In addition to these known loci, the other 
seven loci on chromosomes 2B, 3A, 3D, 4A, 7A and 7B may 
be novel considering their long distances to the known FCR 
loci on same chromosomes (Table 4) (Bovill et al. 2006; 

Table 4   (continued)

QTL SNP Chr Position (Mb) -log10(P) PVE(%)

CRS1 CRS2 CRS3 BLUP CRS1 CRS2 CRS3 BLUP

Qfcr.cau.5D D_GCE8AKX02IXEFJ_281 5D 548.86 3.35 3.39 3.62 3.61 5.20 5.98 5.90 5.52

BS00022688_51 5D 548.87 3.27 3.35 3.73 3.70 4.98 5.78 5.85 5.67

RFL_Contig4176_605 5D 548.88 3.07 3.48 3.64 3.56 4.86 6.00 5.84 5.55

D_GDS7LZN02I3554_251 5D 548.94 3.20 3.51 3.87 3.61 4.98 6.02 6.04 5.67
Qfcr.cau.7A BS00069242_51 7A 32.62 3.91 – 3.08 3.28 5.72 – 5.43 5.37
Qfcr.cau.7B IAAV5530 7B 15.30 3.01 – 3.32 3.02 4.91 – 5.52 5.00

PVE, phenotypic variation explained; CRS1, average DI values in the first trial; CRS2, average DI values in the second trial; CRS3, average DI 
values in the third trial; BLUP, best linear unbiased predictions

Fig. 3   Effects of Qfcr.cau.3D-3 
in the ‘Doumai/Shi 4185’ and 
‘Linmai 2/Zhongmai 892’ 
populations. ‘Red’ and ‘blue’ 
represent groups with and 
without the resistant allele of 
the corresponding QTL. ***, 
significant at P < 0.001
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Poole et al. 2012; Martin et al. 2015; Jin et al. 2020; Pariyar 
et al. 2020; Rahman et al. 2020, 2021; Su et al. 2021; Hou 
et al. 2023). The high proportion of novel loci in the current 
analysis (70.00%) maybe due to the inoculation method. It 
was known that wheat resistance to Fusarium head blight, 
which was another important Fusarium disease in wheat, 
had two major resistance types including resistance to ini-
tial pathogen penetration (Type I) and resistance to spread 
of FHB symptoms (Type II) (Bai et al. 2018). In injection 
assay, the wound on the leaf sheath created during injection 
may help FCR pathogens to avoid the resistance mechanisms 
at the epidermal level (Lai et al. 2020; Li et al. 2022). The 
loci identified via this method may mainly confer resistance 
to spread of the pathogens on wheat stems, whereas those 
identified previously using seedling dip, stem droplet or 
colonized grains may confer resistance to initial pathogen 
penetration and spread of pathogens to various extent (Wil-
dermuth and McNamara 1994; Mitter et al. 2006; Li et al. 
2008; Yang et al. 2010, 2019). In line with this hypothesis, 
three partial resistant varieties including Sunco, CSCR6 and 
04zhong36, which all showed stable resistance to FCR using 
seedling dip or colonized grain methods, showed large varia-
tions in FCR reactions in injection assay. While CSCR6 and 
04zhong36 remained resistant with the DI values of 30.83 
and 33.33, the DI value of Sunco reached 56.67 (Ma et al. 
2010; Poole et al. 2012; Jin et al. 2020) (Table S1). Similar 
to this study, significant variations in FCR severity of some 
other resistant varieties inoculated with different methods 
were also reported (Erginbas-Orakci et al. 2018). Therefore, 
it is possible that genes identified by different inoculation 

methods may confer different types of resistance. Further 
gene mapping studies using same set of germplasms will 
help to confirm this hypothesis.

More than half of the SNPs (70.37%) identified in this 
study were clustered in a region of approximately 5.57 Mb 
on chromosome arm 3DL. The locus Qfcr.cau.3D-3 asso-
ciated with these 38 SNPs was consistently detected in 
three trials. A previous GWAS analysis also identified a 
SNP locus wsnp_Ex_c14027_21925404 in a similar region 
using 161 diverse international wheat genotypes (Pariyar 
et al. 2020). The significant amounts of SNPs associated 
with Qfcr.cau.3D-3 in this study and the repeatedly iden-
tification of this locus via spore suspension injection (this 
study) and colonized grains (Pariyar et al. 2020) indicated 
its potential value in FCR breeding program. In addition, it 
was known that several FCR QTLs have significant interac-
tions with their nearby PH or HD QTLs that also segregated 
in the same mapping populations (Wallwork et al. 2004; Li 
et al. 2009; Chen et al. 2013a, 2013b; Zheng et al. 2014). 
In current study, a total of five QTLs on chromosome 1B, 
2D, 3A, 4D and 5B were associated with PH (Table S5). 
Among these QTLs, Qph.cau.2D were located near Rht8 
which was a major gene controlling plant height (Chai et al. 
2022). Similarly, of the eight QTLs associated with HD, 
Qhd.cau.5A-2 was located near Vrn1 gene (Table S5) (Yan 
et al. 2003). Fortunately, none of these QTLs for PH and 
HD was on chromosome 3D, suggesting Qfcr.cau.3D-3 is a 
‘pure’ resistance locus independent from the effects of PH 
and HD (Table 4 and Table S5). On the other hand, as the 
effects and stability of loci identified from GWAS analysis 

Fig. 4   Relative expression level of eight selected genes located within 
the region of Qfcr.cau.3D-3. a TraesCS3D02G524700; b TraesC-
S3D02G527600; c TraesCS3D02G528300; d TraesCS3D02G535300; 
e TraesCS3D02G535700; f TraesCS3D02G541500; g TraesC-

S3D02G541600; h TraesCS3D02G544400. *, statistically significant 
at P < 0.05; **, statistically significant at P < 0.01; ***, statistically 
significant at P < 0.001; ns, not significant; Fp−, mock-inoculated 
control plants; Fp+, inoculated with Fusarium pseudograminearum 



	 Theoretical and Applied Genetics (2024) 137:4343  Page 10 of 13

usually need to be confirmed in bi-parental populations, we 
further validated Qfcr.cau.3D-3 in two RILs populations 
between four Chinese wheat varieties. The results showed 
that the presence of this locus could reduce FCR severity up 
to 21.55% (Fig. 3 and Table S7). Interestingly, collinearity 
analysis indicated that the collinear positions of sequences 
containing SNPs associated with two other FCR loci (Qfcr.
cau.3A and Qfcr.cau.3B) on chromosome 3D were within 
the regions of Qfcr.cau.3D-3 (Fig. S2). Similar results were 
obtained in previous QTL mapping studies, in which FCR 
loci located on chromosome 3BL in wheat and 3HL in bar-
ley were identified (Li et al. 2009; Ma et al. 2010; Liu et al. 
2011). It was likely that genes underlying the three loci on 
group 3 chromosomes in this study are homologous but fur-
ther experiments are required.

To further investigate the putative candidate genes for 
Qfcr.cau.3D-3, we investigated the expression levels of eight 
disease-related genes located within the genomic regions 
of this locus. The expressions of TraesCS3D02G524700 
encoding pathogenesis-related protein PR4 in Linmai 2 and 
Doumai were much higher than that of Zhongmai 892 and 
Shi 4185 at 72 hpi. A nearly 18-fold and 15-fold changes 
of this gene was induced by FCR in Doumai and Linmai 
2 at 72 hpi (Fig. 4). PR4 proteins were shown to inhibit 
the growth of Fusarium culmorum and Fusarium gramine-
arum (Caruso et al. 1993, 1996, 2001; Bertini et al. 2009). 
These two pathogens are also casual agents of FCR in wheat 
(Kazan and Gardiner 2018). These results suggested that 
TraesCS3D02G524700 is a strong candidate gene for the 
trait. However, the roles of other FCR induced genes includ-
ing TraesCS3D02G535700 and TraesCS3D02G541500 were 
also worth further investigations. The products of these two 
genes were also known to be related to disease resistance 
(Hall et al. 2009; Ao et al. 2014).

Conclusion

In this study, we characterized FCR resistance of 223 wheat 
germplasms using the spore suspension injection method. 
Four genotypes including Heng 4332, Luwanmai, Pingan 
998 and Yannong 24 with stable FCR seedling resistance 
were identified. GWAS analysis identified 54 SNPs associ-
ated with FCR resistance. Based on LD decay distance, these 
54 SNPS represented 10 putative QTLs which potentially 
confer resistance to the spread of FCR pathogen in wheat 
stems. Of these loci, Qfcr.cau.3D-3, which was targeted by 
38 SNPs clustered within a region of approximately 5.57 Mb 
(609.12–614.69 Mb), could reduce up to 21.55% of disease 
severity in different genetic backgrounds. qRT-PCR analy-
sis confirmed the involvement of several genes inside the 
region of Qfcr.cau.3D-3 for FCR resistance. Interestingly, 
the collinear regions of other two FCR loci (Qfcr.cau.3A and 

Qfcr.cau.3B) on chromosome 3D were within the regions of 
Qfcr.cau.3D-3, suggesting that genes underlying these three 
loci may be homologous. Our results provide useful genetic 
resources for further improvement of FCR resistance in the 
breeding programs and insights on cloning the casual genes 
underly the Qfcr.cau.3D-3 locus.

Author Contribution statement

JM and JL designed the research and drafted the manuscript; 
JL performed experiments and conducted data analysis; JL, 
SZ, XX, YS, JY, YG and JY performed phenotypic evalu-
ation; ZZ, BL, QS, CX, JL and JM revised the manuscript. 
All authors have read and approved the final manuscript.

Supplementary Information  The online version contains supplemen-
tary material available at https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00122-​024-​04553-9.

Acknowledgements  We thank Dr. Xianchun Xia from Chinese Acad-
emy of Agricultural Sciences for providing the seeds of two RILs popu-
lations of Doumai/Shi 4185 and Linmai 2/Zhongmai 892.

Funding  This work was supported by National Key Research and 
Development Program of China (2023YFD2301500).

Data availability  The datasets used in the current study are available 
from the corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors declare that they have no conflict of 
interest.

Ethical standards  The experiments were performed in compliance with 
the current laws of China.

References

Alahmad S, Kang YC, Dinglasan E, Mazzucotelli E, Voss-Fels KP, 
Able JA, Christopher J, Bassi FM, Hickey LT (2020) Adaptive 
traits to improve durum wheat yield in drought and crown rot 
environments. Int J Mol Sci 21:5260

Ao Y, Li ZQ, Feng DR, Xiong F, Liu J, Li JF, Wang ML, Wang JF, Liu 
B, Wang HB (2014) OsCERK1 and OsRLCK176 play important 
roles in peptidoglycan and chitin signaling in rice innate immu-
nity. Plant J 80:1072–1084

Bai GH, Su ZQ, Cai J (2018) Wheat resistance to Fusarium head blight. 
Can J Plant Pathol 40:336–346

Bertini L, Caporale C, Testa M, Proietti S, Caruso C (2009) Structural 
basis of the antifungal activity of wheat PR4 proteins. FEBS Lett 
583:2865–2871

Bhatta M, Morgounov A, Belamkar V, Wegulo SN, Dababat AA, 
Erginbas-Orakci G, Bouhssini ME, Gautam P, Poland J, Akci N, 
Demir L, Wanyera R, Baenziger PS (2019) Genome-wide associa-
tion study for multiple biotic stress resistance in synthetic hexa-
ploid wheat. Int J Mol Sci 20:3667

Bovill WD, Ma W, Ritter K, Collard BCY, Davis M, Wildermuth 
GB, Sutherland MW (2006) Identification of novel QTL for 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00122-024-04553-9


Theoretical and Applied Genetics (2024) 137:43	 Page 11 of 13  43

resistance to crown rot in the doubled haploid wheat population 
‘W21MMT70’ x ‘Mendos.’ Plant Breed 125:538–543

Bovill WD, Horne M, Herde D, Davis M, Wildermuth GB, Suther-
land MW (2010) Pyramiding QTL increases seedling resistance 
to crown rot (Fusarium pseudograminearum) of wheat (Triticum 
aestivum). Theor Appl Genet 121:127–136

Bradbury PJ, Zhang ZW, Kroon DE, Casstevens TM, Ramdoss Y, 
Buckler ES (2007) TASSEL: software for association mapping of 
complex traits in diverse samples. Bioinformatics 23:2633–2635

Burgess LW, Wearing AH, Toussoun TA (1975) Surveys of Fusaria 
associated with crown rot of wheat in eastern Australia. Aust J 
Agr Res 26:791–799

Burgess LW, Backhouse D, Summerell BA, Swan LJ (2001) Crown rot 
in wheat-Chapter 20. In: Summerell BA, Leslie JF, Backhouse D, 
Bryden WL, Burgess LW (eds) Fusarium-Paul E nelson memorial 
symposium. APS Press, The American Phytopathological Society, 
St Paul

Burgess LW (2005) Intermediate hosts and the management of crown 
rot and head blight. In: Annual report of GRDC strategic initiative 
on crown rot, common root rot and Fusarium head blight. Grains 
Research and Development Corporation, Kingston, pp 34–36

Caruso C, Caporale C, Poerio E, Facchiano A, Buonocore V (1993) 
The amino acid sequence of a protein from wheat kernel closely 
related to proteins involved in mechanisms of plant defence. J 
Protein Chem 12:379–386

Caruso C, Caporale C, Chilosi G, Vacca F, Bertini L, Magro P, Poerio 
E, Buonocore V (1996) Structural and antifungal properties of a 
pathogenesis-related protein from wheat kernel. J Protein Chem 
15:35–44

Caruso C, Nobile M, Leonardi L, Bertini L, Buonocore V, Caporale 
C (2001) Isolation and amino acid sequence of two new PR-4 
proteins from wheat. J Protein Chem 20:327–335

Chai LL, Xin MM, Dong CQ, Chen ZY, Zhai HJ, Zhuang JH, Cheng 
XJ, Wang NJ, Geng J, Wang XB, Bian RL, Yao YY, Guo WL, 
Hu ZR, Peng HR, Bai GH, Sun QX, Su ZQ, Liu J, Ni ZF (2022) 
A natural variation in Ribonuclease H-like gene underlies Rht8 to 
confer “Green Revolution” trait in wheat. Mol Plant 15:377–380

Chakraborty S, Liu CJ, Mitter V, Scott JB, Akinsanmi OA, Ali S, 
Dill-Macky R, Nicol J, Backhouse D, Simpfendorfer S (2006) 
Pathogen population structure and epidemiology are keys to wheat 
crown rot and Fusarium head blight management. Australas Plant 
Path 35:643–655

Chen GD, Liu YX, Ma J, Zheng Z, Wei YM, McIntyre CL, Zheng 
YL, Liu CJ (2013) A novel and major quantitative trait locus for 
Fusarium crown rot resistance in a genotype of wild barley (Hor-
deum spontaneum L.). PLOS ONE 8:e58040

Chen GD, Liu YX, Wei YM, McIntyre CL, Zhou MX, Zheng YL, Liu 
CJ (2013b) Major QTL for Fusarium crown rot resistance in a 
barley landrace. Theor Appl Genet 126:2511–2520

Chen YM, Song WJ, Xie XM, Wang ZH, Guan PF, Peng HR, Jiao 
YN, Ni ZF, Sun QX, Guo WL (2020) A collinearity-incorporating 
homology inference strategy for connecting emerging assemblies 
in Triticeae Tribe as a pilot practice in the plant pangenomic era. 
Mol Plant 13:1694–1708

Collard BCY, Grams RA, Bovill WD, Percy CD, Jolley R, Lehmen-
siek A, Wildermuth G, Sutherland MW (2005) Development of 
molecular markers for crown rot resistance in wheat: mapping 
of QTLs for seedling resistance in a “2-49” x “Janz” population. 
Plant Breed 124:532–537

Collard BCY, Jolley R, Bovill WD, Grams RA, Wildermuth GB, 
Sutherland MW (2006) Confirmation of QTL mapping and 
marker validation for partial seedling resistance to crown rot in 
wheat line ‘2-49.’ Aust J Agric Res 57:967–973

Earl DA, vonHoldt BM (2011) STRU​CTU​RE HARVESTER, a website 
and program for visualizing STRU​CTU​RE output and implement-
ing the Evanno method. Conserv Genet Resour 4:359–361

Erginbas-Orakci G, Sehgal D, Sohail Q, Ogbonnaya F, Dreisigacker 
S, Pariyar SR, Dababat AA (2018) Identification of novel quan-
titative trait loci linked to crown rot resistance in spring wheat. 
Int J Mol Sci 19:2666

Evanno G, Regnaut S, Goudet J (2005) Detecting the number of clus-
ters of individuals using the software STRU​CTU​RE: a simula-
tion study. Mol Ecol 14:2611–2620

Gao YT, Tian XJ, Wang WD, Xu XX, Su YQ, Yang JT, Duan 
SN, Li JL, Xin MM, Peng HR, Sun QX, Xie CJ, Ma J (2023) 
Changes in concentrations and transcripts of plant hormones in 
wheat seedling roots in response to Fusarium crown rot. Crop 
J 11:1441–1450

Hall SA, Allen RL, Baumber RE, Baxter LA, Fisher K, Bittner-
Eddy PD, Rose LE, Holub EB, Beynon JL (2009) Maintenance 
of genetic variation in plants and pathogens involves com-
plex networks of gene-for-gene interactions. Mol Plant Pathol 
10:449–457

Hou S, Lin Y, Yu SF, Yan N, Chen H, Shi HR, Li CX, Wang ZQ, 
Liu YX (2023) Genome-wide association analysis of Fusarium 
crown rot resistance in Chinese wheat landraces. Theor Appl 
Genet 136:101

Jansen C, von Wettstein D, Schäfer W, Kogel KH, Felk A, Maier FJ 
(2005) Infection patterns in barley and wheat spikes inoculated 
with wild-type and trichodiene synthase gene disrupted Fusar-
ium graminearum. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 102:16892–16897

Jin JJ, Duan SN, Qi YZ, Yan SH, Li W, Li BY, Xie CJ, Zhen WC, 
Ma J (2020) Identification of a novel genomic region associated 
with resistance to Fusarium crown rot in wheat. Theor Appl 
Genet 133:2063–2073

Kazan K, Gardiner DM (2018) Fusarium crown rot caused by Fusar-
ium pseudograminearum in cereal crops: recent progress and 
future prospects. Mol Plant Pathol 19:1547–1562

Kumar S, Stecher G, Tamura K (2016) MEGA7: molecular evolu-
tionary genetics analysis version 7.0 for bigger datasets. Mol 
Biol Evol 33:1870–1874

Laasli SE, Imren M, Özer G, Mokrini F, Lahlali R, Bert W, Morgou-
nov A, Erginbas-Orakci G, Dababat AA (2022) Interaction of 
root-lesion nematode (Pratylenchus thornei) and crown rot 
fungus (Fusarium culmorum) associated with spring wheat 
resistance under simulated field conditions. Phytoparasitica 
50:789–809

Lai X, Qi A, Liu Y, Mendoza LEDR, Liu Z, Khan MFR (2020) Eval-
uating inoculation methods to infect sugar beet with Fusarium 
oxysporum f. betae and F. secorum. Plant Dis 104:1312–1317

Li XM, Liu CJ, Chakraborty S, Manners JM, Kazan K (2008) A simple 
method for the assessment of crown rot disease severity in wheat 
seedlings inoculated with Fusarium pseudograminearum. J Phy-
topathol 156:751–754

Li HB, Zhou MX, Liu CJ (2009) A major QTL conferring crown rot 
resistance in barley and its association with plant height. Theor 
Appl Genet 118:903–910

Li HB, Xie GQ, Ma J, Liu GR, Wen SM, Ban T, Chakraborty S, Liu 
CJ (2010) Genetic relationships between resistances to Fusarium 
head blight and crown rot in bread wheat (Triticum aestivum L.). 
Theor Appl Genet 121:941–950

Li JL, Xu XR, Ma YL, Sun QX, Xie CJ, Ma J (2022) An improved 
inoculation method to detect wheat and barley genotypes for 
resistance to Fusarium crown rot. Plant Dis 106:1122–1127

Li JL, Xin X, Sun FY, Zhu ZZ, Xu XR, Yang JT, Xie XM, Yu JZ, Wang 
XB, Li S, Tian SL, Li BY, Xie CJ, Ma J (2023a) Copy number 
variation of B1 controls awn length in wheat. Crop J 11:817–824

Li QY, Hao XP, Guo ZF, Qu KF, Gao MS, Song GL, Yin Z, Yuan YH, 
Dong CH, Niu JS, Yin GH (2023b) Screening and resistance loci 
identification of mutant fcrZ22 resistant to crown rot caused by 
Fusarium pseudograminearum. Plant Dis. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1094/​
PDIS-​06-​23-​1195-​RE

https://doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-06-23-1195-RE
https://doi.org/10.1094/PDIS-06-23-1195-RE


	 Theoretical and Applied Genetics (2024) 137:4343  Page 12 of 13

Lin Y, Wang Q, Chen H, Yan N, Wu FK, Wang ZQ, Li CX, Liu YX 
(2022) Genome-wide association mapping of Fusarium crown 
rot resistance in Aegilops tauschii. Front Plant Sci 13:998622

Lipka AE, Tian F, Wang QS, Peiffer J, Li M, Bradbury PJ, Gore MA, 
Buckler ES, Zhang ZW (2012) GAPIT: genome association and 
prediction integrated tool. Bioinformatics 28:2397–2399

Liu CJ, Ogbonnaya FC (2015) Resistance to Fusarium crown rot in 
wheat and barley: a review. Plant Breed 134:365–372

Liu CJ, Ma J, Li HB, Liu YX, Liu GR, Wen SM, Zhou MX, Yan GJ, 
Chakraborty S (2011) The homoeologous regions on long arms 
of group 3 chromosomes in wheat and barley harbour major 
crown rot resistance loci. Czech J Genet Plant 47:S109–S114

Livak KJ, Schmittgen TD (2001) Analysis of relative gene expression 
data using real-time quantitative PCR and the 2 (-Delta Delta 
C(T)) method. Methods 25:402–408

Lou HY, Zhang RQ, Liu YT, Guo DD, Zhai SS, Chen AY, Zhang 
YF, Xie CJ, You MS, Peng HR, Liang RQ, Ni ZF, Sun QX, Li 
BY (2021) Genome-wide association study of six quality-related 
traits in common wheat (Triticum aestivum L.) under two sow-
ing conditions. Theor Appl Genet 134:399–418

Ma J, Li HB, Zhang CY, Yang XM, Liu YX, Yan GJ, Liu CJ 
(2010) Identification and validation of a major QTL confer-
ring crown rot resistance in hexaploid wheat. Theor Appl Genet 
120:1119–1128

Ma SW, Wang M, Wu JH, Guo WL, Chen YM, Li GW, Wang YP, Shi 
WM, Xia GM, Fu DL, Kang ZS, Ni F (2021) WheatOmics: a 
platform combining multiple omics data to accelerate functional 
genomics studies in wheat. Mol Plant 14:19565–21968

Maguire TL, Collins GG, Sedgley M (1994) A modified CTAB DNA 
extraction procedure for plants belonging to the family pro-
teaceae. Plant Mol Biol Rep 12:106–109

Malosetti M, Zwep LB, Forrest K, van Eeuwijk FA, Dieters M (2021) 
Lessons from a GWAS study of a wheat pre-breeding program: 
pyramiding resistance alleles to Fusarium crown rot. Theor 
Appl Genet 134:897–908

Martin A, Bovill WD, Percy CD, Herde D, Fletcher S, Kelly A, 
Neate SM, Sutherland MW (2015) Markers for seedling and 
adult plant crown rot resistance in four partially resistant bread 
wheat sources. Theor Appl Genet 128:377–385

Mitter V, Zhang MC, Liu CJ, Ghosh R, Ghosh M, Chakraborty S 
(2006) A high-throughput glasshouse bioassay to detect crown 
rot resistance in wheat germplasm. Plant Pathol 55:433–441

Mudge AM, Dill-Macky R, Dong YH, Gardiner DM, White RG, 
Manners JM (2006) A role for the mycotoxin deoxynivalenol 
in stem colonisation during crown rot disease of wheat caused 
by Fusarium graminearum and Fusarium pseudograminearum. 
Physiol Mol Plant 69:73–85

Nicol JM, Bolat N, Bagci A, Trethowan RT, William M, Hekimhan 
H, Yildirim AF, Sahin E, Eleckcioglu H, Toktay H, Tunali B, 
Hede A, Taner S, Braun HJ, Van Ginkel M, Keser M, Arisoy 
Z, Yorgancilar A, Tulek A, Erdurmus D, Buyuk O, Aydogdu M 
(2007) The international breeding strategy for the incorporation 
of resistance in bread wheat against the soil-borne pathogens 
(dryland root rot and cyst and lesion cereal nematodes) using 
conventional and molecular tools. In: Buck HT et al (eds) Wheat 
production in stressed environments. Springer, Dordrecht, pp 
125–137

Pariyar SR, Erginbas-Orakci G, Dadshani S, Chijioke OB, Léon J, 
Dababat AA, Grundler FMW (2020) Dissecting the genetic 
complexity of Fusarium crown rot resistance in wheat. Sci Rep 
10:3200

Poole GJ, Smiley RW, Paulitz TC, Walker CA, Carter AH, See DR, 
Garland-Campbell K (2012) Identification of quantitative trait 
loci (QTL) for resistance to Fusarium crown rot (Fusarium pseu-
dograminearum) in multiple assay environments in the Pacific 
Northwestern US. Theor Appl Genet 125:91–107

Rahman M, Davies P, Bansal U, Pasam R, Hayden M, Trethowan R 
(2020) Marker-assisted recurrent selection improves the crown rot 
resistance of bread wheat. Mol Breed 40:28

Rahman MM, Davies P, Bansal U, Pasam R, Hayden M, Trethowan R 
(2021) Relationship between resistance and tolerance of crown rot 
in bread wheat. Field Crop Res 265:108106

Shi SD, Zhao JC, Pu LF, Sun DJ, Han DJ, Li CL, Feng XJ, Fan DS, 
Hu XP (2020) Identification of new sources of resistance to crown 
rot and Fusarium head blight in wheat. Plant Dis 104:1979–1985

Smiley RW, Gourlie JA, Easley SA, Patterson LM, Whittaker RG 
(2005) Crop damage estimates for crown rot of wheat and barley 
in the Pacific Northwest. Plant Dis 89:595–604

Sohail Q, Erginbas-Orakci G, Ozdemir F, Jighly A, Dreisigacker S, 
Bektas H, Birisik N, Ozkan H, Dababat AA (2022) Genome-wide 
association study of root-lesion nematodes pratylenchus species 
and crown rot Fusarium culmorum in bread wheat. Life (Basel) 
12:372

Su J, Zhao JJ, Zhao SQ, Li MY, Pang SY, Kang ZS, Zhen WC, Chen 
SS, Chen F, Wang XD (2021) Genetics of resistance to common 
root rot (spot blotch), Fusarium crown rot, and sharp eyespot in 
wheat. Front Genet 12:699342

VanRaden PM (2008) Efficient methods to compute genomic predic-
tions. J Dairy Sci 91:4414–4423

Wallwork H, Butt M, Cheong JPE, Williams KJ (2004) Resistance to 
crown rot in wheat identified through an improved method for 
screening adult plants. Australas Plant Path 33:1–7

Wang XB, Guan PF, Xin MM, Wang YF, Chen XY, Zhao AJ, Liu 
MS, Li HX, Zhang MY, Lu LH, Zhang JB, Ni ZF, Yao YY, Hu 
ZR, Peng HR, Sun QX (2021) Genome-wide association study 
identifies QTL for thousand grain weight in winter wheat under 
normal- and late-sown stressed environments. Theor Appl Genet 
134:143–157

Wildermuth GB, McNamara RB (1994) Testing wheat seedlings for 
resistance to crown rot caused by Fusarium graminearum group 
1. Plant Dis 78:949–953

Wildermuth GB, McNamara RB, Quick JS (2001) Crown depth and 
susceptibility to crown rot in wheat. Euphytica 122:397–405

Yan L, Loukoianov A, Tranquilli G, Helguera M, Fahima T, Dubcovsky 
J (2003) Positional cloning of the wheat vernalization gene VRN1. 
Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 100:6263–6268

Yang XM, Ma J, Li HB, Ma HX, Yao JB, Liu CJ (2010) Different genes 
can be responsible for crown rot resistance at different develop-
mental stages of wheat and barley. Eur J Plant Pathol 128:495–502

Yang Y, He XL, Hu YF, Hou Y, Niu YJ, Dai JL, Yuan HX, Li HL 
(2015) Resistance of wheat cultivars in Huang-Huai region of 
China to crown rot caused by Fusarium pseudograminearum. J 
Triticeae Crops 35:339–345

Yang X, Pan YB, Singh PK, He XY, Ren Y, Zhao L, Zhang N, Cheng 
SH, Chen F (2019) Investigation and genome-wide association 
study for Fusarium crown rot resistance in Chinese common 
wheat. BMC Plant Biol 19:153

Yu JM, Pressoir G, Briggs WH, Bi IV, Yamasaki M, Doebley JF, 
McMullen MD, Gaut BS, Nielsen DM, Holland JB, Kresovich S, 
Buckler ES (2006) A unified mixed-model method for associa-
tion mapping that accounts for multiple levels of relatedness. Nat 
Genet 38:203–208

Zhang ZW, Ersoz E, Lai CQ, Todhunter RJ, Tiwari HK, Gore MA, 
Bradbury PJ, Yu JM, Arnett DK, Ordovas JM, Buckler ES (2010) 
Mixed linear model approach adapted for genome-wide associa-
tion studies. Nat Genet 42:355–360

Zhang XX, Sun HY, Shen CM, Li W, Yu HS, Chen HG (2015) Survey 
of Fusarium spp. causing wheat crown rot in major winter wheat 
growing regions of China. Plant Dis 99:1610–1615

Zheng Z, Kilian A, Yan GJ, Liu CJ (2014) QTL conferring Fusarium 
crown rot resistance in the elite bread wheat variety EGA Wylie. 
PLoS ONE 9:e96011



Theoretical and Applied Genetics (2024) 137:43	 Page 13 of 13  43

Zhou X, Stephens M (2012) Genome-wide efficient mixed-model 
analysis for association studies. Nat Genet 44:821–824

Publisher's Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor (e.g. a society or other partner) holds 
exclusive rights to this article under a publishing agreement with the 
author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author self-archiving of the accepted 
manuscript version of this article is solely governed by the terms of 
such publishing agreement and applicable law.


	Dissecting the genetic basis of Fusarium crown rot resistance in wheat by genome wide association study
	Abstract
	Key message 
	Abstract 

	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Plant materials
	Seeding disease assessment
	Genome wide association analysis
	Validation in two recombinant inbred line populations
	Candidate gene analysis

	Results
	Phenotypic data analysis
	SNP marker statistics
	Loci associated with FCR resistance, PH and HD
	Validation of Qfcr.cau.3D-3
	Putative candidate genes for Qfcr.cau.3D-3 on chromosome 3DL

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Author Contribution statement
	Acknowledgements 
	References




