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Abstract: In order to study the correlation between plant height and Fusarium head blight (FHB) of wheat, the correlation
between FHB and plant height of 16 wheat varieties (lines) in the Longnan regional experiment and production experiment of Gansu
Province was studied under natural disease conditions with Lantian 33 as control. The results showed that the plant height had a great
influence on the FHB resistance. The higher the plant was, the stronger the resistance was. Although the plant height of Lantian 48 was

lower, the resistance was also stronger.
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