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Objectives 

 
To evaluate the performance of wheat, barley, oat and canola lines at ten FAR Crop Technology 

Centres, Gnarwarre VIC, Yarrawonga VIC, Millicent SA, Bordertown SA, Wallendbeen NSW, Daysdale 

NSW, Esperance WA, Scaddan WA, Frankland River WA & Hagley TAS. 

In these GEN trials FAR Australia provides control varieties, and the breeders enter their material 

under their own variety names, codes or under a FAR code. We would like to acknowledge the funding 

support of AGF Seeds, AGT, BASF, Intergrain, KWS, LongReach, Pacific Seeds and RAGT with the entries 

made into the 2025 GEN trials network. 

This final report covers canopy assessment data, disease assessment data, yield and quality versus 

FAR control cultivars. The report also carries details of fungicide program applied and the dates when 

products were applied along with nutrition details. 

The following organisations contributed entries to the 2025 Germplasm Evaluation Network (GEN) 
 

   

   

  
 

±ŀǊƛŜǘƛŜǎ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ tƭŀƴǘ .ǊŜŜŘŜǊΩǎ wƛƎƘǘǎ όt.wύ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜ ƻŦ ǇǊƛƴǘƛƴƎΦ All material published 

in this publication is copyright protected and may not be reproduced in any form without written 

permission from FAR Australia. 

These results are offered by Field Applied Research (FAR) Australia solely to provide information. 

While all due care has been taken in compiling the information FAR Australia and employees take no 

responsibility for any person relying on the information and disclaims all liability for any errors or 

omissions in the publication. 

Values in tables and figures with different letters are statistically different. Non-significant LSD figures 
ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅŜŘ ŀǎ ΨƴǎΩΦ 
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National Yield Results 2025 

Wheat ς Longer Season Environments (Earlier Sowing) 

Table 1: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for wheat varieties tested in longer 

season environments in 2025 - untreated and plus fungicides. 
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! b{² ¢!{ ±L/ {! b{² ¢!{ 

!ƴŀǇǳǊƴŀ όǿύ π π π мнф όмнфύ π π π мос όмосύ 

.ƛƎwŜŘ όǿύ млу ммф фр мон ммо ммт мнф млт мпт мнр 

.ǊƛƎƘǘƻƴ όǿύ фр см ммт млр фп млл фл мму ммо млр 

DŜƴƛŜ όǎύ π ул π π όулύ π млс π π όмлсύ 

wD¢ !ŎŎǊƻŎ όǿύ мло фл ср ту уп ммн мнл фр мнн ммн 

wD¢ /ŜǎŀǊƛƻ όǿύ фл мнн тл тн уу фр мор фн ус млн 

!DC²Iлмлнн млл ммм ммм π όмлтύ млф ммс мнм π όммрύ 

!DC²I²²н όǿύ млс мом π мрм όмнфύ ммс моф π мпт όмопύ 

[ƻƴƎŦƻǊŘ όǿύ уф мнт π мпн όммфύ фу мон π мпо όмнпύ 

¢ǊƛǇƭŜ н ό!DC²Iлмлнннύ όǿύ фр мор мнм π όммтύ млм мот мон π όмноύ 

!D¢ wƛƻ ό±мрлмфπууύ όǎύ π уф π π όуфύ π мло π π όмлоύ 

aŀƳƳƻǘƘ όLD²стррύ όǎύ фу π π π όфуύ ммн π π π όммнύ 

[wt. aŀƧƻǊ όǎύ π π млс π όмлсύ π π ммт π όммтύ 

tŀŎƪŜǊ όǎύ ур π ур π όурύ фо π ммн π όмлоύ 

aƻǿƘŀǿƪ όǿύ π π ур π όурύ π π мнм π όмнмύ 

мсvнIломл π π сп нт όпрύ π π ммф пф όупύ 

мфvоIлпфф π π сн оо όпуύ π π мнн ст όфпύ 

wD¢ aŀǊǎƘ 
όIмсvоȄлоосΦ{/Lπлфт5ύόǎύ 

π π сп оп όпфύ π π ммо пл όттύ 

wD¢ tƻƴǎŦƻǊŘ όǎύ π π ст ор όрмύ π π ммс рс όусύ 

wD¢ ²ŀǳƎƘ όǿύ фм ммс фп моф ммл фн мнм млн моф ммп 

wD¢ 9ƴŜōǊƻ όw² тмслуύ όǿύ фс ммн млл мос ммм фу ммф млф мпм ммт 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ тΦпр тΦср рΦфп уΦфф  уΦло уΦрт тΦто млΦнт  

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat. 
*Partial sets are means with different sites compared.  



10 
 

Table 2: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for wheat varieties tested in longer 

season environments in 2024 that were also tested in 2025 - untreated and plus fungicides. 
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! b{² ¢!{ ±L/ {! b{² ¢!{ 

.ƛƎwŜŘ όǿύ ммф млу ммм млр ммм млф млс млм млф млс 

wD¢ /ŜǎŀǊƛƻ όǿύ фо млт тр рф уп млу млп фр со фо 

wD¢ !ŎŎǊƻŎ όǿύ мнм млс млп рп фс ммл млм фп рф фм 

!DC²I²²н όǿύ ммс ммо млт мон ммт млф ммр мло моо ммр 
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.ǊƛƎƘǘƻƴ όǿύ млн фм млм π όфуύ фс уп фр π όфнύ 

[ƻƴƎŦƻǊŘ όǿύ млр мму π мнф όммтύ млр ммм π мнт όммпύ 

{ǘƻŎƪŀŘŜ όǎύ уф млт ммт π όмлпύ ут млт млр π όмллύ 

aŀƳƳƻǘƘ όǎύ фн тр π π όупύ ммл фт π π όмлпύ 

wD¢ ²ŀǳƎƘ όǿύ π π π мну όмнуύ π π π мнп όмнпύ 

!ƴŀǇǳǊƴŀ όǿύ π π π мнр όмнрύ π π π мму όммуύ 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ пΦмм сΦмс тΦоу фΦлу  пΦпм сΦсо уΦпм фΦпт  

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat. 

*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Wheat ς Shorter season environments ς (Later Sowings ς Untreated) 

Table 3: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for wheat varieties tested in shorter 

season environments in 2025 ς untreated.  
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wD¢ 9ƴŜōǊƻ όw² тмслуύ όǿύ π π π π π фс тр ст тр όтфύ 

w² тмумм π π π π π фт π π π όфтύ 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ тΦпр рΦтр пΦсм сΦфр нΦфп пΦрф рΦнл пΦрф пΦмм  

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat. 
*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Table 4: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for wheat varieties tested in shorter 

season environments in 2024 that were also tested in 2025 - untreated.  
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! {! ²! ²! ²! ²!  

.ǊƛƎƘǘƻƴ όǿύ мму ммл π фф фу ус π όмлнύ 

DŜƴƛŜ όǎύ мло ун млм млу π фт фл όфтύ 

[wt. aŀǘŀŘƻǊ όǎύ млм тр ммн фф π млф млу όмлмύ 

wƻŎƪ{ǘŀǊ όǎύ фл тм млм млр π млр фу όфрύ 

{ŎŜǇǘŜǊ όǎύ тт тл фм фс π млу млп όфмύ 

¢ǊƛǇƭŜ н ό!DC²Iлмлнннύ όǿύ мнт мпл π фф π π π όмннύ 

!D¢ wƛƻ ό±мрлмфπууύ όǎύ ммт ут ммм млф π млф мло όмлсύ 

aŀƳƳƻǘƘ όLD²стррύ όǎύ уф фл π млр фп тф π όфмύ 

.ƻŀ ό[t.мфπулорύ όǎύ ур π млм π π π π όфоύ 

[wt. ±ƻǊǘŜȄ όǎύ π π π фу π ммф млт όмлуύ 

aƻǿƘŀǿƪ όǿύ π π π фс мло π π όмллύ 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ рΦму рΦлс оΦсн пΦтр оΦмт оΦрс пΦмр  

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat. 
*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Wheat ς Shorter Season Environments ς (Later Sowings - Plus Fungicides) 

Table 5: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for wheat varieties tested in shorter 

season environments in 2025 - plus fungicides.  
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ ±L/ {! {! b{² ²! ²! ²! ²! 

.ŜŀǳŦƻǊǘ όǎύ фф π π π π π π π π όффύ 

.ǊƛƎƘǘƻƴ όǿύ π π π π π млл ут π π όфоύ 

DŜƴƛŜ όǎύ млр млн π млм ут π π мло ммл όмлмύ 

aŀǘŀŘƻǊ όǎύ млу млн ут млу млн π π млт фл όмллύ 

wƻŎƪǎǘŀǊ όǎύ млу млп фу млт ммо π π млс млф όмлсύ 

{ŎŜǇǘŜǊ όǎύ фс млс уо мло млт π π млм ут όфуύ 

¢ǊƛǇƭŜ н ό!DC²Iлмлнннύ όǿύ млт млл π π фу π π π π όмлнύ 

!D¢ wƛƻ ό±мрлмфπууύ όǎύ млт фу π ммл млр π π млс млф όмлсύ 

IŀƳŜƭƛƴ ό²!D¢ммрфύ όǎύ π π π π π фу мнн млр мнл όмммύ 

.ǊǳƳōȅ όǎύ π π π π π фр π млр мнр όмлуύ 

aǳǊǊŀȅ όLD²суфрύ όǎύ π π π ммм ммм π π млт π όммлύ 

LD²сфрр π π π млу млу π π млт π όмлтύ 

5ŀƭŜ όLD²сффоύ όǎύ π π π π π мло π ммс мло όмлтύ 

LD²унпт π π π π π ммл π π π όммлύ 

aŀƳƳƻǘƘ όLD²стррύ όǎύ π фт π π π млр уу π π όфтύ 

.ƻŀ ό[t.мфπулорύ όǎύ π фф π ммм фу π π π π όмлоύ 

[t.нлπумср π млт π млф млу π π π π όмлуύ 

[wt. aŀƧƻǊ όǎύ π фу π π фо π π π π όфрύ 

[wt. ±ƻǊǘŜȄ όǎύ π π π π π ммл ммф мнм π όммтύ 

tŀŎƪŜǊ όǎύ π млн π млн млл π π π π όмлмύ 

aƻǿƘŀǿƪ όǿύ млр фм π млн ус млу фн π π όфтύ 

мсvнIломл фф фп тр π фу π π π π όфмύ 

мфvоIлофо π фс π млу уу π π π π όфуύ 

мфvоIлпфф млр мло ун ммр млп π π π π όмлнύ 

wD¢ aŀǊǎƘ 
όIмсvоȄлоосΦ{/Lπлфт5ύ όǎύ 

фо млп уп млр ммо π π ммн фр όмлмύ 

ILтvоȄлмрл{/Lлπлтс5 π π π π π π ммр млу ур όмлнύ 

wD¢ tƻƴǎŦƻǊŘ όǎύ млу млм млл млр млл млу мму млр млп όмлрύ 

wD¢ ²ŀǳƎƘ όǿύ π π π π π ур π π π όурύ 

wD¢ 9ƴŜōǊƻ όw² тмслуύ όǿύ π π π π π млу то уп тс όурύ 

w² тмумм π π π π π фф π π π όффύ 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ тΦфс рΦтф сΦмс уΦлл оΦлл пΦун рΦоу рΦму пΦнл  

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat. 
*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Table 6: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for wheat varieties tested in shorter 

season environments in 2024 that were also tested in 2025 - plus fungicides.  
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! {! ²! ²! ²! ²! 

.ǊƛƎƘǘƻƴ όǿύ млр фу π млн фу уп π όфтύ 

DŜƴƛŜ όǎύ ммо фм млр млм π фс фл όффύ 

[wt. aŀǘŀŘƻǊ όǎύ млр π млр фт π ммр млр όмлрύ 

wƻŎƪ{ǘŀǊ όǎύ фу ту фу ммл π млп млл όфуύ 

{ŎŜǇǘŜǊ όǎύ фп тр фп фс π млп млт όфрύ 

¢ǊƛǇƭŜ н ό!DC²Iлмлнннύ όǿύ млр мно π фн π π π όмлтύ 

!D¢ wƛƻ ό±мрлмфπууύ όǎύ ммп уо ммл млт π млу млн όмлпύ 

aŀƳƳƻǘƘ όLD²стррύ όǎύ млл ммр π млр млн уо π όмлмύ 

.ƻŀ ό[t.мфπулорύ όǎύ фу π млм π π π π όмллύ 

[wt. ±ƻǊǘŜȄ όǎύ π π π млт π мнм млс όмммύ 

aƻǿƘŀǿƪ όǿύ π π π фт фп π π όфсύ 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ пΦнп рΦсл рΦпу пΦтр оΦнф оΦсу пΦпт  

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat. 
*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Barley - Longer Season Environments (Earlier Sowing) 

Table 7: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for barley varieties tested in longer 

season environments in 2025- untreated and plus fungicides. 
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! ±L/ {! 

aƛƴƻǘŀǳǊ όǎύ фр рф тт млс мнр ммс 

bŜƻ /[ όǎύ ммп сн уу мно мон мнт 

wD¢ tƭŀƴŜǘ όǎύ уп ул ун фф мол ммп 

DǊŜǘŎƘŜƴ ό!DC.!лнмлннύ όǎύ фт фо фр млт мнн ммр 

Y²{ ¢Ƙŀƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмлнрύ όǎύ ум π όумύ фт π όфтύ 

Y²{ ²ƛƭƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмннрύ όǎύ фс π όфсύ млт π όмлтύ 

CŀƴŘŀƎŀ όǎύ мло π όмлоύ ммо π όммоύ 

!D¢ .ǳƴȅƛǇ ό!D¢.лролύ όǎύ фп ст ум мло мму ммл 

CƛǊŜŦƻȄȄ όǎύ фф тт уу млс млф млу 

9ƳōŜǊ όLD.нммолύ όǎύ млф рс ун ммф млп ммн 

{ƻƭŘƛŜǊ /[ όLD.ннммтύ όǎύ π пс όпсύ π фп όфпύ 

[ŀǳǊŜŀǘŜ όǎύ фф уу фо млс мну ммт 

Y² нπмфму ό². нǊ нύ όǿύ тт млс фн фу мор ммс 

Y² нπмфру ό². нǊ оύ όǿύ ус фс фм ус млт фт 

Y²{ 5ƻƴŀǳ ό². нǊ мύ όǿύ фр ун уу млл млт мло 

Y²{ CŀǊƻ ό². сǊ мύ όǿύ ур ммр млл фф моу ммф 

Y²{ ¢ŀǊŘƛǎ ό². нǊ пύ όǿύ млс сн уп млп тт фм 

Y²{ ²ŀƭƭŀŎŜ ό². сǊ нύ όǿύ млр млс млр ммл млм млс 

w!D¢ !ǎǘŜǊƻƛŘ όǎύ фт фп фс ммл мор мно 

w!D¢ !ǘƭŀƴǝǎ όǎύ тф ур ун фп мнр ммл 

wtмфлоп όǎύ фф ур фн фф мон ммс 

wtнмлмм όǎύ мло фт млл ммл мнр мму 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ сΦмр оΦфл  сΦтп рΦсп  

Note: w = Winter barley, s = Spring barley. KWS lines either 2r (two row) or 6r (six row). 

*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Table 8: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for barley varieties tested in longer 

season environments in 2025 that were also tested in 2024 - untreated and plus fungicides. 
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! ±L/ {! 

aƛƴƻǘŀǳǊ όǎύ млн млт млр фт мло млл 

bŜƻ /[ όǎύ ммп ммо ммп ммл мнн ммс 

wD¢ tƭŀƴŜǘ όǎύ тп млу фм тт млт фн 

DǊŜǘŎƘŜƴ ό!DC.!лнмлннύ όǎύ фр π όфрύ фн π όфнύ 

9ƳōŜǊ όLD.нммолύ όǎύ мму фф млф ммр млу ммн 

{ƻƭŘƛŜǊ /[ όLD.ннммтύ όǎύ млр фф млн фт фу фу 

Y² нπмфму ό². нǊ нύ όǿύ мнт млл ммп мнп фп млф 

Y² нπмфру ό². нǊ оύ όǿύ млр ул фо млт ус фт 

Y²{ 5ƻƴŀǳ ό². нǊ мύ όǿύ млу ру уо мло сн уо 

Y²{ CŀǊƻ ό². сǊ мύ όǿύ мнф фл ммл мнт фм млф 

Y²{ ¢ŀǊŘƛǎ ό². нǊ пύ όǿύ млп млп млп ммр фф млт 

Y²{ ²ŀƭƭŀŎŜ ό². сǊ нύ όǿύ фу ум фл млп ту фм 

Y²{ ¢Ƙŀƭƛǎ ό{. нǊύ όǎύ π млт όмлтύ π млр όмлрύ 

Y²{ ²ƛƭƭƛǎ ό{. нǊύ όǎύ π ммн όммнύ π млт όмлтύ 

w!D¢ !ǎǘŜǊƻƛŘ όǎύ тм ммп фо ту ммт фу 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ оΦсн сΦрн  оΦфр тΦмф  

Note: w = Winter barley, s = Spring barley. KWS lines either 2r (two row) or 6r (six row). 

*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Barley - Shorter Season Environments (Later Sowings - Untreated) 

Table 9: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for barley varieties tested in shorter 

season environments in 2025- untreated. 
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ ±L/ {! b{² ²! ²! ²! ²! 

aƛƴƻǘŀǳǊ όǎύ млл ммт фф мло фс фф млн млт мло 

bŜƻ /[ όǎύ млр мнм млс фп ммл млу млт ммм млу 

wD¢ tƭŀƴŜǘ όǎύ ун млт фс ут тн фл фр фп фл 

wƻǎŀƭƛƴŘ όǎύ фф ммо π мнл ммр тф фф фу όмлоύ 

DǊŜǘŎƘŜƴ ό!DC.!лнмлннύ όǎύ млм π π π π π π π όмлмύ 

!DC.!лсмлнр όǎύ млр π мло π π π π π όмлпύ 

Y²{ ¢Ƙŀƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмлнрύ όǎύ фп π фу π π π π π όфсύ 

Y²{ ²ƛƭƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмннрύ όǎύ мло π млм π π π π π όмлнύ 

!D¢ .ǳƴȅƛǇ ό!D¢.лролύ όǎύ уо млс ун мму млм π фт мло όффύ 

CƛǊŜŦƻȄȄ όǎύ π π π π фн млп π π όфуύ 

9ƳōŜǊ όLD.нммолύ όǎύ π млр π π млу млу π π όмлтύ 

{ƻƭŘƛŜǊ /[ όLD.ннммтύ όǎύ млл ммм π π млс π млл π όмлпύ 

[ŀǳǊŜŀǘŜ όǎύ π π π π фс фр π π όфсύ 

Y² нπмфму ό². нǊ нύ όǿύ π уф π π π π π π όуфύ 

Y² нπмфру ό². нǊ оύ όǿύ π ту π π π π π π όтуύ 

Y²{ 5ƻƴŀǳ ό². нǊ мύ όǿύ π уф π π π π π π όуфύ 

Y²{ CŀǊƻ ό². сǊ мύ όǿύ π фм π π π π π π όфмύ 

Y²{ ¢ŀǊŘƛǎ ό². нǊ пύ όǿύ π сн π π π π π π όснύ 

Y²{ ²ŀƭƭŀŎŜ ό². сǊ нύ όǿύ π ун π π π π π π όунύ 

w!D¢ !ǎǘŜǊƻƛŘ όǎύ млл ммн млл уу π π π π όмллύ 

w!D¢ !ǘƭŀƴǝǎ όǎύ уу млт фс фо то фт фм фр фн 

wtмфлоп όǎύ млл млу фр млм уф фо фп ур фр 

wtнмлмм όǎύ млн млс млм ун уф фф млп фр фт 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ тΦсм рΦфт уΦло оΦоо пΦсн сΦом рΦон рΦмм  

Note: w = Winter barley, s = Spring barley. KWS lines either 2r (two row) or 6r (six row). 

*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Table 10: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for barley varieties tested in shorter 

season environments in 2024 that were also tested in 2025 - untreated. 
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! ²! ²! ²! ²! 

aƛƴƻǘŀǳǊ όǎύ млф млл млф млп млт млр млс 

bŜƻ /[ όǎύ ммр млс мло мло ммл млн млт 

wD¢ tƭŀƴŜǘ όǎύ фо млс фл фу фл ул фо 

wƻǎŀƭƛƴŘ όǎύ фм фп мло млл млр млл фф 

DǊŜǘŎƘŜƴ ό!DC.!лнмлннύ όǎύ π млф π π π π όмлфύ 

Y²{ ¢Ƙŀƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмлнрύ όǎύ фн фр фр π фп π όфпύ 

Y²{ ²ƛƭƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмннрύ όǎύ уп млл млн π фс π όфсύ 

9ƳōŜǊ όLD.нммолύ όǎύ ммм π млр фу фт π όмлоύ 

{ƻƭŘƛŜǊ /[ όLD.ннммтύ όǎύ фп π млн фт фф π όфуύ 

w!D¢ !ǎǘŜǊƻƛŘ όǎύ π млп фу π фл π όфтύ 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ пΦтс сΦур рΦпт рΦнп рΦмт рΦлн  

Note: w = Winter barley, s = Spring barley. KWS lines either 2r (two row) or 6r (six row). 
*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Barley - Shorter Season Environments (Later Sowings ς Plus Fungicides) 

Table 11: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for barley varieties tested in shorter 

season environments in 2025 - plus fungicides. 
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ ±L/ {! b{² ²! ²! ²! ²! 

aƛƴƻǘŀǳǊ όǎύ млм ммп мло ммл фу млт фм ммм млп 

bŜƻ /[ όǎύ ммо ммф ммт фу мнл млу мму мму ммп 

wD¢ tƭŀƴŜǘ όǎύ фм ммм млн уф уф фт мло млл фу 

wƻǎŀƭƛƴŘ όǎύ мло ммн π мно ммт уп млм млп όмлсύ 

DǊŜǘŎƘŜƴ ό!DC.!лнмлннύ όǎύ млр π π π π π π π όмлрύ 

!DC.!лсмлнр όǎύ ммм π млу π π π π π όммлύ 

Y²{ ¢Ƙŀƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмлнрύ όǎύ фу π мло π π π π π όмллύ 

Y²{ ²ƛƭƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмннрύ όǎύ млт π млр π π π π π όмлсύ 

!D¢ .ǳƴȅƛǇ ό!D¢.лролύ όǎύ фл млу ут ммр млр π фф мло όмлмύ 

CƛǊŜŦƻȄȄ όǎύ π π π π фф ммм π π όмлрύ 

9ƳōŜǊ όLD.нммолύ όǎύ π млм π π ммр ммп π π όммлύ 

{ƻƭŘƛŜǊ /[ όLD.ннммтύ όǎύ млт млс π π ммн π фп π όмлрύ 

[ŀǳǊŜŀǘŜ όǎύ π π π π млр фс π π όмлмύ 

Y² нπмфму ό². нǊ нύ όǿύ π фо π π π π π π όфоύ 

Y² нπмфру ό². нǊ оύ όǿύ π тф π π π π π π όтфύ 

Y²{ 5ƻƴŀǳ ό². нǊ мύ όǿύ π фн π π π π π π όфнύ 

Y²{ CŀǊƻ ό². сǊ мύ όǿύ π уу π π π π π π όууύ 

Y²{ ¢ŀǊŘƛǎ ό². нǊ пύ όǿύ π рн π π π π π π όрнύ 

Y²{ ²ŀƭƭŀŎŜ ό². сǊ нύ όǿύ π тт π π π π π π όттύ 

w!D¢ !ǎǘŜǊƻƛŘ όǎύ млр ммм млн фф π π π π όмлпύ 

w!D¢ !ǘƭŀƴǝǎ όǎύ фс ммл млл фт фп млп фт фу фф 

wtмфлоп όǎύ млр млт фр фф фф фф мло ун фф 

wtнмлмм όǎύ млс ммо млф ур млл млу млн фс млн 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ уΦлс рΦфн уΦпп оΦпп рΦлр сΦсс рΦпо рΦнт  

Note: w = Winter barley, s = Spring barley. KWS lines either 2r (two row) or 6r (six row). 

*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 
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Table 12: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for barley varieties tested in shorter 

season environments in 2024 that were also tested in 2025 - plus fungicides. 
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{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! ²! ²! ²! ²! 

aƛƴƻǘŀǳǊ όǎύ млт млс млн млс млр млп млр 

bŜƻ /[ όǎύ ммн млт млр млп млр млм млс 

wD¢ tƭŀƴŜǘ όǎύ фс млн фн фп фт ур фп 

wƻǎŀƭƛƴŘ όǎύ фп фл млн млл млр мло фф 

DǊŜǘŎƘŜƴ ό!DC.!лнмлннύ όǎύ π млн π π π π όмлнύ 

Y²{ ¢Ƙŀƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмлнрύ όǎύ уу млп фт π фт π όфтύ 

Y²{ ²ƛƭƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмннрύ όǎύ ус фс фу π фт π όфпύ 

9ƳōŜǊ όLD.нммолύ όǎύ ммм π млс фс фо π όмлнύ 

{ƻƭŘƛŜǊ /[ όLD.ннммтύ όǎύ фс π млн млл фс π όффύ 

w!D¢ !ǎǘŜǊƻƛŘ όǎύ π млп фр π фп π όфуύ 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ пΦфо сΦфо рΦтс рΦоп рΦпо рΦмф  

Note: w = Winter barley, s = Spring barley. KWS lines either 2r (two row) or 6r (six row). 
*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 

Table 13: Yield result (as percentage of site mean) for spring sown barley varieties- untreated and 

plus fungicides. 

IŀƎƭŜȅΣ ¢!{ 

 ¦ƴǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ tƭǳǎ CǳƴƎƛŎƛŘŜ aŜŀƴ 

aƛƴƻǘŀǳǊ όǎύ фр фф фт 

bŜƻ /[ όǎύ мло ммм млт 

wD¢ tƭŀƴŜǘ όǎύ фм фс фп 

wƻǎŀƭƛƴŘ όǎύ фт млн млл 

CƛǊŜŦƻȄȄ όǎύ млу млт млу 

9ƳōŜǊ όLD.нммолύ όǎύ фф млм млл 

{ƻƭŘƛŜǊ /[ όLD.ннммтύ όǎύ млс млф млт 

[ŀǳǊŜŀǘŜ όǎύ млн млс млп 

w!D¢ !ǎǘŜǊƻƛŘ όǎύ фр млм фу 

w!D¢ !ǘƭŀƴǝǎ όǎύ тф фп ус 

wtмфлоп όǎύ млл млс мло 

wtнмлмм όǎύ фо млм фт 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ мнΦуу моΦсм 
 

Note: s = Spring barley. 
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Canola 

Table 14: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for canola varieties tested in 2025 ς 

untreated and plus fungicides.  
¦ƴǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ tƭǳǎ CǳƴƎƛŎƛŘŜ 

¢Ǌƛŀƭ {ƛǘŜ DƴŀǊǿŀǊǊŜ aƛƭƭƛŎŜƴǘ aŜŀƴ 
όtŀǊǝŀƭ 
ǎŜǘύϝ 

DƴŀǊǿŀǊǊŜ aƛƭƭƛŎŜƴǘ aŜŀƴ 
όtŀǊǝŀƭ 
ǎŜǘύϝ 

{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! ±L/ {! 

bǳǎŜŜŘ 9ŀƎƭŜ ¢C фу млу мло млт ммм млф 

tƛƻƴŜŜǊ пр¸фр /[ млп млп млп мму ммн ммр 

Iȅƻƭŀ .ƭŀȊŜǊ ¢¢ фм фп фн фу фс фт 

t¸рнрD ww π фс όфсύ π фс όфсύ 

!bно[wлмп ό¢Cύ фр фс фс млф млл млр 

!DC/!лмрмнп млл π όмллύ млу π όмлуύ 

wD¢ .ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ ό¢¢ύ млн млн млн млр млл мло 

wD¢срπлун¢¢ фу ммр млт млс ммп ммл 

wD¢срπлтп/[ фм уф фл фп фп фп 

wD¢πфсос¢C млф млп млс ммп ммл ммн 

/¢нннолф ό¢¢ύ ум уо ун ул ут уо 

ннофлт ό/[ύ фр фт фс млп фс млл 

Iȅƻƭŀ wŜƎƛƳŜƴǘ ·/ ут фт фн млр млл млн 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ пΦнф пΦпо  пΦср пΦрп  

*Partial sets are means with different sites compared. 

Table 15: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for canola varieties tested in 2024 

that were also tested in 2025 ς untreated and plus fungicides.  
¦ƴǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ tƭǳǎ CǳƴƎƛŎƛŘŜ 

¢Ǌƛŀƭ {ƛǘŜ DƴŀǊǿŀǊǊŜ aƛƭƭƛŎŜƴǘ 
aŜŀƴ 

DƴŀǊǿŀǊǊŜ aƛƭƭƛŎŜƴǘ 
aŜŀƴ 

{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ {! ±L/ {! 

bǳǎŜŜŘ 9ŀƎƭŜ ¢C мло ммл млс млт млр млс 

tƛƻƴŜŜǊ пр¸фр /[ ммр фс млр ммм мло млт 

Iȅƻƭŀ .ƭŀȊŜǊ ¢¢ фо фм фн млп фл фт 

t¸рнрD ww фс фф фт ут млн фп 

!bно[wлмп ό¢Cύ млр ммм млу фу млт млн 

wD¢срπлтп/[ фн ммс млп ун мму млл 

Iȅƻƭŀ wŜƎƛƳŜƴǘ ·/ мло фм фт млу фл фф 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ нΦут оΦс  нΦуо оΦуо  
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Oats 

Table 16: National yield result (as percentage of site mean 100%) for oat varieties tested in 2025 ς 

untreated and plus fungicides.  
¦ƴǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ tƭǳǎ CǳƴƎƛŎƛŘŜ 

¢Ǌƛŀƭ {ƛǘŜ DƴŀǊǿŀǊǊŜ 5ŀȅǎŘŀƭŜ 
aŜŀƴ 

DƴŀǊǿŀǊǊŜ 5ŀȅǎŘŀƭŜ 
aŜŀƴ 

{ǘŀǘŜ ±L/ b{² ±L/ b{² 

Yƻŀƭŀ мнр нсп мфр мпт нпс мфс 

.ŀƴƴƛǎǘŜǊ мнс нтф нлн мпт нпф мфу 

w±млрос ό{ƻǳǘƘǿŀǊƪύ тп мн по ун мф рм 

w±wмллмт! ό{ƛƭǾŜǊύ тф нн рм тф ом рр 

w±{млнну όaƻƴǘōƭŀƴŎύ уо ом рт ун ну рр 

w±¢мспфу ό±ŀǳƎƘƴύ уу сс тт ммл пт ту 

w±¢мслпс όLōŀƴŜȊύ ун рт сф фс пф то 

aŜŀƴ ¸ƛŜƭŘ όǘκƘŀύ млл҈ пΦтл лΦфп  рΦон лΦус 
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Cultivar Entries and Distribution 

Wheat Entries 

Table 1: List of FAR Control wheat varieties and lines/varieties entered by breeders in GEN trials across 

10 FAR Crop Technology Centres in 2025 (CTC) 
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Iw½ 
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²! 
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²! 
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C
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w
 
/
ƻ
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!ƴŀǇǳǊƴŀ όǿύ       P    

.ŜŀǳŦƻǊǘ όǎύ P          

.ƛƎwŜŘ όǿύ P  P  P  P    

.ǊƛƎƘǘƻƴ όǿύ P  P  P  P P P  

DŜƴƛŜ όǎύ P P P P  P   P P 

aŀǘŀŘƻǊ όǎύ P P P P  P   P P 

wD¢ !ŎŎǊƻŎ όǿύ P  P  P  P    

wD¢ /ŜǎŀǊƛƻ όǿύ P  P  P  P    

wƻŎƪǎǘŀǊ όǎύ P P P P  P   P P 

{ŎŜǇǘŜǊ όǎύ P P P P  P   P P 

!
D
C 

!DC²Iлмлнн P  P  P      

!DC²I²²н όǿύ P  P    P    

[ƻƴƎŦƻǊŘ όǿύ P  P    P    

¢ǊƛǇƭŜ н ό!DC²Iлмлнннύ όǿύ P P P  P P     

!
D

¢ 

!D¢ wƛƻ ό±мрлмфπууύ όǎύ P P P P  P   P P 

IŀƳŜƭƛƴ ό²!D¢ммрфύ όǎύ        P P P 

L
ƴ
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Ǌ
D
Ǌ
ŀ
ƛ
ƴ

 

.ǊǳƳōȅ όǎύ        P P P 

aǳǊǊŀȅ όLD²суфрύ όǎύ    P  P   P  

LD²сфрр    P  P   P  

5ŀƭŜ όLD²сффоύ όǎύ        P P P 

LD²унпт        P   

aŀƳƳƻǘƘ όLD²стррύ όǎύ P P      P P  

[
w
t
.

 

.ƻŀ ό[t.мфπулорύ όǎύ  P  P  P     

[t.нлπумср  P  P  P     

[wt. aŀƧƻǊ όǎύ  P   P P     

[wt. ±ƻǊǘŜȄ όǎύ        P P  

tŀŎƪŜǊ όǎύ P P  P P P     

aƻǿƘŀǿƪ όǿύ P P  P P P  P P  

w
!
D
¢

 

мсvнIломл P P P  P P P    

мфvоIлофо  P  P  P     

мфvоIлпфф P P P P P P P    

wD¢ aŀǊǎƘ 

όIмсvоȄлоосΦ{/Lπлфт5ύ όǎύ 
P P P P P P P  P P 
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ILтvоȄлмрл{/Lлπлтс5         P P 

wD¢ tƻƴǎŦƻǊŘ όǎύ P P P P P P P P P P 

wD¢ ²ŀǳƎƘ όǿύ P  P  P  P P   

wD¢ 9ƴŜōǊƻ όw² тмслуύ όǿύ P  P  P  P P P P 

w² тмумм        P   

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat 
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Barley Entries 

Table 2: List of FAR Control barley varieties and lines/varieties entered by breeders in GEN trials across 

9 FAR Crop Technology Centres (CTC) 
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²! 

Iw½ 
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C
!
w
 
/
ƻ
ƴ
ǘ
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 aƛƴƻǘŀǳǊ όǎύ P P P P P P P P P 

bŜƻ /[ όǎύ P P P P P P P P P 

wD¢ tƭŀƴŜǘ όǎύ P P P P P P P P P 

wƻǎŀƭƛƴŘ όǎύ P P   P P P P P 

CŀƴŘŀƎŀ όǎύ P         

!
D
C 

!DC.!лсмлнрόǎύ P   P      

DǊŜǘŎƘŜƴ ό!DC.!лнмлннύ όǎύ P  P       

Y²{ ¢Ƙŀƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмлнрύ όǎύ P   P      

Y²{ ²ƛƭƭƛǎ ό!DC.!лтмннрύ όǎύ P   P      

!D¢ !D¢ .ǳƴȅƛǇ ό!D¢.лролύ όǎύ P P P P P  P P P 

L
ƴ
ǘ
Ŝ
Ǌ
D
Ǌ
ŀ
ƛ
ƴ

 9ƳōŜǊ όLD.нммолύ όǎύ P P P   P P P  

CƛǊŜŦƻȄȄ όǎύ P  P   P P P  

[ŀǳǊŜŀǘŜ όǎύ P  P   P P P  

{ƻƭŘƛŜǊ /[ όLD.ннммтύ όǎύ P P P   P P P  

Y
²
{ 

Y² нπмфму ό². нǊ нύ όǿύ P P P       

Y² нπмфру ό². нǊ оύ όǿύ P P P       

Y²{ 5ƻƴŀǳ ό². нǊ мύ όǿύ P P P       

Y²{ CŀǊƻ ό². сǊ мύ όǿύ P P P       

Y²{ ¢ŀǊŘƛǎ ό². нǊ пύ όǿύ P P P       

Y²{ ²ŀƭƭŀŎŜ ό². сǊ нύ όǿύ P P P       

w
!
D
¢

 

w!D¢ !ǎǘŜǊƻƛŘ όǎύ P P P P P P    

w!D¢ !ǘƭŀƴǝǎ όǎύ P P P P P P P P P 

wtмфлоп όǎύ P P P P P P P P P 

wtнмлмм όǎύ P P P P P P P P P 

Note: w = Winter barley, s = Spring barley. KWS lines either 2r (two row) or 6r (six row). 
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Canola Entries 
Table 3: List of FAR Control canola varieties and lines/varieties entered by breeders in GEN trials across 
2 FAR Crop Technology Centres (CTC) 

{ǳǇǇƭƛŜǊ /ǳƭǝǾŀǊ DƴŀǊǿŀǊǊŜ 

±L/ Iw½ 

aƛƭƭƛŎŜƴǘ 

{! Iw½ 

C!w /ƻƴǘǊƻƭ 

bǳǎŜŜŘ 9ŀƎƭŜ ό¢Cύ P P 

tƛƻƴŜŜǊ пр¸фр/[ P P 

Iȅƻƭŀ .ƭŀȊŜǊ ό¢¢ύ P P 

t¸рнрD ό¢Cύ  P 

.!{C !bно[wлмп ό¢Cύ P P 

!DC !DC/!лмрмнп P  

w!D¢ 

wD¢ .ŀǎŜƭƛƴŜ P P 

wD¢срπлун¢¢ P P 

wD¢срπлтп/[ P P 

wD¢πфсос¢C  P P 

tŀŎƛŬŎ {ŜŜŘǎ 

/¢нннолф P  

ннофлт P P 

Iȅƻƭŀ wŜƎƛƳŜƴǘ ό·/ύ P P 

Oat Entries 

Table 4: List of FAR Control oat varieties and lines/varieties entered by breeders in GEN trials across 2 

FAR Crop Technology Centres (CTC) 

{ǳǇǇƭƛŜǊ /ǳƭǝǾŀǊ DƴŀǊǿŀǊǊŜ 

±L/ Iw½ 

5ŀȅǎŘŀƭŜ 

b{² aw½ 

C!w /ƻƴǘǊƻƭ .ŀƴƴƛǎǘŜǊ P P 

Yƻŀƭŀ P P 

w!D¢ 

{ƻǳǘƘǿŀǊƪ όw±млросύ P P 

{ƛƭǾŜǊ όw±wмллмт!ύ P P 

aƻƴǘōƭŀƴŎ όw±{млннуύ P P 

±ŀǳƎƘƴ όw±¢мспфуύ P P 

LōŀƴŜȊ όw±¢мслпсύ P P 

 

 
  



27 
 

Victorian Results 

 
 

Gnarwarre, VIC ...................................................................................................................... 28 

VIC Wheat TOS 1 (FAR VIC II W25-65-01) ..................................................................................... 28 

VIC Wheat TOS 2 (FAR VIC II W25-66-02) ..................................................................................... 33 

VIC Barley TOS 1 (FAR VIC II B25-67-01) ....................................................................................... 40 

VIC Barley TOS 2 (FAR VIC II B25-68-02) ....................................................................................... 49 

VIC Canola (FAR VIC II C25-70) ...................................................................................................... 56 

VIC Oats (FAR VIC II O25-69-01) .................................................................................................... 62 

Yarrawonga, VIC..................................................................................................................... 66 

VIC MRZ Wheat (FAR NEV II W25-77) ........................................................................................... 66 

VIC MRZ Barley (FAR NEV II B25-78) ............................................................................................. 71 

 

  



28 
 

Gnarwarre, VIC 

VIC Wheat TOS 1 (FAR VIC II W25-66-01) 

Sown: 29 April 2025 
Harvested: 30 December 2025 
Soil Type & management: Grey clay; Speed disced 
1 pass (5-8cm depth) and Kelly chained 

Rotation position: 2023-Wheat; 2024-Canola 
FAR Code: FAR VIC II W25-66-01 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 371.6mm 

Key Points 

¶ There was a significant yield interaction (p = 0.01) between variety and fungicide application, 

indicating varietal differences in fungicide responsiveness.  

¶ Mammoth had the highest fungicide response increasing the yield by 1.11 t/ha followed by BigRed, 

RGT Accroc, Longford, AGFWHWW2 and AGFWH01022, each increasing yield by approximately 0.7-

0.8 t/ha with fungicide. 

¶ There was a clear relationship between disease severity and yield response to fungicide. Stripe rust 

was at low-moderate levels in Mamouth, RGT Cesario, Packer and RGT Accroc.  

¶ In contrast, Septoria tritici blotch (STB) was more prevalent, with Packer, Mammoth, RGT Accroc, 

and Brighton showing the highest STB infection in untreated plots.  

¶ Invariably, yield response to fungicide was greatest in varieties that had both STB and stripe rust.  

¶ Varieties with low STB infection and no stripe rust, such as RGT Waugh and RW 71608 exhibited 

minimal yield response to fungicide. Triple 2 gave smaller yield responses to fungicide, but risk of 

late leaf rust infection should still be noted with this variety. 

¶ Fungicide had little effect on grain protein, which remained largely varietal-dependent, with the 

RGT Waugh highest (13.0%) and BigRed among the lowest (11.3%).  

¶ In contrast, fungicide application significantly increased test weight and reduced screenings, with 

BigRed, RGT Accroc, and Mammoth showing the largest responses.   
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (protein %, test weight, screenings %) 

Figure 1. Influence of variety and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha). 

 

Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the grain yield (t/ha) of wheat varieties plus and minus 

fungicide. 

Yield (t/ha) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. BigRed (w) 8.35 cd 9.07 a 8.71 a 
2. RGT Cesario (w) 6.95 k 7.38 g-j 7.17 d 
3. RGT Accroc (w) 7.93 ef 8.69 bc 8.31 b 
4. Brighton (w) 7.35 g-j 7.71 fg 7.53 c 
5. Packer (s) 6.55 l 7.23 h-k 6.89 e 
6. Triple 2 (w) 7.37 g-j 7.85 f 7.61 c 
7. Longford (w) 6.87 kl 7.60 fg 7.24 d 
8. AGFWHWW2 (w) 8.22 de 9.01 ab 8.62 a 
9. AGFWH01022 (w) 7.72 fg 8.44 cd 8.08 b 
10. Mammoth (s) 7.57 fgh 8.67 bc 8.12 b 
11. Enebro (RW 71608) (w) 7.44 ghi 7.58 fgh 7.51 c 
12. RGT Waugh (w) 7.04 jk 7.11 ijk 7.07 de 

Mean 7.45 b 8.03 a 7.74 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.26 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.19 P value 0.002 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.37 P value 0.011 

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat 
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Table 2. Influence of fungicide on the protein (%) of wheat varieties plus and minus fungicide. 

Protein (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. BigRed 11.2 - 11.4 - 11.3 g 
2. RGT Cesario 12.1 - 12.4 - 12.3 c 
3. RGT Accroc 11.1 - 11.5 - 11.3 g 
4. Brighton 12.5 - 12.6 - 12.5 b 
5. Packer 11.9 - 11.7 - 11.8 def 
6. Triple 2 12.0 - 11.7 - 11.8 de 
7. Longford 11.5 - 11.6 - 11.6 f 
8. AGFWHWW2 11.2 - 11.3 - 11.2 g 
9. AGFWH01022 11.8 - 12.0 - 11.9 d 
10. Mammoth 11.8 - 11.6 - 11.7 ef 
11. Enebro  12.3 - 12.3 - 12.3 bc 
12. RGT Waugh 12.9 - 13.0 - 13.0 a 

Mean 11.9 - 11.9 - 11.9 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.22 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.733 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.051 

Table 3. Influence of fungicide on test weight (kg/hL) of wheat varieties plus and minus fungicide. 

Test Weight (Kg/hL) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. BigRed 79.7 bc 81.3 a 80.5 a 
2. RGT Cesario 77.2 hi 78.4 d-g 77.8 de 
3. RGT Accroc 77.8 e-i 80.1 b 78.9 b 
4. Brighton 77.7 ghi 78.2 efg 78.0 cde 
5. Packer 78.7 def 79.3 bcd 79.0 b 
6. Triple 2 77.1 ij 77.6 ghi 77.4 e 
7. Longford 78.1 e-h 78.7 de 78.4 bcd 
8. AGFWHWW2 78.2 e-h 78.1 e-h 78.1 cd 
9. AGFWH01022 74.1 k 76.2 j 75.1 f 
10. Mammoth 77.8 f-i 80.1 b 78.9 b 
11. Enebro 74.7 k 75.1 k 74.9 f 
12. RGT Waugh 78.3 efg 78.8 cde 78.5 bc 

Mean 77.4 b 78.5 a 78.0 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.67 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.64 P value 0.014 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.95 P value 0.004 
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Table 4. Influence of fungicide on screenings (%) of wheat cultivars plus and minus fungicide. 

Screenings (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. BigRed 2.73 - 2.73 - 2.73 b 
2. RGT Cesario 1.95 - 1.38 - 1.66 g 
3. RGT Accroc 1.83 - 1.50 - 1.66 g 
4. Brighton 2.25 - 2.15 - 2.20 def 
5. Packer 2.58 - 2.28 - 2.43 cd 
6. Triple 2 3.25 - 3.30 - 3.28 a 
7. Longford 3.23 - 3.10 - 3.16 a 
8. AGFWHWW2 2.90 - 2.50 - 2.70 bc 
9. AGFWH01022 2.05 - 1.93 - 1.99 f 
10. Mammoth 2.33 - 1.90 - 2.11 ef 
11. Enebro 3.18 - 3.10 - 3.14 a 
12. RGT Waugh 2.53 - 2.05 - 2.29 de 

Mean 2.56 a 2.33 b 2.45 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.29 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.16 P value 0.019 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.444 

Disease assessment data 

 
Figure 2. Influence of variety and fungicide on plot Infection (%) of Septoria leaf blotch, assessed 29 

October 2025. 
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Figure 3.  Influence of variety and fungicide on cumulative plot Infection (%) and grain yield 

Trial inputs 

Table 4. Trial input and management details.  

Sowing date:  29 April 2025 

Harvest date:  30 December 2025 
Seed rate:  180 seeds/m2  
Basal fertiliser: 29 Apr 100 kg/ha MAP 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 28 Apr Treflan 1.50 L/ha 
  Overwatch 1.25 L/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide: 18 Jul Paradigm 25 g/ha 
  LV MCPA 570 0.5 L/ha 
  CanDo adjuvant 0.5 L/ha 
   
Nitrogen: 16 Jul Urea 108 kg/ha (50 kg N/ha) 
 22 Aug Urea 217 kg/ha (100 kg N/ha) 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Plus fungicide 
 GS31 ---- Prosaro 0.3 L/ha 
 GS39 ---- Springs- Revystar 0.75 L/ha 

Winters- Aviator Xpro 0.5 L/ha 
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VIC Wheat TOS 2 (FAR VIC II W25-66-02) 
Sown: 21 May 2025 
Harvested: 30 December 2025 (rep 2-4), 2 Jan 
2026 (rep 1) 
Soil Type & management: Grey clay; Speed disced 
1 pass (5-8cm depth) and Kelly chained 

Rotation position: 2023-Wheat; 2024-Canola 
FAR Code: FAR VIC II W25-66-02 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 371.6mm 

Key Points 

¶ There was a significant yield interaction (p<0.001) between variety and fungicide application, 

16Q2H0310 had the greatest response to fungicide with a 1.2 t/ha yield increase, followed by RGT 

Ponsford and Rockstar. Triple 2 had an insignificant 0.06 t/ha decrease with fungicide. 

¶ The highest yielding variety with fungicide was Rockstar and RGT Ponsford equally at 8.32 t/ha, 

without fungicide treatment the highest yielding was Triple2 with 8.34 t/ha. 

¶ Grain protein % ranged from 10.7 to 12.1%, H2 grade (over 11.5%) was achieved with 16Q2H0310 

and Mowhawk; with fungicide treatment Genie; and without fungicide RGT Marsh. 

¶ 16Q2H0310 showed the greatest response to fungicide and suffered the highest levels of Septoria 

tritici blotch infection (STB) along with lower levels of wheat powdery mildew (WPM). 

¶ Genie had the highest levels of wheat powdery mildew (WPM) along with similar levels of STB, and 

low levels of stripe rust, resulting in 0.6t/ha response to fungicide. 

¶ Fungicide application gave good control of stripe rust in Scepter and Rockstar, resulting in yield 

responses of 0.58 and 0.84t/ha respectively.   

¶ Leaf rust (Lr) had minimal impact in most varieties but was the most noticeable (3% infection) in 

AGT-Rio (tested as V15019-88) which in general was noticeably more resistant than other milling 

wheats and has performed strongly over the last 3 years. 

¶ Test weights increased for many varieties with fungicide application, however there was a 

significant interaction (p<0.001) meaning many of the generally more resistant varieties did not 

give a significant response in test weight to disease control. 

¶ Screenings were only significantly different comparing varieties (p<0.001) and in this trial were not 

significantly influenced by fungicide application. 

 

  



34 
 

Yield (t/ha) & quality data (protein %, test weight, screenings %) 

 
Figure 1. Influence of wheat variety and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha) (P Value= <0.001, 

LSD= 0.36) 

 
Figure 2. Fungicide yield response (t/ha) in winter and spring wheat. 
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Table 1. Influence of fungicide on the grain yield (t/ha) of wheat cultivars plus and minus fungicide. 

Yield (t/ha) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean  
Yield t/ha Yield t/ha Yield t/ha 

1. Scepter (s) 6.85 hi 7.42 fg 7.14 f 
2. LRPB Matador (s) 7.85 bcd 8.30 a 8.08 abc 
3. Genie (s) 7.46 efg 8.06 abc 7.76 de 
4. Rockstar (s) 7.48 efg 8.32 a 7.90 cd 
5. Mowhawk (w) 7.78 cde 8.11 abc 7.94 bcd 
6. AGT-Rio (V15019-88) (s) 8.14 ab 8.24 a 8.19 ab 
7. Triple 2 (w) 8.34 a 8.28 a 8.31 a 
8. RGT Ponsford (s) 7.44 efg 8.32 a 7.88 cd 
9. 19Q3H0499 (s) 7.57 def 8.08 abc 7.82 d 
10. 16Q2H0310 (s) 6.35 j 7.63 def 6.99 f 
11. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 6.70 ij 7.16 gh 6.93 f 
12. Beaufort (s) 7.44 efg 7.65 def 7.55 e 

Mean 7.45 b 7.96 a 7.71 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.25 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.43 P value 0.031 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.36 P value <0.001 

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat 

Table 2. Influence of fungicide on the protein (%) of wheat varieties plus and minus fungicide. 

Protein (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter (s) 11.4 fg 11.3 gh 11.3 e 
2. LRPB Matador (s) 11.3 gh 11.4 fg 11.4 de 
3. Genie (s) 11.4 efg 11.7 bcd 11.6 c 
4. Rockstar (s) 11.0 ij 11.1 hi 11.1 f 
5. Mowhawk (w) 11.6 cde 11.9 ab 11.8 b 
6. AGT-Rio (V15019-88) (s) 10.9 jkl 11.1 ij 11.0 f 
7. Triple 2 (w) 11.0 ijk 11.2 hi 11.1 f 
8. RGT Ponsford (s) 10.7 m 10.8 klm 10.7 g 
9. 19Q3H0499 (s) 10.9 j-m 10.7 lm 10.8 g 
10. 16Q2H0310 (s) 11.8 bc 11.9 ab 11.9 ab 
11. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 11.6 def 11.4 fg 11.5 cd 
12. Beaufort (s) 11.8 bcd 12.1 a 11.9 a 

Mean 11.3 - 11.4 - 11.3 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.1 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.248 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.2 P value 0.003 

 

 

 

 

 

 



36 
 

Table 3. Influence of fungicide on test weight (kg/hL) of wheat varieties plus and minus fungicide. 

Test Weight (Kg/hL) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter (s) 75.1 i 77.7 ef 76.4 g 
2. LRPB Matador (s) 77.9 def 79.1 a-d 78.5 bcd 
3. Genie (s) 78.8 a-e 79.8 a 79.3 ab 
4. Rockstar (s) 75.7 hi 78.8 a-e 77.2 efg 
5. Mowhawk (w) 76.9 fgh 77.9 def 77.4 ef 
6. AGT-Rio (V15019-88) (s) 79.4 abc 79.7 ab 79.5 a 
7. Triple 2 (w) 78.7 a-e 79.0 a-d 78.8 abc 
8. RGT Ponsford (s) 76.0 ghi 79.5 abc 77.7 def 
9. 19Q3H0499 (s) 76.3 ghi 79.7 ab 78.0 cde 
10. 16Q2H0310 (s) 76.1 ghi 78.6 b-e 77.3 ef 
11. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 77.1 fg 78.4 cde 77.7 def 
12. Beaufort (s) 77.0 fg 76.8 fgh 76.9 fg 

Mean 77.1 b 78.7 a 77.9 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.9 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 1.3 P value 0.027 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 1.2 P value <0.001 

Table 4. Influence of fungicide on screenings (%) of wheat cultivars plus and minus fungicide. 

Screening (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter (s) 2.9 - 2.6 - 2.7 def 
2. LRPB Matador (s) 3.2 - 2.9 - 3.1 c 
3. Genie (s) 4.1 - 4.0 - 4.0 a 
4. Rockstar (s) 3.2 - 3.0 - 3.1 cd 
5. Mowhawk (w) 2.9 - 3.2 - 3.0 cd 
6. AGT-Rio (V15019-88) (s) 2.5 - 2.5 - 2.5 f 
7. Triple 2 (w) 2.7 - 2.5 - 2.6 ef 
8. RGT Ponsford (s) 3.4 - 3.8 - 3.6 b 
9. 19Q3H0499 (s) 2.6 - 2.6 - 2.6 ef 
10. 16Q2H0310 (s) 1.9 - 2.2 - 2.0 g 
11. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 2.9 - 2.7 - 2.8 c-f 
12. Beaufort (s) 3.0 - 2.7 - 2.8 cde 

Mean 2.9 - 2.9 - 2.9 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.3 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.671 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.351 
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Disease assessment data 

 
Figure 3. Influence of variety and fungicide on plot Infection (%) of Septoria tritici blotch (STB), 

assessed 29 October 2025. 

 
Figure 4. Influence of variety and fungicide on plot Infection (%) of wheat powdery mildew (WPM), 

assessed 29 October 2025. 
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Figure 5. Influence of variety and fungicide on plot Infection (%) of stripe rust (Yr), assessed 29 October 
2025. 

 
Figure 6. Influence of variety and fungicide on plot Infection (%) of leaf rust (Lr), assessed 29 October 
2025. 
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Trial inputs 

Table 5. Trial input and management details.  

Sowing date:  21 May 2025 

Harvest date:  30 December 2025 (rep 2-4), 2 Jan 2026 (rep 1) 
Seed rate:  180 seeds/m2  
Basal fertiliser: 21 May 100 kg MAP/ha 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 22 May Mateno Complete 0.75 L/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide: 18 Jul Paradigm 25 g/ha 
 18 Jul LV MCPA 570 0.5 L/ha 
 18 Jul CanDo adjuvant 0.5 L/100 L 
   
Nitrogen: 16 Jul Urea 108 kg/ha (50kg N/ha) 
 22 Aug Urea 217 kg/ha (100kg N/ha) 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Plus fungicide 
 GS31 ---- Prosaro 0.3 L/ha 
 GS39 ---- Revystar 0.75 L/ha 
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VIC Barley TOS 1 (FAR VIC II B25-67-01) 

Sown: 29 April 2025 
Harvested: 12 December 2025 
Soil Type & management: Grey clay; Speed disced 
1 pass (5-8cm depth) and Kelly chained 

Rotation position: 2023-Wheat; 2024-Canola 
FAR Code: FAR VIC II B24-67-01 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 371.6mm 

Key Points 

¶ There was a significant interaction in grain yield between variety and fungicide application 

(P=0.005), with varieties differing in their response to fungicide application (ranging from minus 

0.13 ς 1.31t/ha)  

¶ Neo CL outyielded all varieties when untreated and treated with fungicide except the longer season 

spring barley Ember (IGB21130), however the variety still gave a significant 0.59t/ha response to 

fungicide and yielded just short of 8t/ha. 

¶ Treated with fungicide four other varieties exceeded 7t/ha, these were Fandaga, RAGT Asteroid, 

RP21011 and 6-row barley KWS Wallace. 

¶ Varieties that produced negligible response to fungicide were the winter barleys KWS Tardis, 19034 

and KWS 2-1958, however of these KWS Tardis was the highest yielding. 

¶ The trial was infected with four diseases with net form net blotch and scald being the most 

significant, with leaf rust being significant in Minotaur as well as scald. Spot form of net blotch 

(SFNB) was present at very low levels. 

¶ Grain quality was good except for protein that exceeded the malt barley criteria, probably as a 

result of late N uptake when rainfall fully mobilised fertiliser and soil reserves. 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (protein %, test weight, screenings %) 

 
Figure 1. Influence of variety and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha). 

 
Figure 2. Influence of cultivar on fungicide yield response (t/ha) in order of most responsive to least 

responsive.  
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Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the grain yield (t/ha). 

Note: w = Winter Barley, s = Spring Barley, 6r = 6 row 
 

  

Yield t/ha 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet (s) 5.43 mn 6.37 g-l 5.90 ij 
2. Neo CL (s) 7.33 bc 7.92 a 7.63 a 
3. Minotaur (s) 6.10 l 6.84 d-h 6.47 efg 
4. Gretchen (AGFBA021022) (s) 6.24 jkl 6.92 c-f 6.58 d-g 
5. Fandaga (s) 6.64 e-k 7.28 bcd 6.96 b 
6. KWS Thalis (AGFBA071025) (s) 5.24 mn 6.24 jkl 5.74 ijk 
7. KWS Willis (AGFBA071225) (s) 6.21 kl 6.92 c-f 6.56 d-g 
8. AGT-Bunyip IA (AGTB0530) (s) 6.06 l 6.63 f-k 6.34 fg 
9. RAGT Atlantis (s) 5.09 mn 6.09 l 5.59 jk 
10. RAGT Asteroid (s) 6.27 jkl 7.07 c-f 6.67 b-f 
11. RP19034 (s) 6.36 h-l 6.38 g-l 6.37 fg 
12. RP21011 (s) 6.61 f-k 7.11 cde 6.86 bcd 
13. Ember (IGB21130) (s) 7.03 c-f 7.70 ab 7.36 a 
14. Firefoxx (s) 6.37 h-l 6.84 d-h 6.60 c-g 
15. Laureate (s) 6.39 g-l 6.85 d-g 6.62 c-f 
16. KWS Donau (w) 6.12 l 6.43 g-l 6.27 gh 
17. KW 2-1918 (w) 4.99 n 6.30 i-l 5.64 ijk 
18. KW 2-1958 (w) 5.55 m 5.55 m 5.55 k 
19. KWS Tardis (w) 6.84 d-h 6.71 e-j 6.77 b-e 
20. KWS Faro (w) (6r) 5.48 m 6.40 g-l 5.94 hi 
21. KWS Wallace (w) (6r) 6.76 e-i 7.12 cde 6.94 bc 

Mean 6.11 b 6.72 a 6.42 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.30 P value 0.007 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.34 P value <0.001 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 0.48 P value 0.005 
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Table 2. Influence of fungicide application on grain quality (protein, test weight, retention and 

screenings) of barley cultivars plus and minus fungicide. 

Grain Quality Assessments 

Management 
Protein 

(%) 
Test Weight 

(kg/hL) 
Retention 

(%) 
Screenings 

(%) 
1. Untreated 14.4 - 64.7 - 80.8 b 3.8 a 
2. Plus Fungicide 14.1 - 65.1 - 85.3 a 2.8 b 

 P value 0.108 0.348 0.003 0.007 
LSD P=.05 ns ns 1.6 0.5 

Cultivar 
Protein 

(%) 
Test Weight 

(kg/hL) 
Retention 

(%) 
Screenings 

(%) 
1. RGT Planet 13.4 l 63.3 fgh 74.2 h 5.7 ab 
2. Neo CL 13.0 m 65.5 de 84.1 de 3.2 ef 
3. Minotaur 14.9 b 65.6 de 85.0 cde 2.7 fg 
4. Gretchen  14.2 e-h 61.7 i 83.9 de 3.5 def 
5. Fandaga 14.1 ghi 62.7 h 79.8 g 3.7 de 
6. KWS Thalis 14.0 h-k 63.1 fgh 72.0 h 6.3 a 
7. KWS Willis  14.1 gh 63.8 f 86.0 cd 3.1 ef 
8. AGT-Bunyip IA  13.9 h-k 68.1 a 87.1 c 2.6 fgh 
9. RAGT Atlantis  14.0 hij 63.3 fgh 83.5 e 3.3 def 

10. RAGT Asteroid 14.4 d-g 65.2 de 83.8 de 3.0 ef 
11. RP19034 14.2 e-h 65.1 e 83.6 e 3.3 def 
12. RP21011 13.7 kl 63.5 fg 84.5 de 3.2 def 
13. Ember 13.8 ijk 65.4 de 90.7 b 1.7 i 
14. Firefoxx 14.5 c-f 62.9 gh 84.7 de 3.4 def 
15. Laureate 14.2 fgh 63.8 f 83.1 ef 3.7 de 
16. KWS Donau 14.5 cde 67.2 b 93.6 a 1.7 hi 
17. KW 2-1918 14.8 bc 66.5 bc 80.8 fg 2.9 ef 
18. KW 2-1958 15.4 a 68.2 a 91.6 ab 1.8 ghi 
19. KWS Tardis 14.5 c-f 68.6 a 90.3 b 1.6 i 
20. KWS Faro 15.0 b 65.9 cd 80.1 g 3.0 ef 
21. KWS Wallace 14.6 bcd 65.0 e 72.2 h 4.2 cd 

P value <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 
LSD P=.05 0.3 0.8 2.4 0.9 

Cultivar x Disease Management 
Protein 

(%) 
Test Weight 

(kg/hL) 
Retention 

(%) 
Screenings 

(%) 
 Untreated               

1. RGT Planet 13.6 - 62.9 - 68.1 s 7.3 a 
2. Neo CL 13.3 - 65.0 - 81.4 mno 3.8 c-j 
3. Minotaur 15.0 - 65.4 - 81.2 m-p 3.3 d-n 
4. Gretchen  14.5 - 61.2 - 81.9 l-o 4.0 c-i 
5. Fandaga 14.1 - 62.7 - 77.4 q 4.0 c-i 
6. KWS Thalis 14.3 - 62.7 - 66.2 s 7.8 a 
7. KWS Willis  14.4 - 63.5 - 83.9 h-m 3.8 c-k 
8. AGT-Bunyip IA  14.2 - 67.8 - 85.3 g-k 2.9 f-q 
9. RAGT Atlantis  14.2 - 63.2 - 78.0 pq 4.3 cde 

10. RAGT Asteroid 14.5 - 64.8 - 80.9 m-p 3.6 c-l 
11. RP19034 14.2 - 65.2 - 82.5 j-n 3.7 c-k 
12. RP21011 13.7 - 63.4 - 82.8 i-n 3.6 c-l 
13. Ember 14.0 - 65.3 - 89.8 cde 1.7 pqr 
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14. Firefoxx 14.7 - 63.1 - 83.9 h-m 3.5 c-m 
15. Laureate 14.6 - 63.4 - 80.4 n-q 4.4 cd 
16. KWS Donau 14.5 - 67.4 - 93.7 a 1.7 qr 
17. KW 2-1918 14.8 - 66.3 - 80.1 n-q 3.1 d-o 
18. KW 2-1958 15.4 - 68.0 - 91.2 a-d 1.9 o-r 
19. KWS Tardis 14.9 - 68.6 - 90.3 bcd 1.7 qr 
20. KWS Faro 14.9 - 65.8 - 79.8 n-q 3.2 d-n 
21. KWS Wallace 14.5 - 65.2 - 72.6 r 4.1 c-g 
 Plus Fungicide         

1. RGT Planet 13.3 - 63.7 - 80.3 n-q 4.1 c-g 
2. Neo CL 12.8 - 66.0 - 86.7 e-h 2.6 j-r 
3. Minotaur 14.9 - 65.8 - 88.9 c-f 2.1 n-r 
4. Gretchen  14.0 - 62.2 - 86.0 f-i 3.0 e-p 
5. Fandaga 14.1 - 62.7 - 82.2 k-o 3.3 d-n 
6. KWS Thalis 13.6 - 63.5 - 77.9 pq 4.7 bc 
7. KWS Willis  13.9 - 64.1 - 88.1 d-g 2.5 k-r 
8. AGT-Bunyip IA  13.6 - 68.3 - 88.9 c-f 2.3 l-r 
9. RAGT Atlantis  13.8 - 63.5 - 89.0 c-f 2.2 m-r 

10. RAGT Asteroid 14.3 - 65.6 - 86.7 e-h 2.4 l-r 
11. RP19034 14.3 - 65.0 - 84.8 g-l 2.8 g-r 
12. RP21011 13.6 - 63.7 - 86.3 fgh 2.9 g-r 
13. Ember 13.7 - 65.5 - 91.6 abc 1.6 r 
14. Firefoxx 14.3 - 62.8 - 85.4 g-k 3.3 d-n 
15. Laureate 13.8 - 64.3 - 85.8 f-j 3.1 d-o 
16. KWS Donau 14.6 - 67.0 - 93.5 ab 1.7 pqr 
17. KW 2-1918 14.7 - 66.8 - 81.6 l-o 2.7 i-r 
18. KW 2-1958 15.5 - 68.5 - 91.9 abc 1.7 qr 
19. KWS Tardis 14.1 - 68.6 - 90.4 a-d 1.6 r 
20. KWS Faro 15.0 - 66.0 - 80.3 n-q 2.8 h-r 
21. KWS Wallace 14.8 - 64.9 - 71.9 r 4.2 c-f 

P value 0.069 0.933 <0.001 0.016 
LSD P=.05 ns ns 3.3 1.3 
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Disease assessment data 

 
Figure 3. Influence of cultivar and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on net form net blotch 

(NFNB) plot infection (P-Value < 0.001, LSD = 10.3), assessed on 16 October 2025.  

 
Figure 4. Influence of variety and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on scald plot infection 

(P-Value < 0.001, LSD = 7.4), assessed on 16 October 2025. 
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Figure 5. Influence of variety and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on leaf rust (LR) plot 

infection (P-Value < 0.001, LSD = 1.4), assessed on 16 October 2025. 

 
Figure 6. Influence of variety and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on spot form net blotch 

(SFNB) plot infection (P-Value < 0.001, LSD = 1.4), assessed on 16 October 2025. 
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Figure 7. Cumulative plot % infection (assessed 16 October 2025). 
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Trial inputs 

Table 6. Trial input and management details.  

Sowing date:  29 April 2025 

Harvest date:  12 December 2025 
Seed rate:  200 seeds/m2  
Basal fertiliser: 29 Apr 100 kg MAP 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 28 Apr Treflan 1.5 L/ha 
  Overwatch 1.25 L/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide: 18 Jul Paradigm 25 g/ha 
  LV MCPA 570 0.5 L/ha 
  CanDo adjuvant 0.5 L/ha 
   
Nitrogen: 16 Jul Urea 108 kg/ha (50 kg N/ha) 
 22 Aug Urea 217 kg/ha (100 kg N/ha) 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Plus fungicide 
 GS31 ---- Prosaro 0.3 L/ha 
 GS39 ---- Aviator Xpro 0.5 L/ha 
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VIC Barley TOS 2 (FAR VIC II B25-68-02) 

Sown: 21 May 2025 
Harvested: 15 December 2024 
Soil Type & management: Grey clay; Speed disced 
1 pass (5-8cm depth) and Kelly chained 

Rotation position: 2023-Wheat; 2024-Canola 
FAR Code: FAR VIC II B25-68-02 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 371.6mm 

Key Points 

¶ There was no significant interaction between cultivar and fungicide with an average response to 

fungicide of 0.45t/ha across the spring varieties tested at this later sowing date. 

¶ Although not as severe as in the April sowing high NFNB infection and scald were again the principal 

diseases affecting the trial and resultant yields and grain quality except for protein %. 

¶ Averaged over treated and untreated Neo CL was significantly higher yielding (8.55t/ha) than all 

other cultivars except the coded line AGFBA061025 cultivar (8.46t/ha), Neo CL being almost 1 t/ha 

higher yielding than in the adjoining barley GEN trial sown 1 month earlier.   

¶ NFNB was the dominant disease within the trial with untreated RAGT Atlantis (87.5% infection) and 

RGT Planet (76.3% infection), the worst affected varieties and AGFBA061025 (28.8%), Minotaur 

(22.5%), Neo CL (19.5%) and RGT Planet (18.8%) the most affected by scald.  

¶ It is noticeable that the two spray fungicide programme has been more effective at controlling scald 

in the susceptible varieties than controlling NFNB in susceptible, a result most likely associated with 

the presence of resistant NFNB biotypes in this region.  

¶ Low levels of leaf rust affected untreated Soldier CL (2.8%) and Minotaur (2.6%) with low levels of 

Barley Powdery Mildew (BPM) affecting untreated AGT-Bunyip IA (4.5%). 

¶ Retention % and screening % were not a limiting factor for any cultivar for bin grade, although 

ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ǇǊƻǘŜƛƴǎ ҈ ǿŜǊŜ ŀ ƭƛƳƛǘƛƴƎ ŦŀŎǘƻǊ ŦƻǊ aƛƴƻǘŀǳǊ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ άaŀƭǘƛƴƎ .ŀǊƭŜȅέΦ  

¶  bŜƻ /[ ŦǳƴƎƛŎƛŘŜ ǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ммΦт҈ ǇǊƻǘŜƛƴ ǿŀǎ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ άaŀƭǘƛƴƎ .ŀǊƭŜȅ- b9мέ  

¶ wD¢ tƭŀƴŜǘ ŦǳƴƎƛŎƛŘŜ ǘǊŜŀǘŜŘ ǿŀǎ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŦƛŜŘ ŀǎ άaŀƭǘƛƴƎ .ŀǊƭŜȅ- t[мέ ōǳǘ ƭƻǿŜǊ ǘŜǎǘ ǿŜƛƎƘǘǎ ǿƘŜƴ 

untreated dropped its grade to feed grade BAR 1. 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (protein %, test weight, screenings %) 

 
Figure 1. Influence of cultivar and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha) (P-Value=0.785, LSD = 

0.38).  

Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the grain yield (t/ha) of barley varieties plus and minus 

fungicide. 

Note: w = Winter Barley, s = Spring Barley 
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Yield t/ha 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet (s) 6.44 - 7.12 - 6.78 g 
2. Neo CL (s) 8.24 - 8.87 - 8.55 a 
3. Minotaur (s) 7.80 - 7.94 - 7.87 d 
4. Rosalind (s) 7.78 - 8.08 - 7.93 d 
5. Gretchen (AGFBA021022) (s) 7.88 - 8.26 - 8.07 cd 
6. AGFBA061025 (s) 8.23 - 8.70 - 8.46 ab 
7. KWS Thalis (AGFBA071025) (s) 7.32 - 7.68 - 7.50 e 
8. KWS Willis (AGFBA071225) (s) 8.06 - 8.42 - 8.24 bc 
9. AGT-Bunyip IA (AGTB0530) (s) 6.47 - 7.08 - 6.77 g 
10. RAGT Atlantis (s) 6.90 - 7.51 - 7.21 f 
11. RAGT Asteroid (s) 7.80 - 8.24 - 8.02 cd 
12. RP19034 (s) 7.81 - 8.23 - 8.02 cd 
13. RP21011 (s) 7.96 - 8.28 - 8.12 cd 
14. Soldier CL (IGB22117) (s) 7.80 - 8.42 - 8.11 cd 

Mean 7.61 b 8.06 a 7.83 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.27 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.33 P value 0.021 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.785 
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Table 2. Influence of fungicide application on the grain protein (%) of barley cultivars plus and minus 

fungicide. 

Table 3. Influence of fungicide application on the test weight (Kg/hL) of barley cultivars plus and minus 

fungicide. 

 
  

Protein % 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet 12.2 ijk 12.0 kl 12.1 fg 
2. Neo CL 12.2 ijk 11.7 l 11.9 g 
3. Minotaur 13.6 a 13.5 a 13.6 a 
4. Rosalind 12.8 bc 12.3 g-k 12.5 de 
5. Gretchen  12.8 bcd 12.2 h-k 12.5 e 
6. AGFBA061025  12.2 h-k 12.1 jk 12.1 fg 
7. KWS Thalis 12.3 f-k 12.1 ijk 12.2 f 
8. KWS Willis 12.9 b 12.4 e-j 12.6 cde 
9. AGT-Bunyip IA 13.3 a 12.7 b-e 13.0 b 
10. RAGT Atlantis 12.6 b-f 12.6 c-g 12.6 de 
11. RAGT Asteroid 12.8 bc 12.9 b 12.9 bc 
12. RP19034 12.9 b 12.6 c-g 12.7 cd 
13. RP21011 12.2 h-k 12.3 g-k 12.2 f 
14. Soldier CL 12.5 c-h 12.4 d-i 12.5 e 

Mean 12.7 - 12.4 - 12.5 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.2 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.189 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 0.3 P value 0.028 

Test Weight (Kg/hL) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet 64.9 - 66.5 - 65.7 g 
2. Neo CL 68.3 - 70.1 - 69.2 b 
3. Minotaur 68.7 - 69.2 - 69.0 bc 
4. Rosalind 67.9 - 69.0 - 68.5 cd 
5. Gretchen  65.4 - 66.1 - 65.7 g 
6. AGFBA061025  65.7 - 66.6 - 66.2 fg 
7. KWS Thalis 65.4 - 66.6 - 66.0 g 
8. KWS Willis 65.5 - 67.8 - 66.6 f 
9. AGT-Bunyip IA 69.6 - 70.4 - 70.0 a 
10. RAGT Atlantis 64.9 - 66.4 - 65.6 g 
11. RAGT Asteroid 67.3 - 68.4 - 67.9 e 
12. RP19034 68.0 - 69.0 - 68.5 cd 
13. RP21011 66.1 - 67.3 - 66.7 f 
14. Soldier CL 67.9 - 68.1 - 68.0 de 

Mean 66.8 b 67.9 a 67.4 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.6 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.2 P value <0.001 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.100 
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Table 4. Influence of fungicide application on the retention (%) of barley cultivars plus and minus 

fungicide. 

Table 5. Influence of fungicide application on the screenings (%) of barley cultivars plus and minus 

fungicide. 

 

Retention (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet 80.7 - 85.8 - 83.2 f 
2. Neo CL 86.4 - 96.4 - 91.4 cd 
3. Minotaur 96.4 - 97.3 - 96.8 a 
4. Rosalind 94.1 - 95.4 - 94.7 ab 
5. Gretchen  93.1 - 94.2 - 93.7 abc 
6. AGFBA061025  91.7 - 95.8 - 93.7 abc 
7. KWS Thalis 84.6 - 87.7 - 86.2 ef 
8. KWS Willis 92.0 - 95.0 - 93.5 bc 
9. AGT-Bunyip IA 94.4 - 96.3 - 95.4 ab 
10. RAGT Atlantis 86.4 - 91.1 - 88.7 de 
11. RAGT Asteroid 91.4 - 93.3 - 92.4 bc 
12. RP19034 93.9 - 95.3 - 94.6 abc 
13. RP21011 91.9 - 93.7 - 92.8 bc 
14. Soldier CL 93.6 - 95.9 - 94.7 ab 

Mean 90.8 b 93.8 a 92.3 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 3.3 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 2.8 P value 0.042 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.413 

Screenings (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet 3.7 - 2.7 - 3.2 a 
2. Neo CL 1.6 - 0.9 - 1.2 fgh 
3. Minotaur 0.9 - 0.8 - 0.8 i 
4. Rosalind 1.1 - 0.9 - 1.0 hi 
5. Gretchen  1.4 - 1.4 - 1.4 d-g 
6. AGFBA061025  1.9 - 1.3 - 1.6 de 
7. KWS Thalis 3.0 - 2.3 - 2.7 b 
8. KWS Willis 1.8 - 1.2 - 1.5 def 
9. AGT-Bunyip IA 1.5 - 1.0 - 1.3 e-h 
10. RAGT Atlantis 2.7 - 1.9 - 2.3 c 
11. RAGT Asteroid 1.7 - 1.4 - 1.5 def 
12. RP19034 1.8 - 1.6 - 1.7 d 
13. RP21011 1.7 - 1.4 - 1.5 def 
14. Soldier CL 1.2 - 1.1 - 1.1 ghi 

Mean 1.8 a 1.4 b 1.6 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.3 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.3 P value 0.016 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.080 
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Disease assessment data 

 
Figure 2. Influence of cultivar and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on net form net blotch 

(NFNB) plot infection (P-Value < 0.001, LSD = 8.8), assessed on 4 November 2025.  

 
Figure 3. Influence of variety and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on scald plot infection 

(P-Value < 0.001, LSD = 9.8), assessed on 4 November 2025. 
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Figure 4. Cumulative plot % infection (assessed 4 November 2025).  
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Trial Inputs 

Table 6. Trial input and management details.  

Sowing date:  21 May 2025 

Harvest date:  15 December 2025 
Seed rate:  200 seeds/m2  
Seed treatment: RGT Planet- Imidacloprid (1.2L/t), Rancona Dimension (0.8L/t)  

Neo CL- Evergol Energy (1.3L/t ), Cruiser 350FS (1.0L/t ) 
All other cultivars- Vibrance (3.6L/t), Gaucho (2.4L/t ) 

Basal fertiliser: 21 May 100 kg MAP 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 19 May Mateno Complete 0.75 L/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide: 18 Jul Paradigm 25 g/ha 
  LV MCPA 570 0.5 L/ha 
  CanDo adjuvant 0.5 L/ha 
   
Nitrogen: 16 Jul Urea 108 kg/ha (50 kg N/ha) 
 22 Aug Urea 217 kg/ha (100 kg N/ha) 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Plus fungicide 
 GS31 ---- Prosaro 0.3 L/ha 
 GS39 ---- Aviator Xpro 0.5 L/ha 
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VIC Canola (FAR VIC II C25-70) 
Sown: 24 April 2025 
Harvested: 16 December 2025 
Soil Type & management: Grey Clay; stubble burnt 

Rotation position: 2024-Wheat                                                   
FAR Code: FAR VIC II C25-70 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 371.6mm 

Key Points 

¶ Oilseed yields ranged from 3.60 ς 5.27 t/ha depending on variety and fungicide application with 

significant differences recorded in variety performance (p=<0.001).  

¶ There was a significant interaction between variety and fungicide application (p=0.045) on seed 

yield, meaning that not all varieties responded to fungicide in the same way.  

¶ The average response to the two-spray fungicide programme was 8%, however the range of 

response was 0-21% with Pioneer 45Y95 CL, AN23LR014, 223907 and Hyola Regiment XC giving 

higher responses (10 ς 21%). 

¶ RGT-9636TF and Pioneer 45Y95 CL were significantly higher yielding than any of the other varieties, 

although the latter was more responsive to fungicide application. 

¶ Oil content was highest with AGFCA015124 which yielded over 4.5t/ha with fungicide. Of the two 

higher yielding varieties RGT-9636TF had significantly higher oil content than Pioneer 45Y95 CL 

(44.7% v 43.4). 

¶ Fungicide application reduced blackleg canker infection incidence in the stem by 56% from 48.5% 

severity to 21.5% (significant) but did not have a great effect on test weight or oil content. Hyola 

Regiment XC (48.7%) gave significantly higher oil contents than all other varieties but was not 

amongst the high yielding cultivars. 

¶ The season was associated with high levels of blackleg canker, fungicide application provided good 

disease control at the 4-8 leaf stage; Pioneer 45Y95 CL and RGT65-074CL had significantly higher 

incidence than other varieties (p=<0.001). 

¶ Pioneer 45Y95 CL had significantly higher incidence of blackleg canker in both the stems and raceme 

(p=<0.001)  

¶ CT222309 (TT) had significantly higher incidence of upper canopy infection (UCI) on the racemes 

(p=<0.001), and for sclerotinia on the stems (p=<0.001). 

¶ RGT-9636TF was the only variety with significant lodging (p=0.004). 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (test weight, oil %) 

 
Figure 1. Influence of variety and fungicide application on seed yield (t/ha) 

Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the seed yield (t/ha) of canola (varieties grown plus and 

minus fungicide) ς April 19 sown (emerged late April). 

Yield t/ha 
Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 

1. Nuseed Eagle TF 4.40 f-i 4.77 cde 4.59 b 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL 4.67 c-g 5.27 a 4.97 a 
3. Hyola Blazer TT 4.07 jk 4.40 ghi 4.23 d 
4. AN23LR014 4.27 hij 4.90 bc 4.58 b 
5. AGFCA015124 4.50 e-i 4.81 b-e 4.65 b 
6. RGT Baseline 4.55 d-h 4.70 c-g 4.62 b 
7. RGT65-082TT 4.40 ghi 4.73 c-f 4.56 b 
8. RGT65-074CL 4.06 jk 4.20 ijk 4.13 d 
9. RGT-9636TF 4.86 bcd 5.11 ab 4.98 a 
10. CT222309 3.60 l 3.60 l 3.60 e 
11. 223907 4.26 hij 4.67 c-g 4.46 bc 
12. Hyola Regiment XC 3.88 kl 4.69 c-g 4.29 cd 

Mean 4.29 b 4.65 a  
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.23 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.16 P value 0.006 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.33 P value 0.045 
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Table 2. Influence of variety and fungicide application on the oil content (%) of canola varieties plus 

and minus fungicide. 

Oil % 
Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 

1. Nuseed Eagle TF 43.4 - 43.1 - 43.2 g 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL 43.6 - 43.2 - 43.4 fg 
3. Hyola Blazer TT 44.3 - 44.2 - 44.3 cd 
4. AN23LR014 43.9 - 43.8 - 43.8 ef 
5. AGFCA015124 46.0 - 46.0 - 46.0 a 
6. RGT Baseline 45.6 - 44.9 - 45.3 b 
7. RGT65-082TT 44.2 - 43.6 - 43.9 de 
8. RGT65-074CL 40.4 - 40.8 - 40.6 h 
9. RGT-9636TF 45.0 - 44.3 - 44.7 c 
10. CT222309 43.7 - 44.1 - 43.9 de 
11. 223907 45.1 - 45.2 - 45.1 b 
12. Hyola Regiment XC 45.9 - 45.8 - 45.9 a 

Mean 44.3 a 44.1 b  
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.4 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.1 P value 0.004 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.197 

Table 3. Influence of variety and fungicide on the test weights (kg/hL) of canola varieties plus and 

minus fungicide. 

Test Weight Kg/hL 
Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 

1. Nuseed Eagle TF 63.5 - 63.4 - 63.5 d 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL 62.7 - 62.5 - 62.6 e 
3. Hyola Blazer TT 65.6 - 66.2 - 65.9 b 
4. AN23LR014 62.9 - 63.0 - 62.9 e 
5. AGFCA015124 63.4 - 63.6 - 63.5 d 
6. RGT Baseline 65.4 - 65.4 - 65.4 c 
7. RGT65-082TT 66.3 - 65.8 - 66.0 ab 
8. RGT65-074CL 65.6 - 66.4 - 66.0 ab 
9. RGT-9636TF 60.2 - 59.9 - 60.0 f 
10. CT222309 65.9 - 66.1 - 66.0 ab 
11. 223907 66.4 - 66.4 - 66.4 a 
12. Hyola Regiment XC 64.9 - 65.4 - 65.1 c 

Mean 64.4 - 64.5 -  
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.5 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.549 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.241 
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Disease assessment data 

Table 4. Influence of variety and fungicide on Blackleg severity (% plant infection) ς assessed 28 

November at crop maturity. 

Severity (% plant infection) 
Variety Rating Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 

1. Nuseed Eagle TF R 10.6 - 2.7 - 6.6 a 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL RMR 6.2 - 3.2 - 4.7 abc 
3. Hyola Blazer TT RMR 13.3 - 2.8 - 8.0 a 
4. AN23LR014 --- 1.5 - 0.3 - 0.9 cd 
5. AGFCA015124 --- 11.1 - 3.7 - 7.4 a 
6. RGT Baseline MRMS 8.5 - 0.8 - 4.6 abc 
7. RGT65-082TT --- 8.7 - 1.8 - 5.2 ab 
8. RGT65-074CL --- 3.7 - 0.1 - 1.9 bcd 
9. RGT-9636TF --- 0.6 - 0.6 - 0.6 cd 
10. CT222309 --- 0.6 - 0.2 - 0.4 d 
11. 223907 --- 3.8 - 0.0 - 1.9 bcd 
12. Hyola Regiment XC R 2.5 - 1.4 - 2.0 bcd 

Mean 5.9 - 1.4 -  
LSD Variety p = 0.05 4.1 P value 0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.086 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.178 

Ratings derived from GRDC, Blackleg Management Guide Fact Sheet Autumn 2025 update, Issued 
February 2025. R=Resistant, RMR= resistant-moderately resistant, MRMS= moderately resistant- 
moderately susceptible, --- = not available. 

Table 5. Influence of variety and fungicide on Blackleg incidence (%) ς assessed 28 November at crop 

maturity. 

Incidence (%) 
Variety Rating Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 

1. Nuseed Eagle TF R 62.5 - 25.0 - 43.8 bc 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL RMR 60.0 - 45.0 - 52.5 b 
3. Hyola Blazer TT RMR 72.5 - 27.5 - 50.0 b 
4. AN23LR014 --- 42.5 - 15.0 - 28.8 cd 
5. AGFCA015124 --- 90.0 - 55.0 - 72.5 a 
6. RGT Baseline MRMS 77.5 - 25.0 - 51.3 b 
7. RGT65-082TT --- 55.0 - 40.0 - 47.5 b 
8. RGT65-074CL --- 32.5 - 5.0 - 18.8 de 
9. RGT-9636TF --- 20.0 - 10.0 - 15.0 de 
10. CT222309 --- 20.0 - 5.0 - 12.5 e 
11. 223907 --- 35.0 - 0.0 - 17.5 de 
12. Hyola Regiment XC R 15.0 - 5.0 - 10.0 e 

Mean 48.5 a 21.5 b  
LSD Variety p = 0.05 15.7 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 16.0 P value 0.013 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.108 

Ratings derived from GRDC, Blackleg Management Guide Fact Sheet Autumn 2025 update, Issued 
February 2025. R=Resistant, RMR= resistant-moderately resistant, MRMS= moderately resistant- 
moderately susceptible, --- = not available. 
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Table 6. Influence of variety and fungicide on Sclerotinia severity (% plant infection) ς assessed 28 

November at crop maturity. 

Severity (% plant infection) 
Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 

1. Nuseed Eagle TF 2.6 ef 0.1 f 1.4 e 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL 15.2 bc 2.5 ef 8.8 abc 
3. Hyola Blazer TT 5.3 ef 0.0 f 2.7 de 
4. AN23LR014 7.8 de 1.3 f 4.5 cde 
5. AGFCA015124 2.4 ef 0.0 f 1.2 e 
6. RGT Baseline 6.3 def 0.0 f 3.2 de 
7. RGT65-082TT 12.7 cd 0.0 f 6.3 bcd 
8. RGT65-074CL 5.9 ef 0.0 f 2.9 de 
9. RGT-9636TF 17.7 abc 0.0 f 8.9 abc 
10. CT222309 15.9 bc 0.0 f 7.9 abc 
11. 223907 22.5 a 0.0 f 11.3 a 
12. Hyola Regiment XC 20.1 ab 0.0 f 10.1 ab 

Mean 11.2 a 0.3 b  
LSD Variety p = 0.05 4.6 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 6.8 P value 0.015 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 6.5 P value <0.001 

Table 7. Influence of variety and fungicide on Sclerotinia incidence (%) ς assessed 28 November at 

crop maturity. 

Incidence (%) 
Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 

1. Nuseed Eagle TF 8.8 fgh 1.3 h 5.0 cd 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL 31.3 abc 2.5 gh 16.9 a 
3. Hyola Blazer TT 13.8 efg 0.0 h 6.9 bcd 
4. AN23LR014 23.8 cde 1.3 h 12.5 abc 
5. AGFCA015124 2.5 gh 0.0 h 1.3 d 
6. RGT Baseline 15.0 def 0.0 h 7.5 bcd 
7. RGT65-082TT 26.3 bcd 0.0 h 13.1 ab 
8. RGT65-074CL 11.3 fgh 0.0 h 5.6 bcd 
9. RGT-9636TF 35.0 abc 0.0 h 17.5 a 
10. CT222309 36.3 ab 0.0 h 18.1 a 
11. 223907 38.8 a 0.0 h 19.4 a 
12. Hyola Regiment XC 35.0 abc 0.0 h 17.5 a 

Mean 23.1 a 0.4 b  
LSD Variety p = 0.05 8.0 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 13.2 P value 0.012 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 11.3 P value <0.001 
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Figure 2. Influence of variety and fungicide management on Sclerotinia and Blackleg severity (% plant 

infection)- assessed on 28 November at crop maturity. 

Trial inputs 

Table 8. Trial input and management details. 

Sowing date:  24 April 2025 

Harvest date:  16 December 2025 
Seed rate:  60 plants/m2 
Basal fertiliser: 24 Apr 145 kg/ha MAP 
   
Nitrogen: 12 Jul Urea 245 Kg/ha (113 kg N/ha) 
 8 Aug Urea 245 Kg/ha (113 kg N/ha) 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 24 Apr Crucial 2000 mL/ha 
  Treflan 2000 mL/ha 
  Overwatch 1250 mL/ha 
  Le-mat 100 mL/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide: 12 Jun Ammonium Sulphate 800 gm/ha 
  Platinum Xtra 330 mL/ha 
  CanDo adjuvant 0.50L/100L 
  Lontrel 150 mL/ha 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Fungicide Protection 
 4-6 leaf --- Prosaro 450ml/ha                                      
 20% Flower --- Aviator Xpro 650 mL/ha 
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VIC Oats (FAR VIC II O25-69-01) 
Sown: 21 May 2025     
Harvested: 05 January 2026 
Soil type & management: Grey clay; Speed disced 1 pass 
(5-8cm depth) and Kelly chained, stubble incorporated 

Rotation position: 2023 - Wheat; 2024 - 
Canola 
FAR Code: FAR VIC II O25-69-01 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 371.6mm 

Key Points 

¶ There was a significant yield interaction (p < 0.001) between variety and fungicide application, with 

four varieties giving a significant response to fungicide (over 1t/ha) and three winter varieties 

RV10536 (Southwark), RVR10017A (Silver) and RVS10228 (Montblanc) showing no significant 

response. 

¶ The winter varieties took much longer to mature than the spring controls Bannister and Koala. 

¶ Grain quality was only affected by variety in this trial with grain protein, test weight and screenings 

giving a wide range of results with RVT16498 (Vaughn) recording the highest protein levels. 

¶ Koala gave the highest test weights and lowest screenings. 

¶ Fungicide application unusually had no significant effect on grain quality, although in general in the 

responsive varieties grain quality (test weight and screenings) tended to be better when treated.  

¶ The most diseased varieties with red leather leaf and leaf spot of oats were those that gave the 

significant yield responses, these were RVT16498 (Vaughn) and RVT16046 (Ibanez) and the two 

spring controls Bannister and Koala. 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (Protein, test weight, screenings %) 

 
Figure 1. Influence of oat variety and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha) (P Value= <0.001, LSD= 
0.45) 

Table 1. Influence of fungicide on the grain yield (t/ha) of oat cultivars plus and minus fungicide. 

Yield t/ha 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Koala (s) 6.28 b 7.36 a 6.82 a 
2. Bannister (s) 6.30 b 7.36 a 6.83 a 
3. Southwark (RV10536) (w) 3.70 f 4.13 ef 3.92 d 
4. Silver (RVR10017A) (w) 3.96 f 3.97 f 3.97 d 
5. Montblanc (RVS10228) (w) 4.14 ef 4.09 ef 4.12 d 
6. Vaughn (RVT16498) (w) 4.43 de 5.50 c 4.96 b 
7. Ibanez (RVT16046) (w) 4.11 ef 4.83 d 4.47 c 

Mean 4.70 b 5.32 a 5.01 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.32 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.58 P value 0.042 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.45 P value <0.001 

Note: w = Winter Oats, s = Spring Oats 
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Table 2. Influence of fungicide on the protein (%) of oat varieties plus and minus fungicide. 

Protein (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Koala 11.1 - 11.3 - 11.2 d 
2. Bannister 12.1 - 12.4 - 12.2 c 
3. Southwark (RV10536) (w) 12.2 - 12.2 - 12.2 c 
4. Silver (RVR10017A) (w) 12.8 - 13.0 - 12.9 b 
5. Montblanc (RVS10228) (w) 11.7 - 12.3 - 12.0 c 
6. Vaughn (RVT16498) (w) 13.8 - 13.5 - 13.6 a 
7. Ibanez (RVT16046) (w) 12.8 - 12.9 - 12.8 b 

Mean 12.4 - 12.5 - 12.4 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.43 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.390 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.512 

Table 3. Influence of fungicide on test weight (kg/hL) of oat varieties plus and minus fungicide. 

Test Weight (kg/hL) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Koala 54.8 - 55.4 - 55.1 a 
2. Bannister 52.1 - 54.0 - 53.0 bc 
3. Southwark (RV10536) (w) 48.5 - 48.1 - 48.3 d 
4. Silver (RVR10017A) (w) 46.5 - 47.1 - 46.8 de 
5. Montblanc (RVS10228) (w) 45.9 - 45.7 - 45.8 e 
6. Vaughn (RVT16498) (w) 53.5 - 54.0 - 53.8 ab 
7. Ibanez (RVT16046) (w) 51.1 - 51.9 - 51.5 c 

Mean 50.3 - 50.9 - 50.6 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 1.8 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.304 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.912 

Table 4. Influence of fungicide on screenings (%) of oat varieties plus and minus fungicide. 

Screenings (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Koala 5.7 - 3.7 - 4.7 d 
2. Bannister 6.8 - 5.2 - 6.0 d 
3. Southwark (RV10536) (w) 26.6 - 27.0 - 26.8 b 
4. Silver (RVR10017A) (w) 11.4 - 11.0 - 11.2 c 
5. Montblanc (RVS10228) (w) 41.1 - 41.9 - 41.5 a 
6. Vaughn (RVT16498) (w) 10.3 - 10.2 - 10.3 c 
7. Ibanez (RVT16046) (w) 6.2 - 5.9 - 6.0 d 

Mean 15.4 - 15.0 - 15.2 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 2.24 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.435 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.868 
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Disease assessment data  

 
Figure 2. Influence of variety and fungicide on cumulative disease infection (%), (assessed on 14 
November 2025).  

Trial inputs 

Table 5. Trial input and management details. 

Sowing date:  29 April 2025 

Harvest date:  5 January 2026 
Seed rate:  200 seeds/m2  
Seed treatment:  Vibrance (3.6L/t), Gaucho (2.4L/t) 
Basal fertiliser: 21 May 100 kg MAP 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 28 Apr Trifluralin 1500mL/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide: 18 Jul Paradigm 25 g/ha 
  LV MCPA 570 0.5 L/ha 
  CanDo adjuvant 0.5 L/ha 
   
Nitrogen: 16 Jul Urea 108 kg/ha (50 kg N/ha) 
 22 Aug Urea 217 kg/ha (100 kg N/ha) 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Plus fungicide 
 GS31 ---- Prosaro 0.3 L/ha 
 GS39 ---- Aviator Xpro 0.5 L/ha 
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Yarrawonga VIC 

VIC Yarrawonga Wheat (FAR NEV II W25-77)  
Sown: 30 April 2025    
Harvested: 27 November 2025 
Soil type & management: Brown silty clay loam, 
canola stubble raked pre sow 

Rotation position: 2024 ς Canola, 2023 ς Vetch 
FAR Code: FAR NEV II W25-77 
GSR (Apr-Oct): 210.5mm 
 

Key Points 

¶ There was very little disease pressure in the trial which has resulted in no statistical yield response 

to applied foliar fungicides. 

¶ There were significant yield differences between varieties with yields ranging from 6.11t/ha to 

5.39t/ha (p=<0.001).  

¶ There were 4 varieties that exceeded 6t/ha, LPB20-8165, Rockstar, 19Q3H0499, and RGT Marsh 

(H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) yielding 6.11, 6.08, 6.06, and 6.05t/ha respectively. 

¶ Of the three long season varieties tested (Mowhawk and Triple 2 being quick winters, and 

Mammoth a very slow spring), the red feed wheat Triple 2 was significantly higher yielding than 

Mowhawk and Mammoth. 

¶ Scepter provided the largest response to fungicide (not statistically significant) with 0.55t/ha yield 

advantage where fungicides were applied. 

¶ Both stripe rust (Yr) and Septoria tritici blotch (STB) were present in the trial, with Scepter, Rockstar 

and Mammoth having highest levels of Yr (11.3, 11.7, and 13.0% plot infection) and Scepter, Genie, 

16Q2H0310, and RGT Marsh having the highest levels of STB (4.7, 6.7, 5.3, and 5.7% plot infection). 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (protein %, test weight, screenings %) 

Figure 1. Influence of wheat cultivar choice on grain yield (t/ha). Cultivar means of plus and minus 

fungicide, P < 0.001, LSD (p=0.05) = 0.33. 

Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the grain yield (t/ha) of wheat varieties plus and minus 

fungicide. 

Yield t/ha 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter (s) 5.58 - 6.13 - 5.86 abc 
2. Matador (s) 5.71 - 5.86 - 5.79 a-d 
3. Genie (s) 5.87 - 5.88 - 5.88 abc 
4. Rockstar (s) 6.12 - 6.03 - 6.08 a 
5. Mowhawk (w) 5.60 - 5.24 - 5.42 e 
6. LRPB Major (s) 5.54 - 5.66 - 5.60 cde 
7. Boa (LPB19-8035) (s) 5.55 - 5.72 - 5.64 b-e 
8. Packer (LPB19-3527) (s) 6.02 - 5.91 - 5.97 ab 
9. LPB20-8165 (s) 6.06 - 6.16 - 6.11 a 
10. AGT Rio (V15019-88) (s) 5.71 - 5.63 - 5.67 b-e 
11. Triple 2 (w) 5.95 - 5.80 - 5.88 abc 
12. RGT Ponsford (s) 5.79 - 5.82 - 5.80 a-d 
13. 19Q3H0499 (s) 6.17 - 5.96 - 6.06 a 
14. 19Q3H0393 (s) 5.43 - 5.56 - 5.49 de 
15. 16Q2H0310 (s) 5.42 - 5.45 - 5.43 e 
16. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 6.10 - 6.01 - 6.05 a 
17. Mammoth (s) 5.20 - 5.58 - 5.39 e 

Mean 5.75 - 5.79 - 5.77 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.33 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.857 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.471 

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat 
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Table 2. Influence of fungicide application and cultivar on grain quality (protein ς corrected to 0% 

moisture, test weight, and screenings) of wheat varieties (mean of treated and untreated). 

Grain Quality Assessment 

Fungicide Management 
Protein 

(%) 
Test Weight 

(kg/hL) 
Screenings 

(%) 
1. Untreated 12.0 - 76.4 - 12.8 - 
2. Plus Fungicide 12.0 - 76.3 - 12.4 - 

P Value 0.842 0.911 0.145 
LSD P=.05 ns ns ns 

Cultivar 
Protein 

(%) 
Test Weight 

(kg/hL) 
Screenings 

(%) 
1. Scepter 12.0 def 75.9 ef 11.4 ef 
2. Matador 12.6 abc 74.8 fg 16.8 a 
3. Genie 12.1 c-f 79.0 ab 18.3 a 
4. Rockstar 11.9 ef 74.8 fg 10.9 efg 
5. Mowhawk 12.3 b-e 78.2 a-d 13.4 bcd 
6. LRPB Major 12.0 def 78.7 abc 12.2 cde 
7. Boa 12.5 a-d 73.3 gh 13.7 bc 
8. Packer 11.2 h 79.6 ab 11.7 de 
9. LPB20-8165 11.6 fgh 76.4 def 10.6 efg 

10. AGT Rio 11.8 efg 77.9 b-e 9.8 fg 
11. Triple 2 12.2 b-e 80.1 a 7.2 h 
12. RGT Ponsford 11.3 gh 76.7 c-f 11.4 ef 
13. 19Q3H0499 11.2 h 72.5 h 14.8 b 
14. 19Q3H0393 12.7 ab 72.1 h 17.7 a 
15. 16Q2H0310 13.0 a 73.7 gh 13.9 bc 
16. RGT Marsh 11.6 fgh 76.7 c-f 10.8 efg 
17. Mammoth 12.3 b-e 77.7 b-e 9.4 g 

Grand Mean 12.0 76.3 12.6 
P Value <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 

LSD P=.05 0.6 2.1 1.8 
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Disease assessment data 

Figure 2. Influence of variety and fungicide application stripe rust (Yr) plot infection (% plot) assessed 

21 October. P < 0.001, LSD (p=0.05) = 3.0. 

 
Figure 3. Influence of variety and fungicide application Septoria tritici blotch (STB) plot infection (% 

plot) assessed 21 October. P = 0.006, LSD (p=0.05) = 2.3.  
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Development (Phenology) 

Table 3. Phenology assessments (Zadoks stage) conducted throughout the growing season. 
 

15-Jul 25-Jul 12-Aug 25-Aug 10-Sep 18-Sep 6-Oct 21-Oct 

1. Scepter (s) 24 24 31 32 39 43 61 77 
2. Matador (s) 23 23 31 32 37 43 65 85 
3. Genie (s) 23 24 31 32 37/ 39 45 59 85 
4. Rockstar (s) 24 25 31 32 41 43 65 85 
5. Mowhawk (w) 23 26 30 31 37 45 59 75 
6. LRPB Major (s) 24 25 31 32 37 43 59 77 
7. Boa (s) 22 24 31 32 41 49 61 83 
8. Packer (s) 23 26 30 31 33/37 39 59 77 
9. LPB20-8165 (s) 24 24 31 32 37/ 39 45 65 83 
10. AGT Rio (s) 23 23 31 32 37 45 65 83 
11. Triple 2 (w) 23 25 30 31 32/33 37 55 73 
12. RGT Ponsford (s) 24 24 31 32 37/ 39 45 59 77 
13. 19Q3H0499 (s) 23 24 31 32 39/41 45 65 85 
14. 19Q3H0393 (s) 25 25 31 32 45 49 65 85 
15. 16Q2H0310 (s) 24 24 31 32 37 45 65 77 
16. RGT Marsh (s) 24 24 31 32 37 41 61 85 
17. Mammoth (s) 22 25 30 31 33 37 56 73 

Trial inputs 

Table 4. Trial input and management details.  

Sowing date:  30 April 2025 

Harvest date:  27 November 2025 
Seed rate:  180 seeds/m2  
Basal fertiliser: 30 Apr 100 kg MAP/ha 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 29 Apr Treflan 2.5L/ha 
  Reglone 200 1.8L/ha 
  Gramoxone 360 1.2L/ha 
  Boxer Gold 2.5L/ha 
  BS1000 0.16% 
   
Post-em herbicide: 1 Jul Mateno Complete 750mL/ha 
 23 Sep Dimethoate 400 200mL/ha 
   

Nitrogen: 23 Jul Urea 217 kg/ha (100kg N/ha) 
 28 Aug Urea 109 kg/ha (50kg N/ha) 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Plus fungicide 
 GS31 ---- Prosaro 300 mL/ha 

Wetter 1000 0.2% 
 GS39 ---- Revystar 750mL/ha 
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VIC Yarrawonga Barley (FAR NEV II B25-78)  
Sown: 30 April 2025    
Harvested: 25 November 2025 
Soil type & management: Brown silty clay loam, 
canola stubble raked pre sow 

Rotation position: 2024 ς Canola, 2023 ς Vetch 
FAR Code: FAR NEV II B25-78 
GSR (Apr-Oct): 210.5mm 
 

Key Points 

¶ There was low disease pressure in the trial which resulted in no statistical yield or grain quality 

response to applied foliar fungicides. 

¶ There were significant yield differences between varieties (p<0.001), Neo CL being the highest 

yielding variety yielding 7.16t/ha although this was not statistically better than Minotaur yielding 

6.88t/ha. 

¶ The 6 winter barleys tested were lower yielding than all the spring barleys, the best of the winters 

being KWS Donau, KW 2-1918, and the 6 row KWS Faro yielding 5.38, 5.42 and 5.33t/ha 

respectively. 

¶ Grain protein was generally high with all varieties exceeding 12%, the winter barleys had the 

highest grain proteins 13.8-15.7%, most probably as a result of lower yields. 

¶ Excluding grain protein, Minotaur was the only variety to meet malt specifications for test weight, 

retention and screening, most other varieties had too high screenings and too low retentions. 

¶ Scald, net form net blotch (NFNB), and spot form net blotch (SFNB) were all present in the trial with 

scald being the most dominant disease. RGT Planet had the highest levels of infection for all three 

diseases: 20.0% Scald, 8.7% NFNB, 1.3% SFNB (plot infection of untreated plots). 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (protein %, test weight, screenings %) 

Figure 1. Influence of barley cultivar on grain yield (t/ha). Means of plus and minus fungicide 

treatments, P < 0.001, LSD (p=0.05) = 0.32. 

Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the grain yield (t/ha) of wheat varieties plus and minus 

fungicide. 

Yield t/ha 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet (s) 6.36 - 6.61 - 6.48 cd 
2. Neo CL (s) 7.22 - 7.10 - 7.16 a 
3. Minotaur (s) 6.98 - 6.78 - 6.88 ab 
4. Rosalind (s) 6.74 - 6.67 - 6.71 bc 
5. AGT Bunyip IA (AGTB0530) (s) 6.33 - 6.41 - 6.37 de 
6. RGT Atlantis (s) 6.34 - 6.57 - 6.45 cd 
7. RGT Asteroid (s) 6.69 - 6.63 - 6.66 bcd 
8. RP19034 (s) 6.42 - 6.35 - 6.38 de 
9. RP21011 (s) 6.31 - 6.71 - 6.51 cd 
10. Ember (IGB21130) (s) 6.26 - 5.99 - 6.12 e 
11. Soldier CL (IGB22117) (s) 6.60 - 6.32 - 6.46 cd 
12. KWS Donau (2r W) 5.31 - 5.45 - 5.38 f 
13. KW 2-1918 (2r W) 5.31 - 5.53 - 5.42 f 
14. KW 2-1958 (2r W) 4.62 - 4.67 - 4.65 g 
15. KWS Tardis (2r W) 3.70 - 3.09 - 3.40 h 
16. KWS Faro (6r W) 5.44 - 5.22 - 5.33 f 
17. KWS Wallace (6r W) 4.87 - 4.60 - 4.73 g 

Mean 5.97 - 5.92 - 5.95  
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.32 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.779 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.265 

Note: s = Spring Barley (all two row), w = Winter Barley (6r- 6 row; 2r- 2 row) 
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Table 2. Influence of fungicide application or variety on the grain quality (protein ς corrected to 0% 
moisture, starch, fibre, test weight, retention and screenings) of barley varieties.  

Protein 
% 

Starch 
% 

Fibre 
% 

Test Weight 
kg/hL 

Retention 
% 

Screenings 
% 

1. Untreated 13.6 - 59.9 - 4.0 - 66.1 - 45.0 - 17.4 - 

2. Full Fungicide 13.1 - 60.3 - 3.9 - 66.4 - 47.2 - 15.4 - 

P Value 0.091 0.144 0.638 0.605 0.201 0.322 
LSD P=.05 ns ns ns ns ns ns 

  
  

Protein 
% 

Starch 
% 

Fibre 
% 

Test Weight 
kg/hL 

Retention 
% 

Screenings 
% 

1. RGT Planet 12.5 fgh 60.4 def 3.8 fgh 65.4 fgh 39.4 e 19.9 c 

2. Neo CL 12.0 h 60.6 cde 3.8 fgh 65.8 e-h 64.3 ab 8.1 ef 
3. Minotaur 12.4 fgh 61.6 a 3.3 i 69.2 ab 72.0 a 5.4 f 

4. Rosalind 12.1 h 59.9 fgh 4.1 def 68.8 bc 71.4 a 8.4 ef 

5. AGT Bunyip IA 12.6 fgh 61.2 ab 3.8 gh 70.7 a 71.0 a 10.8 def 

6. RGT Atlantis 12.9 efg 59.3 ijk 4.3 abc 64.6 hij 47.6 de 14.7 cde 

7. RGT Asteroid 13.3 de 59.7 g-j 4.0 efg 65.2 ghi 44.6 de 14.2 cde 
8. RP19034 13.3 de 60.6 cde 3.7 h 66.8 def 39.4 e 14.8 cde 

9. RP21011 12.3 gh 59.9 f-i 4.1 cde 63.8 ij 46.0 de 18.0 cd 

10. Ember 12.9 efg 59.5 h-k 4.1 cde 66.6 d-g 40.5 e 13.2 c-f 

11. Soldier CL 13.0 ef 61.1 abc 3.8 gh 67.8 bcd 60.9 bc 6.7 ef 

12. KWS Donau 13.8 cd 60.8 bcd 3.7 h 64.8 hi 67.6 ab 12.7 c-f 
13. KW 2-1918 14.3 bc 59.1 k 4.2 b-e 65.1 ghi 10.0 f 31.2 b 

14. KW 2-1958 14.4 b 60.6 cde 3.7 h 67.2 cde 51.0 cd 9.2 ef 

15. KWS Tardis 15.7 a 60.1 efg 4.4 ab 65.6 e-h 41.5 de 11.3 c-f 

16. KWS Faro 14.5 b 59.2 jk 4.2 a-d 65.3 f-i 10.1 f 39.6 ab 

17. KWS Wallace 14.8 b 58.4 l 4.4 a 63.2 j 7.0 f 40.3 a 
Grand Mean 13.3 60.1 4.0 66.2 46.1 16.4 

P Value <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 

LSD P=.05 0.6 0.6 0.2 1.6 10.0 8.7 

Disease assessment data 

 
Figure 2. Influence of variety and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on scald plot infection 

(P-Value < 0.001, LSD (p=0.05) = 3.2), assessed on 21 October 2025. 
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Figure 3. Influence of variety and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on net form net blotch 

(NFNB) plot infection (P-Value = 0.042, LSD (p=0.05) = 2.8), assessed on 21 October 2025. 

Figure 4. Influence of variety and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on spot form net blotch 
(SFNB) plot infection (P-Value = 0.001, LSD (p=0.05) = 0.6), assessed on 21 October 2025. 
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Lodging 

 
Figure 5. Influence of barley variety on lodging index (0-1000) (P-Value = 0.001, LSD (p=0.05) = 59.9), 
assessed on 25 November 2025. 

Development (Phenology) 

Table 3. Phenology assessments (Zadoks stage) conducted throughout the growing season.  

Variety 
15- 
Jul 

25- 
Jul 

12-
Aug 

25-
Aug 

1- 
Sep 

10-
Sep 

18-
Sep 

1- 
Oct 

6- 
Oct 

21-
Oct 

RGT Planet 27 27 31 32 
 

41 49 57 
 

85 

Neo CL 28 28 31 32 
 

43 49 59-65 
 

85 
Minotaur 26 27 31 31/32 

 
37 45/49 55 

 
83 

Rosalind 23 30 32 33 
 

43 49/51 59-65 
 

87 

AGT Bunyip IA 25 25 32 33 
 

43 51 65 71 87 

RGT Atlantis 27 27 32 32 
 

41 49 53 57/65 85 

RGT Asteroid 26 26 31 32 
 

39 45 55 57/65 85 

RP19034 27 27 31 32 
 

39 49 57-61 
 

87 
RP21011 26 26 31 32 

 
41 49 57 71 87 

Ember 27 28 30 31/32 
 

37 43 51 
 

56/75 

Soldier CL 25 28 31 32 
 

41 45 59-65 
 

85 

KWS Donau 29 29 29 31 31 33 37 49 
 

83 

KW 2-1918 26 27 29 31/30 31 32/33 37 49 
 

83 
KW 2-1958 28 28 29 30 31 32/33 33 47 49 58/75 

KWS Tardis 25 28 29 31 30 31/32 33 42 
 

53/69 

KWS Faro 28 28 29 30/31 31/32 32/33 37 49 
 

83 

KWS Wallace  26 26 30 30/31 31 32 33 45 49 71 

Zadoks stages in bold are later developing winter barley varieties 
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Trial inputs 

Table 4. Trial input and management details.  

Sowing date:  30 April 2025 

Harvest date:  25 November 2025 
Seed rate:  180 seeds/m2  
Basal fertiliser: 30 Apr 100 kg MAP/ha 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 29 Apr Treflan 2.5L/ha 
  Reglone 200 1.8L/ha 
  Gramoxone 360 1.2L/ha 
  Boxer Gold 2.5L/ha 
  BS1000 0.16% 
   
Post-em herbicide: 1 Jul Mateno Complete 750mL/ha 
 23 Sep Dimethoate 400 200mL/ha 
   
Nitrogen: 23 Jul Urea 217 kg/ha (100kg N/ha) 
 28 Aug Urea 109 kg/ha (50kg N/ha) 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Plus fungicide 
 GS31 ---- Prosaro 300 mL/ha 

Wetter 1000 0.2% 
 GS39 ---- Revystar 750mL/ha 



South Australian Results 

 
 

Millicent SA............................................................................................................................ 78 

SA Millicent Wheat (FAR SAC II W25-60) ...................................................................................... 78 

SA Millicent Barley (FAR SAC II B25-61) ........................................................................................ 85 

SA Millicent Canola (FAR SAC II C25-62) ....................................................................................... 93 
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SA Bordertown Wheat (FAR MSA II W25-63) ............................................................................. 101 

SA Bordertown Barley (FAR MSA II B25-64)................................................................................ 107 
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Millicent SA 

SA Millicent Wheat (FAR SAC II W25-60) 
Sown: 6 May 2025 
Harvested: 14 January 2026 
Soil type & management: Organosol over grey 
clay, speed tilled and rolled 

Rotation position: 2024 Canola (cv 45Y95 CL) 
FAR code: FAR SAC II W25-60 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 647mm 

Key Points 

¶ AGFWHWW2 and Triple 2 were the only varieties to yield > 9 t/ha both with and without fungicide, 

while RGT Cesario, Longford and BigRed yielded > 9 t/ha with the three-spray fungicide regime. 

¶ Triple 2 gave the smallest response to fungicide (0.18 t/ha) and yields were not significantly 

different under the two regimes (treated and untreated). 

¶ Red winter feed wheats with and without fungicide outperformed the spring and winter milling 

wheats, except for untreated RGT Accroc yielding lower (6.37 t/ha).  

¶ Slower phenology (development) of the winter wheats delaying flowering to nearer the optimal 

time (late October to early-November) and genetic disease resistance, particularly to Septoria tritici 

blotch (STB) were the main reason for this advantage.  

¶ Septoria infection were severe in the spring wheat germplasm and winter white milling wheat 

Brighton. Spring types that had lower infections were RGT Ponsford and AGT Rio. 

¶ Stripe rust (Puccinia striiformis f.sp. tritici) and leaf rust (Puccinia triticina) did not affect the wheat 

trial in 2025, with only trace levels of stripe rust identified in untreated RGT Cesario (< 0.3% mean 

plot infection). This contrasted with the barley GEN trial on the same site which was severely 

affected by barley leaf rust (Puccinia hordei). 

¶ Milling wheats both with and without fungicide achieved quality parameters to typically fall within 

H2 to APW1 classification, while all feed wheats except RGT Accroc (FED1) achieved parameters for 

SFW1/SFWR classification. 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (% protein, test weight, % screenings) 

Figure 1. Influence of variety and fungicide on grain yield (t/ha). 

 
Figure 2. Variety yield response to fungicide (t/ha). 
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Table 1. Influence of variety and fungicide on grain yield (t/ha). 

Yield (t/ha) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. BigRed (w) 8.47 f 9.20 cd 8.83 c 
2. RGT Cesario (w) 8.65 ef 9.57 abc 9.11 bc 
3. RGT Accroc (w) 6.37 k 8.52 f 7.45 f 
4. Brighton (w) 4.31 r 6.37 k 5.34 ij 
5. Scepter (s) 4.35 r 5.92 lmn 5.14 ij 
6. Matador (s) 4.57 qr 6.16 klm 5.36 i 
7. Genie (s) 5.66 no 7.50 hi 6.58 g 
8. Rockstar (s) 4.92 pq 6.94 j 5.93 h 
9. AGT Rio (V15019-88) (s) 6.30 kl 7.33 ij 6.81 g 
10. Triple 2 (w) 9.56 abc 9.74 ab 9.65 a 
11. Longford (w) 8.99 de 9.41 bcd 9.20 b 
12. AGFWHWW2 (w) 9.31 bcd 9.88 a 9.59 a 
13. AGFWH01022 (w) 7.90 gh 8.24 fg 8.07 e 
14. RGT Ponsford (s) 6.16 klm 7.07 ij 6.61 g 
15. 19Q3H0499 (s) 4.28 r 5.80 mn 5.04 j 
16. 16Q2H0310 (s) 3.32 s 5.31 op 4.32 k 
17. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 4.69 qr 5.95 k-n 5.32 ij 
18. RGT Enebro (RW 71608) (w) 7.95 g 8.43 f 8.19 de 
19. RGT Waugh (w) 8.27 fg 8.59 ef 8.43 d 

Mean 6.53 b 7.68 a 7.11 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.21 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.31 P value <0.001 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.44 P value <0.001 

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat 
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Table 2. Influence of variety and fungicide on grain protein (%). 

Protein (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. BigRed (w) 11.3 nop 11.5 mno 11.4 ij 
2. RGT Cesario (w) 11.3 nop 11.8 j-m 11.5 hi 
3. RGT Accroc (w) 12.0 ijk 11.4 mno 11.7 gh 
4. Brighton (w) 13.3 ab 12.7 def 13.0 a 
5. Scepter (s) 13.3 ab 12.3 fgh 12.8 ab 
6. Matador (s) 13.5 a 12.5 efg 13.0 a 
7. Genie (s) 12.4 efg 11.9 i-l 12.1 ef 
8. Rockstar (s) 12.9 cd 11.7 j-n 12.3 de 
9. AGT Rio (V15019-88) (s) 11.2 opq 11.3 nop 11.3 j 
10. Triple 2 (w) 10.7 r 11.0 pqr 10.9 k 
11. Longford (w) 11.3 nop 11.4 mno 11.4 ij 
12. AGFWHWW2 (w) 10.9 qr 10.9 qr 10.9 k 
13. AGFWH01022 (w) 11.9 i-l 11.9 i-l 11.9 fg 
14. RGT Ponsford (s) 11.6 k-n 11.6 lmn 11.6 hi 
15. 19Q3H0499 (s) 12.7 cde 11.9 i-l 12.3 de 
16. 16Q2H0310 (s) 13.0 bc 12.0 hij 12.5 cd 
17. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 13.0 bcd 12.2 ghi 12.6 bc 
18. RGT Enebro (RW 71608) (w) 11.6 j-n 12.0 ijk 11.8 gh 
19. RGT Waugh (w) 12.4 efg 12.4 efg 12.4 cde 

Mean 12.1 - 11.8 - 12.0 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.3 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.118 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.4 P value <0.001 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



82 
 

Table 3. Influence of variety and fungicide on test weight (kg/hL). 

Test weight (kg/hL) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. BigRed (w) 79.2 b-f 81.9 a 80.5 a 
2. RGT Cesario (w) 75.5 j-o 77.5 e-j 76.5 efg 
3. RGT Accroc (w) 69.3 pq 78.2 d-h 73.7 hi 
4. Brighton (w) 65.2 s 76.2 h-n 70.7 k 
5. Scepter (s) 69.4 pq 76.8 g-l 73.1 hij 
6. Matador (s) 68.1 qr 76.5 h-n 72.3 ij 
7. Genie (s) 73.8 o 80.7 ab 77.3 de 
8. Rockstar (s) 66.6 rs 77.0 g-k 71.8 jk 
9. AGT Rio (V15019-88) (s) 75.3 k-o 79.1 b-f 77.2 def 
10. Triple 2 (w) 78.1 d-h 79.8 bcd 78.9 bc 
11. Longford (w) 77.9 d-i 79.3 b-f 78.6 bcd 
12. AGFWHWW2 (w) 78.6 c-g 80.6 abc 79.6 ab 
13. AGFWH01022 (w) 74.9 l-o 76.2 h-n 75.5 g 
14. RGT Ponsford (s) 75.9 i-n 79.3 b-e 77.6 cde 
15. 19Q3H0499 (s) 65.8 s 75.7 j-o 70.7 k 
16. 16Q2H0310 (s) 65.4 s 76.3 h-n 70.8 k 
17. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 70.7 p 77.3 f-k 74.0 h 
18. RGT Enebro (RW 71608) (w) 74.6 no 76.6 g-m 75.6 g 
19. RGT Waugh (w) 74.7 mno 77.0 g-k 75.8 fg 

Mean 72.6 b 78.0 a 75.3 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 1.4 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 1.3 P value <0.001 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 2.0 P value <0.001 
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Table 4. Influence of variety and fungicide application on screenings (%). 

Screenings (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. BigRed (w) 4.9 d-j 4.0 k-p 4.4 de 
2. RGT Cesario (w) 3.6 n-q 2.4 r 3.0 i 
3. RGT Accroc (w) 4.2 i-p 2.6 r 3.4 hi 
4. Brighton (w) 5.6 cd 3.5 opq 4.6 cde 
5. Scepter (s) 3.9 l-q 3.4 pq 3.6 gh 
6. Matador (s) 5.2 c-f 3.8 l-q 4.5 de 
7. Genie (s) 8.3 a 5.0 c-h 6.6 a 
8. Rockstar (s) 5.0 c-h 3.7 m-q 4.4 de 
9. AGT Rio (V15019-88) (s) 4.4 g-m 4.2 h-o 4.3 def 
10. Triple 2 (w) 5.4 cde 5.0 c-h 5.2 b 
11. Longford (w) 5.7 c 4.7 e-k 5.2 b 
12. AGFWHWW2 (w) 4.6 f-l 4.1 k-p 4.3 def 
13. AGFWH01022 (w) 3.8 l-q 3.8 l-q 3.8 fgh 
14. RGT Ponsford (s) 4.1 j-p 5.1 c-g 4.6 cd 
15. 19Q3H0499 (s) 5.3 c-f 3.5 opq 4.4 de 
16. 16Q2H0310 (s) 7.1 b 3.1 qr 5.1 bc 
17. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 3.7 m-q 3.7 m-q 3.7 gh 
18. RGT Enebro (RW 71608) (w) 4.9 d-i 4.7 e-k 4.8 bcd 
19. RGT Waugh (w) 4.3 h-n 3.8 l-q 4.1 efg 

Mean 4.9 a 3.9 b 4.4 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.6 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.7 P value 0.015 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.8 P value <0.001 

Disease assessment 

Figure 3. Influence of variety and fungicide on Septoria tritici blotch (STB) infection severity (% plot) 
(LSD0.05 = 6.7, P-value < 0.001) on average per variety (untreated and plus fungicide) ς assessed 
November 5. 
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Trial Inputs 

Table 5. Trial input and management details. 

Sowing date:  6 May 2025 

Harvest date:  14 January 2026 
Seed rate:  180 seeds/m2  
Basal fertiliser: 6 May 100 kg/ha MAP 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 6 May Trifluralin 1.50 L/ha 

Overwatch 1.25 L/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide 24 Jul Mateno Complete 0.75 L/ha 
 24 Aug Comet 0.40 L/ha 

Triathlon 0.50 L/ha 
   
Nitrogen: 24 Jul 108 kg/ha urea (50 kg N/ha) 
 5 Sep 217 kg/ha urea (100 kg N/ha) 
   
Additional nutrition: 24 Jul Rapisol 3-2-1 1.00 kg/ha 

Rapisol Fe 0.50 kg/ha 
 24 Aug Rapisol 3-2-1 0.75 kg/ha 

Rapisol Fe 0.25 kg/ha 
 10 Sep Rapisol 3-2-1 0.75 kg/ha 

Rapisol Fe 0.25 kg/ha 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Fungicide Protection 
 GS31 ---- Prosaro 0.30 L/ha 
 GS39 ---- Radial 0.84 L/ha 
 GS59 ---- Revystar 0.75 L/ha 
    
Desiccant: 29 Dec Diquat 200 3.00 L/ha 
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SA Millicent Barley (FAR SAC II B25-61) 
Sown: 6 May 2025 
Harvested: 17 December 2025 
Soil type & management: Organosol over grey 
clay, speed tilled and rolled 

Rotation position: 2024 Canola (cv 45Y95 CL) 
FAR code: FAR SAC II B25-61 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 647mm 

Key Points 

¶ There was a significant interaction between variety and fungicide application with varieties ranging 

in fungicide yield response from minus 0.2t/ha (KWS Wallace) to 3.35t/ha (Neo CL). 

¶ The 6-row winter barley KWS Faro was the highest-yielding variety, producing an average grain 

yield of 6.04t/ha and a 1.09t/ha response to fungicide (5.50 v 6.59t/ha).  

¶ Trial yields and grain quality were significantly influenced by a severe leaf rust infection that 

affected all spring varieties but most significantly Neo CL and Minotaur that gave over a three-

tonne response to fungicide.  

¶ In the most susceptible varieties, it is clear that the two spray programme was insufficient to control 

the leaf rust. 

¶ All the overseas winter barley varieties demonstrated significantly better leaf rust resistance and 

consequently generated much better yields and grain quality parameters.  

¶ KWS Faro which demonstrated good resistance to leaf rust achieved the highest test weight at 64 

kg/hL, along with notably high grain retention and low screenings (a result that might be considered 

unusual for a 6-row barley that can struggle with grain size and test weight). 

¶ Proteins in the trial were too high to achieve malt specification standards. 

¶ Net form net blotch had a significantly less impact this season, likely suppressed by the dominance 

of leaf rust. It was still very aggressive in RGT Planet and RGT Atlantis.  
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (protein %, test weight, screenings %) 

 
Figure 1. Influence of variety and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha). 

Figure 2. Variety yield response to fungicide (t/ha). 
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Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the grain yield (t/ha) of winter and spring barley 

varieties, plus and minus fungicide. 

Yield t/ha 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet (s) 3.83 klm 6.20 abc 5.01 c-f 
2. Neo CL (s) 2.94 nop 6.29 ab 4.62 efg 
3. Minotaur (s) 2.83 op 5.97 abc 4.40 g 
4. Gretchen (AGFBA021022) (s) 4.45 h-k 5.83 a-e 5.14 cde 
5. AGT-Bunyip IA (AGTB0530) (s) 3.20 mno 5.62 b-f 4.41 g 
6. RGT Atlantis (s) 4.04 jkl 5.95 a-d 5.00 c-f 
7. RGT Asteroid (s) 4.50 h-k 6.46 a 5.48 bc 
8. RP19034 (s) 4.07 jkl 6.31 ab 5.19 cd 
9. RP21011 (s) 4.63 hij 5.96 a-d 5.29 bcd 
10. Ember (IGB21130) (s) 2.66 op 4.98 fgh 3.82 h 
11. Soldier CL (IGB22117) (s) 2.19 p 4.47 h-k 3.33 h 
12. Firefoxx (s) 3.66 lmn 5.20 d-h 4.43 g 
13. Laureate (s) 4.19 i-l 6.12 abc 5.16 cde 
14. KWS Donau (2r 1) (w) 3.90 j-m 5.09 e-h 4.49 fg 
15. KW 2-1918 (2r 2) (w) 5.05 fgh 6.42 a 5.73 ab 
16. KW 2-1958 (2r 3) (w) 4.57 h-k 5.12 e-h 4.84 d-g 
17. KWS Tardis (2r 4) (w) 2.94 nop 3.68 lmn 3.31 h 
18. KWS Faro (6r 1) (w) 5.50 c-g 6.59 a 6.04 a 
19. KWS Wallace (6r 2) (w) 5.04 fgh 4.84 ghi 4.94 c-g 

Mean 3.91 b 5.68 a 4.77 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.55 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.39 P value <0.001 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.78 P value <0.001 

Note: s = Spring Barley (all two row), w = Winter Barley (6r- 6 row; 2r- 2 row) 
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Table 2. Influence of variety and fungicide application on the grain protein (%). 

Protein (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet (s) 12.7 qr 12.8 pqr 12.7 jk 
2. Neo CL (s) 14.4 def 13.1 l-q 13.7 de 
3. Minotaur (s) 14.2 efg 13.5 i-m 13.9 de 
4. Gretchen (AGFBA021022) (s) 13.4 j-o 13.3 k-p 13.3 fgh 
5. AGT-Bunyip IA (AGTB0530) (s) 14.9 bcd 14.0 e-i 14.4 bc 
6. RGT Atlantis (s) 12.8 pqr 12.9 n-r 12.8 ijk 
7. RGT Asteroid (s) 13.1 l-q 12.9 n-r 13.0 h-k 
8. RP19034 (s) 13.4 j-n 12.9 n-r 13.1 ghi 
9. RP21011 (s) 12.5 r 12.7 pqr 12.6 k 
10. Ember (IGB21130) (s) 13.2 k-q 12.8 o-r 13.0 hij 
11. Soldier CL (IGB22117) (s) 16.2 a 14.8 cd 15.5 a 
12. Firefoxx (s) 13.8 g-k 13.9 f-j 13.8 de 
13. Laureate (s) 13.6 h-l 13.4 j-o 13.5 efg 
14. KWS Donau (2r 1) (w) 15.4 b 15.3 bc 15.3 a 
15. KW 2-1918 (2r 2) (w) 12.9 n-r 12.9 n-r 12.9 ijk 
16. KW 2-1958 (2r 3) (w) 14.2 e-h 14.0 e-i 14.1 cd 
17. KWS Tardis (2r 4) (w) 14.5 de 14.6 de 14.5 b 
18. KWS Faro (6r 1) (w) 12.9 n-r 12.9 n-r 12.9 ijk 
19. KWS Wallace (6r 2) (w) 13.4 j-o 13.9 f-j 13.6 ef 

Mean 13.8 - 13.5 - 13.6 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.4 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.334 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.6 P value <0.001 
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Table 3. Influence of variety and fungicide application on test weight (kg/hL). 

Test weight (Kg/hL) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet (s) 49.3 m-p 56.0 f-i 52.7 fg 
2. Neo CL (s) 42.5 qr 57.0 f-i 49.7 hi 
3. Minotaur (s) 48.9 m-p 62.0 bcd 55.4 d 
4. Gretchen (AGFBA021022) (s) 51.7 klm 54.1 h-k 52.9 efg 
5. AGT-Bunyip IA (AGTB0530) (s) 57.1 fgh 65.2 a 61.1 c 
6. RGT Atlantis (s) 51.4 k-n 55.7 g-j 53.5 def 
7. RGT Asteroid (s) 51.8 klm 59.0 def 55.4 d 
8. RP19034 (s) 50.7 l-p 58.1 efg 54.4 def 
9. RP21011 (s) 47.9 op 53.9 ijk 50.9 gh 
10. Ember (IGB21130) (s) 43.3 qr 52.7 jkl 48.0 ij 
11. Soldier CL (IGB22117) (s) 40.4 r 50.7 l-p 45.5 k 
12. Firefoxx (s) 44.2 q 47.7 p 45.9 jk 
13. Laureate (s) 52.0 klm 57.8 efg 54.9 de 
14. KWS Donau (2r 1) (w) 59.1 def 63.4 abc 61.2 c 
15. KW 2-1918 (2r 2) (w) 62.7 abc 64.4 ab 63.5 ab 
16. KW 2-1958 (2r 3) (w) 61.2 cd 64.5 ab 62.9 abc 
17. KWS Tardis (2r 4) (w) 51.0 k-o 54.1 h-k 52.5 fg 
18. KWS Faro (6r 1) (w) 62.6 abc 65.3 a 64.0 a 
19. KWS Wallace (6r 2) (w) 62.4 abc 60.9 cde 61.6 bc 

Mean 52.1 b 58.0 a 55.1 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 2.2 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 1.1 P value <0.001 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 3.2 P value <0.001 
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Table 4. Influence of variety and fungicide application on retention (%).  

Retention (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet (s) 13.3 r-v 67.3 e-i 40.3 fgh 
2. Neo CL (s) 3.5 vw 53.4 jk 28.4 i 
3. Minotaur (s) 6.2 uvw 73.7 c-g 39.9 fgh 
4. Gretchen (AGFBA021022) (s) 39.0 mno 76.1 b-f 57.5 c 
5. AGT-Bunyip IA (AGTB0530) (s) 11.4 s-w 64.5 ghi 38.0 h 
6. RGT Atlantis (s) 29.4 opq 65.3 f-i 47.4 def 
7. RGT Asteroid (s) 27.6 pq 69.8 d-h 48.7 de 
8. RP19034 (s) 23.1 pqr 67.8 e-h 45.5 d-h 
9. RP21011 (s) 21.7 qrs 56.7 ijk 39.2 gh 
10. Ember (IGB21130) (s) 9.6 t-w 48.9 klm 29.2 i 
11. Soldier CL (IGB22117) (s) 1.6 w 19.8 q-t 10.7 j 
12. Firefoxx (s) 15.8 r-u 39.3 mno 27.5 i 
13. Laureate (s) 33.2 nop 70.3 d-h 51.8 cd 
14. KWS Donau (2r 1) (w) 80.1 a-d 88.3 a 84.2 a 
15. KW 2-1918 (2r 2) (w) 81.7 abc 85.9 ab 83.8 a 
16. KW 2-1958 (2r 3) (w) 72.9 c-h 71.9 c-h 72.4 b 
17. KWS Tardis (2r 4) (w) 41.2 lmn 51.3 kl 46.3 d-g 
18. KWS Faro (6r 1) (w) 74.2 c-g 86.8 ab 80.5 a 
19. KWS Wallace (6r 2) (w) 79.9 a-d 78.0 a-e 78.9 ab 

Mean 35.0 b 65.0 a 50.0 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 7.9 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 5.8 P value <0.001 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 11.2 P value <0.001 
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Disease assessment data 

Figure 3. Influence of variety and fungicide on leaf rust (Lr) severity (% plot) (LSD0.05 = 15.8, P-value = 

<0.001) ς assessed November 6. 

Figure 4. Influence of variety and fungicide on net form net blotch (NFNB) severity (% plot) (LSD0.05 = 

6.9, P-value = <0.001) ς assessed November 6. 
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Trial inputs 

Table 5. Trial input and management details. 

Sowing date:  6 May 2025 

Harvest date:  17 December 2025 
Seed rate:  200 seeds/m2  
Basal fertiliser: 6 May 100 kg/ha MAP 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 6 May Trifluralin 1.50 L/ha 

Overwatch 1.25 L/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide 24 Aug Comet 0.40 L/ha 

Triathlon 0.50 L/ha 
   
Nitrogen: 24 Jul 108 kg/ha urea (50 kg N/ha) 
 5 Sep 217 kg/ha urea (100 kg N/ha) 
   
Additional nutrition: 24 Jul Rapisol 3-2-1 1.00 kg/ha 

Rapisol Fe 0.50 kg/ha 
 24 Aug Rapisol 3-2-1 0.75 kg/ha 

Rapisol Fe 0.25 kg/ha 
 10 Sep Rapisol 3-2-1 0.75 kg/ha 

Rapisol Fe 0.25 kg/ha 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Fungicide Protection 
 GS29-32 ---- Prosaro 0.30 L/ha 
 GS37-49 ---- Aviator Xpro 0.50 L/ha 
   
Desiccant: 5 Dec Crucial 1.54 L/ha 
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SA Millicent Canola (FAR SAC II C25-62) 
Sown: 8 May 2025 
Harvested: 19 December 2025 
Soil type: Organosol over grey clay 

Rotation position: 2024 wheat, 2023 barley 
FAR code: FAR SAC II C25-62 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 647mm 

Key Points 

¶ Oilseed yields ranged from 3.74 ς 5.17 t/ha depending on variety and fungicide application with 

significant differences recorded in variety performance (p=<0.001).  

¶ While there was no significant response to fungicide (p=0.059), there was an overall trend of 110 

kg/ha yield increase when fungicides were applied.  

¶ There was no significant interaction between variety and fungicide application (p=0.541). 

¶ Nuseed Eagle TF was the highest yielding of the FAR funded control varieties (4.93 t/ha) while the 

coded line RGT65-082TT (5.15 t/ha) significantly outperformed all other varieties.  

¶ Nuseed Eagle TF, Pioneer 45Y95 CL, and RGT-9636TF were the second highest yielding group of 

cultivars in the trial. 

¶ Disease infection and fungicide application did not have a great impact on either test weight or oil 

content, however Hyola Regiment XC (48.7%) gave significantly higher oil contents than all other 

varieties but was not amongst the high yielding cultivars. 

¶ Pioneer 45Y95 CL had significantly higher incidence of blackleg canker in both the stems and raceme 

(p=<0.001)  

¶ CT222309 (TT) had significantly higher incidence of upper canopy infection (UCI) on the racemes 

(p=<0.001), and for sclerotinia on the stems (p=<0.001). 

¶ RGT-9636TF was the only variety that recorded a significant level of lodging (p=0.004). 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (test weight, oil %) 

Figure 1. Influence of variety and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha) of canola (varieties grown 

plus and minus fungicide) (P values and LSD available in Table 1.) ς May 8 sown. 

The following three tables (Table 1-3) of data examine the influence of twelve spring canola varieties 

with and without SDHI seed treatment (treated and untreated) and a single foliar fungicide application 

on the seed yield and seed quality at the FAR Australia Crop Technology Centre at Millicent in the HRZ 

region. All seed (including untreated plots) were treated with a SDHI fungicidal and insecticidal seed 

treatment. However, blackleg rating (2025) in Table 1 is based on bare seed (source: VIC Crop sowing 

guide 2025). 
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Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the seed yield (t/ha) of canola varieties grown plus and 
minus fungicide. 

Yield (t/ha) 

Variety Blackleg Rating Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Nuseed Eagle TF R 4.86 - 4.99 - 4.93 b 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL RMR 4.68 - 5.01 - 4.84 b 
3. Hyola Blazer TT RMR 4.21 - 4.30 - 4.25 de 
4. PY525G RR MR 4.32 - 4.30 - 4.31 d 
5. AN23LR014 -- 4.33 - 4.48 - 4.40 cd 
6. RGT Baseline (TT) MRMS 4.58 - 4.49 - 4.53 c 
7. RGT65-082TT -- 5.17 - 5.13 - 5.15 a 
8. RGT65-074CL -- 3.99 - 4.20 - 4.10 e 
9. RGT-9636TF -- 4.65 - 4.95 - 4.80 b 
10. CT222309 (TT) -- 3.74 - 3.88 - 3.81 f 
11. 223907 (CL) -- 4.33 - 4.30 - 4.31 d 
12. Hyola Regiment XC R 4.34 - 4.48 - 4.41 cd 

Mean 4.43 - 4.54 - 4.49 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.20 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.059 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.541 

Table 2. Influence of variety and fungicide application on the test weights (kg/hL) ς December 19 

harvest. 

Test Weight (Kg/hL) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Nuseed Eagle TF 60.6 - 60.5 - 60.5 c 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL 61.4 - 61.7 - 61.6 bc 
3. Hyola Blazer TT 63.0 - 60.8 - 61.9 abc 
4. PY525G RR 61.3 - 62.5 - 61.9 abc 
5. AN23LR014 59.7 - 60.5 - 60.1 c 
6. RGT Baseline (TT) 62.4 - 60.5 - 61.5 bc 
7. RGT65-082TT 63.2 - 62.4 - 62.8 ab 
8. RGT65-074CL 60.7 - 62.7 - 61.7 abc 
9. RGT-9636TF 56.4 - 56.9 - 56.6 d 
10. CT222309 (TT) 63.9 - 63.4 - 63.6 a 
11. 223907 (CL) 61.9 - 64.6 - 63.3 ab 
12. Hyola Regiment XC 63.6 - 63.7 - 63.7 a 

Mean 61.5 - 61.7 - 61.6 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 2.1 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.894 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.511 
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Table 3. Influence of variety and fungicide application on the oil content (%) - December 19 harvest. 

Oil (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Nuseed Eagle TF 46.3 - 46.8 - 46.6 b 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL 45.2 - 45.8 - 45.5 cd 
3. Hyola Blazer TT 45.1 - 44.6 - 44.9 d 
4. PY525G RR 44.6 - 45.6 - 45.1 cd 
5. AN23LR014 45.3 - 46.2 - 45.7 c 
6. RGT Baseline (TT) 45.9 - 45.6 - 45.7 c 
7. RGT65-082TT 45.3 - 45.1 - 45.2 cd 
8. RGT65-074CL 43.0 - 43.1 - 43.1 e 
9. RGT-9636TF 44.8 - 45.3 - 45.0 cd 
10. CT222309 (TT) 45.3 - 45.5 - 45.4 cd 
11. 223907 (CL) 46.8 - 47.4 - 47.1 b 
12. Hyola Regiment XC 48.6 - 48.7 - 48.7 a 

Mean 45.5 - 45.8 - 45.7 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.8 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.400 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.698 

Disease assessment data 

 
Figure 2. Influence of variety on the incidence of early blackleg canker infection in untreated plots (% 
of plants infected at 4-8 leaf) ς July 18 assessed. 
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Table 4. Influence of variety and fungicide application on the severity (stem infection %) and incidence 

(% of stems infected) of blackleg stem canker ς December 4 assessed. 

Blackleg stem canker 

 Severity (%) Incidence (%) 
Variety Untreated Plus 

Fungicide 
Mean Untreated Plus 

Fungicide 
Mean 

Nuseed Eagle TF 4.6 - 10.6 - 7.6 ab 40.0 - 30.0 - 35.0 c 

Pioneer 45Y95 CL 11.8 - 12.4 - 12.1 a 82.5 - 75.0 - 78.8 a 

Hyola Blazer TT 2.4 - 3.9 - 3.1 bc 20.0 - 7.5 - 13.8 d 
PY525G RR 5.1 - 10.1 - 7.6 ab 42.5 - 57.5 - 50.0 b 

AN23LR014 0.5 - 0.7 - 0.6 c 12.5 - 15.0 - 13.8 d 

RGT Baseline (TT) 13.9 - 10.0 - 11.9 a 72.5 - 42.5 - 57.5 b 

RGT65-082TT 4.2 - 3.5 - 3.9 bc 22.5 - 20.0 - 21.3 cd 

RGT65-074CL 6.6 - 8.4 - 7.5 ab 70.0 - 57.5 - 63.8 b 
RGT-9636TF 1.9 - 6.3 - 4.1 bc 12.5 - 25.0 - 18.8 d 

CT222309 (TT) 4.4 - 4.1 - 4.3 bc 12.5 - 22.5 - 17.5 d 

223907 (CL) 0.4 - 3.7 - 2.0 bc 12.5 - 7.5 - 10.0 d 

Hyola Regiment XC 0.2 - 2.6 - 1.4 c 15.0 - 10.0 - 12.5 d 

Mean 4.7 - 6.4 - 5.5 34.8 - 30.8 - 32.7 

Variety LSD p = 0.05 11.1 P val <0.001 LSD p = 0.05 14.8 P val <0.001 
Management LSD p = 0.05 ns P val 0.148 LSD p = 0.05 ns P val 0.443 

Var. x Man. LSD p = 0.05 ns P val 0.906 LSD p = 0.05 ns P val 0.171 

 
Figure 3. Influence of variety on the incidence of blackleg canker stem infection (% of stems infected) 

(P values and LSD can be found in Table 4) ς December 4 assessed. 
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Table 5. Influence of variety and fungicide application on the severity (raceme infection %) and 
incidence (% of racemes infected) of upper canopy infection (UCI) blackleg canker ς December 4 
assessed. 

Upper Canopy blackleg canker infection 

 Severity (%) Incidence (%) 
Variety Untreated Plus 

Fungicide 
Mean Untreated Plus 

Fungicide 
Mean 

Nuseed Eagle TF 19.0 - 10.2 - 14.6 cde 32.5 - 27.5 - 30.0 cd 

Pioneer 45Y95 CL 50.4 - 39.9 - 45.1 ab 97.5 - 85.0 - 91.3 a 

Hyola Blazer TT 3.0 - 3.0 - 3.0 cde 10.0 - 17.5 - 13.8 def 

PY525G RR 14.0 - 19.6 - 16.8 c 42.5 - 42.5 - 42.5 bc 

AN23LR014 3.1 - 0.3 - 1.7 de 12.5 - 2.5 - 7.5 ef 

RGT Baseline (TT) 12.8 - 2.6 - 7.7 cde 30.0 - 15.0 - 22.5 c-f 

RGT65-082TT 3.5 - 0.0 - 1.8 de 10.0 - 0.0 - 5.0 f 

RGT65-074CL 0.4 - 0.0 - 0.2 e 5.0 - 0.0 - 2.5 f 

RGT-9636TF 20.6 - 11.4 - 16.0 cd 30.0 - 22.5 - 26.3 cde 

CT222309 (TT) 67.4 - 49.6 - 58.5 a 92.5 - 75.0 - 83.8 a 

223907 (CL) 40.9 - 41.8 - 41.3 b 60.0 - 60.0 - 60.0 b 

Hyola Regiment XC 9.9 - 2.9 - 6.4 cde 40.0 - 20.0 - 30.0 cd 

Mean 20.4 - 15.1 - 17.8 38.5 - 30.6 - 34.6 

Variety LSD p = 0.05 14.7 P val <0.001 LSD p = 0.05 20.9 P val <0.001 

Management LSD p = 0.05 ns P val 0.109 LSD p = 0.05 6.6 P val 0.032 

Var. x Man. LSD p = 0.05 ns P val 0.959 LSD p = 0.05 ns P val 0.986 

Table 6. Influence of variety and fungicide application on the severity (stem infection %) and incidence 
(% of stems infected) of sclerotinia ς December 4 assessed. 

Sclerotinia 

 Severity (%) Incidence (%) 
Variety Untreated Plus 

Fungicide 
Mean Untreated Plus 

Fungicide 
Mean 

Nuseed Eagle TF 2.5 cd 6.0 cd 4.3 c 2.5 ef 10.0 c-f 6.3 bc 

Pioneer 45Y95 CL 5.1 cd 2.0 cd 3.6 c 15.0 cde 2.5 ef 8.8 bc 

Hyola Blazer TT 0.0 d 0.0 d 0.0 c 0.0 f 0.0 f 0.0 c 

PY525G RR 0.0 d 9.6 cd 4.8 c 0.0 f 17.5 cd 8.8 bc 

AN23LR014 2.3 cd 10.0 cd 6.1 bc 2.5 ef 20.0 bc 11.3 b 

RGT Baseline (TT) 0.0 d 2.5 cd 1.3 c 0.0 f 10.0 c-f 5.0 bc 

RGT65-082TT 2.6 cd 2.5 cd 2.6 c 5.0 def 2.5 ef 3.8 bc 

RGT65-074CL 0.0 d 0.0 d 0.0 c 0.0 f 0.0 f 0.0 c 

RGT-9636TF 3.5 cd 1.1 cd 2.3 c 5.0 def 5.0 def 5.0 bc 

CT222309 (TT) 6.5 cd 26.9 a 16.7 a 12.5 c-f 32.5 ab 22.5 a 

223907 (CL) 5.6 cd 23.1 ab 14.4 ab 12.5 c-f 35.0 a 23.8 a 

Hyola Regiment XC 12.3 bc 0.3 cd 6.3 bc 15.0 cde 2.5 ef 8.8 bc 

Mean 3.4 - 7.0 - 5.2 5.8 - 11.5 - 8.7 

Variety LSD p = 0.05 8.6 P val 0.003 LSD p = 0.05 10.5 P val <0.001 

Management LSD p = 0.05 ns P val 0.060 LSD p = 0.05 ns P val 0.074 

Var. x Man. LSD p = 0.05 12.2 P val 0.026 LSD p = 0.05 0.8 P val 0.007 
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Table 7. Influence of variety on crop lodging (0-500).    

Crop Lodging (0-500) 

Variety Untreated Plus Fungicide Mean 
1. Nuseed Eagle TF 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
2. Pioneer 45Y95 CL 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
3. Hyola Blazer TT 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
4. PY525G RR 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
5. AN23LR014 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
6. RGT Baseline (TT) 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
7. RGT65-082TT 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
8. RGT65-074CL 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
9. RGT-9636TF 116.3 a 0.0 b 58.1 a 
10. CT222309 (TT) 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
11. 223907 (CL) 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 
12. Hyola Regiment XC 0.0 b 0.0 b 0.0 b 

Mean 9.7 - 0.0 - 4.8 
Variety LSD p = 0.05 28.1 P value 0.004 

Management LSD p = 0.05 ns P value 0.190 
Var. x Man.LSD p = 0.05 39.7 P value 0.004 
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Trial inputs 

Table 8. Trial input and management details for the trial.    

Sowing date:  8 May 2025 

Harvest date:  19 December 2025 
Seed rate:  60 seeds/m2  
Seed treatment  All plots ς SDHI seed treatment & 

insecticide 
Basal fertiliser: 8 May 145 Kg/ha MAP 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 8 May Triflurlin 1.50 L/ha 
  Overwatch 1.25 L/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide overall: 30 June Platinum Select Xtra 330 mL/ha 
  Lontrel advanced 150 mL/ha 
  Ammonium Sulphate 0.8 kg/ha 
  Expedient 0.1% v/v 
   
Post-em herbicide by group: RR/OptiGly/XC/TF Crucial 1 L/ha (applied 6 leaf) 
 CL Intervix 0.75 L/ha 
 CL Expedient 0.5% v/v 
 TT Atrazine 1.04 kg/ha 
 TT Expedient 0.5% v/v 
   
Insecticide: 19 May Talstar 40 mL/ha 
   
Molluscicide: 8 May Metarex 10 kg/ha 
 19 Nov Snail bait 
   
Fertiliser: 12 June SOA/Urea (50:50) 200 kg/ha (66 kg N/ha) 
 5 Aug 100 kg urea/ha (46 kg N/ha) 
 24 Aug 150 kg urea/ha (69 kg N/ha) 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Fungicide Protection 
 BBCH 16 ----  Prosaro 0.45 L/ha 
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Bordertown SA 

SA Bordertown Wheat (FAR MSA II W25-63)  
Sown: 14 May 2025 
Harvested: 16 December2025 
Soil type & management: Dark grey medium clay 
(Wolseley soil), stubble incorporated 

Rotation position: 2024 canola, 2023 chickpeas, 
2022 wheat 
FAR code: FAR MSA II W25-63 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 368 mm 

Key Points 

¶ There was a significant interaction between variety and fungicide application on grain yield with 

variety response to fungicide varying from 0.44 ς 1.92t/ha (6 ς 30%). 

¶ With fungicide the RAGT coded spring wheat 19Q3H0499 was significantly higher yielding 

(8.57t/ha) than all other wheats except the other spring wheats Boa (LPB19-8035), Murray 

(IGW6895) and AGT-Rio (V15019-88). 

¶ At 5 - 6t/ha yields in 2024 LRPB Matador and AGT-Rio were among the highest yielding and now at 

8 - 9t/ha they are again amongst the highest yielding cultivars. 

¶ Without fungicide protection LRPB Matador, AGT-Rio and 19Q3H0499 were the highest yielding 

varieties.  

¶ Protein (%) was poor for treated and untreated plots, with a mean of 10.2% for both; only Genie, 

Mowhawk, and 19Q3H0393 were able to achieve minimum APW1 standards (>10.5%). 

¶ Test weights and screenings were good averaging 81.2kg/hL and 1.8% respectively, achieving 

better results with fungicide treatment. 

¶ Stripe rust (Yr) was recorded at low levels (<10% infection) in untreated plots with the highest levels 

recorded in Scepter (9.8%) and Murray (8.5%), and the lowest levels recorded in AGT-Rio (0.0%) and 

Mowhawk (0.1%). 

¶ Septoria tritici blotch (STB) had slightly higher infection rates than Yr in the untreated plots, with 

the highest level of infection recorded in Scepter (11.3%), IGW6955 (10.3%) and Murray (8.5%). The 

lowest infection rates were recorded in RGT Ponsford (0.4%) and Mowhawk (0.5%). 

¶ Yr and STB plot infections were < 0.05% across all cultivars with fungicide applied. 

  



102 
 

Yield (t/ha) & quality data (% protein, test weight, % screenings) 

 
Figure 1. Influence of variety and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha). Variety (LSD0.05 = 0.28, P-

value = <0.001) & Fungicide management (LSD0.05 = 0.18, P-value = 0.044) ς May 14 sown. 

 
Figure 2. Fungicide yield response (t/ha) in winter and spring wheat ς May 14 sown. 
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Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the grain yield (t/ha). 

Yield (t/ha) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter (s) 6.69 kl 7.69 d-g 7.19 def 
2. LRPB Matador (s) 7.57 fgh 8.06 bcd 7.82 ab 
3. Genie (s) 6.66 kl 7.56 fgh 7.11 ef 
4. Rockstar (s) 6.43 l 7.97 b-e 7.20 def 
5. Mowhawk (w) 7.19 hij 7.63 efg 7.41 cd 
6. Boa (LPB19-8035) (s) 7.34 ghi 8.33 ab 7.83 ab 
7. Packer (S) 6.60 kl 7.59 efg 7.09 f 
8. LPB20-8165 (s) 6.96 ijk 8.17 bc 7.56 bc 
9. AGT-Rio (V15019-88) (s) 7.72 d-g 8.23 abc 7.97 a 
10. RGT Ponsford (s) 6.94 jk 7.84 c-f 7.39 cd 
11. 19Q3H0499 (s) 7.52 fgh 8.57 a 8.04 a 
12. 19Q3H0393 (s) 6.69 kl 8.04 bcd 7.37 c-f 
13. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 6.88 jk 7.84 c-f 7.36 c-f 
14. Murray (IGW6895) (s) 6.41 l 8.33 ab 7.37 cde 
15. IGW6955 (s) 6.59 kl 8.08 bcd 7.33 c-f 

Mean 6.95 b 7.99 a 7.47 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.28 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.18 P value <0.001 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.39 P value <0.001 

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat 

Table 2. Influence of variety and fungicide application on the grain protein (%). 

Protein (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter (s) 10.4 d-i 10.1 i-m 10.3 de 
2. LRPB Matador (s) 10.2 g-l 10.2 g-l 10.2 def 
3. Genie (s) 10.6 b-e 10.6 a-d 10.6 ab 
4. Rockstar (s) 10.3 e-j 10.4 c-h 10.4 cd 
5. Mowhawk (w) 10.5 b-e 10.7 ab 10.6 ab 
6. Boa (LPB19-8035) (s) 10.5 b-f 10.4 b-g 10.5 bc 
7. Packer (S) 10.1 k-o 10.0 l-p 10.0 g 
8. LPB20-8165 (s) 10.1 j-m 10.1 j-m 10.1 efg 
9. AGT-Rio (V15019-88) (s) 10.0 l-p 10.1 j-n 10.0 fg 
10. RGT Ponsford (s) 10.2 f-k 9.8 opq 10.0 fg 
11. 19Q3H0499 (s) 9.8 pq 9.6 q 9.7 h 
12. 19Q3H0393 (s) 10.8 a 10.7 abc 10.7 a 
13. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 10.0 k-p 10.2 g-l 10.1 efg 
14. Murray (IGW6895) (s) 10.2 g-l 9.8 n-q 10.0 g 
15. IGW6955 (s) 10.2 h-m 9.9 m-p 10.0 fg 

Mean 10.2 - 10.2 - 10.2 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.2 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.130 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.3 P value 0.009 
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Table 3. Influence of variety and fungicide application on the test weights (kg/hL). 

Test Weight (Kg/hL) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter (s) 76.7 i 82.6 a-d 79.6 d 
2. LRPB Matador (s) 82.2 a-e 83.3 ab 82.8 a 
3. Genie (s) 79.7 fg 83.7 a 81.7 ab 
4. Rockstar (s) 76.4 i 82.6 a-d 79.5 d 
5. Mowhawk (w) 81.9 b-e 82.8 abc 82.3 ab 
6. Boa (LPB19-8035) (s) 81.3 c-f 83.3 ab 82.3 ab 
7. Packer (S) 80.8 def 83.1 abc 81.9 ab 
8. LPB20-8165 (s) 79.7 fg 83.6 ab 81.6 ab 
9. AGT-Rio (V15019-88) (s) 82.3 a-e 83.4 ab 82.9 a 
10. RGT Ponsford (s) 78.9 gh 83.2 ab 81.1 bc 
11. 19Q3H0499 (s) 80.6 efg 83.3 ab 81.9 ab 
12. 19Q3H0393 (s) 77.3 hi 82.6 a-d 79.9 cd 
13. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 79.8 fg 83.0 abc 81.4 b 
14. Murray (IGW6895) (s) 76.5 i 83.4 ab 79.9 cd 
15. IGW6955 (s) 77.3 hi 82.4 a-e 79.8 cd 

Mean 79.4 b 83.1 a 81.2 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 1.3 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.4 P value <0.001 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 1.8 P value <0.001 

Table 4. Influence of variety and fungicide on the screenings (% < 2.0 mm).  

Screenings (%) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter (s) 2.2 cd 1.7 c-i 2.0 bc 
2. LRPB Matador (s) 2.0 c-f 1.8 c-h 1.9 bc 
3. Genie (s) 5.4 a 2.4 bc 3.9 a 
4. Rockstar (s) 1.9 c-f 1.3 f-i 1.6 cd 
5. Mowhawk (w) 1.4 f-i 1.3 f-i 1.3 de 
6. Boa (LPB19-8035) (s) 1.4 f-i 1.4 e-i 1.4 de 
7. Packer (S) 2.1 cde 1.6 d-i 1.9 bcd 
8. LPB20-8165 (s) 1.9 c-g 1.3 f-i 1.6 cde 
9. AGT-Rio (V15019-88) (s) 1.2 ghi 1.0 i 1.1 e 
10. RGT Ponsford (s) 1.9 c-g 1.6 d-i 1.7 cd 
11. 19Q3H0499 (s) 1.8 c-h 1.5 d-i 1.7 cd 
12. 19Q3H0393 (s) 2.1 cde 1.1 hi 1.6 cd 
13. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 1.8 c-h 1.6 d-i 1.7 cd 
14. Murray (IGW6895) (s) 3.1 b 1.5 d-i 2.3 b 
15. IGW6955 (s) 2.2 cd 1.4 e-i 1.8 cd 

Mean 2.2 a 1.5 b 1.8 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 0.5 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.2 P value 0.001 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 0.8 P value <0.001 
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Disease assessment data 

Table 5. Influence of fungicide application and variety on plot disease infection levels (%) of Stripe rust 

(Yr) ς assessed October 15.  

Stripe Rust (YR) Infection % 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter 9.8 a 0.0 i 4.9 a 
2. LRPB Matador 1.1 ghi 0.0 i 0.6 ef 
3. Genie 3.3 efg 0.0 i 1.6 def 
4. Rockstar 5.8 cd 0.0 i 2.9 bcd 
5. Mowhawk 0.1 hi 0.0 i 0.0 f 
6. Boa 0.7 hi 0.0 i 0.4 ef 
7. Packer 5.5 cde 0.0 i 2.8 bcd 
8. LPB20-8165 4.0 def 0.0 i 2.0 cde 
9. AGT-Rio 0.0 i 0.0 i 0.0 f 
10. RGT Ponsford 2.5 fgh 0.0 i 1.3 def 
11. 19Q3H0499 3.8 def 0.0 i 1.9 cde 
12. 19Q3H0393 7.3 bc 0.0 i 3.6 abc 
13. RGT Marsh 3.6 def 0.0 hi 1.8 de 
14. Murray 8.5 ab 0.0 i 4.3 ab 
15. IGW6955 5.0 cde 0.0 i 2.5 bcd 

Mean 4.1 a 0.0 b 2.0 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 1.8 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 1.8 P value 0.006 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 2.5 P value <0.001 

Table 6. Influence of fungicide application and variety on plot disease infection levels (%) of Septoria 

tritici blotch (STB) ς assessed October 15.  

Septoria Tritci Blotch (STB) Infection % 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. Scepter 11.3 a 0.0 i 5.6 a 
2. LRPB Matador 4.5 def 0.0 i 2.3 c-f 
3. Genie 3.0 fgh 0.0 i 1.5 d-h 
4. Rockstar 2.0 ghi 0.0 i 1.0 e-h 
5. Mowhawk 0.5 i 0.0 i 0.3 gh 
6. Boa 3.8 efg 0.0 i 1.9 c-g 
7. Packer 1.8 ghi 0.0 i 0.9 fgh 
8. LPB20-8165 5.8 de 0.0 i 2.9 bcd 
9. AGT-Rio 1.0 hi 0.0 i 0.5 gh 
10. RGT Ponsford 0.4 i 0.0 i 0.2 h 
11. 19Q3H0499 4.8 def 0.0 i 2.4 c-f 
12. 19Q3H0393 6.8 cd 0.0 i 3.4 bc 
13. RGT Marsh 5.3 def 0.0 i 2.6 b-e 
14. Murray 8.5 bc 0.0 i 4.3 ab 
15. IGW6955 10.3 ab 0.0 i 5.1 a 

Mean 4.6 a 0.0 b 2.3 
LSD Variety p = 0.05 1.7 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 1.3 P value 0.002 
LSD Variety x Man. p = 0.05 2.4 P value <0.001 
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Figure 3. Plot infection (%) of Stripe rust (Yr) (LSD0.05 = 2.5, P-value = <0.001) and Septoria tritici blotch 

(STB) (LSD0.05 = 2.4, P-value = <0.001) in untreated plots. Plus fungicide plots not presented, all <0.05% 

infection. 

Trial inputs 

Table 7. Trial input and management details  

Sowing date:  14 May 2025 

Harvest date:  16 December 2025 
Seed rate:  180 seeds/m2  
Basal fertiliser: 14 May 100 kg/ha MAP 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 13 May Mateno Complete 0.75 L/ha 
   
Broadleaf herbicide: 30 Jul LVE MCPA 570 0.50 L/ha 
 30 Jul Paradigm 25 g/ha 
 30 Jul CanDo adjuvant 0.5% v/v 
   
Nutrition : 30 Jul 130 kg urea/ha (60 kg N/ha) 
 30 Jul Rapisol 3-2-1 1 kg/ha 
 26 Sep 87 kg urea/ha (40 kg N/ha) 
   
Fungicide:   Untreated Plus Fungicide 
 GS31 ---- Prosaro 0.30 L/ha 
 GS39 ---- Aviator Xpro 0.50 L/ha 
 GS59 ---- Soprano 500 1.25 L/ha 
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SA Bordertown Barley (FAR MSA II B25-64)  
Sown: 14 May 2025     
Harvested: 15 December 2025 
Soil type & management: Dark grey medium 
clay (Wolseley soil), stubble incorporated 

Rotation position: 2023-Chickpeas; 2024-
Canola 
FAR Code: FAR MSA B25-64 
GSR (Apr-Nov): 368mm 

Key Points 

¶ Despite no significant interaction between fungicide and cultivar, Neo CL yielded almost 1t/ha more 

with the 2 spray fungicide program than untreated. 

¶ Statistically significant differences between varieties were observed with Neo CL as the top yielding 

cultivar (9.17t/ha) when averaged across untreated and plus fungicide. 

¶ Test weight (64.8kg/hL) was a limiting factor for malting variety RGT Planet without fungicide 

limiting it to feed BAR1 class.  

¶ Plus fungicide RGT Planet and plus and minus fungicide Neo CL and Minotaur all achieved malt 1 

class. tǊƻǘŜƛƴΣ ǎŎǊŜŜƴƛƴƎǎΣ ǊŜǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŀ ƭƛƳƛǘƛƴƎ ŦŀŎǘƻǊ ŦƻǊ άƳŀƭǘƛƴƎέ ōƛƴ ƎǊŀŘŜ ƛǊǊŜǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ 

of cultivar. 

¶ NFNB was the dominant disease within the trial affecting RGT Atlantis untreated (28.8%) and plus 

fungicide (14.3%) the most. More generally there was a significant interaction between cultivar and 

fungicide. 

¶ For scald infection averaged over untreated and plus fungicide, RGT Atlantis had the highest plot 

infection levels (7.1%), closely followed by RGT Planet (5.8%), AGFBA061025 (5.5%) and Minotaur 

(4.3%). 

¶ Low levels of SFNB (<2% plot infection) were observed with no statistically significant differences 

between untreated and plus fungicide. 

¶ Untreated Minotaur had low levels of leaf rust (0.1%) followed by untreated Neo CL (0.03%). 

¶ When averaged, Neo CL had the statistically higher levels of loose smut (1.0%), followed by 

Minotaur (0.1%). No other incidence of loose smut was observed throughout the trial. 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (protein %, test weight, screenings %) 

There were significant differences in yield and quality due to variety (P Value<0.001), but no response 

to fungicide management or interaction between variety and fungicide management except for the 

retention %, where significant interactions were also noted (Tables 1-5 & Figure 1). 

 
Figure 1. Influence of cultivar and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha) (P-Value=0.501, LSD 
=0.47).  

Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the grain yield (t/ha). 
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Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet (s) 7.85 - 8.41 - 8.13 cd 
2. Neo CL (s) 8.72 - 9.63 - 9.17 a 
3. Minotaur (s) 8.11 - 8.43 - 8.27 cd 
4. AGFBA061025 (s) 8.48 - 8.89 - 8.68 b 
5. KWS Thalis (AGFBA071025) (s) 8.06 - 8.43 - 8.24 cd 
6. KWS Willis (AGFBA071225) (s) 8.25 - 8.61 - 8.43 bc 
7. AGT-Bunyip IA (AGTB0530) (s) 6.73 - 7.14 - 6.94 f 
8. RGT Atlantis (s) 7.85 - 8.20 - 8.02 de 
9. RGT Asteroid (s) 8.20 - 8.36 - 8.28 cd 
10. RP19034 (s) 7.77 - 7.80 - 7.79 e 
11. RP21011 (s) 8.32 - 8.95 - 8.63 b 

Mean 8.03 - 8.44 - 8.24 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.34 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 ns P value 0.051 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 ns P value 0.501 
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Table 2. Influence of fungicide application on protein (%). 

Table 3. Influence of fungicide application on test weight (kg/hL). 

 

  

Protein % 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet 11.6 - 11.4 - 11.5 bc 
2. Neo CL 11.2 - 10.7 - 11.0 d 
3. Minotaur 11.7 - 11.6 - 11.6 b 
4. AGFBA061025 11.7 - 11.2 - 11.4 bc 
5. KWS Thalis 11.9 - 11.1 - 11.5 bc 
6. KWS Willis 11.5 - 11.1 - 11.3 bcd 
7. AGT-Bunyip IA 12.2 - 12.0 - 12.1 a 
8. RGT Atlantis 11.7 - 11.7 - 11.7 ab 
9. RGT Asteroid 11.5 - 11.6 - 11.5 bc 
10. RP19034 11.8 - 11.7 - 11.7 ab 
11. RP21011 11.3 - 11.1 - 11.2 cd 

Mean 11.6 - 11.4 - 11.5 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.4 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 1.0 P value 0.475 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 0.6 P value 0.676 

Test Weight kg/hL 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet 64.8 - 65.6 - 65.2 def 
2. Neo CL 67.4 - 68.9 - 68.1 b 
3. Minotaur 70.2 - 70.6 - 70.4 a 
4. AGFBA061025 65.0 - 66.2 - 65.6 cde 
5. KWS Thalis 64.3 - 65.6 - 64.9 efg 
6. KWS Willis 64.3 - 65.5 - 64.9 efg 
7. AGT-Bunyip IA 71.4 - 71.4 - 71.4 a 
8. RGT Atlantis 62.8 - 64.9 - 63.9 g 
9. RGT Asteroid 65.3 - 66.9 - 66.1 cd 
10. RP19034 66.5 - 66.6 - 66.5 c 
11. RP21011 62.8 - 65.5 - 64.2 fg 

Mean 65.9 - 67.0 - 66.5 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 1.2 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 1.7 P value 0.130 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 1.6 P value 0.450 
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Table 4. Influence of fungicide application on retention (%). 

Table 5. Influence of fungicide application on screenings (%). 

 
  

Retention % 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet 83.5 fg 87.7 d-g 85.6 e 
2. Neo CL 90.3 a-d 94.5 abc 92.4 ab 
3. Minotaur 95.7 a 81.9 g 88.8 b-e 
4. AGFBA061025 87.7 d-g 91.2 a-d 89.5 b-e 
5. KWS Thalis 82.8 fg 88.3 def 85.6 e 
6. KWS Willis 88.7 b-f 92.3 a-d 90.5 bc 
7. AGT-Bunyip IA 94.5 ab 95.8 a 95.1 a 
8. RGT Atlantis 83.1 fg 88.8 b-f 86.0 de 
9. RGT Asteroid 88.5 c-f 91.6 a-d 90.1 bcd 
10. RP19034 88.3 def 89.8 a-e 89.1 b-e 
11. RP21011 84.2 efg 90.4 a-d 87.3 cde 

Mean 87.9 - 90.2 - 89.1 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 4.3 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 4.3 P value 0.208 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 6.0 P value 0.002 

Screenings % 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet 3.3 - 3.0 - 3.1 abc 
2. Neo CL 2.7 - 1.9 - 2.3 cd 
3. Minotaur 1.4 - 1.4 - 1.4 de 
4. AGFBA061025 2.8 - 2.2 - 2.5 bc 
5. KWS Thalis 5.0 - 2.9 - 3.9 a 
6. KWS Willis 2.7 - 2.2 - 2.4 bc 
7. AGT-Bunyip IA 1.3 - 1.4 - 1.4 e 
8. RGT Atlantis 3.9 - 2.6 - 3.2 ab 
9. RGT Asteroid 2.7 - 2.1 - 2.4 bc 
10. RP19034 2.8 - 2.8 - 2.8 bc 
11. RP21011 3.6 - 2.3 - 2.9 bc 

Mean 2.9 - 2.2 - 2.6 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.9 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.9 P value 0.090 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 1.3 P value 0.353 
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Disease assessment data 

Table 6. Influence of fungicide application on the net form net blotch (NFNB) plot infection % of barley 

cultivars plus and minus fungicide. 

 
Figure 2. Influence of cultivar and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on net form net blotch 
(NFNB) plot infection (P-Value < 0.001, LSD = 2.6), assessed on 14 October 2025.  
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Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. RGT Planet 18.3 b 9.0 def 13.6 b 
2. Neo CL 4.3 h-k 2.8 j-m 3.5 de 
3. Minotaur 2.8 j-m 1.3 lmn 2.0 ef 
4. AGFBA061025 6.8 fgh 3.0 jkl 4.9 d 
5. KWS Thalis 10.5 de 5.8 ghi 8.1 c 
6. KWS Willis 10.8 d 4.0 ijk 7.4 c 
7. AGT-Bunyip IA 8.0 efg 1.3 lmn 4.6 d 
8. RGT Atlantis 28.8 a 14.3 c 21.5 a 
9. RGT Asteroid 5.0 hij 3.8 i-l 4.4 d 
10. RP19034 0.3 mn 0.1 n 0.2 f 
11. RP21011 5.8 ghi 1.8 k-n 3.8 de 

Mean 9.2 a 4.3 b 6.7 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 1.8 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 2.7 P value 0.012 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 2.6 P value <0.001 
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Figure 3. Influence of variety and fungicide application (2 spray programme) on scald plot infection 
(P-Value= 0.239, LSD = 4.1), assessed on 14 October 2025. 

 
Figure 4. Cumulative plot % infection (assessed 14 October 2025).  
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Trial inputs 

Table 7. Trial input and management details.  

Sowing date:  14 May 2025 
Harvest date:  15 December 2025 
Seed rate:  200 seeds/m2 
Seed treatment: RGT Planet- Imidacloprid (1.2L/t), Rancona Dimension (0.8L/t)  

Neo CL- Evergol Energy (1.3L/t), Cruiser 350FS (1.0L/t) 
All other cultivars- Vibrance (3.6L/t), Gaucho (2.4L/t) 

Basal fertiliser: 14 May 100 kg MAP/ha 
   
Pre-em herbicide: 13 May Mateno Complete 0.75 L/ha 
   
Post-em herbicide: 30 Jul Paradigm 25 g/ha 
  LV MCPA 570 0.5 L/ha 
  CanDo adjuvant 0.5 L/ha 
   
Trace elements: 30 Jul Rapisol 321 1Kg/ha 
   
Nitrogen: 30 Jul Urea 130 kg/ha (60 kg N/ha) 
 26 Sep Urea 87 kg/ha (40 kg N/ha) 
   

Fungicide:   Untreated Plus fungicide 

 GS31 ---- Prosaro 0.3 L/ha 

 GS39 ---- Aviator Xpro 0.5 L/ha 
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Wallendbeen NSW 

NSW Wallendbeen Wheat (FAR NSW II W25-71)  
Sown: 22 April 2025 
Harvested: 17 December 2025  
Soil type & management: Red clay loam; Kelly 
chained canola stubble pre-sowing  

Rotation position: 2023 Wheat; 2024 Canola 
FAR Code: FAR NSW II W25-71 
GSR (Apr- Nov): 343.2mm 
 

Key Points 

¶ There was a significant interaction in grain yield between variety and fungicide application 

(P<0.001), with varieties differing in their response to fungicide application (ranging from 0.11 ς 

4.07t./ha). 

¶ The red feed wheat Triple 2 produced the highest yields under both plus and minus fungicide 

management with a yield of 9.01t/ha with fungicide and 8.25t/ha without. It significantly 

outyielded all varieties except 19Q3H0499 when fungicide treated. 

¶  Brighton, AGFWH01022, RW71608 (RGT Enebro), and RGT Waugh were the only varieties that did 

not produce a statistical yield response to fungicide application.  

¶ Stripe rust (Yr) was the main disease influencing yield with the susceptible varieties showing the 

largest yield loss to disease.  

¶ Low levels of leaf rust (Lr) were also assessed in Triple 2, AGFWH01022, and RGT Waugh, and low 

levels of Septoria tritici blotch (STB) assessed in Brighton, 16Q2H0310, and LRPB Major. 

¶ Long season red wheats were generally lower yielding than quick winters and spring wheats tested. 

¶ Variety and fungicide management had a significant impact on all grain quality parameters tested. 

¶ Grain quality differences mirrored yield differences with significant effects of fungicide application 

on test weight, screening and protein where yield responses were greater. 
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Yield (t/ha) & quality data (protein %, test weight, screenings %) 

 
Figure 1. Influence of variety and fungicide application on grain yield (t/ha). 

Please note, establishment of plots in 2025 was variable due to lack of April rainfall. Sown on 22 April 
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Figure 2. Fungicide yield response (t/ha) based on three-spray fungicide programme compared to the 

untreated. 
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Table 1. Influence of fungicide application on the grain yield (t/ha) of wheat varieties plus and minus 

fungicide. 

Yield (t/ha) 

Variety Untreated Plus fungicide Mean 
1. BigRed (w) 6.47 ijk 7.34 e-h 6.90 d 
2. RGT Cesario (w) 4.81 l 6.26 jk 5.53 h 
3. RGT Accroc (w) 4.42 l 6.52 ij 5.47 h 
4. Brighton (w) 7.97 b-e 8.08 bcd 8.02 b 
5. Mowhawk (w) 5.81 k 8.26 bc 7.03 d 
6. LRPB Major (s) 7.24 fgh 7.97 b-e 7.60 bc 
7. Packer (LPB19-3527) (s) 5.78 k 7.69 b-f 6.74 de 
8. Triple2 (w) 8.25 bc 9.01 a 8.63 a 
9. AGFWH01022 (w) 7.58 c-g 8.26 bc 7.92 b 
10. RGT Ponsford (s) 4.56 l 7.91 b-f 6.23 fg 
11. 19Q3H0499 (s) 4.25 l 8.32 ab 6.28 efg 
12. 16Q2H0310 (s) 4.39 l 8.16 bcd 6.27 efg 
13. RGT Marsh (H16Q3x0336.SCI-097D) (s) 4.36 l 7.76 b-f 6.06 g 
14. RGT Enebro (RW71608) (w) 6.83 hij 7.46 d-h 7.15 cd 
15. RGT Waugh (w) 6.43 ijk 6.97 ghi 6.70 def 

Mean 5.94 b 7.73 a 6.84 
LSD Cultivar p = 0.05 0.50 P value <0.001 

LSD Management p = 0.05 0.83 P value 0.006 
LSD Cultivar x Man. p = 0.05 0.71 P value <0.001 

Note: w = Winter Wheat, s = Spring Wheat 

Table 2. Influence of fungicide application the grain quality (% protein ς corrected to 0% moisture, 

test weight and screenings) of wheat variety plus and minus fungicide. 

Grain Quality Assessments 

Management 
Protein 

(%) 
Test Weight 

(kg/hL) 
Screenings 

(%) 
1. Untreated 12.1 - 69.7 b 3.1 a 
2. Plus Fungicide 11.8 - 76.0 a 1.8 b 

P Value 0.263 0.038 0.034 
LSD P=0.05 ns 5.6 1.1 

Cultivar 
Protein 

(%) 
Test Weight 

(kg/hL) 
Screenings 

(%) 
1. BigRed 11.3 gh 77.2 ab 2.1 def 
2. RGT Cesario 12.4 bc 75.0 ab 3.3 abc 
3. RGT Accroc 11.6 e-h 68.7 cde 2.8 bcd 
4. Brighton 12.1 cde 80.2 a 1.1 f 
5. Mowhawk 12.0 c-f 72.7 bcd 2.5 cde 
6. LRPB Major 11.7 d-g 77.0 ab 2.1 de 
7. Packer 11.3 gh 77.0 ab 2.3 cde 
8. Triple2 11.1 h 77.9 ab 2.0 def 
9. AGFWH01022 12.1 cd 72.9 bcd 1.6 ef 

10. RGT Ponsford 11.8 d-g 68.1 de 2.4 cde 
11. 19Q3H0499 11.5 fgh 65.9 e 4.0 a 
12. 16Q2H0310 13.0 a 66.9 e 2.5 cde 
13. RGT Marsh 12.7 ab 65.7 e 3.8 ab 
14. RGT Enebro 11.9 c-f 74.6 b 2.5 cde 
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15. RGT Waugh 12.9 a 73.5 bc 1.8 ef 
P Value <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 

LSD P=0.05 0.5 5.4 1.0 

  

 Cultivar x Disease Management 
Protein 

(%) 
Test Weight 

(kg/hL) 
Screenings 

(%) 
Untreated    

1 BigRed 11.3 j-m 76.3 ab 2.4 c-i 
2 RGT Cesario 12.4 c-f 75.1 ab 3.8 bc 
3 RGT Accroc 11.4 h-m 63.5 cd 3.5 bcd 
4 Brighton 12.0 e-i 80.1 a 1.3 hij 
5 Mowhawk 11.9 e-k 70.7 bc 3.2 b-e 
6 LRPB Major 11.8 e-l 77.0 ab 2.3 d-j 
7 Packer 11.4 h-m 76.1 ab 2.5 c-i 
8 Triple2 11.0 m 77.8 ab 2.1 d-j 
9 AGFWH01022 12.0 e-i 72.8 ab 1.8 e-j 

10 RGT Ponsford 12.4 c-f 61.2 de 2.8 b-g 
11 19Q3H0499 12.1 d-h 53.9 e 6.4 a 
12 16Q2H0310 13.6 a 58.9 de 4.0 b 
13 RGT Marsh 13.4 ab 55.9 e 5.9 a 
14 RGT Enebro 11.6 g-m 74.5 ab 2.4 c-j 
15 RGT Waugh 12.8 bcd 72.2 b 2.0 d-j 

Plus Fungicide       
1 BigRed 11.3 i-m 78.1 ab 1.8 e-j 
2 RGT Cesario 12.4 c-f 74.9 ab 2.8 b-f 
3 RGT Accroc 11.7 e-m 73.8 ab 2.2 d-j 
4 Brighton 12.1 d-h 80.2 a 1.0 j 
5 Mowhawk 12.1 d-h 74.7 ab 1.9 e-j 
6 LRPB Major 11.7 f-m 77.0 ab 2.0 e-j 
7 Packer 11.1 lm 78.0 ab 2.1 d-j 
8 Triple2 11.2 klm 77.9 ab 1.9 e-j 
9 AGFWH01022 12.2 d-g 73.1 ab 1.4 g-j 

10 RGT Ponsford 11.2 klm 75.0 ab 2.0 e-j 
11 19Q3H0499 11.0 m 77.9 ab 1.6 f-j 
12 16Q2H0310 12.5 cde 74.9 ab 1.1 ij 
13 RGT Marsh 12.0 e-j 75.5 ab 1.8 e-j 
14 RGT Enebro 12.1 d-h 74.8 ab 2.5 c-h 
15 RGT Waugh 13.1 abc 74.8 ab 1.6 f-j 

P Value <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 
LSD P=0.05 0.7 7.6 1.4 
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Disease assessment data 

 
Figure 3. Influence of variety and fungicide application (3 spray programme) on stripe rust (Yr) plot 

infection (P-Value < 0.001, LSD (p=0.05) = 13.4), assessed on 6 November 2025.  

 
Figure 4. Influence of variety and fungicide application (3 spray programme) on Septoria tritici blotch 

(STB) plot infection (P-Value = 0.061, LSD (p=0.05) = ns), assessed on 6 November 2025. 
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