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Mapping cold resistance genes in rapeseed (Brassica napus L.) using

microsatellite markers

iﬁ)j S geses c},\fu B cYLguLou V.ww‘ﬁ\%» c\ngsb.p\ Lgl"’
og',.ﬁdd.\.w t\.:.) Jdale 9

6l Klis 3l o3l U 15IS" 55 bo s 0 Conglitn oS J 187 (605 oL O,

XXX i O ol cotin Mo Ol (215 pske Al o)l sale

SLMO46 Fas
LT50 . F,
F, F;
LT50
QTL
.QTL
WAEAI 28k 55 g
S a@d\;sj)}ufoml:)bsjszsfgiﬂ;}gﬂ;)léjmalii.}bc;lﬂfi CM“"J ey aj;&f_\
% o2l (655 5LaS 0uS sl skl ¥ (oS a3Ks) 3,5 o815 (55 5LaS” aails HLsils Y
5 oKils (65,5LaS” 0aSiils skl 20 o5 o8 (655 5LaS” euSluils skl ¢


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.2.8
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-315-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-16 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.2.8 ]

VWAL ):{‘-i ¥ oyled ‘(;JA A c”Qng‘l ‘591))' (‘,J& d?u"

ol sla Sli s (LadyT a5 OLSo 035
L oS Slis oS S sl O sl 5
4> .(Uzunova & Ecke, 1999; Sharon et al., 1995)
b i ol 3l enlinal Ll o3l ls olals
O an 5 Cad gy il 03,5 s (5L 5 28
53 DNA ¢ sems U 5,1 L (Rudolph et al., 1999)
L OT 5 (b S i ol sale 5 Siles Vo 1S
DL 51555550 5,8 i Siwsm 05 5V @
LIS 585 g, b (Uzunova & Ecke, 1999)
L ol S5 SIS A wolgales s SOLai VY 1 oslinul
W3S plals 0L a5 sdalin LB Plaw b 4o
Sy 03,5 Sl 53 e Sl ol 516 ler o
5 il s SLOLSG 1S 055 53 RFLP 4tk
Lo 1Y aadllee U (Struss et al., 1999) o, an
o Siles ol 55 5 4538 20155 o5lsalai)
Wl B3las D)o 4 € 5 A slrp 5 s
=Y Yo+ (Weisleder et al., 1995) ol ,1Ses 5 jutho 5
YO 5l e o Ly S el Caslia s Al
&S 5 L) RFLP s RAPD o)l galssy Silis
339 Jf ¢85, )~ (Quantitative Trait Loci) QTL
3 S SO Sl el (6l 5e 612 QTL
5l eslizul L (Suwabe et al., 2003) o1, a5 5 o
a gl U b3 0 QTL 33 0ol ol 5 sla Sl
5 g s S QLU |y ST ahy ) 0 (NS
Faoy ez ¢SS s (Hund et al., 2004) ol ,LS s
1y dle g ad ) Olis oS S QTL Jgar )3
NS A S gl gl S Ll
3 esl_izwl L (Teotonico et al., 1995) Ol,LSea 4
58 4 by oF) Cmax 53 RFLP la Slis
b e 4 Caglin ) = 1) ol QTL «(B. napus)
u;a.\_& A3osle Carax 5y S NS )
slis a3sle Comex 55 9 QTL e «(B. rapa)
ololis b b Coglin U bos 0 QTL 95 48

U

iy 0US s g ﬁuu\f;,\o.ﬁ ol slabes
Sle llsl 5058k lassS 5s el; 0lE W s
S TN PURCHNE P U g DI PG
YU 5, Shes g5 5 CeiS syl 50 5 Shes
¢L5)\L;L.WL;13>}_&6_¢ sgdoee bo w55 dlwg
Jromss 3 )ls (13 Ceal oS nl 55 La e 4y 5lin
Jelge 4 oS Col Glodomy Ctor Ol 55 & 9 Lo
WSS9 5 58 WSS I Do gt Lile goulae
@lsp s ST Sblag 5 S Con s olS (55
33 o ol Gl o e S sl e
A5 a5 2T 516,48 J s sba fus
Olye iy S ST pe (gl Siles 5l 059 ol oo
SIS Gla gy J—eSe 5 THLS (sLayl il
2l 8,28 slal) gl 5 2L OLSs (6l —
Sl oS8 s 158 slaasl 5 (oS Slio
2 g oo 03laiul
sl Kol 3l eslial b ll 18 55 Ko g 4t
(Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism) RFLP
.(Frreira et al., 1994; Uzunova et al., 1995) Ai sl>w|
SO P A iy {

A Sl S,
RAPD ((Microsatellite) | 2oyl al o5y

g(Random  Amplified  Polymorphic =~ DNA)
(Amplified Fragment Length Polymorphism) AFLP
lols (Ko gy SoaZE agi 5303 28 Hsb 4 33
GLal) SOl 5 &S § 55 4 o ol
w\ouogml\ﬁjggaswomeMij
Saal et al., Divaret et al., 1999; Pilet et al., 1998; )
L> ,» .(Plieske et al., 2001, 2001; Xu et al., 2001
SLaas S 55 olsales s sla Silis (Sow sy a2k oS
L 534S 5, 0 Al Jy ol ol JolS” Brassica
Law 8 cpl 53 6oL 05l paley 5 sl Sl o T Il
bl Ele o b Sl ol dipd oL oSG

potre 5 Vo (IS8 i oo Cale 035

s


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.2.8
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-315-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-16 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.2.8 ]

T Lot Cnlie oS J 58T g0 L O

+/Y0 MgCI2 Jn o S 1.0 55 p S g 0
S F 5T yns S /Y0 WNTP o 1 J g s
@Jf (L?d\ 2L x 9 Taq DNA Polymerase J>| 4
QM@:\Q&@):ﬂiQJMQJ;&uUJ{
Yo OT JLss 4y 5 adsl (g3l 4 puly gl 4ids 4
G S w3 Kl am 53 88t o aw Juls a5 o
VY 5 aiss oSG Sode 4 o Kl 4 53 00 s>
L o o Ll 5 4285 55 ke 4 ) Kl 4
plonil aids da Suke 4 3 Kl a2 53 VY 55 ol
L Slmedds (glo i 2SSy Sl ol d gmmes
Sl s puly et ST o J5 50585 21 31 3l
o O 65T b Sl 5 oSS s 2
&L, KaT (CIMMYT, 1984) Cas JSS 5 (3olkas
A
25 e o e glie Ll sl
Slal L (Sl 5,5 s 455 V6 dFs enl il
B D .JJ.QJ;Q:JQ\J_L? Ol s=e au YoxYoxYo
WM@@MBQM!}GJJL;LA)@J}
3 el CiS gl o d CiS ol o s
s(es/ 39) Celu Vo NE Gldgy oy b gl
)3 Y 550y 55 Klw a3 1Y-10 cLes
@uausjt@m@g#q@,ntﬁ;u
TEHY S NOTNTBVRE SRR S P
Glos L s, $SGbl 4 ascsle b 4 baplus
YU e Oodd i/ g,) oL Keslow 4,3 Y/8
LALIPL=-T) wﬁﬁ'*—:?uﬁ@fﬂ,-edyﬁﬁ:‘
diy SO s azis dw Sde 4 5 Jize (/)
Y los Ll e 4 e S i (6,0
o=l s Cele YE Sde g o Jatte 5] Kl a5
LaoT assle b bts 5 6,1 b o bes
Sty o )5 p s e g e 358 eSS
&u)ss\;:ﬁusx_q-pjso\)_:agl_n)&i:ﬁ
s ae gles slasles s Las U db osls ials

oyl salasy sla Kol olalis gt 4 andllae oyl
P e g b 4 Caglie gL QTL L Las s
S el Sl 6885 Sk s 53 QTL

Jeo Foy Camex 51 g5 ol 5o
=05 (s il 5 0)lg) p 53187 08,5 (S 5
1= s o3linal (o 4y pslis 5 0 501) SLMO46
S B glaeslsl M5 555 o555 2L
L globdS Ll 5 55 o kS 4w sLa0IUS 5 F,
Lds S (Ll jgy) Celw Vo Ve SLigy e,
Jess 5 m slaS 510163 2 paal s
Cilsy Ly ( S p el ihal e 5 F,
o ple ol slasil oo oS5 5 sladgos A
glA GLe3 U 5 s 8 Jae 4 p3—Ar 55 8
U Py JERRN o ) L;)\.\_@ij Les o=l 53 oluss
8 ade o o Fy slaas s o Fy glaesl gl
i 3Py 2l b s IS S sl §
Jole By glaosl gl 33 8 W5 655 2 5555k 355
ol oslanl 5 es L5, !
C\J.‘z:_.w\:
S pLmil CTAB b, leslizl L1200 .53
C—aS 3 &S (Saghai-Maroof et al., 1984)

5 agdg Sl gyl 5 10153 sl gol
SLa goi A i Aoy /A 58T U5 5,585 28U
)avfjsl_iwc,_]éléa{cgwbmdj\wl.d.tga
ey o iy S5 )3 5 Ll 585 s Ko
A3 515 eslial 3 4
ST cin ¥ Sl 5 ol 6l —
by e ol Sla ST ol i oslizul o)l pale s
5 ) T Ly 15187 L el oSt s
3 <Ll http://ukcrop.net/perl/ace/tree/brassicaDB
STy Ll i 15U 428 UBC &S 8 Law g
Gl b ads SV ol oz b ey (gl i

AR


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.2.8
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-315-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal .ir on 2026-02-16 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.2.8 ]

VWAL ):{‘-i ¥ oyled ‘(;JA A c”Qng‘l ‘591))' (‘,J& d?u"

Loyl pla = 5l eslaul Ly S sy SLaa
9Map anagar/QTL s MapMaker/exe ver 3.0
QTL Cartographer ,\J-._é!p_s Lw g LQTL @.\10&»

i el

L opllly S8 i Il (o 95 sla b3l sl

Shds s poylleyy ST i YOu 3l oslinul
23l JB 5 s 2S5 4 gl ST ¢ prs
ol 53 (MSE i La0T I i WY cizals
S 55 e 5 e S5 2Ll gl 45T sl
G S b S 15 eslizul 3,00 Fy fud 131
5 opdly 53 1, Nal2-B02 o)l gabe, Kol ol
i s 45 a3 o OLE Fy Comer 313131 (g3l
SO il a3 T 1 ey Stk (sls SSLis
0r Aol STu> 5,8 iy b Jde glacaws
A pLOD Jilas 5 jslos Sl 93 o O 5o Slo
@gﬁm\OcﬁL&JVij\.J_isfdﬂﬁm
O 550 5L VY/10 aliols bamw o b Ko 05 8
YeV/E bﬁbd&“@)}@ﬁ\»ﬁ)bw
LS WY sty by 1 1S 055 0 ge S
w5518 Sy Loy S 51 S 5o Koo
L aiw g sla Sliss glalis 5 abate o (Y J2)

22 15

S oobe eslital 35 ol slalas b okl
T JERN B :bi.ﬁl_w a3 =V 4\ A ¢
s as S b pseslgl el e Ve Sl ls
SU el ¥t S b g ol Jls a
)aa\jiﬁuq)ajsg)lﬂgbasz)\qij
iy 3 il dor 3 Jao 4 b L enls i3 el
L L e bos ol s cole Yo e 4y s
Ol oo s 5 353 5L g 4 0T o
oli) Slad g sldad S Hled atds aw 1 day L LAS Jaze
Sl sl a5 @ua.ujwﬁj,\,_gjf¢t>;|a,uu
LT50 les plowil jn i3 8 5,557 5 Wneslsils (sl
b dwle Cng ) Sl eslaiwl L esl gl a
.(Finney, 1971)
Sl Sl (S 4 i
G s 31 ol ol O 53T 1 oy Sk
oo al_<ilq- —= > (Distortion Segregation)
53 SOLE 55 m OB go il 00 alsls ST
A3 8 planil 4wyl » (Log Likelihood Ratio) LOD
SLOL 1o (o558 5 (o 555 Slaesls o e
& Slis oS5 o leslial b 5 e QTL
sld—ols L;\——io‘——g‘ «(Single Marker Analysis)
S e slaols u.gl_iol_ﬁn 5 (Interval Mapping)

s b5 ,l (Composite Interval mapping)

10 32 18349

(5) SLMO46 «(q) p 55158 (x5 53 05l gale 2, Nal2-B02 Kol (sl (55831 - IS

Fy Camez 5l 21 51 (goldas

Fig.1. The banding pattern of Nal2-Bo2 (microsatellite marker) in parents Quantum (q), SLMO46 (s) and
a number of F, plants
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using microsatellite markers
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QTL Linkag group LOD Additive effects Dominance effects Explained Phenotypic
Variance
3 2.30 -0.33 -1.39 0.06
2 Unlinked 2.00 -0.41 -0.49 0.03
3 Unlinked 3.19 1.30 0.96 0.04
Y.V
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Mapping of cold resistance genes in rapeseed (Brassica napus L.) using
microsatellite markers

Asghari. Al., S. A. Mohammadiz, M. Moghadam3, M. Toorchi* and
A. Dabagh-Mohammadi Nasab’

ABSTRACT

Microsattalite markers are genome specific, co-dominant and highly polymorphic markers with known map
location. These markers are very suitable for quantitative trait loci mapping. In order to identify the molecular
markers linked to cold resistance genes in rapeseed, a F,; derived population from crossing between cv.
SLMO46 (winter type and cold resistant) and cv. Quantum (spring type and susceptible to low temperature) were
evaluated using microsatellite markers. The LT50 (the temperature in which 50 % of plants are killed), as a cold
resistance index in F; families was measured. The parental polymorphism was assessed using 350 SSR primer
pairs. The 32 polymorphic primer pairs were selected for genotyping of F, individuals. Linkage map was
constructed using polymorphic markers. The markers were assigned to five linkage groups. The relationship
between LT50 and genotypic data was analysed using single marker analysis, interval mapping and composite

interval mapping methods. Three detected QTLs explained 13 % of the LT50 phenotypic variations.

Key words: Polymorphic, Cold resistance, Microsatellite, QTL mapping.
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