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Analysis of genetic variation in ‘Sardari’ wheat derivative lines using

microsatellite markers

¢

.

¢l gkl gl e r.ﬁal.a :Lg.sf s c*LgJA!o.s\)’é.st Sls c\L;J:w'ﬂ.; sieas Ao

"ol 05 35 5 (Sekeen el 5l

(K)\AMWGLAL;.{‘YADJC)J&»)J;

VYWY i O sl cp2in tlor 01l (o255 p ke dlome oyl gale sy (sl SOLE 51 a3litl L (5513

Lyls g o Bl s ule 4 il Sbes;
Gl 03 5 e w3 pedpe s e bl e
AFVY o) Sl Il oT 5 Ses 55 Ll
53 @lBa sl ilesT el zE OYVA (sl
(Juoo) L5587 s 6555l Dl ool
o0l (og)lm 5 Oy it (shels cawmsy)l cabl
Ll (615 C.,Lf s Shes VL ol s <50

23 Dlades ¢ 9,8 adsl gladle (b g)ls (’v\f

0585w e Glesg I pdS Aol w)
)3 f,uf i Sl odis bime 5 bl
0351 JSb (g4l g2l 5 Lo 520 SEsbb ol Gy
9 bwge 0T 6 p gLl ol pslan B3y pln 02 s

v\.:;l) C).}LG 6‘)‘.} 6)‘.)# CJ.L? Cﬁ.ﬂl g_}'“)bﬁ‘} L'.Z.:.w.;

4l ooy (55558 Dlidond den o cale Sl e Y
o o8y (53,58 euSils e Sl sie 0

VWAYIANY 223 55 o 56

(oS a3180) 87555518 (6555555 sy Dot o (ke Sl e )
TS S50 (559585 g Dlidont o gale Sl e f Y

TS -550318 (559 5SS g Dliiond s 3o ol Dla e 1


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.7.3
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-320-fa.html

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

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.7.3 ]

WAS Sl oF osle comia dl 01l (51 p e alons’

55 sl Sl sl Jlo s (YooY O Kes
S5 § 5 e 4S5 Ll el b 15 OB
s 3 8 plasit (G5 55) DNA o s Lo
S5 i Ol 5 e S st S
2> SSES a8 sy b pdnliede b5 bl
osliul 55 90 (G I3 (a.xf,'l odd i oY Olo
(SrSsn sla Siliss o ST 51 S ,8 13
Lz (Microsatellite markers) o) sale 5 5 sla Sl
Crrb oslid s p 55 55 iln iS5
o sl 3 03— 5ol oy Ml
O es 5 534, .(Bryan et al., 1997) ol s SLe
o5l gnbep y cobamsl Kl YVA (Roder et al., 1998)
oW (Stephenson et al., 1998) Ol ,LKer 5 O guiizul 5
5 lls p S 0 055 s 1y L Ses 0l pala g, Sl
3y 3 6oL Oldles 08 G LLs S U;Liglg.n
o Slas Sl ealizwl L (‘4—35 NS § 5 o
(Stodart et al., 2005; culods 3 158 JsSI s
Naghavi et al., 2004; Maccaferri; et al., 2003;
Soleimani et al, 2002; Ahmad, 2002;
L 5 ol andlas oyl Coda (Kudryavisev et al., 2004
Grice YYD Ol 53 (K55 555 35 Aul pe
Sl Sl lesliwl Ly (g)ls R gy PV

g0l gabe

YYD s ol 53 eslitwl 5y 4a aLS 5l

s ol S el )l (J—if Sedd Gris
bl emd $5sleS Dlides oSl 5
laimY s g adlats O 5,LS g5l 5 (7 2)50)
31 Oy s 4 VWVE-VO ol dle s add 2
=il s s s S Cansy o aliw gy
S 95 L sV (4T b B s rve-vt
J_L;;l(,\_;fa;_géuﬁ‘y,ru)lﬁuolrﬂ
by Sisd b s o)) Oluosa s

e o a3 03 A8 e £ (5 jms o e
Gble o Lgl_a)\jc.\_'f 3 pns el (Y 3T)
5SS o OLS Oen Y i e 3) s e
OYAY O 50315 Galo) 3405 jolazs| g)ls
5y e 2B NVY-WY el e b
AR u’;,,ﬁ)@\;ﬂr,\fs:,m@@?ﬁ
5 0L slailivl adex 1528 Calibes Gblie 5s
DLaiond doe jo ay LIS 3 55 s 4 Olws S
La il S cpl olal s Jlol 5538 5 (55,518
m&,ﬁ;‘,;;u@\f;\ Slamzal gla,ds s
Lg-jjaw..\ia;@a.\.amtﬂdb‘_}@,
s g 55 5 lacey SlS Wby o5 ol
L) 0K 5 LS s 8 3158 ol
Sl ols (’4—? Sedd Grie (¥ Ve L))
(Puccinia striiformis f. sp. tritici) J)j&jé—: S glae
r.éj_:lpdvu:;bﬁjlj_fd\_w):}o\_i»):):
&j @ S l> (uufé)sb Sl 05 plae
A Coaglan glyls odd snéne sla p Y 51 (enldas 03,
L (WWAY) 0L 5 0513 Bols s ()lew oo
YNV (S s o215 Slie L)
.\_SJ;UIJU_?JLn).:)JL;)\JJMr.\f}lo.’\.&éﬁvﬁ
A e e oy G 03 6L sl g5 &
s 3335 6353 8855 ay Cnglie 03, Shas
casloylpa Oy cadls 59 m Ao y3 ¢y s 4 Sl
Cl_é;")\ 9 alow s asli o slaay calw 5y 4l slaws
¢.L'fojjajb Lr<2:’5 Eataat] oLl oyls 5y
20T ol 5 6,85 e SF e D ol
jla:Lé:_wljoJJ_le_ﬁ)jj._fr_i:ﬂ:ﬂéLl_:ﬁ
oSS Sl s g e 4 | J5Sse sla B
..,\33; sl
e Gate glacp Y (S55 655 o) 055G
5 o105 i g5l s (e (S e p S
I8 Jame Ll 5L 5 ae )50 55 (S5 5858050

LS OYAF (Ol 5 03l333ke) Sl 03 5 ol

a4


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.7.3
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-320-fa.html

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

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.7.3 ]

T ledd Grie glaopY (S5 &2l e

oyl gala ) Lo FO 45 sls Olis il slaail 4
Llos g ) i éjj &hyls ol eslau
FO coslizul 35 50 05l pale 5 KOLE Fr g sazme |

IS (513 e 2 0k G2t Y o s Sl
VoF oyl gala s, ol Kl FO s g mamn 53 sl Ol
FUY 3ol a3 b I sliw & i odalie JI
VY SIS it SLeMb (gl s e 35, ite
(GWM 156 Silas) +/AYY U (GWM 335 S5Les)
Sl o Kln o 53 (Y ghor) 55y e
oyl gl e,y sla Kla 5 IS s Lol
Lps5509,S pluts S ID 5 2B TA slapsjsns S
wlis Gaos S I s p (Fsd) 55 2o
alds 6»3)'}4}; 08L& sls Ol r.,\.f ok
5!
0T sl g5, Shae o SJ, 28 sLad
Lilod s SLOLSH2B 5 TA slapsjses S S5
330335 .(Annual Wheat Newsletter, 2004)
¢SSR Do g ey L OVAY) O Ses
Ol 53 0T eljzt 55 Shew L5 5115 6345 sl § 55
a5 L Ls S edalin s opledd Grin o Y
e Ylamml sy a5 e e oyLsl s
o 55 SO 53) 55 okl Glas sl
r.\.‘f odd Grie sla pY Ol 53 (Gudoes (pl )3 0l
ASLID 52B TA slapsjsns S 4 bspe 5)lo

Gris YYD (adeis el s sl slag
5,5 Ma);bgbéj\:ﬂr.\_'fj\au
33 eds Grioe omY slam 15 (Y5 e JSK2)
5 sl 3 s (slize (S5 sladob b glaoy S
2l das e 0L 0T Oles 53 1y (K85 655
Sp s b sl Sl esliul L (1YVA)
b 03,33 pLEI Sl s3lass )31y oS85 st
cadslots Jalls o35 55 sdiledl a5
5 K55 Sl i s L 8 228 5
sdalice sdas Y5 Al 5 oo Ylazo| S L

Yoo O 5 BLS™ 5 (VFAY) 01K g osl355ls
P P FYE PN g Y
oy DB LOT 0 53 (SS55 58550
23 ot Grioe VYD (5K 5o i o 5kt
oo A e GlOls 5 L Ci S 4SS
A ol e LAQT/Ql;g- 5 e slaeS 516, 5Ys
Sleslizul b J sS40 4 25 .(Dellaporta et al., 1983)
OLLSKen 5 5355 by b o)lsalagy, Slas s
L ool 2 Slalad (Roder et al., 1995) 42 plosil
Sl ah g o3 ¥ T o ST s J5 5l eslizal
A plomil o 8 S Sy 4 5 ST, 5 oSS

.(Sambrook et al., 1989)
phe 5 S0 Wk s el (JSle glaesls
Slaadlzo 4 25 . Jolo Slis o sl 7" OT
Sl S a5 oo 35 oy 5 sate 4 ol
SVl (gl e b Lol o oslinul J 58T 50
(Polymorphic information content) PIC L G&.ﬂ L
Jmep Sl oslisal Ly o)l palon oy oLl bl
Sy 53 el JI Sl sp) PIC :1—2P=1pi2
S 5 4l e Fle s dls (o)) ale 5 O
4laS b SUPGMA (25 581 ol (sl 5
S Gl il w4 1 el 5 )8
b obeT (slaas o s o5lizul b zudS O gllae sluas
IMP 5 SPSS « NTSYSpc-2.02e (sla | 3lp 5 I oslic

A plo

VS sl ol Lol laadlge 4 425 gl
laesls il yly 5l de ;5 8F syd > Sl ad s
o2 33 () dsdz) Wiles ;S w515 (J S5
Cidein slap sy 3 S5 pe sla Slis o8
0T o (K Ly (Somas il s S
a5 Slp S ol Gl e 505 dal s oS

i el 3 baesls il S O i

YV


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.7.3
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-320-fa.html

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

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1384.7.3.7.3 ]

WAS Sl oF osle comia dl 01l (51 p e alons’

eSO s el ‘_;)Lx@is accession  ¢SO) \F oY
352 (Gdo 5 g 4 5 o) Dliods ds 3o O
slads oo @Lﬁ N OLe e oolazul L Lisls 1 3wy p
e ot Grie oY S s K550
Ol 3 eslanal 5y g0 Calides Colual b Slidoss gladals

Crb DLl Jome 3l G ol slady 3o S

aiu.’i_w‘li'éjlb‘)_w C"‘_'?L;’;"j C)_J Wﬂ)ﬁ"

o 4SSl o ol " J ST g0 (sla Sl
"}‘:‘u‘“ 63\3).,\33 ,§.L"

S5 ok oks Grie slacnY o 55 (S5 g5
OLLSen 5 LLS (VAT O Ken 5 651 3G3sle) sl
ey s S5 g5 48 s gty (Vo))
OLSal U 358 Jad dly (503 oS 0 (3
i laasl 55 (S5 mlie ool jl eslinul
3Y 3T onY sl sladle 53 55 e piS 3ol
Fenkang/Sefid 5 Ogosta/Sefid 3 idudal sla Y
9 dledsT s 4 (615 r.\.’f sla 83
(,,\_;?)'l ol i e sla ¥ oy ST s
S 5 5 0L 5o Gl slaasl p 5o gyls
5 58550 pl 4 (CIMMYT/ICARDA/Turkey)
5 Ssibhas aslas 8 15 eslinal 5y 65l
3315 0T el 53 Shae Syl 55 0 gou (VWAY) O Kea
,6J|>ﬂ¢xfg>tjlyb-é,£ Jb s gl fus

Sols (.ij ol uéine pY YO ,5SSR ‘SLAJijLC:le oslitnl b Lol (slaadd 3o 4 55 =) J gl
Table 1. Principle components analysis using SSR markers in 35 'Sardari’ wheat derivative lines

skl o 5o Ll e e bl Ly
Principle components Variance (%) Cumulative variance (%)
1 15.271 15.271
2 11.758 27.029
3 9.469 36.497
4 8.457 44.954
5 5.951 50.905
6 5.148 56.053
7 4.902 60.955
8 4.478 65.434
9 4.185 69.619
10 3.795 73.414
11 2.816 76.230
12 2.713 78.943
13 2.474 81.417
14 2.252 83.668
15 2.110 85.778
16 1.788 87.566
17 1.658 89.224
18 1.351 90.575
19 1.307 91.881
20 1.073 92.955
21 1.003 93.958
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Table 2. Polymorphic information content of SSR markers in 35 ‘Sardari' wheat derivative lines

S £330 LSS sl s IS i gla 1 sl S e S (gl g
Marker Chromosome Motifs No of polymorphic alleles PIC
GWM44 7D (GA)28 2 0.358
GWM55 6D.2B (TC)3 (T)3 (CT)17 5 0.772
GWM111 7D (CT)32 (GT)17 2 0.472
GWM114 3D (GA)53 4 0.475
GWM120 2B (CT)11 (CA)18 2 0.499
GWM132 6B (GA)24 (GAA)6 2 0.395
GWM133 6B (CT)39 2 0.290
GWM148 2B (CA)22 2 0.382
GWM149 4B (GA)23 3 0.608
GWM153 1B (GA)18 2 0.320
GWM155 3A (CT)19 2 0.156
GWM156 SA (GT)14 3 0.827
GWM160 4A (GA)21 2 0.408
GWM1e4 1A (CT)16 2 0.284
GWM190 sD (CT)22 2 0.358
GWM194 4D (CT)32 2 0.495
GWM247 3B (GA)24 2 0.395
GWM249 2D (GA)11 (GGA)8 2 0.352
GWM259 18 (GA)L7 2 0.265
GWM314 3D (CT)25 2 0.224
GWM334 6A (GA)19 3 0.644
GWM335 B (GA)14 (GCGT)3 2 0.107
GWM337 1D (CT)5 (CACT)6 (CA)4 3 0.592
GWM340 3B (GA)26 3 0.522
GWM357 1A (GA)18 2 0.466
GWM359 2A (CT)20 (CTT)13 2 0.472
GWM369 3A (CT)11(T)2 (CT)21 2 0.244
GWM372 2A (GA)51 2 0.480
GWM389 3B (CT)14 (GT)16 2 0.432
GWM397 4A (CT)21 2 0.498
GWM437 7D (CT)24 2 0.320
GWM448 2A (GA)29 2 0.489
GWM459 6A (GA)28 2 0.197
GWM469 6D (CT)19 (CA)10 2 0.472
GWM471 A (CA)34 3 0.663
GWM493 3B (CA)43 5 0.766
GWM497 1A,2A,3D (GT)29 2 0.491
GWM540 5B (CT)3 (CC)(CT)16 4 0.743
GWM565 sD (CA)10 2 0.244
GWMST75 7B (CA)14 (TA)6 2 0.426
GWMé11 7B (GA)32 2 0.502
GWM613 6B (CT)23 2 0.475
GWM626 6B (CT)5 (GT)13 2 0.485
GWME635 7A (CA)10 (GA)14 2 0.611
GWM642 1D (GT)14 9 0.415
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Table 3. Means of polymorphic information contents (PIC) for SSR markers located on each chromosome

£35S S i S| (gl g
Chromosome PIC
1A 0.432
2A 0.483
3A 0.200
4A 0.450
5A 0.276
6A 0.421
A 0.637
A s oSk 0.411
1B 0.293
2B 0.551
3B 0.529
4B 0.304
5B 0.425
6B 0.411
7B 0.464
B ¢ oSl 0.425
1D 0.504
2D 0.176
3D 0.397
4D 0.248
5D 0.292
6D 0.415
7D 0.336
D ¢s5 xSl 0.338
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Fig. 1. Grouping of 35 ‘Sardari’ wheat derivative lines using SSR markers
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Fig. 2. Discriminant analysis for determining optimal number of groups in cluster analysis of 35 ‘Sardari” wheat
derivative lines using SSR markers
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Analysis of genetic Variation in ‘Sardari’ derivative wheat lines using
microsatellite markers

Pirseyedil, S. M., M. Mardiz, D. Sadeghzadeh-Ahari3 , H. Poor Iran Doost",
S. A. Mohammadi’, B. Ghareyazie®

ABSTRACT

In this investigation, genetic diversity of 35 ‘Sardari’ derivative wheat lines was studied using 60
microsatellite markers. Molecular analyses results showed the numbers of observed alleles and polymorphic
information contents of each locus varied from 2 to 6 and 0.11 to 0.83, respectively. Cluster and discriminant
analyses results separated the lines into 5 groups with different genetic distances. The results of this study
confirmed remarkable genetic diversity among Sardari derivative wheat lines. The utilization of morphological

and molecular analyses can be used for appropriate parental selection in breeding and seed increasing programs.

Key words: Sardari wheat, genetic diversity, microsatellite markers.
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