[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5 ]

V'O‘ﬁ,lé‘)}fﬁkd’.‘”"
ITAY Slg o) oslad ed b i

oMl b () 9 (495 ST 30 97 (219 R 30 5 oo 9 i b fad 0 GBQTL (bl
oylanloy 5 (Sl LS 3
Mapping QTLs related to boron uptake and accumulation in shoots of barley at
seedling and maturity stages using microsatellite markers

Tosl335lo 3050 5 pukie chosee ¢ (Sokazms el g i o313 ok (5 g0

oS>

L Sty s hogs ol 02 s plsp i 53 e b e e GLQTL L0 ATAY L0015 800e .0 9 pukie p (Suhodmo .l .y o 0315 wle

YV-AA ()10 . Olpl (S5 poke dlomo oyl gale sy sla LS 51 osliul

GLid cadled Lado  Johow 03158 38 OT iitl 9 0kl Sguimo OIS god 9 Ay (Sly (83990 GGy 3 (K 9
10 it [yl 39 505 SLEEINS 33 1FAL Jlo 50 45 Lol aolo3T 33 .l 00kl Al (395 4 (G gilio youwd (33 i 9 (3 lowsdly
A D 50 Sen 0985 S92l sl Sahara3771g Clipper pbyl 3% 1 Jol> oo Caclian gy ¥
Bl 508 (T § SBT3 90 gy &5 oS 039 3 5 Sl 9 Ol ol (s p 3590 Dlho i (b5
99 (ymt Aol S5 97 b 9l s LOD Blos (wlol p 9 K iz SSRGS 170 31 00litl b Siwgw 4 155 .Ndgy bl
98y Aold Lawgin b 15 95 35 O 190 le 10V V/A (ol  Siwgw 428 b pLul O g0 5l 0+ b 3l sglxe LSS
alao 3590 Dlio (S QTLYY (e o Sldaold 2L Olo bl 9 .010 fdgy OB 590, 5w 1£/-L gl » ylxe S
J=19 35 o 5 @ QTL Slez 9 5lexr g2 &5 5 Slgiomo 9 g3 § b ¢ S (9 20 (b2 &5 09 S 2 00 (2L O
o> 0 30 3 (Slgiome 9 Cald (g T (39 Sy ol L O SBQTL (fgazmo 10 Wl Lol T 9 (Slazals
Gy WSS el 1) Ol i 938 Ol puaki M08 T 901 FE Ty Al g0 50 g o sd £+ 971 TA Cud j & Slaals
131 1099 Z 15 38 cp g Oallan T Ol 5 399 BSOS 457 Wb sudlin glxin i « b 351 3390 Dlio 4ls”
D= 395 00 SlaolKi e 5o LG 4o W19 95 B I Dallae B PT JES Foly oud slobid GBQTL &y i § Suko
il X9 gals w31 L (55 (i I (B il (30 4T 3 5 S dxlllan 3390 Dlio STy &S iie QTL slez
SLa Y i 5 Gl SOl eSos™ 4 gy F (Sl p 10 Wilgi 0 F1 &3 GBQTL b ol  Swgw SIS Sl KL
5 51 B o8kl 3390 (Mol P, 4 Sgline S PT JEISl 35 9 5 p

SSR b KL 9 o5 g0 Sldholb b O AR 3 ) (g5 K99 gy F1:5uls” Sdojlg

Ably gr I3l 080 A8l el IS sl OB 3l g e b AAAATVAL NS A ) CIVAL ARG PR
25 o&ils (655588 0aStils iyl wlid )8 Gole (gl -
(n..\.'.'f4.;&);)1,11QL“L.JC’)‘wl‘,c,.pl))'Nlr—&Q.?u'!},é_o.}_,;eli.:dlaa)‘\.&éﬂycw\@bgrhj‘,sj”ufu&xl: slewl =Y
(mohammadi@tabrizu.ac.ir ¢ s S &)

8 o&ils S ST ge Ml palke b 5 (6555158 oSl bl ¥

2555 3 Dl d go 2l -F

A


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-73-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5 ]

SalS .l i (1989; Ambak and Tadano, 1991
i 33 3 35S s 5> Cliua olSVYY 5 Sles
ol A s B Jgb s Olgr 538 A |
.(Shorrocks, 1997) sl

b 5 (o SlnT St GbL )
Sl gy (bl St S e Ly 3T
oI T OT a3 ST u T s
3las 3 ool (slaodbledl ¢ smw (sLacloy
I [P N e
cLle (Gupta et al., 1995; Nable et al., 1997).
S Lol (2S5 528 1l S 5o 7 VL
it S gty Jpb palS e
Ly el e oo = odr (Rl ol
0 055,55 5 55,5 ¢ S = Ole AT ks
:)_&TAMc:LAA_:}}SULALf}l_Ade_;
.(Power and Woods, 1997; Quinn et al., 2003)
Iy ;3 Ciews (Ochiai ef al., 2008) o1 )\San 5 ola sl
VL B 5 el Sial e Sl Nl Olse
zails 3 Sles 2ol gl e |

WS das 5 S Ll s a0 Ol ol s
LS S L A (ST Lyl o il (oS
J_,auorjc,_)»‘uéft_;,au_ﬁg\ﬂuﬁ
Sl S Glad s 5525 o SATpH ;3 (gdre
Sind VU O e 5 T ST 3 Sl S 0 s
el 53 35 78 () e LasdRe sy 35S
Gblie 53 a8 Ao pa 31> Consas gl 5 gL
i) @l @le 3 7 palie 0o YL 5 5aST g
SalS 1 0lalS s, Slae 0T Claw Cle 4 Ll o
Ol allls (Malakoti and Tehrani, 1999) s>
S35 2 Cotam L 5508 UL dlaily 53 (63 5o
OLSan 5 (Foto ol 0 plonil 5387 5 oS
o sk 36 LT 55 (Sadoghi et al., 2008)
Lol en [y LT ST 23 53 768 e ® 5 F oY
Ve 5F/0 e /F (S S Cale LSl (o) 58 mlaw

\Al

----- @l S 53 e b bas e GWQTL Lol "

400
oM P e Bl g$<i (Hordeum vulgare L.) s>
o) Olgr 5o DM A5 p)ler 4 5 edh O e
sl ol S ool osls jolamtls, 5
O/ X V+ bp/IC 0T p g5 311 5 03 5 (2n=2x=14)
S oS o5 cl:_.»: .(Ramsay et al., 2000) <!
L b LSa 0F 04V 0 o, Yot s Jlw 5 g
o7 .ngso\}f})l:&a).sc;}ltf\’/\\? 6l 3 Shes
Ehe 55 Ol LT s 7 1BYIYAFY
613 3 Shes S VPVOPOF 5 VN \FPPVEY iS5
-\_g,:o\j_f},\_&ﬁ,acfygvovjmv
FAO, ) Sl sds Ji,1E o5 PEFSTYL 5 YAYDFY ¥
2011
i iy Gl s et ey
OT 057 0ljme 87 T oo Sl 4 5T OLE
OLALS 55 e o 0T (63115 5 3 908 Esl,
1) 5 0lalE (Loomis and Durst, 1992) 545 s
Ly 0T 5 A4S o ol &S 51 S0 5 ol O 50
JUasl ey slie 53 3592 g0 Jlad 8L Al 94
~ 8L o J sl (Tanaka and Fujiwara, 2008) das o
S S BORI 1 &jle ol Calibes gla jidu o
s\l Arabidopsis  thaliana 3 j\s o d sl 6
= e il y (Takano et al, 2002) 4
ol ol s lis | alS )y bas OLalE ) 4s
i st 65U g5 55 Ay o i
St e () S e i) g 2 2L
3 b 5T Slams 5 ol 3 1 sl
LS o Ciblonn 120 ST 3l g il e
¢y = 093l .(Cakmak and Romheld, 1997)
el ST B s e B
wa@\oaﬁdjou&}bja:;ub
— 335 .(Blevins and Lukaszewski, 1998)
<45 (Garg et al, 1979) T 22 (s 5
Rerkasem and Jamjod, ) s> 5 (Agrawala et al., 1981)


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-73-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5 ]

WAY Sl o) oled cuas il M01al (215 pske ale

&35y 2 WQTL Uefferies et al., 1999) oI LSen
23 4 Jood S5 6H 5 4H BH QH slap ;05,5
SIS s elae b shle sl Y S oS
(Huynh et al., 2009) 3l,LSes 5 pyn A5 S
ez Aoy shla (sla Y o Sl oslil L
«Clipper o Sahara3771 r_SJ 33 SN ol
6H 5 SH GH QH (slaps; 53,8 3515 2LQTL
ool ay ) &S 55 55 (B sl e 2 20l 6l
3535 3 GLAQTL .dUs 55 SLOLSG F le
L 6H ¢ S = 55 LAH 5 2H slapssses S
Lo g Lo e alyy 0 Jsb LSH 53H ¢ oder
Lo L daly s Sl 35 0lS yle s
PRI PRSP P INE N JE PRy
3l esleul L (efferies et al., 2000) O ,LSoa
dsbla Y19 3 AFLP 5 RFLP la KL
S 4 Joowin (3 W I ool pS Caelas

«Cranbrook .o 4 5, 9 Halberd

-
53 ks e TD 3 TB g0 S 5315 el
AL 5 5l Ol 512 TB o5 Dl
03,8 gl adyy 4 16,8 e s 0T Lo
L L3, QTL =y (Liu er al., 2009) O1,LKas 5 5
Ao shls gla Y s Lg\_a(ai.l_;‘ 3, B bl
Lyl o 55 fo5mS 5 ole Lyl ph S IS Casliln
OLSen 5 5555 S L0 56 55,0 S
3,3 VYA 5 S iae Fy Coma 53 (Xucet al., 2001)
ey il 5 Jomte 2,1 SN 1 Jol
a3 L 5185 QTL S «(Bakow s Qingyoul0)
& o 1S S QTL a5 ooy F 5 55 s
OLHLSKan 5 $LSG a5 S 518 1, 5 oIS
a5 ELAOS ¢ pmms sl T 5 (Takano et al., 2006)
el aS 1,y 5 il o3l gl 4 4ty AIBORI o4S
Lo ,S glald o pd o 35S Ll 2 5o o
Ol GlaeST et (el 55 10558 s a5 L
L Ly e GLAQTL (glulid Soua b j 5l hays

vy

S50 SISIE Loyl 5 53 1) ;2 1 iy 5 o
05,8 ) ol ol Ll s o 4l 5 Sles
(ol ST e 21590 L a8 5hs 0Lt il
9 b (55 s bl Jy il el asls 5, Sles
SV s 03 S8l galS e alls g IS s =
S8 2 ele (IT las s eliladl !
ot oS g oS 05y 5 S s S5
23l 55 638 385 (6 e Al Con siaS S ‘(*’f
oS S D 5 ho o 53 53 65 S 53 5 YO
)-’pf}-lzf\' 3 Ao o 53 55 4 LS s
(’Jff‘:f" s 487 5l5 OLES s b oslizl LS
VIF coral gy ¥ il bl e 3 LS s
(a.\_'f Sl 50l e (§ Ao 3 PO/F 5 s (S Am >
(Nejad-Hosseini and Astaraei, 2010) 43 Jf
5 3 J—=> =) slaol s elwls
W5 5 ool s ol LS e 4 o
LS 5 0 gl T e slad s Jemta o5 )|
4H (a))'}_qu 9, 1y Botl & (Sutton et al., 2007)
amy e 08T J 28T 05 e o) Ol psany
OOLSer 5 gy il s S plalid 1 Cla
HVNIP2;1 o0_S 56, 5 (Schnurbusch et al., 2010)
g 5 93 7 S g Joend 50 45T
Eel 05 ol 53 g 45 L3 8 Olye 5 L0
sty g b amlan 5 dff.ﬁff@’ﬁ’ o
5 s &S s 55 e HVNIP2T Ol 2S5 b
L b3 e slad; (McDonald et al., 2010) Ol ,Lea
SNl ol ol ST slanY 5o 1 e oo
3, VB9104 5Sloop s, SG Ul g 95 L Sahara3771
508 505 S LulsdH 5 2H Glapgigns S
Claww 1 gy y3 (Lonergan et al., 2009) RIJICOVS
oLl W ) ol Caslian dyshle slaiY s
] L akal, 51, oWQTL Clipper ¢ Sahara3771
Av s b OH s 4H (lapsjsas S s 55b s55 4
3 A 03 S gL OS5 il Ao


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-73-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5 ]

AL aalS e bt sl w0l &
© 5y 2 L OIS Jous S s sledSTs S
@Uj;,ﬁéﬂﬁT.A&c:\:ﬁ:&Sg:LA}Q)y
2355 L (2T U 5 el (glas 50 b b doys A
PGS S sl s b a5 ST Ol
2 3T ool e S o Jlazot S5 0T 6 55
L) =5 5 olie 4 ST 51 ol sl Lo
it Al U ol 3590 (99 b oleas 5 L5 S
LA el

(S 2 g o e ys 3 Bl 8 5l
T giand 5 e 5 Cedils OIS o 5l @ g Sl
S AAl 6[.4.)).)Q)T‘)Jcck)‘ﬁ))l{j)gﬁ'\’ja):}ﬁ.}
S s St Celw VY Sds a0 51,8 sl
A_fa)}_fjsa‘ji:ﬁ\_wdqubb' Sbes y3 4isel o
ol Sl i s pS 4 Cel VP O
R YRC VR NUR L o [5- { W RESEIN- S T
ICP-MS ows Ly gy ¢S 5l dn) das i,
cble ¢, S ol s 33 ol Ol e
j\ﬁcﬁﬁudjjk}_»\{;@»)wf‘)ég
Ssge S g g e e Al dLadlin (lulis
33 2 43 5 (5l yma (Sadeghzadeh, 2008) & 5
Clle )3 w55 &S &S 0y o b ol Sl al e
S O35 o« Slie ol osde i alows 0T
S s 5 Szl o e 45 5SSy oSS
A3 5 6 Sl
= 95 2L

455 V0 3l (5 4 a5 DNA £l 3l ()
j\DNA}x" Hj)u_i‘}lj_n)\
CTAB g, am =Y modd sl laas sai

fi‘)ﬁ O‘.’.J

s 5 ! A~ (Saghai Maroof et al., 1984)
05 55555 750 31 el Uy Lot 305 kS 5 g

P el e gy Sl 5 o3 A 5LST

V¥

----- @l S 53 e b bas e GWQTL Lol "

S s s bl 50l bl Jode LS
Comazr 33 (S o) 5 GlazalS Jlin 53 s olsn
o planil (Casle sy shla sla Y

by 0959 3Mg0

g9 (2Ll 9 (AL dge

Sen 55 oo T, WA Jle s lesT oyl
g ok Ll 5 55 o8ils IS g0 DU 3ol
YN0 51 CS e Camen ol aslizul 5550 ALE
93 W ol s> Casl_ae ugbls
o &_zls 5l aS" 55 Clipper s Sahara3771 —)
o5 ¢85 Sahara3771 s 8 il ys o8 sl
= YL LS L 5 s 5 e 4 Jooie il
Rl eliie U (o) 0 an polie 5 bl cadys ) oo
S s Sl 4 ol o)lg (3, Clipper .
}A_éi.sjj.ultjl;_w\):oucw\cri od by
Wl () 5 4 e

LS = b B s WIS 55 55 sl )
Ao ghle ez 1,50 pll 1SS b (ol
st an oLadladE 5 o adlg of es a0 Caslae
=i S S S VD (gl e e VXY XY
o3 VY H=2/N L olde sl ge Ll 51 26 Lo
VP Gad oS kS 53 0 8 L YUY AT 5y
23S n NY 5 Znp S oS 53,8
e e 1 ST e s S e S S
ol ode sl LIS Sl b s S e 0T
L5 SLALE (gls dty sl 335 paieie i
KHPOs Jals p3Y o118 3l e ¢ JalS” (S,
MgS0,.7H,0=x\ CaCl,.2H,0=1ry K,SO4=1fd
H;BO;= /¥ MnSO,.H,0=1 CuSO,.5H,0=
ZnS0,4.7H,0=+/A 3 NH;NO;=4¥ Na,Mo00,4.2H,0=+/¥
03555 b SLSI S L w (p SAS 55 0 8 o)
A3 8 el Sl oS wia 55 a5 0LE Ly

ﬁ)suﬁmguaﬁﬂa’:;ﬁpwﬁ);


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-73-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5 ]

WAY Sl o) oled cuas il M01al (215 pske ale

LS 93 e dool ST ¥ L L1, LOD  Jslus
o 3 oslial L OLE a5l 00 Ly ol 2 sloms
e (Lorieux,
Seslimul LY 1, LOD flu> 5,8 b s L
Wang et al., ) QTL Carthographer ver 2.5 axl

2007) MapDisto I ;3!

ols glulis GLaQTL (gl .2 5 & s (2005

Cdo (oo 58 il )ly o oy 5 (sl 3 )

o g @b

Caxozr 0 dadfllan 390 Olio i eid & 39

gl alllas 35 50 Slap adS L 5l Y
):Uﬁ&&iﬁ-ojj.c,_&b:ﬁjkg)bw
J;»Lx (WRVALCIVANAPEPR PR L;\A_gusl.; d>
3 5 4« Sahara 3771 4 Clipper (alSJI S (ajf AR
PRSIV S 1 PRVA AP PRC G JUNEES P
eyl mn pd Iy e e M
53 40 S5 S 035 pSSlee (LSDg =1 /+ F)
YIPO s aals Lo S VY (S A e
(p 5 VIYA) Clipper (s als 5o o3l 53 351 5 /A
Sl ol e sl (r)_?\/YY)Sahara377l D)
ALSDy 5=+ /V#) i sdalive 45 g ST &K 35 5
U O/OF 63 5dmus 53 ((slameals ad> o 53 5 bale
s o 8 kS 550 5 e /98 SSLa L AN/1D
Sahara Iy 53 54/ 5 cLake Clipper Wiy 43 .l
SNt Sy 35 p 8 4 hS 55 5 s AOD 3771
ke (LSDyos=Y/+A) 555 I3 gae LT 5 Kika
Vs 5o L YV/FS B ANY e Sy als e s
}CIipperfu)\.:ﬁﬁuD?}_l:f);(;wa
VY/EN VP80 sl 5550 sols 5 5 4 Sahara3771
R s sy Cdo ol sl p S AS 0 8 s
A odal e Sls ime gl i LgT oy L
P aS e S = (&) gen 03 gdwa (LSDy 0s=Y/¥4)
FIVE G V/OF o Camemr 5131 53 (glamald al>

Vo

ool sablesey ST i YM Lyl JSCoier
SsIL S dee ST o VY8 5 L5
EBmac (Bmac Jf)'L';T S VW el Cslie (650
S 5LeT cis # (Ramsay et al., 2000) EBmatc
C— o> ¥ ( Struss and Plieske, 1998) GMS
55T cois 4 (i er al, 2003) GBMS 8 5LeT
C—a> 10 (Saghai Maroof et al, 1994) HVM
<> Y (Thiel et al, 2003) GBM $ ;L 2T
ijLbT Ca> VY d(Ramsay et al., 2004) scssr ijLbT
MGB 5§ ;LT i ¥ (Pillen e al., 2000) Hv
plS s Sl i ¢S 5 (Pillen et al, 2000
JL &) ,— TacMAD 5 WMCIES L a 5 51T
23 3l sy (slo s STy A e3linal Conesr
ol (ol glaes o s plowil 25 o Ve o
a3 4F Glos jo aads ¥ Ol 4 ad sl (il uly
AF olas 53 (ilwai mly U ast > ¥O o3l Kl
53 La ST Jluasl caiss oSG s 4 5| Kl
53 ey g aids SO e 4 T el gles
d&qt«,}ﬁj 423> d.i.i SRV 4{>\J§::£L~VY b
..sﬁ.s\Ji:JLwVY 03480 Sl gl by a5
05 5533 SN ESS i (5,5 N s
¥ e oSl J5 o&aws 53 o ys F el ST L
i ¢SS (Corbet, Australia)
Skl sy o

o e 53 S iy sla Sl sl 5 558
¢! =B 5 Clipper 1l L alin sl 3l ¢l s A &) 50
03 . sl Sahara3771 Jly L alie sf 3
OT 55 gt 5 Al & s Sl & 25 &y 50
23Uzl B-D 5 A-C o235zl e 51 S5 A5 )
5Clipper (415 oL 3,1 (55l Sz
Caslzn Ay shla cla wY 31 (gslda 5 Sahara3771
OLi & J§:~ 5 5essr07759 o) sale 55 a\i.;\:_— 3
O 3T 3 oy (i g 4 5 Sl 0 03l
G2 S b ) Jde S 3 ol sl


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-73-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5 ]

----- @l S 53 e b bas e GWQTL Lol "

- scesr QFTES -
g Cl
- iy T o SN M — —g— T -.*_F-'._J-'._."'"—n-l‘_,

oKl 3 s Caelae o shla sla Y I ooluas 5 Sahara3771 5 Clipper ol sl G-y S
Clipper :Cl 4 Sahara3771 :S .scssr07759 o gals 5
Fig. 1. Banding pattern of Clipper and Sahara3771 barley varieties and some doubled haploid lines in
scssr07759 microsatellite locus. S: Sahara3771; Cl: Clipper

1 LSDy 5= 0.16 o LSDy05=0.04
] ]
M
3C L | ,_,\
= .
5 K > 7/ ::\
= =
2. / : U N
& b ] A
£ \ & / \
5
/ 1 -
f —‘
-/ I =1 ] -
LU 1 IJ“ 1l 2 Illl 2 .'I|.| a IIIII n '!q' o 7"’-‘\ n .1|n'| nzEns C A0 a ?I7S
g ae a e g . - PO 4R
L;@)%fjéf&hayﬁx&&au)j éﬂ@%ﬁ)éﬁ&h;ﬂy%x&&a—u)j
Plant dry weight of barley lines at maturity stage Plant dry weight of barley lines at five-leaf stage
2 LSDys= 2.49 “ LSDy 5= 3.08
I _='
] g | . /n:::_
£ i : .
E \ £
0| L / b
\
N 10 / \
o 1 — o | RO 1 o T T T L == T
500 ©0.00 15.CC IZC.00 2500 Ern a0n icren 1 on 14 00 CENT 1570 oo
F A . g = . PRI
;@)%JA)J}?‘SL&JYJ:;.UF ;j@“l"f)J}"t.guuiyjm
Boron concentration of barley lines at maturity stage Boron concentration of barley lines at five-leaf stage
- en—
LSDg 5= 3.27 LSDg0s= 0.78

B
-1
1

"-.\_\Lf
/
Frequency

| | S

1 ) 1
T T T T 100 2. 2.00 enc S.o00
1700 1500 Ee = a0 asen

;%n)%f)érsudyﬁy&;é‘}bu ;j@%f)éréhdyﬁf&jfs‘}bu
Boron content (plant™) of barley lines at maturity stage Boron content (plant™) of barley lines at five-leaf stage

5 Clipperpliyl 3% I ool s Caeliae dy shla slacp¥ 3 AL Sliv o5 53 pis ) S
Clipper :CL 5 Sahara 3771 80be 1S «Zonar 5Kke M . Sy 5 S iy Jol o 3 Sahara3771
Fig. 1. Phenotypic distribution of plant characteristics in barley double haploid lines derived from the Clipper and
Sahara3771 cultivars cross at five-leaf and maturity stages. M: population mean, S: Sahara3771 and CL: Clipper means

\ &4


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-73-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5]

WAY Hle ) oyled 4‘.}’:_}4\1 Al "":"_}'l‘ LSC‘)) r)l& Alqu"

Aokl s Y Conar (LS Dlio b b3 e GLQTL (13 55 il (s Ao s5 5 (Sl 531 31 LOD cog5p05,S e S SO 51 abols ol =) J s

Table 1. Locus, distance from the left marker, chromosome, LOD, additive effect and percentage of phenotypic variance determination of QTLs related to plant

characteristics in barley double haploid lines population

Salme sla LS €M) o il 3l alols £55095 sl 3 QTL
Trait Cdo Flanking markers Distance from the left marker =~ Chromosome LOD Additive effect QTL effect (%)
S g e a3 s SanY Gy oS S 05y GBM1363-GBMS141 2.55 5 11.54 -0.015 28
Plant dry weight (plant™) of barley lines at five-leaf stage

Bmac0125-Bmag0378 0.03 2 12.72 -0.13 22
Sty d o 53 g gl 65 oSS St 05y Bmag0347-EBmac0695 0.56 1 3.95 0.06 5
Plant dry weight (plant™) of barley lines at maturity stage EBmac0695-Bmag0345 0.60 1 4.67 0.06 7
Bmac0096-Bmac0163 0.81 5 4.30 -0.5 8

Bmac0163-Bmac0306 0.91 5 3.14 -0.47
Bmag0812-GBM1363 2.31 5 7.55 0.7 15
S g e e s s ikl GBMS180-Bmag0496 0.58 6 4.67 -0.54 8
Boron concentration of barley lines at five-leaf stage EBmac0874(c)-EBmac0874(a) 0.70 6 4.87 -0.55 8
EBmac0679-TacMAD 1.24 4 8.03 -0.72 15
HVM60-Bmag0603 0.60 3 3.60 -0.67 11
Bmac0125-Bmag0378 0.02 2 5.36 0.73 12
Sy do g 33 sy il Bmac0096-Bmac0163 0.82 5 3.77 -0.61 9
Boron concentration of barley lines at maturit}'/ stagé . Bmac0306-MGB384 Lot > 449 0.7 1
TacMAD-Bmag0419 1.41 4 3.66 -0.6 8
Bmac0125-Bmag0378 0.01 2 3.20 0.12 5
Bmac0096-Bmac0163 0.84 5 4.30 -0.16 9
S s a3 s S Y 65 &S le EBmac0874(c)-EBmac0874(a) 0.70 6 6.35 -0.20 12
Boron content (plant™) of barley lines at five-leaf stage TacMAD-Bmag0419 1.33 4 5.71 -0.20 14
Bmac0125-Bmag0378 0.02 2 4.87 -1.13 10
Sy o s g sy s S5 Sl Bmag0140-Bmag0813 0.48 2 3.48 -0.92 7
Boron content (plant™) ofﬁbarley lines.at ma:[urit); stagé Bmag0347-EBmac0695 0.57 ! 4.48 0.8 8
HVMO03-GBM 1509 0.63 4 3.88 1.60 11

vV


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-73-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5 ]

SLEIALY pa55m5 S 5 08 550 5L WA U b
Y psismsS 53 35m OLS hsn Sl Y44/ Uyl s
LW 5 Y s 5 (Kgm 03,5 53)
S VIV S YYD Sy b 4 glasd g ddls Sl 3
0 ps)sm—rs S s S ol
L SO el (s 05,5 53)
AVIY Jsb L # ps55ms,S 5 08 ) sm (SLa YWFIA b
LoV passms S 5330 SL Y Jals O ) 5e L
D5 eslenle sy Kl YY OB pe il YAO/S U sbo

bl

S W g

QTL & yxi
S ) 9 SlRLS ol 0 90 dg &5 S 039
o oS e kol L0 g, 3l eslizal L
&“_-.Lg\ugwl.“f LBf)bUﬁ&Qj}d‘ﬁQTL
D ps5s3,S ;> GBMI363 5 GBMS141 o Sl
) Cdo o s wibyls o ps YA ST s SLolS
odoas QLA QTL ) e il 31 51y S0 s
Sahara3771 2l 3 oSSl ol 55 wollas IT &)l
Qj)élﬂQTLuc;.\.ﬁwwf):.:ﬁC\:&q
2P e QTL S 5 95 S s pluls 65 &S
)JCSUQTL..,\;:_&\:)|JJ2H}1HL;L.ar})'}_s);
St 0js Dl )3 YY S L2H py5g0s S
Bmag0378 s Bmac0125 Lg\.ajfjl_{:d Y S
03 D4 e ) Bl S gl ls g il 8
sl S5 ;o315 QTL dH p 5503 S

QTL 5 Jepy> o «Bmag0347 9 EBmac0695

EBmac0695 (sla KoLis Juolb o 5 o oL O
Iy o (o 50 Ol udd oy Can Bmag0345
dw L5 i il B 1 slyls 93 a9 L5 ST e
333 8 58 S i 31 Ao s3 ¥F § samma 53 QTL
153 8 e ) S by o o 53 45 5 ST oSCis
Y Jgus)
&SC Uefferies et al., 1999) OIHLSKan 5 o i
ol gala sy Sl L aS 4H p 355058 53, QTL

YA

----- @l S 53 e b bas e GWQTL Lol "

et 935 e 0 8 5 Sa YN 580k b e 85 s
iy 3 4 Df})g.:ﬂ’/\‘ sgd= 53 ol Y
Sahara 3771 ;5 5 Y/AY (Clipper dJlg ;5 5 (gl gimes
W5 33 o Slr oy Vs 535 0 55 e Y
= Sl g=mee 05 guzea (LSDyg 5=+ /VA) dis Hls s
O ez 1 5 Sy o a3 455 S5
3 e 05 5,8 W0 KSla LFV/FY B 1Y/
:}_g-jpfbi:ﬂ“ sgd s Sl La Y o s
L ol 45 5 &S5 5 (gl g L Clipper iy .ol
Syl ¢J_?3J§\,a\o/\/\\~.3ahara3771 S YV/Ye
S dew g (6 (LSDyps=Y/YV) Ll Hls e
L odalie gbnte SSSE (Camez )3 (o) 2 3050
Gla T S 5 35 s adlimnialis 457 (Y i)
2575 el el

«(Lonergan et al., 2009) O, an 5 OLS
o L s ade e s gl e Bl
caslze du shila la oY (ol o iy 55, YA
Sahara3771 (al_Sjl S 2o VOB Y/0 o5 gdwe o 4
53 CJ—?H?‘ /0 §¥/0 5 5« Clipper
OHLSan 5 5 i s S 5155 55 IS
bl (Cma an 5o ;5 (Jefferies et al., 1999)
).spf‘_;l,:a NPV s gdmn j3 1y olgn Jiow 3
s 5 « Clipper s Sahara 3771 o,/ ;> Cfffl’;
M.J}JJJT@J@C;M‘)DC;&:AQ\' R
9Zn Calides C}.L.» 345 5,5 Ol (Nasim, 2010)
. s-ba Clipper VJ)L;\}_AJ_;UJAJ_?Q,_EJ.&B
.ol Sahara 3771 )1 i (gl ae
S, 4 P

03,5 Vo an |y SLa VY (K g 4
Ll 428 J b b g paiges,SV 4 Glate (St s
93 o 3 b s OS540 SL_W VOYV/A
3,5 comitn O g SLa VP4 L oy sl S0l
A S5 a8 e s Slsimi s
L LY Jols (S s 05 8 530 p3iges,S


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-73-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5 ]

WAY Sl o) oled cuas il M01al (215 pske ale

el 0l 0315

S~ ohble ¢l p o WQTL LuJil.s sl i LT s
Jenkin, 1993; Jefferies et ) 2H 6‘—“(}}}—‘3; S5
el 4l (al., 1999; McDonald et al., 2010
Lonergan et al., 2009; McDonald ef al., ) Cewl ol
OHLSea 5 5 > (Sutton et al., 2007;2010
S a5 S iy =S Qefferies et al., 1999)
Sy ww gu) 4H c)}y};): Sahara T 5 4= 5
Sy 5 ble wp s 7Y alS Cel (WG4
554 o Clipper JIT Jool- 51 81 s Coad o] 50
2 ler b bl alS s )3T ies
ITTT oS 5> Sahara LIy JIT ) g 4t
> Sahara JIT (1,15 3l 31 .42 Ol sie (Amy-1(A)) 6H
Clle halS Ao s V8 ssds 6H 5 4H O 55 58
0L 53, 53 Clipper PT (glyls sl 3l 4 S 1y
T otz olals laolSKolr IS 55 .0sls Ol
ju‘)j;ucquaharajl;q&wakg\jg}b
St SI6H ol 4 S 4H 95505 8 oKl
Ll poble J s s
& ) 9 GBS Ao g0 50 dg Ty (Slgixo

A Sl = QTL sl lamalS o a5
AH QH (slapgjpns,S 534S s glalis &5 &5
o QTL H p 355038 53 kil 1,5 6H 5 5H
A3 iy L (Bmag0378 5 Bmac0125 (gla LS
(34 Code il Bl 51 Gyls oo b Sl i s
« Clipper U1y 51 ol ol 55 wogllas JT pl oo
e A 3 QTL e ol o fite 15
«(Bmac0163 § Bmac0096) 5LaJ§Il_:J
9 TacMAD) 4 (EBmac0874(a) s EBmac0874(c)»
4H 56H SH sL—2p 35— 3.5 ;> Bmag0419
Ol oy VF 51T & aS s Lol
Ls g gite Sl Bl 31 lyls 5 L3 S e 1y o s
Sahara 1l 3l LaolSSle ol 55 ogllae T ol ol

BWRES & Cjw 53 LQTL U‘.’.‘ R ) <) 4;3771

va

9 Sahara3771 (al_S)\ =W 5> 35 w5 WG4
sl i S S 05y i gl Clipper
e |y S Ol i 5l Aoy YF &S s 57 S luls
ol s osdlas L}JTJJ_?:;JI)U_?L&QT.:;
5wl ods Jite 15 4 Sahara3771 Al oKl
S (35 Ay ¥ goeze 53 JT plodils 2l
T b o151 L g lie )3 (6 ity 2l 0 i
.5 o Clipper
& M) § SlARBLT Al 0 0§ cdaké

QTL &ch\wlﬁf&fﬁ;g_ﬁb sy
P 54 QTLY s Y M S s Ll
LaQTL (sl izils 1 3 4H 5 6H SH (slaps5sns S
23 = ble 558 Sl 5l A )3 PN § e 5o
O:_gc;\) SLaQTL .5 S i | (8 @Lfd:—,a
s 3 "GBM1363" 5 "Bmag0812" sls L5
0355055 2SS4 "TacMAD" 4 "EBmac0679"
S s 3 s s s> VD LAH y SH
ol oLalis QTL Lid i .dmils LQTL o I, il
odas Ol 457 W g e Ll 33l S slyls QTL o
SHeel&lr ol 53 o il ednl 31 JIT &)l 5
(S Ay o 0 53 .3 4y L5 4y Sahara3 771 i
54 QTLY 5 ¥ ) ) JM&LALLSQTLGL;
ol s 15 4H 5 SH GH QH (slapsjsms S )3
5 9=5 s 3 Ao 53 0Y § sema 53 LaQTL
@beTL..u;m;bj.x?“w,U;;gw
3Bmag0378 3 Bmac0125 Lg\.a,{ll_.':d O s
15 33 il e o3 VY L 2H 55 505 S
QTL ol il 53l 51 .codls QTL (w1 1 o 2
ol cpl s e o 31 T ol b 63 St
QTL zy 5| .l kw5 4y Clipper WPt
e il 3151 613 QTL g ol o lulis
):J_j'tq;?); Sahara3771 My i i 4S Ly
3l ga5 () Jads) 3yls o Ol 1y Sy dl> o
Ol ¥ S 53 ol L0 SLQTL (LOD jowie


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5
http://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-73-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-12-08 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1392.15.1.7.5 ]

----- @l S 53 e b bas e GWQTL Lol "

=L

B4

4E= I'.

\'. L
|
35T 30 I,
| |
1€ . |
| |
L
wt—— — - L — xﬁi‘-
7 Hi l 0 1% 5 1€ a2 60
@ = P 2 Iy @ g
% E EE B H EEi £ 5
g - 2 S32 4 =
£ hLosu
a0+ A
1
II

apd 20 !

104 | T T

Lo \

o e - e
L . — — - A
[ 7 SR Boodm a5 22 28
i £ : iR & -} f1£3 g g B
g ES E §as £ E} 33% ] ¥ E
=

ATl

0= ]

]

|
PPy 1 '.! '..
1
II

20

104

a0+ S ——— - - — -~ e ]
L — 4 P ' i)
v i Mg M = ow i 25 M 28
] i T f 1% g 1ig 2 i i
: : E fze 3 311 i §E

035503,5) A Slgoma (& 5 GH pyjge5 S) Jobale (Call ok SLOKs SLQTL sl , LOD ot ¥ S0
ﬁwwvg)&ugudycﬂw):(SHrjijf);uL:w)bJaﬁ;CMb(C;Ls\efal:f al> 0 55 (6H
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double haploid lines population
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Mapping QTLs related to boron uptake and accumulation in shoots of barley at

seedling and maturity stages using microsatellite markers
Abasszadeh. M.,' S. A. Mohammadi.> M. Moghadam3 and B. Sadeghzadeh4

ABSTRACT
Abasszadeh, M., S. A. Mohammadi., M. Moghadam and B. Sadeghzadeh. 2013. Mapping QTLs for boron accumulation
in shoots of barley at seedling and maturity stages using microsatellite markers. Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 15(1):

71-88. (In Persian).

Boron is an essential micronutrient for plant growth and development and its role in cell wall, maintenance of
plasma membrane function and several metabolite pathways is well documented. In this experiment, 150 barley
doubled haploid lines derived from the cross between Clipper and Sahara3771 varieties were evaluated to
identify genomic regions involved in boron uptake efficiency. The studied traits were boron concentration and
content as well as dry weight per plant at seedling and maturity stages under greenhouse conditions. Linkage
analysis was performed using 125 polymorphic SSR markers based on minimum LOD of 3 and maximum
distance of 50 cM between two adjacent markers. The resulted linkage map spanned 1521.8 cM of barley
genome with 14.09 cM distance between two markers. Based on composite interval mapping, 23 QTLs were
identified for the traits under study. For dry weight per plant, one and three, boron concentration, six and five
and boron content per plant, four and four QTLs were identified at seedling and maturity stages, respectively.
The detected QTLs for dry weight per plant, boron concentration and content determined about 28, 61 and 40%
of total phenotypic variation of the traits at seedling stage and 34, 51 and 36% at maturity stage, respectively.
Transgressive segregation was observed for all traits indicating the presence of desirable parental allele
combinations in the progenies. Negative and positive additive effects for identified QTLs showed the inheritance
of favorable alleles from both parental lines to progenies in the detected loci. For the studied traits, four QTLs
were common that could be due to genetic linkage or plieotropic effects. The markers showed tight linkage with
major QTLs, could be used in marker assisted selection breeding programs for selection of superior lines and

incorporating of favorable alleles into commercial barley varieties.

Keywords: Barley, Composite interval mapping, Micronutrients, Plieotropic effect and SSR markers.
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