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Table 1. Characteristics of the studied quinoa genotypes

ShalesT 3,50 158 o 55 Slaseia =) Jyus

[T 158" slaes 85 anlis L K (LS 158" s 55 anlis L K,

No. Quinoa genotypes Code Origin Seed color No. Quinoa genotypes Code Origin Seed color
1 CHENG67 D2190 Peru Brown 31 CHEN196 D9407 Chile Yellow
2 CHENG68 D2191 Peru Golden-brown 32 CHEN199 D9409 Peru Bright-white
3 CHEN71 D2196 Chile Light brown 33 CHEN202 D9413 Peru White
4 CHENS83 D2194 Bolivia Bright-white 34 CHEN203 D9414 Chile White
5 CHEN84 D2195 Bolivia White 35 CHEN204 D9415 Chile Golden
6 CHENS89 D5078 Bolivia Bright 36 CHEN205 D9416 Chile White
7 CHEN90 D5079 Chile White 37 CHEN206 D9417 Chile Golden
8 CHEN91 D5081 Bolivia Golden 38 CHEN207 D9418 Chile Bright
9 CHEN115 D9316 Bolivia White 39 CHEN209 D9420 Chile Bright-white
10 CHEN119 D9319 Bolivia Whitish-yellow 40 CHEN210 D9421 Chile White
11 CHEN121 D9336 Chile Yellow 41 CHEN212 D9426 Chile Golden
12 CHEN123 D9428 Peru White 42 CHEN214 D9429 Peru White
13 CHEN126 D9339 Peru Bright 43 CHEN215 D9730 Peru Bright
14 CHEN128 D9320 Chile Whitish-yellow 44 CHEN216 D9431 Peru White
15 CHEN133 D9361 Bolivia Yellow 45 CHEN217 D9432 Chile Bright
16 CHEN146 D9374 Bolivia Bright-white 46 CHEN218 D9434 Chile Whitish-yellow
17 CHEN151 D9382 Chile White 47 CHEN220 D9439 Peru Yellow
18 CHEN154 D9385 Peru White 48 CHEN223 D9442 Chile Bright-white
19 CHEN156 D9390 Chile Golden 49 CHEN225 D9443 Peru White
20 CHEN159 D9376 Bolivia Brown 50 CHEN255 D9502 Chile White
21 CHEN167 D9346 Chile Yellow 51 CHEN268 D9548 Chile Bright-white
22 CHEN171 D9350 Chile Bright-white 52 CHEN270 D9558 Chile Yellow
23 CHEN172 D9351 Peru White 53 CHEN297 D9786 Chile Bright-white
24 CHEN179 D9358 Chile White 54 CHEN299 D9788 Chile White
25 CHEN182 D9392 Peru White 55 CHEN328 D9803 Peru White
26 CHEN189 D9400 Peru White 56 CHEN364 D9855 Chile Whitish-yellow
27 CHEN191 D9402 Chile Bright 57 CHEN371 D9862 Chile Yellow
28 CHEN193 D9404 Chile White 58 CHEN390 D9878 Peru Bright-white
29 CHEN194 D9405 Chile Bright 59 CHEN391 D9879 Chile White
30 CHEN195 D9406 Peru Whitish-yellow 60 CHEN392 D9880 Peru White
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Table 2. Names and characteristics of primers used in the experiment

) S el Js sl Jis
No. Marker Forward sequence Reverse sequence

1 KAATO001 tggctatatcatatgcgtaatgtg gggctcagattgtatctcgac

2 KAATO006 tctgcaggatcggtaacctt ttgtatctcggcttcccact

3 KAATO007 aggtacaggcgcaaggatac cggtagcatagcacagaacg

4 KAAT023 agattgtatctcggctttcca cacttcattgtattgcatttagga

5 KAAT024 cctaatgccacggtttccta ccgctgaatagacacccagt

6 KAAT025 gagtgggagcccagattgta agcaaagtaaatttcaacaaagca

7 KAAT026 cggagtcagatggttctggt tcaagtgcagctcaatcacc

8 KAATO027 tttaaactttattgacccttggaaa ggatgctattgcattgctga

9 KAATO030 tcaaatatgtgtggaccactctaag  ccaatttcttgtaaattgattgactt
10 KAAT031 agagaccaatgccggataga gttcgctatagctagaggagtgg
11 KAATO033 tgccaactgacgagacaaag gcgggagctcatatcttcac

12 KAAT036 ggcagcgatcgtgaaata gggacccaaattgtatctcg

13 KAAT040 gcatgagtggtaatggagga cttgaaggagcagtattattcac
14 KAATO047 tctcggttecctactaatttcttg tttatgcagcaagggttgtaaa
15 KAATO050 tcatgcctaggatcttgcttt tcgtatacggactaaattgtccac
16 KCAA006 ttgagcaggatgatgtggag ttggagaaacataccttgttgg
17 KCAA014 gaatttgcatgccecttcatt ccgccectcgctactatgat

18 KCAAOQ15 tggttggaggcaaacatacc tgagggtgaagaggaggatg
19 KCAAO019 gtagttgggcggatgtgtct gcgactgagctagcaggttt

20 KCAAQ22 ccaattgcatgctcctcatt aatgcaaacatgggaggaga
21 KCAA106 atatggaagtcggccaacag gcatgctcatcatttgttgc

22 KCAA107 caccagaaccctcgatctaca tggttactgttgttgttgttaatttg
23 KGA002 aaagaacgcatccttccaat aacctagccaacactccctaaa
24 KGA003 attgccgacaatgaacgaat atgtaaatggcatgtcccaac
25 KGAO006 aaacaaattctatcattcggttagg gccaacgagcctgatgtaa

26 KGA041 tttggtgcaaatgttgttca ttccaagaccaaaccctctc

27 KGA042 ttggtagtgggtaagagaacctg ctcectccagecacataatc

28 KGA047 gcagtgcatgaatttggaca gaagctggcaccttatacatgc
29 KGA048 acgtcgaggatggctaggt ccaacaatcatcatcaataccc
30 KGAO053 aaatttctgcctctgtgcaa ctcaaacttctgcctcctga

31 KGAO054 tgttgattgataatatgtaatggtgga  cattcataacagcgagagatgg
32 KGAO055 cccaacccaccaaacttaca gaaaggaaagtgattgcaaagaa
33 KGAO056 gactaacggtgtccaaactgc ccttctgcattacaccgtca

34 KGAO059 ataaccactccgatggcaaa cagccacctggcagttaga

35 KGA109 accttgaaccacaccgaaac tcgetgcetcatcaccatatt

36 KGA111 aatggtaaacagaccagactagca  tgggttcatttagtagaatcaagg
37 KGA114 tgttgagtgcgctttaatgy aataggtgtagccgcegtagg
38 KGA116 ccttecttctctacgctctec tgggacccaaatctttcatag
39 KGA117 gctttgtagacacctgtcatgg ccactccgatgataaagttagaatg
40 KGA118 gctgtgtttgacccatgtty caaccacagcaaaggtgtga

s g 0l CINAgeN o5 5 5l eslizal 5 50 sla Sl
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics related to plant traits of quinoa genotypes

TS s N s 5 ol w55 ool e bl R S S S e Gl
Traits® Mean Range Phenotypic variance ~ Genotypic variance  Environmental variance  Phenotypic variation coefficient ~ Genotypic variation coefficient  Broad sense heritability
DPM (day) 12521  67.33 197.37 93.22 312.46 11.22 7.71 47.23
DL (day) 11.32 3.67 0.96 0.56 121 8.67 6.63 58.34
DC (day) 60.06 32.00 42.71 37.73 14.94 10.88 10.23 88.34
DI (day) 51.55 34.00 46.51 40.18 18.99 13.23 12.30 86.39
DP (day) 69.88 34.33 60.29 51.34 26.85 11.11 10.25 85.16
NPP 24.67 32.67 80.44 76.29 12.46 36.36 35.41 94.84
DD (day) 104.79  29.67 72.81 57.35 46.38 8.14 7.23 78.76
DM (day) 95.67 30.67 82.23 68.42 41.42 9.48 8.65 83.21
PH (cm) 76.21 104.33 535.62 513.19 67.29 30.37 29.73 95.81
PL (cm) 21.58 9.00 5.92 5.54 1.14 11.27 10.90 93.57
TSW (g) 2.54 2.55 0.63 0.62 0.01 31.17 31.09 99.46
SY (g.plant?)  33.46 54.52 205.45 190.23 45.65 42.84 41.22 92.59
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DPM, DL, DC, DI, DP, NPP, DD, DM, PH, PL, TSW and SY: Days to physiological maturity, Days to 3 leaves stage, Days to inflorescence coloring, Days to inflorescence formation, Days
to pollination, Number of panicles per plant, Days to dough stage, Days to milk stage, Plant height, Panicle length, 1000-Seed weight and Seed yield, respectively
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Fig. 1. The band pattern of KGA042 microsatellite marker in quinoa genotypes

YAY


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1401.24.4.4.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-1276-fa.html

[ Downloaded from agrobreedjournal.ir on 2025-11-04 ]

[ DOR: 20.1001.1.15625540.1401.24.4.4.1 ]

"EVO-FAL VF ) Oan 5 (ST (6 s el snST Sl g s SsS & b

(Y S8 s

g 55 (Sepahvand et al., 2015) & B1 OUPINCII
SLEN Sloslinal 15 1S < b ) g0 ¥ (S35
L ol 05 51,5 3550 05l sale
o 03 8 a0 | 1S (SlaC 550 (Slad g 4
SLacs 550 5 (b slne p33 5 Jsles S o s
ay by e pswss S 5 Santamaria 5 Sajama o35 s>
Sl S 8,50 ple 505 Santamaria o> g5 5 985 50
S 53 s g SAIAMA 03 45 I okd Grie pgm 03,5
Ol 5 (S5 ity ¢ (S bk o e 5T
LS o Ve oS Slpliss LacsLis
AFLP la Sl 5 K540 5oy 0 o Yol 05l
@ud.\_;mw,\;_ajf,tg&gbu),_ﬂ
Slis I Jool LS LAFLP o Sl I ol
5 S5 i S ails &K wile 5485 50
Azals gV (Soes Lae3 55 Ui mjy
53 |58 G 55 (glad o 4 s il el
A_E]a;sgé_l:;sojjfj_adv\iv\_id.\;{msajf
.(Rodriguez and Isla., 2009) Ls g ol L3l 2

535l e S as Sl sy ol s
— —e 45 (Pritchard et al., 2000) O,LSes
S i 55 slresls (gl o g e slae LT
S eslital (ol at gy b sla KoL Juls
Sl Sis dn o a2 Ol (e s =l gLl
a5l 1 00l i 5 G35 (Shies S (Cmmar
5 orlge sl 5l olalis s LadT conbie (Lol oares
S e i3y ol Soalizal b s 87 )il ol ST 5
o A b ol Care 6 5355 6 055
=B Q) Cmmaz Sl e 5L L (S5 e
Cmaz bl ¢ (S5 Slalllas 53 .l s i
La ez o 5 0955 52 3130 Lalyy el 59 61 &8
33303 lSS Ll It 0355 g0 o3linal
) 3 Jol s das e S ) e eSS

LAQT le:!d Q‘_,:a 9 (K) LAC‘..M £ Sl cufvj)

YAY

Gl +/OF Lo e b 0 5la Sledbl et li il
CEE™) ol onlaiul L;Uh)i\_&; B &YL;E._M; Cj_ﬁ
JAY U (KAAT007 S5Lid) +/\0 Jsld> 31 (glals
S35 sl o Sle Ll (KAAT027 SSL)
Sl KLt 930+ /FF 14 2SO 53
08 50 /A L s 54 KAATO007 5 KAAT027
b 55 g el Slde 0 568 5 S A
Al

5 PIC) Sk SLeMb! (gl simen YU s 5lie
Q\SA ) 0l U':')‘Jfﬁ CL"J'.'.L'”)J W}jﬁ&
sl SLes 5l .(Maughan et al., 2007) O, aa
Lo 5 eolial [ 5S7 wudip 5 o5l sl eslsale s
L o) bS5 55 0 VYYS foams 53 &S
& s Lds oL JIs5 ATG, ATT, CA sla )l SO
s s b ogleale s, Slis ¢ g5 0l vay
ssbas s edalin JTAYEY o 550K
5 Cils sy T g S5 OLSe a5 Lo e
OV b g2 sbay b LSS (2 553 59,20 Ol s
(arvis et al., 2008) O1)Lar 5 w55l .35 ooy
23 IS ik g Gl oyl Slas YF )
ool s S esle il 4 1S (gl
VOV L e pban s SOLS (ol (g SN 2

S 3L sl Blm SRR ol 03 dls

A )

(RILS) S 5 55 asdenn] o 55 Sl p Y 5l Camor
aley STV &y by o S5 428 55
N Job w58 s S YA Jols 4 ol (s ags
B L Sl s s Sl sy 08 e sl
2 g5 Al el a0 Ol e 1y Ol 5L
13 Cs 1 05 03101 5 (5L KT g clads gos
ﬁ(‘f})b)&f‘&‘ﬁf-gﬂ@bwb\j

Y9 b 3l Lasy , S plisl alols )3 3k j s ol
s [ 05,8 53 el ol 5 planil A
£3° 0555 55 st Lo 3 YY Jols sl og 8
S et sl L QS S5YA Sl (S 5 Jels


https://dor.isc.ac/dor/20.1001.1.15625540.1401.24.4.4.1
https://agrobreedjournal.ir/article-1-1276-fa.html

VEeY ;)w)'c?a;ki;()@?}%dl?"volﬂlspl)j¢)lgm_fij"

S Sl 55 53 3 Shas 1l 53 Shae b a3 o Slio 51 SSR sla il ¢ 55 (sla s Lo —F U
Table 4. Indices of diversity of SSR markers for yield-related traits and yield components in quinoa genotypes
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ey Kl el edalie YT sl ISss gl T S JT Sk el (g o Osls Lasls Siess
No. Marker  Observed alleles Polymorphism alleles Effectlve alleles Polymorphic information content (PIC) Shannon index Nei’s genetlc diversity
1 KAATO001 4 4 2.16 0.56 0.58 0.45
2 KAATO006 2 2 1.08 0.32 0.21 0.14
3 KAATO007 2 2 1.15 0.23 0.15 0.09
4  KAAT023 3 3 2.33 0.89 0.74 0.7
5 KAAT024 3 3 1.62 0.76 0.63 0.58
6 KAATO025 3 3 2.12 0.72 0.69 0.65
7  KAAT026 4 4 2.35 0.46 0.35 0.29
8 KAATO027 5 5 2.37 0.85 0.82 0.8
9 KAATO030 2 2 1.11 0.81 0.65 0.59
10 KAATO031 3 3 1.59 0.76 0.61 0.57
11 KAATO033 2 2 1.13 0.73 0.65 0.6
12 KAATO036 5 5 3.72 0.85 0.78 0.75
13 KAATO040 5 4 3.13 0.77 0.63 0.59
14  KAATO047 4 4 2.33 0.43 0.35 0.29
15 KAATO050 2 2 1.13 0.79 0.69 0.62
16 KCAAO006 2 2 1.18 0.85 0.74 0.68
17 KCAA014 5 5 2.64 0.88 0.79 0.74
18 KCAAO015 2 2 1.24 0.83 0.67 0.63
19 KCAAO019 2 2 1.12 0.79 0.69 0.65
20 KCAA022 3 3 1.38 0.59 0.46 0.32
21 KCAA106 4 4 1.61 0.78 0.38 0.35
22  KCAA107 3 3 1.73 0.58 0.54 0.46
23 KGAO002 3 2 1.23 0.49 0.4 0.28
24 KGAO003 4 4 1.51 0.56 0.43 0.37
25 KGAO006 3 3 1.29 0.64 0.35 0.28
26 KGA041 4 4 2.16 0.62 0.55 0.46
27  KGAO042 5 5 1.95 0.33 0.63 0.41
28  KGAO047 4 4 1.32 0.48 0.37 0.27
29 KGAO048 3 3 1.71 0.44 0.43 0.36
30 KGAO053 4 4 1.81 0.59 0.59 0.51
31 KGA054 4 3 1.64 0.61 0.59 0.53
32 KGAO055 5 5 2.35 0.68 0.71 0.55
33 KGAO056 3 3 1.69 0.39 0.33 0.3
34 KGAO059 5 5 1.61 0.51 0.57 0.42
35 KGA109 4 4 151 0.55 0.36 0.23
36 KGA1ll 3 2 1.33 0.44 0.47 0.37
37 KGA114 5 5 2.48 0.61 0.65 0.51
38 KGA116 3 3 1.57 0.46 0.48 0.38
39 KGA117 4 4 1.55 0.54 0.46 0.38
40 KGA118 4 4 1.39 0.39 0.44 0.35
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Assessment of genetic diversity in quinoa (Chenopodium quinoa Willd.)
genotypes using microsatellite markers

Souri Laki, E.L, B. Rabiei?, V. Jokarfard?® and H. Marashi*

ABSTRACT

Souri Laki, E., B. Rabiei, V. Jokarfard and H. Marashi. 2022. Assessment of genetic diversity in quinoa (Chenopodium
quinoa Willd.) genotypes using microsatellite markers. Iranian Journal of Crop Sciences. 24(4): 375-389. (In Persian).

To evaluate the genetic diversity in quinoa genotypes for future studies, 60 imported quinoa genotypes were
studied using microsatellite markers (SSR) at the faculty of agricultural sciences, University of Guilan, Rasht,
Iran, in 2022. The results of the phenotypic evaluation of the quinoa genotypes showed that there was a
relatively high diversity among them. Among the studied traits, seed yield plant™ (42.8) and days to seed dough
stage (8.14) had the highest and lowest phenotypic coefficient of variation, respectively. Evaluating the
molecular diversity of genotypes using 40 microsatellite markers produced 136 polymorphic bands, and the
average number of effective alleles (1.81), polymorphic information content (0.60), Shannon's index (0.54) and
Nei’s genetic diversity (0.44), confirmed the existence of high diversity among the quinoa genotypes. The
markers KAAT027, KAAT036, KAAT040, KCAA014, KGA042, KGAD55 and KGA059 with five polymorphic
alleles had the highest number of polymorphic alleles among the used markers in this experiment. The average
number of effective alleles of microsatellite markers in the studied quinoa genotypes was 1.81 alleles, and
markers KAAT027 and KAAT006 with 3.75 and 1.08 alleles showed the highest and lowest number of alleles,
respectively. Cluster analysis using UPGMA method grouped 60 quinoa genotypes into two subpopulations with
38 and 22 genotypes. Since one of the important criteria to choose suitable and useful markers is the number of
effective alleles, therefore, markers with more effective alleles such as KAAT027, KAAT036 and KAATO040 (all
with more than three effective alleles) can be used to investigate the genetic diversity of quinoa genotypes in the

future researches.
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