S303LES (6559 5SS 5 ada

ISC 9 LS"“'A))“"_&"“L&

05 B8 AT 4 Jesw Olae b ks 0 AFLP gla Sl sl

4uﬂ):|.: Lo e ‘su.’-% g):« Ly gzd)‘”a s ‘1*6).9‘2"’ aable gld).\::- ol

LS SSls (5 slaS suslisls (bl C}Lpl selyyes S Slskial 5 s 1S gy 4%1
S S ke e s (53558 S (LS Sl s S L
-Qw&z‘l’@b;djw%oufwﬁf&ww3

S o SNs (655 5LaS euLiils (LS ool 5 sl 05,8 UL Z3hol (555 (6 sty 4

1392/03/30 : 5 53, 3] 1392/01/20 s\ s &b
s S

bl bl o ol s (s s Gl S L ke gla lash Caeal 4 g L
plamil ils s 53 B2 5w o b s e Slio b gl me bLILaS JS0se sls SOLS
22 S jub 4 Sk Sose g o555 40 5 AFLP sla KU 1 eslinal b ey ol 2 S
Jsb calsn ol St 035 aas 51 65 25 5 Jboj Ll s e 53 ko Sita Juld e
SSD) i 4 Joos o ld (i ol es o adyy mhae JBo 5 8 e (S22 055 5 05 e
245 slass S s Msel 5 ECORI s S5l S 5 cia a3l (YSI 5 Y1 .TOL GMP STI
S 4053 92137 Lo 5k ap 5 Losy JSKikimr 515 22T ol pl 51 a8 dissad 5 5
5V slis SLS 5l 4 Cuns E90-M150 5 E100-M160 [E0-M160 oS 5 ane .izils
LBl asms oy 555 Lo sl plad s 5 Ll jolastl s 4 |, (S35 & s axls
TASSEL i35l 5 51 o3liad L« MLM 5 GLM (6Ll (sladite L 5 cmar Sl oy 5o 1 eslis
ol Slio b g 5 KL 87 s oy Szl slaw 53 MLM Jis s bl ine 22 61
E100- Sl a0 s oo 050 Jbop Ll i 3 DLl s il ollas 0 plalid ol
B S Cod s e slaatls sl s adey b Ol 5l dwys 32 a5 L M160-27
L E100-M150-22 S5Lis 5 GMP L axls &l i 4 55 doys 24 L EBO-M150-1 SLis a4y s 5
edls ol ol ga ol Sl O35 o g Sl S | do s 24 s
AFLP (sla KL 6,2 i i Comar Ll bl 4 2 1 g AIS slao3l

E-mail: a.sabouri@guilan.ac.ir 09113411496 : 45 Gogme 4ible 1 gtus o dins 55 "



1393 01, Ken 5 s,k

B oS @l S s el Ay
Sy » alas -pl oL (Brisson et al., 2002)
Bl pluls 55 Wig e ady, Slosas
oS J S el ian 5 2 el
BE S5 4 g B e s 855 Sl
oS J 1S sl plulis a2l I les
Gl Sl (53l anw g Sl oS Sliv
0586 OS5l ol 5> DNA  J S5
0 Gl s S5 ooledbl allg
03 odzmn Sl J 18 53 s else L LU
(Gomezetal., 2011) s> | 3 pdi=e Lot
sLQTL (wldlas pl 51 (gols 55 L
Gl SKlas b ool S ool ol plubis
Jelse a padsn (pl oS dlandls sl
5 St adB a5 gLl dex oL
3,50 geas Glamex 53 ol ol 8,8
Gl ol ool s 5 5 355 oo aallas
SaS 4 olbsl dlea gdn Dol 5 S5
L aids ol 05 olwalues L Sl
Breseghello and Sorells, ) 15 . | s
o Ollas s s gaw Sl (2006
T NUNPOC U I WP VS oS-
- oslind S e Ay s 351 Lol
Aol b b i sl r )3 oS S 5 25
F2 il 6,8 Jb= 3 gladams g
Sl 223 O cielas glad sl
5 e QTL G B a3 (oS 5 3,04

ol 5 Ml el Ol Sl s sla Sl

42

VRV
‘(a.x;f 51 da (Hordeum vulgare L.) >
“ o oL:§ w‘ U"J':":”':" .,\,J:L:L;a QL@;— rJJA
Glabkow 3 Ol Wy 5 di, olly bl
Baum et ) ail o Hsd 5 b los (Ko
oS S Olge g s (s 3l (al., 2003
SOdnm s S5 slesn e Je
o Ol bl &S s s g
5 SNBSS b der 5l Sl s
AR O3 s 5> Vb (S5 e 805
'4.3‘}5- D9 LSLAAij L: ‘_553&5 Q:l.:@ B onS
s ((Tomas, 2002) 55 5 . » sl 55 sl
e oler Olsea (Hordeum vulgare L.)
O sl e e 85 e L g
ohs d 2B AT 4 S (Soph 5 S
Sl Cuslie (( SUoL dees ool s
Jﬂfg;a )\Jﬁ S C))L..M:'- Sy 9 AR
oS e &Sl 4 a5 L L(Emam, 2007)
25 2l S Ok S LB (B2
Ghobadi et al., ) &S » Lag |, Ol Cis
B i eol5a aw s aslllas 1 (2006
‘}ALO w‘ )"’)}7.']3 Ls‘oj.i) QK{‘LZ- )‘ T DL
JJAAS cg_)téj& L;LA;SBJJ OLS 6‘);&.\3“;%‘
2002; ) O eS|
O3S a8 (Malekahmadi et al., 2005

Sl

Brisson et al.,



(1393 bb’.\.ql.? c2 AJL«:& «.6 OJJJ) 6})}‘.:5 ‘Sjjjﬂ.}ﬁ@

ol 25l gad il (So5 5 5 55l Ll 2
Sl PELTT 5 175 plals b iass
o3l SSR (gls Sl g soe 5l BMag749
Slagme BLIE Lls 5 s pl se el
5 oph Bl s a3 Shee o Ll
b3,y eemes 5 (Eleuch et al., 2008) aali
G gy o)l oo, LS i 38 51 1T 62
doys abex 5l (S5 b ki e i 12 4
5 el St s 5 035 LT50 wipb o
Gangkhanlou et al., ) s oT CMl Ol 5
2 a5 e Ol edle (2012
i 20 5l aslisl b pS 355 55 s
3SAMPL S5 cux 53 o lsmley, Sl
519 e 5 AFLP S5LT S5 i 8
230 il sy 028 Ay JKade Sl
43 ojlableny PT 131 Llbs o e oS
S as AFLP S5t 166 5 SAMPL S
L3y s Cdo 14 L s xe LLSI Ll
Clad=s Caeal 4 L (Roy et al., 2006)
oAk 0> S8 L BT s (S
55540 (K55 g8 s S L ol
a5 AFLP la SLEs 5l eslizad U s>
g sl Slis plebis e 4 T bl
SEEERPLD BPL TR R

ey pll

e Sy, 95l
5540 bls ol ragsn alS sl
e 5 GooslaS Sl S e Sl 4S5 s

43

W5 03 Gosm o S R oz wars L
wislae sladihls F2 aole slaaaes
Lol L3 Jil g slas Jlexsl (228 0 3%
W cliv otiS J 85 gbole pluls s
S Caner 53 45 L A LZd, dals
Ol « B Gosme 45 2 255 <S55 2]
3 e (S b @O i Dl e
Oe Jy das o Shals 1) Jol g5 la
et S olal (SNl 4 fals
by @ 5L pbdaresr ox Mg ¢l
5 cislae gladishls F2 aylin 55 Y0
VRN A U St
ol Ol pie e & o sian Gla e
L s 0Ll Joe e S Sl sslda s p3Y 3O
Lo Jee Ol Je 285 55 OlalS
sl » (Gupta et al.,, 2005) ol S 5l
S el sldle s s sdme ol s alds
i e LI 4w L bl Lo
5 bod G LLoe Ol s & 45 e
— o2l S Dlis s xS ol
s S Fl pbbd Ol el s
SO Kavse p e Sladlas 3 a5 (6 Ko
oo orl 03 0l s e 8 L A
w3l &S 08 b s Corer g 4 5L
B T E R B B\ T-EUS JNIUY

oslanal ek ogd slaesls

25
esle > .(Breseghello and Sorells, 2006)



1393 01, Ken 5 s,k

] ol aa)ﬂ\.@jofw

o ey 5o el 3,0 g Glac B85 e md g pU -1 Jor
Table 1- Name and pedigree of barley genotypes in this study.

g;/...::.yj c)w ojmi:brb g_“,‘.:.?j.’j O‘)LA.«::’ ojxibrb
Number Genotype Name or pedigree Number Genotype Name or pedigree

1 Youssef 21 EB-86-6
2 Izeh 22 EB-86-4
3 N B 17 23 EB-86-3
4 NB5 24 EB-85-5
5 L4 Shori 25 EB-87-20
6 Nimroz 26 EB-88-1
7 Kavir 27 EB-88-3
8 Prodogtive 28 EB-88-4
9 Bahman 29 EB-88-5
10 36 Motadel 30 EB-88-7
11 31 Motadel 31 EB-88-10
12 28 Garm 32 EB-88-14
13 24 Garm 33 EB-88-16
14 21 Garm 34 EB-88-19
15 EC-84-10 35 Bomi
16 45 Motadel 36 Rihane
17 EC-82-11 37 Arass
18 EC-81-13 38 Goharjow
19 MB-82-12 39 Karoon
20 EB-86-14 40 EB-88-2

S Sy G s el 25 6l
Sl m 5 Jlasl Oles 3 5 A3 sl
Ldewy S5 oaw a0 4 0LLS 1o 90
52 LIS Sl o5 Sl 4 baazes >~
o ks S gLl Sl S 15 ol e sl
4 by Sl (U5 Dde O, OLL &
e (TLY ol aiyy dob Jels ety
85 5 RRW)T wiyy 5 055 sRV)T wiy,

Laay 03l 513 51 ) RDW)E aly, (Kot

1 Taproot length

2 Root volume

3 Root fresh weight
4. Root dry weight
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Table2- Primer combination used for AFLP analysis.

EcoRI ls 35kl Msel ls 3 5Ll
EcoRI Primer Msel Primer
ol DNA Iy el DNA Jig
Name Sequencing DNA Name Sequencing DNA
E060 GACTGCGTACCAATTCAAG M150 GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAAGA
EO070 GACTGCGTACCAATTCAAT M160 GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAAGT
E080 GACTGCGTACCAATTCACG
E090 GACTGCGTACCAATTCACT
E100 GACTGCGTACCAATTCAGT
E110 GACTGCGTACCAATTCATC

3 Kodd aoM D 55 5l &S Spsm
Sl s 3,5 eslizul Slals ),y LNP(D)
(Stdev) Jlas Gl 5 LK) 5:5ks Ka
oSSl s OF 5l a3 S il Lol S
05,5 Cope w osbme Glaes S sl byl ST
5 o LK) pla 5 50l o5 5 slge 5L
4 5 oslme glaes S 6l LK) Jols s
ol 3 alg 5 S s S als LK) oU
Sl ses &S Sose 53 Al s AK Ol
e sl 4 338 s AK 5K G b g
mo,bl 5 Jads gy dales K oag sliss Olas
Gl K i sl 6l odd aslme sla
U 5 e 0l 1 s slagsi s
- 0L 1 K g s S 4,b 53 s sas
by gl SIAK 5K e (Sl 3 e
STRUCTURE 33, 53 ile 4w
e ) i K g s 4 S ol sl

46

B SSE 5 Jle g el ol

Ld 5l plee Glacarer o5 4 Comex
e Ol S
2000) STRUCTURE

234 )l Jraw

(Pritchard et al.,
3ol s i esle 5 A eslin
- Sl s le 5 35l AFLP (sls LS
53 skt DMl e bl 3y 3 oS
Ao (giluans LUK agg sl 550 s
53 addlas 5550 Gl 3l Ky S
S s Sh eslaal b B sy e
Slad el i 3 3L e STRUCTURE
el sl (S bl bacamexr 5
Sl Bl wps e age bl Glan s
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Sl ose Gl Gl b ok el
5555 10 62 51K sl eslizal 350 Coamarr
(K) Comax 3 slins anslons (gl 5 A a8 S

A eslasl (Evanno et al., 2005) i,
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1 General Linear Model.
2 Mixed Linear Model.
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Table 3: The three used statistical models for doing of association analysis of AFLP

markers and phenotypic traits.

Jde o3laiul 3 g0 0315 40 gaes
Model Used data set
1: GLMm? Phenotype + AFLP
2: GLM Phenotype + AFLP + QP
5: MLM® Phenotype + AFLP + K9+ Q

(o 3ee b Jae =a: GLM: General linear model

blizal s 5 Jeol b Came Lo slaeals b2 Q: Population structure data or Inferred ancestry of individuals

oo l50 e

b g s Jue =C: MLM: Mixed linear model

d: K: Kinship data derived from general similarity in genetic background arising from shared kinship
Syl g ) BU (K5 aey Blod 51l 31 IS cplin 5 fuols gliglds 5 slaesls

5 el ize 040 6 025 5l g Oy
E100-M160 , E90-M160 s Skl LS s
3y Ll 5 g8 Ui At S5 4
2315 g5 Ol 2eS EBO-M160 S 5
P e oSle sl LS BLS 5 WS o
&al ol S s s S 55505 0135
ST S 5 a5l a8 sl ol S
E100-M160 (E90-M160 .S 5 4. AFLP
AFLP olLS 5 sl 4 cows E90-M150
05 g Ksls jelantl st a1y g 5VL slas
Lo 55 nled 53 Cls Oledl Ol 5 o i

SPCIEETRN

48

=S b ¢l ;<i-> slasbas Sl

Sl 0l et (LS (a3 LS
E90-E9Y0-M150 LS 5 sl Of Lldie a5
0/59 0/56 . 5 « E100-M160 s M160
Sl PIC s b oS el et 0/59
S S e 03 e s T sl ol
S T sl Sle 35 Soslite ol anllas
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AFLP 5 5561 o8 5T sl (5555 155 loesbel 405
Table 4- Statistical of genetic diversity for 7 primer combination in this study.

&

J\.p)b

Lol Sl b sl e L
seioss S w0 Y T
Primer Jor Total. ) . z ’A “’ €y o
combination Poly. Bands S Effective Nei gene Shannon
Bands Poly. PIC Allel Number  diversity index
Percentag
E80-M150 28 30 93.33 0.29 1.56 0.34 0.52
E90-M150 38 40 95 0.42 1.68 0.38 0.56
E100-M150 32 35 91.42 0.31 1.56 0.33 0.50
E110-M150 27 32 84.37 041 158 0.33 0.53
E80-M160 29 33 87.87 0.30 1.35 0.25 0.42
E90-M160 37 38 97.36 0.40 1.74 0.40 0.59
E100-M160 36 37 97.29 0.42 1.71 0.40 0.59
JS 227 245 646.46 2.55 11.08 2.45 3.71
Qafil:ﬂ 32.42 35 92.37 0.36 1.58 0.35 0.53

S ol Ol sl a e @3l s A3l e 3
Sl a1y AK byl a5 slaad o slass
Loy 6 Jsd= sl 0 3 ol Ll e 55
el s e OLES |y s S 40 s yae
J09T6 854 s sys513 Ll
l o535 & cwxe 16 515 14 13 12 11
36 35 2 d Ll o317 sl 5 Las
31 30 29 28 27 26 25 23 19 17
554 52 058 Cusae 434 533 32
Lel,3 3 05 8 o pae 440 539 38 37
s 224 52221 20 18 3 5556
O 45 or ik sg bl slacs 55
et asls 0/69 51 S cupae Aoy
K S e Laey Sl oS s 4 izl
g AR e Sl O L
el el 03,51 2 K& 3 STRUCTURE

49

55 Ll 4y
e O ekl b Comer Hlle 4
Js FeSs 0l STRUCTURE 53
slolrle b gt 55 4 Conex
“Carer 3 3l o0 r_a\j_'e L Jeoee Soglize
o2 Sl plee (K3 Bl 5l il S5 e
oo 4 pbods) emlsy 5 Ldl e
LB s ol plosl S ey 2l il LSt
&b (Dadras, 2012) >4 dalgs askis
S AK 5 K ( STRUCTURE Jijlo 5 sl
L el Sk Olsn 5 o S 05 sl o 2
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Table 5- statistics calculated for optimum K using the software STRUCTURE.

1393 01, Ken 5 s,k

AK?  L'(K)C L(K)P Stdev  L(K)?* K
0 - - 12.34  -47905 1
0.02 -1.6 31542 7391 -4475.07 2
439 -2029 31382 46.19 -4161.24 3
006 -84  110.92 120.44 -4050.31 4
0.80 -90.75 102.52 113.28 -3947.79 5
032 284 11.77 87.74 -3936.01 6
1.72 -9257 4017 53.60 -3895.84 7
090 -137.25 -52.4 15151 -3948.24 8
0.89 417.74 -189.65 466.65 -4137.9 9
3.11 -228.08 228.08 7321 -3909.81 10

L' (K)|/Stdev g L'(K), — L'(K) g ¢ L(K), —L(K),_1b K 5 iy, LNP(D) ita

10

11

K oag 3105 ad (515 a3 b 9 5 g0 -1 S

Figure 1- Bilateral chart to determine the optimal number K.
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Fig 2: Bar plot of population structure as inferred by STRUCTURE and 227 AFLP
markers data set, partitioned into K coloured segments (K=3). The genotypes names
with their numbers exist in the table 1.

STRUCTURE i3l p 5 5l g s gl bl 3 i 55 g g 0y =6 J sk

Table6- Member percentage of genotype taken based on the results of STRUCTURE
software.

Loy BB BB Loy Ao PN
S o T T T L L s T S wS s
Numb Genotype Less 2e0s8 808 Number Genotype Less 2 8
er Member Member Member Member Member Member
percentage percentage percentage percemage percentage of percentage of
of group 1 of group 2 of group 3 of group 1 group 2 group 3
1 Youssef 0.003 0.854 0.143 21 EB-86-6 0.367 0.632 0.001
2 Izeh 0.005 0.992 0.002 22 EB-86-4 0.494 0.478 0.029
3 NB17 0.485 0.511 0.004 23 EB-86-3 0.098 0.902 0
4 NB5 0.78 0.007 0.213 24 EB-85-5 0.492 0.507 0.001
5 L4 Shori 0.954 0.043 0.001 25 EB-87-20 0.008 0.972 0.02
6 Nimroz 0.998 0.001 0.001 26 EB-88-1 0.003 0.996 0
7 Kavir 0.803 0.041 0.156 27 EB-88-3 0.004 0.995 0.001
8 Prodogtive 0.968 0.031 0.001 28 EB-88-4 0.179 0.821 0
9 Bahman 0.998 0.001 0.001 29 EB-88-5 0.059 0.937 0.008
10 36 Motadel 0.987 0.001 0.012 30 EB-88-7 0.04 0.942 0.018
11 31 Motadel 0.996 0 0.003 31 EB-88-10 0.01 0.968 0.022
12 28 Garm 0.997 0.001 0.001 32 EB-88-14 0.018 0.96 0.023
13 24 Garm 0.985 0.008 0.007 33 EB-88-16 0.006 0.983 0.012
14 21 Garm 0.993 0.005 0.002 34 EB-88-19 0.003 0.994 0.003
15 EC-84-10 0.981 0.018 0.001 35 Bomi 0.012 0.789 0.2
16 45 Motadel 0.847 0.152 0 36 Rihane 0.001 0.999 0.001
17 EC-82-11 0.005 0.986 0.009 37 Arass 0.001 0.171 0.827
18 EC-81-13 0.322 0.671 0.007 38 Goharjow 0.004 0 0.995
19 MB-82-12 0.164 0.832 0.004 39 Karoon 0 0.001 0.999
20 EB-86-14 0.475 0.523 0.002 40 EB-88-2 0 0.297 0.72
L. STRUCTURE _)‘J.B‘ 6‘).: b C,.:M?- Jh}Lﬂ jk- obj: 225 é}) Bs 45 6\4&5&4 )b
Cdly SSRO KL 64 slaesls 51 eslixa 73 5l esll L (SBCC exy 175 Lul)
sboss plo 5l e | olilal Glees s s b plil g p 5 dgb s SSRSLE

51
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Table 7- The results of association analysis between AFLP markers and different traits
in normal and flooding stress with tolerance index using three statistical models.
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Loys S Jlozl o 53 3 ne sl Sl

Significant markers in 1% probability level

o) Jlea! Cb.w 23 b e sl Sl

Significant markers in 5% probability level

Cdo < Model 11 Juw Model 2 2 J. Model 33 Jui.
. L
frait Marker Joi! e R? S g R? AL ool e R?
Prob Prob Marker Prob

YN1* ES0M15022 0.0011 0.55 0.0023 042  E100M15011 0.01625 0.23

E90M16037 0.0024 0.41 0.0018 0.36 E90M16037 0.00898 0.27
E100M16024 0.0084 0.27

E100M15028 0.0044 0.37 0.004 040  E100M15026 0.02824 0.21

YN2 E100M15032 0.0044 0.37 0.004 0.40 E8OM1501 0.04552 0.18

YN3 ESOM16014 0.04977 0.11

E100M16022 0.0233 0.22

E80M1501 0.02761 0.21

E90M16035 0.0041 0.37 0.0084 0.35 E90M16035 0.01978 0.23

E90M16037 0.0032 0.39 0.0054 0.38 E90M16037 0.00582 0.32

YN4 ESOM1501 0.018 0.24

E90M15020 0.03851 0.12

E80M1608 0.01253 0.18

E110M1501 0.04361 0.11

ES8OM1601 0.01622 0.17

ESOM16016 0.01964 0.16

E80M16017 0.01622 0.17

E90M16023 0.002 0.42 0.0059 0.31 E90M16023 0.02285 0.22

E100M15011 0.043 0.18

E100M15028 0.04595 0.18

YN5 E110M1505 0.0385 0.12

E110M15013 0.03942 0.12

E90M1508 0.0039 0.48 0.003 052  E110M15022 0.02786 0.14

E90M15015 0.009 0.42 E100M16012 0.0268 0.26

E90M15016 0.0067 0.44 0.0091 045  E100M16027 0.0126 0.32

E90M15020 0.0083 046  E100M16033 0.0204 0.28

YN6 E100M15010 0.007 0.34 E90M15037 0.0437 0.18

E90M16023 0.0034 0.39 E100M1609 0.04099 0.18

ES8OM1501 0.04245 0.18

ESOM16014 0.03748 0.12

YN7 E100M1506 0.02148 0.22

E110M15013 0.02608 0.14

E90M16023 0.0052 0.36 E110M15010 0.02005 0.15

E90M16023 0.03048 0.19

E100M15019 0.0337 0.19

YN8 E110M1509 0.03611 0.12

E110M15019 0.02875 0.13

E100M15028 0.0000 0.78 0.0000 0.78  E100M15032 0.04428 0.18

SSI E100M15032 0.0000 0.78 0.0000 0.78  E110M15025 0.04264 0.12
E90M15013 0.0064 0.44

E100M15026 0.0032 041  E110M15022 0.03727 0.12

E80M1501 0.01702 0.24

GMP E90M16013 0.03311 0.20

E90M16037 0.04414 0.18

E100M16034 0.0346 0.20
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(continue of Table 7) 7 Jssa 4al)
E100M15026 0.0028 0.42 E100M15026 0.03278 0.20
E90M16013 0.02603 0.21
STI E90M16037 0.04038 0.19
E100M16034 0.03688 0.19
E100M15028 0.0042 0.37 0.0015 0.40 E100M15026 0.04496 0.18
TOL E100M15032 0.0042 0.37 0.0015 0.40 E100M1602 0.03751 0.198
E90M16016 0.0076 0.33
E90M15013 0.0081 0.40

E110M15014 0.0000 0.55 0.0012 0.35 E110M15014 0.04658 0.11287
E90M1607 0.0083 0.33 E90M15027 0.03718 0.19247
E100M1605 0.0056 0.35

E100M1606 0.0000 0.49 0.0096 0.25

Yl E100M1607 0.0056 0.35
E100M16015 0.001 0.46
E110M15015 0.0036 0.30
E90M16024 0.0043 0.29
E100M16036 0.0085 0.26

E100M15028 0.0000 0.78 0.0000 0.78 E100M15032 0.04428 0.18249
YSI E100M15032 0.0000 0.78 0.0000 0.78 E110M15025 0.04265 0.11812
E90M15013 0.0064 0.44 E110M15014 0.04858 0.11146

ESOM15011 0.0049 0.46 0.0000 0.78 E90M16035 0.04863 0.16503
ESOM1502 0.03879 0.17855

E80M1504 0.0232 0.20996

YS1** E80M1505 0.04411 0.17084
E8OM1506 0.03228 0.18966

E110M15014 0.0000 0.55 0.0012 035 E110M15014  0.04693 0.11247
E90M1607 0.0084 0.33 E90M15027 0.03706 0.19266
E100M1605 0.0056 0.35
E100M1606 0.0000 0.49 0.0096 0.25
E100M1607 0.0055 0.35

YS2 E100M16015 0.001 0.46

E110M15015 0.0036 0.30

E90M16024 0.0043 0.29

E100M16036 0.0084 0.26

E90M15036 0.0026 0.50 E110M15014 0.02064 0.15496
E110M1504 0.0034 0.39 E110M15015 0.0114 0.2477

E110M15014 0.0000 0.66 0.0000 0.46 E90M15027 0.04307 0.18215
E90M1607 0.0000 0.48 0.0067 0.28 E90M16016 0.03358 0.19803

E90M16015 0.0048  0.36
YS3 E100M1604 0.0022 0.41
E100M1605 0.0036  0.38
E100M1606 0.0000 051  0.0059 0.28

E100M1607 0.01 0.31
E100M16015 0.0000 0.49 0.0057 0.28
E90M16024 0.0048 0.29

E110M1504 0.0014 0.44 E110M1504 0.01398 0.17775

E110M15014 0.0027 0.40 0.0082 028  ESOM16015 0.04782 0.11178

E90M1607 0.0027 0.40 E90M16030 0.04473 0.18108

E90M16010 0.0025 0.41 E110M15022  0.02043 0.15667

E90M16015 0.0012 0.45 E90M16016 0.0252 0.21818

Y34 E90M16018 0.03471 0.19732

E90M16022 0.03305 0.2005

E90M16037 0.0357 0.19551

54



(1393 bb’.\.ql.? c2 AJL«:& «.6 OJJJ) 6})}‘.:5 ‘Sjjjﬂ.}ﬁ@

s
(continue of Table 7) 7 Jssa 4al)
E110M15014 0.0024 0.41 E90M15027 0.02699 0.21461
YS5 E100M1606 0.0079 0.33 E110M15022 0.04087 0.12033
E80M15011 0.0057 0.42
E90M15029 0.0036 0.48 E90M15029 0.04066 0.18825
E90M15032 0.0036 0.48 E110M15014 0.03443 0.12945
E90M15035 0.006 0.45 E110M15022 0.02868 0.13914
E90M15036 0.0012 0.54 E100M16034 0.03717 0.19403
E100M1506 0.0068 0.34 E90M15015 0.04643 0.17975
E110M1506 0.0059 0.35 E90M16016 0.04124 0.18735
E110M15014 0.0000 0.64 1.93E-04 0.45 E100M16016 0.02929 0.20954
E110M15021 0.0052 0.36
E110M15022 0.0035 0.39
E90M1604 0.0082 0.33
YSs6 E90M1607 0.0019 0.42 0.0043 0.31
E90M16024 0.0045 0.37 0.0011 0.38
E100M1604 0.0000 0.52 0.0058 0.29
E100M1605 0.0000 0.50 0.0094 0.27
E100M1606 0.0000 0.60 0.0011 0.37
E100M1607 0.0015 0.44 0.0076 0.28
E100M16015 0.0000 0.61 0.0000 0.38
E110M15015 0.0024 0.34
E90M16020 0.0043 0.31
E100M16034 0.0039 0.31
E110M1504 0.0048 0.36
E110M15014 0.0000 0.50 0.002 0.38
E90M1607 0.0069 0.34
E100M1606 0.0061 0.35
E80M15011 0.0053 0.42
E110M15022 0.02518 0.14579
YS7 E90M1509 0.03894 0.19055
E80M16020 0.0045 0.40 E80M16020 0.04679 0.11098
YS8 E100M15019 0.04137 0.18291
E100M15022 0.01773 0.23745

SYNS iy, S 055 :YNA i,y 5 055 :'YNS cais, o SYN2 cais; dob :(YNL Jlo s dal,s s edd 6,8 o310 Solaws o

o5 Jaylh S g 3 0dd (6,8 o3Il Slaw L gl gn plail it 035 YN8 iy, J&> (YN7 iy, i :YNG sy, o
S YST azy; i :YS6 aiy, e (YSE ady, i 055 1YSA ks 5055 0YS3 s, . YS2 aiy;y Jsb :YS1

*. Evaluated traits in normal condition. YN1: Root length, YN2: Root volume, YN3: Root fresh weight,
YN4: Root dry weight, YN5: Root surface, YN6: Root diameter, YN7: Root density, YN8: Shoot dry

weight.

**. Evaluated traits in stress condition. YS1: Root length, YS2: Root volume, YS3: Root fresh weight,
YS4: Root dry weight, YS5: Root surface, YS6: Root diameter, YS7: Root density, YS8: Shoot dry weight.
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Abstract

According to the importance of studies of abiotic stress, present study was done in order to
identify of molecular markers with significant association to flooding stress tolerance in
barley. This study carried out using of AFLP markers and 40 barley genotypes. Generally 22
variables in both normal and flooded, eight characters including shoot dry weight, length,
volume, wet weight, dry weight, leaf area, root diameter and density tolerance was assessed
with six indicators (SSI, STI, GMP, TOL, Yl and YSI). Seven primer combinations of EcoRI
and Msel a total of 245 bands were produced, of which, 227 bands were polymorphic and had
an average of 92.37 percent polymorphism. Three combinations E90-M160, E100-M160 and
E90-M150 had higher values of genetic variation compared to other combinations and were
more effective in distinguish of genotypes. Association analysis was performed using
structure matrix and statistical models of GLM and MLM by using of TASSEL software for
22 variables. The MLM model in 5 percent probability level identified 87 markers related to
evaluated traits. According to the results of association analysis in normal condition the
highest of coefficient of determination was for EL00M16027 with explanation of 32 percent
of root diameter variation and for tolerance indices and stress condition the highest coefficient
of determination were for EBOM1501 and E100M15022 with 24 percent explanation of
variation of GMP index and shoot dry weight respectively.
Keywords: Assosiation analysis, Population structure, Flooding stress, AFLP Markers.
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