SIS (54 5SS sl
ISC 9 LS"“'A))“"_&"“L&

-1

Ly oA

2 et 53la ke gl pm P50 8 0L A 3la 8 F* ool et (g e 45 5
Ol oKl (55551 saSils (LS 2ol 5 el 03,8 (LS 2ol (2l S Sl ol IS at pal L !
Ol I o805 (53,5158 0aSL2ils WL 3ol 5 sl 0,5 sl
Ol I o831 (53,5158 saSL2ils (L 3ol 5 sl 0,5 il ?
I 5 ok Al 5 b Do s o el
1392/07/01 : 5 3, &b 1391/09/14 s\ s 3]
oS>

5 G068 G S Sss wad Olelw el gl Lssls OLS o rege I (Thymus spp.) i sl
035 50y JKae L1 a8 Llubs o el il 53 YU gl S 55 Jole  age 0o S 4l
DNA ;5050 sl Sl 51 slizal «panls olS ol ool 53 s5m 50 OSLEe & a5 L o
30 5l andlae al 53 T Slad 4 o3l5a Slaisls o 5 ewdipsd 2Ll 53 i Ll LS
g5 bl sl (semi random intron-exon splice junction) ;S0 xl dslaiaes S5
S s S g asilal LB L 694 L S5 £ peme 3 S eslizal Ol sl o35 70 S
Al 5 4ol Sk s, 5 DARWING Jlble 3 L sladi = a5 5 Sy Ll Lt 683
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ETiss 5 ETis3s S5l g0 e i ) SLa Lasls op 2eS 5 ot 20 [Tigo 5 1Tisas S3ET
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1393 01 \San 5 5 s

.(Valdeyron et al., 1977) .l ,aw b
PECERYCCARCKRPEIENE S o=
gl 53 o s« Ol 53 6,88 555 (ol
Stahl-Biskup & ) <l J same jlis A 51 s
sld S S ws 518 ueen (Saez, 2002
e G608 6545553 e a4 ]
Sy (Nei, 1973; Yeh et al., 1999) iy sz
Clsew M a4 Thymus  om s S
ok sl S e SSs
Vb S5 s S S e Mg Sl
o ol 53 S Al sl i )
Jamzad, ) s,ls ssms ek s ol
S 5 S 0 &85 ol Oy e pl ol (2009
Lol gleess 5 (S e oL
e e Sl o) 583 oolpl 5 eslizal
oLS pl al5a el 5 i 55 Ll o (DNA

35 83l Anke
S
&al
5,03
E55 (Rl o .(Lopez-Pujol et al., 2004)
658 5l s 31 ples JSane 5 S
L ooslie ke 93 31 Thymus caespititius
@l 28 S Ulp e n 25 RAPD L
5 edel Cews @ 2B LSS slaels
S cdlas plend sl s e Sl

S WS 5,158 Thymus loscosii e

Ssry Cemex ol QYL S

S50 Sl ) 2 5 aleed LT 5T mar
Clalpl o Wd slgdn ol i sl
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PPV

e 5l Thymus  spp.  piesl

s Jds 4 as sl sl OlalS o 5 8
sl boollp plerd DS S O3y
B SN e K VN K Y LR W 1L
sl ol ol Slay s oV Sl eal
losase  Thymus g als o
S (W ik a5 T. kotschyanus
slaanls 3 o5y w0 Ol 53 ool Sasl,
spd o OOl sy Ol sl Jles >l 5 5,
0 ool gluls oS bl 5l (Zargari, 1973)
5SS S e s SSs Js
oalizal (ol o NS b OT s sh
4 S DNA e S0 sla SO
srte Dslite Lyl ol S LSS L
LS 5l jge eslatul 53 (i, 05 Sl 5l clizun
308 i Sl sahe s a0l
LS5 55 Sus) DNA e sle S
G bl gl gl 5l BT e
s b L s elad Cer sl ol
OO I RCOUUN SN (O SO 0

.(Kumar, 1999:; Sharma et al., 2002)

ERPEP ICES P PEYYY g5 2550 53 Slallas
Sope e b Rl e S
S 5wt 15 il oS Ll 4 S
gy OF Slzsles S 48 L3l e OLiBles S S5
Copo Jus Gy joser 4 Ol
"o s (Brabant et al, 1980) 5,5

Ll 53 4ey3 80 G Lis ol S s g
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L ol Jis IS sl S5l .(Henry, 1995
gl Sl P S Al Soslie A5 lS 6 sl
P s Sl SIS b s s S5
s AS e WSSy SeSl eSS s s

Rafalski et al., ) &l eseis JG L -l 5l
1997, Przetakiewicz et al., 2002;
Jol> JSaue (Nowoseielski et al., 2002

Slabks S s couls s 4 b ST )
D3 emasiss 25 &S Sl oS p55
S Ll 5l (Rafalski et al., 1997) .,
GBL S s dalas SIS W ST -l
Sk RAPD islar SLE & o L]
b Sk 5 SVL g pds LSS S
Rafalski et al., 2002; Rafalski et ) ..l ,ls
4 3L RAPD wiles Sl ool .Gl 1997
S5 sy sy 5 adsl Sledbl szl
2 b Sl el 5 > b cyg> DNA
e Eslg 18T g ST ol 5l S
F55 on 3 18 gl Sl ) el
Samiei ) Col el o3l QLS & S

et al., 2008; Rafalski et al., 1997; Bandani
s 1S) s SLas 51 4 S1 (et al., 2005

OLlS ple syse 3 (S35 g8 Sl
SLE 51 s 0586 Lol sl ol eslizal
sl laes s (S5 g5 bl e 1S
a5 b G opl 53 Sl 8 S5 g O )
A S b S sl slealls «
Opl oriasl 035 70 (S5 655 aadlae & L
w13 ;5 18] oslasaes S5l 30 i eslinal L

0 el gl S & oyl ol as as
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358 Ol plolid sl b o Ks JsS0se
o3lital oland slge SLS 5 3 s 5 S35
s s > (Trindade et al., 2008) 55§
Akl A8 s el S SOl
oMbl s aslee Thymus praecox agg.
s bl Se PTIS0 51 Jol- Jis
3l g anllae ool 3 gl B b s
Gl Slaasin ol (Sew &S sl OLES
S AE Lastie cemes 3L LSl L
cos M S slaw s gl 2 PCR G
NPy
Landergott ) <ol o35 lio sl o535 b
(S5 pas e > (et oal, 2006
b oriesl 025 it (S5l 5 (S5 5 5
D3 sl e ISSR bl S SO
TS5 20 o 5l as sy Ol s 238 8
e S M5 [Shae sl ST
05 S o T.praecox agg. s sS o sl
Loasdles ol s cpoomen 55 T. serpyllum
g5 Gl clulgl S el
sl Sless 08 les S S5 s s
.(Smolik et al., 2009) L& sualive

2 e J85e sl KL Sl g S
s ST Jig & cul b Sl PCR
O3S 0s Il G s el
55 SOl pl sl el s les 1 b IST L
Lol oM glawS S35 gl
Weining & Langridge, 1991; Weining & )

1- Intron-exon Splice Junction
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Lgdpe G5 (29) 538 e 5 b S
adllas 51 Jol Gua a5 Sl 51 (1 Jsas)
ol el (KB s e oSl )
e 3 S5 p S g e o sk 4 laes g
ol @l sl Oolal g ol ol
25 43,8 eslital Laes g S 511D g olS
Lie L oglaong 5l (5 oS bl oSes
Sleuls po g 03 ol Jonily S alal
ol ols el 10 5 sl s, s 1 sl

b S ks edabs Lol s L

Rl s e glaes s SOl Ol
2 g o olatal (9315 glas )
L b, 550

allae ol s eslizad 3,5 LS sl
OS) Ol il bl 51 sy 63 Ll
Slmldl (f Obmldl s Obaw
Ol J Olgdol g Oliws S0l (B3
Lo otusl o35 7 5 (OlyS 5 bl = (558
s Fen 1Sy i e L
Clidos duwge 05 Kb Jlidss as) 5

.\.M.;j}' ‘5”16‘"7'&“"'““3; fU—l J‘g.\.’-

Table 1- Name and loction of species accessions.

R ——

(Species) laa 55 (Locality) sl i Lise

(Species) Laa S (Locality) sl i Lise

T. daenensis Ol ) Olghsl (S35 5o ey 33

Olonw
Qazvin, Markazi, Isfahan,
Lorestan, Semnan

T. vulgaris G55

Markazi

T. pubescens Ol 3T cops b cOlas S
Oliws S ¢ 3,5 Olub 3l 8
Guilan, Zanjan, Qazvin, West
Azarbaijan, East Azarbaijan,
Kurdistan

OAS Ol
Zanjan, Guilan

T. transcaucasius

T. lancifolius

T. migricus e oleqb,)ﬂ

West Azarbaijan

T. fedtschenkoi (., (st Ol Ol

Zanjan, West Azarbaijan,

Semnan

cg')l.':...uJJS ‘Q‘ljj.s cd\;@_v

Ol S Oleiy o Ol 3l
Tehran, Qazvin, Kurdistan,
West Azarbaijan, Zanjan,

Kerman

QLMJ‘J>- ‘J}.’-
Yazd, Khorasan

T. kotschyanus

T. transcaspicus

QLW‘ 4;}&») cuw)b ‘QL‘.«J; ‘LSJSJ"

Markazi, Kurdistan, Fars, Lorestan, Isfahan

b o 6 20 55 a3l (55 DNA
S 5 Gl 3ldes g a3l 5 Ol sl
A S S S e S LS
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Rafalski et al., 1997; Przetakiewicz et al., )
=Sl (2002; Weining & Henry, 1995
Je Gl go 5 olKas 53 al> 0 53,5 PCR
<b S &40 Master cycle gradient 5331
saas > (Przetakiewicz et al., 2002)
94 5 Jsl ods glad, S Jels ol >
40 e 5 4ids 5 e w4 ol S Sl ax s
Glos sl ax T s S 5y ples at x
33 U5k 5o 338 Al s 5o LS56T Jla
SN0 SIS Bl amps i gde at
s o S a8k s Sl ogd sles
5l 40 Cme L 0l Gl S daas
S5l dlast 5 sl S ol a3 94 sles s
3 Sde 4 T A e ks S Ode @
Coppo oS e ams T2 gl s aids
aids 10 Coe & 5o ol e ds e 8 S
S A plil 38 Sl a3 T2 les s
Ix 8L 5L mls S w0353
J5 sy » PCR &Y s> (loading buffer)
“ Ky Sl e i (IS L oy 1/5 5,81
wids 15 me 4 Llagy pnddl b syl
Jde SI5 olas LUV L5 5 sl ,eSe
all stoslael gl .23 S e ITech
S5m pde) o IS s 4 fols Dl
Excel abp 55 (WL 55 S us 5 (WL
ladpos K55 bLijl e sl A3 30
« DARwin5 Sl b ladpt 4

Tl Gl s e el slets

1- Jacard
2- Simple Matching
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Sl gl Gl Cr S Came 3l esland
sl Sle g Osls OLi 5 a8 Osys
Smy 4 axg bl ghde Sy, ey
PRPCCItCHNC SR ORISR
i (sl oS S s el L
sy SOEs L oolS ol ) DNA
L o5 DNA 05,51 el s 450, 5bas
gl e Glais, coslke odS
Colg 53 s A bl sl S 5l DNA
L (1999) Khanuja et al., gl s
L (Bore has n i Ol Sl (S
5SS s skie 4 (Mojiri et al., 2010)
aws Sl el gl gl e85 DNA cois
Biophotometr-eppendorf 6131 Jie e 45 4
ol 25 See 500 e b 5555 s
hslin 53 DNA ConS el Slpr pimad S
3052500 51 ey DNA (il slgilale
5 eslizal asys 08 5,81 J5 sy
Lol dil=e & DNA Gldplos oles
Slr s A5 wgd s S 0 p 55U 10 bl
S le S5kl s S eslizal PCR STy
s Sy 10 Gl Glls 15 a5,
PCR s, Sn 15 Sty byl Ly
(55 DNA 15 S 53 p 350 45 Juls
SR s A J0X 3L s S 15
02 chle L dNTP (Ve Lo 2/5 Ll
A3 desSy 05 las a5l V5 s
g Sleck Taq sl a1y 125 5 S5l
L ST JI 5l e 03 ol Cls
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Gawel etal., ) s 5,058 sus 14 sslaians
S5 2 @l S b mls ol alie (2002
ol 48 sl OLlas ST sle ST L olalS Ll
& i 6V b sl s b Sl
sl 5 sl oyl ol s &
G ETiss S36T ol b sae 17 51 JSans
ETi534 5 ET1227 sla ST (gl 5 L sue 27
ETizzs S5LT 1 (Ao o S 25 e
5 e ol Ol ISaas as)s 91 L
Gl ST 1, JSaaer Sl Ol o S
021 5040 L 55 « ITs2 5 ITis36
Kol etls ol o Sle sl WSS
5 ot e el s 0731 s ST
Sl s g a Sl atls S
Sl cpl by wsls 1S5 ETigs 5 ETisas
L Sl |y gt KL A5 Jesly ETas
(2 Jsd) sl s Sslel Ll
b ol slaess Gdes opl o
Ui 4 etls ali3 (o, s UPGMA s,
bis Jyl 05,5 (1 JS8) Wad s 055
5 T. daenensis subs lancifolius -.&. sl fols
S e cde sy B8 eg) el Okl
Lyl s ools ol a Yol oo ol om0 S
G a e Ol oslper e el
(‘,f;ﬂb R 03,5 2p 85 pl Gleess
Sl 5 53 1 optasl Glaes s sl o i

.als
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s Ll iy o eele 5 A el (SM)
('PIC) Jladmr SleMbl Ol 5 Lol sl
Thimmappaiah ) PIC=X[2pi (1-pi)] J s 5 L
s p LMD Slis e=ls s (et al., 2008
(Thimmappaiah et al., 2008) MI= PIC.
Valee cpl 53 3 5wl ST 8 ol
Jhd\ﬂﬁxgv\aﬁ)bﬁ)t‘i Ll Sl 3pi
Lo ol Sales o b e S5k
Sl e s lp NTSYS ldle
wlge g el 5 el 5o LSO

{(Rohlf, 1998) 1 plosil ¢ 55 4 5 )3

Cou g s
Sl S5l 30 G opl
I 4oy 98 S 55 s JSius Ll 683
A58 Jals 1 el Ay AL sae 694 IS
ST e bl 4 bal S sl b g
s 308 991 i 55 o sy s sas 23/13
A bl e ISt Bbslss b ste omes
S g s s sy sie 22/80 S5
Gl Sl 3l eslinal U Ly o)l (S5 g9
A bl 4 Lb sl hage (dalaian
Nowoseielski ) . 5,058 sae 1175 C 53
@ oold Mg L slues L e (et al., 2002
sae 89 sl Glewsl S K e sl
-4l s (Rafalski et al., 2002) s 5,50
Gl 4 sks 35 Slakss slins o Sike s o

sl S5l B S A

1- Polymorphic Information Content
2- Marker Index
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sl GWes g 53 1ST e ST 51 Jols Ak Sledbl -2 J gus
Table 2- Polymorphism information obtained by 1SJ primers in Thymus accessions.

s, Skl b s slanl Loy bl Ol etls
Row  Primer (4L jJrante et Praste Sl
name Total Polymorphism Percent of (PIC) (M)
bands bands polymorphism
1 IT 101 24 24 100 0.32 7.68
2 IT 102 22 21 95 0.34 7.14
3 IT 103 25 25 100 0.31 7.75
4 IT 104 25 24 96 0.27 6.48
5 IT 105 23 23 100 0.28 6.44
6 IT 106 25 25 100 0.36 9.0
7 ET 12-25 23 22 96 0.30 6.6
8 ET 12-26 22 20 91 0.22 4.4
9 ET 1227 27 27 100 0.33 8.91
10 ET 12-28 21 20 95 0.34 6.8
11 ET 1229 21 20 95 0.35 7.0
12 ET 12-30 26 26 100 0.31 8.06
13 IT 1531 23 22 96 0.30 6.6
14 IT 1532 26 26 100 0.26 6.76
15 IT 1534 25 25 100 0.33 8.25
16 IT 1535 18 18 100 0.33 5.94
17 IT 1536 23 23 100 0.40 9.2
18 ET 1531 20 20 100 0.27 5.4
19 ET 1532 27 26 96 0.27 7.02
20 ET 15.33 26 26 100 0.36 9.36
21 ET 15:34 27 27 100 0.28 7.56
22 ET 1535 20 20 100 0.35 7.0
23 ET 15-36 21 21 100 0.27 5.67
24 IT 181 25 25 100 0.28 7.0
25 IT 182 22 22 100 0.28 4.62
26 ET 186 18 17 94 0.22 3.74
27 1SJ 1 21 21 100 0.34 7.14
28 1SJ 3 24 24 100 0.26 6.24
29 ISJ 5 24 24 100 0.36 8.64
30 ISJ o 20 19 95 0.30 5.7
Total 694 683 98 0.33 7.30
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DARWIN ,l3lp 5 S8 4 sl ez UPGMA s, 51 Juol> ol S 5,5 -1 S
Figure 1- Dendrogram of Thymus accessions based on UPGMA method as revealed by

DARwiInN5 software.

52 slaes ) T. transcaucasicus i 5l sls
B gy 058 53 izdls 1305 S cal s (11
ey S
PN g5 A Sl aS cadls 15 (02 e )
glesy o3 b il glapltl S S 0l

T. daenensis subs daenensis

gl O 5 oedle iy Glesl ol cpdu gl
S Goslpar Jomo a8l Ll 5 5l s
me3 g aky 4S5 g Oliens (s S it
Olw ) Olghol) 5388 (6 oy GBLs 51 L
055 53 iy edd Syslaer (3 5 655
T sl Sless dy pl S50 ool
592 47 27 25 laes ) kotschyanus
s (54
(51 530 26 24 slaes ) T. pubescens

5 (33 355) 35 31 T. transcaspicus < ses S
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Sl glaesy SI &S As edalis
9SGy bl 31 T. kotschyanus
(A5 59 lesy) b ol Ll
Slaes ) 0l 20 55 3 slaes ) Lo
321 519 Glaes ) Okws S 5 (10 58 7
Sless ol 5 egdle dzils 13 6y 8 ol
oo
(18 o35) o Olwl,3l 51 T. fedtschenkoi
6 slaos ) T. pubescens :iu sl o35t b
e des LSy S5 (17 5 16 (13
o35) T. fedtschenkoi * T. pubescens 3>
A S gl 05 S cpl s g edel s (12
(22 o35) cpssd sl T. transcaspicus es g
T. daenensis lancifolius @i'»»,ﬂ Sless Sl

—ed g (al.a..? 9 <23 9 14 4 1 LgL&aJ;S) subs
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e sgp a S 13 ey Sl 55 (50 65 )
L ossS ol 55 Ol Dl Gpmi 38 13
LS 5 e kS sl gl Lal 2
5 dle I AU cl (Sae b s ge0 s
Glaes g aan 055 cpl o3 b bl bl
533 28 laes g s cils L3 T, vulgaris
25 53 2l Lt bl gy 55550 51159
Blis sl mls s pasial 01 60 5 34
Calid op i 00 035 48 sl DL ol S 5,00
o134 x5 s Tovulgaris o 5159 x5 L1,
sl 53 e Ly (S5 it 55 458
6w oS oaS Oy e opl b s ls T.ovulgaris
T. vulgaris -as51 60 534 o5 55 Y|
03 Faeme 53 g Kl (655 e Ol 515
e aald o i sl ea s 70 61 S 5,00
T. transcaucasius s T. kotschyanus o> s
32 o) OIS 55 035) pssb 5l s S @
T. daenensis o5 4 by call S
5 (38 e35) oL ol isubs lancifolius
s Obulosl i T fedtschenkoi i o1
ples 48 als OLES (gves S s o5 (48 o5 59)
i g8 5 Tovulgaris sl slaes 5
pled 5 a2y 05,5 5> T.migricus slaes 55 plas
o3> 5,5 > T. transcaucasius (slses s
(“J§JJ~U>
> 4 _Sea T. daenensis subs daenensis

O’“i"'-’-)T LSLAM)}.? ../\.".bﬁ
r.,.i..» a)ﬁ BE (62 9 61 LgLAonJ) 4.3}»..: 93
-o_‘oj.'a' SEBE &YL C).J 5] ;J.S‘ﬂ osls )‘}5

el S5,4s JS 5> T. kotschyanus -iu sl sla
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51 T. daenensis subs daenensis < sob G
pled oy 05,8 55 b o> (70 o3 5) Ol
(69 567 S5 lees ) T. migricus slacs o5
Azl I3 W o8 Obulyd 5l Kea S
SH Sl s CES S e
Ol=sb,31 51 T. kotschyanus *T. trautveteri
Sl (63 s

S5 O3l 5l 6 4es 53 45 T. pubescens

sl eas 03 55)
o5 (e 3136 0355 5 4210 5132 05 )
S odi K s (@3 0 Ols S Sl s
5 T. kotschyanus o> 55 55 «(49 o3 55) Ol
566 o35) iy O3 5 @6 o3 5) Ol
S5 n5 o 5l b sl ey xs
Ol ) 5161 o355 Okws S 5141 03 5) abo g 5o
038 55> ls 3y (6550 51 05 ey g
hasl Sl s slaesy el ik
60 559 53 34 28 slaes i) T. vulgaris
25 35 5\ T daenensis i sl slass 5 ST
ol J 31 T. lancifolius 5 T. daenensis « S
—o355) 65 0 (58 544 40 37 slaes )
45 42 39 slacs ) Olgiol (68 556 <la
e il 513 35 es5) s 5 (64
T. lancifolius * T. & s 555 S
o3y S5 07 e35) 55, 3lpubescens
ol

« (31 o) Ol = ;I T. transcaspicus
<lslla 51T fedtschenkoi 1 4 sa G ol jon
S s s (@8 g g Obmld

5 O3l eas 51 T. kotschyanus 2o 51
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@Lﬁ Bl o bl pl i W81 bl
Sl Comar 22 S35 g5 bl anllas
sl Sles 5l eslizl L (Plantago ovata)
RAPD  Jspe sla Kl 5 (S5 45850
sslizul 540 1SJ (sla SHLET &S sls 0LaS 1ST
o SES B e 0 G 2l
r\ﬁjj.)\jb B &Llﬁ» 9 deslas LQC,\.:M
SRAPD Lt 5l Jols ¢35 L 1ST 51 Jol>
Vahabi et al., ) 15 S edalie K340 58550
E;.J axlae 619 Ola=e )\ 6\0./\.0 (2008
S 18] S L SN 5522 s
E55 5 SE5 S m e Gl S A S
Ramezani et al., ) s)l0 >4 LSl s
E55 Omn S s gladlas s (2009
SOl g XS 5, 200 K53
PCR- SLis 5 IS] _sslasany sl Sli
Lilg, of 5l dlol= =l A el RAPD
Ol o2 Liia 53 oS ool (g sliy
Bandani et ) 5 5 Kol oot 4 ) o nd s
YRR LAJ.<JLW.: el S Al S s e el
S| 0 g J'<:’.‘)‘§'.’. )‘ f”ﬁ (a.)\.f (:G)\ &c-i‘j
.(Farahani & Arzani, 2004)
O ol Sonlos 4 Sl Jols il
JS 51 asys 2183 Uyl adlse Ll s sl
Jj‘ wyv_@_wéw\ obja.; Lo g b U.M}Lij\j

S Col ol Sl JS olsls e s Ul
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T oo 5 3 Sasly ol s el
T. [T.  fedtschenkoi  (ubescens
r transcaspicus
olalis 55 T. daenensis subs lancifolius
ol 4535 0l 68 (Rl Ols e cplale s S
SIS Bl iy s b 2Uls e S
s cole 4 L 1 il glag S
b 5 IS e O el e sl Jlezs|
3 memer VL Sl LS pl s G5
Sslize slaplil b bl 5l s opl aS s
5 oSS bl il cde 4 Lhts )l
Y JS b OblS il S5 e
S opl s o w3 b 3l e
Rl ams perar 5 Ses gladll
5 Wi L 4 by e Llg e ol
Gl sl wlas 3 Lie OF 51 S o &l
35 ol T. fedtschenkoi o 5T o555 4w Jlie
5 @8 518 (s ) pje Olml3l 5l es s
<

Bl oS L S 18 el S 05 8 S
51 T. fedtschenkoi -io sl os 5 oS b
(70
Ol 3

33 <=|.)Sfa45>ﬁ (70 03 45) Olias 3l 0345

sl eag sl 655) Ol

s (62
a3 S 515 (52 o55) 0L S ;I T. kotschyanus

03 5) T. daenensis
T. fedtschenkoi - iusl o355 55 fwiean 30
sslme (48 5 18 (slaes ) o8 Olmli3l Sl
S i L 5 5 5 S S
005 343 g5 e cpl by nils 518 Ls s
& Y=l Olg e 1, T. fedtschenkoi «,8
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Sosre Sl dsie =L olads e
ISJ J.<L.:.J S ol Ol ol addlls o
5 Sy Slllas e 6l gbie SiLE
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Table 3- Eigen values, proportion of variance explained by each component and
cumulative variance of principle coordinate analysis based on semi-random markers.
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Figure 2- Two dimentional diagram of Thymus accessions using principal coordinate
analysis.
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Abstract

Thymus is one of the famous medicine herbs of Lamiaceae genus. Due to the high
potential of hybridization and introgression among thymus species, they have high genetic
variability and study of genetic variability is difficult in this genus. According to the existing
problems in the field of breeding of this medicine herb, use of molecular markers could be a
valuable tool for evaluation and exploitation of germplasm. In this study, for assessment of
genetic diversity among 70 Iranian Thymus, 30 semi-random ISJ (Intron-exon Splicing
Junction) primers were used. Total primers produced 694 bands that 683 bands were
polymorphic. Average band number per primer and per genotype was 23.13 and 9.91,
respectively. Cluster analysis using DARwin5 software and UPGMA method based on Dice's
similarity matrix divided accessions into 6 clusters. The highest similarity was estimated
between T. kotschyanus and T. transcaucasius and lowest similarity was estimated between T.
lancifolius and T. fedtschenkoi. The highest and lowest of polymorphic information content
(PIC) revealed by ITis36 and ITig2 primers, respectively. The highest and lowest marker
index (MI) included ET1s.33 and ET1s-6 primers, respectively. Results showed that clustering
based on cluster analysis partly adapted with geographical origin dispersion. Totally,
application of semi-random primers could be useful in assessment of genetic diversity of
Thymus accessions.
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