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Abstract
Objective
Genetic diversity in field crops has important role in breeding programs. The object of this
study were to evaluate the genetic diversity and association analysis of morphological traits
and mildew disease of wheat germplasm.
Material and Method
In the research 116 wheat genotypes were assessed for morphologic traits using a lattice
design with 3 replications in the research field of Gonbad Kavous University. Plants
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response to powdery mildew was also evaluated. 10 ISSR and IRAP markers were applied

for molecular analysis.

Results

There was a significant difference between genotypes for all measured traits except 1000
grain weight. In molecular evaluation using ISSR and IPBS markers, 57 bands were
amplified where 47 bands were polymorphic. The number of polymorphic bands was
ranged from 3 to 6 bands for each primer. The maximum polymorphic bands belonged to
PRI-14, PRI 43 and PRI 50 primer. The PIC and MIC values ranged from 0.35-0.88 and
0.62-3.14 respectively. The maximum percent of polymorphism belonged to PRI-13, PRI-
14, PRI-43, PRI-20 and PRI-10. The maximum Molecular Index was 3.14 in PRI-7.
Cluster analysis was grouped lines into three groups, which genotypes 60 and 786 were the
most resistance to Powdery mildew. Association analysis between markers and resistance

to powdery mildew revealed that total of 9 primers showed a connection to the character.

Conclusion
Based on the results of this research, genotypes with acceptable morphological traits and
resistance to powdery mildew could be screened for advanced wheat breeding programs.
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Table 2. Characteristics of studied 116 wheat lines.

5 ylowd Origin 55w
Entr

y
60 SW89.3064/STAR CMBW91Y01627S-13Y .../3/CHIL/ICHUM18//MILAN
137  NGB8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW90M2302-6M-010M.../3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN
138  NGB8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW90M2302-6M-010M.../3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN
140 NGB8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW90M2302-6M-010M.../3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN
143  NG8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW90M2302-6M-010M.../3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN
145 NG8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW90M2302-6M-010M.../3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN
146  NG8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW90M2302-6M-010M.../3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN
147  NG8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBWO0M2302-6M-010M.../3/WBLL1*2/TUKURU
150 NG8319/SHA4/LIRA CMBW90M2302-6M-010M.../3/WBLL1*2/TUKURU
151  NG8319/SHA4/LIRA CMBW9I0M2302-6M-010M.../3/WBLL1*2/TUKURU
152  NGB8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW9I0M2302-6M-010M.../3/MILAN/ATTILA/ATTILA-4Y
154  NGB8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBWOOM2302-6M-010M.../3/MILAN/ATTILA/ATTILA-4Y
156  NG8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW9I0M2302-6M-010M.../3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y
162  NGB8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW9I0M2302-6M-010M.../3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y
165 NG8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW9I0M2302-6M-010M.../3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y
168  NGB8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW9I0M2302-6M-010M.../3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y
170  NGB8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW90M2302-6M-010M.../3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y
172  NGB8319//SHA4/LIRA CMBW9I0M2302-6M-010M.../3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y
182  CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)//YACO/3/MUNIA/4/ALDAN/CIANOG7//PASTOR
183  CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)//YACO/3/MUNIA/4/ALDAN/CIANOG7//PASTOR
184  CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)//YACO/3/MUNIA/4/ALDAN/CIANOG7//PASTOR

LRe——

188 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)//'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/CHIL/ICHUM18//MILAN
189 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)//'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/CHIL/ICHUM18//MILAN
192 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/CHIL/ICHUM18//MILAN
193 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN
195 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/CHIL/ICHUM18//MILAN
197 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/CHIL/ICHUM18//MILAN
199 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/CHIL/ICHUM18//MILAN
201 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/WBLL1*2/TUKURU
209 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/WBLL1*2/TUKURU
213 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/WBLL1*2/TUKURU
214 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/WBLL1*2/TUKURU
215 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/I'YACO/3/MUNIA/4/WBLL1*2/TUKURU
218 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/IYACO/3/MUNIA/4/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y
221 CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/IY ACO/3/MUNIA/4/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y
227  Desconocido-7/3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN

228  Desconocido-7/3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN

229  Desconocido-7/3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN

233 Desconocido-7//WBLL1*2/TUKURU

235  Desconocido-7//WBLL1*2/TUKURU

237  Desconocido-7/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

239 Desconocido-7/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

240 Desconocido-7/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

242 Desconocido-7/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

244 Desconocido-7/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

245 Desconocido-7/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

246  Desconocido-7/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

251  Desconocido-7//WBLL1*2/TUKURU

257  Desconocido-7//WBLL1*2/TUKURU

258  Desconocido-7//WBLL1*2/TUKURU

263 IRENAB/BABAX//IPASTOR/4/MERUA//TURACO/CHIL/3/TAJAN
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269 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/4/MERUA//TURACO/CHIL/3/TAJAN

270 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/4/MERUA//TURACO/CHIL/3/TAJAN

271 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/4/MERUA//TURACO/CHIL/3/TAJAN

272 IRENAB/BABAX//IPASTOR/4/MERUA//TURACO/CHIL/3/TAJAN

273 IRENAB/BABAX//IPASTOR/4/MERUA//TURACO/CHIL/3/TAJAN

275 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/4/MERUA//TURACO/CHIL/3/TAJAN

278 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/4/MERUA//TURACO/CHIL/3/TAJAN

279 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/4/MERUA//TURACO/CHIL/3/TAJAN

282 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/ALDAN/CIANOG67//PASTOR

283 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/ALDAN/CIANOG67//PASTOR

286 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/ALDAN/CIANOG67//PASTOR

289 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/ALDAN/CIANOG67//PASTOR

291 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/ALDAN/CIANO67//PASTOR

292 IRENAB/BABAX//IPASTOR/3/ALDAN/CIANO67//PASTOR

302 IRENAB/BABAX//IPASTOR/3/ALDAN/CIANO67//[PASTOR

317 IRENAB/BABAX//IPASTOR/6/CATBIRD/NING8201/4/BLODAN/3/BB/7C*2//Y50E/KAL*3/5/TAJAN

318 IRENAB/BABAX//IPASTOR/6/CATBIRD/NING8201/4/BLODAN/3/BB/7C*2//Y50E/KAL*3/5/TAJAN

320 IRENAB/BABAX//IPASTOR/6/CATBIRD/NING8201/4/BLODAN/3/BB/7C*2//Y50E/KAL*3/5/TAJAN

323 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/6/CATBIRD/NING8201/4/BLODAN/3/BB/7C*2//Y50E/KAL*3/5/TAJAN

324 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/6/CATBIRD/NING8201/4/BLODAN/3/BB/7C*2//Y50E/KAL*3/5/TAJAN

327 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/6/CATBIRD/NING8201/4/BLODAN/3/BB/7C*2//Y50E/KAL*3/5/TAJAN

329 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN

330 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN

332 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN

333 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN

342 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/WBLL1*2/TUKURU

347 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/WBLL1*2/TUKURU

349 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/WBLL1*2/TUKURU

352 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/WBLL1*2/TUKURU

353 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/WBLL1*2/TUKURU

363 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/WBLL1*2/TUKURU

364 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

365 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

369 IRENAB/BABAX//PASTOR/3/MILAN/ATTILA//ATTILA-4Y

374 PARSI/MORVARID

376 PARSI/MORVARID

391 PARSI//SW89.3064/STAR CMBW91Y01627S-13Y...

394 PARSI/4/CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/IY ACO/3/MUNIA

395 PARSI/4/CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/IY ACO/3/MUNIA

397 PARSI/4/CROC-1/AE.SQ.(224)/IY ACO/3/MUNIA

405 PARSI/Desconocido-7

566 SIVAND/90-Zhong 87

577 SIVAND/90-Zhong 87

579 SIVAND/90-Zhong 87

580 SIVAND/90-Zhong 87

585 SIVAND/90-Zhong 87

648 Tajan/Somai #3/3/ALDAN/CIANO67//PASTOR

762 Milan/Sha7/4/0ASIS/SKAUZ//4*BCN/3/2*PASTOR(514EB2th)/5/ATRAK/WANG-SHUI-BAI

767 Milan/Sha7/4/0OASIS/SKAUZ//4*BCN/3/2*PASTOR(514EB2th)/5/ATRAK/WANG-SHUI-BAI

769 Milan/Sha7/4/0ASIS/SKAUZ//4*BCN/3/2*PASTOR(514EB2th)/5/ATRAK/WANG-SHUI-BAI

770 Milan/Sha7//WAXWING*2/KIRITATI(521EB2th)/3/SW89.3064/STAR CMBW91Y01627S-13Y ...

773 Milan/Sha7//WAXWING*2/KIRITATI(521EB2th)/3/SW89.3064/STAR CMBW91Y01627S-13Y ...

778 SW89.3064/STAR CMBW91Y01627S-13Y...//Desconocido-7/3/MORVARID

786 SW89.3064/STAR CMBW91Y01627S-

13Y.../4/ABAX/LR42//BABAX*2/3/VIVITSI(520EB2th)/5/MORVAR

787 SW89.3064/STAR CMBW91Y01627S-
13Y.../4/ABAX/LR42//BABAX*2/3/VIVITSI(520EB2th)/5/MORVAR

806 SW89.3064/STAR CMBW91Y01627S-13Y...//Somai #3/3/MORVARID
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826  Golestan/4/BABAX/LR42//BABAX*2/3/VIVITSI(520EB2th)/5/MORVARID

831 %)\I(estanM/BABAX/LR42//BABAX*2/3/VIVITSI(520EBZth)/5/SW89.3064/STAR CMBW091Y01627S-
894 90-Zhong 87/3/SHA7//[HAHN"S"2/PRL"S"/ATTILA/KAUZ/4/CHIL/ICHUM18//MILAN

910 Ghahar/3/SHA7//HAHN"S"2/PRL"S"/ATTILA/KAUZ/4/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN

915 Ghahar/3/SHA7//HAHN"S"2/PRL"S"/ATTILA/KAUZ/4/CHIL/CHUM18//MILAN

920 FONG CHAM/3/Shanghai 7//Hahn"S"*2/Prl"S"/4/MORVARID

927 GIZA 168/3/SHA7//HAHN"S"2/PRL"S"/ATTILA/KAUZ/4/MORVARID

929  Soisson/Pishtaz//Shiroodi /3/MORVARID

930  Soisson/Pishtaz//Shiroodi /3/MORVARID

Ly SBUT 4 g 0390 @ye yia due 53 youwl O Cus 4 B. graminis  cla gl b oo S8BT 315 oas oolol (gladiges
Sy b @ye yosilo ¥ aw ) 4l wdy (G olas Ghjled b esilwodgl] I oy wiin S ilow 2b5)) W05 Jitie

%) & DNA gzl (Eichmann & Huckelhoven 2008; Kouhestani et al. 2016) ¢é,5 < )50

o b9y 4 3l 5 €85 el o)y F ael ST U5 g5y 6555 DNA 59 oSl PCR Sy plosl 51 ey
el 5 355,5 sy IRAP 5 ISSR (gl Silis 1 oslitusl b bbaisi o oS £65 08,5 &yp0 0,5 oy
SPSS EXCEL sl )ljélp s 5l onlizl b 05698590 (slaodly Julow g 4550 canl osid 03,91 ¥ Jgao ;> odlazul 3,90
A5 4o Popgene liele s sl eslatwl b o5 g ho O ygods L aijliel e JeUse (slaosls .ai plosl SAS 4
4 Cala il s Glgl3 g 2l (B8 S0 b S3ET e les )08 1 a3t o (PIC) ISSuiy leMbl lgime
Rana & ) cul olSolx yo 53 g 3525 pie gl Ol 5 oSyl o 5 )l 3929 Jlslyd PI ol 1o 45 45 dloms 05 900

(Bhat 2004

PIC=} 2 pidi (V) 4kl
ol sl [ Sily oS cunl jige a8 i s EMR dlasly cpl 13 10 diwlins 5 ygeo 4 (6,005 a3 ls piizcon

By s sz gl JS ol NP ¢35 alasly 53 33,5 oo drolomo Y= ¥ bl 5l g sl g0 muodlyp)) S 5 25290 S5 2l
(Yehetal. 1997) col la)lg S sliws & NP St (slonlgs ol o
MI =PICXxEMR

EMR= npxj
opls a3l o (Naghavi et al. 2008) 5  Sus5 g5 (adli (ige ol sl aile (S5 £955 (sloo,lol ylo

F95990 9 (3909890 (slmodld y b3l 03,5 awlxe POPGENE jéls 5 5l exlazul L (Shanon & Weaver 1963)

15 ol SPSS ) salizal L
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Table 3. Characteristics of used primer.

T —

Siklojled 55K 6L (31,5 Blw 4> 53 ) (y99l2 b Sl Jly

Primer code Primer Name Touchdown (-C) Primer sequence
PRI-7 ISSR 50-55 5-ACACACACACACACACC-3
PRI-13 ISSR 50-55 5-GAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAA-3
PRI-14 ISSR 50-55 5-CACACACACACACACAA-3
PRI-20 ISSR 54-59 5-TCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCG-3
PRI-31 ISSR 50-55 5-GAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAT-3
PRI-37 ISSR 54-59 5-CACACACACACACACAG-3
PRI-42 ISSR 54-59 5-CACACACACACACACAT-3
PRI-43 ISSR 50-55 5-AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGC-3
PRI-45 ISSR 50-55 5-GTCGTCGTCGTCGTCGTCA-3
PRI-50 5-

CACTTCAAATTTTGGCAGCGGATC-
IRAP 62-67 3

xS oIl Slio alos sl ey o (F Joi2) (Sigdsdrge Clie (uib)ly w0 jl Jols @ls bl

Mae oy i gl YYF 5 VIV YA AYY OFY A0Y slacwis; il 2535 (5,0 e OB o )d S o 40 ol
oY bl plgie 4 i)l cp e LAY Cigl g cnpelissh lyie 4 glB)) (i8S L ¥ Gy g 0Shes
) 4 (0 Jsin) (08 S (Solow 4 pAS ey 00 (2STy uSilie (shulio Join Lobulyy wioned Ad b yue
O Slow 4 S (55508 Cunglie YV 9 AT FY+ (slacuips] o Wbl (g yide Cungliie (6)lows 2 Cond VA 9 7+ AAR
FeilaS by flis paS (6)09 St 4 Cuoglie (gl paiS iu duel (pY Fr (59, g adllas Mg wlus pBy 55 9 0D
s9 N-83-13 (Y ipslio 5 239 (olusrda oY 4 5 plie slon Jolo & Cod ¥ VY talojl 250 oY
N-80-19 N-80-16 .C-73-5 N-78-8 izl (slo¥ wcs,%e> inlojl 55 cyizxen (MoNaAzzah et al. 2008)
g ol b g ol do oY g Bl plo 5 cnyipslie plyisa il Jolo @) 4 T a4 cuns M-81-13,
Slao (5 Jgia) @yeyie ;3 (oolaidl 5, Slas cCho sly slals po o)) 455 wls elel » (Karimi et al. 2006)
sob & Slio pl s Jho 3)ly cuigay Sy Jsb g aliw JS (159 caalS dhaad by (el « Sl 0 Shes
3fdes 59y 3 A e S5gdom 0des culul (b g 83,8 g | (o3lal 5 Shoe Clyis S o> AVF S
Oy udldy a3l (Sojlam 2es iy 4wl Foslhe 3 Sles 4 i jolateds &S 3 St Gl 9 et

Sl Gl ) Sy Jsbo 9 abs S
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Table 4. Variance analysis of studied morphological traits in 116 wheat genotypes.

. . n g
= E i = i 3 = -E!J "g
i Eoned 98 3% A% 3¢z 2F i duws
S5 3§ —qa; ig a: 'ﬁ“%,a 03 FE Y
) =] ... o= ' Fo— — H =
Lt ™ R ! . . =3 = = - R i g
qg -?E ’LEE ?'E %% \} rF: \_;'.)ﬁﬁ Q}ﬁ [N -—1ygjﬂ
i [ . -T1] = ) :ﬁ - = *J sb‘l.'l '.J -
& i - 2 & 2
[=]
0.14* 0.06" 7007 00.20%  331% 004%™  (Q28%  54.06" 113 Genotype
005 0.04= 7003 3762% 1S54m0 123 QQ07= 9798 2 Replication
0.07 0.028 18.57 51.83 1.62 0.46 0.11 15.53 230 Error
402 530 17.07 14.18 7.22 11.78 9231 12.89 CV ol cqpd
B k=] g g
. = 3 @ E - Bl : 2
! - o _ = ] . = - T b =
11 4% 4% 33 42 33 3% s ol 4
= T e o + g e by, 2 ok ! a T4 g
N N 3 d bl e 5 = o =B ] _i_: ‘8
E A g 14 3 R S8 Fg A0
8 VIRC R A 2 g g ia 32 9t Ty
5 M = 3 2 ’ = o o
— (] A

21.19%  25034762* 3204489.2% 201.61% 2725  147.1% 35203452 731= 115 Genotype
1297% 15148782 1213743% 34246% 079" 37.08% 80407026 1550% 2  Replication
1042 17846067 2337535 3472 233 3639 10343372 771 230 Erer

9.43 10.86 113 847 11.33 26.53 2373 8.7 CV ol s

Ao o L 1) o dme BB 2939 pas 5 do)d B 5 ) Jlain] o )0 (g1 ixe i )5 4y NS

($3997 S s (G sloms & S Cudgif 00 (S Ty il ylg 42505 .0 Jgua
Table 5. Variance analysis of 50 wheat genotypes to powdery mildew.

EPR Sk Glow 4 (Sl il 42y Olys bl
Response to Powdery mildew Degree of Source of variation
freedom
36.53* 49 Genotype 43,

2 100 Error s
24.29 Coefficient of Variation «l,us oo

Sodom 2,kas (il L YAY 5 YAV 5 VFY o)led (cloceiysy 45 10,5 pasule odal Cusd & s Bk (rizeen

loadlye & 4jo5 g pAS (TP 03 (ST 95 (yn @B Mg 38 VL 3 Sles ()l pB)) e 4 s i
Owmed Aoles dn g |y @lyuss 1 as s YA/E 15,06 aily 5,Slee 5 dliis jorbs loj wlS elas)) Ciaws dw a8 3l flis Lol
slaie 4 (Kara et al. 2016) wsl o 4y B aliw > 6l dlaws g &by Hlia oy59 Slao lawes @l jl ooy YEIV
o lgie dy dild 3 Slas biwly pl 53 L ad edlaiiwl Cole o0 5 &l 3 Slos 1y Olas padiuns pf g paiiane SIS )y
5 it i plyie & 00 o <opal 305 5 el IS iy Sty oo <ubloy, Sl ol 35St 5 iy
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P b aSles 69y p 1y et Sl it Seiglen 3See a5 0l (L cule 45 5l ol mls Lad 485 L
a3 Slas g9y p peiians S o yieS Adb o il 0,Slee (D Glao oyl Coodl sdimdy Lis a8 (+/AFY) sl mpesie
Sy Jsb g i JS 59 by pasls Go)b 5l Sglen 2o (pizman [/ 48) 25 Sy Job o 4y 3lxte
S 8 5,Slae dgug sl cplplo (B Jod) cudly Cute g pabitie e Bl fo WY g o/oVY /WA polie b sy
38es Cute g it Pl yide S92y Ml i9ps Cullip adld g At S 0y on YU Gl oy,
Seyed Aghamiri et al. ) ol sis Sl 35 o5 udize bwgs Cule 4505 @l ulwl y &l 5)Slae  S3glsn
Soiolgm 3,Shes Slao 4 by aily 3, Shae p Cuto g paitans Sl 1 1 355 45 45 LS asuie ,Sod audss 45 (2010

(Norkhalaj et al. 2010) 59, oL £lis,| ) by yo o § puiians p5b (255,30 9 39 by asli

P8 Cuwigii VYT 0 olail s Slas (gl sl po g )55 oG - Joos

Table 6. Results of stepwise regression for economic yield in 116 wheat genotypes.

3 laitl glas O 5 b olae
Standard Error Regression coefficient Traits
1048.38+ 0.003 0.337#* Biologic Slgm 3 )Slas
yield
8963.441+** 2.785 118.992#* Harvest cuslyy asls
index
3967.235#* 0.165 0.329+¢ Number of  axalS sl
seedling
4827.933#* 0.008 "0.021* Spike Al IS 039
weight
6208.226** 13.197 35.68%* Awn Sy Jobo
length
Adjusted R? 0.994 -4.199 (Intercept)lue jl (o,e

o8l 4l cuys s UPGMA iy, &y ol adss 40 jl oslil b cuisij 00 (og)S 5l Jols amlis oll

D9 09)5 (PSS @i WL pgd 09,5 9 (2S5 is) YV L pgw 09)5 () JSKB) LA e 095 A &) rados
g gl YYF 5 YYY &Y SV SV Slacais) pow 09,5 0 ko (sl widg calud oy i (slyld og )5 315 51,8l
Syude Al gl sl 4o 55 AV 5 0FF sl sl cpwiomen 9 YOV VY slacuisl 9 VAR YWWA lacuiss) ¢ S ke
5 o3l 3y90 (6l S5le] by 00iiS ey e 3blie wiSS plply witwn dolay la,S5lis 5l ISSR (ol S5Lis kg
S92 93 arme Jolse 3B Al .l 008 09,8 S5 3 (6l a3l glite (Slaces (55 )l)B o Yot ¢ 0l

(Roldan-Ruiz et al. 2001) cusls ;g s 5l w1y wliscsy, olio
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Table 7- Correlation coefficient analysis to direct and indirect effects for Economic yield
in 116 wheat Genotypes.

LSS Sunmod Indirect effect  palwe s Ol 51
LBl o, Slos Job 55 39 Slass ol 3 ,Sos <l

Correlation sy, alouw aals il g9 SUidlor  paliwe

with - . " _ _ _
Economic Awn Spike Number Harvest Biologic  Direct

. length  weight of index yield effect
yield seedling
Seilom 2 Sas
0.950%*# 0.013 0.077 -0.151 0.018 - 0.942  Biologic
yield
caby jasls
0.322+#* 0.004 -0.038 0.018 - 0.006 0.304 Harvest
index
aalS s
0.008 0.0025  0.016 - 0.0086 -0.022 0.014 Num. of
seedling
0.103 -0.0135 - 0.0108 0.011 0.0073 0.09 %Jf“."’.’
Spike weight
0.145 - 0.0013 0.00016  0.00013 0.00012  0.009 Sl b
Awn length

sy o) 45 canl 03l Lz ISSR (ela Sl ) oslizul b payed piS ises Vo Su) £95 byl 5l ol il

£95 ISSR )S3is (sagif lalllas )3 o 03 (aseia (yioren (sl diged (63 olad (S €95 lp @y 5 o O3]
£55 9y y s 5> (Moradi & Chaghamirza 2007) ses e ol RAPD (Slis 4 o (6 yuden SleMbl
Ol GlwasS Laulyd 3 (b paS slacsiy) M a5 ISSR S5l i eslial b (b pasS gy WY (S5
4 5s (Kalate arab et al. 2010) sus anaib cglite 09,5 B )3 (wyp dyge slacies &5 woly Lis s
5 5 bog S 51 Sy (855l 31> (LS sl 3,87 (sl 095 A 13 |y o] «Sjglgd g0 lao (ulal  sladgs
555 OF ol Jl 05,5.(A Jgin) 15 armlome IS 0Siko 51 Ioass 1 S yo s5ko Sl aoys (ol 90 i
(LS j p)5ekS) YAANVE &b 3 Slas 1Sho b pgd 09,5 g (HiSa 3 p,55LS) FIFAFA aib 5 Sl 1 Siko o
S 5o 0555 35 3 (a3 p,S5kS OYFEIVA) wls 5,Skee Sk a5 J i3 T L pgs 05,5 5 39 il YAJLS
s wile (03 Sos Slio Jlas 5l Lol 392 51355 52 503 0935 53 4 Conmd 3V 35 51 gl 09,5 iy (a3l Jlas 5155
P 09)5 @yeyie y> dxiy Ml 9 Sufglon 3 Slee Sliv Jlai I iman g axdiiw Sl g adgs S 1))y AdeS > &b
Slalllas )3 395 00 dpogs ald 3 Soe ialEl Cax > Mol (sl W ags J1)55 0 VL (05 51 50> 0955 95 & s

A
Agricultural Biotechnology Journal; Printing ISSN: 2228-6705, Electronic ISSN: 2228-6500



RN,

(VYA 52l ¥ lond <)Y 2,95) (6559l (55595 gt o

8

w
i

@

e, Slan Lolulp o)l pygd paS a,lg VYo (cladss o5 ol ool Cowd 4 disoj opl > Fglite gl pbtite o
Fang et al. ) 5,8 puuds o 09,5 0 4 adgs K gaild 3,8ae g &l Jl5a 150 ddgd [0 aby slis s Jgbo algy
Foyo yio yd doniy Ml &S WS et 5 o (sl 09,5 90 j0 ) Le‘j pAS Coigi WO gaalllas b uioen (1996

(Masoudi et al. 2017) 5> &ils 3, Shas b oYL (Siuusod

g 528 588 2 glu g sleise sl eee= s s Es s
N |85 8 828 g ENESRUYE RS ERERERESHERIRFER

2%

i %

B2 ® SN SR8 RS B8

Distance

ARAP 4 ISSR (s ;Ui wle! i 0l Cagh§ 00 Glanigh 4355 ol,5g,n .Y JSud

Figure 1. Cluster Analysis of 50 wheat genotypes based on ISSR and IRAP markers.

ol olwly g UPGMA o ,631 1 oslal b (6509 St (g)low 4 Cuoglio (sly odly (gladsgs 4500
Solow plp 92503 09,5 93 & Cannd Jgl 09)5 3 )13 (ol 5 Lawlgis cpglio 09,5 w53 |y LY (Y JS8) (ol
0955 (2S5 45 pow 09,8 b St gl oSy o (5902 )50d Slog)S & i (s550S (S S g 39 ppglie
05,5 Slaquis) S (il 3,5 SIS S e )3 (e IS 0l g iy (gilon 4 ol (5l Coles 35
Sslshige Clio lul p (laded 435 pow 5 Jol 05,5 )0 %0 Sk & Cunglie (ol slades 4325 > g
WS &S Lbews) om jl Se S yiie begyS ol 0 YD § VEY XYE VY AY. AVe clacuiy) o <d)S )3
Slabgs 4350 pow 09,5 1 A¥Y 5 YVA WVA (clacyY b S )18 pg3 09,5 13 (6539 S 4 Caaglio bl py (glddgs
)8 (JSge (sl )L Sl eslaal b (Su59398)50 lao (ol
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Table 8. Mean and standard deviation of each group from general mean in yield and yield
component.

(Group 3)Y 29,5 (Group 2)Y 29,5 (Group 1)) 29,5

Glodl ofile  dlpdl oSbe ekl ke wlae
Deviation = Mean Deviation Mean Deviation Mean
-2.28 32.852 3.18 27.38" 0.02 30.54%  Peduncle ISl Jobo
height
-0.19 3.59¢ 0.17 3.23¢2 0.04 3.37° Peduncle Sl lad
diameter
-0.06 5.82¢ -0.12 5.87°2 0.02 547%  Awn Sy Jobo
length
-0.03 17.67% -0.02 17.67°2 0.04 17.61%  Number of i dlaas
spikelet
-1.7 53.9¢ 1.54 50.65? 0.48 51.71% Number of a8 sl
floret
-1.95 38.332 2.49 33.89° -0.04 36.41 % abg &l slas
Number of grain/spike
0.25 15.57¢ -0.94 16.76 2 0.52 15.03¢ asgs > Sgr ails slaw
Number of unfilled
grain/spike
-0.03 3.17¢ 0.01 3.13¢ 0.01 3.13¢ Grain aly Jlad
diameter
-0.06 6.82 0.06 6.67° 0.01 6.73%  Grain ab Jobo
height
-0.16 32.062 0.5 31.4° -0.07 31.97% 1000-G &l )l 59
weight
-157.48  4438.42° 27234 4008.6° 10.71  4270.23"° Spike asgs IS 03
weight
-6.32 203.82¢ 15.89 181.61° -4.91 202.41*  Number of aals sl
seedling
-84.17 558.77 2 70.96  403.75¢ 12.87  461.84° Number a5y Ao
of tiller
-3.57 90.85% 5.04 82.24" 0.6 86.68 ° )
Height
1144.4  5344.78% 1281.85 2918.54¢ 9514  4105.25° dlasil > Slos
Economic yield
-3568.06 15862.75% 3550.64 8744.05¢ 524.62 11770.06° S99, Slas
Biologic yield
0.52 33.712 0.83 33.392 -0.68 34912 iy asls

Harvest index
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Figure 2- Cluster Analysis of 50 wheat genotypes to powdery mildew.

Jsl 09,5 b 6ydg S &y Conglie bl (Sladd ajo5 55 pow 09,5 3l 15 VAR 9 VAT AV VA (slacuiss;
S pbe Shig] oppide Gl 58 09,5 93 (nl &5 3y Sy (Sigshiee lao il p bowig] lades 4
Canglio Lo 5l Jy 5391 VL 35 el (90, Kkas Slao Lld a4 10 5 ¥YY YYD XYY YYD OVA clacaisi) bids:
B2z STV o 2)90 SN Ve 5l oS ol (s s sl ey ol pB)] i (6)0 St (glon &
Sisin e TV Ll o ) 4 3l ol |y 55 lSe OY IS ysboay eslitl 350 (sla 53T 3l ol ], (psllas
Loyd (pSike g o9 JSBSS Ll doy> VO/BD o JSsain Lkl Lo yd AD/FA oad LSis (slasl S ) asly ogllas
e |y Sl ol &8l o] coorimd (L5 Lings ol > ol S5 M 6Vl o b 350, AP/ JSuin
21 518 skl 350 pAS Slacwe ) SUSE ¢ slwlid ;0 Lied ;08 Jlpl SO g
skl b olime b a2l axsls ¥ 5 Lt b (S5 abols cldllas 5 oolitel 3y50 ojlgnlas, (sla,Silis
2S5 1y 8l s 5 e coimgk opl pd edlitul 5)se sla,Silis aen (Barker 1999) wl el dlalol s
PRI (clo,Slis 393 o caslio S35 g5 cslasalll (gl aalllas ol 5 o3lizsl 350 ol St ol pliy (4 o) 53905
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Nazari cllas ;5 .59 b FIY Lsgio jsbos 35 B Y 51 55T o (el ons ololis JSaais slalSe slass ol L
(55 e yn 5l ond piSS ela P ol .l onds s JS5ET o el Jlgs YIF ply sue o) (2014) & Abdoshahi
(Roder et al. 1998) 5> 555 45 o slp Ko )] (29 camlio lime p (ouiins (3
/M i L PRET7 (Sl g +/0+ lawgio jobdy 5 pite «/AM G /Y0 I (PIC) ISus SleMbl glgixe
o1el s 4y gl obl yy cpizmed 13313 olas] 38 4y |y PIC Mo a8 +/¥D ke b PRI 13 S0t g iy
ol sse 350310l el o plme Lasls ol g +/SVE e L PRI 37 (Sl 4y sl oyl jasls e oy
PRI20 S5l g it +/-AA L /¥0 (i 95 o5 ol ot (5 5ad L 3550 ciomon ol (G5 il S oSSz
b 3ygl s <YV [aslis ool pSole iy |y 5 (asli Hlade (+/+AA) o jieS g (+/¥0) Cpyiiw iy 4 g PRIBL
YIVY Jade b PRI 7 (Slis 4 o b WL 5 +/5Y Jlaie L PRI 37 Silis 4 MI (o, S5ls sl oy pie8 uizean
S o) Jlade oy ol b Sl plo a4 cans SHET ol YL S8 @18 oaimdLis 45T s ol olais]
cpl 4 3l oLt &S 3 sy Voo Jlie L PRISO 5 PRI 43 PRI 20 PRI 14 PRI 13 o, Silis 4 slee
2o ¥Y/AD L PRI 37 S5l a0 IS win suop> jlade oy diiand cowlio pAS ig) 485 (owyp slp b,S0Lis
LPRIBL Sjlel el 550 P ol o208 5 VAYA Jlaie b PRI20 55 (cly S50 T oliss oy cdly oliass]
2oy il s 4 ISSR-14 &8 3905 oo loine cord duslie (S5 (sla sl wluly el cavd 4 VIVF e
alllas 3590 Cumox 59y 2 ) £95 Cpid b (JSSae SlMDI [y 5 6L asld ((JSbae ) oKl
o BB ISy ol 5 wsSajgnm « SSROSIET V- jloslisal b o paiS o) Fr (S5 95 oy 2 ool il
Nazari & ) 15,5 by paiS pl6)) (S5 £55 oyt )3 coslio S gt 2 L ol o olol 2 8 oo Lt
puS Mol sla Y g oyl K55 55 mlolis el ISSR ST Ve 5l S ulejl 5> (Abdoshahi 2014
b oss plosl saddllan 5> (Najafi et al. 2011) woly oLis JSbais oad g3 (sla,lg duoyd> A+ /Y Tegore 45 05 03litl
Gy 0ail)s 55 bl o & 3 L b wn ey Slao s, 2 ISSR 5 RAPD (ela,Silis 5l eslizl
wor B oeeen (Zvingila et al. 2012) woly ol JSsas @ladad ao )y OY/A-ADIY ks ISSR jRAPD
10> QY oS w5 1S5 W1 AYD gsaime 55 S ol ol ISSR JsSge 5T 51 oolisl b g5 cuisij V¥ LS55 g5
>l JoSo a)55lel < ISSR g, p3 5 bl ;1 (Ahmadi et al. 2017) 5us ools jaseis JS5 x> lgcas b I
@Y daw Slgice oy cnl Sl odlaul cplply SloaSly gl julpw 3 g, )3 & Wb Slojlgaless)

(Fabriki et al. 2009) 18 ool 1, JSsxs

A
Agricultural Biotechnology Journal; Printing ISSN: 2228-6705, Electronic ISSN: 2228-6500

LRe——



(VYA 52l ¥ lond <)Y 2,95) (6559l (55595 gt o

RN,

ARAP 4 ISSR (gl ,55Uis 1 oaliies] U piS caigi§ 00 w5l Jols gl A Jgoa

Table 9. Results from investigating on 50 wheat genotypes using ISSR and IRAP primers.
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. L labgs S5Kiel
Ne H : Na PIC Mi Ay St Number Primer
Polymorphis Polymorphi of pands Name

m ¢ bands

173354 0.3948 057748 2 0.88 3.14 71.42 5 7 ISSR7(PR7)
158525 0.3462 0.302896 2 0.35 14 100 4 4 ISSR13(PR13)
1.69125 0.39533 0.580266 2 0.49 2.94 100 6 6 ISSR14(PR14)
1.829775 0.45 0.5468 2 0.48 1.92 100 4 4 ISSR20(PR20)

1.1145  0.09866 0.197 2 043 0.77 60 3 5 ISSR31(PR31)
1.77083 0.425866 0.614566 2 0.49 0.62 42.85 3 7 ISSR37(PR37)
1.66276 0.36808 0.54948 2 0.49 2.03 83.33 5 6 ISSR42(PR42)
154776 0.35133 0535233 2 048 2.88 100 6 6 ISSR43(PR43)
1.732283 0.4072 0591283 2 0.48 2.46 85.71 6 7 ISSR45(PR45)
1.73112 0.41296 0.60058 2 0.48 2.4 100 5 5 IRAP50(PR50)
1.6549 0.3747 05522 2 050 2.056 84.331 4.7 57 Mean Sle

GG M JSwis OleMb! glgios (PIC (9l (ad Wi Il (5 (S5 g9 (ad bl THE (g0 W1 3lasi (NE

NE: Number of Efficient allele, HE: Nee genetic diversity index, I: Shanon index, PIC: Polymorphic

Information Content, MI: Marker Index

bls)) o clio ool b TP (Ve Jgin) o8 0l oLt (Sofslged Slio 5 oy Silis o blo )l 4520 5l Jol> gl

PRI Sl aimsh lio b 1) bl e «ss bls) 0 gl a5 PRI13-1 5 PRI 42-3 cla,Silis . sl o

5 caaly Loyl aliw jeals U oy sl 5 Sy, Jsb «Suioloid (Siwy by jasls (SOl jhé claw 1,42-3

adbgd ;D Sgr by oliw 5 il yad ol dlus (Sl Jsbo ils Jlsa 59 a8l Slaw b 3o PRIL3-1 Sl cpiscen

&l slaws g Sl Jsbo ls jlia 59 ¢ Al Hoals B jgy ol wlaw b b3yl ¥ glls PRI 31-1 ,Slas sl bl

L L)l ¥ iy Sy ,» PRI 42-4 4 PRI 20-4 PRI 13-3 PRI 13-2 PRI 7-3 (sl Silis .55 adgs > Sy

PRI Sl .cusl bls,l asy sl g ety jadls (golaidl 5,Slas oliw L PRI 7-3 Slis .xsg calisee wlaw

aorliis i Sy Jobo Slao b PRI 13-3 S5l g £lisy) 5 cuilsyy sl ¢ JSihy Jsb ol b bls,| l513-2

3Sles g ay sl (ool 5 Slee Slas b b3 ¢y PRI 20-4 T el bls)l abgs 0 Sg ails sl

L o Sl b il b)) el 5 Sijolnsed (Sipms) cdrbiins s Clio b PRI 42-4 5L o 59y 59050

SOy b cglis ) Sl o 5 398 byl oy piiber sl SSUE VY L Sy il s o ingy Sl b bl g0 |y

Jod a9 L 0 L byl gyl JSShy Job 5 cubby edli clae sl bl Sl £ b asdow sl
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)8 5Lsl 3 RAPD [ Slis & cand sy Sledbl g £45 ISSR KL og; clalllas (5 oS 0 astdie (i o
e a9 03905 Jutus 1) (K55 95 byl « JeNge sla,Silis 5,8 (Moradi & Choghamirza 2006) ses .
o) (Kara et al. 2016) wsb oo W jigy plo (gly mlio 03Kl umes )3 g4 b3y ;D Cd yimed 9 YU e yu
Luwgs ond oanlin S5 JSbas omen (Hai et al. 2015) 15,5 o5 )5 olsn 9 of bulps 86 cov b Silis
Slao I odal Cawd 4 SleMbl y Logy) 45 amd o &) Cuigis o 4o b gyl coge SleMbl ( JoSge (cla SiLis
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Table 10. Associate analysis of ISSR and IRAP molecular markers for studied morphological traits.

i E E
A R Ak "L-E A b "L-E
48 L@ . 48 te . 48 Y& .
o 8 3-5§ "1% 5 S-E ié " 3 S-E ié
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FOF Jg wg 8§ M OF gF wg 23 BOOF g5 Mg 2%
2% 11 i R B 5% 1§ 1§
e i i
(Height) glas,| (Mumber of spikelet] il o s [Mumber of unfillad graim) g, £l ol
922 6484 1.543 0421**  PR13-2 98l 8691 0.485 0.385* PR 424 831 7.173 0.810 -0.290% PR 43-3
1461 8132 3823 -0333* PR424 1293 TI1M4 0.266 0333*  PRI133 1531 7479 0.593 0.315% PR 37-3
1391  BRTL 1737 0302 PR3IT2 1423 7186 0237 0.182* PR452 1812 7612 0.623 -0.730%= PR 454
1623 9404 23567 0402 PRI44 1362 7479 0.316 0353 PRI3-1 1932 7983 0.336 0.434% PR 14-3
1637 9.090 1986 0328  PR2(-2 1632 7779 0.262 0334 PRI4-1 2112 8333 0.730 0203 PR 43-6
1737 1020 1886  0300** PRI46 1732 7613 0.463 0227 PR74 1231 8743 0.650 0.522% PR 153-2
50.106 imtercept] Lz 5| 200 16.477 (mtercept) Lo 5| Lae 1298 B.9EE 0.620 0.256% PR 13-3
(Avm length) S, b (Mumber of floret] 4ol 2l 3002 5218 1111 0.320% PR 15-1
9.63 6717 0133 0386* PR423 1136 6960 14.367 037%*  PRI7-1 3132 10381 0699  -0.413 PR 43-1
1326 6648 0.147 0442*  PR13-3 11953 6.740 153570 0523 PR436 3321 11373 0.614 0.244% PR 42-2
1712 7047 0.138 030%*  PR37-3 1231 7.108 13.333 0414*  PR42-1 3425 11792 1.432 02116* PR31-1
19.63 7341 0243 -0.28%*  PR74 1296 71M 11.287 0282  PRI134 3493 12412 0704 -0.191* PR 14-3
3667 (mtercept) Lo §1 a0 217718 (mtercept) lis 3l & 13934 [intercapt) lis 51 o
[1000-Grain weight) £l e -z (Ecologie vield] sl 3 5las (Peduncle diameter) |55l g
1625 7287 0402 03%4*  PR454 621 8336 266680 0389 PR204 851 15322 0.071 0.332% PR.42-3
1645 86373 0.76% 0308  PRI131 933 7797 235482 0330  PRT3 1432 03107 0.151 04742 PE.13-1
1731 6141 0.540 0.26%*  PR31-1 943 7982 246600 -0306° PRI134 1932 12499 0.069 0.344% PE.43-2
31.197 (mtercept) Lo §1 a0 338455 {mtercept] Lis 51 épe 1993 12081 0.086 0.365% PE.50-3
[Grain length) «l2 b [Biologic yield) <3l 3, 5las 2013 12309 0.068 0.284% PE.43-3
1324 6240 0.061 0.33%*  PRI03 932 8044 837407 0475  PFRI04 21121 11.665 0.066 -0.203* PR 4535
6.622 (mtercapt) lus §1 a0 1021 6389  818.076 0232*  PR451 752 [mtereapt] L 51 200
(Mumber of seeding) ol 5l 5444 852 (mtercept) e 3l e (Harvest index) =302, ails
8121 6,097 1.453 0351*  PR373 (Peduncle length) il Lk 792 6.040 0.723 0.483% PR.13-2
1259 3676 1.324 -0387*  PR434 1126 3744 1707 0384* PR312 812 9.853 0.704 0.557% PR7-3
313274 ({mtercept) L j1 &,e 16.21 6.623 1332 0.603* PR 30-3 338 10.238 0.872 0.330% PR 14-3
MNumber of tiller) sz, sl 1932 73M4 2617 -0.341*  PR31-1 932 S.464 0.79% 0379 PR.434
1211 6855 25010 0376  PRT3 2123 7506 1.0%3 0.316* PRT-1 966 3574 0.668 -0.234* PR 42-3
13.69 7383 28.303 0.33% PR204 1298 7476 2342 0267 PR 13-1 32657 [intercept] [ 51 b,
377.017 (mtercept] lis 51 a0 19232 (imtercept) lus 5l e
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Table 11. Associate analysis of molecular markers for response to Powdery mildew.

. 3 il gllad O%;): g ;‘;)(‘; oalys
Standard error cogfficient Primer
77.896 0.448 0.524+ PR 50-3
106.827 0.516 0.566%* PR 45-1
89.745 0.520 -0.398** PR 20-1
78.612 0.436 0.204+ PR 50-5
70.389 0.331 -0.173* PR 50-1
67.586 0.515 -0.235#* PR 7-1
64.761 0.228 0.099% PR 37-2
63.561 0.533 0.235#*# PR 50-2
63.847 0.490 0.162* PR 42-1
Adjusted R? 0.976 2.547 (intercept) lus ;1 (o ,e
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