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Abstract
Objective
Identification of associated markers with important agricultural traits is one of the most
important methods for accelerating the transfer of desirable traits to other genotypes and
their tracking. The aim of this research was to study the genetic diversity and
identification of molecular markers related to drought tolerance traits in foxtail millet

[Setaria italica (L.) P. Beauv.] genotypes using the AFLP molecular marker.

Materials and methods

In this study, 21 genotypes of foxtail millet were studied in three growing seasons
(2013, 2014 & 2016). Drought tolerance indices and correlation between them with
grain yield and biological yield were calculated. In order to identify molecular markers
associated with drought tolerance traits, association analysis was performed by using

the Mixed Linear Model (MLM) and 12 primer combinations of AFLP. Also, marker
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indices and principal components analysis (PCA) were performed using GenAlEx 6.5

software

Results

The primer combinations used in this study generated a total of 443 scorable bands, of
which 316 (71%) were polymorphic. The mean of polymorphism information content
(PIC) was 0.24, the mean of Shannon index was 0.38, and the mean of Marker index
was 6.22. Also, M-CTG/E-ACC, M-CAA/E-ACC and M-CTA/E-AAC were the most
efficient combinations in investigating the diversity of genotypes studied. Based on the
results of PCA, the first and second components justify 61.13 percent of the changes.
The results of this study showed that HARM, GMP, and MP indices were the best
indices for differentiation of drought tolerant samples, and M-CAA/E-AAC-14 and M-
CTG/E-ACC-283 markers according to Grain yield and M-CTT/E-ACC-264 markers

according to biological yield, were related to these indicators.

Conclusions

According to the results of this study, the HARM, GMP and MP indices could be
considered as the best indicators for differentiation of drought tolerant foxtail millet
samples. Also, molecular markers associated with these indices can be used to evaluate

the drought tolerance of other genotypes in future breeding programs.

Keywords: AFLP Marker, Association analysis, foxtail millet, Tolerance indicator

Citation: Aminizadeh A, Mohammadi-Nejad G, Nakhoda B (2019) Study of Genetic Diversity and

Identification of Informative Molecular Markers Related to Drought Tolerance in Foxtail Millet [Setaria

italica (L.) P. Beauv.]. Agricultural Biotechnology Journal 11 (4),193-218.

Agricultural Biotechnology Journal 11 (4),193-218.

DOI: 10.22103/jab.2019.14384.1149

Received: August 1, 2019; Accepted: September 3, 2019

© Faculty of Agriculture, Shahid Bahonar University of Kerman-Iranian Biotechnology Society

14¢

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



yYan co‘)m 9 bb‘)' w‘

P Seid 2 Jood Ol b i o (J9Sg0 1, (lwlind g (S g9 anlllas

[Setaria italica (L.) P. Beauv.] 2bg,0> y;,l

o3l; (Sl 051
ol eyl elnsS elnS yially suad oISl (555t 0aSils sl gl sy )] i )lS gyl

akram.aminizadeh@yaho0.com : il ¢+ AYYOYAYAY

f OLA)S )&L: BWIW oKzl “_;bhf ul.\.Jy d)sl;.é oM 95 9 d)‘ﬁl&f 0uSuisly C)UL,J CM.;I yisy ‘QUL,S C)Lol )W]b

Mohammadinejad@uk.ac.ir : Jues! « OYYFIDAYY 20446 ¢l ¢ lo,S

186 Sl

Wlados olojluw «(6))gliiS (5399iSTgm 088tmg} < J9Uge (Golgn b Cliniow isu ele Sl guie ! Jgtume odin g5*

b.nakhoda@gmail.com : Jue! s MNYYEVWAYY 200 ¢l 2,8 <o)l (6559l zua s 5 390l

VA S UNY 5050 e, YFAA +0/Y + 2l 3 b

sase

55 e gl lio JaS) g5 sl Wiy 05 ke 3 0 51 e Sl b gy (sl S (Lol 10
L by glanpe bl (J5Sse sl SiLii (Lol 5 (Suif 95 (o) s cnl Sl B el (2o, 5 500 o
950 ;5L jl eslial b « [Setaria italica (L.) P. Beauv. ] abs,es ;) sloacwis) o (Sis 4 Jood Slaw
e AFLP

-oadls bS8 tlof] )90 00 9 AT AY el s s 13 (g ()l i3 VY eadlls (il o iy g9 9 Blge
Sl sla S5 Lol sl 4143 s Sl 3 485 355k L gl ol oy Sinod  (S58 4 Jooos (5
AFLP 55581 S 51 5 (MLM) by bio (a5 Jae Jl odiial b (bl 4025 31 oSS 2y oo i b Lo

28,5 ol GENALEX 6.5 J33la 5 5l oslizusl b 35 ol sladilge 4y 4550 5 (6,58 (olb yasls (ppiomad 05 odlizul

V4o

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



(VYA oyl € 2 lowd VY 2,95) (5559WeS (6599550 gu Alzo

(VIZ) 118 3 ] 1 408 1605 sloss] asedts’ b5 0 PFY gsanmo )3 adllas oyl 15 00 odlitl (5,81 S 5 salis
SR (sl (1Shee 9 < IVA (gld (e Ls (0L o IVY (IS5 w SleMbl (gl (il 35 Sz L
13 LaeS 55 i35 Sgs M-CTA/E-AAC s M-CAA/E-ACC M-CTG/E-ACC (sLacwsS 5 g 3dl cous 5IYY
1y Sl 3l a0 3 VNY gl adlgo 93 ¢ Jol (clmadlgo 4y 130 ol olulyy 0039 adllas 550 (s} 95 (o) 2
sladsss SS& o La sl oyt MPy GMP HARM  (sla jad i oS oy lis adllas oyl ol 055,84y
5 sl 3, Slas 4 ang L M-CTG/E-ACC-283 3 M-CAA/E-AAC-14 (cla,SiLis 5 1539y (S 4 Jaoei
3 bl > bl opl b Solglam ,Skae 4 ang L M-CTT/B-ACC-264 ,Silis

SoSE  adls (e lgiees ) MP GMP HARM (clajas L olgicse (gl ool alis ool 18 505 domeid
Sl Lapasls (pl b basye (JsSge (sl )S0Lis Sl Glgie (izmen )87 (Byme (s 4y Jooxilo (plgyps 1)) (sladiges
3905 odlisul iyl (Mol sladsliyy 3 ooisis o (S8 & Jood )

AFLP Sl ((Sis & oo slopas s ((bols)) a2 ¢ alig e 03)) 3l (slaojly

piyo By e a3y 50 iyl sldeS oy ete | S [Setaria italica (L.) P. Beauv.] abgyes o)

by enls > 4 e g (65)0liS Ao 4D i iy g aBbamwg (slayguiS (S 3 |y et sl (B Cpitmen g Canl Lid
SO glge 4 absyed o)) .(Upadhyayaa et al. 2011) 48’ o ] (S5, oliee (39 d9dre g b (6le)S byl )
Jte ML pl )y (o b g b o)l (g0 e yled (o 0By A 5 > Jlod 3 0358 oo 4y (gl Jguaze
Ol 9y lgmime ol Sl yaumgs ST 815 o oy LIV copiSgym ZAYIY (ool bgypd o5y ails ccowl g g paiS
(e dlgo 5o A Bl o paiS g g S it pln ¥ g A e 4 ol g o sl pAS L ulB LB 5 e ) e
by ol glawlis e gy Sl b g olie sbayud 5| oYL e gl g cunYl QT &l 3 anelal 9 b yelig
P9 Sy Sam YL oo sy 9 (SdS Jolie )3 (o Cnglie g pna)S (Ao 3 YL BillaT e o
@S (9 YL g Sis 5 2,5 (2l 0 ol YL ady oblg o9 40)S e «Smgyy dl 3929 pie g (STh9s
£S5 Bl S (gl JToas) Sldsle olS lais 4 oS 0nds el (Kod d0)S dw ladisS 4 Cows Oi ol Grae

.(Kusaka et al. 2005) 33,5 Cgusxo Suis 4

yan

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



yYan co‘)m 9 bb‘)' w‘

B+ 5l e LS 4 i 5 el GLALS Ay 5 8 o0 330000 S5 G e S (S 5
4 polie olals e ils awg g pMol (Lata et al. 2011) 545 0 oo 6 50 &Y guame 381055 Sk (g0
Vitkauskaite & )il olals 4y Sois i85 Oylud el 3l 5l Olizs] jolaie 4 diadguw ,Kal) o Wl o  Suis
P Slas wlowl oy dliste la jasls o Sis 4 Jesie slacuie) ol jglate 4 (Venskaityte 2011
8 olatl 5y50 (25 bl ) gy OBl Car uslio Jlias lsicds Alg5 o oS Sd (Byme (i g A Lyl
gl o any BT (g 9 (i bl o 5 Slee M) ) a8 (TOLY) Jaos (adls 53l a)le b jadls ol 35y
yolie 48 (SST) (i ag sl bl ol o slalame 13 g e )bl eimd i o iy polie
P! (gl (mslio slsme (STI) (25 4 Jooos (L sl o cilisen Ly 5oy (ol ool o ol
balid 2 YL 3y Shee b 45’ placuin] (uadld (ol e (15 laulyd Cov Y 3 Sles 4 (pliws ca iy
gz bwgie Oygoan 35 (MPT) (60,00 ol (50l Sl 415 o i Wy S plis 1 it (A5 (50 5 (A5
o i (S 13 ) 85 (%05 a5l 3930 Uinyd BT 09 5 G bl 5 iy e 3Skas (6
Fernandez ) coul 5,55 5V &ya 8 5l Lag 8, SCS 1 MP L dwslio 1 Gasls ool el (GMP®) 69
me ) G ySae 4 S |y G5 Ll 50 08y S 3,8kes (YST) 3,Skes ()l pad s izen (1992
3ySlos YL YSI Ly (ol8)] 39 eyl oyl by bl (5 & Jooxio pB)] (o loli (gl y (rslio a3 L3 Wlgi oo 9 1S
Ll s 3, Slos olwly bid |y o3, (YT) 5,Sles asls .(Bouslama 1984) asl ausls Lalys 93 p» 55 (¢ i
Gavuzzi ) d ey o Laseds |y jiis pis g G balyd ¢ a3 Y 5 Slee b slaed)y oplply S o (sanasy a5
(1997
£35 #S0in sy s (S (S5 a3 3530 55 5 o b 5 oo @ (M el S, Coye
2 (555 93 351 (Mishra et al. 2007) 355 oo Gigmame (5255 )3 Cudge 4 i3 JU sl uild (255
J=olS adlas lacapmen 9 LY (sicinog) S adex j (S 5 (Mol ool iy 53 (coto sl W18 (LS

69_».1 )I u.‘_ml.b um\_ﬂ ‘ol ,Q)b S,) @L.a )I cblos 9 LmJﬂ J‘BI)B ul).a.:‘.v 3y ‘Lfbb).’xm Jguby ‘L;MO9 u‘JJ9L~)9>

! Tolerance

. Stress Susceptibility Index

. Stress Tolerance Index

. Mean Productivity

. Geometric Mean Productivity
. Yield Stability Index

. Yield Index

P NV NS )

Y4y

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



(VYA oyl € 2 lowd VY 2,95) (5559WeS (6599550 gu Alzo

Mohammadi & ) )y cenl cowlio gLt 055 5 6155 )90 13 caslio (plly SBl sl 2lS oS > (S
= e gl SuSs il o Ul pMsl sladsly 38T bl (o5 cdS (o5 oo 5 ol 5l (Prasanna 2003
sbagis) JeSe Loty ol ilie DNA laJlgs )5 ©glis 4 by (Jiniz (plulis 4 08 DNA (b SiLis
byl 5l Jao g 0313 )35 o2 3500 DNA gaws )31, 55 o8l 0l gl oo o it 55 23] SuodS
5 el o sy Copan ] oy Slio 5 JySlge (s, S 3y el adlas (RO 2004) 15l o o
Ll Lol (s bl J) G 0P lacaisi (5685 Jredliy (o oIl alex Sl sast0 sloo S (sl
e oS Sl Jgimne (sl G5 42 9 b QTL 355 (ol plSe S uudip); sloassacme 1> gllas o
(Gebhardt et al. 2004) .l
9 e il lio Uy Jy Slge (cla SIS bl 5 (S5 35 ot ol & i 151 slo Sl
S ool Ly UL 5 15501 )3 035)) oy i 5 ol Guighh ¥ (S5 55 ghaalllas 1o .l 005 ploxl g e ()
— o)) Glasss a3 5,5 lolid |y 5yge s DNA sk Y4 sliss AFLP (¢ S50 (S 5 A 1 sy AFLP Silits
iy i Vg 09)5 o > ol il GBS VL ooy syl S o9 £ oS 28 Ghipand plate 08 93 4 )
i lisee o ste B )3 aligyed o5y sy AVF 505 gy o (Karam et al. 2004) 1ub,3 51,8 (6,50 09,5 )0 500
o BV U by s agss oS0 0VY SNP [SLts ) oslisol | adllas ) 55 . 6,uS03101 gl So5olsiyg0 colins 5 kS
Ve 3l oditl b g5 5 JoSlgo (sl Sl o Loyl iy blo) a3 izmens o(Jia et al. 2013) 1 bt el
DY (55 »2 ISSR S5l cin Ve 5l Jeols 55 LS VFF 5 SSR LS5 i Y5 ) ols 35 ol VAR 5 sl
23 S buasls Glis & YT HM GMP MP STLSST glaasli (5 g4 5 035 alyd 53 85 <95
Lapas s Ly ba o i T S0 FF 5 OV ggamo 10 J5Slge s sl -iad sl G5 (9 5 (15 Ll 90
g (rider o (STI) G & Jood (adld & bgye ojlgnle) (sloodls (oluly @l dgi (piiiey & 00 Lol
yoaieds (Karim Koshte & Sabour 2017) 4 (Y1) 5,80es jadlis 4 b yo o5lgnlos ) cpo (slaodly wlel p el s
s, L ) gladls s (Triticum aestivum) b paiS > (Suid 4 oo gloyadls b b e clo,Slis o lolis
s11.159 UBC-867 (sla Silis .65)S adgs b paiS i AV 50 156 A% wosliin] 590 ,S5Li5 VA .05 e3lazwl[SSR
;3 (Yaghoutipour et al. 2019) uals L )y 3y50 (Siid & Joos gla et li by syl oy iy 185 41515,
2525 5 Bllao 1 gy 92 53 (B8 5 4 Jo o e i b JySln (s, SIS 3 Lok 50 ledln
o bl )3 g ady ) slab Sl b b e E100-M160-27 ,S5Li5 ) (s oy 03Vl Jloys Ll 3 (LU
Y4A

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



yYan co‘)m 9 bb‘)' w‘

oelad! laa plisl SLis 55 b lad e E100- M150-22 Silis  GMP e ls b L e E0-M150-1 Sl
byo gluyeMbl JoSUgo slo,Slis ololis o (Sus) g0 b)) e imgh ol 5l un (Heydari et al. 2013) cusls
Caol AFLP J5Sg0 ,SL55 51 oalitul b« bgypd o4yl cudgid ¥V j0 (Siid & oo Olas b
g 9 3190

o=l sl e )S by s oSy Jlasdiod asyie 0 WA 5 WAY AYAY ol)j Jho aw )5 Giagh oyl
Aady V0 gan Ve oldlis bie g Jlod 42y OA a0 0F ( oldlis Job g b)yd plaw I e WWOF glis)l b ac )0
S Sy 2 B 53 (1 Jpie) gy 3 s V) el ) 2 ol 31 Bl ol 58 (5550 030 5 ot
IS S soals el o 3 500 S oy G5 39 5 5 e 59 3 £ o e ke 4 55 3 ok
A plosl (gl pdiges onile (Bl yio Sl Vo 5l g ad a8 )3 a5 j0 addls lgie 4 b e sl g il 5l esile VO deus
Al Dy Glaws .08 (6555 050] wyy 3y50 Dlas (s 33,5 Ol Bolal ygus ) gy Vo il (S ojlil 2 )
.))_§lo$ 9 asils .))_Q@.C Wi gi_a)_\_s )9 ‘U_JJT J§ Jﬁ.‘o ‘;?).3 sl S j).g U2 >R j).g Jﬁ.‘o dig ELm)l ‘)9)14
IR LS)'S")L\" W‘J): )‘ o &)9]9»

1A dnwlxe i balgy Goyb ) (SiS 4 Jeod cla et li

TOL = Yp-Ys () dal,
sSI=1 5 (¥ el

p

1_E
SSI = T‘I"E (¥ b,

TpxYs

g =
ST = 4 (¥ aka,
mp = SRS (0 s
GMP =, /Yp X Ys (5 b,
HARM — 2(¥p~Ye) (v oy
Yp+Ys

%R = ”:”S x 100 (A b,

Sl ey 4 YP 9 Y8 g piis g g (i bl 0 coighy S o Sles cuspa Yy 9 Y Ly (ol

Ol e ey (Siaed (398 (sLmpad b alors oy A Bboo 35 (o 9 35 bulyd o ey JS 5 Slee

144

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



(VYA oyl € 2 lowd VY 2,95) (5559WeS (6599550 gu Alzo

ol g olwlis gl b adld cp s U ad duoloee  Siid (i ey 5 (5 byl (0« S5edgm 9 il 5,Slas g o jad L
Ky pasube (Sdd Y5 & Jeie ey

5 S = JDNA glisenl 08,5 ©)50 uigii 1o jl €550 ol oS 5l S aiges DNA gl Sl jglate 4
i35 3 25 DNA CS 5 EaS (sl 28,8 ool s 8 | (1984) Saghai Maroof s,
i oS L (1995) Vos et al. JSSgp bl p AFLP clislojl .0 oslitl suoys V )BT 55986,5801 5 (¢ yagidg yiSuml
Sl S vl ool iS5 als po > b odliwl Msel g ECORL iy w3l 9351 )8 ol posl sl 835 ploxl
LS5 g oanliie yylate s Y Jaiin) 5d sl wiogs Lo |, ISt i 45 (S 5 VY gl s 5 48 05 o0l
ey y9baie 4 4 dcwle Blocalculator )ljél o5 b sl .35 eolize] QIAXEL DNA o5 jl sl 5 5.8
MCMC L Veveee 9 Burn-in ,Ls V- -+ L Admixture cJls > Structure 2.3.4 158 5,5 5l comon [k Lu
IS b (gl By 3l g 505 488 5 )3 4y )8 o 1+ B i 385 () 2 o5 0 sl
o A (e enin (028 (laluner pj 4 Jlain] SO L) i S S e (o) ol 35 jlaie S50 nunen 5
O diape K olisl p coles 0 sl jiShis ol8 als o Jols g J8lis  Siwgn Jols liee Cuxen pj yo jd oS (gldieS
S5l s 3l Jols Cimen (it L gl (Camas Hl Lo L) Q L 5ls (2005) Evano et al. gy 40 o
Ao edlawl Tassel 2.1 léle 5 5l 39058590 lio b ) Slis o bl 3905 (asuine sl .8zl 5wl Structure
Q ot 5 (318l cBslinsd o) K I Jols SleMbl o 45 0 sslizul clios g b, Silis b3yl sy gl QK s,
slaanps 3 gy (s pladie b analiio )3 gy ol & 0ad polae 5 S 00 30l w2 L) (Cumo jlib b ol o)
935 I, sl (MLM) as Jie <y50 45 Tassel jl58ls 5 5 o9y cpl .(Yu et al. 2006) cool (g0 59, (bls)l
SIS slaadls pypioman ss G5! /¢ 1 jieS Povalue jyslie 4 avg b adllas 350 s b Lo yo (oo Sl
G3m9d 3505 muy 9 ol (sladdlge & 455 piomed A5 dple 5 (sla Jgey8 s GENAIEX 6.5 4ol jl ool b
285 plosl J3le 5 oyl eolizal b 35

PIC=1—p2—q2 (@ b,

g (- 4,

[=—-1x(pxIn(p)+qgxInlg) (VY abal,

—_— - 1 " 1 [} . -
MI=PIC X s ghadsi 00n 1853 (VY alaly

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



yYan co‘)m 9 bb’)' w‘

Laiges (Wiko ) U g 08 Jolud axdllas 390 (Setaria italica) 2lgyed oyl (Baiged Cuw ppd I Jod>

Table 1. Origin of foxtail millet (Sefaria italica) genotypes used in this study

(Lo ) pb oS Gy, (L) pba (Lo ) pb oS s,
Origin  _g; Number Origin  _g; Number Origin  _g; Number
Code Code Code
Y-olyule V= dpadio V=5l
s97 15 s36 8 s6 1
Mazanderan-2 Mashhad-1 Shiraz-1
Y-3j Y —Speiio Y-oleyS
s104 16 s38 9 sll 2
Yazd-2 Mashhad-2 Kerman-3
Y=o Y=o ¥-lo)S
s105 17 s39 10 s12 3
Yazd-3 Mashhad-3 Kerman-4
V=gl Y50y Fosiz
s123 18 s55 11 s16 4
Esfahan-1 Tabas-4 Birjand-4
Y- olge! Y3y Vs
s126 19 s60 12 s18 5
Esfahan-2 Shiraz-2 Birjand-3
Vobjg> ¥l V3,8 e
s136 20 S66 13 s30 6
Khozestan-2 Shiraz-3 Shahrekord-2
Fglioiss Vet ¥ s
s140 21 S68 14 s33 7
Khozestan-4 Ilam-1 Shahrekord-4
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Table 2. Primer combinations used for AFLP analysis in foxtail millet

EcoRI & bgye sla 5] Msel & bgye sl )5 le] 0ylosd
Primer combination EcoRI Primer combination Msel Number
EcoRTI +AAC Msel +CAA 1
EcoR1 +AGC Msel +CAA 2
EcoRI +ACC Msel +CAA 3
EcoRTI +AAC Msel +CTT 4
EcoRI +AGC Msel +CTT 5
EcoR1 +ACC Msel +CTT 6
EcoRT+AAC Msel +CTG 7
EcoR1 +AGC Msel +CTG 8
EcoR1 +ACC Msel +CTG 9
EcoRI +AAC Msel +CTA 10
EcoR1 +AGC Msel +CTA 11
EcoR1 +ACC Msel +CTA 12

S o plts Selgn 3yShos & 4>l YR o SSTTOL (glaasls (poluly adllasjso slacudsiy (o)

ool il b sl () e cynyieS ly Uacaisij b & o S68 5 S30 S105 S123 .S97 (slacassis
9517 S12 866 539 S136 S68 S104 S55 slacsy; 4l >Sles sl GMP g MP HARM (gla 2505
o e ) SLts i ol 2 S140 4 S17 S104 66 S60 S11 slacassi Sajslsm 3,5kae sl 5 S38
slaoadls g comi |y (Foldie (siineg)S STI (el 503 (g9 03351 )55 0 locgiipl & Comd 55V
5555 5 S140 S18 S123 S30 sLacasisij 4l 3,5ka (sl pasls ol Lulul 1 ol s GMP s MP HARM

32l s s oyl 2zl 1, e 5L S18 5 S30 .S68 S105 S123 S97 cloisis Sojelsn 3,5kas el

00l ul.m.: éwo uu.u A 8y oY) Lo.?u 9 03¢ ).s).’ LQWy)

Yor
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Table 3. Diversity statistic for 12 AFLP primer combinations in 21 foxtail millet genotypes

See Mol asls Lasls oledbl dlgme wis clasbioyy s sbolw ol oS5kl

Ne) Sl ogls Kb (PIC) S S b Primer
No. of Ml 1) Polymorphism Polymorphic Polymorphic Total Combination
Effective Marker Shannon information  percentage Bands Bands

Alleles index index content
1.30 454 033 0.20 56.09 23 41 M-CAA/E-AAC
1.38 6.70  0.39 0.24 66.66 28 42 M-CTT/E-AAC
1.37 7.52  0.38 0.23 86.48 32 37 M-CTG/E-AAC
1.36 9.61 0.39 0.24 83.33 40 48 M-CTA/E-AAC
1.32 5.03  0.36 0.22 74.19 23 31 M-CAA/E-AGC
1.38 6.46  0.38 0.24 67.50 27 40 M-CTT/E-AGC
1.32 7.03  0.34 0.21 73.91 34 46 M-CTG/E-AGC
1.43 598 040 0.26 65.71 23 35 M-CTA/E-AGC
1.43 484 045 0.28 58.62 17 29 M-CAA/E-ACC
1.35 6.18  0.36 0.22 70.00 28 40 M-CTT/E-ACC
1.48 6.14 045 0.29 80.77 21 26 M-CTG/E-ACC
1.38 4.58 0.36 0.23 71.43 20 21 M-CTA/E-ACC
16.51 74.60 4.60 2.86 854.72 316 443 Total
1.38 622  0.38 0.24 71.23 26.33 36.9 Mean

Lacsgs on it Bl Gl canlio ()lns lgie 4 S50 8o 5 (Sid 4 Joob slapadld ( (Stuon

B (Sised (sl 48 ol (sl (s ay Jraosto pLE (203 (sl bl o pelin 239, 54 lapasls
5 YS (i )l ne 5 oo bL )| (Kol ol adly (55 (g 9 G2 bl 93 2 33 Shee b (VL
3 e o i bl s 10 YU 5 ySlas 4 e i el bl 10 YU o ,Sles a5 cunl opl odias lis &S W5 ssalie Y
23y Sdes (iali8l oz g lianed joboany lgi e (63905 U (5 (g Laalpd )3 Vb3Sl bl (505 (05
YD 3 YS o (655 mixo pué g o b5l oS (69, p ui>s > (Cattivelli et al. 2008) ¢ St a5 baylyd
O S e g Cte (Somon e 90y p3 48 0D Ui zols (6,505 adllae > (Anwar et al. 2011) 45 sanlie

oLts HM 4 STIGMP U Y'S Stusen .3, 3955 HM 4 SSI STI .GMP MP .TOL sl glaaslis | YP
Yot
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Majidi et al. ) s¢-d s bl 3 0, Sas iol38l dy e Wl o b jadli cpl (elly Glesl & cal ol siad
3 Slae Ly g i (g0 g oS bl s 0 4l 0y Slae U TOL  Stian a5 0l lis  Stiod ol ol (2011
(V97 d952) 292 Joidme yé G5 Ll 3 Sojgloe

TOL bl sl as amd oo (Lt (25 (ot Laalpd > Sojelse 3)Skos b TOL Jhiine 5 cuto (Siusor
4l 5, Slas Ly %R 5 ST SSI (slo sl (Stuar cizpan 29500 )kl Ly 3 Sijglyn 3,Sas (ialS 4y oo
i byl 50 0, Slee iul38l b oS canl cpl odimd ylis o sl pl e Situod (Cawl (o g I dze (i byl b 40
Oty g MPy GMP HARM (slajas L ¢ Siod colpd @l @ 295 b il o (20l padls ol ol
aaly Lagadls ol GlsS e cnlplis 39 G5 (g 9 QA5 Laalpd 53 Soolgm 3 )Shas g aild 5 Shoe b (Stisen e
Npod gl oo 93 )2 )3 Lo padls (ol 5 .c8)5 Jlad )3 (5 0y 9 G35 Lalyd 93y 33 S sl pad s lgis
Ol @l ol bl S QLulid 1) Ll 95 30 )3 Y 3ySkes b (slacasis] 25,06 5 audl o 3)Sos b (VL
S104 S66 S60 S11 445l >, Shae Iy S38 5 S17 S12 S66 S39 S136 S68 S104 S55 lacss;
9 Lacsigy onySdessie plyias il )18 (oY 03) 53 b padls cpl bl o51) Sujglon 3,Sdae (1 S140 5517
e oS & Sojolow 3,5dee gl S105 5 S123 S97 4 ailsy 5,Shas (¢l S1054S126 S33 S60 slacusy;
HARM (slo ot s claalas 135,  bime s o) 0 Lacuis) op5omles olgie & 039 s 1) b jasls o)
Nakhaei et ) 505 50 ( Sid & Josxio alg)pd o5 lbdiges S5 )3 bayadls i oloieas STI g GMP
STI GMP MP .TOL (L asLs L (YD) L5 9ics by 13 3, Slae (6,550 adlllas ;5 cysizmens (al. 2014
Farshadfar et al. ) cul g5» ugby buls 0 YU o35 L pL8,1 Lwlis 3 lajlize ol a8 by o)lis g coily bl
2012

3 st p wlaate ;b ol )3 g sl (S5 by, adlbe slagsby, 31 So PCOA b ol e 4 4 jo
g5 o0 03wl PCOA (£34)5 lgicdns o, 8l oo alold b caalid o yle  J50g0 (slaosly j3 a8 o an g 1y JS &l yuss
LoGsg) 5409y sl oy 2090 igd VY (S ol (o o (poll ol Glatsis & 4ol adllae (ol >
o ;0 Jgl ddlan dw a5 0 s waddlil Alols po yile a4l p Lol Glaise 4 450 il ol gols b edlal

2 (A Jaan) ail 0 3o VOIFF s YNAS IY[Fe iy & plaS ya o &S 0505 dn g |y Ol S 51 duo 0 £V/VY

!, Principal Coordinate Analysis
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Table4. Three-year mean of grain yield and drought indices of Foxtail millet accessions

under drought stress and normal irrigation conditions

%R HARM STI GMP  SSI MP TOL Ys Yp Genotype
28.46 174287 0.72 176738 0.85 1792.22 594.78 1494.83 2089.61 s104
38.09 632.07 0.62 65032 1.14 669.10 31483 511.69 826.51 s105
64.46 69146 036 786.03 1.94 893.54 849.86 468.61 131847 sl1
23.65 1129.17 0.76 1139.46 0.71 1149.85 30837 995.66 1304.03 s12
1432 945.17 0.86 94799 043 950.83 146.67 877.49 1024.16 s123
5471 564.42 045 60926 1.64 657.67 49529 410.02 90532 s126
27.64 1251.12 0.72 1267.51 0.83 1284.13 411.78 1078.24 1490.02 s136
1580 92252 0.84 92593 047 92936 15948 849.62 1009.10 s140
3580 1084.55 0.64 1111.29 1.08 1138.69 496.60 890.39 1386.99 s17
1577 92412 0.84 92753 047 93094 15932 851.28 1010.60 s18
11.96 823.84 0.88 825,51 036 827.18 10524 77456 879.80 s30
5525 43434 045 46992 1.66 50842 388.16 31434 702.50 s33
43.85 719.80 0.56 74997 132 781.41 438.85 561.99 1000.84 s36
37.54 1003.40 0.62 1031.31 1.13 1060.01 489.90 815.05 1304.96 s38
4094 116246 0.59 120299 1.23 124493 640.85 92451 1565.36 s39
19.01 187239 0.81 1882.80 0.57 1893.27 397.68 1694.43 2092.11 855
5831 70585 042 77447 175 849.76 699.39 500.06 1199.45 s6
5595 421.17 044 457.06 1.68 496.01 38533 30335 688.68 s60
2733 1197.78 0.73 1213.07 0.82 1228.55 38891 1034.10 1423.01 s66
24.13 1552.83 0.76 1567.65 0.72 1582.62 434.25 136549 1799.74 s68
3742 93833 0.63 96422 1.12 990.83 456.15 762.75 1218.90 s97

s 15 (ad L =MP (i day Joosi b L =STI ¢ yiis a4 ol 425U =SSI «Jossi 2L =TOL
3 Shos =YP (i byl a3 a3 3,Shos =YS gyl puilio SHARM (598 100 o nSilio =GMP 5590 582

Jboy bylps y> ails

TOL= Tolerance, SSI= Stress Susceptibility Index, STI= Stress Tolerance Index, MP= Mean
Productivity, GMP= Geometric Mean Productivity, HARM= harmonic mean YS= Grain yield

under drought conditions, YP= Grain yield under normal conditions

‘1.1
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Table 5. Three-year mean of biological yield and drought indices of Foxtail millet

accessions under drought stress and normal irrigation conditions

%R HARM STI GMP  SSI MP TOL Ys Yp Genotype
24.26 14.04 076 1418 1.12 1432 395 1234 16.29 s104
5.06 4.61 095 461 023 462 024 450 4.74 s105
57.39 10.14 043 11.07 2.66 12.10 9.74 723 16.96 sl11
19.66 12.68 0.80 12,75 091 12.83 2.80 11.43 14.23 s12
2.49 7.53 098 7.53 012 753 019 744 7.63 s123
20.97 6.34 079 638 097 643 1.51 5.67 7.18 s126
12.15 10.70 0.88 1073 0.56 1075 139 10.05 11.44 s136
28.67 8.52 071 864 133 877 293 730 10.23 s140
25.24 10.72 0.75 1084 1.17 1095 3.16 937 12.53 s17
9.68 11.07 090 11.09 045 11.10 1.13 1054 11.67 s18
5.98 10.70 094 1071 0.28 1071 0.66 1038 11.04 s30
17.94 6.73 0.82 676 0.83 6.80 134 6.13 7.47 s33
14.78 7.50 0.85 7.52 0.68 7.55 120 6.95 8.15 s36
17.13 10.43 0.83 1048 0.79 10.53 197 954 1151 s38
21.96 11.30 078 1139 1.02 1147 2.83 10.06 12.89 s39
32.09 7.20 0.68 733 149 747 286  6.04 8.90 855
15.44 10.47 0.85 1051 0.71 1055 1.76  9.66  11.43 s6
35.08 11.30 0.65 1157 1.62 11.84 504 932 1436 s60
34.46 9.29 0.66 9.50 1.60 971 4.04 769 11.73 s66
6.43 7.95 094 796 030 796 053 7.70 8.23 s68
0.15 9.52 1.00 9.52 0.01 952 0.01 951 9.52 s97

s 5 (ad L =MP (i day Joosi b L =STI ¢ yiis a4 ol 125U =SSI «Jossi s L =TOL

5 Shos =YP ¢ s byl sy 4l 3,5hos =YS Kigo ) (il “HARM « (5590 e i (5uiloo “GMP (150 0

Jboy bylpd yo s

TOL= Tolerance, SSI= Stress Susceptibility Index, STI= Stress Tolerance Index, MP= Mean
Productivity, GMP= Geometric Mean Productivity, HARM= harmonic mean YS= Grain yield

under drought conditions, YP= Grain yield under normal conditions

sladilge shiss 1ib o8 Lagl (Sired 5 595 OLsulagsy cilisee (sla s ySolits & Jyg0 ) cplple

aS ol edbo ool oasmd Gl ol Glaixe 4 45505 51 sdel vty SleMbl .l p3¥ Slpss S an gl (o ytin

9 a9 odumd i V JSCs A0 peis o 5D 095 L (SAS 1y 8ao ol ) oad o3l AFLP (¢ )55lel bS5

Y.V
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3 Jools slaodly bl jo comen Jlid L ( Sid an Jooo slayadls 5 Jss0 (sla SOl bl oy yslaie

A oy (Evanno et al. 2005) ) )Sen 5 ¢ilg) lawss o &3l)) (sl pue gy 3l eolitnl b (J5SUse (olo Sl
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Table 6. Correlation coefficient between tolerance and sensitivity indices and grain yield of

Foxtail millet accessions under drought stress and normal irrigation treatments

%R HARM STI GMP  SSI MP  TOL Ys Yp
1 Yp

1 0.88™ Ys

1 -0.08™ 038™  TOL

| 0.16™ 0977 097" MP

1 -0.49° 074" -0.68" -028™  SSI

1 -0.54" 099"  0.10™ 098" 096"  GMP

1 0.54°  -0.99" 0.49* -0.74" 0.68" 029™ STI
1 0.58"™ 0.99” -0.58" 0.99” 0.05™ 099" 094" HARM

-0.58"  -0.997 -0.54" 0997 -048 0747 -0.68"  -0.28™ %R

* ns

0,3 ) 90 Jloin] maw ;5 I3 dxo g 15 sive w i s 9"

YA

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



yYan co‘)m 9 bb‘)' w‘

yiid @At g (Y'8) i byl pd 13 SU59lam ,8os o (Swid & Joodi s pad b  Niawod ¥ o>

29 )ed () Seuisij 4o (Yp) S
Table 7. Correlation coefficient between tolerance and sensitivity indices and biological
yield of Foxtail millet accessions under drought stress and normal irrigation treatments

%R HARM STI GMP SSI MP TOL Ys Yp

1 Yp

1 0.71" Ys

*ok

1 0.07"  0.75 TOL

ok

1 0.52°  0.89" 095 MP

ok

1 0.35™  0.95 -0.09™  0.60" SSI

ok ok

1 0.28™  0.99 044" 092" 092 GMP

ok s’k sk

1 -0.28™  -0.99"  -0.35™ -0.95" 0.09™ -0.60 STI
1 -0.21™ 0997 021" 098" 037" 0957 0.89" HARM
1 0.21™  -0.99 028 0997 0.35* 095" -0.09" 0.60" %R

2030 Y 90 Jlasia! glaw yd S5 0 g 413 x0 g cui S A g T M

g g gy o adaly (Bl 5oy b S (bl 5o 5 oalal (gl 3linyge Q s ple Colegyd g 092
DyBige sy g ge (S (9 Jolaiel jl eslitul b chio 35S 53 S (se53909)S (s lolid (gl bogiis oS

(MLM") ks s Jas s (GLM' ) I s Jas [bgy 99 Slis g ,Slis oo blo)) wyp (ly adllas opl 5

! General linear model
Y4
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5 L ol 3) Q Lz le g (38l (siglings oy K il 1 ol oMl MLM g, ki385 )5 oolisols g0
o Ay S5 oMbl g awigis SleMbl K g ile dQ g ilo SleMbl ol 51 g 155 o 3l o b | (capno
9 gt Sledbl 5 Q L ile i GLM hg) 13 Lol S o gy Sy (Gome)S) Jbo S5 2], Slio 5 Lo S5
Srn ey (b)) i 3 ey (b gl die b awglis 3 MLM (bg) cullis 355 (o 1,8 o3lisl 590 Lo S5L3S
(Yuetal. 2006) cosl

g asb 3y Slas Ly ladyo SSSLE ¥+ 9 Y0 a5y oy 0 390 SGs) 350 13 (IS psbas MLM 5 GLM (13,
Ol a8 03,5 plelid ]y (i & Jood slapadlis 5 Sjglan 3)Sdes b lasye jS0LI Wy V5 5 (15 4 Jood sy jadls
$lgs o ol =l .l GLM o 4 cows MLM . o 55 ¢l 550 @lao b Lagye (sla S5l slaws il saims Lis
P MLM Jace )3 s g)lal 4 dagi b sl O3 (Siren b (2lo) S0l Bio 5 (ololid ) Jao pl (Ul 5l (236
Bl Jiagin ol )3 a8 col ;53 4 ¥ 05 o0 )8 on 390 ilizie lao L L3I ) Jae ool @l cpiegi ol
gty byl g job ol a3 ks 3 (P<O.0T) s> 6 )3l 9 lao (g (bl o ol )bisine o
b 3, Slae &t b lnySobis R? s atels (85 )15 gy 2590 555 g Sy Jba 9 50U RY (s o e
45555 ol (VY Jsds) 290yl e 4 o )3 g ymie +/VY = VY o Sfelan 5)Slas 4y dngi b g +/VA=+/YA 40
LaasLs Lo U laySilis oyl &5 oo lagine byl ,53Lis & L TOL Lasls ols ol als 5,Slae 4 dogs b bl
SST (sl a3t Ly | oot sogigesS elols 13 45 391 (6,55l s M-CAA/E-AAC,Silis wiolts s |, ol
2l Lblo) sl uls b 5 39 blo) 3 %R 5 STI

5 YA0 o)l (sogjgag )3 olSuly > M-CTG/E-ACC (sl S5l (3 b)) 8 Sojslom 3,8os (poluly lis
e oty o s %R 5 STI SST TOL (gl b s |y FY o)l sogions,S Kol »» M-CTT/E-AAC
S M-CAA/E-AAC (cla,SiLis il 3,Skas oluly cysizmod il oo o asls ol 4 Lo o, SLs oyl €S o)y
AL Sajglgn 3pShos lsly § VAY 0)lad egi509,8 oSl 13 M-CTG/E-ACC 51¥ o)las 50959095 oSl
15597 Loy« HARM 5 GMP MP Y5 .Yp (sln sl L V¥ oo sagjmsssS oLSols 5 M-CTT/E-ACC
"0 LS e (Ned 4 o5 b o (pl &5 W09 b3yl o (padls cpin b baySOLES 5l (S5 0 (LS ulis &5 455SSlen

g0 el 5l e s

' Mixed linear model
YYe
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Table8. Principal component analysis of foxtail millet based on AFLP marker

by (reo Aoy

dbogiye uilily o) ailge
Percentage of Cumulative
) Percentage of variance Factor
variance
23.60 23.60 PCl1
45.47 21.86 PC2
61.13 15.66 PC3

Principal Coordinates (PCoA)

* 123
™~
B
] . + Series1
© * |66
/ + 30 + 140
* 95 .12
+ 36
¢ 60 * 68
Coord. 1

AFLP S5l glod1d 090 9 Jol alie (wlw!l o (Jeol allho ay 300 (g 90 (piwles .Y JSU6

Figure 1. Biplot based on the first two dimensions of the principal component analysis
(PCA)

by (Soid ao Jueod Slio L], )50l ol licee (Stuad colpd @l b @l ool cdlle 4 4295

a Jood oo ay baoye sla i oais S o cul Ldblo pgif I3 10 ) Silis pl (6358 oo Ylein] il

Lasig) plow jl) (Soid 4 Joodie Slogudsh] ity (ow) 2 3y90 sl S0LES &8 dusy oo sl Alloo )] ) (Sid

S peMip5 (elaj)l 2)5 odlitl (iS4 oS sl (iS5 jlee Gl 4 o S0l ol Gl oo il S S

SLrerig} lwlid 5 pdlip ) Glacais] o miin Glr died)) )il Jose (s, L jloslaal b alS 4565

2 Lacigs (Seis dy Jromd (o sl 1)S0Lts ol s o 4o 1o 051 sals (aBtlogl byl > (> ogllas
503 0dlitwl (Mol gladol y
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Deltak = mean(|L"(K)}|) / sd(L{K)})
35

3.0

2.0

Delta K

15

0.5

Ad

Figure 2. Delta K values from the method by Evanno, ef al (2005)

oSl a8 oy lts AFLP (655121 sl 5 (Yl (IS5 3tz gy ol qulis ol 306 5 4o
M- M-CTT/E-AAC (551l (slacesS 5 g 039 (aligpd 1)) sl oy led g slio 515l AFLP
i e M-CAA/E-AAC ¢ M-CTG/E-AGC M-CTA/E-AAC M-CTG/E-ACC CTT/E-ACC
AFLP jS5Lis a8 oy Lt gl (eimen gy (St & Jood Jla5 5l (aligyed 05)) by (abjeled )3 oo 5
V53 sglitgs Ladlyy 9 Cmen Sl (58,5 115 3 Ly (L)l 3o g 092 dnde Capme jlib s JuloS g 4o (6
GMP HARM (5,55Lts (slasyas s Ly (2 3590 (sl Sl 51 (500 a8 ol ot calllan 3,50 (olig p3 (35 uisis
lo=eaz |, MPy GMP HARM (5,SLs (slapadls (55 oo o Stuuad ol mlis 4 055 | ing: bls,) > MPy
b Jods e Lapas L (ol 1 0,5 (e (Seis any Jooxio (ligpd o)) slodised SiSi 3 b padlis (e
icdbe Yo 3y Slas Jouily b (plocuds) olboal 4 38 (i g 5 (45 bulyd 93 2 )3 5, Skas b Vb (Rion
sbaasly 3 Lacsg) plw (Soid 4 Jood qopp hp ladls ool b baye (JoSUse sl )S0L35 5l Glcm ol s
(iR 3 0ad (B pme (St GBS & Jotio § Yl 3,Skes il b slocesigs] nizmen 3905 odlitl sl (oMol
gy S an ol (Msl lmasly o (Sois 4o Jooxio bt pB)l (Byme 3 5w aal Slaciy] plyieds Al e
led 55 JolS ] s gl 3 oe] ity gl elgiose ilisen 3blia 53 (5 sl sl 5 o3l
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Table 9. Association analysis for tolerance and sensitivity indices and biological yield in 21

foxtail millet genotypes based on MLM model

R? P value
Marker Trait
0.2287 0.0058 M-CTA/E-ACC-308 y
s
0.2123 0.0085 M-CTT/E-ACC-264
0.3494 0.0004 M-CTG/E-ACC-295
TOL
0.2913 0.0019 M-CTT/E-AAC-43
0.2403 0.005 M-CTT/E-ACC-264 MP
0.3235 0.0009 M-CTG/E-ACC-295 -
0.272 0.0032 M-CTT/E-AAC-43
0.2389 0.005 M-CTT/E-ACC-264 GMP
03162 0.0011 M-CTG/E-ACC-295 -
0.2732 0.0031 M-CTT/E-AAC-43
0.2343 0.0055 M-CTT/E-ACC-264 HARM
0.3224 0.0009 M-CTG/E-ACC-295
%R
0.2712 0.0032 M-CTT/E-AAC-43
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Table 10. Association analysis for tolerance and sensitivity indices and seed yield in 21

foxtail millet genotypes based on MLM model

R? P value
Marker Trait

0.2642 0.0036 M-CAA/E-AAC-14
0.2389 0.0063 M-CTG/E-ACC-283 P
0.2912 0.0019 M-CAA/E-AAC-14
0.2763 0.0027 M-CTG/E-ACC-283 Ys
0.2364 0.0065 M-CTA/E-AAC-91
0.2097 0.0049 M-CTT/E-AAC-52
0.2027 0.0059 M-CTG/E-AAC-79
0.1941 0.0073 M-CTT/E-AGC-175 TOL
0.1941 0.0073 M-CTT/E-ACC-267

0.1897 0.0082 M-CTG/E-AGC-197

0.2938 0.0019 M-CAA/E-AAC-14

0.272 0.0032 M-CTG/E-ACC-283 M
0.2171 0.0054 M-CAA/E-AAC-1 SSI
0.2921 0.002 M-CAA/E-AAC-14

0.2727 0.0031 M-CTG/E-ACC-283 OMP
0.2162 0.0055 M-CAA/E-AAC-1 STI
0.2891 0.0021 M-CAA/E-AAC-14

0.2718 0.0031 M-CTG/E-ACC-283 HARM
0.2199 0.0095 M-CTA/E-AAC-91

0.2168 0.0054 M-CAA/E-AAC-1 %R
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