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Abstract
Objective

Plant genetic variation, during the long-term domestication of the cultivated barley, especially
after the modern breeding and intensive cultivation, reduced significantly, leading to genetic
erosion in this crop as well. Wild relatives of cultivated barley are potential source of valuable
genetic materials for barley improvement. Genetic variation of wild species belonging to primary
gene pool of barley is important in employing in barley breeding program, particularly for

tolerance to biotic and abiotic stresses. Being a close relative of wild species (H. spontaneum L.)
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and the lack of tolerance genes among the cultivated genotypes of barley makes gene
introgression the appropriate avenue to transfer desired genes such as abiotic stress tolerance.
Materials and methods

In this research a backcross populations (BCF1) developed from interspecific hybridization
between cultivated barley and its wild relative (H. spontaneum L.) was assessed for genetic
diversity using molecular markers which are valuable to assist background selection for recurrent

parent.

Results

Arliquin and POPGENE softwares were used to analyze genetic diversity and molecular variance
(AMOVA) among populations, respectively. Gst and Nm parameters had an average of 0.59 and
0.34, respectively, indicating a low gene flow among nine groups of backcross families. The
AMOVA results showed that majority of genetic diversity belonged to within population variation
(86.48%). Nei's genetic similarity ranged from 0.41 to 0.92 which were consistent with those of

genetic distance

Conclusions
Microsatellite markers have strong differentiation ability to discriminate the resultant genotypes
from a bi-parental cross.
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sl dbge g I ol [N g5 Sl el (1)K v
Jlasit Motif Loci Primer sequence ;5&1 Name
™. Polymorphic
°C)
56 (AC)7T,(CA)15,(AT)9 5(1H) F: CCATCAAAGTCCGGCTAG barley SSR S2 100
R: GTCGGGCCTCATACTGAC
56 CA(12) 1(7H) F: CTCTATAGGCACGAAAAATTCC barley SSR  Hvm49 100
R: TTGCACATATCTCTCTGTCACA
56 AC(11) - F: ATCACAAACAGCCACTGTCCTA  barley SSR P9 66/6
R: GTGGTGAACCTTGCCCTTG
56 (AC)28 2H F: CCAACTGAGTCGA TCTCG barley SSR Bmac0134 100
R: CTTCGTTGCTTCTCT ACCTT
52 (CT)28 5(1H) F: CTGGGATTGGATCACTCTAA  Barley SSR s18 100
R:AAAACAAGTACTGAAAATAGGAG
54 (CT) 16 1H F: ATICATCGATCTTGTATTAGTCC barley SSR Bmag0211 80
R: ACATCATGTCGATCAAAGC
52 (AG)16G(AG)15 3H F.TTTCAGAAACGGAGTTTTG barley SSR Bmag0131 100
R:CCTCCACACAAAAAATCC
55 (AC)20 6H F: AGCCCGA TCAGATTT ACG barley SSR Bmac0040 100
R: TTCTCCCTTTGGTCCTTG
57 GT(5)CT(2)GT(27) 7(5H) F:CTTTTTCTTTGACGATGCACC barley SSR GMS027 100
R: GAGTTTGTGAGAACTGGATGG
56 (GT)13,(AG)19 1H F: AAGCTCTTTCTTGTATTCGTG barley SSR S22 100
R: GTCCATACTCTTTAACATCCG
61 (AT)29 4H F: ACACCTTCCCAGGACAATCC barley SSR S40 100
R: AGAGCACCGAAAAAGTCTGTA
58 (GCG)5 2D F: GATGCTCCCGTTCTTGGC wheat EST- Xcinaul67 50
R: GGCGGCTATCTCCCTCTT SSR
62 _ 5D F:ACTTGCACTTGCTATACTTACGAA wheat SSR  Xcfd183 100
R: GTGTGTCGGTGTGTGGAAAG
60 (TCCTC)5 _ F: GGACGAGGAAATCATCT wheat EST- EC906222 100
R: CGGGAACGACAAATCTAT SSR
50 (TC)29 3D F: TTGCACGCACCTAAACTCTG wheat SSR  Xcfd9 87.5
R: CAAGTGTGAGCGTCG
58 (AAC)7 _ F: GTTATGATTTTGAGAGACCGA wheat EST- BE240888 88.8
R: CAGAAGAATTATTAACCGCCA SSR
56  (AC)7T,(CA)15,(AT)9  5(1H) F: CCATCAAAGTCCGGCTAG barley SSR S2 87.5
R: GTCGGGCCTCATACTGAC
56 CA(12) 1(7H) F: CTCTATAGGCACGAAAAATTCC barley SSR  Hvm49 33.3
R: TTGCACATATCTCTCTGTCACA
56 AC(11) - F: ATCACAAACAGCCACTGTCCTA  barley SSR P9 100
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R: GTGGTGAACCTTGCCCTTG

56 (AC)28 2H F: CCAACTGAGTCGA TCTCG barley SSR Bmac0134 100
R: CTTCGTTGCTTCTCT ACCTT
52 (CT)28 5(1H) F: CTGGGATTGGATCACTCTAA Barley SSR S18 66/6
R:AAAACAAGTACTGAAAATAGGAG
54 (CT) 16 1H F: ATICATCGATCTTGTATTAGTCC  barley SSR Bmag0211 100

R: ACATCATGTCGATCAAAGC

Alinaghizadeh et al. )yl o (K55 g5 Olallhs 1 goy BB SaS Y S dus o) oo 55T Ol
bbe K55 £ 35l 0 SHET LS ilsEl YU ISt (slyls (sl KoL ) oslizal s (2010
€95 L (sosiinms bl S50 W olass 292 VD ol 50 slo I (ko 1m0 (99,5 (S £45 (w0 H 2

Sy 09—dice 35 €95 Sl & e o W obisl Sl juolie (oplplly Al o A B Y o3gume )3 o ko g 205
Slohs 5 ol 00l olaatsl 395 4 1y T Slal,5 o yiiir S 45 sl e oty el () 0 S055) 395 e ey i
0391 sy g b i 30 B 51 15 by s adllas 15 5o (el (392 (sl (WeHF 1990) s | S5l S5 (sla
loxs elys My I 4 aun a1yt o

g ¥ 09,5 1 ol Jlade oy el a5 b A bro do 0 FY/OF 1y 09,5 A gl oo (IS5 sin ds 0 (0 SSlee
G B NGV S 0g)S 13 (Y ga2) g1 a0 WALl gl 09)5 & bgrpe ol e iy g 903 a0 byl
JologsS culply w392 (o5 lg 9 (B 1 Jo b slaials Jol 09,5 p3 Lol ccads 15 )18 (i g Wy WY FF (sl Jools
5 i ou b Cundy ol o Wlodgs (255 (19,0 £55 ke (55 SIS 9V F 05,5 5 £65 e pier s
A5 03l s (iS5 p (I ) ()5) sloygd Wlg b o Juold yriis calus ] cle

o] Mo o y5aS ) 09,8 (elyy IOV ] ko iy 45 355 + VY 0,5 A (gl ol M) sl Solie
V098 (nlpls ol oo Wog)S (99,3 13 (S5 £95 ke (ld Ml (a3 Ls (V]9a2) 3928 9V & 095 sl yao
S92 &95 Oliwe S LIS 9V F 09,5 9 £95 (liwe it SIS (B ) o b el WY g oy Wl 0 Joiti )
55 & 55 €95 ALl olal p (izmen Cudly Billad Waog S 5 5 )il 390 (S99 b (55 £ b gl cnl &5
ol e (:S0le 02508 5 Jgl 09,5 )0 €55 ol s (5o o piir 03,5 )0 VY Bjio Sl ooy S (9,5 (S

sy ol laog S (93 4 (5 0 (W Cumer (S £ Cpie B QL @l 05 A Y F 0g)S 3 £95
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Table 2. Mean of genetic parameters in barley families using molecular marker
Group number 09,5 s,lass (N@)£SD  (Ne)£SD  Nei+SD (1) +SD (%PPL)

(H)

1 1.99+0.09 1.58+0.08 0.34+0.11 0.52+0.04 19.99

2 1.4040.09 1.30+£0.15 0.16%0.01 0.24%0.08 40.65

3 1.89+0.10 1.46%0.12 0.28+0.06 0.42+0.03 89.43

4 1.3940.13 1.27+0.04 0.16+0.02 0.23+0.02 39.02

5 1.68+0.12 1.36%0.05 0.21+0.08 0.33+0.06 68.29

6 1+0 1+0 00 00 0

7 1+0 1+0 0+0 0+0 0

8 1.48+0.50 1.29%0.35 0.17+0.19 0.26+0.28 46.34

9 1+0 1+0 00 00 0
Total JS 1.99+0.09 159+027  0.35+011  0.53+0.14 42.54

Comn s NE/NE 93l FleMb! (ad bl (1) 35 g9 (H)NET ¢y550 o P sluai (NE) couni s lin o s T slani(Na)
WSS 5 Ko weyd (YOPPL) oud sualive s T & w50 g W Sluss

(Na) Observed number of alleles, (Ne) Effective number of alleles, (H) Ne Nei's gene diversity, (I)
Shannon's information index, (Ne/Na, (%PPL) The percentage of polymorphic loci, SD=standard

deviation

Sl Blanl 31 (S 213 o (S5 gy g pdpy (SuS Aol (e (BCuRed (ot (SWUF EGT (omrwy 34
P Lbo) JIg daw ) (S35 Ol I oS eliie 455 0 il canl Ol (S alols el alS claaiss (ool
«ly (Mohammadi & Prasanna. 2003) a_sl awlxe b8 ladisS b lacures o)l (a5 I sl Slgl,s oo
< (DSt) loog S oy wsSoio i « (HS) liog S (90 (g i (padts 5l oliisol b acumen oy (55 3oles 2591
ool Cowday HS g HE SaS' L yeus .05 ookl (NM) 55 bys 9« (GSE) 55 b calps « (HE) JS (w650 59 50
2 Gleo o abaly 5k 51 (FST) jasls
Fst= 1-Hs/Ht (\ aba,
3 5l = V= o9 S gy (s s jg yial JS (smsSs jg i

255 5 I Slghh3 da T s g i awloms By 51y Iacumen (o (0355 9 (639 S L a3l ()l

e s 1y beodgs
Y Y
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Table 3. Genetic diversity in barley groups using Nei's method

laog,S Wged 2l
Group Number of sample Ht+ SD Hs+ SD Gst Dst Nm Fst
Total s 144 0.373+0.014 0.149+0.004 0599 0.224 0.340 0.6

9 55 52lod il ps (GSt) o JS (o 955955 (HE) brog 5 o o 5559 (DSt) « Wog,5' (99,3 (w5539, (HS)

(Fst) pas s 5 (35 gl ya (NM)
(Hs) Within population diversity, (Dst) Genetic diversity among populations (Dst = Ht — Hs), (Ht)
Total genetic diversity (Ht = Hs + Dst), (Gst) Genetic differentiation among populations (Gst = Dst/

Ht), (Nm) estimate of gene flow from Gst or Gcs. E.g., Nm = 0.5(1 - Gst)/Gst, (Fst) F-statistics,

SD=standard deviation

Trindade et al. ) el psio U yio 5l ol ately g el 55 3,85 51 oybel (6ylne (GSE) 55 sy
INO= L0 oyl (SuBy ples o e0—+ o3gdme 3 adLs pl s edlaiwl by feld o 3l wyp jslateds 45 (2012
(Vanhala et al. 2004) 1sb o YU jlus (K55 3les +/Y0 31 YL o YU (S5 ples «/YO—+ /N0 clawgio (Sej polos
adlle j> (Liao et al. 2012) el plp ob b Canedr 9)d 9 o (S £95 &S Cml ol oaimd s Gt =+/a 31
Lo aile 5395 lalS (5 | adllas 390 e VU Hlans (55 plod oaimaylis a8 ab 39l +/0% GSE ps 1>
oS cusl Gloj 4 bgije GSE jao sae abe (2ol aog)S (190 el 5 (alil oy )5 o (35 led e Juud cpiny
Vanhala et ) s jloie a5 MolS laog,S 48 el loj 4 byye GSE Sy 305 5 5,105 3539 Wog)S 3 55 jobos
(al. 2004
b3 b e (Siupon o ailgo Wog)S (o 9 S50 o o) JWsl g <85> (a3l plgis 4 (NM) 55 ol
¥l b S5 lie g o gie S ) i g 05 55 0Bl Sl 58 G5 ol e S1.(Grant 1991) 50 5
o cwlie (55 P05 <509 Y YL (55 by 3)lge iy andl (Kummar et al. 2013) cul ol 55 o)Ly il
Jb 53 baog,S wsl YL S5 51 aS loy NM el cowday NM =2 /¥F 55 bys pols Gaisg )3 amd oo olis 1) aog )
293 5 bSly Jo 53 oloj Jsb 53 Wog,S 3,5 359l Sy ) sS4 loj g At (loj Jobo )3 (Sj bl Laies
bugio (35 ol (LOw etal. 2004) w15 gy2a8 55 ol ol YL j2led L laog)S S oo 4 it (S35 (0
&5 6y A5 oxd RAPD (la Silis jl eslil b g olS (S 955 (o sl (2017) Allel et al. adllas )3 V/¥4
ol odmliie pg5 yow oS )3 (GSt=+/+0) oS 55 5,8 5 (NM=A) YU 55 by &5 Jb .0l oanlis (GSt=+/V0) ;5
o9 Byl g ey Byl o (S £95 )0 1y (RUFO et al. 2019) sladllas 4> (Nunag et al. 2019) .l
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5 ples a0l L5 gl b dyglp YIEY § o/NY eg pB)l )3 5 Y/FR 5 o /VF i 4 sly; pB,) o NM g GSt pu5
Cumar a0 s & dalllae oyl 3w lais s (6068 (55 b &) ed 0dg i og Pl & Cans ) Bl 5
Rled (bS8 Jud diz 1 29)c00 HaT0)1 (b (55 Gl 9 Vb (55 e b lioe adgl (slaus 3 (SSE b
o oaimd i o g0 < IVF ooy S o (NM) (35 0l oljem il G2l (55 0l g b (il Cumen 950 G5
Sy o)l e a8 b ealat wl FSE [as i jl lacunes (p 53 (Sub) (585 dwlxe (gl 3l o og)S oS (55
i 1) adllas 3,90 (BC2 Fr) e 15 (5655 585 j) Vb oo 45 05 3,91, /5 EST-SSR 5 SSR ¢l Silts
(VJg2) 330
53 Bl 4 e Jelge (nl 398 & b be (s Jalge (iSenp doly (LS lacimer (S5 L
axkad addad (Sl 53 oS ) ki oSS SV g aou )b ol om nygiSTe cpl alon S g 00 Bausman J315 )3 0dnn
Schaal etal. ) s, pb 1) 55 by 9 i S (S (Sabonly ¢ 5Lidlos 3w o iures ol g bolKingj oy
a5 sl Ko oyl 31 Al pm a8 cul (glly g5 B Jols adllas 350 Cupman 42l (1998; Slatkin 1987
Gst jlade b oS ai b o YU (S5 plos ,Solis &S ad b o FSt= o /8 ol 5o 0 bl 038 gy 1) (Solite (JolSS
9> gt el L o8 a23lon 593 o 5l Laog S g sl Wl ooy S (il )3 (S 3,85 o casbinn iy o ol ply Loy
bl Cbaly e bl b s Cle 4 cl (e baumer (i (655 2l ol (i cdillae ) en 4
,» 45 (2005) Ozkan et al. 5,5 L o ls adlas zls (Bossdorf et al. 2005) wil Lins Jto (Solas slaan],
(HT) JS 5 (DSt) e d(HS) 019, (5555 55 a5l 93,8 3,915 <170 1) FSE 50 (g slogn (S35 95 (oo 52
sl og)S 903 1 3L 95 4 Glgse Iy yol cpl g HS 5l 1268 DSt jluie 0 590y +/YVY5 </0A% +/VFA s 5 &
osSeior 5 (HIIEY) S (sSijo b psS)5— (Siif €55 (p 2 lp (L1RO et @l 2012) (gladllas > 51>
ol slagr b Sl clags (S5 95 55 (2013) Hajmansoor et al. adlae )3 .0 540y (HS=+/¥3) laog )5 9,
(HE=-/N0V)JS (S55ujor 9 (HS=-INFY) (19,5 (595059 Jlake ad (o2 SSR (J5Sge (sla St 5l sl il L
OrSSlonblodgy (l5 (Sloaisil 4 Cumd (§ ) e 9 090 (S5 €95 b Sl slagr 4 3l (s s 5 aba gl
oS Sol Gt IV cals L yilo g +/¥A ol (1987) Nei S dold L ylo wlwl 09,5 A oo (S5 alold
(F ) A5 oanlitio ¥ 5V (sloog S oy (+/+V) o b 2208 5 (+/AA) R 5 ¥ o)l (sl S oy (S5 alold oy
Sysly «IAY G+ /\Y o (laials ) 1) 5 (S aho B oy ieS g o w 45 (2019) Singh s b Jo bs ol

1 oo 4 Tog,S 0 3y90ys /08 (s Slin b S5 £95 Sike 35 (2014) Li €t al. adllas 5 .cus s caisllas i3)S
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SloogsS b gy Alols gl iy g o Jlo 13 Cedls A gV 5 D F X ¥ (albog)S b s ia alols sl el Al
SIS Capnd (IS (I )3 ((21)) loygd Wl b W Jeelds ity citnld & g |y yol cpl e 2 AV &0 F 7Y
bl 2 g (a8 VL) Calud (u ilo (bl 92 (SLadeold 89,5 &5 )3 (J (5 985 pad L £ g

(58 cmly) abold (pu 5lo

Table 4. Nei's Gene variation Index of barley families based on Genetic Identity and Genetic
distance

Number 29,5 o,lod 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

***x0.873 0927 0.820 0.903 0.760 0.789 0.859 0.584
0.135 **** (0.836 0.694 0.835 0.688 0.679 0.684 0.575
0.075 0.178 **** 0795 0.875 0.772 0.748 0.778 0.634
0.198 0.364 0.228 **** (0.792 0.631 0.648 0.694 0.570
0.101 0.174 0132 0.233 **** 0.698 0.691 0.717 0.531
0273 0372 0.258 0459 0.359 **** 0.617 0.649 0.504
0.235 0.387 0.290 0432 0.369 0481 **** 0717 0.414
0.161 0.379 0251 0.364 0.332 0431 0.332 **** 0.487

© 00 N oo o b~ w N

0.537 0552 0454 0561 0.631 0.685 0.880 0.717 ****

Sapshar Sl Woog,S oy g5 ) yimder oy 190 55 & 3b (L (AMOVA)” Jolse (il g 4 o5 gulis

G me sl yolay 1y b Juold g0 S 51 o 3 WWIAY (29)S o 805 9 duoyd AV 29,5 )90 £55 135 asuiie

bCuren oy 5l i (AVYY) lacures S50 (S5 g4 (2013) Hajmansoor et al. adles j> .ol ooly JSis
5 )9l fNYOVD FSt g wisly Lis SouSs 5l (oyly ime glés anlllas 390 (slmog,S il ylg 4555 o 390 (V+/AY)
50L) glds +/YO L /N0 hauogio oglis /N L +/+0 (Sl glis /4D g yio oy S pualio a8 03,8 o135 o iee
o3l (Mohammadi & Prasanna. 2003) aes e oylis oad i i slaog,S oy 1y (60b5 jluw s gl Y b +/V0
OLS )3 adlige V= e LM 5 A8 o duglie ooy )5 IS'L 1) Woog)S (193 (stwosSjg i bawgio (St (a3 L) Fst
bse (1S dnelr (93 (s 55938 9 il dnela 33l e (i 9 jg g jlade Juud Copiig b g Ale (i S395
Conl oy 4 bgsye 55 FSt S5 dae s L la T Slglyd Jas 5l lacunes 5 48 Cunl Sloj 4 bgspe FSE jam dae

(Nei 1978) x> glize sl P lacures 45 S

¢ - Molecular variance Analysis
Y¢o
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g o b (glacazas ) 4 (W} o bs Cuner 88> (giidin 5 1diagy K GLG) g Comos LS Lw oy

[Pritchard et al. 2000 ) .c.é,5 pl>sl Structure 2.3.4 ,l38ls 5 5 ¥ ey 5w (g, 5l edlatel b balisee (sla fuold ausuis
SN0 b oy 5l Sy sl e8> Gl gl g 08 8)5 55 DWW BT (s (gl (00 8 Camo o) K eyl e
ST Aeeee o (BUMN-INY Liolos] )85 0 e b UT Slol 3 IMawl o AdmiiXture Jus 5l jskaie ol glp ai jolaie
Structure |l5sle 5 395 Juols oleicun yd jShis asie b 43,3 solizw! (Markov Chain Monte Carlo) MCMC
alymd 25l Jold g lo ol 47418 o dslno ) QSE b &y ilo S (Cmaz 25 (28l 2laos) K jlae jo0 (4l
Ao o & s Sy gt dod By Juol ML > il o om0 5 Sy yp ) Sl ja Coguae Sl
Jado oyl 3l a8 ol Cugis o 3 &S ygo 53 g 9 0 000 s 1o WS o] & gl b b /Y (gl b

(Spataro et al. 2011) 555 so iy yx5 (005 bolsee) (S 5 casgij olgie 4 il

SSR 4 EST-SSR gl y5iliis 51 Jols clasals (AMOVA Ul 45050 .0 Joua
9 sl ,olis S 90 owblg A 50 9

Table 5. Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA) Based on data from molecular markers

Sl e &3ljl 42> Sloyo Egare Slayo (ke (%)ess
Source of variation df SS MS Variation
Among Popskeeg s -y 8 396.79 3.68 13.52
Within Popslass,S )3 135 3182.54 23.57 86.48
Total s gexe 143 3579.34 27.25 —

Fst =+/YY0Yocus yasls

gt T AK o)l ol 1y g, cpl M Laseie (2005) Evanno et al. g, wlo lp (K) canes i ABlg dlass
gy il Jlazst Sl el abais o 8 K slaw & wiSCs e gldlas 3 1, LNP(D) Jlais] ol s &S ol

Db e pbsl 5 a )b & gloal (o9) 0 AK ie (g0l

L(k)= average of LnP(D) in eachK (¥ dlay,

L' (K)= L L(K)n1 (¥ el
L7 (k)= L"(K)n- L"(K)n-1 (¥
7 - Bayesian
Yy e
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AK = L) —— (6
stdev of k replication

LS (Y USs) s ol ks (K=0) K oy olgie 40 35e AKg LNP(D) Lasls ooy a8 sl olis gols
b ad)S e )3 (Q e ple) Sy 3 S8l Cygas e lo Al 5 Cmen Lo (rad )3 e K plgis

Deltak = mean(|L"(K)}|) / sd{L{K))

25 |
20 |

15 |

Delta K

10 |

v
T

K

Structure 2.3.4 ,13810 y dwy & K=0 43 31 8 Coguas oy Y S5

Figure 3. Determination of optimum subpopulations number using the plot of K vs. DK

S 5y (W o U oty 1 (5 At K Q1 5 9ilgal (g, gl T g
Table 6. Results of the Evanno Method for Determination of optimum subpopulations

number in backcross population

K Reps Mean LnP(K) Stdev LnP(K) Ln'(K) |ILn*"*(K)| Delta K
2 15 -20131.180 1.396 — — —

3 15 -19637.780 7.807 493.400 70.120 8.981
4 15 -19214.500 4.638 423.280 37.170 8.012
5 15 -18828.390 5.156 386.110 127.710 24.767
6 15 -18569.990 14.857 258.400 22.350 1.504
7 15 -18333.940 34.406 236.050 25.030 0.727
8 15 -18072.860 29.857 261.080 40.380 1.352
9 15 -17852.160 58.941 220.700 8.980 0.152
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K Reps Mean LnP(K) Stdev LnP(K) Ln*(K) |ILn"(K)| Delta K
10 15 -17640.440 52.794 211.720 27.690 0.524

11 15 -17456.410 104.710 184.030 123.520 1.1796
12 15 -17395.900 260.163 60.510 — —

DSy Bl oy jdle 4 (1op
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Figure 4. Population structure of 144 barley families obtained by Bayesian-based clustering
approach using admixture model. (K =5) The vertical coordinate of each subpopulation

indicates the membership coefficients for each individual

by gl adllae pl )3 3l olaisl 39 a1y 3,8 3l (V+) cpieS g (F4) ot b & el 9 ol slaogS
Cazod 38l i daid o dbliio aS jolailad o | ouds ool | (gloyed Wlg yloie &y ely5 Wlg 5l g oaiiisy Alg yleic &
Vg 4 dcds ity U ool &S ol oyl o35 ) 5 14,8 5 i elys Wly Jolis a8 Jgl 09,8 5 3 5 Lol
IS ol 095 325 5 (+170) s 550595 iy (s oty 09,5 o il 5 (L (loygd (AT (B &S A
F) hin slgr (S655 95 oy > (2016) Ferreira et al. (iwgsy 5 ool 035 (/YY) (mssSijoria (08
9 13l plosl Structure lzéle 5 il eolinwl b 1) aeuis (sudind (Mol (p¥ V5 5 o8, YO pobliluw| ing o> diges
09,5 ) g (PNl GlaenY g (dizg 9> ol Jgl 095 pj il panseias |y Cumen )V ()0 5 gill () ol
i 9> sladiges 5l oslizw! L (2019) Milner et al. adllas 5 .aiily ol jls g4 45 390 5y slags Jolis pgd
1 KEY ke anglio 2y plaBIY BY (] adgl (0058 Capmaz 05 58,5 ) 53 5 SNP (sl Sl (6,5 )0 5 (g 92
Gordon et ) Lasss )5 .0 e ielS The cross validation slas Kool jiol5381 L wls olas g 13,8 K=Y L
L (Triticum aestivum. L) jl Sl a55bliSa puiS 505 QY Cunen b le 9 (S5 £95 w0 1y (@l. 2019
Jdo p (i sla by 3l edlatw | 4 13,8 samliie b 00l Laseis (K=Y) cunes pj cuan SNP gla Sl 1 oolis
sladelyy )3 Jho e s o (85 (sl Comer JBLo g (S £95 S0 A8 o oal Comar JELo I 5598 (e
Gl pro jlan (Mo
P Gl (Mol glasly (65,54 0 @ gl 35 a3 b ladye oy cladisS (S5 g5 3G S Ao
b s lio 08) Mol g (S Slallae sl sl (gl Comal Flo ciliseo bylpd cou (o)l 9 1g5 SRl !,
Oiglatygs 905 o) poaol 4y ph8l s 5 e RS (19,3 § O S £95 ol b Ml 5,5 5 YL > Slae
il g cnl ol gy ol jledidlion )1)55 5 (agllan 9 38 4 pasdie Slao jl g LS (orpwy S|y Al (ol
lodaliyy (55,4 )3 0k 5 0255 Slo i & Cunglio Blod o] o ) g S5 8D (nl (S 5 o5 Sloo g2
2 JWlpas 5039 Ry B e1y5 4555 L (H. SPONtANEUM) (i > 455 aulay d255 b o)l (sied )] (285 (> |
sl osllhae (glagyy Uil sl cuslio (o oly (55 (g S sl e o1)) 455 )3 Cunglie slagj sl
b il =hi 2 b poslol—ul g2 )3 35290 (Su5] £95 jl (i (pleal ) (gl Sl adlllan (g > (I San

o yid Glal 3l aon )3 g g o) pBI L g o (6)98 4 Jexie g (S| Jols iS (BN Cumer ]
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2 ol g sl 0392 (6)9—8 Vb Jooolh Cuigf M2 b S (B g g2 OlF Gl acly Cap (S5 55 4
3l oolar sl yimed s BCoF1 Cumes (Si8j 95 (—wyp Bin , 5 adllas (59 (s3l5a sl aoly 9 (S5 Slalllas
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