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Abstract

Rice (Oryza sativa L.) is a staple food for more than half of the world's population. Globally, rice is grown on 161 million hectares, with
an average annual production of 678.7 million tonnes. Germination is one of the important stages in rice life. In order to investigate the
relationships among AFLP markers and germination traits in rice plants, 192 Rice lines were evaluated. Lines were used in the form of
an augument design with 100 seeds per line. The purpose of this study was to identify linked markers for gene controlling plumule
length, root length, coleoptile length and germination percentage. The most variation in plumule length were determined by E080-M140-
11 (19.55%), E060-M160-11 (17.92%) and E080-M150-11 (17.87%).060-M160-11, E080-M150-11, E110-M150-8 and E120-M150-5
Markers were associated with both shoot and root length, which represents an extremely close association of the traits together, or
possibly are affected multi-effect genes. The identified linked markers in this study after validation can be used to improve the
germination traits by marker-assisted selection.
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4 Cisedane M”” 52 Zireh e
Nigeria Iran
o L1 O ol
5 Yasoj 1 o 53 Champa Boudar o
Iran Iran
Shahpasan ol AL
6 Mazandaran Iran 54 Dular India
______ | -
7 IR73885-1-4-3-2-1 S 55 Budda M
10 IRRI India
o M
8 Shahpasand oA 56 Amol 1 o
Iran Iran
9 Co43 = 57 Bhavani =
India India
o M
10 Kohrang oA 58 Ali Kazemi o
Iran Iran
" M
11 Charam 1 o 59 Rashti Sard o
Iran Iran
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(39 yden X a4l
IR-GKU-SA- R . s
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13 Charam 3 ol 61 Hasan Saraei Pichideh aln
Iran Ghalaf Iran
" |
14 Salari o 62 IR 72582-10-1-1-3-1 o
Iran IRRI
M s
15 Domsepid I”" 63 IR 72593-B-3-2-1-2
ran
IRRI
" M
16 Anbarbou llam o 64 Amol 2 o
Iran Iran
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24 IR-GKU-SA- (RES e 72 Sang Jo o
SH.IR28-1 Iran (Line derived from 9 Iran
cross Shah-Pasand x
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sl 3 51 ol oY) O !
(39 0w X a4l .
IR-GKU-SA- R . R
25 AHM.SPD-45 Iran (Line derived from & Rashti Iran
cross Ahlami-Tarom x
Sepidroud)
ol |
26 Charam 2 o 74 IR65192-4B-10-3 e
Iran IRRI
o !
27 Sang Tarom o 75 Giza 171 -
Iran Egypt
o ! |
28 Hasan Saraei e 76 IR HON-215 2
Iran IRRI
odal W1 ol oY) Ol
(3950w X a4l .
IR-GKU-SA- LA . ol
29 AHM.SPD-7 Iran (Line derived from " Yasoj 2 Iran

cross Ahlami-Tarom x
Sepidroud)
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30 IR 73678-6-9-B 78 Ahlami Tarom
IRRI Iran
|
31 Giza 178 - 79 IR69626B e
Egypt IRRI
R . ol
32 Saleh 80 Tarom Mahalli
Iran Iran
. La . ol
33 Pusa (Basmatil) ] 81 Sazandegi
India Iran
ol Ml
34 Domzard o 82 Tarom Mantagheh o
Iran Iran
Lo ol ! . ol !
35 Abjiboji 83 Ghasraldashti
Iran Iran
L ol !
36 Madhukar . 84 Zayandroud
India Iran
o ! 5
37 Mosa Tarom o 85 Binam o2
Iran Iran
L ) ol !
38 Azucena . 86 Domsiah
India Iran
ol 5 )
39 Nemat o2 87 Anbarbou o2
Iran Iran
o ! 5
40 Dasht o 88 Sadri o
Iran Iran
Sl ol ) 0
Ol ! (s st
41 Domsorkh iran 89 IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-45 Iran (Line derived
from cross Anbarboo
x Sepidroud)
o ! S5
42 Tarom Friydonkenar o 90 Tarom Zanjan o
Iran Iran
ola W 3l Jool> oY) Ol
(IR28 x ay .
IR-GKU-SA- t ol
43 SH.IR28-18 Iran (Line derived from o Tarom Pakotah Iran
cross Shah-Pasand x
IR28)
o ! S5
44 Gharib o 92 Tarom Amiri o2
Iran Iran
Sl . ol
45 LEBANT " 93 Zirehbandpey i
USA Iran
o ! 5
46 Neda o 94 Mohammadi Chaparsar o
Iran Iran
o ! 5
47 Hashemi o 95 Domsiah Solymandarab o
Iran Iran
ol Ml
48 Hasani o 96 Yasoj 3 o
Iran Iran
| |
97 IR30 o 145 IR43 o
IRRI IRRI
ol |
98 Amol 3 o 146 IR24 e
Iran IRRI

ARTA



“‘qu:l.l/“aJL«Q/ﬂ -\b/d‘j{‘)-\-’&)}b}r)b“iﬁ

ey S8l Slhe o bl 4

Table 1 Continued ) Jgde aals!
ol oY Laca osleds =Y L
Ol ! |
99 Bojar o 147 IR29 o
Iran IRRI
Ol ! |
100 IR58 o 148 IR60 o
Iran IRRI
Ol i O
101 Spidroud o 149 Line 416 o
Iran Iran
Ol i O
102 Dorfak o 150 Line203 o
Iran Iran
Ol ! |
103 Kadous o 151 IR63295-AC209-7 e
Iran IRRI
bl e
104 Zawa Banday . 152 IR68897A
Thailand IRRI
| O !
105  IR71466-75-3-B-1 ez 153 Gohar o
IRRI Iran
IR69513-14-SRN-1- S S
106 154 IR 72593-B-13-3-3-1
UBN-5-5-B IRRI IRRI
| |
107 IRBB60 o 155 IR 71991-3R-2-6-1 o
IRRI IRRI
| .
108 IR31802 e 156 R644 il
IRRI China
. \‘ .
109 Norin o 157 Yuanjing 7 il
Japan China
| .
110 IR69617A o2 158 Guang122 ol
IRRI China
S
111 Hnankar _ 159 IR24 IRRI
India
Laa . s
112 Manawthukha . 160 Giza 181
India Egypt
113 Pahk maw peun e 161 Giza 159 -
meuang Korea Egypt
114 Kasalath 162 Cheng-Hui 448 -
Bangladesh China
115 Rahasee ] 163 Gang 16 -
India China
- -1-3- | .
116 'R72102-4-159-1-3 S 164 Babaomi o
33 IRRI China
117 PSBRc28 o 165 Diantun 502 il
Philippines China
| .
118 IR25571 o 166 MR 159 i
IRRI Nigeria
51,7 ;
119 Arjantin o= u_ 167 MR 167 mfu
Argentina Nigeria
IRGC-15092-RT- <) S3sl
120 168 TB154E - TB - 2
1031-62 IRRI Indonesia
Ol ! |
121 Sahel o 169 IR66946-3R7811 2
Iran IRRI
Ol ! |
122 Dorodzan e 170 IR66946-3R178-11 2

Iran

IRRI
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123 IRAT216 2 171 PSB RC28 i
IRRI Philippines
| . 5
124 IR60 o 172 PSB RC66 N
IRRI Philippines
. \“ . °
125 FUJIMINURI < 173 Apo i
Japan Philippines
Ol i |
126 Fajr o 174 IR68899B o
Iran IRRI
|
127 Sakha T 175 IR59673-93-2-3-3R e
Egypt IRRI
S5 IR57515-PM1 8-1-1- s
128 IR 50 176
IRRI SRW1-1 IRRI
K T |
129 ZENIT i 177 IR59682-132-1-1-2 2
USA IRRI
5 9l |
130 KANTU-51 e 178 IR59552-21-3-2-2 e
Indonesia IRRI
| |
131 IR28 o 179 IR60819-34-2-1 o
IRRI IRRI
| |
132 IR57301-158-IR e 180 IR62141-114-3-2-2-2 2
IRRI IRRI
Ol |
133 Gil 1 o 181 IR59469-B-B-3-2 o
Iran IRRI
&) sl
134 IR36 182 IR50404-57-2-2-3
IRRI IRRI
Ol ! |
135 Ahvaz 1 o 183 IR55423-1 2
Iran IRRI
| |
136 IR72 e 184 IR47686-30-3-2 2
IRRI IRRI
| |
137 IR63307-4B-24-2 o2 185 IR61979-138-1-3-2-3 2
IRRI IRRI
e |
138 PSBRC50 i 186 IR64616 H 2
Philippines IRRI
&K ol |
139 USEN i 187 IR62829A 2
USA IRRI
) Qlﬁl Lgﬁl
140 Gil 3 188 IR47686-30-3-2
Iran IRRI
s IR57515-PM1 8-1-1- o
141 IR64 189
IRRI SRW1-1 IRRI
Ol ! -57-2-2- |
142 Shafagh or 190 IR50404-57-2-2 S
Iran 3/Pagsanjan IRRI
S 3 e ¥ 0
o ol gy X g1 08
143 Shirodi - 191 IRGKU-SA-AN.SPD-T5 | e derived

from cross Anbarboo
x Sepidroud)

g 3 |
o 192 IR58025A e
Philippines IRRI

144 PSBRc86
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Table 2- Thermal cycling program for AFLP markers

Pre-amplification
PSP () g (aiBo) e CC) Lo al> o
Number of cycle Time (min) and (second) Temperature (C°) Step
1 5 94 DNA <l sl 2y
Initial denaturation of DNA
30" 94 DNA(_g)'Lwd;l..i’;-)..;ls
DNA denaturing
Primers annealing
L
1’ 72 .
Extension
1 5’ 72 . sl b .
Final Extension
Sl uss

Selective amplification

DNA aJyl (55l 4 s

1 57 94 L. .
Initial denaturation of DNA
30" 94 DNALSJ-uuj.ij
DNA denaturing
Primers annealing
1’ 72 -
Extension
307 o DNA (sl sl
DNA denaturing
Primers annealing
1 72 -
Extension
1 57 72 s b

Final Extension

G:f: LSLAH,:J}U'AFLP 4 2 5 odd eslanal tstjL'cT OS5 Y Jse
Table 3- The used primer combinations in AFLP analysis of rice genotypes

EcoRI sl ,551eT Msel sla 5511
EcoRI Primers Msel Primers
DNA s DNA s
DNA Sequence DNA Sequence
E-A 5' -GACTGCGTACCAATTCA-3' M-A 5' -GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAA-3

(EOBO)E-AAG 5 -GACTGCGTACCAATTCAAG-3' (M140)M-AAC 5' -GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAAAC-3
(EO70)E-AAT 5 -GACTGCGTACCAATTCAAT-3' (M150)M-AGA 5' -GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAAGA-3
(EO80)E-ACG  5'-GACTGCGTACCAATTCACG-3' (M160)M-AGT 5'-GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAAGT-3
(EO90)E-ACT 5'-GACTGCGTACCAATTCACT-3'
(E100)E-AGT 5 -GACTGCGTACCAATTCAGT-3'
(E110)E-ATC 5 -GACTGCGTACCAATTCATC-3'
(E120)E-ATT 5 -GACTGCGTACCAATTCATT-3'
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(Pritchard et al., 1995) ' 28l 1 3lp 5 3l elis
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33 L& oslizwl (Evanno et al., 2005) ol,\Kaa 5 5l 5!

B SBGS 55 55 o555 Do s AFLP (gl Siles bls )l sl ot oslizel ()T Jto gy -F sl

Table 4- The used five statistical models for association analysis of AFLP markers and phenotypic traits
in rice genotypes

Joe oolatwl 3,90 00l dcgazo
Model Used data set
1.GLMm? Phenotype+ AFLP
2GLM Phenotype+ AFLP+QP
3GLM Phenotype+ AFLP+PC¢
4:MLM¢ Phenotype+ AFLP+K®
SMLM Phenotype+ AFLP+K+Q
oyes b Jse @
o3l 51 ouds blusw] o g Jool b Cumex islo slaosls B
Lol slaaalseC
bl (b3 Jaod

G¥gling> 5l (AU (Suss aneey Llod lol8l IS aplis 5l ol saiglivgs sleosls €

a:GLM: General Linear Model

b: Q: Population structure data or Inferred ancestry of individuals

c: PC: Principal components
d:MLM: Mixed Linear Model

e: K: Kinship data derived from general similarity in genetic background arising from shared kinship

OT 51 da i3 5 aclows La,y) SS (StdeV) Hlas Col ol
g & slres Slaey 8 sl byl S5 Sk 5l
5 o LK) pUas 5 5 omly 058 leie VL es 8
L'(K) pLiay 5 5sbe slaos 8 (512 L(K) Jblis s
e AK Sl 1 51 sl 55 487 45 5 dalons
as el d 53 Olhes 4o (Dadras, 2012) 4

il e 5 dlsy D)5

K =L(K) j» ! bl SG LNP(D) Kk

L'(K)= L(K)n- L(K)n-1

L"(K)= L'(K)n- L'(K)n-1

1 Structure

\YY

N jle 5 5 Cmanr (S5 bl e (6

Comazr 5l 3) g 53 O 5 b ealizul ST 2l
4_;_.@{;tu,!p\g@\);ur’;w”;&c;byw
Jsb L ilwand 5 ad acubs (iluand plsil LK
MCMC Ve oo 1SS slaas sBUMIN Yo v vt 095
§l .3 5 dy Oy e (Markov Chain Monte Carlo)
35l s s a8 by Ve B GIK sl skt ol
oslatul Slewles gl 5 LNP(D) 5 K ol 4D O s

LK) oKl K a6l s 48 Sy gn ol 4 s



“ﬂqu:l{/‘ﬂoju/ﬂ .\.1:-/;}‘]1\)-\4‘_;)}\.3}(}1941]&4

T 5 e et (P ds i Sl el L
Sl Sl 0 Bl o lals gla Ui (g)ls sne
b leld Cdo ol b e e SO Ve ey b
sladis 53 E090-M140-9 SKilis esldns ol 51 o8
E090-M140-8 5 E0B0-M160-8 (sla KiLis 5 4w 5 &S5
Ot e Aoy &S ke oa U e g 5l slade o
il 5 Y e 3 edd plulis gls SSLES sl
4 gy SO YO ¢ gz 3 4l b oo 51
Jie 5n SKlas ) o ws oluls Ciw ol cQTL
Jde 4w ;2 ,5E080-M160-11 SSlss .ooils 13 Y
Col gl Kl s plulis oS i 4b 4 GLM
Ciillas oa L SLS MLM a5 e 55 a5 ok
E080-M140-11 (E060-M160-11 (sla SGLis .zl
e @) Vb s o b sl,l> E089-M150-11 4
Jab L LL sl 55 . dss e (\W/AY 514/00 I V/AY
Gl Sl o 53 &8 i Lol SV Ju il
35 9 ¢S ladds ,5E080-M160-17 Lgs GLM
23 edd oluls gl STt dis g oS 1t

zils Cillas o L SIS MLM Joke 55

Ill_Il _I I-
! ) £ " 2

2 2

-.II
n 1% 1
oo

)

e

.IIII-
? 9 n
t noon

4 6 "

IIIIIIIIIII
@ [ o n »n »
“ a n n n

2

5 b b 9 5 a
2 " " “ @

o

l Ill-lI
H 2 b 2
u »% n »

n

L] n

w3 Sl Slie o (blisl e

.;:}fr‘»JAK}KéJb)>J\:}»£«f@)yﬁ

VS el K g sl Oles iomte gl s
| il aalllas 35 50 Comar 513 0ok izl oL
L sl Sl (g1, STRUCTURE i jile 5 abw s
w3l Jeol s Gllas e e Ol AFLP JSC
S G HAK gl 48 Slaad s slded bl
3550l Sy Gk AL e ¥l Al s
Lac—s 55 4 (Evanno et al., 2005) ol ,LSes
2355 o sl dl st nSli 05 8 s 4 il e
STRUCTURE 1551 p 5 3l aslital b 015 ga 03,5
ol s S G s a5 dle | Sy pude Ao
¢SS (Sparto et al., 2011) ol ,LKes 5 5 bl g,
S T30 8 K Olasl 4 il (K0s i 555
S o 3 5 AL IV i OT & e Ao
55 0l g an Al /P8 ST Ly e )
YA ol ol 5 e a8 8 5 s b sl
S AL RN TEEERY LI PR RSP

0 Jsd)

&

old axdllae Slio 4 4 gu sla KL & Jgd s

n
wooK
-I-I_Il
N

w

a & 4
& {Q & &% “

b 9 9
u

W

L
2

n

» " #
0 n

L]

" “ “ b

(K=2) & slans K ol o sy j2om AFLP (sla S50 bl 2 i (sls 8 55 81 e Sl O30 50— S

Figure 1- Bar plot of population structure estimates for rice genotypes assessed by
AFLP markers partitioned into K-colored segments (K = 2).
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Table 5- Membership percentage of rice genotypes based on Structure analysis and AFLP markers data

Ob&.«.ﬁ}d))—y&

Y84 3 Ba Y84 ¥ B«
S 125 1538 <53 125 123
Genotype J 25 J 25 Genotype J£5 J £
8% 'h3® 8% '3 g%
"5 -k - 5 " 5
= = S >
X23 0.001 0.999 Hasan Sarei Atashgah 0.001 0.999
Bala 0.001 0.999 Lemont 0.001 0.999
IR-GKU-SA-AHM.SPD-52 0.001 0.999 TEQING 0.001 0.999
Cisedane 0.001 0.999 Zireh 0.001 0.999
Yasoj 1 0.001 0.999 Champa Boudar 0 1
Shahpasan Mazandaran 0.001 0.999 Dular 0.001 0.999
IR73885-1-4-3-2-1-10 0.009 0.991 Budda 0.001 0.999
Shahpasand 0.001 0.999 Amol 1 0.001 0.999
Co 43 0.001 0.999 Bhavani 0.001 0.999
Kohrang 0.001 0.999 Ali Kazemi 0.026 0.974
Charam 1 0.001 0.999 Rashti Sard 0.001 0.999
IR-GKU-SA- AHM.SPD-31 0.001 0.999 Giza 173 0.001 0.999
Charam 3 0.001 0.999 Fasan Sarae) Pichidef 0.001 0.999
Salari 0.001 0.999 IR 72582-10-1-1-3-1 0 1
Domsepid 0.001 0.999 IR 72593-B-3-2-1-2 0.001 0.999
Anbarbou Ilam 0.001 0.999 Amol 2 0.001 0.999
IR-GKU-SA- AHM.SPD-39 0.002 0.998 Ghashangeh 0.001 0.999
IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-62 0.001 0.999 IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-21 0.001 0.999
Mir Tarom 0.001 0.999 IR 72579-B-2R-1-3-2 0.001 0.999
Gardeh 0.001 0.999 Dylamani 0.001 0.999
Gharib Siah Ryhani 0.001 0.999 IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-94 0.001 0.999
IR-GKU-SA-SH.IR28-78 0.001 0.999 Basmati 370 0.001 0.999
IR-GKU-SA-SH.IR28-1 0.001 0.999 ASD 16 0.001 0.999
IR-GKU-SA-SH.IR28-1 0.001 0.999 Sang Jo 0.001 0.999
IR-GKU-SA- AHM.SPD-45 0.001 0.999 Rashti 0.001 0.999
Charam 2 0.001 0.999 IR65192-4B-10-3 0.001 0.999
Sang Tarom 0.001 0.999 Giza 171 0.003 0.997
Hasan Saraei 0.001 0.999 IR HON-215 0.002 0.998
IR-GKU-SA- AHM.SPD-7 0.002 0.998 Yasoj 2 0.001 0.999
IR 73678-6-9-B 0.001 0.999 Ahlami Tarom 0.001 0.999
Giza 178 0.001 0.999 IR69626B 0.005 0.995
Saleh 0.001 0.999 Tarom Mabhalli 0.002 0.998
Pusa (Basmatil) 0 1 Sazandegi 0.023 0.977
Domzard 0.001 0.999 Tarom Mantagheh 0.001 0.999
Abjiboji 0.001 0.999 Ghasraldashti 0.001 0.999
Madhukar 0 1 Zayandroud 0.002 0.998
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Table 5 Continued 0 Jsda aelsl
T8, 3 8a Y8, 1 8o
5 185 1% 5 185 43
Genotype \\,; g g \\,; g g Genotype \\’; g g \% g g’
- - -
= = = b
Mosa Tarom 0.001 0.999 Binam 0.001 0.999
Azucena 0.001 0.999 Domsiah 0.002 0.998
Nemat 0.001 0.999 Anbarbou 0.001 0.999
Dasht 0.001 0.999 Sadri 0.001 0.999
Domsorkh 0.001 0.999 IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-45 0.002 0.998
Tarom Friydonkenar 0 1 Tarom Zanjan 0.002 0.998
IR-GKU-SA-SH.IR28-18 0 1 Tarom Pakotah 0.001 0.999
Gharib 0.001 0.999 Tarom Amiri 0.001 0.999
LEBANT 0.001 0.999 Zirehbandpey 0.001 0.999
Neda 0.001 0.999 Mohammadi Chaparsar 0.001 0.999
Hashemi 0.001 0.999 Domsiah Solymandarab 0.002 0.998
Hasani 0.001 0.999 Yasoj 3 0.002 0.998
IR30 0.935 0.065 IR43 0.997 0.003
Amol 3 0.989 0.011 IR24 0.999 0.001
Bojar 0.996 0.004 IR29 0.997 0.003
IR58 0.992 0.008 IR60 0.983 0.017
Spidroud 0.996 0.004 Line 416 0.997 0.003
Dorfak 0.982 0.018 Line203 0.998 0.002
Kadous 0.974 0.026 IR63295-AC209-7 0.998 0.002
Zawa Banday 0.997 0.003 IR68897A 0.997 0.003
IR71466-75-3-B-1 0.998 0.002 Gohar 0.996 0.004
'R69513'14'55_EN'1'UBN'5' 0.995 0.005 IR 72593-B-13-3-3-1 0.998 0.002
IRBB60 0.999 0.001 IR 71991-3R-2-6-1 0.987 0.013
IR31802 0.997 0.003 R644 0.997 0.003
Norin 0.999 0.001 Yuanjing 7 0.991 0.009
IR69617A 0.997 0.003 Guang122 0.988 0.012
Hnankar 0.999 0.001 IR24 0.999 0.001
Manawthukha 0.996 0.004 Giza 181 0.999 0.001
Pahk maw peun meuang 0.999 0.001 Giza 159 0.997 0.003
Kasalath 0.999 0.001 Cheng-Hui 448 0.999 0.001
Rahasee 0.999 0.001 Gang 16 0.996 0.004
IR72102-4-159-1-3-3-3 0.999 0.001 Babaomi 0.994 0.006
PSBRc28 0.999 0.001 Diantun 502 0.998 0.002
IR25571 0.997 0.003 MR 159 0.963 0.037
Arjantin 0.999 0.001 MR 167 0.996 0.004
IRGC-15092-RT-1031-62 0.999 0.001 TB154E-TB -2 0.991 0.009
Sahel 0.997 0.003 IR66946-3R7811 0.977 0.023
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Table 5 Continued
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O Jgdom aelsl

TE8L T &g Y & 7 8o

RS R Y - Y

Genotype \\,; gg \\,; gg Genotype \\’; gg \% gg’
- - -
= = = =
Dorodzan 0.999 0.001 IR66946-3R178-11 0933 0.067
IRAT216 0.998 0.002 PSB RC28 0.666 0.334
IR60 0.999 0.001 PSB RC66 0.793 0.207
FUJIMINURI 0.999 0.001 Apo 0.986 0.014
Fajr 0.999 0.001 IR68899B 0.989 0011
Sakha 0.995 0.005 IR59673-93-2-3-3R 0.985 0.015
IR 50 0.999 0.001 IRSTOLS ML 811 0.985 0.015
ZENIT 0.995 0.005 IR59682-132-1-1-2 0.976 0.024
KANTU-51 0.999 0.001 IR59552-21-3-2-2 0915 0.085
IR28 0.999 0.001 IR60819-34-2-1 0.968 0.032
IR57301-158-IR 0.998 0.002 IR62141-114-3-2-2-2 0.984 0.016
Gil1 0.999 0.001 IR59469-B-B-3-2 0.937 0.063
IR36 0.998 0.002 IR50404-57-2-2-3 0.976 0.024
Ahvaz 1 0.998 0.002 IR55423-1 0.994 0.006
IR72 0.999 0.001 IR47686-30-3-2 0.997 0.003
IR63307-4B-24-2 0.999 0.001 IR61979-138-1-3-2-3 0.994 0.006
PSBRC50 0.999 0.001 IR64616 H 0.778 0.222
USEN 0.995 0.005 IR62829A 0.967 0.033
Gil 3 0.999 0.001 IR47686-30-3-2 0.981 0.019
IR64 0.999 0.001 'R575312'VF\)/'\1}18'1'1' 0.89 0.11
Shafagh 0.999 0.001 IR??:;éfn?jfn_z_ 0.926 0.074
Shirodi 0.999 0001  IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-75  0.767 0.233
PSBRC86 0.998 0.002 IR58025A 0.758 0.242
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Table 7- Significant level (P) and phenotypic variance explained (R?) and by AFLP markers identified using
association analysis with five models in the TASSEL software.

MLM)5 Ju. MLM)4 Ju GLM)3 Ju GLM )2 Jus GLM)1 Jus
(G+PH+Q SET S5 (G+PH SFT S (H+PH+PC SFT S (H+PH ST (H+PH+Q ST S5 =
g Primer g Primer Fg Primer g Primer g Primer 3 E
P combination p combination p combination p combination p combination
[E%5D) (4o ,5) (4o ,5) (4s5) (4s,5)
0.008 6.3 E060-M160-2 0.008 6.3 E060-M160-2 0 4.72 E090-M140-9 0 12.15 E060-M160-11 0 7.34 E090-M140-9
0.016 3.08 E090-M140-8 0.016 3.08 E090-M140-8 0 4.86 E120-M150-5 0 11.57 E070-M140-9 2
38
0 5.64 E120-M160-8 0 18.83 E080-M150-11 3“ G
£
v g
0 13.06 E100-M140-3 3
0 11.96 E100-M150-8
0.006 4.02 E070-M140-7 0.006 4.02 E070-M140-7 0 4.32 E070-M160-2 0 10.61 E060-M160-9 0 13.08 E060-M160-11
0.01 3.45 E070-M160-1 0.01 3.45 E070-M160-1 0 4.47 E080-M160-11 0 17.92 E060-M160-11 0 10.64 E070-M140-8
0.001 5.45 E080-M140-10 0.001 5.45 E080-M140-10 0 5.4 E120-M150-5 0 11.78 E070-M140-9 0 10.57 E070-M160-11
0.01 3.20 E080-M160-10 0.01 3.20 E080-M160-10 0 19.55 E080-M140-11 0 14.91 E080-M140-11
0.009 3.63 E090-M140-8 0.009 3.63 E090-M140-8 0 17.87 E080-M150-11 0 13.35 E080-M150-11 =
4 2
> 2
0 11.48 E080-M160-11 0 11.95 E080-M160-11 5 2
e
0 11.09 E090-M140-9 0 11.09 E090-M140-9 o
0 11.46 E100-M150-6 0 11.72 E100-M150-2
0 13.06 E100-M150-8
0 11.06 E110-M150-8
0 11.77 E110-M160-12
0.011 3.44 E060-M150-2 0.011 3.44 E060-M150-2 0 6.35 E100-M150-9 0 0.06 E080-M140-12 0 0.05 E070-M160-11
0.005 4.10 E100-M160-11 0.005 4.10 E100-M160-11 0 6.29 E100-M160-12 0 0.06 E080-M140-16 0 0.05 E080-M160-17
@
0.009 3.55 E110-M150-17 0.009 3.55 E110-M150-17 0 7.01 E110-M150-18 0 E080-M150-3 gz
A2
S5
0.005 4.07 E110-M160-20 0.005 4.07 E110-M160-20 0 5.84 E120-M160-8 0 E080-M150-15 ”1 ..;
&g
E080-M150-17 g
pj
E080-M160-4
E120-M160-1
0.019 291 E070-M140-4 0.019 291 E070-M140-4 0 6.15 E080-M140-8 0 8.57 E080-M140-11
c
S
0.013 3.28 E070-M150-7 0.013 3.28 E070-M150-7 0 7.32 E080-M140-11 . ,é
18
0.004 4.27 E080-M140-7 0.004 4.27 E080-M140-7 ]
o
5 g
0.01 3.02 E100-M150-11 0.01 3.02 E100-M150-11 §
H
0.018 2.95 E100-M160-8 0.018 2.95 E100-M160-8
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