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ABSTRACT

Developing a deep root system is an important strategy for avoiding of drought stress in rice. In order to improve rice
root system, at the first stage, must be detected genomic regions controlling important root traits. In order to achieve
this aim, a study was conducted using 192 rice genotypes under drought stress and hydroponic culture. Manitol with -
5 bar concertration was used to apply osmotic stress in seedling stage. In addition of shoot mass, root mass, plant
mass and root thickness, length of shoot and root were recorded on 7, 14™ 21" 28" and 35" days after transferring
to hydroponic culture. Genotyping of population was performed using primer combinations of restriction enzymes of
EcoRI and Msel. To identify genomic regions associated with controlling loci of the traits, were used five statistical
models with two GLM and MLM procedures in TASSEL software. The markers of E100-M140-3, E100-M160-7,
E110-M140-9, E100-M140-3, E100-M150-19, E100-M160-7, E100-M160-11, E110-M140-1 and E110-M140-9
were detected as the most important markers. Since these markers explained significant percentage of the phenotype
variations, can be used as candidate markers in further studies such as conversion to SCAR markers marker assisted
selection for drought stress tolerance after validation.
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Table 1. Names of used plant materials

Number Line or Variety Number Line or Variety Number Line or Variety Number Line or Variety
1 X23 49 Hasan Sarei Atashgah 97 IR30 145 IR43
2 Bala 50 Lemont 98 Amol 3 146 IR24
3 IR-GKU-SA-AHM.SPD-52 51 TEQING 99 Bojar 147 IR29
4 Cisedane 52 Zireh 100 IR58 148 IR60
5 Yasoj 1 53 Champa Boudar 101  Spidroud 149 Line 416
6 Shahpasan Mazandaran 54 Dular 102 Dorfak 150 Line203
7 IR73885-1-4-3-2-1-10 55 Budda 103 Kadous 151 IR63295-AC209-7
8 Shahpasand 56 Amol 1 104 Milagrosa, Zawa Banday 152 IR68897A
9 Co 43 57 Bhavani 105 IR71466-75-3-B-1 153 Gohar
10 Kohrang 58 Ali Kazemi 106 IR69513-14-SRN-1-UBN-5-5-B 154 IR 72593-B-13-3-3-1
11 Charam 1 59 Rashti Sard 107 IRBB60 155 IR 71991-3R-2-6-1
12 IR-GKU-SA- AHM.SPD-31 60 Giza 173 108 IR31802 156 R644
13 Charam 3 61 Hasan Saraei Pichideh Ghalaf 109 Norin 157 Yuanjing 7
14 Salari 62 IR 72582-10-1-1-3-1 110 IR69617A 158 Guang122
15 Domsepid 63 IR 72593-B-3-2-1-2 111 Hnankar 159 IR24
16 Anbarbou llam 64 Amol 2 112 Manawthukha 160 Giza 181
17 IR-GKU-SA- AHM.SPD-39 65 Ghashangeh 113 Pahk maw peun meuang 161 Giza 159
18 IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-62 66 IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-21 114 Kasalath 162 Cheng-Hui 448
19 Mir Tarom 67 IR 72579-B-2R-1-3-2 115 Rahashee 163 Gang 16
20 Gardeh 68 Dylamani 116 IR72102-4-159-1-3-3-3 164 Babaomi
21 Gharib Siah Ryhani 69 IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-94 117 PSBRc28 165 Diantun 502
22 IR-GKU-SA-SH.IR28-78 70 Basmati 370 118 IR25571 166 MR 159
23 IR-GKU-SA-SH.IR28-1 71 ASD 16 119 Arjantin 167 MR 167
24 IR-GKU-SA-SH.IR28-1 72 Sang Jo 120 IRGC-15092-RT-1031-62 168 TB154E-TB-2
25 IR-GKU-SA- AHM.SPD-45 73 Rashti 121 Sahel 169 IR66946-3R7811
26 Charam 2 74 IR65192-4B-10-3 122 Dorodzan 170 IR66946-3R178-11
27 Sang Tarom 75 Giza 171 123 IRAT216 171 PSB RC28
28 Hasan Saraei 76 IR HON-215 124 IR60 172 PSB RC66
29 IR-GKU-SA- AHM.SPD-7 7 Yasoj 2 125 FUJIMINURI 173 Apo
30 IR 73678-6-9-B 78 Ahlami Tarom 126 Fajr 174 IR68899B
31 Giza 178 79 1R69626B 127 Sakha 175  IR59673-93-2-3-3R
32 Saleh 80 Tarom Mahalli 128 IR 50 176 IR57515-PM1 8-1-1-SRW 1-1
33 Pusa (Basmatil) 81 Sazandegi 129 ZENIT 177 IR59682-132-1-1-2
34 Domzard 82 Tarom Mantagheh 130 KANTU-51 178 IR59552-21-3-2-2
35 Abjiboji 83 Ghasraldashti 131  IR28 179  IR60819-34-2-1
36 Madhukar 84 Zayandroud 132 IR57301-158-IR 180 IR62141-114-3-2-2-2
37 Mosa Tarom 85 Binam 133 Gill 181 IR59469-B-B-3-2
38 Azocena 86 Domsiah 134 IR36 182  IR50404-57-2-2-3
39 Nemat 87 Anbarbou 135  Ahvazl 183  IR55423-1
40 Dasht 88 Sadri 136  IR72 184  IRA7686-30-3-2
41 Domsorkh 89 IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-45 137 IR63307-4B-24-2 185 IR61979-138-1-3-2-3
42 MosaTarom 90 Musa Tarom 138 PSBRc50 186 IR64616 H
43 IR-GKU-SA-SH.IR28-18 91 Tarom Pakotah 139 USEN 187 IR62829A
44 Gharib 92 Tarom Amiri 140  Gil3 188  IR47686-30-3-2
45 LEBANT 93 Zirehbandpey 141 IR64 189 IR57515-PM1 8-1-1-SRW 1-1
46 Neda 94 Mohammadi Chaparsar 142 Shafagh 190 IR50404-57-2-2-3/Pagsanjan
47 Hashemi 95 Domsiah Solymandarab 143 Shirodi 191 IR-GKU-SA-AN.SPD-75
48 Hasani 96 Yasoj 3 144 PSBRc86 192 IR58025A
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Figure 1. Evaluation of genotypes under hydroponic conditions
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Table 2. Primer combinations used for AFLP analysis

EcoRI primers Msel primers

Name DNA sequence Name DNA sequence

E060 GACTGCGTACCAATTCAAG M140 GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAAAC
E070 GACTGCGTACCAATTCAAT M150 GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAAGA
E080 GACTGCGTACCAATTCACG M160 GATGAGTCCTGAGTAAAGT
E090 GACTGCGTACCAATTCACT

E100 GACTGCGTACCAATTCAGT

E110 GACTGCGTACCAATTCATC

E120 GACTGCGTACCAATTCATT
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Figure 2. AFLP banding patterns obtained from the amplification of primer combination E090- M150 for genotype 1 to 48
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Table 3. Five used statistical models to evaluated
relationship AFLP markers and phenotypic traits

Model The used data set
GLM*1 Phenotype+ AFLP
GLM:2 Phenotype+ AFLP+Q"
GLM:3 Phenotype+ AFLP+PC®
MLM®4 Phenotype+ AFLP+K®
MLM:5 Phenotype+ AFLP+K+Q
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Table 4. Calculated statistics for the optimal value K using the software STRUCTURE

K LN(AVR) STDEV L(K) L'(K) [L'K] Delta K
1 -35419.1 0519157 - - - N
2 -29550.4 14.28389 5868.7 -3991.21 3991.214 279.4207
3 -27672.9 10.42844 1877.486 -724.786 724.7857 69.50087
4 -26520.2 18.48736 1152.7 -447.886 447.8857 24.22659
5 -25815.4 78.81273 704.8143 -448.286 448.2857 5.687986
6 -25558.8 84.87288 256.5286 2752 2752 3.242496
7 -25027.1 157.032 531.7286 -4341.34 4341.343 27.64623
8 -28836.7 10088.29 -3809.61 -1317.23 1317.229 0.13057
9 -33963.6 19765.3 -5126.84 2878.143 2878.143 0.145616
10 -36212.3 16264.7 -2248.7 2248.7 2248.7 0.138256
300
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Figure 3. Two way graph to determine the optimum number of K

1. Wright's F-statistics
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Figure 4. Dendrogram of the cluster analysis caused neighbor joining method and Jaccard coefficient AFLP

markers.(The genotypes name has been showed in table 1)
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Table 5. The results association analysis of rice root traits under drought stress and hydroponic culture
Model2

Modell Model3 Model4

Trait Marker Marker Marker Marker Marker

0 00-M160- 4 0.000 0 E060-M160-: . .| 060-M160- 9 0.0

E110-M160-8 18.34 0.000 E070-M140-2 3.52  0.015 E070-M140-2 3.5 0.012

Shoot E120-M160-1 19.85 0.000 E070-M160-4 3.12  0.028 EO070-M160-4 3 0018

length E100-M160-3 3.31  0.037 E100-M160-3 3.1 0.017

day 7 E100-M160-7 436  0.007 E100-M160-7 4.6 0.004

E110-M140-4 4.45 0.006 E110-M140-4 4.4 0.004

E110-M150-11 455 0.014 E110-M150-11 4.5 0.004

E070-M160-3 22.53 0.000 E060-M150-7 4.23"0.004 E060-MI50-7 4.370.007

E080-M150-18  27.72 0.000 E060-M150-10 4.49  0.009 EO060-M150-10 4.9 0.004

E100-M160-7 26.88 0.000 E060-M160-11 3.1 0.006 E060-M160-11 4.1 0.009

E100-M160-11  27.89 0.000 E090-M160-7 452 0.003 E090-M160-7 4.2 0.008

Shoot E110-M140-1 30.38 0.000 E110-M150-13 31 0.013 E110-M150-13 3.4 0.018
length E110-M150-2 24.14 0.000
day 14 E110-M150-9 24.56 0.000

E110-M160-8 28.78 0.000
E120-M160-1 25.57 0.000
E120-M160-2 22.47 0.000

EI00-M140-3 43.05 0.000 E060-M150-7 2.4 0.0I18 E060-M150-7 3.5 0.015

E100-M150-19  39.19 0.000 E060-M160-12 3.34  0.011 EO060-M160-12 3.4 0.017
Shoot E100-M160-7 46.84 0.000 E060-M160-14 3.1 0.018 E060-M160-14 3.4 0.016
length E100-M160-11  38.96 0.000 E110-M140-8 3.9 0.012 E110-M140-8 3.5 0.016
day 21 E110-M140-1 39.91 0.000

E110-M140-9 48.12 0.000
E110-M160-8 35.33 0.000

Shoot E060-M150-4 32 00IT E060-M150-4 30019
length E070-M160-5 324 0017 E070-M160-5 3.4 0.013
day 28 E090-M160-14 243  0.036 E090-M160-14 2.3 0.040
E060-M160-4  0.037 0.000 E070-MI60-3  38.34 0.000 E060-M160-3 39T 0006 EO60-MI60-3 3.9 0.009
Shoot E080-M150-14  38.13 0.000 E060-M160-12 517  0.005 E060-M160-12 5.7 0.001
length 4511 0.000 471 0,007 4.7 0.004
day 28 E100-M140-3 E060-M160-14 E060-M160-14
ET00-M150-19 4175 0.000 ET00-MI50-10 3.14 0011 EIOO-MI50-10 3.4 0.015
Shoot E100-M160-7 50" 0.000 E110-M150-18 3.3 0019 E110-M150-18 3.4 0.014
oot E100-M160-11 41  0.000
et E110-M140-1 4352 0.000
Yy E110-M140-9  42.69 0.000
E110-M150-4 _ 37.65 0.000
E060-M140-3 57 0.000 EO! B 73 0. “MT40-3 3.5 0. ; ; B0
E060-M160-4 509 0.000 E080-M140-17  27.26 0.000 E110-M160-3 6.39 0.000 E070-M140-2 4.1  0.009  E070-M140-2 4 0.006
E060-M160-11  5.04 0.000 E100-M140-3  26.49 0.000 E080-M150-12 2.85 0011 E080-M150-12 2.8 0.019
E070-M160-11 5.7 0.000 E100-M160-7  26.07 0.000 E090-M150-12 2.93 0012 E090-M150-12 2.9 0.017
Root E110-M160-3  6.23 0.000 E110-M140-9  29.89 0.000 E100-M150-20 452 0008 E100-M150-20 4.5 0.003
length E110-M160-8  26.24 0.000 E100-M160-3  3.14 0012 E100-M160-3 3.1 0.015
day 7 E120-M140-6  29.69 0.000 E100-M160-7 542 0006 E100-M160-7 5.4 0.001
E120-M160-1  27.64 0.000 E110-M140-4 313 0014 E110-M140-4 3.3 0.011
E110-M160-10 4.1 0005 E110-M160-10 4 0.006
E110-M160-18 353 0012 E110-M160-18 3.5 0.010
E120-M150-8 _ 3.11 0019 E120-M150-8 3.1 0.015
E060-M160-4 5.2 0.000 E060-M150-6 254 0.000 E090-M150-12 3.0 0.000 E070-M160-11  3.83 0.005 E070-MI60-11 3.8 0.007
E070-M160-12 6.3 0.000 E060-M160-11 ~ 25.7 0.000 E100-M150-11 3.8 0.000 E080-M160-2 ~ 3.14 0.022 E080-M160-2 3.1 0.014
Root  E080-M140-5 54 0.000 E070-M140-10 ~ 217 0.000 E110-M160-1 45 0.000
length E080-M140-11 5.8 0.000 E070-M160-3 ~ 22.9 0.000
day14 E080-M140-15 55 0.000 E070-M150-5  22.4 0.000
E080-M150-12 5.9 0.000 E090-M150-5  24.6 0.000
E080-M160-3 58 0.000 E100-M140-3  28:7 0.000
E080-MI50-12  3.78 0.000 E070-MI50-7  30.42 0.000 E060-M160-14  2.84 E060-M160-14 2.8 0.010
E080-M140-2  28.11 0.000 E070-M160-11  2.92 E070-M160-11 2.9 0.018
Root E100-M140-3  31.79 0.000 E070-M150-6  2.91 E070-M150-6 2.9 0.018
A E110-M140-9  29.41 0.000 E080-M150-11  3.17 E080-M150-11 3.7 0.008
P E110-M150-4 2842 0.000 E090-M150-11  3.19 E090-M150-11 3.9 0.
Yy E090-M160-3 5.2 E090-M160-3
E110-M150-3  3.17 E110-M150-3
E1l 4.1 E110-M150-6
E100-M140-3 E060-M160-3  3.21 E060-M160-3 3.1 0.
E100-M160-7  23.08 0.000 E060-M160-14 3.1 E060-M160-14 3.1 0.015
E070-M160-1  5.63 E070-M160-1 5.6 0.001
Root length E070-M150-15  3.73 E070-M150-15 3.7 0.008
patd E080-M140-14 4.2 E080-M140-14 0.006
y E100-M160-3  3.22 E100-M160-3 3.2 0.013
E110-M140-16 4.2 E110-M140-16 4 0.006
E110-M150-18 3.3 E110-M150-18 3 0.016
E120-M140-5  3.23 E120-M140-5 3.3 0.012
E120-M150-6  3.52 E120-M150-6 3.5 0.009
E070-M150-16 4.8 0.000 EI00-M140-8  25.55 0.000 EI110-M140-9 4.14 0.000 E070-M150-15  3.12 E070-M150-15 3.2 0.016
Root length E100-M160-7  27.32 0.000 E110-M140-8  4.13 E110-M140-8 4.4 0.005
day 3 E110-M140-9  28.75 0.000 E110-M150-3  3.92 E110-M150-3 3.9 0.008
E110-M150-18  4.14 E110-M150-18 4.1 0.006
E070-M140-1 0.000 E060-M160-14  3.21 E060-M160-14 3.2 0.012
E110-M140-9 E080-M140-18  2.83 E080-M140-18 2.8 0.019
Shoot E110-M150-4 E110-M140-8  3.82 E110-M140-8 3.8 0.007
o E110-M150-9 E110-M150-7 3.3 E110-M150-7 3 0.016
E110-M160-2 E110-M160-2  3.23 E110-M160-2 3.2 0.013
E120-M140-2 E110-M160-10  4.14 E110-M160-10 4.1 0.
E120-M140-6 2 4.16 E120-M140-1 4.1

04

. . 0 0.000 §] .
E080-M140-11  13.29 0.000 E060-M160-11  14.49 0.000 E110-M160-1 0.044 0.000 E070-M160-1 3.13

E070-M160-1 3.3 0.
E080-M140-15  9.82 0.000 E080-M140-11  19.31 0.000 E120-M150-7 0.060 0.000 E070-M160-11  3.92 E070-M160-11 3.9 0.006
Root  E080-M150-12  9.23 0.000 E080-M150-20  11.79 0.000 E080-M140-3 2.93 E080-M140-3 2.9 0.018
mass  E100-M140-8 9.31 0.000 E080-M160-3 13.54 0.000 E080-M140-10  4.53 E080-M140-10 4.5 0.003
E090-M150-5 12.08 0.000 E080-M150-11  4.24 E080-M150-11 4.2 0.004
E100-M140-8 16.33 0.000 E090-M150-11  4.52 E090-M150-11 4.5 0.003
E120-M150-6 3.71 E120-M150-6 3.7_0.008
E070-M140-T 9.88" 0.000 E060-M160-14  4.72 E060-M160-14 4.7 0.006
E100-M140-3 8.08 0.000 E110-M140-8 421 E110-M140-8 4.1 0.010
E100-M160-7 8.57 0.000 E110-M160-10  3.52 E110-M160-10 3.5 0.003
E110-M140-9 12.91 0.000
Biomass E110-M150-4 11.21 0.000
E110-M150-9 8.01 0.000
E110-M160-8 8.12 0.000
E110-M160-11 8.26 0.000
E110-M160-12 7.99 0.000
E070-M160-10 3.24 0.014 EO70-MI60-10 3.2 0.012
Root E080-M140-10 523  0.008 E080-M140-10 5.2 0.001
thickness E100-M150-3 313 0.017 E100-M150-3 3.3 0.012

E110-M160-2 4.2 0.006  E110-M160-2 4 0.003
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