e
- JJ}C’F}“ u%)

(TYA-YAY) WWAD 5y [ g 0louis | policd 059

9 Job cails 5 ,Shos o0 J yiS by b g oS0 ol Sl o Lwliis
oSS el 9 o Ll 50 (U paiS 0 90 S g Sy e

f‘s{b’uuuvj) ko g r'od.b’.o RV fiér’r‘_gé.o:u powIv-1) FUL JXWOW ‘\GM g

VHAUNY 2y o VNV sl s g s

ohS

el ol A5 syt Sl BB i 5 | 05 5 Slat 5 8, 45 el it 5 et S
Fg Jos oS58 050) cn¥ ATV (0 i 30 099 S5 pzpn S (255 5 sk g 4l o Slas oaiss J S slagy
S5l 2550 eSS kel 5 @ Ll 50 87Zh0NY 291 Jpazme y o, 5 ¥ )31 Stz 4y Jorxia o8, B I Jol>
TV o S5 i o sanlie aulllae 59n Slio 4l (sl sobrite LS iy i bl 1 55 13
VVIYS alols Lgie b 1, o0 535 51 ol y90 sl 11OV ggame 0 AFLP Silsi YY 4 ISSR Siles 7 SSR Siles
5w bl o QTL 0% slass (o5 50 slalols Lol olol  ols hligy jolome SLiS 99 (e O 9o il
2o bulpd cod o QTL S5 5lez oz S Jsb sl wiad Gliple addllas 5,50 lao (6l (eSS 6L
Sr s dsb s ezn Sr e lyceiie QTL & 5 i win ol 2 odle 0405 plulid (LSS g kol
eSS kol bulys cos e 5 QTL Ve g Ve 55 ails o Sloe gl axid )5 )18 Slolid 0,90 20 Jul i Coxd pgo
ool byl s cow ails o Slee sl ISSR25 2-CFA2257 Silis 9o (o ooy olwlids QTL ot obyKe ouo g
SLOQTL jin w05 Gyme il 5,5 QTL flgcas wils o Slae ooigd uilylg 5l ooy /57 o5 b LSS
i abbce gl 4 V3T 5l ol cplys Sae I &)le sasmsylis a5 wog cutte iulidl Sl glls eas olulis
s bl e Sorpgsely 51 55 Sy odidd s 4 Widgy 5 yide 5 itz lio 4 by o QTL YA (g1, olSyl
axb opl glal b wils o,Slae S 50 ISSR25 2-CFA2257 sl Silis Jolbas 4 by e 4l coonl 4 4>y
8 ool S S8 4y i3S i3 o] om0, 5L L o

Olnl G o8 oBals (55 )5liS 0aSitsls  alS (55d5iSTgn 5 (50534 09,5 (5 5D (gl -

Olrl 255 s oBils (55)5laS 0uSiils (LS (535155 9 (s1354r 09,5 ol ¥

Ol e 8 oRdls (e J5SUge ol (cale dad Y

Olrl e o(65,0liS g5 g Sbieel linion lojle ¢)9dS 0 Slidod dunge (e i (gl jledsls -F
mohammadi@tabrizu.ac.if)swes saws s *




VWA 5l /pgs 0 lesds /anis 0,90 [ liimes

ubl&@ 9 (G

McCartneyet ) .l,Ken 5 3,5 (€t al., 2009
z Sgbla bls op¥ YAY 5l eolaial L @l., 2005
2B 2A lapsises S 59y s 3,Skee ol QTL
QTL il o 5l 45 wis,S boyKe 4D 5 4A 3D
Iy esd ilyly 5l ao,o VIV sga> 2B jo &l
, (Dashtiet al., 2007 ) SKon § oubs 0,5y
o Jlog sl Ll o asshla bl oY 95 asllias
VY a5 0o S oy o Shes (612 1B pgj505,5 55, QTL
5o Wl elaisl sgr a | owdgid uilly 5l ey
s glels QTL Ses a5 byls o a5 J
QTL cuza (Guptaet al., 2003 ., Ke2 4 Luos
paS sl AW 5l Lol coxax jo ails o Slee 51y
3D 2D ¢1D (slapsjsns,S 5, WL711 § PH132
ol Canezr o )5 lulis TA o 4D <4A
sy QTL o Opata85, W7984 ., s
6D 4B 2D 2A 1A (clapsises,S g5y 4l o Sho
L i et al, 2003 o Ko 5 J wind bolKe
S5l Jols Fra oS 59 0l (u¥ VY 5l eolaal
QTL z Shannong483 Chuan3505Q.:5 # |
59) 3B 2D 1D (sl pyi505,5 (59, wls o Shes (sl
Diabet) ,Ken g Sbo 5,5 sluls 6A 5 (QTL
Jol> Fo S 555 o il slacpy b5, L @l., 2007
S5 SIL bg, b as Chaml, TamgurtsB,l 856 ;)
VA ails o,80es (gl sxiuly 09 sdel Caws @ &
5 7A BB BA 5B 2A 1B clapsises,S g5, QTL
Kordenaee) .l,Kan ¢ zols,S 0S obySe 7B
aais as sl poylealey, Silas YOV 5 et al., 2008
w5 W 5l Jols Fr S 555 00l ¥ VA (S35
Taifun ulu> o8, 5 Tabassi Ses 4 Joxio
56D 4D 3B slapsjses S 55, QTL ez 5 ool
29,5 slulis als o ,Slee 51, LOD >3 L 7B
S poojlalas 0,8 o)155 (Watson, 1958 gl
g Sl SLS 0jg Ol )0 Dol s oA aS
Slaal 5l G Wlg oo oz S ojlasl ]38l
HSU) 5dly 5 gt ol SULS 2ol sloaal p pie

il sl il as wis S 158 @nd Walton, 1970

Sl G ez Sr P s b U S
Gl ool 2 R3S o3l e s 8 lie ol el iy
Loncet al.,) Koo 5 ¥ 09 sles YU law
Ly o5 Jes g9 paiS F2 Comanr G asdllae L (1993

doddo

L s=hs QlalS (nfemad g G ipte 5 (So oS
e el Gl age Lyld 4 sy 6,850
5 AL weps B0 5l G b Gl Comex peeSe
Ol poiS bang (Bpae (g weyd B0 4 Sup
o) (Dhandaet al., 2004, Vasil, 200y 545 o
2 gl s oy Jol asy iS5 mhaws i 5l elS
Osekee YVO Uobes b jo et L YNY Lo
Jlo 50 50 ol jo cdls adgy o5 e PV LS
5 LSa fekis ¥ Jobes puiS CuiS L5 mhaw VYAY
(FAO, 2013 ¢ 5 ;yguko VF T 0dgs

2 sheme Glagis et 5l ol sgS i
Sgaze ) GlalS S wdgs g ab) o5 Sl Gl gelan
56l 5 (Cattivelli et al., 2008 .5

wile Sy SzsS sladsSse 5 o JsSses Se
dnyge 50 doond doaid dapyais, RNA DNA
ol & el )3 (Same polie 5 olil a0l dagys:
5 Y (Bayoumi et al., 2008 sis Lo
%s,5 ks (CollaKu and Harrison, 2002, 4. ,»
o Bl 0 pas o Slee ol as o O sga> 0 aS
Calhounet al., ) ;,Ksa 5 sl col Sis
poS pl)) leser (2l a5 wsyS )li5 (1994
GRS ez ge (A WLy (S s llyd cod
3ign bagmo 55 o 1 W 8 Slac b b
osles sl il Ty a5 ol (gloduzmn Cabo o,Slas
haw 0xly jo alow Sl o ol Gl blise
ol o) e Loyl ol s 5e g aliiw (o als olaws
JSSEENR IR P TN PSSR X o8
09 9 09 S, 5 0ds e e Jalss
=5 Sy Sy oSles Sle ren 4 Sl (2LS
Solyg wls o Slee o ez Sl 51 S e g 000
Quarrie) & ,ls ails 5 Sles 043 4 o YU 52y
g al 5 Sles o5 Canb ole 4 (et al., 2005
e o) pansis o)ls Slie plo b &5 (L)
St (Sl S5 SedlS sla sy a0 ,Slos
aly s Slae g oo QTL a5 5l ooliul b Jg o
aalllas 1y S o GRS 5 s o 005 J 1S 32
.(Quarrieet al., 2005; Haiet al., 2008 s s

89y o i ails o Slee sl QTL slows oy s
Zhang) sileass oboSe 2B 5 3B 4A (lapg;ses,s



VWA 5l /pgs 0 lasds /o 0,90 [Me liines

P50 2 )Skes slag) b gy (J5Sge sl Silas olulit

Olyrsay a5 Wog alls 3 Shee g pg0 Sp e 5 Job
s e paS e (Sas Jeod b)) slagasls
o eslawl QTL
313l g ually a6 cla,dy DNA lseul ol
F-0 Al e ,o g et Smdl laplalS s Canas
gl 5 Sl Gloz S golaw (S e 5l (S
Saghai-Maroofet al., ) CTAB 5, 4 DNA
L DNA (glawise; CouiS 5 cunS 28,5 alosl (1984
O oy Sl 5 aoys oA ST 3 568525
b 5deySn Vo x> ) jlieishy ooy (aaSTy ol
s, S5kl 5 olspler, Sl cas I eolaiul
B Sy bl gl gleas > a5 el ISSR
Do &y ugeebes 4250 AF slos o adsl 55luars ol
3 Sleardpuly Jold a2y TO w5 4B O
Jlasl @dds S oo a4 ugawdew 4> 50 AF gleo
gl &30 (F3el @ at) F7-88 slos o Skl
4 ogemdes 4250 VY (glos )0 Lo 8o S S 4y
» 2l b 5 SO Coly o g 4B g0 S
O A Y Do 4 ugeadu A0 VY gleo
P o, STl J5 555290l b oads iS5 ¥ game
A SIS Corbettes o Sl 5 oKiws [0 sy
VE el Silas Fe clacsl gl (Stwge 428
a4 (55k10 5 Jol> ISSR Silas V¢ g SSR Silias
s SSR Siles o L) Fs Js comes LS aiss
2oL Jase glaces 5l Blsul yge3] 51 o (AFLP
e alols Slas g ¥ Ul LOD filas 28,5 s
Rl s bags G g Ble B0 b ply jolme ;SSLES 93
ekl (Manly and Olson, 1999MapManager
2 S a0l 4 (S g sla Sl has sl s
Kosambi, ) owlusS ab 51 5550 le o>
99y ool g QTL apes ol eolanwl (1943
Sdle s 5l eolimul Loy oS,e (clalols bl
3 abil (Wanget al., 2005 QTLCartographer

Olio (oighd @259
Ll S o addlas 050 Slao oodeid aje
S Jsb oSlos ( oSS Lol Ll jo el o
87Zhong291, Y ,31 o3| 5 yio ile YV lacpY o>

o Ll o ael Cansay e ile VA 5 YY (5 e

R Srofr ey Rz Spddb Gln
Saleem) ;5o g ke 00,5 5,155 a8l o dle
e 05 Y 5 b8, VY adllas L et al., 2006
prn S e g als o Shee )l Gre 5 Sate
Mohammadiet ) | Kea § saeme 35,5 sanliv
o3y 4 ab S, Wies sl B Lo 55 @l., 2006
Jsb JruS 5o cial3dl 31 a8 ws S svalice (o)l puis
Sropre slp bl ol i coesl oz Sp
Al e e b oRl808 5 sl Sl 5o 0 ez
S sloy ebelid (nlply ad csalae 2ol
P30 Srspzn Spcale by oy g Jsb oas
WSl dede (SaS 4 Joxe pl)l adgs 0wl e
(Vermaet al., 2004

(00 yd yoo Gblie ;o eS8 Aol Slaal 51 SO
(emsby s bld cod S conl Bl 4 Shcwss
Ay iz Jolye jo (Sis A 4 g de Jeod
S 3,8kes pals 5 anils Jad ST (Sas ofisa
o loe elul p pasS ol (oplply sl asls
O ateie lp (Jege b, Slis STl 5 o)
Sple 5 (S 4 Jood 0 Sae () Sloogas
(GBS opl 5l Bas el g Wl sasS S
St 4 Jomi b L e Slas (slo) QTL b
Dg1 b pasl o

gy 9 Olgo
Fo Jos oo g8 3 ,0) (¥ 1YY (el oLS slge
sy 87Zhong291, ¥ ,31 puis #B6,1 3 ;| Jol>
@ Jomio g ailiuw; o8, V,31 (RoOstaei, 2000
A (Bpre jelS Sy Jatme 5 e 3blie
&b, s L 87Zhong291(Roostaeiet al., 1999
e Jyame Bl 51 (S iz 558 Late g (b
oKisl ;o YYAF-AY L o owdgd oLl
Glel g oo lulyd cod IS5 50 b uV-WT )b
Fashen YA 6l b Syl JS gl oSS
IR g_SJ..a.o u] )L.\M JS sGI*ASJ LS)L"J wJLQ)] )0 O
S (YA-mM oLL + Vemm LD e Lo FO-
wzn Sy ey dsb el xSelail 55 Slao



VWA 5l /pgs 0 lesds /anis 0,90 [ liimes

ubl&@ 9 (G

e 4 S Sl VA g ol by Helre SSLAS g0

HFYXY AN ;i».w/" 92 6&09; RECR W DUWGS, Ls‘bﬁ)f
A 5Y‘Y' O X IV ANV Y 6‘)& w).»d.s q 9/\ Y £

RERATY) )fa‘.w.s

QTL &y

QTL bz o Llyd )0 pzn Sp Jsb sl»
Glogys 1 QTL Y 5V o) iy o5 wd oLl
QTL [l 2 () Jgaz) autisls [132 g ¥ .V Siwgn
3o, AIYA S 50 5 o0 Cade oialidl ST 6lyls
S A5 Ll )0 02 S Jsb (gt Sl s
JESt 5 1, Y37 Wiy Coanl Vb gl 00, cyeess |
Lol 0 pzn Sy sk ¢lp g 4 osllas slaJ
ol Ll )0 o2 S Jsb sl e e (Lt
OtV Ses 095 0 QTL G Lid LSS
i olelbs CFA2114 4 PactMtge sl Silas
Voo og Cude ljdl Sl QTL ul () Jgu)
JRSR BV TSNS OO U JUT JCH UUP TR IRV
Syt oz Sy sk (eSS ol 5 o Ll
g el brpY (Ske 3 87ZhoNg291415 4 s
@ ez S g Job eanlidl la T Jlasl jo oo s
w balpd 50 w2 p Sp oy lp ob plas gl
PQTLY g ¥ ¥ Copgaas o obKe QTL cain
cim () Jgom) wnils LAY Y Siuge sboos,S
eed Olss 5l as,e VWY (ggexe 0 QTL
50,8 e o0 ml il )0 paiS 0 1) ez S oye
SFSox pzn Sp P s lulyd 0 ¥ 31l
2 e Ui g cils 87Zhong291uly 4 e
28 il gls a oz S e el sl T Uil
&5 a0 oSS bl Jlyd o oz S 2 Gl
sy QTL cizn (oo Luls jo o oluls QTL
QTL 57 b cuifias &5 0 SLolSe pgo Sy Jsbo
O Jeaz) asls 13 F o WV Siwgn sloog,S 0
Slpass 5l oy YYPD ggeme 0 QTL ciza
3,8 e 2 Ll o 1) pes S Job (oS
S S350 £35Sy sk o Laly 50 ¥ 5Tl
T ol el jo g cusls 87Zhong291uly o
b Jie 215 4 Wiy ol 5l osllas

V315 e il 1000 e 02 Sy Job (Sl
S il VF/O- 5 VPO 554 87Zhong291,
Spdeb slp e SIS dalyd g0 s 0
Lilpd )3 0z n Sp o (PNl ok cnalive o2
s Y31 pyl s s segile Ve LS5 g L]
50 g el V0 9 VN0 s s 87Zhong291
Fogile (10 @2 lull 5o Corezr (5Kl &5 >
A g Ve o e 87Zhong2914 Y31 o
e S 2 e salte SIS gy by
o as ol plas b ol csnlie Luylyd g0 o 0
LB o S B 3y S B Ses
£33 Sy sk nSles oo il Lnlyh o
Gl s TP Y30 Gl YV Comezr o bagnY
2 Ll el cassas e il V/0- 87Zhong291
05 sl oo pss Sy sk nSles e bl
YA g Yo ¥ s s 87Zhong291, Y 3T wores
Jsb ln salte S5 Ll il 5o 0 )0 gy il
a5 S Gl oe gl 4 az gl b ol csslin pg0 S
P Sl 2l g S Job p Slair 556 s
Corez 5Sike (eSS 5lal Lulpd jo pes S
e ¥,31 4 87Zhong291l, 4 e il +/20
w0 lyli o aS Jb o w0y e gble +/Ae 4 -0
5 Y3 sl g e Sle /A Comex Sl
g A pgd S oy sl e 87Zhong291
ey als alo o Slee .Sl aivg yio cSle < /20
29 S8 50 o) SelS Vee e (LaSS ikl lulyd o
2,5 ekS YYFY 4 YYYY o5 54 87Zhong29], v 31
o Shee (1Sl (o Loyl jo a5 wel Cavoas LS o
4 87Zhong29L VFV. 4 Y 31 AV - & lap als
8l als LSa s 6, slS VESY

5 ¥ plp LOD Blom> Lelul 5  Siwgo )25

OB g sl B0 L ply jole Silis g alols iSlas
AV JS8) 35 e (Somsey 09, & a0, Lo Silas
Y5 5 ISSR SiLis 1Y SSR,SiLis YA (sls 4t ol
5 yseisiils 11OV gsame yo oS cosl AFLP Silis
ot O 3l VIVS alols gt by 1, paiS a5l



VWA 5l /pgs 0 lasds /o 0,90 [Me liines

P50 2 )Skes slag) b gy (J5Sge sl Silas olulit

Sl
Number of individuals

B) Flag leaf length under rainfed condition

Sl

Number of individuals

D) Flag leaf width under rainfed condition

Sl
Number of individuals

20

1=

5

Sl
Number of individuals

207

T
@.00

T
12.00

T
15.00

T
18.00

T
21.00

wo bl )8 02 Sy Job (B

Ve

| >

Sl
Number of individuals

T
080 070 0

0

050

4

o bulpd 00z Sp e D

254

1

.
N
=

Sl
Number of individuals

T
10.00

T
15.00

oo bl o p90 S Jsb (F
F) Second leaf length under rainfed condition

2000

T
2500

T
30.00

10

\4

T
18.00

T
1800 2000

T
2200

T T T T
2400 2600 2800 3000

oSS kel Ll 0 w2 S Job (A

A) Flag leaf length under supplementary irrigation

n

110

T
120 130 140 150

keSS Gl Ll o o zn Se s C

C) Flag leaf width under supplementary irrigation

T
2000

T T
22.50 25.00 27

oSS kel Ll o pes S Jobo (B

E) Second leaf length under supplementary irrigatio

(Coroz J5 Sile M 87Zhong291z eY)[ﬂ A) PSS oS g ol slacp o Slas owisd mjei -) IS
Figure 1. Phenotypic distribution of traits in wheacombinant inbred lines (A, Azar2; M, populatimean; Z,
87Zhong291).
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Table 1. Identified QTLs for length and width cdidl and second leaves under supplementary irrigatidn
rainfed conditions

Slic  Kiugy 035 s s alols TQTL Connie S o il fy
Traits Linkage group Marker intervals QTL position* LOD  Additive PR
effect % variance
explained
Fli(D) 2 Xbarc113- PactMaca5 1.80 3.97 0.046 5.00
3 CFA2257- PacgMccg 5.90 541 0.005 0.02
3 PactMactl- Xwmc388 29.6 4.42 0.028 0.47
9 54- PactMcta 6.0 485 0.028 2.90
FII(N) 2 PactMtgc- CFA2114 0.10 3.24 0.10 10.00
Fiw(D) 3 CFA2257- PacgMccg 3.90 5.09 0.11 8.90
3 PactMactl- Xwmc388 29.60 4.01 0.012 0.10
4 PactMgaa2- PactMact2 0.01 3.53 0.0076 0.40
4 PactMacg2- 276 37.30 3.73  -0.0095 0.50
4 PactMacgl- Xwms144 29.40 3.89 -0.0113 0.70
9 54- PactMcta 6.01 3.74 0.02 2.80
9 PactMcta- CFA2185 33.30 3.82 -0.003 0.04
SII(D) 2 ISSR5_2- Xgwm389 40.01 4.45 0.007 0.31
2 PactMaccl- CFA18 33.20 4.08 0.006 0.17
2 CFA18- ISSR23_2 29.40 4.14 -0.00065 0.07
2 ISSR23_2- Xgwm192 14.50 5.01 0.117 10.70
2 Xbarc113- PactMacab 1.80 5.90 0.047 6.90
3 CFA2257- Pacgmccg 3.90 5.37 0.010 0.10
3 PactMactl- Xwmc388 31.60 5.71 0.052 1.50
4 PactMacgl- Xwms144 3140 542 -0.022 2.90
Siw(D) 2 ISSR5_2- Xgwm389 34.01 421  0.0031 0.05
2 Xgwm389- PactMaccl 8.01 4.40 0.0003 0.0005
3 CFA2257- PacgMccg 6.01 3.37 -0.065 5.40
3 CFA2257- PacgMccg 36.31 3.73 -0.184 8.38
3 PactMactl- Xwmc388 28.01 4.60 -0.122 17.90
4 PactMgaa2- PactMact2 0.01 4,13 0.0082 0.54
4 PactMacg2- 276 38.01 421 -0.0086 0.47
4 Xgwm160- PactMacal 8.01 3.43 0.0113 0.87
9 54- PactMcta 6.01 4.22 0.020 2.50

w20 bulyh 50 090 Sy (256 ISIW(D) cops Ll o 090 S 5 Jsbo :SII(D)

O 50 sl co e o Sl 5 QTL alols

Fli(D): flag leaf length under rainfed conditionlj(N): flag leaf length under supplementary irriget; Flw(D):
flag leaf width under rainfed condition; SlI(D):csd leaf length under rainfed condition; Slw(Diagf leaf

width under rainfed condition.

& Distance of each QTL from the left marker (cM).
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Table 2. Identified QTLs for grain yield under sigipentary irrigation and rainfed conditions

ald o,Sles Kiwgy 09,5 6L alsl QTL condge sl olly e
Grainyield Linkage Marker intervals QTL positiorf  LOD  Additive  QTL » I eE

group effect R2 (%)

Gy(N) 2 ISSR5_2-Xgwm3 39.80 6.12 0.0119 0.010
2 Xgwm389-PactMaccl 3.20 5.74 0.0113 0.08

2 PactMaccl-CFA18 33.20 5.01 0.0316 0.60

2 Xbarc113-PactMaca5 3.80 4.48 0.0378 0.60

2 PactMaca5-Xwms95 3.90 3.16 0.0303 5.40

3 ISSR27_3-Xgwm666 11.80 3.04 0.1415 1.90

3 Xgwm666-ISSR25_2 1.80 5.70 0.060 0.29

3 ISSR25_2-CFA2257 1.70 4.62 -0.4971 40.46

3 CFA2257-PacgMccg 1.90 5.60 -0.18 2.70

3 CFA2257-PacgMccg 21.90 4.26 -0.127 4.50

3 PactMact1-Xwmc388 31.60 5.43 0.0389 0.10

4 0-PactMgaa?2 0.0001 5.06 -0.067 0.19

4 PactMacg2-276 41.30 3.72 -0.026 0.48

4 PactMacc2-Xwmc44_1 17.90 4.27 0.075 0.34

4 Xwmc4d7_1-ISSR27_4 1.60 411 -0.046 0.27

4 Xgwm160-PactMacal 9.20 3.08 0.010 0.10

4 PactMacgl-Xwms144 29.60 4.47 -0.0018 0.25

5 Xbarc134-PactMctt 1.70 3.74 -0.0081 0.058

5 Xwmc44_2-PactMaca3 1.30 6.54 0.016 0.22

8 CFA2185-PaccMagc4 3.30 3.15 0.047 1.53

Gy(D) 2 Issr5_2-Xgwm389 39.80 3.83 0.022 0.43
2 Xgwm389-pactMaccl 3.20 3.85 -0.73 0.46

2 PactMaccl1-CFA18 33.20 3 -0.87 0.91

2 Xbarc113-PactMaca5 3.80 5.17 -0.76 0.37

2 PacMaca5-Xwms95 3.90 3.26 -0.83 18.26

3 Xgwm666-Issr25_2 1.80 4.73 0.091 0.70

3 Issr25_2-CFA2257 8.70 4.19 -0.15 2.90

4 0-PactMgaa?2 0.001 3.23 0.028 0.86

4 PactMacg2-276 43.30 3.07 -0.16 0.20

5 Xwmc24-Xwmc44_2 4 4.67 0.013 0.65

Al 130 9 (eSS okl Luls o als o Slee ol s GY(D) 4 GY(N)
Gy(N) and Gy(D) are grain yield under supplementaigation and rainfed condition, respectively.

@ Distance of each QTL from the left marker (cM).
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Table 3. Marker intervals, linkage group and phgpiotvariance of the traits explained by common @TL

S alolé gt 09,5 *olo QTL o (oigd (b)ly ot
Marker intervals Linkage group Traits® R? (%)
ISSR5_2- Xgwm389 2 SI(D) 0.31
Slw(D) 0.05
Gy(N) 0.10
Gy(D) 0.43
Xbarc113- PactMaca5 2 Fli(D) 5.00
SI(D) 6.90
Gy(N) 0.60
Gy(D) 0.37
PactMactl- Xwmc388 3 Fll(D) 0.47
Flw(D) 0.10
SIi(D) 1.50
Siw(D) 17.90
Gy(N) 0.10
CFA2257- PacgMccg 3 Fli(D) 0.02
Flw(D) 8.90
SI(D) 0.10
Slw(D) 8.38
PactMgaa2- PactMact2 4 Flw(D) 0.40
Slw(D) 0.54
PactMacg2- 276 4 Flw(D) 0.50
Slw(D) 0.47
Gy(N) 0.48
Gy(D) 0.20
PactMacgl- Xwms144 4 Flw(D) 0.70
SI(D) 2.90
Gy(N) 0.25
54- PactMcta 9 Fli(D) 2.90
Flw(D) 2.80
Slw(D) 2.50

SIW(D) s Lulys p p5s Sy Jsbo SHD) s Lulys )0 w20 S 20 FIWD) oo Lilys )5 o5 5 Jsb :FII(D)

oSS gkl Ll o ails o Slae IGY(N) oo Lyl s o ails o Shas 1GY(D) ¢ouo Lyl s 10 p9d Sy 2,0
FIi(D): flag leaf length under rainfed conditioniwkD): flag leaf width under rainfed condition; &l): second
leaf length under rainfed condition; Slw(D): flagaf width under rainfed condition; Gy(D): grain ldieinder
rainfed condition; Gy(N): grain yield under supplemary irrigation.
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Figure 2. Linkage map of the studied markers in tEzbnbinant inbred lines derived from a cross betw
wheat cultivars, Azar2 and 87Zhong291
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Abstract

Drought is the most important abiotic stress aifecgrowth and production of wheat worldwide.
To identify genes controlling grain yield, lengthdawidth of flag and second leaves in bread wheat,
121 recombinant inbred lines derived from a crastsvben drought tolerant Azar2 and high yielding
87Zhong 291 varieties were evaluated under raified supplementary irrigatiorfransgressive
segregation was observed for all of the studieilisti@s revealed by phenotypic distribution of the
traits. Genetic map consisted of 37 SSR, 16 andRZ markers covered 1157 cM of wheat genome
with an average distance of 17.26 cM between twacadt markers. Based on composite interval
mapping, 59 QTLs were identified for the studieaitsr under rainfed and supplementary irrigation.
For flag leaf length, 4 and 1 QTLs were identifiedder rainfed and supplementary irrigation,
respectively. In addition, 7, 8 and 9 QTLS were pepfor width of flag leaf, length and width of
second leaf under rainfed condition, respectiviety. grain yield, 20 and 10 QTLs were mapped in the
supplementary irrigation and rainfed conditionspextively. In this study, 8 QTLs were common for
the traits under study which could be due to gerigtkage or plieotropy. Considering the importance
of genomic region between ISSRZECFA2257 markers in controlling grain yield, witht@aation of
this region with more markers, their could be useaharker assisted selection program.
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