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Table 1. Information of Microsatellite markers
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Marker Forward Sequence Revers Sequence Reference
RM22 GGTTTGGGAGCCCATTACA CTGGGCTTCTTTCACTCGTC Swamy et al., 2011
RM315 GAGGTACTTCCTCCGTTTCAT AGTCAGCTCACTGTGCAGTG Swamy et al., 2011
RM279 GCGGGAGAGGGATCTCCT GGCTTAGGAGTTAACCTCGCG Shamsudin et al., 2016
RMS520 AGGAGCAAGAAAAGTTCCCC GCCAATGTGTGACGCAATAG Shamsudin et al., 2016
RM28048 TTCAGCCGATCCATTCAATTCC GCTATTGGCCGGAAAGTAGTTAGC Shamsudin et al., 2016

RM16030 GCGAACTATGAGCATGCCAACC GGATTACCTGGTGTGTGCAGCAGTGTCC Shamsudin et al., 2016

RM210 TCACATTCGGTGGCATTG
RM244 CCGACTGTTCGTCCTTATCA
RM252 TTCGCTGACGTGATAGGTTG

CGAGGATGGTTGTTCACTTG Lanceras et al., 2004
CTGCTCTCGGGTGAACGT Swamy et al., 2011
ATGACTTGATCCCGAGAACG Swamy et al., 2011
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Table 2. Characteristics of studied genotypes

o las i 93 olas i 93 S I D - SR 7
No Genotype No Genotype No Genotype No Genotype
Ahlami tarom.Sepid Ahlami Ahlami
! Azucenax Bala.91 13 rod.112 s tarom.Neda.104 37 tarom.Neda.41
Ahlami tarom.Sepid Ahlami Ahlami
2 Azucenax Bala214 | 14 rod.67 26 tarom.Neda.16 38 tarom.Neda.86
Ahlami tarom.Sepid Ahlami Ahlami
3 Azucenax Bala.42 15 rod.78 27 tarom.Neda.51 39 tarom.Neda.82
4 Ahlami tarom.Sepid 16 Ahlami tarom.Sepid 23 Ahlami 40 Ahlami
rod.91 rod.24 tarom.Neda.112 tarom.Neda.125
5 Ahlami 17 Ahlami tarom.Sepid 29 Ahlami 41 Ahlami
tarom.Neda.45 rod.23 tarom.Neda.106 tarom.Neda.108
Ahlami tarom.Sepid Ahlami
6 Azucenax Bala.206 | 18 r0d. 120 30 tarom Neda. 24 42 IR30
Ahlami tarom.Sepid Ahlami .
7 Azucenax Bala.287 19 rod 135 31 tarom.Neda.60 43 Hasani
Ahlami tarom.Sepid Ahlami .
8 DCL 20 rod.138 32 tarom.Neda.61 a4 Norin
. Ahlami tarom.Sepid Ahlami Ahlami
? Line 835 21 rod.73 33 tarom.Neda.18 4 tarom.Neda.66
Ahlami tarom.Sepid Ahlami .
10  Azucenax Bala.120 | 22 rod 41 34 tarom.Neda.90 46 Gil3
1 Ahlami tarom.Sepid 23 Ahlami tarom.Sepid 35 Ahlami 47 Azucenax
rod.121 rod.130 tarom.Neda.66 Bala.113
Ahlami tarom.Sepid Ahlami Ahlami .
12 rod.128 24 tarom.Neda.84 36 tarom.Neda.60 48 Hasansaraci
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Table 3. Combined variance analysis of the studied traits

) Ms ©lasyo (aSilso
L el A Gl oluxi Sgr gbdails dloxi  azabgs dlaxi  abgs Job  abgs oluxy
¥ gl Number of Number of poke ~ Number of Panicle  Number of
Source of variation df filled seeds seeds panicles length panicle
Stress o1 5211821.36™ 993756.27"" 25528.58" 306.69°°  293.02"
Replication (Sab) IS5 4 11140.22 50350.76 40.77" 315" 6.89""
Genotype wwigl 47 133646321 82505236 5878.04" 59.73"  41.28"
GenotypexStress  joixewig; 47  5211821.36™ 62007.23 375.06"° 12.49™° 231
Error L 188 9901.31 58283.95 7.06 0.62 0.79
CV (%) (1) O g g gud 4.620 40.674 151 2.85 5.32
** significant in 0.01 level of probability R I PN A N
Table 3. Continued alal.Y Jgus
MS Ola o (ko
4x° Sppe G 59, olasi
ol Wl kil a2 Sp ek o2 RV
¥ gbe df a8lw Job Stem Flag leaf Flag leaf Number of days
Source of variation Stem length  diameter length width to maturity
Stress oW1 2607.02" 16.76"" 542717 0.40™ 0.00
Replication (Seb) 156 4 2.06 0.54 1.86" 0.001 0.000
Genotype Gigiy 47 1652.29" 3.93" 174.86"™" 0.31™ 194.16"
GenotypexStress i xowigiy 47 41.03" 0.30™ 9.50"" 0.01* 0.00
Error L 188 2.84 0.03 0.29 0.006 0.00001
CV (%) (1) Ol g s 1.32 3.36 1.52 7.51 7.87
** significant in 0.01 level of probability ooVl o o s e
Table 3. Continued alol.Y Jgus
o Ms Olas o (uSiln
P Y PHEW- PHEY v A0 o )
P e ‘5;15‘ Grffiilb Gr::iorfc Grjisr‘lw st . O}? Weight I’(;(j) ér_ﬂh&
Source of variation length  width shape raw weight grains Yield
Stress o] 11.95" 0.58™ 0.08  21875.34" 2.79™ 64038894.9™°
Replication (Seb),Iss 4 0.01 0.0003 0.005 93.77"" 0.0002 19.000
Genotype gy 47 5117 0.09" 2.02" 2307.82" 041" 6563392.8"
GenotypexStress i xeeigy 47 0.15  0.006™  0.70™ 253.14" 0.02°" 611579.3"
Error Ls 188 0.006  0.003 0.004 7.400 0.017 9.3
CV (%) (1) ol s g b 0.78 0.98 141 2.64 0.36 0.06

** significant in 0.01 level of probability

ao,0 ) il mhaw jo ls g h
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Table 4. Analysis of variance of the trait under normal conditions

MS ©lasyo (raSilso
TR sbal sl Sy gl slan  azadss olax  adys Jsb  ades olaxs
7% glo 331 Number of filled  Number of poke Number of Panicle Number
Source of variation df seeds seeds panicles length of panicle
Replication HSS 2 24.19 11.6 0.69 0.52 0.25
Genotype iy 47 792183.83** 399341.67" 352.81* 27.24" 22.94™
Error s 94 2322.50 1113.50 59.500 50.030 24.500
CV (%) (1) Ol s oo o 0.21 0.63 0.42 2.55 2.84
** significant in 0.01 level of probability 0oy V Loz o o Jls gee
Table 4. Continued wldl.f Jgos
MS Ola yo (ko
R TN TSRO S S ) e e Sy B3 Sl
e @lbe @51 gem Stem Flag leaf ;Zf 22 umber of days to
Source of variation df length diameter length g leaf width maturity
Replication SIS 2 1.85 0.00 0.16 0.001 0.00
Genotype g 47  895.82™ 2.34™ 89.45™ 0.17" 97.08"
Error s 94 177.75 0.028 15.955 0.180 0.000
CV (%) (1) Ol puid <y 1.04 0.30 111 3.84 0.00
**significant in 0.01 level of probability ooVl o o s gme
Table 4. Continued aolol .F Jous
Ms Ola o (aSilo
4"’? als Job Al e aile g ol 39 als¥er 439 5 Sloc
o ¥ glo @51 Grain G_rain Grain Str_aw Weigh_t 100 Yield
Source of variation df length width shape weight grains
Replication HSS 2 0.00 0.00 0.0009 8.64 0.00 724.36™
Genotype gy 47 2.83" 0.04™ 1.01™ 1484.83™ 0.21™ 4131461.20™
Error s 94 0.075 0.0032 0.089 830.25 0.00189 7.800
CV (%) (1) Ol i o yo 0.27 0.28 0.61 2.63 0.16 0.05

** significant in 0.01 level of probability

*

ao, ) il mhaw )8 ls e ‘

o Ll )5 o g1 0590 o (il Hlg 4 3T D Jgu

Table 5. Analysis of variance of the trait under stress conditions

MS Ol yo (ke
TR sbal sl Sy bl slan  azades olax  abys Job  abes olaxs
i gbo 621 Number of filled  Number of poke Number of Panicle Number
Source of variation df seeds seeds panicles length of panicle
Replication S 2 19830.05 116225.74 14.92 0.79 1.59
Genotype cwigy 47 656845.32™ 487717.91™ 2732.29" 44.98" 20.65™
Error L 94 1903688.06 11157671.33 1432.666 76.013 152.666
CV (%) (1) Ol s o o 6.97 52.26 2.32 3.39 2.84

" significant in 0.01 level of probability

*

do ) il mhaw ol S :
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Table 5. Continued

alol . Jous

MS Sla yo (ko
R TN TSI SRS S ) o pe Sy U 3y olas
i gle @351 stem Stem Flag leaf ;:I-;f 2P umber of days to
Source of variation df length diameter length g leaf width maturity
Replication IS 2 3.80 0.06 0.48 0.01 0.0001
Genotype cigy 47 797.5™ 1.89™ 94.91™ 0.15™ 97.08™
Error ks 94 365.333 6.377 46.08 1.0866 0.00
CV (%) (1) Ol i po 1.56 5.01 2.04 10.11 0.00
** significant in 0.01 level of probability RS I (PO A N
Table 5. Continued aolsl.& Jous
MS Ola yo (ulke
TGl dgb il pye ailo S ol o33 il Ve 3 5 Slos
o d glo @51 Grain G!’ain Grain Straw Weigh_t 100 Yield
Source of variation df length width shape weight grains
Replication SIS 2 0.01 0.0007 0.008 9.75 0.0001 976.25™
Genotype s 47 2437 0.05™ 1.08" 1076.12" 0.22" 3043510.9™
Error Ls 94 1.136 0.072 0.848 936.833 0.0169 11.2
CV (%) (1) &l pudd oy 1.11 0.39 1.89 3.31 0.52 0.08

s«

*significant in 0.01 level of probability

P95 (bLoJ 5 a5 SSR )iJLv»J YY )1 oolaul L = pﬁ)
a5 o, olulis T £F ssame,d widg odd a9
o Sdygend Sledbl 3y e YIVO ol Sl
A dwle +/YYA

s PIC i3, (350 T slows oYL slapuSileos g gulis
)i:LJ o)ych))) ‘_gLKbcli:b o codbodalin 5 EYS
i pled sly eolatulo ge Weelgaleys, ol S
S Om (S ES 929 9 B slecy)
Ils LRM12093 § RM22 sl ,Silis .ol dalllass g0
5 &85 5 JShaaz Dbl lsime (e (n S b 032
Caz S e olsied adllas ol o T ol
A lobd wp s 5l (55 €95 (oo

bliy) 4y jod' (s 10
(&5 ol slasby 5l Jol> Sledbl (5,5,
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o Jl g oles g Jomio pli,] loliss ol QTL

oy ) Jleisl mhas )8 ls giee B

RM12093 Silis ¢ oS «/V0 LRM324 Silas
55 55 bamsie 5 WE 1y S5 £98 oyt < VY L
Gharekhani et al.,) ;,l,Ken 5 Sl0,8 .ai )51, + /O
VE Sloolainl b g o8, YA (g9, p &5 anios [0 (2016
Sl Glp ) (5 ga5 Hlade wols plil SSR Silas
(0¥ e by gol ) alis &5 wis,S pdlel +BAY RM472
cls Kilas cpl glp pols Gudizg )0 odelawod

390, 10V (PIC) St s wledlbl slgimme (uSilo
- 16F) PIC a3ls Sl L Jlode opl a5 o
Tabkhkar et al., ) ;)| Kon 5 b bwg sowlcassa
ity ol alas bl w)pm0,90 o8, TV (sl 2011
5 Oy *IPA L 55 RM120934 RM22 sla SSLis
otz 1y PIC a3l S VY L RM324 Silas
ols

Sle (Skaria et al,, 2011) ),Sen 5 L,ISu!
o o 1y H5e T olaws 5 saseanlice sla YT slaas
Slie pizman (53,5 5,5 VXY 5 VEF 4t g cutia
ol 0g </YYF L ply lagyl lawgs sowlcwsdy g5 g9
fe 55 &9 aslllas ,o (Shaha et al., 2013) | ISen 4
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ol P aw ails Jsa 59 sl cils 349 RM22C)
(RM22-D jRM216-A RM19367-A) czo oledbl
a5 obo, RMAT2-A) ae Sledlbl ggl> JT S5
cails bLs I RMS510-C) PTG L s s o0 ,Shae Co
VYVAIOAY 1 iy Sy oy g PVA Ll s oTR2 a5
Cdo duw doxjl Cao VY LRM22 Slas 0 Code g
039 8 e dlasi ddgs yo aily slaws) o Slee 4y bgsye
"5 e e 4 300 LS 1 (gl g BLS I (il e
Ol Sglme po Slao cpl eansS J S slagyy <iS g

Ayl J1E Sl

&l yslaie fyon 4 (Sabouri et al., 2013) arsl sbe
2 e eyl el Slis p 3856 Gl T Slelis
ol o 005 o bl i (St 5 Jloy Ll
ahowgtr Glalojl 0y50 (J5SUse sla, il b onds 8
Slio s a5 ol s b ad el glal> e Ger 5,
Wl s gz olass (sl 0 ,Shas (g1l 5 0 Shos 4 by o
s RM22-E RM60-B RM12093-A) o bLs,IL
s RM28166-C RM28166-B RM216-B) U1 o>
@l inals sgzg St 5o S po L RM324-A
Coite Sledbl ol PTG adg: o als slaw

G ol 50 axdllaes jeo gy S 935 50 0)lgalogy Lo SSLLS g9 F Jgua
Table 6. The diversity of microsatellite markers in the studied rice genotypes in this research

Sl Sy T Glgl 3 Jolas Giegs  oldbllyne
Major Allele Allele Gene Sl o
Marker . :

Frequency Number Diversity PIC
RM28166 0.47 3 0.63 0.56
RM19367 0.43 3 0.64 0.56
RM216 0.66 3 0.50 0.45
RM22 0.37 5 0.73 0.7
RM510 0.47 3 0.62 0.55
RM60 0.41 6 0.7 0.65
RM324 0.92 2 0.15 0.14
RM472 0.54 2 0.5 0.37
RM12093 0.33 4 0.73 0.68
Mean (Sl 0.51 3.44 0.57 0.51

5 b, Siles 1ol plias sg5 5l LR? e o iin do e
OlFse il ) shte § Sate ST (sl s sl YT
e 9 Soe Doz o SOl el SLl slaegs )
oolitul (Su39098 )90 oo 1)l falS L Il !

O g0

eUshla
FS1 5 9y 3 oad St gl slagSl qasy o 51
FA 9, 2 ojlsalen; slaSKilas (nbshle b3l sl
3 oslisials s (sloneiy 05 plovl alllans 90 i
Oliee 5 Wad (gaineg S 0o L (M cills Ll
03,5 1 (S U 59y 9 p 4l Slasd iy elisl oo Shos
Sl amalio g oy 5 i sl lne Glgiedr ubishle
ol b sdF R (Ses e Gl (o) 2
VY slass ol 5t S5 Cobishls 05,5 YO b,y

o,55 (Sabouri et al., 2013) Ko 5 (5,500

RM10136 RM10655 RM3412 Silis aw 45 &0,
Aiudlgs g sl lis o cixe bLSl cie w3l w0
o b s o Slio iy St S| 55 B i
OLSes g Slfgueme WS dxgi |) 5)9d AT &
&S by o (Mohammadi Nezhad et al., 2013)
5 (Pokkali) Joxie wals 93 5 Slnl @n o3, ¥+ 55
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059 oy Slaws Cudo Hle b (g lo s bLs | RM6100
G ol il dlo ST 39 g ails oo w@ig o alls
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LUyl iy Wiy b ol L3I Lails (58 5 02 0
095 5l aws cpl Slao Koo o o |y il sl T L
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Vahdati rad et al., ) o,ls Cillae S o cpss als
09,5 .2016; Jones et al., 1978; Vergara, 1997
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55 0l 9,Slas anylie 09y LS 43 p,SLS YEAANY
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g adly 1) (Soww, B 59) (s 59, 47 L aS (4w 5 90
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Table 7. The results of the association analysis between microsatellite markers and different traits

o o sl
olio fowo 31 2 ¢ J7 YV YR P
Traits Intercept Allele B STD.ERROR F R?
wdgs yo il olaai 1916780  RM22 -C 275.287% 132.222 4335% 86
Number of grain per panicle
azadys Slaxi 172317 RMI12093 -A  -41.917%* 10.840  14.954%% 245
Number of panicles
RM22 -A 4.935%% 1.028 14.891%% 245
aidg Job 26097  RMI2093-A  3.640%* 1.204 12.989%%  36.6
Panicle length RM60 -B 2.836%* 0.997 12.724%% 465
il eIl 0 91.063  RM216-A 14237 6.505 4789% 94
Shoot weight
RMI12093 -A  -3.119% 0.713 10.490%* 18.6
RM216 -B 1.694% 0.551 10.931%% 32,7
RM28166-B  3.011%* 0.722 9.808%*  40.1
by dlasi 11.666  RM28166-C  2.558%* 0.601 10.662%* 49.8
Number of panicle RM324 -A 2.742%% 0.913 11.347%% 57.5
RM60 -B -1.564% 0.612 10.934%* 61.5
RM22 -E 2.831% 1.107 11.572%%  66.9
] RM19367-C  -15.952%% 4280 13.988%* 233
bw Job 136219  RM22-A -14.705%* 4598 11.609%% 34
Stem length RM22 -B 11.531% 5.245 10.010%*  40.6
- RM22 -D 0.710 0.366 g.127%% 15
4l bS 5.050 RM60 -D 0.781%% 0.257 6.744%% 231
Stem diameter RM22 -B -0.699% 0.264 7438%% 633
] RM216 -B 2113 1.538 3642 73
P S Jeb 37.460  RM472-A -4.489%% 1.533 5214%%  18.8
Flag leaf length RM60 -B 3.371% 1.655 5.103%% 25.8
(LS 2 05 9hes) o Khes 4212085 RMSI0-A  132784.582%*  2891.846  21.418%* 318

Yield (Kg/ha)

0oy B g ) Jlisl maw (5 o cme ci a3
** and * significant in 0.01 and 0.05 level of probability
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Table 7. Continued

wlol .Y Jgus

B S
el oo B RYSOCH 5yl sllas
Traits Intercept Allele B STD.ERROR F R2
RM216 -B 20,142+ 0.052 8.568%% 157
. RM60 -B 0.205%* 0.055 8.100%* 265
PRSP 0982  RMI9367 -B 0.085%* 0.025 8392%% 364
Flag leaf width RM22 -E 0.284%* 0.110 9.172%% 46
RM12093 -A -0.147%* 0.068 8.890%* 514
s o RM22 -C 0.665%* 0216 8419%% 155
8962  RMI12093 -D 0.958%* 0.256 9.900%*  30.6
grain length RM472 -B 0.624%* 0212 10.621%% 42
RM216 -A 0.119%* 0.041 15.930%*  25.7
oo e RM19367 -A 0.144%% 0.037 13.395%* 373
1.980 RM472 -A -0.088%* 0.031 13.428%%  47.8
grain width RM22 -C -0.063* 0.029 12.472%% 537
RMG60 -E 0.221% 0.105 11.640%*  58.1
RM22 -C 0.517%% 0.121 15.068%* 247
sl JSb spyg  RMI2003-D 0.733%* 0.138 21.607** 49
Grain shape ' RM60 -D -0.433%% 0.144 18.130%* 553
RM60 -E -1.168%* 0.395 18,187+  62.9
o fea RM19367 -A EREL 0.704 26.170%* 363
et RM216 -A 2.893%%* 0.727 21.548%* 489
Weight of one 24785 pMaT2-A -1.585% 0.567 18.28** 551
thousand grain RM22 -D 2.3% 0.982 16.270%%  60.2
Sy G 59, o0oqs  RMI936T-A ~6.810%* 1.762 12.386%* 212
' RM22 -B -3.849% 1.833 8.856%% 282

Day to the maturity

** and * significant in 0.01 and 0.05 level of probability

15 00/) R2 LRMAT2-A T g ol i o Shee 8
2 T ol iz )l ()OS il Jlia 55 J5S
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5 4l Slaw i L)) Cabishle sl ol 5 Slee
I, 555 sl Slas 5 ails slawi op,2aS b YF Colishla
o ol o9 Fhe oamoli gadge (nl g WS Ay
w2 S pe bl w5 @l sl ol S 0 Slhes Gl 5
gl 5o adllhaesjpe Slio ST A 09 090 | Solo
Sladod [0 Guiored Aidg LIS e doye Jls!
RM28166 RM216-A U1 & jl olsi oo gans ko
RKRM22 -D RM12093 -D RM28166 —-C B
RM19367 4RM472 -B RM510 -A RM324 —A
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Table 8. Haplotype groups for markers associated with drought tolerance genes in the studied germplasm

Marker Haplotype
RM?28166 C|C|B|B|C|C|A|A|A|A|]A|A|B|B|B|C|C|jC|jCc|C|Cc|jcCc|C|C]|C
RM19367 A|C|B|B|B|B|A|B|B|B|B|B|B|B|B|B|B|A|A|A|B|C|C]|C]|C
RM216 A|B|B|B|A|A|A|A|B|B|B|B|B|B|C|B|B|A|A|C|B|B|B|B|B

RM22 A|C|B|B|A|C|E|B|B|C|C|C|B|B|B|C|C|B|C|D|A|A|A|A]|A
RM510 A|B|B|B|A|A|B|A|B|A|A|A|A|A|A|A|A|B|A|A|A|A|A|B|C

RM60 B|B|C|C|B|B|D|E|D|A|C|D|B|D|C|C|C|D|B|D|B|A|F|C|B
RM324 A|A|A|A|A|A|A|A|A|A|B|A|A|A|A|A|A|A|B|A|B|A|A|A|A
RM472 A|B|B|B|A|A|A|B|A|A|A|A|A|A|A|A|B|A|A|B|A|B|B|B|B
RM12093 B|Cc|C|D|B|B|B|B|D|C|D|D|A|D|C|C|A|C|B|A|B|D|C|C|D

o ylous
§w[35b"u, 1(2(3[4|5|6|7|8(9[10(|11|12(13|14|15|16|17|18(19|20|21|22|23|24|25
Haplotype no.}

i R P R R P A R e e A R A R e P P A e A A R
. e S|l (T | || =| X v |o| o Al | F|lY D= w
e EIEI I I M EEIN R E F HE MEEEI R E
Yield (Kg/ha)

v Ll n © | © o © en | en
et BB EHE B R E EHEEEHE EEEEIE
Plant height | = | — — | = — = = - | = % |

Al dluxy
% S ZlglglslZlglélzl2lalgSmld|d|elag]z|2]|22|C]2
Numberof | Z| @ |58 | &%= S5 Sl lmlold|lala g Slmldale E 212|218
filled seeds
Sy U 39, -

— : o ol o o (=) [ o o~ o o v o v v o o <t o~ o o o v o]

Daytothe % AN | X ||| | 0 ~ || 0 [0 | 0| 0 ||| | >
maturity

$1: G47, G48, 2:G33, G34, 3: G12, 4: G13, 5: G, 6: G2, 7: G7, 8: G42, 9: G14, 10: G20, 11: G18, 12: G17, 13: G22, 14: G15, 15: G21, 16:
G109, 17: G45, 18: G8, 19: G5, 20: G43, 21: G3, 22: G37, 23: G41, 24: G32, 25: G35.
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