gs-‘f))' @h: 3% G.laf;.ooé@..aijj

Environmental Stresses in Crop Sciences

*
1T Sl (93 0 3led (S jaw N>
<, ur-ary
”’CM’ http://dx.doi.org/10.22077/escs.2019.2047.1507

: ?‘““b" 9 ! lio

S Y 50 &0 5909 w0 Ologas 31 (S31AT » Sogw i 19 (Sl Egid (wiy

b puis” 48 heer

" 08 315 .l pai ol e T ol 9ol Ty 0l5 smns (599 505 (Sl aible

OS5 oxmb wlie g (65,5L5S pole olStils ( alS ass 0aSiils (35S gm 5 SULS Mol 0g,5 )l cwli IS axsgal sl )
S oreale s 5 (55,558 pole olSils (8L 0l ouSails (53155 5 LS ol 09,5 jLetils ¥

S o e 5 (55,088 psle olK2315 ( BLS w55 0aS2ils (5390555 g s ol 09,5 Jsliwd ¥

QYN by gyl AV AAIYA 1l yo du 6

ouS
‘;95.‘9.0 )de»u J| oo law! l: (‘;«.Ja) ..\.Ns 9 (T-67-60 9 T-65-7-1) r:..\.}f wb,.o ébdy A.;"“Js Eo iy uuln)i C}'ﬂ' J| RV
20 g T Ay Fowly 50 Wl 9 Cilige SLacnY omy (S Sols b 9 (S ioled a0 Sl (B s lin (rizies 9 RAPD
Lo 30 ((ommb 18 ) T Wig o8 of ot 43 (T-65-7-1 4 T-67-60) pui cilign ¥ 90 Guizxs oyl 30 09y SlazxalsS alo> po
Sols' 5k B 3 o936 @ jge0 31,5 e 4230 Yo slos 5 (libyy caclus 19) (ldigy bl pd o lasdyy Sigygyoud
03399 039 ey wies) owd =ECF S sl Colaw bl s )0 (5594 i Jloel 31 g i S 1 ST dw b Solad
b olil (255l g DNA glidinl cper (5 p gboaigns (izrad aiud (5 S oIl G Jaled j90 Glao plica azals SLis
SoS g oS 55 L gy 5l ol Il g 51 (S0 g9 w5093, il (89, lS 9 o9 8 g Olie) (s2looaiogm
055 U T-67-60 cibigo (¥ yiiu alis oinsyLis RAPD jS5Lis 5l Jols o5l .o auili ¢ 10T RAPD JoSgo ,55LET
Jozxi 31l & G ilign Glain¥ a5 91 o 51 (S (Su59991 58 9 (5259199590 SLB001S L (paSiloo Ay lin 09 (sunmed> Wl
Joomi b b 5o (5909 328 9 (SS9 Jelg 90 Dlho 510 S (65 £ g0mmord 3091 510565 1 rgh T Bl pd 50 (G FVL (o
O (53195 51 (yne 189 3255 Cernd] 1 09N ((oammrds) Wy o) L dunny o 55 (T-65-7-1 9 T-67-60) iligo slocn¥ 53 5)ygb &

éﬁm‘suwéguﬁ.ﬂ»\%) uu.ﬂﬁ,.ng

RAPD ;55U (65998 )50 «ilign puiS (559099 3ud (559 (i i setell slo00jly

Naidoo and Naidoo, ) was s I3 b cos als
g Sl ozl (658 5 4 (LS el 12001
0395 oS (G Al e Sy 2 LS ()98 AT s D]
Saogliie Gl 9 S5 98 (I Dby 4z g5 b Wl o0 oS
Oygo OLLS o gy 5 4 Fel il ogli
Ol b ablie sy iz 55k 5l 456 5bds ol (Siuiz
pae 595 G (o 53 laJsbos Guly ol 35 oo Joe

doddo
Sladdgs caiSsgame e Jalse o Ften 5l (2 659
=y oblS o 5o Su et al, 2003) cul (g5,5las
s bed 4 ol 65liS Jsaze (o St U pS
odd e $)9h 4 Jorile dar oS plyieay (U pasS
ool el S o (5,08 Sl3l.(Munns, 2002) el
ol sloanlp aled (698 33,5 oo Jgae (e 9 22
5 Sl peadmlio 5 efign P Gliesid b, wsile
35 6 iy 511y ol Jolye plas ity 5 555

s.navabpour@gau.ac.ir : g xS o ygr0ly dur 1555wl 005,



AR s O il el pole 53 ae (sla i

F1¥

U 65 lnl I pgd gy o il (5,95 3l
OlalS (Mol slais, Conl oS ania g s 55l
sloatyly 3 Shoe Glime (Al Jol (5558 & Jood (52
Pl & 98 & Jote slagyy JUSl 5 (5590 4 Joorie
Ramezanpour and Soltanloo, ) <l YU & Slee sl,ls
Gesb 3| kol SadlS’ (>l sl s, 51 S 2010
£y DY same 10 Cglhe Cliogas byl Cyz (g
olwl cya laie LSESS I paiinnns oolauwl Lol
Sl Ban cpl 4 gbhicws laoly o et 5l S Lie
2 pepata «55,glaS Slikdad )3 Wz (J9S Glyied s
4> 430,50 S slacilise adgi § SULS Aol § cbla>
oo (55l plyieas bap] )5 5 ool a8 518
(Khan et al., 2003) cl ayax 5, Aol cge
9y oz Slge Sl (ouyp lp (HiSe slahs,
Sl Sl el ol o il epes b LS
Syl poe g o gl ol sl s 4 JsSUsa
S35 Oz SRl amlie 5 039 clie Lae Lailyd |
Lol 5l Ol 5 35 (oo 2l 8 DNA gl 51 lacaisis
ol Jlesl 5l sdnlcwssay Olyoss obs, cus
olozel hB 5 caslie sl Slis pimon 00 oolazul
sloss o o3l o 1y S st (ol
oolazul b (Gupta et al., 2010) w5lu co San Hlais ;5o
@ Cwglie o 550 Glag Ol Jsse Sl
Gooaiss (husS Ly oS plebd plals o ) 5)s0
2 ol ol drwsi g ol 4 Gl oo 6y9d 4 pglie
Sz S5 Sl o5 pdl en sbl
asdllas & 5 05 o Lol DNA s o1, IS50is
Wi pee =hy Gbass I il o (Se ool
come L5 n Sl 8 alobid Gl mee )l
sl Sles oy o (Barakat et al., 2010) wgd o
sy Bolas 5 e sla, Sl calie
Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA, ) DNA
Slo 0550 50 adsl ledbl 4 5L5 pas Jds & (RAPD
2 Ibaiz lol p (g 550 9 @ JUse GBSl e
50 guiSTgsoly DNA slge 4 5Li pase 5 586 (g0l slass
Sloo S jobar @98 et g Cumex S5 Slallla
(Farsi and Bagheri, 2004) «lais 31,8 solails jge
4 Cad Gy ples &,08 slls RAPD (sla Sl
Smith and ) s oty 5 Suislssyoe sloSilas

S5 (5l el S5 538 3] B S5l oy ol
L ocddgonl o dadobe el ity )l
28 Gy ezl el 5l (el slrosS cilidlxa
Ly Jhossy sl P! sl g U slocdale
Sabir et al.,) oS o byl ) i ol s 31 colled Laa>
o G oS (25 £98g e 40 4S5 5k (2012
Ay dslol g ulol jlad laas el ydgp aial slaogul
= .Mc Kersia and Leshem, 1994) ss § o Jolo
O odon )l Lid el ooy s Glallas 5l &5
Aspinall and Paleg, ) 555 0 bgiye olS (slis anlol
S piS o8l (tig 6l oy (eize (2000
b ol oo n (B jiw a5 ol (las (5598 A5
o collad s 4 Vit lacglis oyl o5 azily jtals
Metwali et ) coul joi Loyl b ol (5,550 0 L5
ql., 2011

B0 Gy90 & Cuglie e b oz 5l (S
(dsn 9 Joloee sloaid ale) ouisS JI55Le slaJslone
OlalS el JisSly ) mudl g (S0 Jolas )1 30 10
Splie laanld g 0l l) ()b e Ll ol
Dyl ge Jite (Sis 135 5 S Jolad pas e 4y o]
o3 i o oSy gl 1 (S s 03,lS Sl
Gost 5 s GlS )0 L85, mesd gy e
Sos% 55 Seplie SIS adllas 6l ornlie w3
5 s 5 LSl B8 4 e 5)sd GRS el
Sydee A, GeFgn  ledeseme  ()lwbL
e g IS L5l o 55 (Abdelkader et al., 2007)
ol Py IS ity Collad s Jiba IS s 2815 s
i Qoo algioe Jdg)lS e palS Geizen
b ploaS 5 Cle b alal, 8 sy pealylis
Oilple 09,00 B 4 el pelais jo oS WL (s n
s lS gl Slaiin o1 JLis & 5 by IS 5o
95 2 G55 S sy b NS o0 8 5,90 il cow
TPVt A ST S
o 015 51 S ey e o) 53D 52 iy IS
.(Rout and Das, 2003) cel (5,98 4

ol Jsloly eo)ls 9929 (5,58 JSie b abilie ol g0
Join el o) ipme 5 9ulsi a3 ol 5 9 slaSls
5 Sl poley g anien b Jol She) Sl 5o9d 4
cos LS plo Plol frizmen 5yl oV o Fuils



Ak C Sl ied Dloogas 5l galaa p y9d AL Sl g (S E985 (o) 0L 5 39,05 Slo>,

55 el FA e ay g ooz saseiasll s 50 G
O S 1 e Bl ool 8 05 il ax o Ve o9
ey dl> e 55wl (g pSoslal SiS (g daazalS JelS
Olee iz 9 DNA glal cya Sy slaaises
WW9g3,5 SBls by IS eg p i don

$yanly sl o5 STy plool (gl 5Lis g olge sales
gl b gyl (Ol 5 Bl il &S50
(Doyle CTAB g, ; eolizul L S, ciéb ;) DNA
CoS § CadS s (gl . 0b bl and Doyle, 1987
do s o IA 58T U5 55589 58U 5l o 5 4 (2 el DNA
A5 oolaiwl NanoDrop ows ¢ (TAE 1X) 8L L
Gy il 00 B TE 3 5l oolial b ssiizl il DNA
oolail PCR 5 b 5l 8SG Cam sad 3.8, DNA 5o
5 b gasilSs oo ST YA 5l Gralesl cnl po 0
O Jgoz) 3o )3 oolasul  Bolas

Bl Jols 1l So Y o (ol PCR (25T, 132!
0 5T Yse oo VID pjeie w5 enly S PCR
oS53 waly VIO jlesl Tag DNA Yee L
<l Yo oo 8 5SIIDNA 5 Voo oo o /Y wistlSys
oo ASologe 5 olfiws p3 (2STy (pl g kel L g
sobiedy 28,5 s peQ STAR Thermocycler
b pll 7,8 ol 4 PCR 4> DNA olakd ,:555
Fooaido 0 o 4 CO95 o aldyl gle aiuly a5 =
Jlast aids o Soe 4 C°94 o g5l atis pulg b as >
by g 428 G Do 4 €736 50 S a4 S5kl
C°72 o oy JooS g aiBo ¥ 0w 4 C772 o S5led
31 Jeol> PCR (sloos ql,8 S5 (gl o aiBo Vo oo 4
B 5w VD ST Jj 5,585,580 RAPD a3
s oll celo ¥ e 4y 5 g A- 5s L (TBE 1X)
Gel oBiws Lwgs UV (g 15 40 00l 5SS glaos y5l,8 5
S5 L g aiSTy ,a 0l (5408 5 wWSe documentation
Widg odd IS5 Ll jsbay oS olajle ads 5 wyo S
28,5 )18 oolanls jge Jloxigay x5 g

OSe 5w (b9, 5 oedon Ol s Soslal sl
il a8 /Y lie ol oolazwl (Bates et al., 1973)
el g e Ve olen a4 T ad og ol Sy
Sgta y8le s 0D bglie wo)s s Selewcdlugilgn
leo ;0 4885 15 450 I VY 0 addo Y S a4 Joloe
99 Gouy yilu plasl 5l amy a0 § alodl of § ol 4z 0 F

slocsgles 5 ogde DNA sla Slis |5 (Smith, 1992
0SS é o Jlg G S oanS oS sla Jlss
! 5 (Cho et al., 1999) &5le oo ST 55 1, po5
S5 g5 slow, > RAPD Siles da IS
Taryono et ) coul a8 5,1 8 oolazwls g0 Silige lalS
.(al., 2011; Hoang et al., 2009
by (S5 g8 snn gilel Gl 5l Gae
b (omb) Wy 5 (T-67-60 4 T-65-7-1) paiS cilige
sy i izen 3 RAPD Silas 51 oolan
slagny om (Siderd 5 (Sl slagatls
slazalS al> o 10 (5,98 (5 4 ol yo Wlg 5 ilige

D9

g, g olge
5 Wy Gl (ol 08, Jold (6 oS gl s slaws
3loolainl b ool oU o5y and iy a8l gz pY g0
T- sl LMO Jus @ 3late 5 6,5 Y0+ joo b Ll
Asadi and Naserian Khiabani, ) T-67-60 4 65-7-1
5 ol oosr GBAIS 3l s o5, it CeiS L2007
.(Bagherikia et al.,, 2017) cul Sis 4 Joxie
Slaasd duwge 5l csdllas ol o colaiuls jge slacasel)
Ol o3l 5 Glasle 5 255 ses 9 S 4t 5 Lo
2 &y Gio 5 (Sih 65,5laS Olidng caSing)
205 4 (@5

G550 5l o)le sleazals (rils (gl el lal yo
by Blo Sl (595 y9d Gupms i sheas Sl
59 4 Do dy ,ilisSOl SO Ll )0 s 09y0
Ohilow il cunS ol § il az o YFEY gles o
Yoshida et al., ) loig mbe bas ;o bazals Jlas
el V7) (olidy) Ll pd 30 Sigeg oen Ay, 4 (1976
Dialesl .8 3 ploul o 5 il a0 Yo sles g (ol
S5 aw b (ol SLels b <IB s el ojgoa
Calam Y NACl 5,58 (15 S G gy Jab )15 ,0)
dald jle olped 4 oy uder) (o 7 (S8l
@ 7 )9 e DLl b pldl (adgy Joloee)
2 et S GE S AE elel 2 e e
Nouri et al.,) cé,5 &y50 w@allass,ge slocassss
L lasals Sis g 5055 <39, VO CuddS 5l as (2015

W8 59 Vo -F cds L Sartorious (g5l 51 esla!



VWA Ll OV als el psle o lame sla i

18

Uvikon —) jtegighyiSewl olfiws 1o egl OY-
32 Oddap Ol dsbre sl 0l oulgs (Kontron
Voo b0 gladale 5,60 iz o e lal dodige
Roche w55 5l oasiags (Al Godsn Yse 9,5
ool g0l (6T osll agilb OY + jo (o lasbint dg )
5 Sl Glagdsn Jlade o g ) b dslee
Jlade g ags ol e dag] 5,5 wds Sud

05 dlos LS Bl 55 d92ge Gy

ot G )5 VYD Jold) 0 poe G Jlome S e
LI JE PRSIy i IRWORL S W SV RUVOWI L3N VO s
Ll (o 3L 1 & S i ol Sl ol s T
axy Ve sl Loy Ol plos o cele G Gae w g
S emSsle sl @ae bl il esls 13 ol T sl
A8 Ve Do 4 g g ol bglie (o ladlg) ( juaSTy aslsl
Al ez e b b Loes 5l amy i, 3
35 b s oS5 ol 5] o i L5 Latigad 2 (il

asdllosd y90 i 35 30 00liiwld yo0 RAPD sla 52T Jlgi ) Jgu
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Number Primer Sequence Number Primer Sequence
1 GSC- 01 TGC TCT GCC C 16 GSC- 16 CCGATATCCC
2 GSC- 02 GGT GAC GCA G 17 GSC- 17 TGC CCGTCG T
3 GSC- 03 TCC GCT CTG G 18 GSC- 18 GGT AGC AGTC
4 GSC- 04 GAA GCCAGCC 19 GSC- 19 GGT CCTCAGG
5 GSC- 05 CAGTGCCGGT 20 GSC-20 CAG TTC GAG G
6 GSC- 06 ACCGGCTTGT 21 GSC-21 TAC CGACACC
7 GSC- 07 CAG ACTGGTC 22 GSC-22 ACT CAGGAGC
8 GSC- 08 AGG CCA GAG G 23 GSC-23 CCACCGCCAG
9 GSC- 09 GGA GCCTCA G 24 GSC-24 AGA GAT GCC C
10 GSC- 10 GACTAG GTG G 25 GSC- 25 CAGTTC TGG C
11 GSC- 11 GGG AATTCG G 26 GSC- 26 AGC CAG CGA A
12 GSC- 12 TGC TGC AGG T 27 GSC-27 AAT CGG GCT G
13 GSC- 13 AGG GCGTAAG 28 GSC- 28 AGG GGTCTTC
14 GSC- 14 GTC CTC AAC G 29 GSC-29 CAG GCCCTT C
15 GSC- 15 GGA CACCACT
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Table 2. The degree of polymorphism and information of primers used in the studied genotypes
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Number Primer Total fragment bands polymorphism
1 GSC- 01 7 1 14.2
2 GSC- 06 9 3 333
3 GSC-12 11 1 9.09
Total 5 27 5 56.59

(etal., 2011
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Table 3. The results of variance analysis of morphological and physiological parameters in wheat genotypes
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Fig. 2. The effect of salinity on the wet weight and dry weight. Similar letters indicate no significant difference and
dissimilar letters indicate significant differences at the 5% probability level.
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Fig. 3. The effect of salinity on proline, protein, (a) chlorophyll and (b) chlorophyll content. Similar letters indicate no
significant difference and dissimilar letters indicate significant differences at the 5% probability level
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Abstract

The purpose of this experiment was study on genetic variation of wheat mutant lines (T-67-60 and T-
65-7-1) and its parent (Tabasi cultivar) using RAPD molecular marker and also compare some
biochemical parameters of salinity tolerance between the mutant lines and the parent in response to salt
stress in the seedling stage.In this study, two mutant lines of wheat (T-67-60 and T-65-7-1) with its
parent (Tabasi cultivar), cultured in the Yoshida hydroponics at 30 °C and lighting condition (16 hours
of light). Then salinity stress induced on wheat seedling at electrical conductivity 6 dS m” and leaf
samples were collected for DNA extraction and evaluation of biochemical parameters (proline, protein
and chlorophyll content).The pattern of RAPD marker showed more similarity of line mutant T-67-60
with parent (Tabasi cultivar).The results of biochemical parameters showed that mutant lines (T-67-60
and T-65-7-1) were higher tolerance than parent (Tabasi cultivar) under salinity stress.Variability of
mutations induced by gamma radiation in wheat revealed and verified with molecular RAPD primers.
In addition, differences in biochemical characteristics under salinity condition in the mutant lines (T-
67-60 and T-65-7-1) and the parent (Tabasi) implies genetic variation for these traits.
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