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Table 1. Analysis of variance (Mean squares) for morphological traits in two parents’ of barley mapping population

Jlasl 5lam 39, VP (Ko 3l om 595 IV (S o

el s o Jles! mwgid oo
e ol Plant greenness after 24 Plant greenness after Photosynthesis
S.0.V ot gl df days under stress 12 days under stress rate
Lead O 3 143.45™ 94.22™ 16.66™
Genotype gy 1 172.23" 10.00 0.36
Leadx Genotype <wigiiX o 3 57.83* 84.74™ 21.88"
Error byl obasl 32 6.46 6.97 1.93
CV% Ol gt g i 7.78 8.81 14.36

Table 1. Continued

alol) Jgus

a> 4o

gy el G gl Cozglaije, py S sled
R 23! Stomatal Transpiratio  Sub-stomatal Leaf surface

S.0.V ¥ gle  pr Conduction n rate COz Temperature
Lead S 3 0.002* 0.94™ 33714.06™ 35.32"
Genotype G 1 0.001"" 2.39™ 71288.90™ 42.02™
Leadx Genotype  <wigiiX o pw 3 0.003™ 2.24" 36550.03" 54.09™
Error nloyl olacil 32 0.000004 0.09 792.07 6.14™
CV% Ol gt g g 3 14.92 10.26 8.25

** and *,significant at 1% and 5% Probability levels, respectively
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# 09390955 53; QTL 4 plaS 52 3,05 5 slaijg, Sulaa
loge 37 9) SlopgionssS 59, QTL g0 aly) ologes
@l Vg ¥ slapgioes S 59, QTL 5o (olsa el
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£3350955 695 QTL 99 ¢(3,%5 Hl3ee Cdo (sl (Y Jgo2)
o=bsls 5l s, YOIF ggemme,s a5 wias gluls Y
AL QH3Trl wis,S o azg 1) Cio ol (omigid
SSilzs g Jolias 5 ¥/+Y L, LOD 5 (V1) 2y)58l
QTL ol Lo iuldl il cels 1,5 Alm-ABC325
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Table 2. Mean comparison of Rec and Dom parents in different lead levels
oy cdale ¥ (S V (K e Fawgid Hlado
Parentes Lead Doses Plant greenness after 24 Plant greenness after Photosynthesis
(ppm) days under stress 12 days under stress rate
Control 35.6 31.6 9.18
REC 1000ppm 32.8 31 10.14
1500ppm 34.2 30.34 9.38
2000ppm 21.4 22.8 2.39
Control 34 314 8.96
1000ppm 359 30.6 8.05
boM 1500ppm 34.8 30.14 8.51
2000ppm 32.6 31.8 8.80
LSD 3.27 3.40 1.79
Table 2. Continued alol.Y Jous
oy cdile lijgy calos G ol Coz slaijg)y 3 S p o sbod
Parentes Lead Doses Stomatal Transpiration Sub-stomatal Leaf
(ppm) Conduction rate COz surfaceTemperature
Control 0.076 2.26 342.80 31.60
REC 1000ppm 0.074 2.16 302 31.40
1500ppm 0.078 2.10 315.60 30.34
2000ppm 0.016 0.59 84 22.80
Control 0.074 2.24 292.40 31.40
DOM 1000ppm 0.080 2.14 285 30.60
1500ppm 0.066 2.50 281.80 30.14
2000ppm 0.068 2.10 290.60 31.80
LSD 0.0025 0.38 36.31 3.19
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Fig. 1. Frequency distributions of studied traits in normal condition

L =
1254 Rec Ta il Rec
Dom « Rec o Dom
o]
z = /—\ z Dom z l
13 H £
7 g i g l
H ¢ i H
z
o]
= N A
LA
MW oo M@ W Moo Mo W M ah o 1 i ES B3 ok 2 3 sin
Leaf surface temperature L g sl Teanapiitionyile, Photosynthesis rate 3y
] » o]
Rec Dom
] " l l l
3 Rec 3 e Dom 2
H Dom H l .
Bl & Bl
& l £ l £
y B ,,
1
i P g o e e om0 om2 one osm om ;u P P e ]
Stomatal Co2 Co2 Inter cellular Co2 Concentration EIESTE Greenness 1 A Sl

Sub- ! 45305 43

1H 2H
0.0——Bmaco134
0.0——ABGT04
234~ Bmaco21a
269 -T~ABG46TC
a2 = rABCR 416+ | MwoseB
Jl 459~ Ho
Doy iy 49,8~ EBmacoS25h
5.7~ BMACO187 5177 ABG3SE
(L) \| |/ BMACOZ7S 625 Bmagoli3e
7317 /BMACMTB  gg.5] - Bmacotddr
75,1~ DAKG42 7.
76.4-77. MWGB0B
7927 || BMACO303A
898~ “NUD
1025~ LKS2
103.0-| | -WG380B
Bmaco144b
1253~ Rist4 \ Smecot
=
187 [ AR 124.4——Ched
1420~ ABC253 P
1522~ ABG4B1A
1564-TT-WGBA 1450 MWGT20
154.9——Wst
18161 HNS 162.8—1— MWGS49A
1851~ THA1 170.8—=—CDO03B

Frequency

B
15
Dom
"1 Rec l
(!
e = 00 w500 o
Greeness2 2 Slle

oyl byl s o aallland yg0 Olho Syl 8 auye5 .V SIS
Fig. 2. Frequency distributions of studied traits in stress condition

3H 4H 5H 6H
00— BCDY7 0.0——RH 0.0~2— MWGE20
00—~ Mwes34 104~ ACT8A 4277~ BMAC0316
213 MWGE378
220 HYM40 24,7~ ABC165C MWG837A
B2~ ABCITIA 234~ MVMG077 295 —— BMAC0399 202~ MWG6028
30.9~L1- CDO542 35.8 1~ BCDO9S 337 7T~ MWGE52A
" 321 CD0122
AN ey 86/ HVKNOX3  57.5~ll-ABG4% 535 —— ABG458
NI 10/ ascana 59.3 BMACO144H
69.8 1/ ALM H 686~ |, HVM31
748 1e BMAG01138 415 ggggom 73.6—— ABC160 70.6—=— ROB
78.0-71-ABCI2S 42991 71.97| | - BMACO047A
a247[ | BeD145 529/ \ BMAcoa038 888> Smé%l?‘éﬁ BMAC0218C
sas)f| [\ Buacotise 0 i 2 ﬁgg?ggn
sdlia 679/ 1 | BMACO186 S =
1T 8797 |\ ABG4T2 10287 | MWG820
2 H 118.0 ——BLP
68,871 MGG528 1279~ MWG2028
1287 ——ABGA%) 10267 [\ KFD21 1350 ABCaRt 1247 ——— MWG34
1216~L - HSH 139.8 1~ WMC1ES 137.0—— TEF1
1452 —PUB 12291 HVM67 146.1 =~ ABG387A
157.7 —ABG004 MWG884 4365 —— ABG601
1739 ——MWGEE3
1846 ~-— BMAC0144D
190.2 T~ HVM62
198.1 —T—ABC805
208.4 ——ABC172

7H

0.0~ 1, MWGS18
5.5~ ABC483
66 | “ABGH10

29.4——— ABG395
38.4~__~BMACO0047C
44.1 ~—— BMAC0096
49.2— T~ KFP002

68.6 ——— ABC302

BMAC0144G BMAGO113F
88.9 -7 IMWG522 SRH
9027 - BMAG0223

103.0-7 ™ BMAG0113D

878

129.1——ABG003B

151.9 —— MWG877

163.3 ~_~ BMAG0222
166.1 -7 |~ ABC496

186.8 ~——ABG391
190.3 -7 ~ABC822

201.0 —— BMAGO113C
214.5—=— MWGB02A

.(Marcel et al, 2007) g 0 ouudants Kiwguy s .Y JS&
Fig. 3. The prepared linkage map in barley (Marcel et al, 2007)



ASO 3 5 o & Jo 5 (Seiglsesed Slao b Las e SBQTL ol i lSom 5 i

G55 5 Jlo il 53 aslllaes 90 Sl s byt po slao ol ¥ Jgaz

Table 3. Statistics of traits studied under normal and stress condition

Normal condition Jb 5 byl %

Mean Std.deviation Kurtosis Skewness Min Max
Srghesbs 50 4.523 0.065 0518 2070  39.02
Temperature Leaf surface(°C)
$l5923C00 51085 74116 0.933 0.848 77 485
Sub-stomatal CO: (umol/mol)
ol 5 0.987 0.238 0732 029 448
Transpiration rate(mmol m s™)
slajgy celas g 0.00018 0035 0054 001 017
Stomatal Conduction(mol m2 s1)
AL b e (1) 1.47 0156 -0.04 062  11.58
Photosynthesis rate (umol m2 s)
G5l 59, IV ol (Susee g 53 4.44 0983  -0313 225 4405
Greenness after 12 days stress(mol/cm2)
GRSl oy VR olS (Shjew 5y 35 3.58 0381 0428 2095 44.95
Greenness after 24 days stress (mol/cm™)
Table 3. Continued alol .Y Jaus
Stress condition < yuw b 5
Ol Hloolaldl  Suds (Sex eS oyl
Mean Std.deviation Kurtosis Skewness Min Max
Sy ghe gbo 27.93 324 0895 -0228 2150 3420
Temperature Leaf surface(°C)
$l43923C00 o395 6008 0686 0174 495 350
Sub-stomatal CO2 (pmol/mol)
ol g9 0.467 0084 0056 015  2.06
Transpiration rate(mmol m2 s™)
sl calae g 0.00001  0.053  0.012 0 0.08
Stomatal Conduction(mol m?2 s™)
AL g s 0.12 0483 0269 08 6.37
Photosynthesis rate (umol m s!)
G5l 59, el S 5 59 3.39 0748 0121 2080  39.30
Greenness after 12 days stress(mol/cm2)
o 5l ) YR obS (Shjew 9 55 3.01 0411 0089 237 3785

Greenness after 24 days stress (mol/cm?)

QTL ez i 3l w55, VF oS (Sjen ln

Ol 98 555 5l Ao 0 DV/D gaesme,s aS ol olulis
4 QH1Pg2 s QH1Pgl QTL g5 .wis S azg |, Ciao
il 3l SIS g FIVY g ¥/ Wl sl LOD L sy
J,8 HVCMA-Bmac0273 4 Nud- WG380B
sal58l 51 Yoy, LOD L QH4Pg QTL.acisls

Slis g Jobo 10 ¥ 559095 (59, (YY) (e

P p95509,5 59, QTL 55 «slaij9, 5 CO2 cto sl

Iy soisid 955 31 0o )0 YY/O £aoome )0 aS il olwlis
!Bl 51 ¥IVY L 1 LOD L QHOSSI .wis S az g5
5 Bmacoo47a-ABG388 Silii g0 Jolios o F/Y
5 MRzl 51 g YIAR Ll LOD L QH6Ss2
aasls LLEMWG620-MWG602B [ Silis g0 Jolsos>

(Va5 ¥ Jgu)
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sla,Slas Jolas 10 1 pg5909,5 (59, 110 5 —+/3)
) MWG844B- Bmagl13b.Alm-ABC325
1, LOD L, QH2Ph .QTL 4 wzils 1,5 Hvm60-Pub
b, Silas Jobas o VY aglpl 5l YAY
ool (F USE 5 F Jsus) cusls 18 ABG072-Zeo
Slsan ln oad g (5ed bly Gl o
650 53,8l sl QTL Ul a5 ams oo oLis b QTL
ol o5 il ayaxgi b as &)ls 0929 Olaw (pl &Iy

(Rezaiezad et al., 2011) aslouis

%o QTL 4 cusls 3 CD0542- HVKNOX3
A LOD LD pg5909,5 55, QHSPE pb &y oads Ll
o Silss Lolbas s (YY) Liie alssl 51 5 FIT)
U5 5 F Jsaz) casls 5 Bmac0144a-MWGT06A
(F
25 @lebd QTL bz 5 juwgd jlade i ol
a2 gi |y Sdo (nl (o9id £ 5l 003 OB ggermes oS
L cwiy & QH3Ph3 , QH3Ph2 QH3Phl.uiss
SNV a5 S5 YRR YA X+ il s LOD

Oy b 5 i OWB Comos 50 (w2080 Olio 1w MQM yigyd oo b3 QTL wlaxin .f Jous

Table 4. Parameters of QTLs identified by employing MQM method for the studied traits in the OWB population under

lead stress

P .
o3
. gy L e e
olie  pgjgeg,S Position o olxe by, Slis g Bl 61 permutation
Traits Chromosome M QTL Marker interval  Expl%  Add LOD test
Gy olpee 3H 40-100  QH3Tr, Alm-ABC325 125  -1.11 3.02
Transpiration 3H 100-140  QH3Tr: Hvm60-Pub 13.1 097 2.93 275
rate
59, Colan 1H 100-140  QHISc Lks2-Ris44 11.4 3.6 3.14
Stomatal 3H 40-100  QH3Sci Alm-ABC325 13.1 2.7 3.21
omata 3H 10-100  QH3Sc2 ~ Bmac0067-Alm 12,4 2.6 3.14 2.85
conduction MWG844B-
3H 10-100  QH3Scs Bmag0113b 128 213 3.24
sl4i39) 23 CO2 6H 0-10  QH6Ss: BYXaBCG"gg;a‘ 173 43 372
Sub-stomatal MWG620- 2.02
CO: 6H 50-100  QH6Ss> MWG602B 152 8.9 2.84
Y oLS Ky 1H 50-150 QHIPg;  Nud- WG380B 113 215 3.01
R ‘ il 1H 10-100 QHIPg> HVCMA-Bmac0273 145  1.78 4.77
B BIELBIY) Bmac0144a-
5H 50-100 H5P 134 231 421 _
Plant greenness OH5Pg MWGT706A 2.69
after 24 under CD0542-
iress 4H 10-60  QH4Pg VNG 123 317  3.53
Finwgid ylade 3H 40-100  QH3Ph; %r&égzﬁs 105  -1.17  3.07
Phtotosynthesis 3H 40-100  QH3Ph: Bmagl13b 19.1 -0.91 3.85 267
rate 2H 50-150  QH2Ph ABG072-Zeo 138  1.03 2.93
3H 100-150  QH3Ph; Hvmé60-Pub 116 095 2.99

QTL jkz 5V ¥ ) lapgises,S 59, QTL Jloz ass,
Sl Vg ¥ slapgiseg,S (g9, adle el cho ol
Davari et al.,) )|,Sa2 g (5 5ls ;550 hudzs ;0 .050,5
@ Cwglie g gozd b bade Slio w)p sl 2010
eyl Slao gl QTLYY g Jjails> al> 1o 10 paesls
059 il y S (39 dilgx SiS (5g i, Job dilg>
QTL v wisS ololed Jdg)ls Jade 5 JS s
Slopgigag,S (9) ada ) g ailgz yo 38 clale oarsS J S

Ghaffar Moghadam et al., ) ;| Ko g painelac

b b e ouS S lag pbole jshinear 2019
iy 5 sy Ao )0 52 olS 13 Su3els8 509 1 Dl
Y slopgioes,S 59, QTL A (Sas (25 Ll 53 5 ¥
Zaare ) s hux> g &,l5 Heigren 305 olulis VY 0O
Sbaddi 0045 (53, 993 Liule;l ;o (and Jafary, 2013
J}bmd\f‘é)wwak}«mcbmoWB
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s QH3Sc3 QTL 4 4 Alm-ABC325 Sl
039930 40 (gl g, Culow ¢ Fiwgd Slas sl QH3Ph2
o5 Slises MWG8B44B-Bmag0113b Silis 40
QHISc, QTL g5 ) pg5909,5 (59, Cmidmad X5l
99 00gazme ;o 58 )50 (Bl VO-0+ 4>U ;0 QHIPgI
5 slsg, ol olas lp Nud — Ris44 Sl
Sde (P JS8) w5 Slbgren olS (S
s ) Wil lio (gl o slolis slo QTL s

Slogi b SeP g 68 (Kegm L ek ony
(Wang et al., 2013) sl calise

1H H 3H
00— ABGTM 00— Bmaco!4 0.0~ BCDI07
X Bmaco218a
- ABG41c 282 —-—ABC1T1A
N2 ABG30 s
NH) Hott
Ay - L Efnacob2% 574~ | - BACO0ET
BN s ABG36 866+ [ HWGEH4B
73'1‘\ . BMACO4TR o 5+ Bmagot13e 69.8 -~ ALM o
21 ea -+~ Bmacol4F 748 1138 2 %
76'1 gz Grphiacd o Vst 780-]~ ABC32S = ]
702/| |\ BuACOI0aA T - Bmacol 25 824 | -BCD1145 p sl
20871~ NUD = (. Bmacotd4i
ws-etk2 mgg& 107.7—— HYMEO
Lo Rl KFP20D o]
253~||-Rsu WWGH | a7 - ABGA9 Iw
1267 | ABC3108 1 ABCT2 Rl
10 Aecasa 1244) f g M2 TRe
1522~ ABGdeta 140 deo 1577 —--ABGOD4 MWGES4
- L e, 4807 -MWGT20
¢ 1549711 Wet T
1628 - NWG240A 78
17087 COONE 1846~ BMACO144D
181611 HMs 1902 HVME2
18517~ THAY 198.1 1~ ABCB0S

2084 —z—ABC172

-
ZISEHO

(Zhao et al., 2016) . )|,San 5 ¢il5 055 ,5 Slulis ¥V o7
o b baiye sl QTL boSo sl 095 Gralesl 5o
Om LOD L QTL Y- w3 oS 50 pm b Con &
Slaw ey, Jsb adlo elis)| lao ol UVY b ¥/o5
3,8 bl VYN & lapgaes S 59, S
Slaws (p il &5 598 oo ovalin ¥ Jouxr 4 4z L
dga> 4>l ;0 ¥ pgi909,5 (59, ond glulis e QTL
ke Slis a5 Wl S5 s il 0--)0-
SleisS oo 7S]y sz, Calaw g 35 lade s
olio gl QH3PhI 4 QH3Scl QH3TII oyl

99 00gdote 4O (glijg, Culdr g 5,0 laie (Fwed lade

4 EH 6H

00-5RH 00~-MWGED o
ol e 42-T~ BUHCOE I
3 [
13| w37 2
BT A aMGHTA L -Wwobtze
’ 28T B0 7T MNGBS2A
T
Y =
I"f; R 575~ ABG4S4 5351 ABGASS
3 b BTBMOME T e e
s 6=~ ABC160 106--R0B _)
il i & 7197| | suacoora 5
10 16l | eH 88.6~L |- BACOM4A 83— BAcozisc B
I§ 122971 BT Q07 BUACOAH Q4——AECHE ¥
E 152 gcent sl 1015~ ABC1E5D
‘ T T MAGIO 10287 ™ MWGB20
180~ BLP |
12?9\/: MWG2028 124.7— MWG934
12007 ABC2S |
(198 -~ WCES W0 TEF
!

46.1 - ABGIBTA

97 (Kiwwgay adis (595 1 T Canndgo 9 anllland ;g0 Slaio (sl o &1 Joxi b L 5o 5l QP JSCo
Fig. 4. Lead-related QTLs for studied traits and their position in the barly linkage map

33 85 Sl oS Sy ntee Jo 5 5,05 Sl 105,50
o5 (S Josd ol Slge 5 ST Jlal b bl
5 8% Om Cote (Ko g 010 (285 jiwgnd 5 CO2
S S5 s 8 310 2525 AL Sigis ety
Verona ) ¢SS ¢ Uy 09 o0 3,05 Olyeme (iolS Eely
o,8lee lp a5 auils oLy (and Calcagn, 1991
ST 5l o5l a5 o | Lo, il oS S eosllas
S 45gy Calis S Cl s Sl e | 13 Slse
Ay el Fiesis s e Jelse | idg,lS asles
S8l 0 &35 Joo 9 903 (sorine o 5 prditone

aasly (O Jgoz) (Ser i Joor oelel

Sde g glasygy Colaw (§yx lade (e (5 ldSme g o
QTL 5 13 q@ls cplple )l o092y yuwgid
lsi on Ulool H3 pyjgn,8 (59, Slio (nl oaiS J S
Slae G G)logne 5 St (Ko 3929 o &
Wghoo J5iS i 35 sl lawg 45 abl 595k
s Lm0 5,058 ((Vassilev, 2002) gslowlg
5 Jedg)lS 5 slaie, ol (59, (S 25 Sl oK
s A 9 CO2 dlole 5 malS cel a5 W5l jigud

ol (5,55 (53, iy, (b s Sk 5l 05l o0 ladij,
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Table 5. Phenotypic correlation coefficients under normal conditions (values on upper triangular Matrix) and under
stress conditions (values on stress triangular Matrix) in barley Genotype

Traits wlas 1 3 4 5 6 7
J;.g @a.w ‘5Lo.>
Leaf surface Temperature 1 -0.41™ 0217 -0.14 -0.14  -0.1 -0.21"
&lijg; 523 Co2
Sub-stomatal CO2 -0.56™ 1 0.3" 0.29™ 0.14 0.04 0.11
SN Olie
Transpiration rate 0.33* 0.26" 1 0.83* 0.79" 0.18 0.16
lagy culas
Stomatal conduction -0.32"  0.6™ 0.65™ 1 0.80"" 0.19 0.23"
Fwgid jladie
Photosynthesis rate -0.19 0.16 0.61* 0.72* 1 0.22° 025"
R 3 o 59 1Y (S e
Greenness after 12 days stress 0.01 -0.11 -0.07 -0.01 0.13 1 0.59*
o 3l s 59, VF (S5 s
Greenness after 24 days stress 0.12 -0.11 0.02 0.01 0.09 0.8™ 1

Aoy B g ) Jleizl mhaw ;o o pme i i a4y F gt

** and *, significant at 1% and 5% Probability levels, respectively

GBQTL 50,5 ololids wad b)) Slio b ag e
QH3PhI, sHI es5505,5 59, QHISc, QHIPgl
Slio sy H3 pgies,S s, QH3Ph2, QH3Ph3
g jlade g olS (i e 51359, Calas o305 Ol 5ee
m i ST BQTL el eopl ol f(F JS8) 05l Slbgren
Cuolaw g Figid lade (8 jlade Slhe J 1S 50 )l
alive (55 Glagle bawgi g adls s Ll yo sy,
oas ol GBQTL jl Sy sbie JyuS
6 5UL xo s e b (QH3PH2, QH6Ss1, QH6Ss2)
QTL plgisar aslllaes ;g0 Slao slp (odsid s ||
ool b g gla Sl &S wad aslis il S5
Slis S8 4y olol glaasly o asly e LQTL
wosthe gladll JUsl 5 5 slagal i3S cex
o Lol GBQTL «loszsls 33 S )3 oslizasls g0

slocarex b 5,8 Jl> ;0 slaosgs o Wb swyp cpl yo

R S as
P8 (p et oy 4 Joie GQTL 385 bl
5w d Jod 5o JeBo o by (05 by ¢l
Slio GLQTL Llolid gly ol oyl 53,5 olS
5 5t Slio GLQTL col p3U 0w 4 Canglie wiile
OR8S Sh 0 b e (nl 45 00d plelid o Ces
e 9 98500 &) iy b Cungenne 10 45 plaolayy,
or @l Sl pS el (plalS (a3 Jeoie
Olereds wilgs .o OWB sl oogs a5 ols ylas ol>
allae sl Joo o plyear g cilie (pbadds ooy
2 0yS 8 eolituls;ge LS 5o e 4y e S
SLQTL (o pw & Cunglio S35 (o) p S aslllas 0
OS5 B emipdige o e g Saaglie b la e
51 St aalllassjge Slio (6l )kl 5 (oigid (o)
QTL 033ls ggomers g diwsy 5 (5 55 3973
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