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Table 1. Correlation coefficients of traits under investigation in supplementary irrigation and rainfed conditions (upper diameter in supplementary irrigation
conditions, lower diameter in rainfed conditions)
Slaw DTB DTH DTA DTM GFP PH PL FL SL RWC SPAD NSPS TKW HI GY

DTB 1 0.940™  0.875™ 0.672" -0.402" -0.201" -0.295" -0.042 0.245" 0.238" 0.495" -0.227" -0.511" -0.369" -0.360"
DTH | 0.753™ 1 0.953"  0.744™ -0.421" -0.220" -0.334™ -0.016 0.224™ 0.241" 0.428" -0.291" -0.501" -0.416" -0.393"
DTA | 0.769" 0.9717 1 0.778"™ -0.446™ -0.217" -0.338" 0.031  0.198" 0.214™ 0.381™ -0.291" -0.451" -0.407" -0.357"
DTM | -0.11 -0.09 -0.13 1 0.214™  -0.291" -0.434™ -0.066  0.125 0.235" 0.254™ -0.264" -0.209" -0.372"" -0.194™
GFP | -0.187" -0.221" -0.270" -0.06 1 -0.067  -0.084 -0.144" -0.132 0 -0.236™  0.074  0.403"  0.101  0.278™
PH |-0.225" -0.291" -0.276" 0.04  -0.155" 1 0.824™ 0.310™ 0.4417 -0.075 -0.542 0.177" 0.202" 0.205"  0.095
PL |-0.264" -0.358" -0.359" -0.03 -0.04  0.710™ 1 0.273"  0.254™  -0.034 -0.459" 0.160°  0.198™ 0247  0.083
FL |-0.310" -0.510" -0.501" -0.02 -0.02 0489  0.492™ 1 0.244™  0.09 -0.067 0.134 -0.03 0.055 -0.011
SL 0.209"  0.145° 0.188"  0.04  -0.140" 0.342™ 0.1 0.130" 1 0.145"  0.024 0.096 -0.231"" -0.001  -0.087

RWC 0.09 0.193  0.188™  -0.05 0.02 -0.175"  -0.146" -0.143"  -0.01 1 0215 -0.011  -0.074 -0.112  -0.077
SPAD | -0.320"™ -0.256" -0.241""  0.09 0.142" -0.06 0.03 -0.04 -0.06 0.05 1 0.033  -0.515" -0.168" -0.153"
NSPS | -0.13 -0.139"  -0.139"  -0.01 0.03 0.165°  0.131" 0.151"  -0.07 -0.11 0.11 1 0.098  0.750™  0.575™
TKW -0.1 -0.245 -0211"  -0.02  0.177"  0.003 0.05 0.11 -0.155" 0.1 0.05 0.154" 1 0.324™  0.435™
HI -0.12  -0.210™ -0.204™  0.01 0.04 -0.01 0.06 0.06 -0.174™  -0.02 0.12 0.735"  0.346™ 1 0.506™
GY -0.12  -0.176™ -0.158"  -0.05 0.12 0.11 0.06 0.1 -0.07 -0.05 0.09 0.776"™  0.542"  0.700™ 1

Jsb «FL) oz S Jsbo «(PL) JSilsy Jobo (PH) aigy glas )| (GFP) ails 0 53 0,90 (DTM) o, b5 55, olaas (DTA) 235z, b 55, dlaas (DTH) asalaws 5 35, slaes (DTB) oK atigs b 5, slows
05V Jliol mhaw o o sme )i ay i g s .(HI) ol yasls (GY) «ls 5 Slae (TKW) «ls BUCIST (NSPS) al S 0 als slass (SPAD) SPAD Dls> RWC) PR ol Slgize «(SL) aloew

Aoy

a0
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Table 2. Broad sense heritability for 15 traits under investigation in bread wheat landraces under
supplementary irrigation and rainfed conditions

_ . G 39
sk Sedsk Usk gl ey G 39, G 3, G 39, ol 2 <l
: by i
al 3 Jsslay Y R R S T T =7 Lt e o 7,
(SL) (FL) (L) (PH) (GFP) (DTM) (DTA) (DTH) DTB) Heritability
tS)l-.f-.'1
64.85 78.01 60.71 62.6 79.86 64.49 87.32 90.06 91.04 )
eSS
70.63 59.64 58.41 80.35 90.63 58.42 74.28 73.00 54.86 PR
aolol =Y Jgo=
Table 2. Continued
PHAL YIS ol als Ll 59 S 50 &ls olaws IT 135,15 slgime ol Slgize Gy Zhlys
(GY) HI) cusls (TKW) (NSPS) alow (SPAD) (RWC) (ous /
Heritability
tS)l-.f-.'1
76.08 74.87 77.07 59.98 88.81 13.46 )
eSS
71.87 56.10 85.71 58.90 78.99 7.74 PR
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19) 6ol Lo GQTL olows 4z o 54 V/AYY
QTL .waye,8 ool 70 zghw ;0 (QTL sue
L 6B p5i905,S 53, 2 1YOY4+) Fl0-58:A>G|
o ge ailiw] mlaws ;o - Logl0 (p value) (p yiios
s SILOIYY g0l Lad |, R lade oy yion /0

Dgel dezrgi |y cllyyy atlh Cho (nied
5 b seses ndpily slaoyly e
om0 Sl Cute Gla SKiunen (puizen
Sl (Y g ) Jeuz) ol cualive dsllas 0,90 Olaw
-5l bloyl ages o 1y beesls ()l oo gl
S OlFer & ams oo plis oo g WS (o0 ol Zido
=y Slie 1 ol oL (lgie 4 pol (gnSIS
Cio -, bLS) a9 S Sz ke
Mwadzingeni ) ol Ko g K5 5009sl 08,5 0 40
(Laido et al., 2014) |, San ¢ god g (et al., 2017
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Table 3. The No. of pairs of observed and significant markers, the average index of linkage disequilibrium in the genome, chromosomes of wheat landraces

r!in 0 r?in 7oSNP SNPs 5
D>=50 HSNP oNpswith  D<=s Vi with un %SNP SNP
M with © pesoem o P3O DS SNPO o1 01 iz 5 shass ,
e D>=50cM e cM M >=0.1 1 -r 2 : p35908,5
r=>=0.1 >01& >=0.1& r>=0.1 25201 125=0.1 & & & SSoles
& A P<=0.01 & ' ' ‘ P<=0.01 P<=0.01
pespo] P<=00I pesvo; & &  P<=0.01
7 P<=0.01 P<=0.01
0.190 0.343 632 0413 0.082 152 0242 0647 1192 10 0.051 8777 1A
0.172 0.370 682 0367  0.110 202 0208 1793 3306 19 0.040 31116 1B
0.140 0.017 32 0509  0.013 24 0.185  0.699 1288 3 0.042 10818 1D
0.168 0.579 1067 0.587  0.333 614 0228 5902 10882 18 0.060 61851 2A
0.160 0.212 390 0326 0323 595 0205  7.118 13123 20 0.046 100951 2B
0.152 0.004 7 0510  0.011 21 0.161 0789 1454 4 0.034 15293 2D
0.177 0.274 505 0312 0.097 178 0192 5207 9600 5 0.039 89969 3A
0.160 0.397 732 0396  0.124 228 0180 8001 14752 14 0.039 136731 3B
0.160 0.009 17 0.564  0.015 27 0.174  1.034 1907 6 0.029 30066 3D
0.147 0.044 82 0429  0.057 106 0175 2729 5031 7 0.031 75658 4A
0.157 0.007 13 0513 0.007 12 0.183 1872 3451 2 0.037 35507 4B
0.169 0.003 6 0.759  0.004 8 0210 1234 2276 2 0.065 10973 4D
0.178 0.225 414 0407  0.105 193 0.189 7995 14740 15 0.041 128532 5A
0.156 0.178 329 0332 0.105 193 0176 8237 15187 16 0.037 154150 5B
0.127 0.001 2 0546  0.006 1 0.185  1.654 3050 3 0.044 22824 5D
0.170 0.132 244 0412 0.081 150 0.183 7293 13447 2 0.042 109887 6A
0.169 0.078 143 0321 0.150 277 0177 9.685 17856 11 0.037 180401 6B
0.135 0.015 27 0575 0.017 32 0.178 2804 5169 2 0.039 46991 6D
0.193 0.348 642 0398  0.139 257 0190 14209 26197 12 0.040 234649 7A
0.146 0.099 183 0366  0.155 286 0.168 8710 16059 20 0.031 225086 7B
0.136 0.013 24 0522 0.017 31 0.168 2389 4405 5 0.027 78560 7D
0.175 1.945 3586 0422 0.895 1650 0200 43981 81089 69 0.043 709323 Ay
0.160 1.341 2472 0374 0972 1793 0185 45416 83734 102 0.038 863942 B ey
0.146 0.062 115 0569  0.084 154 0.180  10.603 19549 25 0.040 215525 D¢y
0.160 3.348 6173 0455 1951 3597 0188 10307 184372 196  0.040 1788790 s
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Figure 1- Linkage disequilibrium Decay pattern of pairs of markers with increasing genetic distance (centimorgan) in genome A in wheat landraces
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Figure 2- Linkage disequilibrium Decay pattern of pairs of markers with increasing genetic distance (centimorgan) in genome B in wheat landraces
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Figure 3- Linkage disequilibrium Decay pattern of pairs of markers with increasing genetic distance (centimorgan) in genome D in wheat landraces
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Bon 5% 5 FDR 5% alesl zlaw ;0 SNP sla Silis 5l eolaiwl b ooy olulis sQTL oledbl -F Jgax
Table 4. Information of QTLs identified using SNP markers at the threshold level of FDR 5% and Bon

5%
Cuxd -
bl | cde oolysS Sl £95929,5 (cM)” :;)a I:/(;%lll(é)(p R? F?O}: P;(;/IZ
DTB 0 1114595[F|0--18:T>C 2A 109 3.119758224 6.257
DTB 0 1220443|F|0--42:C>A 3B 33 2.974694135 5.7
DTB 0 1056945[F|0--52:A>G 3A 28 2.619788758 4.555
DTB 0 1228614[F|0--42:G>C 2A 109 2.603800653 5.278
DTB 0 1201588[F|0--43:G>A 1A 251 254515514 4.468
DTB 0 987811[F|0--7:T>C 3B 103 2.401209493 4.154
DTB 0 1081189[F|0--30:T>C 5B 49 2.401209493 4.18
DTB 0 1126311]F|0--16:G>C 1A 261 2305773047 4.573
DTB 0 1242723|F|0--60:C>A 7B 134 2.378823718 4.411
DTB 0 1223104[F|0--25:G>A 4B 110 2.346787486 4.836 L6 4.577
DTB 0 1127015[F|0--33:A>G TA 178 2.343901798 4.384
DTB 0 985813|F|0--9:C>A 6B 69 2.283996656 3.969
DTB 0 1035046|F|0--26:C>T 6B 61 2.268411235 3.951
DTB 0 1275924[F|0--18:C>T 2A 176 2.241845378 4.816
DTB 0 996275|F|0--10:A>T 3B 184 2.238824187 3.964
DTB 0 979743|F|0--67:C>A 1A 485 2.20481541 4.013
DTB 0 1127347|F|0--1105664F|0-- 3B 186 2.188424994  3.592
DTB 0 1030302[F|0--10:A>G TA 111 2.171340103 3.763
DTB 0 1093756[F|0--68:G>A 4A 160 2.152427341 3.837
@)\l | DTB 0 1127347|F|0--62:A>G 3B 186 2.131355562  3.671
M DTB 0 1098664|F|0--41:C>T 6B 55 2.089375595 3.538 1.648 4.577
DTB 0 1107107|F|0--50:C>T 6B 12 2.069050969 3.396
DTB 0 996025|F|0--16:A>T 3B 104 2.040958608 3.351
DTB 0 1087592|F|0--37:G>A 5A 100 2.018181393 3.244
DTB 0 979722|F|0--18:T>C 2B 139 2.010995384 3.944
DTB 0 992437|F|0--49:G>A 3A 89 2.008330993 3.251
DTH DTB 1193738|F|0--61:A>C 6A 168 3.450996738 1.2 3.347
DTH DTB 1075404 |F|0--6:T>A 2B 52 3.350665141 1.04
DTH DTB 1165661 |F|0--63:A>G 5B 93 3.377785977 1.272
DTA DTB, 1100804|F|0--28:A>C TA 121 4.647817482 1.032 4.523
DIM DTB, 981564F|0--54:T>A 5D 236 3.403402004 2348 3.398
GFP  DTM 981564|F|0--54:T>A 5D 236 3293282218 559  3.292
PH DTM 1011115JF|0--14:C>T 1A 152 2.761953897 4.799 2.646
PH DTM 1013660|F|0--40:G>C 2A 130 2.749579998 4.99
PH DTM 1125680[F|0--7:A>G 2B 153 2.8569852 5.137
PH DTM 1150426|F|0--13:G>A 5D 211 2.675717545 4.88
PL DTM 1011115JF|0--14:C>T 1A 152 2.761953897 4.799 2.650
PL DTM 1092041|F|0--8:G>A 2B 164 2.754487332 4.005
PL DTM 1072711|F|0--41:A>T 7B 214 2.756961951 5.16
FL DTM 1094220|F|0--54:G>A 7B 104 2.749579998 5.615 1.345
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Table 4. continued
Curbge
byly o <o )lgsS Sl PoisesyS e -Logio (p value) R*>  FDR 5% ]3522
(cM)
FL DTM  1084185|F|0--56:A>T 5A 76 2.404503778 4.676
FL DTM  1007283[F|0--52:G>C 3B 33 2.310691141 4.241
FL DTM  1000653[F|0--22:T>C 5B 102 2.287350298 4.309
FL DTM  1002325[F|0--62:A>G 5A 76 2.266802735 3.883
FL DTM  1143802[F|0--27:T>C 1A 144 2.231361899 4.567
FL DTM  1267090[F|0--9:G>T 2B 96 2.161150909 3.767 1.345
FL DTM  3024566|F|0--31:T>G 3B 133 2.123782159 3.681
FL DTM  1051996JF|0--55:A>G 1B 162 2.076238039 3.812
FL DTM  1126495[F|0--64:G>C 2A 174 2.070581074 4.024
FL DTM  1202759[F|0--52:A>C 5A 77 2.054039296 3.499 4577
FL DTM  1138009|F|0--40:C>T 6B 65 2.033389013 3.5 '
skl SL DIM  1128716[F|0--54:C>T 3A 236 1.518270803 2.074
oS5 SL DIM  1105068[F|0--14:C>G 3A 252 1.486649201 2.071 487
SL DTM  1228717|F|0--22:A>G 3B 32 1.595850751 2239 '
SL DIM  1000564|F|0--23:G>A 5B 221 1.729321164 2.485
RWC DTM 1102954|F|0--30:C>T 7B 24 3.223298816 6.733 3.222
SPAD DTM 1111092|F|0--6:C>G 6A 19 3.012333735 7.093 3.009
SPAD DTM 1120346|F|0--65:T>C 7D 244 3.048662481 6.122 '
NSPS DT™M 1119289|F|0--51:C>G 1A 441 2.982966661 5.893 2860
NSPS DTM 1020140|F|0--28:G>A 2B 157 3.93930216 7.626 '
TKW DTM 992531|F|0--43:A>C 6B 48 3.415668776 6.633 3.409
HI DTM 1042533|F|0--15:G>T 2B 164 3.580044252 6.417 3.569
GY DTM 1020140|F|0--28:G>A 2B 157 3.93930216 7.626 3,021
GY DTM 1126657|F|0--67:G>C 2B 158 4.086716098 8.083 '
DTB 0 2278332|F|0--32:T>C 1B 315 4.590067 10.505 4301
DTB 0 993307|F|0--30:A>G 1B 318 4.493495 8.13 '
DTH DTB 1203750|F|0--26:T>C 5A 71 3.600326 2.896 3357
DTH DTB 994103|F|0--13:T>A 5A 71 3.360514 2.571
DTA 0 1215397|F|0--36:T>A 3A 18 3.408935 6.847 3410
DTM  DTB, DTH, 1056786|F|0-- 1B 84 4.304518 1.83 4301
GFP DTM 989098|F|0--40:C>T 3D 285 3.428291 6.138 3,420 4.577
GFP DTM 1149694|F|0--45:G>A 3D 292 3.596879 6.344 '

0 PH DTM 1226746|F|0--18:G>A 5B 112 4.785156 7.328 4.523
PL DTM 1070231|F|0--19:G>C 5A 128 3.812479 5.649 3.796
FL DTM 1003109|F|0--54:T>C 2A 47 4.064997 5.701 4.046
SL DTM 1004696]|F|0--58:T>C 7B 77 4.101275 8.204 4.097

RWC DTM 1107872|F|0--8:G>A 2B 157 3.229885 6.083 399
RWC DTM 1203113]F|0--20:A>G 5B 59 3.47237 6.965 '
SPAD DTM 1046839|F|0--25:C>T 1B 249 3.011441 5.144

SPAD DTM 1012499|F|0--37:T>A 3A 128 3 5.201 1.874
SPAD DTM 987390|F|0--40:C>T 7A 285 2.679854 4328
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Table 4. continued

Lylys | chae caleS Solas £93929,5 (Cr;)iz}ﬁé ]:/(:1%1112)@ R2 Fslz/l: ]352/1:

SPAD DIM 1006675|F|0--13:C>G 3A 226 2486782  3.866

SPAD DIM 1136337|F|0--25:T>C 1B 341 2.430626  3.923

SPAD DIM 999485|F|0--39:T>C 6A 123 2.338187  4.166

SPAD DIM 1042356|F|0--45:T>C 3B 135 2.243364  3.631

SPAD DIM 1097343|F|0--23:A>G TA 285 2238072  3.823

SPAD DIM 987710|F|0--42:G>C 6B 109 2228413 4.261

SPAD DIM 996275|F|0--10:A>T 3B 184 2.198596  3.581

SPAD DIM 1068196|F|0--9:G>A 7D 143 2.197226  3.536

SPAD DTM 1054439|F|0--11:A>T 1B 336 2.184422  3.46 874

SPAD DTM 1112925|F|0--29:A>G 2A 232 2.159894  3.537 '

SPAD DIM 1075160|F|0--13:A>G 3A 23 2.154282  3.516

SPAD DIM 999037|F|0--41:G>A TA 171 2.133122  3.164 4577

SPAD DIM 1126576|F|0--38:A>G 4B 120 2.095826  3.226 '

SPAD DIM 1216307|F|0--20:G>A TA 286 2.053548  3.54

SPAD DIM ~ 978121[F|0- TA 170 2.048662  3.171

SPAD DIM 1123074/F|0--5:C>T 1A 319 2.036212  3.175

SPAD  DTM 1269485[F0-- 5B 149 2.022734  3.211

SPAD DTM 1120346|F|0--65:T>C 7D 244 2.004365  3.421

NSPS  DTB 1087201|F|0--37:T>C SA 251 329243 5565  3.284

TKW  DTM 2277534|F|0--36:G>A TA 46 3.216811 5.72

TKW DTM  1056786[F0-- 1B 84 3.205512  5.334

TKW DIM 1051052|F|0--59:G>C 2B 205 3.37366 5768  3.167
® | Tkw DT™M 1009481|F|0--14:A>G 3B 95 3.576754  6.422

TKW DIM 1122215|F|0--53:T>C 6B 63 3.169411  5.509

HI DTM 1252901 |F|0--58:A>G 6B 52 2.801343  5.267

HI DTM 1203649|F|0--17:A>G 3A 126 2.661544  4.464

HI DTM 3034354|F|0--44:T>C 1B 104 2.590067  4.84

HI DTM 1142880|F|0--49:G>C 4A 221 2.444906 4317

HI DTM 1003066|F|0--30:G>C 1A 327 2360514  3.764

HI DTM 1216317|F|0--58:A>T 1B 452 2312471  3.944

HI DTM 1229178|F|0--14:C>T 1A 252 2281498  3.517

HI DTM 1131906|F|0--46:G>T 1B 529 2262013 3.773

HI DTM 1210484|F|0--63:C>T 4A 223 2210419  3.714

HI DTM 1014363 [F|0--17:C>A 3A 209 2.185752  3.843 1.927

HI DTM 1218776|F|0--57:G>A TA 145 2137869  3.569 4577

HI DTM 992845|F|0--17:G>A 5B 86 2.085128  3.151

HI DTM 1088589|F|0--38:T>C 3A 16 2.071092  3.252

HI DTM 1126560F|0--25:T>C 3B 252 2.068034  3.517

HI DTM 1207572|F|0--55:A>G TA 148 2.059982  3.13

HI DTM 3064679|F|0--36:G>A 1B 490 2.051587  3.125

HI DTM 1091466|F|0--65:G>A 7B 215 2.024568  3.522

HI DTM 1092511|F|0--38:G>A 1D 81 2.015923  3.164

HI DTM 1110688|F|0--43:G>A 2B 151 2.014125  2.998

GY DIM 2256346|F|0--21:C>T 5A 15 3.761954 7379 3.745
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Figure 4- Manhattan plot for 1890 SNP markers used for trait days to maturity (DTM), plant height
(PH) and relative water content (RWC) of wheat landraces under supplemental irrigation (IR) and
rainfed (RF) conditions. The blue and red lines represent the Bonferroni 5% and FDR 5% thresholds,
respectively.
1=1A, 2=2A, 3=3A, 4=4A, 5=5A, 6=6A, 7=7A, 8=1B, 9=2B, 10=3B, 11=4B, 12=5B, 13=6B, 14=7B,
15=1D, 16=2D, 17=3D, 18=4D, 19=5D, 20=6D, 21=7D
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EXTENDED ABSTRACT

Introduction: Genome-wide association studies (GWAS) and quantitative trait locus (QTL) gene
mapping are two main approaches that describe the genetic basis of complex traits very precisely.
Therefore, identification of important agronomic traits and the use of beneficial agronomic and breeding
methods in achieving high yield can be fruitful. This research was conducted to determine genome-wide
trait-marker associations for key agronomic traits in wheat, in order to breed for drought tolerance.
Materials and Methods: 249 landraces of Iranian bread wheat from throughout Iran were collected and
compared under supplemental irrigation and rain-fed conditions at the deputy Dryland Agriculture
Research Station (Kermanshah, Iran). During the growing season and after harvesting, data related to
phonological, morphological and physiological traits were recorded and measured. The experiment data
were analyzed based on unbalanced combined analysis of variance. DNA was extracted by Singh and
Bowden method. Finally, after filtering, 1890 SNP markers were used. Association analysis was done
with TASSEL 5 software. Manhattan diagrams were drawn with R software.

Research findings: Association analysis with MLM method identified 64 and 61 QTLs numbers in
supplementary irrigation and rainfed conditions, respectively. The results showed that the linkage
disequilibrium among chromosomes is variable and with increasing genetic distance, the linkage
disequilibrium decreasing. Some traits were controlled by common QTLs, which is a proof of the
existence of pleiotropic effects of a gene, and simultaneous selection can be done for those traits. The
markers who identified in this study are useful genomic resources.
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