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(Hordeum vulgare subsp. spontaneum)
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Table 1. Hulless barley genotypes used in this study

<55 o
Genotype No. Pedigree
1 (EHBYTMB81-7)
2 Alanda // Lignee527/ Arar/ 3/ BF891M-616
3 PETUNIA 1/CHINIA (a)
4 STIPA/PETUNIA 1//KOLLA/BBSC (a)
5 ALOE/OLMO/3/LIGNEE640/DS4931//LIGNEE640/F7 70077/7/BOLDO/POLEO ...
6 PETUNIA 1/CHINIA (b)
7 CONGONA/BORR
8 STIPA/PETUNIA 1//KOLLA/BBSC (b)
9 PETUNIA 1/CHINIA (c)
10 STIPA/PETUNIA 1//KOLLA/BBSC (c)
11 GLORIA-BAR/COPAL//BEN. 4D/3/S. P-B/4/DC-B/SEN/5/CONGONA
12 DC-B/SEN//TOCTE/3/CONGONA
13 ICNB93-328
14 CHAMICO/TOCTE//CONGONA (a)
15 PALLIDUMA48//INORDIC/563.6.5/3/CEL-B...2/MZQ/ICEL-B/5/LINO/6/CONGONA
16 CHAMICO/TOCTE//CONGONA (b)
17 CHAMICO/TOCTE//CONGONA (c)
18 CERRAJA/CONGONA
19 CHAMICO/TOCTE//CONGONA (d)
20 (EHBYTMB81-12)

A 6ol gla Y alie o i gl s 6 %
Genotypes with similar pedigrees are sister lines.

Kby O3 g o 55 o a6l , RAPD S0 i sl sla ST5LT-Y Ut
Table 2. RAPD primers.showing polymorphism on twenty hulless barley genotypes

ST S5 S3eT S5

Primer Sequence Primer Sequence
445 TAGCAGCTTG 577 GTCTGATGTG
485 AGAATAGGGC 578 GGTGTCCACT
491 TCCTGTCAAG 580 GCGATAGTCC
493 CCGAATCACT 586 CCGGTTCCAG
497 GCATAGTGCG 589 GACGGAGGTC
498 GACAGTCCGT 599 CAAGAACCGC
523 ACAGGCAGAC 666 CTTAACACGC
525 GCTGGTTGGA MT7 ACCGCGAAGG
526 AACGGGCACC MT8 GGACCCAACC
527 CTTCAACGTG MT9 GTCGCCGTCA
530 AATAACCGCC MT13 CCCAAGGTCC
540 CGGACCGCGT MT15 TCAGGGAGGT
556 ATGGATGACG MT16 AGATGCAGCC
558 CGATATCCGG MT17 GGACTGCAGA
559 GAGAACTGGC MT20 GTTGCGATCC
561 CATAACGACC MT23 CGTCACAGAG
562 CAAAGTAGCC MT24 AAACCTGGAC
563 CGCCGCTCCT
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Fig. 1. Cluster analysis of hulless barley genotypes based on complete linkage method
and Jacard similarity coefficient
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Table 3. Principal coordinates and their eigenvalues based on data from RAPD
markers in relation to hulless barley genotypes

Coordinate ,is , Eigenvalue x5,

Percent us s Cumulative e 4o s

0.9226
0.7902
0.7254
0.6969
0.6441
0.5739
0.5374
0.5040
0.4564
0.4413

O 00/ ~N O O b W DN P

[EEN
o

10.39 10.39
8.90 19.29
8.17 27.47
7.85 35.32
7.25 42.58
6.46 49.05
6.05 55.10
5.67 60.78
5.14 65.92
4.97 70.90
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Table 4..Range of the different traits in twenty hulless barley genotypes

Cao rorY CLAF)l Jiui Jsb Jsb Jsb i?ﬁ P OJs 3 dxbiw sl PHER N :Jﬂ‘.c LESSIENEY amey sldas PHER R .)ngoﬁ
ol e P g e ot dl kol iz ot a5 ol d ook ke s skl
Trait Plant Peduncle Main spike Flagleaf Flag leaf Main spike No. of No. of grains Main spike  Tiller no. Effective No. of Effective
height length length length width weight spikelets in in main spike yield tiller no. grains in tiller yield
3 (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) (cm) @) main spike 9) effective
3 tillers
3‘) Max. S 71.23 22.63 9.03 12.84 0.97 2.12 23.70 38.34 1.42 3.91 2.2 42.94 1.53
0 Min. Jol 58.47 16.41 5.82 8.81 0.62 1.17 13.90 2451 0.97 1.56 1 14.66 0.51
\Aﬁ ((Max-Min)/ Mean)*100 20.38 30.67 48.56 39.94 42.17 55.23 61.13 44.82 39.13 94.76 80 96.62 103.03
: Cie 6l > Slas oSG elese &G o5 5 Shas ol JS lase JSalss Sles 0 JS6lS 5 Shes S sy pasle &l 50 055 Gl 5y oseb 0t oseb 0t
ety ope e oSS sl o5 oe i
S
Trait Grain Biomass Straw yield Harvest Biomass Grainyield  Straw yield Harvestindex 1000 Grain Grain Booting Heading
yield per per plant per plant index per per plot per plot per plot per plot weight protein date date
plant ) @ plant (gm?) (gm?) (gm?) (%) )
() (%)
Max. A 2.86 7.83 5.25 42.40 1557.23 472.27 1209.70 39.38 33.63 10.11 48.00 59.75
Min. Jih- 1.48 5.16 3.28 29.10 958.80 232.85 621.16 20.42 30.35 8.41 43.50 52.62
((Max-Min)/ Mean)*100 64.19 40.45 44.37 38.55 46.76 71.47 62.20 71.87 10.18 18.52 9.93 12.84
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Table 5. Informative markers for yield per plant and several characters in hulless barley

o ST B L I N N T i ST SO e Sl e i ST SO s Sl e
Trait Primer Marker Significance Trait Primer Marker Significance Trait Primer Marker Significance
size probability size probability size probability
(kb) level (kb) level (kb) level
dﬁeﬁ‘t}b:)ﬂ»& o s als sl
el it dib |
Yield per plant 525 1900 0.031 Mai spike 493 1800 0.029 ot 525 1900
length No. of grains in 0.023
main spike
1450 0.011 523 1100 0.037 526 1450 0.023
1100 0.005 540 1050 0.042 1400 0.017
400 0.029 556 1100 0.000 530 1500 0.039
526 1400 0.035 558 500 0.055 1000 0.039
800 0.053 563 950 0.000 800 0.039
530 1500 0.016 550 0.043 540 700 0.001
1200 0.050 580 1900 0.044 556 2700 0.056
1000 0.016 589 1600 0.006 558 1450 0.008
800 0.016 599 1200 0.000 1200 0.014
600 0.050 666 1600 0.032 559 1700 0.050
500 0.050 MT8 1900 0.035 580 1450 0.023
540 1100 0.043 1100 0.051 599 1100 0.041
600 0.043 MT9 1450 0.032 MT8 900 0.044
558 1200 0.006 1350 0.000 MT9 1500 0.010
MT9 1500 0.003 MT13 1350 0.001 MT13 1350 0.006
MT16 1900 0.016 MT16 1000 0.027 MT16 1900 0.002
MT23 1900 0.052 MT20 1000 0.020 700 0.036
800 0.013 MT22 1350 0.038

MT22 1800 0.000
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Table 5. Continued 0 J sl asls|
Cio ZieT Al o5l S sinn o o ST Al o1l Shsine Jlez el s ZieT Al o5l 3 gan ozl
Trait Primer Marker Significance Trait Primer Marker Significance Trait Primer Marker Significance
size probability size probability size probability
(kb) level (kb) level (kb) level
J})b. domy Sy AL....: )}@L @JU 4l )‘J'.A S33)
No. of Effective 493 1800 0.050 i 445 900 0.000 1000 Grains 493 1200 0.058
<O Heading Dat Weight
Tiller g
523 1100 0.033 485 550 0.009 497 700 0.008
556 1100 0.009 491 650 0.052 540 1050 0.034
558 500 0.036 493 1800 0.030 556 1350 0.052
561 2400 0.028 1700 0.038 850 0.046
2200 0.022 523 1100 0.019 558 900 0.053
563 950 0.053 558 900 0.059 561 650 0.009
577 500 0.005 500 0.035 580 1900 0.026
666 1100 0.047 MT8 1900 0.023 MT15 1350 0.035
MT7 1800 0.041 MT9 1350 0.049 900 0.006
MT8 1900 0.043 MT16 1800 0.057
1100 0.037
MT9 1350 0.009
MT22 700 0.057
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