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(Valdeyron et al., 1977) .l i ‘_fﬁb
s 55 e oS 38 SIS i
sl 53 posas 4 O 55 (5,545 555 (iusl
Stahl-Biskup & ) <ol J geme jlons A5 511 5
Gl S AE IS uman (Saez, 2002
S SIS o S e 4 iyl
i .(Nei, 1973; Yeh et al., 1999) Jdl@;;a
Clsew s & Thymus x> s S
ol sl S e S4Ss
2> Vb S5 s S S e Mg Sl
o ol 03 S sk Ll e slal i
Jamzad, ) 5,5 s> b L s
S 55 Ol 655 ol Olge onluly (2009
Lo oasl by s S35 g5 bl
Sl sla SLis o) 385 (oll Sl ealid
LS ol @ol5a gl 5, 53 Ll 55 e (DNA
b w31y dode
655 wals g5 axdllas 5l iz
g5 S LS oo\ Thymus loscosii e s
313 dgmy e pl 3 YL (S5
EI5 (RS 52 .(Lopez-Pujol et al., 2004)
S8 5l s MY plend JSons 5 (K55
L oslae adkes 95 31 Thymus caespititius
@5 23S L5 s 5,5 RAPD Sl
Shsdel s 4 @l b S slaesls
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slajlpl 8w slely pl sl S il
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s s 4 45 ool s ls OWLS o 53,5
sbaols boollp aberd LSS O3
s 5 aME kS kel (sl
sl ol ol Slan e 2V Sl el
losass  Thymus sbssS  alS
S (WL adke Q—:'-ub T. kotschyanus
Glaasls 53 oy 4 Ol 5o ook SaSl,
b G sls ) ek g s 5,
b oyl plelis oS ol 5l (Zargari, 1973)
5 S5 IS e S Y
oxlizal (il ol yon Ui U OT (sdsh L
4 s DNA ;e J 58050 sl 0L S
e Dslite Lyl b 4 Cond S b SSL sl
OS5l Jse ealital 53 (dad I3 )l 5l cditenn
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R S - BT LI P N pecoeet
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.(Kumar, 1999; Sharma et al., 2002)

5 T (S5 P s g5 5050 53 Slllas
ope (pdie by sl i (S8
Sl 5 e ol ptasl oS o 3 S
o 52 OF Ltdles S48 dsly e OLEdes S 55
Coge Jee Gl pesar 4 Ol
Cws 5 (Brabant er al., 1980) 5,5

Ll s s deps Av U in of S



(\‘“W' g)b’....aU Y OJLQ*: A e)".:) 6}J‘9L"&S 63}3.9‘;3.9:‘4'1’“

gl S e S Ll woslite A S S sl
Lﬁ";f-’j L;)J.M.i‘ oJ\...S.,\SJ,& L;"‘j-’ Lﬁjf)l_cj
5 AS e 5SSy SeSlekiSS g s

Rafalski er al., ) &l jazis L6 L -pl 5l
1997;  Przetakiewicz et al., 2002;
Jol>= i (Nowoseielski et al., 2002

Slabks S s el s 4 b S5ET )
B sy o &S Sl oS e
«S =1 3l .(Rafalski et al., 1997) XL ,S
GBL S ks bslas SlS W ST
Sdew RAPD ol Sl e ]
b i Aok 5 VL 6y SIS S
Rafalski et al., 2002; Rafalski et ) <ool)ls
4 5L RAPD wiles S50 o0l (al., 1997
Sle w3y 55 5 adsl Sledbl s
2 b Sl csle 5 > b cy> DNA
cdle Eslg IST gl ST ol 5l S
£ osn 03 IST e Sl sl
Samiei ) Sl ol esliisl QAlS & S

et al., 2008; Rafalski et al., 1997; Bandani
sl IST s SLis 5l 4 S\ (et al., 2005
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Sl Sl s 0986 bl el ol oslized
sl laes s (S5 655 bl g 18T
o5 b G opl ol a8 K5 oy g O )
sl sl 2l b Sl glg el s &
Ol sl eos Voo (S5 g5 andlae 4 L
wtls 5 IST sslasans SHETY 5lesliza L

> eslaal gl (K35 g5 ol Sl A As

EA!

S58 Ol lelid sl b 5,50 IS0
o3lital oland slpe SLS 5 3 s 5 S5
s s> > (Trindade et al., 2008) 35 S
Ll A8 s el S Sl
oledbl s adlas Thymus praecox agg.
s el S PTver 5l Lol iy
0L 15 35 55 alllas ol 3 gl G b o
Lads ol L gl laasein Col e a5 515
PCR S5 &S Ui jasde yioeas AL
iy cos M LS sl e g
Landergott ) el 055 b Sl o535 b
ey &L i 53 (et al., 2006
b sl 005 i (S5skd 5 (K555 5
DB sl 2ose ISSR il S STl
VST Y S sl Ol mls 23 8
e L3S g Khe sl S3UT
03 S o T. praecox agg. ;3 sS4 sldas
L oadles cpl s piomen 35 T. serpyllum
£ SN
sl Slaesss 0g)3 les iS558, 50
.(Smolik ez al., 2009) L& sdaliv
2 e G580 b Sl Sl s S
s 5Ll Jig 8 el L Sl PCR

Sy o] eloni

D3SO ml dlail i M5 bl L
53 SOl cpl sl sl s Lot 1 b IST L

Lokl oM gba S S &
Weining & Langridge, 1991; Weining & )
L b s IST <l S5l (Henry, 1995

1- Intron-exon Splice Junction
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L oo SIS (75) S5iS mle 5 b S 2l s e glaes s Sl Ol
wdlas 51 Lol Gaa 5 Ll 510 Jsas) 35 g oslital (g3l 5g glas S
Rl ol (S5 5 e n oS el ) L Sy g5l
U 5 NS5 5 Ol e sk 4 laes 8 andlas ol 5 esliul 5y5e ALS olse
ol @l sl Olal Cgr ol i ONS) Ol e bl 3l esg W Lels
25 28 eslial oo si S 51 1A oy olS Slmlsl (g bl s Ol
Lis L oglaesg 5l (A S bl (Sen Dl ) Dlgiool 32 Olws S Ol (B
Slels oy 02 (b el 5l aslal Lol o35 Vo5 QLS 5 Ol (58
el ol sl 1 5 sl ls, 5 o0l 55 2 e S sy pasial gLl L
2,8 ks etisb s bl s ) Ol ey 0f S Slides as )5
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Table 1- Name and loction of species accessions.

(Species) law &§ (Locality) sl 4> Lise (Species) law ,$ (Locality) L3l s> Lice
T. daenensis Ol 3 Olgiol (S o e s T. migricus e Ol 31
R West Azarbaijan

Qazvin, Markazi, Isfahan,
Lorestan, Semnan

T. vulgaris S5 T. fedtschenkoi Olas ¢ g2 5 Olu 3T Ol s
Markazi Zanjan, West Azarbaijan,
Semnan
T. pubescens Olsly3T (s 33 (Ol s (S T. kotschyanus Obass S e g3 Ol
Olws S ¢ 3,5 Ol 3T (o 8 Ol S Olewis o Ol 3l
Guilan, Zanjan, Qazvin, West Tehran, Qazvin, Kurdistan,
Azarbaijan, East Azarbaijan, West Azarbaijan, Zanjan,
Kurdistan Kerman
T. transcaucasius IS Ol s T. transcaspicus olul = oy
Zanjan, Guilan Yazd, Khorasan
T. lancifolius Olgaal (Oliw J ¢ s Oliws S (55 e

Markazi, Kurdistan, Fars, Lorestan, Isfahan

A3l sl Bolar b K Y ex g oK la3l 53 VYWAA-AL Jl 53 oo ol
W&ju‘-’&' L§J.’ LSJL""" Sldas © g Qb)o@\:dj)‘gwowbd)‘gu@g)
Lﬁl.» Coror )‘ osleal .,\;Jjg W &.SL: )‘ ‘Licj"j DNA C‘fﬁ.w\ e CJ; rbu\
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53 &> s 53 ;5 PCR 2SI, (Henry, 1995

Jbe ISl se 5
Przetakiewicz ) < S &, s gradient 5331

Master cycle oK
S bls Sl glaest 5 et al., 2002
oS sl e AE s sl 0 glasd,
NS sy gldasr =t w5 48330 Sle
a3 5 S5l Jlail glos sl a2 v
et Syt YV sk s ol S Sl
2 ST osd sles 5 VL sl S Sl a s
Slad;, SO daast o oled g dl s S b
ax,5 A8 by s 5 all iy e 4 OUS
5 S S oo 4 Skl Jlasl sl 8 sl
a3 VY los 5o alds 5o Do 4 s al> o
7 sl el 28 5 e sl S Sl
>|J§L;$L.q =35 VY gles 5 aads Vv Sl @
b s S ae Dasl 5 ey Al
<Y s (loading buffer) Vx (g I48 L
SELL doys Vo 58T U5 s, » PCR
aodlesy padsl b 5l SS, Sl oy S
LUV L5 n) ol pmSe wids 10 O
$lr 2 S & s ITech Jue SIS oKas
K e a ol Sledbl dalil g skl
53 (Ll o) 0S5 (WL sy pde) o
Seis blayl s gl 5515 Excel asl
DARWINS 53l 5 b (glad s a5 Lo yos
Tosle 35 oy 5 58 ¢l sl
A bl sy ke 5 L3 ol (SMD)

1- Jacard
2- Simple Matching

Yo

O3ls OLES 5 8y 8 05 Sle g5 Bl g
Sl ghie Bgy daes g o Bl Ole g
LS 5 Jo o a3k DS 5 sy 0 x5 L
(sl oS S s a8l L 5 W6 (b
SO LolS 5l DNA - sl
DNA 03,51 s gl ) sbas s s
il glatgy wosthe CodS L )
BREEIRRE sl S 5l DNA s
(1999) Khanuja et al., Cbm\ oo el
S o e e Sk Sl
e yske o (Mojiri e al., 2010) 4z
S edd gl paal ay5 DNA iS5 oS
Biophotometr-  Jts  jgegmben  ol&iws
0rr oz L S35 «lls eppendorf 6131
ConS et Sl e A o3l 15 S
DNA Ciltts gl L awlis ,3 DNA
Ao A 38T 5 s 5o S5 ey
s DNA ldshme sl 51 s eslinad
Ao S 2 e S5V B L 4l Jsls
s S eslizal PCR 5STy sl 5 A g
Voockle bl a0 b Sk
10 STy ble iy s S Js S
5 eSS to 0 lls PCR (g als S
VX 3l s Son V0 a5 DNA il S
DYge e VO Slg B L e A kS
10 laS a5l Ve ke oY chle L ANTP
Taq m-ﬂ A=151/Y0 5 SHlel a5l e S
Ol Seed O3 sl Clhe 4 g 5l ek
Rafalski et al., 1997, ) L Skl iy
Przetakiewicz et al., 2002; Weining &
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ol 48 sl Olas IST sls SHLET L olalS Ll
TRRCUIENTS N B TP R P
sl S slaas )l slals s S
G ETig6 S50 gl LU sae WV 3l ISane
ETis34 5 ETio07 sla S5LET gl 5 L sae YV
ETinas S5LT 1 JSoder e85 pie
F T - oe R ER | NAR U N TR WS R R R
sl ST 1, ISaaer Sledbl Ol oy S
YV 5 /8 Lo oa ITiga 5 ITisa
5 Gl parle ol oSke sl WSS
5 oAt s el ey T s ST
ST 5 s w Ly Sl jatld o kS
Sl cpl by asls 1S5 ETig 5 ETisa3
L S 1) i KL 5 Leils ETisas
(Y sz syl s S5kl Ll
Gl gless G ol
o d ls s oo s UPGMA g,
Lis sl o3,S () JS8) Ldd e 03,8
SV T. daenensis subs lancifolius .2 5 Jol
S s cle e (FA o) el ol
iy ools ol o Yo e ol 38
G a e Ol oslper e el
r\Jf)),\Ja £ 03,5 oy 5 pl Gleess
Sl 552 53 1y sl glses g slaw o it

ol

Yoy

(PIC) JSodr oMbl Ol 5 Lol slows
Thimmappaiah ) PIC=X[2p; (1-p;)] Jse 5 L
Jse 5 L (MDD Slis el 4 (et al., 2008
(Thimmappaiah et al., 2008) MI= PIC.
Vsl opl 53 s S aslos ST 8 (ol
Al MSRaka Ao 3 B pli LU Sl S p;
Lo ol Kaaler wpms il e S5l
SSle e e sl NTSYS il
ailge n g Gend 5 e85 e 5 b SOLE

(Rohlf, 1998) 12 obxil ¢ 55 55 3

Cou gl
WY slaiaas SHETY G opl o
e S 5l de, A &S5 S Wy IKaae Ll
slws b gie s S el [ el A 55 AL sue
GSlp 53k YWY ST s il 4 il IS
Sas Jaw gte iomen 35 30 4/4) LS55 e
sde YYA S5ET s sl 4 JSaae s
Losd B, (S5 855 s 2 Sladdlae 5o sy
by slaiaes gl S5 51 eslizal L
Sl sae V0 L e sl wb slas
Lo g .(Nowoseielski et al., 2002) A
Sle #5331 S il el A 55 L sl
Rafalski ef al., ) 43 3,41 5 sde A sl
Oladad slaws ke s glanlllae 3 (2002
S SBT3 S a Gl g e S
Gawel eral., ) L& 5158 sue Nt slalaad

1- Polymorphic Information Content
2- Marker Index
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sl ges g, IST sl ST 51 ol JSSaa Sledbl Y Jjus
Table 2- Polymorphism information obtained by ISJ primers in Thymus accessions.

s, Sl b s sl Loy SleMbl Olsee e ls
Row  Primer |, L, jJrante PNt raste Sl
name Total Polymorphism Percent of (PIC) (MI)
bands bands polymorphism
1 IT 10-1 24 24 100 0.32 7.68
2 IT 102 22 21 95 0.34 7.14
3 IT 103 25 25 100 0.31 7.75
4 IT 104 25 24 96 0.27 6.48
5 IT 105 23 23 100 0.28 6.44
6 IT 106 25 25 100 0.36 9.0
7 ET 1225 23 22 96 0.30 6.6
8 ET 1226 22 20 91 0.22 4.4
9 ET 1227 27 27 100 0.33 8.91
10 ET 1228 21 20 95 0.34 6.8
11 ET 1229 21 20 95 0.35 7.0
12 ET 1230 26 26 100 0.31 8.06
13 IT 15.31 23 22 96 0.30 6.6
14 IT 1532 26 26 100 0.26 6.76
15 IT 15.34 25 25 100 0.33 8.25
16 IT 15.35 18 18 100 0.33 5.94
17 IT 15.36 23 23 100 0.40 9.2
18 ET 1531 20 20 100 0.27 5.4
19 ET 532 27 26 96 0.27 7.02
20 ET (533 26 26 100 0.36 9.36
21 ET (534 27 27 100 0.28 7.56
22 ET 1535 20 20 100 0.35 7.0
23 ET (536 21 21 100 0.27 5.67
24 IT 18.1 25 25 100 0.28 7.0
25 IT 132 22 22 100 0.28 4.62
26 ET 186 18 17 94 0.22 3.74
27 IS 21 21 100 0.34 7.14
28 ISJ 3 24 24 100 0.26 6.24
29 ISJ 5 24 24 100 0.36 8.64
30 IST 20 19 95 0.30 5.7
Total 694 683 98 0.33 7.30

yoY
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Figure 1- Dendrogram of Thymus accessions based on UPGMA method as revealed by

DARwinS5 software.
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Table 3- Eigen values, proportion of variance explained by each component and
cumulative variance of principle coordinate analysis based on semi-random markers.
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Figure 2- Two dimentional diagram of Thymus accessions using principal coordinate
analysis.
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Abstract

Thymus is one of the famous medicine herbs of Lamiaceae genus. Due to the high
potential of hybridization and introgression among thymus species, they have high genetic
variability and study of genetic variability is difficult in this genus. According to the existing
problems in the field of breeding of this medicine herb, use of molecular markers could be a
valuable tool for evaluation and exploitation of germplasm. In this study, for assessment of
genetic diversity among 70 Iranian Thymus, 30 semi-random ISJ (Intron-exon Splicing
Junction) primers were used. Total primers produced 694 bands that 683 bands were
polymorphic. Average band number per primer and per genotype was 23.13 and 9.91,
respectively. Cluster analysis using DARwinS software and UPGMA method based on Dice's
similarity matrix divided accessions into 6 clusters. The highest similarity was estimated
between T. kotschyanus and T. transcaucasius and lowest similarity was estimated between 7.
lancifolius and T. fedtschenkoi. The highest and lowest of polymorphic information content
(PIC) revealed by ITs.36 and ITg, primers, respectively. The highest and lowest marker
index (MI) included ETs.33 and ET, 3. primers, respectively. Results showed that clustering
based on cluster analysis partly adapted with geographical origin dispersion. Totally,
application of semi-random primers could be useful in assessment of genetic diversity of
Thymus accessions.
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* Corresponding Author: Ismaili A. Tel: +986614200012 E-mail: ahmad_ismaili@yahoo.com
Y



