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Tablel. Variation in parents and transgressive segregation in parents for different

traits in Tel-Hadya and Breda and their means
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P,-P," 4.4 850.0" 1.5 3.3
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BDH-B," 1597 1232.0° -1l 6.4~
CV 7.8 12.4 - -
Breda
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Tadmor 42.6 2006.0 - -
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BDH-B," 102" 253.0" - -
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Means
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Wi2291
+: Difference of two parents Ay 9> gl +
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* and **: Significant at 5% and 1%.
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SSI: Stress Susceptible dndex; RWC: Relative Water Content; GYD: Grain Yeld; TKW: Thousand Kernel Weight
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WAV Jlo ¢ ) o)l oYF s “ 50 5 JUgs”

Gl ok a5 o 95 eilyls Ao ys s LOD ¢ il 31 51 e osisms S oSSl —Y ot
LOT ke 515 5 Lsls 5 ailate 53 55 Caltbes Sliws od lulis GWQTL

Table 2. Chromosomal location, additive effect, LOD and justified phenotypic
variance percent for identified QTLs of different traits in Tel-Hadya and Breda and their

means
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Nearest DNM Additive R* LOD Chromosom Environment Trait

marker effect
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P18m237b 9.7 21,0 008 3.6 5 M LS TRW s 05
BMag5 0.1 a4 0.16 9.1 5 M LSk TKW s i 05
BMS64 04 2.4 0.17 32 7 M oSk TRW  wls ji5a0)s

o EL 0T el

P101m289g 1.0 1.0 0.09 25 3 G S8 RWé e
P16m184f 0.0 216 0.08 3.1 2 T Lk GY 6ls 5 Sles
P18m34g L.5 201 0.11 4.5 2 T Ly GY 1> 5 Shes
BMag13 0.2 255 016 3 3 T Ll GY s Sk
P101m289a 8.0 303 024 5 7 T L GY s Sl
P16m213b 15 -103 006 5 1 B b, GY  sbsSis
P16m184f 1.0 159 011 7 2 B 5, GY  sbsSie
P18m184f 1.5 291 0.25 5 6 B b, GY 6ls 5 Sles
P16m184f 0.0 233 0.16 7 2 M oSl GY 6ls 5 Sles
P18m34g 7.5 120 0.06 2 2 M oSl GY 4l 5 Shes
P71m95b 0.1 213 0.06 9 4 M oSl GY 4ls 5 Shes

DNM: Distance from nearest marker; T: Tel-Hadya; B: Breda; M: Mean; TKW: Thousand kernel weight;
RWC: Relative water content; GY: Grain yield; G: Greenhouse; SSI: Stress susceptible index.



................ Joows 08 J 28" W QLT = 5 Lo

Table 2. Continued Y Jgd> aalsl
Q,_,;/&_;}; 5l akols sl 555055 Lss Cio
Al A
S
Nearest DNM Additive R? LOD Chromosom  Environment Trait
marker effect
P18m184f 8.5 190 0.19 8 6 M V,.il.‘ GY 4ls 5 Sles
L el el
P18m34g 0.5 0.3 012 6 2 T-B ool fs Sl Sex
L el el
BMag13 8.0 0.4 010 5 3 T-B ool fs Sl Sex
L el el
P101m43b 1.1 0.2 006 8 3 T-B _dsplsls 5 SST Cas

DNM: Distance from nearest marker; T: Tel-Hadya; B: Breda; M: Mean; TKW: Thousand kernel weight;
RWC: Relative water content; GY: Grain yield; G: Greenhouse; SSI: Stress susceptible index.

Pu;:ﬁé_&:'-uﬁ;i”cu_&jr\y
=S 5l os s Dslite sy 5 Lol s
Joize 3155 Lo (S5 ol 55
93 o) o BQTL 545 ¢ 55 5 QTL X e
4S 515 0L Aol s .l 0t Lo
QTL 63 3Iuss ¢ o 5 3530 Sk pLe3 (51
s olels 13 55 QTL 033055 5 L3l fi s
oy g 4o dadbale 95 a3 QTLG'_;:M,J
oSSl 55 LT UL &S 55 S i
23 QTL v pomeniadiodalin ;5 lassls
it LadT (80 5 Lala s 1 (S
0 b o QTL d iyl odle s b
S P R e N 4 Ll e
sLaQTL e abﬁ.k:wjbj_h@u 3
SLOD o VL glls aibain 55 oS 2t
QTL &5 ) s 35 (Al 3l 1 o ik
S opl 5 ol 03 0y S Sl Lo 55 )
GBI 3 gy s ST 1 Jaoe 5 QTL
Crl Ol a8 oy oo P s o
=l 5 ool GLAQTL o 5 55 1, LWQTL

AR

sl GLAQTL L abols s sy lie

S s Sl e S5 Ollllas 55 ok
5l Oldlan onl el s a8 Coils Hgs ki
gl Sls 5l =S 5 L RFLP sls Sl
1A 5 ol ol o3lie_w| RAPD 4 RFLP
S5t s o e gl OISl i
e (al_?a\.(Yin et al, 1999) c_.!
O atnin dp g S (g Laacs s
Conar s 2 L ST L b Kagls
S3AFLP ols Sl | s .cmal L, L OLSG
RAPD 4RFLP cla L2 o wlie
LS o s ) a5 Sl S slie la i
L Ko g 3l(Yin et al, 1999)
Sl g 305 Loraz 4S5 S el b
O g el L8 e Gl p e 15 4 Ll i
L Ser 5 Y 55 Gla oy el
OlL,LSen p5L 5 (Teulat et al., 2003)
slalmes> «(Baum et al., 1996, 2003)
Sy usby juslus Lyl s 55 edd i)l

f b OLe) mmpen Ll S 15 LT
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.(Price and Courtois, 1999 )
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