[ Downloaded from mg.genetics.ir on 2026-05-25 ]

T L
Y841 Olasl ¥ o lod (pdad 0598
Y.0-Y1¢ axio

W3 yidy St 8 (S 4 e g Jomio LS (Ll
T b das 4o RAPD g SSR (sl yRilis 31 oolaiw! b

Identification of drought tolerant plants in sugar beet using
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1 CMS xPollinator 3 Hybrid 3 11 CMS xPollinator 66 Hybrid 66
2 CMS xPollinator 8 Hybrid 8 12 CMS xPollinator 70 Hybrid 70
3 CMS xPollinator 13 Hybrid 13 13 CMS xPollinator 71 Hybrid 71
4 CMS xPollinator 15 Hybrid 15 14 CMS xPollinator 72 Hybrid 72
5 CMS xPollinator 16 Hybrid 16 15 CMS xPollinator 73 Hybrid 73
6 CMS xPollinator 18 Hybrid 18 16 CMS xPollinator 100 Hybrid 100
7 CMS xPollinator 28 Hybrid 28 17 (ol A ep) S o35 als SBSI7
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osled Sl ¢t Sl gl s Jigs aog Jlasl sles o
1 SB15 5'-CACCCAGCCTATCTCTCGAC-3’ 58 Richards et al. 2004
5-GTGGTGGGCAGTTTTAGGAA-3'
2 FDSB502 5-GCAAAAACCCAAAACCCTTT-3' 52 Laurent et al. 2007
5-TTTCTCTCTCCTCCTCTTCCTC-3
3 FDSB1011 5-CAACTTATTTAAGCCTTTTAGTGC-3’ 52 McGrath et al. 2007
5-GATCCATTTATTTCGTGTTGA-3'
4 SB04 5-ACCGATCACCAATTCACCAT-3’ 52 Richards et al. 2004
5-GTTTTGTTTTGGGCGAAATG-3’
5 SB06 5-AAATTTTCGCCACCACTGTC-3' 56 Richards et al. 2004
5-ACCAAAGATCGAGCGAAGAA-3'
6 FDSB990 5-TCTCACCTGAAATCCGAACC-3’ 58 Laurent et al. 2007
5-CCATCCGTAACTCGGTGACT-3'
7 521.6 5-AATAAAAAAATGTTAAAAAAGCAC-3’ 52 McGrath et al. 2007
5-AAAACAGAGGTAAATCGGTCAAAC-3’
8 SB07 5-TGTGGATGCGCTTTCTTTTC-3' 56 Richards et al. 2004
5-ACTCCACCCATCCACATCAT-3’
9 BQ583448 5-TATTGTTCTAAGGCACGCA-3’ 53 McGrath et al. 2007
5-CGCTATCCTCTTCGTCAA-3'
10 FDSB568 5-TTCTGGGGATGATTTCTTCG-3’ 56 Laurent et al. 2007
5-CCGGGACAGAGAGAACAGAG-3'
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5 D 5-TGG-GCT-CGC-T-3'
6 | 5'-GCG-GGA-GAC-C-3'
7 B 5'CGG-AGA-GG-CG-A-3'
8 G 5'-CTG-AGG-AGT-G-3'
9 H 5'-GGT-CAA-CCC-T-3'
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Lo ok S0 GOl 3 ST A edd 0505 SSR S 5L

SSR (sla ST L das 1o Sledbl 5 Sluasiiio - Jsdr

osles KSR i edalie Lol sl S A sladil Ao s (bp)asily o301 aals PIC
1 SB15 3 66 100-200 0.52
2 FDSB502 4 50 200-600 0.69
3 FDSB1011 2 100 0.42
4 SB04 3 100 100-200 0.68
5 SB06 3 100 100-200 0.64
6 FDSB568 3 100 200-300 0.65
;o o : o oo
s s : o
10 BQ583448 5 80 - 0'76

100-200 :
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RAPD sls S5LT L Lo o Sledbl 5 clasein —0J s

ol Sl et ol sdalie Lokl sliws IS dor sl Ao (BP) Ll o3l wals PIC
1 F 5 80 400-1000 0.32
2 E 6 80 200-900 0.32
3 G 3 80 0.32
4 H 5 75 100-200 0.37
5 | 5 80 200-600 0.32
6 J 6 66 100-800 0.44
7 C 3 80 100-500 0.32
8 D 3 80 L 0.32
9 B 4 80 388'288 0.32
10 A 4 75 - 0.37

200-600
300-800



https://mg.genetics.ir/article-1-1668-fa.html

[ Downloaded from mg.genetics.ir on 2026-05-25 ]

0L 5 Slie o i WS (S b gl 9 oo AL oLl

maa Bl Enan

150

100

<

300bp
200bp

o
-~
s
-~
—
-
—
-
-
-

&l

Hybrid100) ol & o 5l b ol i 5 cdoys 53 58T U5 sy o ydiir 505 A (055 » FDSB502 S50 gl 5 (o, (il -y s
Jozte 01,1 SSGs (< (100 bp plus LS 5l 1y Sk £/6) M L ol s (Hybrid28 (Hybrid44 Hybrid42 Hybrid18 Hybrid3 Hybrid 8 Hybrid66

SBSI-) cly 4 o 5l s o 5 5 ol (o311 _Slis M (St e s SOL T (S 0 ol by s S 1S) D el b ol
(Hybrid70 F-20654 Hybrid66 Hbrid15 Hybrid3 Hybrid16 Hybrid73 4

= G Gl s Olpsa ol Dlae 4 4
3 omie L b g Bilyy ol pdys sked eesls
S Al adyl 5 kol glaels S Ol ax
Ll ol Dlaisea VU @ e ol Gl it Sl (63 5de
o3l Ol clael o Sl gdgatas & ol o eslaad b
alS S o s |y Loy S aen sdalin OISl 5 sl s
Sl a4 ol glaesls s fodd vy aesls g
Lgd o bl ol Sl Olpea S gl Jiew
Sl Sl s jtdoy adl o sl S (gHsbas 3,8 0 s
MR iy e alge 5 AS e axs | oadsl laesls
A 5 S e am s ol adlge 5l da |y sl JL Sl
bug S S pam 5 Gl alie p S ol SS ey
Mohammadi and Prasanna ) Jil odis Oly b slaad s

.(2003
sl e SSRSGET (sl ol adlie 4 i ol
e alje 5 o3 1 VO (PC2) 45 aljs dys Yo (PCL)
Sl ol slaaddse @ 4 iomes 5 Ao s V0/Y0 (PC3)
(PC2) p s adl 3o Ao ;3 8/Y0 (PCL) Ul 4d) 3« RAPD Skl
axs o JS 5l aes AAY £ 5 addie 5 doyd VYV
JS 5 L SE (g5 paised s kiasOlis &S (I JSK2) 5 500 0

A3l e e 55

Lo oy O eolital b g b s pl ST5505 55 58 5o
Ad el (gho s Yo Ly 8 Calid w5 (s O 500)
cJomie) alica ST L2l Ol wlal 5 ek sad &S 14058 &
5ol L8 5 0 S S s (el 5 el aad
Hybrid  slaay s sl &5 s SSRSSLES ol S 5,05
Hybrid36 . Hybrid42 (F-20654 Hybrid 8 Hybrid 66 72
Hybrid 28 Hybrid 15 Hybrid 71 Hybrid 18 F-20505 .
Hybrid70  Hybridd4  Hybrid73Hybrid3 SBSI-7 .
L ed p 3 05,5 y3 kS 13 0y 8 s Hybrid100
Hybrid 13 4, ;s o 5o o5, ;5> 5 Hybridl6 5 SBSI-4 ¢
o RAPD SLas ol S5, 5l Jol mls am S 513
Hybrid70  SBSI-7  Hybrid72 slady s 1ol =
sl a5 sl 05,5 s Hybrid8 Hybridl5 Hybrid28
Hybrid44 Hybrid71 Hybrid16 Hybrid42
5 A58 515 a3 65,85 Hybrid100 Hybrid18 Hybrid3s.
03,5 ;3 5 Hybrid3 SBSI-4 Hybrid73 slady ;s o 05,5
Hybrid66 5 F-20505 (F-20654 Hybrid13 slad s ool

(Y ISL8) s S 513
s o paie Lo sla s 5l (Sl Slatie 4 4 s
slael memd 3503 63k 5,8 &S Wl ol slaadlje &
b e Lol Koy wlis sias Ol oM 5l sl SO s

1P o) laslB /Y olosds [pdaid 0,590 [ oy 98 S -


https://mg.genetics.ir/article-1-1668-fa.html

[ Downloaded from mg.genetics.ir on 2026-05-25 ]

wdd (K 4wl 9 oo LS ool

e 5 Sl o 5

— ——
o I — =
* L
— = —

A Jss

B s

3,8 alis %ﬂsjmu@npUPGMAU,z}JA{RAPD}SSR;JUVJ¢~,§},m\,_;;~_B,A4J_<;

B s

SSR Sl Ve (gl ool slaad 5o 4 525 Dy RAPD Silii )

Hybrid ) & a1 Jols o5 s5,5 5 (Hybrid 18 Hybrid 72
& s Hybrid 73 Hybrid 16 Hybrid 3 Hybrid 13 71
(& JK5) Ls s (SBSI-4 65w

oS p e elal Gl e 1 ol il
L &S ol OLES ST [axls w ar g L oadyy 5> Shaes
Led S be SBSIHA 0 8 5 5 Jeie Hybrid15
Glaasl 5 wolsl gl sl s S (slad um 51 IS 3 100 il e
S ok Ol (S a food (SN

{ 72
ohal
; ehlf
e h70
£~ I55S
o Mﬁ’iﬁﬁ .................................
c'hlﬁ_' -h
®h15 hi2
: ~hi3
ehi2
i SBSI-4
:I
8 & 4 2 0 2 4 B 8
A Js

Sl ol slaadlse 4 s O 8 e B S AT IS

S eslial sy sla Sl 5 Sop aSepl 4 s LI
G eSS (Stmer S1ol3 ol o it o535 osline sl i

AL e
i Sis 25 L RAPD 5 SSR (sla S5l o LSyl s
«s sy ol Ahmadi et al. (2018) (slas 0 (sl owy
odas 03,8 aw 53 STl Laxls Jo 5l asdllas 3550 Slac s}
Jodr) b 8 13 Sas a b 5 b o (ot
& yea Hybrid 66 Hybrid 15) & ;.8 4 Jsls sl ey S 5 (1
Hybrid F-20505 (¢ o L s Hybrid 70 F-20654 ¢ s
o Jol ¢33 05,8 «(Hybrid 42 Hybrid 100 Hybrid 8 28
Hybrid 44 Hybrid 36 SBSI-7 () & s) L


https://mg.genetics.ir/article-1-1668-fa.html

[ Downloaded from mg.genetics.ir on 2026-05-25 ]

e 5 St o 5

wdd (K 4wl 9 oo LS ool

Ahmadi et al. (2018) STI axls bl glad o a2 55 ol eslizul Gad sai i 5 =1 U

oolads Ayt gl STI oolads RIPE STI
1 Hybrid 15 0.83 11 Hybrid 36 0.59
2 Hybrid 66 0.78 12 Hybrid 44 0.56
3 F-20654 0.77 13 Hybrid 72 0.55
4 Hybrid 70 0.69 14 Hybrid 18 0.53
5 F-20505 0.66 15 Hybrid 71 0.50
6 Hybrid 28 0.62 16 Hybrid 13 0.47
7 Hybrid 8 0.61 17 Hybrid 3 0.46
8 Hybrid 100 0.61 18 Hybrid 16 0.46
9 Hybrid 42 0.60 19 Hybrid 73 0.43
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