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Relationship Between High Molecular Weight Glutenin Subunits and Grain
Quality Traits in Bread Wheat Cultivars
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Table 1. Name, pedigree, allelic score, genome score and gene loci of bread wheat cultivars

ot (.\;f ol 53 GlU-L 35 0K 5 o555 Szl ¢ MT Slel oz cpli=) gl

] g o i Gene locus ;5 o\ ST Sl £33 Sl
Genotype > Zone Pedigree GIu-AL GIu-B1 GIlu-DI Allelic score Genome score
Moghan 2 Y Olee | Choti Lerma 2* 17+18 2+12 3+3+2 8
Bezostaya Ll \Y Bezostaya 1 2* 7+9 5+10 3+2+4 9
Parsi b 1 Dov "s"/ Buc "s" // Darab 2% 13+16 5+10 3+2+4 9
Roshan X)) 1 Landrace N 7+8 2+12 1+3+2 6
Sabalan OOl v 908 / FnA12 / 1-32-4382 2% 7+8 2+12 3+3+2 8
Zagross U] v Tan/Vee "s" /| Opata 85 2* 17+18 5+10 3+3+4 10
Maroon Osole 1 Landrace, Zabol 1 7+8 5+10 3+3+4 10
Pishgam ¢l§:~:», v Barakat / 90 Zhong 87 1 7+9 5+10 3+2+4 9
Golestan R g | Alondra “s” N 7+8 2+12 1+3+2 6
Falat Y 1 Seri 82 (Kvz / Buho “s” // Kal / Bb) 1 7+9 5+10 3+2+4 9
Chenab ol 1l C-271IND//WILLETDWARF/SONORA-64 2% 17+18 5+10 3+3+4 10
Niknejad sy oS 1 F13471/ Cow “s” 2% 7+9 5+10 3+2+4 9
Chamran Ol yor 1 Attila, (CM85836 -50Y-OM-0Y-3M-0Y) 2% 7 5+10 3+1+4 8
Neishabur oplis 1l Akbari N 7+9 5+10 1+2+4 7
Atrak G 1] Kauz “s” 2* 7+9 5+10 3+2+4 9
Marvdasht 2y I HD2172 / Bloudan // Azadi 2* 7+8 2+12 3+3+2 8
Karaj 2 Ye£S 1l Fa/ Th-Mt // Omid N 7+8 5+10 1+3+4 8
Kavir 25 v Stm/ 3/ Kal // V534 / Jit716 N 7+8 5+10 1+3+4 8
Kaveh o8 1 Fta-P1 2% 7+8 2+12 3+3+2 8
Arvand Lyl | Rsh(Mt-Ky*My48) N 7+8 2+12 1+3+2 6
Khazar 1 Vo | P4160(F3)*Nr69) LR64 2% 13+16 2+12 3+3+2 8
Bayat Sl 1 C271/ Wte-Son6é4 // CIR N 7+8 2+12 1+342 6
Vee/Nac S 1 Vee/nac 2* 17+18 2+12 3+3+2 8
Sefid Al v Landrace 2* 7+8 2+12 3+3+2 8
Azar 2 YT v Sardari derivative 2* 7+8 2+12 3+3+2 8
Rasoul s | Veery “S” : Kvz/Buho “S” // Kal/Bb 1 749 5+10 3+2+4 9
Mihan e v Barakat / 90 Zhong 87 1 7+9 5+10 3+2+4 9
Sirvan Ol o | PRL/2*PASTOR 2% 17+18 5+10 3+3+4 10
Sardari Sols v Landrace 2* 7+8 2+12 3+3+2 8
Khalij o 1l Landrace, Zabol 2* 7+8 2+12 3+3+2 8
Moganl I | LR-N10B*An3E 2% 7+8 2+12 3+3+2 8
Omid Lol v Landrace N 7+8 2+12 1+3+2 6

Climatic zones: I: North humid warm; 11: South warm; I1l: Moderate; 1V: Cold\
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Table 2. Quality characteristics analyzed for bread wheat cultivars

Vj) B YET) RS &l gen Loy sde oL = PHEpE= ol wde sde RS ez LYl o>

&l S350 oSy Aok, 5 %) N P P 4 K o

Cultivar 1000 Sunn pest  Protein Grain Zeleni Bread Grain Water Falling Wet Gluten Gluten  SDS

Grain damage content  moisture no. volume hardness  absorbtion  number gluten elasticity index
Weight (g) (%) (%) (%) HI %

Moghan 2 38 1.0 12.3 9.7 32 513 46 64.2 487 30 S 10 67
Bezostaya 42 0.5 12.9 9.5 35 487 52 65.7 442 37 S 43 69
Parsi 48 1.0 12.8 9.7 35 504 52 65.2 410 28 S 11 68
Roshan 50 0.5 12.0 9.6 34 485 51 66.1 534 32 N 22 65
Sabalan 42 0.5 12.3 10.2 33 570 43 63.3 410 32 S 9 53
Zagross 40 0.5 12.9 9.5 35 485 52 66.7 431 34 S 20 70
Maroon 46 0.0 12.2 9.5 33 445 48 65.2 426 33 S 45 70
Pishgam 46 1.0 12.2 9.5 34 500 54 65.2 410 26 S 15 60
Golestan 42 0.5 12.3 104 34 526 48 63.7 370 36 S 30 70
Falat 40 0.5 11.9 10.2 32 482 50 65.4 436 28 S 14 59
Chenab 38 0.5 13.0 9.7 36 473 52 66.2 406 38 N 53 71
Niknejad 36 0.0 12.8 9.6 35 562 43 65.2 317 36 N 53 69
Chamran 42 0.5 11.9 9.5 32 482 48 64.2 423 26 N 16 65
Neishabur 40 0.0 11.6 9.8 32 502 45 63.7 300 28 N 50 58
Atrak 34 0.0 12.9 9.9 36 487 54 65.7 430 36 S 8 70
Marvdasht 36 0.5 124 9.7 35 439 54 66.0 327 36 S 8 68
Karaj 2 34 0.0 13.0 10.5 35 521 49 63.7 372 38 S 13 71
Kavir 38 1.0 124 9.5 33 458 48 65.0 322 32 S 12 60
Kaveh 36 2.0 12.2 10.1 34 461 49 65.7 382 38 S 31 66
Arvand 42 0.5 12.0 104 33 470 43 63.4 370 37 S 32 63
Khazar 1 44 25 12.7 9.3 34 456 54 65.9 423 36 S 11 63
Bayat 38 0.5 12.0 10.5 33 485 48 63.5 317 37 N 43 65
Vee/Nac 36 0.5 125 9.8 35 462 55 66.2 410 41 N 48 66
Sefid 44 0.0 11.9 9.9 32 535 46 65.0 423 38 N 31 60
Azar 2 46 0.5 11.7 9.8 32 500 45 64.1 364 39 S 54 64
Rasoul 48 2.0 12.6 9.5 34 475 52 65.7 412 35 S 28 70
Mihan 46 1.0 12.2 9.5 34 500 54 65.2 410 26 S 15 60
Sirvan 40 0.0 11.6 9.7 32 502 50 63.2 300 28 N 50 55
Sardari 44 0.0 11.9 9.9 32 535 46 65.0 423 38 N 31 60
Khalij 36 6.0 115 9.8 30 506 47 64.8 506 36 S 8 12
Moganl 34 2.0 125 9.5 34 502 54 64.2 326 35 S 28 66
Omid 48 1.0 11.6 9.3 34 502 49 64.5 428 38 S 13 60

Range wls  16.00 6.00 1.50 1.20 6.00 131.00 12.00 350 234.00 15.00 - 46.00 59.00

Minimum .S 34.00 0.00 11.50 9.30 30.00 439.00 43.00 63.20 300.00 26.00 - 8.00 12.00

Maximum «.is 50.00 6.00 13.00 10.50 36.00 570.00 55.00 66.70 534.00 41.00 - 54.00 71.00

Mean sk 41.06 0.84 12.27 9.78 33.56 494.12 49.40 64.90 398.34 3400 - 26.71  62.90

S.D e sl ol 4.65 1.14 0.45 0.33 141 30.46 3.62 0.98 57.00 435 - 16.03  10.48
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Fig. 1. Electrophoresis pattern of high molecular weight glutenin subunits resulting from SDS-PAGE method in several sampled cultivars
as compared to check cultivars: Falat, Alvand and Sirvan
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Table 3. Correlation coefficients between HMW-Gs and grain quality characteristics in wheat cultivars

oo Glaasly 5 bls|
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sl

2% 1 Null 7+8 7+9 7 17+18 13+16 5+10 2+12 TKW S.D % PROT%  MOIST ZEL B.V HI WA% FN. W.GLUT  GLUT.I
%
TKW -0.24 0.38 0.05 -0.013 005 003 -0.25 0.27 0.01 -0.01
S.D% 0.20 0.02 -0.17 011  -011 -005  -0.13 0.20 -0.27 0.27 -0.09
PROT% 0.27 -0.05 -0.20 -0.34 015 -0.15 0.18 0.27 0.35* 035 -0.27 -0.16
MOIST% -0.25 -0.18 0.37" 039 -016 -015 -0.13 -0.21 -0.26 0.26 -0.33 -0.18 -0.08
ZEL. 0.08 -0.05 -0.02 -0.26 018 -0.20 0.13 0.17 0.26 -0.26 -0.13 -0.31 0.83" -0.12
B.V. 0.11 -0.19 -0.009 0070 010 -007  -0.10 -0.12 -0.08 0.08 0.02 -0.12 -0.09 0.25 -0.19
HI 0.10 0.26 -0.28 -0.39" 017  -0.07 0.19 0.25 0.21 -0.21 -0.01 0.12 0.43" -0.41" 057" -0.52"
WA % 0.28 0.19 -0.417 -0.33 019 -013 0.17 0.17 0.18 -0.18 0.06 0.11 047" -0.49" 050"  -045" 0.61"
F.N. 0.097 0.15 -0.22 -0.08 -003 007 0.06 0.08 -0.14 0.14 0.36" 0.32 -0.0007  -0.20 -0.08 -0.007 0.14 0.417
W.GLUT 0.25 -0.44" -0.10 045" -033 -0.33 0.02 -0.12 051" 051"  -0.28 0.06 0.21 0.25 0.25 -0.05 -0.07 0.16 -0.02
GLUT.I 0.067  -0.09 0.005 -0.12 005 -0.12 0.25 -0.25 0.07 -0.07 -0.029 -0.35" -0.08 0.06 0.01 0.007  -0.20 -0.09 -0.41 0.3
SDS 026"  0.03 -0.32" 0.84 0.08  0.03 0.22" 0.06 031"  -0.23 0.06 071" 058" 0.01 0.677  -0.19 0.24 0.21 -0.23 0.10 0.23

VARYA Ju::-lcb)A)l:@mgT,:JJ:A{:;e*}*
*and **: Significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively .
ol GLUTL ¢ 5 58 ao,s W.GLUT €8s sue (FINL 0T Gl sy s WA ¢t e HI 00 e BV ¢ ) sue i Zel swls oo gby a3 MOISTY% ¢ 55 ds ,3 PROT% ¢ S5 do55:8.D.% tails 150 055 TKW

- SDS ¢ 5,8
Al o
TKW: 1000 Grain weight; SD%: Sunn pest damage; PROT%: Protein content (%); MOIST %: Moisture%; ZEL: Zeleni No.; B.V.: Bread Volume; HI: Grain hardness; WA%: Water absorbtion (%);
F. N.: Falling number; W. GLUT: Wet gluten; GLUT. I: Gluten index; SDS: Sedimentation volume.
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Table 4. The results of principal component analysis for different quality traits of bread wheat varieties
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>

- O

oy sl bl go b o uite  Soas
Particular vectors Correlation of variables with components

Characteristics sl ppady  pmddle el ds  ddalp epde peade el e

<le  pc1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4
T.KW “ls5lmo5s 0033 -0.211  -0.607  -0.011 -0.062 -0.340 -0.761"  -0.012
S.D% Sipmdey 20111 -0.434 0.435 -0.109 -0.207 -0.699”  0.546" -0.118
PROT% oSsnslsme 0430 0.129 0.166 0.332 0.801"  0.208 0.208 0.361"
MOIST% Cosbyaeys 0197 0.338 0.297 0.259 -0.367" 0543 0.372" 0.282
ZEL. S 0474 0162 0.047 0.185 0.884™ 0260  0.059 0.201
B.V. G -0259 0162  -0.052 0539  -0482" 0261  -0.065 0.586"
HI 61> e 0405  -0.226 0.034  -0.076 0.754"  -0.364"  0.043 -0.083
WA% cTodsas,s 0407 -0.257 0.053  -0.119 0.758™  -0.414"  0.066 -0.129
F.N. KJeske 0039 -0429  -0.021 0.292 0.074 -0.690”  -0.027 0.318
W. GLUT 554 0100 0192 0.467  -0.209 0.186 0.309 0586~  -0.227
GLUT. | 55 4l 0018 0357 -0.107  -0.574 -0.034 0574™ -0.135 -0.625"
SDS csoex> 0357 0340  -0.292 0.072 0.666~ 0546  -0.366 0.078
Eigen value o9 p3ie 346 2.58 1.57 1.18
Variance% bolsders 2890 21.50 13.10 9.80
Cumulative variance% e sl 28.90 50.40 63.50 73.40

VA jZaJu,.tCJM);)u@M”u@mﬁa;‘g;@;wﬁe‘ns

ns, * and **: Not significant, significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively.

For abbreviated characteristics see Table 3.
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Table 5. The result of stepwise regression for sedimentation volume trait

Osew S5 sl

P i 2
e ! RS RS
dee & 0 L1 S Sl bl b2 . b4 o Jb

S.D% S tess 6841 -6.53 0.509 0.509
ZEL. S 5675 -5.10 3.69 0.223 0.732
PROT% SSsnSlsme 27452 -5.36 2.04 5.97 0.019 0.752
T.KW als,l» 05 -97.65 -5.24 1.78 754 0.30 0.015 0.768
F e dhe ys s F ol 3114 24237 224 183

**: significant at 1% probability level, respectively .

Sliw 5| gbmy 5385 Qs 5551015 o
03 YU g iy ke 51 VL 35
55 eslitel S 85 ple 53 i OT 55,
sAlasT 2! s (Rashidi et al., 2007)
L Ll il Sl (g sdlae (styo5 S
5L Sla S5 b ks e (S Sl st
slaasl p 4o Wl g s Gi‘-"' o=l plass
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