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Table 1. The different collection regions of Alhagi maurorum populations

o o L Location - St s e
No. Province northern latitude Eastern longitude
1 e Mashhad Razavi Khorasan 36.2972° N, 59.6067° E
2 Ol Fariman Razavi Khorasan 35.7014° N, 59.8466° E
3 alacy 5 Torbate-Jam Razavi Khorasan 35.2431° N, 60.6248° E
4 oedids Nilshahr Razavi Khorasan 34.5774° N, 60.1465° E
5 S Sarakhs Razavi Khorasan 36.5372° N, 61.1561° E
6 sl Neyshabour Razavi Khorasan 36.2132° N, 58.7943° E
7 A3 Torbate-Heydariye Razavi Khorasan 35.2875° N, 59.2215° E
8 EELS Gonabad Razavi Khorasan 34.3530° N, 58.6838° E
9 Olaigd Nehbandan Southern Khorasan 31.5411° N, 60.0372° E
10 Al Sarbisheh Southern Khorasan 32.5785° N, 59.7955° E
11 o Qaen Southern Khorasan 33.7351° N, 59.1798° E
12 oS ) Zirkooh Southern Khorasan 33.6934° N, 59.9625° E
13 oA Ferdows Southern Khorasan 34.0186° N, 58.1712° E
14 A Birjand Southern Khorasan 32.8733° N, 59.2163° E
15 Chu A Khousf Southern Khorasan 32.7787° N, 58.8882° E
16 o Tabas Southern Khorasan 33.5961° N, 56.9279° E
17 A5 Boshroye Southern Khorasan 33.8684° N, 57.4285° E
18 bl Sarayan Southern Khorasan 33.8606° N, 58.5249° E
19 e Darmiyan Southern Khorasan 33.0339° N, 60.1185° E
20 RS Shirvan Northern Khorasan 37.3968° N, 57.9310° E
21 3 s Bojnurd Northern Khorasan 37.4745° N, 57.3233°E
22 olog Tehran Tehran 35.7219° N, 51.3347° E
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Table 2. The sequences of RAPD and SCoT primers used in differentiating Alhagi maurorum populations

RAPD 3Ll Iy SCoT 3kl s
RAPD Primer Sequence SCoT Primer Sequence
R1 5-AGGTGACCGT-3' S1 5'-CCATGGCTACCACCGCCA-3'
R2 5-GGGCGACTAC-3' S2 5'-CAACAATGGCTACCACCA-3'
R3 5-GTGATCGCAG-3' S3 5'-CAACAATGGCTACCACCC-3'
R4 5-TCGCATCCAG-3' S4 5'-CAACAATGGCTACCACCG-3
R5 5'-AGGGGTCTTG-3' S5 5'-GCAACAATGGCTACCACC-3'
R6 5-GGGTAACGCC-3' S6 5'-CAACAATGGCTACCACGC-3'
R7 5'-CCAGAACGGA-3' S7 5'-AACCATGGCTACCACCAC-3'
R8 5'-GTTGCCAGCC-3' S8 5'-CACCATGGCTACCACCAT-3'
R9 5-GTTACGGACC-3' S9 5'-CAACAATGGCTACCACGG-3'
R10 5'-ACACCGATGG-3' S10 5'-ACGACATGGCGACCAACG-3'
R11 5-GGCACGCGTT-3' S11 5-ACGACATGGCGACCATCG-3'
R12 5-TGCCGAGCTG-3' S12 5'-ACGACATGGCGACCCACA-3'
R13 5-ACGATCGGAT-3' S13 5'-ACCATGGCTACCACCGAG-3'
R14 5'-ACGGGACCCTG-3' S14 5-ACGACATGGCGACCACGC-3'
R15 5-GGAAACCCCT-3' S15 5'-ACCCATGGCTACCACCGA-3'
R16 5'-TGGGCGCACAC-3' S16 5'-ACCATGGCTACCACCGCG-3'
R17 5-GGACCCCTAC-3' S17 5'-ACCATGGCTACCACCGCC-3
R18 5-ACGGAAGTGG-3' S18 5'-ACCATGGCTACCACCGGG-3'
R19 5-TGAGTGGGGTG-3'

PCR &Lﬁé MUJ.I) JJ‘} 6‘)-?‘—\” J}-\?
Table 3. The components and the temperature program of PCR

PCR RAPD
3l se sle chle SS1s sl J=1 o olas LS S Ol Ay (437 aass) ol
Materials Final Reaction Step CY No. Temp (C°) Time (min/s)
concentration  components
sxd s 5L 93 O - A5 S A Ayl 3kt ls \ af “ass ¥
Double distilled water 8ul Initial denaturation 1 94 4m
Ses janns PR FAPKWRR ol s f. qf 456 F0
Master mix 1X 10ul Denaturation 40 94 45s
Skl e sSs +/PV EARCOR Jlas! f. ) 45t Yo
Primer 0.67pm 1ul Annealing 40 35 45s
sloles p@ux« Ads S ) Lo f. VY 456 00
DNA 30ng/ul 1ul Extension 40 72 55s
Y s Sea Yo =6 b \ VY sy ¢

Total 20pl Final extension 1 72 6m
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Continued table 3 -Y Jsi> a3l
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Total 20ul Final extension 1 72 10m

(HS) biwaan 550 @‘-..w:{u'ﬁj&

ANm) 35 0~

{Gst = Dst/Ht) g5 nle oo

S 53 iz 1B slags (Sasen | Pt jas s
s (Fst = 1- Hs/Ht) Cuaes

w0953 Sess skl 4 by e b il
sala (Ne) 53 b T slaws o(Na) T slaws awle
el (H) 5 (Sws g5 pasle 5 (1) psle sledb
Rezaie et al., 2011:Agrama and Tuinstra, 2003) sz
Bryan et al., :Lewontin, 1972 Botstein et al., 1980
(1997

olols am blaman 0950 5 o g9 om Sla
e85 dsb o3 b Sl Sasly o obten IS5
Sy S ), 5 (PCOA) ol Olase 4 4 e
as DA Sy Al e rizes ) LCarex
¢ Seslaad L ol s r\.q:.]‘ slaz o>
GENALEX  POPGEN NTSYSpc2.2 sl
s ¢l Excel ;5 6.503

o il Syso 4 baaks Gl Jols Sl
3l Excel 5o (asds )pim) K 5 (4l g o)
asle pasle 5 oliv b Sl U5l el as
(N2) ooz oS5 I slass
(Ne) ;30 W slows
B 2 JSssy Glads ol @) (PP) Stz a5
o aass
PIC = Jse 5 3 :PIC) JSisis oMbl (ol sime il
Al ol 1 Kl sl pi S 4l awle 1 — Zpi2
S SSd o>l
Sy Many s sasls (EMR) =
C S aosy X Seas slbaaks sl
SRS sl (MD) = Sl sl
JSeus glaaabs slow X PIC
IB=1— &S(RP)RP =YIB : S &0 esls
[2 * (0.5 — Pi]

..'

sl bl anle bz gla Sbs)l as eslid]
Sl bl o S5 Jlisle 4y by e
(Ht = Hs + Dst) sz‘ei’{))rh Ol e



e IS e Sl S

o3 YU OBl 5l Gus o esland gam bay e
LT YV S5l as C8s oo YU s Cman sanls slaws
S5k A SCOT Skl vf 51, S5kl va RAPD
53 (¥ Jsan) wols plas )y (VL 505 s SRR
SCOT b S5l 5 aakss YYA RAPD b S5l . JS
i ia Gl Jsb 48 s S g VU pps b addas 1AY
g ka9 a6l 5k e Yo BN oy
RL b S5l oy sns aSs b S 51 sl pes
el sz osls les Ve s (SCOT) S7 5 (RAPD)

Yy

S5 s el a5 b 35T P53
ol = o3 8 ¥ 4 bicamas ) besls 4555 <l
[ TR QAR e o5y Seds (Jd
ol s sy ol K4 bae sbows
atls 35 s gl slum 4 ax 5 b e el
5 Comex V) o ol s e A L Ll 5
D oo b sl a5l il umen ¥ Jla glal >
Sl WIDNA bl 515 Ol ol sb 4 50

22 21 20 19181716 151413121110 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 Ladder

22 2120191817 16 151413 121110 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 Ladder

S7-b RI1 —a b 55T by i, cbcwms asks ¢ S -\ IS

Figure 1- Band pattern of Alhagi maurorum populations by
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Table 4. Molecular indices for RAPD and ScoT markers in Alhagi maurorum populations

RAPD

Skl sl ka3 sl 2oy Slyime Lasla s 2l el S8 Lasle
askas S SHSra St Sl PR s Al S
Primers  No. of No. of PP PIC EMR Ml RP

bands  Polymorph (Polymorphism (Polymorphism (Effective (Marker (Resolving

bands Percentage) Information Multiple Index) Power)
Content) Ratios)

R1 11 11 100 0.34 11 3.73 7.06
R2 11 11 100 0.28 11 3.12 7.91
R3 11 11 100 0.42 11 4.62 8.99
R4 11 11 100 0.33 11 3.58 9.54
R5 11 11 100 0.29 11 3.14 7.89
R6 11 11 100 0.26 11 2.84 4.92
R7 11 11 100 0.32 11 3.54 3.76
R8 11 11 100 0.30 11 3.28 5.09
R9 12 12 100 0.27 12 3.18 4.10
R10 17 17 100 0.31 17 5.33 6.26
R11 11 11 100 0.42 11 4.63 6.71
R12 11 11 100 0.30 11 3.26 9.00
R13 16 16 100 0.37 16 5.92 8.17
R14 13 13 100 0.31 13 4.00 6.61
R15 12 12 100 0.32 12 3.79 5.47
R16 11 11 100 0.39 11 4.27 8.74
R17 11 11 100 0.28 11 3.13 4.03
R18 13 13 100 0.33 13 4.28 8.18
R19 13 13 100 0.35 13 4.56 5.89
Mean 12 12 100 0.33 12 3.91 6.75
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Continued Table 4. Molecular indices for RAPD and ScoT markers in Alhagi maurorum populations
SCoT
Sl aai sl FREINER, RS Gl Lasls o 2 oasls oals
o SSra Stz Db S SSras Sl SSs o,
Primers No. of No. of PP PIC EMR Ml RP
bands Polymorph (Polymorphism (Polymorphism (Effective (Marker  (Resolving
bands Percentage) Information Content) Multiple Ratios) Index) Power)
S1 5 2 40 0.03 8 0.07 7.99
S2 13 13 100 0.33 13 4.28 8.90
S3 11 11 100 0.39 11 431 8.37
S4 13 13 100 0.34 13 4.37 5.96
S5 11 11 100 0.41 11 4.52 8.54
S6 13 13 100 0.37 13 4.84 10.3
S7 13 13 100 0.41 13 5.36 8.88
S8 11 11 100 0.35 11 3.80 6.11
S9 7 7 100 0.26 7 1.81 2.30
S10 13 13 100 0.33 13 4.35 104
S11 11 11 100 0.32 11 3.50 10.2
S12 12 12 100 0.44 12 5.22 7.16
S13 10 10 100 0.29 10 2.94 6.17
S14 9 9 100 0.28 9 2.54 11.7
S15 9 8 88.8 0.27 7.10 2.16 4.30
S16 9 8 88.8 0.27 7.10 2.13 7.57
S17 11 11 100 0.38 11 421 8.89
S18 8 8 100 0.20 8 1.63 9.29
Mean 10.5 10.22 95.42 0.32 10.46 3.45 9.95
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Table 5. Genetic parameters related to the genetic structure between populations for RAPD and SCoT markers

in Alhagi maurorum populations

RAPD SCoT

Primer Ht Hs Nm Gst Fst Primer Ht Hs Nm Gst Fst
R1 0.40 0.08 3.02 0.71 0.80 S1 0.10 0.02 1.54 0.25 0.80
R2 0.41 0.12 3.58 0.70 0.71 S2 0.45 0.16 4.46 0.64 0.64
R3 0.45 0.21 5.79 0.54 0.53 S3 0.46 0.19 4.47 0.60 0.56
R4 0.42 0.17 5.40 0.60 0.59 S4 0.43 0.11 2.13 0.75 0.74
R5 0.44 0.11 2.74 0.74 0.75 S5 0.46 0.20 5.29 0.58 0.56
R6 0.40 0.08 1.28 0.81 0.80 S6 0.43 0.17 5.37 0.61 0.61
R7 0.43 0.11 2.22 0.77 0.75 S7 0.47 0.19 5.38 0.50 0.58
R8 0.43 0.12 2.61 0.75 0.73 S8 0.43 0.13 3.62 0.69 0.69
R9 0.41 0.07 1.33 0.84 0.83 S9 0.42 0.06 0.60 0.86 0.86
R10 0.44 0.12 3.35 0.75 0.74 S10 0.43 0.16 5.24 0.62 0.62
R11 0.44 0.14 2.94 0.69 0.68 S11 0.41 0.09 2.98 0.75 0.78
R12 0.40 0.13 5.02 0.66 0.67 S12 0.47 0.16 3.31 0.66 0.66
R13 0.46 0.25 6.19 0.81 0.59 S13 0.42 0.12 2.74 0.72 0.71
R14 0.42 0.10 241 0.77 0.76 S14 0.36 0.20 8.71 0.42 0.44
R15 0.44 0.11 2.37 0.77 0.75 S15 0.39 0.12 1.99 0.63 0.70
R16 0.44 0.16 3.94 0.65 0.64 S16 0.37 0.13 3.13 0.58 0.64
R17 0.43 0.10 2.10 0.79 0.78 S17 0.41 0.10 1.56 0.79 0.99
R18 0.45 0.14 3.94 0.70 0.69 S18 0.34 0.14 5.20 0.57 0.60
R19 0.43 0.16 3.70 0.64 0.64

Mean 0.43 0.13 3.36 0.72 0.71 Mean 0.40 0.14 3.76 0.62 0.68

&5 2 a2 BSEL 5 ol NM seiman (955 e 55055 o HS (IS 2 K055 0 HE

Ht = Total heterozygosity, Hs= Heterozygosity within populations, Nm= Gene flow, Gst= Gene differentiation coefficient
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Table 6. Genetic parameters related to the genetic structure within populations for RAPD and SCoT markers in

Alhagi maurorum populations

Skl RAPD

Primer Na Ne H |
R1 2 1.38 0.27 0.43
R2 2 1.38 0.26 0.41
R3 2 1.69 0.39 0.57
R4 2 1.58 0.33 0.50
R5 2 1.28 0.24 0.38
R6 2 1.33 0.22 0.37
R7 2 1.41 0.26 0.42
R8 2 1.35 0.31 0.40
R9 2 1.01 0.20 0.34
R10 2 1.33 0.23 0.39
R11 2 1.47 0.30 0.46
R12 2 1.55 0.32 0.48
R13 2 1.55 0.34 0.52
R14 2 1.40 0.26 0.41
R15 2 1.37 0.25 0.40
R16 2 1.67 0.37 0.55
R17 2 1.36 0.24 0.33
R18 2 1.48 0.29 0.46
R19 2 151 0.31 0.48

Mean 2 1.43 0.28 0.44

Skl SCoT

Primer Na Ne H I
S1 2 0.49 0.07 0.12
S2 2 1.48 0.30 0.46
S3 2 1.56 0.34 0.51
S4 2 1.37 0.26 0.42
S5 2 1.61 0.33 0.54
S6 2 1.52 0.33 0.50
S7 2 1.58 0.36 0.54
S8 2 147 0.30 0.46
S9 2 1.37 0.25 0.41
S10 2 151 0.31 0.47
S11 2 1.64 0.36 0.53
S12 2 1.56 0.35 0.53
S13 2 1.40 0.26 0.42
S14 2 1.46 0.39 0.57
S15 2 1.29 0.21 0.35
S16 2 141 0.25 0.40
S17 2 1.56 0.34 0.51
S18 2 1.48 0.29 0.45

Mean 2 143 0.29 0.46

ol saslal (5 pasle H L35 b T sl :Ne L T slaw :Na

Na= Observed number of alleles, Ne= Efficient number of alleles, H= Neis gene diversity index, I= Shannons information index
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Table 7. Molecular analysis of variance of Alhagi maurorum populations for RAPD and SCoT markers

el S.0V 6l31 4o RAPD SCoT
Sla e oSl bl oy Sl oSSk olls da )
oF MS Variance (%) Phi PT MS Variance (%) Phi PT
oy S o Between group 3 61.51** 14% 0.14 978.51** 14% 0.14
Wos £ 00 Within group 18 35.35 86% 698.29 86%
Y Total 21 100 100

ns, * and **: Not-significant and significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 8. Genetic distance matrix between populations of Alhagi maurorum for RAPD markers

e Populations RAPD
$32s oll > s olel A~ S plel > ol
Razavi Khorasan Southern Khorasan Razavi Khorasan Tehran
S okl = Razavi Khorasan 0.000
v ol > Southern Khorasan 0.091 0.000
St plal > Northern Khorasan 0.087 0.132 0.000
ole Tehran 0.440 0.432 0.054 0.000

SCOT sl Solis 3l oalial b 28,6 lacumes o (S5 abols o 5l —A Jsda 2l

Continued Table 8. Genetic distance matrix between populations of Alhagi maurorum for SCoT markers

Coras Populations SCoT
S5 oll & s olel > St olul > ol &
Razavi Khorasan Southern Khorasan Razavi Khorasan Tehran
S, okl & Razavi Khorasan 0.000
s olel & Southern Khorasan 0.340 0.000
Sl plul & Northern Khorasan 0.231 0.142 0.000

oe Tehran 0.430 0.643 0.092 0.000
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Table 9. Cophenetic correlation coefficients for RAPD and SCoT markers

Algorithm Complete Flexi Single UPGMA
Similarity Coefficients RAPD SCOT RAPD SCOT RAPD SCOT RAPD SCOT
Dice 0.74™ 0.67" 0.80 ™ 0.71 0.82™ 0.70™ 0.81™ 0.74™
SM 0.94™ 0.90" 0.96 ™ 0.92" 0.95™ 0.90" 0.96 ™ 0.93"
Jaccard 0.76 ™ 0.71" 0.81™ 0.75" 0.84™ 0.73" 0.83™ 0.73"
UN1 0.95™ 0.92* 0.96 ™ 0.94™ 0.96 ™ 0.92" 0.97™ 0.94™

.\.a):\Jochu)égg)‘)@u}é)b&r»%jéqt** *ns

ns, * and **: Not-significant and significant at 5% and 1% probability levels, respectively
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Table 10. Similarity matrix for SCoT marker in Alhagi maurorum populations

F, slbcwr L3 RAPD LS ol alss s 5o =V e Joon

Populations 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
1 1
2 084 1
3 084 084 1
4 085 083 087 1
5 0.82 0.80 0.86 0.81 1
6 0.84 0.76 0.88 0.87 0.88 1
7 080 079 087 084 08 084 1
8 081 0.73 086 083 082 084 0.76 1
9 0.77 080 075 080 074 071 073 091 1
10 078 081 080 08 076 079 075 0.79 0.1 1
11 078 0.76 078 075 0.79 080 082 0.79 0.79 0.83 1
12 079 075 074 08 080 078 080 082 079 087 083 1
13 077 078 080 079 076 081 080 078 082 080 0.79 0.83 1
14 079 081 082 084 078 080 080 080 078 08 083 0.89 0.85 1
15 079 080 078 083 081 083 082 080 08 08 08 08 084 076 1
16 081 08 079 075 083 08 070 077 080 082 083 082 083 073 075 1
17 081 082 080 073 089 083 082 0.78 077 084 091 08 080 078 079 076 1
18 080 084 086 084 080 083 081 0.78 070 078 078 081 078 0.80 082 0.89 0.87 1
19 082 083 084 081 08 08 08 073 078 081 079 08 080 08 084 083 081 08 1
20 084 081 083 084 079 083 076 074 073 080 078 083 077 081 08 082 08 08 083 1
21 082 079 082 081 079 078 080 076 074 079 077 082 079 079 081 083 081 083 086 089 1
22 050 047 045 037 051 044 049 049 044 032 041 030 045 033 038 044 042 046 041 048 053 1
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Table 11. Similarity matrix for SCoT marker in Alhagi maurorum populations

Populations 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
1 1
2 0.81 1
3 090 0.83 1
4 087 081 0091 1
5 085 079 084 084 1
6 083 082 070 086 0.90 1
7 084 08 076 082 081 0.74 1
8 08 080 075 084 084 083 083 1
9 084 083 08 083 082 081 083 0.80 1
10 076 077 078 08 078 073 078 076 0.81 1
11 077 08 079 08 079 076 082 074 081 0.86 1
12 083 081 08 087 080 071 084 072 082 080 0.86 1
13 083 079 08 087 083 08 08 078 08 077 083 087 1
14 082 076 083 08 o071 08 08 08 079 073 081 08 087 1
15 079 078 08 080 o076 080 078 08 077 072 081 082 08 086 1
16 079 08 08 o077 080 078 08 080 08 077 08 081 082 08 089 1
17 08 o0vy9 079 o077 080 077 08 077 078 074 077 08 081 078 082 0.89 1
18 08 078 08 o076 08 08 08 079 077 073 078 08 08 080 078 08 0.88 1
19 084 08 083 082 08 08 o078 079 079 08 073 081 08 08 08 082 078 084 1
20 079 073 o078 076 075 077 073 078 076 075 079 077 08 08 079 076 079 079 087 1
21 08 07y9 o079 077 o078 079 o081 078 081 072 08 078 08 08 078 082 084 08 08 0.89 1

22 053 064 05 046 055 057 058 061 05 060 052 055 052 052 059 062 061 059 043 057 055 1
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Figure 3 - Cluster Analysis of A/hagi maurorum populations a)-RAPD marker b)-SCOT marker
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Table 11. PCoA analysis for ISSR and SCoT markers in Alhagi maurorum populations
RAPD SCoT
adl5e o ol o=l s bl o5 Jlks oSl s bl
Component Eigen value Variance Cumulative variance Eigen value Variance Cumulative variance
PC1 J,l ad35s 29.54 31.11 31.11 21.55 25.24 25.24
PC2 s adl3e 16.74 17.64 48.75 18.13 21.24 46.48
PC 3 o 430 14.38 15.15 63.90 13.37 15.66 62.14

G55 g8t 5l sl wwd sas w8 s s
w25 ol el sais saliad s o 252 e
ol 4 el b sl s 5 JelS ey S (slas y>
Sl lad s am ias 00 SSNesolesy A3 e Sl )

.J).&’@ oala! Uwy)waj:-f t’” r\ﬁ:

A i & aas e ol SNl )

sshies > S 5 Sevy bl Aol L
590 5 OWl 5o Lo pWlas Aol b lacines
sty sy S Nl Sl Jols s ames
LS anl gogis U 1) Gladss 4o mls 5l el
p93 5 sl saadse Lt saes S cnl 5o &Sl 4 ax g

SCOT - RAOD — il :oM sl &y oty Bond 5 28Ty ls sas —¥ JS5

Principal Coordinate el il
- 3
a r 2
-
CAe I
- Avm = l
7 b‘_
3 -E
S & " 3
L L2 B P -
»® et
Coord. 1 _-I_s' -lu.;".:__,.-
Principal Coordinates R CH T
. 3,
b - ""' 3
Tt »r -
» o 1
o
= ~
=
LU L=
L=}
1§ L=
i} 4
S ¥ T ]
Coord. 1 Ja 4l ga

Figure 4. Distribution diagram of genotypes in Biplot form a-RAPD b- SCoT
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Figure 4. Comparison of different parameters in RAPD (blue color) and SCoT (red color) markers
The full names of Molecular indices are shown in Table 4
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Abstract

Investigation of genetic diversity is particularly important in understanding how populations
are created over time and geographical locations. In this study, the genetic diversity of 22
populations of Alhagi maurorum was studied using RAPD and SCOT primers during 2018-
2019. From a total of 27 RAPD and 24 SCOT primers, 19 and 18 primers showed high
polymorphism, respectively. In overall, the RAPD and SCOT primers showed 100% and
95.42% polymorphism, respectively. The R3, R11 (0.42), and S12 (0.44) primers had the
highest Polymorphism Information Content (PIC) index, the R10 (17) and S2, S4, S6, S7 and,
S10 (13) primers showed the highest Effective Multiple Ratios (EMR) index, the R13 (5.92)
and S7 (5.36) primers had the highest Marker Index (MI) and, the R4 (9.54) and S14 (11.7)
primers showed the highest Resolving Power (RP. The results of molecular variance analysis
were similar and the both markers showed 14% and 86% of the variations between and within
the groups, respectively. Cluster analysis based on the RAPD and SCOT markers, classified the
populations into three and six clusters, respectively. The analysis of the clusters showed that
there was no correlation between the genetic variation and geographical diversity. It was
suggested that in future studies, crossing between Tehran population and Gonabad, Tabas,
Beshroieh, Sarbisheh, and Nilshahr populations which have a greater genetic distance, could be
effective to create superior hybrids. In this study, all the genetic parameters of both markers
were similar and their efficiency was almost the same.
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