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SSR markers linked to genes related to antioxidant activity, anthocyanin
content and pericarp color in F, progenies of cross between Pathum Thani
1 and Kham Noi

Aml

Sywsssul nad, auaﬂmg Waaua1!, 151050) wamas, uawas waghasgyne’,
nouaz ales? was Yadinn anaawﬂiw“

Thanyapat Thong®, Anongnad Richinda’, Varaporn Sangtong’,
Saengtong Pongjaroenkit', Krisana Lanumteang® and Chotipa Sakulsingharoj'*

L g11Tvmiigaans maseIvena1ans un1 e 156l sdening 50290

! Program in Genetics, Faculty of Science, Maejo University, Chiang Mai 50290, Thailand
2 @1971399a08 AL TINEmIans un1Ine 1eeusle 1Tl 50290

2 Program in Statistics, Faculty of Science, Maejo University, Chiang Mai 50290, Thailand

UNANEa: mamwumawaﬂmEJanwﬁmuauuaaaivaammmﬂLLaquiezjmuuummwawLuam nMsviaIosmnefLSuLei
amwusaquﬁmuauuaaaiu iU TulRIIRugAlEAnAMlaguINITas mm%ummaﬂsummwaﬂﬂmLmawmam
Buewlin SSR iBaRATUEY OsBI&B2 OsDFR uay OsMYB3 uavinmeanuduiusseviuaiomnefidue fugnid
oyyadaszlulszeng F, vesduanssninedmiifidevuudadviuduivusid 1 Auinifidevumdndsugreniios
§1u2U 300 fu WULAIEALNY RM17321 (OsB1&B2), RM11383 (OsDFR) wag RM15209 (OsMYB3) @18150hanAINULANGNS
sywindnifidoRuiudaduniuazd inTeamung RM17321 uay RM15209 ﬁmmé’uﬁuﬁ‘ﬁumaam%ﬁmaqu%‘ﬁmaum
9asy R” flewhiy 51.95% uay 3.93% awddiu msliaszianaesnyguueseiomngsauiu wudh R didngaturiiy
55.11% uen9IntiiaTesing RM17321 farmdiiusiudideviuadngaunn T,mmiul‘mﬂwuaaaamuauwuﬁwaamauaa 1
dada Laammamum sl,usummmiawma RM11383 VL@J@JF]TIJJﬁJJW‘L!SﬂUVIﬂ@ﬂ‘wmu%ﬂﬂ‘w’] miamiuquﬁmuaumaaiw
Tudszans F, 1838 DPPH wudfudl 2 mwqmmuauuaaasvammlﬂammnuwuﬁwa Aal LPIBIMaNY RM17321 $auiu
RM15209 lifmidendnilsiqrisiueyyadaszge Sniaadoammne RM17321 Silidaidendideviumdnldognausiug aunsn
ml‘d‘dsvEJnsﬂfﬂumiﬂmLaanmm'gmﬁwamaulm

frdhdny: 11; LeFeavinefliue; quisinueyyadass; weulvleedy; Aberiudn

ABSTRACT: Kham, landrace rice of Thailand, has high antioxidant activity due to anthocyanin deposition in pericarp.
Identification of DNA markers linked to antioxidant activity could assist improvement of elite rice cultivars for high
nutritional value. This research aimed to study the SSR markers linked to OsB1&B2, OsDFR and OsMYB3 genes and
investigate the relationship between DNA markers and antioxidant activity in 300 plants of F, progenies of the cross
between white pericarp rice Pathum Thani 1 as the female parent and black pericarp rice Kham Noi as the male
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parent. The RM17321 (OsB1&B2), RM11383 (OsDFR) and RM15209 (OsMYB3) were able to distinguish between white
and black pericarp rice. The RM17321 and RM15209 markers were related with log,y,antioxidant activity, which had
R? equivalent to 51.95% and 3.93%, respectively. Multiple regression analysis showed that the RM17321 and
RM15209 markers were highly related with antioxidant activity which had R? equivalent to 55.11%. In addition, the
RM17321 marker had a highly positive correlation with the pericarp color. This suggested that pericarp pigmentation
required at least a single allele from male parent Kham Noi. However, the RM11383 marker was not related to all
phenotypes in this study. Analysis of antioxidant activity by DPPH method in F, progenies revealed that plant no. 2
had the highest antioxidant activity similar to that of Kham Noi. Thus, the use of RM17321 and RM15209 could assist
for selection of rice with high antioxidant activity. The RM17321 marker can help to select pericarp color rice. These
markers would be applied in rice selection by a marker-assisted backcrossing method.

Keywords: rice; DNA markers; antioxidant activity; anthocyanins; pericarp color
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fusyyadasy AuNISNEY MuTeaaun3e wassiuueisa (Sivamaruthi et al,, 2018; Mbanjo et al., 2020) F4AAI1NN"3
avauvesarshoulnloeniu Inedarsusenounan Ae cyanidin-3-O-glucoside (C3G) (531l wag3ey, 2553; Rahman et al,,
2016) Msfinwneuntiil wudn Usinaweulnleeniuiasaneguinandeiumdadniiiviutaginindnniideiuwdad
Ao oA v 3 <

a

Wma wilinuludnidideiuwiadun Jsaenndasiunmsiessigrssueuyadasy wudn ludnndideRuwdadiond

Aa A w <

FruoyyadassganiniifiBorumdadiinte wazen (Sompong et al, 2011; Yang et al, 2019)
Fnvaugnisindmanueulnlesiuuinadefundavesgnuanda 1 uay 2 dnnsuanseenuuudlsiauysal
(incomplete dominance) (Wstiuv wagAmy 2557; Rysbekova et al., 2017) miﬂizmﬂﬁwaﬁLgaﬁmmﬁmiugﬂmau%ﬁ 2
wut fmsnszeivesdiBorfundaludngndiu 9 fae: 3 Fthena: 4 v wanvignaluaudae 2 Bu (inta uasey,
2560) denndosiuNuAdeves Rahman et al. (2013) wuin Bufteuaunisifndduinaidevumdn Tn1snszateivesd
Woruwdaludnadau 9 de: 3 Adana: 4§17 wenand fneeuiinisnssaeivesusnauoulnlsedudy
meiaLﬁaﬁadaﬂmﬁﬂizmEJﬁﬂﬂluﬁﬂmwaaﬁuﬁjwaﬁﬁmﬁw (#inTa wavaue, 2560) danAandnuuIdeas NS Lay
ARg (2557) wuin nManszarefvesUiinaueullesdudutuuseiies dalngfidnios uazaeulumaiugunusii 1
wazdnuazkoulvleeulinsaeneaiugnIsuUSINMAIUANMBEUTIIUINNG
nsdanszsineulylvenduluiniiideiuwasddiinnnnsinusuiuresdumuauiifusiavemsuanin
Fuurlewmas 2 nau nquuanidu basic helix-loop-helix (bHLH) wi3e MYC léur Bu Os87 uar OsB2 dsogjuulasiulond 4
(Sakamoto et al., 2001; Sakulsingharoj et al., 2016) Imawudﬁumuqma"ﬂ Ao 8U OsB2(kalad) (Maeda et al., 2014;
Oikawa et al,, 2015) warBu OsB1 (PH) (Rahman et al,, 2013) Bnnguwiil Ao R2R3-Myb 130 MYB léiur Bu OsmyB3 feot)
vulasluleuil 3 (Maeda et al,, 2014) uaﬂmﬂﬁﬁﬁuimﬂa%'wﬁﬁwﬁzyﬁuﬂusﬁ’aa%wLau"l,suﬁ dihydroflavonol 4-reductase
(DFR) fio Bu OsDFR faaguulaslalanil 1 (Nakai et al, 1998) IngBumuauagnssuiulasaidlidnisuansoonluidng
?Tﬂmi']zﬁuauiwlﬁumﬁuﬁﬂﬁ%’nﬁL?faﬁ:mLuﬁm?‘wﬁ’] (@adm uazAue, 2562; Furukawa et al., 2007; Sakulsingharoj et al.,
2014; Mbanjo et al,, 2020; Xia et al,, 2021) MsAnwINMsAndEnMemdntnINMILoulnlee iy wuiAnen
svhaudmiuvesdusuiu 2 Bu fe Burmuey Pb (0sB1) waBulaswaine Ap (OsDFR ansiidadatdu £b ahatios 1
daaa Lﬂuﬂﬁaﬁﬁmﬁm%’uﬂmﬁmﬁu%nmt,?faﬁ:uLmﬁwﬁ’n (oUIAUNY) wALAE, 2564; Rahman et al., 2013; Rahman et
al, 2016; Lee et al,, 2018) :MNNIANYIY0I Maeda et al. (2014) wuin WWerfumidndamenainannisinusiuiuves
fusuu 3 Ju Uszneushe Bumuau Ao Ju OsB2 (kalad) fu OsMYB3 (kalad) wazBulassains Ae OsDFR (Rd)iledlu

v 1Y At

Indveais 3 Budunuy homozygous wiilaud1id (dominant allele) agvilideriuiudadadids undndlulndvesdu

OsDFR 58 OsMYB3\Juuu homozygous willoud1iu17 (recessive allele) Wavuuantiaziiduiniageuiady
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LATDINUNYALD UL UUTWWIZADYY LU LATDINUILALBULDYUA cleaved amplified polymorphic sequence (CAPS) Wi

wannsnateiuguesanuualuu 0s81 lnedinnisiiudiuau 2 giva (GT) Tudnndideiuudaduaaazys usdlinuly

Ao A v 2

Fnfioruuands (Sakulsingharoj et al,, 2016) Fshunldiduasemueiioueslunisuenanuuanaisesdidoiuan

q

1 wazdndend il eviudndsin (eusdung wazaniy, 2562; UsdUIy wazAn, 2564; Rahman et al,, 2013; Lee et
al, 2018) dwBu OsDFR AN TunuTiiua (base-pair substitution) Aeuania C 1u‘ﬁwaﬁﬁL?jaﬁ:uLmﬁmﬁﬁ1Li‘]u A Tugm
Afdosiumdndvnuarldiamneiomnefiduesin CAPS usnuinnisldia3omuny CAPS Asmzsiadu OsDAR sl
AUNTUENT1IV VA USEENINTELS (Lim and Ha, 2013)

in3eanedidueviia SR 1fuiomneuiinvusiuiu (co-dominance) aansanendlulniuuy homozygous
uay heterozygous ¢ Snvislinaaeumuuandssenitiusinitidotuudaduuesdly warlidndonluyssns
a7 2 (F) szwineauaniiidoruudnduouazsd 99nn1sAnuives Maeda et al. (2014) I8lHia3omanefiduiein SSR
fun RM2441, RM8129 uag RM15191 A 8nRnrulu kalad (OsB2) kalal (OsDFR) uay kala3 (OsMYB3)mug1fy i

Werdestunisifiedamusnadeiuwiadnddu asvaeuingnraunduiiinainnsnauserined b eiuuindun

warald warnuidignuaunduifiiBeriuuandmfignslunisiueyyadassaanindniideriuwandvn newasomane

Adue RM2441 (0s82) Wunsamneddglunsdnidendndibeiuuiedduaslignddueyyadaszas aenndaafiv

e 1Y

NsANEIUD9 Kumar et al. (2020) 1@l4ia3asmnemsuesin SSR 1éun RM17305, RM11541 wag RM15139 figadntudu

< v

kalad (OsB2), kalal (OsDFR) udg kala3 (OsMYB3) anuafiu AsI3aUALUANANTENINt1IEEeiuandund uagd

A = v <

fudlefilaiuudndivesUszimaduieols waznuiarsueulnlesduiszavuanaisiuludfiiidouudnden

q

v
v a

wennildalisenunisldesemunefidwesiia SSR lunsnsivaeudseyng F, senindnfiilonuudnduuage
WU 3esinefue RM252 uilasluleuil 4 awnsaldfadendngnranlulszeins F, uaz F, Ie warnuieiesng

Adue RM252 Sanuduiusivdieduudn wazUunaueulnleeniuianue (Kristamtini et al.,, 2018; Kristamtini et al,,

Sa A

2020) wonanilfisenuin wesesinefdue RM251 vulastuleudl 3 anunsasendnfideruudadasenaindifiie

Vuwdnduninasuadle (Sari et al, 2021) iwSewnefidwerda SSR uenanamsaltuenAUuANARsErI TIATiE 0T

a A v I3

wandvnuazaudn Seninsaduundnidilovuudadsesssmeanisendu 4 nguls (Bounphanousay et al., 2008)

Snvuasemmunedweuiia SSR awnsaduuniudiniifiieduudedsvedveosnaniuld wazludnifiudemniug
oA Y @& o & v IS a i o ' o s o

WU mmwaammLﬂuwuql,mmaiuwuﬁqqa LAZHUANNLANANNNNUTNTINTENINNUINUALAU (Pusadee et al., 2019)
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nsUsuUgaiuginvesinelaednmsnauduiugdunisiniuddnidnvausivesiusdasiuguinauiu ieazls

q

sanwauedllududediu (35Ing, 2563) Tandgvisiueuyadasege Ao Pramieinudlosiuinesvesdswinelass &

L

< a o t%

foruuinds tinannisduasgiarsueulnlyeniu Wuurasvedlian Iandud wiualsfiu uargiiugs Sedadudm

—

q

N = =

fudesnifinaamelaruinisgs Gail uasda, 2553) druwdriugunusid 1 Lieiuwdaduny iWudradiugiiinouns

q

USudsoiuglinaudnuugian1anisinuns annmd1ign yu dndureuseu wandnas luilwiediauas dnumumienselan

'3

diena wdenselannaan tsalngd uwazlsaveuluwis (nsun13913, 2563) Msthdnaiugiunustdl 1 Anunisuiuugeiug

Tdnuaenfuiiunuanalasunsligau lnenisldfugnevseruglimiiviinaueulnleeiu uazgnsmueouyadase

saaa '

g9 avteliladaiugindauamidasuinisas maiessmnefiduendislunisdndenazdigliinnnuuiug way

3 q

FegusrazaunsusuUsiuglinagnngwu tnglidesselitnfowan

a v

NATINEIARNELAS DIMU1ALE ULETTA SSR NEARANUEY OsBI&B2 OsDFRwas OsMYB3 $IUIIA N1

£% a 4 <

AuduiussznIesomuefdulevlin SSR Audnuusgnisiueuyadasy Ysuaweulnlyeniu wasdilovuuda Tu

q

Use st 2 vesgrauseniiuguyustil 1 dumdes



KHON KAEN AGRICUL TURE JOURNAL 50 (4): 1112-1130 (2022)./d0i:10.14456/kaj.2022xx 1115

A5MsAnE

sy ol
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wuginnldlunmsdnideniasemnefiduengafnfuduniaula wseenily dnnfidevuuinduny S1uau 3 fWug

]

v a 1Y

Usgnausie Sulauuniiad (Nip) idugamiugy, Unusid 1 (PTTL) waznv-walld 2 (RD-MAEJO 2) iludhiiugainiums

USuusaiugliinnuninnsnediud waslidnwaemanisinunsia lsuanuemasizianuiinendewld Jswiadedn

]

b4 < 2

wardnifiderumands Sruu 3 Wug Uszneudae flug) (KY), Mides (KNO) uazuzddn (MLDUM) Wudriiugiuiied

q

a

fgvddnueyyadaseas lasumnueynseiandniuledunuisuiiau d1inaulfsunnu sunenesu Jawminalass

nquuszansfililunisfinnanuduiusseninuasemneidweniugrasiueyyadase Tauwn Wudud Ao Wug

B N <

Unusil 1 fflideruwindend dwiudne fe Wugites Nlleruwdadsn Ugnuaskdngnnaudaii 1 (F, hybrid) luggun

q q

U e, 2561 Ugngnuaudsil 1 (F; hybrid) uaziviwdn Tugauiuss wa. 2562 uwavadeuszvnsdaf 2 (F,) Mamua 31wy
300 s Tugauid w.a. 2562 Tnevitnsuan 1 nseans sie 1 du Widemileudumuyissseznisiasayiivlavestng wazdgnly

annnasifgnululsaseunmIng1duwily Janindedlvl

mMamuazdndenialowmiuneiduesiin SSR fnRnfuBy OsB1&B2, OsDFR uaz OsMYB3

AU BT Y OsBI %38 Ra (EU095986.1) (Wang and Shu, 2007), 81U OsB2 (MK636610.1) (Zheng et al., 2019),
g1 OsDFR(AB003495.1) (Nakai et al,, 1998) wavdu OMYB3 (DB8619.1) (Suzuki et al, 1997) AMNFI1UT oL@ GenBank
(https:/Amwwncbi.ntmnih.gov) Tud s fivouunsiad deguuleslalend 4, 4, 1 way 3 mugiiu ndusmilvaanss
supplementary table 18 ’«Mﬂﬁm‘ﬂ'agaﬁuqmiwﬂﬁ? Gramene (http://www.gramene.org/markers/microsat) waININFALALA

guiaula wuln duviswestu OsBI way OsB2 eginiu (linked genes) Farmuan slsudydnualueia 2 8u As OsB1&B2

nduAndennIewefoweyda SSR vunuisdutazeglnanusmundsBusnniian duaz 10 139aAUE 91NANTI

Y

saa a s

supplementary table 18 Ingidonlusiuasidauinnandnidons Uszuiad 100 §9 300 bp L eldns19d0UAIIULANATS

sgindifideuudndvrumiaiudul frnfideiuuandnsinvisiugie uazanuau F,

q

afnRBwenlusauvesdm 9ngUszana 2 §Uni Uszneusie Wuddniildlunsasisssnnsitof nuauduiug

q

SIS omINeROweiugVSAueuadasy Ao Wuguwiunusdl 1 Wugvenwies uavgnuau F, wagiugdnimhundne

]

i un Smiififorundaden fo Gudouundiad uas nu-wlld 2 dnifideruudeds fo flva) uazuzam ndu
ihilufinfiduenndieneisomeiafidens laoldlwsiwesidafnfuiu OsB1&82, OsDFRWay OsMyB3 fidaidenldann
supplementary table 18 UfAi3e1Usznauaae 1x MyTag™ HS Red Mix (BIOLINE, USA) Flufindtdutauszanas 50 uluniu
aududuvadses 05 llasTuans Wimsgaine wiiu 20 lulasing duneuvesujisenfidensGusuiigamad 95 o
waldua 3w UiATewiavun 35 seu fareluil denaturation 95 ssrialfua 1 Wil annealing 55 asrwaied 1 unil
extension 72 ssnwailiea 1wl uax final extension 72 sswnwaliss 5 U7 wazmsEoUN WAL AsNsERaB A nvsWesTe AL
Waduiaa 4% luansavany 0.5x TBE buffer (Tris-borate-EDTA) meldnszualviin 120 Taast e 1 9lus snidudadentns
Luas‘ﬁiﬁgmwmmuﬁLSuLasmfﬁ"u (polymorphic band pattern) IagwuuauAtduie 1 wau (single band) AFuwIeA UG WAl
Unsnil 1 uazifugvienties FsumemauiidueansnsadiunasuanassEeTUSIsl waeiuswe drugnuan F, Tuaud

Wuenidvwawiouiudul 1 uau uasiugwe 1 uau

NM5ASAFUIATRIMNEADULEYTA SSR NBRRANUEY OsBI&B2, OsDFR waz OsMYB3 Tuuszvns F,

v ad ' v o '3 v v & = v &1 o w
ﬁﬂC”I@LBUL@'{l']ﬂIU@@u"UGQGUTJ mqﬂixmiu 2 dUmnt Usznaunie ‘WUQLLNUV]}IﬁWU 1 NUTNONTUBDY LazUseunng F,

a o a

F1uu 300 fu ML ldnfBueuNwEisametafizens neldlnswesndnfniuu OsB1&B2 OsDFR way OsMYB3
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UfATeUsENOUMIE 1x MyTag™ HS Red Mix (BIOLINE, USA) ludinftduteuszanas 50 uilundu anududuvedinsiues
0.5 lalasluans Ysannsaarine winiu 15 lalasdns dwsuduneuresjiseniitensvensdommnefiduefitnfatudu Fusui
ganfl 95 ssnuaLdiva 3 unfl UfRTeviavin 35 30U duteluil denaturation 95 asemimaBEa 30 Tunil annealing 58 u3e 60
(Table 2) sarn@alToa 30 U7l extension 72 ssreadea 30 3Nl wa final extension 72 perwaLded 5 unft a1ntu
nsIvERUNANARTIToIMBmAlineznlsalRadianinswesda Tomnududuaa 4% luansazane 0.5x TBE buffer (Tris-borate-

EDTA) meldnseualuiin 120 Taadt Wunan 1 47l

mﬁLﬂi’lsﬁqw'ﬁgéhua%aﬁaiﬂwixmni F, #7875 DPPH

AnwAnuEInsnuMIiNUeyLadasEANATOULAdEsY DPPH' (2,2 diphenyl-1-picryhydrazyl) Ingansazany DPPH' i3
shaty Wevhuisenfuansifigrsueyyadassviemsatnanudadn Fvesansarmesiaduaraas viesdswdud
wides mndegelinnuannsalunisiusendiedildgs lnensuiisuduasiuouyadassilfiunasgu Ao Tolox
(6-hydroxy-2,5,7,8-tetramethylchroman-2-carboxylic acid) fnuUasinain Shao et al. (2014)

wigasazany DPPH aadudy 100 lulaslua/ans Tdadlunquuaslulasinan 96 484 (96 well plate) Lians
anAsgnu Trolox U3anas 0-0.0099 lailaslaa Usfluifln u 30wl Tngldiaumiueaniududu 100% waufuarsazany DPPH'
Wudaniuau fﬂ?ﬁﬂﬁ@‘ﬂﬂﬁuumﬁwm%ad Spectrophotometer-plat reader §u SPECTRO star Nano (BMGLabTech,
Germany) fimnugnindu 516 wiluses Aldnnmsdndenauemeduiiliamspanduuasgeiian fungiiueyyadasy
9NENsHMSFIL Trolox Fsamms %DPPH inhibition = (A - Aurpie) / Ao 1 100 18 Ay AD ANNSRANALLAXBSENS
113§ Trolox Ferudatumg 9, Ay 79 AIMIRANAUILANYBENTAZATY DPPH' e uea YA %DPPH inhibition 7ilé
NNATUINTFIU Trolox Patadusing o adnsvnnsgiu Tasfiunu Y Ae %DPPH inhibition wn X Ao USanaues Trolox
(lslmslua)

wisuansatnnudndn daudndnindes S1uau 100 fedntu ldlunasaiifidain ualiaziBondaieiosun iy
wyuean Nty 80% wedheiedoavgn 150 seu/und lufiiin 1Wunan 30 unit Jusdesi 12,000 seuseundl Wunm
10 wil gadulaasainuiuins 800 lulasing 1139313 4 Wi MsmueaAMuNY 80% lddiegsansain Usuing 20
lulnsdns aslunqulaleasivan 96 Yoq Wuansazans DPPH Usuas 180 lailasdms Usiluiida unu 30 il Sadrnsganduuasi
ANETIAAY 516 WIILAS ﬁwu’amqmﬁgﬁma%aﬁaiz AgeNNS %DPPH inhibition = (Aol - Agmple) / Acontior 1 X 100 dle Acrmpie
Ao @hma@mﬂﬁumwaaaﬁaﬁmﬁ WonwaNiuanTazane DPPH, Ay AIB AIMIRANGULEARYRIEN TR DPPH' g uivuea
wnuieesesansat A1 %DPPH inhibition wesansaaiduailfungaiuainisiieansweansade (dilution factor)
ud 2t lULTuAY Y 289n051W1A5§1U09aA7S Trolox i lAmaudy 91n usenunaluguves TEAC (Trolox equivalent

antioxidant capacity) wiedulalaslua/nsuimiinuaawis vinnsnease 3 91

mMsasziviunaueulnlyeniululszuns F, #2835 pH differential
AnTenvsuaweulnleg1iuvisnun (Total anthocyanin content) lngds pH differential AnwUaIIn BUIALY)
a Y] < v ° o 8 ) & v v ° A a o [ A & a 2
wazAMY (2564) LWSBNAITANAINLAATTY YINSTUImEANaAT1INdBe 911U 100 Hadnsu ldlunasafidladn ualn
avidualagldinIoaun Luan 1.30 w9l wafuwuyueanududu 80% wauiu 1% nsalalasaassn USuns 1,500
lulAsans wememsaaven 150 sou/u? tuida Wunad 30 wid Juwdesi 12,000 seusewnit Wunan 10 1it 9t
arsanauaulnloerdunlaliideansdsiiaiududuresas se pH buffer (oH 1.0 way pH 4.5) 10w 1 se 4 yunila 9
gaunndves tuian 20 unil watluTaaIn19gANE uLaITi AINE1IAG U 520 WAz 700 UNlULUAT A28LAS B3

Spectrophotometer-plate reader S;u SPECTRO star Nano (BMGLabTech, Germany) uagauiaiusunaoulnlaeiulu
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wiefiadnsuse 100 nuveniminiudauis @adnti/100 numdaui 91Ngn3 Aiw Anthocyanin pigment (cyanidin-3-
O-glucoside (C3G) equivalents, mg/L) = (A x MW x DF x 10%) / € x 1 1A A = ( Ao — Aroonr) PH 1.0 = (g —
Azonm) PH 4.5, MW (molecular weight) = 449.2 ¢/mol, DF = (dilution factor = 1) waz € = 26,900 molar extinction 11

ANSNAEDY 3 91

MFIATIANEDR

FiareianuduiussenBtlulng Ae WS ammneRBwevtia SSRNEARATUEU OBILR2 OsDFR WAy OsMYB3 AUl

£y

flo guicimueuyadase vewsyng F, maelusunsy Minitab 18 lnevageudndndlulndieatiineaeuds Chi-square test,
vaaeuALdsfilulnduesuszins F, nauAngadiouiisuiuiugreniosseaiinaaeuds ttest, vaaeunsuanuassni
yosillulnif175984 Kolmogorov-Smimov, naasumsuAndwwesded sillulndnsdlidlulnduinnd 2 nqu se3s
ANOVA, nagauaudunusnie Pearson correlation coefficient (1) karitasigianudunus seningd lulndnuilulndees
Userng F, An15itas1esiannes (regression analysis) 1agid simple regression LLa¢ multiple regression Lﬁamﬁuﬂizawé
NN50A088 (regression coefficient) wavduUszavsnssnaula (coefficient of determination; R?)

Jirszianuduiusseninedlulnd Ao 1n3osnef i weviln SSR ABaRnfUiu OsBI&BZ OsDFR way OsMYB3
gy Auitlulnd fo Aleviuwidn vessenns F, Insveasuanuduiusseninsdlulnduasilulndfoafiinnaouis
Chi-square test for association WarUszunaA15EA UANE L US 5211193 Iulnduazllulndaqe Cramer’s V correlation
coefficient uonInt AT siANduRUS sEiagndfuoyyadasy wartSinamoulnlseiy Suunnudlulndlaeld
UNUNINNNINTERY (Scatterplot) Way Spearman’s correlation coefficient (r)

uualdlulnduuu homozysous Tuansuaufdwemieuiugusl Tddaydnval fe PP Tiazuwwdu 0 Flulnd

)

v '

WUU heterozygous Miuansuaumdule 2 wau mdeuduiugweuasiugul Tidydnval Ao KP Irasuuwiu 1 wazdmunli

a

[

Flulnduuy homozygous Muansnaufioueinieuiuine lidgydnveal fe KK Wiazwuwdu 2 duillulndvesdidoriuwdn

v

° A v & a o &, A v % % A o =
ﬂ’muﬂmaaﬁqmuama%n SLM?’W%LL‘UUL‘UU 0 LLazLEJamJLaJamammamam IMﬂ%LLUUL‘Uu 1

Nan1sANEILazITal
nMsmuazAnLEenAseviNneABueYin SSR ABaRaRUBY OsBI&B2, OsDFR way OsMYB3

1NF1UYBYA GenBank Wui1 8u OsB]&BZaq'ququIeuuﬁ 4 funde 27,916,190 14 27,956,890, OsDFR 8¢ Ul
Taslailwad 1 duma 25,381,935 fia 25,385,548 way OsMyB3 agjuulaslalandl 3 sumia 16,879,444 fia 16,880,495 91N
duAugudeya Gramene I8 AS0snuNe i BaRnRUEU OsBI&B2, OsDFR WAy OsMYB3 $1uau 22, 24 uay 22 LASeenang
iy Tnewrdosvanewaiifisumisuuidusasdssesaginsantulndfigaivlnaiian wiiu 31 fa 1,643 kb, 17 f
3,482 kb wag 25 14 2,800 kb anua1au Inemrunsyervinsanduldiiu 3,500 kb

P

HaN1IREeULA3 DsNeAdweviln SSR dafaulu OsBI&B2 OsDFRWay OsMYB3 deweilafidensudnnug

A

Tveuuiad (enuau) Tl evuwdndvn i Wuguivnus i 1 (PTT 1) uaznu-uadld 2 RO-MAEJO 2) $miifideriu
widndisn e siugvierintion (KNO) Ay (KY) uag uxd (VMLDUM) dleliesevisneaznilsamadidninsmeida wuinsesng
Adueigafnduiiu OsBI1862 OSDFR waw Os/l//YBj’1'7iLLEJﬂmmLmﬂ@imwdwﬁnﬁﬁL?jaﬁmmﬁmﬁﬂm M (polymorphic markers)
wargnWay F; 91Wu 5, 6 Uag 7 \PapavINg AIEU (Table 1) MniufAdonesesanefiswovin SSR veusaziy Tnadond
VnAmeHAERvRsTiTe s uaRLAUASUe 1 uay uaslivnauauRBweuAnNsusEIITUSLI U LS e wazqneay F, uang

wouA e euiuginasiugveladaauian wasdimuwmiseglndduiian (selected SSR marker) Al w3y RM17321,
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v

RM11383 waz RM15209 fifafnfuiiu OsB1&82 OsDFR waz OsMYB3 anudsiu i athlldmsaaeuluuszanng F, (Figure 1,
Table 1 wag 2)

Table 1 Selection of SSR markers linked to OsB1&B2, OsDFR and OsMYB3 genes showing polymorphisms among white
pericarp rice, black pericarp rice and F,; hybrid

Number of polymorphic Selected SSR
Gene Chromosome Polymorphic markers
markers marker

RM17314, RM17317, RM17321, RM17322
OsB1&52 4 5 RM17321
and RM2441

RM8129, RM11383, RM11392, RM11396
OsDFR 1 5 RM11383
and RM7419

RM15139, RM15191, RM15196, RM15200,
OsMYB3 3 7 RM15209
RM15209, RM15217 and RM15223

O‘\« O’v O’\/
»@‘9 o & \\&é‘) oos} \§> oo§
LLEF & &V LEF 2 &P, y LLEF S F Y

M £ & N
300 bp— 200 bp—> 300 bp
) —PTT 1 Nip 238 by
Nip 228 bp—| " P P «—PTT 1
200 bp— KNO Nip 124 EP EE;‘ 200 bp < KNO
100 bp

(a) (b) (c)

Figure 1 Profiles of SSR markers linked to (a) OsBI&0OsB2 (RM17321), (b) OsDFR (RM11383), and () OsMYB3 (RM15209) genes
which were tested in white rice, black rice and F; hybrid on 4% agarose gel. White rice were Nipponbare (Nip) as
control, Pathum Thani 1 (PTT1) and RD-MAEJO 2. Black rice were Kham Yai (KY), Kham Noi (KNO) and Mali Dam
(MLDUM). F, was hybrid rice. M was 100 bp DNA Ladder Plus.

Table 2 SSR markers linked to OsB1&B2, OsDFR and OsMYB3 genes for detection in F, progenies.

Forward primer Reverse primer PTT1/KNO
SSR Annealing Distance
Gene sequence sequence PCR Product
Marker temp (°C) from gene (kb)
(5'-13" (5'-13" size (bp)
AAAGACAACCGTGAG  CGATGATGTACATG
OsB1&B2  RM17321 60 238/228 218
GCTAGTGG GGCACTCC
CTCTCCTTCACTTCTC  AGCAATGGCGATGG
OsDFR RM11383 58 130/114 103
CCTGATCC AAGTAACG
ACGAGAAGAACAACA  TTCTTGATCATCTC
OsMYB3 ~ RM15209 58 230/220 25
CGGTGACG CGGCTTTCC

primer sequences derived from supplementary table 18
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nsAnwnauvtndTnslaes smnefdweviin SSR NEARANUEY OsB1, OsB2, OsMYB3 waz OsDFR uulastulauf
4,4, 3 uag 1 MUEIRU A3 pmNeoue RM2441 NBaRniudu Kalad (0582 \DumiewmunedinylunisAndendusiim
WoruwdadiludngnuaundurestngUu (Maeda et al, 2014) lunuideiinuinaiomuefidue RM2441 aunsald
o A a A v & v v Y 1 oA o | ' a g A = . Y Ao oA v & o
Andendiloruwdndnivesinlnglawuieddu uinuiuauiduiilalddu single band TudiifiBeiuwdndaazyn
wazdlvunauauAdwesEInugul Wudwe uavgnuaw F, Indifesiulianusauenssnandulddaau virliennsenisunluly
Tunsasieaeulszanns F, memeldalmadanldiniomunefioue RM17321 Aflssazrieaindu 218 kb (Table 2) Tun1s

ihlunsiaaeulseanns F, aeld ludiuveaunseasmiungdidue RM8129 fdafniuliu Kalal (OsDFR) fdruiendedunis

v I~ = v <

Anvdanid orundndivestinigyu lnedssesriieaindiunisduiany 314 kb (Maeda et al., 2014) 9113388 WU
wIssnefldue RM8129 awnsalddndandidovumdnvesinilneldidufietu uonainasemunefidue RM8129
NATelFmuesomefidwe RM11383 annsalddnidendilouwdadnvesdnlngld wasnudwauiduteilamdu

£% <

single band lutnfifideruudndfuaran wesdvunauauiiduessinsiuguinnsniugredaiau wasgnua F, wu
LauRidue 2 uauiwilouduiiugenaziususl TnefiszogvisandumisBuiiiosud 103 kb (Table 2) Fsaglndfusumis
Buannnin dewniadldidenldiedommnefidue RM11383 lunmilunsaaeutszsns F, soly uenanidfisenui
\PRomNERIS e RM15191 figaAnfudy kala3 (OsMYB3) fduRstedunisdnidendeuudadsuesinglu lned
sspvviamnumiedy wihfu 323 kb (Maeda et al, 2014) wazinsemunefidue RM15139 fidainfudu Kala3 (OsMYB3)
annsaldanaaeuamuianinsszrisdniifideuudeden weedniudesifidevusdadmvesssmaduield ned
syvzvinsansuvLaiu iy 1,147 kb (Kumar et al, 2020) Tuaudded wuin HaedosmunsfiSuie RM15191 way
RM15139 anunsnlinsiaaeuamuuanisssrinsdniifiortuadadowasdididudoniu uwlumideld nuedomaned
Wule RM15209 flanansonasiaaouanuuanssszitetmifideruudadvnuagls uasnuifiszesvitsandumdy

Wigs 25 kb (Table 2) Faaglnafumumisduannnidsldinsamueilunsnsaaeulszyng F, veold

nsRsIEIUAIoNNERE WYl SSR AiBaRnAUBY OsB1&B2 OsDFR was OsMYB3 Tuuszyns F,

1ie3 peefiSue RM17321, RM11383 waw RM15209 7S afafuiiu OsB1862 OsDFR waw OsMYB3 aud1du 7i
Fadenld (Table 2) sasiaaeuluuszeing F, $1uau 300 fu wusauiidueviamuasiuau 3 wuu T4 wu KK (wauiidue
wileuuguie), KP (Loufiduemiouiuswonariudul) uay PP (Loufdueimiiouiugual) (Figure 2) Tnsirdosanefiduie
RM17321 wudlulyd wuu KK $1uau 73 #, KP $1uau 157 s way PP §1uu 70 U 13 ewmneiisue RM11383 wuilulnd
WUU KK $113 76 fu, KP $00u 158 §u wae PP 117 66 fiu uasied esvilnefidue RM15209 wudlulvd wuu KK $mau 66

A, KP 313U 152 AU Ly PP 37w 82 A (Table 3)
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(b)
10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22

Figure 2 Profiles of SSR markers linked to (a) OsB1&B2 (RM17321), (b) OsDFR(RM11383) and (c) OsMYB3 (RM15209) genes
which were tested in F, progenies on 4% agarose gel. P1 was Pathum Thani 1. P2 was Kham Noi. Lane 1-22 were

F, n0.67-88. M was 100 bp DNA Ladder Plus.

nmnaseulaguafuauadaanefiduevia SSR Tulszuns F,
thieyadlulnditliannnisnyaseusdsmnefiduevin SR luuszrns F, S 300 fu smeaeulaaumy e
viagouMsEnevenTeiemNeR S wemunaveLuina IneflanAgiu fe Shsrdnlulndues KK: KP: PP winiu 1: 2: 1 wui
PR aWNERLE e RM17321, RM11383 way RM15209 7iEaRafusy OsBI&B2 OsDFR way OsMYB3 fimsaneneadulunung
Ypaaina Tnefian x 2wy 0.713, 1.520 W@z 1.760 (p>0.05) muawu (Table 3) iy indeammnesuelunuisuianinsn

Tflunsusulgaiuginlagldiasemueiiouetislunsdndents

Table 3 Chi-square test of inheritance of SSR markers linked to OsBI&B2, OsDFRand OsMYB3 genes in the F, progenies

at a significant level 0.05

F, segregation
Gene SSR marker Number Total X 2 1:2:1) p-value
KK KP PP

Observed 73 157 70 300

OsB18&B2 RM17321 0.713 0.700
Expected 75 150 75 300
Observed 76 158 66 300

OsDFR RM11383 1.520 0.468
Expected 75 150 75 300
Observed 66 152 82 300

OsMYB3 RM15209 1.760 0.415
Expected 75 150 75 300

The p-value for the X 2 as p > 0.05 (accepted our hypothesis and followed a Mendelian ratio of 1: 2: 1).
KK = homozygous for Kham Noi, KP = heterozygous for Kham Noi and Pathum Thani 1, PP = homozygous for Pathum Thani 1
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a

a 4 £y
nsaRseignaitueyyadastluuszyng F,
NTIATITRGYIBAUEYLABAsEAIE3S DPPH wuln fregiuudadaiuguaiunusid 1, Wugwenies uasiudnves

1%

AU F, fiAwindu 1.6, 10.1 uay 4.8 lulaslua/nSuiiminuaaiis muaiau nansinsisiiuanuealsennsg F, 31 300

79819 WU danadevesagrsdiueyyadase wiriu 3.4 lulaslua/nSudminudauis Aeiign (Gudl 199) uazag

fgn ((uil 2) wirdu 0.7 waz 9.7 lulaslua/nuhminudawis auddu (Figure 3a) nqusiuiiignddiiueuyadaseas fe

v o

dudl 2 (9.7) uay 13 (9.5) fduadsvesnvisiusyyadase wihitu 9.6 lulaslua/nfuiudniudaui Selaiumndstuiugie
ftfes Tty 10.1 luleslua/nduthminugausia (p>0.05)

mMslAsgigrsiueyyadasslulszeng F, wuih imsnssaneivesvisiueyyadassdunuuliiung Tnensml
s tlunem (p>0.05) enaiflesangvsiueyyadassludnuvusdufinugnaunuieiuaieg Ssaonadosiy
nsAnwINMISNIEAemvesUsIaeulnlsedululseing F, 909977 (WSHUN wavag, 2557; Nid Lazamy, 2560) Lag
wuindudl 2 fqvddueyyedaszgeiiqn sesasn e fuil 13 ;nmanmeaeuilulnduesiud 2 uay 13 wudlulnives
\nTomnefdule RM17321 fidafndudu Ose1862 wileuruiuswerinties (Homozygous dominant) wagiideriusdnd
i1 denndestuILidens Sutharat and Sudarat (2012) Sinsresigisiuoyyadassluinlneifiderusdedsuaram
#1638 TEAC waw FRAP wutludnaiusimiloaingenittdnduasd1inniedieddeddy (p<0.05) uonandinisfne
aisdueyyadastluinfififeruudndun 1 uazi lunaneUszinadiedBing < 1wy DPPH, ORAC u3e ABTS wuinding
ﬁﬁL?Jaﬁ:uL;Jé“ﬂﬁﬁwﬁqwés’fmawa’SaisqﬂﬂdﬁnﬁﬁL?JaﬁuLuﬁﬂﬁma LA ANEIAU (Shao et al,, 2014; Zhang et al.,
2015; Pang et al,, 2018; Shao et al., 2018; Yuliana and Akhbar, 2020)

TusmiAdeinuindudl 2 way 13 Squidueyyadasylndissiuiugriediiosun udumaueulnlesiuden
uanFrsanugriantes Tnesuil 2 uaz 13 dAwindu 33.38 way 23.31 fadn31/100 nduwwanuis uugediawiniy
51.52 fiadn3u/100 n3UmAAWAT (BUSAU UazAniz, 2564) LaneI LLauT,Vlleumﬁumﬂhﬂﬂimi‘uﬁmLﬁﬂdhﬂ’ﬁ@@ﬂg%éﬁW
oyuadasy enafiassiaduiiiunumddyuagyiuihiisaiilunisesnavsdueyyadaslumdnin wu Wikeulnleend
fiu wazgitu 1usu (gn1nsal wazansy, 2559) aedlsfnunisAnyiues Chen et al. (2012) Ainszsigvisiuoysadaszes
#1687 ORAC wuindniiid eviudaiirnganindmifideviusdediTen wasvm smuddu uaznuin ssweulvlzenduiivh
TiAnqudlunsiuoyuadaseilifies 0.5% fa 2.5% Feansdueulnlesiuidufsndniioonuannsalunsiuoyya

v

Basvveaiuginfifileriuwadnds dulu anuaiunsalunissiueyyadassisldunainarsussneuiiuedndu o saudae
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. Lo PTT1 = 0.215912 _
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g - g 010
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g @ F,2,13 = 0.988859,0.976453
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T
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Figure 3 Histogram showing the distribution of antioxidant activity analyzed by DPPH assay in F, progenies. Pathum
Thani 1 (PTT1) = female parent, Kham Noi (KNO) = male parent, F, = F, hybrid and F, progenies no. 2, 13
and 199 = F,-2, F,-13 and F,-199. (a) Distribution of antioxidant activity. (b) Distribution of log,s,antioxidant
activity.

a ¢ ¥ v ¢ ' o o a o Sy a Yy aa
N19ALATITNAIUAUNWUT TENINUATDINUYALDULDYUA SSR n‘uqmsmuaqyjaaasz Tudszaans F, A98195 simple
regression

Weoswntayagnidueuyadaselilainisuanuasusnd (Figure 3a) detiuiudasdoyasivasni3iiugiu 10

v

(log;eantioxidant activity) Wu31 ToyagysiueLyadaseiinITLINLIUINRA (p>0.05) (Figure 3b) NMTIATIERALFUNUS

1%

styhaesesneAlBueriuAaeNe B UeYYaBaseYIE ANOVA WU IASaanefilute RM17321 uay RM15209
fidnRnfudu OsBI&B2 way OsMYB3 mnudIRy ﬁmmé’uv"v’uﬁ‘siamaaﬂﬂuaqqméﬁma%a@ms TneAadurasnuegrssim
auyadasvvesardlulndiamnuuandeiuegefidedAty (p<0.05) Tudmveaaiomefidue RM11383 figaRnduiu
OsDFR WU AidsraonyesqvisiuoyyadaszresusaAlulndlifamuaneiu (p>0.05) uansin iedomnefidue

RM11383 lsiflanuduiussenvsdueyyadase (Table 4)
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Table 4 ANOVA analysis of relationship between RM17321, RM15209 and RM11383 markers linked to OsBI1&B2,
OsMYB3, and OsDFR genes, respectively and phenotype of log;santioxidant activity in F, progenies

Phenotype
Number of F,
SSR marker/Gene Genotype log,pantioxidant activity
progenies
Mean SD p-value
KK 73 0.655° 0.147
RM17321/OsB1&B2 KP 157 0.513° 0.156 0.000"
PP 70 0.188° 0.131
KK 66 0.539° 0.257
RM15209/OsMYB3 KP 152 0.473*° 0.216 0.003"
PP 82 0.413° 0.190
KK 76 0.484° 0.226
RM11383/OsDFR KP 158 0.483° 0.231 0.203"
PP 66 0.428° 0.197

“Significant, ™non- significant, SD = standard deviation of phenotype, KK = homozygous for Kham Noi, KP = heterozygous for Kham Noi and
Pathum Thani 1, PP = homozygous for Pathum Thani 1. Means with the same letter are not significantly different from each other (P>0.05 ANOVA
followed by Tukey test).

A1TUITLAUBALAANIIAIUFUNUS SIUNTINITIATILH NN 08019918 VDIAT DINU18ALE UL RM17321 hag

RM15209 fiBafnfudu OsB1&62uay OsMYB3 fuenaonvesnnisiueyyadass wuin in3osmnefidule RM17321 &

Ao

AudiuUILNa1eAT r iy 0.721 wazdienuduiusidauinfuiaenvesgnidiusysadass Idaunsonnosdiian
Fulszansannos O uwaz B Wiy -0.043 uay 2.234 Tulaslua/nfudvdnudauis audidu wansin §r3lulndees
\wasmanefidule RM17321 (x,) idadannwaifisiiu 1 Sada fvilieaeneqvisueyuadass () Wudu 2234 lalaslua/niy
dwinadausts ddunsuednaniianuaainedousasgiu (SE) witu 0.480 TulasTua/nsudwednudauis uas
f:mmsﬁmmsaa%mEJmmcTuLL‘USGUaamaaﬂﬁuaaqwéﬁma%a@asz (R) 161 51.95% (p<0.05) wansin 1A3oamefiduLe

v A

RM17321 MidaRaiuBu OsB1&82\Juasosmunendntunsldfnidongnoiusyyadass dauaioamunefiduie RM15209

T

,
Y Sy = v o s v

Urhaenvesnvduoyyadase farwdusiusdian r iy 0.198 wagdmnuduiudideuaniudiasnvesgrsiiueyya
Sase Ihaunsannesiifiidudszansannes O uay B windu 0.653 uaz 0.623 lulaslua/nSutminudauste Ay
wansdRlulndveriemneiiEue RM15209 (x,) Sdadasnnewfiniu 1 §aaa ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁhaaﬂmmqm%‘@\’ma%aﬁasa (y)
ity 0623 Talaslua/nSuthwiinudauis dslunisvuesindnianueaandoumnassiu (SB) whiv 0.689 Talaslua/
nfuhutnudnuis waraunsiaunsaesunsaruiuilsvesdaonues s uayyadasy (R 18 3.93% (p<0.05) uansi
\Somnefidue RM15209 fidadnfudu Osmyss uaiesmnesedlunslifmiengvifuoyyadase (Table 5) Fuilo
WisuifisunslinnevinanesegnaisreaieamangMaue RM17321 uag RM15209 wuin ia3esvsnefidue RM17321
firnaiissnsa (precision) geandnia3omnefidue RM15209 iiesanlidimiunainndouumsgiu (SE) Adndt uasdl
AMNLILEN (accuracy) 11037 lesnannsaeiuneaufullsvesAaenuegnsfueyadasy R’ geniaTeaine

RM15209
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Table 5 Simple regression analysis of SSR markers of OsB1&B2and OsMYB3 genes with log;,antioxidant activity of

F, progenies

Phenotype
Genotype
log,,antioxidant activity
Regression coefficient
SSR marker r SE R? (%) p-value
(y =0+ Bx)
RM17321 (x,) 0.721 Q=-0.043, 8:2.234 0.480 51.95 0.000"
RM15209 (x,) 0.198 0=0.653, B:O.623 0.689 3.93 0.001"

“Significant, "™non- significant, r = Pearson correlation coefficient, y = antioxidant activity, x; = genotype of RM17321, x, = genotype of
RM15209, SE = standard error, R? = Regression coefficient
nsAngianadunussendtundomunefisueviin SSR ﬁuqm%‘éﬁ'ﬂua%aﬁaiﬂuﬂszsu'ms F, A2835 multiple
regression

mMsineianassnvgaIveNASesINERLE U RM17321 $aufu RM15209 fifinAnduliu OsB1882 way OsMYB3
AUAIAU ﬁumaaﬂ‘uaaqméﬁma%aﬁais (log,pantioxidant activity) l¥aunisanaesiifidduussansanaes o, B, uaz B,
Wiy 0.185, 0.231 way 0.056 lalasTua/nduminudauis audrsu dr3lulndvoundesmneda 2 sumianiiouu
(PPPP) axdlAnaanvosqnd fnuayyadasy (y) Useum 0.185 TulasTua/nudminidauis dodmualidlulndues
I3 mmIeREue RM15209 (x,) asit Wielldadasnievesedesmnefidue RM17321 (x,) 1fisdy 1 sada axvilvdiaen
yoaguisFuayyadas (y) utuuszana 0.231 lalaslua/nfibmdniudeuds lunwmsstudaidormualvidlulnd ves
enmngAEue RM17321 (x,) Al ielldadannieveniomsnediiue RM15209 (x,) Wiisiu 1 sada sgsilimaonves
Qs Aueyyadass (y) dinduuszana 0.056 lalaslua/nfubntinudauds Sduntsiunedinandenueaiaedeu
M35 (SE) 0.150 TulasTua/nSudmdnudauie LLazaumsﬁmmﬁaa'ﬁmammﬁuwﬁmaamaaﬂmmqw%‘ﬁma%aﬁaiz
(R 161 55.11% (p<0.05) Lﬁaﬁmsmm“ﬁ'auLﬁa‘usz‘mf’mmﬁLﬂswzﬁmaaaashqa"]aﬁumﬁmeﬁamaawvg@m WU A3
Anvinnnosnyan deuwiudiginiinisiieneianassesisiie Tasildn R wirdy 55.11% WerSoufivuiuan R?

¢ '

INNITILATIZVONNDE0E1991890 AT 091U RM17321 FaflAn R? 1M1AU 51.95% wand31 ASLELAS 09nunefLeue

RM17321 fiflafinfuiu 0sB1862 3aufuindommunefiduie RM15200 fiBafiafudu OsmyB3 anunsalédmdongnisiu

auyadaselaiuiugnanndau (Table 6)

Table 6 Multiple regression analysis of SSR markers of RM17321 (OsB1&B2) with RM15209 (OsMYB3) with logy,

antioxidant activity of F, progenies

Regression coefficient
Phenotype SE R? (%) p-value
(y = O+ Bx, + Bxy)

log,pantioxidant activity (y) 0=0.185, B1=0,231, B2=0.056 0.150 55.11 0.000"

“Significant, "non- significant, y = log;pantioxidant activity, x; = genotype of RM17321, x, = genotype of RM15209, SE = standard error,

R? = Regression coefficient
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NnwansAnwALduS YT e uefugvEfuayyasasy WUl nFomnedidue RM17321 uas
RM15209 fiBaRnfuBu OsB1&B2 way OsMYB3 muddu Sinnuduiusiugrssuoyyadass (p<0.05) WuiReafunuide
YBIBUIALNY UazANLE (2564) TBauIIeTenneRiBueniin CAPS idnwngsetu Os81 frmudiusiuuTinaueulnloiui
\Huansinueyyadasiiavilsogaidddty (0<0.05)

Tunuddeinudn iedeamnediduie RM11383 idafnduiu OsorR ldfieuduiusfugniduoyyadasy
WuReafunuideveteuddung uagame (2564) :1891u7LA3 samuefiSulevia InDel Asunnzdedu OsoFR T
anuduiusfuUSinaeulnleendiu (p>0.05) ewinldinsduasmeiseulnleendu Ussnoudedulassaimaisiu
yanwileandu OsDF/?ﬁmfuma]azéfaqﬁmangu‘lﬂiqa%ﬁqﬁﬁwﬁzyﬁuﬁ'uiu%ﬁmsﬁamwsﬁuauiml%mﬁm’mﬁw WU OsLAR,

OsANS1,2, OsUGT, wae OsANR \Jusu (Mbanjo et al., 2020; Xia et al., 2021)

o o g = a e a v oAy <
nsnAgaUAFURUSYaLRATamINeRuaYla SSR Aufigaruwanludszvins F,
n133AsIzANdNiusSsErinuaT ssunefdwenudi euudadls aliAveaeuis Chi-Square test for

® a o a -

association WU \a3psmnefidule RM17321 iBadnfudu 0581862 AfaTulnduuy KK axiiforiuudnid Sawvindu
100% dwdlulnduvy kP Afideruwandd fawindy 99.36% wazdlulnduvy PP azfievfumdnlaidd fevindy
97.14% naRfvindey WU LeTemneRLEue RM17321 finnuduiusgetudidoriuman (p<0.05) Fsenananlsinnis
\Anduinadevumdnizfedsadamieuiugiie (K) egtes 1 §ada lnosziunrmdiusseninuniesmnofidue
RM17321 fudieriudn diduussavdanduiudues Cramer’s V iy 0.9447 iflefinsaniaiesisnefidule RM11383
war RM15209 fidafnfuiu OsDFRuaE OsMYB3 auddy wudn ladanuduiusdudid efuuda (>0.05) uage

duUsyanSanduniusvas Cramer’s V JA1enun winfdu 0.0088 way 0.0003 Anua1nu (Table 7)

Table 7 Chi-square test for association between RM17321, RM11383 and RM15209 markers linked to OsB1&52,
OsDFR, and OsMYB3 genes, respectively and phenotype of pericarp color in F, progenies

Pericarp color

SSR marker/Gene Genotype Number Number of Number of Cramer’s V
Color (%)  Colorless (%) prvalue correlation coefficient

KK 73 73 (100) 0(0)

RM17321/OsB1&B2 KP 157 156 (99.36) 1(0.64) 0.000" 0.9447
PP 70 2(2.86) 68 (97.14)
KK 76 60 (78.95) 16 (21.05)

RM11383/OsDFR KP 158 120 (75.95) 38 (24.05) 0.876™ 0.0088

PP 66 51 (77.27) 15 (22.73)
KK 66 50 (75.76) 16 (24.24)

RM15209/OsMYB3 KP 152 118 (77.63) 34 (22.37) 0.955™ 0.0003
PP 82 63 (76.83) 19 (23.17)

“Significant, ™non- significant, KK = homozygous for Kham Noi, KP = heterozygous for Kham Noi and Pathum Thani 1, PP = homozygous for

Pathum Thani 1.
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e A w <

INNMIANBIRY BUIANIY wazAny (2564) WU MIBRTsddeuuanvesiniseans F, Wulunungues
wiuaa (3 38 1 Lifd) aenndesiudasidiunisaienenvesaiemunefiduwetiln CAPS Ndumzradu OsB7 winiu 3:1
Tnemaifndiuinadeiuuinizdedidadamuresdy Os87 egatiey 1 9ada lunwided nMsdevennisminefidue

v a

RM17321 fi8afntuiiu 0581882 Fdnsdwdlulnlidulumunguuaa Wiy 3:1 deardesiunmsaenendiliovuudnil

v '
| v o a o A § 1 o

#: 1fid wirdu 3:1 ety SlulndinSeamuneddue RM17321 Adaaatuiiu OsB1&B2 Nildaaamiaunusnanitssagi

3
<

oy 1 dada awsaldandonidonuuanifidla wudeatu Rahman et al. (2013) iseauinsiadeiuwandiina
wsor Tnluseidada £o(0sB1) wiu pgsties 1 dada wazawideneumilildiesemunefdueviia SR Tuns

v Y l i ¥ Ao d v 2 ° A & A -
ATIVADULNIUTEIINTYNNAUNTUVDIANANTENIT 1IN T 0 uAndvINaZA1 WU U Kalad (0582 \Tuduniuaui

Fndusensiliindusnanderuudnt1 (Maeda et al, 2014; Oikawa et al., 2015)

nsdleneiauduiusssinauidueyyadasuasiinauouvlesiu
MslATgissiuLaEfimanuduiusszrinsgrsiueyyadassuar Usnameulvleeniu Tulssnns F, fe3s
Spearman’s correlation coefficient wu31 AnduUszAnsanduius (r) SAwiafu 0.917 (p<0.05) LLamimw%‘ﬁ’ma%a
SasvunzUTmameulnlysriuiaruduiusfugannuasianuduiuiifouin fufun1siinsesied smunefisue
RM17321 $aiu RM15209 fildlun1sdaidenduiignsdueyyadaszgiludszeins F, wiudunaunoulnlueniugs
Wit
MnMseTziannesesaevesINLdITUSsTaeS smneR S e unvsdnueyyadastuarUSinameulyluendy

' B a < = o Ao v o Y o £y a 2 a 44'
WU LATDINUNEALBULD RM17321 L‘LJ‘LlLﬂi’eN‘Vill’]?J‘Viaﬂ‘V]ﬂJﬂ’J’]ﬂJﬁM‘WUﬁMQﬂUQWﬁW’ma adaszuarUSunaoulnleeniiu e

Y
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(SR s

Inseitayannuduiiussewiruaionmnefidwe RM17321 i RM15209 fugidueuyadasuasUSinauenmleiiv

P

FEUNLAINN1INSEANY (Scatterplot) WU wdewmnefidue RM17321 Wuedeminendn Wedlanmvedlulndiduuwuy
KK (homozygous tndauiugne) way KP (heterozygous il ounugnaunaz i) AduUsyans anduusves Spearman’s
syigvisiueyyadastiarUiameulvleeniu () axddninlng 1 deilenegseming 0.653 f4 0.891 (p<0.05) LRI
dewdonunefidue RM17321 S3lulnduuu KK vie KP TnefinTeamnefiduie RM15209 HTulnduuuladld wui qus
fnusyyadasiuinaweulnlgeiulianuduiusiulussAuauasiinnuduiusidauin (p<0.05) (Figure 4 a-f) Tunsl
AnTomnefiBue RM17321 i3Tulnduuu PP (homozygous iilouiusual) Arduussansanduiug (r) agilandilng o
Fafidnogsening -0.129 4 0.131 wansi lete3esvnefidue AM17321 d3lulnduvy PP lnefiia3osmunedidule
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fnsaiaSesmneiidue 2 duwmishuiu nefiedosmnefidue RM17321 HFTulnduuy KK vde KP awfuiriesving
fiduie RM15209 §iTulnduuy KK vde kP wudn dandudsdvdszninsgvddueyyadaszuasuiinaumoulnlesiiu (r)
(Figure 4 a,b,d,e) qmdﬂumzﬁﬁm%‘bwmaﬁLﬁuLa RM17321 95Tulnduuu KK w3e KP 92ufuLas esmanedisule
RM15209 f3Tulnduuu PP (Figure 4 c,f fuiudloldindoang 2 sumbsismifuazanusatiedmdendiidgnsdu
ouyadaszuarUueulnlesniugdldognaiiuszansnin Snisanunsavszgndliiedesmneildlunsuiulsaiugin

Ingldfndondignuanainnsnandiuiug wagnsnaundusely
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Figure 4 Scatterplot showing the Spearman’s correlation coefficient (r,) between antioxidant activity and anthocyanin
content in F, progenies of RM17321 and RM15209 by Minitab 18. “Significant, ™non-significant, KK =
homozygous for Kham Noi, KP = heterozygous for Kham Noi and Pathum Thani 1, PP = homozygous for

Pathum Thani 1
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