Lﬂ%mmrmﬁLﬁutaﬁﬂw%’uﬁ'ﬂLﬁanﬁ’uﬁﬁwumusiaamwLtaﬂé’aumaimmzau
DNA Marker for Selection of Plant Tolerance to
Unsuitable Environmental Conditions
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ABSTRACT

Unsuitable environmental conditions such as heat, soil salinity, drought, flooding and
metal, are abiotic stresses that negatively affect plant growth and development leading to
reduction of yield and quality of products. Among abiotic stresses, heat, salinity and drought
are common problems and are strongly associated with global climate change. DNA marker
technology is nowadays used in the selection process to enhance the efficiency and accuracy
of plant breeding in improvement of many agricultural traits including tolerance to
environmental stress. In this review, the information about the effect of abiotic stress on plant
and researches on DNA markers related to heat, salinity and drought tolerance is presented,
including examples of studies to identify quantitative trait loci (QTL) associated with tolerance
to these stresses and the utilisation of relevant DNA markers for selection of tolerant cultivars
in rice, cassava and legume. Besides, trends of technology used for plant selection and

breeding in future are discussed.
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70 % neludl a.A. 2050 WaRDUNUBIABNTT
WnTuaesuIuLszsnslan (FAO, 2009)
Fofu mIvsudgeiusindaiuiaghunienns
N1INANBINI5T9T A NI T ud paLdiin
Y5z RNENNeInTEUIUMS IHEINNTARUN
siugRzlFlussonarfiduasuazianausiug
MNP (BUS AN UL IINSINEAT (trait)
A9 o LU HAaRRRGY AAININLNTUINITEY
fanufiunudadngiNy LazANNNUNUGD
anaedanilivisnzay Wudu udidinis
USuL5oiugUULLAN (conventional breeding)
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atwlafinn mMsdsudyeiuguuuiand i
FovlgnuazdniienWugAnaindnwusi
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ANITUTNUARENEIATEARN 9 TuiATay
fioddlunsdmdanuasWauniugiy i
ANNNUNUABANTWIIAFBNTlI N L aNLD
annsgalRenandn uarseeiuiudymnng
wasuwassassnmgiennezaslandndae

ANMNLASEAVDIAUNT (Plant stress)
ANNAsaTasduimduansiia
Fuiufie efuRnfeanduivannsuinden
Alimunzansanisasuivle lnefsacing
ouausssnan1z LIz aaniug Tusuoy
Auansreiuly asefivilidiinanuesen
f1 2 Uuny ud 1) anuesaaanladonie
NMEATW (abiotic stress) L7 §NNITLUVAILLAS
mM3fidings anuEToRu AwEeu AN
B uazMITINBINDIMNT 2) AINATLAIIN
Hasun19%n W (biotic stress) 12y NN
gnusaadndnfy nsdwhaisvssdenalse
o i W woeilide 1asa uazlisend uas
nsdassansnzluusnalndifesisinass
msesaiAvlavasiavan (Gull et al. , 2019)
Tuumlarieei asihiausewzANNLASATDY
AAnandslaifidin

HANSENUTBIAMALATEANA LI EInsa iy

ANNLASEAINAS LA Ry v R A
SN1I0LEAIEDNNTUENIIN It aNyal
Wanswasuuaslumsdnassmsliselum
ga9anIsifislieg AmaIn1salunIs
FILAT1ZAN TN (biosynthetic capacity)
vasiy awiefiganisiaiuivlavesiive:
neArEdn (Younis et al. , 2020) AMNLATLA
ndaliiFiauriianszduniswia reactive
oxygen species (ROS) Fuifluasfiiinain
pandiau Usznaudsluanailiadiusatine
wnuazoandiauinionvfisen nawdn
ROS TuSwnaanniiuldazifuivuaziia

Uinsevharaenslulanse Lo nsataeian
wazlUsiu Fesenaidasansasuiulnoasias
AaBAIUHANARLAZAMAWTAAAY (Figure 1)
seuuilaanuanMzAIATeIN Iz YNNI AU
wasINMsIuiiernnuiaiun Jnmsseamyanu
vanemazisivlasiusgiuyssiamaes
anaa3en Aimstlasiulaeiilugnaiuasleg
wulsdlawa (kinase enzyme) wavansluLEay
\iu geglopeu (on channel) gnnazfusie
aasluuiansndaluiln (asmonic acid : JA) N5
wauldn (abscisic acid : ABA) 1#idul (ethylene
- ET) Waensapalean (salicylic acid : SA) WAy
Aeadesfunawdan ROS fadumsnilazysu
WhbuNIEUILNMEMOTIgNIINMEENIUAAIEEN
wpedunazamuadfulnd v l¥iian1sney
susvnsdaviuigisannisgadeiiaein
ANMNLAILA (Rejeb et al. , 2014)
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Figure 1 Effect of abiotic stress on plant
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TufindensusuaiueNeien Suwmanil
shusnnazuasvesnsuzasszau 1
nandu transcription factor 14U &1 abscisic
acid-responsive element binding factor
(ABF) ezt master regulator of cell cycle
entry and proliferative metabolism (MYC) il
gnnszduliiavihoulag ABA was JA Fafiu
ga5luunauauasaauAIuaiia fluiy
9N transcription factor %ﬁ’mﬁ’]ﬁﬂitﬁu
n1suaavpanvesiuiignimirlugaelans
UaNN ABF Laz MYC waEd transcription
factor iAdU q Fw U Hu apetala2/
ethylene responsive factor (AP2/ERF), ti
myeloblastosis (MYB) uazdu WRKY (Yoon
et al., 2020) suduigndninlugasasay
uaaseanae et 9 melianeieiun nanfe
wEAYEBNTIAYAN IS TR NNATEALER
Wuszezamatedalus waznIsuandnsn

pavBuszavagodvsailes 1dud Buiudaaa
dulwawdng (polypeptide) NAmuanTTREN

q
|

fuled Builuvasiadulysfiufigaesne
ihisnwaasiiaiie 1wy B cold responsive
(COR) uaxtiu late embryogenesis abundant
(LEA) \Tudiu (Kasuga et al, 1999)

AMHLASLAIINANS DU
ANLATEAIINANT DU BN1BDY
seugupRfigetufineliAnanuidevess
nssuvlauazWauIn1sreeRsuuly
fnsafiounduld AnuAisRIINANNTaY
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wmamIaifAady (frequency) Uy (3) Teby
Lanfimanisalduiindu (duration)
ANLATEAIINAINT Uil Linnag
WasuwUain1eassineruardaadiluiy
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gaumpigesunalasnssannsiiansn nuas
N35Ni2a9lUsAY (aggregation) SINENNNS
Tradsurealafuluniusy (membrane lipid)
fiintu smsunandonasiisadesiunis
vgmiuzsieulsiluaaslswanaduaslule
ABULASE NMatepampTadlUsiu nefudenis
foeaeilusfiu uaznisgudvanuanysol
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n1ssuiivla nslvazedlasauiianas
nawanasUseneuiidufisuay ROS (Wahid
et al., 2007) M3swasuntasnmelumadsng
senansenulyfenisaduiulavesiiy naanau
HANARUAZALNWTARGY Yang et al. (2018)
93 Tudnand 417 wazdnlne ey
wdanuasenananusoulugenisiia
WAA (grain filling) Wu31 Maszanzaduilean
avaghafiulddn szduzavinaaludialne
LU w§n1ma (fructose) WaLaNLE& (hexose)
RanaolTuil uonant Li et al (2018) T
dlatamdsawduanuiniuasasaumngiiuas
fnsansusulasenlodigeiu dowaliuiunm
ninpdludaszuazanudnduzaclysiiulay
sananas luzusfinnudndursnihiuiagu
ptNp ALY
ANNNUMUADANNLASEARATS 7 11U
fnusBsUSinuiituraeiuiieidios ms
USugeiugiiierinanamunusionnaiaien
NN Fausinssiumsiudi Fumisi
AIANANBUzLIBIUINNM (quantitative trait
loci, QTL) fndnfidnNAusiuANnUNIuse
annFougnavyuaslasuldansaluinuenim
(Oryza glaberrima Steud.) Iaewuin udiud
udasimidulysfiuviietes 02 w89 26S
proteasome L AEITRIRUNITLADNTNIN YD
usfiu (Li et al., 2015) Tudmug Kokoromachi
yoasenediu Shirasawa et al (2013) 521
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QTL Afuiusiuanununudaausoulu
Haensiinwin laseglndiuia3asmane
ABULe ktindeloo1 uay RFT1 AilHlunsdn
\Waniusnuou uena Nl Waghmare et al.
(2018) sryiA3awvINeRBueTineaaaenS
(simple sequence repeat, SSR) 91U 41
wioaang AlANELAnAgsznIeiug
N22 finumusioanadouiuiug Uma Al
HANAAFILATDULDADANTDY §11TUUN
wIaennnedanaluiflunnsdaidanuas
WarundawugnianUssimadulfefild
HANAAFILAZNUNUADAIINTDU

AMNLATEANANLAN
Yssnaundsusfiazarslutuaziu
Fusmazasiyvmenudn indamantiusenay
gredianinslasuaslonauay (§ulna Ao
CO. 80*. I, NO_. HCO,) uaclepau
van (@ulne Ae Ca®, K, Mg®, Na’) \nfa
fazanshldaazanagiiduuuesiuuacdy
HALAUADNARAANIINITINEATTBIR U
NALNNITNUNUADANLANFINITOLLNDDN
u 2 Yszinvmdn 16w Ussamit 1 nstlesiiu
vioanU3unaindefiideifofingady uas
Uszunil 2 mssaanudidugsandedifiogu
Iolawanadn nalnioassdszunninuldlusla
Wé (halophyte) vSaRziinusaANuBy
cordgrass (Spartina alterniora Loisel.) s
saltgrass (Distichlis spicata (L.) Greene) F
§IN1T0TUINADDRNINNLTARLATRINITALEN
wnasduiuldiuliluwifloaveasadlé
pfiUszAnSawdnsy il alalne
snsnfulalufudalaingy wazeglalu
sraziaeuunnalalng (glycophyte)
Mduivdulnydedounadarinuif
nMIfnEINsuaAdaanTasdun e le
NNNITANNATEAINAMNAN WUBUATNT

wsavaaniasuuacly sansoulngamy
yithlvasfu 16 5 nguman sl (1) Fsus
ANLASEA (stress sensor) LU 81 Ca sensor
kinase 81 protein kinase (2) fﬁhmuqumm
E\Tm]lmla\‘l\laaau (ion balance regulator) LHu
84 Na transporter 84 Transferase (3) 6
AIUAN ROS (ROS regulator) iy Hu ROS
scavenger 81 Redox enzyme (4) sunilav
LBAR (cell protector) 1 81 Proline synthesis
84 Polyamine biosynthesis (5) fALANAINN
%910 (senescence regulator) LHuU B
Protease 81 Nitrogen remobilization
(Soltabayeva et al. , 2021) NTLLAAIDDNYDY
Auannguvihiiuandeiumantdvinlimay
fonalnpasiinlunisneuausssanINLASA
NAINLAN

QTL fduiusiuananuniuianiIg
WnlgsunmsAnenludniuaznuin saltol {u
QTL ndnfimuauansuziona1? ffumisuu
Taslulzadl 1 vasdlundn Waviinislaau
U3 saltol wuduiiiisadesiunisgaduses
loau (De Leon et al. , 2015) 1ATBINNLT
Mlunsdmdaniu saltol 16un w3paviane
ALduLewiln SSR %ﬂ RM493 .ae RM3412b
weNaNi wu31 QTL Fo SKC1 fanwusuius
AuANMNNUMUADANNIANDBITNY el
vulaslulond 1 wuiu Tos QTL & wufu
sodium transporter fivivitifizusy Na* aan
InviasaBUn (Ren et al , 2005)

fmsunsfneddeludunies QTL
MANTMIUANANHULANNNUNTUADAHLAN
gnazyuulaslalond 3 (Tuyen et al , 2010)
Taowuliu Glyma03g32900 v58 GmSALT3
it fiieadiasiunisouaslafon (Guan
et al , 2014) Bousil QTL F098M5UAN
nunusaasANgnszyaguulasluloni 2
7,9,11,13, 14, 15 ez 18 (Do et al. , 2019)
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AMHLATTAIINAIHNUHAILLES
ANLATYANNANLAILAILAAN
mMyraimefie \Husmasdysznisnile
Pa9MIgIRENaNAANIINISINEAT LilD9a N
ihfinnasududenszuiunisiugiulunis
wiwivlavasiies Ullah (2009) 51881431 N3
aan3liinas 40% vilvnanandnlnaana
LRD 40% UALDIRIALNAD 21% YDINANER
wa Jagtunisvnibregiuainuiaisnain
AMNLHILEIIANE A ateEe Lilavann
ﬂmmmsamawmﬂ%mmﬁ’muLtatmmLLﬁa
wdefuualnfndudefianvgananglan
Youiinianuguusedu
ANNLATEAINAIN LI LRIRIHA L
Wansasunlameassinenzasiy Lauwn
N3RAAITDININTINNITAILATICHUES N9
wasuuasrNNBanuTnIHIITad Lazms
Yahnly Apudedodenasannzlnsuiniszes
i aenmIunsnIzaeTassIReIMITaN
AudngsnazanasnNIEFIANEL (Hu et al,
2007; Younis et al. , 2017) Wafinalnuaznis
YSu L NaTANIIAUAINLASEAIINANIT LAY
wu m3Tanly mswdalutieannisguids
i seslauddiiniugunadauazdatin
Tlu #s ABA 1ila ABA dufudasu
(receptor) azavna Wzdloaauila ez vin (¥
ANAY (turgor pressure) TN IUAARILAZ
fonalwUnluda Gonzalez-Villagra et al.
(2018) M9t efimgnimzidesluanig
UHILEY MR kAN ABA snnduLiawensnuifiy
fnsmhiifeglululuiudninds wang et al
(2017) FuHuAiaN USRI T iuaN
wiigude lap@neniufudinas 134 aeiug
warlfiaIpevanefBuiesia EST-SSR wu
Faurdaulaslaley $1uu 13 dwnusi
\edeafuANNNUIUABAINN LTI
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finmsAn sy QTL Aduiusiv
nsmudeuusnnlufiznszgada Tudadnd
Hamwieh et al. (2013) 521 12 QTL (NCP-
GR-50, TR-50, SCEA19, TAA-58, H6C-07,
H5E-02, H5G-01, H6C-07, H1B-04, TA-113,
H6C-07 way H1F-21) iisadaeiun1snuudy
szpzdiunsn Tutas Muchero et al (2009)
TIENU 7 LATDIVNEALEUE ACC-3VUPAT1-2,
CPRDS8- 1, CPRD14-2, CPRD14-3, CPRD22-2,
CPRD22-4 fiiBanlesiu QTL va9fnuuLng
NULAY Dro-1, Dro-2, Dro-3, Dro-3, Dro-4,
Dro-5 W&y Dro-5 muawy Tudauan Briez
et al. (2017) wu 22 QTL fiAedeeiudmia
8209 lULATaIFY (leaf and stem fresh
biomass) Aaplaflad gaumafily Fandaud
asly Fuflaanaen suauiinsediu dhmininus
FuueEadadu hminwds uasnaningx
melFanuasoaananuuisuds Tudinies
Wy 4 QTL MAsadeeiuwananarals
ANLATEARINAINLITLRY Tapaglndiy
WinsnunefBularila SSR ¥a Satt226,
Sat_ 375, Sat_ 074 uR:r Satt205-Satt489
(Manavalan et al. , 2009) uaﬂ‘inn‘f': Carpen-
tieri-Pipolo et al. (2011) szyufiaLfndn
4 QTL l¢un gSV__Gmo03, qSV__GmoO5,
qSV__Gm10 waz qSV__ Gm12 agelsfinu
mM3esed QTL dwlnalduszmnangs
WWenuazawadminldiasemang QTL fiszy
TganalFllldfuyszansnliiianuieta
MoRlgnsINAURUETERnsfinamen

As@ANEY: N1eWAILILASaInNBALEwET
fuRusiuaanuudsluimans

F9INT uasAuL (2561) IN1SANE
ANNNUNUADFN NI LRI LT EBZ LSNIBN
PB9HIMADINUFTTDITDININITINTNEAS
MU 19 Wug AndunImuisued Rasaei et al
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(2013) Iaeld polyethylene glycol (PEG) tfu
asgaandunIaasinin iAaanwui
udslunszansmie asesey uazifiudeys
wesifudnssenaesiumdnausaziuinag
Uszaunnizudioude 5 Tu ndvgnlasuiey
Wigusendnenselaiuau (PEG 0%) Muan1ie
LWVSLLAY (PEG 15%) Wuin ﬁ"’JmﬁaaLWiazﬂ’uﬁ
framumusiasnwuriudviuszazuaneenuean
saifu Wugimumusnniga lhun aSdalss 1
nasWuSnumIwIugaY q wu Beednd 2
Bodlval 60 uaz 9.2 sy dmSuiugi
sounoandign iun sugiBesival 1 nguniug
gouwadu o wu Bolnd 5 el 6 uas
Feslna 84-2 1Judiu (Table 1) HadAneh
a1PUALBULE (deoxyribonucleic acid)

Pa9sluntimaes $1wau 10 Wuf laold33
genotyping by sequencing (GBS) wuA31d
WANFNBIRIFUALEUDTENIWHUTNIUNIY
uarWugsauuadaan wuioudy lasdu
w3avrnefidueriaaily (single-nucleotide
polymorphism, SNP) Tufu Dehydratase
(DHT) uay U Peroxisome Assembly Protein
(PXS) fifirnusuiusiuanunumusasnm
WiAILLAY (R3WT uasALE, 2565) B Dehydratase
funumlunsdaasiedinseesdlusiafida
9ea1iU (phenylalanine) waszn1Inanilila
Twsw1uasd (phenylpropanoid) #vinvitinf
Tuszuunmsilasiuainaniizieian (Warpeha
et al., 2006) §3UEU Peroxisome Assembly
Protein \iendinsfiunassandlen (peroxisome)

Table 1 Average percentage of germination rate at 5 days after planting of each DOA-

registered soybean cultivars between PEG 0% and 15%

PEG (%)
Cultivars

0 15 Diff
Chiang Mai 1 97 bc 14 h 83 **
Chiang Mai 2 100 ab 92 ab 8 ™
Chiang Mai 3 70 f 50 fg 20 **
Chiang Mai 5 98 abc 54 fg 44 **
Chiang Mai 6 100 ab 48 fg 51 *
Chiang Mai 60 73 f 63 ef 10 ns
Chiang Mai 84-2 99 ab 45 g 54 **
SJ 1 86 de 61 ef 25 **
SJ 2 93 cd 80 d 12 =
SJ 3 72 f 63 ef 9 ns
SJ 4 91 cd 74 de 17 =
SJ 5 96 bc 80 d 16 **
Sukothai 1 99 ab 91 abc 8
Sukothai 2 99 ab 82 cd 17 *
Sukothai 3 96 bc 73 de 23 =
Srisamrong 1 100 a 96 a 4
Konkaen 91 cd 83 bcd 8 ns
Utsaha-A 78 ef 64 ef 14~
Williams 100 a 50 fg 50 **
F-Mean 91 66 25
CV (%) 8.72

** = significant at 1% level, * = significant at 5% level, ns = not significant

Means in a column, followed by a common letter are not significantly different at the 5% level by DMRT

Source: 35N LAZAMUY (2561)
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Fovimiifluszuuida ROS (Hinojosa et al,  fivsz@nBnmgelunisdaianiiugauniad

2019) KAMIIATIZAAVINGNHBITOILASDIVINY fiaunumusieanmuisndslusrezuansen
Afue DHT war PXS lun1sdmloniug Tuiassiug1znas Blair et al (2007) 578914
nmudasnwuiandsluiumios 911U 19 \A3BINNY RMET waz NS158 {uiaIasile
Wuff (Figure 2, 3) wui 3asvansiifue wensaifueABENE NS UARLANANHIL AN
DHT uaz PXS fianugndies 789% vieaas  sumulsalusng Tasfiannagnéies 70-80%

LAIDIHNIY (RTINT LARSAUE, 2565) H9NnTn

NS X NN
e‘)“ ,\o(\m7 @lb & ,b,?' &
{&

) ° &«°
“"“

DHT muarker

(bp)

264 [G]
Tolerance
205 [C]

oV Sensitive
R © -\Cb .\'\ .\Q Q,\'
W W@ o E
& & . s
S E 9T

(bp)

264 [G]
Tolerance
205 [C]
Sensitive

Figure 2 DNA amplification with primers of DHT marker using Tetra-Primer ARMS-PCR technique in

DOA-registered soybean 19 cultivars. G allele is represented by 264-bp-band and found in drought

tolerant cultivars, while C allele is represented by 205-bp-band and found in drought sensitive cultivars.

Source: IMNT LATAMUE (2565)

R . N
‘Jb g0°°° é‘"’\ql & i o
& o
S “"ﬁ 5% o

0‘5

(e

500 F'H—-—-I-- — —— — ——-
S < Sensitive

€ Sensitive

Tolerance

Figure 3 DNA amplification with primers of PXS marker using Tetra-Primer ARMS-PCR technique in

DOA-registered soybean 19 cultivars. T allele is represented by 185-bp-band and found in drought

tolerant cultivars, while C allele is represented by 266-bp-band and found in drought sensitive cultivars.
Source: 37IWT WAZAMY (2565)

328

13RI Ui 40 afufl 3 fusneu - Suanan 2565



wuanenslfimaluladianisdnidanuas
Ususeiudislusunan

iie i sUs Lo Rsiuns L
590157 Tusesa uni1sain1 TN uzes
Yszznslan wazsessuduvmnisisuunya
98N NN INA Usninilaannisin
wdeemsnefiBuentslunsdaideniusi

13831 marker-assisted selection (MAS) W&"
Feimaluladlvaifildvsslomianniadaaiane
Aduituiu Sani1 MIdaidandlus (genomic
selection, GS) #18 usnaNmAlLladdIN W
Fruiasasnuefiuends walulagdinw
fuiugIranssnuasinaluladlafing (omics
technology) ﬁﬁuwquf\i’ﬁﬁdun']sﬁmuwﬁuﬁf
AlvfiansasaNGiaens (Figure 4)

Figure 4 Trends of technology for plant selection and breeding

nsantaandlun udinnsdaian
wugsUuuuInsififinsysannismalulagms
fusiugmaniTINiumMssfiuiugnIIw
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