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Abstract: Common bean has a high sensitivity to drought stress, particularly during
reproductive development which reduces its yield. In this study we aimed to: (i)
evaluate differences in shoot and root response of a mapping population of 107
recombinant inbred lines (RILs) of SEA 5 x AND 277 cross under drought stress,
and (i1) identify the QTLs associated with improved plant performance under water
stress treatment. Phenotyping was performed under greenhouse conditions where
the plants were grown using rhizotrons under well-watered and water-stress
conditions. Four QTLs were identified that are related to improved performance
under water stress and three of them were related specifically to roots and these are
located on chromosomes Pv1 and Pv6. Root superficial area trait explained 32.6%
of the variance and may contribute to greater water uptake and improved adaptation
of common bean under water stress conditions.

Keywords: Phaseolus vulgaris 1., rhizotron, linkage mapping, water stress,
molecular markers.
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Introduction

Common bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) is one
of the most important staple foods in tropical Latin
America, and Eastern Africa. It is also one of the
most important diet constituents for many people
across the globe for obtaining protein, carbohydrate,
and iron (Campos-Veja et al., 2010).

The crop yield is reduced due to drought stress
(both intermittent and terminal), which affect about
60% of the common bean cultivation area globally
(Beebe et al., 2013). In Latin America, the water
requirements of the crop cycle are not satisfied in
93% of'the bean cultivation areas (Singh, 1995), and
a huge fraction of the yield reduction can be avoided
through breeding and harvesting of drought-tolerant
cultivars (Subbarao et al., 1995). A considerable
number of physiological, morphological, and
phenological factors are involved in improving
adaptation to drought (Beebe et al., 2013; Rao et al.,
2013; Rao, 2014; Polania et al., 2017a, b; Lanna et
al., 2018).

The Durango race has been reported to
possess a superior performance under drought and
is suited for developing new varieties tolerant to
water deficit conditions (Singh et al., 2001; Singh,
2007).  Crossing  between  Durango  and
Mesoamerica races (Singh et al, 1991) is an
approach used for achieving a superior response to
drought stress (Mukeshimana et al., 2014). The
CIAT (International Center for  Tropical
Agriculture) bred line SEA 5 is well-adapted to
drought stress (Singh et al., 2001; Polania et al.,
2017a). It is derived from inter-racial crosses
between the Mesoamerica and Durango races, it has
small (22-25g 100 seed!) cream-colored seeds and
Type III growth habit. It is also resistant to
Fusarium root rot and has the I gene for resistance
to bean common mosaic virus (BCMV).
Furthermore, it has greater ability for photosynthate
remobilization (Mukeshimana et al., 2014; Polania
et al., 2017a). On the other hand, the Andean
cultivar AND 277 belongs to the Nueva Granada
race (Blair et al., 2009), derived from the crosses
between [Cargabello x (Pompadour Checa x Linea
17) x (Linea 17 x Red Kloud)] and has cream-
colored seed with red mottles. It is commonly used
in breeding programs as a source of resistance
because the Co-1* and the Phg-1 alleles that confer
resistance to the anthracnose and angular leaf spot

pathogens, respectively (Gongalves-Vidigal et al.,
2011).

Common bean’s diversity in root architecture
contributes to improved water extraction from
deeper soil layers during drought stress (Lynch,
2018; Strock et al., 2019). Previous research
reported antecedence and profound rooting for
drought avoidance (Beebe et al., 2013) and a
superior photosynthase remobilization (Polania et
al., 2016; Rao et al., 2017) directly contributing to
improved grain filling (Lynch, 1995; Rao et al.,
2017; Polania et al., 2017b). Furthermore, Polania et
al. (2017b) described two classes of ideotypes of
water use; water savers and water spenders and their
association with specific root traits under drought
conditions. Water spenders were superior in their
grain yield and this was related to a higher root vigor
with deeper rooting ability.

In a previously study, Mukeshimana (2014)
discovered 14 QTLs for improved performance
under drought stress (DS) in different environments
using 2,122 SNPs from BARCBean6k 3 Beadchip
and yield QTLs occurred mainly on chromosomes
Pv03 and Pv09. In addition, a single QTL related to
yield under DS on Pv09 was derived from SEA 5
parental line. Brifiez et al. (2017) also identified 8
QTLs for drought resistance in vase experiment
placed inside greenhouses (overground
experiment). Most of the QTLs under water stress
had the SEA 5 allele contribution.

The aim of this study was to evaluate
differences in shoot and root response of two parents
(SEA 5 and AND 277) and their 107 recombinant
inbred lines under water stress and to identify the
QTLs associated with improved root performance to
contribute to breeding of common bean to drought-
prone environments.

Material and methods

Plant materials

A set of 107 recombinant inbred lines (RILs)
from the SEA 5 x AND 277 cross from CIAT (Cali,
Colombia) was used. The population was advanced
until the F§ generation, using the single seed descent

(SSD).

SEA 5 was developed at CIAT (Singh et al.,
2001) and it is superior to BAT 477 (Pérez Vega et
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al., 2011) for yield under drought stress. AND 277
belongs to the Andean genepool (Blair et al., 2009)
and it is susceptible to water stress.

Phenotyping for drought resistance

The greenhouse experiment was carried out
between March and September 2012 at the
Agronomic Institute (IAC, Campinas, Sao Paulo,
Brazil). It was performed in a completely
randomized experimental design (CRD) with three
replicates and with two contrasting water supply
conditions, well-watered (WW) and the water stress
(WS) treatments. Two hundred and fourteen
rhizotrons (60 cm long, 24 cm diameter plastic
cylinders) were filled with 0.013565 m® of a soil:
sand (2:1 w/w) mix in each cylinder. The soil-sand
substrates were thoroughly mixed and fertilized
with a rate of NPK 8-18-16.

The pre-germinated seeds were previously
sterilized with 5% calcium hypochlorite solution for
5 min, dried at room temperature, and then sown in
the soil. They were irrigated with 400 mL of water
per day until the water stress treatment was applied.
A total of 20 watermark sensors (granular matrix
sensor, Irrometer Company, www.irrometer.com,
Riverside, CA) were randomly placed at 20 cm
downward in the soil to monitor soil water in the
WW and WS treatment rhizotrons. The soil water
tension and the leaf temperature of the plants that
had the watermark sensors under them were
measured every two days.

The mean leaf temperature of the WS
treatment was 22.9 °C while it was 22.6 °C for the
WW treatment. The average ambient temperature of
the greenhouse was 25.5 °C and the relative
humidity was 33.8%. The plants in WW treatment
were watered to 80% of the water holding capacity
(ability of the soil to absorb water) and the plants in
WS treatment were maintained in the process of soil
drying to simulate terminal drought stress
conditions. Soil drying for WS treatment was
applied during the vegetative phase (V3/V4). The
WS treatment received no water from day 25 after
sowing. The plants were harvested at 52 days after
sowing and the morpho-physiological
characteristics were measured.

Leaf temperature was registered using an
infrared thermometer (Telatemp model AG-42D,
Telatemp, CA, USA). The chlorophyll levels in the
leaves were assessed using a SPAD-502 meter
(Konica Minolta Chlorophyll Meter SPAD-502
Plus, Osaka Japan). Leaf area was evaluated by

LICOR (model LI-3000). Stem and leaf fresh
biomass were determined using an analytical
balance (BEL engineering, Milan, Italy). Bean plant
parts were dried in incubator at 60 °C, for four days,
inside paper bags, and subsequently had their
weights determined. Roots were individually
collected and washed with clean water, followed by
5% soap, 1% soap, and finally, distilled clean water.
After they had been washed, each plant root was
placed in a separate container in 20% alcohol
solution until analysis. The roots were scanned, and
the images examined in detail with WinRHIZO
software (Regent Instruments Inc., Quebec,
Canada) to determine root length (cm plant™), root
superficial area (cm? plant™!), and root volume (cm?
plant™).

Phenotypic analysis

ANOVA test (analyses of variance) for all
characteristics measured in both WW and WS
treatments was performed using General Linear
Models Procedure (GLM) and the SAS v.8.2
program (SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA). Parents
and derived lines were individually analyzed so that
the contrasting traits among the genotypes could be
confirmed. The ANOVA was significant when P <
0.05. PCA (principal component analysis) was
performed with PAST3 software (Hammer et al.,
2001).

Molecular markers and QTL mapping

Two different classes of co-dominant
molecular markers were used in this study:
microsatellites (SSRs) and Single Nucleotide
Sequences (SNPs) such as described in (Brifez et
al., 2017). Extraction of DNA was performed from
300 mg of powdered lyophilized leaves with CTAB
protocol (CIMMYT, 2005). It was quantified and
diluted to 100 ng uL™. The polymorphism was
evaluated among the parents using 594 SSRs and
384 SNPs (Miiller et al, 2015). The OneMap
software version 2.1.2 (Margarido et al., 2007) was
used for genetic mapping by multipoint approaches
and hidden Markov models.

Results and discussion

Roots are connected to the rest of the plant
through signaling pathways (Paez-Garcia et al.,
2015). There is a distinct diversity in root system
development under drought conditions (Polania et
al. 2017b; Strock et al., 2019) and drought resistance
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is positively related with a vigorous and deeper root
system (Polania et al., 2017a).

Finding associations between roots and
genetic markers through QTL mapping may
enhance the knowledge of how root architecture
influences the physiological responses involved in
drought resistance (Asfaw and Blair, 2012). Since
this study used a cross between the drought resistant
parent SEA 5 and drought sensitive parent AND 277
to generate recombinant inbred lines, this
population was very suitable to identify QTLs
related to improved performance under drought
stress conditions.

ANOVA applied to 11 traits measured
showed that there was significant variation between
treatments, parents, and RILs (Table 1). Among
SEA 5 and AND277 (parents), there were
differences in leaf area (cm? plant™), leaf biomass
(fresh, g plant™), stem biomass (dry, g plant™), leaf
temperature (°C), root length (cm plant™), root
superficial area (cm? plant™), and root volume (cm?
plant™). In contrast, the only trait in the WW
treatment that was significantly different between
the parents was leaf biomass (dry, g plant™). Leaf
area was also identified as contrasting for parents in
Boris et al. (2017); however, it was only evaluated

and mapped in this study (Table 2) and it explained
20.3% (R?) of the phenotypical variance of the
character.

A biplot representation of a principal
component analysis (PCA, Figure 1) identified that
there was enough segregation and a distinctive
behavior presented by the RILs. PC1 accounted for
94.95% of the variation in WS treatment. The
second principal component accounted for 3.24% of
the total variation in the data. Mainly, diversity
between AND277 and SEAS parents, which are
nearest to PC1 axis, was mostly influenced by root
length (RL). Some RILs, such as number 38, 21, 27,
are mostly influenced by superficial root area (SRA)
which was negatively correlated to LA trait.

Among the 594 microsatellite markers
selected for the parents, 150 (25%) were
polymorphic for the population and 80 SSRs
(53.3%) were mapped. A total of 288 polymorphic
markers were identified in SNPs and 251 were
included in the genetic map. Some of the markers
(9.37%) were still in heterozygote state and were not
included in the analysis. The AS map was
constructed with a total of 331 segregating markers
and covered the 11 bean chromosomes with a total
length of 1,515.2 cM.

Table 1. Analyses of variance comparison of the quantitative traits for AND 277, SEA 5, and the recombinant
inbred lines of the AND-277XSEAS population (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) that were evaluated under well-watered and

water stress conditions using rhizotrons in a greenhouse.

Well-watered Water stress
Trait Parents A\Ell'-asge h2 Parents A\lraelnl'-asge h2
SEA5 AND277 Diff SEA5 AND277 Diff
Chlorophyll 40.55 40.1 ns  39.84* 085 4263 36.25 ns 38.17*  0.61
Leaf area (cm? plant-) 485 594.8 ns  391.99* 0.78 410.63 179.1 ¥ 21747 0.3
Leaf biomass (Fresh g plant-) 5.68 7.25 ns 4.23* 0.75  3.61 1.82 ¥ 199 0.05
Stem biomass (Fresh g plant) 4.55 448 ns 413 017 231 3.23 ns 220 0.01
Leaf biomass (dry, g plant-) 0.81 1.9 * 0.93= 013  1.41 0.78 ns 0.66 0.1
Stem biomass (dry, g plant) 0.41 0.98 ns 0.7ms 0.06 0.73 1.59 ¥ 0.53= 013
Leaf temperature (°C) 19.5 19 ns 19.08= 0.2 21.66 19 * 20.86" 04
Root length (cm plant) 1248 22225 ns 1847.81n 0.07 23714  1079.6 * 1775.72* 0.3
Root superficial area (cm2 plant?) 135.62 20533 ns  181.97* 045 23963  93.89 * 198.54* 0.82
Root volume (cm? plant) 117 1.5 ns 1.49* 064 1.41 0.59 ¥ 0.95* 0.21
Root diameter (mm) 0.35 0.29 ns 0.3ns 0.01 026 0.25 ns 0.26r  0.07
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Figure 1. PCA Biplot of observations and variables obtained from leaf area (LA; cm? plant™), root length (RL, cm
plant™) and superficial root area (SRA, cm? plant™) from AND-277x SEAS population. Numbered black dots are
the RILs. PC1 the first principal component explaining 94,95% of the variance and PC2: the second principal

component explaining 3.24% of the variance.

Most QTLs (15) were identified with the WW
treatment while four QTLs were identified with the
WS treatment. These 4 QTLs were found in
chromosome Pv1 and Pv6 for three traits (leaf area
— 32.6%, root length — 20.3%, superficial root area
—19.20%, Table 2, Figure 2).

Most of the QTLs with the greatest effects for
both treatments (WW and WS) had contribution
from the SEA 5 allele. The QTLs LA1.145(Table 2,
WS), SBF1.145(Table 3, WW), LBF1.145 (Table 3,
WW), and RSA1.145 (Table 3, WW) were in the
same marker interval and had the same nearest
marker, which was PVBR03 on chromosome Pvl.
The QTLs SBF3.3%5 and SBD3.145 (Table 3, WW)
had marker BM189 on chromosome Pv3, and the
QTLs RL6.1AS and RSA6.1%5 showed marker BM
3 on chromosome Pv6. The QTLs were identified
for all the traits analyzed, apart from leaf
temperature. The BM3 microsatellite (Gaitdn-Solis

et al., 2002) was blasted against the Phytozome
Phaseolus vulgaris v.2.1 genome
(https://phytozome.jgi.doe.gov/pz/portal.html) and
showed homology to a transcription factor B3/auxin
response factor of Arabidopsis (ARF3 gene, e-
Value 9.2¢-3). It was positioned on chromosome
Pv6. The ARF3 gene plays an important role in
floral meristem maintenance and it is important for
gene expression in response to drought stress during
early flower development (Zheng et. al., 2018).

The BM189 microsatellite was also blasted
against the Phaseolus vulgaris v.2.1 genome and
showed homology to Dof domain (zinc finger, e-
Value 9.2e-3) and was aligned on chromosome Pv3
at Phytozome. The DNA-binding one zinc finger
(Dof) family transcription factors (TF) are involved
in seed development, regulation of metabolism and
stress response (Noguero et al., 2013).
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Table 2. QTLs identified from the water stress treatment after CIM analyses using the AND-277xSEAS population

map (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) and SSR-SNP markers.

Traits QTL Chromosome Interval (cM) Marker LOD Threshold Additive Effect R (%)
Leaf area (cm2 plant-) LA1.1As Pv01 111.7-140.7 PVBR3 6.52 3.15 -0.70 20.30
Root length (cm plant-) RL1.1As Pv01 13.7-156.1  ATA3  3.19 3.09 -3.12 9.75
Root length (cm plant-) RL6.1AS Pv06 0-34 BM3  3.28 3.09 4.37 19.20
Root superficial area
(cm? plant-) RSAG.1As Pv06 0-57 BM3 5.8 3.00 0.33 32.60
Table 3. QTLs identified from the well-watered treatment after CIM analyses using the AND-277xSEAS5
population map (Phaseolus vulgaris L..) and SSR-SNP markers
Trait QTL Chromosome Interval Marker ~ LOD* Threshold Additive Effect R(%)
Stem biomass (fresh)  SBF1.1As Pv01 111.7-140.7 PVBR3  7.67 3.20 0.12 21.73
Stem biomass (fresh)  SBF3.1As Pv03 6.3-33 BM189 3.7 3.20 0.08 9.28
Stem biomass (fresh)  SBF3.24s Pv03 50.9-70.9 BAR5192 3.5 3.20 0.12 15.88
Stem biomass (fresh) SBF3.3A8 Pv03 82.6-108.2 BAR3353 5.12 3.20 0.12 15.77
Stem biomass (fresh)  SBF6.1As Pv06 38.1-57 BAR4089  4.14 3.20 0.09 10.99
Leaf biomass (fresh) LBF1.14s Pv01 107-140.7 PVBR3 892 3.15 -0.26 26.67
Leaf biomass (fresh) LBD1.14s Pv01 111.7-140.7 BAR4423 5.18 3.12 0.13 16.80
Root Length RL2.1As Pv02 50.6-72.7 PvBR25  5.58 3.21 6.33 19.20
Root Volume RV6.1As Pv06 0-49 FJ20 3.31 2.99 0.40 16.60
Root superficial area RSA1.14s Pv01 111-140 PvBR3  5.02 3.14 -1.96 18.60

The bredline SEA 5 had significantly better
values for both shoot and root traits than the other
genotypes, except for stem biomass (dry), under WS
treatment. It behaved similarly when exposed to
WW conditions, except for root length and root
superficial area, because root growth was higher
with WS treatment. AND 277 had a significantly
reduced leaf area (LA), leaf biomass (fresh, LBF),
root length (RL), root superficial area (RSA), and
root volume (RV) after the WS treatment, whereas
SEA 5, under WS treatment, had similar values for
these traits for both WW and WS treatments.

Broad sense heritability values varied among
the traits and treatments, but they were relatively
moderate overall (Table 2). Chlorophyll levels in
the WW treatment and root surface area in the WS
treatment had the highest h? values at 0.85 and 0.82,
respectively, while leaf biomass (fresh, LBF), stem
biomass (fresh, SBF), and root diameter (RD) had
the lowest h? values (0.05, 0.01, and 0.07) after the
WS treatment. The latter are more likely to be
affected by drought stress than chlorophyll and root
superficial area. Moreover, as chlorophyll and stem
biomass (dry) exhibited no contrasting difference

between AND277 and SEAS (parents) in both (WS
and WW) treatments they were not mapped;
however, RILs for both traits portrayed
transgressive segregation pattern.

The WS treatment results showed that the
SEA 5 genotype outperformed the other genotypes.
For example, the AND 277 leaf area decreased by
70% under WS treatment, whereas the SEA 5 leaf
area decreased only by 15%, which showed that it
was more tolerant to soil drying. The AND 277 leaf
biomass (fresh) decreased by 75% compared with
36% for SEA 5. Total root length for SEA 5 was
almost twice as long under WS treatment than it was
under the WW conditions, whereas the AND 277
root length values decreased by 50%. Previous
studies showed that SEA 5 had a profound primary
root that grows vertically downward and gives off
small lateral roots (CIAT, 2004). In under drought
conditions, it has rapid root growth and high grain
yield due to vigorous root system and superior
ability to mobilize photosynthates (Polania et al.,
2017a) which may have played a key role in its
superior yield performance (White and Castillo,
1992).

p-6



Functional Plant Breeding Journal / v.2, n.1, al

"€ pUB 7 SO[qe Ul PALIdJAI Sk oIk "J1O 9Y} JO SUONRIAIQQY
(L107) Te 10 zouug ut paysijgqnd sem (SYHSx/LZ-ANVY) dewr a8exul] uedq uowwod [[ny oy, (/39U daWoZoJAYd MMM //:d)T]) dwoudsd
" SLw3na g oy Sursn pougIsse aIom sawosowoIy)) "(pal) sjue[d Juounear) Ssons-19jem pue (anq) parojem-[om o) ut suonisod 110 7 31n31g

£6.5MVE
Y5054
#0./54v cone
g0LEYYE
PBLEYYE oaLwE
DOLEHYE 8LECHYE oy oomvn | ez L64vHvA
1066V 66 8620w LO9EHVE SLIVHVER 50
al8vdva 0Z0EYvE 50 9zvuvE ] 0L ZEOEMYE L'ZL vEE g0
FEZENYE OLrEMYE 20 LIV LY BZBYMNYE L9SPHVE 90 ) SE5EUYE o€ rHYE 50
pREEHYE bE SeIiAd L£254vE o W Livvuva i zssave scorvar| |80
B0SYHVE VBSEUVE Zh LBSENVE 0LZruva [255HvE He S {4 JFeo micve gl SEFHYE LL09HYE Il
00LENVE ar gLS1VD 51 $Z6ouYE &6 gl pESEHYE BE SBAFHYE vl
g0Z54ve Le YSSIVD e LS0oHvE L1 O VO T iy LpLuYE 0695uYE 3
Z5E0HVE LEIEHYE L VSSEHVE §LIrHvVE ez LIvSHYE 88 &5 SioFvE gz gzeisand 24
LL15HVE 0Z0rvE S0 vzisuwe Zresuve & L68v4YE B9ECHVE £t 5t Flatis g9 ] / 34
BEPEHYE YBLEHYE : LO0gHYE 550w - £ 935Hva F oL
0LeSHVA w . 0ZZyuvE m m PRZOVI 96FEHYE w¢ L0 oroeuve wﬂmuﬁ iz oo /a_s
OFIEHYE BL6rHYE 'L 909vHvE ZE0CHYE Ll LEEEYVE e E8 suscuve zestuve 90 ; &8
OEESHVE 0 Se0rHvVE 0SSEHvE 90 FLirdve FGl Vo PIBENYE e _ Eﬁméﬂes /3
C0ErHvE oF YSErHYE ol G6ZoUVE it L 20 OFEENYE e p: ot bl /ﬁ.
Z0z5uvE ze LLIGHYE B5TEYE 50 SZivdva 50 SEZEHYE ot & GYEAd ar
oFIvI 50 91 10YE 20 207V g€l 9L L60FHVE FrESHYE ! - K g/ovHYa £l
grsSHva Il scysuva 6625HYE . ot 8z 29 Sy NG Mil . soesuwa )| | V0
secruva goz  PAEHVE L0SSHYE iy FiLINE L g€ 19uEAd /|~ 1B HE E GR0RIVE T L e
N L0104VE LSOrHVE a9z [90EHYE A BYZIVI 551 E oz
HiebNg LB0PHYE 600FHVE 2810V g P ena
LrPiNE 0SZOnE
kb oL 8 L 9
£ELHEAD
il
SYPINE
EVLY .
zZol E2avivE zoe
il L% CEvreyg
6z o I53EHYE Lve
n gt sLeuand || 552
L0 fir 4 v £l
siine an gL et §z
SO0IENG -, | [— 012 iz /. bg ceoguva soorsvell (6|
UEEEHVE ZaLyand o za - PSYENYE z€
£Eacuva &0 cg = 90Z¥vE okl
Ligvva | (—2Ee s L0 1L -B =N - - LYY 8%
ssrowil | Lo - 0% £l by “N-0:R: CEACHYE £
Lzzaw g\ EE @ zE 96104 Z8Z0VI 0¥ @ = N EH B L0 50
6rESHYE i ik 2 e ) = = = BLLGHYE 3t
mm"mum o ZLiHand voe zi 20 £89vHYE PLESHYE ot
fr e vor ZEI5HYE N L€ . €0 e oL
voszyve szoevalll H%H 91 R_ w.m m,..._ .50 SEGYHVE EEREHVE m__”
geecuvd I EP  orveuve evesve ez 8 Ly E |2z trecuiva peocavad g
SL0PHYE SLZENYE gl ZoisuvE 9icvivE g0 1% Iy 210w 5y
S Ve vs  coveeva seaziva & Ly 5 i L/ 8¢
o¥suva zozeuva| o B2 Leoeuve §0 e Zh z9 e 501
vZiuaAd b gE  HEYSUVE LOravB il gL £ g1z 91 vt A 0EL
yozeva 9% I6iguva S5aSHvE rE @ I ve pivENYE _/ oe
fsrivid wm LEOEHYE S6ZFHVE m_m. L6 w_ m mmmwwum .
ativuve /= \ g6 o Ve gs ) £EZHBAd zie
frosHva Sg5EUYE .w_Mr SlLBrHYE SSEEHYE
scpng £9Z0W| —
5 14 € [4 I

p-7


http://www.phytozome.net/

FPBJ - Scientific Journal

These results confirm the results reported by
Asfaw and Blair (2012), Brifiez et al. (2017) and
Polania et al. (2017a), who also suggested that SEA
5 had superior adaptation to drought stress.

Deep rooting ability has been shown to be
positively associated with improved adaptation to
drought (Polania et al., 2016; Lynch, 2018). Studies
on root traits of chickpea, common bean, soybean,
and cowpea indicated that root length, density,
depth, and a greater size of root system, could
improve drought resistance (Farooq et al., 2017).

To date, there are no models available that can
evaluate specific phenes and their states at the
required level of detail, or that can faithfully model
properties that have emerged due to soil-root-shoot
connections (Tardieu et al., 2017). However, the
rhizotron approach is a non-destructive method that
enables to monitor root development at different soil
depths. It may be used to follow root growth
dynamics and to quantify differences in root traits.
These underground traits are difficult to evaluate in
the field, especially when there are large numbers of
genotypes and/or treatments. The method also
allows yield and other traits related to crop
performance to be correlated under water
deprivation.

Although the types of adaptations to the water
deficit are not always specific and many plants have
one or more adaptations that increase tolerance to
water deficit, in this study QTLs of greater effect
were identified under WS conditions. Drought is
becoming a serious problem because of climate
change. Drought involves many genes, which,
individually, produce limited effects (Brifiez et al.,
2017).

The fact that there were QTLs which were in
the same marker interval sugests that there may be
QTL  clusters with  pleiotropic  effects.
Microsatellites may be important tools to select
bean cultivars with desired root system (length and
area in different soil layers) under water deficit
regimes.
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