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Abstract

Background: Iron deficiency anemia is a global problem which often affects women and children of developing
countries. Strategy I plants, such as common bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) take up iron through a process that
involves an iron reduction mechanism in their roots; this reduction is required to convert ferric iron to ferrous iron.
Root absorbed iron is critical for the iron nutrition of the plant, and for the delivery of iron to the shoot and
ultimately the seeds. The objectives of this study were to determine the variability and inheritance for iron
reductase activity in a range of genotypes and in a low × high seed iron cross (DOR364 × G19833), to identify
quantitative trait loci (QTL) for this trait, and to assess possible associations with seed iron levels.

Results: The experiments were carried out with hydroponically grown plants provided different amounts of iron
varying between 0 and 20 μM Fe(III)-EDDHA. The parents, DOR364 and G19833, plus 13 other cultivated or wild
beans, were found to differ in iron reductase activity. Based on these initial experiments, two growth conditions
(iron limited and iron sufficient) were selected as treatments for evaluating the DOR364 × G19833 recombinant
inbred lines. A single major QTL was found for iron reductase activity under iron-limited conditions (1 μM Fe) on
linkage group b02 and another major QTL was found under iron sufficient conditions (15 μM Fe) on linkage group
b11. Associations between the b11 QTL were found with several QTL for seed iron.

Conclusions: Genes conditioning iron reductase activity in iron sufficient bean plants appear to be associated with
genes contributing to seed iron accumulation. Markers for bean iron reductase (FRO) homologues were found with
in silico mapping based on common bean synteny with soybean and Medicago truncatula on b06 and b07;
however, neither locus aligned with the QTL for iron reductase activity. In summary, the QTL for iron reductase
activity under iron limited conditions may be useful in environments where beans are grown in alkaline soils, while
the QTL for iron reductase under sufficiency conditions may be useful for selecting for enhanced seed nutritional
quality.

Background
Iron deficiency anemia (IDA) is among the most com-
mon nutritional problems of human populations
throughout the world, affecting more than 2 billion peo-
ple to varying degrees [1]. While the deficiency is wide-
spread, the lack of iron in the diet or inability to

assimilate iron in sufficient quantities is most serious for
children, adolescents, and women of child-bearing age
[2,3]. Iron is an essential element for human growth and
development that is needed for the Krebs cycle, for
cytochrome function and for cellular respiration [4].
Most of the iron in the human body is part of hemoglo-
bin, myoglobin, ferritin or transferrin [5].
Various strategies are used to combat IDA [1]. For

example, supplementation with iron can be practiced at
health centers through a liquid or injectable medicine.
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Drawbacks are the taste of the liquid medicine, teeth
staining and need for outreach and a delivery mechan-
ism [4]. Fortification is another approach for delivering
iron to IDA susceptible populations that is best done
with flours produced from cereals but tends to be costly
and is not an option for whole grains, like legumes. An
alternative to both of these is to increase the concentra-
tion of iron in diets through biofortification of staple
foods [6]. Legumes are especially useful sources of
micronutrients such as iron and have added advantage
of high proteins. One important legume, common bean,
has been targeted in the worldwide effort on biofortifi-
cation as a strategic crop for increasing dietary iron for
human beings.
Common bean is a major food staple of Eastern and

Southern Africa and Latin America and with a total pro-
duction of c. 25 M tons is the most widely grown food
legume around the world, being highly valued in inter-
national trade and in regional markets [7]. Common
bean like other legumes is known as the ‘meat of the
poor’ due to their role as an economical alternative in
the diets of people who cannot afford animal products.
Varieties of common bean grain can be classified into
two major genepools based on seed size differences,
with Andean beans being large seeded and Mesoameri-
can beans being small seeded. The genepools differ in
many respects including some basic physiological prop-
erties as well as nutritional characteristics and DNA
polymorphisms. A range of results have shown that
Andean beans tend to have higher seed iron concentra-
tion than Mesoamerican beans [8-10].
Iron reductases are members of the protein super-

family of flavocytochromes and function in roots to con-
vert iron from a plant unavailable form (ferric, Fe3+) to
an available form (ferrous, Fe2+) that can be readily
absorbed [11]. An iron reductase protein (FRO) is
located within the plasma membrane, especially in root
epidermal cells, where it is required for iron reduction
[12,13]. Iron reductase activity is known to vary with
plant growth conditions (e.g., soil pH and available iron
concentration) and mutants in pea have been useful for
analyzing the role of iron reduction in root iron acquisi-
tion [14]. Combined with root iron transporters and
perhaps the release of phenolics, FRO is essential for
iron uptake in Strategy I plants that do not produce
siderophores for iron capture from soil [15,16].
The objective of this study was to evaluate iron reduc-

tase activity in common bean roots and to analyze the
possible role of root iron reduction in the accumulation
of seed iron. We did this by evaluating diverse germ-
plasm grown at different iron concentrations for root
iron reductase activity and then mapping quantitative
trait loci for that activity in an inter-genepool cross
population (DOR364 × G19833) that has been used for

genetic mapping of seed iron concentration [17]. In
addition, we identified two genetic markers for bean
iron reductases and performed in silico mapping of a
putative iron reductase gene (PvFRO) by synteny analy-
sis between soybean, Medicago and bean.
The analysis of iron reductase activity in common

bean is part of a broader program of nutritional geno-
mics being conducted within a biofortification program
for common bean. Genomics in common bean benefits
from a small genome of approximately 650 Mb (n = 11)
and substantial synteny with other legumes which have
been fully characterized for expressed genes (ESTs) or
which have sequenced genomes [18]. Synteny analysis
within the legumes has been conducted by various
authors [19,20] and the common bean genome is known
to be a simple diploid model of the soybean genome
[21]. Nutritional genomics was first described as the
analysis and modification of genes involved in the path-
ways leading to nutrient accumulation [22,23]. The ana-
lysis of iron reductase activity, aside from potentially
influencing nutritional quality, is also important for
adaptation of common beans to iron deficient alkaline
or calcareous soils [24].

Results
Parental differences and germplasm diversity
The parents of the DOR364 × G19833 mapping popula-
tion based on a high seed iron × low seed iron cross as
described by Blair et al. [17] were evaluated in an initial
randomized complete block experiment in the growth
chamber with four replications to evaluate iron reduc-
tase activity across a range of iron concentrations that
included 0, 1, 2, 5, 10 and 20 μM Fe(III)-EDDHA (Fe).
Similarly, a set of 13 wild and cultivated genotypes were
evaluated in the same conditions but with only two iron
concentrations, namely at limited iron (2 μM Fe) and
iron sufficiency (15 μM Fe). The mapping population
was then evaluated in additional randomized complete
block experiments with the same conditions but with 1
μM Fe used for the iron-limited treatment and 15 μM
Fe for the sufficiency treatment based on the results
from the parental screening.
The first iron reductase assay identified interesting dif-

ferences between the parents of the mapping population
for their ability to reduce iron when grown at various
hydroponic iron concentrations ranging from 0 to 20
μM Fe (Figure 1). These differences were more evident
in plants grown at low Fe concentrations (iron limiting
conditions) than at high iron concentrations (sufficiency
conditions), such that G19833 had its highest iron
reductase activity when grown at 0 μM Fe, while
DOR364 exhibited very low iron reductase activity when
grown at 0 or 1 μM Fe, but achieved higher rates when
grown at 2 μM Fe. At 5, 10 and 20 μM Fe, the iron
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reductase activity of DOR364 was slightly higher than
that of G19833, but the differences were not significant.
To evaluate whether these results were typical of other

common bean germplasm, we selected a range of nine
cultivated landraces and four wild accessions from the
CIAT genebank collection (Table 1) to determine the
variability in iron reductase activity when plants were
challenged with iron-limited (2 μM Fe) and iron suffi-
cient (15 μM Fe) growth conditions. The genotypes
selected for this experiment were based on their known
seed iron concentrations from the evaluation of the
CIAT cultivated and wild core collections [8, CIAT
unpublished). Among the cultivated genotypes, G11350
was selected for being high for seed iron within the
Mesoamerican (small-seeded) genepool, while G11360
was selected for being low in iron within this genepool.
Two other Mesoamerican beans were also evaluated, as
was one intermediate type between the Andean and
Mesoamerican genepools.
Within the Andean (large-seeded) genepool, G19833,

G19839 and G21242 were selected for being high in
iron while G21078 was selected for being low in iron
concentration. The iron reductase activity was indeed
higher in the genotypes with high seed iron than those
with low seed iron, especially for G21078 or G11360.
The correlation within the cultivated genepools between
seed iron concentration and iron reductase activity at 2
μM Fe and at 15 μM Fe were r = 0.575 and r = 0.327,
respectively, with neither being significant. Our interest
in correlating iron reductase activity with seed iron con-
centration was part of our long term goal of evaluating
whether iron reductase activity was potentially predictive
of the eventual accumulation of iron in that genotype’s
seeds.
Iron reductase activity differences were not evident

between the cultivated genotypes from the Andean

versus the Mesoamerican genepool based on t-tests at
either growth iron concentration level, but this might
have been due to the selection of genotypes for con-
trasting seed iron concentrations. There was some sug-
gestion that Andean beans had slightly higher iron
reductase activity when grown at 2 μM Fe and at 15 μM
Fe, if we exclude G21078, the low iron Andean bean.
G21212 a Mesoamerican small black bean had surpris-
ingly high levels of iron reductase activity under both
conditions. G19277A, the other small black bean, had
high iron reductase activity under iron-limited condi-
tions but not under sufficiency conditions. G21657, the
inter-genepool type, was intermediate.
Among the wild genotypes, which were very much

smaller seeded than any of either the Mesoamerican or
Andean common beans, iron reductase activity was
notably low in plants grown at 2 μM Fe compared to
the cultivated beans. One exception was G24404, which
had high iron reductase activity comparable to the high
seed iron Andean bean genotypes. This genotype along
with G24423 also had high and moderate iron reductase
activity in 15 μM Fe grown plants, while the other wild
beans had very low activity at both growth levels.
It was interesting that wild beans from both the

Andean and Mesoamerican genepools behaved in a
similar fashion at either level of iron, while the geno-
types from the Colombian wild genepool (a different
non-domesticated genepool) were those that had high to
intermediate iron reductase activity depending on the
level of iron provided.

Population distribution and QTL detection
In the experiment using the DOR364 × G19833 recom-
binant inbred lines, significant differences were found
for iron reductase activity between the population distri-
butions obtained with iron-limited (1 μM Fe) versus
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Figure 1 Iron reductase activities of the parents of the DOR364 × G19833 population for plants grown for 12 days at various levels of
hydroponic iron concentration. Rates of iron reduction were expressed in μmol Fe reduced g FW-1 h-1.
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iron sufficient (15 μM Fe) plants, as shown in Figure 2.
In this case, 1 μM Fe was selected as the level of iron to
test the population based on the best contrast between
the parental genotypes in the initial parental screening
experiment. The definite bimodal nature of the popula-
tion distribution at 1 μM Fe and the somewhat bimodal
population distribution at 15 μM Fe shows that inheri-
tance of iron reductase activity was controlled by one or
a few genes, respectively.
The range of iron reductase activity values obtained

with iron-limited plants (0 to 1.9 μmol Fe reduced/g
FW/hr) was slightly broader than with iron sufficient
plants (0 to 1.7 μmol Fe reduced/g FW/hr). The
averages at low and high iron growth concentrations
were similar at 0.49 and 0.61 μmol Fe reduced/g FW/hr,
respectively. The position of the parental values relative
to the lines showed there to be transgressive segregation
at the higher iron concentration where DOR364 and
G19833 were similar in iron reductase activity but the
RILs were much more widely distributed in their

reductase activity. Transgressive segregation was less
evident at the lower iron concentration where DOR364
was similar to one set of RILs that had low iron reduc-
tase activity and G19833 to the other set having high
iron reductase activity in the bimodal distribution
observed for 1 μM Fe-grown plants.
QTL analysis using composite interval mapping con-

firmed that there was one major QTL under iron suffi-
ciency (15 μM Fe) and this QTL was on a different
chromosome from the one under iron-limited growth
(1 μM Fe) as shown in Figure 3. Therefore, it can be
postulated that iron reductase activity was conditioned
by more than one locus, with one iron reductase-related
locus on Chromosome b02 contributing to the trait in
iron-limited plants and another iron reductase-related
locus on Chromosome b11 contributing to the trait in
iron-sufficient plants. The QTL detected under iron-lim-
ited growth had a higher LOD score (5.94) than the one
under sufficiency (2.96) and correspondingly the R2

values were higher for the first QTL than the second

Table 1 Evaluation of diverse common bean germplasm for iron reductase activity (μmol Fe reduced/g FW/h) in
12-d-old plants grown under iron-limited (2 μM Fe) or iron-sufficient (15 μM Fe) conditions, and for seed iron
concentration in mature, soil-grown plants.

Genotype Genepool1 Seed Colour Seed Fe
Level2

Iron reductase activity in 2 µM
Fe-grown plants

Iron reductase activity in 15 µM
Fe-grown plants

Cultivated

G11350 M Small red High (64) 0.835 0.350

G11360 M Medium purple Low (43) 0.454 0.165

G19227A M Small black High (65) 0.879 0.047

G19833 A Large yellow
mottled

High (70) 1.054 0.123

G19839 A Large yellow
mottled

High (59) 1.083 0.200

G21078 A Large cream Low (36) 0.049 0.307

G21212 M Small black ND 1.089 0.482

G21242 A Large cream
mottled

High (90) 0.713 0.528

G21657 A-M Medium cream
mottled

High (85) 0.639 0.231

Wild

G23585 A Very small grey
speckled

ND 0.048 0.036

G24390 M Very small grey
speckled

ND 0.187 0.036

G24404 C Very small grey
speckled

ND 1.039 0.705

G24423 C Very small grey
speckled

ND 0.180 0.342

1/*Genepools: A = Andean wild or cultivated, C = Colombian wild, M = Mesoamerican wild or cultivated.

2/Iron level in parts per million (ppm or mg/kg) from Islam et al. (2002) and CIAT unpublished (iron level given in parentheses [ppm; dry wieght basis]; high =
above 55 ppm, low = below 55 ppm, with 55 ppm being the average iron concentration for the crop), ND = not determined.
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(0.268 and 0.162, respectively). TR2 values were 0.473
and 0.361, respectively, for the two QTL. Alleles increas-
ing iron reductase activity detected at both of these
QTLs were contributed by the parent G19833. To
further understand the relationship of iron reductase
and seed iron we compared the QTL for iron reductase

activity and QTL for seed iron concentration from Blair
et al. [17]. An overlap of QTL controlling seed iron
accumulation in the DOR364 × G19833 population with
QTL for iron reductase activity was found on chromo-
some b11, but not for the other iron reductase activity
QTL on chromosome b02.

Figure 2 Population distributions for iron reductase activity (μmol Fe reduced/g FW/h) under a) iron-limited (1 μM) and b) iron-
sufficient (15 μM) growth conditions in the DOR364 × G19833 recombinant inbred line mapping population. Maternal (DOR364) and
paternal (G19833) root iron reductase values indicated by arrows.
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Genetic mapping and synteny analysis
Our first goal in this section of our research was to
develop a DNA marker for a common bean iron reduc-
tase gene (PvFRO) based on EST searches and cloning
of orthologs of the iron reductase gene, while our sec-
ond goal was to use in silico synteny mapping to dis-
cover iron reductase genes in the soybean genome and
in equivalent common bean loci based on the compara-
tive mapping described in Galeano et al. [21].
For our FRO marker development, the first SCAR

marker we used from P. sativum did not amplify as
expected in common bean and was not used further. A
second marker we developed based on an SSR in the
NAD-binding domain of a FRO homologue produced a
single band on polyacrylamide gels of 235 bp for
DOR364 and 220 bp for G19833, which was mapped to
the middle of chromosome b06 within 5 cM of the
flanking RFLP markers Bng009 and Bng027. The third

primer pair tested based also on this region of the gene
produced a single sized PCR product of 790 bp on agar-
ose gels which when digested with HindIII showed a
polymorphism between the parents (G19833 band
remaining undigested compared to DOR364 band
digested to 750 and 40 bp fragments) which was used to
genetically map the marker to the middle of chromo-
some b07 at a distance of 9.8 cM from the phaseolin
gene.
Figure 3 shows the location of the new markers, their

association with seed iron QTL from Blair et al. [17]
and the locations of the QTL for iron reductase activity.
It was notable that the iron reductase activity QTL were
not associated with the FRO markers but did overlap
with a cluster of seed iron and zinc QTL on linkage
group b11 from Blair et al. [17], that were near the mar-
kers BMd22 and BMd33. In addition, the FRO-CAPS-
HindIII marker was associated with two seed iron QTL

Figure 3 Location of iron reductase (FRO-SSR and FRO-CAPS) gene markers and quantititative trait loci (QTL) for iron reductase
activity (Ira2.1 and Ira11.1) on common bean linkage groups b02, b06, b07 and b11. Vertical lines for each QTL represent the range of
the QTL that are above the LOD threshold; horizontal marks on the lines indicate the LOD peak for the QTL. QTL for seed iron and zinc
concentrations using ICP or AAS measurements as per Blair et al. (2009a). Synteny results for linkage group b07 with Medicago (Mt) and soybean
(Gm) chromosomes as per Galeano et al. (2009) in the region of the FRO1-CAPS marker.
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on linkage group b07 from that same study; however,
the FRO-SSR on linkage group b06 was not associated
with any previous seed iron QTL or with the ICP data.
Table 2 summarizes the results of single point analysis
with each of the new and flanking markers.
For the synteny analysis, the FRO sequence from com-

mon bean linked to chromosome b07 (GenBank acces-
sion, HM440564) was found to be homologous to Pfam
entries for FRO1 and FRO2 from A. thaliana, FRO1
from M. truncatula and FRO1 from P. sativum, the
initial starting point for discovery of the FRO orthologs
in P. vulgaris. All the genes were found to have the fer-
ric reductase domain toward the middle of the coding
sequence followed by FAD and NAD binding domains
at the 3’ end of the gene. Comparisons of these
sequences to genomic sequences of soybean and medi-
cago found that the gene model for the PvFRO on chro-
mosome b07 consisted of 8 exons and 7 introns in both
cases as seen in Figure 4 where the position of the
CAPS marker is also shown.
Macro-synteny analysis based on Galeano et al. [21] for

both legumes placed the FRO gene in the middle of chro-
mosome b07 of common bean exactly where the CAPS
marker mapped. The homologous loci in the other
legumes were 1) near the end of chromosome Gm10 of
soybean at 45 Mb (mega-bases) or approximately 23 Mb
past the centromere with no homeologous position else-
where in the soybean genome; and 2) at a locus 26 Mb
into chromosome 1 of Medicago which being diploid was
not expected to have a duplicate position. It was

interesting that the position of introns was conserved
with the 4th being the largest and interrupting part of the
ferric reductase domain. Several ESTs from common
bean were found with homology to parts of the NAD or
FAD domains but no other ESTs have been found cover-
ing the iron reductase domain.

Discussion
For all the common bean genotypes investigated in this
study, iron reductase activity was elevated in response to
iron-limited growth conditions. This was especially evi-
dent with DOR364, G19833, and other genotypes, where
at low iron concentrations (1 μM Fe but not 0 μM Fe)
root iron reduction was 2.5 times the activity under
higher iron concentrations (10 μM Fe and above). This
has been observed before in peas and other legumes,
where low iron supply is known to induce increases in
iron reductase activity [25,26]. In some genotypes such
as DOR364, iron reductase activity at 0 μM Fe might be
reduced due to a need for iron in the enzyme itself. Iron
reductase activity is known to be the rate-limiting
enzyme for iron uptake since iron transporters, which
are the other important element of root iron acquisition,
do not reach saturation at normally achieved concentra-
tions of ferrous iron [27]. Initial differences in the par-
ents showed that DOR364 and G19833 had different
sensitivities to growth on low iron concentration, with
G19833 having much higher iron reductase activity at 1
μM Fe, the lower level selected for the RIL study. Apart
from the intensively studied parental genotypes, wide
variability was noted for iron reductase activity among
the cultivated and wild common beans. Among the cul-
tivated beans, one notable conclusion was that high seed
iron accumulators generally had higher iron reductase
activity than low seed iron accumulators within each
genepool, suggesting a link between root uptake and
seed loading of iron in common bean contrasting with
results with an iron reductase mutant in pea [28].
Andean beans had higher iron reductase activity espe-
cially at low iron growth conditions and are generally
higher for seed iron as well [8-10] both of these results
having implications for their use in biofortification or
adaptation to low iron soils [12,29].
While among the cultivated Andean genepool there

was high iron reductase activity under iron-limited
growth, there was lower activity under sufficiency con-
ditions, while the cultivars from the Mesoamerican
genepool had moderate to low activity under the two
growth conditions. Genotypes that accumulated high
seed iron concentrations, such as G11350 (Mesoameri-
can), G19833, G19839 and G21242 (all Andean), gen-
erally had high iron reductase activity under iron-
limited growth and moderate activity under iron suffi-
ciency; in other words, they had higher and apparently

Table 2 Association of FRO loci and flanking markers
with iron reductase activity (IRA) under iron limited (1
μM Fe) and iron sufficient (15 μM Fe) growth conditions
and with seed iron concentration.

Locus1 LG2 IRA
(1 uM)

IRA
(15 uM)

Fe-ICP3 Fe-AAS3

LOD R2 LOD R2 LOD R2 LOD R2

FRO - SSR 6 0.33 .012 0.04 .002 1.23 .032 0.10 .004

Bng009 6 0.39 .014 0.05 .047 0.95 .026 0.11 .006

Bng027 6 0.02 .005 1.08 .002 1.15 .029 0.21 .004

FRO - CAPS
(HindIII)

7 0.97 .017 0.05 .029 0.06 .002 2.31 .062

Bng060 7 0.14 .004 0.63 .027 1.02 .010 3.85* .105*

Phs 7 0.12 .004 0.23 .018 1.46 .015 3.30* .106*

1/The significance of successfully mapped FRO loci and their flanking markers
are indicated in terms of LOD scores and R2 values for iron reductase activity
(IRA) and

2/LG (Linkage group) numbering according to Blair et al. (2003)

3/.Fe-ICP and Fe-AAS as described in materials and methods and Blair et al.
(2009a), respectively.

* indicates significance at LOD threshold of 2.5 in single point regression
analysis.
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more consistent iron reductase activity than those gen-
otypes that did not accumulate high seed iron espe-
cially among Mesoamerican genotypes. Notably, one
Andean genotype, G21078, which was low in seed iron
concentration, had very low iron reductase activity in
iron limited and iron sufficient growth conditions.
Small-seeded black beans may have an adaptation to
low iron soils in some cases as both G19277A and
G21212 were high in iron reductase activity under
both growth conditions.
Differences in seed iron levels and adaptation to low

iron available soils have been found in common bean
cultivars [8-10,30,31] and may have been selected for
during domestication and development of common
bean races [32]. Compared to pea, peanut and soybean,
the only other legumes studied for this trait [29,33,34],
iron reductase activity responses were similar in roots of

iron limited common beans and these results agree with
those of Bienfait et al. [24]. Iron deficiency is a problem
of high pH soils in certain bean temperate or dryland
production regions but is not generally a problem in
tropical countries with low pH soils.
Wild beans which have never been studied before for

this trait, appeared to be especially low in iron reduc-
tase activity, although one genotype was high in iron
reduction. It is typical for greater variability to be pre-
sent in wild beans compared to domesticated beans as
a bottleneck in genetic diversity was suggested to have
occurred at domestication [35] and wild beans can be
a source of high seed minerals [36,37]. Natural selec-
tion on alkaline soils may have allowed the develop-
ment of some populations of wild beans with high iron
reductase activity and this may have been the case for
the Colombian wild bean G24404 which has been

Mt – Chr. 1

PvFRO

Gm – Chr. 10

PvFRO

Genomic comparisons

mRNA comparisons

AtFRO1

AtFRO2
MtFRO1
PsFRO1
PvFRO

PvFRO – CAPS - HindIII

SSR (AT)14

Figure 4 Gene model and homology of common bean iron reductase gene (PvFRO) with other iron reductase genes from arabidopsis
(AtFRO) or pea (PsFRO) followed by synteny analysis with Medicago and soybean chromosomes. Pfam annotation used with ferric
reductase, FAD8 and NAD6 binding as major domains. Upper scale indicates nucleotide number in both the mRNA and genomic comparisons
along with levels of homology. Lower horizontal bars represent each gene with intron/exon structure shown for PvFRO. SSR marker from 3’ UTR
indicated below gene model and CAPS marker with HindIII site indicated below genomic comparisons with soybean.
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analyzed for its diverse phenology compared to
Andean beans by Blair et al. [38].
The differences in iron reductase activity between par-

ents allowed us to analyze the inheritance in the
DOR364 × G19833 population. Iron reductase activity
under deficiency conditions appeared to be a monogenic
trait controlled by a single QTL (Ira2.1) mapping to
chromosome b02. Meanwhile, the inheritance at iron
sufficient conditions was slightly more complex,
although a single QTL on chromosome b11 (Ira11.1)
was still the most determining factor for iron reductase
activity. This QTL was very interesting because it
aligned with QTL for seed iron accumulation from Blair
et al. [17]. Although the correlation of ICP seed iron
accumulation with iron reductase activity in this study
was not significant at either 1 μM (r = 0.021) or at 15
μM (r = -0.159), it was interesting to see that the iron
reductase activity QTL was located in the same place as
a seed iron concentration QTL for chromosome b11.
The possibility of an association of iron reductase

activity with more iron in the seed is of interest to bio-
technologists [23,39]. This is the first study of iron
reductase QTL as a component of iron homeostasis,
although seed iron concentration has been measured
in a range of QTL studies in arabidopsis [40,41], com-
mon beans [17,42] and other legumes [43,44], just to
mention those of interest here. Mutant analysis has
been of great utility for peas in the group of Grusak
and collaborators to study aspects of iron reductase
activity [25], iron transporters [27,45], root changes
during iron deficiency [46], seed loading of iron [47]
and other aspects of iron homeostasis; results which
suggest that mutagenesis may be an interesting method
of dissecting iron uptake in common bean as well as
suggested by Blair et al. [48].
Surprisingly, neither of the QTL identified in this

study for iron reductase activity aligned with the posi-
tions of the markers for PvFRO orthologs that were suc-
cessfully mapped on chromosomes b06 and b07. This
may have been expected, since in other research the
control of iron reductase activity has been postulated to
be under the control of a shoot to root signal that
induces reductase expression [49]. It was not surprising
that we found two map locations for the FRO orthologs
since iron reductases are known to be an eight-member
gene family in Arabidopsis thaliana, where paralogs
exist and some genes have different functionality and
expression patterns in roots versus several diverse above
ground organs [50]. Although the family has not been
characterized in soybean we found one homologous
copy of FRO on chromosome Gm10 with the equivalent
positions in common bean being on chromosome b07
where the CAPS marker mapped to. Medicago synteny
confirmed this position.

Given that the QTL for iron reductase activity do not
map together with the loci for the FRO genes, either as
mapped markers or in synteny analysis, we may con-
clude that some other gene is controlling iron reductase
activity. This could be due to another copy of the FRO
gene [50] or an iron homeostasis regulator [51]. In the
case of the QTL found under iron-limited growth, this
may be equivalent to the dgl (degenerative leaves) or brz
(bronze leaves) loci in pea since both are involved in the
constitutive up-regulation of iron reductase activity
[25,49]. However, the state of synteny mapping between
pea and other legumes make it difficult to know if the
mutants or even the FRO homologues are in equivalent
positions between common bean and pea [52].
From a physiological standpoint, any gene or signal

stimulating iron reductase activity would be an impor-
tant component needed to match root iron uptake with
the above ground plant needs [49] and might be a can-
didate for the QTL we identified. For example, the gene
for such a signal could be related to ethylene induced
local changes in root cell restructuring which affect iron
reduction and transport [46], to a shoot to root signal,
or to a transcription factors affecting iron homeostasis.
If this is the case, this signal may change in intensity
throughout the life-cycle of the plant, such as during
active seed-fill when iron is being loaded through the
phloem to the developing seed [28].

Conclusions
In our germplasm survey, broad diversity for iron reduc-
tase activity was found in common bean with some dif-
ferentiation of the Andean and Mesoamerican genepools
and substantial differences between cultivated and wild
beans. Wild beans may not have the same requirement
for iron uptake given their low seed yield and small
leaves except for a few accessions from the Colombian
genepool, while some Andean beans might have been
selected for high iron reductase activity from being
grown on higher pH/organic material soils which are
low in iron concentration. Mesoamerican beans would
be less likely to have high iron reductase activity since
they are generally grown on acid soils with plenty of
iron. As was found for other legumes, iron limited con-
ditions were seen to induce iron reductase activity,
while at higher iron levels this activity was repressed.
The genotypic differences in iron reductase activity
between DOR364 and G19833 allowed the discovery of
differentially expressed QTL at iron limited and iron
sufficient growth conditions in the mapping population.
These QTL (Ira2.1 and Ira11.1) were independent and
positioned on linkage groups b02 and b11, respectively.
The second of these QTL was associated with seed iron
accumulation QTL but was not associated with the in
silico or genetic map position of FRO orthologs in
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common bean based on new markers and synteny map-
ping with soybean and medicago. The FRO locus on
linkage group b07 may have had an effect on seed iron
accumulation but the mechanism would be unknown.
Meanwhile, the Ira11.1 QTL that clustered with seed
iron QTL on b11 would be interesting for further dis-
section. All of these novel results represent achieve-
ments in the application of nutritional genomics to
common bean biofortification.

Methods
Plant materials
An initial experiment was conducted on 14 common
bean genotypes from the FAO designated collection held
at CIAT including 10 cultivated and 4 wild genotypes.
Two subsequent experiments involved a population of
recombinant inbred lines (RILs) from the cross of
DOR364 × G19833 as described in Blair et al. [53] and
Beebe et al. [54] for one of the experiments, while the
other experiment involved the parents of this population.
The parents represented the Mesoamerican (small-
seeded) and Andean (large-seeded) genepools, respec-
tively. The RILs were all in the F11 generation and were
produced along with the other genotypes by the Interna-
tional Center for Tropical Agriculture (CIAT) at the Dar-
ien site as described in Blair et al. [17].

Plant growth and iron reductase activity measurements
For all studies, seeds were germinated for 4-6 days on
germination paper and then planted in hydroponic
media per methods described in Grusak et al. [25].
Plants were grown as sets of four plants per 4.5 L of
nutrient solution; the solution contained 1.2 mM
KNO3, 0.8 mM Ca(NO3)2, 0.3 mM NH4H2PO4, 0.2
mM MgSO4, 50 μM KCl, 12.5 μM H3BO3, 1 μM
MnSO4, 1 μM ZnSO4, 0.5 μM CuSO4, 0.1 μM
H2MoO4, 0.1 μM NiSO4, 1 mM MES buffer (2,4-mor-
pholino-ethane sulfonic acid), adjusted to pH 5.5, and
various concentrations of Fe(III)EDDHA [ethylenedia-
mine-N, N’bis(o-hydroxyphenyl) acetic acid]. Plants
were maintained in hydroponics for 12 days; nutrient
solutions were changed 7 and 10 days after planting.
All plants were grown within environmentally con-
trolled growth chambers (PG2V; Controlled Environ-
ments Inc., Pembina, ND, USA) using a mixture of
fluorescent and incandescent lamps that provided a
photon flux density of 350 μmol m-2 s-1. Growth
chamber settings were 15 h light at 22.5°C, 9 h dark at
17.5°C, and a relative humidity of 50 + 5%.
Iron reductase activity was measured with excised,

entire root systems, using the 12-day old plants, accord-
ing to the methods described in Grusak et al. [25].
Assays were run under low light conditions for 40 min
using 100 μM Fe(III)EDTA (ethylenediamine tetraacetic

acid) as the ferric iron source and 100 μM BPDS (batho-
phenanthroline disulfonic acid) as the ferrous iron che-
lator. Roots were gently blotted immediately after the
assays and weighed to determine fresh weight. Absor-
bance values for aliquots of the assay solution were
obtained spectrophotometrically at 535 nm to determine
concentrations of Fe(II)BPDS3 (generated in the assay);
an aliquot of the solution that had no roots during the
assay was used as blank. Rates of iron reduction (μmol
Fe reduced g FW-1 h-1) were determined using a molar
extinction coefficient of 22.14 mM-1 cm-1. Values pre-
sented in the paper, or used in QTL determinations,
were the average values derived from a minimum of
four root systems.

Marker development for iron reductase
Several techniques were used for marker development.
First, a sequence characterized amplified region (SCAR)
marker for the FRO1 gene from P. sativum (GenBank
accession AF405422) was used in common bean [52,55].
Following that, a search was made of FRO-like
sequences from the BEST project http://lgm.esalq.usp.
br/BEST database, with one hit (contig 449) containing
a simple sequence repeat for which primers (Forward 5’-
CCACAGCTTTGATCTCTA GC-3’ and Reverse 5’-
CACAGAAAACTGAGCATTCA-3’) were designed with
the software Primer 3.0 http://frodo.wi.mit.edu/primer3.
Furthermore, primers for PvFRO (For-5’-GAGGCC-
TACGTTACCAGAGAAAA–3’, Rev 5’-CGGTGTTG
GAACTTCCACATTC-3’) were designed from putative
FRO mRNA sequence cloned by degenerate primers
(GenBank accession, HM440564) and used in a cleaved
amplified PCR sequence (CAPS) reaction using the
enzyme HindIII. Both SCAR and CAPS markers were
evaluated on 1.5% agarose gels run in 0.5X TBE; while
the microsatellite marker was run on 4% polyacrylamide
silver stained gels as described in Blair et al. [53].
Genetic mapping of successful markers was performed
with Mapmaker v. 3.0 [56] and a minimum LOD of 3.0
and using the genetic map from Blair et al. [17].

QTL analysis
QTL were detected first with composite interval map-
ping (CIM) analysis that was carried out using the soft-
ware program QTL Cartographer v. 2.5 [57] and the
genetic map for the DOR364 × G19833 used in Blair et
al. [17] along with the markers for iron reductase genes
described above. The following parameters were used
for QTL detection: 10 cM window size, 1 cM walkspeed,
5 significant background markers, analysis by forward
and backward multiple linear regression for each chro-
mosomal position with a global significance level of 5%
and probability thresholds of 0.05 for the partial F test
for both marker inclusion or exclusion. In the CIM
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analysis, determination coefficients were calculated for
each interval separately (R2) and for each interval given
the background markers (TR2) to determine the pheno-
typic variance explained by a single QTL. QTL were
reported for LOD > 2.5 and results were displayed using
QTL Cartographer and represented graphically with
standard drawing software, to designate genomic regions
that proved to be significant in the analysis described
above. Single point regression analysis was conducted
for the successful FRO markers.

Synteny analysis
The synteny analysis was as described in Galeano et al.
[21] using the soybean (Glycine max L.) and medicago
(Medicago truncatula L.) chromosome sequences from
Phytozome and from the Legume Information System,
respectively, and a search for ESTs from the common
bean unigene set based on similarity to the P. sativum
FRO1 gene. Genious v. 8 software was used to align
cDNA sequences from common bean against sequences
of pfam entries for AtFRO1 and 2 from Arabidopsis
thaliana, as well as MtFRO1 and PsFRO1 from medi-
cago and pea, respectively, and also against chromoso-
mal sequences of soybean and medicago, the two
legumes which have genome sequence data. In addition,
the EST assembly from Galeano et al. [21] was used to
find additional contigs similar to PsFRO1 based on the
full set of ESTs from common bean assembled with
EGassembler.

Acknowledgements
We are grateful to to Steve Beebe for germplasm, Agobardo Hoyos at CIAT
for excellent field assistance and to advice from Brian M. Waters on iron
reductase genes and W. Pfeiffer on biofortification. This work was funded in
part by CIAT core funds, subprojects of the Harvest Plus Challenge Program
to MWB and MAG, as well as funds from USDA-ARS under Agreement
number 58-6250-0-008 to MAG. The contents of this publication do not
necessarily reflect the views or policies of International Centre for Tropical
Agriculture (CIAT) or the US Department of Agriculture, nor does mention of
trade names, commercial products, or organizations imply endorsement by
the US Government or CIAT.

Author details
1Biotechnology Unit and Bean Program, International Center for Tropical
Agriculture (CIAT), Cali, Colombia. 2Department of Pediatrics, USDA-ARS
Children’s Nutrition Research Center, Baylor College of Medicine, Houston,
Texas, USA.

Authors’ contributions
MWB and MAG planned the study and obtained funding for the research.
SJBK carried out iron reductase assays, CA mapped the markers and
developed SSR primers for FRO1 homologs, CML cloned and developed
markers for PvFRO, while CA and ACF carried out the QTL and synteny
analyses, respectively. MWB wrote the paper with contributions from CA and
MAG. All authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Received: 18 May 2010 Accepted: 5 October 2010
Published: 5 October 2010

References
1. Bouis HE, Welch RM: Biofortification - a sustainable agricultural strategy

for reducing micronutrient malnutrition in the global south. Crop Sci
2010, 20-32.

2. Welch RM, Graham RD: A new paradigm for world agriculture:
productive, sustainable and nutritious food systems to meet human
needs. Field Crops Res 1999, 60:1-10.

3. Wang TL, Domoney C, Hedley CL, Casey R, Grusak MA: Can we improve
the nutritional quality of legume seeds? Plant Physiol 2003, 131:886-891.

4. Frossard E, Bucher M, Machler F, Mozafar A, Hurrell R: Potential for
increasing the content and bioavailability of Fe, Zn and Ca in plants for
human nutrition. J Sci Food Agric 2000, 80:861-879.

5. Wick M, Pinggera W, Lehmann P: Iron metabolism, diagnosis and therapy
of anemias. Springer. New York; 1996, 253.

6. Pfeiffer W, McClafferty B: HarvestPlus: Breeding crops for better nutrition.
Crop Sci 2007, 47:S88-S105.

7. Broughton WJ, Hernandez G, Blair M, Beebe S, Gepts P, Vanderleyden J:
Beans (Phaseolus spp.) - model food legumes. Plant and Soil 2003,
252:55-128.

8. Islam FMA, Basford KE, Jara C, Redden RJ, Beebe SE: Seed compositional
and disease resistance differences among gene pools in cultivated
common bean. Genet Resour Crop Evol 2002, 49:285-293.

9. Islam FMA, Beebe SE, Muñoz M, Tohme J, Redden RJ, Basford KE: Using
molecular markers to assess the effect of introgression on quantitative
attributes of common bean in the Andean gene pool. Theor Appl Genet
2004, 108:243-252.

10. Blair MW, Gonzales LF, Kimani P, Butare L: Inter-genepool introgression,
genetic diversity and nutritional quality of common bean (Phaseolus
vulgaris L.) landraces from Central Africa. Theor Appl Genet 2010,
121:237-248.

11. Grusak MA: Whole-root iron(III)-reductase activity throught the life cycle
of iron-grown. Pisum sativum L. (Fabaceae): relevance to the iron
nutrition of developing seeds. Planta 1995, 197:111-117.

12. Kochian LV: Mechanisms of micronutrient uptake and translocation in
plants. In Micronutritent in Agriculture. Soil Science Soc of America. Madison
WI Edited by: Metvedf JJ , 2 1991, 229-296.

13. Curie C, Briat J-F: Iron transport and signaling in plants. Ann Rev Plant Biol
2003, 54:183-206.

14. Grusak MA: Strategies for improving the iron nutritional quality of seed
crops: lessons learned from the study of unique iron-hyperaccumulating
pea mutants. Pisum Genet 2000, 32:1-5.

15. Marschner H, Römheld V: Strategies of plants for acquisition of iron. Plant
and Soil 1994, 165:261-274.

16. Kim SA, Guerinot ML: Mining iron: Iron uptake and transport in plants.
FEBS Letters 2007, 581:2273-2280.

17. Blair MW, Astudillo C, Grusak M, Graham R, Beebe S: Inheritance of seed
iron and zinc content in common bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.). Mol Breed
2009, 23:197-207.

18. Varshney RK, Close TJ, Singh NK, Hoisington DA, Cook DR: Orphan legume
crops enter the genomics era! Curr Opin Plant Biol 2009, 12:202-210.

19. Choi HK, Mun JH, Jin Kim DJ, Zhu H, Baek JM, Mudge J, Roe B, Ellis N,
Doyle J, Kiss GB, et al: Estimating genome conservation between crop
and model legume species. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA 2004, 101:15289-15294.

20. Hougaard BK, Madsen LH, Sandal N, Moretzsohn MC, Fredslund J,
Schauser L, Nielsen AM, Rohde T, Sato S, Tabata S, et al: Legume anchor
markers link syntenic regions between Phaseolus vulgaris, Lotus
japonicus, Medicago truncatula and Arachis. Genetics 2008, 179:2299-2312.

21. Galeano CH, Fernández AC, Gómez M, Blair MW: Single strand
conformation polymorphism based SNP and Indel markers for genetic
mapping and synteny analysis of common bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.).
BMC Genomics 2009, 10:629.

22. DellaPenna D: Nutritional genomics: manipulating plant micronutrients
to improve human health. Science 1999, 285:375-379.

23. Grusak MA, DellaPenna D: Improving the nutrient composition of plants
to enhance human nutrition and health. Annu Rev Plant Physiol 1999,
50:133-161.

24. Bienfait HF, Bino RJ, van der Blick AM, Duivenvoorden JF, Fontaine JM:
Characterization of ferric reducing activity in roots of Fe-deficient
Phaseolus vulgaris. Physiol Plant 1983, 59:196-202.

25. Grusak MA, Welch RM, Kochian LV: Physiological characterization of a
single-gene mutant of Pisum sativum exhibiting excess iron

Blair et al. BMC Plant Biology 2010, 10:215
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2229/10/215

Page 11 of 12

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12644641?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12644641?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14657984?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14657984?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14657984?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20224891?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20224891?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20224891?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17485078?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19157958?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19157958?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15489274?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15489274?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18689902?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18689902?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18689902?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20030833?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20030833?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20030833?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10411494?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/10411494?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16667609?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16667609?dopt=Abstract


accumulationI. Root iron reduction and iron uptake. Plant Physiol 1990,
93:976-981.

26. Grusak MA, Kochian LV, Welch RM: Spatial and temporal development of
iron(III) reductase activity in root systems of Pisum sativum L. (Fabaceae)
challenged with iron-deficiency stress. Am J Bot 1993, 80:300-308.

27. Grusak MA, Welch RM, Kochian LV: Does iron deficiency in Pisum sativum
enhance the activity of the root plasmalemma iron transport protein?
Plant Physiol 1990, 94:1353-1357.

28. Grusak MA: Iron transport to developing ovules of Pisum sativum. I Seed
import characteristics and phloem iron-loading capacity of source
regions. Plant Physiol 1994, 104:649-655.

29. Chaney RL, Brown JC, Tiffin LO: Obligatory reduction of ferric chelates in
iron uptake by soybeans. Plant Physiol 1972, 50:208-213.

30. Beebe S, Gonzalez AV, Rengifo J: Research on trace minerals in the
common bean. Food Nutrit Bulletin 2000, 21:387-91.

31. Moraghan JT, Padilla J, Etchevers JD, Grafton K, Acosta-Gallegos JA: Iron
accumulation in seed of common bean. Plant and Soil 2002, 246:175-183.

32. Blair MW, Díaz LM, Buendia HF, Duque MC: Genetic diversity, seed size
associations and population structure of a core collection of common
beans (Phaseolus vulgaris L.). Theor Appl Genet 2009, 119:955-73.

33. Römheld V, Marschner H: Mechanism of iron uptake in peanut plants.
I. FeIII reduction, chelate splitting and release of phenolics. Plant Physiol
1983, 71:949-954.

34. Römheld V, Marschner H: Mobilization of iron in the rhizosphere of
different plant species. Adv Plant Nutr 1986, 2:155-204.

35. Acosta JA, Kelly JD, Gepts P: Pre-breeding in common bean and use of
genetic diversity from wild germplasm. Crop Sci 2008, 48:1, (S1).

36. Guzman-Maldonado SH, Acosta-Gallegos J, Paredes-Lopez O: Protein and
mineral content of a novel collection of wild and weedy common bean
(Phaseolus vulgaris L.). J Sci Food Agric 2004, 80:1874-1881.

37. Guzman-Maldonado SH, Martínez O, Acosta-Gallegos J, Guevara-Lara FJ,
Paredes-Lopez O: Putative quantitative trait loci for physical and
chemical components of common bean. Crop Sci 2003, 43:1029-1035.

38. Blair MW, Iriarte G, Beebe S: QTL analysis of yield traits in an advanced
backcross population derived from a cultivated Andean × wild common
bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.) cross. Theor Appl Genet 2006, 112:1149-1163.

39. Grotz N, Guerinot ML: Molecular aspects of Cu, Fe, and Zn homeostasis
in plants. Biohcim. Biophy Acta 2006, 1763:595-608.

40. Vreugdenhil D, Aarts MGM, Koorneef M, Nelissen H, Ernst WHO: Natural
variation and QTL analysis for cationic mineral content in seeds of
Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant Cell Env 2004, 27:828-839.

41. Waters BM, Grusak MA: Quantitative trait locus mapping for seed mineral
concentrations in two Arabidopsis thaliana recombinant inbred
populations. New Phytologist 2008, 179:1033-1047.

42. Cichy KA, Caldas GV, Snapp SS, Blair MW: QTL analysis of seed iron, zinc,
and phosphorus levels in an Andean bean population. Crop Sci 2009,
49:1742-1750.

43. Sankaran RP, Huguet T, Grusak MA: Identification of QTL affecting seed
mineral concentrations and content in the model legume Medicago
truncatula. Theor Appl Genet 2009, 119:241-253.

44. Klein MA, Grusak MA: Identification of nutrient and physical seed trait
QTL in the model legume Lotus japonicus. Genome 2009, 52:677-691.

45. Fox TC, Shaff JE, Grusak MA, Norvell WA, Chen Y, Chaney RL, Kochian LV:
Direct measurement of59Fe-labelled Fe2+ influx in roots of pea using a
chelator buffer system to control free Fe2+ in solution. Plant Physiol 1996,
111:93-100.

46. Schikora A, Schmidt W, Rengel Z, Grusak M: Modulation of the root
epidermal phenotype by hormones, inhibitors and iron regime. Plant
and Soil 2002, 241:87-96.

47. Marentes E, Grusak MA: Iron transport and storage within the seed coat
and embryo of developing seeds of pea (Pisum sativum L.). Seed Science
Research 1998, 8:367-375.

48. Blair MW, Porch T, Cichy K, Galeano CH, Lariguet P, Pankurst C,
Broughton W: Induced mutants in common bean (Phaseolus vulgaris),
and their potential use in nutrition quality breeding and gene discovery.
Israel J Plant Sci 2008, 55:191-200.

49. Grusak MA, Pezeshgi S: Shoot-to-root signal transmission regulates root
Fe(III) reductase activity in the dgl mutant of pea. Plant Physiol 1996,
110:329-334.

50. Wu H, Li L, Du J, Yuan Y, Cheng X, Ling H-Q: Molecular and biochemical
characterization of the Fe(III) chelate reductase gene family in
Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant Cell Physiol 2005, 46:1505-1514.

51. Colangelo EP, Guerinot ML: The essential basic helix-loop-helix protein
FIT1 is required for the iron deficiency response. Plant Cell 2004,
16:3400-3412.

52. Grusak MA, Li C-M, Moffet M, Weeden NF: Map position of the FRO1 locus
in Pisum sativum. Pisum Genet 2000, 32:6-8.

53. Blair MW, Pedraza F, Buendia HF, Gaitán-Solís E, Beebe SE, Gepts P,
Tohme J: Development of a genome-wide anchored microsatellite map
for common bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.). Theor Appl Genet 2003,
107:1362-1374.

54. Beebe SE, Rojas M, Yan X, Blair MW, Pedraza F, Muñoz F, Tohme J, Lynch JP:
Quantitative trait loci for root architecture traits correlated with
phosphorus acquisition in Common Bean. Crop Sci 2006, 46:413-423.

55. Waters BM, Blevins DG, Eide DJ: Characterization of FRO1, a pea ferrice-
chelate reductase involved in root iron acquisition. Plant Physiol 2002,
129:85-94.

56. Lander ES, Green P, Abrahamson J, Barlow A, Daly M, Lincoln SE,
Newburg L: MAPMAKER: an interactive computer package for
constructing primary genetic linkage maps of experimental and natural
populations. Genomics 1987, 1:174-181.

57. Basten CJ, Weir BS, Zeng ZB: QTL Cartographer: A reference manual and
tutorial for QTL mapping. Raleigh, NC, Department of Statistics, North
Carolina State University; 2001.

doi:10.1186/1471-2229-10-215
Cite this article as: Blair et al.: Variation and inheritance of iron
reductase activity in the roots of common bean (Phaseolus vulgaris L.)
and association with seed iron accumulation QTL. BMC Plant Biology
2010 10:215.

Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit

Blair et al. BMC Plant Biology 2010, 10:215
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2229/10/215

Page 12 of 12

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16667609?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16667840?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16667840?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12232115?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12232115?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12232115?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16658143?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16658143?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19688198?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19688198?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19688198?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16662934?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16662934?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16662934?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16432734?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16432734?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16432734?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18631293?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18631293?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18631293?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19396421?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19396421?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19396421?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19767898?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19767898?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12226276?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12226276?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12226276?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12226276?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12226276?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12226184?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12226184?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16006655?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16006655?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16006655?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15539473?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15539473?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14504741?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14504741?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12011340?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12011340?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3692487?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3692487?dopt=Abstract
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3692487?dopt=Abstract

	Abstract
	Background
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Results
	Parental differences and germplasm diversity
	Population distribution and QTL detection
	Genetic mapping and synteny analysis

	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Methods
	Plant materials
	Plant growth and iron reductase activity measurements
	Marker development for iron reductase
	QTL analysis
	Synteny analysis

	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	Authors' contributions
	References

