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FE . A A MAAL L IF A 49 SSR 31 H 2 67 e B Ah R REAT T i AE SR M. K59 251 F ik 17 5
SEAMRRZHAAEGIN Y, 175314y 3gdh 53 K0, I3 HP 382 26 KW, FHI 312 &, &M
HARL R FAF 0.53~1.00 20, F3 % 545643 (PIC) A 0.436, FHWRF LRI H 3.118, FHAXE
12 A B 4 A 2.166, F3) Nei's 2B % H#H 4 0.507, F34 Shannon 12 &3 % 4 0. 821, FHMm &4 F 4 0.637, F
BB BRESHEH 0511, RBAMBHERFGTHEESHE. RESHEAN, TH T MM A4 £, FAZH
FBERFEREERPEAARRES T, BALRSUAEES T, RERLLEARRAAE RS> HRE. B
S, ab B A A e B IR AL R M AT 0 4 £ E T IR

X 8 . A AARIR; WS MM, SSR

FESES: S667.3 XEktRERD: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2014)8 - 0012 - 08

M CEriobotrya japonica) 2} % #% BF 3 1 W B} (Rosaceae, subfamily Pomoideae) #LAE J& ( Eriobotrya)
MY, ST R R R R E L VPR B AR S E R R R, P, 6 A
AL A A R R R BT AR O R R AR S AR R EA 30 ARl R T b AL R R
ARFIAT 21 AP — BB gE A B A A RAPDY L ISSRY 8, AFLPN 107 45 7 A X Ak AR J 356 4 9% U 0t 15
T#5E. B A SSR(Simple Sequence Repeats) EH FNEF TR L, HERE, GEEEE. 25
B R VESF . HAPRAE L R AR SR L BEAR T Z e R RN L DA R Oy e Ry Bk ML A
TR SR e e o 7/ N R e N € o (S RN (P 2 2 G RSN R & LEZ 10 S e D W&
2 S F D SRR 2 . R T A AT Y 4 R R 4L B 8 B L B R GE . HOA AR B9 ESTs(Expression Se-
quence Tags) ZCHE AR 2D, A LA 32 22 F 32 2R s A P 19 SSR 51 W ok ik 47 AL AR Jm A %) 19 SSR A i 1Y WF
GER YL G AR R Gisbert, Xiang 5 3 4 f% Bk TR B AT K 1R 4 AL AR L 4 SSR 5
Pyt AR G R K S AR R B 51 SR BOAS [A) E KORN XY 67 5 A AT e A BT B IR
M35t A% 22 4 1 O THT 2R AT 43 AT

O WRHH. 2013-06-29
HEWE . FRRHE TR (2013BAD02B02) 5 TR A AR 2254 (CSTC, 2010BB1132) 5 [/ FR A&k #6728 75 #: 47 b Cfe ol BHIF -4 33
(201003073) 4 ¥ Bl
EERA . B &989 -, B, HHARA, M54, FHENFRR RS BET MR,
WEIEE . MEH, R, W04 R,
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1 #MRERFE
1.1 R

R T, B AT @A AR — 2k 67 (5 (2 1, &4 19 4 BF A MR A0 48 Ak A,
MY 01-02,10-12,29,32,34,45 1 58-67 5 F WP AAAT , FLA A AR S5 AR, AR 55 AAT b S 1R 268y 21 PR AU 1Y
H 324y, 4i'5H 03-06,14,15,17-20,23,33,35-44,46,48-52,54-57, FRF AR EARNAKAE 16 4y, H5 N
7-9,13,16,21,22,24-28,30,31,47,53. FEARIEAAAM R, 2 MRk A EE . 5 M ERA IS 4
3ok B HAS. SSR ZI¥RIE T Gisbert Z5H0 Xiang &1 (K 2), By TR RS A FRA 7 E A
TCREA TAY TRERAFD A M. PCR Y1 Fr AT (10 X Buffer, Mg*" . dNTPs, 5[4/, Taq DNA i)
YW F Takara A #); PCR {UJEK H 1 E eppendorf 24 &l 7254 B 5 J& Mastercycle gradinet.

1 EWHE

G5 MEAK i )i K \GT RS Ji ) Fh P
E. prinoides Rehd &Wils. var. A
01 g e SOOI m | g5 B E. japonica Lindl o152
daduheensis H. Z. Zhang
02 ST AL AL E. salwinensis Hand-Mazz. i E 36 Ullera E. japonica Lindl YT
03 KEE E. japonica Lindl FEPN 37 it E. japonica Lindl o A A
04 R 15 E. japonica Lindl FRE | 38 iR IE| E. japonica Lindl o 2B
05 WP E. japonica Lindl PRI |39 RN E. japonica Lindl FpE 1|
06 Hih 6 = E. japonica Lindl RERE | 40 fift i E. japonica Lindl o [ AR
07 HE E. japonica Lindl REYLH || 41 KAMGHIT)  E. japonica Lindl r R T I
08 TEH E. japonica Lindl FEWIT || 42 Kk E. japonica Lindl thE T
09 HE E. japonica Lindl R EYTA || 43 K45 E. japonica Lindl of [
10 B IS E. deflexa Nakai TE 44 RIHWCEBO  E. japonica Lindl ' R
- E. bengalensis Hook. f. forn
11 BEOFHLIE E. prinoides Rehd & Wils hE | 45 Ak pengalensis Hook. L. forma . o
angustifolia Vidal
12 ®MB4E  E. japonica Lindl hE M | 46 Tk E. japonica Lindl EqE
13 SEY E. japonica Lindl hE AR || 47 Bianco E. japonica Lindl T
14 i 11 5 E. japonica Lindl hE AR || 48 M. Aixaza E. japonica Lindl [ i%R
15 s 518 E. japonica Lindl TP E AR || 49 i 25 5 E. japonica Lindl o
16 BH&AD E. japonica Lindl FEWIT || 50 ik 23 5 E. japonica Lindl i
17 RS E. japonica Lindl FEAEE | 51 K35 E. japonica Lindl [ A
18 Marc E. japonica Lindl T || 52 e E. japonica Lindl H
19 &+ E. japonica Lindl R EM) |53 A E. japonica Lindl H A
20 HERAE E. japonica Lindl H A 54 Algerie E. japonica Lindl VOB
21 KEMH E. japonica Lindl FEWI || 55 A E. japonica Lindl '
22 548 E. japonica Lindl PEEE || 56 ek E. japonica Lindl EH
23 iy BH - 2 E. japonica Lindl I 57 M E. japonica Lindl H 7
E. bengalensis Hook. {. F
20 WKEEFN 3B E. japonica Lindl BEWHT | 58 puppapm Ueneesemt o HOORLEOTIMAT g, g
intermedia Vidal
25 EE15 E. japonica Lindl FEYLI || 59 A [ A AR E. elliptia Lindl [
26 wH1S E. japonica Lindl hEMREE || 60 KAEMAR E. cavaleri Rehd h
o E. deflexa Nakai var. koshunen-
27 wWH25 E. japonica Lindl FREYLH || 61 1 A5 Fift ) of (%a akal var. - Rostumen T E
sis Nakai
28 a4 S E. japonica Lindl P EYTH || 62 s B AL A E. tengyuehensis W. W. Smith i [E
29 FEIESEMAR  E. malipoensis Kuan [ 63 A I AEAT E. henryi Nakai i E
30 g E. japonica Lindl EYLI || 64 AR E. fragrans Champ i E
31 HH3 Y E. japonica Lindl rhE A || 65 W AL A E. serrate Vidal [
E. deflexa Nakai var. buisanensis
32 W ALAE E. bengalensis Hook. {. o E 66 K L A i N kejf e NaALvar. usdnensts HhE
akai
33 A E. japonica Lindl HA 67 AL AR E. kwangsiensis Chun I
34 I REAE E. seguinii Card i
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1.2/ ik
1.2.1 ek B2 DNA R &%

F R4 DNA BT 3 REA 2o it i 5 9 CTAB 3LU7 272 DNA B ¥ BE AT L 43 6 0% BE 346 T
1M DNA B 57 65 3R 8 e p DA 0 K &% A iR B2 R 8 Ol 10 ng/pls ORAF T —20 “CHH.
1.2.2 SSR 314 ik ik . PCR 43§ & 4 ml

TE 8 ARG KRBT M B, SRIE X 8 AR ik 2 8 M m . 97 W RO B4 B 519 i 17
2. PCR Y AR R Z 20 pL 19, H4$E . 10X buffer, 2.0 pL; MgCl2(25 mmol/L), 1.5 ML,
dNTPs(10 mmol/L each), 0.2 pL; Primer(10 mmol/L), 1.0 uL; Taq DNA & U/pl), 0.15 pl;
it DNA, 1.0 pL; ddH20, 14.15 pl. 7 Eppendorf Mastereyeler gradient PCR AX #4747 18, & 12
J732 ) He %5 (9 )5 3557 HARS A Bk gl 94 “CHIAEYE 3 mins 94 CAEHE 30 s, 60 ‘CiRk 30 s, 72 C A
50 s, 35 NMEF; 72 CHEMF 8 min, 4 CLREAF.

W 2 pL MRS E EREGE PPN A I 5”"?4?7511‘]“{5':Aﬂ‘]/3 JH 626 5 74 M 8t fre € Jike v UK
220 VitEEHLE . MK 70 min 24y, MLUKS RS . FHAR G gL ki, Hoi 44 fr A7 18 R 1T 00 A
1.2.3 #FEAE

SSR § 84 M LA 0.1 GEit g r B . MR R0 E B, A iC o8 7, igarie hto”. RE

Fr it AR R B0 5T Ll i NTSYS-PC(Version 2. O #PF#E47 ], I UPGMA i #E 47 38 £ H (L1 2R 2
JEH Popgene(Version 3. 2) 84+ 5 M &4 B (Na) | ﬁﬁﬁfﬂﬁ%.ﬁ(]\f@) Nei’s %.yﬁ‘fﬁi(H)U
J% Shannon {5 B 55D . WM 245 B (Ho) AUHER 4 & B (He) % 5 il 33 PIC_CALC(Version 0. 6) flIp 2 #1
fF (ExceD R A M B Z8F L& & (PIO).

&2 17 XHLAE SSR 514 F 5

£ 314 S5 (57-37) ) k7 SI9F51(5-37)
GTATGCATGGCGGTCAAAAG CGATGAGCCAAGTATGATCA
1 CDPP725-03/04 10 LM-04
GCCGACTTTCCATTCTTCC CGGAATCATCTTCATCACCT
GATGCCTCTCCCCTTCTTTT CGATCCCAATTCGAGTACTT
2 CDPP725-05/06 11 LM-05
GTAGTGGTGGTTTGGGGTTG CTACTAGGCAGCTGAATCTT
TCCAAGGATTAGGGATGCAC GCTAACTCTGAAAGTGGTGA
3 CDPP725-07/08 12 LM-15
TTAACTCCGCATTCCCTTTC GCGACGTGTTCGAATTCTGA
ACTCATCCATTCTTGGTTTG ACCAGAACCTGAAGCTCCTT
1 CDPP725-25/26 13 LM-20
ATCCCATCATTTCCCTCTAC CTCGCTAGTCACAACCAAGT
AACTGATGAAGCAAGGCAAGA TGTTTGGTACTGAGGAGGAT
5 CDPP725-27/28 14 LM-22
AGATCCGGAGAGGATCCAAA GAGTGGCGCTATAGCAATAG
ATCGTTTGTTACCATTTTGG GAGATGGAAGTAGCTATAGT
6 CDPP725-29/30 15 LM-34
ATTCACTTTTGGCCTTCTCT GATGAAACTGACATCTCAAC
CACGTCCAACCACACCTATG CGTCGATAAAGGCACGCTAT
7 CDPP725-39/40 16 LM-36
TCTCTCATTCTCCCGCACTT GTCGCACCTGATTCAGATCA
CGAAGCTCTCCATTGTTGCT TGTATGAGCAACACATTGTA
8 CDPP725-41/42 ) 17 LM-38
CACCGTCACCATTCTCTCTGT GCTCACTGCTGAGTTTAGGA
N TGTGGGTGCAGTAAATAGTA
9 LM-03
GCAGATTCTGTACAGAAACA

2 HRE54HWH
2.1 SSRiEriEEHME
W59 X5 Wi E 17 X2 BUR R, S5 RBRE MW T SSR ¥, 44 BE A 29%.



4 B RKFFRCERHAFR) http://xbbjb. swu. cn % 36 A&

X 17 Xt 51 TR I MR — LY 53 Ak, RSP 2 B 6 SRk, PRSI 3. 12 &
Z, HhZBMEAW 51 4, ZEMAWILREX 96.23%. 1 SO MEE 6 &40, KERE. BT
2 S 14 B2 ARSI W TS B 22 S PE S 9 100 %, DA B AR B0 R R A R R (R D).
PICCEFH Z A5 8 & 8 )it i BEZ B0 — A E 24545, Botstein 254524 PIC>0. 5 B, %% H
JAE A v BE 2 AR L AL 5 0. 25<<PIC<C0.5 B, R BE 28 3L e s PIC<C0. 25 B, MR Z A SR ). 17
X5 Yri PIC #B84E 0. 30 2] 0. 74 Z 18], {5 (3 3). VLXK Sef TR DNA BRI N E . BELE.
M12 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1112 13 1415 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 M

300 bp T 300 bp

200 bp T 200 bp

M: DL 100 marker; 1—30: 1 & 30 5#t¥l; M. DL 100 marker.
Bl 1 3|4 CDPP725-05/06 B3 184 R

2.2 BESHEEDN
B2 3 AT UL, BN 59 XF 51 b i Bk 2 08 R S M 5 | 00 A Rt aaObA L e 4G 0 3] 1% 35 4% 22 4k 2 B0 ORI 22
Stk 67 M ALAE JE A B Na 78 2.000 #] 6. 000 Z ], ¥{A 3.118; Ne 7E 1.288 #| 4.408 Z [a], ¥{A
2.166; H 7£ 0.223 %] 0. 773 ZJa], #{& 0. 507; Shannon {5 BAEE M/~ F 0. 457~1.597, ¥J{H 0. 8215 Ho
AT 0.200~0. 970, YJ{H 0. 6375 He MAT 0. 225~0. 779, H{H 0. 511. M 2 AT WA B4R} ] (1) 35t 14 4H
LR EAE 0. 53 ] 1.00 ZJa], 14 0. 765, FH] 67 4y k1R B 1E ZAETEIR 5.
3 17 % SSR 51 7E 67 BB R RN BN RESHIESH
&R AM% Nei.sE FK PR w25 R

iR 514 SACER O fEE WEEE FEE REE RaE BEE WA ifﬁ
B (Na) H(Ne) HCH) (D (Ho) (He) (PIC) L

1 CDPP725-03/04 6. 000 4. 408 0.773 1.597 0. 881 0.779 0.739 6 6
2 CDPP725-05/06 2.000 1.993 0.498 0.691 0. 940 0.502 0.375 2 1
3 CDPP725-07/08 3.000 1. 288 0.223 0. 457 0. 200 0.225 0.303 3 3
4 CDPP725-25/26 3.000 2.014 0.504 0. 749 0. 597 0.507 0. 387 3 3
5 CDPP725-27/28 3.000 2.213 0.548 0. 880 0.418 0.552 0.478 3 3
6 CDPP725-29/30 4.000 2.097 0.523 0. 875 0.463 0.527 0.476 4 4
7 CDPP725-39/40 5.000 2.091 0.522 0.974 0. 448 0.526 0.498 5 5
8 CDPP725-41/42 2.000 1. 918 0.479 0.672 0.759 0.483 0.372 2 2
9 LM-03 4. 000 2.675 0.626 1. 101 0.769 0.631 0. 540 4 4
10 LM-04 2.000 1. 948 0. 487 0. 680 0.358 0.490 0.371 2 2
11 LM-05 2.000 1.972 0.493 0. 686 0. 851 0.497 0.374 2 2
12 LM-15 3.000 2. 448 0.592 0. 987 0. 836 0.596 0.535 3 3
13 LM-20 2.000 1.977 0.494 0. 687 0.831 0.498 0.374 2 2
14 LM-22 4.000 2.071 0.517 0. 794 0.925 0.521 0.408 4 3
15 LM-34 2.000 1. 806 0. 446 0.638 0. 246 0. 450 0.357 2 2
16 LM-36 2.000 1. 424 0.298 0.474 0.333 0. 300 0.312 2 2
17 LM-38 4. 000 2.482 0.597 1. 017 0. 970 0. 602 0.515 4 4

FHE 3.118 2.166 0.507 0.821 0. 637 0.511 0.436 3.1 3
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2.3 HIBEEMHIRESN

WL 17 XSG Y R R 2 ) B s A A LB AT T SRS PRI RS A . Sl AT R 2R
BIAT LR, D1 AL, 67 By AT LAAR A 4 25, T 284048 55 Gy pHRE, AAUE Br BB iR, i A48 7 4
F A AR s oA 3 PR B A A AR AR, 1T 28 SIS AR . B ALAL AF 10 SRR R I, IV A HA 1
ANFPECAE R, D2 4b. T 2807 DIk 6 AN, 55 1 WA 48 (ARl BRI AT REAR R AR Ak i
AARFE R, XTS5 WA 6 4 B A AT A 1y B EEALAL CH ). D3 &b, i W22 AT DL R 43 13 A/l
F(E 2).
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DI 2 R 22 5 i) B A il R R 5 ot A DX RIS O Rl 1 AR AR A ] SR PR 6 1 SRR A R R I A b A
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PR R P 2760, T 4 3 B 2.
3 it it

3.1 SSRIRIBEHMIKME

JEAE SSR ARIC AR S R . (HJ2 PCR 974 SRi A& R 5 A%, A 2 b ity & Fil iy Jo 14 vk B2 2 X8 A 52 i
AT G B5CIR AR S M A A s AR Mol B, S ey, S A AR 1 A A X TR 40 PR R Y S e R R 1 AT
A —EAER]. H BRGS0 B AT A e A AR 17 T BB AR AR 07 s R Ge it i g 3
ZAMEY. Bl LM34, 160~190 bp & & A R MM, 763 98 B Z A0 454 BN T B (A 3).

M 31 32 33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 60 M

200 bp
200 bp

M: DL 100 marker; 31—60: 31 & 60 541k ; M. DL 100 marker.
3 Sl LM34 M EER
3.2 MBFLEMMASE

IR IE B AT DUA B B A bR B 2 8] B9 26 G O R B, B M S B, AR R IR B, 54526
AT S R — 2 [RIREL T A I S A 26 2 0% 28 S i A B AR AL 2 Tl , Xt 5L g 26
W IEAFALT.

ARK —FB 73 W A= A RHE D2= 0. 758 Kb m] LURIAL B HEAL X 73, T 7E AR AL R 8020 0. 65 Ab . 4 - AEAE Fi
ot TR AE R AE — KRS SR 1) W F) B9F 50 45 SRR AR . K T i ST AV AL 0 g I A RS D A A 780 SR A —
AL R SV AR AR 2 AR RRYAR R C K AN A ] AR ) BIF 5 45 A B 22 5, A Rt — 2B BT
3.3 TEMEMIENSE

TEAS T 28505 1 e, FEACHR IS Gl A LA . HUA U T REA 2 B AR AR, X 5L G o 2R A R A
A, A IR AR Y 38 AL B R A XA, X G E R AR SRR ST A A 80 BARBR T H 2 8h
JUT-Fr A7 AR IS AUAS AR SR AR5 [ 28508 1 W2 h, (23X 47 ARG MAL AR RELUR N B (0 (LA B, A D
HARFRTT D0 IF. IR B, s i g A B iy B A A e £ AR 2 A, ALY e 1 5 A AR
SR BRI /N X G PR SR BB S 5 A 54 A — B0 SRR A ST 4 R AR AT
T T LA AR AR % o At 4 0 23 AN B R IR T R B — R (I R A ) B BOLA PR AR L TR D R PR
A RE A B PE]  FRATAEREAT AR A3 ) I N 2 255 2 s 2 MR AR, i EL PR S5 PR 3R A R RE R
FRIPEARS

[ b 5 i A SR A — 2 S8 1] Al AR i S 5 R T AT SR S T I S Rk B W R SR 2R IR R AT RE R H AR
REAESR IR T IR, ZF5I R RIS e, Ko PR [A) 7= A A2 57, S 20548 75 5 B 22 e

117 22 ORIV VA i R R 204 AR AL R B X AR, Al e R A B g i b i A W] 2 S . & T4 7
— SR 6 SAHMREGE IR 1.0, X T — S RAE M N4 6 Tl PRk 2R R A R T WA, A A
16 22 AR BN . A AT TE R 17 5|9 Bk R 22 5. X RE S 971 i S 0 A G, YR
SRR B A5G AL PR ICOR TS 3 RGO R, W, JEia WA A SCoT Fric Bl o3 #r b 3d 5 s,
RRZARCAT LR R SRERAE, XE 1S 5HE 2 SRES 4 500, S EMEBRE T 5 L7
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TE2E S5, ARIRAZATSEAE R A Wos A AT A AL 3R B3 5 38 1. 0, X T RESZ A BIF 5 B 51 0 97 8 )™ W O 22 5+
FHAREVE I E AT AL TR B AR . T RLIZ A & bl R IR, B A2 450 | 12 5 LS Z 19 7 Tk ic 70 A
A REVEHER I E L.
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SSR Analysis of Genetic Diversity of 67 Accessions in Eriobotrya
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Abstract: The genetic diversity of 67 Eriobotrya germplasm accessions was analyzed by SSR. Seventeen
SSR primers selected from 59 primers gave stable profiles amplified. A total of 53 polymorphic amplified
fragments were produced, averaging 3. 12 alleles per SSR locus and ranging from 2 to 6. The genetic simi-
larity coefficient ranged from 0. 53 to 1. 00, and the average of polymorphism information content (PIC)
was 0. 436, observed number of alleles (Na) was 3. 118, effective number of alleles (Ne) was 2. 166, Nei's
gene diversity (H) was 0. 507, Shannon’s information index (I) was 0. 821, observed heterozygosity (Ho)
was 0. 637 and expected heterozygosity (He) was 0. 511, indicating that the genetic diversities of Eriobot-
rya were abundant. Cluster analysis classified the 67 Eriobotrya accesions into four groups. Clustering re-
sults failed to separate the wild genotypes and cultivated materials completely, but most of them could be
distinguished. Cultivated loquat accessions did not fall into different clusters by their pulp colour. In addi-
tion, the genetic relationships between some of the 67 accessions are discussed preliminarily in this paper.

Key words: loquat (Eriobotrya); germplasm resource; genetic diversity; SSR
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