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Bk (Prunus persica L. Batseh) &% #%F} (Rasaceae) Bk J& 19— Rl v it /IR A, J5i 7= T e, ZHCRSE0]
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ol REL R T T PR 22 S N WD S, KT i 4 B 8 DR Y 3 % 2 AR T R AT MERR T A, MR 4 DNA 7 75
ICHA AR W B A L% ISSR (inter-simple sequence repeat) & — 7 56 T T2 7 81l A 2 R 1Y+ 0 1 3R
SrTARC, LLPCR 1 SRR, T UG I E R 2 b 2 A s i 22 0 R R 225w . B AR T4
TR PESE L AR BARM LA, T Z B S A i A E | AL ZREE SR R B TR AL B A
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WL B 3815 X RBEAT T ISSR #8800 T, F 40 #8781 ISSR AR i 76 M A B3 43 Bt b i) B 22 Pk 5 s v, IRtk
AHEFEH T ISSR 73 FFric SR BB 44 43 BE AP 5 B8 IR AT 3845 ZREVE 0T, 15 A D 3 26 ol o 9 98 14 )
FHAIAZ L 5T ) DR A7 4 14 3 28 1 2 5 AR 0.
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3 B JI o 5 S R A6 FRLA 2 K A% H A
4 i 1l 41 HS I
5 Hidt 2 5 5T E X NJN76 B K% Je5
6 BRI W R AR ABE L 2P K% G
7 Hh 15 B2 R
8 R biRan
9 KW 15 Wit
10 2% 3 iy Fif EiJS
11 il 5 5 H FL A% M
12 4 5 T 3 0 L2 K% HE M
13 (kS A @ L PR % Jba
14 LT whitelady LA £ F StH M 22k b
15 HEH H @ L i % ity
16 b 27 & B A B Je5e
17 i E NES
18 EART- ) ¢ H A
19 (EEXNJ76) X Fear 2 5 A, L2 R % Jea
20 il 25-10 X Armkin ERE) HL 2 K% HE M
21 Je Bk M@ HL2 B utpl|
22 A=A kX A369 SREN FL3 kA% JbE
23 BRE v 2 b
24 R4 [Ep /oM A @ L BRI H A
25 KA A ks ABE LT B H A
26 BE St G LT i % I
27 AL HUR OCE KM T A M@ L2 PR /N
28 i M, 24 b
29 Rk H
30 T4 G F R % M
31 g FHEEE H @ LR A% Jea
32 ot 19 & ERE! GRE ST dbs
33 PAE=RAN gl L =% M
34 EE HE M
35 i 2 5 IR
36 EYRS AT
37 Tk GiN
38 E I3 A @ LRE K ¥ TS
39 PR SR LA H N
40 KA H I
41 r 45 5 Bk R TS
42 EANL HB

T AR M SRR E A 241, St 3
1.2 REHE
1.2.1 DNA #H L5 ISSR-PCR #

e H2H DNA (F#2 02 18 ROCHE %2 A 8 B % CTAB ;. PCR JZ W 7E Eppendorf Mastercycler Fi##4T,
FEHIFEF R : 94 °C 4 min, 1 MEFH; 94 °C 45 s, 50~55 °C 1 min, 72 °C 2 min, 35 M ; 72 °C 4E# 10 min,
10 COR-AE. W& A 0. 2% GoldView TM #% R Yk (Jb 3 38 B BRI B AR A FRA R 9 1.5 %0 B R bl
(Invitrogen) &t LUK 73 15 TEEER U R S8 FREEIR, ] Quantity One 4. 3. 1 FAF#E47 5017
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1.2.2 TISSR 4k & 9 E AL

SR o RS, B L25(56). IE3CTHILEE 2, 3519 8105 DNA Ak Bl AL M A4}
WFE—A, B EE 10X Buffer R 2 pL, FIKE B AKHNE 2 BAEFY 20 pL.
1.2.3 HAFEAEL 54

PR 25 AR 0/1 WRAE IO HY . B8 R B9 10 17, 59 RO A B 17, 55 & ni th B E A E E il
“0”, TS 07, Bk NTSYSpe-2. 10e 34 AL 3, AL RECR FH Dice 2%, UPGMA R 2507

2 ZFRE5H5H)
2.1 ISSR-PCR & MKk &L

IEAIREY 25 A ARRRHESY 4, A6 11 4RO Bdr (B DL K 25 DI AT 4, Ftl Bt
Z . VW ELRE R C 25 4. ZERIE 1 43T ARIEFT AR A5 R (R 2 HEAT EDW A AT, IE SR BRI T
W 5 A Z X ISSR W AR &R W52 0 R BN /Ny - 518 B, MgCl,, DNA #ifik, INTP, Taq . #il4f
O BAE T HIME b, W12 HEA R aE a5k . INTP 0.6 pL, 5% 1.2 pL, MgCl, 1.5 pL, Taq fif
0.2 pL, B4k DNA 1 pL.

2 GERRUEZRITE

[EN /L
=} N iz
Ui 5 dANTP Sl MgCl, Taq [ DNA Eifg (547
(10 mmol/L) (25 mmol/L) (50 U/pl)
1 0.2(1D) 0.5(1) 0.5(1) 0.10(1) 1D 16
2 0.2(1) 0.7(2) 1.0(2) 0.15(2) 2(2) 3
3 0.2(D) 0. 8(3) 1.503) 0.20(3) 3(3) 9
4 0.2(1D) 1.0(4) 2.0(4) 0.25(4) 4(4) 8
5 0.2(D) 1.2(5) 2.5(5) 0. 30(5) 5(5) 7
6 0.4(2) 0.5(1) 1.0(2) 0.20(3) 4(4) 18
7 0.4(2) 0.7(2) 1.5(3) 0.25(4) 5(5) 20
8 0.4(2) 0. 8(3) 2.0(4) 0. 30(5) 1D 6
9 0.4(2) 1.0(4) 2.5(5) 0.10(1) 2(2) 5
10 0.4(2) 1. 2(5) 0.5(1) 0.15(2) 3(3) 14
11 0.6(3) 0.5(D) 1.503) 0. 30(5) 2(2) 25
12 0.6(3) 0.7(2) 2.0(4) 0.10(1) 3(3) 24
13 0.6(3) 0. 8(3) 2.5(5) 0.15(2) 4(4) 1
14 0.6(3) 1.0(4) 0.5(1) 0.20(3) 5(5) 1
15 0.6(3) 1. 2(5) 1. 0(2) 0.25(4) 11D 23
16 0.8(4) 0.5(D) 2.0(4) 0.15(2) 5(5) 16
17 0. 8(4) 0.7(2) 2.5(5) 0.20(3) 1D 19
18 0. 8(4) 0. 8(3) 0.5(1) 0.25(4) 2(2) 1
19 0.8(4) 1.0(4) 1.0(2) 0. 30(5) 3(3) 21
20 0. 8(4) 1. 2(5) 1.503) 0.10(1) 4(4) 17
21 1.0(5) 0.5(1) 2.5(5) 0.25(4) 3(3) 10
22 1.0(5) 0.7(2) 0.5(1) 0.30(5) 4(4) 1
23 1.0(5) 0. 8(3) 1.0(2) 0.10(1) 5(5) 1
24 1. 0(5) 1.0(4) 1.503) 0.15(2) 11D 15
25 1. 0(5) 1. 2(5) 2.0(4) 0.2(3) 2(2) 22
ki 8.6 17.0 6.6 12. 60 15.8
k, 12. 6 13.4 13.2 9. 80 11.2
ks 14. 8 3.6 17. 2 13. 80 15.6
ky 14. 8 10.0 15.2 12. 40 9
ks 9.8 16. 6 6.4 12 7
R 6.2 13.4 10. 8 4 8.8
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AR IR AT YR, 16 SRl ALy 141 S, Kb 120 ZW ARG 2B, HZ2EMEA RN
85. 106 (3R 3). & 5|4 3 S BUAE 4 558 13 565, 4 8.8 45. Bl 2 514 843 X 43 Bk ¢ Ut iy
F i) PCR 47 34 7 9 1) ri Kk 161 3
®3 BRISSR FEEREITR

£ ZEME ZEAMA ] ZEME ZEMA
519 JFo 4 519 ¥4

R W HR/ Y NI W EHR/ N
809 (AG)sG 12 9 75 864 (ATG); 13 10 76. 9
810 (GA); T 9 5 55.6 865 (CCGy 4 1 25
811 (GA);C 13 10 76. 9 880 (GGAGA); 10 10 100
817 (CAIA 7 7 100 881 (GGGTG), 8 8 100
843 (CTHsRA 9 9 100 889 DBD(AC)- 8 7 87.5
847 (CA):RC 6 5 83.3 890  VHV(GT): 8 8 100
848 (CA):RG 4 3 75 891  HVH(TG): 8 6 75
851 (GTHYG 10 10 100 it 141 120 -
856 (AC): YA 12 12 100 -1y 8.8 7.5 85. 1

1—37 SFEF I 1 iR T 5 M: maker.
2 5|4 843 £ 44 7 #k A A A ISSR B i

2.3 BEERUERESR

MIEL 3 AT LAFE . 2045 LAtk Al b 8] 1) 252 500 AR . LAAHDLME AR 8K 0. 425 M IR, FIRE 44 i BE 9%
RNy 0 2 AR, LD BEE oy 1 4, BRECHBESN B HAY 43 (BT IR 75 — 4. 5 —4ih, UMMM R 8
0.85 N BIME . PR 70 A 5 AN A A RE b, PR SR A G i A L R e . R 0. 97, SRE
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PR IR . P HRA T IZ M ZFEE . AR5 E o R 100 55190 %) 44 0 [ 3 S Bk HE A< 44 i
ISSR 4341, ik il 16 255140, JLF8 &5 WE Y I — A sULA M B RR kA RBES R G T H]
AL 2 0 2 R AE T 0 B 2 L5 2 e T e R ) SRS A R AR X, B e AT S N T A
— . X G AR R I A AL, 20 Bk S A S P AR R R SR SO R B, B — 4, X R et
Mh S5 ]y LA B S b s LAY 43 Iy B MM L R BRAE 0. 82 A dy, SRR RT3, 33X 2 I £ Mk & Aol
WAERRE R AT AN e se, TSR, XE5E AL £ —80 2ont b T 8% sk, 20y
ey —Fh, EERRR — S0 AN, R TR E A R A, B AR S R s . T DAAE B AR b
NI P A Y Wt we U= & T WD SR S D WY TR v I VAV D BB LY P S (N E I N N T R S |
HA BBk R I i i L 203K Pl L KA, Rl A, 5 Ak E N SR e % R 04
. AR R R PR SR GO SR G OC R BRI P AR Y R R U2 H b T AR MRORE A 8 AT DR A R BF 5 i 4 ERL A
TE 1989 4E LU (T £ XNJ76) X 2L 2 S5/ A, M6 IE 1992 476 I M B 4875 A 8 A 3% Tl 4 80 %) A S pk
SRR B S AR bk, IARY B BRI A IR BRI SR OC R A E . S Al A, TS LRl R 4 OC R
TR ALK B LB KRR LR T 1986 EAERDF RAE R R AAKABRF ML, ©50FF
A B ARALPE REUE 0. 894, BEIAZE AW ARG AW I R 2 )5, BRKE MY T RAEMEEXRT LR
WiARIE T, 3X AT RE A B A T AR I R S R 2 A T 2 S T B, Rl e RO AR A AR R P R AR T AR R S
AR BB AL
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Study of Genetic Diversity of 44 Prunus persica
Accessions Based on ISSR Markers

LUO Hui's DING Guang-wen', GUO Qi-gao',
XIANG Su-giong', SUN Hai-yan', LIANG Guo-lu',
WANG Jin®s WU Zheng’s, HE Qiao'

1. School of Horticulture and Landscape Architecture, Southwest University , Chongqging 400716, China ;
2. Chongging Academy of Agricultural Sciences , Jiangjin Chongging 401329, China

Abstract: In a study based on inter simple sequence repeat (ISSR) molecular markers , 16 primers were

screened from 100 ISSR primers to analyze the genetic diversity of 44 Prunus persica accessions/cultivars.

A total of 141 DNA fragments were amplified, of which 120 were polymorphic, accounting for 85.1% of

the total. The number of DNA fragments amplified per primer ranged from 4 to 13, averaging 8. 8. The co-

efficient of genetic similarity of the 44 P. persica cultivars ranged from 0.404 to 0.979, showing that

there was rich genetic diversity among the cultivars. Based on UPGMA (unweighted pair-group method

with arithmetic means) analysis, the cultivars studied were clustered into five sub-groups.

Key words: Prunus persica; ISSR; genetic diversity
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