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Abstract : Sequence-related amplified polymorphism ( SRAP) and start condon targeted polymorphism ( SCoT')
molecular markers were used to detect the genetic diversity among 22 main cultivars ( strains ) of papaya( Carica pa-
paya L. )in China. Genetic diversity parameters and the range of genetic similarity ( GS) from SCoT were all higher
than those from SRAP indicating the genetic diversity identified by SCoT was higher than that by SRAP. UPGMA
cluster analysis based on combination of two molecular markers data showed that the range of GS was 0. 65- 0. 90 a-
mong 22 papaya resources with a low genetic diversity, and all resources could be divided into three groups at the
GS of 0. 82. The data implied a correlation among SRAP,SCoT and these markers combination, which showed a sig-
nificant relationship using Mantel test. These results indicated that the genetic basis of papaya resources in China
was narrow.
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Il A T A AR T, S B0 [E A TURN 5
AIAE = L BT A A AR A 6 RN B AR08 o BT > 1
FRICEARNS e ANFD BT BT IR AEAT R G b7, A H T
FHF T X SE R0 55 I 1 35t % ZAEPE DR GOC R,
XF T AN AT Fl b 2R A 1 26 £ 8 200
{EL, PTRUROR b = e aleR,

A7 3§ 38 2 5P (SRAP, sequence-related
amplified polymorphism ) J&—FJEF A Rl AP 2= 4
PREG N1 R 3715 1] B8 X B[R] T 7 A 22 25
PR R AR 0 vkt DA AR AR T B | A
AL FENEL 2R 5 TR A8z
I AR AL AR A s A% B i Fi 2k
ARARIC i PR R A5 e R LA B o J5 T 90 114 S i VT A 5
DT RIS H AR R % S T 2 A 1 (SCoT,
start condon targeted polymorphism ) J&— 1 3 T H.5]
Yy 3 SN B3R L 23 1B O ik Je AR A R
HATG B R 0 s N3 81 i R <4, B3 5 |
PIFE X B DL AT 70, 77 A i 0 g 6 D B 2k I IXC
(B2 SRR IES . bR IC BAT BT o AR
{197 2 S e NG 7B N SN R /R = Sy 1 b (s
SEIEZ 0 RL, CBI TR LR SRR A e 1
ZREPERFSE , e AT R AR R R A 5
SEA s AL Z FEPERT ST 45 SRR W], SCoT i il LA
ARG H A ] e DR L (k3 R ] B9 A/ N 22 S5 T 2
MRS CR

VR, BT 05 Fm e % 3 AR 5 5 5 4
1815 ZREPE I T B T JR i AR EJR X [ Py
AN B b B (F2) 138 A% 22 R PR B T B i
T T A AR E R AR
B XA BT IR ) 35 A5 Z R A R 3R
WY, Z AR il B (30 [ A9 25 45 ¢ R AR W 40,

F1 HABRAAHMBHRS FHREBRRLLBRR=H

By FArie R BEAIL S | 04 LA X 23843 S fp (R )
[ AL 22 5 o PRt iyl B — 3 B iy Ikt
W25 A 3 B 25 , ASF5E R H SRAP #11 SCoT 43F
FRicAH 45 & 1Y J5 s 0t o [ 2 R K 32 B4k 3% R
(R) HATIEHE ZFEME BT, G 7K 1 23 BT ik 2
JOR ] ()35t 4% 5 28 st AL LA, Sy i — 2540 96 v B %
ARJRAR S S A (R ) 1038 1% il e FL 2 h 12 4 B
B SRR SR BB AR

1 MBl57AE

L1 R
BEAT R [ 22 A4S B ORI 3 B B

(R)(ER D), HPEN SR 16 A, HNMSR2 4
(TTEYD 1S RIASE 482 5 ) | E S Fh 4 A, 1
WCH TP AR VE AT 5 B 2 AR BT I AT, 1k
HURRAS SR (R ) SERRFN PR PR AR 0 2 B R VIR s
AP (FR) WIRAS I A ARG T - 70 CHRFF,
ARG FIFFHAY 20 X7 SRAP 514 F1 10 4~ SCoT 51
Ptel (£ 2) 4 Wl 100 %F SRAP 5| #1100 4>
SCoT 5 Wy 22 i 1 A% 2 ol LT by HLH 52 M4 Y 2
SYES1Y, ¥R Bl e T A HERA R A A
20 %F SRAP 5|44 5 & mel-em3 . mel-em7 . me2-
emd . me2-R8 ., me3-em4 ., me3-em7 . med-em2 . me5-
em6 . F7-em6 . me4-R15 . meS5-em6 . ME6-em3 | me6-
em4 . meb6-em6 , me7-eml | me7- em7 . ME7-R9 A ME7-
R15 .F7-eml #1 F7-R8, 10 4~ SCoT 5l ¥t 4% 5 1~
SCoT H5[Hy (SC3 ,SC23 ,SC46 ,SC59 F1 SC60) Fil 5
ASH1 SCoT H5 | 44 T T B B9 WL | ) 45 (SC3 +
SC20.,SC4 + SC23,SC19 + SC36., SC20 + SC23 Al
SC23 +SC55) , Taq AT ANTPs ¥4 { KA A=
R (AR AR H

Table 1 Code,name,fruit type,and origin of tested papaya accessions

%' Tift 5 44 P A J7 H i PB4 R RS J57
Code Accession name Fruit type Origin Code Accession name Fruit type Origin

1 T 48 5 R AL AR P HET R 12 EAN /A PRI B R A A
2 Frpar INRIILT 0 5 HET AR 13 W FORBBHOARAN AMEEE
3 15 FARTIE AR A g 14 el FORBIEE (RN HETR
4 B2 5 RARREERA WP 15 ZTH1%S INRAIRE LT AR A TR
5 H INRARILT (8 R A SR T 16 AL BIRE FORBITE AR P
6 F B H Tt IR LL AR S =R 17 P2 = TR E IR A HrE
7 Jbv 15 AN SIL ANER | PETAR 18 PEWE 3 % AR B ERA W
8 EAR S PNURE S EAR U T TR 19 ke TR B AT A TR
9 a2s AR AR A HIET AR 20 W=1 % RARBEERA Hh [ v
10 ARk1s ORI LA HE G 21 MASE 482 5 FORBITE (AR HEAR
11 EED AR (R A PETR 22 R NSRBI 0P 5 E R




294 i 7/

5O o 15 %

%2 FT SRAP #1 SCoT £ #rHIS| 4 5 5

Table 2 The primers used in SRAP and SCoT analyses for papaya

SRAP 1E[# 5[4 Forward primer for SRAP

SRAP L[5 |4 Reverse primer for SRAP

SCoT 51# SCoT primer

45 Code  J¥¥(5'—3")Sequence(5'—3") %45 Code JFHI(5'—3")Sequence(5'—3') 45 Code  JFH(5'—3") Sequence(5'—3")
mel TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA eml GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT SC3 CAACAATGGCTACCACCG
me2 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC em2 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC SC4 CAACAATGGCTACCACCT
me3 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAT em3 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC SC19 ACCATGGCTACCACCGGC
med TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC emd GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA SC20 ACCATGGCTACCACCGCG
meS5 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG em5 GACTGCGTACGAATTAAC SC23 CACCATGGCTACCACCAG
me6 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTAA em6 GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA SC36 GCAACAATGGCTACCACC
me7 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTCC em7 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAA SC46 AACAATGGCTACCACCAC
ME6 TGAGTCCTTTCCGGTAA R8 GACACCGTACGAATTGAC SC55 GCAACAATGGCGACCACA
ME7 TGAGTCCTTTCCGGTCC R9 GACACCGTACGAATTTGA SC59 GCAACCATGGCGACCACA

F7 GTAGCACAAGCCGGAGC RI5 CGCACGTCCGTAATTCCA SC60 GCAAAAATGGCGACCACC

1.2 EFE4AH DNA RIS

K H CTAB o Rk BEHGR AL [ 4 DNA,
FH 1. 0% Byt N8 B 6 Jise i Yk A 0 JFE 05 45 A Biopho-
tometre T A% i 2 1 ASCRS T HG R B M55 DNA T4F
WRERRBEE 30 ng/pl, BT -20 CIEFEE .

1.3 SRAP-PCR 5 SCoT-PCR # 18 & H =44 i

SRAP-PCR ¥ & B HE IR A5 19 0 vk, U
RAR BRI 20 pL, @45 2 pL 19 10 x buffer,
3.0 mmol/L Mg’*,0.2 mmol/L dNTPs, 0.4 pmol/L
219,30 ng/ L i DNA #11.0 U Tag BEHE, $7
HOFEE A 194 CHAEPE 5 min;94 C 78 1 min,35%C
B 1 min, 72 CZEAH 90 s,5 MFIR; 94 C AE M
1 min,50 CiE K 1 min,72 °C#EAH 90 s,35 DGR
Wi 72 CHEfH 10 min,4 CIR-FE,

SCoT-PCR ¥4 2: B Mg #2511 7 9k, I g
KRR SR 20 pL, 45 2 pL B9 10 x buffer,
2.0 mmol/L Mg’* ,0.3 mmol/L dNTPs,0.8 mmol/L
219,30 ng/ L i DNA #11.0 U Tag BEHE, 37
WHEF M .94 °C HUAEME S ming R )5 94 C A1 1
min,50 CiEk 1 min, 72 °C FE4H# 90 S,;H\:?)S MG
)5 72°C #EH 10 min, 4 CIR-AT,

SRAP-PCR 5 SCoT-PCR ¥ ¥ 842 2 ¥k, P 14k
W, HEBORAE FREZ MR n 8 wL ¥ =y, &
SRR YR 2% SR REHEEE RS AE 0.5 x TBE g
UK (5 V/em) . HLUKES IS TEBE IS R & 40 140
ISR A5 R
1.4 HW\EITH0
1.4.1 FhEBRESHEMERBEEMIN Bk
S L3 by BT s B & ie o 1, TRl — 1 &
FIRATIC R 0, B IE A 9, BRI T I AR T

e, INTTAE Jl T 1 A0 R IR IR FE R . Seit 2
SR ST AR 2 SRR 2%
i R (PPB) MZ NS B &5 (PIC) o 1211 Bot-
stein A0 IR EZSHEER SR PIC =1 - X P,
Kb P FIR A ¢ Bl R B, FH Pop-
Gen 1. 32 FAF A TIAL ZREVES R THIE S5 A6
BEEU(N, ) AREFAIEE(N, ) (Nei's e ZFE
PESE L (H) Shannon's {5 S8 8 (1) 8L L R
(G,) MEERRSI(N, ) S

1.4.2 RESWRMBEXEDH  FHNTSYS-pe 2. le
B AT B 2 A AEb k] 19388 1% A A 3R 2
(GS) Fgt L g (6D) , iHH AN 6S =2N,/ (N,
+N,),GD =1-GS, X N kL o Ml j ARy
B4 BB N R R i SR R BOBCH L N,
AERE I BT R BORCH o AR AR B
BAEHILR B, % 8 UPGMA 5 i 0EA T K00 Hr, 1
FERSIR I B Mxcomp 2 77 X% 2 Fbnic Ir 5 19 it
P ZR B0 HEA T Mantel AHSGPEREBE DA HLEE
2 FPbRICTT I A A R B — SR, BBk, iz K
PEIEAT B T 35 1% R 0L 2R B0y 3 AR BR 23 B (PCOA,
principal coordinates analysis) , ¥ & = 4E2s [0] f1 — 4
S T AI R 0 A B ARG SRR 25 2R

2 HRESW

2.1 SRAP # SCoT #ri2 S HHEM LB S 7
K205 3% i 20 X SRAP £ 2 PE 519 F1 10
A SCoT AR ' 235l 22 A RIE K 21
DNA #47 SRAP F1 SCoT 4738 St 45 R LK 3, 45
AR, SRAP il SCoT ¥ A 4 540l 0 249 Z5H11
107 55, Z 8P 5 0 110 260172 45, 28 1F
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260 LU (PPB) 43 9 44. 18% H1 67.29% , V-1 %
BYEAERARE(PIC) 7351120 0.49 F10.68, FIUL, 4%
SCoT it - Y545 [ 4 34 Sy B /> {2 PPB 1l
PIC ¥J555°T SRAP #Ric, oM, IRPFRICHIIEIE ZAEE
ZHAT BT 22 5%, SCoT FRict (oL ki A7 R0 A5 0 B D £
(N,) \Nei's JE[H ZREMFE S (H) A1 Shannon's 15 B35
(D WHARE T SRAP FRic, XUE4 KA, SCoT Frid
Fori 22 2R RE I AR AR = T SRAP ARic,

%3 K SRAP 0 SCoT #RiZHI S A ED 1T

Table 3 Analysis of the SRAP and SCoT generated ban-

ding patterns in papaya

W

Parameter SRAP SCoT ~ SRAP + SCoT
SIS AL Total bands 249 107 356
SRR Y G S A 12.45 10. 70 11.87
Average bands of each primer

Z MR 110 72 182
Polymorphic bands

LM LR (% ) PPB 44.18 67.29 51.12
ZAEHEAE BIEE PIC 0. 49 0. 68 0.55
RO BN, 1.24 1.47 1.31
Nei's ZEF ZHEMEFR L H 0.14 0.26 0.18
Shannon's {55 B84 1 0.21 0.39 0.26

PPB ; Percentage of polymorphic bands, PIC: Polymorphism information
content, N, ; Effective number of alleles, H: Nei’ s gene diversity, /:

Shannon’s information index,the same as below

UL E (5 T 25 538 mT DL Y R AR 5T
SRAP il SCoT #ric WA &5 I MU 2 (B 7E 22 1y
AN B LB A TR A SRR, 2
SHRES , R SR Bz R st e,
A F1H9 SRAP + SCoT #3ic PPB .PIC N, H F I %5
L ZFEESEUEN T MR FRICZ 18], & T SRAP 5
0, 25 A AT 3l A B — 4 AR e R AR s R 2
FEPE BB 45 R 3 A 2%

2.2 ETF SRAP #1 SCoT #RiCHIBE ST

AR AL AL DNA 7KF B 54 T Y st i 2 2

PEAE B ST SRAP 1 SCoT BEFMARIC I £ 54k
HEAIE N NTSYS 4%t 28 AR 5 9% P E
FPREP(E 1), IWREE WL, &I tric g
W 22 DEAIN G (FR) 584 XTI, st L AL
ZH(6S)0. 80 AMERAE N, 16 1Rk bF B Jy [dl — K
(sl AR a1 5 X Ka 1
5O SR 2 St 6 A S Sk

(sl B AEE) A By 16 13384 58 4 X 4
TF RS 2 5 Ab T i S mt A | 38t % 2 S5 M B
BT IHAF T, 24 6S 0. 82 &b FE R AE R AH
F, A ZERE AT AN 20 T 2R 8 (& 7 (kA1) A
ISP ZERE (% 9 ikt ) | 3X 2 AR 20 5] A )
P Z R EA TN SR, A 0 5 A
PRLEELR 72.73% , GS A 0.82 ~0.90, i BH H [F
A B AN 2 SRR B A (R W35 A% Bl 5k
7 RN F (R ) SRS KRB,

R8s —
i

(=W

FEM25

>
>

I
I
i
|

0.70 0.75 0.80 0.85 0.90
Coefficient

s}
S

1 ETF SRAP #1 SCoT #RigH) 22 4
EARIRHRNS FREE
Fig.1 Phylogenetic tree of 22 papayaresources

based on SRAP and SCoT markers

T A TIRAYRT 43R /NS R RLRR AL SR A £,
SR ER g e o (R ), AP RE
55 W R SR S R B A & 1 T 7
P & T R PR B AR AR AN (R) L1
WEZEHE O ARl FEAAL S T /N R FNZL B 5 R A
Fii(FR) ,B 2R 6 il AL & 1 KRR AR
(BEE () SRINAY LRI (FR) o (Ho2d i B T BOE
BEERGL MR (R) A R3] —ik, s SFHE
HZMNHFEG KRBT IS, a0 -4 2608 45 £
W ZE AR 2 S cA BBk, RN B b4 a
LB S E AN SR (R) ELELRRIE,
i SURELE R e NINGY S I S T O [Pl
B HILH A B, T SR R, PR
1 DA — 5 58 4% BB S FFE R X 43,
2.3 BEHEBESHEERUES T

49 SRAP il SCoT MiFhRICHIP HELE R, 1155
TEARIRAS S Fh ( ) 18] 1Y Jaccard’ s 18 15 AH 0L R %%
(GS) FIisfEEES (GD) , 315 T /ARG () 1)
IR (2 4) . AR 4 n 0L 22 ) F5 AR
(B GS fEARFLIE A 0. 65 ~0.90, 3 GS {H N
0.79,78 1@ A 0.25, 46 J & 4 Fl USR] A9 GS {H 7¢
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0.82 ~0.90 =[], H 2048 2 S A K H IF2Z )
GS {HH/IN(0. 65) , 18 15 M 5 d5eazc , 1 W) 3K T 5 2 4%
SR, 18 A5 AR URE B A A1 B R AR R = )
GS {HE K (0.90) , 5 1% 1 2 5030, Ui IX — 3% R 4%
KR AR B e, MRAORE 22 1
e A TR 5 (10 138 4% A DL R U s, 1A ZRE P L

x4 22 HEARRHREKEEHUAREMEEZES

BAR A LR A A, ILAh , ISt bR e BT IR
T AL RE B4 5K B, SCoT R 18 7 it 42 AL &
BUERIVEFE (0. 61 ~0.93) b SRAP #1ic (0. 72 ~
0.96) fi§ K, FH4 6S /T SRAP #5ic, 28 SCoT
bric tb SRAP bric 5 fig 5 7~ 7 A IR 5 (] 1Y) 358 1%

=1
L IT

Table 4 Genetic similarity coefficient and genetic distance between 22 papaya resources

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22

1 — 0.16 0.25 0.21 0.19 0.24 0.15 0.25 0.26 0.19 0.14 0.18 0.18 0.12 0.21 0.18 0.14 0.14 0.16 0.21 0.16 0.19
2 084 — 026 0.14 0.13 0.19 0.15 0.27 0.31 0.17 0.19 0.12 0.28 0.14 0.17 0.22 0.17 0.18 0.21 0.29 0.21 0.16
3 075 074 — 021 027 0.26 0.22 0.26 0.32 0.23 0.22 0.22 0.30 0.21 0.23 0.28 0.22 0.22 0.28 0.32 0.28 0.32
4 079 0.86 079 — 0.13 0.16 0.16 0.23 0.33 0.13 0.18 0.17 0.29 0.18 0.16 0.25 0.16 0.22 0.24 0.33 0.26 0.18
5 081 087 073 0.87 — 0.11 0.17 0.26 0.31 0.12 0.19 0.13 0.23 0.12 0.11 0.21 0.19 0.18 0.20 0.27 0.20 0.16
6 0.76 0.81 0.74 0.84 0.89 — 0.21 0.26 0.35 0.16 0.21 0.19 0.26 0.19 0.14 0.25 0.22 0.25 0.26 0.32 0.27 0.19
7 0.8 0.8 0.78 0.8 0.8 079 — 022 027 015 015 0.13 0.21 0.13 0.13 0.22 0.14 0.17 0.18 0.25 0.18 0.18
g8 0.75 0.73 0.74 0.77 0.74 0.74 0.78 — 0.25 0.25 0.21 0.27 0.29 0.20 0.23 0.20 0.23 0.24 0.22 0.27 0.27 0.31
9 0.74 0.69 0.68 0.67 0.69 0.65 0.73 0.75 — 0.30 0.24 0.31 0.30 0.25 0.32 0.26 0.30 0.30 0.31 0.31 0.31 0.33
10 0.81 0.83 0.77 0.87 0.88 0.84 0.85 0.75 0.70 — 0.13 0.13 0.24 0.12 0.12 0.20 0.15 0.18 0.22 0.30 0.25 0.17
11 0.8 0.81 0.78 0.82 0.81 0.79 0.85 0.79 0.76 0.87 — 0.17 0.22 0.11 0.18 0.17 0.12 0.18 0.19 0.24 0.18 0.22
12 0.82 0.8 0.78 0.83 0.87 0.81 0.87 0.73 0.69 0.87 0.83 — 0.22 0.14 0.13 0.22 0.14 0.17 0.19 0.25 0.20 0.15
13 082 0.72 0.70 0.71 0.77 0.74 0.79 0.71 0.70 0.76 0.78 0.78 — 0.21 0.22 0.23 0.24 0.22 0.21 0.22 0.22 0.24
14 0.88 0.86 0.79 0.82 0.88 0.81 0.87 0.80 0.75 0.88 0.8 0.86 0.79 — 0.12 0.14 0.12 0.14 0.14 0.24 0.17 0.18
15 0.79 0.83 0.77 0.84 0.89 0.86 0.87 0.77 0.68 0.88 0.82 0.87 0.78 0.88 — 0.22 0.17 0.19 0.19 0.28 0.22 0.17
16 0.82 0.78 0.72 0.75 0.79 0.75 0.78 0.80 0.74 0.80 0.8 0.78 0.77 0.86 0.78 — 0.19 0.16 0.22 0.23 0.24 0.24
17 0.86 0.83 0.78 0.84 0.81 0.78 0.8 0.77 0.70 0.85 0.88 0.8 0.76 0.88 0.83 0.81 — 0.13 0.16 0.24 0.18 0.21
18 0.86 0.82 0.78 0.78 0.82 0.75 0.83 0.76 0.70 0.82 0.82 0.83 0.78 0.86 0.81 0.8 0.87 — 0.12 0.20 0.14 0.19
19 0.84 0.79 0.72 0.76 0.80 0.74 0.82 0.78 0.69 0.78 0.81 0.81 0.79 0.8 0.81 0.78 0.8 0.8 — 0.16 0.12 0.20
20 0.79 0.71 0.68 0.67 0.73 0.68 0.75 0.73 0.69 0.70 0.76 0.75 0.78 0.76 0.72 0.77 0.76 0.80 0.84 — 0.16 0.26
21 0.84 0.79 0.72 0.74 0.80 0.73 0.82 0.73 0.69 0.75 0.82 0.80 0.78 0.8 0.78 0.76 0.82 0.8 0.88 0.84 — 0.19
22 0.81 0.8 0.68 0.82 0.90 0.81 0.82 0.69 0.67 0.8 0.78 0.85 0.76 0.8 0.8 0.76 0.79 0.81 0.80 0.74 0.81 —

1~ 22 BRI 15 (0 ML 07 ) AR e AL B OO AT J7 ) ZE P i

1-22 are the same as table 1,Genetic distance( above diagonal ) and genetic similarity coefficient( below diagonal ) are showed in table

2.4 BARMEHRMBRHSEEI NS EESHEY
BT SRAP i SCoT #ric 9 HE L5 5L, FIIH Pop-
Gen 1. 32 3G 0 B 2 A = A0 FLEE
iy Z RS20, % 5 1 3 By (SRAP,
SCoT K4 311 SRAP + SCoT #7i2) MG it45 -
N, B AR AR 1) 25 7 FE LB (Y, ) AR AR S L Ry
1.38 ~ 173, A 8 S B KL (N,) ZE Ak 75 Bl Ry
1.23 ~1.46,Nei's B ZHEPEFR 2 (H) Z210VE R A
0.13 ~0.26, Hrh EWNAMEARRFRER N, N,
H#AER AT, mT UL, B NN SE R 2k, B
Z MR — 35, BERA v [ 2% AR I 3 22 AR 3% ot ol

(F) SRR 2505 B A5 | 3E 0 R st 9% I5 556 4 %
REY), AT SAILA L, RS BT LIEH,
SCoT ##ICHY N, N, F1 H R Lt SRAP #ric i , FR IR B
UET SCoT ARic A 22 245 M i g 1 AR e 205 = T
SRAP bRic, BLAh, /AR BEIARSRE N ZRE0E (H,)
AAEVE R A 0. 12 ~0. 24 FREEN LR Z 50 (H,) 28
fEIEFI A 0. 11 ~0. 21, il fE 2Pk £ 20k A T
FIEEN . TAIERER 1Y 815 0L R A (G, ) Rk
s (N, ) 2B 403E Bl 510 0. 13 ~0. 14 F12.99 ~
3.33, UL A S BER 8L oAb AS 13 JE R 22
MR/,
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Table 5 Genetic diversity within different papaya accessions based on SRAP and SCoT analysis

S FEFL N, HREN LN, Nei's 2L ZFEMEFE S H
KU Origin
SRAP SCoT  SRAP +SCoT  SRAP SCoT  SRAP +SCoT  SRAP SCoT  SRAP + SCoT
1 [E China 1.36 1.72 1.46 1.24 1.45 1.30 0.14 0.25 0.17
HABEFK Other countries 1.33 1.63 1.39 1.21 1.41 1.29 0.12 0.22 0.15
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Fig. 2 Principal coordinates analysis of papaya genotypes from SRAP and SCoT markers
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