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The Genetic Diversity, Origin and Evolution of Sweet Potato
(Ipomoea batatas (L. ) Lam. ) Revealed by SRAP Markers
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Abstract ; The objective of this study is to make the genetic analysis and origin of sweet potato (Ipomoea bataias
(L. ) Lam. ) by using sequence-related amplified polymorphism (SRAP) markers. 129 sweet potato accessions inclu-
ding wild relatives, landraces and cultivars were used. The phylogenetic trees of sweet potato and its wild relatives
were constructed by MEGA and DPS softwares ,and the genetic distance of sweet potato accession was calculated. The
results showed that: (1) the average genetic distance of 124 cultivars and 5 wild relatives was 0. 1848 and 0. 4822, re-
spectively. (2) The wild relatives were separated from cultivars at the level of L1 =0. 31 ,and 124 cultivars were clas-
sified into 8 different groups at the level of [2 =0. 21. (3) 129 sweet potato accessions were placed into 3 groups (I,
Il and 1) on the SRAP phylogenetic tree. Group I included 5 wild relatives,and group II contained 1 landrace and 6
cultivars. There were 117 cultivars and landcaces in the group III. (4) Being consistent with previous publication ,the
divergence time of the wild relatives was the longest,followed by local accessions,whereas cultivars were the shortest.
Moreover , the divergence time of Fujian landraces and the cultivars from Philippines was same ,indicating the evolu-
tion pathway of sweet potato from The Philippines to Fujian province of China is believable. In conclusion,SRAP is a
useful method for detecting the genetic diversity and origin of sweet potato germplasm.
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’H%([pomoea batatas (L. ) Lam. ) =t H F EE
FARES PRk Tl Rk SR A Rl FHEARYEY) , ]
S R a7 |, 2006 —2010 A H E R E
HEEBTHR 3. 67 x 10° hm?, 5 T FH 2 A4 1w
THEY 45, 1% AR =529 7. 8048 x 107, 4 T FLH 2
BRI 75.3% 1 HEE AR EE A 400 241
Py s BT A e () b 5 S 2 AR S5, ik e i R K
AFPARE AR R BN T R G B HIZE RS, 1990
EETE B A 2 94% A BERE S ARG B 04 0L
£ STV B ¥ e 2 1 B | oo S A I R P v
R AT ELAT R PE AP I E T VEP b o 5% 5 5t
1 ZREVER G SEA B B T 58 10 B N 25, g T P
JRAEA G B A B A ORI R
Tt 5T e DRI AG AR PERIE ST, IS [R1 AL H 35 S D 1Y
FGRREMNTEFMEE T EE ML,

HEEETHREEMN, 16 b EmhT %,
i mEEALK 2 REGABEN, JFEL N
RAT BN L 5 7 S AL R e, R,
A2 24 1 R D38 23 40 F R e B AR X X — iR A A T
Y UE A ARG, B R DR 5 e Ak T A A A R DL
®1 #REEMRESR

Table 1 Information of sweet potato germplasm in the study

s, M AL ZRENE, TR A A R X
WS TS U T A S SR W R S AR e
HABREE Y, RS Fhric SR s & JE, 78
VeI S AL HAAE T Z R, BN
%] RAPD (ISSR . AFLP SRAP Hl SSR 2 )5 4%
VIS RN 2 N S B H 1| AN 7 8
54k, AR VE Y A R 5 v AL B AL T R
LIRS ARFFTIIR I SRAP ARic 7 i, M
F MEGA {4456 DPS B4, 1145 129 1 H 28 & H:
B A P S VR AL ), 2 AR AR LAY
HE RS AR TR Y 2= IR

1 RS%

1.1 iRIewr#t

RIS AR R LTS B R A b R R AR A
I 2% B AR AN AE PN A S CH Y A R R BT 3 129 4y,
kAR SEE FERE HA P JE H AN
WRRFINY BV | 2 P dmhr R FN 220K e In 45 [
(FR 1) PR T4 A Al b2 BEAE Py i 52 T i [
DAL, B 0 Tt A £ -, B DNA 5 H

e A AL R FAl AR e P2 R e b3

Code Name Type Origin Code Name Type Origin

1 HRhAE HoJT A B o 66 FIH H A LHERIWIN
2 4111 57 B A o [ 67 HEPRLT HoJT A B T
3 s 75-55 B A o W R 68 pca Hb T
4 87 A PR 69 # 28 B A rh VT
5 mHE18 5 H A o e e 70 JTE 1SS H AP AR
6 1 H A e E L 71 Mg H AR PE AR
7 BEs H AR o T R 7 MERIE H AR H 2%

8 W16 A e ] e 73 ARILLIIR Hb PP
9 s H AR LHEHIFR 74 H 9 5 T A e L
10 LT L IR Hb Ty P 75 WA Hb Ty T
11 525 H A o E VTS 76 ) H PETR
12 Y AW Hb oy rf TP 77 H:% 56 B A P
13 W4 B H A 78 Ti% 56 L LUEER
14 gk L e | 79 M99 T LRE
15 HES B A o A 80 8 H A LHERWIN
16 e 83 EAY LUEHIFR 81 R 1T EAY o A
17 LAt Hb 7 ] 82 WRE Hb 7 o [
18 575 31 HHAh w2 83 %19 B L o [ ]
19 —LL H Ah rhE T 5 84 JTEE Y fEp L LAEST
20 % 88 H AR Hh U | 85 SE Ho T B o ]
21 db3t 553 B LA g 86 e HoJT A B o ]
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r1(4)
G w24 R et K G P24 B et K
Code Name Type Origin Code Name Type Origin
22 [EEAE Hb 5 A eS| 87 EWTH3 S B o
23 HF Hb 7 AR 88 a5 H A o [
24 LR H AR AR 89 Je% 24 B A o ] e
25 AN EP AL LR 90 wERE2 5 EP AL LUERIWN
26 22 H ARl e ] 91 e 14 5 B LA o FE A
27 b fEpa o e 92 i R H AR o ]
28 W17 B L o ] e 93 EoaiiEan B LA o ] e
29 (LS B ey 94 o35 B A o FE Ak
30 W 118 B PETAR 95 ¥y 3 > B HE
31 HWEs 5 fEp L EREE | 96 T2 H AR o ]
32 LY Hb Ty A PR 97 T 34 B PR
33 WERE Tl w1 | 98 T35 Tl i ]
34 e (YA Hb 7 SR 99 1 ARl e E )
35 IS EAN o7 ah o 100 w2 5 H A o ]
36 Jil g B RN 101 42111 630 B A o A
37 THEELS H A CHERWIN 102 wgE3 5 H A LHERWIN
38 Y Z2 H AR rp AL 103 #18 B LA o ETTH
39 P e o7 ah ] 104 #2001 fEp L T EVLR
40 Ktk B o A 105 #78-1 B b
41 HE6 S T i ] e 106 Y5 E % Hb 7 b P AR
42 1S AR TSR 107 NI 211 H Uk LR el
43 w20 B LA P TS 108 K3 H A AR
44 /NEL70 H b5 A o A 109 10 5 B o R
45 PR EF b it ol ] e 110 THE2 S T L LHERWIN
46 V18 B LA PEILZR 111 RE105 B A o B A
47 2 LR B o 112 Kccane B E[ N
48 HES T B o A 113 DaJa B e
49 H:¥ 63 i rpE )P 114 TIB10 T L Je H I
50 ERFH Hb 7 PEZR 115 W25 B A o E WL
51 ffite 15 H AL LHEHIFS 116 EHTE H A PR
52 A Bz B o W R 117 H 4 566 B A HA
53 o N Hb Ty oL 118 B4 71 B PEGE
54 NTHZ Hb 7 A o A 119 205 El L PEZR
55 (UES Ty PETAR 120 WETS B E L
56 WTELS B A o 121 /NH AR B H A
57 F 4R Hb 7 P 122 recano T Al FEH
58 H A2 B A H A 123 b 15 B A o E L
59 MK3 5 B LA ERES | 124 £ 63 B LA FEHEEE
60 THHE Ty PETAR 125 L. nil (L. ) Roth FPA: B (2x) e
61 X TR T R o [ 9 e 126 I setosa Ker - Gawl.  Wp/ERN(2x) )
62 IR T R FETAR 127 1. quamoclit 1. WA (2x) RFI
63 MR 11 B A P E LR 128 I trifida (Kunth)G. Don EFA:Ff(2x) Z ML
64 JH% 25 H pE LR 129 L. triloba 1. By A= Fh (2x) ZAJem
65 HhEs S H A LHERIWIN
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1.2 REHE
1.2.1 HEEFE A DNA B3REL  HZE R4
DNA RIS fEZm 2 i ik
1.2.2 HE SRAP RNEFREBZEISMML SRAP
FUNAR 2 B BARFR R 20 wL, Hodb | RIS 945
1 pL, iR DNA 1.5 pL [ 10 pL.ddH,0 6.5 pL,
SRAP FRic S o F e 2 B 2 % W 450 i O ik, OFAR
PEASTE 50 LA AL, e 289 [ FE P R .94 °C
5 min,94 °C 1 min,35 °C 1 min,72 °C 1 min,5 &
#£;94 °C 1 min,55 °C 1 min,72°C 10 min,35 M§
W, 4 CH-AF, PCR F=¥128 8% A A% 1 28 V9 M Ik
HERE FBL UK HEA T 5 S A
1.2.3 BB W1 DPS Gtk , % BB e 1 &%
WA TCTHEL, YR — Y 3G I B 1, A AF
FERTIRAE Ry 0, DI 4 BT IR 53 ) 2 4o ol 450 40 9%
28 M. Nei 251 05 W R4S A Fh 1 R j 22 18] (38 %
25 (GD, genetic distance) :
GD= -In[2N,;/ (N, + N;) ]

AP N IR A i BB E N R A
M ECE N FoR Rl § R R SR E 8
J P-4 88251 (UPGMA ) W HEA T B 250007

i MEGA 8, X8l i A A B2 J , % 129
Uy AR EEHEAR AR, AR RS ] ) 3SR A Y 2%
TS ESCER[17]

2 HRESH

2.1 SRAP #RiCS|¥iFE R G4 R

12 & LS 23 & Fisl(E£2) 4
B 276 X SRAP 5] ¥ 24 & X} Hod i) 8 4y 1 k)
(OF AL @4 1L 57 .B)) 5 87 @D # 75-55,
OWKHE 18 5 OmMEH DO NE @R KK
Fl) By ZH DNA A5 938 (B 1) , 4 68 X5
YAGRESY 25w, SITHS YA S
1) 24. 6% , WEFEIH T Z AR 23 X5 )Xt
L 4] DNA SEA79 3G Ly 3 45415 344 4%,
SEREERE S A G 14, 96 S5, Hith g W4
H23F23R PG 23 4R (B 2) , 2 B4
&35 100%
2.2 HEWMRZREESHEEST

T SRAP ARiC Y 124 ) H 24k 55 Fh - 2585
FEEIR 0. 1848 ,5 A Fp -2t AL HE B0 0. 4822,
3 AT LA FEs GRS 0.31 4b 5 YRR
124 Dy KRN BETE 4 X000 2 SRR RS 1y
AR 43R 4 ASZEHE ok FIROR R ) A% b

&2 SRAP SFTRAISIH
Table 2 The SRAP primers used in this study

519 A= FF3l(5 -3")
Primer Serial No. Sequence(5' —3")
LG 1) al TGAGTCCAAACCGGCAG
Up-stream primer a2 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTAA
a3 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTTT
ad TGAGTCCAAACCGGTTG
a5 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGT
a6 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTTC
a7 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTCT
a8 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGG
a9 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC
al0 TGAGTCCAAACCGGCAC
all TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC
al2 TGAGTCCAAACCGGATT
TS bl GACTGCGTACGAATTACA
Down-stream primer b2 GACTGCGTACGAATTCTT

b3 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAG
b4 GACTGCGTACGAATTACC
b5 GACTGCGTACGAATTATC
b6 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAA
b7 GACTGCGTACGAATTAAG
b8 GACTGCGTACGAATTACA
b9 GACTGCGTACGAATTCTA
b10 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAC
bl1 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAT
b12 GACTGCGTACGAATTATA
b13 GACTGCGTACGAATTCTC
bl4 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAA
bl5 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAA
bl6 GACTGCGTACGAATTCTA
b17 GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA
b18 GACTGCGTACGAATTCTG
b19 GACTGCGTACGAATTCGC
b20 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAG
b21 GACTGCGTACGAATTCCC
b22 GACTGCGTACGAATTGCG
b23 GACTGCGTACGAATTCCT

Bl L quamoclit L. PRI R 1 ANZ88E >k B BN R
B —A5R AL B 1 trifida (Kunth) G. Don A1 H £ 2K
JESNE) ZAGARFERE 1L wriloba L. VAR 1 AN KA
EL PG ) A5 A B 1 setosa Ker Gawl. FI2E H EL i
(A5 AR L onil (L) Roth 43 5IE A 1 4S50,
124 3435 B Gt R R 7 it e 1 SR 35 b 7 35t
fRFEEI 0. 20 AT LRI 43y 8 N6, Horb it )y
AR RN AE Bl A SRR L 50l 57 B 1 T
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1 ~12 FRAREBIHHS ;O ~ @ :8 AR FE M FH DNA 4 ; M : Marker
1 =12 ; Different SRAP primers, (D — @ :DNA of 8 sweet potato varieties, M Marker
El1 SRAP #RIZ5#fFik
Fig.1 The identification of polymorphic SRAP markers

1~ 129 FIRAEH E#EE M : Marker
1 -129:129 sweet potato germplasm , M ; Marker
2 S|¥HEE 23F23R K 4R
Fig.2 The PCR amplification using the primer pair 23F23R

B T MK 18 5 AF 4 A A b AL 2
I ;0% 75-55 I 148 TIB10 . Dala 25112 4k 3 H
BRI, f1 75 23 A3y 5 A FD 89 N F AR A
Fofr s M 7 b P AR DS LT A AR B 1 AN ZEHEIV 5 b7
TS PR o IRl R AR Y s AU =)
AR B 88 R ML 5 S b XS B A [ R 2 RE VT
VI ) 5528 8 S I TR 2 %5 2 AN F L PR AL
JEREVI,

124 Gy $E R A T 2 A AL A SR 24T
P XETFAE | e LAAT R0 55 FC b 5t Fb R A7 A% By &5 52
TR AR, B DA A5 sl 3R Sy — 28 ) 55 A 5 A
MR IR B i 58 I 2R eSS 1 5 58 %8 5
B A5 30T, 3K P A i R R BE AR 3500 T AR by R &
B A M 2R A0 & 1 S A e e 2, 4l B ) 2,
Ty b R S B G e R B — ], S H
SEPREE A — S, R & B, A7 0 B R R 2k g
REGHUHAE, s 125w 18 5 55V
KR THE 2 5 BAREAILFEA R E 830, HE
T T3S DB 830 MUT 2k B, HAA A
MRS B 2%, BT DL o G B B R, SRV
H Y 2T (B AS 3L 4 5 0 B RN 9E [

Pl A1 4438 B A, H 5 565 2 b 1) X8 26 3 i AR
ARG, A RS A S WA 0. 18 £4,
FEES irir, VIR E S8 WA NE LT 5,
FHEL, LEEMIETHHA 566 FERK 71 85
fRREESAE 0. 175 2247, R 1 & V5 M DR H AR 1) 5
FiAT — 2 AR 22 1l 25 1 5 | i, 2 A ok U5 AH
T, 3 IR B B AR /N Bk B Sy ik Sr SR Y 2
AHL T AR DSLLE IR (V) A I (V) |, 400 AT
REAE T s gl i A S R, SRV 4555 8
ST RE 2 SHEMEGA AR A &, R
KA B T3R5 2 5 R SR 8 830 R B L F i
B, HACA B A A AT RE L ) 8 S R
ARGy, TR TSR 2 SR IR 2 830 W REAS Ry i
AR P& S TR 34 M HE X 5 ) 7R M 2 AH
U, SRR E AT RE — R OC R, HE 3 BT
PIE W FEHE I AR 2 A8 LA Fh 5 3. [ A 5
Ll it ORI R R A 3t A% R B AR O 91 4n o [
YA T SRS B (54) SRR BER B R
Kecane (112 ) 15t 4% B B4 0. 082, X . 78 43 B iF
THEZHFEEIAREBMEX —BRENE
Sk



34 X AESE  JETF SRAP ARiC iy H Zhs (L 2R 5 i IR s AL 4By 473

il 7
WHIF :ﬁ I |—-
TR s

Y
3
B

ATl
w

BAEHEES Genetic distance
3 ET SRAP #HIEM 129 B EEMRHIERE

Fig.3 UPGMA dendrogram of 129 germplasm potato
germplasm based on SRAP

2.3 ETF SRAP HiEMEH AR D

HRAE SRAP B d 4y £l T 25 A (181 4) , ADoK
P BRI 3 B3, 2000 h 5 AN I G B A A
AR L83, Ak T R A A% Y B i i 5 6 > A
A AR 1S 3 7 R 2H SO 5 I ER 8, A T Ak
B AR A B DA S 117 S0 5 b S R
JS it A A R B Ao Al ) o T A, Ak T R AR A Y
B Tt ML 4 A HT, 129 1At H 22 K Ho i 2% 1By
A T i BT O B0 T AR I e DX ke | AR 3 32
g A S, AL I (] 24 A ] 558 - 44 B0 7 32 Ak vt
e AR YRR 0 35 A A AR LA B T
Bk, Horb #1343/ L nil (L. ) Roth (%5 K
125, F[F) J2& ok BB = 0y 5 42 4 Hl IR i
B L setosa Ker Gawl. (126) J&2k B P ) & 94 52
A EIEWAR J Aok A Z oK e I 2= N B i A
WK F ) L wriloba L. (129) | 1. trifida ( Kunth)
G. Don(128) #1 1. quamoclit L. (127)@‘7% Fs 18] AH
XFAEHEE AT (R S R R A A 1LV o A AR I AR
A P5 RS () AR R 3G, X — 45 R 5 R. L. Jarret
AU —3k . R. L. Jarret 258 F RAPD #ric
B L trifida( Kunth) G. Don J& 5 A& £ Fh 7<%
RHE I batatas 37 %% 5% Z2 B it (9 B A AR GE R I
trifida( Kunth) G. Don 7] & >y 4% 3 F 285 i) 41 S
S WA iy 6 A F s A, HAT — > L[] R R
R RAS R LU 0 1y Rl | A b R 2 8
5 E 1 SHA L E R AT R ER, ER )
AR ) — A 0 07 G s 4 10057 AR SR 18
SRIE AL T SR b 2 B A R B AR S 0 I
S, T A B 4 R PR R S R T R BB T
B AT, TSR 2 SHTEE S S
FEARGHEZ M I Fh T 5, RE R 72 H
IR E S S 5 AR R R EGX 2 4
an A AL T HEA A A BRI, BT R AE R TR B
R 3 D7t Ao BT AR SR R T T R
SE 5 1L ER 3 b By M —— Ml 7 A

AL 117 AR 57 T8 43 ST LAY 3 A
SR RIS EPLYIIE R RN AR
12 AR B P2 B, ik Hoh A0 5 4 A3 07 L AR 8
AT AL BREE S 88 AT AR 15 I AT
T ZAh A 10 A E NSRS TR R
JPG RS A A Ul I e g O S A AR R AL T
b TR, B i AR AR 2 T R 34
B R E A 76 A m AN R, A 15 Ay
AN 61 ASF LT R, B O A LF 4 ER S B 7
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Fig. 4 Phylogenetic tree based on SRAP
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AR, R HE AL AR E R 5N L% 2
U7 M DX R, AHIFGE H 8 R At R T
I 5L 0] LATE SRAP B M d iy Ak |
A5 LA IR TR, Ak 5 5 VA T AN 2 AR L & Rt
(i) 87 LU 2 | B ) R 28 2 SR AR 1 38 A% 4

il =

2.4 MHEHARBEBSH

AR H R BT 0 PS4 A ) W3R 3, i ERWT
DI B A ol %) 32 Ak i T 5 4, b 5 o 1) i o
T Bt A R AL ) R it P A -2 ARt ]
0. 210, 2 Ir A At a B B 1y, BT X 5 AN BF
AR R R, Hop ok B R A E A A Lol
(L. )Roth(125) # LI A 5, 2 0. 280 , 16 I H AR
AR A R R A R T At 4 S P A RS IR AR X AL
Wi, iX 5 NEFAEMA 4 AR TR RN, HEiRR
T RE IEN , T LAz b DX (%) S A sk A e R) 40 £
ARSI, 28 b 5 & A Y SF- 3 1 AL B ]
0. 066,96 5 Jlsn Fi V-4 3L I ] 0. 062, &
B A S R4 AR IS [R) S R A BRI T
AL H 7 S FPRTE B P 124 403 R 35 Fh o A itk
AR (i) T B AR A 5 AR b iR 45 2R —
N 124 YARIERI A 117 A SRR A I L
S, X B A e BB F 455 R LR R R T
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BRI A B AR AR /Y Rl B AT
R — 2 (R AL B[R] 3R] LA 43Ry 2 A2 51, B4~ 28 51
T A 7 R SO B R, AT AN (L
B AHIT SRR 6 AN S A B HEALR R A T
117 Gy homn S 4y BF A b 2Z 1], 3 0 1% -5 EATTAS
B oA R S A, BlingE 1 5 Mg
8 TAILF W EAZERE, X — BN Em
FRHTT A AL 57 RS 18 S E A
B B A S A AR SRS 18 Sih A
Ha ey Rl NV A 2, T o AR AR T 3
A TR T 7 it Ao, (L He A R I TR 40 LG 3 it o
T, 3 X — &t R T i PR ] R AT SE AR I [ A5
JERY“ Hb 7 S SR RS A R 2R P S AR R
AERJE R RN ICER 5 24 A 7 b
g ud B T e H B RO R R AR A IR LAY I
o FERETE HA & [ AR R b 3 R B Al
22 AN K, Horp JEAR R 5 | Al Kecane 5 3% [ 14
sty A 7S T H A T AR TR, 2424 0. 041, H
RSV A B A= ol 5 001 5 B T )58 35 Ao 28 3 ARk 1]
SR, X U T BEHE R AEAR AR HE TTT A4 A AR T
WETIATKE L #ERA R L8 F Rk, A4
VRS Ry G AR o R PR AR 1Y (S JLLY) -2 32
AR ] FE R HAS e AR R 5 A R 1k
TR B4, 350 B b R O Bl 2 T 3 Ok 2B A A
Z—

*3 BERBHEZFESHUER

Table 3 Divergence time of sweet potato germplasm

HE R N
, A4y ) o o
Categories o S ] 53N
Average
of sweet potato Min. time Max. time
divergence time
germplasm
HJ5 il 0. 066 0.03 0.14
LA 0. 062 0.04 0.11
A 0.210 0.19 0.28
A \A
3 itig

3.1 SRAP FiENHHERESHNE

SRAP FRiCH AR EH G. Li 2 BFITE 1 Y
5HAM A FhRic B AR A L, SRAP 45 AR H AT 3 |
fag R m LM T SR H AR B DL &
FESE R 2H v o A 24 50 SR AR, N T 2 A A
YIRS R SR R AR IE 5 E AL 15 2 RE T
Bt R EH EERLES, RS E

TR R s A AR R R A, R 2 R
BN SR AL R e A 0 AR I R, A H S RN TR
G N D I S Il o e S A S B el
FE DL B AR E SO T, BUHEST o
94.% A M I A BER E S g, K ikis
FH SRAP FRic JF J& H 8 st 4 75 5t o0 A, X E R 3
AHEMBREEZ SR, TR E S E M
HAHREEE L, A5 X 124 4 & 55 F0F 5
U7 A= PR EAT T L Z AR T, S5 SR R
124 {0 3% 35 Fp s (2 BE 25 e KR 0. 457, 5 /Ay
0.059, #u 7 & Pl 5 B B AP Z [ A BE B A, B
[T el 161 SR o T s LU S E A S S I =
Pl ] 3 A4 SRR AS | A2 i 5 12 AR A0
RS — 5, 53 fhE o Aot & 3 — 2L
5 it il R SR A4 FR AR AT, {H 35 15 B B AR N A A,
IR (10) SRS MR (73 ) W& st AL 1 B
0.207 , FELPRAE PR ER T XFMHL,BLH
D7 48 32 BURFAE FE M AT 1 S R SR O — D A4 R
XA R 5 AR E 2 O 5 R4 BR EE R EL AN
I Hi 7 b AR Sy 28 S O R 4 32 1 R i D TRl 22
— o 129 25 e W AR Fobp ek 3k A% BE B o K
FAETE AR Ionil (L. ) Roth (125) 55 i &k Fh
% 22(26) ZIA], ik 0. 629, 754> 3 B H 2 B 4
5k f 2z BIAAEEE KZER, AR R
B, SRAP $ R7EE SRS b Ik AFLP B A
— &M AR X AR E AR AR A PR O 1w B A T
RAPD #3ic, A K i i 2 S AR i b % 2 PF it
Lt MM EEMAE L EMAR T A,
SRAP Hric BE 9% 42 I 1 JF B H i % Z Rt
e X EM TAERSA —E i T35 L,
3.2 SRAPHEHMBHEHUAMRITHEERS

ERRTITIE

TP HEMERFES A 3 Uik, MUk
PHUER P 0k, H A, AR5 % 7t 2% Dy sk 2= ik
EEASIIE T SN (/NSNS U <7/ 22 1/ h
2 I H B0 Kk ZHOR GA W A A T G S
TEIZ M X OIAE 3 22k B A 2 L 4ROk,
SyFRRC T IR Iz N TR R st 1 £
FEVE RS A R GRS BRI b i B
R B o A A R B SR F 2 EEAEY
HOIF e T R 4 F AR id R R TR IR 5 SR
WF5E 2227 5B ] SRAP bR Jy 44 2 i Ak A I
Jre i IR 5 i A B B S A A AE Y |2 & T
JRS3 R 5Y A2 SRAP bRic b g H a1



476 Mow ow f

wOW % W 19 %

B BB A N 161 s T D S R N 0 L
X b 7 R B R R 2 A R 2 AR ]
IATES R FA X AT E S SRAP Bl P 3
S G, SRAP YTHEAYJE ORF X, i ORF IX.
I F Ry 91) 1) E B R ER 3, ORF B 3L ) e 5
B AR e T I B R 2R A, R E B — A
DNA J7 51 2 55 5 19 88 11 5 G % 36 R 19 38 4 k4
T e 2, IR FEAS [R) b 22 ) 2 80 25 1) 1
FEHE T SRAP fric 5 H Al bric M L 32 4
FA 45 5L T A At G AT A3 A A L e R R
4, I AR Z BT IR BT 4 R B R2 | 45 SR vl 58
R A AL 5 B, BEE A ThRicHE A
AR AN, B 58 R W L AR FE S — A il B R AT
ol J5T 68 1) JHE SR 383 B R A B X DA A B A T
Gy T AL RRAE 0 AR 9 0, 2Rk LA 45 A R
ST Z 0B oy F O TR IR A R R AT 8L E
ST AREE R B T b T A R S
AR (] T 75 Bt i o a2 A e ) A 5 21 X —
SRR S EHE IR R A R
RAELA A, A W BE S5 SRAP bric Bt K/ A
X, T ELE A HAb AR IO T B H LB A o A
FOMAER, T — 058 N JF R 25 Y e E 4
AR 10 FF AT 52 A B AR A5 58 Ry M1 1) 45
3.3 REAMRIAIERE
DAAEIEA T H st A 2R AT, AR LA 7
PR AR 520 SRR I A R A T ST B
KR —3 BRI T i, H B SR IR, 2
— PP IO EEAEY) , 2428 F, 38 3 T ME S B ] g 2
il Vel N S YN (T = 10 AL N WS 7739 3 ke e Ul -1
B, RS AESCPR A RS, B ot R R
SEHT ARSI R 2 — | LA H % 28 e s L 22
PEATREM R A, i1 3T SRAP FRic iy H 2 78 I
BHE SR T AT R WIBR I A PSS Mg 2K
FE RS N TR ISR VR 1) S ), R BH 2
FER -5 SR A MO JC R R | X 5 A AFY
GERL—g 4202 2030) R i R 2 R ) 3 A%
FEE R 0. 1848 , 5t f& FEmb B2, i AR 15 b 15 7 A= Fh 2
6] (- A1 AL B B 0. 4135, 5 iR . B T4
BRAHIF 5T by b R RN S0 | b A e A W
FRECE AN | T RE 1S BUASBIF ST 35 A 5 AH X 430
PR Z —, BMEAECFEOL T AW IE B phA
S A RN, B andE RGER SR 5] H FEFE
Al Kecane 15 3% [ 45 8t 3t 7 5 Fl oS + H 2R A —
i, AR A 0. 082, MilEfkit ] A bl 131k

I TA]-d—t4 0 0. 041, S ok 1 Fe [ H 25 e A

B KRG AT FE AR Xk — 5 [ Fh kAR

S 3K

(1] BB, Zeum By, A, op B H 57 B Ml B 9 5 e
SR [J] LR 4R ,2012,28(5) :969-973

(2] EFR. PETEGF 30 F01]. EFML,2015(8) :6-9

(31 FEEEL s EH & A ARG (], P EH 3, 1990(4) :26-28

(4] A% ROHE B, A5 b R 5 B BT IR L 2 A
PEGHHTL T A I A BEIR2A I, 2015, 16 (5) :994-1003

(5] VLORMH SR, hEHSE&SFEID]. dbnt Lol ih
fR#E,1993:1-2

[6] Fu Y B,Peterson G,Diederichsen A, et al. RAPD analysis of ge-
netic relationships of seven flax species in the genus Linum L.
[J]. Genet Resour Crop Ev,2002,49:253-259

(7] s, RS0, MEEMR, 5. 1S BLM S AE [ o 5 3k
AL J]. L2448 ,2003,30(11) :1003-1012

(8]  =EBME, VFARM, B8, 5. E R K SRR R K TR R A
SHAIBHARRDE LA R MPTR[T]. fEP2=41, 2000, 26
(5):513-520

[9] Cheng Z,Lu B R, Sameshima K, et al. Identification and genetic
relationships of kenaf ( Hibiscus cannabinus L.) germplasm
revealed by AFLP analysis[ J]. Genet Resour Crop Ev,2004,51 ;
393-401

[10] Bao Y,Ge S. Identification of Oryza species with the CD genome
based on RFLP analysis of nuclear ribosomal ITS sequences[J].
Acta Botanica Sinica,2003,45(7) :762-765

[11] Roy A,Bandyopadhyay A, Mahapatra A K, et al. Evaluation of ge-
netic diversity in jute ( Corchorus species) using STMS,ISSR and
RAPD markers[ J]. Plant Breeding,2006,125(3) :292-297

[12] Kochert G,Stalker H T, Cimenes M, et al. RFLP and cytogenetic
evidence on the origin and evolution of allotetraploid domesticated
peanut , Arachis hypogaea (Leguminosae) [J]. Am J Bot, 1996,
83(10) :1282-1291

[13] PRI AR, K% 45 SRAP &54 ISSR J7 ¥ 7 M B R
JR IR S AR T]. RO R, 2012,45(1) :16-25

(147 ZF9 335 XIPRE 4. TS SEH 24 DNA /250t 2 Uy
[I]. A FAHEPTEFI,2007,5(5) :743-746

[15] Wt XNKE , EIRK 5. FIH SRAP SRICHHEH 3500 T 1%
B[ T]. fE%#42,2010,36(8) :1286-1295

[16] Nei M,Li W H . Mathematical model for studying genetic varia-
tion in terms of restriction endonucleases [ J| . Proc Natl Acad
Sci USA,1979,76:5269-5273

[17] ZWE R TR, 55 26T DNA 2 Fhic SR iad &
GEHEALAR R SRE [J] . LR B2 ,2008 (4) :168-170

[18] Jarret R L, Austin D F. Genetic diversity and systematic relation-
ships in sweetpotato ( Ipomoea Batatas (L. ) Lam. ) and related
species as revealed by RAPD analysis[ J]. Genet Resour Crop
Ev,1994 /41.165-173

[19] Li G, Quires C F. Sequence-related amplified polymorphism
(SRAP) ,a new marker system based on a simple PCR reaction:
its application to mapping and gene tagging in Brassica[ J]. Theor
Appl Genet,2001,103 :455-461

[20] Z=u XIPRE, B, 4. b EH % R 8 H U Fh e 2
FERE B AL )] VL3RR L4 ,2009,25 (2) :253-259

[21]  WHa&RI, ER— W3055, 55, Bis Y AFLP SRa B mt gt 5
RAHTLI]. PR AL ,2007,20(5) :1085-1087

[22] #H%8) XPEE B0, % ] RAPD ISSR I AFLP 43 F7ic
ST RIER R B0 A H E SRR RE R R[], AEW S,
2005,31(10) :1300-1304

[23] Ferriol M, Pico B, Cordava P F. Molecular diversity of a germ-
plasm collection of sqash ( Cacurbita moschata) determined by
SRAP and AFLP makers[ J]. Crop Sci,2004,44 .653-664

[24] KKE, XIRE 2L, HEFR2E[ M) Jeat: b Egr R
2 A, 1998:19-38



31

XA T SRAP ARIC Y H Bt i 2 SR I AL A 477

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

FIME w2 S TR R R RN L], Y
27k ,2006,41(2) :17-19

Russell ] R, Fuller J] D, Macaulay M, et al. Direct comparison of
levels of genetic variation among barley accessions detected by
RFLPs,AFLPs,SSRs and RAPDs[ J]. Theor Appl Genet, 1997,
95.714-722

Pejic T, Ajmone-Marsan P, Morgante M, et al. Comparative analy-
sis of genetic similarity among maize inbred lines detected by
RFLPs,RAPDs,SSRs and AFLPs[ J]. Theor Appl Genet, 1998,
97 .1248-1255

TR AL T, B A BATRBSrF % 5] SRAP AFLP
ISSR A 4347 [ ] TP Al R3] ,2010,32(5) :982-986
Fu X P,Ning G G,Gao L P,et al. Genetic diversity of Dianthus
accessions as assessed using two molecular marker systems
(SRAPs and ISSRs) and morphological traits[ J]. Sci Hort 2008,
117.:263-270

V25 ARE RS, SEREE, % . SRAP Rl ISSR K PiFh T i 45 4
TESPHT BRI 5 A B e [T ] AR 241, 2011,37
(12) :2277-2284

Ve 2 o5 AR R, SR, 45 BRRAD 0T B I3 A% 2 RE PR
SRAP 43#r[ J]. MR #2441 ,2012,30(2) ;178 -187

[32]

[33]

[34]
[35]

[36]

[37]

Xl T e AR Y SRAP FRiCHFS M R
BRI 2 BEEL T ] R R 22 2007 ,28(5) :49-53
VESERs , XU R, 25, JE TR 25 & SRAP FRic (B s
TR ZRE T KRS R LB [ T]. A B AR MR K 22 412,
2011,40(1) :48-53

FER SR DO 5 IR 2 FhRIC AT [ D] AR - e
LMK F,2004

S IE Y] RAPD . SRAP F1 TSSR ARic 76 F 2 PR ¢ U5 A9 7 FH 2
H SCAR FRic WS [ D], A8 - AR AR AR K2, 2006

B, S, RIE S, & R E PR X R AR A
R 2RV SR S5 4 2 BT [ 1] vh AL B2 2016 ,49
(3) :593-60

2oy Bl aR R A, %5, W SRAP FRic 44l 88 i IR
FhFGEUR DNA 45 8018138 [ 1], ALY 8 AL Y 242, 2017 ,18
(2).225-232

XL AR R, R, %5 W SRAP FRICA T4 22 K ( Cucu-
bita pepo L. ) Fp e Wi (& ZREVE SRR (1], HiPwifl
BP2HR 2015,16 (6) :1172-1178

RV RAkok ;2 B & 4. R ISSR F SRAP #ic 4B 4
FRBE L Z R S REG R [J]. WL 5 =4,
2015,16 (5) :1035-1044



