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CRIBTTAA R AEBE b 203 Be  PRIEVT. BRI 150069)

o E:R 2T ades AR E SR A RM, KA SSR 4 FARCH KA L 24T
WAE S S, FER UPGMA R E Sk, oM T 2T EAMBO FL LR, AERE H
FRRRGEAARFTEATRBES T A FIRE, ER AW Fiked 25 5 SSR $ 5H31H
EFIFAREE 245 A, b B AMAT S 240 A, S AW R 97.96% ., a5 HeFiE
ABEEH 4~13,F 35154 9.8, HFEBHKPFH{EA 2. 740 5, Shannon's 13 B35 H
FHEH 1.052 0, % AR EEFFHIEH 0.595 5, R XM LA & S35 40, BEH
WreE R A, R R 0. 612 £,27 XM Tl e b 5 K L2,

KB 7R 7 ; SR sAE S HEM: B

HESIES S 662.603.6 STEKFRIRES:A  XEHS:1001—0009(2017)13—0050—06

25 (Prunus salicina L.) 75 (Prunus arme-
niaca 1L.)¥))@ %2Rl (Rosaceae) 1Y), T EZEH
8 M, 800 RSN EREL TA 11 MEWF,
2 000 AN B S 2L, B IR AN 2R i e it 57
B, BIRITAZE ARSI WA LB
NIEHET g REE e . T RBILA N TR
ARG » HA IR I BRI S ABAR A BUFE R I
FRFEE N TEF RANEMFBEE —ER
hF, B, BFR g AR IR R4 R R
Rt ZAEPEX 22 A B R 0 PR IR A HAR
PHRHAFEREE L.

SSR 17 5. ¢ 51 # & 5 ic (simple sequence
repeat, SSR) I B EHE Al E R 7. 25

EEEE N A Q983 , &, HEHML R
RAGAERELSRE LS 5 FEAAF A, Email: sunli-
lineau@163. com.

BEEE . £8E (1965, %, AAL R R, R F @ 4
EBRERMFT AL HZH A, Email: yunhuimu@
163. com.

BEEWE:“+ =27 RA B E AR X RA TR 8
(2013BAD02B03 ); »& & 3% W # # & ¥ 8 R B
(2016RAXYJ01D),

W HE.2017—03—31

P BRIt AR S UL B R T A A
R ASS B S SRR I 38 1T AR
5t. HHI.EE SSR o FARiCEARE 2N H
AT B SREREAT T TR R
X AT FUBTHRAY W HEAT T A R A AT
HAELEIIXT 168 43 A 7] L2H B A5 i AT
T SSR 3. (HRRK THMZE IR L SR
SIHT i SR HRE , R, 9 T A R R T
AT BUR IR A P 384 2 R B R C R BT ST
FIF SSR A 27 4578 A B 1 SAETE A SR 450
BT TR, IO FEHR A R SO SEROR A A
AR B R T A AR

1 #R5FE

1.1 KR

B0 27 (2 A R ERE P EZE k.
KINZE R B E B BRI R BB 253
B, W3R 1 o, Hpgws 1~23 AEM
24 ARBEE RPN, 25~27 R AP,
1.2 REHE
1.2.1 ZFE4H DNA HHE

RS BRI ZE A, R KR Y



5 1339

It B B Z2 51

DNA $2BU5 & X HE i DNA #7450, 1%
TR ESE IR L pk A Il DNA A% 5 T i, T 58502
BT b R, B DNA 55— B
JIREE N 20 ng « pL71, —80 CHRATHEH.

1.2.2 SSR B4

S5 L I AH L SO BRI 19 5]
Y BENLG AL 40 X SSR 5|4y, ik i 25 W £ 8
HAF SR BE M B, TSR 2, AR T A
Y TR BROERAR SR,

1 EME IR T IR
Table 1 Resources of plum and apricot
e R ER e SR EER = SRR e R ER
Code Variety name Code Variety name Code Variety name Code Variety name
1 “{&y%ﬁ$” 8 “:‘g‘:ﬁ” 15 “%ﬁﬁ$)! 22 “jz@y(é)!
2 “gp1» 9 g e 16 o7 s 23 “B T A
3 o 10 “snpa 17 “yTmaE” 24 “79-5-14”
' o 1 g 35 18 NEBE 25 A
5 Aﬂ?':':% 6 %)y 12 “§§ 1 %” 19 “&§ 15 %” 26 “jz@ﬂh%?”
6 “/J\ﬁ$” 13 “E(EH§” 20 5‘%@%5” 27 “EEEH%?)!
7 iig%?” 14 iig‘$ 5 %” 21 “EEHE?”
*2 SSR 5| ¥ FF 5
Table 2 SSR primer sequences
He k2 M3 G-3D KI5 (5"-3")
No. Primers name Forward primer Reverse primer
Aprigmsl8 TCTGAGTTCAGTGGGTAGCA ACAGAATGTGCGTTGCTTTA
AMPA100 TGTTTAGTTGAGGGTAAACTTTGG CCCTTCCTTTTCTGTGTCTCAC
AMPA105 CTGCTCTCACTCAACTCAATGC CTCCCCTACCCCTCTGTATCTC
AMPAI110 GATGTACAAAGGCAACATTCTAGC GCAGATGCOCAATCACTCTACTG

W 0 N\ Ul W N

AMPA123 GGATAATGGATTCATGGAATGG
BPPCT002 TCGACAGCTTGATCTTGACC
BPPCT007 TCATTGCTCGTCATCAGC
BPPCT009 ATTCGGGTCGAACTCCCT
BPPCT025 TCCTGCGTAGAAGAAGGTAGC
10 BPPCT029 GGACGGACAGAAATGAAGGT
11 BPPCT030 AATTGTACTTGCCAATGCTAT
12 BPPCT034 CTACCTGAAATAAGCAGAGCCAT
13 Pchgms3 ACGGTATGTCCGTACACTCTCCATG
14 Pchgms4 ATCTTCACAACCCTAATGTC
15 Pchemsd CTCACGCTATTTCTCGG
16 Pchems5 CGCCCATGACAAACTTA
17 SsrPaCITA17 CACGGGGAGAATTGGGTGGCCTTAG
18 SsrPaCITA19 GACAAATACAATCAAGAAGTGTCGC
19 UDP96-005 GTAACGCTCGCTACCACAAA
20 UDP96-008 TTGTACACACCCTCAGCCTG
21 UDP96-010 CCCATGTGTGTCCACATCTC
22 UDP97-401 TAAGAGGATCATTTTTGCCTTG
23 UDP98-406 TCGGAAACTGGTAGTATGAACAGA
24 UDP98-411 AAGCCATCCACTCAGCACTC
25 UDP98-412 AGGGAAAGTTTCTGCTGCAC

TTAAAAAGCCTCTGGCAAACTC
CAATGCCTACGGAGATAAAAGAC
CAGATTTCTGAAGTTAGCGGTA
ACGAGCACTAGAGTAACCCTCTC
CGACATAAAGTCCAAATGGC
CCTTAACCCACGCAACTCC
CTGCCTTCTGCTCACACC
CAATGGAGAATGGGGTGC
CAACCTGTGATTGCTCCTATTAAAC
GTTGAGGCAAAAGACTTCAAT
CCTCGACGAAGAGCTCG
GTCAAGAGGTACACCAG
GGAGTCTATAAATAAATGGTTGCGC
GAACAGCTAGCCCCTTTGTCATAC
CCTGCATATCACCACCCAG
TGCTGAGGTTCAGGTGAGTG
TTGATGATTCCATGCGTCTC
CCCTGGAGGACTGAGGGT
ATGGGTCGTATGCACAGTCA
CCAAAAACCAAAACCAAAGG
GCTGAAGACGACGATGATGA

1.2.3 PCR¥'#

PCR R BifAZE H 10 pl:2X Tag PCR Mix
5 pL,ddH,0 3 pL, ERZ MBI %% 0.5 ul, iR
DNA 1 pL., PCR Wi/ :95 CHIAME 5 min;
95 “CABRME 10 5,50~58 ‘CiBk 10 5,72 “CHEf# 30 s,

30 MEH ;72 CEEMP 10 min;4 CHEAFE. PCR B
PR B i A R A R A
12,4  EL YA

Y= 6 90 AARAR P R VR 4 TR R e vl
Wi AT 438, 72 PCR =4 7 fm A &8 A
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ddH O #E77% B, SRIE B INA 1/2 B 6 X
loading buffer, fi#E 1~2 ul.,260 V {EJERE K 2 h,
# 0. 2% 0 AgNO; e a8 1 min, 76 B AR
(1.5%NaOH, 0.5% B B 1 8 @, R H BIO-
RAD Gel Doc XR + # & i # 1X (BIO-RAD
Laboratories Inc, USA) BiA% , Xt B4R #EF730 BE
PRAF, ST S AL E
1.3 BUESH

K H Quantity One 84X} LIk B #E4 T #05E,
LKA 100 bp DNA Marker JtRiE, 52 HUH
AEDMWERFT IS EEARNYT A E,
Bt e R /NG A Excel BAF P, iR &HF 1
BT, Gt A B o, A ik 1, B
fE 0. 115 SSR {3 s B MR 455 R B (Na)
R B A $ (Ne) | Shannon's {5 B8 # (D
R &GRSR (PIC), Ne=1/3 Pi?;
I=—2Piln Pi; PIC=1—XP#,(Pi % i 1%
PEFE R FE %A A B B R B2, A NT-
SYSpe 2. 1 FAA-HA AR RIME R BT E AR,

2 HBRESH

2.1 SSR#RIESF[MELH

25 XF SSR BI¥7E 27 btk L 251k
W 3 fi, LY ENALE 245 4, Hh A
P 240 4, PR E R 97.96% ., FXTBIY
AR FE R BR N 4~13, P E R 9. 8, Fo i
A5 UDP97-401 &7, 4 4, fif /5 Pchgmsd
UDP98-411 £ %, H 13 >, 45 305 o 2 B 3
(Ne)AFALTEHEIZE 1. 426 7(AMPA123) ~3. 541 6
(UDP98-411) , "V-344E 2 2. 740 5 4, Shannon's
fF B (DAILTERE A 0. 476 0(AMPA123) ~
1. 320 OCUDP98-411) , F-¥EN 1. 052 0, ZAMAE
B&a (PIO AL F A 0.299 1(AMPA123) ~
0. 717 6(CUDP98-411) , "F-34fH Ky 0. 595 5, FHLL L4
LA, IREMPRICE A EE NS, fREE
ST R B SRR R (R R R

%3 25 %t SSR 3H7E 27 AR SRR IR
Table 3 Diversity index for 25 SSR primers among 27 materials
fri S S 2545 R B EEp e Xive it FARIFBIRE MG RER
- Observed number of Effective number of Shannon's information Polymorphic information
Locus Origin
alleles(Na) alleles(Ne) index (D content(PIC)
Aprigms18 ol 8 1.5771 0.552 3 0.3659
AMPA100 7 6 1.761 7 0.623 9 0.432 4
AMPA105 oS 11 2.877 6 1.175 1 0.652 5
AMPAL110 7 8 1.803 2 0.637 5 0.445 4
AMPA123 ol 8 1.426 7 0.476 0 0.299 1
BPPCT002 #k 8 1.472 9 0.501 6 0.3211
BPPCT007 Bk 12 3.3852 1.2915 0.704 6
BPPCT009 #k 11 3.452 9 1.304 8 0.710 4
BPPCT025 #k 10 3.494 7 1.3121 0.713 9
BPPCT029 #k 10 2.805 0 1.146 9 0.643 5
BPPCT030 Bk 10 2.879 2 1.177 3 0.652 7
BPPCT034 #k 12 2.950 4 1.195 3 0.661 1
Pchgms3 B 10 3.378 4 1.292 1 0.704 0
Pchgmsd #k 13 3.364 7 1.289 5 0.702 8
Pchemsd #k 9 3.176 5 1.250 6 0.685 2
Pchems5 H 10 3.4657 1. 307 8 0.711 5
SsrPaCITA17 7 11 2.880 1 1.177 1 0.652 8
SsrPaCITA19 ol 8 1.507 7 0.519 6 0.3367
UDP96-005 H 10 3.503 14 1.314 2 0.714 6
UDP96-008 #k 9 2.904 2 1.180 8 0.655 7
UDP96-010 #k 12 2.966 1 1.200 1 0.662 9
UDP97-401 Hk 4 1. 600 O 0.562 3 0.3750
UDP98-406 #k 12 2.980 4 1.202 7 0.664 5
UDP98-411 Bk 13 3.541 6 1. 3200 0.717 6
UDP98-412 #k 10 3.357 6 1.287 5 0.702 2
JEA Total 245 68.513 0 — —
F-14 Mean 9.8 2.740 5 1.052 0 0.595 5
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2.2 ETFSSRHIFELXRST

R4E 25 X519 Y 1% Bl . Sk UPGMA
Bax) 27 By s Rk 2T IR A, I 1 R
27 By BRI E AL R B 0. 612~0. 865,
SERRAEAR LR 0. 739, EBAEHE IR SN
0. 612 B K 27 ML P K2R, 55— 2K
ARG e E kA A & 479
5-147 S8 KB N 2RI 23 AN SR, FEIRAGAH
Rk 0. 685 B, AT LUK SR Z28HE4r R 2 AW
K e Rk sk “Jp R B IH N
H—W A, B3 BRIV A AR B2 B 1 2 0 e
i A RS A

gz
“Hkes”
‘R
“RRizE"
AT
=k
“ermAsT
‘g3
“ERZEST
“ZEFAR
Nz
CHLZE”
Lz
e
“87-17
“Tobd Tk
“HEzEr
“HRZE”
Wik
“TpFEbkaE”
“Iell k"
“79-5-14”
AT
0.%]2 0.6‘54 0.6‘96 0.739 0.7l81 0.8‘23 0.8‘65

B 22 Coefficient

1 ET SSRIRCHER 27 B RIER LS

Fig. 1 Clustering analysis of 27 materials
based on SSR markers

OSBRI A SR 0. 708 B EHIZ" S
HeRmM oo, EREHELERESCH 0.713
fib A ZE R FREE” R Rk K 48717
BoN—2, FEMEHMMRECH 0. 739 &b, “FHa”
“TNEBE” “EIE” NEETRAN—HK,

MIREHEL R BN 0. 764 B, BT 5
HERRSFITF. BEHLRECN 0. 773 &,
“GE 557 ‘g 3 BURON—K, BIEMLR
¥k 0. 781 B, “eLntZE” K2R 15 57 “4t 2

BRA A TR 15 57 “HHLHIZE 1
FA BT BT IR O 0. 802
R % 1B H A 6 BT RN —
% S REE R R | 5 R KR 53
S SRR (R W R

3 S ER

BB M 40 X5 MR R 25 X 2G|
Y, P iEsk g5 9 18 X, @314 7 X, &
27 AL R 3 AR A SR, 23 4
ARG, 1 R RE(“79-5-147) I AN E dh .
Hi 25 % SSR 5|14 34 i v M Sk AT LLE W
SSR ARICTEIT LA A 24 B 158 At

BT 25 X} SSR 43 FARic s 4, 4) 27
B2 MR TS SRR VRS AT SR B 245
AN, P EM R ERR 9. 8, B a4
EED 706 MRBRFECW 4.5 AN AKF K
W 00T By 11, 36, Shannon's {5 B85 (D
ZHEEEEREPIOWEH RS M HERNTE
br. BB PREIN FHER 1,052 0,/ Tk
WMEFY X TFEERN SSR 4R (1=
0. 81) I TFATSC IR B0 By 36 T 5T 58 P A B AR Y
WA SR TS R (I=1. 92), ZFE RS
B PIC SEHIEN 0.595 5, —MKIA N, 24 PIC>
0.5 B, 5 90 = AL 9, B BE 5
WhEmEEZAEESY. HPRkEa®XHID
AMPA1238) Ne. I 1 PIC W)BUE BB, 3k
HHkRIS 4 UDP98-41 By Ne. I 1 PIC WIEUEYY
B TR SR E O 13 5%, BB
WA 23 R ZEREE, R ET LUK S| 4 UDP9S-
411 TR SRR Rk ENpR.

EZI R E T UPGMA 826 27 it 61
REHEFT R T, F 2 BRI 5K
WA 1 O AT T AT I R S Eud i D R I
iRl “79-5-147 J9 B RE B B — R AL Fh, B
K 1 AT LVE Y, RS A ARG R IEGE, 734
MFTEAFINENRTE A I RHE , P AT
DABIAE 00 € “79-5-147 R AT 1 — A~ ffr, 55 2%
BERBE MR, X —RERSRHES W
PRER B HRKENHRLEE RN —H, 7
ZEAH N B R R D B B S (kR ) —
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Genetic Diversity of SSR Analysis of Plum and Apricot in Cold Region

SUN Lili, MU Yunhui, ZHEN Canfu, YE Wanjun
(Horticultural Branch, Heilongjiang Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150069)

Abstract: To explore the genetic diversity of Prunus salicina L. and Prunus armeniaca L. ,the genetic

diversity of 27 plum and apricot varieties grown in the north were analyzed by using SSR molecular

marker technology,and the genetic relationship were analyzed by using UPGMA clustering analysis

method in this study in order to provide molecular biological basis for the preservation and breeding of

germplasm resources. The results showed that, 245 alleles were amplified by 25 pairs of SSR primers



 n B 2

2017(13) :55-62

Northern Horticulture

doi; 10. 11937/bfyy. 20164951

TER=Z L FRBRES %S HE
BAZRERERQN

N HE

e s, BlwE

CTERZE KB, TR 81| 750021

W OETARZ

LWAESABRBHIFRARR SAFH LU RERTEGREL

JE L 4TAE, £ B RT-PCR # ik, T 40 44 ¥ GLRaV-1~5 iX 5 # & & £ -H kM

FEWERE, EREN.TEARZL

LAREBRBA S I ZRERAD B TR BT R R

T, TR ABTRAA P E; AR EBRE W HA MR o A WA B TR B R LR L
ERNHHERFRAFERHETREARERLSTHE HHEE G KA “WAR P LI

ERBERDHE T REN IR, A RE G

85. 1% #= 52. 7%; A A 5 # % & HrH L%

F 314347 RUPCR A& 4t 3 Frm A XA, B GLRaV-3 ¥ £ % 5,4 87.5%,
XER:TERZLAE, BREEHERER: BN HERRRBR R HEETEERE

(GLRaVs) ; RT-PCR #:ilj
hE 5B .S 436. 631 179(243)

TR Z AR ORI ] e LR A 4
SERZ— B TEEKEARXT 0 R R

E—EER/N: 209091,k . AELHREHREF G
AAE B RE FHH AT RF A, Email: maomlv@ 163.
com,

REMEE RN £ (1969, %, W&, R AL EAFH
W I T T e A Wy B o B TR A R G B E A AT E
T4, E-mail: gupeiwen2013@126. com.

EEWE: TEAHKF AR HHA B (NGY401D; FE“+ =
EVHBEEXREF AL A B (NX2016),

Wi B HA: 2017—02—09

NARERIDAD: A 3CEEEE1001—0009(2017)13—0055—08

1,6, 67 J7 hm® HAKEFHRREENZE. B
TH O R AR S 4. 20 77 hm? , PR 4
3.80 7y hm’ . A5EEUBERE B A5, T B RHBAE
WA R R FER IR RN S8 B 1 B 5L
T RS [ FpHET, AL T IR 10 4E 5 T H BRI
HER R BT R A MBI
HERENWFRE L 0. 250 EM
R &R SR MR B C 1A 3 30 25, K
P LEFRRINA 4 F, & HERE (gra-
pevine leafroll-associated virus, fj #8 GLRaV).
B M55 (grapevine fan leaf virus, H&#k GFLV) .

N N N N NP NP

and including 240 polymorphic loci, the ratio of polymorphism was 97.96%, 4 — 13 alleles were

amplified by per pairs of primer, with a mean of 9. 8. The average of effective alleles was 2. 740 5, the

average of Shannon's information index was 1. 052 0, the average of polymorphism information content

was 0. 595 5, illustrated the germplasms with high genetic diversity. The clustering analysis results

showed that, when the genetic correlation coefficient was 0. 612, the 27 resources could be divided into

two big groups of plum and apricot.

Keywords: plum ( Prunus salicina L. ); apricot ( Prunus armeniaca L.); SSR; genetic diversity;

clustering analysis



