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Abstract: This study was conducted to assess the genetic diversity amongst 12 Saccharum clones from 3 species using
19 SSR markers and capillary electrophoresis(CE). A total of 229 DNA bands were generated showing a size range
between 100 and 260 bp. Based on the SSR data, the Jaccard’s genetic similarity coefficients ranged from a minimum
of 0.09 between CP72-1210(cultivar)and In81-142(S. spontaneum)to a maximum 0. 65 between GX87(S. spontane-
um)to GX86(S. spontaneum). In the dendrogram using UPGMA method, the 12 Saccharum clones were clustered in-

to two groups. The three S. spontaneum clones formed a single group, while the three S. of ficinarum clones clus-
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tered with the six cultivars, which demonstrated that S. officinarum had a closer genetic relationship with cultivars

than S. spontaneum. The SSR markers data generated based on capillary electrophoresis are more accurate, simpler

and automatic as compared to other molecular markers or electrophoresis.

Key words: Simple Sequence Repeats(SSR); sugarcane; capillary electrophoresis

H BB (Saccharum) & K& £ 1 8 Andro-
pogoneae &, T EH . M H F (S. of ficinarum) | &
F (S, spontaneum) , K ZE B 4= Fh (S, robustum) .
ENEEF(S. barber) FRE RN (S. sinense) EFHE T
TR (S. edule) , LA R H 4 T iZ FHAE B H AR 3G
(Daniel 4,1987), HAME& HBEER+HER
RS AR A, A E MESRIE
Z 8 22 4R X (Burner,1991; Hont £ ,1998; Sreeniva-
san %,1987),

20 tHeg 80 ERZ AT, AMTEEF HE W H B
BRI RER G R NARR AL SHE KR 2T
AR DB AT S T vk, I A B BB TT EE  R T
H R AR A8 {5 5% & (Daniel %,1987), ZJ& b
EoTHEYEARNBEE R, FL240 FRICRAE
MATHFAHERAFMRBEXR., XELTHRC
355 RAPD(Burner %,1997; Nair 4,1999; Harvey
%:,1996), RFLP (Besse %, 1997; Coto %, 2002;
Jannoo %, 1999; Lu 4§, 1994), AFLP (Besse %,
1998; Cai %, 2005; Lima %%, 2002), SSR (Cai %,
2005; Cordeiro %, 2000, 2001, 2003 ; Pan %, 2006,
2007; Selvi 4,2003) % . H A, SSR 4 FAridHi A
BEASLZEHE LEHR BEXSHTHASE

Bi A SSR 43 T AR # 17 PCR 4 88 7= ¥) 73 47 K9
KT, AR R K RN A BB &
K.EMEBIKERAR, E4HEH WK (Capillary E-
lectrophoresis, CE) & 20 it 42 80 £ /5 HE 2K
O N R E R ) — R TR AR, B RE R
Y. mRBEHEE . EAETFRANLERLS B
R 2N AT IEF . ZREEARY
S ST BER, LA R 2 ) B 4 43 A DNA W FF
DNA &M ath &2 EYHARGE Z F (Kevin
%,1999), Cordeiro Z (2001) A 21 Xf SSR 5[4
HSEMEREBEARG S, ERA T HRABERS
B TR RAEHERELANZESEREE
(PIC) 8% (0. 23). 7E Cordeiro % (2003) H) BF 3%
T, 6 % SSR 54Xt H R 5T &R 8 55 1
AR EHATRE T MRERRUATHERS

BFRAERENBRERXR. Pan % (2006,2007)
KRB ER, SSRERSEHAEBIREARMEE
A A HER BGOSR
RiFESERETRE RAWERITE.

B 19 XF SSR | 5 EMEBIKFEAR
HEE T HERN MRS LM, EF 5. HH 3
FBE LI W AR T8 B R B AL
AW ETTHE,

1 M#EE5F®

1.1 ##

TRHF 12 B, Kb aE 6 MEMAE L
3 ANEIFEMME S 3 AR EGE D,
1.2 DNA 2B A%

DNA 2 B 5 & F B Pan % (2000) &) 5 ¥,
DNA ¥ B 5 26 B 43 5 F 43 o6 56 & 8 (Shimadzu
2y 88N F] A 7= 9 Shimadzu UV-1601 4> 6 3¢ B
TH) 5 DR e Ok 4 T () PR i v K AR R St BRD
1.3 PCR ¥ 8 5 E M E B ik

FRAEMA A 19 Xt 518 #4724, 51 9 FF 51 i
ISMC(BHRAEREEMITED . Zhedm K
FIW# BSES, EER BB EEHBS Bk
Wl Hr % 15 PR AL 5 B 3L [ T B s 48
ft (Cordeiro %,2000) , IE [ 51 47 5% UL B o8 Yo 4L Bl
RIEGIKFEFIRE D,

PCR SR B &F K 10 L, HH 10 ng DNA #
f»10 mmol/L Tris-HCI (pH 8. 3), 50 mmol/L
KCl,2. 5 mmol/L MgCl,,dATP.dTTP,dGTP i
dCTP & 80 mmol/L,IE K # 3| 4¥ % 0.2 mmol/L,
Tag DNA BRE4B IUGRFN WA P REWHF A
7)), PCR R B 7E 96 f, ABI-9700 % 3 B ¥ 48 {U
(EENAEMRFELTAET) LU TRTFET:
5695 CHIAME 5 min; Hf5#Y 30 MEF H:94 C
P 30 5,18k 30 s(CRRGI MM BREKRERE D,
72 CHEM 30 s; 525 72 C FEEMH 2 min,4 CIRE.

PCR i 7 ¥ 78 ABI-3730XL % B 4 #7 X (&
ABIAY AR AET) ERIAEHE BRIk ECE K
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30 &

W, FMCEHMARTEHR 1 oL PCR =4.0. 4 L
Genescan-500 4> F B AR fE 5 #0120 pL X8 F H B
Be(h ABLEYIAFIAETFE). HEEMETEEKLERF,
PCR #) 5 Genescan-500 4> F B AR & B3GR
SHHEREDINESRF.
1.4 SSR #rBMB AT S BIF D

A GeneMapper-V3. 0 # {4 % ABI-3730XL #
BB ERN O BTEHET T BIALATS
KUK/ E AR SSR 5O AEH B BT

W8 FIAY SSR ARiC A By . K4 AT 3E o ¥ SSR FRid
A Bt 5 Genescan-500 4 F BAR ot & tL 82, 18 B R [6)
HEBKEKRK/NA SSR frid F BIEH“1”, BiL K
“07, I HE4T — 4 B 3E 4 it (Clark, 1988; Levinson
%5 1987;Schlotterer %,1992; Weber %£,1989),
TTEBEANHEM B Z B A Jaccard i % 48 1L B
(Jaccard,1908) , By 48 &l R ¥ A UPGMA ¥ # 17
REathHEHBENRE, FATEREZESE
NTSYS-PC % it#k 4 T 58 i (Rohlf,1997),

1 HEEMAMNRSERERE

Table 1 List of Saccharum clones and their origins

Tt & Clone P % Species kI Origin X4 & Clone Fh 2 Species ¥ & Origin
B 8 5 (GT8) B R PEE I~ 7 86-5(GX86) EEX FEIE
H: ¥ 15 8 (GT15) BRI & FEH I ¥4 87-21(GX87) #fTEE PEIH
ZJE 57-423(Y57-423) FIF S FEEH IND 81-142(IND81) ¥ FH ENgE
ZPE 71-374(YTD) RIE 5 R HE S IN84-068(IN84) PR 21);:4
CP72-1210(CP72) 3 5 R *H Green German(Green) AR mE
LCP85-384(LCP85) RIE R *H LA Purple(LA) PR %

2 HREW®

2.1 SSR #Ri2 447

MR 3IATH,ZIHM 12 MR PP 3 10
MW, B KR/NE 130~162 bp Z ], HE 2
WL, 12 N HBEM BT 19 X 5| 43t 0 7 229
TESHEW, PHENFIUTRME 12.1 M %&
HOENMHEMRESTRNE 19.1 4 SSR #7ig;
19 X35 My HE RFTWEE FHFE 100~260 bp Z
. 5% SMC851MS 7£ 12 #4417 19 4
&H, 9B’ £; 5% SMC36BUQ 5 SMC569CS R
THRE 7KW B,

FIFIRTE SSR 3| 4%t H 7 & B 5 4 Fh i 17
BESWE, AREREEEZRN. Cai % (2005
FI 10 X4 5| 9753 H R RIEGE &R TR, AR H

HREREEZM Y AR EHAES 4~13.72

8. Cordeiro % (2003) K F E MG ¥k F ¥k, 6 Xf
FY—Y P 187 MW, LRAHRSEHRS
REW, BHERKENAE SSR WKE HEY
X 16 G ) T TR 0 e P B B R TR R O A, 40
RUHE 1 bp; BEARE . EEHRTF . HTEEMN
EHRE BB RMELR.
2.2 BERLE S

A SSRAFEHERITE L 12 M HEH B

Jaccard 8t 1% AH {00 BE, B /N Ry 0. 09 CH BE AR 3% & #
CP72-1210 5 & F % IND81-142 Z &), &k X
0. 65(F N EIFHME GX 87 5 GX86 Z[a]), ¥
H0.26, MFEEMHSHBERE S ZE T
BAEAHRUEE R (0. 15) /N FH R 5 H ERIE &
F 2 18] B9 - 8 (5 AR (0. 33) . ERBARGRE
B, SHERSEMMHELER SIFELRATHEEE
EHBEER . 3 NEFHEM R Z 6] A BB
K 0,29, KT H FERAH #p 2 8] 4938 % A5 DU 0. 37)
5H R R R 2 A B 7 3508 15 A8 LB (0. 34),
Cordeiro % (2003) (A R LR LR B FH A5
E L PERESZ .18 Cai F(2005)HHERLER
K. ZHRANERBREBEZ WAL, B
EEBB/NCGREMLIER 0. 65T EFHH
L GX86 5 GX87 ¥k B EJ WHIEH T L.
2.3 BESH

HE1FEY, AR EEM TS FR,
ENEFEMBES AN EE HERELEFE R
WHEN— LR, Ko, HERERFH CP72 M
LCP85,GT8.GTI5 1 Y57 43 BIHW H—2%, X H %k
HERERMEES THRESHENBEK, TES
AR ARZBERNEARLTH X, INs4 BRE
HERATMH BEHRESHEH AT ERER
Green 5 LAR AN —K, BE=NEFELMER
—H ERA T AR LB E R M H RS R
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Table 2 Information of primer pairs and polymorphic markers
B K B KD BABRECT
}EJ;I %@% No. of Band size Annealing g”%ﬁ"ﬂ
rimer bands (bp) temperature rimer sequence
SMC7CUQ 8 158-168 60 GCC AAA GCA AGG GTC ACT AGA(IEHD)
X AGC TCT ATC AGT TGA AAC CGA(K[q)
SMCI18SA 10 130-162 62 ATT CGG CTC GAC CTC GGG AT(IEED
AGT CGA AAG GTA GCG TGG TGT TAC(K )
SMC22DUQ 9 144-163 62 CCA TTC GAC GAA AGC GTC CT(E M)
CAA GCG TTG TGC TGC CGA GT(/ )
SMC24DUQ 11 126-142 64 CGC AAC GAC ATA TAC ACT TCG G(IEm)
CGA CAT CAC GGA GCA ATC AGT( )
SMC31CUQ 13 138-179 62 CAT GCC AAC TTC CAA TAC AGA CT(IER)
AGT GCC AAT CCA TCT CAG AGA(R )
SMC36BUQ 7 104-122 64 GGG TTT CAT CTC TAG CCT ACC(IE [])
TCA GTA GCA GAG TCA GAC GCT T(R 1))
SMC278CS 13 140-182 64 TTC TAG TGC CAA TCC ATC TCA GA(E )
CAT GCC AAC TTC CAA ACA GAC T(J )
SMC334BS 11 146-164 60 CAA TTC TGA CCG TGC AAA GAT(E)
CGA TGA GCT TGA TTG CGA ATG( Ja])
SMC336BS 11 141-183 62 ATT CTA GTG CCA ATC CAT CTC AIER])
CAT GCC AAC TTC CAA ACA GAC(E [])
SMC569CS 7 167-235 62 GCG ATG GTT CCT ATG CAA CTT(E M)
TTC GTG GCT GAG ATT CAC ACT A( M)
SMC597CS 16 144-174 64 GCA CAC CAC TCG AAT AAC GGA T(E )
AGT ATA TCG TCC CTG GCA TTC A(R )
SMC703BS 17 203-220 62 GCC TTT CTC CAA ACC AAT TAG T(E )
GTT GTT TAT GGA ATG GTG AGG A(E [
SMC851MS 19 128-158 58 ACT AAA ATG GCA AGG GTG GTC(IE)
CGT GAG CCC ACA TAT CAT GC( 1))
SMC1604SA 17 105-127 58 AGG GAA AAG GTA GCC TTG GUER)
TTC CAA CAG ACT TGG GTG G(R )
SMC1751CL 11 134-155 60 GCC ATG CCC ATG CTA AAG AT(IEMR)
ACG TTG GTC CCG GAA CCG( i)
mSSCIR3 10 169-187 60 ATA GCT CCC ACA CCA AAT GC(IEM)
GGA CTA CTC CAC AAT GAT GC(E )
mSSCIR43 15 168-252 52 ATT CAA CGA TTT TCA CGA G(iEfa)
AAC CTA GCA ATT TAC AAG AG(E )
mSSCIR66 13 126-146 48 AGG TGA TTT AGC AGC ATA(IE M)
CAC AAA TAA ACC CAA TGA(R [[])
mSSCIR74 11 211-229 54 GCG CAA GCC ACA CTG AGAC(E )
ACG CAA CGC AAA ACA ACG( 1))
FERIEMBEXRR. BENMZEBBREXRREMALRAZFAEE

3 ik

HEHEREAFHOARBEERE T 20 it
LX) BT BALE 7 #9 J5 A (Daniels %, 1987) , Fb
REMBEERYMPEHEFTFHART LR
HERGHEE. BFF REFEHFHRERENE
ERBAENE NE RARKEEFRRER,
T EL AR k5 H R R 2R BOK XA
THERERMOMREMARKOMANE. T

HERERMNER.BEEBARMELIELENR
fEX R AR —1 B E %K E B (Daniels %,
1987) , MR H AP B AR BRI F X THEER
AFEENALE XL,

£ SSR S+ FARICM AW B A o, EHE B IKE
5 5% TR 4 T P e e K R T A B R PR LR
NBER. EENF.SGTEEBMES BSLEN%E
£, 5 (Cai %, 2005; Cordeiro %, 2000, 2001, 2003;
Pan %, 2006, 2007 ; Selvi % ,2003), 45 PCR
HET AN AFLP, SNP) KIS & B &R B BRA
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Fig.1 Dendrogram from the cluster analysis by
UDPGMA algorithm using SSR markers
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Table 3 Distribution of SSR DNA markers among 12 sugarcane clones
EH R RREK/I B SSR K Bt 4y 4F Distribution of SSR markers (bp)
Clone 130 137 140 143 144 147 150 153 154 162
CP72 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0
LCP85 0 Q 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 0
GT8 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
GT15 0 0 1 4] 1 1 1 0 4] 1
Y57 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
Y71 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 0
GX86 4} 0 1 0 1 1 0 0 0 0
GX87 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
IND81 0 0 4} 1 [¢] 0 1 1 0 0
IN84 0 (4] 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
Green 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0
LA 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 0 0
%4 SSRHEEBILRZAHELHERANBEHURY
Table 4 Genetic similarity among twelve sugarcane clones using SSR markers
FtE & Clone CP72 L.CP85 GTS8 GT15 Y57 Y71 GX86 GX87 INDS81 IN84 Green LA
CP72 1. 00
1.CP85 0.44 1. 00
GT8 0.27 0. 30 1,00
GTI15 0,21 0.27 0.38 1. 00
Y57 0. 37 0.33 0.41 0.57 1.00
Y71 0. 32 0.33 0.19 0.33 0.31 1.00
GX86 0.17 0. 14 0.11 0.19 0,19 0.19 1. 00
GX87 0.15 0.13 0.10 0.14 0.17 0.20 0. 65 1.00
IND81 0.09 0.11 0.14 0.14 0.14 0. 14 0.10 0.11 1. 00
IN84 0.26 0.30 0.22 0. 33 0. 34 0,28 0.10 0.13 0.16 1. 00
Green 0.31 0.32 0.39 0.32 0. 35 0.22 0.22 0.23 0.18 0. 30 1.00
LA 0.41 0.45 0.33 0.35 0,47 0.23 0.16 0.17 0.13 0. 34 0. 46 1. 00
1% 2 B TR RS W e, Bk T 38 T T P g B W Dk O B B
cP72 ARG R E X H RAPD(Nair %,1999),
l LCP85 RFLP(Lu %,1994),.SSR 5 AFLP(Cai %,2005)
| Green WHAM.FFEHTEHEBALETHFLHIR
lé¢8 BT AR RIMSE ., AR AR SRR
o5 HEATERAHE BT RER KBNS 20 t
Y57 LYY “TB RAL B A7 (Daniels %, 1987) R W R A
IN84 HEMAFRH#ATEZE-THRER. LuEA994)
Lri, il RFELP S FARIZIEN T 4R,
[ axs7 RBFE 12 A HER 3 AR IR H0 0 8 £ Al
IND81  FTHIRY SSR #RiC 58 & X4, # 5l 2 5 T 405 s 3K
T o o4 o056 070 B SSR BEARIEA , KA LA T A B AR, 7

5 B AR P AR S 1305 B B9 4 5E P HR 4t DNA K F
MIEdE. SSRIFICEH MM AREFREFES
5 A0 AT R S5 Y 00 5T O B T H RE R R BT IR AR
o CH R RIHE &R BRI 01 H R RS
RB|TEOEAR, BELF, AHRPHERE R
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R AR R BB B SRR X B A . A
TEA U T H AT & R BB E R A
PR H R R EE %R #8900 R 8% i 5, 8 SR
AEHERERMBREERERNFERESHK
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