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and commercial production since the beginning of 20th century)had been assessed using 21 Simple Sequence Repeat

(SSR)markers and capillary electrophoresis(CE) technique. Use of 21 SSR primers resulted in amplification of 327

distinguishable SSR markers with an average of 15. 6 bands per primer. A total of 141 distinctive SSR alleles were

scored, which have been used for construction of fingerprinting database and assessment of the genetic diversity using
DNAMAN analyzing software and UPGMA algorithm methods. The highest genetic homology was 87 % , observed
between ROC 16 and TY 1, the lowest genetic homology was 55%. The UPGMA algorithm with SSR markers

showed four distinguishable clusters of genetically similar species and varietal clones. The results indicated that using

SSR markers in combination with CE is an efficient tool for fingerprinting database construction and assessment of ge-

netic diversity. Occurrence of most cultivated clones in just 4 clusters indicated the exploitation of similar genetic da-

tabase for the breeding purposes. The breeding programs should be tailored to exploit the wide range of germplasm

using Saccharum species to get good varieties especially for disease or insect-pest resistance.

Key words: Simple sequence repeat(SSR); Saccharum; fingerprinting; Capillary Electrophoresis; genetic diversity

ATTHIUVE 4, 7 B AT 3R A R R e
HE Y20 A 30 FRZE, PR EEHE
MM AME.HFRE YE B B M (Saccharum
sinense), 20 M BRI X B ERFHESW L, F A
HRE B 81 F F (Saccharum spontaneum ) 5 P F
(Saccharum of ficinarum) FHAT“H S HILTMH”
(Stevenson,1965), ZJ&, F E 5| # T K &K
— S5 AR, P BRI AR, 10 POJ2878,
POJ2725 4 ; X B B R T & i H RERF L1
MEBERTFRF, 20 H4E 50 FRKR, EBHF
FI3¢ AP EMFEHERIZELMH, 70 FRZE,
EEMGEENEN A AN T ELF, WEHE
63-237.%E%E 11, W 70-611, JI| B 13. 08 21 %
(BEF,1990). B Al 78 P EME R B HERE
mRERREESRE HERRLEH " TIRNGE
R, FEAFEEYERFEE RN B SREERE
e e, HE, RS N EARFTEEHRE
R AT ZREEETE, DRSS HENE
HWEELEFZ—.

DNA 43 FHAR & B Z 80, AT EZ M B
SEMRZER ARER-SH R LEFC.RE
R ERA, HAT 4 € B MR SR SRR
% (Chandra %, 2001; Glaszmann %, 1992; Srivas-
tava 5§,2002) ; X B R AR Z IR H R B IL R LS
EERML, MU ZH#T . BHEf DNA 4 F4ricB
B ZR AT HERNRMEE GREZHEST.ZE
HEMMBBEMEFE. 2T ,SSR 4F4F
EHAREAEEUFE XBERE. 2T HER
M ERENFSMKA. BTSSR #RIEH PCR =¥
BTk EERARFEBE X BHAERK.H
RECEPE: BEERRRAFTHRER ER

F.BRARE S A, Cordeiro £ (2000) Fi5F H
E 408 i VK W H BE SSR AR1C K PCR F=4), Pan
%(2006,200D) FIFHEMEHKE SSRIFICELT
HEMERELIEE, A TEEH AR AW
ERZBDEEFT L,

FRBEET 52 NN 20 HEHESFEPES
EHENEEREGHSHREETHEIERS,H
A 213 SSREIY S EMERKFERRUBEIIN
IROEE, e B R,

1 AR

EHSLZAHERMAEGE D . Med)
BF 5T BT 7 I B U5 B 4R 43t
1.1 DNA R A%

MHBEHEBRR 3 i +1 M, 2R k/ERY I
B EEBa, BRIRSEHR 2 ¢ AATRM DNA,
DNARBR AR R CTAB %, WA E, I 1%
CTAB &m¥,65 CA® 1 h, MBS/ FRERES
#,12 000 rpm B0 10 min, AR ZEBERLS . &
JEM TE BBWHBRITIERE.

1.2 PCR ¥ @ 5B ME A%

RA 21 X519, 5|95 B ERH M D2
4= (International Sugarcane Microsatellite Consor-
tium, ISMC) $2 4 (Cordeiro 4,2000) , iF [7] 5| 4 5'
W ABR S e bR ig, S IR fE R AR 2.

PCR SRR &R K 10 pL, H P& DNA B &
10 ng, 10 mmol/L TrissHCl(pH8&. 3),50 mmol/L
KCl,2. 5 mmol/L MgCl,, dATP,dTTP.dGTP i
dCTP % 80 mmol/L, IE R @ 5| ¥ % 0. 2 mmol/L,
TagDNARA® 1 UGN WA S REDH A~
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7). PCR RR7E ABI-9700 %I R 18X (3% E Br
REWRRATD LRUTEFET - B4 95 CH
A 5 min; GBS 30 MNMEFH N 94 CA 4 30 5,1
k30 sS(RFEIS| MR BRI\ BE LR 1),72 "CHEfF 30
s;BJG 72 CTEM 2 min,4 CRA.

PCR P=¥j7E ABI-3730XL % B 4 #7 {1 (ABI i

REYA T L F % 408 & 3K ik (Capillary Elec-
trophoresis, CE) . 4 CE# &P &% 1 pL
PCR 7245 .0. 4 nL. Genescan-500 4T & ¥ #E & #l
20 )L B THELR. EEHABRXLRS,PCR
P15 Genescan-500 43 F B R WK NFESTH
BEESH X ESRMRTE.

£1 HERMRANASEERR

Table 1 A list of Saccharum clones and their origins

8 % # Clone 44 & Code I ¥E Origin #$H 4& # Clone %5 Code ¥ ¥ Origin
C01001 C0O1001 i KXY 94/116 GT94/116 T ]
C0290 0290 21} 4 HEAF 94/119 GT94/119 HE P
CO421 C0421 Z1):s taN=E1Y;3 HKHP

Cp28/11 CP28/11 %25 BEER HXGZ ]
CP34/120 CP34/120 %H 1 56/12 HN56/12 BE K
CP49/50 CP49/50 %H =¥ LZ t$hF
CP65/357 CP65/357 EE| 4% 86/2121 MT86/2121 o E R
NCO310 NCO310 E|S &4 108 F108 T HES
POJ2725 POJ2725 JRaE E4% 134 F134 hEGS
POJ2878 POJ2878 JRig G172 F172 hEAE
N 57/416 CZ57/416 eh [ 7 Ji| a1 TY1 G
14 ] DJYSZ HE wew0 ROC10 PEHEW
AR B GLZZ RS LKl s ROC16 hEEH
BEF1S GT11 Gl i) HEW1S ROC1 FEEY
HERHi1ZE GT12 HEIE FiEws s ROC25 hEEY
B 16 5 GT16 PEIHE FEmEs ROC26 FEAEE
178 GT17 BET e E ROCY PEEY
gk 19 2 GT19 o {7 BI% 82/96 YC82/96 o [ ¥ g
Hg1e GT1 oY i HR 84/153 Y84/153 RS
B35 GT3 B 7 B ¥4 59/65 YT59/65 PEIHK
s B GTs CoYe: i} B 64/395 YT64/395 dhE R
HE¥Y 60/104 GT60/104 ey i} g 71/210 YT71/210 RE R
H¥¥ 60/289 GT60/289 i 855 81/854 YT81/854 RER
i 64/137 GT64/137 CoNes i} BEs 93/159 YT86/368 FESR
Mgy 73/2 GT73/2 oYl ZRE89/7 YZ89/7 HEZEH
He¥E 93/102 GT93/102 Gy ] P 74/202 ZY74/202 & E

1.3 SSR iR MAE B 5 BE I

Fi GeneMapper-V3. 0 ###% ABI-3730XL %
B4 BT A 58 BB B3R AT e A R A LS 5
REEHHBHAR SSREI AR H BB BT
HWAEPIA SSRiFICH B. SR ANPR &
(Clark,1988; Levinson %, 1987 ; Pan, 2006; Schlot-~
terer %,1992; Weber %5, 1989), B {4 7] DA 3@ i ¥
SSR #ric i Bt 5 Genescan-500 47 F BARE & L3
BAFRA R BEKEKRA:;F SSR FiEH BiCH
“A”,F SSRIRIE R BB A “C”, H T AR/ SR
it. £ 8 Pan(2007) 85 ¥ , | § DNAMAN #k {4
241 7 ] & & B (Homology tree), # Jaccard
(1908) B i THE B H MM B 2 B 89 Jaccard i

LA A S, B UPGMA 3317 B LA 3248
ERRE, A B R4 EBHFE NTSYS-PC 44k
H TR

2 HEREHN

2.1 £FEA DNA HyEE o5

Q1 X5 MES R M RT3 d 327 4~
SSR #5ic, V9 E 5| P 1 2] 15. 6 4~ SSR #5715
519 SMC703BS ¥ # 3| SSR F L\ £ (24 1),
mSSCIR74 §#4 Ky SSR R i &/ (7 ). SSR K B
KANTEE N 92~254 bp, 4 KF 4 SSR H BRK/ME
FTE 100~200 bp Zf8]., 52 M~ HAERIEHFAIEY
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RRE. HEBRARM R R HERELM SSR Rt s SRS 597

3 4 359 4~ SSR HRig, B H M B3 7 83.8
A EMRATRE(GLZD) P #3] 109 4~ SSR #5i8, 25
R EE 1S 27 %38 64 1 SSR iRic, £
Bl
2.2 HERE AWM EIEHE

2% Pan FQROOD K H & T =W+ R4
H 141 AR E R SSR FR1E(FE 3), B LTiX &
¥E R SSR FRic W B 2 H EA A 69 98 oL B i 3

PE. MERYEPERT R T 2 R R IR R 2 R R g
ESHEEMHILE. RIZRERTESEE 1S
9 SSR #RiE 16 4L, B E R A 514 SMC486CG ¥ ¥
B SSRAFIE—BLHETI MY HHY R -3, B
T B2, A SEI ST 52 AN H RER T R B0 1R SR i
B8 P R R AR B X I BHR R AT S0 AT, 5l
XEHEMHNRAERRE SRERLEE L, E
2,

x2 SIMmSESIMTEER

Table 2 Primer pairs’name and polymorphic markers’information

SR FHBWR  FWFKDS bp

5B KBE CC)

B4 /%% Primer sequence

Name No. of bands Fragment size Annealing temperature
SMC7CUQ 12 158~171 60 GCC AAA GCA AGG GTC ACT AGAC(IE [a))
AGC TCT ATC AGT TGA AAC CGA(R )
SMCI18SA 21 130~165 62 ATT CGG CTC GAC CTC GGG AT(EM)
AGT CGA AAG GTA GCG TGG TGT TAC(KE 1)
SMC22DUQ 13 140~163 62 CCA TTC GAC GAA AGC GTC CT(Em)
CAA GCG TTG TGC TGC CGA GT( )
SMC24DUQ 17 121~142 64 CGC AAC GAC ATA TAC ACT TCG G(IE )
CGA CAT CAC GGA GCA ATC AGT(1a])
SMC31CUQ 23 138~185 62 CAT GCC AAC TTC CAA TAC AGA CT(EM)
AGT GCC AAT CCA TCT CAG AGA(K 1))
SMC36BUQ 10 104~254 64 GGG TTT CAT CTC TAG CCT ACC(EM)
TCA GTA GCA GAG TCA GAC GCT T(& )
SMC119CG 10 105~131 58 TTC ATC TCT AGC CTA CCC CAA(IEEM)
AGC AGC CAT TTA CCC AGG AR
SMC278CS 17 140~182 64 TTC TAG TGC CAA TCC ATC TCA GACE M)
CAT GCC AAC TTC CAA ACA GAC T(FE M)
SMC334BS 15 132~165 60 CAA TTC TGA CCG TGC AAA GAT(IE M)
CGA TGA GCT TGA TTG CGA ATG( )
SMC336BS 19 141~185 62 ATT CTA GTG CCA ATC CAT CTC A(IE )
: CAT GCC AAC TTC CAA ACA GAC(K 1))
SMC486CG 9 224~245 58 GAA ATT GCC TCC CAG GAT TACE)
CCA ACT TGA GAA TTG AGA TTC G(Z i)
SMC569CS 11 165~233 ‘ 62 GCG ATG GTT CCT ATG CAA CTT(EM)
TTC GTG GCT GAG ATT CAC ACT A(E )
SMC597CS 17 144~179 64 GCA CAC CAC TCG AAT AAC GGA T(IE[M)
AGT ATA TCG TCC CTG GCA TTC A &)
SMC703BS 24 203~229 62 GCC TTT CTC CAA ACC AAT TAG T(E®)
GTT GTT TAT GGA ATG GTG AGG A(K )
SMC851MS 21 127~152 58 ACT AAA ATG GCA AGG GTG GT(ERD
CGT GAG CCC ACA TAT CAT GC(& Ial)
SMC1604SA 20 92~127 58 AGG GAA AAG GTA GCC TTG G(Em)
TTC CAA CAG ACT TGG GTG G(& 1)
SMC1751CL 11 134~154 60 GCC ATG CCC ATG CTA AAG AT(Em)
ACG TTG GTC CCG GAA CCG(R )
mSSCIR3 10 169~187 60 ATA GCT CCC ACA CCA AAT GC(IEHD)
GGA CTA CTC CAC AAT GAT GC(x[a)
mSSCIR43 17 168~252 52 ATT CAA CGA TTT TCA CGA G(ER)
AAC CTA GCA ATT TAC AAG AG( )
mSSCIR66 15 122~146 48 AGG TGA TTT AGC AGC ATAC(IE D
CAC AAA TAA ACC CAA TGA(R )
mSSCIR74 7 214~229 54 GCG CAA GCC ACA CTG AGA(ER™D

ACG CAA CGC AAA ACA ACG(E D
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2.3 HERRSHZEANEELXRESBELER

EAEYEHAREBRF, AIRENMEHE
AR SRR AR, ZEREERES,100% R
BREEFASRMN AW S, @19,
_Fﬂiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘]%} ROC16 5 TY1.ROC10 5§ ROC9
(X 87%). ROC16 5 TY1 4BiE/ Fa#pB K E Ry
L BENR LSRR T H RS2 EA 5,18
WX A SRR S FHREE, 2RB+PR/NAE
¥ 55%, B T IS H RER I G RO E 2 ) 45
BERI BN B A RS,

1R4% 21 XF SSR 51 Fry- 145 B /Y 141 4~ SSR
$RIE T T AT B0 A5 4 0L R SO R, FE UPG-

MA BITRESI.52 M HERMILRR 4 K E
2). EF R R RE(LZ) .POJ2878,C0421 % 6
AR FENR A2, ROCI.ROC10,.GT1.GT94/116
17 ANERFE R B 2%, H 4 ROCY 5 ROCLO K4
o1 4 5% & (0. 88) , 5 DNAMAN %44 i R} B 4 4 i
LM fpl. CP28/11,CP34/120,CP49/50 4 19 4
BRI CHK,H PR ROCIs 544K 18 TY1
BEMLIERE, 5 DNAMAN 404 hE 2 M
EPLGUERET 3ANCP S, X 34 CP &fE
FEFRBAEHMYE. DXBET 10 MRIEIH,
216 GT5 % 5 MER T M, X BEER M #
ERELIRFRETHRAREABRERRHEL.

£33 HERELMNERTREEN 19 S8 SSRIFIZFBRIEL
Table 3 SSR fingerprinting bands of GLZZ and GT19

Pgri'lf’er SMC7CUQ SMC18SA SMC22DUQ SMC24DUQ

F %4 162 164 165 166 169 137 140 144 147 150 165 140 147 148 151 154 156 157 160 126 128 130 131 133 135 137 142
GLZZ C A A C A A A ACACACTCA ACTCTCAAAATCTCATCC
GTI9 C A C A C C A CCACTCTCAAAACTCATCTCATCTCTC A
Pgm SMC31CUQ SMC36BUQ  SMC119CG SMC278CS

rimer

Z% 138 150 160 162 163 165 167 171 173 179 112 118 121 254 105 112 118 128 153 165 166 168 170 174 176 182
GLZZ A C C C A A C A A A A ACCCTCACTCTCTCATCTCTC A
GTI9 C A A A C A A ACCACTCTCTCATCAAATCATCATCSC
PW SMC334BS SMC336BS SMC486CG SMC597CS

r!mef

% 146 151 161 162 163 154 166 167 169 171 175 177 224 237 239 241 144 148 154 157 161 164 165 168 179

GLZZ A C A C A C CC A CCCAAATCTC AR AAATCATCA
GTI9 A A C C A A A CACACAAATCATCTCAA ATCAASC

PE-".'% SMC703BS SMC851MS SMC1604SA

rimer

Z% 205 206 209 211 213 214 215 217 219 128 129 130 131 132 133 134 135 136 140 109 112 115 118 122 123

GLZZ A C A A A C A A A A A CAACATCA AAGAATCATC A
GTI9 A C C C C A C A A A ACAATCAA AR ATCAA AR AAASTC

514 SMC1751CL mSSCIR3 mSSCIR43 mSSCIR66

Primer

&% 140 143 144 147 150 151 153 173 175 177 178 180 231 233 235 237 239 247 248 250 252 127 130 132 134 144 145 146
GLZZ A C A A A CACC CC CGCACA AATCACTCAAATCATCTCASC
GTI9 A C A A C A C A ACCACTCA ACATCA AAAATCTCAATCC
P_fi'f’er mSSCIR74 SMC569CS

% 217 220 223 226 228 229 167 212 219 222

GLzZZ A A A A C A A C C A

GTIS A C A A C C A A C A

3 it

WS BB R E R RN R NE.
SBRE. . BEEEFSEMRA.
it T 141 4 SSR B #etric . g H i

G 21 W%k SSR 51915 B WEF B KK
WTS2AHERRF, FHEX5I YT #EF 15,6
4~ SSR #7128, B F Hemaprabha (2005) 1 yiF &t 4
(2008) /) SSR ARICHIH (12.3 ), EHEHEH

MRS EEREE, TR ENREXR. M
HZEWFAEEREEN 87%, REE MM
ROC16 5§ TYl AT ik 4. 5 Pan &
ROOD IR —BLETHHRWER SSR #Ric
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P0J2878
YT86-368
F108
P0OJ2725

NCO310
HKHP
HN56-12
Y84-153
F134
HX6Z
GT1
YT159-65
GT60-289
GT73-2
60290
GT3
CP28-11
CP49-50
ROCt
ROC25
ROC16
Y1

Co1001
ROC26
GT60-104

CP34-120
Y771-210
YT81-854

CP65-357
ROC10
ROCY
F172
6T94-116
YT64-137
©0421 72%
YT64-395 9% 57%
6T16 75% 614 [
Lz

DJYSZ
0257-416

YZ89-7
GT11
GT17
GT93-102
NT86-2121
GT12

GT5
YC82-96
GT94-119

55%

6Lz _—
eT19

B1 52AHBERERMOFREXRA

Fig. 1 Homology tree of 52 sugarcane cultivars
based on 141 SSR loci
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FIERBHIBRERENMEALHEZ P, LRAR
AREFEAXEH R MR AN RAZHEA XA
FHERRMALFTMNER, BEXRMIE; Nar 5
(2002) F| Al RAPD #ric FA B B RMUMA.

HKHP
I Se— i)
847153 "

-

—:—:__:an
GT94/119
MT86/2121
F172
GT93/102
GT19

DJYSZ
ROC26

_— ROC16
r"—"—{ b Tv1
01001
ROCY
ROGC25

CP28/11
CP49/50

0290
GT64/137

Y289/7
CZ57/M16
GT17
6111
YC82/96

HXGZ
F134
GT60/289

a7
- 6T73/2
2Y74/202
NC0310
POJ2725
Y159/65
F108 B
Y171/210
6Lzz
YT86/368

CP65/357
} ROC10
~Troce

6T94/116
Lz

00421
‘ YT64/395
B 6T16 A

GT60/104
P0J2878

e et R A s e s e
0.58 0.65 0.73 0. 80 0.88
Coefficient

B2 52 HBEREAMHBREREE

Fig. 2 Dendrogram of 52 sugarcane cultivars
based on SSR markers
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RH S R B R A BB, A R KA A E
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R R CEN SR RER, TEARBHER
Fh e MR BB SR A BB, 4R 1 H BRI T AR ROBLE

ARERA, THERRTEESER . BEE
P BB SRR BT SSRARICH B K AL
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WHEPERE o R A T 5 (RS U R o H R R SRR
B E. 2R F 21 HE.05 % H Pan
(2006,2007) )\ 221 Xf SSR 5| 4y = i & i1 5%, F FH
SSR % HAFIE4E S DNAMAN # 4 .NTSYS % #4,
W R T R H AR R BT UR 5 S B SR BBt 4
HHER, EUEHHIRS . E RS ER
0, 7T 25 34 i SSR B4, 6 45 4 F SR v 2
UXEHERHBESHETMHER.
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