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BAERIAE R LR M52 RAPD A23Em & |

. 24 3
SEACT BEL

wWmOR

WIER ~ BTG - 2004 o SR FE A5 ke HBUZ R 2 RAPD FRIEWFSE o vh 3 B 3E T 52
53:97-110 -

BIEREERZE(P. salicina L) REAFRIRAT R AV IRIRR B Ryt 5 BB B A KRS 1
R AL K - RSMEER R MR REAY - BURTE iR MRS A A "R B A
Frood R “REkE BRIk KRR o B R B E R RAFRLA -
FUIFI RAPD Befiir i 30 {5 Py S 2 it AT SR AR AR URE oA > i 1 30 IRBE %S | - I Ehy 224
Rfeery » Hrh TR MBS 190 55 84.8% - FEELMHTHER » 30 {254 il AR URE FR BT
J2 0.32-0.94 (2] » eop Re JUlE o Hrhiai 22 (HZRM AL 0.60-0.94 » 5305 4 Bf - BUREES
P o HCRER IR L LD ~ “TABER" e P2 B SR AR (BLEE FREGE 0.94 - Tkl
ot R AR I R RS T ZE (P pissardi ) St KRV R ] (R 03 (AR BLEE PR IR Ty
0.32 » BERTREGE

BISRE © ST - MISCRRAG - SERAIA TN DNA -

[l

Al

B /52 (Prunus salicina L)FEIFRAFEIARE » mEEFEN(Rosaceae)Z= @ (Prunus)SAE - SE%fEH
=ML R(ETER 1979) - PEICHTTHACHY O R -GS AT M ARk
NELH - KRR T HEAEARREFEIL T A AREE - R LSRR AESE - KM - &
%~ TH - BER  BURIPk - RRESTHIRE 170 EALE - FEREKE 785 EAWH(LIRA REM AT ERE
BHF9E=E 1998) - R RO - REMRTWHMEES  B8YEE » B HDEKEIZZENEEH 0
HEFKE - ZRER TR BN TREER - £E - RENEY 2 —HEZHEEE - 2=
R ST BRI (R 75 » ARES M o A LAt A SRR - T ELBAZAAS SR. » R EF Rk R E
RIEHGE » RALK » AMEEAEER ~ E5 s HIEEE A HeERNE - BERE L 5
ARG TAEAE 1990 285 9,150 AU » “NETE 2002 4 R 4,097 /00 » 12 2R A SE s L (R

L ATB b R B RS B T P Je e 28 2192 5% - XA - 93 4ES H 7 H -
2. A fEYiEEERIIE B - Z#E 2hiR HE -

3. KRFTEYIRERAHETA IS BB - B 2R FIEgr -

4. SEEEE - BT HEMH: : icwen@wufeng.tari.gov.tw ; fHEL : (04)23331673 -
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Fgy 2002) - 1) HARRS RN A MR A RS R IRITE AR 8 R SL A TR 2150 5%+ 45
R RINEY - GEFNEEEEYE - CHEFSUER » 2RO EHELE - §0EEEFE
FRAG AR R M - PR 2R R TIER R - DI IR A S -

FREZEY) - KRR ANE ARG - S LNIEE SRR E SN - B A RAER - TR
% W) SRR AERY > EAIY B 5 25 SRR 1,000 FE - Z=REOEE - GHL ¥ # o 5 BRHEEG
RAGH ~ St - GEERRAMESE - AR - a1 "5~ PEFE o KRR
a0 RLAZET R - CKRLET - TR & KA RS RN AT R RE
BARE AT - RS2 T 7T Re A 2 B S A - B — B0 5 |4 ~ Rl OR A7 R SR A R oy s 4 R4 -
RAPD E45 12 DNA 22 4% 32 58§54 2 i (polymerase chain reaction, PCR) » FlJFI A TFE#& 5 i DNA 43
FAF5 [T (primer) » L E A A% AL KR DNA Rt - ## PCR [JERS - #£17 DNA FrErryBERE &
i (Williams et al. 1990) - AR5 |7 BLHE— Fr Byt DNA A AR HERFY - QS [ Ft &k &
FIEEHER DNA EF5 o (KL o] DUBHEE FE KM DNA ST BP0 - B DU B e FE AR EE - alifit
FEAT AR AL ~ 0 FEFIEDESE » R R85 71T PCR [ JE - REJETS A IRIRERY DNA B - 58
26 DNA Fr B il F R € AN R0 FEEE MR A 43 MR - ARIBEE vk G e Y 22 52 » W] DAGH S R e sloAH
PR B - BTSRRI GRENIRE - R AE A& A 7 SRR B BoRAs B % -

FHFAAN R 237 A5 0 T DAE AN IR AR o 7 AR S R 7 21U » el 38 45 S0 e DA o S e S
BT » 1 E EH S BE B S BR B R B s B R B - [AIE DNA 4374530 A SRR 9 43 JER BT 52 i8R
A2 » B PSR L — Bl sk i E MR IR BRI E A B & (3 1997) ~ fE2EGESE 1999) ~ H(E
F 1997 5 Ak 1998) ~ KERAL(ETE 2001) e HERT-(F % 2003)%F - B AIFIH] RAPD £ i 2 8 72 SR A e
JFBUERA R - AR BRI AL TR 2003) it (5% 2003) - HEBIRAAEFFZHL - Lanham &
Brennan(200 1) 5 75 — fE Y 37 el el #9817 RAPD 3% - FEALHE ~ iR B AT 40 B E A 34
B (Harada et al. 1993 ; Koller et al. 1993) ~ Fi(Botta et al. 1998 ; Oliveira ef al. 1999) ~ Bk(#5<F 2001 ;
E5E 2001 ; Chaparro ef al. 1994 ; Quarta ef al. 2000 ; Warburton & Bliss 1996) ~ Z=(Bellini ef al. 1998) -
Wi(ERS: 1998)~ (Botta ef al. 1999)~ 75(12%55 2003)~ {~ I 75 (Bartolozzi ef al. 1998)~ = BL(BRSE 1999 ;
Schnell ef al. 1995) ~ $LAEGESE 2002) » 717 (Anuntalabhochai e al. 2002) ~ #ij7j ( Fanizza et al. 1999 ;
Moreno ef al. 1995 ; Qu et al. 1996) ~ HBk(Nicese er al. 1998) ~ A JI(Sondur et al. 1996 ; Stiles et al.
1993) » & #E(Damasco et al. 1996) > FjiiE(Wiesman et al. 1998) ~ l&ZEL(Fielder ef al. 1998) ~ [uf H v (G4
% 2003) » LA RAPD KAl CLAERT 2R RIS BIEHZAYER -

Fo 2 o I i 0 R R S O 7 R MR B R 2 T 5 50 T - i | HL At B SR ) 2 i T Bl R4 | S
Hin s 5 R A2 SRR R AR R Y b T A - AR R AR A B DU B S AL LR L 2
% BhARBZHD -

MFERT R

LEEVEX RS
FHETE I P PR 5 AR 850 N RUZFEIPREI AR 17 - SBBIUREE s BT A - 12 228 - ©
FRUEAS B Z M 30 MR AR} - HAAM he 2 1 -
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Table 1. The original and name of 30 plum cultivars used in the assay

No. Cultivar Genetic background Country of origin

1 87-6 Pruns. salicina USA

2 87-7 P, salicina USA

3 87-10 P, salicina USA

4 87-11 P, salicina USA

5 Gulfruby P, salicina USA

6 Reubennel P, salicina South Africa

7 Ornamental plum P, pissardi USA

8 Yilan ‘EH[# P, salicina Taiwan

9 Tzao sheng yi lan 4= E R P, salicina Taiwan
10 Huang jou A P, salicina Taiwan
11 Huang kan A P, salicina Taiwan
12 Sha lien jH P, salicina Taiwan
13 Tung shan sha lien Z&[1 745 P, salicina Taiwan
14 Woan sheng sha lien 4= yb38 P, salicina Taiwan
15 Tou pan HEBHE P, salicina Taiwan
16 Wu mei B P, salicina Taiwan
17 Hung jou #LA P, salicina Taiwan
18 Cheng kung ta hung jou FKIhAKLIA P, salicina Taiwan
19 Ta hung KHL P, salicina Taiwan
20 Erh hung —4[ P, salicina Taiwan
21 Hsieh ken [I#E P, salicina Taiwan
22 Hung mei jen [3EA P, salicina China
23 Hsi kua P§JI0 P, salicina Taiwan
24 Chang yeh 1% P, salicina Taiwan
25 Hei yeh HEXE P salicina Taiwan
26 Hshing tsai 773% P, salicina Taiwan
27 Hei tao .k P, salicina Taiwan
28 Yen chih HE P, salicina Taiwan
29 Shui Li 7kZ= P, salicina Taiwan
30 Kou shih Jfjfg P, salicina Taiwan
EREFHRE

AR A EH S - BAFEEY ~ SRERAE ]~ RE -~ RO RAEa - niETEER Y b T E RS
B o AT -
FIAE I © ZtRAUH S0%RIFEARBAAE -
JRF] © K 25%REEE] 8 7
R 10 BPEE -

VALY BRI E R S B VS TR RS B DUR TR R - R E R S B AN
R RREERE 100ml > B 10m] R E R BEM I 2-3 I ELATR - L 0.1IN NaOH {igiE 2%
- AIEE R B = (RE ml % 6.7 x F)=ARARH > Hrft F fy 0.1N NaOH 1y /71 -
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DNA ZhER 75 7%

TEA [RIAE MR PR HCHT R BEE 0.1~0.2g » R AR REZEII/KEZE: - PSR R « INA 65°C DNA %
HYE ¢ (100mM Tris-HCI » pHS.0 ; 20mM EDTA ; 1.4M NaCl ; 2%(w/v) CTAB ; 1%(v/v) PEG6000 ;
0.5%(v/v) 2-Mercaptoethanol)600 ul » SREE 2% » B 65°C /KB #H0 30min » EFYHEFEHEE=E - A
600 pl chloroform-isoamyl alcohol(24: 1+ v/v): =] » LL 9,000rpm (MICRO 240A - Denville Scientific Inc.)
B0 10min o HY FJE g B HTHI LS EE L& 0 A 400 pl BYSEPEE » 3R= > LL9,000rmp #f(s 10min ¢
£ EEW - N 1ml ) washing buffer (76%(v/v) ethanol ; 10mM ammonium acetate)is LEiL Y]
9,000rmp Hf.L» 10min > 5 EIEWR - PRI LR A202080 - ILIRPIEETA 50 pl TE #ZE & (10mM Tris-HCI »
pH7.4 ; 1ImM EDTA) » Jjil A RNaseA » 5 H 48 1k 50mg/ml » A 37°C R E 1 /NI - JEF DNA #
B 100 %5 » FIFHSEEHLOEHIE ODago HYEE(E » 5 DNA AR -

B & B% 3% E #H X fE (Polymerase Chain Reaction » PCR)EH 5 j7k 93 ¥

B 50 ng (#) genomic DNA ki » 7EAMMIA 25 ul I REVS et T A REIOERIE « HLVSYE
547 10mM Tris-HC1 » pH9.0 ; 50mM KCI ; 0.1% Triton X-100 ; 2.5 mM MgCl, ; 200 mM dNTP (dATP,
dCTP, dGTP, dTTP) ; 0.2 mM 5|T-(primer) &z 0.5 unit Tag DNA polymerase ( Promega ) 5[ 7% Operon
kit (Operon kit : OPAA-OPAE, OPB, OPD, OPE, OPG, OPH J OPI) » Wi fE VR @A 50 pl 7245191
Yy - B A DNA 55 2 (STRATAGENE, RoboCycler Gradient 96 Temperature Cycler) 1 o |7 5 &5
&4k 94°C 3min—36°C 1min 20sec—72°C Imin 20sec @ & 25— fEER (cycle) ; FFLL 94°C 1min—36
°C 1min 20sec—72°C 2min 20sec » 1T 44 fETHER - RHESE R B RFR 4°CILIRAE S -

IV 12 pl fEER R SH B S NG H Y DNA » A 1 ul #ilE 6 58Ik R (loading dye, 30%
Glycerol ; 0.025% Bromophenol blue) » DL 2% I5fE[E & (Agarose, Boehringer Mannheim GmbH Germany)
HELTE YK - FERIK) 25min o #5945 LL 0.5mg/ml ethidium bromide #4ff 20-30min » A UV f& FEH5ZB L
DNA Z#8UM: Fr Bt » WA K 7 #2148 T Kodak Digital Science ID Image Analysis ( Eastman Kodak Co. )
BRI - EITE R LB HT -
=t

#K Jaccard(1901) it 2 &2 AH AL B 51 5 2 20T B & R BERT A AHDLRE » LA S040°F © Nab/ (Na+
Nb-Nab) » Hrft Na Z2HEA a BUFBRTFE - Nb ZARA b HUFBRTFHE » Nab ZAA a Fl b A RIBITEL - ik
I 328 B B A T e W RO AR ADURE 5 H B3 « A A NT-SYS #k g (Exeter Software, Setauket, NY)Frfg ity
RINAESE 1572 (unweighted pair group method with arithmetic mean, UPGMA) 2K H A DNA B AH
A - R dd T HOB R R Rl -

BEFHRE

F 2 2 30 MR BAAEW] ~ Bl - RE - R RNE| - nE T ETEY R AT E
FRo & o BAALH] R0 B R R R P F7 2 AR IR R B B+ 35 BBk FE AR G401 “Okinawa™ (150 chill
unit, cu), “Sunred” (250cu), “Flordasun” (300cu), “Sunlite” (450cu)Z i {EHIAH LL#% (Sherman er al.
1988) » HET 22 32 M 2 AR TR TR B AL AR 100-500cu Z [ » “H 2" ~ “HAHEE" - “AEE
“FypeA" 1 H 28 HBIFE » iR EE RE A7 fy 100cu » “EATEAS" « «HLfkA « «Eig A BT HR 2 H
18 H » HEMEIRTE KBy 275¢cu » “RL3E A7 » “Reubennel” el E Z=( P. pissardi Y{EHITE 3 H 20 H »
HEBTEIR T KB ALKy 500cu -
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A AT i R DL B 2 b R AR EL R 4 F I A - KT 0 2 it I SR AR
5 HIEZE 6 A4 » “RKL3E A"k “Reubennel” 7 H 10 H# - UM - alpEB HAR IR 75 R B # S - &
BACIIE MR B o A G 2 A et e Ry TR T A e ST A A R A e A R BB (R 2) -

FHZ 2 w5 - BRSSP R E AR 17.4 5 49.8 2478 - FHEET [EA<87-6"F-H B E 81 1A
5 o REA/NRRBREIEAA SR EUIR G T ) B E B EEAR - @E R - RERNRE
R T Rl EE BOBAS - SB[ 2R R TP B A R R B R A SR CRBE R RER S UK
YR BT IOR - B R B R T AR L 2 AP o FEFAAY 30 L (GR) hRiE
& 2. RAERAT AR

Table 2. Tree and fruit characteristics of plum genotypes used in this assay

Flowering Harvest” Fruit . Soluble Titrat.
Date Date wt. Skin Flesh solids acid

Cultivar (m/d) (m/d) () color color (Brix)  (%malic)
Chang yeh 2/11 5/30 192 +£ 6.3 red yellow 104 £ 1.1 1.7£0.2
Cheng kung ta hung jou 2/20 5/31 46.7 £11.3 red red 13.0 £ 04 0.9+0.1
Erh hung 2/4 6/10 347 £ 43 red red 13.1 £ 0.8 1.3+£0.4
Gulfruby 2/26 5/20 450 £ 3.7 red yellow 13.5 £ 0.8 2.1+0.1
Hei tao 2/18 5/20 45.1 £ 6.3 purple red 127+ 14 0.8+0.1
Hei yeh 2/3 6/10 415 + 7.3 red yellow 128 + 04 0.9+0.2
Hsi kua 2/15 6/8 49.8 + 7.2 red red 124 + 0.7 0.9+0.1
Hsieh ken 2/11 5/31 363 + 84 red red 102 + 1.0 1.3+0.2
Hshing tsai 1/28 5/12 25.6 +£10.2 red yellow 11.2+£12 1.1£0.1
Huang jou 2/5 5/31 300 =+ 34 yellow yellow 103 £ 1.8 1.6+0.2
Huang kan 2/4 5/22 334 + 45 yellow yellow 10.1 £ 1.4 1.8+£0.2
Hung jou 2/12 6/1 20.3 £ 45 red red 12113 1.1+0.1
Hung mei jen 3/20 7/10 254 + 4.2 red red 135+1.2 1.5+0.3
Kou shih 1/28 5/30 237 + 5.7 red yellow 93 +0.6 0.9+0.2
Ornamental plum 3/20 — e - - -

Reubennel 3/20 7/10 575 + 54 red yellow 14.1 £ 0.7 1.8+0.1
Sha lien 2/8 5/30 174 £ 42 red yellow 103 £ 1.1 1.5+0.2
Shui li 2/9 520 215 + 4.7 red yellow I11.5+1.5 0.9£0.2
Ta hung 2/5 5/31 303 £ 6.2 red red 1.7+ 04 1.2+0.2
Tou pan 2/11 5/30 26.8 £ 4.3 red yellow 11.0+ 1.2 1.5+0.4
Tung shan sha lien 2/5 5/31 21.7 + 4.1 red yellow 11.1 £0.5 1.3+0.2
Tzao sheng yi lan 1/28 4/30 179 + 45 red yellow 102 £ 0.5 1.6+0.1
Woan sheng sha lien 2/4 5/31 206 + 4.4 red yellow 12.7+ 0.5 1.3+0.1
Wu mei 2/18 6/8 438 + 4.1 purple red 135+ 0.5 0.7+0.1
Yen chih 2/1 6/10 39.0 £ 5.2 red yellow 11.0 £ 0.8 1.3£0.4
Yi lan 1/28 4/30 184 + 3.1 red yellow 104 £ 0.6 1.5+0.1
87-6 3/9 6/5 81.0 £16.3 red yellow 93+04 1.5+£0.3
87-7 2/15 5112 80.2 £ 8.9 red yellow 113+ 1.1 2.2+0.4
87-10 2/22 5/15 659 + 4.7 red yellow 10.4 + 0.7 2.6+0.3
87-11 3/1 6/5 693 + 5.4 yellow yellow 11.0 £ 0.6 2.2+0.3

“25% of the fruit on the tree have reached commercial harvest maturation.
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B & R AE 9.3~ 14.1 Brix Z [ - "I EREII & AR 0.7~2.1%2 [ » fhRile 72 Rk -
i R TAF - 2 R E EIRERE - SENES R ~ KRN ET  WEERN S
BAE 1%L N LR R RO R R E SRR -
DNA #HY K #%1E

AREVIR —RAREZ - H DNA RIS i bt - B2 [E] @ rypk R B - 050 - Ml
TR % - DNA RIICGE R (R - H i A LR B DNA B & - FiLE bR m (Fh % 2002) < 71
FAERE A AR A R AN AT BB AL AHARAY DNA HREERE: - DI RKWIBH S 2 B DNA HHEUE >R iR @ #
1bAiZ 2 5 - DNA (UfEUER B IEE .2 CTAB 1% - AT{31Y DNA ODag {HAE 1.86 DL I -
RAPD 2 #f

L Operon kit OPA-OPJ, OPAA-OPAE 5z UBC1-20 3t 320 {65445 | T A sk B Al » 155 30 {#3]
Tt M L 2 DNA A] 2 56 2 U H F 3R 4 B 47 (OPA2, OPA18, OPB10, OPB17, OPC11, OPF4, OPG2,
OPG3, OPG5, OPG6, OPG10, OPG17, OPH3, OPH4, OPH8, OPH13, OPH18, OPH19, OPI2, OPI7, OPI9,
OPI12, OPI14, OPI17, OPJ20, OPAA1, OPAA4, OPAA6, OPAC3, UBCI17) - FHIIt 30 {3 | FHHEEM
RAPD EYTEEIKIB A P EAE 224 ff vl HRa 2 567 - Hor 190 B2 BUME TR - 5 84.8% - 93
e [ 7R DNA A STE 4-12 Rz - 875 R/ NIt 220bp 28 2500bp » BRGNS » A 2y 525
5|FLL OPG, OPH J OPT Z#HAVHE ISR 4 (5% 3) - DL OPHS8 5| F3#£1T PCR RIEAS RIERRZ 2
2R Py B+ FHorp R T AR B EE SR YR IR Be(520bp) (18 1 k3% 4) - OPGS 5| FHbg i SR A4
9 6% BTk DNA Fr Bt » Hrr 500 F2 650bp 2 B » 437l Ry “87-7" Jx“Reubennel” i i A 582 7 iE 1667
CE 2 Bz 3% 4) #8531 30 e tn [ RS R AL 15 OPG3(1125), OPG2(1350), OPG5(650), OPG5(500),
OPB10(850), OPAA(920), OPH8(580), OPI(880)% 8 i % U M: DNA Fr B K FFE BB B Z=(P. pissardi )~
“RL3E A7 ~ “Reubennel” ~ “87-77 v “HgZE" ~ YRR » “HIER"  RINZE"E 8 {25 EAVHE IS
FE o R EEET B AT R R DNA B » ANSE— BRI ER" B RRLZE "3 BERY AA(500) » “BE N
R CEEAT SRR AAG(480) » BE TREC T AT ~ “PHINZE"SRERY H8(430) Jx 114(640) » “HBkZE" -
CILARZEE" ~ “ESHgER” ~ IR KALAIZEE S EERY G5(850) ) H8(800) » 2 — Ff“ ¥ i 245 Y i F Y
G17(630) » “REEZFE"R IR AA6(750) » SEPURERY H3(580) » £ FHEFHY G5(900) » EH/SHERY H8(1600)

(%4)-

BiGRR S

P EEGEIRY 30 BT | FH RAPD EYEA L 224 PG - EITRIMBESEERE
(unweighted pair group method with arithmetic mean, UPGMA)EEEE 34T » i LA Jaccard’s FHADLEE (R85 43
M S A SR A e i e ) o R AR R B o P AR DUEE (R B R (simiilarity coefficient matrix)#g#AH{EL
B SHIR B (dendiagram) » AHADLE (R B0 = AR BIG BIARGE - 20 AT A 5R 30 I Z=FEIE ] 43 R LB « 55—
BEALFGBEBEZR « “RIPAZR” ~ “RRLEE” ~ “SAE7 RS S » 35— R T R S A 2R S sl
227 Ry B B ARV LR - LR = AT R AL EZ AL RS SR © 25 R R EEAkER » “IARZEE"  “BHEEE" Y R
DI RALAIZE » “ ZRLZE  “P5 2" NS Bkl S AL AR LR < B8 =0k “TRAEZE" - “RIEZE" K
27 CTHBEZR” » “YIEZET K LPDiEER AR R P BREE IR R A A o SRR
ORISR HEEKRCRAEMEE - K E iR E87-6" K 87-T" R S A - “87-107,487-117
B Gulfruby By 55 75HF » “Reubennel” ~ “§[3E N ~ BIEZE(P. pissardi )| #5 B BORy—EE(R 3) - 1EATST
Hrey 30 fEGAE D - SEEAE PR 0.32-0.94 ZR » “X[IRPHEZ"  “THBFZS" ~ 9P H2S Y iE{d
FRALRE R EE 0.94 » 3l it A FRB A AR I B > “IMAR R R RIS » <l fI bk



R AR B 1R 103

7 H MR IR A P RO 0.88 » 3R B RH FRIGIAY il - Bl 2R(P. pissardi )
B EL A, e ) 5 A% R 7 S (A DL GRS Ry 0.32 - BUAR BRI AR ITEE » K138 A B EL R a8 o Ry e 4.
FHAUEE FRERy 0.45 - Ty B HL A S RICBEAE B R G RY SR o

7 3. 301 RAPD 5|72 An il b #Eids IR
Table 3. Observed polymorphism with 30 primers used for RAPD analysis in 30 plum cultivars

Primer Sequence No. of polymorphism No. of Band size (bp)
Primer code 5°—3 bands amplified bands Min. Max.
OPA 2 TGCCGAGCTG 4 6 450 900
OPA 18 AGGTGACCGT 4 6 500 1100
OPB 10 CTGCTGGGAC 4 7 320 1500
OPB 17 AGGGAACGAG 5 7 550 1250
OPC 11 AAAGCTGCGG 2 3 450 550
OPF 4 GGTGATCAGG 8 8 800 2250
OPG 2 GGCACTGAGG 7 7 400 1900
OPG 3 GAGCCCTCCA 7 8 650 1850
OPG 5 CTGAGACGGA 9 9 480 1875
OPG 6 GTGCCTAACC 3 4 900 1750
OPG 10 AGGGCCGTCT 5 8 560 1550
OPG 17 ACGACCGACA 11 11 600 1500
OPH 3 AGACGTCCAC 5 7 420 1280
OPH 4 GGAAGTCGCC 5 5 830 1800
OPH 8 GAAACACCCC 12 12 430 1875
OPH 13 GACACCACAC 8 9 750 1600
OPH 18 GAATCGGCCA 7 7 650 1550
OPH 19 CTGACCAGCC 4 5 550 1450
OPI 2 GGAGGAGAGG 8 8 500 1550
OPI1 7 CAGCGACAAG 6 6 500 2250
OPI 9 TGGAGAGCAG 8 8 500 1550
OPI 12 AGAGGGCACA 10 11 450 1550
OPI 14 TCACGGCGGT 10 11 220 1850
OPI 17 GGTGGTGATG 3 4 380 950
OPJ 20 AAGCGGCCTC 8 12 400 2500
OPAA 1 AGACGGCTCC 6 7 400 1000
OPAA 4 AGGACTGCTC 3 5 500 1500
OPAA 6 GTGGGTGCCA 8 9 400 1150
OPAC 3 CACTGGCCCA 3 6 430 1250
UBC 17 CCTGGGCCTC 7 8 650 1600

TOTAL 190 224
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1. LU OPHS i [T 30 {4l RAPD [l - (1~30 R iddflaR » FERE& 1 - )
Fig. 1. RAPD patterns of 30 plum cultivars obtained with primers OPHS. Line numbers at top refer to the number in Tablel.
M= molecular weight marker.

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 78 9 1011213 K4ISMMI6 171819 20 212 282425 2672 28 230M

B 2. DLOPGS Fy5|¥Z 30 il % E RAPD [&lilh o (1~30 fy2fiflAak - GEA& 1)
Fig. 2. RAPD patterns of 30 plum cultivars obtained with primers OPGS5. Line numbers at top refer to the number in Tablel.

M= molecular weight marker.

T

SRR S A B R SR SR OR IR SRy R B SEIE E AT DU e SRS 5 [ i 5 il 2 B
% - Bellini Z£(1998)FI|H] RAPD £:ffig 4347 20 FSR /535 ~ 7 MEBGN 2 ~ &2 ~ BBk « & Repkisgiag i
1% FERBURZERY R R T2 K BOMZ) BL A ke bk - BHEEEREREZK - &2 BERR R A R R A Bl 2
BB IE [+ BT 2R I SR B KR BN 2R + R PH RAPD £l /2 iff 78 SR & BRI 85071 -
AGER RAPD S A5 5R » W 30 {8 22502 S 43 B JURE » AR TEI » BUEZR( P, pissardi K@ A [FFE »
B At 25 A A B AR IR » FLBR 29 L ARARIRIFEI AN IE » MBS Ry o it ~ e B L A ~ T
e St g B A e i A {1 e o 9 08 L 2 A 5 ¥R RY I (Sherman & Lyrene 1985 ; Sherman et al.
1992) » [K] b H 58 6 A AR B 5 088 S R R o B oK e L R

ARG E KA B R G SR R AR - MG ER SR L AE - S BEEGEERY DNA 28R E T —F&
L9 TAE R B4 F F 35 25 DNA 2 800 Fr Y 0E b 43 TR 50 1 B S $) (Marker Assisted Selection, MAS)
ZAATE « AA(500) By Ry s N B il 2 B — LA » I — 3 BEGLTETE B R AR A R - H3(580) 4 BERIEy
B4 AR B AR e TR T DU AR A R G I - B BT B P R 22
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FesE o BRI A SRR T R R 8 - Ry SR L AR MR R A (Wen &
Sherman 2003 ) » #&E - HIARFPEREAL - ﬁéiﬁiﬁé}uuiﬂt Wﬁiﬂe M EAE  “Emi R BRI R
R CHREREET BRI AR - BREEFENRIFEAR - HEHEETS
o fERT R B AT TR R ?}Eiﬁi@lﬁﬂ%fzéﬁ °

® 4. BTEZFE RAPD Jr B
Table 4. Specific RAPD fragments of plum cultivars

Cultivars Primer revealing specific fragments (base pair)
Ornamental plum G3(1125)

Hung mei jen $[3EA G2(1350)

Reubennel G5(650)

87-6 H8(1600)

87-7 H8(1600), G5(500)
87-10 G5(900)

87-11 G5(900)

Gulfruby G5(900)

Hshing tsai 753 H3(580), B10(850)
Yilan ERH H3(580)

Tzao sheng yi lan 4= R H3(580)

Kou shih Fypg AA1(1000), AA6(920)
Yen chih fRfig AA1(1000)

Shui li 7kZs AA1(1000), AAG(750)
Chang yeh £3E AAI1(1000), AA6(750)
Woan sheng sha lien 4 7058 AA1(1000), G17(630)
Tung shan sha lien Z&[1 73 AA1(1000), G17(630)
Sha lien s AA1(1000), G17(630)
Tou pan SHEF AA1(1000), G17(630)
Erh hung —4T H8(430), 114(640)

Hsi kua Pg)I{ H8(430), 114(640)

Wu Mei Bt
Hei tao .k
Hsieh ken [f#E

Cheng kung ta hung jou FXIARLA

Huang jou #A
Huang kan #FH
Hei yeh HXE
Hung jou #LA
Ta hung KHL

G5(850), H8(800)
G5(850), H8(800)
G5(850), H8(800)
G5(850), H8(800)
AAG(480)
AAG6(480)
H8(520)
AA6(500), 12 (880)
AA6(500)
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0.240 0.360 0.480 0.600 0.720 0.840 0.960

P.pissardi

Hung mei jen

Reubennell

87-6

87-7

87-10

87-11

Gulfruby

Hshing tsai

Tzao sheng yi lan

Kou shih

Yen chih

Shui Li

Heiyeh

Woan sheng sha lien

Tung shan sha lien

Tou pan

sha lien
Erh hung
Hsi kua
Wu mei

Hei tao

LI: Hsieh ken

Cheng kung ta hung jou

Huang jou

Huang kan

Heiyeh

Hung jou

I

Ta hung

3. 30 flEZAfEZ RAPD JEEBARDLEE B A AR b -
Fig. 3. Dendrogram illustrating genetic relationship among 30 plum varieties, constructed by Jaccard’s distance and UPGMA
clustering method from 224 RAPD markers.
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Evaluation and Genetic Relationship Analysis by
RAPD on Oriental Plum Germplasm'

Ien-Chie Wen** and Yi-Ling Liu®

Summary

Wen, I. C. and Y. L. Liu. 2004. Evaluation and genetic relationship analysis by RAPD on oriental plum
germplasm. J. Agric. Res. China 53: 97-110.

Taiwan local plums are adapted to subtropical climates with a low cu winter and become the important
low chill plum genepool in the world. Varisties “Huang jou” and “Huang kan” have a distinct aroma, and
“Hei tao”, “Hei tzyy”, and “Shui li” have sweet skin (non-astringent). All of them are valuable parents for
low chill plum breeding. The genetic relationships of 30 plum cultivars were analyzed by using RAPD
markers. A total of 320 primers were screened for their ability to produce strongly amplified products. Out
of 30 primers amplified 224 DNA bands, 190 of which were polymorphic (84.8%). A dendrogram based on
the UPGMA cluster analysis was constructed. All tested plum cultivars were divided into nine groups,
including 4 groups of local varieties. Varisties “Tung shan sha lien”, “Sha lien” and “Tou pan” had 94%
similarity indexes, indicating that they have the closest genetic relationship. Nevertheless, variety P.
pissardi has the farest genetic relationship with other tested plum variety due to only 32% similarity

indexes among them.

Key words: Prunus salicina, Germplasm evaluation, RAPD.
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