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Abstract: To investigate genetic relationships and genetic diversity of Jatropha curcas, seven populations
from six provinces of China and one from Indonesia were analyzed using polymerase chain reaction (PCR)
with sequence related amplified polymorphic (SRAP) DNA molecular markers. The Ls(4°) orthogonal experi-
mental design was utilized to optimize the SRAP amplification system with Jaccard’s similarity coefficient as
well as cluster and principle component analyses being employed. The optimum reaction concentrations in a
20 pL reaction mixture were: 2 L 10 x PCR buffer, 20 ng DNA template, 16.67 nkat Tag enzyme,
2.50 mmol - L Mg*, 120.00 pwmol L™ deoxyribonucleotide triphosphate (ANTP) and 0.15 pwmol - L™ primers.
For the eight populations, using the 45 most informative primer pairs, 141(28.20%) of which were polymor-
phic, SRAP screening produced 500 bands. Jaccard’s similarity coefficient showed a high similarity (0.791
—0.940). Also, the cluster and principle component analyses showed three groupings: the Indonesian pop-
ulation, and seven Chinese populations were divided into two groups. [Ch, 6 fig. 3 tab. 16 ref. ]
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Table 2 Polymorphism primer sequences and number of polymorphic bnads generated by 45 primer pairs

EIE B2 79 2] 5142 B K7 4] FIMAG BB BLRNE 2T RI%

ES 5’gac tge gta cga att aac 3’ M5 5’tga gtc caa acc gga ag 3’ E5/M5 6/14 42.86
E21 5’gac tge gta cga att teg 3’ MI15 5’tga gtc caa acc gg aga 3’ E21/ M15 5/11 45.45
E20 5’gac tge gta cga att tag 3’ M16 5’tga gic caa acc gg ata 3’ E20/M16 8/15 53.33
E25 5’gac tge gta cga att ctg 3’ M18 5’tga gtc caa acc gg cat 3’ E25/ M18 6/14 42.86
E21 5’ gac tge gta cga att teg 3’ M14 5’tga gtc caa acc gg aac 3’ E21/ M14 5/15 33.33
E25 57 gac tge gta cga att ctg 3’ M17 5’tga gte caa acc gg tag 3’ E25/ M17 7714 50.00
E19 5’ gac tge gta cga att acg 3’ M19 5’tga gtc caa acc gg ttg 3’ E19/ M19 5/10 50.00
E20 5’ gac tge gta cga att tag 3’ MI19 5’tga gte caa acc gg ttg 3’ E20/ M19 7/15 46.67
E15 5’gac tge gta cga att ctt 37 M16 5’tga gic caa acc gg ata 3’ E15/ M16 9/14 64.29
E21 5 gac tge gta cga att teg 3’ M19 5’tga gtc caa acc gg tig 3’ E21/M19 2/9 22.22
E21 5’ gac tge gta cga att teg 3’ M12 5’tga gte caa acc gg agg 3’ E21/M12 1/11 9.09
E21 5’ gac tge gta cga att teg 3’ M13 5’tga gtc caa acc gg aaa 3’ E21/M13 1/12 8.33
E19 5’ gac tge gta cga att acg 3’ M14 5’tga gte caa acc gg aac 3’ E19/M14 3/9 3333
E14 5’gac tge gta cga att cte 3’ M16 5’tga gtc caa acc gg ata 3’ E14/M16 3/11 27.27
E16 5’gac tge gta cga att gat 3’ M16 5’tga gtc caa acc gg ata 3’ E16/M16 4/16 25.00
E17 5’gac tge gta cga att atg 3’ M16 5’tga gtc caa acc gg ata 3’ E17/M16 1/11 9.09
E21 5’ gac tge gta cga att teg 3’ M21 5’tga gtc caa acc gg tca 3’ E21/M21 1/8 12.50
E20 5’ gac tge gta cga att tag 3’ M22 5’tga gtc caa acc gg gea 3’ E20/M22 1/10 10.00
E1 5’gac tge gta cga att aat 3’ M2 5’tga gte caa acc gga ge 37 E1/M2 3/8 37.50
E7 5’gac tge gta cga att gag 3’ M8 5’tga gtc caa acc ggt g 3’ E7/M8 2/11 18.18
E7 5’ gac tge gta cga att gag 3’ M4 5’tga gtc caa acc gga cc 3’ E7/M4 3/10 33.33
E25 5’ gac tge gta cga att ctg 3’ M18 5’tga gte caa acc gg cat 3’ E25/M18 5/14 35.71
E22 5’gac tge gta cga att gte 3’ M20 5’tga gtc caa acc gg tgt 3’ E22/M20 1/9 11.11
E22 5’ gac tge gla cga att gte 3’ MI17 5’tga gtc caa acc gg tag 3’ E22/M17 1/9 11.11
E10 5’gac tge gta cga att caa 3’ M22 5’tga gic caa acc gg gea 3’ E10/M22 1/10 10.00
E11 5’gac tge gta cga att gea 3’ M22 5’tga gtc caa acc gg gea 3’ E11/M22 2/14 14.29
E14 5’ gac tge gta cga att cte 3’ M9 5’tga glc caa ace gg aca 3’ E14/M9 5/16 31.25
E15 5’ gac tge gta cga att ctt 3’ M9 5’tga gic caa acc gg aca 3’ E15/M9 5/16 31.25
E15 5’ gac tge gta cga att ctt 3’ M21 5’tga gtc caa acc gg tea 3’ E15/M21 1/11 9.09
E3 5’gac tge gta cga att gac 3’ M21 5’tga gtc caa acc gg tca 3’ E16/M21 3/14 2143
E17 5’ gac tge gta cga att atg 3’ M14 5’tga gic caa acc gg aac 3’ E17/M14 2/10 20.00
E21 5’ gac tge gta cga att teg 3’ M17 5’tga gtc caa acc gg tag 3’ E21/M17 3/13 23.08
E23 5’gac tge gta cga att ggt 3 M18 5’tga gtc caa acc gg cat 3’ E23/M18 1/15 6.67
E20 5’ gac tge gta cga att tag 3’ M20 5’tga gtc caa acc gg tgt 3’ E20/M20 3/16 18.75
E19 5’ gac tge gta cga att acg 3’ M20 5’tga gte caa acc gg tgt 3’ E19/M20 2/9 2222
E15 5’ gac tge gta cga att ctt 3’ M18 5’tga gtc caa acc gg cat 3’ E15/M18 2/13 15.38
E14 5’ gac tge gta cga att cte 3’ M18 5’tga gtc caa acc gg cat 3’ E14/M18 6/15 40.00
E25 5’ gac tge gta cga att ctg 3’ M17 5’tga gt caa acc gg tag 3’ E25/M17 5/9 55.56
E3 5’ gac tge gta cga att gac 3’ M3 5’tga gtc caa acc gga at 3’ E3/M3 6/15 40.00
ES5 57 gac tge gta cga att aac 3’ M6 5’tga glc caa acc ggt aa 3’ E5/M6 1/12 8.33
E7 5’ gac tge gta cga att gag 3’ E7/M2 3/12 25.00

Bt 141/500 28.20
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Figure 4  Electrophoresis results from some primer pairs
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P 1 25V (SRAP) 3L T PCR B —Fh2r FAric, Ik, 2 PCR KB4 R 2, 41 DNA
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Table 3 Coefficient between populations

Figure 5 Dendrogram of 8 populations from the UPGMA cluster analysis
based on SRAP analysis

E[JJEE JE V4 E 1

R AR 0.835 1

o el 7 A5 0.791 0.940 1

o )P 0.837 0.889 0.883 1

TE TP 0.801 0.908 0.898 0.864 1

o 2 AT 0.837 0.885 0.875 0.900 0.868 1

o 1 0.818 0.925 0.918 0.889 0.937 0.910 1

o M AR 0.858 0.864 0.854 0.879 0.868 0.900 0.897 1
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120.00 pmol - L, 5% 0.15 pmol - L, Ei{k
BR 20 L,
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32 MERMMENEESHEERES LR Figure 6 Diagram showing the relationships among 8 populations based on
E:I:%éa:%%% A , X8 /l\ﬁﬁﬁ‘fﬁ JE ] 1 principal component analysis using SRAP
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Z5RAIE, FEHIE AT AR I R 22 A G, BTN E I 7 T iE— B 05T . Basha 551
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RAEFRICAEIL A, TEAY IR AL B AR 25 A U Tz B TS
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