Agricultural Biotechnology Journal e

p-ISSN 2228-6705
Shahid Bahonar e-ISSN 2228-6500 Iranian Biotechnology
University of Kerman Socie!
Investigation the efficiency of molecular markers to assess genetic

diversity of Iranian tea clones

Mojtaba Kordrostami
* Ph. D. Graduate, Young Researchers and Elite Club, Arak Branch, Islamic Azad University,
Arak. Tel: +989177015872, E-mail: kordrostamiO09@gmail.com

Mehdi Rahimi
Assistant Professor, Institute of Science and High Technology and Environmental Sciences,

Graduate University of Advanced Technology, Kerman, Iran. E-mail: me.rahimi@kgut.ac.ir

Sanam Safaei Chaeikar
Assistant Professor, Horticultural Sciences Research Institute, Agricultural Research, Education

and Extension Organization (AREEO), Lahijan, Iran. E-mail: sanamsafaei@yahoo.com

Ali Seraji
Assistant Professor, Horticultural Sciences Research Institute, Agricultural Research, Education

and Extension Organization (AREEO), Lahijan, Iran. E-mail: serajil167@gmail.com

Reza Azadi
Assistant Professor, Horticultural Sciences Research Institute, Agricultural Research, Education
and Extension Organization (AREEOQ), Lahijan, Iran. E-mail: r.azadi@areeo.ac.ir

Abstract
Objective
The genetic diversity of the 20 tea populations collected from the Tea Research
Organization of Iran was evaluated using 20 microsatellite markers and 10 RAPD

markers.

Materials and methods

Plant materials in this experiment were 20 tea clones selected from the Tea Research
Institute of the Iran. DNA extraction from young leaf samples of tea populations was
performed with a few changes using the CTAB method. In this study, 20 microsatellite
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markers and 10 RAPD markers were used to study the genetic variation of tea

populations.

Results

The results showed that SSR and RAPD markers produced 105 and 160 polymorphic
bands, respectively. Among the microsatellite markers, the MSE0143 and the MSG0681
primers with 9 bands and the MSG0610 primer with 2 bands produced the highest and the
least number of amplified bands. MSG0681, MSE0113, MSG0403 markers with the
highest amount of observed allele, effective allele, Nei index, Shannon index and PIC
were identified as the most effective markers for analyzing genetic diversity in the studied
tea genotypes. Among the RAPD markers, the OS-03 primer with 19 bands produced the
highest number of bands and the OR-12 primer with 13 bands produced the least number
of bands.

Conclusions
By comparing the mean PIC of the two marker systems, the microsatellite markers were
more effective than RAPD markers. For example, the mean PIC value for SSR markers
was measured 0.66 across the tea germplasm. By comparing QND and EMI indices, we
found that microsatellite markers were superior to RAPD markers. Also, by comparing
the results of cluster analysis of two markers, the microsatellite markers were better able
to classify individuals based on their geographic origin.

Keywords: Tea, Microsatellite markers, Marker efficiency, RAPD, Polymorphism information

content.
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5 DNA gliscl 35 5905 gly Slidios dumgo ) 5] sla 0glS Yo Stalefl nl 53 (LS olge s lg, 9 lge
)5 el @l s SHIL CTAB s, 5l ooliwl b (sls slayslS ol Sy sladiges

oo 3l oS g ISns g Ve 9 Vo0 dlaw s 4 RAPD 5 0)laale}yy (ba ,Solis a8 oy ()lis mols oUW
LY L MSGOB10 551 5 iy b A L MSGOBBL 53121 5 L, & L MSEO143 LT o lomlosy ) (sla Kol
bt o9 Lls L MSG0403 MSEOL13 MSGOBBL (sla,Silis 1508 slowl |y o iS5 labad slass iy yie8
a4 adlas ol 3 IS5 s Sl e g o9l (a3l (B 5 £55 Lals e S wad ssslie JIT s (e
byl plee 5l ad ololis oad adllae slagygls’ > (Suf £95 @25 Caa ojlgaleg) )L (05350 (lgis
Mg 1y b sl o jieS B WY ol L OR-12 5516l 5 b slaw oy i b V4 sl L OS-03 35511 RAPD
2,8

o)lsnlossy (sl )Solts &8 0 el (4SS s 93 (PIC) JSb aty oMbl ol S0l umlie | 35 55 ol
o slS yoslys 3 /55 SSR (ela,Kilis (slyy PIC i (Sl Jlio lgis 4 5, (652 ahylS RAPD &y o
o Sl & o oylanlors, (cla,Silts & 15 asete EMI o QND (gla adls auslio b a5 (6,Sojluil s
6392 By ojlgalegsy (slayiLis a5 135 (e L 53 (lads o @l dmlie b primes s 5 RAPD
S il LB oLl Lie olal ] bl b

RAPD ( JSias aleMbl glgme Silis o1, wolgnle}; sla Sl ¢ sls 1 gonlS CololS

¥V Jlo lol o ccalis 5 Sy op 5 gliie wi g ol 51w (Camellia sinensis L.) ol pb L cl>

P B Sk yobo 435 pm il LayoulS ol 53 g 3l oo koo Jolte (Sundy Su lgieds )9S OF )3 (slo Bpan
4 pSskS YN L ool (loygS g gl a5y 3 28 50 (sl 4 2 SskS YV L 4S5 ol ol G 52 dilei 0 Bpme sl
31 Jpame opl g Cusl gl sdee BaiSGras jl (S ol yeuS (Quartz 2016) sl j1,8 g a3, 13 3,8
zly i g o (i Slawlype plad )3 o) Bpne a5 1 )l (glogug olls iS¢ Syl slaodlgls slaidl 4  S;
5 5L Rajghur 4 Dhunjan Betjan slapb 4 s,k 4u)ly 4w & ol sl <Lice (Rezaee et al. 2016) el
Wglise 5,Shos 5 CSujola 5 S jalsdyse law Llod jl Lt &5 (sl £l S 3 35390 slaass (Ahuja et al. 2013)
Wb @y olpl & sl e o (Sivapalan et al. 1986) cul cylite ;53 K¢ b Gg yo iS4l

9 5B Sy s & g Jore K 5l odd e g daxie sladBl L S5 &9 S (Camellia sinensis L.)
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S | Jobs oo S S (o0 Jood w1 A5 8lo 423 V0 (slod iz o Gladis Lgd e 03 0y e ST
sl ceaS bl Wil el slaces plo 5l same o8 sl cuslie 1055 dosd g b W5 Gl o flh) o ol
loygiS ) gl (ol o onl bl e b gl ) o o gl o dip el Jlo s gl 15
aEncSS jl S 5 olpl e gl (Wachira et al. 2013) 55 0 cusS liwa 3 g 485 (ol opli ome
@ g b dgd e Al L Gf e lysa QL lidesy) Cliogad l g)lue bB 4 & die )d
S5 g5 adllae (plpli g sl 35290 Sl Sl ool G (g (SUBT £95 & mpde dagie 0dd S5 e
ol J13y95 52 (3L Sl S o lS”
aby o pbool 5l LB oS cunl bl Gl 5l g0 (S5 ga5 4 pliwd 33)5 laie 55 YU 40 a5 jglailen
85 S JolS (BT (S5 pld luogas Sl asllas o5 4 Wl Sol55a B 0S8 deg o) sl (oM
5 9951 oo sl (Sl 8D (o) g bk alolid gl (aLS dlse 1> (S5 €55 oljse e (POBhIMaAN 2013)
ool cas 4 S e95 (Cregan & Schaap 2010) wib o Sl cladsly § (S lidss clp oo ol
ooy 3l Gygorte ySIo g (s3I sladaliyy )3 cuslio ppally Bl Can > (S plle anwg gl p3Y LML ()]
@ pB Iy SNl (K55 95 5l Jol8 g B il (Melchinger 1999) cul jls,98 5 oYL cuedl | i
2 55 E55 il sl Gy ez dleie (S5 0l gatte Cumen dbml Car 5 caslie slly e S
Caz > Sgnex ol (el > JeSUge (sl Sl sl J5SUse (sl S0t (6554 ol ) (S &S 005 g2 oS
@ oS JoSlge (sl Silis wye gloil 51 S -(Weising et al. 2005) g winlss duio adsl Jnlye ) £95 e (g5 o0]
Jolis Lo lsals s, (Kordrostami et al. 2016) aiib o Waolgnle}sy b o 03y S (SiB5 €95 (m)p ) )59
5 GC AC AG wilg o by, S5 i szl pgi 6),S5 sl g bl 1 (Kb 45tz b, KoL 1 ompwg il
S bz 610y S5LES 09,5l ipp (o il & b Sl Gl (A 9 (AT bo)lS5 (oS poi > (g sl oo
545 ) edlil gl pols s 3 0)lealesy, ,Slis .(Naghavi et al. 2009) s 55 5L oo (B)b 5l g 35,05 (ool
sl S0l (gl ol 0)Lal wlgd plod b sl 43S Ldy 5y g 9 DNA (b SLis plo j (gl3s5 0900 sl Jelos
csla,SoLas Sl eslazul &y s aslial slapgsy (595 cue culpl 2)b pgf (b Iy 4 5l LSl dsg o)lgalesy)
ksl b, SHET o s a5 sl el s i, j 5o RAPD (XU 2010) 355 0 Lolus! RAPD wile 83las

.(Naghavi et al. 2009) xgs5 0 oslizw! oI DNA (gl daxad 355 4l

1. Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA (RAPD)
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ool 485 plnil sl o glyl (e8] g8 2Ly cae it Cldlas ((JSge slaySoLis G eslitul L
ly ol & Kodp 4565 YY 4 (Camellia sinensis) ¢l oS ,» S5 45 (Chen & Yamaguchi 2002) ) Siags,
ool y s dbol JSais b VoY 5 A edliiwl yeulp BV 51 Baiss cpl 45 .005,8 Sb5, RAPD (gla S5l 1 enlal b
salgd opizzen o Gl ol Bsliss oaisS o sy 1y 93k s £95 RAPD Joslge [Silis (dow ol gl
(Lai et al. 2001) Jlpb laise ol cavds o) Biglivgs oy cladigS 5 slo ol)5 465 oL (S0dp p (duo (S
20305 518 gy 550 ISSR 9 RAPD (sla Sl jl oalisal L 1y lael 3 (o092 o215 sl cslogygls ) (Si5 g9
3 osS Y e 51 oslS VY ol 4 505 L)) ISSR 5 RAPD (gla Sl 51 eslizal b (gl 3glS YV sl carlliao ol
0% 9 RAPD Silis 0 1 JS' )5 g olanl (o (g (sl 05k digad & 5 plul 9 iz slr o Sy 098V cplu]
el Blgi e ol 09,5 dw oS 3 L RAPD (cla,Silis jI Jols j2dS 450 guls a5 oolizwl ISSR Sl
3095 Il Gy sloedy g e )] sl 4 Cond (ol Sl b (S35 st Il o (g sl 05 00l
2 el 4y addllae 3j50 Cumer w3 |y Jle YL Glal (e (pdny Gl pelir J3I (S g5 5 A3
O ad gl olol b sl b ol os (i sl sl ASSR sl Sibis | ol pl,55)0
Copmo duw jlolie 3Vl (og (log Gl S (S5 985 8,5 518 S0 LS )0 Sl 5 e o slapslS
g3 VO candib 5 JoSge 95 b)) yslaie 40 (Bhardwaj et al. 2014) _iolol y3 .l 039 > 1) adlllas 540
la] 5,8 U5 55 olSe ym 53 5140 Lawgte b JSibais li VYV lass colanlogs, (sla,Silis ) oslizl b cls
i) (olio Ll yd Slgs oo a5 059 5130958 2 2V (S5 €95 5l Wlown )8 53 39290 o (Sl lS &S 238)S aons
oS 3 Jslge )il (gilwaty 5 Sl jlaie & (Zhang et al. 2018) imgy )5 a8 wald sl odlpe
=iyl «lp ((SCOT ,Slis YA 3 "'SRAP [ Silis ¥+ EST-SSR Sl ¥+ s ) (J9050 ;505 WA slasws 51 sl
Sl S5LiS oS Wy dous cpts o] addllas oyl 4> s oolazul LS 5 (Camellia sinensis) gl ylS 0+ (S5 955
b Lol 0398 (6,500 Lasls § (JSbais s yd (S b sl gl (ot palie )b b, Sl ple 4 cows SCOT
L sz SleMbl (dlgme (i (o 290 0)lgalessy (o) S0LiS &8 Kidpus) ama (s (50U (Sl a3l ()2
Widgs 1yl
5 oS g oo ! (Quartz, 2016) (Ju ;5 p,55hS ¥V 5,8 ya &l yw) sl il Bpas (09 dbj cle &

&9 d9e > Slgiee g Cunl Cuponl Pl g 23V Jpazme (pl Sl Shy plod 4 @295 )l | Casl Sl 02Dy o2

v. Inter Simple Sequence Repeats (ISSR)
y. Sequence-Related Amplified Polymorphism (SRAP)
v. Start Codon Targeted (SCoT) Polymorphism
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g ollaler) byl bug) Jolse (Su8) £95 bl Car @ ol odyl Gy ol adlas lply Sl S5

8y sl 598 Sl Sliiod dumge 13 39290 s> slapslS (RAPD

%9, 9 3190
5IDNA gl (1 Jpio) 9 598 (sl Slidons sge 5 551 sl 08 T+ Gl ol 5 (LS 3150
&lp cé 3 sl (Murray & Thompson 1980) 'CTAB g, 5l olizel b sls slacslS Hles Sy sladiges
e 38 Sl 20> S 58T 5 59y 035 g5l DNA I 5 So 0 o gl DNA e g e
Voo (Y Jsis) ojlsalessy ;5L Yo 5l adllas oyl 5 .00 plosl (BiO-RAd Juo) Sls J5 olfzws b sl gl S
03755 STy coylgnlossy o) Silis (gl 5 odlatul sl ol (Sf g9 adlas cax (Y Jsa2) RAPD Silis
o3 5 s ST 5 (olSlins 8,5) (sole Jsbro iy Son VA ol 2y Ko Vo e 53 (PCR) Sl
L oS DNA - S ¥ lgioms locss @ 45 392 ids)Sn <10 (i gy 53 JsosSip Ve clale b S5 y0
Oy FilSee Y o loisd 4 dusy 25 )Seo Ve o2 2 jlao Ol b e g 05 L3I 25 s 1 p Sl V- il
Jols PCR 5,1y ol 50 Jazie ABI, Applied Biosystems S loge 5 olSiws 4y dboldM g s adlsl  Saxe
oo il didywly Jold 5 1o YO s g 4830 ¥ odo 4 (ogmudow a0 AF (lod )0 adol (gilodid poly as > S
VY (olod 3 b g 45l ¥O e 4 (wgmadiw 43,0 $0-00 (slod ;5 S5l Jlasl casl FO Sto 4 wguadiw 43 )3 AF
Y guasto A plool wgelow a3 VY (glod 10 4283 O e &y olad ban Ll 50 45 39 45l YO Gde 4y wgeadow s yd
S0 Ve ol SIy sla s sy 0ad dbul )lg s g DNA - 155 095 sanlito jlaio & PCR 5l aol s 4,
slo)lgi oanlio gl 0 plol BIORAD (53905 558,280l olSd abuwsgay g V¥ b 5y b o 559801 5 Jiitio
J5 o83 53 5 e@lis oyt pslitods s 5 odlitsl )8 Sy (53001855 (g iliee (slaigls alsgas 015 2l
ol 4 55 RAPD S5lel (gl sled (665 piomon 8,5 1,8 oanlive 3,90 Bio DOC Analyzer Biometrat Sl
B>V Cpgod S YO (s ogmd 4253 AF 53 gl (gilwandyuly 4ids & Jold )l 4 (gl g g
als o 4iB3 ) (g glisie ,S el @ atan) TTM (slod p> ,5lel Jlasl als yo adls FO « yograds 43,0 AF )3 (gl 4 sl

o ¥ gl 2 S e (gl 430 VY glod 0 Sll by 4830 O 5 wosadw dx 0 VY gled o laws

v. Cetyl Trimethyl Ammonium Bromide (CTAB)
v. Polymerase chain reaction
. Melting Temperature (Tm)

AD
Agricultural Biotechnology Journal; Printing ISSN: 2228-6705, Electronic ISSN: 2228-6500



(VYA lsl oF o,lowd VY 290) (655908 (559193 gt dlo

Bio DOC Sl J5 ol8aws 3 J; quls (awyp yolaie 0 L 05 ploul 4ids 10 Gdo 4 blogy porisl b (650l

<d,5 ,l,8 sanlie 3,90 Analyzer Biometrat

oyl 3o g axdllae 3,90 (gl (Sl Connd ) Joua

Table 1. List of studied tea genotypes and their symbol

9, Cuwighj &S Lo 3 ,Sos lod
Row Genotype code Origin Yield Symbol
1 SAYAMA Japan Unknown Gl

KAORI
2 YABUKITA Japan Unknown G2
3 Oiwase Japan Unknown G3
4 3014 Sri Lanka High G4
5 DG7 Sri Lanka High G5
6 DG39 Sri Lanka High G6
7 3015 Sri Lanka High G7
8 3016 Sri Lanka High G8
9 3017 Sri Lanka High G9
10 3013 Sri Lanka High G10
11 272 China High Gl1
12 276 China Average G12
13 277 China Average G13
14 278 China Average Gl4
15 279 China Average G15
16 280 China Average Gl16
17 282 China Average G17
18 284 China Average G18
19 285 China High G19
20 Bazri China Average G20
A
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K Oygo 4 Jols laodly ab 236 403 (o 5 SO) cui a4 bl 239 pae b dgng wlel p (gL (oS

Slaggis Glsisar Sl gond saalis slasily 5 i) plysar apgls ol > o wnd EXCl I3l 65 o)y (e
Slp g l8pl i s ¥V ) g ) adlllas 350 slacaissl ;0 (o)L I o glp pimen LuS 48,5 a5 0 o yilo
Sty leMbl (dlgime ) alasly ol yy JSB0iz o3 b oalisl oSl ja (S5 slajzal)ly o T Slglh3 2]
sl ool (MIY) (55515 (asls o dally bl (EMR) 550 aliae cos o alaly bl 5,55l S (PIC)
dsloes ¥ alatly ool (5 55 (asls 5 8 el peluly ogls (a3ls @ dlaly bl (NeT) 50 sl T ol o

(Nei 1973; Powell et al. 1996; Hartl et al. 1997; Lynch & Walsh 1998; Shannon 2001) x.3,5

. np
Polymorphism % = (?:I =100 () alal,
PIC=1—Z;§[ (¥ aky,
(=1
EMR=nyx (¥ sl
MI= PICXEMR (¥ o
Niel ==5— O ala|
@=5. (b <o)
n
[=-) plnp (% s,
2
Nei = —In _,f'_.r_‘;,-‘ (V alal,
Iy

Olise dlasly ad astie cqa A8 pbul PAST ver 2,12 l5sle 5 5l ooliwl b (S5aké Cd )3 pawy Opicmen

Powell et al. ) us oslizwl Jle 9051 5 SKosen L RAPD [S5Lis g SSR (Silis 5l Juols (slapl 59,063 oy (Sansodd
Vg o Cannas B g St slayles JS sl dp (T slaws N g plil T Slslys (N b S5 51 1) P clailgy ol 55 (1996
03l sl o ] ggeme g Y X 0% (gl b T dcs sluos 1Ske cusy 4 IXY 5 JY JIX lgs IS slaws 4 JS05 i

QND =DC % QM & jg04 1, QND o] .05 anlxe (Baraket et al. 2011) ), Ken g <8y 59, b *QND

y. Polymorphism information content (PIC)
v. Effective multiplex ratio

v. Marker index

¥. Number of effective alleles

o. Qualitative nature of data
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S o(1n) 5l /(1n)askss siome 15 bl PR 5 Sl niS TQM olitl cubls 'DC &S Ll i3S cinys X PR
‘JBQ;"I L i wb & e il d).ia‘.w.: L;l.mW' " dl)f PR 9 DC .cusl calis dlbaoli‘i;il.aﬂ 5 d)i)‘.u.u P

Lol u9l§.~o bk d)islm; dl.tbw le)J 9 039 o )l.\u ;ga QM

axdllae oyl 45 o3lw! 5,90 SSR (51,5 31T Wlasine .Y Jgun

Table 2. Specification of SSR primers used in this study

SHET b ey 5] cuiSy S
Row s,
Primer name Forward Revers
1 MSG ACTCATCACCATGCC GTTTAGCTCAACTGGTG
2 MSG AGATGGAGGTAGAG GTTTGTCCCTCTCATTTT
3 MSEOQ GTGTTCACCAACAAC TGTCGAACAAAGATAC
4 MSG AGGACCGTTCTTCCC GTTTGAGATTGAGGATG
5 MSEOQ ATAGCCAATCAAGCT AGTCTGTTCCTCCCTTG
6 MSG AGACCTAGCCAAGAC GTTTCCCCTATTTTCCC
7 MSEO CTTCCCCAAACCACC GAAATTGAAGAACACG
8 MSG ACAGACCTTCACCCT GTTTACCTCTGCCTTCG
9 MSEO TGCTATGCCGCCTAA ACCACCAACAACAATTC
1 MSG ATGTTGGACCAGTAG GTTTCGGGTTCCTTTCT
>R 1 MSG ACTCCATGTGCTGCT GTTTGCAGGAAGTTGAG
1 MSG ACAGAGGAGGAAGA GTTTGAAGAAGAAGAA
1 MSEOQ AGTCCATGGTGGTTG TTGGGAGTAGGATTCTT
1 MSG ATGATCGCCGGTTTA GTTTAAGCTGGCTAACC
1 MSEOQ CTCTCCTTCTTCACAC TTGTTCTCAAAGAACCT
1 MSEOQ AATCAAATAACACTT AAAAAGAGAAAGTCAC
1 MSEOQ TACCTTCTGCAACTC TGAGATTGACCATCTTT
1 MSEOQ GCCTTTTTGTCAGAA CAGCAATCTTTGGTTTT
1 MSG AGGGTTTGCGTCTTC GTTTGTAACACTTGCCA
2 MSEOQ TCTCTCTACTCCTGCG TCAAAGATGTTGCTCTC

y. Documentation capability
y. Quality of marker
v. Percent reproducibility

A
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Gyt g VD 5ylen s Silis el DC o g oo w3 1) @y & cilisie (sl Sl el PR  DC el y3lie
iy 4 5k s jybed sb,Slis sl PR i (Varshney et al. 2007) 355 0 43,5 Jlai o +/Y0 L b, Silis
ol plo sl @glite Calisto (6,55l lapimmw (sly g 0390 puiio Jlade G QM il Jlgie oS jglailon ASb o +/0 ¢ )
(5B 9 (S5 Bl st S L S e 1S iy ) lie elel g2 ptalesl e 00 1) QM e ol Sl )8
Sly oy UM 4 53) sy ekl ] & Gl (5yledd 4 & xl /YO g Cagmd Jlar Sb /0 fcagms WL /YO

25 dawlxe 15 zps 4 (EMI) Sge (,S5lis (asls woles ;o (3 1L (gl 1K1

EMI= MI x QND (A alas,

axdllae oyl 43 23lw! 3,90 RAPD (gl 5581 Colaseino Y Jou

Table 3. Specification of RAPD primers used in this study
d,  Sjeles  Jlgle

Sequence  Jlgy

Row Primer ™ ,5;6l
1 CS-44 32 5ATTCGGCCG C 3
2 CS-46 34 5'GGGATCTAGC 3
3 CS-56 32 5 TGGTGGGTCC 3
4 OH-04 34 5" GGAAGTCGC C 3
5 OR-12 30 5"ACAGGTGCG T 3
RAPD 6 0S-03 34 5'CAGAGGTCCC 3
7 SA-F 32 5'CGGCCCCTGT 3
8 SA-R 34 5"AGGTCACTG A3
9 BB13 34 5TTCCCCCGCT 3
10 OA12 32 5"TCGGCGATAG 3

AL MSG0681 5jlel g 5L A L MSEQ143 [35leT 165,8 sl caliseo lg Vo0 ggamo 4D ¢ 3uis oyl ,> odlitwl 3,90
Sl o gl b ol bawgie 1558 sloul 1 o piSS ledad sl oy S L ¥ L MSGO0610 S51eT ¢ oy yiis 1L

e95 Uiyl yelaie 4 (2014) Bhardwaj et al. bl j5 .x09 JSbnis sridbul clash ol g 1L A/V0

y. Effective marker index

A
Agricultural Biotechnology Journal; Printing ISSN: 2228-6705, Electronic ISSN: 2228-6500



(VYA gLl ¥ 5 lows <)) b)gb) S90S (659095 gur Ao

WY ol adlllas 5 o odlil (ela,Silis alto o lenlogs, clo,Silts 51 oolizul b (cly cadil VO (cdaihs o JsSgo
logsls g o s g st il 4 ol (aiod &S 83,8 (5)I3S (55 ol s > W1 F/40 lawgie b KBz Jlgs
53,5 odlil glaze uigs; V0 3l (Bhardwayj et al. 2014) s e a5 (g ygbods gy 3uios 93 ol 53 0l aslllas
9 vy Sy 5 i 1551 oSl 5 8,8 15 adllnn 3,50 l5 b (lS ¥ il 5o 5 45 Jlo 53
e s, Slis a5 wdges odlisul oylgale s, ,S5LE A5 3l sl slacwigs obs) cas 3o (2012) Yao et al. aagp
Beios 2oms by glalsMo bl glis 5 bl gl Loges g (S5 o sl W1 /Y Lawgio ) b ¥+2 ggaoe
OBl g L yolS Slasi damuwMop 5 g5 olds o calisee Clidng 1 woSy o > P olass 13 34390 iglas 5yl pols
i claingg 5 ol el oy A5l (oa3ysSusl) adjlel BB ol glize sl b SSR (ela St
oanlie I olas a5 (gyobay .l ol jlwws o)lgnlossy (o S5LE5 olSols 55 0sd samlie (sla Pl slaw 3,90 45 ,Sod
oanlio P10 Laib adlllae ol 5 a5 Jbs 5 g dae VY Jolee (2014) Taniguchi adlks ,> MSG0258 ,Silis ;> o
5 odlitwl )50 (BLS Slge g b yelS o5 5 gl e @ Wil o cilizo S5 sla Ko, n Pl dluwi p3 gles 4 ST .
Nili et ) asl cilisen (S5 sladiue) 3 it £98y 51 3 )55 331y Jobo 5o it cloay Yloisl g o (sla gy
M lgime ol adllas 350 syl 55 lillan plo gl b ol G mls @slis Llol s Ll «(al. 2017
@y PIC Glie oVl g /55 585k b +/AY b +/¥F ogame 55 SSR (ol Silis (el sios o) ) JSbaia
m i e Sl g3 ol SYL Ll Sl 4 0 delxe </AY iy 4 MSED113 3 MSGO681 cla il
Bhardwaj et ) .-/#V (Yao et al. 2012) cilsee cllae ;5 PIC 1 Sle aib oo pols imgh 5> odlatul 3)90 (sla
SO 3 4 55 Bais cpl .00 5,155 </o0 (Wang et al. 2016) 4 .-/Aa (Zhang et al. 2018) ../v# (al. 2014
sl Ko Gl pols imgh 13 PIC Caslie polie s L w0554 4068 5 oYL PIC S5l L MSG0610
SleMbl o5yl YU polie il (LS Sldllas 1 o] ples @)a8 5 (JSinis SleMbl e ololy odlizul 5y90 SSR
Sy 5 42l GVl (s adlln ) > ooisd 3550 o fpalessy (SlaySs o ol o ) (S gl ol >SSz
(F o) a0l o it calio jliws DNA o )3 o ol 53 o2lisil 350 sl (slagyslS (S35 €95 (s
9 MSE0250 4 MSGO0610 (sla,SiLis 4y bgsyo o) e a5 YV S5k b V/V=0/0 (0 039350 )3 S5e Y olaws
o Mo BB GMS] aS oy i mls e MSG0681 MSEQ113 (cla,Silis 4 bgspe cas s ol o yisbn
Tan 4(2014) Bhardwaj et al. ;l adllas oyl )3 g P olass Jlo olgic 4 .3)ls 399 Vlie plo g addlbas oyl ks
& e opl (Yao et al. 2012) wlie clidss b awlie ) s 5l Dg yuiw (YPA 5 /A 5 54) (2015) et al.
53 o3l 3yg0 (BLS dlge g laciess > gls 4 1y cglis ol dgng (Nl €t al. 2017) Jliie im g jieS Cilye

P PIC (pg iShis @ a gl .l Cgllan (gla Sibis Glwsl pae (slaylixo 51 550 Pkl o calise (gl imgs

.
Agricultural Biotechnology Journal; Printing ISSN: 2228-6705, Electronic ISSN: 2228-6500



YYAA ()] )02 g coiiw y3 )5

OBl g S5 95 oy slp calie o Solis o Wl e 5L ol o)) 50 ge P olas dgs 3L 5 MSG0681
S e e e 5 5 5 55 ol e I 5 slassSiin oo VU oIS s 4 3,5 5 sl cslagsgs
ALl g alllas 3y50 (slaiglS (S5 pled sl odlitel 3y50 (slaojlgalosy) (saallS Silo ojlgalesy) (slaolSile 5
e M ors ssnlie W1 3as lise i 092 b b MSG0403 MSE0113 MSGOBSL (sl ,Siis ks
95 48 Cua )KL (p i fse lpiedr adlas ol ) JS5 s SlMBl lie 5 (6l (a3lS (B (55 45 el
lasg 40 cilisee Gl b gl (ganeg)S dumlie guls (¥ Jgio) 8505 (olulid oud adlllas (slagyols > (S5
2 sd0g,S &S 3l LIS (gai0g)S g5 g plSg)Nd JSS (SeBgS (Stumed cupd ol g alis Oglite gla)bes
TN Gy ol 23 SebsS cups Glie) S )l |y sneg S ey (e UPGMA (g, 5 581> alis o ps (ol
(cwl BglS (eanog)S )3 (bey ol Vb 2l Sle o8 9

JB RS LS 5 Vb Al copd b jsdS Su 50 290 SglS g e odalin V S )3 &S Heblen
e e 4 505 (s TS S 53 5 e (slaggidS sl (sloglS 55 ok 3] by 3 81 it S
AR 095 ol 3 55 0w IVY 08l 09)5 nl 3 iz pp i8S 18 S0 LS 0 i SIY 9 VY slagisls sl 09,5 5
Dg Abgd 25 93 SIS pow 09)5 W39 M juw y9uiS 193 y2 &S 392 A 5B (15lS 93 (S>3 095 cmimen g2 485
D9 sl oS A L1555 pgd 09,5 ) g M pw )5S I (Ken &5 03 Ve 5 5 A YK (9lS 0 (il Jol ades
coo dlue ol dgr x9S 1 (San A5 15 09,555l ) 45 10 AR AV AT A5 DAY AF ¥ clalS
Lite wlol 3 1y baoylS b sin 0B o6s 4 o)loalogsy b, Solis oS canl ) [S5ky 9 a3 0 Ui |y (siinog S
5 WLV ggame )3 adllas )50 (glS Yoy oolitel 3,90 RAPD (S5l (S 5 03 i (5095 (i bl
bl 55T S5 e il 4 JSsais lassh sl . Ske b0 JSiskin (duoyd AV/Y) Wb VEFE o] oy 51 a8 3903
BB zls oS cudly Hlelsl g o (duoyd AVY) (IS o pd g Lb dlasd 4y dogi b gy ol 53 (0 Joi) 290 LSL VF/E
ol ool sy (oolazel

LY ol L OR-12 55161 g b sluws oy 5L VA laws b OS-03 )551e] coslianl 590 (sl )S5lEl oy
Yoy Cpyida doyd Voo LSA-F Silel g JISonis aoyd (pyieS ASIV L CS-44 5516l 055,S ados |y b sliss o y2e8
Cures o S5 ) bS5l cpl S5 )08 g by sloyglS o ) YU £o okimd i 45 widgy |yl |y IS
Uil 3)50 RAPD S5eT ¥e 5l oolisl b 1y (gl cunen 5 S5 g5 (BOONErjee et al. 2013) simo s> .l
YO gV L plp caiy o ,S5lel o 50 b olaws oyt g (o508 ingy JSiSaia Wb ZAY o 1K1 16k YO 1Ll 13

Dgr addlbe oyl 2ol ) i Sl 4 45 Kol Cawly

)
Agricultural Biotechnology Journal; Printing ISSN: 2228-6705, Electronic ISSN: 2228-6500



(VYA lsl oF o,lowd VY 290) (655908 (559193 gt dlo

ay
Agricultural Biotechnology Journal; Printing ISSN: 2228-6705, Electronic ISSN: 2228-6500



YYAA ()] )02 g coiiw y3 )5

Table 4. Microsatellite marker features used in this research

Skl gl Na Ne Nei I PIC
Primer

MSG0258 5 3.4 0.71 1.37 0.68
MSG0361 6 4.6 0.78 1.62 0.69
MSEO0173 5 4.1 0.76 1.50 0.73
MSG0429 4 3.2 0.69 1.27 0.65
MSEQ0029 4 3.1 0.68 1.23 0.65
MSG0533 4 2.7 0.62 1.17 0.57
MSE0250 4 2.2 0.54 0.87 0.46
MSG0380 6 4.6 0.78 1.62 0.76
MSEO0313 5 2.9 0.67 1.28 0.62
MSG0702 5 3.9 0.74 1.48 0.72
MSG0423 5 4.2 0.76 1.49 0.74
MSG0610 2 1.1 0.04 0.09 0.34
MSEO0108 5 2.9 0.65 1.24 0.61
MSG0403 6 4.7 0.79 1.65 0.77
MSE0237 6 3.1 0.67 1.37 0.66
MSE0291 4 2.8 0.65 1.17 0.59
MSEO0113 7 55 0.82 1.79 0.81
MSE0143 9 3.7 0.73 1.63 0.76
MSG0681 8 5.3 0.81 1.80 0.81
MSEO0107 5 3.1 0.68 1.34 0.65
Mean (,Sike 5.25 3.7 0.71 1.35 0.66

3L 20 RAPD (¢la S5l VYl oslisl b (sl> canes YV obj,0 p> (Kaundun et al. 2000) s i
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g95 ua3ls 5 PIC asls (35 55 50 M olaws (glalne 5| RAPD (gla S0lts (saiodgus b)) e 253,] sty
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Figure 1. Cluster analysis dendrogram based on Jaccard similarity coefficient and
UPGMA method for SSR markers
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Table 5. RAPD marker features used in this research

b sl M slass

. B P e
o551 b b slaws o s doy e Fie ol e T
Primers No of _ Polymorphism No of effective i sh ind
bands Polymorphic % No of alleles genetic annons index
bands observed index
CS-44 15 13 86.7 1.87 154 0.3 0.49
CS-46 16 14 87.5 1.87 1.67 0.38 0.54
CS-56 17 16 94.1 1.94 1.6 0.36 0.53
OH-04 15 13 86.7 1.86 1.66 0.38 0.53
OR-12 13 12 92.3 1.92 1.38 0.37 0.42
0S-03 19 17 89.5 1.89 1.49 0.29 0.46
SA-F 17 17 100 2 1.57 0.35 0.53
SA-R 16 14 87.5 1.88 1.56 0.34 0.5
BB13 17 16 94.1 1.94 1.28 0.2 0.34
OA12 15 14 93.3 1.93 1.45 0.29 0.45
Total Js 160 146 -
oo 16 14.6 91.2 1.93 1.45 0.29 0.45
Mean

il edlazl L (Heidari et al. 2009) Lol s ool S35 ogr slacumes ¢ an)ly (S5 bl o)y o

€55 onizp ol Cassy VIVAY B VWY oy 350 T ol o VYYD B VXY (e 0 oanlie W sliss AFLP Sl
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Table 6. Specifications of RAPD primers

Primer ,5;&1 oU PIC EMR MI
CS-44 0.46 151 6.9
CS-46 0.44 131 5.8
CS-56 0.48 11.3 54
OH-04 0.46 11.3 5.2
OR-12 0.40 11.1 4.4
0S-03 0.45 15.2 6.8
SA-F 0.48 19.6 9.4
SA-R 0.47 15 7.1
BB13 0.37 15.1 5.6
OA12 0.48 12.3 5.9

Mean  uile 0.45 11.3 6.4

O T hl> pow 09,5 392 2 SINY 9 G ps STA 9 7l 51V (kS 45 09 (pglS ¥ (Sl 5 pows 4d5 5

390 09 ¥ s 55 prlag 09,5 i8)S )18 1R0uSe JUS ) e 51 VA 910 slagyglS 9 M SV 5 8 slagyls a5 55
4 Cous o)lamlesy sla Sl aS pub o 0 (60U piws 93 PIC ke duslio b gy oy oS 5l (Ko oS
151y YL s pbyso sl g adllas 1l ) SSR (sl Sl el )3 (V' Jads) widss (5,015 clo,Silis RAPD
ooy )3 sl )3 /87 SSR el jSilis el PIC jhde (ke (Jlie plgis & sl (LS oy 3p90 o o130
el S 4y s olomley) (sl Sl 45wyl oo ;> EMI 5 QND (elo yaslis aumlie b ppuizeads b (5 ,sS0jl] sls
b w3g: 3B yige ojlgnlogy) sl ySilis o eubioe > gy 99 Sladss wjod @S amlie b (poren 35 5 RAPD
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Figure 2. Cluster analysis of tea genotypes based on RAPD markers
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Table 7. Evaluation of the efficiency of the two markers system used in this study

e Slaad Wlsla (SSbe cews EMR=n MI= QND EMI
i x B EMRx
S5 3,90 ,5 580 ous s (PIC)  cla S5Lis oIC
... ,PIC mean
Marker  astaet Amplified By90 b (B)
system bands .
No of Polymorphic
markers bands ratio
SSR 20 20 0.66 1 1 0.66 0.75 0.49
RAPD 10 160 0.45 0.88 11.3 5.1 0.09 0.45
(146)
(5 5 Aot

b IS ygk 4 dg (Sglite (sl Sy (> adllae 3)50 (6L i g9 93 45 3 (LS Lo ulis cggoomo )
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