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SRAP Analysis of Genetic Relationships among
Carica papaya L. Genotypes
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YANG Weilin® . SUN Guangming®*,GUO Lingfei’
(1 Guangxi Subtropical Crops Research Institute, Nanning 530001, China; 2 Guangxi Agricultural Reclamation Group Limited
Company, Nanning 530022, China; 3 South Subtropical Crops Research Institute, Chinese Academy of Tropical Agricultural Sci-
ences, Zhanjiang, Guangdong 524091, China; 4 National Center of Important Tropical Crops Engineering and Technology Re-

search, Haikou 571101, China;5 Xiamen Supervision Department of Agricultural Machinery, Xiamen, Fujian 361009, China)

Abstract ; Genetic relationship and diversity of 22 papaya (Carica papaya L.) major cultivars in China were
analyzed based on sequence-related amplified polymorphism (SRAP). (1) The 20 pairs of SRAP primers
generated a total of 249 fragments,and polymorphic bands were 110 which accounted for 43. 20% in the to-
tal amplified fragments. The number of amplified and polymorphic fragments was 12. 45 and 5. 50 per prim-
er pair,respectively. (2) The polymorphism information content (PIC) values of these markers varied from
0.15 to 0. 79, averaging 0.49. (3) UPGMA cluster analysis and principal coordinates analysis (PCOA)
showed that the range of genetic similarity (GS) was 0. 72~0. 96 among 22 papaya cultivars with a low ge-
netic diversity. All cultivars could be divided into three groups at the GS of 0. 87. These results indicated
that SRAP analysis could be used to reveal effectively the genetic relationships of papaya cultivars in Chi-
na,providing a scientific basis for the classification, protection and effective utilization of these resources
and breeding new varieties.
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FARIKN(Carica papaya L.)Jg T A WG K
RIFEACRARS A6 vp [ A o X iz B8 B A B E
M EMETHH RA IR E" LK. KB
K s 1 T 4 AR W o T BORE H R B S I A BF 5
ARSI 45 A 7 AR I % 38 SR AR BE 1T b A7 e
RIKE H 1 5 B0 AR B 5 A RE w0
MITEEN T 7R fem . CHEFEAMELH
i e SO DA A 5 @ N ES P A B S N K T I
B TR S OC R AL B AE SRl e A . R X
AT BT 1 26 % K R AT R G5 . 40 98 3 ARR &
R R 34 5 N T ORI 38% F RR
HAHEEE L, DNA Jp FHRid BOR Ay G & fe , ]
PAGY 77K b S DAk AN [ b 5 18] 14 33 4% 22 R4
KRG RFZRME T HOR R Bl B A A KR
o3 A L B R T e 2R RE & O R
SRR DL B ) R o A A R W 5
JE& 5 [ A 3 1 hR g 3 20T T 3 R IR M) 4 S
EEG BT TR T 2 AR IR B g R
A% ZREVE RIS 400 R I BF 5T i A i,

FEHNAH X 1 £ 5 P (sequence-related ampli-
fied polymorphism, SRAP) #5ic /& — i 3k F PCR
MbRic &G, th Li 59 76 = 2 EY L e .
ZHARE X EEAE T GC FREFF LG s TR
W& T AT & F 5 B R SORBT S A7 97 1
PRI TR AS A A & L 8 3l 7 5 1) B XA B AN 45 T
FAEZ . SRAP FRic A F L w7 %
R TA AN W= Y IR DS N D W& s R - S R
Fr B R s T O R0l b T 3 AL 2 A R )
BT 388 1% 11 38 A At L i M AR A A i DA R AR G B IR Y
SeRESE T mE Y Hoh, SRAP dRidis T 0 gt R
1) 5 A ZREPE R R OC R OB W W AR
UK SRAP Frid X o B 2 AR K 32 224k 8
(ROFEATHRG K R A S0, I 2 /A
IR 5B 55 | 8 R0 R R i TR AT 23 7 AR 10 B ik
FEH R SR ALK
1 BRI
L1 REH

BEECR R S 22 A 3 RO 32 R By
(RO BICA T 74 A 1 W 0k 5 i 9 AR I R 5t
PR (S S AMLE D P BT A KH
DA S | =N S S = B N B TR S B S v
B E W25 Afh (R) o A SEIAE ) PH AT I 3
VEVI S M &G T KBRS0 % 3047 b 4%

PR W D RO ARk HEA TR A L SR BT T L 4))
ot ARG T — 80 CIUKM R F % H . Taq
RA WA ANTPs ¥ B R AR A LB (b 50 £ BR
YNEI 8
1.2/ i

T A NI [ 41 DNA B4 BCR i CTAB Bt B
AT, Rl H Biophotometre % 2 2 [ 4% I
1.0 Y0 5 i W B fe v ik G 00 G e BE R SR L AL AR
DNA TAEMRERMBEE 30 ng/pl, —20 CARAE4T .

SRAP iF [z [ 8| # (3 2) &% Li %1% Ferriol
51 Je Vandemark %17 & £ W51 975, i 1
AT dl G . SRAP IER A 51914 10 5. M 41
A 100 A5 AL 6 MESZRRRKFEAR
JR AR CRO XX 100 A 5] 9 20 & JE 47 0 2 » 0 32
PHAHIEN L EE M ESH RN IS,
I 5 s Rk 65| 1y 4 A % T A 100 7 AR IR AL 8 b1 L F
7 SRAP-PCR ¥ 14,

SRAP-PCR 434 i1 @R Bl 20 pL, 4 2 pL
i 10 X buffer, 3. 0 mmol/L Mg*", 0. 2 mmol/L
dNTPs,0.4 pmol/L 547,30 ng/uL Bitit DNA Fi
1.0 U Tag BAM. P IETF M. 94 CHAES
min; 94 ‘C 2% 1 min, 35 ‘C & #£ 1 min, 72 °C 4E ff

F1 HABRALAHBHORESNAZR

Table 1 Code and name of tested C. papaya varieties

4i'5 Code #1 ¥t 2 FF Name of material
1 41 48 %5 Suizhonghong 48
2 ZE 4L Meizhonghong
3 15 Guire 1
4 e 2 5 Guire 2
5 H 7} Sunrise
6 15 H A+ White-sunrise
7 T 15 Wanggingsha 1
8 2144 Hongling
9 2154 2 5 Hongling 2
10 &4¢ 15 Tainong 1
11 ¥ Suihuang
12 21 4¢ Hongfei
13 W22 Blue stem
14 FE 4k Yuanyou
15 4L H 15 Hongri 1
16 PETH 1 %5 Pangbo 1
17 PETH 2 5 Pangbo 2
18 P4 3 5 Pangbo 3
19 Bt 28 Xinshiji
20 Mz 15 Fengyun 1
21 WA 4% 48-2 %5 Xingnong’ai 48-2
22 K@ R Hawaii
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Table 2 SRAP primers and their sequences

1E 18514 Forward primer

J2 18] 51 ¥ Reverse primer

#i*2 Code J#31 Squence (5'—>3") 45 Code J¥%1 Squence (5'—>3")
mel 5'-“TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA-3' em]1 5'-GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT-3'
me2 5'-“TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC-3' em? 5'-GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC-3'
me3 5" TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAT-3' em3 5'-GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC-3'
me4 5'-“TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC-3' em4 5'-GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA-3'
me5 5'-“TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG-3' em5 5'-GACTGCGTACGAATTAAC-3'
me6 5" TGAGTCCAAACCGGTAA-3' em6 5'-GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA-3'
me7 5" TGAGTCCAAACCGGTCC-3' em7 5'-GACTGCGTACGAATTCAA-3'
MES6 5" TGAGTCCTTTCCGGTAA-3' RS 5'-GACACCGTACGAATTGAC-3'
ME7 5" TGAGTCCTTTCCGGTCC-3' R9 5'-GACACCGTACGAATTTGA-3'
F7 5'-GTAGCACAAGCCGGAGC-3' R15 5'-CGCACGTCCGTAATTCCA-3'

90 s,5 PMEF ;94 CZE M 1 min, 50 CE M 1 min,
72 CHEAH 90 5,35 MEM ; B J5 72 “C 4L 4 10 min, 4
CORAE. X & AT A il b k47 SRAP-PCR
PG EE 2K, PSS RS TE 1. 8 Vo SR b
JEe Hh LUK L AR 2R M Ry 0. 5 X TBE, Hy Uk 1 H Hs /)y
T 5 V/em; B UK S RE T BER R & G kI JF
AR,
1.3 BEFRITEIH

TEHL UK B 0 i HL A A B AR A IC
RIS VA Sl ol 78 3 5 (S UM S T R 8
ANVE 1Y 250 AN T sk s DT 26 B 17 F0 07 25 B )
JRURH M . Gt R 51 AL GG Y R Al BiORn
ZHRMFEE IR M 2B LR (PPB MZ
SHEE TR (PIC) . H, #i B Botstein A2
HHZENEEEE PIC=1—XP , RH.P, %
NSRRI R LR AR . R ] PopGen 1. 32 %K
153 A A AR TG R R AR 19 38 4% 43 A R B (GO R (]
W(NL) . H NTSYS-pc 2. le #3547 Jaccard #f

M 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

2000 bp — ke
1000 bp —p» - - - -
750 bp —» v :
500 bp —>

250 bp —p = T
100 bp —»

H~~M—~~~E~

LR B2 3 F UPGMA B 3 i B 2500, H
Mxcomp F& J7 X b 2 fiF 6 B AR LR [ 22 8] 4 AH 1B
PEIEAT Mantel K55 . 7] IF 36 347 5 T35t 14 AH DL R 4L
i) 3 A& kR 4> #7 (principal coordinates analysis,
PCOA) . 48] £ = 45 ] A0 — 4t V- 18] 180 a5 437 1] LA A
BRAELR,

2 RS0

2.1 SRAP #RiCH & &S| 5 i

SRAP IE R 519145 10 %, B 415 B 100 4>
SIS 6 A 25 22 57 BRI 3 AR IR X X
100 A5 W 4 4 HEAT 0 2 » i 6 1) 20 973 A0 i
i L EZ M Z BRI G IS, P
W dl G %) B A 1 3 AR 347 SRAP-PCR 973 .
P IG5 HEAE 100~2 000 bp Z [A] , 7 47 i BT
HE AV Z 250 R4 ol & T 9 ARG % 56 &
Fge . HApRERMESI WA S me3-emd 78 22 DA
JRER AR (RO H Y SRAP-PCR 45 R LA 1,

11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22
)

.

i

1 GG med-emd X 7 AN A H 1 SRAP 37 1%
1~22 Bk g5 R 4 1
Fig.1 SRAP amplification of C. papaya germplasm by primer combination me3-em4

1~22 are the same as Table 1
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2.2 SRAPIRIEHISI SR AN AE KR .

X 20 4~ SRAP Z85 51 A & 1A ik
PG W 2l HEAT SR 3 BT ARl e E A R LR 3.
H 2 3 AR (120 A W2 & 37 A 249 %35 i
ol Horp 28R ST 110 &R BT S M £
B R (PPB) N 43, 20% 5 () FHHA T WA G
38 Sl BN 2 25 M A B 1 Dl 12,45 25 FI5. 50
AR BIAL A B A SO 2 3 A B
Ay 8~16 41 3~11 & A%, Hip me7-eml Fl
ME7-R9 54L& 1 0 40 BOf 2 50 40 8
X%, 1M med-em2 5 PA G D O AT G WA A
P EZSHEBAERRES . 28R (PPB)
33.33%0~68. T5 0 R&, K| WA &Y £
SRS Hrh ME7T-R9 5140451 PPB S (Ol
68. 75%), 1fii me5-em6 Fl meb-emd T| ¥ 4H A WY
PPB 4% (33.33%); (4)20 DMEI WA & £ &4
HRER(PIOEAZAIER Hy 0. 15~0. 79, F-# 1
NHIHAG K PICAE S 0. 49, Hp mel-em7 5|4
HAH PIC{H 5 & (0. 79) , 1fii me3-em7 5 4204
19 PIC fH &A%, AL 0. 15, X BB 58 45 L £ 0,
SRAP #ric* AR R E A B B0 6 .55 T

2.3 BEARARSEM (R EHRELHT

BT SRAP fRicxf 22 A AR S AP (RO g9~
WEE IR AT R M, S RIRIR R 2K 1B (2, K
T 2 SR 0 g b 2 AE S0 B o B S A 4 4 4 )
FBUE P 2 1) (A 56 MEE AT Mantel #5545 1 3%
B, IX 2 FAE M B & IEM G, IR B r=
0. 89, i W B A 2% S BB AR e b {7 B 7% A JIC Rl It 22 1]
ML X & . MK 2 a1, SRAP i Ag ok 22 4~
A (RSB X 4T, Y Jaccard” s 15t & AH L £ 4X
(GSTE 0. 87 A fE#RAA S, 0745 A 36 43k 3 4>
BRECT I IMZERE . TZERECS ik A ) £ 4% <
Hher A8 5 T 3 5 Bl MR AR 48-2
S CPEtl 2 S R CREOL M ETE 15
P 3 AL ML R BE 0. 89~0. 96 Z Ja], Hoep, < #if
ZORNNARIE 482 B R G KL R EIE A
PN AR R E 1. 5~2. 0 kg &5 7 18 1 L [H]
RSCRRAE, T 28 8F O il b 35 < e, c 4
W R 2 B CHT CCEEHE AR LS,
TH1S CHAKHA MO 1S s
HAAL R BAEO. 88~0. 94 [ , [T 25 (54 A

®3 FTESRAPSIMASEEARNMKMBPT BHEFTNSTMN

Table 3 Polymorphism in samples of C. papaya revealed by SRAP primer combinations
& b3 S 2 1 A B
s M st GEEE  poymerphion mlomation
(PPB)/% content (PIC)

mel-em3 11 5 45. 45 0.47
mel-em7 14 8 57.14 0.79
meZ-emd 15 6 40. 00 0.57
me2-R8 12 5 41. 67 0.24
me3-em4 10 4 40. 00 0.48
me3-em7 10 4 40. 00 0. 15
med-em2 8 3 37.50 0.43
me5-em6 12 4 33.33 0.41
F7-em6 11 4 36. 36 0. 54
me4-R15 11 5 45,45 0.42
meS5-em6 10 4 40. 00 0.29
ME6-em3 12 5 41. 67 0.23
me6-em4 12 4 33.33 0.43
me6-em6 16 6 37.50 0. 56
me7-eml 16 10 62. 50 0.78
me7-em7 15 8 53.33 0.75
ME7-R9 16 11 68.75 0.74
ME7-R15 11 4 36. 36 0.62
F7-eml 13 4 30. 77 0.32
F7-R8 14 6 42. 86 0.51
- #4{H Mean 12. 45 5.50 43. 20 0.49
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i rh 21487 Suizhonghong 48 —
P 1835 Pangbo 3

Bt 41 Xinshiji

WA %48-2 Xingnong® ai 48-2 I

,—{ E|
: \—E JE 1527 Pangbo 2
L

#3% Suihuang
[7el 4 Yuanyou
P 1815 Pangbo 1 _
2% 1 £ Meizhonghong .
21 42 Hongfei

— 7 H 7 Sunrise

5 B 3 Hawaii 1l

_|: & & 1'5 Tainong 1
2L H 1% Hongri 1

B #25 Guire 2

A % H JI White-sunrise

73 Biyb1°5 Wangqingsha 1 _

21 %% Hongling -

% 25 Blue stem

il

M 1% Fengyun 1

15 Guire 1

41 %2 Hongling 2 |

0.77 0.81 0.86

0.96

I8 AL AL R 2

Genetic similarity coefficient

B2 22 4 FARJRFN L UPGMA 525 43 #r [
Fig. 2 UPGMA dendrogram for 22 resources of C. papaya based on SRAP data

0.22; A 3 17 18

Q~% ) ¥ 06

Dim-1

a
0.18 a
il .
B | =
-0.35 4
20.26 20.07 0.11 0.29

Dim-1

B3 AN B SRAP R0 F A 45 0 Hr
A ZHERE B, TV B 5 1~22 MR 5 R 3R 1
Fig. 3 Principal coordinates analysis of C. papaya genotypes from SRAP markers

A. Three-dimensional graph;B. Planar graph; No. 1~22 are the same as Table 1
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2.4 BARM@EBM(R) EEELHECESS T

HET SRAP FRic P 45 . 4 NTSYS-pe
PRI AR AR T AR R4S 5 Bl (RO [B] 1Y Jaccard” s 8t %
HPIRE(GS) . 22 NFAIREF (RO B GS {17
AEJE M 0. 72~0. 96,F3 GS {H} 0. 85, 2 IiF
0. 24,48 K Z B0 B GS {HAE 0. 82~0. 92 Z [,
Hrp a2 5 M A KA T ZE GS H R/
(0.72) X FL K RIIE s P20 M R B

48-2 Bz i) GS{EF K (0. 96) . X H E % L AR
. NSRRI A b 038 14 AL R B
5 P AN S ] R B R SR B A (RO By
WAL Z AR R FLAAIR s AL SE Rl o B % . R Pop-
Gen 1. 32 B 43 B 7 A JICE B M4 119 38t 1% 43 1k R 8K
(GO FFER W (N I E5 R R, G {Eh 0. 13, N,
{2 3. 33, FR W] o [ 75 AR 3 BEAR IS R CGRO 19 B
TR B L o A W3 s ST R[] 1 2 PR S It R R /N
2.5 BEARMR&EM (R FLEFELH(PCOA)

He T SRAP FRic i )5 46 56 BE XF 22 4> 35 AR
Pl CZO) HEAT AL 543 BT (PCOA) L |/ 3 A 3 A6 45 BF
BE R T (R A SR 4 3124 18. 29 % .12, 68 % FI8. 70 %
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A AR I BT BT B A = 4 P (AL 3 AD - 1 1] (T
3B L E AT L KRR G R REY) LB
FIRRG R RBIL . B AL B 5 1) 2/ A AR (D
RN o AE L, Hoop R 45 5 UPGMA R I3 Hr 45
FAL IEAR 2] 3 A FEERAECT VI A . K
e, LA T2 LB v e ) B R AR TR 2R 1 A
52 GBI 28R 3 L 18 5 i 2K R ST
B TR P AT L 2R s AL T RO A . 1
A 2 ME 3 AT AFE 2 40 3R 28 0 i A AR s
BT Arai REA E—2, (HE. ZAIRHTE A
[vi) J5 i) A ] J22 T S0 W 3 2 s 1 A T 2 AR IS
(R Z YR G R AR .

3w

3.1 FEAKRINF A SRAP 3| S &ML

Z VR VEM AT AT — B 4> F AR g 9 — A E 2R
Wi o AT A A 28 19 20 XF SRAP 5|4 41 45 *f
22 T AR TRNEE K R BEAT 430 A7 SL 438 1 249 25305 Wi
o o ZEM AT 110 A~ P 28
(PPB)2A 43.20% , Li %M A5 H W 8 1% 1 & Fn 3k
HFRICHESE H . 14 X7 SRAP 3| #2047 L7 A4 120
4 2 &A1 s Ferriol 451 76 P4 & 7 R % JICFP Ji 38
EZREPERTSE R PPB g 72. 7% , T A BF 58 AL
43.20% o o3 PR A B 5 0 FH 0 R kL R g 1%
O Z L AGIE I SR CRO 17 AT 1 R R Ry 5 A
R ZR B8 37 14 o [0 8 S Ao ) o SR A8 o s DA T 5 B
T E R R R AR B G R (R RSO RIEIE Lt
e A, ZBEFEREEPIO WA /51
PR ZBERN — A EZEHRR. 2 0. 25<<PIC<C0.5
B EZ S YA B 52 PIC>0.5 B, &
ELABEEESY . AR FHEA I MA S
) PICHy 0. 49, )8 Tl & 2 S MEE I, X
YU gY 25 R BT, SRAP bric 76 3 A JNFN T B A
B W S SRR T AT AR — R AR 47 B i R (RO %
FE.
3.2 SRAPEBEARNBEHR EMWERES

7 A NP 5T B2 IR (9 38t % ZREEDF R P EH N
SR Z 1 bRl 7 35 A RAPD, AFLP Al ISSR
S5 N B AR IE R B8 ELAT AN ) A A D, 007 A 2
0L BIF 5% 45 5000 . SRAP ¥ 34 1 /& ORF (open

reading frame) X3}, il ORFs X k58 T &k K %)
MY 7 4 2 A [\ B 2 ) 5 B 22 N Y o2
F L, RSN SRAP FRiCRERF 22 47 AR
(RO SE AKX TF R W M 2 AR
U ELX B RN B BR B S RE ) S S T &R
JIRP B¢ 8 ) st i ZREPERR O RS . X T
e AT AL WE 5T E A9 HAl 23 T 4R SRAP ARiC 9
#efiE Lt AFLP fric B fi] B P4 . B RAPD HRic A9
FE MR Z A0 H A i H SRAP FRic ml LUK I 3% A
B ORF, AT 4 w55 T 97 38 45 R 5 3 31 A8 (% 45 ¢
PV, B, SRAP B0 BT 42 43 1 33k 1% {5 B fE 4
T AR AR 1 22 57
3.3 BFEARARKBEM(BOBBEEXLXRSWT

S FhRic N DNA K48 7R di Bl (RO 8] 1 25 5
AR SN o AW 5T B 2R 28 70 1 #1032 AL AR 20 B 245 2R
718 > H ] R AR 32 SR B R (RO R 23 3 2R
HIREBFM G REAY G SRR REEHFEAIN
WL 2 FEPE R RAPD F1 SCoTHY 43 Hr 45 S Kl
FH—5, A5 SH R 2k B SCoT 43 #r 45
R LA R B 3K 2 Fh A F AR AC 43 A R AT LUK B A
HIS AR R ER ) 3 AN H B T4 TRl
BB FEA [R] BT R RY 45 A L 22 5% . 40 SRAP Fr
IR B R P EERR 2 57 B0 IR B Y
BRI KA SCoT Hric B b KRR ALY © el
P HA/NREARI 2L H 1 B g A8, Ak,
AT 5 114 58 28 5 SR A0 A 1R 3 £ 7 S 15 400 v 3 T
DL H 46 K 22 808 AR K il Bl CRO 1Y 38 % A ARL 2R 31
TE 0. 82~0.92 Z [a], 1 .35t 1% 22 5 /I, B v
e AR EZE R SR RO I8 15 Z FEE L3R, OR
LR R BOI AL IR B N 78 . R EE IR S
MM Kim SR Stiles 700 (1 BF 97 45 S AR TR, A
M — 28Ik T SRAP FRiC 75 % AR5 14 2+ 4
WFE o B AT SRR . ASHIF S I SRS 45 R AT LUK R R
e S S A LV X b R K TR (R e R = ]
r ] 2 R IR 32 B B Rl CRO 1 35 4% 5 bR R Bk
75 o PR TR HEAT 5 A ICHT it B & O BRI A
AR it B[R] ) 5 2% OC 2R A & 3 I 32 & i A0 A R B 1
85 7 AN BT 71 96 A A 35t 44 BE Atk AT B AG
FRASTERC I E H 2 32 8 3 AR 5T B¢ 95 R 22 A0
R,
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