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Many kinds of varieties of Brassica oleracea L. has been populatly growﬁ in
the world as vegetables. Chinese kale is one of these vegetables which closely relates
to primitive type Brassica oleracea L on taxonomy. The appearance of Chinese kale is
various including not heading leaves, leaves curly or not etc., but generally
distinguished by flower color , white or yellow. Southern Asia, Taiwan and China are
main production area. There are two main kinds of product types in Taiwan include
harvesting young plant as leafy vegetable (white flower type), or cutting flowered
stalk to sale (yellow flower type). The cultured varieties in Taiwan mostly come from
seed propagated by farmers and commercial F1 hybrid seed for leafy vegetable used.
Therefore, it is benefit to conserve genetic diversity. It has been believe that Chinese
kale is grow faster and more heat tolerance than broccoli and cauliflower. Nowadays,
extreme weather frequently happened in Taiwan, therefore Chinese kale may be
important breeding resource for heating tolerance of Brassica oleracea L. vegetables.
Through revealing the genetic diversity and structure between Chinese kale
accessions, that would be benefit for us to decide efficient breeding procedure.

The purpose of this study was to investigate the genetic diversity and genetic
structure of Chinese kale accessions in Taiwan. We used 25 Chinese kale accessions
and one commercial broccoli variety as a reference of related species. 7 appearance
characters of 25 Chinese kale accessions was use to classified them by Principle
component analysis. Furthermor, we use 20 SSR markers to amplify total 80 alleles of
total 520 individuals, which means 20 individuals per accession, for genetic diversity
analysis among and within accessions.

In the result of our study, Chinese kale accessions could classified generally
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into two groups by colors through the analysis of appearance character. It'is the same
conclusion of the studies in the past. On DNA level analysis, modified Roger’s,;*
distance among all accessions was 0.31 —2.79 and was 0.31-2.36 among. Chineée Kale
accessions. 25 Chinese kale accessions separated into two groups when coefficient.on
UPGMA phylogenic tree was 1.7 and similar result was on 3D plot of principle
coordinate analysis. Furthermore, Fst value and genetic distance revealed that most
accessions highly differenciated with each other, but several accessions were very
close related. Close related accessions formed three sub-clusters respectively, which
two were in yellow-flower cluster and one was in white-flower cluster. Furthermore,
the diversity of yellow flower Chinese kale accession was larger the white flower
accessions especially than commercial variety. We inferred that might be the result of
open-pollination propagate habit of yellow Chinese kale accessions. After we realized
the genetic similarity and structure among Chinese kale accessions, we could use

resources and execute breeding procedure efficiently.

keywords : Brassica oleracea L. var. alboglabra, genetic structure, SSR marker,
genetic diversity, clustering analysis, principle coordinate analysis
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A R TR ERE3024004 > KETRAF D FLIRTEE G T
d LudAFd o TEHLZ1II 204K (Fem 0 2011 5 Dixon, 2007, Okuda
etal., 1996.) -

LR FRE AR E Y AL EF R B RT 5 2w #r(Wales)
%3 % (Song etal. 1990 ; Babula et al. 2007) o (e 3R 4«4 F4f (T4 5 F e+ £ 4
BB A Y e @i ¥ ATt s L F LI AR T AR o IR (R L 2
RF e dg ke e MR 7% 33 A3F % 5% B:( Dixon, 2007) e & & P w0 k2 & P9 g e00¥
2Ale ARG P A FHE P A5 A 82 3] 2 Brassica oleracea L. 3
HLge ek s Hgy F R SR 2 4514 4p 1220 Brassica cretica subsp. nivea. > i -
BREFEe > 2 2 BHF a3 2 (74 (Prakashetal., 2011)» # E» ¥ i &2
H 5 MRBE % (Dixon, 2007) - @ e {5 & 114 & R 7 13~ 14 &
Geng s AP Y o RS REAH T £ 10941098 £ 7 2 (&
BEER) FY BT TR EwEAY %27 F8,(5%52009) ¥ ¢ e
B &S FIFRAE (F02007)0 12 &< fle fF° 5 2 > & ‘Mugnoli’

(Brassica olearace L.) ( Laghetti etal., 2005) 2. = & ¢t 4| &2 5 E4p iz o J2RI K EF



REP R RRRA TR AL AR S MBI AR R R s B DR
BE B E i R AP Re 2 (36 0 2009 5 Dixon, 2007 ; Zhang and‘Zr;jj_lﬁhg,
2014) » e By Wy p &~ %% L% 37 (Okudaand Fujir_ne,glééﬁ);f
I REAP AR BRZ MY

NEREE U Ea 2 AR - s A0 AR - i TER
HEFEF 2L - BRAE V- BRI A EZ D Ff2 V- B BTt
% Brassica alboglabra - £ 4 12 %3F $ 57 3 —"Ff & w g A5 i (Bailey, 1922, %
A& and B R EL, 1998) ~ je A Aedd (% % > 2010 Fl R 0 1998) 44 MR
# (282 %> 1987) o & 475 ($15% > 1998 ; Simonsen and Heneen, 1995) %
v R & prsast B Ok (polymerase chain reaction ; PCR) & 4 5 2 # 2. DNA » + &
% (lzzah et al., 2013 ; Lazaro and Aguinagalde, 1996 ; Mei et al., 2010 ; Song et al.,
1990) 3¢ 2w 2 AR EFRAERH Y FHESF2ZRABEIHRRFT > £
L EAFERATEAN 2R B R R (2> 1997; Okuda et al., 1996; Zhang et
al., 2014 ) -

(=)~ #£11 PCR (polymerase chain reaction) 24 £ & % A# 2 A~ 3
Bailey (1922) B & ${H Fie(7A2 7 » BHFE LR L ehd 8 F
Hebpt ¢ o d 2 - g PFPE - BUHEREL SRR - #2248
oA RNERG- B4 - Snogerup (1980) » B A A EFT R A T

Brassica cretica ssp. nivear 3% = H & 5 7 I3t 4 472 4~ f4( Babula et al., 2007 ) -

ST FERH R Y EHTR 2 F AL (B S
2010 ; %1% »1998) ¥ e W A AT EJIA L FofEF 0 U E FpfdF ¥ OE )

Ry sEod MRS ELH X %8 (% %5 2010)-
1 ¢ % (1987) v C-banding it e 2 ok F2 4 ¢ el 3
FER-Ra LFEREL %48 - @ Simonsen £ Heneen (1995) 17 & fr 7

£ HppF2 ok TR R A (starch gel electrophoresis ) i 4 % % ¥+ 48 B 7 21k



PEMRE OHENLEFAEIF L RERREEFLAT AP N2 pede b
Brhu ind EHE S & 42 %1k £ ( White cabbage )42 + 4 E( BrUsseIé—sprduts) .
¥+ ¥ (Savoycabbage) ~ =% (Cauliflower) % F =% (Broccoll*) ;,%Ll;
A RERT O TESY PHRAZLRBRART A 21T - Flion (1998) 444t
FEBRE R R AR E P ALY ERAREL YA AT 2 Yy il
F -5 RERe R TR W AR 48 % 4 (SDS Polyacrylamide Gel
Electrophoresis » SDS-PAGE ) 2. % %&£ 73t - " E% v B H s 4 FHits
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TEREI O REANELRER - fE a2y P $8-
(=) MPCRAY : AR#2 A EF Y

g2 475 Songetal. (1988b) 12 13 B imre % A Flledr 42 4 46
LglpF = A58 21 fE e & > 1 * RFLP (restriction fragment length polymorphism ;
U P B E R SANE) A RERTE RPN » AL & £33 5 f4(B. rapa,
B.oleracea, B. nigra, B. napus, B. juncea # B.carinata) ~ # = 3% £ 444 (B.
adpressa~B. fruticulosa % B. tournefortii )~ #& 3 ( Raphanus sativus ) 2 ¥ % ( Sinapis
arrensis) i {7 4 ug 0 H % L4 x4 (B.rapa) % H £ ¥4 (B.oleracea) ¥
R EReair A RRENI A g FHESFAE R L OHA I W FERS
fAoz fefI* 39 BIFL B UFIpr2 & > 8- HIF3 10 B 47 (B.rapa) %
94 Fagits (B.oleracea) &2 13 B L 7 4 154 ¢ W2 T4 T EFfd - 112
6 BHB TS 2 A5 %o B 5 TR PRBZHYEFESF R T E FAE

LI TR BN FEATA R E ¢%&%@1 BV GRS ¥ R
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Portugese tree kale & f& » g3k~ wmEF ~ 7 - 2 H o 22 ka3

bz B oebie AR & - 4 (Songetal., 1990) -
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7.6 54 £ ;4 & «H RAPD (random amplified polymorphism DNA : é,i%“‘a 72\
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AL DNA) & F R ¥t L O 4 M2 2B F L RhiEFEF Mf:?x/\“f

&% @xga@mﬁfﬁ#§ﬁwﬁ$%%n@§§%ﬁ%b$i%ﬁﬁ:
THE RH TG LEHEEFARE FH NEAEP I ERE RN FHE

P#EE - A2 @ 5 AL B hilarionis Post.3 & » 2 {2 1{ &2 5 & B. cretica 2 i;
BT o2 E Fiar B2 ¢ (Lazaroetal, 1996) - i & Meietal. (2010)
1% AFLP (amplified fragment length polymorphism ; 3 7 5 & & & % A1) »

5% [ 5 £45 5 7| (simple sequence repeat, SSR) 4 + &2 =3 F » K
B2 A 22 B. hilarionis » » ¥ > e fpfH # B4 £ fied a5 0 22 B.cretica §
P T2 Mk o fNei’s i BpEZr 3 04 > 2 =t % B. hilarionis - iz B & % ~
PR H s BTy X ¥R 2 B.cretica ¥ it & BRI | iz ( Dixon, 2007 ) -

%Y ESSRAFHBER* A HEHITF2ZARh Az @R
BRFAFLS% > RESTES § 7% 7 T2 MR & (lzzahetal. 2013 ; Song
etal.,, 1988a) > ¥ I i Structure #4847 148 B SSR ~» + #3842 91 4 T p
Efit A2 niEd o BHSEA R E RN ELTmES » Ik # f (1zzah et
al, 2013)c & #ERF 5 oy EA ~ - ¥ > 223 RFLP 2 RAPD 4 3
k2 47 % % 4p v (Lazaroetal., 1996 ; Songetal., 1990) - d }* & FH I+ v

A

RERFUHEREFLFAATARRMY G » T 2Bk g £ FEF 2 O

e

2ERDREPOLREY EFE A A ko LT RN Ry FATE

R

» £2 B.cretica ssp. nivea £ AR Tk v Y FRES 2 FET 0 Fl v

o Eap %4 -
G) "EREP2ABREAR
AR EEEHMNPM AT > A2 & 0 Okuda #7 Fujime (1996) #-18
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BB TR ERHBED G BB R TE T SRR TR PR
R L R R R e LR It

viEE PP EHEL SR AARET AR L EF T RS ER LY@

FIEY EAEEF 255 100% 0 PRS- Ry R A BT A K
WA Kg A k48 (species) hd B4 3248 (cultivars) s 6 R FlAR$YF T A F

SEM (%% 52010 Rl p > 1997) .
HErg ¢ & RAPD & SRAP (sequence related amplified polymorphism )
A RRGEPEL TR PRI 2 % % > & I * Jarccard’s similarity coefficients fiz & % “c
#L2E 2 (UPGMA) 2 F7EE 247 » 1721 Bd TV EEETFE Y &
( Asian vegetable research and development center, AVRDC ) #74% ik2. & & 48
(accession ) R i>fE i 2 #7-F » ¥ (Zhangetal,2014) & fr F 2 4p i &
% 0.42-0.72 - @ Celuciaetal. % ~ (2009) # f1* SSR & + {354 28 B # F#d
Ja (accession) % # %3k v FHREFE Rz 4470 8RS F k2 F Al
FT7108% > o AR R BB R R RV X0 FHEEH RS
ZHF R ERR TR B R R RS F AR TAYF S R
PR AE KRR e R o
ERTESR2 BARS
FHORES IS PR REA A T @ RPN KRR A

Y RARE G A CRENRBEAd A 0 (F > 2005; FE 0 2011) 0
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L iF» 129 B RAPD 4 &+ #35% 33 i ISSR (inter-simple sequence. repisat') /\
Wb W2 44 B 48R (accession) TR R 4T o F B %;é_)iz v 12 f%
B DNARE G- BREEFHH I LAITE AL 2 05F > T f1* - RAPD » +

L k2 Jaccard 4p v 2 #c />t 0.51-0.96> T ¥4 0.74> 7 ISSR 4 + %352 Jaccard
Ap i g 43S 0.57-0.96 0 T35 5 0.720 & fE A F R % A o R ILIAAE
BfEAF RGBT L AESF AREILAHFEI RS FRLALEPRET 0
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AR G AR R L3 TSt {0 (Rahmanetal, 2011) ¢
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ktiz 2 Fopfd ¥ B2 A 4ol @5 A R (Christensen etal., 2011) < 5 f8%
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RANOL(OMM) Frspdrw? »4er 21 3MLEM KIS E AL F o
BEAr BNRE2BCE2H2L ALY BFRY > FH36 ) FERRLER
BERAE 103 & 4 7 30 p A - AT BVB Substrate® 7A 4 FE A
128 <&" > AIHBEFRREBRENFT > ERG3F)5mme =S40
BRI RRPAF LBk BN H IR TRET Y o HAEL S T ERFE
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SRMEEH 5 2 (SR R E - R By RS 21 X EAE 34
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&R AR
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DNA %22 ;2 Lietal. (1995) 2z 3 j24cigezi@ % o« Y E% g EAE 2
F3RPEE-HBAUTEREYGHAYLEM? T i » 1.5mL 2 P 4
¥R 2~ Lfedwsk 0 £ 4~ 700 uL DNA % B (100 mM Tris-HCI, pH 8.0 ;
50 mM EDTA, pH 8.0 ; 500 mM NaCl ; 1.25% SDS) » 12 TissueLyser™ ( Qiagen,
German) X T EXRFMF+ 430~ RT L A& Pdf mE Yoy &
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accession i a ’ population
No. accession name sources location of SOUI’C?S ; structure
1 FEFEA Bxfawiiiry aa  Fad \I _ \Jop
2 7 R AR Eofi+ 7 B @ =
3 FFEWEB LRERE:! BT Oop
4 =R EC BExp g Rt T AR R oP
5 % =" ED Fera g4 A0 B FratH MR R OP
6 TR EE Exp g AT P BHE R OP
7 w A EF Eap g Frat R R OoP
8 TEAEG WERTEES ¥R OP
9 R CIN o FREAfES T R oP
10 %A EH ATR AR il A oP
11 S ol HEHF (7 AP RTE R oP
12 FRE AR TR Fra D ATEE W OP
13 FENE] H R B R oP
14 B e RE KAcfh+ b #i ATA D A opP
15 FEREK Kirfs+ L &7 ATA D AR OP
16 FTEAEL FrEr pEH AP RTE R oP
17 FERFEM BRBY RGP AP ZER OP
18 oo K E BRBYRFF AP AP ZER -
19 N o P T L0 YR oP
20 ¥ AEN Py i s OoP
21 R BAE g s Fas Fi
22 TR EO SRR RES Z PRk a BT 4L OP
23 EE Bafw s Aneg 3 OoP
24 ‘i’ (Oros) Lion Seeds Co., Ltd. q‘x 2 -
25 2y AR R B p A Fi
26 TEO(FEFE BAfiuikizt A Fad F,

A E LR LEF AR - BE S ART A SRERL Y B U pA

HEEGH COP S BB R L HAEEE PR - SRR S - B ARERE-

12



HFA o E.F‘«E;E"—%é B g Hro g B 65°Cokip 30 A4l & 1004 s Rfir e
oo g P2 FPRiE ko3 o Rip S 270 uLSM fiF L de (potassmm,acetate |
KOAC) #¢ » Bt # ] » ¥ dmdeil £ 355 15 B30k 0 20 A 42 15 A7) 4,t %5000,
rpm &g 15 448 Pl iR 3R F R o 2 AT 1.5 mL ik é&ﬁufg“ 2
700 pL 2 5 fR(isopropanol )» #-g. 5 F T pE el 1 593 8 £ o £ =0 2 15000 rpm
B 10 A& o DNA RS » 205 2 R R b iR > e » 1mb @ sk 70%
FpE R o Bois e 12000 rpm g 10 A4 0 4 0f G UEH L b R IR R

h iz Fra>3 “,f JEPE £8 0 e~ 100 pL TE % 7 (10 mM Tris-HCI, pH8.0; 1 mM

EDTA, pH8.0) ¥ i3 DNA » i&c3+-20C ik 4 % * o

= ERIERBE

TudE2l X1 AFI03 £ 5P 21 p 25 B A EMAR L TR F
FRERAFAMAAHED E (YL20mY) w73 (57 14p ) v R * A
W GARE M A B ARA H A (25-25-15) 150 2 T ~ ABE M s G 5w TE
(5-3-2) 10 7 %2 £ he45 £ 555 (16-8-12) 2 207 o v BBk = 285K
VoA BREFZEAHFCFEHF I RTA L c TR E YT K0 F - X e
59 26p** fegg b 5528072 5 (449 (0-0-60) 035 27 o % = i
fexr 68 3Pt FAwggplw 18 (20-5-5) 1 7% F 4903527 - F ==X
60 16 p 0 Wk SiE (46-0-0) 0.6 27 e

REHEMREB AN -7 A EFOBAEP L E S ZH B (Chlorophyll
Meter SPAD-502, Minolta, Japan ) ~ k% ~ Etg~E 2~ E L - EfmEZ E 557
B Vhesrp B2 REEAZ IALRTH s AT LT

s

TR FRETE R
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r ~ SSR & F14 & 45
PAFEIFEAEAZIEIRHE - IFEAEB - =R EC %,.2%{/
FEfE e FENZ 6 BAREFEAE AR L Afhfi R > & i@%ﬁ/%’«ébﬁ#)“ ,
EA4ABRA & 24 B R DNARF A F Rk &E - 5% PCR AR LM
10 Ly & &% 7% & 7 40 ng 22 DNA~0.2 uM 2_ 513 ~5 uL 2. Tag DNA Polymerase
Master Mix RED ( Ampligon, Denmark ) % 1.4 uL 2. = =t z45-k (ddH20) - & * %
fi3 78 ik (Sensoquest, German) & {7~ fis > PCR#253% 2. 94C 5 3 445> - B
TP 94C % 304 »55C 5304 »72C% 40#) » %27 35 Bk 72C 5 3
Ao - BUER F BB SRR 200 %) - =2 DNA ¥ KB 72 A 4 1Y
2.0%:x 5 % & (Agarose gel) 7 /& 220 K4F ~ &7 17 2 45 KT 58 % o pHiE 29
B R4l 5 DNA # B B %4142 SSR A F ik o A A5 Eish s
Multiplex-Ready PCR (Hayden et al., 2008 ) s/ % 7 % |97 4 'ﬂﬁ'];‘ﬁ MmoA R
Bt rFEski* 203 SSRAFHFERIRBER2Z 47 B M4 BArF+ik
LW AFLTREE 4ok - B 6B (CHTRE) A3 5h (B2
A RE (A% 4520130 )
2. SSR &= + &R * *t il B B R A 47 > SSR & F R84 Fl1Al 4 47
#* 12 :xp Haydenetal (2008) Multiplex-Ready PCR z_3%k _» L {38 {73 FFE
2. PCR a7 > 5 - FFEPCRF RZ Pz AR EH A5 - M2 513 (locus
specific primer) L& % - DNA X M B A » 2 SR FH - PR PCRF &0 £
W ks * 313 (dye-labelled tagF +tagR ) &k & >t % — FF £ R/ 2
PEEHH T REF G F k> R 2 B AFANETZ 0K o AEREE
P2 F kLI E R F R X e s o 44 Multiplex-ready PCR & i 44,48
# 5 10puL > F 3% ¢ 7z 40ng 22 DNA ~ 1 uL 10X ImmoBuffer (Bioline, UK)
(16 mM (NH,4).SO, 0.01% Tween-20, 100 mM Tris-HCI, pH8.3 ) ~ 0.2 mM dNTP -~

2 MM MgCl,~0.04 uM 2_ 2 4% 5. 5 & — 313 ~0.08 uM & k4822 1 * 315

14



%= ~20 T %3 SSR A F FEAETH

Motif of

Marker Chromo tandem Forward primer Reverse primer Refejrence

-some size
repeats L

BnGMS160 4 (GAAA)7 TTTCCGAAACTTGTCGTTAT CGCTGTAAG CATTGTTG?’AA 386°
BnGMS543 7 (AG)9 TCGAAATCTACGGTTTGACT ATTATGCTTGTCGTCGACTIP 263°
BoGMS486 2 (ATT)16 AAGGAGGAACCAAATGCC TGATAATGCCACTGATAGGAC 197°
fito316 5 (TGATG)3 ACGGATAAAGGAGGAGAAGA CTGGTTAGTTAGCGTTGAGAA 216°
BnGMS539 5 (AT)9 CATCACTCAATCCAAGACCT AGAACCTGAAACAAACGATG 1772
BnEMS1119 2 (TGA)6 ACTGGAGTTTCAATTGGATG CATCATCTTCAGCACTAGCA 209°
BnGMS634 5 (AG)9 CAATTTGGGACTGAAGAAAT CGCATTCTTCAAACAAACTC 3172
BnGMS98 9 (AT)8 CCACTAGTTTACATCCTGGC ATGACCTAAGCATGTGGTCT 193°
BoGMS1166 8 (GAA)9 TAATGGAAACGCACCAAG AAACAATCTTAGCAGAGGAGG 199°
BoGMS561 1 (CAT)14 CAAAGACTAAACCAGACCAAG ATAGGCAAGGTGAGAAGAAAG 153°
OI13-E08 f di GA/ICT TTCGCAACTCCTCCTAGAATC AAGGTCTCACCACCGGAGTC 171¢
BoGMS1382 9 (AAG)9 CTTCCTGCGTCACTTTACC AGGCTGTCTCCTCACCCA 133°
BnEMS954 3 (GAA)6 CCTGATCGTGCTCTACTACC AAGGACAAGAGACCAAACAA 233°
fito472 7 (AAAAT)2 CGTCTTTGACCTTTCTATCTG TGCCCTTGTTTCTTTCTTT 362°
CHT_ 11 - (ATT)n  TGTAAACACTTTCTCTTTGCC TTAGGAGAAGTGTGTGACCC 241°
CHT_20 3 (CTC)n  ACAAATCTTGGTTTTGAAGC CAAGACATGAGAAACACGC 186°
CHT_22 - (CTT)n CTGTCTCAAATAAACTCCGC AGATGTGGTTTTCAGTGAGG 219°¢
CHT_46 - (TTC)n ACTTATTTACTATCCGCGCC TCTTCTTCACCATGAACTCG 257°¢
CHT_50 - (GA)n GTTGTTGGTAGCGTAAAACC AAGCTCTCATTGAATCATGG 190°
CHT_28 - (TC)n ACATCCACTGTTTTCTTTGC TTCGATTTGTTTAATCAGGG 169°

& Cheng et al., 2009.

® Fanetal., 2010.

¢ Iniguez-Luy et al.2008.
4 _owe et al., 2004.
&% % 52013

f L > > >, 3 s 3
AFERGEA A S Wiy o

15



0.025 U 2. IMMOLASE ™ DNA Polymerase (Bioline, UK) % 2 uL /- % 7%k
(ddH20) - ¢ * % p& 3 78 ik ( Dual Flat Block GeneAmp® PCR System'97OQ,;.,,—L#_J§A)
{7 F s » PCR #25% % i%cilo&t’—@%%’%—rﬁx%tﬁgﬂﬂ’
63C % 9045 » 72C 3% 604 » #2720 B %% 5 % = FF 92°C 5 1545 54C
» 304 72C5 604 » 2321740 BFR 5 515 72C 5 30 ~ 48> - B HRIE
BREDI8CI & o
d 3Ly RAZ 374 T 1-2bpy 7 { AT $s A F13](Wang et al.,

2009) > Fpt ~iE 2 29 3 SSR A F HRisd * L mE RN REF AT o B
Multiplex-ready PCR & - 43 22 A 7 40 * cnid * (43513 ¥ k2 2 > 1 FH L
WHIR LAY o ARBUA Y B F AR ZASRE S F i 3:3:4:
621 bR g o A BHRAERLEPA ST (L) 11 ABI3730 DNAanalyzer
L g Rk s g ABI GeneScanTM -600 LIZTM Size Standard ( Applied
Biosystems USA) #B A ¥ kg o o B’T;T SR EW 2 FRE T
GeneMapper® Ao A B * - e de DNA BB+ o] 2 k4R 2. (GeneScan™
600 LIZ® dye Size Standard ; 20 — 600 bp) £ 4 &I PFi& 17 m § T > R 5

2.3 ok R EREL T IR 2 R FOR S AR & DNA B BA FIA X AR - R

o DNA 3 grgz Hob 418 5 2 pt @ 4k & DNA 2 2L 74 -

TR 4
(-) Rz PRt

BBHERRL THBRALTH A BRI = L4 L H235E - {I* A

® % # %8 [R] ver 3.1.1( R Development Core Team, 2008 )& 7 % = 4 #7( ANOVA )>

FELME R G B F L B 14 (p<0.05)- £ i& {7 Fisher’s least significant difference

test (LSDtest) e ¥ # » & f % HHM[R]? - #7570 BHEREFS 5 5 Wich B

ME R HART 2 g A 4p M Tk dic(Pearson's correlation coefficient) 22 &g ¥ 1445 -

16



E UK = apriE 7 4 = 4 4 37 (principle component analysis, PCA )e i:i&: A4

BB PR RTINS B R R R & (R £
| == |
1

11

B4 BRI TR R

A BB s A

*‘mﬁ

&
1IR3
F_L
ol
T

o
0
Il

= o Rkl ekl

4
Rt
8
R
Pe)
=i

i#@”ﬂﬁ?ﬁﬂﬁ%@&*%ﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁi

>

-5 W e RERE

ek

I

RS S LSk

() FIHBRAH

R BREaRGHY A BA e TEF AR (richness) ©353 &
(evenness) ehfg it o #r3f ¥ g RAp%HEM L LR B HA AT 5 F o
MBI REE R AT MG iR e X B aA] (e B AT GuE R
AN A HRARPRATRA ] FHAFRE KA AR
( Brown, 2008 ) -

TR B> F IS 2EFIE 4 > A% 1% PowerMarker ver.
3.25 ##8 (Liu, 2005) #-% f8 R SSR & F fhihz A F A FREF A 47 A F
MR R A SHcd T 0% A Fl#c P (mean allele per locus ) ~ 2 & %18 2
#1472 & (major allele frequency )~ % 4143 4, 2 € (polymorphic information content,
PIC)> ¥ did & RHH 2 b AFIAS 0 H AT R R Z BRFEFEL I 4
BeFstietF L fARE R REIOIRZIFH a0 FRRAFIAREATEY B* 2

B B WEE4E2 G B > &2 548 PowerMarker ver. 3.25 3+ ¥ w L iEdE (de

:\/Z’iﬁl "Li(pi — qip)? ) £ #3 5 modfied Roger’s distance, dy =

\/%\/Zﬁl 1L (pi; — qi)? ) (Wrights, 1978) 15 » ¥ 2% @ iEdg o ¥ 41 * modfied
Roger’s distance # %t 2 % i #8[R] ver 3.1.1 (R Development Core Team, 2008 )

74 g4 47 ( principle coordinate analysis, PCOA ) » #-] ffi* & 4 Jn fF 2
SRR e NN R I A MBAFIEY > H I BAFIEEF niBEE AT H

BB AT A SRS N Ep R g e

17



2 ¢ g 7 £ (polymorphic information content, PIC )

PUA RS R S i A TIHCD 2 B AT 5 &@:*fﬁ%%i
iy

!,
ik 5 AIBATR o & oF pl2 0 A FIHAR 5 2 $ iy A T R AR B g A
MELEZEEARR -PIC>05pF > 2+ #3825 3 & 741445 05>PIC>025 5 ¢
B %Al A TR PIC<K0.25 5 M A % 4|1+ 4A F 5 (Botstein et al., 1980) o

H o

\ ¥

.
=

Ed)

n—-1

M

n n
1>1c=1—<zpl2 Z 2p? p?
i=1 i1

BN G E nHE AT AR R R TR P s 8 R TR -

[y

i=

A st £ & (genetic diversity)

VR SHPIEYE AT AR G EREN B S L 2 i) (expected
heterozygosity ) » FiEHS R R PA BEHB AT A FARRZPF T E
FBREXFEFAEIR AN FTELZERFSF 2R F ZF B2
EHE o TP EEN D= 1-Y0 p? (Weir, 1996) 3-8 » ¢ n 2 B - AT A2

wHin A FIH psEATIEL B A AT S

i g4 # (principle coordinate analysis, PCoA )

JBRPEL L LIS SR STAPHIERM Gom R T o A MBE DT FY 2

o

i

>

b

=
:

AEHERBEOM G o BBRET L5 B AT AR E A

\‘:11

EAFEBHY BE R P AR KT I S B o SL10 - A = AR

b

B T BEREFE A RLSS RS- 2 5 oo RRREEEFZ <
= % = gh (Gower, 1966 ) - d *t i $h & A 5 R 7 FARREY2 L E S
LA AiEZ ¥ Modified Roger’s distance i {73 BB A 4518 5 ¥ 1 4%
3+ 2 & t[R] ver. 3.1.1 (R Development Core Team, 2008 ) g #l & f& /i = 3 &

2 HTF A o
18



# £ 4 #7 (clustering analysis)

12 Modified Roger’s distance, dy = \/ZI”IZ 21(pij — qi5)? (anﬁ?s
1978) % & #& i A i} @ ped 7 %~ NTSYS 2.0 £ %4048 (Rohlf, 1998) {ge0 l{E"
Clustering/SHAN :£ 78 » :& {7 # 4c 8T 35 € ;% (Unweighted Pair Group Method with
Arithmetic Mean, UPGMA ) (Sneath and Sokal, 1973 ) /% & % 5§ @A G ATH] o 7 4c
T 39¢ 2 (UPGMA) A~ 5 4LF — 4% 527 root 2 BEEEAR I 2 124 7 » 1% &
RAp iRl i Bppdpaerd » e ¥ B GETS RS eS8 £33
PriaduRERL BRGNS ATEL S f - SokE Y B BT n e

£ F BIETHTE RS AEE 0 DE UL RSB (rooted tree) o

#3541 45 g (Fst)

ARF AR ERH AR ATHEF AR SR EEF B 2 Jpik e 1Y
EHEHEWY G NBREE P E QAR FIBREEY F- AT R AR R
BAFIZAR o P HAFIETIOE X RH 2 AR AR AFIR L LA S Hpo
BBR = EFE PN &4 8 T = (Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium) = » 2 =t %3 - ¥

2R RHBRATIRSERERDP Y B2 T0L Hy d REHEW2 - H2EF RAHEE

AFREL2 R E L Hr» 2 2382w 5 (Hamilton, 2009 ) :

i . 1 . —
H==-Y_H  Hs= ;Z?=1 2piq; ;> Hr =2pq

HYH L% 0B %2 Fpipl2 &% & F (observed heterozygosity )» @ p% g4

B AEA TR Y o HRHORHEY LR AR AW B A TR Z TV T4 2

SEES S

Fis =250 LACREAR R AT S FH Y BT (H) 23 RRA
B (H) 2Z3 8K > FAT%EN LD QG L& A75%

HRITRIE P RFT

19



Hr—Hj
Ht

SRR R B ATIR L S Y B2 Tin (H) & ksl

i
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;‘ .-f;%

- FERER TR A 4 I 7
o FRd&Y > LERHESZHE KF B ﬁ%“%ﬁ?‘

Pl E -2 R AE RS T E oA - T AR T A F A ACE -
Prim oo FHE W EE A E L 7063 B B 5 24000 Tia% 51260 thB 2 Bt
B% & EA B 4950cm % 245cm: L 35E 5 35.32cm-e B tgr2 79.33¢cm &
B4 i > 33.50cm 5 &) B Tis5 56.82 0 ¥ ¢ 13.647 mm i £+ & - 38.043
Sho o T35 22560mm e 7 Bk BB R EE L S 5 1132 H =
SPAD & » Bim LA B S AAT e T b AEWE TS 2 At At L i g
T hECARIERAAFDFEGTS S AR GBI EAcB S om0 S PR R

2 AR ES dootf 0 SPAD A BB HRE 2 E S A B2 AP A E R F <02 0

=f

Hiwd B MR GR2ZApMMEFREF <30 mipk Gz B ELR > Bigy
FERFEHX 5088 Hx s ELE2ERTRFS080 ¥ i RM A EZZFE
BB 2 AP GBS E 00755 ) L MEMM Y FHEF B E
EXETEY REAM -

TRIERFRGEE IS (22) BB ERARATFYEREFALAE (p
<0001): 27 2 /R THEARDLAP T0E2 B | & F1Hp% (least

significant difference test, LSD test) 2. 2 %3t ¥t & = o A 30§ “h R btk

<l

2R BB CRERR S R EEETE B A R R ERRE L
Mmoo TR A A SPAD 2 BiE s /R < om AT se2 BB kR (0
o) I ERESS N ERERE > T3 06749  FHRETZ AT ER

ETi0% 06580 @ F A EE LddE o $0274g0 @ B T ki 4 R A

RN ALY o B RN &65%'/*‘5 R4S T-AEC-FRT.
FERAEF-RAARALORFAEH-ARUSFAEI- BRI FFAEK- A&

RI6EFEFELE AR 2L 6 FFOLTBBRT 756 A EME - 7
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BEE RN MR AP 0% K AR 12F R E R 1450 2 B

BR 185 FE R 190 ¥ 2T FE iR 23822 B 26 L0
[ ==
| r‘[ }:

B s ELER ) ii 5 ||

Bsr = R PR G BER L T

BRIG ZBFHEREL AN - RFFE SR T o Fo AR

S U] R 2 T S S

(PCLl) 1R B 2 12184 12 54.95% > % - 2 &4 (PC2) ¥l d fzd 4

£ 16.63% > R jaf4 L T158% - @z A A A AHE (Flw) 2 ¥z
Tk fAM 4 5 85180 ¥ - A A 8B -

FEZ LSz B k2 4pBE 28 wB3iE 0924090 2 0.88- %

(PC3) % B 2 j2#+4 & 13.60%

e I oM

SPAD z_ 4p B T #icid 0.75 3 3% B > B2 % = A S A 4B RlE B 2 PR E

BoA EARMALAE 5 0630 s A FALYY BT ZHEBRA TR R
o hab- A3 2 39 R FHRFRPELEICBERAF AR @ &=
o

Az ed FREBRLSFTRTFAREY 0 T R 205 9 FEN

FRHEHAGHERT 2B rr7? v fiRAESZ 1S

Aiﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ

23 EE LAGERIRPELIECACHERTLERDEZ A FFA
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25 1

Frequency
&

=
o
1

30

Frequency

30 1

25 A

20

Frequency
&

10

28 1
26 -

1 ©) |||‘||
- 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

24
22
20
18
16
14
12

Frequency

o N A O ©

SPAD

mean=51.26, SD=10.78

5 |
0 J
25 35 45 55 65 75

mean=56.82, SD=11.32

plant width (cm)

Leaf length (cm)

Leaf petiole (cm)

=1 (C)
20 A
15 4
10 4
|
. 30 40 50 60 70 80

mean=25.57, SD=5.84

(E)
- 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

mean=8.18, SD=2.10

25
1 mean=35.32, SD=6.18

)
i
plant hight (cm)
35 -
mean=38.043, SD=4.841
)
s
40
stem thickness (mm)
%0 mean=21.47, SD=4.38
I
i
Leaf width (cm)
Fl- 26 BNEBRZ 7TBIRTRLS
(A) SPAD ~(B) th® ~(C) Bt~ (D) Z/ ~(E)
L ~(F) £% -(G) £49 K - 2 ¥ Frequency 3 75
o] T bW T30 E O L 2 e
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25 35 45 15 25 35 15 25
[ [ L1 1 4 <R
=
sppo | | -0.075 | | -0.44 || 0.084 || -051 || -0.56 .|| @28 -
p= 0.52 p=<0.01 p= 0.47 p=<0.01| |p=<0.01 nF AO18 W i
| [0
o | 0%° °
< Qb o
0l B || preign || 050 0.38 0.36 0.32 0.44
i % 20 p=<0.01| |p=<0.01| | p=<0.01| [p=<0.01]| | p=<0.01
Q1-° w8
O O% % 8
0, 8 ® © L
o oo 8¢
B % | | i 0.4(1)20l o.%s01 o.z)401 0'%701: 2
o = <0. = <0. = <0. = <0.
gg;o? P P p p [ o
@ ogo ooo ° ooo 9
o] ge®o| | 0B 2 420 . 0.42 0.33 0.27
9 - oo K O o o% S.thickness
5 G %0 ?gg |6>° et @‘;S‘ﬁg e p=<0.01| |p=<0.01 p=0.019
© - o | [0 o P~
U o O [e) U ¢ O o
o8, | 220 30 Sme| | ooy C®
m%%ﬁ)i%%ﬁ g i8> ) Liength O?M Qﬁn_&
o 0, 0 %@bo YolR 3 00 9 p= <0. p= <0. -
% °? B a® ° - 9
-1 o° © o °o o
& —DO o Q?O%%ooo &C o‘;?sp O% o
) g%@o soo%e $ o | |8 L L.width 0.42
o o _
0 | o B o, | |s€w@ls «e’gg:, p=<0.01
0%0 ogo o oooo° o o(J ° wo - 9
oof%omgo o oooeo ) o o Oéfsq%o ° °§oo B
P ° ‘@o o o 8§§§o: o 00&% °§§86‘§:°° Petlength - o
) ) 8% 00,0 o8 Ho L
R BREE ] e R g%t .
I I T T 11 T T 11
30 50 70 40 60 80 4 8 12

W= ~7TRERBRAD F2ApM G2 5P W

He 540 % 2% R2 MKk > SPAD 2 #£% %3 & » P. height 2 +k% - P.width 3 & #§ » S.thickness 7 &/ >
L.length 5 & > L.width 5 £ %142 Pet.length 5 £4& - Bl® +F 57 FHEEFI AT HPM G F
e g% (p<005 &7 FHFAM Gdc? 2 0) 2 A9 GBcE > + 7 SR FTRB2Z 50F 5§ - 1pM &
#c0:m4phd s 4 28 001—-035: MR ApRE 5 4P R 28 0.36—0.67: ¢ R AphE ; 4pRE 28 0.68—0.99: § &
AR APRE adc 1l = >4p R (Taylor, 1990) -
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22T RIEKRZRI SR

plant i stem ) petiole
source of degree of _ plant width ) leaf length' leafawvidth
. SPAD height thickness length
variation freedom (cm) (cm) (Ct)
(cm) (mm) = (cm)

accession 24 329.90%%* §9.42%** 324.24%** 53 .640%** 89.41%** 457655 | 10.06***

residual 50 13.86 23.21 33.99 8.935 7.57 6.46 1.69

*F test 6 f L BB F £ B 0 p<0.001 -
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o |
A |
|
o
oo
2]
e23 ®2le 1 ®14
4 @19
3 @14 .2814
N 15 .82 ®1224 *24
O 10 @23 @9
a 15 -2 ®9
o | 3 16 B 5 e25
© 17 7 I e18 ®
22°1 “Te6l8, $7 ®19 25 18
16 ©1 17 @18
11 °11 4 ®5
6 10
16 6
2108
11 3
EY)
g -
e20 @20
@20
Q
3 -
T T T T T
-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0
PC1

W=z BB HFERLRL 2D AL AL L TH

T BEARTREFLIAN  FERER) R AE 0 B 2 T SRR ek - o H - b (X
) HEWMRR 224 2 5495% %o (Y i) SHEMERAGETS 21663% 54 2 Fdhranfn
ERAE FARPHERL LR FEAEA R FAEB 4 EC S R ED 6 R A EE 7!
FEAEF 8RR EG 0 R A EH Mg e EI 1B EI IR R EK
EREL 17T FEREM-20:F 79 REN-2: FEFEO0- LI 756 FHERAR > HHBEHRS
20 IR HA 0916 FTACKE 12 FHRE M4 FEACRE I8 R E 19:p¥2
B2 aE 21 ‘RE 23 A 24 ‘HLT 25 HE o
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PC3

-1.0

e ~5BHEFER2Z 3D FLLHE

-0.5

0.0

PC1

0.5

1.0

T R F R A FALAT A BRI R EE R B S 2 BT AR AL ek - o 5 - 3 (PCL) HEMEE

HEMY R B4 2 1663% 0 = b (PC3) S8 2 f4fF 4 i 13.60% - §

T‘-/\E_C 5: i*"i’;ﬁfD 6: FEAEE-T:FEREF-8: %
4 F e AEN 2:—1;*:*;;:

8: ‘Vi:\.; v;‘;.h’ ’19' pgﬁ2¥u,ﬂ, | ‘ 21:

e age g

“hREG1

‘ﬁ‘/‘i, y

0 :!i

23 :

27

3 o e

~hrEH11

,'.:‘ ¢ *%‘7]“ - ":’ ?:J/}—fié_}%( ﬁ-fﬁn%ﬁ,;‘}p@ = 2 *
T 24

55f5@%3iﬁf§ﬁ@’&%%%%

o g

FEAEL13:

o’ 525
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-~ BB RRELY
(-)~ SSRA {2 LR N
BAMG BN TR EEPBPEL B RWET PCR AN 2 ’Lﬁtg%;p?‘lq '
oo BREE Ao AT A e AoFlT 0 A 1875 BEMSIILO 7 40t 24 8
ALY 9F 3B R ERAF Trs T RENERR LG S A FRES
EREA2ZABBY (514 ) 29 25 BH 267 BB AT 51
B2 5 B4 (heterozygote) # 5 3 % 54 5 F 3.2 £ (homozygote ) »
FAMAIEBAF ERNEABRN LG A o d 204 3 {E35 BNEMS1119
FARHRBREE RPN BBE B RSB B RL R RS2 A
Ttk o Mt RRIEFEE e S Al s FRE2 FiE 0 64 B A F RIS HFE L ~
20 5 5 AL AT s ARSI AT Y B4 7 Multiplex
-ready PCR #F 29 1 7 4144 F i T3 - 55 wp RIAFESHB ATV &
Kb ET 20 BAFFHMAE L S AL L FHRIE (L2 ) B2 B

JR o £ 520 b BARZ B BB R AT
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A7 A
20bp

ladder

2000
iadder
500bp> 4™

Al

1 23 45 6 7 8 910 1112 13-141516 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24

— e ™ (R RSN Rl -, e
100bp=>

WI -SSR A3 3 BNEMS1119 » &% ** = B2 PCR & %% 2.0%% § 9%
B2 FARE

BB l-4: FEREA %58 BT ko %5912 F A E B %% 13-16 ¢
FREREC %y 1720 B & 2 852 K i o %% 21-24: &

s

o AEN-RY &z 2 &
+ % 20 bp DNA Ladder (20-500 bp) -
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20 B A st 2R BARMEH 2 % F B S 95.6% ~ BB 501009 T
299,006+ 20 4 FHRi% 80 BH WA - W22 v o T f
PRI A e i AT H A T 211 B 0§ A SRR R D *ﬁl&fﬁﬂﬁu 2.
4T @ R A TP 3 fﬁt—‘ﬁﬁxi » % fito316 & = rw\ﬂﬁu I;E:EJ
St A FHcp 2 CHT 11 # @R 11 B » T305 B A F B0 p2 15 A 7
i Al (B 2 2w )t o+ BB AFIM2Z AR 41037089 >
He 15 B~ F+ 5354218 05 A F|EL R & (expected heterozyosity ) 4 *+ 0.19—

0722 & » 5444 & (PIC) A4 018—0.68> PIC &+ 025: & &

4 S EFRPICEA> 02570527 24 ¢ EFaE PICHA*05>

\

£3 3R FNE (Bostein,1980)- # ¥ PIC<025> &5 “ & T2~ F{hik5

-

4 1 > ik 20 B A S fRss2 20% 0 PIC 7 0.25— 05"5""&‘.3“?3%;{1?{33 10 @ &

Rk 1 50% 0 PIC>05 24 A A FAETF 6 BA T Bk 30% (42 )
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Number of markers

| Willnnn s

9 10 11

Number of alleles per marker

W=~ 5 AR A TR P 332 SSR A F RikikE A F
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2w ~20BAIEER2ZHERE 2

Major Allele .
Marker No. of Alleles Gene Diversity P1C
Frquency =

BnGMS160 2 0.77 0.36 _0.253»
BnGMS543 4 0.76 0.39 0:36
BoGMS486 5 0.62 0.48 0.38
fito316 3 0.84 0.27 0.25
BnGMS539 2 0.86 0.25 0.22
BnEMS1119 4 0.51 0.60 0.53
BnGMS634 4 0.73 0.41 0.35
BnGMS98 3 0.37 0.66 0.59
BoGMS1166 4 0.58 0.56 0.49
BoGMS561 3 0.59 0.54 0.45
OI13-E08 6 0.42 0.72 0.68
BoGMS1382 2 0.88 0.21 0.18
BnEMS954 3 0.87 0.24 0.22
fito472 2 0.50 0.50 0.37
CHT_ 11 11 0.63 0.57 0.54
CHT_20 5 0.59 0.49 0.38
CHT_22 7 0.55 0.65 0.62
CHT_46 3 0.46 0.64 0.57
CHT_50 3 0.47 0.56 0.46
CHT_28 4 0.89 0.19 0.18
mean 4 0.64 0.46 0.41
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E)FERrp2EAGRER
26 FAA2ERMNEEEFERT I FER PN FHH 2 ﬁ%éw&\lbg_»f
SAREEY B2 i A T T 00 R $His A FIATA 2 T 05 Fut ﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬁff
T S e .
W&ﬁ$°¢%%§qﬁﬁﬂwﬁ\ﬁf*f%ﬁ%O%NTﬁJ BAER 0 1k
"

=

TaH2 154% ¢ AR A AT FIFESERY B 2 FE (F
TE T - R S 18 BRI 242 69.2%R AR M A 7 A
Flece 302 50B @ 3 ABRRSAETHF AT R EEH AR BHHAH 4
WA Tl 2r 50 B o ik 24 15.4% 0 E R TISE - A T2 BB A A
3 135—2952 FF > A EH $295 253, R E 2EMEL350F
sRENS TRE TR s RY 2 FE O (FREF)ESBAEART
FoH - JK IR 2§ A FlgciL 2

E-HFd RPN LA FEETIE B HBATHERZ THATEER R
BlfaRp 23R 3 A2 EH R 2T 7 LR T3 & B ATPER 13
0.48—0.88 > L3531 & i A FPER EAXF R AP 393 RAXM - H P 47 & 0.6

NTEaERT S RE A AR LB R R A P T R AR R

F

FERLFEY  AMFLFEAEMT048. a 4R <20 080 % 5 ‘K

FTEE)ABRBETRBY R SME o FE S AR H
088¢c A AF BB RS G A 43009043 HiciE4Ax X PR S & BT ABI2
W EARF - H? 2 020FF SBAR R EE 2 e h E AR
TAFE AR BB BRE - ARISTHE A L 20BFAERY LB R
B 034 LSBT AERR-ABR20F T TENIREHER
Rd o AFIMBER LA AR O BBREL 02204 i FRRAE > AR

PEGEEREAFSART EHEH AL RER T FER T E
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27 ~206BBRMZRERER Fi

. No. of mean of major : dimean-of gene

accession No. of alleles [ ni=

alleles/marker  allele frequency dlve’f§rty

s K E 27 1.35 0.79 SNDAE |
EO(FTEE) 27 1.35 0.88 0.09
= 29 1.45 0.81 0.14
‘wy 29 1.45 0.71 0.20
- = 38 1.90 0.73 0.20
T e AEN 39 1.95 0.74 0.22
EZRER N 81N 40 2.00 0.74 0.23
AR TS L o 40 2.00 0.7 0.25
TN EB 41 2.05 0.65 0.28
T=nED 41 2.05 0.63 0.31
TTEREF 42 2.10 0.65 0.30
TEAEA 43 2.15 0.71 0.25
TR EI 43 2.15 0.71 0.24
TTEREL 43 2.15 0.71 0.24
TinEC 44 2.20 0.67 0.25
TR EE 44 2.20 0.58 0.34
TN EO 44 2.20 0.65 0.29
IR RS o 45 2.25 0.61 0.32
iy 45 2.25 0.64 0.31
FEREG 46 2.30 0.66 0.28
FRE 46 2.30 0.62 0.33
UV N 46 2.30 0.66 0.29
FEREM 53 2.65 0.48 0.43
FEREK 54 2.70 0.49 0.43
TN E] 55 2.75 0.52 0.41
FTEREH 59 2.95 0.49 0.42
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(E) BRFROLE RS
R R g \

F1% L5 R 20 B A F Hih B R TR TR 7 BIEd B P
modified Roger’s distance (Wright, 1987 ) % 5 i @ et (£ = ) H (e A%
« %07 BERAARE 0 26 BAER il BEEAE A2 031279 2 F > 48R 25
‘qE T¥ E Fod BiEHERL 279 AR 27 REER
@19W%Z%%meﬁﬁﬁﬁé0ﬂ°%¢ﬁ%ﬁ&% R 4EETE

Cfifad @peds 1.80 fuf » # 6 fi R & § 1K 2 e « %0 200 «

=
£
‘5.
&
&
o
w
H
H
©
w
fmh
e
=
bt
N
£
8
N
—s‘:
¥
“
i
[7.
-
frmv
i
NS

TIRRA B R E 2eEeag TR ERREA A 035-1.98 &

Y A e
Eﬁ’#i“ A

—\

FlEaOz2z2s bt iE;

i B 1&4 ¥ (principle coordinate analysis, PCoA )

ot TP R BEEg o P HEFARESGT o Z BITE (B )
P Zh R AR S 1963% c R AT > FRE FE OPREH
NERRIEREPE A A ERRETR G EBREY 2 4% > g LV BA T <N
AR HRL AR B RS ERAEGI 202 -H o R EH
J K2 MpIHE DA FEARLA At TRz B2 ~ ‘ww
TE -~ FE - R 2 G eTE I RBERAE THERRY

BATRBITTER Vo R0 RENAETPARFR -
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£ 20 BAERF2E BEERg

ccession £ U7 RERERE AT Lo REOFREAE 7ORE GE AR REAE R EE AT LN ey

name rE AW RE AE WE AE FEF R ¥ NE <& WE RE RE &7 2%*g I - =2 f.f LA RE WE
A B C D E G F®¥E H | i J BRE K L M ¥  wE ¥EN Vo Wat A

FEAEA 0.00 =

EZREE S ST 143 0.00 H f

TEAEB 1.24 196 0.00 |

FEFEC 099 199 1.15 0.00

FEFED 1.40 206 146 1.28 0.00

FEFEE 112 161 110 096 124 0.00

T ENEF 105 179 145 1.06 1.08 093 0.00

FENEG 163 178 175 165 150 140 1.50 0.00

RN 154 147 144 151 138 132 142 146 0.0

FEANEH 146 172 132 120 163 112 134 145 158 0.00

FENEI 155 178 163 157 132 127 140 047 1.40 156 0.00

FRE 146 145 116 166 1.66 135 164 145 108 170 1.49 0.00

FERE] 139 176 117 125 136 106 119 133 150 069 123 150 0.00

SRCEUNS S 156 147 181 191 202 1.70 193 171 123 204 172 113 191 0.00

FEREK 147 180 129 125 1.40 119 118 137 150 070 140 153 041 199 0.00

FREANEL 155 121 149 184 195 174 194 179 139 163 194 103 174 167 1.66 0.00

FERAEM 142 185 120 1.20 139 117 125 133 156 070 133 158 036 202 043 177 0.00

s WE 163 193 145 1.84 193 163 201 221 168 201 205 125 191 183 1.89 143 190 0.00

pwoge TE 142 136 125 171 164 138 170 139 1.04 169 143 031 146 111 150 099 156 1.30 0.00

e FEN 1.90 163 199 236 196 205 210 162 140 236 175 118 227 156 223 151 224 177 127 0.00

=N 1.76 188 155 192 193 1.84 189 191 142 200 1.83 107 179 178 170 124 173 128 104 181 0.00

FEREO 164 185 173 152 150 137 141 043 150 148 035 155 134 179 138 198 135 220 149 177 1.96 0.00

=N 1.09 154 142 117 138 112 129 138 131 164 142 118 153 132 153 142 158 165 112 1.88 149 145 0.00

Oy 1.49 147 129 176 167 143 168 130 095 181 133 040 159 110 165 111 162 1.39 044 112 105 139 119 0.00

& 145 114 190 202 191 171 197 180 149 216 178 125 206 107 201 1.69 205 110 121 142 141 18 139 127 0.00

HE (FE¥) 213 252 230 180 214 226 239 220 234 222 222 234 222 247 231 226 220 233 224 262 270 212 201 224 279 0.00

® i} @ §ede 2 modified Roger’s distance % 7+
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HEL
12 NTSYS 2.0 % 2 #:48 (Rohlf, 1098) © 7 4 T 35 ¢ ;2 (UPGMA)ﬁ % B

R 2 @EEde B E 0 X RRG AR (B~ )26 BAER %P“ |

B LR EL GG ¢ LR i%ﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁiﬁﬁbm%ﬁémmoa

B BHET L 2BHEE (cluster)e #E Id B3BFIEAERBRE LBo 4

@‘ii’ﬁﬁ’ﬁ%HM%%?‘%i’ng@wfﬁ%
2

EF G AENZS o FEBREHARR A KRRS04

FEFEL-F70 FENZ ‘B2 S3GMRARTTS A%
llﬂ‘l 714;@(10 ?‘ 17,:;5 ,l_m‘}‘i% N # m’é’\m"”;ﬁ’iﬁl

CHEIANIBE IC-#E A EFERFEAREAEF #E1-B? 35
EREH K2 LEASER HEI-Co 3 FETEG 12 034k -
PR AL ZHEHE N H 1l BER TR RIRTP R A Gk 1.00 TARA S -
HELFRE - PE2REIAE2 S0 E3BBR O ETEEE AR

FRHE 2 % 400 58 1.00—1.80 FF o

R B %#A 1 33k (Fst)

B S AR E RS pdz BLF (& - ) Fstieim |22 0.05> % &P
B4 B Fst#c@ 40052 015 %> # %3 Fst#@ 40151 025>
FEHEHEME Y S E2d A Fst#ic® 2025 F A B4 i (Wright,1951) -
26 BRRFHEHEAS B0 0000792 F > R X EE e R HFE
FOFE 2B R ELFEAEIEMAF -AaaERFT 2E 5T 325

EoPst @] *0.05% 9 &bty g 277%; Fst &4 0052 015 % 3 &

-

it 0.92% > Fst & /1 0.15 1 0.25 31 = > ik 9.54% > ¥ 86.77%F i ¥ 5 B /&

BRAT D BIIRA WO TE Ee TEN. KR 2
g’ ES5BRRAEEFRARFYEF AL o Fst B30 0052 28" T
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G2 O2B%¥aP KL FEHAEFI-KE M2F gk

s FEREHBE SRR # R Fst @5 0.05—0.05 F o 7 F

=

FRE-PE2RITER S0 SERAFAPHLE
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g
Lh

cluster 1

cluster 11 IACEIZ

I T T T T I T T T T T T T T I T T T T I

I
0zl nsl 130 120 119

coefficient

M~ ~26BFEMERF A ETIHEZ (UPGMA) 7 B B4 HH
26 1 7 &48 /R 4 modified Roger’s distance Z & & A # 2 ¥ 7> Bl¥ Acc f& » #F R 45 (354 - ) 7 & & Cluster | 2 Cluster Il & 2 % - :f @ iEdt
1.00 ™ cluster | p & gz g A 21 30 # I-A, I-B 2 I-C > cluster Il p 3 PPz II-A - 3 2 Acc26 = 7 EiT G4 oy W% S /;H? 0
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- 26 BRERRE HFELS 4k (Fst) °

socesion £° %7 FE EE R EEEGE OF AT R HE OF GE AE AT Wonf GE
name nE RR O AE TE AE WE ANE AE e RAE OWE e RE cw WE ORE ORE oW 282 6w SN 5T WMELEL R
A B c D E F G #%E H | I R#E K L M E  FE EN Yel)
g iR 043 “ f;* |
FIEREB 0.32 0.49 |
FEREC 0.28 0.53 0.31 :
FERED 035 051 0.37 0.30
EEAEE 0.23 038 0.25 0.22 0.25
FEREF 021 046 034 021 021 0.17
EEAEG 045 046 044 044 036 0.29 0.36
sErengE 038 035 033 039 030 026 031 0.32
FEREH 032 037 025 024 033 0.19 026 031 0.29
FERE 046 049 044 045 034 028 036 0.04 0.34 0.35
FRE 036 036 0.25 0.40 037 026 039 032 019 031 0.35
FERE] 031 040 021 023 027 0.18 022 026 0.29 0.06 0.28 0.29
iEceigE 045 041 046 052 051 039 048 044 027 042 048 0.25 041
FEREK 030 038 0.23 022 026 0.18 0.20 0.27 0.26 0.05 0.29 0.27 0.01 0.39
FEAEL 043 037 039 050 047 041 049 047 033 034 051 021 038 045 0.35
FEREM 029 039 0.21 020 026 0.16 021 0.26 0.28 0.06 0.28 0.28 0.00 041 0.01 0.36
s 0.55 0.60 0.43 059 056 044 058 0.61 049 047 061 033 047 0.61 044 049 043
me2gzyEg 038 037 030 043 039 028 041 033 020 033 035 0.01 031 0.27 0.28 0.23 0.29 0.39
+#s "EN 053 048 053 060 050 048 0.53 046 035 049 050 0.31 049 043 046 046 0.46 0.58 0.35
4= 052 056 041 054 052 045 051 051 036 045 052 024 043 052 039 038 0.38 048 0.26 0.54
FEREO 043 046 043 041 035 0.27 0.34 0.02 033 031 001 033 0.27 045 0.27 049 026 059 0.34 046 0.51
i §=3 0.36 053 0.44 0.39 044 027 038 046 037 041 047 034 037 043 037 049 036 0.64 034 0.61 0.57 0.44
ot 039 039 031 043 038 028 040 030 0.18 0.34 033 002 032 0.28 030 0.26 0.29 040 0.03 0.27 0.26 0.31 0.35
‘g 046 034 050 056 053 040 051 048 039 048 051 027 047 0.34 044 048 044 049 030 042 050 047 053 0.31
sHE () 067 073 0.67 0.60 0.62 0.62 0.67 0.65 0.65 0.55 0.68 0.64 0.56 0.72 0.55 0.69 0.53 0.79 0.65 0.74 0.77 0.63 0.75 0.63 0.77

P 4¢ Pstic@ i @B (ST » 3 BB - 2 5 o
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£ - itk

TERA A7 ‘i%;
FlEB R » Fufid S HEI BT FERRTAH2Z &4} (Okldagnd
Fujime, 1996)° @ A= % # §% SPAD FT B EMR TS 2 2y kA

& TFIRARE T BREPE

By REBTER AR o n SRS Y TR RERZ AR AR P

BARA BB F TN EART A N K BRI GRS A0 T E

BT e gh R S BRIV GIER S R RN XN AR ET B E F R
Edgent 2 KT T b AT B ERMR S B2 2R Rk
FHRLATHUTAARE D BAEBREL LR RE PR 51" Lk

FTH2EELIVERAS R RS > T fFART2L A BB R2 Kk - SPAD % 7
BHRFTHRECE S AL AARF T EREFEAR - HEFE I HFHE
#% (least significant difference test ; LSD test) » ¥ ¢ I fd f ¥ & & )k 2 3
Rl 23 A 5A8% 5 SPAD Efag THBEIFF L P L R E > @
BB HECBIERS CEECETZ ERERESRT 5T T FRR LR
("% ) wagjs b I aphgh %2 484 > &1 SPAD % 638 “t Lk &

AR BRFE T LR R FEF - ¢ A SPAD £ B g 23 £ AR TR L 3

i

Foo BRBELZEEI0 ZHEAAEP 21528 A 25 B A ERARRETL

I

(\x

R RE S SARBRPRERL KR L AR LR IR TS

LoVEIBERN BH-RELAER AHA- BRI EAEB R4
EAECBRIOFEAEH R T RE2BRIUIFEATEM S
SHRARMAWEI N 2 HRAETHEIRELR 2 BR FLBRP LD

BT RRE
Ao AL B TR A TR T A U F B R AR T A

BRp2ZBREEA REUFEEr FRBRP AR T 2R [ER eSS N Sl
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WA A FAPNE  VAARF AL RR LR R D LR RIEE

ez R = AW ACHE WA T R R R AR AR 2 R A i—‘VL

==
MR TR TR L S A A R (23 e ) 5 - AR )

FEZ2 EmE 3FEFRAM  HP MEgEPMIEES > 5 917% 0 Bt = E'L
AFAAITEF P ZIF R (B= ) FI 5 - A3~ HAIRBIERA S
$R2 a4 254950 %= 2 XA SPAD B¢ RApM > ¥ SPAD &2 H i 4

BEREE Y R T 2 Aph s TG R Y G 16.63% 0 ¥ 1 A

B YR 6254%2 ApRi o P EE BB -ELZ SPAD R EXI 3 RAEMIL -
PESEBRRERTREEELZ SR P 6B AERAFZATIA AR

%A Kkp SPAD 2 Etg % 21k 2 H g RAPM 2 ke E L CEWE ER LT

Y A
SHAEZEZEAFR (RZ2Re ) VT 83 BRF G R A
P ss S8 CHEHET N ER L AR b PAEHWARMEARL -2

SR ARMEAR TEIGERRL AL R B A S ARER 0 B S

a
I

FEEYMRIMESS o a ST R LE AN KL S HE THFERATL A 5 HE

oy
5
3
e
Q-
\.
e
,‘m
&fx
%
]
N
o
3
pan)
>§_.
bl
Iy
™
o
%
A\
g
T
ol
&
=
(\x
5

ﬁ@%ﬂ%q FoAdAFAF LR A A A F i SPAD A F # T
B TESFRARORS TREHS A3 AR 20F 0 A ENRKRE
BRA T IRA S B2 A o S = - SPAD Lk - IRE R E PR A

THAZRHE2DBREAR G LIERE KR AELFER RN E

PAEN-FRERAEEZO PR EHEE HE PR AT F 20 TARES
APER LR (HEm o 2011) 2 £ A SEB2Z TGS LIUEF HFH
ATRRARGAL F A EHLAL V4 AR =V g ARSI A EB-f

RAZTREC-ARIOFFAEHZRARIIRFAEMEARRRN 2 F

43



FBLEA FC 0 RPN R ORE B R -

FERRP A DGR &+l
A EERY R ESBRSFET Y 0 5 L4 RAPD 2 ISSR A £ 54
fo 5 Su = A APt SSR 4 F R i Pk 0 B TR E < chiggh o fedp
HE VR h FEF S NS L RET F 9k % (Marietteetal, 2002) o & 385%
Pig* SSRA GRS R iEF LR T2 BB P & Celuciaetal. (2009)
HETT Y 0 AR EER T SSRAF RS EEFFHMEN K EF AN
8 3 T 5 4> 30-100%FF > & A F % ¢ 20 B SSR A F {Ri5% g 80 B
i AT 2 5 A 100%- B — A F AW RN A st AT A 211 48 >
SacA TR AT A 21 4480 Ti0% 445 80%2 A 1Rk S Al
L5 2 (PIC) e Bru b (4m)o8227:83 & RAPD 2 ISSR A F 1535 sayk 3
EH G 6.4-17.04p 0 gt > e F AR et FAEREE & 100% o
RAPD % ISSR 4+ 3T 355 63.5%% 88.7% (% - 2007 ; Zhang et al., 2014)
T SSR A FHELE - AFAZHBAFZ L EEAR TRV RERES H
AT R  PERTORE LT 2B Bl S LM A T RS 1T
A FIZ AR TP L0k B fER BHBPRE 2 BT 0 F A 4 A T
BEFTRKE G A2 BLELFTIERTRLE R L 472
B2 BRAREUBRPHLERZR(ZI ) HBAFYFALAIBEER
D EEEL WAL HR AT Y Mt 3048 0 H Y s A TR ik
6 18 o W R - Rt FEESAFE  CHH 27 e AT %
OB 2 - RRAAET B ATIEL 29/ FRERE L YT
3 R ATHER EihF 5 070—088 ¢ A F R A E 2 0.09—0.20 & H
7 020043 K BT HBAFEFARAMZ AR A HBATHERASI A M A

ARt S A BAGALHBAT D ERESEF I L HBEGRALD
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INCED S EE S FEY ST ERLL R

PRET R RFAD NE LB P L F ESES - m'g;gg;g@
B ROE LT Bk T AR R ERET T R 2 @ EF g L
o (buttleneck effect) > 5 - 4ined 3 %2 Lk p M 2 5t b ik TR, 5
PETAMAY AL HBATARE -2 BTN HB AT EE AR
BPIRNF VAR T e FRIRAPMERAT] 17 BRI OB F L
PR FBERBRN SRS SRR AT AR L ABF TN
EARM K )2 Ho H4tin ARl >0 50 /8 R AWk 13 A48
BRE3RF R B REE D 452 00 R A FUF RS 40048
—052FfF » 23 REBFRBOAFHLER » 1370410434 BRAEZ KR
FRAT R GBAGFERIERIF B OO URERZHBRATE G R
FEARHBATIALG AP ERF o5 2B R A FEE 4
30—50f Y ks b Efe 2P 2P ESBERME R g LT
GREEZSBRE bR CBE cHB U BHERCERAESBRAREY
AMA L LN GRANABY T ARTLSE R TRIGIT N GHE
BP0 B B R E oA B B BRI SR EST > Ft R IR R S
T B AR FE AT MARBEF R LT AL NGNS Y
FRgHR G2 BRE s 2T Christensen et al. (2011) &4 & = A aw 1
PR AR ELE RGBT AT R RPN SARE Y FEN
HEBEFREZIDIATHE > HB AFHEFL 39 AFBERZ 0220 #
RPAEOBERM B ARy R% AR (%> 2007) LRSS 7 Ak

FfB o FACTSLE SR R HB AT A 2 F 0 L RER

maa

a

2 4R
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FEBRFSD8ER L7

| To=s

T”ﬁ@ﬁ@mlﬁvﬁﬁﬁm"*{#ﬁkﬁvﬁﬁﬁﬁwmﬂ%

S *i‘ r

S
SR R R e ad S o) AT RB YT B IR
Rivd U AR OLE a2y RFAIBAFLZ G iR LR
REAZE FREFHSREAEE? LERAPTgIai R g R 2 ik
AP EAREY ZRP R R A RARIEFOIRNTERRLPRER D
AW B DNA~ % & 5452 PCR#HEH 2 28 R e 7HE &
AR A H e A e h FA S RAT i A58 (Lazaroand
Aguinagalde, 1996 ) ik *& > ® ¥ G AT EAF FTALLE T HB A TR
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Anthotyanin on hypocotylb

Acc. Name® petal SPAD plant height plant width stem thickness leaf length leaf width petiole length weight per g Tighty,.“medium  deep
color (cm) (cm) (mm) (cm) (cm) (cm) 100 seeds (g) pgrplg purple  purple
|| &oF || (£6) (%)

TEREA Y 42.59+5.23 35.33+8.08 68.78+2.80 24.02+1.525 28.89+1.84 7.94+1.42 26.56+1.29 0.412i0.015?‘ 2% || 14 33
EVBEIE L TN w 57.58+3.92 39.22+2.34 49.89+3.56 35.40+£2.543 20.44+0.51 9.83£0.76 19.89+0.98 0.429+0:019. 25 44 31
TEANEB Y 44.41+2.86 37.50£7.09 66.72+5.76 25.36+4.837 32.31+4.53 11.50+1.32 24.72+3.40 0.428+0.004 44 44 11
TR EC Y 50.38+2.66 41.06+8.43 67.56£10.46  27.29+6.574 31.78+5.54 7.44+1.95 24.33x4.04 0.464+0.007 69 25 6
FT-RED Y 44.60+5.26 40.17+3.69 57.67+5.51 21.03+0.807 23.83+1.26 10.75+£0.90 24.50+0.50 0.414+0.012 33 47 19
TEAEE Y 43.82+£1.10 34.89+5.22 57.61+9.32 21.21+2.028 28.50+2.29 6.75+1.39 19.17+3.40 0.274+0.004 33 56 11
FTEAEF Y 51.38+1.40 32.67+5.58 56.17+1.26 24.41+0.538 25.33+1.15 6.25+1.25 17.92+2.77 0.394+0.004 78 19 3
FEAEG Y 43.92+5.60 29.67+4.16 61.17+1.89 21.61+2.068 30.83+3.33 7.67+0.76 26.67+0.76 0.421+0.002 89 11 0
IR o w 63.22+6.46 32.67+5.86 46.11+4.86 20.17+1.232 20.00£3.77 6.17+0.44 16.94+0.54 0.546+0.024 46 31 23
FEREH Y 44.96+0.99 37.11+3.42 54.33+9.61 17.07+£3.172 22.89+2.36 9.78+2.52 18.44+2.11 0.382+0.005 89 11 0
FEAEI Y 44.13£1.94 28.28+1.75 66.89+5.76 23.31+2.159 33.94+4.42 8.03£1.59 28.78+1.49 0.429+0.001 94 6 0
FRE w 60.20+1.83 34.50+0.50 47.33+£8.13 19.69+2.836 19.67+0.58 6.92+0.80 17.33+0.52 0.617+0.009 11 25 64
FEAE] Y 47.79+2.33 40.22+4.62 62.33+2.19 22.22+3.302 26.06+2.58 9.44+1.35 23.44+1.17 0.362+0.005 53 33 14
EERTRAI L o W 65.10+4.26 31.67+2.52 48.44+7.50 24.27+3.028 23.11+2.17 8.67+0.76 19.67+3.06 0.392+0.003 11 25 64
T EAREK Y 43.23+£3.18 40.11+7.20 70.56+4.17 24.37+1.843 29.83+0.93 11.33+1.04 22.06+5.67 0.377+0.006 69 31 0

FEAEL Y 39.48+3.57 42.72+7.12 60.50+7.09 18.20+£1.721 26.81+1.62 10.56+0.92 23.50+1.00 0.405+0.004 72 22 6
EERAEM Y 51.78+5.30 33.33x4.73 60.67£11.02  17.95+1.432 25.67+5.13 9.17£1.26 21.33+5.51 0.351+0.006 31 39 31
v K w 66.28+3.31 30.00+5.07 35.00+1.80 16.72+1.595 15.25+0.66 4.42+0.58 14.17+1.04 0.571+0.023 11 15 74
P22 g W 58.65+6.87 33.94+4.28 50.83+2.36 22.05+7.144 21.53+2.63 9.11+0.19 19.28+2.43 0.464+0.007 O 19 81
F e REN Y 25.23+1.31 30.78+2.83 51.28+6.75 19.41+1.363 25.17+3.62 7.00£1.36 24.063.40 0.404+0.025 42 31 28
- w 64.21+2.02 40.94+£3.12 61.50+0.50 27.72+0.492 27.31+2.26 8.56+1.08 21.56+0.38 0.410+0.005 7 44 49
FEAEO Y 41.44+2.70 34.22+0.69 68.06+2.53 24.50+1.465 33.56+0.38 7.17£1.76 27.33+1.76 0.503+0.007 83 14 3
‘B w 60.50+2.27 43.50£5.22 71.67+4.51 27.67+3.368 32.33+1.53 7.25+2.54 22.17+2.02 0.658+0.003 5 34 60
‘L’ (Oros) w 62.04+4.73 33.56+2.71 44.11+4.14 21.24+3.561 18.81+1.90 7.39+0.19 17.78+0.86 0.500+0.004 14 51 34
"}y W 64.64+1.84 25.00+0.00 35.22+0.63 17.11+2.015 15.36+1.69 5.39+0.79 15.17+1.66 0.486+0.003 0O 7 93

a v .
Acc.Name % Accession Name

bAnthocyanin on hypocotyl % P& ™ sadhi-§ % R 2 7F N 42& 4 5 light purple : ;% % ; mediumpurple © » %% ¢ ; deeppurple: 7% ¢ - % afah? 3 FIFR AR Z BRI B -
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Wk~ AR T RBIKRSES ) BEFLR% (LSD) %5

Acc. Name®  SPAD Plant height plant width  stem thickness leaf length (cm) leaf width= _petiole length
(cm) (cm) (mm) {€m) (cm)
FHERFEA 4259¢h 35.33 bcdefg  68.78 abc 24.023 bcde  28.89 bedef - 26.56 dh=s 1.94 defghij
732 4k 57.58cd 39.22 abcde  49.89 ghij 35.399 a 20.44 ij 19.89 defﬁhijk 9.83 abcd
AN EB 4441fgh  37.50abcdef 66.72 abced 25.362 bc 32.3lab 24.72:abc “21150a
F A EC 50.38ef 41.06 abc 67.56 abc 27.288b 31.78 abc 24.33be 7.44 fghijk
A ED 4460fgh  40.17 abcd 57.67 defg 21.030 cdefg  23.83 ghi 24.5bc 10.75 ab
*ANEE 4382gh 34.89 bcdefg  57.61 defg 21.211 cdefg  28.5 bcdef 19.17 ghijkl 6.75 ijk
*ANEF 5138e 32.67 defgh 56.17 efgh 24.405 bcd 25.33 efgh 17.92 hijklm 6.25 jki
FEAEG 4392¢h 29.67 fgh 61.17 bcde 21.612 cdefg  30.83 abcd 26.67 ab 7.67 efghij
v X 63.22abc 32.67 defgh 46.11 ij 20.166 defg 20.00 ij 16.94 klm 6.17 jki
TR EH 4496fgh  37.11abcdef  54.33 efghi 17.067 g 22.89 ghij 18.44 ghijkl 9.78 abcde
FEAELl 4413¢h 28.28 gh 66.89 abcd 23.309 bcde 33.94a 28.78 a 8.03 defghij
FRE 60.2 abc 34.50 cdefg 47.33 hij 19.690 defg 19.67 ijk 17.33 jkim 6.92 ijk
FREHE) 47.79efg  40.22 abed 62.33abcde  22.22 cdef 26.06 efg 23.44 bedef 9.44 abcdef
v fexwE 65.10a 31.67 efgh 48.44 ghij 24.268 bcde 23.11 ghij 19.67 efghijk 8.67 bcdefghi
FEAEK 43.23¢gh 40.11 abcd 70.56 ab 24.371 bcd 29.83 abcde 22.06 cdefgh  11.33a
FEAEL 3948h 42.72 ab 60.50 cdef 18.203 fg 26.81 defg 23.5 bede 10.56 abc
FEREM 5178de 33.33 cdefg 60.67 cdef 17.952 fg 25.67 efgh 21.33 cdefghij  9.17 bedefg
v s B 66.28 a 30.00 fgh 35.00 k 16.722 g 15.25 k 1417 m 4.42 1
g 252 % g 58.65bc 33.94 cdefg 50.83 ghij 22.049 cdef 21.53 hij 19.28 fghijkl 9.11 bcdefgh
e "EN 2523i 30.78 fgh 51.28 fghij 19.407 efg 25.17 fgh 24.06 bcd 7.00 hijk
- 64.21 ab 40.94 abc 61.5 bede 27.723 b 27.31 cdefg 21.56 cdefghi ~ 8.56 cdefghi
FTEAEO 4144h 34.22 cdefg 68.06 abc 24.504 bed 33.56a 27.33ab 7.17 ghijk
‘E 60.5abc  4350a 7167 a 27.670 b 32.33ab 22.17 cdefg 7.25 ghijk
‘@ (Oros) 62.04 abc 33.56 cdefg 44,11 jk 21.237 cdefg  18.81 jk 17.78 ijkim 7.39 fghijk
‘" 64.64 ab 25.00 h 35.22 k 17.108 g 15.36 k 15.17 Im 5.39 kI
LSD (5%) 6.11 7.9 9.56 4.902 451 4.17 2.13

FrrErFApRE A Th ) BFLBR% (LSD) H5%KELE 2 5F -
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