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Genetic Diversity Analysis of Arachis Gerplasm by SSR
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Abstract: The relationship and genetic diversity among 84 A rachis gerplasm of 24 species belonging to 6 sections
were systematically investigated based on SSR markers. 59 SSR primer pairs with polymorphic bands ranging
from 1 to 6 were selected through 206 primer pairs screening. The genetic distance varied from 0.04 to 0.93 with
average of 0.64 among A rachis species. Two accessions (G4 and G5) of 4. gppressipila belonging to section
Procumbentes showed the least distance (0.04), while the largest genetic distances was detected between G14 (4.
rigonii) belonging to section Procumbentes and G28 (A. glabrata) belonging to section Rhizomatosae. This
clustering result was almost consistent with the taxonomic of Section in A rachis by Krapovickas and Gregory in
1994. The 7 genotypes of cultivated peanut were grouped into one cluster in section Arachis, and different
botanical types were grouped into different sub-clusters. Section Procumbentes had the closest relationship with
Section A rachis, while the relationship between sections Heteranthae and Erectoides were very closer. Some
diploid species including 4. villosa, A. duranensis and A. benensis had closer relationship with cultivated peanut
based on the dendrogram, and they could be used as bridge genotypes to transfer elite genes from wild species to
cultivated peanut.
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FEAE B (A rachis ) BF 2 I G A4 RLR AR B 4B 42
AL BB AR R IR R B, HATE &
BLEF A A6 BAT VF 2 F PR BUARR FIE 5 BY
s SRR, T LA S GTE  RRARR B PR A A
FAER" S, B2, B AR AR SR B R
Ak GRIPH R E LT, S HE B A EES
B RL R RAEREMAZR Wik, A8
M DNA 43775 T Xt B AR B LR AT R KRG 2
FEPERR R R, KR SR ELE R
U EFAE AR LR BRER ,  BF A A8 A RO ROFI
RAHLE 5 YT,

M 1LE DNASSRYR SEEFN AT SR/ H .
L PR AL AR TR RS AL, Z BT
MR REMNL . AR RIELER SSR 5|9
AW R AR IR, N EA B BB T AT SR Y
AR, AR BRI BT S R T —

W MBS,

REH 20 48 70 FA LR A H FE B2
TR b X AP FE BT (ICRISAT) 538k T —#t 16
B A RPRI R AE T E R R R B B AR B
AR LR R B A A A [ R AR B B AR AR A R,
T SSR HARXT EA TS E ST, B
R FAAEA: B AEFI T B AR AN SR LR

1 AR B

1.1 ¥

DAFEA: R AR TR X 4 24 Rl 84 W A1k,
Horh B A m R bR 77 4, G B AR X 4 38 .
BAEXH 13 4 E L IX 4 6 4 RIEEIX L 5 4.
BIBKIX 4 2 iy MRZEXH 2 R & Fh b e 11
By , AR 2T (R IEFI B MR 7 40 BT
MEAFEIERL,

F=1 HEH
Table 1 Materials of Arachis

Fhs X4 9 PLgi* s X4l K5 PIgiE*
Species Sections Series  PI code Species Sections Series  PI code
A. appressipila R X4 Procumbentes Gl A. glabrata WZEX Y Rhizomatosae G27 262833
G2 G28 262801

G3 261878  A. sp. G29

G4 261878  A. sp. G30
G5 261877  A. sp. G31 338297

G6 262140  A. sp. G32

G7 261877  A.sp. G33

A. chiguitata R IXY] Procumbentes G8 A. sp. G34

A. rigonii R X4 Procumbentes G9 A. sp. G35

G10 331190 4. sp. G36
Gll 262142 4. sp. G37 292275

Gl2 262142 4. sp. G38

G13 262142 4. sp G39
A. cryptopotamica B SLIX# Erectoides Gl4 468165 A. duranensis A X 4. A rachis G40 468197
A. stenophylla BT X4 Erectoides G15 468178 G4l 263133
A. paraguariensis  HLIXH] Erectoides G16 468365 G42 468201
G17 331187  A. duranensis AEHE X4 A rachis G43 475845
A. oterio H L IX 4] Erectoides G18 468152 Ga4 468319
G19 G45 468198
A. dardani SRIE LR Heteranthae G20 338543 G46 263133
G21 338453 G47 263133

A. pusilla FIE XL Heteranthae G22 331189 A. monticola A2 X4 A rachis G48

G23 289628 G49
G24 338449 G50 468199
A. macedoi FE K X 41 Exranervosae G25 G51 468196
G26 G52 468196




298 Pl RT3 Fl6H
%252 ( Continued)
R4 X4 5 PL4giS* 4 X4l S PL4iS*
Species Sections Series PI code Species Sections Series  PI code
A. monticola AL X 4] A rachis GS3  219824-1  A. villosa AELE X4 A rachis G73 2105552
G54 2198242 G74  210555-3
A. kuhlmannii A X4 A rachis G55 468168 G75 298636
A. batizocoi AL X 4] A rachis G56 G76 331192
G57 298639  A. hoehnei A4 X4 A rachis G717 468150
G58 A=A AELE X4 A rachis G78
A. benensis A X4 A rachis G59 Taishansanlirou
A. helodes AL X4 A rachis G60 262275  BMLT TELE X 4] A rachis G79
A. chacoense A X4 A rachis G61 276235  Xiekangging
G62 ik Bk S BRI A rachis G80
A. cardenasii A4 X 41 A rachis G63 Linguimake
G64 262142 EfilE =R A62E X4 A rachis G81
G65 Taishanzhenzhu
A. stenosperma A X4 Arachis G66 338279 & B XY A rachis G82
G67 338280 M ashangulin
G68 337308 B TP A4 X4 A rachis G83
A. correntina AELE XYL A rachis G69 261871 Goulezhong
G70 262808 YL Fp AE4: X4 A rachis G84
G71 262134 Jiangtianzhong
A. villosa AL X 4] A rachis G72  210555-1
* PI N2 MY 6455 - PI means Plant Inventory in USA.
1.2 DNA i3REX By T B A R (0 ~ 1 58) , FA Microsoft

VeBAEA: R &, il CTAB B2 B R 4
DNA™, i3 1% By i B 5E I i Yk Fn 58 oh 43 e
FETIREIN DNA ¥ B A4l B 5 29 DNA ¥ 57
%10 ~50 ng pl*, T —20°C vKEE N ARAEAS o

1.3 SSR RNERREERF

L 206 Xf SSR 5|9 #H K 4 DNA, 5197
5 b B B2 TR A s X AR BF 92 T (ICRISAT A4
YR H A, PCR SN A S B 2 B~ Y
AR R AT, RN SRR 10 pl, & 10 mmol/L
Tris-HCI (pH 8.3), 50 mmol/L KCl, 10 ~20 ng & [H
21 DNA, 10 ~ 40 pmol/L 5| #J%f,2 ~ 4 mmol/L
MgCl, ,300 ~ 400 pmol/L dNTP H10.8 ~1.2 U Tag
DNA R4l (Biostar), W FEFKIR Touch Down
MR, 3k 48 MIEER, 4 2 MEFFIR KR B A
1C , & 4HE KRR 65C o

1.4 B|GIH R

W PCR § 4R, X FR——ER/DH
FB R — R PR RN 17, AFEETE N
“0” , LA™ SSR BIYITE BT AT Y 84 3 FELE A1

Access BB, B ERAEV T BT AT,
TRYE BB RAH MG R R,

2 GRS

2.1 JE £ EAhiE SSR H 45

ASLHG L 206 XF SSR 5%t 5 4 BF A B AR
Z:P4 DNA 7 ok i e 2 S5 19, 318
78 XY BRI T Y. FIH 78 XTI M%) 84
BRI TY 1, SRR, b 59 X5 WREY 1Y
H LT AR R B 2 A 45T , 4 X 5 1 0 7E K4
FERABEAT W=, 15 55190 Y &0 A E
M. BT FHI 59 X} SSR 5| 4 REAE B 4= JB F 4
DNA Hy 1 1 ~6 1 DNA H B, H3 |4 3A01
Fl Lec-1 ¥ M ZHERZ 6 5&), TRE 5 W1
REHFREE A DNA F HP 1 ~2 &7,
X 59 XF SSR 5| YiAERARFh B Hr 43 s PR AR A
K59 ~100 4%, -3k 82.15 45359 XF SSR B ¥7E
JirA 84 Ui i Hh i SEALER AR S RAL A 458 A,
BWIIYHEMTRE R 2 ~11 4, FHE
7.76 A, ZBMRAL SN 458 1~ FHH 4A06 £
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LA PRI B 14 MEMEFERES), HR AT PRI E] 2 ~ 5 AN LA s 4
BEK/IVEE 150 ~320 bp Z 10l B 1 2514 7B9 7E A 12 %5, TR LS W 20.34% , RG] R
84 1nFh IR A] B4 3 7= W R VK B 2R, B AR R RE Y B AL EE R AR AR S AL L, T AR A @ ]
B 1 ~2 4 DNA 47, Bl ] 4 NERLFEFAE R ) SSR LB MEEE .

Bl 1 514 7B9 XIEAR 84 M3RN R INY - HILGR
Fig. 1 PCR amplification of 84 genotypes in genus A4 rachis using SSR primer 7B9
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2.2 HEBFREL SSR BHESHUREEXR
R4 59 %F SSR B YJ7E 84 1 464E J& Fi bk (] &
Y DNA FBEFTAI 0 ~ 1 38, i BSR4
AT, SRR, B REE B M R B HR
FHXTER AL, RB K 2 R BT YR AT H AR S 5 b 3 5
FHIL , AR AR KB R T B, B
JB B PR A AR R B A AR 57, i AL P B AR IR
95, HYEETE 0.04 ~0.93 Z 6], K 0.64, LI
X4 A. appressipila ¥ 2 FH (G4 5 G5 i
FEFE B F/1N0.04) , I B X 411 4. rigonii (G14)51R
ZE X4 A. glabrata (G28) AL B K (0.93). W
i AR EE B AT 0.70 IR TRA 1 840 41, 52
ZHHY 53% ;KT 0.80 B 1 013 41, 5 B 415
29% ,KF 0.90 WA 11 4, LFEEEXHMN 4.
appressipila J& A . rigonii 53R ¥R LA Z [ 1 BE
B, MICEBE/NT 0.16 A 16 MA, BRI
] —Fh N AR AOBLZE], 40 A . gopressipila ] G4
5 G5,G4 5 G7,4. villosa ) G72 5 G73,G73 5
G74,A. stenosperma [f] G67 5 G68,A. chacoense
) G61 5 G62 %%, A 6 M EPA L MY SR
FhAEA: M BE B /NF035, 43518 G50 (4. monticola)
5 G82 (FIEFM), G52 (4. monticola)5§ G82 (FF
), G72 (4. villesa) 5 G81 (F ¥ F), G73 (4.
villosa)5 G81(F15F1),G74 (4. villosa)5 G81 (G
Kifh),G74 (4. villosa)'5 GROGRE;F), nf WAEA X
I A. monticola Je A. villosa 5 ILEFIELE 3B
LT . G46 (A. duranensis)Fll G59 (4. benesis)5
G79GRBEFiN B 38 5 B Bt 38 /N 0 37) , KA 4.
duranensis Tl A. benesis S5 IBFFIEE R LR BB
o
FIFR KB B Y0t 84 (A6 B R4 T R
SIHEERME 2 . WNE 2 AJLUEH, YifE
FERSET 0.91 B, 84 R R A B4 (A 471 B
). A HAFERIEF K ADIAAEA: K HF T2
PR 25 DX O 4 Lk X o L R 40
DX ZH 7l 5 IR A 24 Bl BT 3L 36 b kL B A HER
FRAF AL X EH A0 I KB 4 SR fim 4 Fi U 28R BT
X ZH R 8B S TE I K A R K A3 B X 4
FlEL 48 bkl FREEFN (B T4 X 4) A4 1
AR R AN, AR B 7 43 Fl i3 R AE—
o I, AMRHRRERSHAEBIHXHAH
A,
AZH 7 78 A% BE B 40,70 B XUTT DA stk — 2B 40 K

BIEIEE Genetic diversity
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Fig. 2 Clusters of 84 gerplasm of A4 rachis based on SSR

SAMTL(A LA, LA, AR A A THAFEEE
XL/ 12 By BF ARl FD 7 Gy BB Fh R B X 411 6
BIFBE 1 3 B BK X L R BT A 4 3 R A 4 b R 4 AL
30 Ak, ZEBR AL B 8 0.56 B pE—2 43 A B4
WA (A, Fl Ap)e Ay A E XA 4.
appressipila B 5 13 FH R\ 1 13 A. rigonii. B Kk X 4
) A. macedoi 1 131 4 iy R4 Fh R IE 11 43 BEUR
A, Hod , 8 XY 4. appressipila B9 5 U3 Fh i
(G2,G3,G4,G5,GTMR R , VR A F B K
020,JLLA G4 5 G5 KRR &I, BHEIEE A 0.04;4
HXHR —NF A, rigonii (G13) 53X 5 # 4.
appressipila [B] -8 E R B R 0.39, WL, HIE
X ZH A3 LA IR ] A 3 A5 7R S8 /e A AR
AR 12 I EF AR & 7 R RR LR, Ho,
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G45 5 G46(¥JH A. duranensis)H)iREHEE N 022,
BRAE—HL, A. monticola W) 5 3 F1 i (G49, G50,
G51,G52, G54) -2 BEBS Ry 0.24,4 4 4.
villosa (G72,G73 ,G74,G76)IA] B 36 4 % R IR ,
BIRAGEE RS Ry 0.10, 7 AR B5Fh 464 ] 1) F- 338
TRBEET R 027, 3Hr 2 fy e A= BUFH BT(G80 Fl G82).
2 BB RN R (G83 Fl G84).2 B2k T BU Fh ik
(G79 F1 G811 HIRTE—& , BAZEE BRI A 0.11,
0.14 #10.14, G25(BIfkX 4 4. macedoi)Fl G1 ()
HIX4H A. appressipila)’5 AR R EIH 2R,
Pera R Ry 2 DA (A, 4 A 4H), 53 T4
(A)FIZE 5 WA (A5 5 B X 4H 4. rigonii 1] 2
BRI R(G11 Rl G12)FIMRZEIX 4H A. glabrata 1) 2 4}
FBR(G27 1 G28) 4 i, 8t 1% BE B3 43 54 0.43 Fl
055, AI L, A A RBLER 54 B X 4 5328
FeA—B, SRR WA 22K

B ZH7E 8B HE B Ky 0.58 W] LAstt— R4 N
7 M4(B,,B,,B;,B,,B;s,B,,B,), 1] i B 4l i
M @EE ST A L. AEXKLMN 4.
chiquitanta (G8)'5 A. rigonii (G9)4Lik B, W41 , #t1&
BB R 044, RIEIEXHAM A. dadani (G21)5 K
fgafh 4. sp(G37)4LER B, W4, A& BB K 0.53,
B, W41 4 KA f Fh i (G29,G35,G30,G31)4
B, BB 047, B, W4 3 B RJB
X ZH AR S 43 BT DX 4 Al R0 2 4734 ) DX 4 i o
AR, P RIBEAEXRHAW A. pusilla ¥ 3 43 Fh R
(G22,G23, G2y RAE— & , T AL B B 240 26,
B IXLHI A. oterio 1) 2 13FR(G18 Fl G19) 3%
TREERIR 0.44, BRTE—&,A. stenophylla (G15)
5 A. parraguarienis (G17)) R R MM, BA&
Bk 032, B, WA ML XYM 6 17 A. duranensis
(G40, G41, G42, G43, G44, G4T). 2 4y F A 45 Fl

IBIEEEE Genetic diversity

0.9 08 0.7 0.6 05

0.4

(G34,G38) KR IUALX LI 1§ A. dardani (G20)41
B, B X4 6 13 A. duranensis F1 [ (G40,
G41,G42,G43 ,G44 ,GAT)HI 5% R AEXTBEE , -2 38
BB Ky 0.43; RIBAEIX UM 4. dardani (G20)5
G38(RAl £ FiN R A — /N, AL EE B O 0.37,
B, W.4H fy 464 X 41 10 Ff iy 19 f3Fh B & Bz X 4
B 1 AR R 4R, HeR A X 4H 4. cardenasii 1) 3
PRI IR (G63 , G64 , G65) A SE- 3 AL BB R 0.25, 4.
chacoense 1) 2 131 (G61 F1 G62)IH] 8 14 BE 25
0.16, A. stenosperma (%) 3 11 i (G66 , G67 , G68)
(A -8t G BE B N 0.17, 4. correntina B 3 i il
(G69,G70,GTVRY V-3 fZ By 0.20, 7 L 4.
cardenasii. A. chacoense. A. stenosperma Fl A.
correntina 4 F I AFEI#1BHEIZE DNA K LiRfE4AE
SAXTER N, X A. batizocoi H 2 13 F R
(G57 T G58) /] Fy BE B 5031, B RAEA W 1y /MK
H1, G58 5 A. helodes (G60)HI K RINIT , RN —
MNINGE, BN 0.31, 35— A. batizocoi
(G56) 51X £ah i [a] (1 22 S 40K, B B A SR 36 &
WA (B,)o B AR RWEA L 5HERKHIX
oA,

23 HEEBRABNFELEXR

DIfEA XA B X4 B KA R IEAEX
2L 20 Rl (B X4 5 )RRt R3S SSR 3%
5R ST AT Z A B AR HE S, & X 4 22 B PR %
AINAE 3 iR

B3 ERRA, RIEARA S E R4 LR
Bl G R R 041, TR AER H S X4 K&
L X 5 E X B 26 RAEX O , G 5
K 0.54 1 0.55; 5AEA: X 4H [ 56 RIT ALK K hy 7
TEAEIX 4(0.77) > ESL X 41(0.74) > HE X 4(0.71).
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Fig. 3 Relationship among sections of A rachis
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%16 %

3 g

3.1 FEREMRENREXARSEESHY
RRBAMF AR RER LR, REC RN
E b LB A AR RN EERARZ — A
KEAEEENBREZHEENTRCHE —L#
TN (E BT B kR D B A AR AR IX 4l 5 Ry
Pk B E W AR B W BF A= TE AR R R R,
R I AR SR FI AR A, 8 2 B 6 N IX 4H 24 Fi 84
WBEUR, F SSR 73 FHARie AR, AN RGBT
REC TSR B L B R R B BE 2R R
HE5REEFIEEREEZ IR, SSR 44 RER,
A. duranensis T ) RGBS R 0.57, 4.
batizocoi Fi N LI BALEE B 0.54, Wi Z [A] 1
WRAGEEES K 0.60, R4 XL 4. duranensis )
A. batizocoi Tt N FIFHH] B AEAE R K345 404k , il
AR SR F Al AR 5, X 5 Paik-Ro""! & Marcos™
J RFLP W HT 45 R —3 o

Santos™ LATEAE & 5 AN X 411 48 43l A A1
%1, RAPD iR T HEL KR, BREGERE
A B XHS KRG, KARWER K TX
HAWES, B X4 =/ XA 8 X HRAR
EXHZ MR APERE KT BT 584 X4 R 5
IR, BB EIAR, =/ XA RS R
BIFRMXA R R BRI B XA kX4 =
FERLX AT AL X 4L, RAR X 4 | 41 8 X 4 FiAR
ZEDX 2 AL AR X S , T AR AR DX A AR AR AR X
X AT, R BRE R RN XA, AX50 L
PR G 45 SR 38— 3, RIBAE X 415 B X 4 1) BE
TR, FIAEX A SR E X H KBS X 58
BIX A BB AR, AR X 4 5 R X 4
KEST X 4B AR,

R 77 W BY A AR A 7 iy R BEFRAE A2 ) SSR
RRER BN, BIGFAEE AR R AR X4
K5, T EHARRAE M2 288U (24 T 28 R0 i 1k
BIpRAE—ii2 , R SSR Wittt AEAE Rt
EZR ERAEMW. EAEXAN Ay 4.
duranensis, A. villosa Tl A. benensis 5 55Fh 14
PR R, Al L E B SRR B A 2R BB HAR
SB[, T AVE R R Ak S B A 7B AR AR
FEFEB AR BEFEAE P, R AR R K
TR X AL A B -5 4 46 A X o IR SR A

Rl — 2R, UL ZE X A A B X 4 54 X
HERGRRBIE . RIED TSR, RE
X 25 B KA ARG R R R, X XA R
FE—RESHEXANBREHEE/NT 5 HEEXA
HRALTE RS o

3.2 FEMEENRREEEL

M TR R AR A 5 A A X 4 1 B A o 8 38 5
FPEARXT 385, T 5 Hofth X 4 W Fh 2238 B2 AR 5%
A, — A AR B AR AR R AR A X 4 ) A A Y
HEF s gt ik 5 AR AR TR . BREEF AR
IR TFAERXA, BRI UK, X — X AEH 5
Ah—Fh A. monticola W JE WU, HoRFIE R 4%
K, A. monticola SRR B4 A8 2, B
NAK ERALA: BRI Fh 1 0 A5 A e s 2 — 1
WF . LEABETEH, KE 5> A. monticola Fit i t4F
HEAREMBLER N VRHF P, BAEXHR
T AERE AR R A4 AB\D 3 F, B R
iR YLk 4 AABB., [EI, B4R BRI —
FEAR Y A PR ST B FE — A A Gl Yrfh Fn—
A B R fh B Y Fh . Kochert" 4 RFLP 2 T17
EBE5E, IAH A . duranensis JERRIGFNI A Jetafhdd
b1k, 4. ipaensis J& B Y 5 fk 4 L 44, T 4.
cardenasii, A . diogoi Il A. batizocoi 3 F 53R EEFIE
2SR, AT REAS A A BB F i A5
J6. Raina" ' F§ RAPD Fil ISSR Hy B 5% & WA,
A. villosafll A. ipaensis ‘STEAE R FEFRALL, AN
XWF ] fERAEE R SR Y A B Refafkfitih, B
AN 14 By BY A AR RN R MRS SRR, 4.
duranensis SRIGFAGLE IR REGE, IR B
RESERR B R AL A2 I A AL S8 . Moretzsohn™ 4
i SSR KGR AT, W AR IR AL A: 584 X 4
B A5 A. duranensis \A. villosa F1 A. diogoi
IRRIKIT . AR SSR 43 FHRic SRR,
T XM A Bl FNA . cardenasii'5 16 R i
P22 R, FEG R R, A F AR B R, 1
A. villosa F1 A. duranensis S53RIEFIEAERAELL, B
TER—2 8, 1 H 58 G 76 4R 1 A% B AR
/NSRG4, villosa Tl A. duranensis 45 7] G234k 5%
FAEAE B A Jefafifitth, ABFSEAT 3 1B e
f&EFl A. batizocoiA. hoehnei}t A. benensis , NBIS
LERE A, batizocoi T A. hoehnei ¥ 53R EF B4
MR BRI, T A . benensis SR 164 I FE B4
. HI, ARG R CHF 4. batizocoi FIREAR
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BRI B Yo R WA, T 4. benensis
Al ek B Rl AEE B Je ARtk
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