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Genetic diversity of peanut landraces in Jiangsu Province based on SSR markers
BIAN Neng — fei', SUN Dong —lei' , SHEN Yi’, HUANG Li’, WANG Xing',
XU Ze —jun', QI Yu —jun', XING Xing — hua', WANG Xiao — jun'"
(1. Xuzhou Institute of Agricultural Sciences of the Xuhuai District, Xuzhou 221131, China;
2. Institute of Industrial Crops, Jiangsu Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Nanjing 210014, China;
3. Oil Crops Research Institute of the Chinese Academy of Agricultural Sciences/Key Laboratory of
Biology and Genetic Improvement of Oil Crops, Ministry of Agriculture, Wuhan 430062, China)
Abstract ; In order to assess the genetic diversity of peanut in Jiangsu Province, 133 accessions of peanut land-
races were evaluated by 25 SSR markers. 93 alleles were amplified, and the average number of alleles per locus
was 3.72. The polymorphic information content (PIC) of each primer varied from 0. 066 to 0.749 with an average
of 0.374. Shannon’s information index of each primer varied from 0. 161 to 1.385 with an average of 0. 671. The
similarity coefficients of 133 peanut landraces varied from 0.416 to 1.000 with an average of 0. 830. The order of
average similarity coefficient of 4 types of peanut was Arachis hypogaea L. var. hypogaea (0.899) > var. hirsute
(0.776) > var. wvulgaris (0.710) >var. fastigiata (0.700). Cluster analysis with UPGMA showed that the land-
races could be divided into three groups at 0. 600 of genetic similarities coefficient. The results showed that there
were rich genetic diversity of peanut landraces in Jiangsu Province, and the genetic diversity was significantly lower
among the var. hypogaea than those of the other three types. The result of cluster analysis had important signifi-
cance for efficiently using of these peanut landraces.
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Table 1 Information of peanut landraces in Jiangsu Province
T mi R 24 FR I A Hi ' m A2 R RS
No. Name Type No. Name Type
001 FHE T4 Fengxianmanhuasheng 4= Hirsute 076 I 114 Yanchenggangmensheng 5@ Hypogaea
002 EH K —IRF Fengxiandaerhunzi T Hirsute 077 W /K/N=¥¢ - Z Lianshuixiaosanyang — Yi i Hypogaea
004 i EKJRAE Peixiandamahua JeH: Hirsute 078 WK /N 3k Lianshuixiaotutou 58 Hypogaea
008 NP4 Rugaoxiyangsheng WA= Hirsute 079 WK /INFRARE Lianshuixiaomaguo 5@ Hypogaea
009 WM FE 484 Haimenmakehuasheng W4 Hirsute 080 JB R KFH Qidongdapingguo 5@ Hypogaea
010 ZE XA 3k Taixingheshangtou Wtk Hirsute 081 JAZR #3464 Qidongyitouhuasheng T3 Hypogaea
AP o KT "
012 Lianshuisiliyang Jert: Hirsute 082 Rugaodenglonghuasheng FIEL Hypogaea
015 WK /B Lianshuixiaohuasheng o4 Hirsute 083 N — %% — B Xuzhouerwo — Jia 5@ Hypogaea
B S AR . . TRM PR - U
016 Haimenyuantouhuasheng Je’k: Hirsue 084 Xuzhoubanzhanyangdahuasheng — Jia HL Hypogaea
AR KR At MNP IBRAE L - & I
017 Lianshuidayangguo Feil Hypogaea 085 Xuzhoubanzhanyangdahuasheng — Yi Bl Hypogaea
018 JAZR VG Qidongguangpi P Hypogaea 087 ZRiF k7% Donghaiermake T3 Hypogaea
019 JAHESOEH Qidongdaguangguo ¥ Hypogaea 088 M /INME R Ganyuxiaohuapi 5/ Hypogaea
021 ZE XK A6 Taixingdahuasheng 3@ Hypogaea 089 FEH/NRF Pixianxiaoguozi 5@ Hypogaea
022 AYAEKHF Yizhengdazi 38 Hypogaea 090 FEH /N Pixianxiaoeryang 5@ Hypogaea
023 VLAB K AL Jiangdongdahuasheng T Hypogaea 091 A E B Pixianzhanguo T3 Hypogaea
024 M KA Yangzhoudahuasheng 3@ Hypogaea 092 M7 %% Suiningerwo 5@ Hypogaea
025 TRV KA Ganjiangdahuasheng 5@ Hypogaea 093 773k %% Suiningtouwo 5@ Hypogaea
026 %3k ¥ Huaiantouyang 5@ Hypogaea 094 ZR i v Donghaierzhanyang LW Hypogaea
HERA RAEA: . ) TR R - .
027 Huaiyindahuasheng Fri8 Hypogaea 093 Donghaidazhanyang — Jia HIE Hypogaea
HEAR L o FRIPNY N
028 Huaiyindawu Hil Hypogaca 096 Donghaidazhanyang — Yi FHif Hypogaea
by NN R e Ll s A WS Hy
029 Lianshuierwodashuiyang Fd Hypogaea 057 Tongshanerwohuasheng w8 Hypogaea
HE 7K g R o il Ll e AR AevE
030 Lianshuierwodazhanyang Hd Hypogaea 098 Tongshanzhanyanghuasheng Hl Hypogaea
031 WEK/N=7F — B! Lianshuixiaosanyang — Jia 3 Hypogaea 099 Jili H2f v Bl Peixianbanzhanyang 5@ Hypogaea
032 WK KPR Lianshuidamaguo 5@ Hypogaea 100 W1 ROEH Haimendaguangguo L3 Hypogaea
033 W FH/NRETH Siyangxiaobiding Tl Hypogaea 101 N KRERGE Livhedamake T3 Hypogaea
034 WK ¥ Lianshuieryang 38 Hypogaea 102 I AEE Yanchenghuasheng 5@ Hypogaea
035 WK K Lianshuidayang 38 Hypogaea 103 il HAKRBLF Peixianchangyangzi 5@ Hypogaea




172 PR AR 2017,39(2)
ZR1
W R T AT IS
No. Name Type No. Name Type
036 MIFH K IH - 2 Siyangdayingju - Yi Tl Hypogaea 104 JAZRFRE: Qidongmaguo T3 Hypogaea
037 VR FH/NEF Shuyangxiaowuzi 38 Hypogaea 106 FHE &% Dantubanmanxing 5@ Hypogaea
038 VRBH K Shuyangdawu 38 Hypogaea 107 220 K464 Chongmingdahuasheng 5@ Hypogaea
039 TEITHEAL — 2 Sugiantuoyang — Yi Pl Hypogaea 108 MET* 35 F Suiningzhanyang T3 Hypogaea
040 bl )if'ﬂ:ﬂ% — il Suqiantuoyang — Jia 8 Hypogaea 109 ST 56 2E Rugaodenglongsheng I8 Hypogaea
041 16T %% - N Suqianerwo — Bing 3@ Hypogaea 110 InHLHEAE4E Rugaoyanghuasheng 5@ Hypogaea
Tﬁ‘ﬁ#ﬁ:ﬁ:ﬁm Stz . 7N uj(%% Sif ;
042 Suqianerwosanwosanyangza Fri Hypogaea i Liuhedaguozi HL Hypogaea
043 METHifht — £ Suiningtuoyang — Yi 58 Hypogaea 112 WRFH K 3F Shuyangdazhanyang LW Hypogaea
044 R K FR5E Donghaidamake Tl Hypogaea 113 MET* KAE4E Suiningdahuasheng T3 Hypogaea
A AL A A M s KA KFEAEE o
045 Ganyudahuashengdapuyang Frid Hypogaea 14 Taicangdakehuasheng FH Hypogaea
s g Sk LA e L
LI TN ES YR BEM R - .
046 Ganyudapuyang Wil Hypogaca 13 Ganyuerzhanyang - Jia Hll Hypogaea
047 Bt KpEAE Xinyidamahua 38 Hypogaea 116 EEM RS Ganyudazhanyang 5@ Hypogaea
: . I L o .
048 FEFKRAE Pixiandamahua -3 Hypogaea 117 Tongshanxionglai 138 Hypogaea
i 1L AR AE A Aty A LA il e
049 Tongshantuoyanghuasheng Feil Hypogaea 18 Tongshantongcunzhanyang Bl Hypogaea
e . LT T3 o
050 Xuzhoumansheng H Hypogaea 19 Tongshanduiyuzizhanyang Bl Hypogaea
/— N
N e — ans _V; LR - 2 A
051 M &A= — 2 Xuzhoumansheng — Yi il Hypogaea 120 Tongshanzhanyang — Yi W38 Hypogaea
TR - B a el L s AR ¥
052 Xuzhoumansheng — Jia HB Hypogaea 121 Tongshanzhanhuasheng FHif Hypogaea
TRIN KRR FE ~ 9 MR - 2 S
053 Xuzhoudamake — Jia Fril Hypogaea 122 Xuzhoubanzhanyang — Yi F Hypogaea
T H KA S ML T 9
054 Peixiandatuoyang Hd Hypogaea 123 Xuzhoubazihuasheng FIf Hypogaea
FETRT o yifi Bl IV
055 Fengxianerhunzi Frid Hypogaea 124 Peixianzhanyang Fif Hypogaea
FERIEE -2 4 T2 - YR
056 Fengxiandahuasheng — Yi Fril Hypogaea 125 Peixianbanzhanyang — Jia HL Hypogaea
FHKIEE - H e F R UV RR B WS Ey
057 Fengxiandahuasheng — Jia FOl Hypogaca 126 Fengxianzhanyangxiaomapi HL Hypogaea
JAR/NIER — FHE 5B e
058 Qidongxiaoguangguo Fril Hypogaea 127 Dantubanzhanyang FIEL Hypogaea
FAKEH " s e
059 Fengxiandamaolu Hill Hypogaca 128 Sihongzhanyangerwo FHll Hypogaea
WK e L . .
060 Lianf}TuJinya{fghuasheng E3E Hypogaea 129 TEiL v B Sugianzhanyang T3 Hypogaea
061 Mk K A6 Sihongdahuasheng 3@ Hypogaea 130 T3k 464 Suningzhanhuasheng 5@ Hypogaea
062 ML — %5 Sihongerwo 5@ Hypogaea 131 PEFH 4= Fp Liyangzhanshengzhong 5@ Hypogaea
063 METHERR — B Suiningtuoyang — Jia Tl Hypogaea 132 7R ={=F Donghaisanrenzi Zki Fastigiata
064 ZRiEHE L E Donghaishuihuasheng 38 Hypogaea 133 i /N Peixianxiaozhanyang B Vulgaris
065 B/ 5% Xinyixiaoerwo 5@ Hypogaea 134 /N AL Ganyuxiaozhanyang B ¥R S Vulgaris
o — P KA o
066 B KAEA: Xinyidahuasheng W3H Hypogaea 135 Taicanghatenghuasheng B Vulgaris
067 AE /N Pixianxiaoerwo 38 Hypogaea 136 1k iz X\ Popifeng 5@ Hypogaea
068 B 464E Fengxianyanghuasheng Wil Hypogaea 137 7=k Bz X, Rudongpopifeng T3l Hypogaea
069 AYAE/NFF Yizhengxiaozi P Hypogaea 138 WNZRFE 464 Rudonglianzihuasheng T3 Hypogaea
070 VLI K A6 Jiangpudahuasheng 5l Hypogaea 139 W Z%:%i JL7 Rudongwanerqing 58 Hypogaea
071 il 1131 Tongshanqianwanxing 38 Hypogaea 140 % iE/NATA= Donghaixiaohongren £ K Fastigiata
072 TGt — % - £ Suqgianerwo - Yi 5@ Hypogaea 141 WAL POk Sihongsiliyang Zki Fastigiata
A e e A A o
073 Suqiandawo Fid Hypogaea 142 Qidongchidonghuasheng BIRE. Vulgaris
e < N N . .
074 Ge !i!ny*:;r/hai?jng Yi 3@ Hypogaea 143 5B S Sheyangyouguo B Vulgaris
075 I KFRFE — Z Xuzhoudamake — Yi Tl Hypogaea




TR RS AT SSR ARITHY I IR B FL A M Ty e AF AR S AT 173

1.2 Hik

TEIURLTHG (0 A6 AR Rl 7, B B AL T, T EU
P 28 R AUF B, R T DNA 42 B0 & (R A, b
50 SRICEIE 4] DNA, FHJE/K S BEDE , DNA A i
SN JEHT TE S2 i, 31 2K # B 31 S0ng/ wL
VERTAEW . SSR 514 I SCmk &% >, PCR R
A F R PCR 1500 & (£ 1, b)), RV FETF
4 94°C 3min;94°C 30s,57°C 50s,72°C 1min,33 4>
PEER;72°C 10min;4°C /A7, ™ML 10% KN
975 T PR 5 JG L ik B AR e 5 4 BT o
1.3 Sitoth

S NN A IR o o 2 N S B Tl
“17TRARHIEA 07 NG A B s el ik
TG, L B . ARl 2SR =
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Weaver {5 24550 (1) (st e ZAEPEFE £ (Nei) AHY)
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ARG TR T 4 DB R H
FAZE BRI 6 A HLTT Wb T, X Al T A6 A= 4
20 ZEGL IR 118 X5 [ #EATARic i) 25 i it , 2k
i E) 25 XS E ARSI, 285 E
IR 21.2% , 25 % SSR 5| 4¥7E 133 ~Hu J7 S Fp
oA 2] 93 ANEEALEER (K 2) , A5 1Y 1S
2 ~8 MEEALEEA S F AT W) 3. 72 A o bS
-5 AN Z . BT SR P B
ASWE A 1.071 (b5 —=1) ~3.989(h9 -2) , -1 1. 848
™o Shannon’s {F S I 5205 K 0. 161 (a9 - 1) ~
1.385(b9 =2) , P32 0. 671, ZMEME R =2 H
S5 0.066(b5 —1) ~0.749(b9 -2) , 54 0.374,
2545 HL#, Shannons {5 24654 1.0 LA, PIC 354k
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Table 2 Number of alleles, Shannon$§ information index and PIC for 133 peanut landraces by 25 SSR primers

- IR RS Shannon” s [7 L 2 SEMEER R
SSR primer Observed number Effective number ' 5]1§nn9r1 s ) Polymorphlc
of alleles (Na) of alleles (Ne) information index (1) information content ( PIC)
b3 -3 6 2.191 0.903 0.544
b3 -7 3 1.147 0.273 0.128
a5 -5 3 1.184 0.342 0.155
b5 -1 3 1.071 0. 169 0. 066
b3 -1la 3 1.157 0.306 0.136
b3 -1b 2 1.129 0.229 0.114
a4 -5 3 2.242 0.878 0.554
a4 -3 3 1.114 0.243 0.103
b4 -2 2 1.128 0.227 0.113
b5 -3 5 1.096 0.241 0.088
b5 -4 5 2.357 1.005 0.576
b5 -5 8 2.367 1.030 0.578
ab -2 3 1.896 0.827 0.473
ab -5 4 2.189 0.877 0.543
a6 -7 4 2.323 0.960 0.570
ab -4 3 1.470 0.595 0.320
ab -6 4 2.537 1.061 0. 606
b6 -2 4 2.763 1.142 0.638
a9 -3 3 1.321 0.487 0.243
b10 -3 4 2.086 0. 800 0.521
a9 -2 4 2.435 1.017 0.589
a9 -5 3 1.343 0.509 0.255
a9 -1 2 1.079 0.161 0.073
al0 -1 5 2.596 1. 106 0.615
b9 -2 4 3.989 1.385 0.749
-4 Mean 3.72 1.848 0.671 0.374
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FEVEIIHT (3 3) , 5 R WA IS T o o 1) 5t A
ZHRETEAFE 2 o Il B AR AY Shannon” s {5 B4
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Table 3 Genetic diversity of landraces with different botanical types

] BRI EEE Tk A RRAE A KL Shannon’ s 5 B 5%k Nei %[N ZHEEAR R
B utu . 7??; HEN Observed number Effective number Shannon’ s Nei genetic
otamicat type o of alleles of alleles information index diversity index
HIH Y A hypogaea 116 83 42.095 0.525 b 0.311 B
Je A= 74 A. hirsute 9 64 50. 835 0.722 a 0.447 A
ZRiF A. fastigiata 3 56 52.973 0.717 a 0.470 A
VIR E R A vulgaris 5 62 53.965 0.744 a 0.459 A

T [l —FUAR R /NG FHRERIRE F8E 2 B AR 22 57 28 5] 0.05 F10. 01 B35 K1

Note: Different capital and lowercase letters indicate significant difference at 0.05 and 0.01 levels, respectively

HiEA A hypogaea

WHAY A. hirsute

ZhiTY A. fastigiata

Bk A. vulgaris

068 076 084 002 100
Nei's 18/ —Z & Nei's genetic identity
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Fig.1 Dendrogram based Nei§ genetic distance
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Fig.3 Dendrogram of 133 peanut landraces in Jiangsu Province
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