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Abstract : Based on the SSR molecular marking technology, it analyzed the level of genetic diversity of 7 tested

tea plant varieties from Fujian province and constructed the molecular fingerprint of them. The results showed

that all of the 14 molecular markers primary screening were polymorphic markers with rich polymorphism infor-

mation, and 7 tested tea plant varieties could be distinguished effectively. Genetic similarity coefficient

between Fuyun No. 6 and Fuyun No.7 was highest(8.06) which had a close phylogenetic relationship. 3 SSR

molecular markers(PS3, PS15, PS19) were selected to construct fingerprint because of less amplified bands

and higher Polymorphism, and the fingerprint could distinguish 7 tea plant varieties, achieved the purpose of

identifying all varieties with the least molecular marker.
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Table 1 The related information of 7 tested
tea plant varieties

CL A I 1 R
fEURE  1985/G LG S Eilbs

FIZE 1985/G ] C RN B | AR A A

AR - RHRIEX

ik 1985/G TR HB =R

£ME  2002/G PS5 i ek A ARIRSE

HWoRs  1987/G RSREAZS & R AR AE
Hats 1987/G KSR & i R AARREC

1.2 FERF

RN L [ NISE L L R % 0 Y
R AT IR AT £ WU 2R (EDTA) | =
2 H LS H BE (Teis ) | — 55 HY 56 20 25 e il
2 (TBE) R T7Skidk = H i (CTAB) ,Jbat
FHRFAEPHLARATR ;NN - ZH U
eI , 1L AR T35 48 AE 150 24 |1 7™ 5 AgNO,
NaOH, 57, 5 B, 5 N B, W B, OB, S TR
IS NE NI N =237 il /A= D o W e w1 B
3P ol B, FEER R B A |
1.3 XF#E5EE

AE224 BUGr By KAV, b 5 52 1 BE22 4R
A BRA ] TGL - 16G RIESLAL, b4 5
Bl 77 SC - 15 BME R AKIBER, T U8
ZHEYRHEA R AT ;5 HS - QGTFG - 1200
TRL3E XU , BB S I i s A PR A |5 TY -
CX2B RNy L Yk R, 4B N IR B 52 A FR A A
773 C1000 TouchTM %I PCR 4, 3£ [# Bio-Rad 2
A) 7B - 500 Y G SR A A] DL A oo R T
TR A R R
1.4 SLIEABROLH

J i 3 R 40 % 1 SR TN I T G VS R < TR s
Pk 38 ¢, N,N - “H WK 2 ¢, 55
F-7K 100 mL.

JE 43R 10% 1) 33 o I 2 VA YR - 2o
B 10 g, 2 B5F7K 100 mL.

10 x TBE Wi : Tris 5.4 ¢, iz 2. 75 g,
EDTA 0.372 g, 257K 100 mL.

0.5 x TBE ¥ : Tris 2.7 g, #llfiz 1.375 ¢,
EDTA 0. 186 g, 2 %7K 1000 mL.

2 x CTAB 23 : CTAB 2 g,10 mmol Tris
(pH{E >~ 8.0),2 mmol EDTA(pH {4 8.0),
0. 14 mol NaCl, £ # 7K 100 mL.

PR MR (ST SRk 10% 1 AgNO, 7
) :AgNO,10 g, F2 7K 100 mL.

Juta . & AR 2 v 1 mL, £ B K
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100 ml.. VKREIN (BB R B B 1% ), >k =

WM NaOH 1.5 ¢, {I#E 0.5 mL, 251
7K 100 mL.

1.5 ZERiM Fr DNA R BR AN

JHCHE R CTAB 32 2 43 B4R BSR4
M Fr i) DNA BRSSP BRANE

1) WERFRER 0. 1 g BB i Jr & T
1.5 mL B0 v R HOB RS 0K 5

2) I ELE A 600 wWL(E T 65 €K
WEs ) 2 x CTAB 2ol J5, ¥ H & T
65 ClEE/KIHFHIKIE 1 h;

NARHMEERE, A F R E F
JEE(VORT) @ VORIEE) =24 0 1) RABM],
HIfEINEA), T 10 000 r/min Z5F F 2.0 10 min;

4) W T, A S R B S 5/ S
BE(VOEST) @ VORIEE) =24 0 1) IREW, B
fEVEA1, T 10 000 r/min Z5F T 250> 5 min;

5) WA B, A SE IR S R,
BIRAT

6)F —20 C LA F#E 10 h, F 7000 r/min
BG5S min, 57 EVEW, A 10 pL A Sk
HH TR A

T LERIAW AR A 800 L B5Eh S8 ik,
T 65 CHER/KI R H /K 30 min, 3710 000 r/min
SRR 5 min, WO TG

8) I W A i WARAN 1/10 1S
FRENTEW (3 mol/L, pH {H )y 5.2) | EiH AR
2/3 MR NEE, BRIR AT

9)F -20 CL&MF#E 1 h, F7000 r/min
AL 5 min, 7 RVEWG

10)EEZLE6)—9);

1) i A B & 53 80 70% 1) & B, T
7000 r/min 54 F B0 5 min, 5 FIEWR, BE
3 WK BB TFERE i E 4 ~ 5 min AR YR
UUVE R A FINA 20 ~40 wL dd H,0;

12) IO R 1) DNA E1 7B BR R BE I R

SO0 03 606 T S H K A NanoDrop 2000 3
DNA 2 J3 F1 o f AT 46 0.
1.6 SSR #FiHridFHiE

AWT5E T I 68 4 SSR 73 FHnic ok B A
7 (952 SCmk > s | s i R T
Y TRy A PR |5 K
1.6.1 PCR ¥ MR KREZEBE PCR L
NEFRFY, LA H A5 2541 18 W L 22 20 JE ). PCR
FV AR 22 AT 20 pL, Horh, DNA B4R
2 pL,2 x Tag Master Mix 10 pL,10 pumol/L ff
ELVRES#45 1 pl,dd H,0 6 pL. PCR 372
P08 2R 25 1 . 94 C FilAE P 5 min, 1§ 2R
198G 94 CASPE 30 s i 35 WK, Feddi iR kK
TEENE30 5,72 CIEf 45 s; 5 )m T 72 CHE
10 min, JEHF 1 K.
1.6.2 PCR ¥ ig&r=##&l K PCR ¥ 3=
BT UK B, R B S ROk 8% R IN MG
PO FC B IRE 1A 7 BRE IS LUK, T 285 5 AR G T 1 i AT
. ASBIFFE SR HT A B G O YA AR W FL 7 5 1) Ak
filt AT T O - R UK A A BUT e+, 6
I T Ho AR DA FL DK R IO ke, DABBE g Al v )
BRI , FHAS TR KRR 1 UK B e A\ G 103
W 2 min J5, RIZRIBOKIEVE 1 IR, I %%
NS AL N TSNS UE S DV =S TGRSR I |
AR WG, H Uk 48 R4 B 5%
1.6.3 ¥iEAE R AL M kid s
LUK ZE SR (TR B A 25ty B 98 3 62 6
Giit SSR PG 2kl , FEAH R4 00 8 b A A%
LA 17, oAk IE N “07, A NTSYS-pe
2. 10 A ) NTedit 50808 e 4 , B R AL
45 R it PopGene 3 A kA 58 115 X
FIAE T A B i A A RS LR Ne
(SBREAE AL A8 S /N By T8 5 ) ORI 2 45 2
Ho ( BEALFIBREAS Y 2 A S50k AN AH W] Y HE
F) BEAREE He (AR50 A X0HE G,
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HAEFEM 0 B 124 He =0 I}, YLHiZ S 1 ¥ 6 £
SVE; 2 He =1 ), BiHZ 51 W) ) TC IR 215540
LR H A AR A A9 455 ) Fil Shannon $5%4 (1) . 2k
F PowerMarker %4 11 550 32 22 5 {7 ik PR A3 48 |
BER ZFEEAEE, JFAR I Neil” s J7 kTR B XS
S A SR 2 S EE B 5 (PIC) . AR 4E X
SEE BRI 22 57, A AN [6) 41 B2 0 B SSR 73 F-F
WG TE L Z2 FEPE Ty A e 22 5. A
NTSYS-pc 2. 10 # A ) Clustering A4 | 38 1
FEMAE- 22975 (UPMGA ) X 7 A28 4 bt Aol
R 38 AL ARBL 2R BT B EA T SR 28 0 . i e th 9™
S A TR T 2% A i R[] PR K 285 R AT 22 5 1Y
SSR JrFhric 519, T Al B2 745 S Id
T .

2 ZRHHE

2.1 H#OZEMAEFEY SSR &M

ABEFEM 68 4~ SSR 73 FHRic o 4 25 i ik
H 14 ARG A R E T T R L 2 SR
SSR 73FHnic, Hg | Wf5 B L3 2.

14 4~ SSR Jp FARic g | 7E 7 AP i
an P R RS A5 R IR 3. 3 3 I AT Ne (1R

IRt Ar Sya R 3.379 3 ~6.533 3 SF-H{H
4'5.226 93 Ho AL 5 0.571 4 ~0.857 1,
SEYIE 0. 734 73 He 25 4L 30 B 0. 758 2 ~
0.912 1,3 4 0.861 91 ALTEEA K, K
1.567 0 ~1.908 5, F-H{H Jy 1. 781 1; FB4E(y
SR AR B R 0. 214 3 ~0.500 0, -5
{0 0. 311 2 & [N 2 A 1 48 £ 48 b Y [l Ry
0.704 1 ~0.846 9,1 { % 0. 800 3; PIC 75
LG N 0. 679 6 ~ 0. 827 7, ¥ (i N
0.777 1,3 /KF 0.500 0. %4 Hagk H.Z2 01, 4]
AR BERY 14 A4 SSR 43 FARic i 28R,
HESHEEEREFES.
2.2 HHAFER SRS EEEE

st AR B8R, SR 2B i A (a]
1ot R B BT | R O R T AN A
AL AL R AT B WL 4. & 4 A,
7 AN i ol i 3845 4B A0 R ER AR R AR
K, HW4.84 ~8.06. Hrh | (] S BEAR R =85
S-S i AR 5 =, o 8. 06,
FEHIX 2 AR AR S Fh 2 ] 2AT 8 ) 3 2%
KR W E 5 =785 [ 1L A8 LR ER
2, 07,9046 5785 5 AR ] A st AL AR DL &R

%2 14 A SSR 4FAriT 3] 4912 &

Table 2 The information of 14 SSR molecular markers primers

EIRZEIE] 1E [ 5 Y1751 CACEIE g 1B K/ C
pPS2 AATAAGGCTACTCTTGG CGGCATTGTCTTTCAGT 54.0
PS3 AAGGAAAATCTATGGTGAA ATGGTCAATGCTTGGAG 54.0
Ps4 TTGGGAAACAAGAGTGA TCTGGGACGAGGATAAT 54.0
PS5 GTTTCAAACCAAATACAC GGCGACACCTTGGAATA 55.0
PS13 CATTAGATGTTCCAGTCC TCACTCACATTTAGCTTTT 57.5
PS15 TCAATCACCCTCCATTGAAA CGTATACCATGGTCGGAAGG 61.0
PS19 ACCCAAAATATGAAACAACATG TGACTACTGCACTGACACTGCTA 60.0
PS25 TGGTAAGGGTCCTAAGAGGTACAC TTCCAATCTTTTTCTATAACATCTGC 60.8
PS26 CCATCATTGGCCATTACTACAA CCATATGTGTGTGAATGATAAAACC 57.0
Ps41 GGAGCATTGAAGCGAGAAAT CTCTTGACCTTGGGAGCATATAGT 60.8
pPs42 TCCTTTTCAATCATCATTCTCTGT AAAATCTTGCCTTTGATCTTGAAC 60.8
PS56 GGATCCACAGTAGTACACTCTAATC GGATGCCTCATGTAAGGGAGTTTG 60.0
PS61 TTAAGCAAAGAAGTCGCG CTAAAATCTCCACTCAGCT 48.0
PS65 GATCCCGGACGTAATCCTG ATCGTACCGAGGGTTCGAAT 59.0
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BRI, Jy 4. 84.
2.3 HIAEWMEMOBELSTER

T ASBER A i Bl 1) S 203 B Aok 11 2 €]
1 s, thE 1 AT U FEALR B4R 0. 69
B, AR 7 AR R R 4 2558 1 2
(R ONENEP I RS UREIN Ey PavAREE |
oL, 503 KRR, H 4 Kb 7EHH
IR R 0.74 B, ALK 7 M S A 43
N5 BONRE KA, 2 oSS
WE 563 RKANEa AN TR LS, 584K R
AR BB 5 O . DL SBAE AR R B A
BRI, 3X 14 4~ SSR 43 FHRic il A AT
Hu X 43 7 ASHER A .

2.4 BRTRIBHA TR E LRSS

SR AR 2 A5 ELAFAY 14 4 SSR
S5 FHRICA WIHETT T A A 0 58y He 4
A | T SR T A e TR MU
T B A T AR AR A 4 T4
SCPEIE IR 2 B IR M e B4 IR
L EPNENEE I+ W TIPSV o
SREE LS. fE 2 WA T AR
R 4K /INE 135 bp 15300 bp 22 ], %
T2 ST LK 7 ISR
S RAMIF | FLACRAECHT. SRR 3 (R4
SESL A ATAT A SSR 40 A0 51 A K fig
B I T A BRSSO, U

k3 14 A SSRAFITF M fe T AMBEIRAAS S A b 8g 730 25 R
Table 3  The amplification results of 14 SSR primers in 7 tested tea plant varieties

EIkZELIE] Ne Ho He i R PR SN Z R PIC
pPs2 6.533 3 0.5714 0.9121 1.908 5 0.214 3 0.846 9 0.8277
PS3 4.9000 0.8571 0.8571 1.767 2 0.3571 0.7959 0.771 9
Ps4 5.4444  0.8571 0.879 1 1.809 5 0.2857 0.816 3 0.7923
PS5 3.3793 0.8571 0.758 2 1.567 1 0.500 0 0.704 1 0.679 6
PS13 5.4444  0.8571 0.8791 1.809 5 0.2857 0.816 3 0.7923
PS15 5.4444  0.8571 0.879 1 1.809 5 0.2857 0.816 3 0.792 3
PS19 5.764 7 0.714 3 0.8901 1.833 8 0.214 3 0.826 5 0.803 3
PS25 6.5333 0.714 3 0.912'1 1.908 5 0.214 3 0.846 9 0.8277
pPS26 4.083 3 0.5714 0.8132 1.673 1 0.428 6 0.7551 0.729 8
P41 5.1579 0.714 3 0.868 1 1.772 1 0.2857 0.806 1 0.779 5
P42 4.9000 0.5714 0.8571 1.767 2 0.3571 0.7959 0.771 9
pPSs6 6.1250 0.714 3 0.9011 1.8712 0.214 3 0.836 7 0.8156
pPS61 6.1250 0.5714 0.9011 1.8712 0.214 3 0.836 7 0.8156
PS65 3.3793 0.857 1 0.758 2 1.567 1 0.500 0 0.704 1 0.679 6

SEHE 5.2269  0.7347 0.8619 1.781 1 0.3112 0.800 3 0.777 1

4 BRI SRR AR AL B

Table 4 The genetic similarity coefficient matrix of 7 tested tea plant varieties

ZFK KA EES KR M5 B YA wats
(EE/ONE| 1.00 — — — — — —
S PAS 6.94 1.00 — — — — —
TR 6.13 6.29 1.00 — — — —
Jisqt 5.81 7.26 6.45 1.00 — — —
W 6.94 7.42 5.32 6.29 1.00 — —
oy 5.81 6.94 4.84 5.81 7.90 1.00 —
wats 5.48 5.97 5.81 6.13 6.29 8.06 1.00
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Fig.1 The cluster analysis tree of 7 tested tea plant varieties
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Fig.2 The molecular fingerprint of 7

tested tea plant varieties

B 24 1975 A A T RER X 7 AR
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PG LA B /0 19 SSR 43 FhRi0 5| 0 % 5 i
A R JEN] , e R R S A R 2 S
BRf9 3 A SSR 4 T-hRiC 51 4 (PS3, PSIS,
PS19) M4 A, I FHI X 23 7 A 54 b
P> TH8 SO 45 5N 18] 3 B, NZE S A5
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B3 W3 A SSR o FAFLI Hs
M 5T IR A
Fig.3 The molecular fingerprint constructed by

combining 3 SSR molecular markers

(RIS R FNENE P F NN I IV i
NG M-S A3 AR il 3 4
SSR 73 FARIC T3, 7 A B4 i o
PR BT A9 2545 T 261, nRE A Aot
X3k

SSR 7 FARC T | i) 2 35 VE o B
DX AN [ (AR i of , [ 25 A2 AR 2R 208
R dh FiBA 5 9 X 50 I RLE, SSR 79 T Aic
SR Z2 A TR R, 2 el o ) P34 2% Y
225U A 5 A R (36 I W i Ao 2 Tt £ A
L2 BOAT , (s FH [R]— X+ SSR 73> F4ic 5| it
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Fr g st A 250 25 57 BV] 2. SSR 2 751k
SIMTREL T SSR Jr TARICH I W Z 18] B 25 5, T
T AL FRAB) 2 BRI 415 SCET T M I E [R] (A BE T {1
TR il o ] 11 2 5.

3 énlb

AHFFEEET SSR Jr FARICH AR, X2k B 8
AR T MR A R AR KT
17708, P e 7 H o FHe sr . 45 R %
HY: W15 L 1 14 4> SSR 2 FAnic i h 238
PEbrid, HEZ S EEE S ER TR, /LA
U IX 53 7T MR A R s AN T SR s
LA R A i 2 TR A gt A AR DL M AR R
5, 0 8.06, RGO R B EHL R 1 A 8
b ZBERE R 3 A SSR 43 F ARl (PS3,
PS15,PS19) A H# Y 4r FF5 SR 1, WA 3L
Y T AHHRZS B A, ST DR D B A
PR g e Rl REZ i R H 9.

A JE B TE A ST W SRl B AT S A
7t DNA $8 80 (5 o , 4k 22 28 i) SSR 43
FhRiC, LATE I A5 B Fr 0 it 22 450 o AN S i iy
AR, B 47 b S RN O B A, el 2 A A
Fh AR S .
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