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Genetic Diversity Evaluation of Cultivars ( G. hirsumtum L. )
Resistant to Fusanum Wit by RAPD Markers

XU Qiwr hua, ZHANG Xiarrlong , NIE Yi-chun, FENG Churr da
( National Key Laboratory of Crop Genetic Improvenent , Huazhong Agricultural Univessity , Wuhan 430070)

Abstract : Forty- one polymorphic decamer primers with clear and repeated band pattern , which were screened out of
300 randomly selected primers, were used to evaluate genetic diversity of cultivars of G. Himsumtum L. resistance to
Fusarium wilt . Fifty- one cultivars obtained 82 polymorphic loci . Jaccard’ s genetic similarity coefficients were calculated
using the software of NTSYS-pc version 1 .80, and a dendrogram was constructed by the unweighted pair group method of
arithmetic average ( UPGMA) . Mean similarity coefficient among cultivars resistance to Fusarnum wilt was 0 .598 . There
were about 17 .1 % of cultivar pairs with pairwise similarity coefficients exceeding 0 .700 , which had great genetic simi-
larity . Most of cultivar pairs had the value of pairwise similarity coefficients from 0 .500 to 0 .700 , with the percentage of
66 .9 % . Sixteen per cent of cultivar pairs had better genetic difference , with pairwise similarity coefficients less than 0 .
500 . Generally, there was a low level of genetic diversity among cultivars resistance to Fusarium wilt . The small genetic
diversity of the whole Chinese upland cotton might affect the genetic diversity of cultivars resistance to Fusarium wilt .
However , poor genetic base of cultivars resistance to Fusarium wilt would be another important factor to the narrow genet-
ic diversity . It might be an active way to attain breakthrough in developing fine disease- resistant cultivars by introducing
disease- resistant genes from exotic species , such as sea island cotton, Asian cotton and relative species of G. hisutum
L.
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Table 1  Pedigree of 51 cultivars resistant to Fusanum wilt
(A= VA Al
No. Cultivar Pedigree
1 M 3 Jimian3 (BRAE 10 x & 1) =Bk 2319 RIE  (Shaanmianl 0 x Zhongchangl ) = line shan2319
2 A 7 Jimian7 3L 75-7 x B 75-23  Ji75-7 % Ji75-23
3 M 14 Jimianl 4 757 x B 7523 757 x Ji75-23
4 A 15 Jimianl 5 FL 757 x FL 7523 Ji75-7 % Ji15-23
5 A 17 Jimianl 7 TR 1 x (% 68-389 x 632-125) F4  Jimianl x ( Jin68-389 x 632-125) F4
6 MR 19 Jimianl 9 TG 302 x (345 3016 x 355) F4  Jiwu302 x ( Jihe3016 x 355) F4
7 M 20 Jimian20 TR 10 x (VEBEEF < ¥BEEF) F - Jimianl 0 x ( Hailuye x Hailuye) F
8 R 21 Jimian21 5 496 x FIETCEE - 7308 »78 RIE  Jind96 x Shanghaiwudu — 7308 — line78
9 HARET 15 CCRILS 9K 4x M 1 -6429 x 861 Uganda4 x Jimianl — 6429 x 86-1
10 kit 16 CCRIl6 FFRRT 10-211 x 3L 4086 CCRIN0-211 x Liao4086
11 HFARET 17 CcCRL7 ("h 7259 x 1 6551) x 110 ( Zhong7259 x Zhong6551) x Zhongl 0
12 HR T 19 CCRCI9 [ (77259 x H16651) x TREHT 10]x (11 7263 x T 6429)
[ ( Zhong7259 x Zhong6651) x CCRII0] x ( Zhong7263 x Zhong6429)
13 HFAR BT 20 CCRI20 (B 2942 x 1 642) FI x [ ("' 607 x iL 4096) x PR8O ]
( Shaan2942 x Zhong642) F1 x [ ( Zhong607 x Liao4096) X PR30 ]
14 HHRR AT 21 CCRI21 Wi Ri 2B x (! 758 x 849)  Stoneville 2B x ( Zhong758 x 849)
15 TR BT 22 CCRI22 1 4278 x 1 13 Zhong4278 x Zhongl 3
16 TR BT 23 CCRI23 {[ (5658 x Bk 5245) x 4067 1 x "1 10} x ZEHH 8 {[ (5658 x Shaan5245) x 4067 ] x Zhongl 0} x Jimian8
17 "R T 25 CCRI2S (%38 SP - 37 x 444) x 1 4091  ( AntongSP-37 x 444) x Zhong4091
18 * 99 CCRI99 (i 3 x 41 3474) x ZF K. ( Kangzhong3 x Zhong3474) x Duomazhao
19 i1 521 CCRI521 (59 209 x 910 #K) x BRAR 4 ( Xuzhou209 x 910Yi) x Shaanmiamd
20 i 12 Jinmianl 2 HEHE 14 x 71 6331 Handanl 4 x Zhong6331
21 R 13 Jinmianl 3 (79 - 105 x 15 SR1) x I&H§ 1729  (79-105 x DaiSRI) X Yunchengl 729
22 A 14 Jinmiand (Bl 21-35 x 224 345 5) x B2 1155 ( Heishan21-35 x GL5) x Shaanl155
23 W Hi 16 Jinmianl 6 K10 ZI%E A line selected from Liaomianl 0
24 i 17 Jinmianl 7 ILH 6 x ¥ 355 Liaomian6 x Ji355
25 T Hi 18 Jinmianl 8 Wi 6 "L A line selected from Jinmian6
26 T 19 Jinmianl 9 82-87 x {1 711  82-87 x Shi7l1
27 4 4 Yumiand (T F 67 x Bk 1155) x (V[ ¥§ 67 x 401-27)  ( Henan67 x Shanl155) x ( Henan67 x 401-27)
28 %4 6 Yumian6 [ (FLAR 8 x WITG 48) x (3L 321 x §HF 2) 1x [ PDO109 x (606 x 1 31) ]
[ (Jimian8 x Xiangwu48) X (Ji321 x Yumian2) ] x [ PD0109 x Zhong31 ]]
29 45 8 Yumiané 4 3009 x (8015/1 +8015/5 +8004/14 + 3283 + H 12+ 5+ M0/3 + 61/5 + AEM K
Yu3009 x (8015/1 +8015/5 +8004/14 + 3283 + Zhongl 2 + Kang5 + MD/3 +61/5 + African big boll
30 B8 9 Yumian9 (PP s < HARET10) x FHRFT 14 ( Zhongkang5 x CCRI10) x CCRIl 4
31 %M 10 Yumianl 0 (T 40 x 86-1) x 3 366  ( Shangqiud0 x 86-1) x Ji366
32 A1 Yumianl HHT 12 x 42273 & CCRI12 x Line 42273
33 8 9 Lumian9 (B x 31 x BPM I BPL1 (Lul x Jil) x Acala x Lukangl
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4% 1 Table 1( Continued)
5 Al Al 44 E
No. Cultivar Pedigree
34 41 12 Lumianl 2 W JC 383 x 454G 384 Zhongwu383 x Luwu384
35 11 14 Lumianl 4 47 7 x PD2164  Lumian7 x PD2164

36 S8AE 20 Emian20
37 58401 Ekangl
38 BT 2 Bkang2
39 S0P 3 Ekang3
40 P 6 Ekang6
41 ILH 4 Liaomiand

H 2535 x (S8 < 1)

GEIH 1 < WK 10 Ejingl x Xiangmianl 0

SR 1 x #5 9118 Ejingl x Shu9118

Zhong2535 x ( Eguangmian x Ejingl )

(JEM S x JH) 3247) FI x 1 2535 (Smmoth leaf Deltpine x Jing3247) FI x Zhong2535
GEIH 1 < WK 10 Ejingl x Xiangmianl 0

CITHE < W52l 2B) = [ (A 1 x WM 2B) + P 1]

( Liaoduan x Stoneville2B) X [ ( Guannongl x Stoneville2B) + Liaoyangl

42 ILH 5 Liaomians
43 JCHE 7 Liaomian7

(ILAR 1 = 7 1470) — 614007 x ' 3
1L 632-115 x (HTBli 200 + 7 4104 + i 111 A+ 15 16 +2034 + 54 64-15)

( Liaomianl x Sil470) - 614007 x Zhong3

Lia0632-115 x ( Xinlu209 + Coker4104 + Peil11 A+ DP16 + 2034 + Seaisland64-15)

44 IL i 13 Liaomianl 3
45 WA 3 Simian3
46 %K% 4 Shaanmiand
47 %43 9 Shaanmian9
48 BeAR 401
Shaanmian401
49 #8TE 4176 Mianwudl 76
50 43703 Jihe3703

3L 7440 x (01111 .456 + 6051)
¥t 76-75 x WIFH 791
W3 x (57-681 + 1K 2)

Liao7440 x (01111 .456 + 6051
Yankang76-75 x Siyang791

Zhong3 x (57-681 + Liaomian2)
%A 3 x 52-128  Shaanmian3 x 52-128
[ BRAR 3 x (958t + 4% 1818 +60-5) x 57-681 ]
[ Shaanmian3 % ( Shehong + Xuzhoul 818 +60-5) x 57-681 ]
%770 1386 x LA 14 Mianwul 386 x Jimianl 4
[CERL 1 = JR22 %) F3 x JFKE 1] - F3 x 34 321

[ ( Luzhaol x Jingandi) F3 x Dongtingl ] — F3 x Jihe321

51 FAR BT 12 CCRl 2 50K 4 x BLR 1

Uganda4 x Jimianl

RAPD 5|1 H Sangon A ], A 300 AR AL
51y it 1k R4S 1)y BUTE I B MR 41 AN 2
AMEG1Y) . ANTP \Taq B H ¥ Promega A H] .
1.2 J5ik
1.2.1 FifEi DNA HEEL AR 4 Paterson 51414
I DNA W398 IFAE T — 28 &0, 10 £
JEAT AR AR R g o8 /1 1 R IR PR AE
- 75 CARILVKAR N . YRR 8 20 0T B 22
Btk N soml B0 TN 100 ~ 20001 g 5 AR
LR DNA 248 22 0P (65 C) (2 %( w/v) CTAB,
2 %(w/v) PVP, 0.1 %(w/v) DIECA, 1 .4mol/L NaCl,
0.02mol/ L Na, EDTA( pH8 .0) , 0.1 mol/ L Tris- HClJ,
HIGHE BT T 65 C/KH 30 min , (BB 10 min 2547
B — . B R M SEARRAR & A5 7 G ( 24:
1) ,VRA]J5 38001/ min 250 15min, L3 0 &2 H &
i © S IEE( 240 1) ik . SREHC B IR 2/
3 IRTRUKYA e N I R R R 2)) 22 230K DNA DiTE
ok, - 20 CUKAR M CE 0 .5h LA L. SRS DNA
BFFIEOE 70 %R 2 ~3 k. Bl LS
TR N 24 AR TE(10 mmol/ L Tri- HAL A 1
mmol/ L EDTA) %l . (R f 5 1F) DNA %5 1% i
10pg Rnase A /100ul DNA ELAIMIA Rnase Al®1 37 C
K1~ 20 INEEARR G © S GlE(24 ©1) 4lifh 2

BB /10 R 3 mol/ L NaAc( pHS .2) F1 2
FEARFAI VKA TEIK SBEUTUE DNA. 38 S lE KA,
FEIN TE %l . BU/D 5 DNA B 0 .8 %( w/ v) BiE
PR FL VK AT I . 35 5 ) DNA 540 73 6O FE vl
WREE K LA R 10ng/ pl 7E RAPD 23 HTHT .
12.2 RAPD ZHT 25ul FJ PCR IR MAKZR N 1 x
PCR X . 2% ¥ ,160pmol/ L dNTPs ,15mmol/ L Mg
Cl, ,0 .4pmol/ L FEHLG 4 1 A7 Taq BEFT S0ng AR
DNA , A2 1 ddH, 0 #h 78, I B 25 A4 A
W DL 4 48 0 R R R R AR O . fE Perkin Elmer
Thermal Cycler 480 LHE TP . PCRYTIEERE T N
5 95 CAEME 3min ,50 CRYE 1. 5min, 72 C LEfH
2min 1 MEH SR )G 94 T 1 min 37 CEAE 1 min,
72 CHEAH 2min , JLHEAT 40 NEIR B J5 72 CHE A
10min ,BEAN T FEA T sh. § P~ WAEE 0 . 5ug/ ml
EB(IRAL LFE) (11 .6 %It NEBE e b ykAS il L7 1
x TAE ZZM 75 v E& K 2 .5 ~ 3h R AMNE S
ME I A I %

1.2.3 il BT RES TN Z
ASMEHBUE A1 2ol % <07 . KR Jac
card’ s FHAL R E 1 NTSYS-pe 1 .80 Z#iE 70 1 4K
AR AL 3415 UPGMA) SR .
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51 ANPURGZE i il U SRR E 41 AN 2R ES )
TR E 82 AN VAL VTR N R TR 1) AH
IR E AR B B - KRB H . 51 AP0
A 2 TR 38 O AL R R 0,598 i ]
(R SR AR AL, R o A AT 20 BT (R 2) . 3 .4 %l B
AR EAR K KT 0 .800 ,F5 13 .7 %10 i Pl ke
IARABL ZR 0o A A8 BB AR 0,700 , 0 .800) [X[1]
PRI 17 .1 %01 S Bl FE B4R EARUPE K .
FETIME BT 0 .500 , 0.700) X [R] L BT o (4 Eb 51 i
KN 66.9%. 1EAHLFREUR /NI 0.400,0.500)
XA NI 13 .3 %, /NT0.400 I 2.7 % 1
LR U 18 22 SRR (AHBLR /N 170 .500) (1 b Fil
AT A I LEBIA R 16 % . AR BE FR E PUAL 2590
A i ol 22 T R ARLABL I o B 2

2 JREGUREZE 0 [l AR it 0 ) SO0 HH AR B o3 A
Table 2 Frequency distribution of pairwise similarity coeffi- cients

among cultivars resistant to Fusanum wilt

FLRBIX ] R4l EYER S

Interval Percentage( %) Cumulative percentage( %)
[0.800, 1) 3.4 3.4
[0.700, 0.800) 13.7 17.1
[0.600, 0.700) 32.2 493
[0.500, 0.600) 34.7 84.0
[0.400, 0.500) 13.3 97.3

(0, 0.400) 2.7 100

2.2 FARIHT

UPGMA BRI LT B, v 51 A il Al kil
PR3 R TR 43 AR

L REFEA 6 AN A B R BT 21(8) T80 8
(29) J4HE 4(27) F4HE11(32) B4 14(35) F4Hi 10
(31) JLAH IR 8 FEM 4 R 11 A7 ST IARR I
GBI KA 2 AR R 2013) AT 9
(30) , —HHB AT

RN 5K 5 AN

I- 1 W32 ANbFl

1- 2 WA 1 NSRBI 7(43) 5

1- 3 WA 3 AN A 21(8) LM 5(42)
AR 3(39) YA NT 15 %,

[- 4 WA 1 AN RIFRAREPT 19(12) 5

1- 5 WA 6 NP, H M 14(22) 5AM 16

(23) JIME 13(44) R 18(25) JEAH 12(34) A
17(24) FEA A 14 JOR 13 2R 18 AR 17 1)
AR R .

-1 WHEE—25 R 6 DM

AWVZEAT 14 A ST R 3(1) FEME 19(6) .
MR 14(3) JBRAS 4(46) TABIT 23(16) AT 16
(10) JIUKG 3(45) 4G 4176(49) FZAH17(5) BEHH 9
(47) JEHR15(4) JLHR 4041) HRRET 12(51) Bk 401
(48) . FLrPyuAs 3 BRAR o MR 401 F 52-128 HLYE
SRR S, B TICKE 4 FRARET 12 246 LA R
PR SEA A 155 15 25 ;

B WEZRAT 5 AN S Bl BAH 7(2) 1 99(50)
FRPT 15(9) 1 521(19) FE4 3703(50) , eI [F
PUESEA N R 3

C VA 5 A ah Al R 17¢11) HrRe T 25
(17) %8 12(20) JEM 6(28) BT 1(37) ;

D WA 5 AN Bl A 19(26) A 9(33) .
FRHT 6(40) FLHE 20(36) FBPT 2(38) ,EAIMIPLIEE
AN 57-681 ;

E WAVSEAT 2 /N SRR 2R 200 7) FEFAR 13(21)

FLNVZEA 1 AN S RIRARE BT 22(15) .

3 i

RAPD Fric 73 A1 2 B, Fe [ K 22 4 it b AR B A
505 P IR PRI A 2 S /0N . B s b A o A 5
(Pist A Z R B AR AR B8 R 22 Btk
PEAEAFPUIE S AL 22 A = . ZEXT R il
HRS HURS 25908 S AHREAT R0 M A R B ,52-128 57
681 PRI 3 BeA 4 A 401 A1 IE R 2 M A
PURhZ AR EE BT A . IR 3 2
Bk 4 BT SEA ,52-128 Fl1 57-681 A& BRAR 401 )
PORSEA . FHIFT 3 1 57-681 P RPTIE AN 2 i
N 15 W RGILIE MR A IEE 15 skl
AL . BTRL ST 15 52-128 AL ik A e T [ A
FEPURG 90 B R R AR A

YR 22 BTN 200 S R BRI 15
THAR A 0 189 /il HURR HUAL 25905 W Fh ( &) AT
RSN BN R BT 15 U R)
07 71 .43 % o 57-681 S AT AR SR Ay SV 58
20 % . 52-128 JTAE MR 531 76 T AR Ok H IR
25— BB DUR AR R 2 T i fp LA 52-128 4
Bl E B SR Ay 8 .47 9% A8 1 TR I 2 K BT
i AP 4 .76 % .
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Fig. Dendrogram of 51 cultivars resistant to Fusarum wilt clustered by UPGMA
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