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ABSTRACT

Jujube (Ziziphus jujuba Mill.) is cultivated for a long time in Iran, which has medicinal and economic value. In order
to effective management of genetic sources, identifying species and determination on the genetic relationships
between them, knowledge of genetic diversity will be helpful. To evaluate genetic diversity of 25 trees collected
from South Khorasan Agricultural and Natural Resources Research and Education Center Collection, 16 RAPD and
22 SSR primers were used. Both the markers showed highly polymorphic. Distinctive power of two markers were
compared using percent of polymorphism, polymorphic information content (PIC), resolving power (RP), marker
index (MI) and effective multiplex ratio (EMR). RAPDs produced 108 polymorphic bands, while SSRs amplified 118
polymorphic bands. SSRs showed higher PIC, EMR and MI (0.47, 5.36, 2.58, respectively) than RAPDs (0.19, 3.55,
0.76, respectively). However, RP of RAPDs (9.92) higher than to SSRs (2.10). The dendrogram drawn with UPGMA
cluster analysis showed that root-suckers of the same rootstock were separated from each other, which is indicative of
the occurrence of somatic mutation among them. Dendrogram derived from the combination of SSR and RAPD
datas, divided most of root-suckers from the same rootstock into same clusters.

Keywords: Germplasm, microsatellite, oligonucleotide, root-sucker, somatic mutation.

* Corresponding author E-mail: sdaghighi@birjand.ac.ir


http://www.areo.ir/HomePage.aspx?site=azargharbi.areo

e 9SS (Ziziphus jujuba Mill.) Gl slacasgl (Sids £955 gy 10,0 9 (B v-f

(Govidaraj et al., 2014) s,ls Jgaxs S S5
sl S5y 5l ool LWl e g5 Ul
Fose 5 plordon (il (Suoled e
51 eolaiw! (Bhandari et al, 2017) sl alol
Cool Simelae s, DNA JsSlge sla Silis
ol g plal (e Lol i a4y DNA - lade |y
Ainsworth et al., ) s anwly pb gud,
S5 E95 @byl slr |y ganesjad lnl 5 (1996
Oz s e dll GlalS o (Seasseld Ll
«(Li et al., 2008) ISSR aloz> ;I JsSge Silis
E95 ow,y» <4 (Bai, 2008) AFLP 4 SRAP
Ll 00l solarwl Lle Coros B VSl L':'i"“’)
o lsaloss; b (ool (5,55 sla JIgs) WLSSR
o e Sl Gl £-VDP LSS ooty L
3lesee (LS Sl il 50 (S5 £55 o
Grkava-) cosloas 48,5 L 0 Cle ale>
Gustavssan et al., 2013; Song et al., 2014; Xu et
e 5l Glasle S5e JJoay LSSR .qal., 2016

eVl gl ploles sl 2Ulss Vb )85
rolp )3 005 S miss g ke &)ly (JShan
Silis SeSa ol Sy BT e cegis
S Spho Hlews 95 olelid § (55 Sbadds
;o L 1,51 (Wang et al., 2014; Xu et al., 2016)
Liuetal, ) cle pgs5 Jlov 58,5 13 oyws
drwgl g bl aiw; o olbbcs,i, (2014
il 5 5 ol 43,5 & 00 Slie SSR (gl 55T
5 o8 ol o (Saiskd Ly, sl cex
oo oolawl uL& Coro> )L>L.u 9 E¢5 tﬁ"b))‘
JSAM 5 S, b wiilss (2011) Ma et al. .ol
Ldye claaiss 5 wlie gl SSR,S3LT i YO
elols co> )f)'Lé.T iz VP 5l g woly dswy
Sle 08, Voo Slie o8, VY o Koo
L}“"L“J‘ 5 ...\.;Q)S oolaiul G uL».c pé) Y 9 u;w.>5
05,5 dws o il b glas b o3, S 5 JUT
Oered WS I3 iy g e (Sux Sl
Caz gob; olass aslys 55 (2014) Wang et al.

Xbd drwy  Jux> obe sy 1) SSRF5k]

1. Selectively Amplified Microsatellite

-

doro

Ot 3l So (Ziziphus jujuba Mill) Cle
31 as” el Rhamnaceae o, cobaislis sl iz
Zhao et ) s ls coonl Jaocan 5 golaidl s
ol o mab s @ Lwl jo T ogus (al., 2014
C molug 5 a8 YL Jlade 5 YL olde 35
Ls)lf)L..u uL».c .(Chen et al,, 2013) <ol g.éj).no
wilides (wjpe g ) slagis 4 YU
Liuetal, ) o)ls Sis 5 5,58 (il _pgass
eSS sl Jlowl LS Ls een 4 (2017
OS85 (Siddaes g Sis gblie jo jgloge
J.)iksc ul.....».?-c\.: “)"'JKSM M) @?d.! @l) 09u0
@ ol ool 5 b 5l Cle (LU et al, 2014)
ciS 5 e (Daghighi,1999) coul ouds cois
JESe YEYOIY ggame ;0 28 Jlo ,o olpl o ol
03¢ 'y IN A L:).s‘); L)i Yo \.\.Jj.: 9 0d Q*’)‘)f
) o) slagtial J5 Jsame ol odsi Cal
(325 Ol by ((Bri plrlydT leasl
S 0)l0 0929 (29ix Qo> g plzgl g i
spbvl SSE 4 Jpame Gl oy ol
A0 X /Ll o5 VYAF Lo e oad S5
ol 00 351 5 OFTAIY 5 Ve XO/A YV N0
Sl adg e (YL g S mhw it
Olme b eaiia e ol bl 4 @l
Ministry of ) ool o o5 OFYAIY 5 LS YYIA/F

.(Agriculture Jihad, 2017
Songr 9 QLS i ulul 5 4l (S5 geis
£955 d9>9 .(Bhandari et al., 2017) el &Y gams
oSl sln 1y (srop plals (St e o
Gl daupe waz o o8, 45 WS o eal)d oL
po g Sl (h)slaS cellae o oS Slao L,
(Govidaraj et al., 2014) wws axwss o), Slal
ey 0 Jese () g9 el adlllas
b yeSl omaib LT aSiy) jaseis Cqa LS
L o093 2l 6o (Suigledyoe Slae Wl
ol 4ol 05 wale> wbe 5 b v oo lis
55 Conle 5 )laie 5l @3l 4 (55,5 5L el S



Y0 VAR e o) 5,Led DY 5,00 ol nl SLEL psle

@ |, Wl UPGMA (2 )5Sl 5 (gladigs a3z g
Diao 5,5 LS < JAY alis oo j0 ol og )5 4o
RAPD 551 VY L 1, lic 13, V) (2014) et al.
L3 syl 2 dapl (S Ly, (oy pslaien;
MIF) SSoaz alb OV a5 wl ,aSo Wil olias .aisls
#¥ S5 £45 (2000) Peng et al. .wisls las (aoyo
2,8 oL RAPD S5kl Fr lawgs |, Slic o,
DA/00) 3L YAY a8 wi 585 il FAY ol oLas gl
2 1) baiges (glades 4o 5 Wog JSdaiz (ao)o
3 Baee Olie aSyl 4 4> b o) qend 09,5 A
Juo @ lo () cnl 0 gdion 1355 G292k )b
@Sl (18l 5 Cle bz glacedss adlas
sl golasl sladll sy il SS' L oS g
5 EoliS Sl Sy openSlS e iy
ol olsn B e plulid iz (b gl
able o ol ol Jldl 5l Sl (s b
Ll (S35 €95 5 Olnl iz 5 il (il

.0)9| Cesddy

b w9y 9 dlge
A Joliss gaomme jo a5 Clie 250 YO Gudsd ol yo
ol Gl bl Iy Wele ool
5 Slikod S50y 5 oad Gslaer eyrolol>
@z obel> ol (b mlie 5 (55588 Sjgal
J9a2) 285 )18 sy g Beio 950 adiloads ciS
iy 4 s xSy DNA Zl sl cqz ()
b (Sl sloSy 50 yslanz 5l ri) oo
Ay (65,50 euSzils oBinbejl 4 Slaseive zy0
Y g0 o5 s ks (30,5 e 5l ey i e
P gl Oy bawg sl ()39 diged o 5l pS
S5 -Y"C o DNA glaal ooy b 5 win
Slyeei oS b CTAB gyt DNA gl sl sins
CuaS 5SS (Doyle & Doyle, 1987) o sl
5 Pl hgy 99 b i e eadglzisl DNA
SDNA cble e85 )8 byl 9,50 5989 5l
clale cpl 5l g wad 33, OngMl 4 saslcussa

a5 oolizzl PCR 255 olonil gl
Sl cax V8 5 PCR LSl elol Cuz

Ot €95 snp lp ST Cd YY) iz
c\a).‘x.u u,uLw‘).) > f“é) .J.;.))S oolazl ul...c f“é) \id
Fuet &l gaupmnds ol 05,3 aw ;o gl adgs>
ol pgiy )0 1;SSR Jlgl 3 wizuslys 5.0 (2016) al.
Joe ol 035 b 1y o misr olies 5 0T (o)
oS5 8,8 ol sl anS awslie e gol)]
pe5 3l e Sle 4 Sl pgis 0 SSR
Sl cix Ve wiah 385e 5 05 el
Silel cas Yool Ll aies axwg olie SSR
Corer dw G Y SeH) g5 bl slaiea
oolazwl L (2015) Zhang et al. .ais S oolazwl Gl
o8, &bl FO SSR ST cas> Y
Ly, § £o5 ow,p <> 4 1, Jinsixiaozao
ST s el bl spse (Snigekd
b9y ool sladgs g g ol las (Shws
05,5 Ay BBl 51> alis o 5 UPGMA
SSR ,55kl cax YF (2016) Xu et al. .5 5 13
oSy B Y ole Gl AT b5l ol
55 5Ibl S8 @ lcwdsis Baa b daeadlp s
e 5eeSIS Sy il g Wl sl 5 (S
IRV L PP VL G T-ES) PO WS i JEE LY
slp el s @ (b9, RAPD Sl
LDNA _slas labd olul s o IS 00s anseis
bl sl Jss ) solil sl ST 5 eslinl
Welsh & McClelland,1990; ) coul (o552l
5 wolasle Sl RAPD (Williams et al., 1990
3 elle SO Solis obs) (pUly g 0o Sl
ladisS SSE gz ;0 Wlgiee 9 00 1) el Ol
b @bl 5 oo caled ulaly i S
Sladss (Sherry et al., 2011) 0ol oolatwl Cobdge
sy <> RAPD Slis 5l oolanl b 5 (go0wie
Ll o Lly, 9 Slie Gilise sladiS Sy g9
€95 sw,» (2011) Abbasi et al. .cuwl ool plxl
olrl pobe il cia jl Clie coigs Y (S5
$as wisls 3 o)y 3y50 RAPD S5ETVO LI,
V0) il FA olass sl ey s, iS5 oKyl

owis) gaes,S sl lid JKo s (aoy



e 9SS (Ziziphus jujuba Mill.) Gl slacasgl (Sids £955 gy 10,0 9 (B A\R34

Lo ond iS5 glaoil S b bl aids
sl ooy 1+ sl ST 5 b SSR sla 53k
5 ab oolitul PCR oo jl iy ,San dus s
WAl 5,899, Sl (Yo 5ldy bocele g0 Sowas
Gl Sy gy 3l 0ad iS5 slaly ol Caz
Ol J5 51 G 9 08 o3litul 0,85 Sl @
NPy S

Sladad o cdelcwsd b WS ulaly
bl oo03lial SSR (glo,F5ET Lasgs o iS5
Lis A S bl oyl plsiear Wil (S
5 ooliwl S50 By 3l sl o5l iyl
pac g s3> sl s ol 3 RAPD Silis 3T
POkl a9 S slael b cos pa wib jgax
PIC) Kiowz oledbl ggizme osls a5ad
5] 55 45 4 dewlons PIC= 1 — 5pi? Jge b 5ubo
oy (IS wix ao el pli YT Sl pi
spd bl S el SO0z slaail sl
J(EMR) alfs jae jasli 000§ aulxe ao
oy S Jhar sbly sl oyl @b
y MD Sl ol ad abne JSoais
S8 030, sl MIZPICXEMR g0 5 o
5D sl oo cavsas Ih polis gox 51 (RP) S5
F Slsl 3 pi) sl cwsas 1= 1-[2(0.5-pi)] Jgw ,
b g Sarer o b Sl s05] (el
idley b golasl P slass Xistat.2016 15806 53
lodigas gladrgs 5T & ases GENALEX
loly 5 Y/oYe ki NTSYS bl lawys
b ol UPGMA b, 5 8,051 a5 5

oolSlw <S5 5l eaiaws (Y Jso>) RAPD
ol idg See V0 w2 )0 PCR j2STy .o oslic
FdySes I oS5 0°) DNA s Sen +10
Super PCR Master g See VIO () +pM) 5511
el T g Sen $1F 5 (e 50058 L) Mix 2x
Sdply ot w5ly (Sl 4z 85 el
A pll addo ¥ ooeay AF°C glos o adyl g5le
@i 8y S Goedy AYC gboles o 4t > FO e
Soedy YYC g dids S S YO'C Jlasl gloo
DNA Ll b gz aleiy 5 0 plonl aids o5,
O Jade ok 48,3 L o adBs £ oeds YYIC sleo
L ooy ) 5,81 U5 sy 2 POR Jgamo 5l 12ds e
AD 5Ly o (/Y mg/ml) wylegy poasl (gl X,
S om s Coled 50 0l o )35 )L el S e
Cleaver Scientific ) Sl 5 lawg Jol5 (5,135 ,L
A (5,10 nSe g ospline yianl,d 4e5 3 «(Ltd
55T cax Y 5l PCR Sty albxl cg
sl law oS5 5l sadans «(F Jsa>) SSR
s See VO az> 45 PCR STy s solicul
Y (pSsb 00) DNA s Se -0 Jols
Super ;s Ses VIO (VUM ST 5 51 12y Seee
Y o9 (S s LSG) PCR Master Mix 2x
o s w2 285 ool o O 2y Soe
0 Soedy AFC glos o adsl (gjlucas s ol
oo Jolis az > YO o] 5l om0l pll aids
Silel a ais Jlasl glod il FO Soweas 4¥°C
Saeds 55 YYC g asl YO Sowdy £0-0-°C
00 Sowdy YY'C loo jo olos Loy 09 4l ¥O

Sl bz o Glasin N Jgus

Table 1. Characteristic of jujube trees

Tree Group Tree Origin No. Tree Group Tree Origin No.
E1-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 13 Al-Giok A Giok sofla 1
E2-Hardeng E Hardeng Khosf 14 A2-Giok Giok sofla 2
E3-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 15 B1-Kangan Kangan sarbisheh 3
F1-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 16 B2-Kangan B Kangan Sarbisheh 4
F2-Hardeng E Hardeng Khosf 17 B3-Kangan Kangan Sarbisheh 5
F3-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 18 C1-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 6
F4-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 19 C2-Hardeng C Hardeng Khosf 7
G1-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 20 C3-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 8
G2-Hardeng G Hardeng Khosf 21 D1-Giok Giok sofla 9
G3-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 22 D2-Giok D Giok sofla 10
G4-Hardeng Hardeng Khosf 23 D3-Giok Giok sofla 11
H1-Siojan H Siojan Khosf 24 D4-Giok Giok sofla 12
H2-Siojan Siojan Khosf 25
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Table 2. Characteristic of RAPD used primers

GC (%) Sequence (5-3") Primer GC (%) Sequence (5-3") Primer
70 5'-GTGGCCGATG-3' OPACO7 70 5-TGCCGAGCTG-3' OPAOQ2
60 5-ACGGAAGTGG-3' OPAC20 60 5'-AGTCAGCCAC-3' OPA03
60 5-GTTGCGATCC-3' OPABO02 60 5-AGGGGTCTTG-3' OPA05
70 5'-GGGCGACTAC-3' OPABO09 70 5-GGTCCCTGAC-3' OPA06
60 5-TCGCATCCAG-3' OPAB17 60 5-GTGACGTAGG-3' OPA08
70 5-CTGGCGTGTC-3' OPAB18 70 5'-GGGTAACGCC-3' OPA09
60 5-TGAGTGGGTG-3' OPC18 60 5'-GTGATCGCAG-3' OPA10
70 5-GTTGCCAGCC-3' OPC19 70 5'-ACGGGACCTG-3' OPAC04

SSR sla,55lel clasie ¥ Jgax
Table 3. Characteristic of SSR used primers

Locus Primer sequences (5'-3") Repeat motif Size (bp) Ta(°C) Refrence
BRU0277 A e (GA)L1 232270 60  Wangetal, 2014
BFUO28s L A o e e (AG)10 248 60  Wangetal, 2014
BFU0308 Eﬂigggég%gﬁéﬁééﬁé% (TO)11 157172 60  Wangetal, 2014
BrUoses /A CACATCC oo o, (AT)11 - 60  Wangetal, 2014
BFU0377 E::C:CAS:CT g,STTGAcT CCETAGAATX%LT (CT)10 300-363 60  Wangetal, 2014
BFUO43S 0 :ggﬁg gfgfgggfifé@% (AGA)6 191200 60  Wangetal, 2014
BrUO4e7  F GO e e AT ACCA (TC)9 224278 59 Wangetal, 2014
BRUOATE e o s (TC)9 191 59.5  Wangetal, 2014
BFU0479 ;ﬁmccﬁggg;gm%‘A (TC)9 220236 595  Wangetal, 2014
BFU0S3) L e (TC)8 210 60  Wangetal, 2014
BFUOSes L e e CAA (TC)7 - 595  Wangetal, 2014
BFUO0574 ;ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁg&i@éﬁﬁ%ﬁ&fg ¢ (CAY7 100-160 59  Wangetal, 2014
BFUO0SBL T O L (CAY7 108-151 59  Wangetal., 2014
BFU0586 Eﬁi’é’:%?%i’é‘éﬁi‘égmﬁ% (TC)7 250 60  Wangetal, 2014
BFUO0733 ETGCTCCLH\TGC('J:CCCCGC?%TTGATTSTACAA (CT)9 280 59 Wangetal, 2014
BRUO7S3 LT L A, (T I(TAND 335 58 Wangetal, 2014
BFUL178 E::CTSITT ECGTTT(?%AGTCTATGT ggg;?e (TG)9 280 60  Wangetal, 2014
BFUL20s ol OO T A (CA)8 166-172 59  Wangetal, 2014
Brutzrg FTITTTCAASACCICCACEATS (TTAA) 184 60  Wangetal, 2014
BRULA0Y L T (CA)6 167 59 Wangetal, 2014
BrULaTy L S TG (TeTeTTU(Te)s 232 60  Wangetal, 2014

iz T AA (AG)29 110-155 53 Fu etal. 2016
juiutg  FGATGTACGGGAAAGACGG (CT)52 348 53 Fu etal. 2016

R: ATCACTCCTGGTTGCTTG

F:ATTTATTCCTTATTGCTAGTAG
JUIUST L CCTTOTTOTAGTTATTTT (CA)27 200 55 Fu etal.2016
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Table 4. Polymorphism percentage and content information of 16 RAPD primers

Number of total Number of polymorphic

Percent

Primer bands bands polymorphism PIC EMR MI RP
OPA02 7 5 % 71.34 0.16 3.57 0.57 12.24
OPAO03 8 2 % 25 0.08 0.50 0.04 1448
OPA05 10 8 % 80 0.18 6.40 1.13 9
OPAO06 3 2 % 66.67 0.23 1.33 0.31 3.68
OPA08 5 4 % 80 0.28 32 0.90 2.22
OPA09 7 7 % 100 0.36 7 2.52 9.26
OPA10 4 3 % 75 0.19 2.25 0.43 5.52
OPAC04 6 6 % 100 0.18 6 1.06 10.72
OPACO07 6 3 % 50 0.13 15 0.19 8.80
OPAC20 9 7 % 77.78 0.23 5.45 124 1272
OPABO02 4 4 % 100 0.14 4 0.55 7.36
OPABO09 9 2 % 22.22 0.06 0.44 0.03 16.72
OPAB17 10 10 % 100 0.23 10 2.30 13.60
OPAB18 5 3 % 60 0.23 1.80 041 8.08
OPC18 8 3 % 37.50 0.17 1.13 0.19 13.58
OPC19 7 4 % 57.14 0.13 2.29 0.29 10.88
Mean 6.75 4.56 % 67.59 0.19 3.55 0.76 9.92
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Table 5. Polymorphism percentage and content information of 22 SSR primers

Locus Number of Numbe_r of Percent. PIC EMR MI RP
total bands  polymorphic bands  polymorphism

BFU0479 7 7 %100 047 7 329 192
BFU0478 7 7 %100 050 7 350 2
BFU1479 6 6 %100 048 6 2.88 1.68
BFU1409 12 12 %100 040 12 4.80 1.12
BFU0586 4 4 %100 050 4 2 192
BFUQ753 6 6 %100 050 6 3 2
BFU0286 7 7 %100 047 7 329 152
BFU0539 3 3 %100 050 3 150 2.08
BFU01178 5 5 %100 046 5 230 256
BFU1279 4 4 %100 048 4 192 240
BFU1205 7 7 %100 049 7 343 276
BFU0733 9 9 %100 049 9 441 168
BFU0377 4 4 %100 047 4 188 248
BFUO0467 5 5 %100 049 5 245 216
BFU0574 4 4 %100 041 4 164 2.64
BFU0435 5 5 %100 045 5 225 248
BFU0277 4 4 %100 044 4 176 2.72
BFU0308 6 6 %100 049 6 294 176
BFU0581 4 4 %100 039 4 156 1.68
JUJU57 2 2 %100 049 2 249 224
JuJjuis 2 2 %100 048 2 0.96 240
JuJjuz3 5 5 %100 049 5 245 208
Mean 5.36 5.36 %3100 047 536 258 2.10
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Table 6. SSR private alleles in 25 jujube genotypes

No. Tree Group Loci with Private Alleles No. Tree Group Loci with Private Alleles

1 Al-Giok A BFU1279 (173 bp) 9 F2-Hardeng F BFU0753 (349 bp)

2 A2-Giok A BFU0586 (240 bp) 10 F3-Hardeng F BFU1409 (185 bp), BFU0753 (349 bp), BFU1279 (179 bp)
3 Bl-Kangan B BFU0286 (268 bp) 11 F4-Hardeng F BFU1409 (170 bp), BFU0753 (349 bp)

4 B3-Kangan B BFU0478 (224 bp) 12 Gl-Hardeng G BFU01409 (170 bp), BFU0753 (342 bp)

5 Cl-Hardeng C BFUQ753 (370 bp) 13 G2-Hardeng G BFU0467 (272 bp), BFU1409 (170 bp)

6 C2-Hardeng C BFU0753 (370 bp) 14 G3-Hardeng G BFU0467 (272 bp), BFU0286 (247 bp)

7 C3-Hardeng C BFU1409 (176 bp), BFU0753 (370 bp), 15 G4-Hardeng G BFU0467 (272 bp), BFU0478 (228 bp)

BFU0733 (296 bp)

8 DI-Giok D  BFUO581 (104 bp), BFU0733 (264 bp, 292 bp)
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Figure 1. Dendrogram obtained by UPGMA analysis of RAPD marker and Jaccard similarity coefficient
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Figure 2. Dendrogram obtained by UPGMA analysis of SSR marker and Jaccard similarity coefficient
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Figure 3. Dendrogram obtained by UPGMA analysis of combined data of SSR and RAPD markers and Jaccard
Similarity coefficient



YAy VWAA s ) 5yLes DY 890 ol SLEL psle

Sl g gleosls oS 5 ams o i addes
a ) bage 5l g cmle ganalss Grizes
Lo codel Cowoas el 4 ag L cllds il
OlFise & mls polaisl Gla I b alocesss
5 bl ol Blisee 3blie | plaaiges 6 pslae b
Wl 355 sladises b il amlie 5 ol
» ol (e85 a5 g Sl S plie Julo
5 Late 5l SOl oles oo cpioman ols @l ]l

25 4 olpl o cle plralr e

55 EMR 5 MI PIC slo,el )l avslia bl
pld 08 SSR Sl v oo Slaia LS
eslools las RAPD  S5las ay o (g yie
A4 SSR leosls 5l Lol ol S, uiron
S 2laterl 1n) WS SSE ) kg Coudlys
el plFgyns 0 wsg GLS slacesss
S s w55 SlS sleadss o SSR
1 bgisrl ol SaSl, RAPD 4l 55 00

REFERENCES

1.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Abbasi, S., Malekzaheh Shafarodi, S., Ghos, K. & Shahryari, F. A. (2011). Genetic diversity
evaluation of jujube ecotypes using RAPD molecular marker. Iranian Journal of Field Crops
Research, 10(3) 583-590. (in Farsi)

Ahmed, N., Mir, J. I., Rashid, R., Wani, S. H., Shafi, W., Mir, H. & Sheikh, M. A. (2012). SSR and
RAPD analysis of genetic diversity in walnut (Juglans regia L.) genotypes from Jammu and
Kashmir, India. Physiology and Molecular Biology of Plants, 18(2), 149-160.

Ainsworth, C., Beynon, J. & Buchanan-Wollaston, V. (1996). Techniques in plant biology: The
practical manual. Wye College, University of London, UK.

Ally, D., Ritland, K. & Otto, S. P. (2008). Can clone size serve as a proxy for clone age? An exploration
using microsatellite divergence in Populus tremuloides. Molecular Ecology, 17, 4897-4911.

Bai, R. X. (2008). Studies on genetic diversity and core collections construction of Ziziphus jujuba
germsplasm resources using AFLP and SRAP marker. Ph.D. Thesis, Agricultural University of
Hebei, China.

Bhandari, H. R., Bhanu, N. A., Srivastava, k., Singh, M. N. & Shreya, I. (2017). Assessment of
genetic diversity in crop plant- an overview. Advances in Plants & Agriculture Research, 7(3), 1-8.
Chen, J., Li, Z., Maiwulanjiang, M., Zhang, W. L., Zhan, J. Y., Lam, C. T., Zhu, K. Y., Yao, P.,
Choi, R. C., Lau, D. T., Dong, T. T. & Tsim, K. W. (2013). Chemical and biological assessment of
Ziziphus jujuba fruits from China: different geographical sources and developmental stages. Journal
of Agricultural and Food Chemistry 61, 7315-7324.

Daghighi, S. (1999). Survey of methods of propagation of jujube tree. M.Sc. Thesis. Faculty of
Agriculture, Tarbiat Modares University, Iran, 85p. (In Farsi)

D'Amato, F. (1997). Role of somatic mutations in the evolution of higher plants. Caryologia, 50(1), 1-15.

. Devanshi, A. K., Singh, A. K., Sharma, P., Singh, B., Singh, R. & Singh, N. K. (2007). Molecular

profiling and genetic relationship among ber (Ziziphus sp.) genotypes using RAPD markers. The
Indian Journal of Genetics and Plant Breeding, 67(2), 121-127.

Diao, Y., Han, H., Jiang, J. & Zheng, Y. (2014). RAPD Analysis of Different Ziziphus jujuba Mill.
Varieties. Hubei Agricultural Sciences, from http://en.cnki.com.cn/Article_en/CJFDTOTAL-
HBNY?201401035.htm.

Doyle, J. J. & Doyle, J. L. (1987). A rapid DNA isolation procedure for small quantities of fresh leaf
tissue. Phytochemical Bulletin, 19, 11- 15.

Eisen, J.A. (1999). Mechanistic basis for microsatellite instability. In: Golstein, D.B. & Schlétterer,
C. (Ed). Microsatellites. Evolution and Applications. (pp. 34-48) Oxford University Press,.

Fu, P. C., Zhang, Y. Z., Ya, H. Y. & Gao, Q. B. (2016). Characterization of SSR genomic abundance
and identification of SSR markers for population genetics in Chinese jujube (Ziziphus jujuba Mill.).
PeerJ, 4, e1735.

Garkava-Gustavsson, L., Mujaju, C., Sehic, J., Zborowska, A., Backes, G. M., Hietaranta, T. &
Antonius, K. (2013). Genetic diversity in Swedish and Finnish heirloom apple cultivars revealed
with SSR markers. Scientia Horticulturae, 162, 43-48.

Govindaraj, M., Vetriventhan, M. & Srinivasan, M. (2014). Importance of genetic diversity
assessment in crop plants and its recent advances: An overview of its analytical perspectives. Journal
of Genetics Research International, 2015, 1-14.

Hamilton, M. B. (2009). Population genetics. Chichester, UK: Wiley-Blackwell. 407 pp.


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Chen%20J%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Li%20Z%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Maiwulanjiang%20M%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Zhang%20WL%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Zhan%20JY%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Lam%20CT%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Zhu%20KY%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Yao%20P%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Choi%20RC%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Lau%20DT%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Dong%20TT%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/?term=Tsim%20KW%5BAuthor%5D&cauthor=true&cauthor_uid=23841724

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

217.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

e 9SS (Ziziphus jujuba Mill.) Gl slacasgl (Sids £955 gy 10,0 9 (B YVF

Jarni, K., Jakse, J. & Brus, R. (2015). Vegetative propagation: linear barriers and somatic mutation
affect the genetic structure of a Prunus avium L. stand. Forestry, 88, 612-621.

Karim, K., Rawda, A., Hatem, C. M., Mbarek, B. N. & Mokhtar, T. (2008). Analysis of genetic
diversity and reltionships in local Tunisian barley by RAPD and SSR analysis. African Journal of
Biotechnology, 9(44), 7429-7436.

Li, L., Peng, J. Y. & Bai, R. X. (2009). Study on phylogenetic relationship of Chinese ziziphus. Acta
Horticulturae Sinica, 36(4), 475-480.

Li,J. D., Bi,H. T., Li, Z. S. & Feng, J. C. (2008). Genetic analysis of Ziziphus jujuba ' Huizao' using
ISSR markers. Acta Horticulturae, 840, 135-142.

Lian, C., Oishi, R., Miyashita, N. & Hogetsu, T. (2004). High somatic instability of a microsatellite
locus in a clonal tree, Robinia pseudoacacia. Theoretical and Applied Genetics,108, 836-841.

Liu, M. J., Zhao, J., Cai, Q. L., Liu, G. C., Wang, J. R., Zhao, Z. H., Liu, P., Dai, L., Yan, G. J., Wang, W.
J., Li, X. S, Chen, Y., Sun, Y. D,, Liu, Z. G,, Lin, M. J., Xiao, J., Chen, Y. Y., Li, X. F., Wu, B., Ma, Y.,
Jian, J. B, Yang, W., Yuan, Z,, Sun, X. C., Wei, Y. L., Yu, L. L., Zhang, C., Liao, S. G., He, R. J., Guang,
X. M., Wang, Z., Zhang, Y. Y. & Luo, L. H. (2014). The complex jujube genome provides insights into
fruit tree biology. Nature Communication 5,5315.

Liu, P., Jianying, P., Siqi, P., Junyi, Z. & Li, D. (2005). Study on systematic relationships of Ziziphus
jujuba and Ziziphus spinosa using RAPD technique. Scientia Silvae Sinica. 2, 182-185.

Liu, Z., Zhang, L., Xue, C., Fang, H., Zhao, J. & Liu, M. (2017). Genome-wide identification and analysis
of MAPK and MAPKK gene family in Chinese jujube (Ziziphus jujuba Mill.). BMC Genomics, 18, 855.
Ma, Q. H., Wang, G. X. & Liang, L. S. (2011). Development and characterization of SSR markers in
Chinese jujube (Ziziphus jujuba Mill.) and its related species. Scientia Horticulturae 129(4),597-602.
Ministry of Agriculture Jihad. (2017). Agricultural Statistics: Horticultural crop (3). From
https://www.maj.ir

Peng, J. Y., Shu, H. R. & Peng, S. Q. (2002). To address the problem of infraspecific classification of
Ziziphus jujuba Mill. Using RAPD data. Acta Phytotaxonomica Sinica, 40, 89-94.

Peng, J. Y., Shu, H. R., Sun, Z. X. & Peng, S. Q. (2000). RAPD Analysis of germplasm resources on
Chinese date. Acta Horticulturae Sinica, 27(3), 171-176.

Sherry, M., Smith, S., Patel, A., Harris, P., Hand, P., Trenchard, L. & Henderson, J. (2011). RAPD
and microsatellite transferability studies in selected species of Prosopis (section Algarobia) with
emphasis on Prosopis juliflora and P. pallida. Journal of Genetics, 90, 251-264.

Singh, A. K., Singh, R. & Singh, N. K. (2009). Comparative evaluation of genetic relationships
among ber (Ziziphus sp.) genotypes using RAPD and ISSR markers. Indian Journal of Genetics and
Plant Breeding, 69(1), 50-57

Slatkin, M. (1985). Somatic mutations as an evolutionary force. In: Evolution-essays in honour of
John Maynard-Smith, (pp. 19-30.) Cambridge University Press, Cambridge.

Song, Y., Fan, L., Chen, H., Zhang, M., Ma, Q., Zhang, S. & Wu, J. (2014). Identifying genetic
diversity and a preliminary core collection of Pyrus pyrifolia cultivars by a genome-wide set of SSR
markers. Scientia Horticulturae, 167, 5e16.

Vezzulli, S., Leonardelli, L., Malossini, U., Stefanini, M., Velasco, R. & Moser, C. (2012) Pinot
blanc and Pinot gris arose as independent somatic mutations of Pinot noir. Journal of Experimental
Botany, 63, 6359-6369.

Wang, S., Liu, Y., Ma, L., Liu, H., Tang, Y., Wu, L., Wang, Z., Li, Y., Wu, R. & Pang, X. (2014).
Isolation and characterization of microsatellite markers and analysis of genetic diversity in Chinese
jujube (Ziziphus jujuba Mill.). PLoS ONE, 9:699842.

Welsh, J. & McClelland, M. (1990). Fingerprinting genomes using PCR with arbitrary primers.
Nucleic Acids Research 18, 7213-7218.

Williams, J. G., Kubelik, A. R., Livak, K. J., Rafalski, J. K. & Tingey, S. K. (1990). DNA polymorphism
samplified by arbitrary primers are useful as genetic markers. Nucleic Acids Research 18, 6531-6535.

Xu, C., Gao, J., Du, Z., Li, D., Wang, Z., Li, Y. & Xiaoming, P. (2016). Identifying the genetic
diversity, genetic structure and a core collection of Ziziphus jujuba Mill. var. jujuba accessions using
microsatellite markers. Scientific Reports, 6:31503.

Zhang, C., Huang, J., Yin, X., Lian, C. & Li, X. (2014). Genetic diversity and population structure of
sour jujube, Ziziphus acidojujuba. Tree Genetics & Genomes, 11 (1), 809.

Zhang, Z., Gao, J., Kong, D., Wang, A, Tang, S., Li, Y. & Pang, X. (2015). Assessing genetic
diversity in Ziziphus jujuba ‘Jinsixiaozao’ using morphological and microsatellite (SSR) markers.
Biochemical Systematics and Ecology, 61, 196-202.

Zhao, J., Jian, J., Liu, G., Wang, J., Lin, M., Ming, Y., Liu, Z., Chen, Y., Liu, X. & Liu, M. (2014).
Rapid SNP discovery and a RAD-based high-density linkage map in Jujube (Ziziphus Mill.). PLoS
ONE, 9(10), 1-8.


https://www.cabdirect.org/cabdirect/search/?q=do%3a%22Acta+Horticulturae%22

