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Abstract

Identification of genetic diversity and classification
of genetic resources (germplasm) are of important and
essential activities in breeding and management of
plant genetic resources. In order to study of genetic
diversity of chickpea genotypes, 38 pair’s primers of
SSR were used on 18 landrace and 30 improved
varieties. After genomic DNA extraction and PCR
reaction, primers produced 117 polymorphic bands and
the mean of polymorphic band per primer was 3.5. The
highest value of polymorphic information content (PIC)
belonged to TAA170 primer (0.77) and the lowest
value of PIC belonged to Cstms5 primer (0.08). Mean
of PIC for all primers was 0.48. Calculated Jacard
similarity coefficient ranged from 0.47 to 0.94 among
genotypes. In order to assess genetic relationships,
cluster analysis was performed by method NJ with
Splitstree (ver 4.13.1) software. Results of this study
revealed that SSR molecular markers has a valuable
potential for evaluation and discrimination of chickpea
genotypes.
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No  Locus primer sequence Source Remarks
1 GA20 L: TAT GCA CCA CAC CTC GTA CC (CT)23 Winter et al. (2000) Agarose metaphore3%
R: TGA CGG AAT TCG TGA TGT GT
2 TA113 L: TCTGCAAAAACTATTACGTTAATACCA (TAA)26 Winter et al. (2000) Agarose metaphore3%
R:TTGTGTGTAATGGATTGAGTATCTCTT
3 TA130 L:TCTTTCTTTGCTTCCAATGT (TAA)19 Winter et al. 1999 Agarose metaphore3%
R:GTAAATCCCACGAGAAATCAA
4 TA22 L:TCTCCAACCCTTTAGATTGA (ATT)40 Winter et al. 1999 Agarose metaphore3%
R:TCGTGTTTACTGAATGTGGA
5 TA2S L:AGTTTAATTGGCTGGTTCTAAGATAAC (TAA)4S Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:AGGATGATCTTTAATAAATCAGAATGA
6 TA3 L:AATCTCAAAATTCCCCAAATT (TAA)11 Winter et al. (2000 Agarose metaphore3%
R:ATCGAGGAGAGAAGAACCAT
7 TA37 L:ACTTACATGAATTATCTTTCTTGGTCC (TTA)20 Winter et al. (2000) Agarose metaphore3%
R:CGTATTCAAATAATCTTTCATCAGTCA
8 TA39 L:TTAGCGTGGCTAACTTTATTTGC (TAA)20 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:ATAAATATCCAATTCTGGTAGTTGACG
9 TAS L:ATCATTTCAATTTCCTCAACTATGAAT (TTA)29 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:TCGTTAACACGTAATTTCAAGTAAAGAT
10 TA 76s L:TCCTCTTCTTCGATATCATCA (AAT)T;(AA Winter et al. 1999 Agarose metaphore3%
R:CCATTCTATCTTTGGTGCTT
11 TA 89 L:ATCCTTCACGCTTATTTAGTTTTTACA (TAA)2TAT(TAA)24 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:CAAGTAAAAGAGTCACTAGACCTCACA
12 TA 96 L:TGTTTTGGAGAAGAGTGATTC (AT)3(TTA)30 (AT)3 Bharadwaj et al. (2011). Agarose metaphore3%
R:TGTGCATGCAAATTCTTACT
13 TR 1 L:CGTATGATTTTGCCGTCTAT (TAA)31 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:ACCTCAAGTTCTCCGAAAGT
14 TR 19 (s)L:TCAGTATCACGTGTAATTCGT (TAA)27 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:CATGAACATCAAGTTCTCCA
15 TR 20 L:ACCTGCTTGTTTAGCACAAT (TAA)18 Winter et al. (2000) Agarose metaphore3%
R:CCGCATAGCAATTTATCTTC
16 TR 58 L:CTCTATATTTGTTTGTTTTTCGTTTTG (TAA)21 Winter et al. (2000) Agarose metaphore3%
R:TAAAATGTGTAGGGTGCAGAATAAATA
17 TR 59 L:AAAAGGAACCTCAAGTGACA (TA)3(TAA)I7T(TAA)4 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:GAAAATGAGGGAGTGAGATG
18 TS 12 L:CTTAAATAATAAAATCCTAAATAAT (TAA)36 Bharadwaj et al. (2011). Agarose metaphore3%
R:TAATCATATGAGAATCTTAGAATATCAC
19 TS 45 L:TGACACAAAATTGTCTCTTGT (TAA)8(A)3(TAA)18 Winter et al. (2000 Agarose metaphore3%
R:TGTTCTTAACGTAACTAACCTAA
20 TA 47 L:TTTTTATAGGTGTCTTTTTGTTGTCTTT (TAA)21 Tekeoglu et al. (2002) Agarose metaphore3%
R:TCTGAATAGGAAATAAGAAAGGTAGGTT
21 TA28 L:TAATTGATCATACTCTCACTATCTGCC (TAA)37CAA(TAA)30 Bharadwaj et al. (2011). Agarose metaphore3%
R:TGGGAATGAATATATTTTTGAAGTAAA
22 TA 146 L:CTAAGTTTAATATGTTAGTCCTTAAATTA  (TTA)29 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:ACGAACG(C)AACATTAATTTTATATT
23 GA 34 L: CCT TTG CAT GTA TGT GGC AT (cnli Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R: CCGTTTATAAAGGATGTAZ(T?)GAGAC
24 TAS3 L:GGAGAAAATGGTAGTTTAAAGAGTACTAA (TTA)S7 Tekeoglu et al. (2002) Agarose metaphore3%
R:AAAAATATGAAGACTAACTTTGCATTTA
25 TA 59 L:ATCTAAAGAGAAATCAAAATTGTCGAA (TAA)29 Bharadwaj et al. (2011). Agarose metaphore3%
R:GCAAATGTGAAGCATGTATAGATAAAG
26 TA110 L:ACACTATAGGTATAGGCATTTAGGCAA (TTA)22 Bharadwaj et al. (2011). Agarose metaphore3%
R:TTCTTTATAAATATCAGACCGGAAAGA
27 GA24 L: TTG CCA AAA CCA ATA ACT CTG (GA)19 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R: TCC CTT TTA CAC AAG GCC AG
28 TA 176s  sL:ATTTGGCTTAAACCCTCTTC (TAA)40(GAA)9 Winter et al. (2000) Agarose metaphore3%
SRITTTATGCTTCCTCTTCTTCG
29 TA 78s L:CGGTAAATAAGTTTCCCTCC (TTA)30 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:CATCGTGAATATTGAAGGG
30 TA 159 L:GCTTCTATATATTCAAACTGA GCA (TAA)I1(CAA)31(TAA)22 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:AGTGGTTTTTGTATATCAGATTTGT
31 CaSTMS 4 L: AATATATGAATTGGTTCAGACATC (AT)6(GT)42AT(GT)SCT(GT)10 Bharadwaj et al. (2011). Agarose metaphore3%
R: AAACAAATAATAGAAAATTATGCTCC
32 CaSTMS 5 L: TACAAACTTTTAAGTTCATAAGTTTGA (GA)19 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R: AACTTCTCGAATTAGTAAATTAAGTTG
33 TAA170 L:TATAGAGTGAGAAGAAGCAAAGAGGAG (TTA)33 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:TATTTGCATCAATGTTCTGTAGTGTTT
34 TS 43 L:AAGTTTGGTCATAACACACATTCAATA (ATT)33 Winter et al. (2000); Agarose metaphore3%
R:TAAATTCACAAACTCAATTTATTGGC
35 TAI27 L:AAATTGTAAGACTCTCATTTTTCTTTATT (GTT)5(ATT)23 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%
R:TCAAATTAACTACATCATGTCACACAC
36 TAILIS L:ACAAGTCACATGTGTTCTCAATA (TAA)4S Unpublished (P. inter) Agarose metaphore3%
R:GGAAAGGTTAAGAAATTTTACAATAC
37 TA72 L:GAAAGATTTAAAAGATTTTCCACGTTA (ATT)36 Nayak et al. (2010); Agarose metaphore3%
R:TTAGAAGCATATTGTTGGGATAAGAGT
38 TS35 L:GGTCAACATGCATAAGTAATAGCAATA (TAA)9T(A)3(TAA)13 Unknown Agarose metaphore3%

R:ACTTTCGCGATTCAGCTAAAATA
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” " Tr ¢ T ¢ L C L Cc 1L Cc 1T ¢
1 Cstms4  2.00 2.00 1.67 1.96 0.00 0.00 0.68 060 050 041 0.49 0.40
2 Cstms5  2.00 2.00 1.12 1.07 0.00 0.00 0.15 021 0.06 0.18 0.06 0.10
3 TA110  2.00 3.00 1.47 1.18 0.22 0.10 029 057 015 033 015 032
4 TS 43 3.00 3.00 216 1.91 0.22 0.30 0.82 090 048 0.55 0.50 0.1
5 GA20 3.00 3.00 279 212 0.11 0.23 0.88 1.06 054 0.66 050 0.64
6 GA24 2.00 200 1.38 1.14 0.00 0.00 024 045 013 028 0.12 0.27
7 GA34 4.00 4.00 276 2.79 0.67 0.70 1.13  1.12 065 0.65 0.64 0.64
8 TAS3 4.00 2.00 1.95 1.92 0.28 0.37 0.88 068 049 050 048 049
9 TA96 3.00 3.00 234 1.66 0.05 0.03 0.71 097 041 059 040 0.59
10 TR1 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
11 TAI59 400 3.00 273 271 0.05 0.13 .12 1.05 0.64 0.65 0.63 0.63
12 TAS 3.00 3.00 141 2.08 0.00 0.07 087 056 053 030 052 029
13 TAI13  3.00 3.00 222 2.07 0.22 0.03 076 087 052 056 051 0.55
14 TA76 200 200 200 1.72 0.11 0.06 061 069 043 051 042 049
15 TAA27 200 200 1.60 1.76 0.17 0.10 062 056 044 038 044 038
16 TR58 3.00 3.00 1.8 1.79 0.61 0.63 068 079 045 047 044 046
17 TA28 400 4.00 3.10 2.53 0.05 0.00 .12 124 061 069 0.60 0.67
18 TAS9 200 200 199 1.96 0.05 0.00 0.68 069 049 0.51 0.49 0.49
19 TA118 2.00 200 197 1.92 0.22 0.20 0.67 068 048 051 048 049
20 TS35 400 3.00 190 191 0.66 0.60 093 078 048 049 047 0.54
21 TR59 200 200 194 1.99 0.72 0.63 0.69 068 051 050 050 048
22 TR20 3.00 3.00 273 2.06 0.50 0.50 082 005 052 065 051 0.63
23 TR19 3.00 3.00 244 238 0.55 0.60 097 099 054 061 058 0.59
24 TA22 3.00 3.00 273 2.05 0.39 0.53 085 005 052 065 051 0.63
25 TA130 2.00 200 1.18 1.26 0.05 0.10 036 029 021 016 021 0.15
26 TA78 4.00 4.00 326 249 0.61 0.63 1.07 124 061 071 059 0.69
27 TA176  4.00 4.00 343 271 0.61 0.70 1.14 129 064 0.73 0.62 0.71
28 TA25 4.00 4.00 330 279 0.66 0.80 1.15 127 065 072 0.63 0.70
29 TS72 4.00 4.00 346 295 0.89 0.97 1.19 131 068 073 066 0.71
30 TA47 3.00 3.00 265 245 1.00 0.93 098 1.04 0.60 0.64 0.60 0.62
31 TA37 3.00 3.00 251 2.43 1.00 1.00 096 099 059 062 054 0.60
32  TAAI70 6.00 7.00 522  3.68 1.00 1.00 145 179 074 083 050 0.79
33 TS 12 4.00 200 197 243 0.00 0.10 1.02  0.68 0.61 0.51 0.59 0.49
34 TS 45 3.00 2.00 1.18 1.82 0.05 0.03 0.73 029 046 016 045 0.15
35 TA146  3.00 3.00 223 2.64 0.94 0.93 1.03 087 063 057 062 0.55
36 TA72 3.00 2.00 1.12 1.27 0.00 0.03 043 021 021 0.11 0.21 0.10
37 TA3 2.00 200 1.80 2.00 0.00 0.00 0.69 064 051 046 050 044
38 TA39 3.00 4.00 3.01 2.72 0.72 0.70 1.04 123 064 069 063 0.64
Mean 3.00 286 225 2.09 0.35 0.36 0.80 0.83 048 051 047 049

na = Observed number of alleles

ne = Effective number of alleles [Kimura and Crow (1964)]
I = Shannon's Information index [Lewontin (1972)]
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