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CTAB : Hexadecyltnmethylammonium bromide
DNA : Deoxyribonucleic acid

DNase : Deoxyribonuclease

dATP :  2'-deoxyadenosin 5 - triphosphate
dCTP :  2'-deoxycytidine 5’- triphosphate
dGTP :  2'-deoxyguanosine 5’ - triphosphate
dTTP :  2'-deoxythymidine 5’- triphosphate
dNTP . Deoxynuclotide triphosphate

EDTA : Ethylenediaminetetraacetic acid

kb . kilobase pairs

MW > Molecular weight

PCR :  Polymerase chain reaction

RAPD . Random amplified polymorphic DNA
RFLP . Rrestriction fragment length polymorphism
RNase : Ribonuclease

TE : Trns-EDTA

UPGMA : Unweight pair-group method using averaged



4

Summary
I_A] =4

L.

0. A4

1 g g0 A AFEF

b A AR EA O AR

2.

3. BaAs BAA o 7
4. RFLPZ7I'} & ol &3 &5
-

5. RAPD/IM & o £ 7t@ %35 @t
m As 2 4

1 AEAseg 434 9w

2. Total DNAY- 2], AA 2 3F

3.24#5%9 RAPD AA A +9

4. RAPDO o1& Az &

5.4 5 Az d 28 RAPD®A A%

6. ¥4 At 2 77

V. 23 92 2%

1. Total DNA® 2, A ¥ AF

2.2 59 RAPD A3z 79

3. RAPDY & AAgE TH
4. AFA R 49 RAPDEA A%
L

1gd

da 4

V.
VI

N NN

10
12
13
15
15

16
18

40

44



SUMMARY

In order to examine the taxonomic relationships among citrus growing in
Cheju, Korea, the optimum composition of PCR reaction  solution was
determined, and DNA polymorphism of 23 spp or evs of Citrus and the related
genera was observed by RAPD technigue using 11 arbitrary 10-mer primers.
The results obtained are summaried as follows:

1. The optimum  composition  of 25pf  reaction mixture for RAPD of
citrus consisted of 10ng template DNA, 15units Taq polymerase, 2mM

MgCl, and 200N dNTP.

N

The results of screening in terms of RAPD amplificatory  ability of 100
rando primers (2-base 10-mer 67%G+C)  were 26(good), 56(commom),
18(no amplification), respectively.

3. Out of the 26 primers of good amplification, 1lprimers generated 66
polymorphic RAPD bands in 23 spp or cvs of Citrus and the related
genera,

4. Among 21 spp or cvs of the Citrus were classifide into 4 groups at euclid

similarity coefficient 0.53: the first groups included citrus spp native to

Cheju excluding yooja, Washington navel orange and satsuma mandarin,

the second hassaku, natsudaidai and Duncan grapefruit, the third Lisbon

lemon, and the forth yooja. This classification was not consistent with

those of Swingle and Tanaka, but consistent with that of Scora.

W

At euchid similarity coefficient 0.66, citrus spp native to Cheju were divided
into 5 subgroups: the first subgroup included inchangkyool and satsuma
mandarin, the second dangyooja, sadookam, dongjeongkyool and jikak, the
third jinkyool, hongkyool, pyunkyool, binkyool, chenongkyool and kamja,

the fourth byungkyool, and the fifth yooja.



6. Byungkyool, jikak and yooja could be identificated with only one RAPD
band, and dangyooja, dongjeongkyool and sadookam with two RAPD bands.

7. All of 23 spp or cvs tested were identifide by the combination of 66 bands

generated by 1lprimers.
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A& T Rutaceae) ®] ol M Aurantioidene) o] 48} A A
R RS FAdoR F -89 J0me) Ao 2 ofddl (o)A 2] Al
Slat e FrolthDavies$t Albrigo, 1994).
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THE S19760 A E, 1978 A S 1979 W, 1988) 7} ] - ole] HREA(R

S, 19820 3 1982) Go) Fi oolFojuo = sk EoE A 2 DNA th3 £ 4 (o

T 19930 L 19860 2§, 1990) ol vt ez A u Q)
Hit WAk dEste] et o] DNA 97 Mo Fr7)yon wmg Hol &

A DNA - 4 (Jeffery 5, 19857 DNAY 7] M < o) E4RIE 4=
M T Held o)t chd o] o] &3 RFLP(Bostein 5, 198071y o r E7H

T AL fdvelE sk e wilol 48D Utk ojds wye
DNA 271494 ef7leh} sfoln Mz the %8 e 2o o g

SHAI FA2k Wo) Ao} Fhzsh Wiyl o X7 i) 2859, th2 Wi y)
st Gy o nlgo] wol B g Ao] - N HLE ALEElor 3§}
Al FF3@el &8 wek opuel Huz gals He] Mg 2 atst o] Qlr}
21, 1993),

PCR7I713 °] &3} Taq polymerase 9 primer S0 2 DNAS] 5 Rz
T F A7 RAPDZIM(William £, 1990)2 23 o] HAST DNATIE A S
717k Bolstel, zw#e) DNARE RAo| 7}5am 59942 A 2d« e
A} 4 v o) AAYA FHo] rHHalward <, 19920 Wough9} Powell,
1992).  elefsk RAPD #4¥e o5Fo) L2404 83 #Ave #4 9 z7]
A, FRA AE Y, AT EFA gl S8 QA kH, 1994).

°f d7e 4 1) ¢FFH RAPDYA ZAL Twsln 2) RAPD 71 L 9
8ot AFAH HFE FAHCE 3 2EFF 29 5d BAS v T3, 3) AW 7P
232 AW RAPD EXZ 248z &c)
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dEEL AEe B Hn()ker(1875)°“ & 4Feol BaE olF  Heh(197T7) =
kA o] #5929 tE ok (subgenus Archicitrus) 3 43 7H8 o} 4 (subgenus
Matacitrus) & 2 EH%’OFMJ_ 16255 A3 9 Swingle(1967) & AHul 3} of 4 Z o
7lzste]  ZHEobdi(subgenus Citrus)®  oh s tho} £ (subgenus Papeda)i2 1
16358 71833 Ag 4L A 20)3 Moz v}
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T H#(C deliciosa), F(C. nobilis)E 71528 o)l 3 S(1976)& 72H( henikogf),
DE(C tachibana), 3+ 2HC grandis)) 88 & 3+9) 8 ub Qo).

B 3978 = T AR(C suavissima), B H(C platvmamma) S =7} A3t n
FRAbE C tenuissimaz TR A, AEFL O tachibana®hs B Ne) E(species)
oletr X iatc

BAWY)E AFFHC pseudogulgul), NE(C leiocarpa), K benikof)s F7132
S¥s #}stay, wHE, WF L 3F9 5‘%% C ervthrosa, C sunki,
C tachibanaZ 7}7} E{sbe &8 FHals T 5(1976)0) R SU& stmo)
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flavonoids 32 o)t (o] 24 5 7H58 BE Fo zAYAL Foslay
FARAE FHFE AT PP o Rolo) AT E YAsA &5 1
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BE A, 198207 7919) flavonoids AEEAUIL 5, 1904 Tae dEe
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3. B9EL Mo og gar
1950t %9 oy dez ‘izﬂﬂ'—‘ AEF LB BANHY S o (McMillin, 1983),
EARLE 5UW 7129 Solde AXE BATRE) UE 52524 B4
qe B3 YA L BRE MEHAG So dd s T s

T At & AcHPeirce$t Brewbaker, 1973). 59 & A T4 o8 7

%9 EFH(Zheng S, 1993, Soost &, 1981: Hirai®} Kajiura, 1987: Torres <,
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Nito, 1994; Xiao &, 1992)5 2] AF7} o) Zo] AL},
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o] (1993) 7%

7l
QRA G DH FEEHFE AR ub Qo

4. RFLP 7'} & °] &8 ¥+
RFLPE 42 DNAZRl A7IWE S 5537 Q2ste) dosls 4dh 2 3e)o
ojalf grsojxji= AH:=17)0] 2ol F o] &3tz W ol thBotstein 5, 1980).
A7IuRA % el A7l o]l A7IAl 5 Aol Fup Adolzh MR thiE A
LEEbLb = ALl 7] 28] U 2 FAAT, ARk 13 AW fAzEe
% cloning g A§ #£4 Gl thdstA o] &5 1 AdrHNealedt Williams, 1991,
ol delM 2 RFLPE o &8 A7t o] folx ghizd], £ #Fe) 734
-1 (Roos 5. 1992), @54 DNAE o] &3 ZE#F %L #+3% %= %4 (Green
o, 1986), AIE FH A (Albanese 5, 1992) $ol +38¥ v . 12|} RFLP
T 2% DNAZzE] 4ldhE 4 o8ty A }O] b5t BE RN Zelxjo}
st 2/t & DNAS oz 339 (Williams 5, 191) %3+ A g a3 o)
et WA sA9LE ARalol st AR bl Bo] ®Hel 235 dHo)
tHHalward %, 1992: Torres &, 1993; Waugh®t Powell, 1992).
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5. RAPD 7] & o| &3 32 B F

Wilde 5(1992)2 2 3o} 135 %2 RAPDA A o] &3t 14742] primerZ ol A
97 ohd Aol vetya, v S7lE ol &o] Evbsatdtia ok HAY F
AY L2 BEXE total DNAS PCRAFE (product)dll hybridizationdt 23, 243
Wkgo] e 9% AR Hol low copy sequenceS 9 FEHYULSS 4 F
Adrty stk T3 PCR AdE 2 =g 3 (Probe) 22319 hybiridizationdt
A7 Fd3 I H=F JehdlE DNAT EF 22 971499 DNARZ
TAHALS S FHsA

Koller % (1993)& RAPD71Y& o]&3 AlupFel FFAF E7 random
primer 1724 A3t 1170 £3F9] F8e] 7Fedd 99, «l(1994)F 1670 random
primersZ o] &3 315 0EFEL FHUL

vh(1995)2 K Fol 23 %8 167l primer2 £22 FE&E 38 EF E03Q
WEe g 343t o]& Y (Probe)2238l9 RFLP 4 % HX]Z Hwa iz Ax
gk vl et



Lu 5(1996)°] uje] thE 18FF S K07 primer FoAA 20709 primerE M #shd
RAPDHE X E @Ast A7 6702 pimer vto % EFZF Ay 2 HAY FHol
sbeatdohar Bask up ek

THeE E A gl RAPDO TS Luro 5 (1992)0) #dE49) 1583 27k 2F
Z, % 153 5 F 18FF S repetitive nucleotide sequence(minisatellite I+
VNTRs)Z2 74 % 15-mer, 14-mere] primerg 343}
vl d=dl, 1782 primerZ= 18F2] T+80o] 71538 2702} primer&2idl 2] 3k
£ T (phenogram) & FAS NS o, =42 15F 32 Barrett® Rhodes(1976)
2] Scora(1975)7F Alersr N grandis), WEZ(C medica) 2 wirpad
(C reticulata) 2 FHES AAEE F Ayt 208 vl
Luro $(1995)2 short repetitive nucleotide sequence ©] 20z ol 37y 9]
primers &l ©% 1702| primervto 2% el&o] FAu) Ay Hte) A FR
o] 75352, 3702 primerE T o & RFLPEAS & A3} background”t
Aot W=gMe 27t sAXgl %S minisatellite sequence’t E WIS
Ak £ Asdra dkrh ek Aol primerE ol &3l oy AYE Qalx)

107 FF& w78 A7, vidal E338 fdo] rhsadnt 29E Q]
3T BHT PEdcty 39k Omura 5(1993)2 vkl o] polygalacturonase 9}
halcone flavone isomerase® coading® FA 2] 3 5 1832 promoter?) 2&
71Z23t A3 6709) single =& double primerZ o8&t wictdA 167 FFES
T#aA3:, single  primer’t  double  primerEth  wicidl EE} ol dA
(polymorphism)®] Bl1= 7} Fdohy ).

ol g7 o] TFE vEI I Ho RAPDo|& o] Foly 2 o] &£¥er}
SE5EZ gdiFe] 3 HJEY A& genomic DNAE {HH3HA 2&3 e
A £ Ade W (Edwards 5, 19D AFYE B4387] 43 Hot starty
(Eron &, 1991) & RAPDel #HE 7|sx ofg AHASAY ALHD U+e
dojct,

U PEFFE N2 RAPDATE o S(1993)7 A S(1995)0) o) shed A
FAHARE 4F, SFLY ¢ WK FFS EF3H7 Y#AM 2709 random

T4z 2 A#ZIFHUY EH s
Aok o, AFHRRFE Gy BRE F ET FFTS dPozZ HAAAHQ

RAPDE A A2 3= Ba dut gl
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Table 1. Citrus spp or cvs and the related genera used for RAPD analysis
in this experiment

_No_ Commom or local name Scientific name
. y———— . Scientific nam

Native spp or cvs

1 Byungkyool (&) C. platymamma Hort. ex Tanaka
2 Dangyooja(Yf-x2}) C. grandis OSBEX

3 Jikak(=x]z}) C. aurantium LINN

4 Pyunkyool(® &) C. tangerina Hort. ex Tanaka
5 Yooja(R=}) C. Jjunos Sieb. ex Tanaka

6 Dongjeongkyool (53 Z) C. erythrosa Hort, wx TanaKa
7 Jinkyool (21 &) C. sunki Hort. ex Tanaka

8 Kamja(Zt=}) C. benikoji Hort. ex Tanaka
9 Inchangkyool ( Q1 2h-g) ?

10 Cheongkyool (¥ &) C. nippokoreana TanAKa

11  Hongkyool(&¥Z) C. tachibana Tanaka

12 Sadookam{ A} 7}) C. pseudogalgul Hort. ex Tanaka
13 Binkyool (¥1&) C. leiocarpa Hort. ex Tanaka

Recently introduced Spp or cvs and the related genera

14 ‘Miyagawa Early’ Satsuma mandarin C. unshiu MARC. cv, Miyagawa
15 Washington navel orange C. sinensis OsBECK

16 ‘Aoshima’ Satsuma mandarin C. unshiu MARC. cv. Aoshima
17 Lisbon lemon C. limon Burm.f. ‘Lisbon’

18 Kumquat Fortunella margarita S¥INGLE
19 Trifoliate orange Poncirus trifoliata LinN

20 Duncan grapefruit C. paradisi Macf 'Duncan’

21 ‘Okitsu Early’ Satsuma mandarin C. unshiu MARC. cv. Okitsu
22 Hassaku C. hassaku Hort. ex Tanaki
23 Natsudaidai C. natsudaidai Havata

'Scientific names by Kim(1988).
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2. Total DNA ¥2, A4l 2 A3

FEFTELEEAN HHG 2H9) QS Chee S E S W sla] total
DNAZ &el g4stelcd o e Wi e 08w} grprg 1),

A AAAE 3g Whelel AaE AHs mortardl Wa AL LS Wips =
pestled ol &ste] Hroefg wiaol Rurgeizt ST 2 opgaiodch mlasp 2y
A= 15m 2] CTAB buffer [50mM Tris- HCl(pH 8.0), 0.7M NaCl, 50mM EDTA
(pH 8.0), 140mM B-mercaptoethanol] & W3 ¥ =3 &3t A] 50me centrifuge
tube 2 &1 THE 60Tl 7104 3087 el £ 2eoly WA R AAjH o)
1225312 chloroformioctanol(24:1) 1%"—‘,‘% H7betn 4T, 3500x g2 1087 94 B
| A4 & 28 oz AN T, 4eleke 4 tubeR 274 10mé CTAB buffer
F A2k Yrbstel 2532k £l 82 Hovernight) WA S F SAzAOR 94
Zelat At DNAS++ d4Ee)sid 9e 2o 4o} 15, 2u) Rz 5M NaCls}
P% EtOHZ z+zh H7bsted -20ColA DNAZ A A7) % 76% EtOH-10mM
NaOAc®t 70% EtOH-10mM NH;OAcS 72} 10mé washing buffer2 Aoz 3
2l o AAdAx v AF ARG

3]+ DNAE 6mf TE buffer [10mM Tris-HCI(pH 8.0), ImM EDTA] o &3}
¥ ok 5u¢ RNAase A(10mg/mt), 506 proteinase K(100mg/mt)& z+z} xelsto
3TCAAM 1A B3 B¢ 55U ¥3)e] 5818 phenol(pH 80)& H7Hsod 10
CEE WHS 1F M oS 4T 3500XgR 102 Ee AR A 4
TA3t 2 phenol:ichlorform(1:1)& Y2 thA] 108 ZA2HA EEF, 10

b o3500xgel A YRS Al oy phenolichloroform‘isoamyl
alcohol (2524:1)8 T AdHE =2 T3t A dAEe §dch. HEHo = 95%
EtOH # 5M NaCl& 28, 1/5% 152 z}pz} H7bet] -20CoAM 1Al 4 B 3
B0x gz Y4 Felstd DNAYA S +AsAr}

DNAA H & 23] 70%€t2 S R3 7194 E=E 3 FEAL vEgn AF £
AAHZE AINFE 200-8004¢ TE buffer [10mM Tris-HCI( pH8.0), ImM EDTA]
oA =A% -20C W¥E HaA3Yc),

HFHor doj7 total DNAE 08% agaroes gel’dol A A719d 559 ttdui=

Hethue A& A8 3, UVVIS Spectrophotometer 2 280nm$} 260nmeol M &
3% DNATERY 2 AaAg 3o

I
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| Fresh young leaf |
1

——————— e

Grind

l

i(,IAB buffer eifra(;{i()n
!
i Incubate at 60T for 30 min. j
l
L(;’}}lumfom—octanol extra_(:tim! “

; raction
| Add CTAB buffer 10ml and overnight. |
!

| Precipitate DNA pellet in 5M NaCl-95% EtOH |
l

EtOH, 0.2MNaOAc-76% EtOH, 10mM NHOAc ]
Washing and Vacuum drying
l
' Dissolve DNA pellet with 6ml TE buffer |
l
‘E RNase A and proteinase K 1]
l
L Phenol-chloroform extraction
!
L DNA precipitatiolﬂ
l
1 70% EtOH washing and Vacuum dn-'ingjl
l
Resuspend DNA pellet in TE buffer
!
ijtore -20TC |

’ 76%

f

Fig. 1. Procedure to prepare total DNA from citrus leaf.
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3. 32w RAPDAA=xA 79

RAPDEXY S 93 PCRZ# template DNA, Taq polymerase, dNTP, MgCl»
TS 25N gaBolth. 24BzR, 2EFH  genomic
5

o
DNAS ol%—sroq RAPD¥4 gl glod PCRol Bojsb 8 a2
— 00:‘ £ : g 5
#$omM 2R RAPD 44202 FRstna Whd AYe +aal

of A E MAEA FHE L 2] genomic DNAS o] £3589 0 7}a
e EF PCRWS ML template DNA 10ng, Taq ploymerase 1.5units, 2mM
MgCl,, 0.4£M primer(UBCT715, 713), 200 M dNTP(Promega, USA) vy
BEE 3AFTHFTE 298 BwE 233 ge PCRY¥H & 94°CAl M 12022 o
A F 94CAA 45F, BTAM 602, 72CANA 12022 1 cycleZ st 45 cycle
vk3- Al 7tk PCRAHE é-_% 1.5% agarose gel’dellA] #H7)9Fsle] whi=okate za}
a3l

3.1 Template DNA¥ %

PCREF o o] Fub&8o 250 F o] £F5= HA total DNASS 813} 12}
& 42 total DNAE template DNAZ &1 1, 5,10, 20, 40, 80ng W o2 vulE o 2
TEE st wEAg zAsd PCRE AeF agarose gel 4ol4 DNAWE
FHe BFEA,

Termplate DNA®] H7te ool 02 2258 o] whego 7|55 Zste A
3t 29, primer= UBC7158 A&t}

[‘1

N
-

3.2 dNTP &%

dNTPS] HAsx& 7931z F3F9) total DNAS ©]£3%S8 JATP,
dCTP, dGTP R dTTPS #H7}%E 25 50, 100, 200, 400uM Hoz 3o ztz}
RHEEAE ZAFHYc ANTP olgle] & Q45L 478 wggol J2ena
z4ds o9, primers UBC713& Ab&3t9t},

ZAE 892 PCRE %39 DNAS ZZ3 o} & agarose gelddl A A7|94554
DNAWRE 44& zAsgddh
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3.3 Taq polymerase %%

HHERF total DNA®S] PCR 5Zuwg & 718 ganpdon Fafer 3= Q- Taq poly-

.....
oXx

merase?] % kRS 8] Yste]l Tag poylmerase ¥5i 05, 15, 3, Junitiz

Zelatn 249 total DNASH Primer UBC715% o] &35t ubg 888 2 4390}

1 A

e E7ER Aue dleh whe g vl Aoy, 2ay £498 PCR &

agarose gel 2ol A7|d 8] DNA whrokar

o

KL

3.4 MgCl; 5%

MgCl HHs%E +3387] 939 #29) total DNASH UBC715 Primer3 o] &
g PCRYFEE4F MgCl, 52 1, 2, 4, 6mM= @] &9 o MgCLE #1935k
tE R05e 478 wesd JEssd wel HisUt ZdE W gole

PCRE& 338 £ agarose geldoll A wi=cok2 g 3tolatqlct

4. RAPDA 93 A#Az3 ¥ 57

4.1 Random primer? ofu]7 3

Y] RAPDO H#e primerZ N8tk Univ. of British Columbia Bio-
technology Lab. (Canada)Z%-8] F#3 67% (+C, 10-mer?) random primer 10070 =
Hgez (R 2), 3HE9 total DNAZ template DNAZ &3 598 z 713}
4 PCRE F33t2chk PCR w3892 template DNA 10ng, dNTP 200uM,
Taq polymerase 1.5 unit, 25mM MgCl, , 10x reaction buffer 25u7} 3¢ &
Aoz stdow, Fubg fAZL BuRN FEIL WiFzZ BESAC
annealingZ = 36C 9% PCR3FT 30 cycleZ 1A A|¥&o] w=opalo] Eaist

primer 2671 & A3}
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Table. 2. The primer codes and sequence tested in this study

NO. Sequence NO. Sequence
(5" to 3") (5" to 3")

UBC 701 CCC ACA ACC C UBC 751 CCC ACC ACA C
UBC 702 GGG AGA AGG G UBC 752 CCC TCC TCT C
UBC 703 CCA ACC ACC C ; UBC 753 GGG AGG AGG A
UBC 704 GGA AGG AGG G UBC 754 GGG TGG TGG T
UBC 705 GGA GGA AGG G UBC 755 CCC ACC ACC A
UBC 706 GGT GGT TGG G UBC 756 CCcC TCC TCC T
UBC 707 CCC AAC ACC C UBC 757 GGA AGG GAG G
UBC 708 GGG TGG TGG G UBC 758 GGT TGG GG G
UBC 709 CCTCCTCCC T UBC 759 CCA ACC CAC C
UBC 710 GGT GGT GGG T UBC 760 CCT TCC CTIC ©
UBC 711 CCC TCT CCC T UBC 761 GAG AGG AGG G
UBC 712 GGG TGT GGG T UBC 762 GTG TGG TGG G
UBC 713 CCCTCC CIC T UBC 763 CAC ACC ACC C
UBC 714 GGG TGG GIG T UBC 764 CTC TCC TCC C
UBC 715 CCA CCA CCC A UBC 765 AGG GAG GAG G
UBC 716 GGA GGA GGG A UBC 766 TGG GTG GIG G
UBC 717 CCC ACA CCC A UBC 767 ACC CAC CAC C
UBC 718 GGG AGA GGG A UBC 768 TCC CIC CIC ¢
UBC 719 CCC ACC CAC A UBC 769 GGG TGG TGS G
UBC 720 GGG AGG GAG A UBC 770 GGG AGG AGG G
UBC 721 ccC TIC CeT © UBC TT1 CCC TCC TCC C
UBC 722 CCT CTC CCT C UBC 772 CCC ACC ACC C
UBC 723 CCC TCT CCT C UBC 773 GGG TIG TTG G
UBC 724 CTC CCT CCT C UBC 774 GGT GIG TGG T
UBC 725 GGG TTG GGT G UBC 775 GGT TIG GTIG G
UBC 726 GGT GTG GGT G UBC 776 CITCCC TCC T
UBC 727 GGG TGT GGT G UBC 777 GGA GAG GAG A
UBC 728 GTG GGT GGT G UBC 778 CCA CAC CAC A
UBC 729 CCC AAC CCA C UBC 779 CCT TIC TCC C
UBC 730 CCACAC CCA C UBC 780 CCT CTT CCT C
UBC 731 CCC ACA CCA C UBC 781 GGG AAG AAG G
UBC 732 CAC CCA CCA C UBC 782 GGG AAG AGA G
UBC 733 GGG AAG GGA G UBC 783 GGT GGG TIG T
UBC 734 GGA GAG GGA G UBC 784 GTG GGT GIT G
UBC 735 GGG AGA GGA G UBC 785 CAC CCA ACT A
UBC 736 GAG GGA GGA G UBC 786 TCC CIT CCT C
UBC 737 GGT GGG TGT G UBC 787 CCC TIC TIC C
UBC 738 GGT GGG TGG T UBC 788 CCT TCC CIC T
UBC 739 GGA GGG AGA G UBC 789 GGA AGG GAG A
UBC 740 GGA GGG AGG A UBC 730 GGG TGT GGT T
UBC 741 CCT CCC TCT C UBC 791 GTG GGT TGT G
UBC 742 CCTCCC TCC T UBC 792 CAA CCC ACA C
UBC 743 CCA CCC ACA C UBC 793 CTC CIC TCT C
UBC 744 CCA CCC ACC A UBC 794 GAG GGG AAA G
UBC 745 GGG AAG AGG G UBC 795 TGG TGT GGG T
UBC 746 GGG TGT TGG G UBC 796 AGA GGG AGG A
UBC 747 CCA CCA ACC C UBC 797 CCA CCA ACA C
UBC 748 CCce TIC TCC C UBC 798 GAG AGG AAG G
UBC 749 GGG AGG AGA G UBC 799 TGT GGT GGT G
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4.2 RAPDY 93 Atz ¥
RAPD7|®¥ & ol &3tod Aefzts
it
gl

2
k1

o #ARAE selsn ZHEH{:# W 9
o]

RAPDE «& ©HMst7] 98l 1o} Aefztd 13%7 £912S FAsAL A&
wilol wel Bal, Ha W 23 total DNASE 01%01”3 29l random

primer ol¥] AU A o] &4o] Frim AH 2679 primerE 117H% AH& 3t
Atk PCR ¥Hg£998 template DNA 10ng, primer 0.4nM, dATP, dCTP, dCTP,
dGTP % dTTP (Promega, USA)Z 200uM, Taq polymerase(Promega, USA)
L5unit, 2.0mM MgCl, , 10x reaction buffer 2.5 S5 H7F d9da, vy 97
TE EEEA F DuiNon ] st PCRUL & 94TCANAN 120% 7 D&
ThE, 940 A 453, 38T A 60, 72CAM 12028 leycle2 3o 45cycled ut
I F owmutoz UM 58S Y fx A ATt PCRAFES 15% agarose gel 4

U I R e o S U SR PR E Re

43 A EA
FAISE 2300 PFFe 4

primer& 483l <io] 7 WE T thaAe) AYs): wEsh ey ]

2, a8 gowl 0 *l a2 ot

) EHe 7 %%H‘rEi T package?)l spss/sp+(Ver. 3005 o] &t &=

AbEleluclid  similarity)dl] 7)) &3 ¥ 7} 3 ¥ 4 ¥ (unweighted  average

linkage) © 2 @oJ2 FAEA5+E o] &3] 4% E(dendrogram)S A 390},

°]

ﬁ”ﬂl TAE A YARMe zugade 1149

rr-

o

2

RA
2

5. AAzE A RAPD ¥A M2

8¢ RAPDZHA o3 AFAehztd S9) 2% ANYolM taigol AAsUW
6672 WMEF F e FFL So]h W= BH5r},

CRAANG R )

°f NEAAAN A8F At E¥E AFo Yt ASLE Sigma Chemical A}
(71=)¢} molecular biology reagents® A}£3% 3, AJoke] = A, A2 =4 T
Sambrook 5(1989)3} Chee (199D 9] wld Fao =35 Ac}).

PCR7]% & Perkin ElmerAte] Hot start PCR Amplification® 41¢)  Gene Amp~
PCR S)'sb:m 9600 71F o)At



V. dax 2 53
L. 3425 9 total DNA¥ 2], 44 2 H3

gl Chee $(1991)¢) aHe o) utel total DNAZ 2 ¢ }Jl Alestglon &
TE7b %2 DNA®) Eelels 4Tsx i olfrt 484 z2o4 DNA
2] 4] polysaccharides 2 9] o) &3] dojtrtn ¥ w sl v7b L= dl(Dolye st Dolye,
1987), 2 d¥AME polysaccharides @ 3 74 5] = ddl 93l F%F DNAYF 7
Mo 2AsA o, 08% agarose gel’dol 4 A719 53t B2a90e 9z DNAWE
b AA B dgoz ek

DNAZ®E polysaccharidesZ 4] A8} 7) AMAHE D FLM(10 ~ 25M
NaChol & dgtgxz 2137 (Fang &, 1993: Micheals %, 1994), CTABAH:(\Murray 9}
Thampson, 1980) §o°] o] &5ojx 3 g},

°f d¥AXE AuvtAE 13 DNAZ AN A =2 del 13%¥92Z CTAB
BufferS Ax 7lste] 42 Aapq) 841 ZHovernight) W &k% 2wl Buo] g5,
A&l 5M NaCl Tmi S 3 rhsted polysaccharides& I HA|Z 24 DNAS
39 & At

Total DNAE dxatyoez Bels v 08% agarose geldolX 7] %535 o
ethidium bromideZ g3 o) UV Transilluminator’g el 4 DNAZ 3913 23}
oF 35kb ¥l total DNA7} S =2Z eyt o} DNAZFE itz
RNAE AAY + A 5125 AYdstx 2y W&o 15kb B2l RNAZ
FAHE W=sE A BN debgdo(ad 2 A) 1204 RNase A%} proteinase

€ 2% phenol-chloroforme 2 B4&2S A FASHW AR DNATGYNE 7}
2Ikb¥ M el S Bas g1y 2 B).

Zt Ze] DNAE 9% back ground’t $+A3) Abebxx) obm u olde Aex
ARedl, 2 DNAZFES 260nme} 280nmell A 2] FZE ¥E F Aw/Aw® 3ol
175-18 AEA ABE 2asdon, wrd 9o HEEAE "oyt A
phenol-chloroform¥ 2] & ©}A] W71} M2 DNAR2E a3t
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Fig. 2. Separation of total DN from citrus leaf 0.8% agarose gel.
A 1 before treatment. of RNase A and proteinase K
B after treatment of RNase A and proteinase K

A Moleadar size marker(A-Hind II - EcoR 1)

Weeden 6 (1992)2 @A U= RAPDZITHE: ddl AolA template DNA2]

FEvE AAAQ AgE ndutn sl d o] Ayel Antdd M fabskdch
o] Alglol A DNA F#: A2 Chee S(19D°] iyt ok & o 24
DNALAS 29 F gdAd oy, L& RNase A9} proteinase K& 2|8k & E+5 8
phenol-chloroform .2 2153 Helgtez ¥ £ld A)g 2370 25 =

DNAZ 2 & 5 Atk
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2. 34+ 9 RAPD 3Azx3A 19

2.1 Template DNA ¥ %

Template DNA®] Fx® &g Loly7] 9std FHF9 total DNAS
primer UBC715E ©] &3t PCR3 Ay 19 304 B upep g}

1~-80ng7hA] 2& Aeldld Aol A-HYon 185 fngoz wofd
TH WL F7lde Fostdon MuEE weR velbs Ago) ddth e
Ing 7} Sngoll M= eFshule 2 vjElyto)

Kollers(1993)& A7} “Glockenapfel’ &% 9| A template DNAS H 1 S55ng €
A 20000 ol dez s v E gelsted AP AF DNAEZxo oo
WMEFE 2ol gl WEe] F7)7F @ sxodE st ¥ asdon
E3 Weeden 5(1992)2 = 2] %% template DNA%S =7} 3ngoll M 30ng7h#| 10u)
B Ael7t Uk RAPDH=Uole & 432 F4 94dtis ad o 435}
F ARE Bod v At}

FEHY A Sugawara F1MWH)S 2FV oAX, FTUREE template
DNAEEE 10ngs 7138t 162 M8 JLoe 8n)st ez EhA THEo)
AEAULH 5 ~ Ong7hA= A% MEESE YASA dehdoe A7E 8o
U ol # Y fFAME FaEg Bodu B1995)e REole] A Inge] EEo M=
4 wWETE AeAY FPon, dE Uehbx Re ASE dAckm s ol
4389 daste Aolst AU Weeden S5(1992)€  template DNAZE 4% 7}
RAPDADE d=dl ol 2H A &S njdrts sdAd=d o 8o YojNE
DNA #7E7F &(175-1.8)4A¢ o833 emz DNAAAANME ¥ 27}
AAD ROE Ho} ojgh o] Pol& AAE 150 AL E£F primerE F,
2, RN PR o] HPAMS} 2y) BT Mz}
ZEFAN e AFAES AL template DNASEE 2 A5 q Eaf Luro
5(1992)2 primer®] @7]Fo wel 5-0nge 2 DNASLES 928t 29, Dang
<(1995)% Omura $(1993)2 Z47} 25, 10ng2 2 primer®§ £& EZ 3o ua}
DNAHA s =7t 93dn &y, 129232 RAPDY Uojx M3 template DNA
G APz wet v 2 & Fert A= Aoz AzS YL
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10 50 10 20 40 80ng

kb
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08—

Fig. 3. RAPD bund patterns of total DNA from € entlrosa showing the effcet of

template: DN concentration on PCR amplification. Numbers on top refer to the
amount  of template DNA  per 25pd reactiom mixture.  Primer  UBCT1S

(CCACCACCCA) was used. M: DNA molecular size marker( £ -Tin«!T = EcoR 1 ).

olel sk Fad B w 2ol W gel 25 template DNAZE 10
~80ng WAL Wrekdel s £4 @ e Ae® Yeldo) 10nge) FER

AHgat Aol A wabekn wes et

22 dNTP ¥

#ZHEF2 RAPDI ol Age ANTPE L% FHatna 54330 dold Hesh
DNAZ o] &3ate] PCRYFS &AW e) ANTPS s¥2 Hrlste] A|ga
op 2ok FE 25aMQ A whgo]l W vEhA] @UD, S0pMEEAME 3 He
7b W50l H oz vEbA wrE A Ao 5tk FE100 M 2002 MQ 7S
T dEst e bk 400,.MQ A Sl wiEsE <kElbA) L Elgon 9B
= 7b Abeh A
Yoon(1992)& 203 A 9l RAPD #AE° FZ& ddlM PCRAl AMgs =
d & (reaction component)5°] ¥ %7} PCRAF}Y 4322 #dd o9 INTP

rl
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3]
11

T

FLe 200N M b AEd 2lE RAPD 18] TEFAvEa & of 2
oAl 4o Jrabeh At sk wp gl

21999 B ool ‘Hakuho' #FFA S0 PCR WMol Z2$% INTP% L7}
200-400 2 No]  Awbstebar B arsiel o heel WSID Luro (1992, 1999,
Sugawara o (1995) €]t Deng 5 (19992 7F2F 200, 160, 100 2ME o] &8+ 7Awt¢}
njulate] Fouff of AFeMe] HAH ANTPE =<2 100~200 . M3} A edc}

ol S Fgsl ¥ wl, ANTPEREE 100-2000M2) WelollA] whriv}p ~firstae
RNl Al el TR RAPDISFO] Mg Ao Al b Qi)

1
ﬂ

25 50 100 200 400~M

Fig. 4 RAPD band paterns of total DNA from € entirosa showing the effect of
dANTP  concentration on - PCR  amplification.  Numbers  on top  refer to the
concentration ~of ~dNTP of | per =~ 258 ~reaction mixture.  Pprimer  UBC71A
(CCCTCCCTCT was used. M: Moleculor size marker( 4 -HindIl - EcoR 1.

2.3 Taq polymerase &%

PCREFS M E Taq polymerase 5 E7F RAPD Wiz okieo] ojm gk Fi-4
Aol 7] sl F2H9] total DNAH ©] &3t Taq polymeraseZ PCRSE
17} 59} 2t} Taq polymerase T2 05 unit2 3 29 AP Ao ¢
MG AR WY, 1St N BE ek @A o) oyg,s]ung A e
vhebstth 31 e 3unit o dunit AT AR wEEAdo] gle W= £ FU)
S)an Eah Wzt ofshaAl vhebuiet

7
olxel A B uw Tag polymerase ¥ =1 1.5unit HelZ Ab&3te] sl

73 77,

f=4 -

-0
B

l
il

R s



Tag polymerasels Al Al g b adefol] whepa] 2lado] sjols} 9)S 4 glorir
Khare] liwb S b A dsrek ol RE sk gho] qld errh el (1994)3 Abatof) 4
Zunit AN AR&FHe]l Aubsiibar sbed) o] ddo] Avkel frAbaLE Hoelzels)
Greent1992) Tag polymerase 2 4% 1230 Templute DN E3rLp o520 spo]
whel vheb A Qb Sl o] 9ubR o kS gol S50 % Taq polymerase st
0.5-2ounit 400 b8 he) Algbabhar 8 wpglo] o) Aele] Auleli- L} 4ol
Slgivh ol del A Ml ukeh ol o AIF AT AW Tay polvmerase 15unit W9
PCR WES G0t Sk wh g ool b DNA®] 9kib woio) 3b4 /) 9 o

Ao b,

0.5 15 30 anunit

0.6— “'-'-'— - -
‘C',--ac

Figo 50 RAPD band patterns of otal DN from—C fons Sich <howing  the effect of
Taq polymerase concentration on PCR amplificatione. Numbers on top refer o the
amount  of - Taq  polvmerase  per Zgd amplification misture. Primer . UBCTLS

(CCACCACCCAY was used. Mo Molecular size marker( 4 -HindI - EcoR 1),

2.5 MgClys -
Aol total DNAE ol &3ke] 1, 2, 4 6mM¥E 59] MgCLE 53 oto} 17| 94
of PCRebIvbi J1g) Goll A i wps} 7},
TRE ImMRL W PCRYFS o] A8 o] 1« okgr A A 2R E A o]

ot 2mM
i duleh wiriekabo i vpEbth 3mM OET 4mMQl ASm ks

REE Aol 17
ereb whr_slobebubeh NgCl 52t DNAZE o Ro) of$ Faek wisn 2Hgat



o 32 MgChes e DNATHE 71 F3] Hoj AL dd AWAIS)x] e
gl Al FER Z7b $bo]l wel RArAe we oz FHEPLS primerdt
template DNAZ & o] et slo] 7|8 th(Kanzan 5, 1993 Staub 5, 1996). i S
(1995)& MgCL% =7} PCR 4h2e) Al@Aol 2 988 Fol WYY A xou
PCR2HE 2] A& Ao] gl whize) Muwrl HYais)i- 7Jako] glon ulgel =
MgCl: =% 20 mMe] #HAele} B & v Qon it A (Luro 5, 1995
Sugawara &, 199)4 % MgCLEEE 2mMS A& shut Qo] o] AdolMe] 7
hob FARERAS S F F Uk

ool AE FRMEY MgCLyr et 2mMAEQ Aoz Fasdr),

1.0 20 4.0 6mM

kb

1.6—

0.8—

Fig. 6. RAPD band patiems of total DNA from € junos Sieb showing the effect of
MeCl: concentration  on - PCR - amplificcation.  Numbers  on top  refer to  the
concentration of MgCl: Primer UBCTIS(CCACCACCCA) was used. M Molecular
size marker( A -Hind[I-EcoR 1),
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3. RAPD &4 o3 A3td ¥7

3.1 Random primer®?] 4y HA

Az R AL m=lE PHEZY RAPDS &l7] dof ale] 7EdHd 3t
primers #3322k, UBC 10-mer random primer®] 100& & o] &3t &4 7o)
total DNAE template DNAZ 3l 5Y3 274 PCRE 359t}
Primerd & wi=ctidod] wely 35302 783 2 w wes &n
ARSA LEREA o] 80l iy BEH AL Good, Thi BBl WMo e
Bolup “1efie o] &7b5e Aoz BolE primert Commono.Z, 3 W=7} 1}

EfLE%] 242%Y primers Nonfo 2 T A& (F 3).

Table 3. RAPD amplification abilities of random primers

Girade primer number

G7 UBC 701 702 703 705 709 714 715 725 726 729 731 733
734 739 742 744 747 751 765 769 773 774 Ti6 781
782 792

v UBC 704 706 707 708 710 711 712 713 716 717 719 721
722 723 724 727 728 730 732 737 740 745 746 748
749 754 755 756 757 758 759 760 763 766 767 770
TV 772 773 775 777 778 7Y 780 783 785 786 789

791 794 7% 796 797 798 799 800
NY UBC 718 720 735 736 738 741 743 750 752 761 762 764

768 T84 787 T8 790 793

z’good band pattern
Ycommon band pattern

In v g .
“No amplification.
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3.2 RAPDY 9 & A& i B

Al T 9 FE0 QoM Eel¥ total DNAZ ol 83 primer 2w 7+z}
FUe skl 4 PCR3t] 2loj2l RAPDMIE $4e) o] wlmalalr) ate]

random primer B H A Al G(Good) G #F22 EFE 26709 primerZz ol 11742 o)
&3] PCR & 43t gAsh 233 w2 FFo2%E o3 A4 (polymorphism)o] <)
AE = 6670°) wRIZ7} LpERETE

UBC 703 primere= 16kbolstell A 3-7709] W= ciefabA) vepdoh 2y 10).
0.8 kb2l M= gl 2& #2017, #72H18), B2H19)

el

Aol 25 ZEfHoly
TEHOR WETE uErwth 14kbR el AzHI)L EE§ Wb LbERLbA
FEFNE] HEREAR o7t e Y Ao BUHULL

UBC731 Primerol 4, 0.8~16kb i) Wa(D)¥ AFWDA AS$ 18 8 A :
gloj g MER % Hdo] oks)w Qlov} UVelelME 2709 Modey2 vepdo
BHAE AAAE T ZFEFET A WEFHS B vyl BA19E A
e AAC Sl WMEst 270 vebdos, pAE WZ A15)IME 0.8kb
Helol RAPDEXZ o] 87b53 Me 1707 2889

Babes 2R 48dA xsHo ot Fok 2 #IFFgE M) gel
AL Ao F25 ojFoistri(H 1994).

UBC734 primerd) 25(2% 9), 1.6kbol gl vSoj 49 Ry ez vfepr}
W50l T3] doletEYX(E 5) ¥ AA) ALk 08~16kbolH W7
A ZFRE(20), #2H22) 2eln FHF(23)S EF FYS Wmde wgr
olgd TTe mFel s WAHAUL tsAe) FA3532 Ao

(Barrete®} Rhodes, 1976 : Green 5 1986 : 4H 5, 198 ; Torres S, 1978:

Hy
o
i

Yamamoto &, 1993).
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Fig. 70 RAPD Polvimorphisms gencerated by primer UBCTO3CCCACCACCO,
1-257 Refer the name of the Clirus spp or evs and the relced genera in table
N Nolecular size markerta=1End - FeeR T

IV 1 2345678 9101112 131415161718M1920212223M

Fig. 8. RAPD Polvmorphisms generaed by priner UBCT3HCCCACACCAC,
1-23 Refer the name of the Cinus sppoor ovs and the related genera in wable 1.
Mo Molecular size marker a-1Hind 0T = EeoR 1.

kb B .‘4“4ﬂununuwm1Mmmmn28M
H—-nw il IR o B o - 5“‘ ""’“‘” :
1.6— w ™ ﬁ-

0.8

Fig. 9. RAPD Polvmorphisms generated by primer UBC 73(GGAGAGH A,
1-23: Refer the name of the Citrus spp or cvs and the related genera in table 1.
M Molecular size marker(h-Hind I - EcoR 1).
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UBC739 Primeri: 0.8—16kbAtelel 3~87He] W=7} vpEbRE O vh Skl bt
A2 AATHIIF 10). Lakbell 2H18), ®2H1Y) “reji 93t 1ol ZFEEQ0) T
W=z upebLbx] edekth 10kbel #2HG)9F 09kb F-<tell A el 2(17), #3H18)
e a BN E 7HzE 1A o whE A W= veptt

UBC742 Primer ¢V 72§, 20kbolatell F2G)E ©% 5782 whr=zwk vpepd at
WoZEAHE), AFFRH12) rela shE(Z3) T 107he] w=rh vpebbd 50 ¥l
A ¥ (genome) DNAS] dddo] ZTEHAY Aoz AZ-ATH 1L,

A Swingle(1967) 7 HPAWD7F £ 72 s delstad e gicto}
4 (subgenus Papeda) © 2, $2b F A7 ol & (subgenus Matacitrus)oll vl 2] 8} 51
olth & fab: SAXAEM ATHHirai 5, 1986), Ichang 3lcio} frude
2 e Aoz FAHYw o, eln RFHHY FES ddon iR
M a Ay, 198l e ApFE ol AAGEB) &2 LPERG b Utk

UBC741 Primeri 05-25kb #9lol 5~770°] W=sh vebstthad 12, Ldkb ¥
2ol AABR(1~-13)F FAG ] GAWER vehton), NEEC medica)it
2A(C aurantiplia)®) 2 #(hybride)E 22 FA(Barrett®} Rhodes, 1976: Luro &,

1992 Swingle, 1967)51= @l 2(112 4740 W=7t AP Foldt ¢3S 2o

el

~

S718)S 20kbol FH & 37He) WMER el g2 ZE o WESYo] v
Uebtth,  #73e du ZEEH Rsvle) A Soez F O HEol oW AdFE
ARl thdoe] A&F|o] X9 Alx(genome)® FYEHIL WFE Bold Hom
Hob 2HI [AS s o] MielH sgsof2 Arte ¥AYF F Uk

%, 1991).
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Fig. 100 RAPD Polvmorphisms generated by prinker UBCTA9(GGAGGGAGAG),
1-24 Refer the name of the Citrus spp or evs and the related genera in table 1
Mo Molecular size mewkertA-1Ind [ - FeoR 1)

N9 20 2122 23 M

et —a—

Fig. 110 RAPD Polvmorphisms gencrated by primer’ UBCT42(CCTCCCTCCT,
I 250 Refer the name of the Citrus spp or ovs and the related genera in table 1.
M Nolecular size markertA-HindI = EcoR 1)

kb E ;g 8 9 0112131301500 17 1% -

el ol
e G g W e e gy - A
-

1.6—

LT R dd 2 AL F K Ad AL

0.5— N

Fig. 120 RAPD Polvmorphisms generated by primer UBC744(CCACCCACCA),
1=23 Refer the name of the Citrus spp or cvs and the related enera in table 1
M Molecular size marker(A-Hindl - EcoR 1)



UBC747 Primerys 05~2.0kbAtolol 22X #2177 w7k 1) ZT T FE N
1o W=k tpebstei g 13). 0SkbE Aol A E(1~13)F ¥ (1), 22H8) 1
A AMER()E WET Qe %4S 2o, 20kbF oM E SRRl 37
o=zt e = vhepwtch

UBC769 Primer?) A%, &A1& 237M 22 FAAM 6~870e) w=rt vhebwrh1d
4). 05kbA A= 25, 2B HEA7), SF708), #z219) 1ejxn bk 1ol
TERZECQ0E W=IL el gdto)

APFE(1~13)2) HAHY Me=PdFT AFDI} FFADL Hf FAskd e
8 FA2H12), A FF() 13 AFFZHI2)
08kb T 20kbell M w7t 1) ZFFE(), e2¥ HA17) 1ela B 2H20)
T EFF0 W SolFQl W=t 7hzh 1AM vrebytrh

UBC773 Primer®] Z$ol(713 15), 14kboldal i vl Soj3Q) wuokgor
Lhelut diojetlE & ~(F 5) 2 A AlAIA 05kboll & 8l =8 #&17), a738),
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Fig. 13, RAPD Polvinarphisms generated by primer UBCTA7(CCACCANCC A,
230 Refer the name of the Citrus spp or ovs and the releed genera in table 1
M Molecular size markertA-Hind - FeoR 1
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Fig. 14 RAPD Polvinctphisms generated by primer UBCTRCGOG TGO,

1=Z3 Refer the name of the Citrus-sppor-cvs-and the related genera in table 1
M Molecular size marker=FHind[T = EcoR 1)
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Fige. 15, RAPD Polvmorphisms generated by primer UBCTTHGGGTTGTTGT).
1-23° Refer the name of the Citrus spp or cvs and the related gencra in table 1
M Molecular size marker(A-HindM - EcoR 1)
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Fig. 165, l{ \I‘D Polvmorphisms generated by primer UBCTRLKKGAAG AAGG),
3 Refer the name of the Citrus Sp-orevs and ' the related genera in table 1.
\I \I()laul(u size marker(A-Hind M+EcoR 1)
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Fig. 17. RAPD Polyv morphisms generated by primer UBC TSNGGTGGGTTGT,
1-23: Refer the name of the Citrus spp or evs and the related genera in table 1.
Mo Molecular size marker(\-Hind [~ EcoR 1)
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Table 5. Coded data matrix of 67 RAPD bands in Citrus spp or cvs and the related genera.

UBC-742
1

0

39

.
\

UBC-7

)0 1

0 0

B

UBC-734
0

PRl

12

- UBC-731
0 1

'3:7

v

UBC-70
0

)

pecies or cultivars

.

%] i
11110110
01010110

100010

5%
1100
0110

00000

0011000

Byungkyool
Dangyooja
Jikak

100110

00010

1111100

11110110
10111110

100010

1110
1110

0010

00010
00000
00000
00110
00010
00010
00010
00010
00000
00100

0110110
0010100
1010101

100011

Pyunkyool
Yooja

00010110

000110

10110110
11110110
11110110
11110110
11110110
10110110
10111110

100010

1110
1110
0110

0110100

Dongjeongkyool

Jinkyool

Kamja

100010

1110100
0010100

100011

100010

1100
1110
1110
0100
0110
0110
0110
0110
1110
1010
1010

1010100

Inchangkyool

100010

1010100
1010100
0111100
0110100

Cheongkyool
Hongkyool
Sadookam
Binkyool

100011

100110

01110110
11110110
11110110
11110110
10110110

00110111

100010
100010

00010

00000
010160
00000
00010
00000
10001
00110
00000

1110100
0110100

Miyaga Early

100011

Washington navel orange

Aoshima unshiu

100010
010010

1110100
1101100
0000100

Lisbon lemon

101000
000000
100000
100010
100010
100010

Oval kumquate

00000000

1000000
0111100

Trifoliate orange

0111 01111110

Duncan grapefruit

Okitsu Early
Hassaku

11110110
11111110
11111110

0110

1110100
0111110
0110100

0111

00000
00000

0111

Natsudaidai

to be continued.
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Table 5.

0101
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10111
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01111
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001
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1001000
1000100
1100100
1100000
1100000
1001000
1001000
1001000
0000010
0000001
0001000
0001000
1001000
1001000
1001000

D00

010100
111000
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1
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Miyaga Early
andom primer series

band size(kb).

o

Fi

Washington navel orange 1 01 00110011
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Okitsu Early
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Table 7. RAPD markers for the identification of Cheju native Citrus spp or cvs

Common or local name RAPD marker
Byungkyool UBC 703-16"(a)"

UBC 703-1.6(p)
Jlkak Trs Ao q - v

UBC 703-1.3(a) and 703-1.6(p)
Yooia UBC 703-1.6(p) or 734-0.8(a) or 739-0.8(a)

) or 747-0.9(p) or 769-0.8(p)

Dangvooja UBC 781-0.8(a) and 734-09(p) or 731-1.3(a)
Dongjeongkyool UBC 742-1.3(a) and 703-1.6(a)

UBC 781-0.8(a) and 734-0.9(a) or 731-1.3(p)
Sadookam UBC 731-1.3(p) and 703-1.6(a) or 734-09(a)

or 742-1.3(p) or 747-0.9(a) or 769-0.8(a)

“Noleculare size(kb)
Ya: band absent, p: band present.
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Table 8. RAPD markers for the identification of Citrus spp or cvs and the
related genera

Common or local name RAPD marker

UBC 703-167(a)" and 731-08(a) or 742-15(p) or

Byungkyool
s 7H4-1.4()

Jikak UBC 703-16(p) and 734-2.0(a)
. UBC 703-16(p) or 769-0.8(p)

Yooja

UBC 747-0.9(p) and 744-1.5(a)

Washington navel orange UBC 731-1.3(p)

Lisbon lemmon UBC 739-0.9() or 769-2.0(p)
Oval kunquat UBC 739-09(p) or 742-2.0(p) or 747-2.0(p)
Trifoliate orange UBC 731-0.8(p) or 744-0.5(a)
Duncan grapefruit UBC 744-1.4(a) or 773-0.8(a)
Hassaku UBC 70.-16(p) and 7.4-2.0(a)

“Moleculare size(kb)
Ya: band absent, pband present
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