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Abstract In this study, random amplified polymorphic
DNA (RAPD) and sequence-related amplified polymorphism
(SRAP) analyses were used for evaluation of genetic diversity
of 61 kiwifruit (Actinidia spp.) germplasms including domestic
and overseas collection cultivars. Forty RAPD primers were
detected in a total of 230 polymorphic bands with an average
of 5.75. Thirty-two SRAP primer combinations were detected
in a total of 204 polymorphic bands with an average 6.38. By
unweighted pair-group method arithmetic average cluster
analysis using 434 polymorphic bands, kiwifruit germplasms
were classified in three groups with similarity value of 0.680.
Cluster I consisted of 46 kiwifruit germplasms belonging to
A. deliciosa, A. chinensis, A. deliciosa x A. arguta, A. chinensis
% A. arguta, and A. chinensis % A. deliciosa. Cluster 11
consisted of seven germplasms belonging to 4. arguta and
‘Skinny Green’, a cultivar derived from a cross between 4.
arguta and A. deliciosa. Cluster 11l consisted of seven
germplasms belonging to A. rufa, A. hemsleyana, A. macrosperma,
A. polygama, and A. eriantha. Genetic similarity values
among tested kiwifruit germplasms ranged from 0.479-0.991,
and average similarity value was 0.717. Similarity value was
highest (0.991) between NHK0038 (4. deliciosa) and NHK0040
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(4. deliciosa), and lowest (0.479) between ‘Hayward’ (4.
deliciosa) and K5-1-22 (4. arguta).

Keywords Actidinia, Genetic diversity, Polymorphism,
RAPD, SRAP
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9] restriction fragment length polymorphism (RFLP) (Crowhurst et
al. 1990), random amplified polymorphic DNA (RAPD) (Cipriani et
al. 1996; Huang et al. 2002; Palombi and Damiano 2002), amplified
fragment length polymorphism (Prado et al. 2007), simple sequence
repeats (Korkovelos et al. 2008; Zhen et al. 2004)2} 72 t}-oFot
DNA 5}7 5 0] o] -8 31 9|t} 1 S0l 4| RAPD m}A &= A
e A T B S uls) 47 o] 83 5 glof
AR Y] EF B A 8A 24 o A o] tH(Cho et al.
2010). Sequence-related amplified polymorphism (SRAP) u}-7| =
L19} Quiros (2001)¢]] 2] 3} Brassica 2-&-0)| 4] *S 7}t o]

£(exon) F-E 3} 9] E E(intron), 3 & W E|(promoter) H-5-
% ZZ35F 4= Q= 2719 primerE ©|-8-3}9] open reading
frames F- 20| ZEZ & =2 719LE 7] © 7 ulj(Zhaoetal.2013),
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>,
rE
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al. 2010) 5 Tkt 2HEof| o] &= a1 qlch.
Bl 1= e §- 1Y S iAo 2 RAPDS} SRAP nf
2 ol gste] ABAZ HAFOZN S0 AL
sholalo] AEE 45 4w AY 5 8% A7) 7%
A2 8GR S,

&0 l‘lo}oﬂE}(Table D). Zeey
A ER Neasy plant mini kit(Qiagen, Valencia,
g #aoch 224
DNAX 0.8% agarose gelof] 7] 45 35Fo] 221514 12 DNA
9F-2 NanoDrop spectrophotometer (Thermo Fisher Scientific,

Table 1 Kiwifruit germplasms used in this study, including parentages and species

No. Germplasm Parentage or origin Species

1 26-1-8 Korean collection A. arguta

2 26-1-12 Korean collection A. arguta

3 26-7-10 (male) Korean collection A. rufa

4 2005-2-101 Sensation Apple x Tara Vine A. chinensis * A. arguta
5 Deliwoong (male) NHKO0042 x NHKO0041 A. deliciosa

6 Abbott Chance seedling A. deliciosa

7 Bangwoori Tara Vine x Tomuri A. deliciosa % A. arguta
8 Bidan SKK s20 x SKK s10 A. eriantha

9 Bruno Chance seedling A. deliciosa

10 CG-2 A. chinensis var. rufopulpa OP A. chinensis var. rufopulpa
11 Chieftain (male) New Zealand collection A. deliciosa

12 Garmrok NHK0042 x NHK0041 A. deliciosa

13 NHKO0154 New Zealand collection A. deliciosa

14 Goldrush ACT-12 x ACT-13 A. chinensis

15 NHKO0155 New Zealand collection A. chinensis

16 Golden King China collection A. chinensis

17 Golden Yellow China collection A. chinensis

18 Goldone NHKO0047 x NHKO0013 A. chinensis

19 Haegeum Jinfeng x SKK2 A. chinensis

20 Halla Gold Golden Yellow x Songoku A. chinensis

21 Hayward Chance seedling A. deliciosa

22 NHKO0031 China collection A. hemsleyana

23 Hongyang A. chinensis var. rufopulpa OP A. chinensis var. rufopulpa
24 Hort16A CKO1 x CKI15 A. chinensis

25 Jecy Gold Golden Yellow x Songoku A. chinensis

26 Jecy Green Sensation Apple x Tomuri A. chinensis *x A. deliciosa
27 K5-1-22 Korean collection A. arguta

28 K5-2-22 (male) Korean collection A. arguta

29 K5-3-18 (male) Korean collection A. arguta

30 K5-4-3 Korean collection A. arguta
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Table 1 Continued.
No. Germplasm Parentage or origin Species
32 M51-2 (male) New Zealand collection A. deliciosa
33 NHKO0027 China collection A. macrosperma
34 Matua (male) Chance seedling A. deliciosa
35 NHKO0156 New Zealand collection A. chinensis
36 Octogreen HA8457 x Matua A. deliciosa
37 Pohwa (male) Hayward x Tara Vine A. deliciosa x A. arguta
38 Po-ok Hayward x Tara Vine A. deliciosa x A. arguta
39 NHK0024 China collection A. arguta var. purpurea
40 Redvita NHKO0047 x NHK0013 A. chinensis
41 NHKO0127 (male) China collection A. polygama
42 NHKO0050 (male) China collection A. eriantha
43 NHKO0051 China collection A. eriantha
44 Samdong Lee’s Gold Korean collection A. chinensis
45 Sensation Apple China collection A. chinensis
46 Skinny Green KN8903 x Tara Vine A. arguta * A. deliciosa
47 NHKO0012 China collection A. chinensis
48 NHKO0013 (male) China collection A. chinensis
49 NHKO0019 China collection A. deliciosa
50 NHKO0021 China collection A. chinensis
51 NHKO0022 China collection A. chinensis
52 NHKO0117 (male) China collection A. chinensis
53 NHKO0023 China collection A. chinensis
54 NHKO0038 China collection A. deliciosa
55 NHK0040 China collection A. deliciosa
56 NHKO0041 (male) China collection A. deliciosa
57 NHK0042 China collection A. deliciosa
58 Red Princess China collection A. deliciosa
59 NHK0048 China collection A. deliciosa x A. arguta
60 Songoku (male) Japan collection A. chinensis
61 Tomuri (male) Chance seedling A. deliciosa
MA, USA)Z A3t & 10 ng- pL-19] 5= 2 3] 4 35}o] PCR agarose gelof| A 150VE 3A) 7t 521 A 7] 95319 7+ o}

Ao o]&

RAPD £A
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HHe gt

ke RAPD &40 233l primers AUst7] 9]shA
Operon (Operon Technologies, Alameda, CA, USA)™} University
of British Columbia (UBC, Vancouver, BC, Canada) o} 4] A 2%
107] 9] 4712 5-/3 & 3805-&] primerS 74 5} A ch. Zrehef
T ARRAT B A& e W = RAPD Wi A ekl &= primer
Ao A AL 5 4052 2 primerS: ©]-§-5}F 31 tH(Table
2). Polymerase chain reaction (PCR) HF-3--2 genomic DNA 40 ng,
1 x PCR buffer, 0.36 pM ¢ 9] primer, 200 uM dNTP, 3 mM
MgCL&} 0.4 units Tag DNA polymerase (Genetbio, Daejeon,
Korea)5 7}5}o], ¥H-3-Z 12.5 uLE 274 3}of AFE-51%]
T} PCR Hh-g-2 94°Cof| A 557t 7] §1/d A 7] 3L, 94°Co| A
45 % (denaturing), 37°Cof| A] 452 (annealing), 71 2] 21 72°Co]| A]

7 H(extension) 775 103] W = 3Y 7k T3 94°Co]| A] 45
Z, 42°COl| A 45%, 18] 31 72°Cof| A 287} 303] HFES &
72°Col A 57 A5kt S35 PCR A =S 14%

SRAP =41

el -2 &f SRAP 4] of| = primer A 4 of| A A
Z32% 9] 232 0|85} th(Zhao et al. 2013, Table 3). SRAP
42 71 9] Ligt Quiros (2001) 2] W& of7F M g 5lof 4
35} 91 o} PCR HF-3-oH-& 2% 15 uL & genomic DNA 40 ng, 1 x
PCR buffer, 0.36 uM primers, 200 uM dNTP, 2 mM MgClL2} 0.5
units 7aq DNA polymerase(Genetbio) 2 <243 &} 91 t}. PCR 5%
2 thermocycler(iCycler, Bio-Rad Laboratories, Hercules, CA,
USA)E AHg-3}0o] 94°Cof| A 583 7] WAJ Al 7] 3L, 94°Cof|
A] 18- (denaturing), 35°Col| A 1¥-(annealing), 7L 2] 31 72°Cof| A]
15 7H(extension) I} 2 53] 423§ SF tF-2 94°Co| A 18, 50°C
oAl 14, 72°Coll A 147t 353] ays}qict. mpx[ato =
72°Co Al 1027t 2] 2] 5k ¢l th 535 PCR A/ =2 RAPD
2} 5 YU 3}A) 1.4% agarose gel o A 150VE 3A] 7F 52 A7) 9
Stel £5 2 H 4 skt
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Table 2 Random amplified polymorphic DNA primers used in this study, sequences and numbers of polymorphic fragments produced

Primer Sequence (5 — 3°) No. of polymorphic bands
OPA-09 GGGTAACGCC 4
OPA-11 CAATCGCCGT 4
OPA-16 AGCCAGCGAA 5
OPD-12 CACCGTATCC 7
OPE-08 TCACCACGGT 6
OPE-09 CTTCACCCGA 9
OPG-01 CTACGGAGGA 5
OPG-05 CTGAGACGGA 7
OPG-09 CTGACGTCAC 6
OPG-10 AGGGCCGTCT 8
OPG-12 CAGCTCACGA 6
OPG-18 GGCTCATGTG 5
OPG-19 GTCAGGGCAA 5
OPK-01 CATTCGAGCC 8
OPK-07 AGCGAGCAAG 3
OPK-08 GAACACTGGG 5
OPL-07 AGGCGGGAAC 4
OPM-05 GGGAACGTGT 5
OPM-06 CTGGGCAACT 6
OPM-07 CCGTGACTCA 4
OPM-14 AGGGTCGTTC 10
OPM-15 GACCTACCAC 3
OPN-05 ACTGAACGCC 5
OPN-10 ACAACTGGGG 4
OPN-16 AAGCGACCTG 5
OPN-19 GTCCGTACTG 4
UBCI186 GTGCGTCGCT 8
UBC248 GAGTAAGCGG 7
UBC254 CGCCCCCATT 6
UBC268 AGGCCGCTTA 7
UBC269 CCAGTTCGCC 6
UBC381 ATGAGTCCTG 4
UBC402 CCCGCCGTTG 8
UBC517 GGTCGCAGCT 5
UBC519 ACCGGACACT 4
UBCS530 AATAACCGCC 7
UBC531 GCTCACTGTT 5
UBC533 GCATCTACGC 4
UBC536 GCCCCTCGTC 7
UBC600 GAAGAACCGC 9
A=A Zn o nE

RAPD2}SRAP 5410 4] %2 T3 4 Wl = 9] o] w2}
1() 2 0(FH) L &2 scoringsl S L Zrohef] - A4x A7 4
TAl+= MVSP (multi-variate statistical package) version 3.13
(Kovach computing services)S ©]-8-3}¢] =75} % t}. Simple
matching coefficiento]] 9] &) G4 4 GAE ZH2 AALSEAL o]
e 7)1 2 2 519 H| 713 o A THUPGMA: unweighted pair-
group method with arithmetic averages)¥ © = 7 7] 54 (cluster
analysis)Z 39| dendrogram2 2144 5} %t

RAPDZ} SRAP 2412 S5t &t REAIHIS| A B

TS FE5QA FED L Sl Yol A =3 etk
TR 617 9] 544 Ho|E dotr 7] §3}e] RAPD2}
SRAP £ 4]-& 519 t}. Fig. 1A% B=UBC6002] ¢ ©] primer2}t
mel0/em13 primer 2= §HS- 0| -8-5}¢] 423 3F RAPD%} SRAP &
41 9] profile2 LFEFWH Z o] th RAPD E4131 A v} &% 7t ¢}
FAE el W = 2307024 Ft 5.757H<;;q
(Table ). Primero] w2} 41518 T} 4] W = 2] 422 2] 22 37)
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Fig. 1 Random amplified polymorphic DNA (RAPD) and sequence-related amplified polymorphism (SRAP) profiles of 61 kiwifruit
germplasms amplified using UBC600 primer (A) and melO/eml3 primer combination (B), respectively. Lane numbers represent
kiwifruit germplasms as shown in Table 1. M, 100 bp plus DNA ladder

(OPK-07, OPM-15)0]| 4] Z|t} 107}(OPM-14)$i t}. Huang et
al.(2002)2 31 (species)©] EZ3HE 4071 EF(taxon)2] 2+
thef & oA S & 2270 9] primerE ©]-§-5}o RAPD #-4]& 4
AlRE At F 18871 9] v ES Hof Bt 855719 o
HA =& H 15149t Novo et al. (2010)2 67119 9
primer £ 0] -5 7 5}7] 7} T} 42U} 5 417] 4] 7] 2] RAPD
Ao A % 37708 chg 4 MES Ak gy e
+ primero]] w2} 2~ 117§ L oH F 4t 6.117 At o] < o]
RAPD B4 o A Tt} A Wl= 429] Zpo]i= AH&-3) primer?]
R/ 02T AHARE o] 43 B50) $87 Fold] 7]
o3l A0 &2 FrhE Qi rh RAPD 2412 431 wh2 7 t}afF
O] ol & A& 4 vk Aol UAINEPCR ¥HE- Al W
& 2ol A - A o](10 ~ 12-mer) 9] primerE ZEHA] 7] 7]
o Zofl wj A gk Hh-g-2 71 9 2fo]of whe} v| S0] 2 Ql W=7}
SHE o] bF A AE o A7t A cHEllsworth et al. 1993).
A A= e 4= ole A0S 7] A= Ad Aol =R
g oA sient ddst= A o] Fa st

32% 9] SRAP primer ¢t ©]-8-3F &4 A, AdE o
HA M E 9] £~ = Z 4 47} (mel/em2, me2/emd, me2/eml6 5)
ol A Ftf| 117](mel/em22) % th(Table 3). & 20471 9] Tt} & A
MEE B 5aklaL, ot ohd 4 == 6.387) = Lyt
Primer 23} 5o A mel/em22 2 3of| A 17 2 714 &2 o
3} FAS B 9L mel/emd 2t mes/em19o] A & 212} 1074
o979 o A MES Uetof o] & 2 go] ek 74
AAEE Eaahad o] §40] & A o2 Beksiact. 3}
T2 o] Qloj Al SRAP 4] o] 8-3F F59] thd ol &
3t AF e Eoeof, L Sof A B 15 Q) tH(Ahmad et al.2004;
Guoetal. 2012). Ahmad et al. (2004)-&- 38 0] E-%0}9} ule}2]
(nectarine) &% 107l &) SRAP primer 2 32 541 5}¢ 497
o] o MEE AIESESlAL, o] F 30FF oA L2 Wi
Tt 5w o] Hotek o] Wol7h A& Fof A o -4 4
e 246k avdolglaS Harskelnh Guo et
al. (2012)2 76%2] 2% Yo FZ} ofYFe AL S
°o]-§-3t SRAP 415 Foll T=oll A AL Qe F5

OFE ALY = A el 2 A Y+
Q). E3F ¥ 2 T8 A(buffalograss) o 4] == SRAP u}7]
7} RAPD, SSR 5 th& A Al 2" of] H] 8] o} & Ad Eo] ot
WA A3 55 1Y f48 kS £Ask=H o
© 935 u o 2 W 11| 9] th(Budak et al. 2004).

RAPD®} SRAP &4 o] A 0} 21 4347} 9] T}l =S o]
gobo] Arhe) fAAYE GAE S 57

9= 0.479 ~ 0.9910] QI T}. 7} 4 =& 0 Ab % 2H0.991)S L}
W AL A deliciosa®] 43 3o A 4238k NHK00381}+
NHKO0402 4 H410) 0} 5 A% 02l ] 52U}
A2 2 AT L], 7 e SALE ZHOAT)E LiER 3
2 4. deliciosaQ) ‘3| o] ¥ =2} 4. argutaQl s ol A =75k
Ks-1-22 k0] 9l h. T AL 2H2 071701 9123, 714 2
& B4t FAE GH0.777)E Uebdl A2 A chinensis}] 5=
o A 4233t ‘Golden King o] 31, 7H w2 71(0.583)>
K5-1-220]  t}(Table 4). 4. arguta®) <35} K5-1-22, K5-2-22,
K5-3-18, 26-1-8, NHK0024 £ 2] G-AF &= 4F-20.583-0.613 0.2
o2 AR Hsl A A o7 Wkt FANE A E
o]-§-stof I E A7 A} FAE 0.680F 72 = S}
UHrSlS 1 37 1E o = B 5 A rh(Fig 2). Al 152 4.
deliciosa®} A. chinensiso| £&38t= %3} o] 222 HEOF
AM8-3E Wl 2391 A. deliciosa x A. arguta, A. chinensis % A.
argute B A. chinensis x A. deliciosa®] W33 0| £3}= 467 9]
A% Qo] ZFE YT A delciosao] 315 FF % 43
AL o] Y =E 2T 177 0| YL, 4. chinensis©] 43}
= AL ‘HortlbA’S v 5E3F 237 0| Q). 4. deliciosa x A.
arguta®] WFLE O &8F= 21> NHK0048, “H-&of’, ‘53],
‘R L0 44 0| 31, A chinensis x A. arguta®] 10l 453}
= A& ‘Sensation apple’Y} ‘Tara Ving’E 1LH||3}o] &
2005-2-101°0] AT}, T3} A. chinensis % A. deliciosa®] 1l
ol = “Sensation apple’ T} ‘Tara Vine’ S w vl 5} o] S-A ¥ ¢

o it o

A

2 o oox
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Table 3 Sequence-related amplified polymorphism primer combinations used in this study, sequences and numbers of polymorphic

fragments produced

Primer combination

Sequence (5° — 37)

Forward (me)

Reverse (em)

No. of polymorphic bands

mel/em2
mel/em3
mel/em4
mel/em6
mel/em10
mel/eml11
mel/eml13
mel/eml15
mel/em17
mel/eml18
mel/em21
mel/em22
me2/em2
me2/em3
me2/em4
me2/em6
me2/em9
me2/em10
me2/em16
me3/em3
me3/em4
me3/em10
me5/em14
me5/em17
meS/em19
me5/em22
me6/em2
me6/em3
me8/em5
me8/em8
me9/em20
mel0/em13

TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGT
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGT
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGT
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG
TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG
TGAGTCCAAACCGGTAA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGTAA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATG
TGAGTCCAAACCGGATG
TGAGTCCAAACCGGACA
TGAGTCCAAACCGGGAT-

GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC
GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC
GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA
GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA
GACTGCGTACGAATTTAG
GACTGCGTACGAATTTCG
GACTGCGTACGAATTGGT
GACTGCGTACGAATTCTG
GACTGCGTACGAATTCCA
GACTGCGTACGAATTGAT
GACTGCGTACGAATTCTA
GACTGCGTACGAATTCTC
GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC
GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC
GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA
GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA
GACTGCGTACGAATTTCA
GACTGCGTACGAATTTAG
GACTGCGTACGAATTCGG
GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC
GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA
GACTGCGTACGAATTTAG
GACTGCGTACGAATTCAG
GACTGCGTACGAATTCCA
GACTGCGTACGAATTCAA
GACTGCGTACGAATTCTC
GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC
GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC
GACTGCGTACGAATTAAC
GACTGCGTACGAATTAGC
GACTGCGTACGAATTCAT
GACTGCGTACGAATTGGT

4
6

SRR BV o B =

Ju—
—_

O L ANCO AN WO NN D RN

13 0] SE3HE] 9Lk Fof 4] 427 31 NHK00422+ NHK0040
< wujalo] A E = 3}l 7]90 -2 oF 2] o] NHK00422}
& LT clustero]] YA 8L ‘= dll ]

4\ 0.912914. FHE2 2013 of] = ol 2 akekelof
% 3L Al3e] 8 354 %4 gl 1, W

N
N
iy
1=
P
Q
Q
\S)
o 2
oo
e
o
N
[
L
Jo
S~
)
Ah
?51&
flo
o
o
o0
S
I-m
)
é
o

2L A. chinensiso] &

SHA A o glof Bl &
£ =% (probe) © 2 & RFLP £ 4 &

1 3 %

— ™o

@5101,@‘?2‘?&%“41@34 %@'01 Zagt
Aoz _41:}5]041:]- H A1 A= dA AL 2 A deliciosa
78] Z+z+ Eo‘?‘&clusteri =M=
A} 4. dellClOSCIS’—]'A chinensis+< shd o & uje- IH
oioﬁﬁﬁxluijil} A=A
A 7+ o] 7}

o 1HY] A=

AN 3L % ZAaA
Tﬁ‘%‘giﬂ“":‘r“r“l‘

Walg 2 row B

2= 5] ¢ th(Crowhurst et al. 1990; Ferguson

etal. 1996). Liu et al. (2010)+= 107 x| F ol ] =% &t Actinidia
1S Yo GAA wo| gfabat 5 Abolo] §4%} o)
(gene flow)o] T3] ZA}S17] 9J5te] SSR HA5 At o] =

20| A A. deliciosal} A. chinensis 2] 5

A7 G el M

oF 81%2] Y2 o1 %K allele) = Z-9-3}1 -2 K 115+l

A21Fol=
A. deliciosa2)
o 4soh AL

A. argutad]) £3)+=
nEEQ A7y o] LEHE QITh A arguta
ol A 227 26-1-8, 26-1-12, K5-1.22,

FARA T T A. arguta x

K5-2-22, K5-3-18, K5-4-37} 30| 4] 227 = NHK0024 1 T}
o] Zof| A K5-2-229} K5-3-18 7+2] S-ALE 72 0.9892 714

=9It} A arguta’=

FobA|ob} A A & 9] of 743}, v

/o] thefste] 2,4,6,7, 8| A| 7} E A sh=H SobA| ot

AyH o2 BEEo] gl AL

SOt A1) 2871 o] -2 4]

and Huang 2007). Z}41-2

4ufj A = &2 A eh(Ferguson
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Table 4 Average genetic similarity values of 60 possible comparisons for 61 kiwifruit germplasms

Average genetic

Average genetic

No. Germplasm similarity value No. Germplasm similarity value
1 26-1-8 0.602 32 M51-2 0.747
2 26-1-12 0.608 33 NHK0027 0.633
3 26-7-10 0.668 34 Matua 0.754
4 2005-2-101 0.689 35 NHKO0156 0.769
5 Deliwoong 0.731 36 Octogreen 0.744
6 Abbott 0.731 37 Pohwa 0.743
7 Bangwoori 0.678 38 Po-ok 0.743
8 Bidan 0.646 39 NHK0024 0.613
9 Bruno 0.743 40 Redvita 0.760
10 CG-2 0.751 41 NHKO0127 0.631
11 Chieftain 0.745 42 NHKO0050 0.635
12 Garmrok 0.752 43 NHKO0051 0.636
13 NHKO0154 0.772 44 Samdong Lee’s Gold 0.753
14 Goldrush 0.763 45 Sensation Apple 0.765
15 NHKO0155 0.772 46 Skinny Green 0.598
16 Golden King 0.777 47 NHKO0012 0.763
17 Golden Yellow 0.765 48 NHKO0013 0.744
18 Goldone 0.771 49 NHKO0019 0.751
19 Haegeum 0.758 50 NHKO0021 0.763
20 Halla Gold 0.754 51 NHK0022 0.752
21 Hayward 0.733 52 NHKO117 0.751
22 NHKO0031 0.643 53 NHK0023 0.761
23 Hongyang 0.750 54 NHKO0038 0.746
24 Hort16A 0.761 55 NHK0040 0.752
25 Jecy Gold 0.759 56 NHKO0041 0.741
26 Jecy Green 0.761 57 NHK0042 0.729
27 K5-1-22 0.583 58 Red Princess 0.774
28 K5-2-22 0.586 59 NHK0048 0.692
29 K5-3-18 0.585 60 Songoku 0.758
30 K5-4-3 0.591 61 Tomuri 0.744
31 Lushanxiang 0.761 - Mean 0.717

a1 gFo] FHoju HE CoF &2 #35 o] = Th(Nishiyama
and Oota 2007). 71 7] 4l &-0] 758131 A% 7)% 4 Ho] F
#-3}0 4. arguta® A ;%ﬂ A 8] 7FR| 7} S 7kekol| whet of
bl A o 943t F55 Adete il st glon,

o=, A, w‘?é‘ﬂHE %Oﬂfﬂ FHAoz AujEar gl
(Kabaluk et al. 1997; Stanica and Zuccherelli 2007; Williams et al.
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Fig. 2 Dendrogram of 61 kiwifruit germplasms based on genetic similarity values collected from RAPD and SRAP data. Scale

indicates genetic similarity values
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