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Genetic Diversity in Barley Genotypes: II. Microsatellite Markers and
Morphological Traits
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Table 1. Name/pedigree of barley genotypes

Entry Pedigree Entry Pedigree

1 L.527/Nk 1272//Eneldo"S" 33 Rihane//Aths/Bc

2 C.C.89/(Atem/Uni 34 Trompilo/Briggs

3 Trompilo/L.Moghan 35 LB.Iran/Una 8271//Gloria"S"/3/Kavir
4 LB.Iran/Una 36 LB.Iran/Una 8271//Gloria"S"/Come"s"-
5 Cln/80- 37 LB.Iran/Una

6 Violeta/Mja 38 Walfajre//Cossack/80-5125

7 Milagrosa/Cardo//Quina 39 Walfajre//Bahtim/7/D1(Mzq Gve)
8 Boldo/Aloe//Quina 40 Kavir/Ifb

9 LB.Iran/Una 41 Kavir/Oc840

10 Carbo/Gustoe 42 Th.Unk.48//Gaines/Ore"S"

11 L.527/Chn-01/6/UC566/5/M64- 43 AS 46/Aths*2/(Cm67/Centeno/...)
12 Rihane -03 44 Kavir/Arinar-

13 Lignee 527/Rhn//Arar 45 Comp89-9Cr-79-

14 Gustoe/Arar 46 Harmal-02/L.131//Mo.B1337
15 Rhn/Lignee 527 47 Walfajre/Miraj 1

16 Lignee 640/Bgs//Cel 48 Walfajre//Antares/Izmir 252 2
17 ER/Apm//AC253 49 AS46/Aths*2/(Centene//Cam/3/...
18 Hd/Aths//Pyo/D170/3/Apm/5106/4/A 50 Ashar/Rojo

19 Zarjow//Dmr 27/Wi 2197 51 L.131/Cerbel//Alger-
20 Walfajre/(Manker//Apm/R1/5/Sp"2H 52 L.131/Cerbel//Alger-Ceres/3/Kavir
21 Ci10143/Choyo//M64.76/3/L.640 53 Delisa/Alger-Ceres//(Jeferson/Pi..
22 L.640//L.527/Mb 2367 54 L.640/Productive
23 Hr/Nopa —Cm- Swm 78A 10043- 55 J1-Japanese cultivar
24 Kavir/Badia//Robur/1245/3/Robur/L 56 J2-japanese cultivar

25 Karoon/CS.53/Hiproly//Productive 57 J3-Japanese cultivar

26 Suifu//Walfajre//Desnud Navaro 58 J4-Japanese cultivar

27 C.C.89/Va 88-11-7 59 J5-Japanese cultivar

28 121438/Lblran/Una 60 J6-Japanese cultivar

29 Th.Unk.48//Miraj/C4005-75 61 J7-Japanese cultivar

30 Th.Unk.48/Badia 62 J8-Japanese cultivar

31 Composit-1-92-2 63 J9-Japanese cultivar

32 Composit-1-92-6 64 J10-Japanese cultivar

Db glacs 65 sl J?)LGTJA oe] o 4 JJT sl =Y J g
Table 2. Number of alleles of each primer and null alleles genotypes

55T 035335 ST sl Sl BB glacs g5 sl
Marker Chromosome No. alleles No. null allele genotypes

bmac 154 1 9 2

ebmac 501 1 13 1

hvm 54 2 8 -

bmag 378 2 8 3

bmag 225 3 14 5

hvm 60 3 12 6

bmag 375 4 5 1

ebmac 679 4 12 --

bmag 222 5 11 2

gms 61 5 4 3

ebmac 874 6 17 10

hvm 11 6 2 3

hvmac 7 5 --

bmac 167 7 9 2
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Table 3. Calculated PICs for the 14 SSR primers

Primer PIC Primer PIC
bmac 154 0.78 bmag 225 0.89
ebmac 679 0.85 hvm 60 0.81
bmag 375 0.65 ebmac 874 0.89
hvmac 0.67 bmag 222 0.79
ems 61 0.60 bmag 378 0.69
bmac 167 0.84 hvm 11 0.49
ebmac 501 0.86 hvm 54 0.78

%J,..p'jg:,.:i‘]ub-ucoMoMuﬂ))w\b)f@}iﬁj)f.&‘}f&hdjT)‘M—\cJ)Jq—

Ol

Table 4. Effective number of alleles, Observed heterozygosity, Expected
heterozygosity, Fixation index and Shannon index

K S T sl ISYPRERMK IR oualie o &0 55 sarls
B2y sl okl e
Primer Effective number of Expected Observed Fixation Shannon index

alleles per locus heterozygosity heterozygosity index
Bmac 4.81 0.80 1.00 -0.26 1.83
Bmag 8.88 0:90 1.00 -0.13 2.36
Ebmac 7.69 0.88 1.00 -0.15 2.18
Gms 61 3.02 0.69 1.00 -0.55 1.18
Hvm 60 5.63 0.83 1.00 -0.22 1.97
Bmac 6.42 0.85 1.00 -0.18 1.98
Bmag 3.33 0.74 1.00 -0.43 1.27
Ebmac 6.62 0.86 1.00 -0.18 2.12
Hvm 11 2.00 0.51 1.00 -1.00 0.69
Hvmac 2.94 0.67 1.00 -0.50 1.26
Bmag 5.57 0.83 1.00 -0.22 1.96
Bmag 3.21 0.70 1.00 -0.45 1.38
Ebmac 8.50 0.93 1.00 -0.13 2.35
Hvm 54 4.60 0.83 1.00 -0.27 1.77

bmag 378 bmag 375 «( JJT 55) ebmac 501
Lol 55 e 5 4o (I 95) ebmac 874
Sles 56 YA 5 VAR O VF 08 DAY (154 (\SF

(F Jod>) Ls e
— 5 a0l Se 00-FF s 555 53
dbmac 167 «( JJIT 55) hvm 60 bmac 154
«(JI s3)hvm 11 «ebmac 679 bmag 375

\oF

V—0F (lac 55 55 Slalp o i o 4l
AFY YR AP IV cla JIT 055 am by e
A aS 545 WY S IFA QO (V0 VA0 A
gms 61 bmac 154 Lg\_ml_fil,,- ey
«(JJT ) hvm 11 bmag 375 chvm 60
sl,2hvm 54 ;bmag 378 «( JJT 53) hvmac

bmag 225 S5 slaolSs j5 b b i .zsls



WAL Ul oY o led (Y51 " 308 9 Jlg6 (83154 dloxa”

Table 5. Regression between morphological traits and the stu.

oz 203 B ST LS55, 50 Dlio g 550 st

died primers

S A3l 2350955 oyled BIPRY) i Aul 235035 esled BIPRY)
Character Primer Chr Weight of Band R’(Adjusted) Character Primer Chr Weight of Band R’(Adjusted)
Biomass 52 Hvmac 7 152 bp 0.24 Number of Spike aow sl Bmac 154 1 181 bp 0.78
Biomass s Bmag225 3 181 bp 0.43 Length of Main Stem ol sl Jsb Ebmac 501 1 179 bp 0.31
Biomass ese  Ebmac 679 4 132 bp 0.52 Length of Main Stem kol @l Jsb Bmag 378 2 149 bp 0.44
Biomass o5 Hvm54 2 160 bp 0.61 Length of Main Stem Sl sl Jgb Hvm 60 3 122 bp 0.54
Number of tiller axy sl Bmac 154 1 161 bp 0.33 Length of Main Stem kol @l Jsb Bmag 225 3 181 bp 0.63
Number of tiller 4y slues Bmag 375 4 141 bp 0.40 Length of Main Stem kol @l Jsb Ebmac 679 4 164 bp 0.68
Number of tiller 4y 3l Ebmac 679 4 132 bp 0:47 Length of Main Stem ol 6l Jsb Bmag 225 3 177 bp 0.76
Number of tiller axy sl Hvm 11 6 195 bp 0.52 Length of Main Stem Sl sl Jgb Hvm 54 2 175 bp 0.81
Number of Node Sl dlefals Bmac 154 1 166 bp 0.38 Height of Plant oS ¢l Ebmac 501 1 179 bp 0.20
Number of Node ool 6l S sl Bmag 378 2 160 bp 0.47 Height of Plant oS ¢lis,l  Hvm 60 3 129 bp 0.32
Number of Node ol sl Ssls Bmag 225 3 168 bp 0.55 Height of Plant oS #lu,l  Bmac 378 2 145 bp 0.43
Number of Node sheléleeSslw Bmag 375 4 143 bp 0.60 Height of Plant oS CLL“)\ Bmac 154 1 163 bp 0.50
Number of Node Sl sl S sl Gms 61 5 154 bp 0.66 Height of Plant oS ¢ls,l Bmac 167 7 198 bp 0.58
Number of Leaves Syl Hvm 1l 6 195 bp 0.15 Height of Plant oS ¢l Hvm 60 3 122 bp 0.64
Number of Leaves S »slas Bmag225 3 170 bp 0.24 Height of Plant oS ¢l Gms 6l 5 162 bp 0.68
Number of Leaves S sl Bmac 154 1 176 bp 0.35 Height of Plant oS ¢ls,l  Bmac 154 1 176 bp 0.72
Number of Leaves \S/jz slls Ebmac 874 6 267 bp 0.44 Pedunkle Q.LA:T Jf e2 Gms 61 5 156 bp 0.22
Number of Leaves S sl Hvm 60 3 131 bp 0.52 Pedunkle ol 8 ¢>  Ebmac 874 6 194 bp 0.29
Number of Leaves S5l Hvm 60 3 114 bp 0.61 Pedunkle Q‘lﬂ Jf £ Ebmac 501 1 154 bp 0.39
Nurmber of Leaves S sl Bmac 154 1 163 bp 0.68 Pedunkle o3l S o2 Bmac 154 1 166 bp 0.45
Number of Leaves \S/jz sl Ebmac 679 4 156 bp 0.73 Pedunkle Q{:T Jf £2 Ebmac 874 6 194 bp 0.53
Number of Leaves S sl Bmag222 5 174 bp 0.76 Upflag oIS e Sadosn 350 Gms 61 5 156 bp 0.26
Number of Leaves S polas Bmac 167 7 212 bp 0.79 Upflag e Sulisn e Bmag 375 4 146 bp 0.34
Number of Spike alow sls Ebmac 874 6 229 bp 0.19 Upflag S8 e Sulosmdb Hym 60 3 131 bp 0.40
Number of Spike o sl Bmag 225 3 170 bp 0.32 Length of Main Spike Ll aleww Jsb Ebmac 679 4 170 bp 0.35
Number of Spike aliw sl Bmac 375 4 146 bp 0.46 Length of Main Spike Lol el J4b Hvmac 7 154 bp 0.48
Number of Spike aiw sl Bmag 378 2 145 bp 0.58 Length of Main Spike holalin Jsb Bmag 378 2 149 bp 0.58
Number of Spike alow slass Ebmac 679 4 132 bp 0.64 Length of Main Spike Lol aleww J 5 Gms 61 5 156 bp 0.64
Number of Spike aow sl Ebmac 874 6 236 bp 0.69 Length of Main Spike ol e U5k Ebmac 501 1 152 bp 0.69

VoV
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Table 5. Continued O J gl aals
S Al p23509S5 oyl BIPRY) he Aul P59 S5 oyl B ROY)
Character Primer Chromosome ‘Weight of Ri(Adjusted) Character Primer Chromosome Weight of Band Ri(Adjusted)
Band
Length of awn Ky, b Bmac 154 1 179 bp 0.51 Weight of Spikes oA sleides 05 Bmag 222 5 189 bp 0.61
Length of awn Ky, Jsb  Ebmac 501 1 154 bp 0.66 Weight of Spikes ## s 05 Bmac 167 7 198 bp 0.66
Length of awn iy, Jyb  Bmac 154 1 176 bp 0.72 Weight of Spikes Sbeda o3 Gms 61 5 154 bp 0.72
Length of awn Ky, Jb  Bmag222 5 174 bp 0.76 Weight of Spikes 4 sbeids 055 Ebmac 501 1 178 bp 0.82
Length of awn Ky, Jyb  Hvmll 6 195 bp 0.79 Weight of Spikes 5 sbde 55 Ebmac 679 4 134 bp 0.85
Length of awn Ky, Jsb  Ebmac 501 1 183.bp 0.84 Weight of Spikes £ e 055 Bmag 375 4 146 bp 0.88
Length of awn Sy, b Ebmac 501 1 152 bp 0.87 Weight of Spikes A sda 055 Bmac 154 1 163 bp 0.90
Length of awn K2y, J,b  Ebmac 874 6 236 bp 0.90 Weight of Spikes oA slaee 035 Ebmac 501 1 172 bp 0.91
Length of awn Ky, Jsb  Ebmac679 4 132 bp 091 Weight of Spikes A sbde 3 Hvm 60 3 114 bp 0.93
Length of awn Sy, b Bmag225 3 171 bp 0.92 Weight of Spikes 2 sbdae 055 Hvm 60 3 116 bp 0.94
Length of awn S, dsb Hvmac 7 162 bp 0.94 Weight of Spikes A sbd 055 Hvm 60 3 120 bp 0.95
Length of awn Sy, b Bmag3T8 2 150 bp 0.95 Weight of Spikes oA sbidee 05 Bmag 225 3 170 bp 0.97
Length of awn Ky, Jyb  Ebmac 874 6 234 bp 0.96 Weight of Spikes £ sdie 05 Bmag 225 3 154 bp 0.97
Length of awn Sy, b Bmag225 3 175 bp 0.97 Weight of Spikes S sbidae s Bmag 222 5 182 bp 0.98
Length of awn Sy, Jyb  Bmac 167 7 214 bp 0.97 Weight of Spikes #@wbadis 055 Ebmac 874 6 267 bp 0.98
Length of awn Sy, Jyb  Hvm60 3 120 bp 0.98 Weight of Spikes 2 sedie 055 Bmac 167 7 212 bp 0.98
Weight of Main spike ol Az o3, hvmac 7 152 bp 0.31 Yield > hvmac 7 152 bp 0.26
Weight of Main spike ol s 035 Hvm 60 3 122 bp 0.45 Yield > Ss”Ebmac 679 4 170 bp 0.42
Weight of Main spike ol aliw o3, Hvmac 7 154 bp 0.54 Yield >  Bmag 225 3 181 bp 0.50
Weight of Main spike ol aliw o3,  Bmag 222 5 188 bp 0.62 Yield >Sls . Bmag 225 3 177 bp 0.58
Weight of Main spike ol i 03, Ebmac 679 4 132 bp 0.68 Yield >Sle | Ebmac 874 6 229 bp 0.64
Weight of Main spike ol aliw o3,  Bmag225 3 177 bp 0.71 Yield > < Ebmac 501 1 174 bp 0.69
Weight of Main spike Lol aliw 035 Bmac 167 7 219 bp 0.76 Yield sSks  Ebmac679 4 132 bp 0.74
Weight of Main spike ol ali 03, Hvm 60 3 140 bp 0.79 Rachis ol s dis Ebmac 679 4 170 bp 0.31
Rachis ol i e b hvmac 7 150 bp 0.43 Diameter of Stem ale ki Bmac 167 7 219 bp 0.81
Rachis ol Al e Jyb  Bmag222 5 188 bp 0.48 Diameter of Stem 4le ,ks Ebmac 679 4 164 bp 0.84
Rachis ol i e Jpb Hvm 60 3 122 bp 0.54 Diameter of Stem &l k3 Bmac 154 1 176 bp 0.86
Rachis ol i e Sy HvmII 6 181 bp 0.59 Days to Flowering UL Bmac 154 1 166 bp 0.35
Rachis kol alis e Jsbe Hvmac 7 154 bp 0.63 Days to Flowering ST 505 G 61 5 156 bp 0.50
Rachis kol s e Sy Ebmac 679 4 147 bp 0.70 Days to Flowering PS50 Hym 54 2 167 bp 0.58
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Table 5. Continued O J gl aals
Cio A5l P23, oyl BIPRSY) . i Al p2550355 oyledt S ROY) .
Character Primer Chromosome W]e;ag::l of Ri(Adjusted) Character Primer Chromosome Weight of Band R'(Adjusted)
Lenght of Main spike St Hvm 54 2 170 bp 0.74 Weight of Main spike ol daw 035 Hvm 54 2 160 bp 0.83
Lenght of Main spike Joldedp  Bmag225 3 185 bp 0.78 Weight of Main spike ol e 035 Bmag 222 5 189 bp 0.86
Lenght of Main spike Jolddp  Bmag222 5 188 bp 0.81 Weight of Spikes oAb 03 Bmag 225 3 181 bp 0.27
Lenght of Main spike Jolde.Jk  Bmac 154 1 179 bp 0.85 Weight of Spikes A sldew 03 Hvmac 7 152 bp 0.45
Length of awn iy, b Bmac 167 7 197 bp 0.34 Weight of Spikes 4 sk 035 Bmag 225 3 177 bp 0.52
Rachis ool i s Jb Ebmac 501 1 176 bp 0.74 Days to Flowering P65 95 Bmag 378 2 160 bp 0.66
Number Spiklet per Spike de s desus Ebmac 679 4 179 bp 0.23 Days to Flowering AW L5 ss Bmag 378 2 145 bp 0.70
Number Spiklet per Spike desedesis Hvmac 7 154bp 0.34 Days to Flowering AW 65, sus Bmac 167 7 198 bp 0.77
Number Spiklet per Spike e s ke s Ebmac 679 4 147 bp 0.50 Days to Maturity Oy U3as 3 Gms 61 5 162 bp 0.40
Number Spiklet per Spike di s edesis Bmag 222 5 174 bp 0.60 Days to Maturity 04y b 55535 Hymac 7 154 bp 0.47
Number Spiklet per Spike e s pbeesls Bmag 378 2 148 bp 0.67 Days to Maturity 04y 6355315 Ebmac 679 4 166 bp 0.53
Number Spiklet per Spike dee sl sio Bmac 154 1 176 bp 0.72 Days to Maturity 0kes 635595 Ebmac 874 6 236 bp 0.58
Number Spiklet per Spike di s edesis Bmag 225 3 177 bp 0.76 Days to Maturity 04y b 5555105 Ebmac 501 1 172 bp 0.63
Weight of 100 seed alsVer 3 Bmac 154 1 166 bp 0.12 Dags o Filling chotd 05 Jk  Bmac 154 1 166 bp 0.30
Weight of 100 seed LlsVer oy, hvmac 7 157 bp 0.33 Days to Filling ©l>04s 502 dsb Ebmac 874 6 236 bp 0.43
Weight of 100 sced LlsVee oj, Bmag222 5 174 bp 0.43 Days to Filling 9b ot 5o dss Ebmac 501 1 176 bp 0.56
Weight of 100 seed LlsVee o;, Bmag222 5 188 bp 0.55 Days to Filling ©ls 012 5 03505 Bmac 375 4 141 bp 0.64
Weight of 100 seed &ls Ve o3, Ebmac874 6 243 bp 0.63 Days to Filling b oad ;s sk Ebmac 501 1 174 bp 0.69
Weight of 100 sced LlsVer oy,  Hvm60 3 114 bp 0.68 Days to Filling ChBis 05 ds  Bmac 154 1 176 bp 0.72
Diameter of Stem 6l s Hvm54 2 158 bp 0.15 Days to Filling 4ls 002 Jib Hvm 60 3 122bp 0.76
Diameter of Stem &l L3 Ebmac 874 6 243 bp 0.27 Days to Filling i ods 505 dk Bmag 378 2 148 bp 0.80
Diameter of Stem ala s Bmag 225 3 181 bp 0.34 Days to Filling wlotd e sk Ebmac 874 6 191 bp 0.83
Diameter of Stem &l L3 Bmag225 3 170 bp 0.45 HI il sa=l: Bmag378 2 160 bp 0.30
Diameter of Stem &l L3 Bmag225 3 187 bp 0.53 HI cuils, el Bmac154 1 166 bp 0.53
Diameter of Stem Gl Ly Bmag222 5 188 bp 0.61 HI sy jasls Hvm 1l 6 195 bp 0.60
Diameter of Stem &l L3 Bmag375 4 143 bp 0.66 HI cuils» ya=li  Ebmac 874 6 186 bp 0.64
Diameter of Stem &l L3 Ebmac679 4 147 bp 0.73 HI uilsy yaxls Ebmac 874 6 267 bp 0.69
Diameter of Stem sl L3 Ebmac 679 4 166 bp 0.76 HI il yaxls  Bmag222 5 174 bp 0.72

V04



55855 o

)3

) OF ol sl 55 s JIT il 3 Jsir

Table 6. Alleles frequency of b

arley genotypes nos. 1-54
HYmM 60 3.

Bmac 154 3567 Bmag 225 3% Ebmmac 50T 3561 Gims 61 36T SET Bmac 167 3567 Bmag 375 £361
Geh  Frequenty Geh  Frequeney Gen  Frequenty Ggh  Freguenty Gen  Freguenty Gen  Frequenty Ggh  Frequendy
159 0.055 154 0.055 150 0.018 154 0.222 90 0.018 195 0.037 141 0.518
161 0.074 156 0.018 152 0.166 156 0.759 92 0.018 197 0.111 143 0.388
163 0.037 164 0.000 154 0.388 162 0.203 114 0.111 198 0.166 146 0.185
166 0.018 168 0.166 167 0.018 165 0.018 116 0.185 199 0.129 148 0.037
170 0.148 170 0.203 169 0:000 118 0.055 207 0.388 156 0.000
173 0.537 171 0.074 172 0.166 120 0.018 213 0.425
176 0.462 173 0.111 174 0.203 122 0.037 214 0.185
179 0.203 175 0.037 176 0.111 123 0314 217 0.240
181 0.055 177 0.148 178 0.333 129 0.518 219 0.092

179 0.222 179 0.388 131 0.370
181 0.037 183 0.129 140 0.074
183 0.055 185 0.037 141 0.037
185 0.092 187 0
187 0.037
132 0.111 181 0.703 150 0.518 172 0.037 114 0.000 184 0.000 158 0111
134 0.240 195 0.851 152 0.907 174 0.481 143 0.037 186 0.111 160 0.018
140 0.037 154 0.166 178 0.425 145 0.037 189 0.018 163 0.055
144 0.037 157 0.037 179 0.240 147 0.350 191 0.148 167 0.259
147 0.055 162 0.277 180 0.037 148 0.770 193 0.018 170 0.351
149 0.018 182 0.092 149, 0.444 194 0.018 172 0.759
156 0.166 187 0.037 150 0.018 197 0.074 175 0.166
161 0.129 188 0.018 160 0.018 200 0.018 178 0.148
164 0.037 189 0.037 229 0.000
166 0.425 211 0.129 232 0.166
168 0.481 234 0.240
170 0.185 236 0.259
238 0.055
243 0.129
250 0.055
255 0.018
267 0.074
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Fig. 1. Grouping of barley genotypes using Jaccard’s similary coefficient based on SSR
markers
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Table 7. Alleles frequency of barley genotypes nos. 55-64

5 00 -FF o Ll LSL“\-:‘:‘"}‘)“ L;lAJjT ‘5§|}‘J§ -V J gl

Bmac 154 TLT Bmag 225 ;LT Ebmac 50T 3;LT Gms 61 T5LT Hvm 60 F5uT Bmac 167 3;LT Bmag 375 567
HToss HT 1 HTo5s N HToss HT 1 HToss JT 1515 HToss HT 1 HToss HT 01 HTo5s HT 1
Weight Frequency Weight _Frequency Weight Frequency Weight Frequency Weight Frequency Weight Frequency Weight Frequency

159 0.200 154 0.200 150 0.000 154 0.300 90 0.000 195 0.000 141 0.400
161 0.100 156 0.000 152 0.300 156 0.200 92 0.000 197 0.400 143 0.500
163 0.200 164 0.200 154 0.300 162 0.300 114 0.200 198 0.600 146 0.200
166 0.400 168 0.000 167 0.000 165 0.300 116 0.200 199 0.100 148 0.000
170 0.000 170 0.300 169 0.100 118 0.000 207 0.400 156 0.100
173 0.600 171 0.000 172 0.100 120 0.000 213 0.400
176 0.400 173 0.100 174 0.300 122 0.100 214 0.000
179 0.100 175 0.000 176 0.300 123 0.100 217 0.000
181 0.000 177 0.000 178 0.100 129 0.500 219 0.000
179 0.200 179 0.200 131 0.500
181 0.100 183 0.100 140 0.200
183 0.100 185 0.100 141 0.000
185 0.000 187 0.100
187 0.100
132 0.100 181 0.500 150 0.500 172 0.100 114 0.100 184 0.200 158 0.200
134 0.400 195 0.800 152 0.700 174 0.200 143 0.200 186 0.400 160 0.300
140 0.000 154 0.100 178 0.500 145 0.200 189 0.000 163 0.100
144 0.000 157 0.100 179 0.100 147 0.000 191 0.200 167 0.200
147 0.100 162 0.300 180 0.000 148 0.600 193 0.100 170 0.300
149 0.200 182 0.200 149 0.600 194 0.100 172 0.500
156 0.000 187 0.000 150 0.000 197 0.000 175 0.300
161 0.100 188 0.100 160 0.100 200 0.000 178 0.100
164 0.100 189 0.100 229 0.200
166 0.200 211 0.000 232 0.100
168 0.500 234 0.300
170 0.300 236 0.200
238 0.000
243 0.000
250 0.000
255 0.000
267 0.100
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Table 8. Percent of variance and cumulative for two main principal coordinate
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Principal component Percent of variance Percent of cumulative
First Jsl adl 5o 8.95 8.95
Second g3 od 50 7.74 16.694

200 bp

100 bp

hvm 60 5T 5 o;@!Q@CJDNA Sass  SU g SI-Y S
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Fig. 2. Electrophoretic pa notypes 33-64 using hvm 60 primer
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