0N 9 Jlg sl 54 domo
1PA0 Jlo oF ojled FY—) Al

Olao sl  (Citrullus lanatus var. lanatus) 4fgus sbouwres S 9 (SW85 Eod
(ISSR)oslgale 3 5 (Sl jTiLis 9 = 55898 590

Genetic Diversity of some Populations of
Watermelon (Citrullus lanatus var. lanatus) Based on Morphological Traits and
Microsatellite Markers (ISSR)

f . . . . . Y Yo, .
L;\.:l.gﬁtgﬂ.ﬂ‘\..p)_g Cuvb\fc J‘p‘@jﬁmm‘c Ls’t:'@"tﬁ'“"

tdj)}l_fl.f o.kg_fﬁ‘: LCJULA CM| E) C_._Gb) o}; c)liél.‘.'_.ﬂ‘ 9 )libl:_.»\ L.\_.f'e)‘ wu)lf é}l.vl Lgfg&.v‘: ‘-‘:-'.j." 4;—? k) Y
Tl oKails
15 oBils (55518 0aSltils ¢ (S jpalS 0 S bkl Y

RO b pds sl ITROIT/IA (bl 3d ga b

oS>

aslgkis lal e 5 A&j s AT, ‘@;:1@9 S y—l g g ‘6L_.a P [P S P S-S | ——
BV -OYA YY) yi g Jg (83154 dmo (ISSR)eisable s s sls SKilts 5 65554585 30 Siliws ulol L (Citrullus lanatus var. lanatus)
10.22092/spij.2017.113086

T 095 S ol md & (o0gy Caxedr VRO pl (ogr dlguid SldZumea (BT Eg (om0 29k @
S i3 1,5 axdllan 3590 ISSR (Sl ;SiLE5 § o 5998390 Dldo 3 oalitel b (Bl & b F-1 5 553)
Gl 1T 4w 53 (ol ol S gh ok B 53 9 4830 0 lumear (39999590 E95 (w2
o9 P F § Jgb 090 039 4SLh (p Sl S A9y 35 ogae E ol OT e 3999590 Dlho 9 o
Olio plod a5 J Bowres g 45 318 QLS il slg 4 3585 Zuls .ol (6 w03l ogam Cwy Cwlro 9
b <O 30g8 90 Dlho wlel » BEwres (G909 55 .Cubld 3929 318 Jxe BWS1 owyy S9g0 &C 5oied 590
08 ( J9Tg0 SO 3l oolatwl b £aid (owyy 38 .818 518 13m0 09 5 Hlgz s 1) ot ¢ pusS” 4y 323 31 olans!
Ny Kbz Ol YO dluaw opf 457 W0 wdgi (sailael BB oo AY coliiwl g0 3T
oSl § 0391 ik (UBCB64 ,73ET) +/A1 6 (P4 5 3LT) «/0Y 31 oaliiel 3390 S 73T (51 PIC 5ol
S5 4l Calyl g ke UPGMA gy 4 jdls 430 3 Jobs ol 59508 .ab 5397 » /A o
9 Olwd " S ures w0 (S Aol o i 9 o9 o8 310 HI B 09 5 Cad O 1) Bowws AT
G550 ssb 4 ISSR (sl ;i 45 818 OLE g ool gl -39 Ol B 9 Ol il S cures § oliilo
ooliiu! (S FIET Ol 3 § Wigd odlimal Of gl oogr H1guid S Cures i3 Eo85 lan (Sl g Wilg5 0

D 0818 yaskll (Giw Sl (Sl g by T SET 9 jmwlio UBC823 § UBCB64 o

ASSR (sl Silhic K3 Eoi8 b urasr ilguud (oS (svolg

VEYYYYFAF. @ ool masoumiasl@yu.ac.ir :J siws ol 5

AR



A0 Lo oF o led Y=Yl “ 3y 9 Jlgi (631554 dloxa

dlen OT S5 o olo 48 i
au\_&r\:u‘ojﬁjjl::-‘_}lnwﬁéyj«bﬂ
Sl — i Apj Sl el
o S g 55 «dlas .(Zhang et al., 1994)
(ALE sl S bl 5 30l ¢l e
jgf"‘i-}jfu Ov\_iv\.i)‘ abu:_.«Jx:_@q-).:A_glf
3yl Ee el 5 593 clyd o Jg
.(Fabriki-Ourang et al., 2009)
resl 1S5 5 g0 sl Sl
Sla gy 3l eslimal Oak &t b LS
Db gl S5 L pledse
s alls el 5 c—J& .(Kumar, 1999)
LS_,'.’."‘%.J:.JE c&;;ﬂju-"c&)@j‘ J>-\}a
5 MShe 035 05 (8 3limmy] oo S
g5 ol 2 sllasl Dlo sast 51 OT (S slias
59demes HLa0T Sl esliul 45" cula Kilis

¢«Ghareyazie, 1997) &

Mos, S
.(Abdemishani et al., 1997
5 S5 F 35 e $l = LawlianT )
Ol gtin o351 G5l 55 s 5 (S5 5k3
g = o=l 52 s Sl o5 oslar ]
5 K ge g Gl La G
Col ol oaliie (63 sl es S5 5 £ 55
L lasdles 45 .(Levi and Thomas, 1999)
0315 OL& RAPD J 55050 SLis 1 oslizal
o s
Sl 6 Sy Ll T 4
L5 g —5 (

(&)

S A %

*15;;)4

B

D2 (s

OVY

-

4o
Citrullus lanatus var. lanatus <!y

03 45 QL5 94 S 0,5 44 Glate 2n = 2x = 22)
o— —l s S L¢3
«(Levi et al., 2002 ¢«Bisognin, 2002) .|

o\))'d

ol Loy 3T O g ailate 1 il gt oSnls
2= >, 5 (Gichimu et al., 2009)
L sto &S0 015t 4 Ol ol s 55 il sie
Q:_?).B 401‘)_3035&-9 JJ-SILS& C"“:‘fg}:')')‘
S8 el (AT sl Ol 4 B
& 79! .(Hashizume et al., 2003) & 3&
Ol 5305 1y algdin Sler g ol oKl
W\ PR S - WP YRS | JURST L | U
o=l g 3, Shes (Anonymous, 2013a)
Comn) 0 JJ}TJ_j)\_'IgAJJO_?YO/D 4)\:&&
L;ur_éjj LAA_;; (Anonymous, 2013b)
J&i&lﬁ Ty g5 ey 03— —2
J‘_I.QJ&A ol Jj_>-J| Qu_..pJS/.LJ)oH
oJJ:_wf g5 .(Narouei-Rad et al., 2010)
Il g i) o gme LS b 51 55
jﬁlﬁ‘ﬁj#‘@}f}@ﬁ&)
352 4ilskin a0l o (Gdreslgn oS 5
elasil 950! sldLevi et al., 2008) s,ls
SO A 5 sbite 4 (g5l 5an slaasl
Lo T ag Jrasd 5 A5 ki Sl e o3
Ayt S (655 B 0 5 0
» «Jl> I L .(Narouei-Rad et al., 2010)



.. (Citrullus lanatus var. lanatus) «isus i = 5 S35 &

Sledl) Sls g 5o S5 g5 Sl s
53ISSR KoL 51,05 55,8 0lS ales
SN S 28 b £ 55§ 55 s
o3lawl (s o 2wd 53 WOT g5 5558 )5
sl KL (Bihamta et al., 2009) s 4
oy salasny sla g 3l oslizul 2w ISSR
- SN 25 05 DMl 4 (5L s ey
Gl 1S 5 sl ST > b Cgr
o J=ls 5 Filel dwst 3 K
503,568 gl e bl 55 0058l
L olss oo ) 35 a5 SO slums
o i S s S 5 5 5 Sl ks
5 ISSR s SLsi(Azizi et al., 2012)
S5 e Al L ulid
o 7 dsle ALS Calibee glaas
oL H.:f «(Fabriki-Ourang et al., 2009)
£33 (._:f «(Dashchi et al, 2012)

55—l (Alvandi et
4>y o (Karimi Shahri et al., 2012)

al., 2015)

ol i oslaul (Azizi et al., 2012) <ly;
ok 0355 0F S5 6 55 anllas 55 .ol
STISSR (ola KLt 3l eslimul L b gyl el an
ol 2t 1F 2V S RAPD
58 pan U LS e Do (6l canlllas )
odalin oYL JSakz 50,00 o 5T b
= > (Stepansky et al., 1999) .
5558 (A 505 5 omer OF (S5 ¢ 55
OLSL AP sluss ISSR 55T sl ¢SS L

Ol #Y sl ! 51 g (g lael 55

OV

5C. lanatus var. lanatus glaaslsaa

5C. lanatus var. citroides

:C.  colocynthis

s s Ol
S5 g 55 axlas > (Levi et al., 2001)
o5lmas ) (85— SlpaTlgdin 0555 Sl
0355 g=my 5 (C. lanatus var. lanatus)
s Sl L C. lanatus var. citroides
¢(—as) 5 &=3) SSR 5 (,—asl 5 03) RAPD
(Mujaju et al., 2010) O/ )LSKea 5 s>l 40
5B SSR I 2 RAPD Kilis & wsls ol
OHLSGn 5 5l g Cilnes o5 S 4
4c go3ws 5| 5 (Solmaz et al., 2010)
Calides bl 5l ods @JTC“* 0345 Yo
Ly olol o055 07 a8 5 L3l o
Sk ad g F5LeTYY RAPD S5LeTYo
el o go aosls ol g 4 s s S
S35 IR g £ 55
Aas e Ol oS 5 slaasigun s"f
2002) w1, 4
aladin pLssl g 45 my 2 53 SSR s S
5,5 14 SSR Wiz oSl VA 5 03lizul
G A edalin LOT j5 o Sode oS
& 5 (Levi et al., 2004) ol,LSes 3

31 (Guerra-Sanz,

\__iifTL_;bmda}_fCL_;Jtu_wﬁ
sl St 3l 63 gl S5 ¢ 55 L
LaoT @l 5 555 el AFLP 5ISSR
55 Sl des ;5 AV/A B ALY sdiasolis
g w3 ga g ol
S s ol Sl 1 ISSR s Silis



A0 Lo oF o led Y=Yl “ 3y 9 Jlgi (631554 dloxa

05 eSSL 3 a8 Camaz V4 Joli Ol Sy
S b dl e s ool Olidos du o
ub;ﬂ@ﬁu\}mv_é,c:ﬁcuc,_égﬁ
S50 Dlades S e 5l o agd) Ol
F-1 g}ﬁ’p—%ég—u(d‘@:ﬁu"?@u‘ﬁ
==l dlw y3 S s, b oS s
Sl SL_hds 4syje 55)TAV-AY
Slal U ola & 57 s ol oKisls (g5,5La8
Jsb 4y 55 Jals sl 2 o e OXF
oo laaS ol ¥ Lok fol b0
o YIS o sl 5 e Lt
d 3 p3las JalS SaeS ok b O 5
s 2l Caren 2 LSS

0293 03 S35 55 Ll p
3o 4S Lus bl Sl oS s,
S 34 5308 Wiy ayss gk ys 0T
Ll b 55 50 Jsmee @\:lewjfig
Comer St (BT ISS b e (glas e
S5 Do (e I 5 LS
6 o0 3l Slas LS rleu"ﬁ,::uq-am S35
P re 3 d5b s 055 S 5 dsb g 5o
Sl 5 S Il o g T gy Calins 5 0 g0
NERE:S

5 eslawl b claesls alS” @JTC‘“? 3
5La Jelo 5 4 525 SAS 5 SPSS (sla133lp
P T I P N - plowit g, LaT
Sladi s 4z 5 el LSD S5 4 25w
o aellas 55 Lol mas ey S S

S PRI X S R WL P PPRCH IV W

OVF

S5 Aol Sl sl Ol s
SLeMb| (g pme 5L 5+ /VF Laos 5 Olue
sy s s 3158 AP S
&= ISSR Sl a8 54 opl 31 (Sl oeT
ol Fan b o5 5 (S5 55 Slalllas
5 s (Fabriki-Ourang et al., 2008)
g5 asllan 55 (Levi et al., 2005) of,Kes
L Citrullus _ais Calis glaas$ S
g5 dSSR s RAPD (sla Sl 23 eSS
LGS 25 s b S (Sa5 ol f s s
SR ai 3 s OLES o 4 1y i oyl
lptin o3, FY oy S5 g4 (8 505
Sl Sl Sl eslinal U LS ol 5287 015
&S 513 0li s 5 b asllas AFLP 5 ISSR
ot 0> YL LS S Sl
gk S5

.(Levi et al., 2004)

A :)‘_54

Y guaze o 3 ailgdin el 4 a5 L

SN S8 Sl 5 pde 5 Ol Soyslas
e g o3linul 355 o5 S5 ksl
st SLaailsis (S5 655 oy p pite
Gios ol 53 ASSR LS alew s 45 0
Heded (6557 pnzr (o5 o3 SN
5,8 5,5 sl syse 558 Okl Gy
S 551 5 51 i S5 ok

.MT@JA{&?})J}

b w9y 9 3lg0

j‘Qlﬁ‘@ﬁd\}MW@j%



.. (Citrullus lanatus var. lanatus) «isus i = 5 S35 &

(Ol =) Ol &S -5) Master MIX 3L
G55 555 DNA 5 S5LeT ol Sn oS
osbie s ploul o 5000 Sl Lo
PCR 28y oo cbadsly Ayl S5 (o
SIDNA Slabss 25 (gl s LSS 45 e 95
Mastercycler ep gradient J.s PCR s&zws
STy s ezl (OLIT oy gl &S ,50)
DNA a5l (il puls b 5l ey (Slo i
Sdaas 31,8 Sl a3 8F los 43 e s
b ol Sa = YO L 542350
Gl 4 ) Sds 4o 3,8l a3 4Y
iy 4 ST Il el
L or La S5LT Jlasl gles) asb Ve Ooe &
xte ST U mnlize 51,8 lo 453 08
2 asbVe S b wiy 528 o
33 2l S 5018 Sle a3 VY gles
FPUPTITY SN PPN [ G INPPSpY T P
05 3 o3kl Ly (5,5 Y o oSS
S5 il o TBE 3l 5 Ao ps V/F 5,67
J5 515 s plail 433 VV+ Olej LY
el i Do dileg g p sl dsloee b
ST 33 5 S sitnd 5| my 5 plonil GUI (slos
Gol3 o mSe OT 1 cads 10 Sods 4 ais
Al
o3 pon bl ods 2SS DNA Silaks
5 (S sl pde) oo &) o 4 g il
Healial L 5 (g slael (Wl ) 5) S5
LSl i o S Sl e 05T

B e 45 dcwle 6l (Jaccard, 1908)

Vo

Al (Ward)

S Sl osliaal L g a5 () 2 81
o S s 3 el L sl U ¢ S0
Lok a5 (mbw Gsieds 4oy V/0 o b
o o Ly d S 4l o el e OT
Sl S b, L sy slaeSeis
318 Bl 455 Y8 gl 55 5 Jime g4l
SLaOIE s 55,0 51 ey 5 SIS
s ame o il ¢S gl Saud
a=,3Y/Y%) iy 3 Laquzl;f Loy ) e
Sz U ado o s (s 555 315 Sl
Lol e 5 I a8 51 (5
SLas 53 Laas pai 5 db il (63 e g
Ll g 3§ Sl s A
a0 Ol slac8 1 5l a5 DNA o s
dLevi et al., 2001) o)L 5 6J s,
plrl ux oS” s (Levi and Thomas, 1999
Seslenuwl U 08 5DNA CoaS 5 CoaS s
Aoy S 58T U5 s e 55 Sl o
L3815 bl s

S i by odis astlu $35LET o
sl o g 5—> oS World Meridian
(Levi et al., 2004) o1,Les 5 ¢ o) Sladlas
ol Saa s S laal g
35 s 8\ (Stepansky et al., 1999)
A& oslizul o6 S5

Sz (PCR) 1 oy (glo iy [22STTg
L ST Jsbone 5 55 DNA lolss 25
A S /B (ool s Sea YO Ll o



A0 Lo oF o led Y=Yl “ 3y 9 Jlgi (631554 dloxa

by e (S5 Wbl o e o8 Jpir)
5 bty S 50 b o
13 o gme dsb o3 g S gy Sl 4 by e
Jsb 5 (SNE5 Dl ek g b Hle oy
Sled b (2 S ls e o Sl
Dl ks o b faS 5 e 3 (S
o o gy dsb Che 4 by e g o5 s
PSSl (oS St G Sy 3
g5 odas LI (Ol en aals ki 5l Dl
ol iy 2 3 0 Gld ez 53 S
Sl YY) 0L Sen 551y Sl
B S e Sl S B s
05 S eslital Oliew 4lgdin s (slaros g
Slis dar 3550 534S b5 Ol LaoT@l:s
SB35 ) 5 5
J.g d@m&\fﬂﬁl: oM:QL&sa\fosﬁJz&ﬁ
Ll gy 350 Dldo

el dgdar) byl 4o bl plal
50 GBlamaz w50 Dlio
Jiainl el 5l s Y e
g g5 3 (Sl a5 il sy Ao )
P G ml 53 e b 2 VL
3T oo Ol adlais 51 aS” o Conenr
S bais Latames e 5,50 53 did g o
LSl 1T Ccils 5 o g acibaio ;o 3l oy led
5B 3 sy (e 0905 £ 98
S gy (S (e 55 LS

S5 i Kl aglin il

a%&:\:oww&aw}»sbw

0V#

&l oslinl o5 555 slag s ) <SS
S 55 Cd ) st 5 o g OB
L laa 555 S Aol g oslin
=3l L JUPGMA 55 51 e3liz—ul
L e urax bloyl 5 4l NTSYS pe 2.02
& gmmen . Ab 315 OLES ﬂ)f”.u; 51 ezl
K S|

L (PIC: Polymorphism Information Content)

_,.,\,.2. sl

Js o 3l esliz N
_e>Ls 5 (Stansfield, 1991)PIC = 1-YPi*

5l eslaul L (Marker Index = MI) ¢ Kl
55T ;a ¢l » MI=PIC x EMR J 4 5
o

by el 3 S 4,
< (Effective Multiple Ratio) EMR
Slaolr slaw Sl 87 ol 5 g0 66 i
5l G55 S s s e Sk S5
33 2555 dlos EMR = np+p ala, |
5 el Kl S sl np calel;
B = np/(np+nnp) alal, 5P 5 J< s
5 Sk b sl np LT e Cwsa
A S oS sl S sl nnp

.(Powell et al., 1996)

;L&.’.Uob_iml}m@ﬁ&uw(u

la ST Slasein 5 ) Jods 5 LaoT

Lalomaz (S5 855 om0k 03linal
Alods osls QLS Y J sl s



.. (Citrullus lanatus var. lanatus) «isams s & S55 &

Ol gl &l gs sy SLlaras> Lis (U—\ J s>
Table 1. Name and origin of Iranian native watermelon populations

Carozr o lads PLAY (b\.i.kf Caraz oylads clie (abli.lf
Population Origin Code or Name Population No. Origin Code or
No. Name

1 France F1-hybrid Sakata 14 Guilan TN-93-468
2 Sistan Post-sefid 15 Lorestan TN-93-526
3 Sistan Chitak-Deraz 16 Chaharmahall va Bakhtari  TN-93-584
4 Sistan Chitak-Khakestari 17 East Azarbayjane TN-93-586
5 Sistan MollaAli 18 West Azarbayjane TN-93-602
6 Sistan MollaAli-2 19 Bushehr TN-93-634
7 Hamadan TN-93-306 20 Khorasan TN-93-642
8 Fars TN-93-313 21 |Isfahan TN-93-767
9 Kordestan TN-93-333 22 Kerman TN-93-779
10 Yazd TN-93-335 23 Semnan TN-93-789
11 Markazi TN-93-391 24 Kermanshah TN-93-804
12 Golestan TN-93-428 25 Ilam Ke 359242
13 Mazandaran TN-93-452

Wlstin ol naz (S5 § 55 e (Sl 03linel 3590 (gl SHET Y U
Table 2. The primers used for determination of genetic diversity in watermelon populations

ST el (5—>3") ST Jy Jlas! gles
Name of primer Primer sequence Annealing temperature
UBC - 808 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGC 57
UBC - 809 GAGGAGAGAGAGAGAGG 55
UBC - 810 GAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAT 50
UBC - 823 TCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCC 52
UBC - 825 ACACACACACACACACT 55
UBC - 826 ACACACACACACACACC 59
UBC - 864 ATGATGATGATGATGATG 52
UBC - 889 AGTCGTAGTACACACACACACAC 59
P2 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGT 50
P4 ACACACACACACACACG 53

oV
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Table 3. Descriptive statistics of morphological traits in Iranian native watermelon populations

0l Jdsb P Sl cp il b sl
o 50 050 050 gy 4l o 50
. Fruit Fruit Fruit Rind The tallest Fruit
Trait <le  weight  height  diameter  thickness branch number
Environment variance e bl 0.10 8.45 14.50 0.01 0.02 0.20
Genetic variance S35 o=kl 17.03 60.70 21.30 0.12 0.37 0.36
Phenotypic variance =R sl 17.07 61.40 34.50 0.13 0.38 0.38
General heritability s Spd il 1.00 0.99 0.62 0.92 0.97 0.96
Coefficient of genetic variance 55 ¢S5 3.01 0.49 0.39 0.38 0.27 0.36
Coefficient of phenotypic variance PPN P 3.02 0.50 0.49 0.40 0.27 0.37

A8l oF oyl Y- o “ 3y 9 g (581 554y Alome

Ol st a5 lamar )3 &S558 50 Do il 4525 —F s
Table 4. Analysis of variance for morphological traits in Iranina native watermelon populations

ol 0Js Jsb P Sl oAk dsb slas
Lg:l)'T 50 0 9a0 0 a0 S 3 4 0 9u0
df. Fruit Fruit Fruit Rind The tallest Fruit
L weight height diameter  thickness ranch number
S.0.V. S e
Block <S5 2 0.23"™ 10.70™ 522" 0.02" 0.02" 0.07"
Population Ceex 16 51207 191.007 785" 037" 1.13™ 1.29"
Error e 32 0.10 8.45 14.5 0.01 0.01 0.02
CV % Sk oy b Aoy 22.00 17.00 23.00 17.00 14.00 27.00

SN 5 T Yzl cl:.u): Gl sme I3 fme b LS5 5 4 seske 91N
ns, * and ** :Not significant,significantat 1% and 5% probability levels, respectively.

OA



.. (Citrullus lanatus var. lanatus) «isus i = 5 S35 &

el M S S Jeb Che Ll
355 13 s Sl ailale o lomer b o3
Ol GLaTmaz )3 55 &5 5 53 0 500 SlaS
Jlosl b (g3 Latmesr oy 5l it
B B L 55 Ly (61 imn 3D
NCRUPRE)
;3 (Huh et al., 2008) ol,LSes 5 4»
S 5 g g5 0, S s salylia anllbs
Sl (Calides G ares 55 S Wsls OLES
st o 5n S 5 5 0 5n J b co gm0 O3
(Yo V) 0L 535 S9,U Azdls Hls e
55 o p Gl S P50 Dl 3l 5
Ol Sl gl s SlAC e S35
213 0L 55 La0T s 5 s S el
Jsb Sliw bl lac—mas 5 pL5))
il (g yld e OVl o g 5 8 5 0 g
OH—San 5 o gidlo oS |
O 5SS ¢ 5, (Mladenovic et al., 2008)
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Table 5. Mean comparison of morphological traits in Iranian native watermelon

populations
Core o502 033 osadsb  ese b Sl Jsb 0 sn 33
Sy @b o g
Population Fruit Fruit Fruit Rind The tallest Fruit
weight height diameter thickness  branch (m)  number
(kg) (cm) (cm) (cm)

F1 hybrid Sakata 1.60b 19.6bc 11.0b-e 1.0e 3.1a 2.0abe
Post-sefid 3.00a 26.0ab 22.0a 0.8f 3.0a 2.6a
Chitak-Deraz 2.90a 29.6a 15.0a-d 1.7a 3.0a 2.3ab
Chitak-Khakestari 3.00a 28.3a 10.8b-e 1.5b 3.0a 2.6a
MollaAli 2.50abc  17.6cde 17.0abc 1.2d 2.5b 2.6a
MollaAli-2 2.60ab 21.6bc 18.6ab 1.3c 2.8ab 2.3ab
TN-93-306 0.12d 5.3¢g 4.0e 0.5h 1.8¢c 1.0c
TN-93-313 0.15d 6.1fg 5.6e 0.5h 1.8¢c 1.0c
TN-93-333 0.60cd 7.6fg 6.5de 0.5h 1.5¢ 1.3¢
TN-93-335 0.70cd 10.6fg 10.3b-e 0.7g 1.7¢ 1.6abc
TN-93-391 1.10bc 23.3abc  14.5a-d 1.0e 1.8¢c 1.0c
TN-93-428 0.76¢d 7.1fg 5.3¢ 1.0e 1.8¢c 1.0c
TN-93-452 0.75¢cd 12.6def  11.5b-e 0.7g 1.5¢ 1.6abc
TN-93-468 0.60cd 10.6fg 11.0b-e 0.7g 1.6¢ 1.3¢
TN-93-526 0.64cd 10.1fg 9.0cde 1.0e 1.7¢ 1.6abc
TN-93-584 1.50b 19.0cd 18.3ab 0.7g 2.5b 1.0c
TN-93-586 0.70cd 12.3 ef 11.8b-¢ 0.7g 2.8ab 1.0c
LSD 0.68 6.5 8.5 0.09 0.37 1.0

ALSD 05051 sizen 7Y Jlezs edas 53 )l me 5Blast ] A8 O s o )3 Lo S bl Sl
Means with similar letters in each column are not significantly different at 1% level of probability (LSD

test).
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Fig. 1. Dendrogram of 17 assessed Iranian native watermelon populations based on

morphological traits using Ward method
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Fig. 2. Banding pattern of UBC889 in Iranian native watermelon populations
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Table 6. Polymorphism percent, number of polymorphic band, polymorphic information
content and marker index in evaluation of genetic diversity of Iranian native watermelon

populations
ST S5 Oaslun A 3Seslns JECCIRUERPN Sl g (o Sl e ls
ols IS PIC) S MDD
Primer Number of Number of Polymorphism Polymorphic Marker
polymo dphlc polymo dphlc percent information Index
content (PIC) (MI)
UBC - 808 100 0.86 7.74
UBC - 809 7 5 71 0.83 2.96
UBC - 810 8 7 87 0.87 5.32
UBC - 823 11 11 100 0.90 9.90
UBC - 825 8 6 75 0.87 391
UBC - 826 9 9 100 0.86 7.74
UBC - 864 15 13 86 0.91 11.88
UBC - 889 8 6 75 0.81 3.64
P2 9 6 66 0.87 3.48
P4 3 2 66 0.52 0.69
g Total 87 74
oSNk Mean 8.7 7.4 82.6 0.83 5.72
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Fig. 3. Dendrogram thelranian native watermelon populations using Jaccard similarity
coefficient based on UPGMA algorithm
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Fig. 4. Genetic relationships between Iraniannative watermelon populations obtained
from dimensional diagram of the principal coordinates analysis (1-17 No. are F1-hybrid
Sakat,Post-sefid,Chitak-Deraz, Chitak-Khakestari, MollaAli, MollaAli-2, TN-93-306,
TN-93-313, TN-93-333, TN-93-335, TN-93-391, TN-93-428, TN-93-452, TN-93-468,
TN-93-526, TN-93-584 and TN-93-586 populations).
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