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WMBERIKER —FEEHEPLBK (Hibiscus cannabinus L.) B F FEEMEZ
e —. HABRCAESERRGT BENFE8UR, W HB k. R, 4k
RMHEERE —MMT2E XN A E, REERMSLFEMHREEN RS SN
FIEG AN T MBI+ 0ER, S0 551432 40 BR 807 20 B 4 B
R RIRARY

B RE TR AT, REEK. RAPD 24780 AFLP #4652 0Bk
mf AR BRERARESHEERNREXCR: BRARKEE. &L
EEHAHATCENASAED. SR RE Tt 57 & B 7N [E) Hhi8 K kE 7 45k
FRIRREIEM 2 U BRI MW (H sabdariffa var. altissima) BIE. MFEB
FIE SR ZIEREE U R mAfh 0 R B, ZEH. £=ZFEM 50%
AHEREELREFHFoEPEEEEEENIER. SRR AR & FF1E
H— B RFEE, R ETESRZHERKRECHEWLRAF1
ARATEARTER. SRAREIORMLL, /A RAPD M AFLP 358 €4 M &
MEANE. MRAPD 1 AFLP /& RATUE Y, BARFIRIEH) RAPD £
AR L, BRIERERDSRSIMT MM RAPD R AFLP 4 T4
RHEE S EUMmAT. B, 9FHREOTALRFMRTRERRET —MEMN
HBEIRIE R, B, RAPD F1 AFLP 4 FARE 0 4L R M Fp 4 e fidt 1%
RAMBF R WERAEE TR FE

RIE AFLP 0 FARCR MBI LMR SEER M B EEEREF T E11E
S FRRAHE, IR ELRMRBREFRBBIRANBEER. BT AFLP
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ABSTRACT

Kenaf (Hibiscus cannabinus L.}, which classified in the genus Hibiscus
(Malvaceae), is one of the world’s most economically important fiber crops and has a
great potential for its multipurpose utilization, in addition to its traditional usage.
Varietal identification of kenaf is always problematic and knowledge on genetic
diversity of kenaf varieties is also limited, whir;h significantly hindered our effective
utilization and conservation of the valuable kenaf germplasm.

The objectives of this study were to (i) find a proper method for identifying kenaf
varieties; (ii) estimate its diversity and genetic relaﬁenshipsgx (111) reveal origin and
dissemination of kenaf, through which kenaf formed i;s current distribution pattern
worldwide. Morpho-agronomic characters, random amplified polymorphic DNA
(RAPD) markers, and amplified fragment length polymorphism (AFLF) fingerprinting
were analyzed for different kenaf varieties and also two varieties of its relative, roselle
(H. sabdariffa var. allissima). Data from morphological analysis showed that the
evaluated kenaf varieties could be divided into three major groups. The charar.:tqers,
such as middle stem diameter, whole stalk weight, and days to 50% flowering, are
highly responsible for the variation of the kenaf varieties, but it is difﬁcult to identify
individual varieties merely by the morpho-agronomic characters, due to their limited
variation. On the other hand, clearly separation of the kenaf varieties was achieved
based on the RAPD and AFLP fingerprintings, although the detected RAPD
polymorphic fragments were relatively low. They provided a relatively ciear pattern

of genetic relationships among the collected kenaf germplasm. The RAPD analysis
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and AFLP fingerprinting are effective tools in identifying of kenaf varieties and

determining their genetic relationships, particularly when combined with the analysis

of morpho-agronomic characters.
The AFLP analysis showed that kenaf and roselle are independent species with
close relationships, and great genetic diversity was also detected among the kenaf

germplasm with different origins. The AFLP analysis strongly supports the opinion
that kenaf was originated in Africa. It also demonstrated that the dissemination of

kenaf was from Africa through Asia to Central and North America.

Key words:  kenaf germplasm, identification, diversity, genetic relationships,

principal component analysis, RAPD, AFLP
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FE W OB

PR ARE R —FAEWIAR (Hibiscus cannabinus L.) B—FEETA
BT HEY . LRRIR™ T2 J0R0 4000 EMFEM TP, £5 H4E M
23, BREE. HEEMRE (Dempsey, 1975; 25218, 1980). TR, HE
HERFEEKERE, 2EREPEMCRNALPTE K™ &K IE
Bz —. MAMUEEXBHESFEE CORARRN=Z204), KB S5
BALRES), RAISEAMBERNBRENS, HFEXE. CHEBER—FHR
BRI G HEERIEY, HERASRAEIRPHFERER, L3R
TN EZ—, EMIEEWN. THEBS, XEEREER, AHREE
ERRKIRKVEY), HAREXZRABARENATRBHITHR, BEANEAT
WA YA B4, WS R . BEEUE TR ST L 9 (Sellers & Reichert,
1999; AKS, 2000; JKA, 2000). 3R\ EF 2000 EFZshAH S EREF LK
TR, B®AAN 20 Z5u(EREERLER, 2000). 7EREFEIEIHHMX
HEMTRAKRFAAESTHEERSEFAEMAE —NFERBHEN, A
AT RER. ﬁiﬁ%ﬂﬁz@fﬁ#ﬁ#ﬂ} RULAREBEEANETNEH
B RFA, |

A HEFRAMBIRPFEE L. 5%, BEZRHERNHY
FABKARME K, REAEFHEFEE— SR, BOARANLKEREYZSE
+HEE., MARRMVLKRESEMRT. FIRXEAFEEFOFEEFHEN
£ B (ERHE, 1994; Cheng, 2000). HIR, BELANAEFHXRIRE G
T8, BF. B, R AR EME SR RN . BEAELRBIEM T
R EEMBESBMRE, ERTFLEOMRBRIOMRITETHMMN (Hibiscus
sabdariff var. Altissima) MESRR L ¥FF (Hibiscus acetosella) BEERPBEsER
B4 (Wilson, 1978). EI, ARKREAEN &AM EESF KA. fHE
¥5E, HBEXRRKOTMES, UEARAR. HRBFENHARZENE iR
FRAMEAZXEE, BREANINIRBENIFNERUABETHESERE
MR (TR T4, 1994; Siepe et al., 1997), M WBPHRBEXLRDNRE TH, BR
BEESTKELRSFREY, SEREZWIRRENFERRAH. £EH. #X
M. EAR., KREEERERALR (J0) EHEADLABERE, BIRDH
Tk, BEMNLCRBERERANEARREERETIFN, ERENEREEHR
B9 L0 R VR (L ZE 3R 7R 7 B 2= Fll(Siepe et al., 1997). X B RN EEXTRY AL
L ARFRTE, REARMETREA, REEMNZRAE, BEEE
MIRRETE. BT HASLEMSEMETAER, BLRNBRNEREEES
FHBRY L. RARM TR AR SRR ZEROFNF AR FIHE,

I

e ]




1994) RATCIE AR LR BRI 3% . SR Fnfl Eﬁﬁﬂﬁ(mﬁﬂ&ﬂ,w%),
HE5 £ @R ORBRENT REERNEE. |

Fiob, AR EERMERE —MTZHERM . BalaRRRF g%
EAEETH TN, B, 26, RESEANRZEE, BR{UEX LI
MEREE I RELRFEEBERWHE . XEBARKERF=68. SMHEPEy
MR H EARIE, R BR B SRRE M. B4 B 7 e e
BEECRREL, R BE OFE T BB T AT HE R A LL BRI B & R R 1
AL E(HKEE1994). TTREEMEHARELBEHEERBIRGTER
o REWA WTO BUs, 8RB~ TR&HRAEFMRIESER. FrLl, 3K
S—MAMPNATERETAMEMILAEE., BERMEE T TED2EFTENA
iR R, - FRRREARET 2T R R IR 3R ARG RS
TEYY, TELLRRYE VR 7 RIF A MR T 25 (Cheng et al., 2000; 24 2002).

AR TZELHMNERFHEEIFERFENAUS. Germplasm
Repository) 1% 74 75 b F 7 (R £ B (Mississippi Seed Inventory). Bx& HE EFrE
RRAA L (1JO) S5 bW AR B 60 35 BT 4 40 K J BB AR TE P B HE 57 % 3 040 o T
B, MERARIE. REERMIFIRCFLRFRERRL ST AR
THRES PN, WMMARBENBREXR, MPESHAME, WILLRRHR
K FEEEAR. VARRERESHEENTIRNA. afEe RLARNSSF
BRRKIE, MR STaRZ A RAASETFENHEATEER
X, WATHLBRFRFAE. MR B RE MR HANTKE.




BF  ARRRIEIR. KRR IR R

Z1 FK kenaf (Hibiscus cannabinus L.) T EERTUHIEY . 20RE
HF EAmRERT, A, TR HETDEME. 2KF8T 120 FFR
15, WZLRK. #EBR. $PBE. mesta. palungi. ambari Z&%F, W ULEH T ZLHR %A f0
FHREOEHE. BRiEEEFE. BE. EH. 85, DEEATZST R
T EFFHE (FAO, 1998; Liu, 2000),

1 FRAVE T 3EM . xgﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂwﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂ R Ky 41 BEFI A
RSN EFLAFENEREFERETH. TEIHKRBAREELTH
4000 2E B 7 7 78 2 4k B 4k B (Murdock, 1959). Menzel 1 Wilson (1964, 1978)
WAL R ERIH G AR SEBFOFA—B, FH—PHARTFE
AR EER L. FERAEARRIMAREFEMN ALK ERTIEMAPE L B R
ERT. BEET. HF. BERFKEMRLTEEE TS (Wilson & Menzel,
1964; FEFNTE, 1989; =FH, 1990). FEXEEFHALMISMI 2, MNBEHN
SEBTFEMEIDENHE, UERRA. WMERFAEEREDANRMFEY
FAK, BEFBRBOTURIEHE.

EERBSHBRER. £ 1900 EX AR E TR AR k4L B3 A A i E
%K. BLARRNTERENEHEDERILEE LA, KH2LRRTE & {751
HipiEh i iz /D> (Dempsey, 1975).

MREREDH 90 2ENFY. REEFSERELAR, BENEEY,
1908 FE&EE RIWRKHMEFESI ALK RFIFIHT, §1%3$Rwﬁﬁr
SN — 8. & 1956 &£/F, M TFARIERAETE, HETTRRD. 1956
EEHTHKERMFHLI, aREFXELREBER, LA, HiE. AE. 2H
A NSRS, RABRFESENETEIIRAEEY L —. JbH R HREELL
URIERE, 1927 EATWBRERRINAFERTIAN BT LR, JT
EFE TR, UREA—%, UWENXEEY RBEFN. Wik, LEFE (F
=23, 1980). ERTAMMARENEHMER. R, T . sEEKILIRK. #
AR E ARSI TEER. BRI, BILNOHE. BE. 8. TE. ARS
it ¥ LAFPAE |

YRR G ER 52T 30~40%, HIEAHMRKE 26mm A6, A5
e RIS, ABRAFRMAEMARKE 0.7mm 24, EEEM AR, ZKE—
A AT EA YR, AFHE (120~160 K), £YF-ER, HAKEERW
AFAEM, MEKBEKHBAR S & HWEE. 178 -3 1. B
MR AMGAR, £6 120 REA, ZRRTEL2A=E & 12~15 W/AW;
H K 160 K, -BLJF%FE 16~20 W/, TH 4 My/AHAER. BRFERE,
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FIEEAET&ERE, AMXNTEET T XL 25~30 /4L SRE—fz 3~4 K,
FRTIA 5~6 K. AR ERIKBEN 43~48%, WEIBRPLKBERA
T5%Z4;: BAPRRFEW. TF. WEahnm, SEHBEOERAT, BNE,
BEERE, AJAEBRE,. M. XFEM: 2REERERMEK. BEEE
JRHIER

2Bk (Hibiscus cannabinus) BT HER (Malvaceae). K188 (Hibiscus)
TSHRBR—FLAEEY. KERBXAF 200 M, FER. EANFAK, T
TG, EHRHAS M. R ag, ERMEK, ERmEeHE, Bk,
A, ZEAFR, BEFERILNNEN, BESA, Tels ., sESATPIE,
Rig 5 5, BERMRKEBEN YK THE 2-1. KBRS H Furcaria. Alyogne,
Abelmoschus. Ketmia. Calyphyllia. Azanza 6 N. Furcaria H75 40 ZAF,
ERER 24 N 16 AEM, KP—FERNSFEENERH 8 . KER
Furcaria AW ERESII TR 2-1.

% 2-1 A#B Furcaria AN ETEES
Table 2-1 Main morphology of Hibiscus section Furcaria

HE ER #% %4 4% WT % MNE W & HE IR EE
R B BE HEe #@m B m t &
15 8 A H B Wl W &K ek 24 5 3 U 3-
% R 4
R Y 7 x 1 y e i g B 23 53 pirtcf ﬁ?&
£ KK X E H & Yo §~ £ H 1—3 A &
L EDN k. R+ x % g W OEg B 1—2 5% zﬁ 2
H. acetosella DY H H 4 ek 4 4 B 2—3 51| ésI_
H. diversifolins - 538 H Al Ep't ® R il 2-3 a3 2R 4
H. tunarifolins 5¢8¢ X £ & fé:r‘t ;?; £ E 2—3 3R HE &K
H. pendurifemis 5H¥X F H £ Ej‘ﬁ é 53 5K 12 3 T -
H .vitifolius iE X x L5 zﬁ " % E 1—2 i HE  H&E
H. calyphyllus e F x 5% Ei‘t ig & 2] 1—2 & £ &
M. bifurcatus aX = x 2 :‘i?ﬁ ; i3 B¥E 1-3 +F HE &
H. surattensis s A ¥ T £k X ?g & g 1—2 55 AW &
H. costatus ST K T a Fe ¥ ﬁ 1 ‘%ﬁ 2—3 5 HE £
H, furcellntus Ny I 7 e f; 5% e 1—3 R &




g 2-1 FERIARERB 5 HKE

Fig.2-1Taxonomy of Hibiscus genus, Malvaceae family

Order (H) Family (B)  Genus (/&) Species (Ff)
Malvales —- Elaecorpaceae —~Gossypium L. —H, cannabinus L. 4Lk
MR FEIER} R
— H. sabdariffa L. Bk
- Tiliaceae —Hibiscus L. H. sabdariffa L. var. altissima BUEEn
B AR

—- H rosa-sinensis L. K&

- Malvaceae ——Malva L. - H schizopetalus Hook.fil fT7k

mEER IR ~ H. coccineus Walt. £LFK 3%

. H esculenlus 1. LRk
_ Bombacaceae |-Althgea L.

j(*%ﬂ %gﬁ — H manihot L. ﬁ%ﬁ

— H. abelmoschus L.

— H glutinotexile Kagawa

| Sterculiaceae (_Malvastrum A. Gray

Fa AR — H. Mutabilia LAFER
- Abutilon Mill -
- H. syriacus L. .
T R R
—~ H. makinoi Jotani et H. Ohba
—Urena L. o : :
~ H pacificus Nakai et Jotaniet H. Ohba
HRAER
| — H. oculiroseus Britt £LBEFKZE
-Sida L. — H. glaber Matsumura
K knian/R - H hamabo Sieb. et Zuce. I AHE
- Thespesis L. _ H titiaceus L. H1E
R _ H radiatus L. BBERER
_etc. | elc.
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WAFE., BAF. KEHE
ANALLRBE, XTAR
B4y oy B BAEIIR B3 B (Siepe et al., 1997).

\{

ﬁﬁTﬁﬁiﬁfﬂ (1JO) %ﬁﬁﬁ
ﬁzﬁ%%*&ﬂ% PR BEAT TR, SR TAS LIRS

WELFRRIE T R, BRI AR RS, XE1k 1984 40
568 4, ELEFIRFEE R, E2TERMERETIRIT 1985 EN2

FH|#HTHEE 31

BRETEHMIBEEE]

1989, ZEFE, 1990). BRIRTFAKRMBEIE 500 £, ESEHE, LR

E R Eih X 20 BE R A 325 4 (EE BN

R RRIEF R T — RS ALK

145 1989), 1989 4
R YR CRE ISR,

-
=
— c

EFEMEL R, TTILRE B AU RAF R AL RRF IR AL 29 MRAY(FE 2-2)s K

%2.0 CRRFRRIEAY ORI, 1994)

Table 2-2 Taxonomy by kenaf germplasm resources

R EE Y]

Bl kD

HEXY HHEEE =6 FS
H 5 1
0 2
% 3
R ®. O & i
4 5
gy =3 6
BEE T PN HiB R a8 7
T4 ® 5% 3
4T 9
i 10
it %. 4 4 ¥
3 12
| aii 3] Al 13
%. H4 WiEX i -} 2 14
¥ o 15
K¥F & 45 16
41 17
mAAS HEE B4 3 4T i3 18
(53 yr 19
e = & 20
4T 21
FER % %5 22
R iy Al 23
£.4 4 24
/N FF %, &9 % & 75
5 4T 26
N R 24nt B 4 4T 27
4t 4T 28
s 29




RRMTHTHRNES0gEE, MM TFHTRER 10g £F. HEBHEERX
MHERY (AR Rem EF) R (B 16em FH). BB (R 4em
EHR) IHEY. BEREEERE. BY (884, 4. B, 8558, HBEW
BEARE. ENRBTH. 4 (FRY. B4 RRLE;, wRABRSEY
MR RW KL GRS, 1994), {HH K2 5L 5 5 AR 38 5 4 Aok f
F. HEHEOER. HEent. GBI RT, BTHE (1994 MEE
FRIE. £REE. 25K, FERE. HRESHEENRT 420 HaEMNR
W, RFHEHEH. 2EFREN 86—240 K, BRBW% 200—428 EX, ZH
A 0.8—23 BHXK, BHEER0.6—1.9BXK, RALEMRMEND 28—52 ke/g, WY
TR 215388 3, FHEF=0—2040F. EEH—HE®>. BERRERE




B8 AHRRFERIFEHE

YIRS AR AEFERRA . RIS, WEESNERR (Dempsey 1975; Z=5RIE,
1980), A, ZBRH A HRAREEIL 25%, BWES. F£. BRI WE. 4K
EHBEBHWEAMAERFERNREZBVENZERYHEEY . BFXRE
HEHTHTERBHEIEEYBEHEFSUENNAIRETRT, WLEK
¥ TWHEBRERBNEAY, RS EANTRARBIEDIMBIELES
HERD — MR REY. Eilt, XEAR 1957 FRO+/LER, BRTE
Bt FRTAN [HHEEYRHETHIAR] (Nelson et al, 1961, 1966;
Nieschlag et al.,1960a,b, 1961; Clark et al., 1962a,b, 1965, 1967, 1969, 1971;
Cunningham et al., 1970; Trotter, 1962; White, 1969). £ T KXBHTH RS,
T RE M KLY 3000 FRAGHES S (R aFE 500 SR HEY), UREFHE~RR.
R BEE. L. ERASRETFEFESARSTL. EERERLT
E8, g RHEiERETERFT —RFMPIR (Atchison, 1996).

BARENR, EERRTFEERRKX, L FRETIE Ry B R A
N ENFEREL—. ARUEERNEYTER (AWKRKNE EU .
Y, RN EAERKEES, RRRTEAMARESNA, #RRE.
WEEE— R B I AM AL BRED. -iﬁﬁﬂ)ﬁﬂ?i@{%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ%’ﬁ
B, BIEARBBHNES —, EMIEER. AXERS. REFRZER,
4T B B B R SRIRIEY), FFHRERZARTRAAFEHRITHR, P RE
R T 4E. oA Beuhdbkl. iR, SRl AR, REER.
S RLEFE R SRR . BB £ 4 (3R 3-1) (AKS, 2000; Sellers et al., 1999;
KA, 2000). $t4h, H. 2EETEAKREAFREMMUERT=. FH=,

T ALHE NHK S5 75 Bl 678 A& R i 4 0 B AR , 70 DLZL AR 00 R 1 B
MR ER, UREERTEEE AR DLARERKES, AN At L
PR, HEETESEMNEN. 2000 € 4 A 22 HEXREAY, HERA EB
K% A Nane Annan HEHERE 5 B2 BHAKEH (2000 EREBRESRE
B TEAMH R LERANES R, AR TRENEERR. RIF AT
BB T S NEEAT.

XEN LRI, HFAET. PR, BB E % A E R L BURA
Graham % (2000) 4y #7 T 4L BREO T E RE AT AE M = B R - B R,
a7 AR B &4 T, BRTET MM~ E. Scott Ir.% (2000) HEAT
T4 RRATAFERE (Sunn hemp) MWBRIHAD, INHEBETFERR Monte Alto
Wb K 40 R RIS B e 11 B AT 1994 FSRIER I T ‘SF459’ . ‘Gregg’
#1 ‘Dowling’ B H M (Bitzer et al,, 2000). ZEFFET L (Baldwin, 20000, 1%

8



EIERT (Sij et al., 2000). BtFH % (Pearson, 2000 FFFA?

2000) % MFF Fra bR, AERIBEAR. s MEst

MM BE T MBLAT T 4L

T B KR 4L

SRR RITRER

ke LA B ER DY . RIS IT

% 3-1 AREFMIKAR—RE
Table 3-1 List of the utilizations of each part of kenaf

/ (Kaldor & Kissel,

BTAMRATELR. IIRIK

= i it i T

Rl (WESE) o (REEH)D 2¥
A W IR BRRE LR ALE LKEF LXE LEM LA
s BT, B N RA. HEER BrdsR BTEHR PR 2. BB 2.4,
%, F. BEBER. &A A TikE: 2 ®AE F 3. M
LTG5 M ERES, 2 migigE, 2B E OB MM 4. B £
W, WER. B LEMRN. R6. R #Em. m HERBER S BEHE,
A%, MoRE. YBEKE, K opomg BERE,
3 EMIEEE, B 3L R, R QRAE.H
ERIBLE. BE. W KPR BRKE HUER. A
ARG, WA AR, MR R,
SRR, T MG Minme TDAERK.E
g, BAEA T, B0, Wi, MK RRE
=, %,

ﬁﬁEi$ﬁﬂﬁimﬁ%mﬂﬁﬁi$ﬂﬁﬁ%*ﬂmﬂm%ﬂFa:'f‘nFﬁ, H 8T R RY
MR FFRAE LT LA T|:
3.1 HIFER

SRR AR RMA RS EER AT LREAR, EM%Q%&EQ%

SRR ARY (& 3-2). R, SRS SEEABRG L

WHEEREER (F3-3, 3-4, 3-5). Fitm, £LRRER B AN

M, TR

K AL S 4t B B R R T AT

AESBARKT
B (E 3-5), HAEEKENIE

ﬁﬁéﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%@?ﬁﬁﬁﬁj'ﬁﬁ%: BRAR T Sk, WERATHE. FAEEE
W SHRBEENEENREENRM, #7EAAERMX BT T EIER
15 (Cheng et al., 1997, 1998, 2000; Mazumder et al., 2000a). |




% 32 AREREA RS YRS

Table 3-2 Finer dimensional characteristics of kenaf and other raw materals

A

ARwAs  ORDES ABARS AK2F DR A =X

& (mm) 2.50 0.68 1.28 2.27 0.78 3.16
TE (1) 23.3 39.4 33.5 41.1 21.32 43.8
B[E (u) 3.9 5.5 — 32 . 34
BiEE (n) 81 19.6 — 31.7 14.3

- I WA

mIAE, B A% 40 RRRR R TR ET T RENTIR . BABAMRNERHTIT
EHEBRR, TEWEL S 1M ISR EMWMAELT, MEXNERNA 51%, H#
Bt T BRI B BRI AW (Ohtani et al., 1996). H ik, 41T
% H7E R E Tl S MR T BAT M i FALEAL BRI AR B K, BTER
2 ()28 BEIS MR TR FE LA AN B Tkt vk (Bibhuti et al,, 1998). BL5h,
WATRE TR FEEREEREZARNXR, ik E—FErERERRIR wE

£ 3-3 LRR. AN aMERAFER

Table 3-3 Chemical compositions of kenaf, Japanese red pine, and birch

LENS 41 HEH) KL AR £ AR R R AR =hi:

(%, BTED

SAER 79.6 77.6 65.8 76.8

o R 69.8 453 43.6 56.4

A% 9.2 19.0 26.1 17.6
4 1.1 1.4 0.2 0.2

Z it 3.4 3.0 4.1 2.0
okt 15.9 7.5 26 53

% 3-4  LTRRED B ERANAC G 4 4T 4 5 A0 S AR 4 A

Table 3-4 Monosaccharide component of holocellulose of kenaf bast and core

% RS (HE8% AFRE (2P

B 3 5% 3.2 4.8

A 1 18.1 29.8

=g:% 1.5 | 1.3

Y5 1.7 1.5

kL 755 . 62.6 L

10



%35 AMFARTMAFHARTRNENHREN S FEREL YR

Table 3-5 Yields and molar ratio of armatic composition of nitrobenzene oxidation

of bark and core kenaf lignins

G (%, KL) S (%, KL) H (%, K1) S/G (molar ratio)
Bark 5.6 31.0 0.4 4.3
Core 14.1 ] 26.6 1.1 1.5

G: guaiacyl unit, S:syringyl unit, H: p-hydroxy pheny! unit, KL.: Klason lignin

7k, MBIERETMAE. TEIASUPRINRE LB LR ARRTLET
R1BFLEIL 162 centipoise BJLLRRARZHE, 0% BT A H fth 7 ¥ 1 R A R B2 %
(10.8-52.8 centipoise) FIFNLEE HBRER EL T M A (35.0 centipoise), F7EHE—
B EE T (Mazumder et al,, 2000b). JLHEKEIARE (AL FGEFB
EHEMN) AREEREEFARTED, RMXMHTENRERE GIBRE) 1L
HiEg, HEBRBHETIL78.3%, REHEN 40% . AL ER B R
AWENERE, W SHREBEHrARMEERX GRERMALE, 20000, HE
W KEFHTTUARPTHRBENRELONART LR, FHFERBETH (FE,
2000). HEMIRBAVIHE. BNEFRHNESSNSFNEERE, £4
RS E LR EOAALEAN. BTHREBEERENBEKLERS, BEX
RRAFT A TR BT, HRT+EERERIRK, ERERPIEK .

AXxFTEEFAIRERNESAFREETWEK. RBEEFEEFHHMERN
HeFh . FREITEE —SHER KM~ R, mETR AL, HK.
AR, K. FHBER. EXRAES. DAEHAKSE. Hh—¥LlL
LT RR AT R FAEMHEHORALK. BE8 1992 E,ﬁ:&b&% MW
AFT, #EOEZERN, MREESAT. AEARETRLARKERKE
WAFE: FTFHML. BABIL, KREHL. b4, PEmfigt,. REx,
A&, AABE MM ST EENNEIR I, e Hr AR L,
MR RR-SFT AN RERE. S ENE, vt ERRBETET 8 A0E (F
Sh LA L, 1999). |

AT BRE B ERRBR, HTRERMITFRE DLEBRKRIE,
R AR SRR EN RSN ENAEEER, BRLRGUSEARMEK
L RhEEE T —EHB NI KA B - BEFTREBNPARK - REE
SR ER RN SRR U RN B H A E R OBOES, WA TR
AR AT YR H T 2T |

N
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D) g REIEARMERERPHEE. Bd: BHME. TS, FIEFE.
s ETEF N AHRRARTRN.,. REERVURKAFHE.,

2) (LR R R FH M RENGSME: TEHES. FREEKEBL., FEK.
iy EIRIELT . Reha: EME. BERTHHARE, AEHAE.

3) EHAEMBLREFTLFNE, AT EEE DA AERE, XHT
AL BERBTRRE S, DRERIMAEHED, |

4 NAERPZFAEFRBERBFEROTRERA. BREHEXBFHA
A EX R EE ODA BUFFRZEIT E MBI BT (1) FHE By, 8
W), BREBNCEFTERANIE: (2) FRHHE: () BbHE. 4
MEEERT EHH. NHOMRARTE, £E. BXRALE. ERATEE
HHEBEHEABFEE . HEBRRD AP JICA) BEFFHEX SR v TR A4
AR R R AT AT A E

MERERMREIRE, WL, BRI TEIB, FHHnSRRE
AEiS, FERRHAERE, ENEIRETHEEESTROAN, &
ELFHgHR—RTHY. S, EEMFTRE, @r—-/‘\’Tﬁ@t‘&%&W
WA R EER, REHEBUFRBIPTRERERT .

3.2 A

AASAGHEA SRR T AR AERNERRS, SERTS
$F CHES&KBELS, AFHMERR. 5. #EEBl. 44 RE. THESH
SENHAEEHTER. THTRBHFEERE (2=, 1999). HEREAFEH
B 50K 22 BE S X T BRAE S0 T I AR 0 B R AR R AT T R SURNERGT CHESE,
1999), HRFHAMRHBAESER, HEOSFERAISERESE, SxXERA
B, WHALER®, EEINDS. FEREEER (383-6). M LEL MR pH
HAE 3.1-3.3 208, HiRERYE, T2IBRBLEENTFOFE . BaREN#H

* 3-6 41 pH EFLF A AL
Table 3-6 pH and chemical composition of kenaf leaf

m#H  pH —BES (BTER %) ] BRIk

HECR REN WA% XAAE BKS LAY
§ 528 3.1 17.6 4.9 10.4 58.6 8.5 9.8
98 7H 3.1 14.7 4.7 12.5 60.3 7.8 6.9

16 13 H 33 14.7 4.1 12.8 60.0 8.4 7.7
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—HIRIT T AR ERBERERE, SRRH P EEREEVIBRY) F 31T 8
BAFEE (HHE, 1999). FHSHE—SHEITZYWREGHAS TR IIRG

313 4 ~

A2 Flex Japan 2 B HIREHRA R BIER ST & H —FLABRBS T,
i 10% LU BRAT 4, S5% IBRIRE B IR B M 35 %M ATI R, KRS 4%
SRR B0 B BRI SURE T — 5. MTETNEFR. FHEGEM.
EHRERORE., AMEERBESTL. HEASERRTOERESLERR, &
BRIX PRI 5 SSUMRTER 45% RISH B A RN S, AT EHEILRS
%, AR, BETRAEEF, BERRE, RS EBRIRIARE.
EEEAZESYTEANREME. THRENE4E 3900 AR, EAEEHET

FHERE R 10 Fik. FNBERTFRREBARBE (LR, 2001), -

34 &H

F 2 2 Ao F 5 B R 2T 40 R R KA B RIS DO FEAT T 483, 7 9
FAEGRR, T EAEERNAER. FIIEMT SRR RMNERE
&, F. Wk, BEESHESR, HARRESINGENAEEE. BRETE
TR ZE 10 28105, 78 60°C UMK T8 150 RbRJFiE, Al AR 3B
B iR (Hosomi et al., 2000). HZABH /D> #h 5 76848 4L AN & B i
. BT, 1BskE, at, B BREA TR H P R A BRI 2

3.5 WM ARZERSEE S E

HFOREMLER, ASMTSEA, BAESRLRRAERM KT RS
g, SFRUPALMITEREREY T ENEATER Gkl 2001;
Kawai et al.. 2000) « AREEAEFI LRI S| (Kano, 1997) . EWAEE
OphA S B 0.15—0.40g/cm’ KR EERE (Kashida, 1997, 1998) . B[l
i B A ST B RME B AR A PR T B TLCRRAR M, B3R 78 B LD BREUM th R 5 K
e RR B RR ST ST — 2. ERERAXIF WL BF
B T A BRAR M TR 7K L T A LA S R AR £ R SRR IR LR

A% MEENERRTEGERF Araco 248 FIL BRI B £ 4 B AR
remER T RKENEESM, BESHEN ABS MIESEGAEMEY, &
AERSWFEERAT. BiEARCERDERALS ARMEELS, A
FEMEAER AL (Hirata, 20000,

13



36 HH
A AR KEMNLRFRFFFHRMRKEESE, REEARYTHREZR.
FEREIIBAN 1%L TF/RKEM S HER 4038 53 AR EL 7T K IE Pl 22 MBI

HEEESE, MEANEEESEREREE. WALRM TR LB
BT BRI (B, 20010,

“d

3.7 HEE

LEAbESKEERKPERSENENFEEERL, FIEBERKE
Wi, BARKAEERR. KATHE, BWEERHNIREEFMARERS. BBHS
TR AR EMACEFERASR, MTAAEDREREZASNREME, T
BIREBMAEFYXAUENTVER, —&WE.

F 2 72 M7 =48 b B Y A 0 A 1999 SEFF BT A B 3 1 [ /K H B R1E
e RRR RS . W3R, ARIEASHRI ] MR, EFIREEDIRKL,
47 BRALARM R A 4 B R TR . RRIR S (b MLRE AR . KRB E — TR
WL FRN BRI EE (K. T F5) M@ dlee (L, 20000, &F0HK
RPN E R A RAIE SRR 7. RAT YL B R gy M i RR fe
AL RE W A R YT B 28 (Biogeofilter), XA ETT/KHITAAHE,
4 BRI E B B AR 3 E 4R H 0.73g/m*d R 0.11g/m*/d (Abe & Ozaki, 2000;
SEFI RN, 2001). AABEKERBEASSFLRNEDT WL ERN RN
A OB P A FREKEITERELE (Yimarattanabovorn et al,,  2000); H
AL T\ ESRE T B AR FAR N AR K B RS S B R R

(Aoi, 2000). TFFT 4 REH S KAWL, ARRAF R AP EFRA
71, iﬁﬁ%%%%k%a’]’é?%%%%ﬂi%niﬂaﬁﬁmE@%if%&tf?;u Hah, FPEAR
AIER T ERERNFS, MR TE.

AALREKSEL50hMEBHaREEHRRN CO, Rk, XK CO, i)
B BT TR 3-4 5Ll L (Lam et al, 2000). #EBAME)IFECE
$RiE, B ABIETE 2000 45 $HT B9F A L AREIE CO2. NO; KISR0 3R15 AL
HIFERE b, A EIRER 3000 77 B B 8 KRR ST S L 2 T R A B BRI B S
MAREN, ZEFPRL 3 MPEEERNTRBEFFELAR 800 3] 2400 X

Chttp://www.ne.jp, 2001).

‘\C

4

3.8 MEAEEREFR LA EE A
BEREHRLEYEAARESKBRSY RS ENLE, EFREH

AN, TEEARARALSHTERNAE. AATHERTWLAFEFA

4T RIAD K AR A BRI B A @ R AT EAALE, RIDA AL
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BEEWFE, HeERAhHnELL. TURERAREBNRE, WA
FEL. FE%, HFREREFREINBEFRA (Katsumata, 20000,

3.9 ARBEESAHARLITA

AAXBMASART. RENSHBORRKRE, THEBRERTFHTEA
BEfR T 45 45 Yang, 1999). A 45 i R RS P OB LB L T A (Geo— Textile)
BF LR ESAmEREL, SHEATRANEHE, XRZETEA
B s Xt PR AT A A RN (Maeda, 20000,

310 UM GEBERK

AAEmEF AOpF S e EREERRERI B E. IR
F 30% 4 BRAT SRS 70 % A B M B R BT P 15 R B P A B R A B
HEF, FERE 00%ANERN 2 8. XSURFTEFNRKRAETE
BEMXFE (Miyaji, 2000).

3.1 MR

ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁmﬁmmmmmﬁ%,Eﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ?ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁm
g 36 O K e BE R AR AR T 4B %) (Sameshima et al., 20000 (B 1), EX5LMK
ACHEEET %, BETUESAERKLRRR PIRENLLTLERE
¥, #EHRBHMKLEBERETHE. FROBTHEERRATER
HRAe. BERSWHEEN (KRS, 1998), EAL R R F
FEERBK.

i Mk (ERD ol T Hi ) LT

B GRS S A BR RS E M

Fig.1 Oil absorptivity of kenaf and other raw materials before and after carbonization
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HAth, WEFAEWET 2000 FE3AH 5 FHNERIRT R, 2%
ANh 2025 (BRI E, 2000), HRARY KRR L0 E
B, 4S5 AR 17 AR REHNREEE (7 ARER). BF Q9
PR, WBER (6 #8550, FIR Q48385 XelBER a8
e,

REARRER &AL, BUHA LARMEETRRANESR, SHHER
B30 FRAMES, BREAN 1985 5 00 AW, MrHBERT — KA
RERATHE, IRBTHRABERMEKT. BB TFHESLN,
HEAx L RBURB B THENBRE. RHSAEERNER, LML RSRF
RFARFAHNEHERS. ENREEEORBEENSRRITR A ENERE.

16



HIUE DNA 7 FHrc AR EIRR SRR E
A i frsE e L RN AR

4.1 HxHEETFHIE

ZEMRBRBETRE KPP —PRIE, DNA ZEHEVWEATHR DNA
HFBRKRD. SFIRIERIBERRBETRERNSHMA, SEMEBHNT
WER B EREMNEEML A, BERESFHRENDT TEWERARRAT TR
Rk

SFIRRT 4 0 E B AFRCH DNA 4 FiRid. EHAREERTERET
EARESUENEBEARBRKERAEEN S —HRERE R, WM TEENKES
RS . WAMNEEERFAFEZIS.

42 DNA 5+ F¥rid

DNA 4+ F#5i0H DNA FF5)447.DNA 542478 DNA % 57#1%% .DNA
5487 B R SR S0 ) 52 B B M A 2 B 40 DNA 5 52 K i HE5) )RR . DNA
Fo ol B AR DNA B 5 R L 5 AR ik B, REENSTHRCER. B
4 RFLP. RAPD. SSR. AFLP &4 FARTFEMHA. TEMNEH T
bR AU RTEMY PR B ERE X RNME ST EEFE A E—F
ik

43 RFLP (Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism) A1 PCR-RFLP |

B A B ES AN, T 1974 FE4)3 KI(Grodzicker, 1975), £F Al R
P BT S — O AR TEEY), B TRENNERNRASEHNELTEEY
A AR FEEY RS E Y R E R ST RERNEN, LR
KA E S, 8 DNA S TFNEREBRIBESAEREE L, BH DNA ST
4T #4T Southern 2238, WSTHEBER)SE, ﬂ%ﬁi#ﬁﬁﬁﬁb)—#ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ(%ﬁ&
HITEAM ST, RFLP BB I, REERER, TESHRMSR, EE
R AEEE AR, TEEERENAK, BEE, FRHETERA.

A48 35 4 A & PCR-RFLP A, 'BER&X PCR # i) DNA A&
AT S ESEIAL AT, L EESERUSTEHEARAARTN
DNA BB, BIEEFHERIIR 3Ty, FEFaamRetrigs
1, PCR 4, ZHXkABLE LA, B FERTER LK RFLP 5 F{E
T & R .

Rieseberg Z5(1988)FH 36 ANEExY [ H 25 )8 (Helianthus ) =& F H cpDNA
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FI¥Z rDNA HHT T RFLP 4047, BB T 01005 AR R M A B REERKR,
Gebhardt % (1989) B RFLP S THEGHESEZSHELSMIEE . Isshik
2 (1998) B rbelJORF106 F¥HS PCR-RFL? B T HE (Solanum) HinY

N, BRTHTSHEMBHEMERER. Rajapakse F (1992) F RFLP &
ST B & B . Mahbubur 8501997 ) ¢pDNA 7 rbel/QRF106 H ¥ #1 PCR-RFLP

BT EEHRE (danona) 6 TMHEREIRR, RO T EHERNEIET.

44 RAPD (Random Amplified Polymorphic DNA)
RENLYHEASHE DNA, B Willlams & (1990) FEPCREM EERBER
aFiRR. EEXRERYU D U RENEEFFNERER A BEN5I9N

FENFF A E 4 DNA BT PCR #4TRENLY 1, SRk BRAFTTEF
M. —7k RAPD RN E— NI EREE DNAERS, EHH DNA RS

BRSENESELAE THTSAN PCR BE (BESE. MREXA. B8
FEMH). DNA BURZE 92-94 CAMAEEESS, ZERBMKMEBE (33-37C) TR
WRET ANE L, B2 4R Ak F R FE DNA HRFH &R HENFRRACZEL, &
DNA BoBfERT, INTP MBI8H 3B A, B L 58K DNA ERES
MEAEYE, B ESH-BFNEN DNAE. £EEE L, X5
T EE L B HAE DNA MEAMIAENES, BREXBEFNTY HERN
({AEE 3 200-2000bp) &S 4 AFHEN PCR RETE—HAEEN I TEAD
%5 DNA AR |
BT RAPD AR S AN EER FREFLMTA (Williams et al.
1993 ):
1) ERABKSEZEBAT AR BERERRUFBRAKRITMEY .
FE R EXAN R |
2) %I%E’jﬁf\nﬁ_kﬁﬁz—-ﬂ%w% DNA BB 88— M AHER,
3y ELEEATUTEN I ETREREBEERSEALIIPRERX
T eREAE ARG REZTHBERRD.
4) /B DNA BB A B R & S M A BATA D, BERR.E A BRI
1R b LB |
RAPD HARBARBREREE, BARE TARRARMEEFANSY
PEAERE, FREMAHEERENFIES, BHREFEYERERE
£, RAPD B|#1%E, ERENIRKEE T3 5ER M I & MRIE,

0Bl i, ERXSHEATEEESHEsEENEw. DERRESH
. 3l#s ANTP HE. M HkE. BEBNBHRERE. TRER B
RN, A—REARR TR, EAEEHESNERT, RAPD BRI

I8




B EMRIE.

B T RAPD ¥RicUl4h, EESIWRIBENY MRBIETA SN KEAR, &
A AP-PCR (arbitrary primer PCR, 1EE 5% PCR) (Welsh & McClelland, 1990)
F1 DAF (DNA amplification fingerprinting, DNA ¥ #4840) (Caetano-Anolles
1991) FFHE. WEFESIYRK, 20-30 MRE, FHABR/LD, SRR,
BEFTRS ¥, 5-8 MEE, I~ E. RAPD fric B 20 42 90 EALLK
2R AT EhEYRET M. EESH. FERESE. EMRAESHAITR.
RAPD #ricfe R R BUhiBRFNREXRR T HURNANE L\ #EE R,
HES FRMMTREEN, nBEEYRARABFENRESHINT. MREE
BRI, BRIEEYHFHEEE.

Buso % (1998) (/B RAPD WFiIdath TEHEBFEREHFH (Onz
glumaepatula) WIREZEF . Ge & (1999) NFENMEBHEFAERE (Oryza
rufipogon ) FE B A ¥ J5 B (8] A AR #E1T T RAPD 7 #7. Yang(1993)f RAPD
FRICR I B (Apium graveolen) GiF#IT TEEM 2. Torres (1993)
B 8§ ABEVLEIMEK AT 5 BB (Rose. spp.) &F, AafEEMETRRIFE
ST T RAPD $88rHiAR, BARERE (1994) it T KER 13 MR MERE. 45F
KidEZ (1999) B XATEBHTH 7408 13 AN BB 67 MEMRY RAPD 474
METHTSMHEARNRESENRE. BWEAE (1999) W2ZEREEEH 6 T
EMEEBUEREE 6 MIBHRBHERS, KA 12 BEN51%, 35 DNA
JLy-HE 90 ANKE, W 2 AERBMERFER=A, ENMERT ZRERE
AEgXE, Z2EHSE (1998) HIERMERERERARFASHEFRSN
KEEE 10 MEEAMITT RAPD 404, EEBTHFETNBHMGHE, TEF
BRBESANPEEETAZ. ZANEZ (1998) RAPD FFICHARN REFEAF
WL HESHT TRESHEERUMBEST. EREILSHBEZRE
%, Bz AEESESZANBRETR, BFBEH5EEMBEFS RN
HEER.

[

4.5 AFLP (Amplified Fragment Length Polymorphism)

PR A B KBS AN, & Zabeau F Vos HFA R —FP 455 RELP
# PCR HAA S B R E A DNA 8L AR(Vos et al,, 1995). HEXFER: £
R4 DNA ZFHFREI A Y], BYH BN A T RARE
B, B 5B A AR RS (AT Y, TRy Y EERA T
WHEAT IR T , FHUE RPN SR DT R B AR B L P VR AT ST I AT
3. AFLP 4 85 =AM B ZFE A DNA AR HIH A IS (LM Sk ks,
BRI B H . IR T S RN
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B4R 1 BY: RA2ABRNENTIE, —MEZSVAE, BUIAR
A GHAMGI AR 4 B, 0 Msel), = DNAPNRE,; B—FEOVAE,
P AE % CGRAMMIE A 6~8 BRI, W EcoRI Al 6 4~), ™4 DNA K E.
XHEERT FERDMENREEB AR THOFER 2 BB4As™=4E
FIR A BR Bl EcoRI-Msel. X0 UL R V&R B s wld ¥ 7 B KD A H X —
SERBUME, FERFSEREXRNEY. 2) #LERHE: HTZE#E AFLP
HLEDNEEZER, 28 1 MOFAR 1L MAVIEBEY 5. B T4 B8
P L IR PR S A BOARE R, TSRS BRI EAT —& PCR ¥ K
SRS, 3) P WS EBRTFHREERE, B—XE&FFH 14 (8O
A EEMRENSIYRITT H. 4 ERMETRREAEN 2 783 MER
R E R B 1 X TR =W 1T PCR 3. & 874 —RAEH T bp, BEHEXR
7R 5 R B R BT PR VK HEAT 40 18 | |

Fif AFLP SIFELHMEAE | MO 1 MAYTIBE—F2 (5
6L ). T AFLP B8 A& KA EEMEE, BEERER L N RREETY
HiE R, —HAREE 34, THEREREREE 4 AeTEmREgn. RBEE
EEERADNABEENRBRENKE, BRNERHIT MABRNEEMRAD.
Bt l, AFLP REFAERIRCHE RXRY. —RYNEYEEHAN A, B
SEYE |k EMRENSE, 5 AFLP M & IEHITE 50-100 5. FIXAE
MR R A MA R, Gibeo (Life Science) H4EHK AFLP W& H 3 . 1)
T EMHENE TS 5 1AEBEtT B MRFNERERES BT ER.

AFLP ¥ RIF=#i il X8 B tE R BT . SRR AR R 3
Fh. B2 FHEE, BARRLE v-32P # v -33P SR EH R B B A5 EAT
g, RN AEE. BB ERRIFENERE, BRBUHETS
WHTETEE, ELEMNPRE. EERMEBRE—RE/LRIME, LRAH
. FERRNEEAZRFN (0 ABI377, 373) HATHRKD BRI
HITE RSN, ST (PE Applied Biosystems, Perkin Elmer GeneScan
Collection, GeneScan Analysis, Genotyper). BARELRENL, &
SR, —RARERK. SLANRERE. RE. AR AHREN
PR W & FIRE PR R, W E - R 3E e 2 F 24T (Chalhoub et al., 1997
Briard et al., 2000). MEIKBIRLNBER, TRAPE. PHELRARMIELD
EEE, BRERTENES TREBNERETRETKHRE, T
FHIECHIAT. TEM FRBEMOAETEEMNS DERMTIE, REHE—D
RN TIRE, MTIIREEE R DNA 4 FFxid.

ik AFLP B —EMERE . AFLP LR ERE, WEK, FEALES—PH%
M. AR DNA a4k, WYEMNEERMEEwt, BRNAREE, A
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fF, PRI, EREM YT NN SIASITEFTERER. i&F, AFLP
ARITTHER, WA —Lahfg, WXERRNERH, A fE R eSSk,
BAE R, MHAEREAE,

AFLP X IRFITERY) A BRET o4, BErFE, FNAH PCR Fit#Et
71 DNA F B, &REIT PCR KRR RFLP Y. ZRAGTEEN
i, RN EEER. TRTCCMERSTEES DNA FHIEESEMA, R
EOMERFEN P EE. BEESHFERNNRERRBESWARAMRE B
K 5% FH 8 B (Degani et al., 2001; Goulao et al.,, 2001; Incirli & Akkaya, 2001;
Tomkins et al., 2001). |

Huylenbroeck % (2000) F AFLP fRic 47 7 R4 B R Hibiscus syriacus.
Hibiscus sinosyriacus ¥ Hibiscus paramutabilis RIFFE| LA RFAXER ., Incirli &
Akkaya (2001) F AFLP ARCEET IS EBHBEFR/MELF, BHTE ﬂ]Eﬂ
WiERR. AATHEEBER/PDELTEINEEERAHEE, AFLP fricdiEs
HTEMRERMBERXRDI . Goulao F (2001) X 41 Aﬁ%nm:&ﬁ?
RAPD 1 AFLP 247, BENPM T ¥ RMME. Tomkins F (2001) A AFLP 47
CIET T B 1940 FLIREFTF BMEERER (Hemerocallis) MRBERNEER R,
g RFRAE ARG MR ENSEMRRRENARE, FEENH
B HLMERETEIN. AL (1991-1998 ) KB R MR MZ B KR A AL L&
VIR EEMPRHEEMT 10%.

BT AKEH AFLP ¥ AR SEFAK S~ EMNN. #id AFLP £&
MR, SHIMBRRRFYRRANEERDS, EFic5ENEEZEL
EHRR, RERTEESHEEZHNE

.

4.6 SSR (Simple Sequence Repeat)

BAEFEF BRI TE (microsatellite) & EAZ 4 EHH P EIRFER
HFH 1~6 MEHBRWESBRES RN, HTRREENHEEARMTENR
EERNEAL, ERAMTEMS EW#ITHERNFMERSH. EEZE
RADHPEBREE, KN EARRBERNFHRERE 0.1%. AEAY
MM PEARTE FHRBENIEEN SSR HAKNAERZEHAKFRRET
PR RAELS B, ERERBRIRE RFFI RSN BB, |

42 B ff] SSR IS4 T BRIEEZ A e nt EHEITHY, HERFERRE. EEA
DNA [ SIS 4k, PRI BBk 28, 28/ DNA F BREREE (3
EFE) PN, BETERSE @B BEHRENEES SRR, &
AR BB BERERS SRS LR,

143 F PCR [ SSR #8480l R BR M. — BB M TLE DNA K REX 1
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FEFl, Sel LLRIBXAME BRIk Rs514), EPCR kB MM IEE
L5, 3E4T SSLP (simple sequence length polymorphism, &8 FFHCE L AME)
A, UURERERM Eothid EEM A/ FF]. SSR f7 PCR 5{&+H AN —1
BREFEMART -/, AT BENNIRHMIERE, BETERKENIE
FEFE R E R IF BB R Bk B, U TE2RE IR EEBRPENE,
AR E I B EMRENENER. ETENEERSECEETLN ]

THREEXKEFY, £RiT51Y. KB SSRIVKBREE =4, —EEHAH
DNA 5 $3EE (90 EMBL. GeneBank) B XXHE; “{FRIE&M K514
ZRWEBFAMFREYREEHARAE, HiESSRUL, HFREMAHENFSkK
Wits ¥ . SSRA SIS BEREAES LS MPER: 1D WM BRERICE.
U FE B s 14 P T i BER A5 R B R 4B DNA V)R B Ii?%ﬁ':ij A1 200~500
A, MBERNE, UFFHEH DNA JUF. 2) RATIMiE: FHAZR
TR BB ORI RN EEZETRIERH EEECETREMMEY SSR.
3) DNA JFE: X BRI R T DNA JiFF. 4) 519 RAL RIS 7 1
PCR 7+#7: HRIEES SSR B DNA M EFFIRH 319, B3P Tm {E
MHIE, ¥R DNA K BAPNBRIFEE 100~300 26, LAMET 7.
ZEEM: SPRITERE, NEHMNEYRREEL T % Uﬁ{ﬂ]
R REERESM.

4k, 5 SSR XM TR0 LA ISSR %, ISSR (Inter simple sequence
repeat) [ BREFIE R X @Y 182 &M, BH Zictkiewicz F(1994)3 tHHJ SSR T
meps o BF| FZEREADE HIE SSR &5 i#iH514, THINEZEMNFF,
{£B) PCR 438, kB LA, HT ISSR—PCR T T |PER N 16~18
BEF, B 1~4 P MREARNSBEESR/INFERRNEESMELAR, Wik
ET 3| 5&FEH DNA  SSR 57 8.3’ Kim&&, ¥ HEMTRAASHEE
B Ak E B ARSI IE B DNA A B #5251 9% ISSR-PCR ] LA U 2 £ K 4
HENRBIERF.

B THmMEEM, BEEHE— SSR FIM—REN I AT
M, XAEHNIKE T B 5 SSR B FRiE(Wang et al., 1998). X Hrid—
ST LA SE 70 SSR PRI, B—u Ay LUE T BEML S ki, R —A SSR P
SRR AS, TTUIRERMERNES, NTREELZNE

SSR [ S B H A RABEBKBER S BAFTRABENSHRE, BiE
= afk, —/ SSR A BE T LAME 26 MEAIER. SSR MEBEGH MR
IR AT SSR B FIM AR HS14. ISSR BH 0 BHEARiD, 2HERX
i, BEIRIF R E M % A (Tsumura et al., 1996, Fang & Roose, 1997), H
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DNA BB/, BARERME, mRARKE, BEPCR YR EER 2CEE,
HF T PCR BT EEHE. |

SSR T H T £ 2 M Fh R FMAE . Akaji FFA 15 1~ 2844 SSR K471 59
MRAREMRERE N H AR E RS, MAAES 54, BIEEX4S 53 M
F. Russell H(1997a, ) EXFHARFEH, 4P SSREMK 3 MREES
FETRLK 4r 24 D RESHTE, BHREMBEMN A TS —. B SSRARIEKLH 66 4
RREBEEKGHFP, R 13 ML AT AR ET H &Rl BEASR IR
ST H B4 (Song et al., 1999),

SSR B HEAFAFEERTHABEESFERAIFRHE. REES

(2001) L H 4 A SSR ARIE, AT T Bl Hu RS 26 A Fb 0 43 F 56 58 0 Fp -l 7 (0 18

ol

SSR TR BIEETE. WEMFFAE. Christiansen & (2002) BT 47 4
SSREIME X 20 HAEE H 75 NERRB D ERFET T HERZRFHFIT
v R R F B IR F R 0 B R M DR A AR IR, BiE
R R DL R e S

SSR FIZATEZXAST. REM#HEXANTRT. FERERERR
FHBEHARA SSR HEKIET UBEEREXERFEMZ —~NERF SRS,
1999). Brown-Guedira & (2000) EH=x5]4),4-& RAPD frid IRILEXE
18 A MR RIE AT 87 M3 AERFHZEEXRRIAFBLMNIEEMNS
JbRE BT R

4.7 DALP (Direct Amplification of Length Polymorphisms)

iy dpakEest BEXABNSY PCR (AP-PCR) FREEREA
DNA feer g At, HieBxy d iRt eWRITEENR. FHSIYEE
EDI MI3 B CERI R E R A SRET A, MI3 ERSIMF
PSS EATER. ERAREEAT, FEZMIA. DALP BORH RAPD
F1 AFLP A —RE B eLEE ST EFE DNA FFER. § RAPD X
LG, FEHHS M (17-21 MR, n L PCR 37 1 B 3B 2K UL RS B (5055
'C), DALP BEEANESNMREN. 5 AFLP BORMLEL, DALPHETHE
AEESE. B, GTEE TEARNFS Y M3 ABOFFIRNEITT 4,
B3 DNA &4 S A 3 ImNFESIA—H, L%‘Eﬁﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁﬁ M13 FF7l, A A

MI13 B EENF, % T EHNTELZRK.
DALP & 5 £ 1 Desmarais & (1998) IBHIHE, AT HE EZAERMTEREE
b NRIEA . B, TRIMEENR. DALP && TRMFHREE §915 %

FE, FRGIEEERTIEARRE S, BESMUARNERMN I

23




E‘Iﬁ%*f{ﬁ (Perrot-minnot, et al.,, 2000). DALP B AT M EEASHAE

, Ha 5§ (2000) JRIEB T —IMEEAEASPEEHMEREARAES T EERERK
#uu}%—zn

4.8 SSCP (Single Strand Conformation Polymorphism )

PR AN, HEXRRER:. ATRZERFFINZATSE P % DNA
T RELEMREAENL, ATTEWBEKTEE R, =4 B4 DNA R 2 5% (Orita
et al., 1989; Hayashi, 1991; Fukuoka et al., 1994). #BIEAF# F I F K DNA B
ERAKGBERERE LRI EIEREURBBEEZR . BRTET PCR BAE
fifi_E#) PCR-SSCP &/ ZNH. BAXNER I HaERNEH1T PCR Y 1H,
SRIS53 PCR =Yt T R R NG B R R B vk, IR Z AT BUR B ek % ek il
DNA H#EMREEME. SSCP M AET—EZRM T DNA T3, A LAKA
¥ RABARPCR KBRBK)FHFEHR, BFERE. ME. RE. &7
KERFENGN, EFEETHAEREEMHR. SSCP R EBEER.
g, MASEFELTR. HBEARTRAETERNOME, RMNFERMYE, X
FKF 300bp 89 DNA FEREEEKERSEM, RN RBEZES I (Hayashi,
1992,

SSCP 447 B A1 A T Ay U B ) 3R 28, 12 e i 4% 0 B E 1T AT 41 (Orita
etal, 1989). ERMEEMERFFIHAWFIRE, PCR-SSCP Fi5AH THMHE
{43 ¥ (Bodenes et al., 1996). S &S (20000 XM REEEIL . XUFEEK
srotdfilg 5 M RAREAMZEFESN DNA FBR#IT T SSCP o, & &
FEAM SSCP ¥4t M R FABEMTR AT TRESF (2001) FA PCR—
SSCP & MFERARMB N FER EREENREMN S .

49 SFH2RIER

Weising 2 (1995) %5, 4 AHENF TFRIEMZTESUTRE D %
EME, 2) LEMEE, BXOZBEEYHHEEERENRE: 3) BEERS
AR, EERESATEANAERA, 4) EEPHE: 5) KENRGUES
%8, 6) BHEE, BIMLBES, 1) BEEWHE: 8) FEEETELEEL
AT, E0NIE, BREEM—MoFIRIERTE2TERMN, EHRT
IR AR R. BNSERAENFLEAR.
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FHE RPN R R *%@:ﬁﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁ%?ﬁﬁﬂiﬁ&iﬁﬂ
RAPD Mﬁ

amRiATIR, MEMRATERNANRS, URSRITHELEBESH
mEiK, —FEEEWLRTLREMNEENRHEARTREOZAIEY, CEH
FZERREANSEYTE. REN R R W R DR IR E N R R,
AREBHREZESEN ZXE, BEEERKIREY. HASBOITHEM
MRS RREAZHRT R, WEABEHATER. £S5, B, 8%
RF7. SR A 7E 8 & £ 4788 (Sellers & Reichert, 1999; AKS, 2000; JKA, 2000).
AMBAIEABRENEFEYEMA L+ MEHRME, TESAEF
E. EF. #H. 2. HFEHEZEAMETEER. LR RFHEIXLE
EHKE M, FAEEIRERENEALIARESRMOIUREZEEEER.
) 0 2 0 R IR £ U T 05 R % B R 4 1 0 B PR LS 00 0 R B
(Dempsey, 1975; Bitzeretal., 20000, {ER, MMM ECERET -T2
BRI A E, R REOFERERBEXRRN T HEERTA
AER, XEHCE HIE LR BT R A AL R RIERI R .
BIEAT1E, BRI MEECARAMHETHRKRLLBE K. FRBILHR
AFMEEATERREETHE. 26, RUSESAREFE, BREX L5
SEBEXEGIERSITRAMEESAREAMEE, REAKRE MR REXK ST
LRGN ELERBRXOERMKE, 1991; 11, 1994; Cheng et al., 1997).
i EFEMLORFE T U R R R EE S RN GRS N R SN R A AR
PR TR, B, IR—FFERNOFTEREECLARLFHKESEIE
BEE, WLRMFRERBENEEHFIERRORIAREERK.
TR, BEES TEMENAAEERRE, 4FiregARe] 2ZHTEEER.
SFIRICHBIE . MR EERNRRA R ZSEMENMEE R RN T
#r(Rafalski et al., 1996; Vogel et al., 1996). RAPD(Random Amplified Polymorphic
DNA) BEHLT L5 DNA BARREEEPRETARPIFYFER (Welsh &
 McClelland, 1990; Williams et al.,1990). RAPD HABREFREZEE, HER
%, MTEREERMIBEFIINSIPPRHELERYA, AREMAMEERENFF
FIE B, BeREENMRIRERR. ZBRAREHEATREEYHIEEZRH
R FIRRTY, WKE . KRS, B3R . 73K % (Fujishiro & Sasakuma, 1994; Takeuchi,
1994: Debener et al., 1996; Lin et al., 1996), B4 BRFEIX H B 7K RIRE . A

ERTEEHNA D HITRERSSE. REMWIRFM RAPD 447 4 E £0R nFt
2) FEFAR SRS T KT - BB AL AR R R IRBIR G R R

o4l
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51 ME5EE

5.1.1  #EE R

BAERERIOMN I TMEEGER 14 BAKaM (R 5-1). FEMEL
AR FEG IR ERE AR SR R2TR. B85 24555 1B &L TR ETE R
SEFHRNHEAFE. ERFMEAMRZEHERAESTITT 1999 EFE2FAEDE
B BEmETME, BEIRKAR, PXER 20m®, EE=K. FIEH&FH
BT 4 A 16 A, 10 A 18 R, iEEMWANE T SLR=BH MR
BAAKH 7 MR E R 2 MREER, SRFITE2,

Table 5-1 Kenaf varieties used in the present study with their code and origin

% 5-1 A% 38 19 A I 203K &a 7 59 4 5 FROR TR

Variety name Code Collecting Source Inferential origin
| - year

Khon Kaen 60 Khkaen] 1998 Khon Kaen, Thailand  Thailand via India
Indian Selection  Indians2 1998 Mississippi, USA India
Everglades 41 Evergla3 1998 Mississippi, USA Florida, USA via

| - Cuba--India
Everglades 71 Evergla4 1998 Mississippi, USA Florida, USA via

Cuba--India

Tainung 2 Tainung5 1998 Mississippi, USA Taiwan via India
Ackawa 3a Aokawab 1998 China Vietnam
Aokawa 3b Aokawa7 1997 China Hunan, China
Maruba 204 - Maruba8 1998 China Hunan, China
Zhehong 8310a Zhhong9 1996 China Zhejiang, China
Zhehong 8310b Zhhongl0 1997 China Zhejiang, China
Zhehong 8310c¢ Zhhongll 1998 China Guangdong, China -
Sekkou Chuzike  Sekkoul2 1997 China Vietnam |
Zhehong 832 Zhhongl3 1999 China | Zhejiang, China
Yufeng 1 Yufengl4 1999 ~ China Guangdong, China
512 DNA 2E

a) ¥ H CTAB ¥ (Murray & Thompson, 1980) B it 5 ¥ (Hayagawa, 1997),
HY 0.2-0.3g ZLRRGEERE B, FEREAFHIRR R, BE 1.5ml HLOET.

b) THA S00pl CTAB REVBMHIE [2%CTAB(+7 4= BB R ALE) . 100mM
Tris-HCl pH8.0. 20mM EDTA. 1.4MNaCl], F7M&S, 65CiRim 30 AR
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c) MEABNE G/ RREQRY DNERIES 544, 12000rpm B 15 4%F,
WEEE#H1.5Sml ZLE. EE—K

d) IAZETE CTAB YTEELEMHE[1%CTAB 50mM Tris-HCl. 10mM EDTA],
WAEREE, BRME 1/, 8000rpm O 10 FEMETIE

e) N 400pl IMCsCl, {FIETR2WAE. 10 800ul 100%LEE, RS FTE-20
CHCE 20 4l E. 12000rpm B S R TITE

f) 400pul 70% Z BEVEWRTLIE, 12000rpm BAL 5 47#H.

o) BTFUEE, BT 50ul TE & [10mM Tris-HCI(pHS8.0). 1mM EDTA
(pH8.0)].

h) IR 2%(v/v) RNase (10mg/ml), 37 C{RIR 1 PHT.

i} A 5pl 3M NaAc #1 100ul 100% 2.8, 4000rpm B/LYLTE .

i) 400ul 70% Z BEPEBRITEE, 12000rpm B 5 438 PT U, BT 50ul TE.

k) 0.7%ZIR S BR A s vk 4 2% DNA REBFIKRE . 5 A -DNA/Hind III 73 F E4x
HEELEE, % DNA R HEZE 25ng/pl.

5.1.3 RAPD 44

% Williams Z A HEE (Williams et al.,, 1990) #1T RAPD-PCR ¥ %
i .PCR BN B8535 250, 4% 10mM Tris-HCI pH8.0, 50mM KCl, 2mM
MgCly, 200uM dNTPs, 0.2pM BEHLZ147, 0.5U EX TaqTM B§(TaKaRa 2 7])FH
#1 25ng IR DNA, FFH 30ul R s. #/A DNA Thermal Cycler 480
(Perkin Elmer /A7) PCR (G#TY MR, ¥ &M 9STHHA 3 784 451
FEEF ;04 CAME 1 A4, 36°CEME 1 4, T2CEM 2 9% BJE T2CER S
/b, {8 B2 [E Operon A 7 10mer BEVLE 40 A BHIE K 20 13190, FH Lib
5 R R IT T ARIBKBEGR4C. 36T, 40°C. 44C)FRR DNA MR (1,
5. 10+ 30 50 100. 200ng/p)RIEE. FIHF=WIE 1.5%IXARPERERL. 1X TAE
R R AR ATk, YK EEEE L EB e, TR R AT MRER MR (Sambrook
et al., 1989).

6 Williams % A (Williams et al., 1990) 37 #J RAPD-PCR RN 4& R f1EE5
Exd 4 FhiE KRR 7 FIBUR DNA (F K 3 5/98) BT TRE. HARK
PR JORFEIIE R, PMH M DNA 4. TRBIRIKRE RS Y 18 H 1A
(3445, Ll 10~50ng/ul BB B i (B R FI ). E%:ﬁ%?ﬁkﬁﬁ 36°C.
SRR IR 25ng/ul 1B ) B 40 BRF: BB ¥R RAPD 24T PCR R IR
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514 HiEath
REWR: FTETRAF LR &R F I ER &/ BEZH0EQSD &)
L. IPFEATENER. TETE (R IR LAEEOEIREEB L o M
B, FA Minitab statistical package (Minitab, 1994)3t1T X W42 ¥
(PCA ##7) |
RAPD: iR%E RAPD &ML WHEILHAA “17 1 “0” 7=, Ll ASCII
YA X EF. REE 2 KEERRPVFHENSEHHEAETo9H. B Jaccard
EHEHXRE, XA NTSYS-pc Numerical Taxonomy System 4347 3 {4
(Rohlf, 1998)H UPGMA E#EIT R4, FHEHMR

5.2.1 JEARREIERSH

14 ARG O NMNESREBREATENEEZFEZEBESH (R 5-2),
BEREZNZREH T MBERERHZ ANEREBERR. EFEHH
N, BkE. BERFE. FE. BERETFEXLMERNERBXR, BENHEAmD
HERMIEL, SOUFAEFNRERMAZALHABE M. &AW ERL AR ®HERZE
o, GfEREMRMNERDEX, THEKRS., IR, 3 MR A
“Zhehong 83107 ) & #$(Zhhong9, Zhhong10, and Zhhongl 1)7E K #B 4 PHIK_ERIN
A B ANE, T2 M5 R“Aokawa 3” (Aokawa6 and Aokawa7)f M FH{N ZFEZ=HA
S0% T REEHHEE .

ERADTRAN I A ERSNEAEBERT 1, BHFERMEN 83.4%

(FS-DMNE—ITRATMBEKOEZN . LR ENGRSE, TTEE L 43.8

%. MBE-ERSTRREKRMOR S0BTFHRYE. =RBMEA, FTRER 222
%, ETBR, ZHMSOUFHERFEARAM BT REEELTEZMIEH.

MRIE R TRE R 65.7% MF— ERAFE Z ERAERN A E LTLE
4, 14 NI BFF=AEH (B 5-1). Zhhongll, Yufengld. Aokawa7. Maruba8

#0 Sekkoul2 ¥R — LB BE 1 4H . Zhhong10. Aokawa6. Zhhong9 Zhhong13
AT T8 A4, Evergla3. Tainung5. Indians2. Khkaenland Everglad ZH Ak
TH# 3 A AFITHE 52 FRIS LR T 50% FFREREOHE H X 3 44H 50
0% AT RBA B4R 150 K 175 KF 188 K. X 3 MHE R HIE =Z
Erhsh iR BFLEBMMEA . HB RN, 2 M Ackawa 37 & 3 ~“Zhehong
310" MR E REE R, ANARSFHNERARAN&FHIL LET —EH
EH .
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522 RAPD 9
M Operon 27 10mer BEMEI A SHIEFRERBY B S AELTN
B8 Hob 30%E0 6 4~5]47 OPA-3.OPA-7.OPA-11.OPA-12.OPA-16 H1 OPA-20

Table 5-3 The eigenvalues of the correlation matrix for nine characters on 14
samples of kenaf. (‘values in the parentheses comespond to the cigenvalues and
proportion of the total variation accounted for by each component)

F 5314 M ERGFN 9 PERAR 4 PE AR AEAR

Character Principle components®

First Second Third

(3.890:43.3%)  (2.018;22.4%) (1.588; 17.6%)
Middle stem diameter 0.469 -0.130 {0,389
Whole stalk weight 0.448 -0.171 0.100
Phant height ' 0378 0.184 -3.709
Stem color -0.349 0,424 -0.491
Population density 0333 -0.20% (1157
Yield 0.326 -0.429 0.217
Leaf type -0.297 0.189 0111
Internodal length ‘ 0.085 0.188 0,004
Days to 50% flowering -0.046 -0.664 0.101

Table 4 Number of patterns that can be distinguished within the 14 kenaf varieties with
different RAPD primers and total number of polymorphic fragments in the data set
5 5-4 14 WLLRR S FRE 1 0 RAPD S A S Somig SR 0

Primer Sequence(5'-3") Numberof Polymorphic — Tetal Polymorphism
patterns fragments fragments (%)
OPA-3  AGTCAGCCAC 8 5 5 100
OPA-7 GAAACGGGTG $ 4 6 66.7
OPA-11I CAATCGCCGT 12 7 5 778
OPA-12 TCGGCGATAG 7 3 8 62.5
OPA-16 AGCCAGCGAA & 3 5 60.0
OPA-26 OTTOCGATCC & 6 & 100
Total 30 Total 39 Average 76.9
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Fig. 5-1 Scatter plot showing agronomic variation in the 14 kenaf varieties obtained
from the first two components of principlé components analysis. For variety codes
refer to Table 5-1.

5.1 AR HE S — RN o AR 1 L 440 CD R SRR 2L IR AR B B R B



(A

| g
Lo
s
“h

6 7 R W OM i 12 13 14 M

Fig. 5-2 RAPD fragment patterns of 14 kenaf varieties generated by the primer OPA-11.

F5-2 51HI0PA- 11 X7 1403 21 Bk i Bl 7 38 HH BIRAPD 4 B i
Lane 1: Khkaenl, 2: Indias2, 3: Evergla3, 4: Evergla4, 5: Tainung3, 6: Ackawa6, 7: Aokawa7,
8: Maruba8, 9: Zhhong9, 10: Zhhongl0, 11: Zhhongl1, 12: Sekkoul2, 13: Zhhong13,

14: Yufengl4, M: Size marker (mixture of A DNA-Hind [II Digest and 100 bp DNA Ladder).
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Fig. 5-3 A dendrogram showing genetic relationships of kenaf varieties obtained
by the Jaccard index and the UPGMA clustering method.
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REBIRTBEHER DNA £EMELH. X 6 1 3E—E B TR RS EY
BB R LN RAPD 447,

14 ARG FMEETOE LR 6 A%‘l%ﬁﬁ‘* PCR ¥ 1, RAPD #r#13kEH
R BB ERR K. FHEANTR WP SRR S S AHEE 2.0
Fo ZHBE0%E 100% 28 (X 5-4). AKBMTIHEESR 58 RAPD B
BERBESHEX D IFX, B RAPD BT RE 4 M 6 4 (F OPA-20
5171 ) B 12 47 (JH OPA-11 5145+ 18) RIS F (B 5-2 F1%K 4). 18 “Aokawa
3”7 A1 “Zhehong 8310” AEFEM KB HEIRFEHEBEZROAFMEERHER
AR RAPD BB . BHE 30 £ EMHEAW AT L EIX B4 FE &6
B, #EA TNz EREXR. BIFXL RAPD £ N ERHMBTE
RATRERKRE (B 5-3). RERPREDTTUF S, 14 DOBREMHEMRUE
B 035 KPE LRI PEEMNST, P2 A4y CARBERLE T 53— 4 S AR
X 2RI E LR,

._l'_'h..

A4

53 g

i EFRR, Eﬁﬁaﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ"ﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁuﬁl‘ﬂﬁ‘ﬂ%pﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁthﬁ
e PR ARSI RRNARNRI L W EARNESREERMARELH
RE. BTHEABMMTE=REEFTFOAIRRZI, BHEEREERN. X
FhigE B BUH T 1 D4R S R ELOAANE, 1994). Bk, BHFABIA
HENEMHFERL—THERECLARMMPBERGTE (BEHXE, 1998). I
o, BATHLAMMARERBESHEENBEXRGZTHE, BEMEBELR
RRNBUMAMNRE. BROCALKRERSNRZHER TR EZE R
7, BREATEARZHRSTHEREFBLHMMTERERRERRZZSN
ABRBE (CRANIEE, 1991, 1994; Siepeetal., 1997). XM EE. HELH
FRFE X R A)F DNA G R K AT LLRR AP LR PR A T AR

& -2 Frw, k%iﬁ%#ﬁiﬁﬁ&%ﬁﬂ#ﬂ%" AR EHER,
%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ’f'ﬁﬁ@ﬁmn 7 %Eﬁﬂﬁ-&ﬂﬁnn P Eﬂﬁ{]ﬁ'f?iﬁiﬁjﬁ;
B 3R L4575 A R 22 FRAD @ F 'FWAT%H . ZFHA 50% FF T’:‘"ﬁﬁ*ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ
AUBTAKRHMSHE. BE, AIMBHESREEREEIRBIENEECE —
i FL R RMHHERIR. BEEARZHERE TS 20H, ARAEFRETA
R 3 AN, MEBEERAEIFE X, BB (F—4H)., PRHA (BZ4) FIEHR
(SE=). X F AR T Siepe 2 (1997) #4338, AATIELIARF U IRE 2
A2 AN HFAAGE B FR FAE Y |

HIHT B R (108K (White, 1969, Dempsey, 1975, Khon Kaen Field Crops
Research Center, 1987), B B HTA K MmMEFS “El Salvador” M RHF XK. El
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Salvador HEABZTEHERHLE Java, G NEFTER I T ZHHEM R
vulgaris (M) i viridis (£M). EEARZEHROSPTHREIX 5 LR
Z B X REE, SFBMSTIWAE T Hihmf, M2 NMENEET
ERETZHET AT, I TAERX~-EFHNERAE MRS R &M
(EREMERZEAMmM). #5FHR 2 ST AR 945 + R
AT B AR B, “Aockawa 3” ;23R E 1963 o Mk Eg 5| 33 B 1% 58 1 It B
NS (PEBREHTE, 1985), BEEHRFF, 2 MFFE “Ackawa 3”7
(Aokawa6 F1 Aokawa7) HIM R D AEARIKNA T (FERHAFMEFRA),
RIEREARZHFIE, Aokawa6 A HERAEIER “Aokawa 3”7 (FERRWIR
Fi, 1985), [Hitk, FEH KR Aokawa7 HEANE “Aokawa3”, NiZEIRFKR,
Sekkoul?2 & 80 ZFEALM”Aokawa 3"HF R REH BB~ MM (BR4AE,
1988),. THRAREMNMREEELE “Ackawa 3” AN[E], XMNFERTTHTHIE
ot A DL B S LLHR R PP AR B AR B R R A EE BT 1987
“Zhehong 8310” &## | (HFHi, 1996). 3 ik “Zhehong 8310” (Zhhong9-
Zhhongl0Q FiI Zhhong!1) A4t FARMS A+, RUMNERSRZHEIRTT
A REER, HEAIERE (M, 1996), RFE Zhhongl0 & “Zhehong
83107 M4 &, T HI 2 MKBMBTRIREM. TR, RIFATFIE HEREY
BREMAM, EENOERMFHEHETHLTAEERNEHEERERE. &0
NEREBHESREHEREE RS R IX SR R EEX LR F{EH—
AR RFEE. NETEARSHRELEFEWNLREF+ 28 N
BAETEE.

ERAR SR, A RAPD $OREEARSHEANE. M RAPD 4
B UEH, RERERSES IO #HHMEL RAPD 4 FIRiCMEEB £
FLEERF, EIASFREREEHE —RFME BT RSSENE, IERFRE
R R RAESELEE. Ft, DNA TREBEARBRAKS T EEHER
iRt

R AT SR 3R78 A9 30 4~ RAPD $RICH ST T L0 RR & o 18] AR FE UK B
ETE, RENMFHEBHAERSHREBIESRTLRK 3 MEESH. HF—M0X
a7 6 METFEEF ARG, BT Zhhongd BN AR BRIRH SFRSL, R
REMROFHBHRBAERFHYE. TFE (1980) HAEELHKRF
F 1008 SEMENEBERFAE SR, REE 1903 EEAHET H EATLHIN
X. FEEiEME NiESEEHERAEMANE. Zhhong? F Tainugs #57
Z KT b B35 3 BB TR AR ) Zhhongd TSR “Tainung 27 RS M & HE
A MRS PR T BRI B S Fh 2 — PR E T ERSRZER
SR BERENERRIRERR. |
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BT HAE 6 AEH, £XEFEE RN . Zhhongl0 (iE
2=H “Zhehong 8310” H Zhhongl3 ZRF MR, EX T BB T AR ETF. T
E R4 % T 1 Maruba8 f7515 Zhhongl3 BIEHIBiEXER, RPAX 2
E AR AMRIE . X B A E T RERESTEFTRBEY Ackawa7 EiRIRM®
. B—iRERS M Zhhongll 5—AT " HREEEHH M FT Yufengl4 KB R R
1835, Zhhongll BT EEEXEF BEEM Yufengld RIFM L. X 2 T RBFPERLS
B4 B iR kAR, EREEM .

AN TANEKE 2 AN EFP, Aokawaé 1 Sekkoul2, BREEFE. BRI

A S ERMIAR E BT AEAR RN A RS AP, ERMINBEIERRE
%%ﬂﬁ%&ﬁ@]‘“ﬂﬂh XH HH I T Sekkoul2 BB MM “Aokawa 3”
ch A VG H M, B—AFRAE SR

WFSTAESE T RAPD 4% F AR 10 2 M7 X 40 BR S F 2 8 AN A% 52 R HO R SO U A6
EIEEARNTFR, RE By MR AS TR SHRE B EEH TR
BFhAS L R4 TR ., ATFETIRIE RAPD 247 3518 B9 40 R S F 4% 28 B AR =\
R FT AN R R FUOR B AR, XS RBEHTIAHRAREFRREERHRRE
PR SR J A TARIR BBk s 2 TR IR B E M. ANFRIESEER
REMRIEM RO R R R ERRERRRERRETHEER —EREM,
T 98 T A R TR A4 FARIE B 1 4 SRR B T 40K PR R0 2 R R %
AR RESE
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FANE ARMRAREBELENRIERXRR AFLP 547

ARREHF EOMOEEIRS,T, Al 120 MFRIE, WLRR. ERK. S5

5, WRBETARSMAMERNTZH. ARGEEMBE roselle (H.
sabdariffa var. altissima) FEARBERR D LLRR. 1R 222 % 80 R4 BRASIE T-JE 0,
MR EMERXURRKERAEXTHEERHNEFZ RERRB RN L
A (Wilson & Menzel, 1964; Dempsey, 1975; FEFISFE, 1989 Z=FFE. 1990),

IR REARERHNRETVNETHINRBRNAE, BEREIREARE

PRI XER A,

WM, PEREEHITAMRBVUHEPEZR, FT 1900 FEE5,; B
T 1938 FELEAHBIZENE BT Java (Dempsey, 1975). AT T > #4R
/b B ST RS B EN AT BR R NIEH 3] N (Roxburgh, 1795-1819; Royle, 1855;
Hooker, 1875; Howard & Howard, 1910, 341 57 EN BE 0T 5 7.5 B b iy
WS G2 E . A, BRBFERLOMAEMOESE. TCAMEMBTRILEIRBT
BEBMEMIE (Howard & Howard, 1911), {HxTF 1900 EZ AL ETFHIE
BILFER . Bl EHA L FBA 20 2/ EFMHELBE(FAO, 1998; Liy, 2000),
BESSHACHEPNIHESAERETHRER.

BB AEF LK, EBE T RKENLRSER, R EfIERBEERE

Xﬂ%?“ﬁﬁnuﬁﬂ‘lﬂﬂ REEEZENEH.

RGBS AR 2R B ML E &

T ELBRATTOHL R A BB IR A L BT T AR (RTR A, 1991, 1994; Siepe

etal., 1997), BAIEBNEDIRR TR RAPD 4 FHiCREE e AR UL A
RAEMTNEEXER, BEFFAMHFM B RFE RS, FSA 2 DNA

% AR RS> (Cheng et al., 2002). Bk, HHE—S Rt FIEHEE)

LLRRFH R RIR B RNIBERR, FEDNA D TIRICHNAEEREN, B

M FiRiomERER,

AFLP (Amplified Fragment Length Polymorphism). MBI AFBRERESD
A, B Vos %(1995) K Wi —Fb 454 RELP i PCR #H AR A r9E: K 4H DNA 35
WA, LRARE R, REH DNA ZFEFHRBEIEANUEEEEY), YRR

WA EMATELMEER, RERSE

e A FOARILAC R 51 Y0EAT TRY 3,

Wy e G R B TR BT M, 5P A AR R T AR
B R e AT 4 B . R B o Yk 4 B B T L AR SR Y AR AR R BT Y
DNA fesr B, Bigfegse. JE. BERE, TR —RPELESEPHET
(Chalhoub et al., 1997; Briard et al., 2000). AFLP &t bR % Be U) 7 B AT 7047
faEarsE, FAFA PCR H%ZFhy 1 DNA FB, FHBT PCR KRR

RFLP MM ZHEARBTEE M.

R EZEER. LR HER T
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HEAH DNA F51E B2 5 (Prabhu & Gresshoff, 1994; Lu et al., 1999). AFLP
BERDTEHTREREYMHAFFENREES . HEZSEERMAFEE KR
WESEWMI, MAKE (Mavghanetal, 1996). FH¥ (Hongirakul et al., 1997},
M (Paul et al.,, 1997) K (Ajmone et al., 1998) « EH (Degani et al., 2001).
SER (Goulao et al., 2001). HE (Tomkins et al., 2001 ). 73 (Aytiil & Akkaya,
2001),

FEHFGENR: 1) B AFLP RN B SSE, MESHANR
I X B RIRT Z RLL R M EHIT RS, 2) MBI TERMEMEXER 3) 8
AELRR IRV . AR K B AT S R A A

6.1 FEHFE
6.1.1 FELF DNA $EEY
HEEEES 14 A EEN 23 BOBFR, EARE TR AR

LB, EARE, EHT 2HEEHBEMN. HEMET 20001 FE5 B 25
BHESHKEMMERAE, AESOMENESSTHNEERE (F6-1),
i F AFLP #i A% DNA SR EERE R, RIIRABINR(ERLE N CTAB
FEPT CsCl BRMETSBNIAKERF 3 RENSRAFHFREERSE
DNA, ZSEyE S, FEREREEXA I A E SR DNA 1 REH
W

6.1.2 AFLP #rHr R 2k 3
R %E GIBCO-—BRL 2 F ) AFLP Analysis System I {7 & 1 Promega
/N T Silver Sequence Staining Reagents i85, SkBAZBAN B RBH

Renl L, sgfEssh. BAEDSRAT:

6.12.1 X HEH DNA KR EIHEEEY)

25 wINRMEETESES vl SX B RNENRE [50 mM Tris-HCI
(pH 7.5), 50 mM MgAc;, 250 mM KAc], 400ng #FEZH DNA, 2.5U EcoRl,
2.5 U Msel, Z2H0RA. B, 37CEY 4-5 /MSE, T 70CHRIE 15 3 E
BeKyE, MEETKLE.

6.122 #LPIERE

£ LR R A 24 v BLIEBRERNE [EcoRl k5 pmol, Msel
#3L 50 pmol, 0.4 mM ATP. 10 mM Tris-HCI (pH 7.5), 10 mM MgAc;, 50 mM
KAc] 1 nl1T,DNAEEE witel), ERHES. BLOE, 37CER
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T (12 MED)

6.1.23 TF ¥

B S w189, A 40 ul T RS (0.25 mM dNTP, EcoRI 5|
4] (EcoR1+C )75 ng, Msel 3|4 (Msel+A)75ng), 5 u110X PCR &Mk (&
20 mM MgCh), 1 U EX Tag™ DNA B-&% (TaKaRa, Japan), Fi Eppendorf
Mastercycler Gradient 5331 PCR {¥ (Germany) #fT PCR #3%. PCR RNV &4
H: 94°C30 %, 56°C60 %>, 72°C60 ¥, -+ MER. W10 vl HFT K=Y
I 12%B S SR R kR B TR 1 25 L

6.1.2.4 1&FHEY |

BCS w1 MER 10 (E/EmTRT A4, MA 036 »lEcoRI+3 514 (27.8ng/
uh), 4.5 vlMsel+3 314 (6.7ng/ul, I mMdNTPs), 2 p110X PCR &¥#
(4 20 mM MgCly), 0.5 U EX Tag'™ DNA &8, MKEKE 200, AT
PCR #'#. PCR R4k 94°C30 ¥, 65°C30 %, 72°C60 ¥, MEEIE
SFIB KRR 0.7°C, {BHF 13 K. BEFHHAT 94°C30 %, 56°C30 8, 72°C60 0,
23 MEH.

6.12.5 ZHEABBIREEREE

U, A 9S% BT . BH | ml AR [ ml B
05% Z.BEF 4 0.5% K BEBSF0 Sul Binding Silane (Promega)], ¥[RJ7 RIS ERH
K. 54485, BFRABRKERE ISNLE, BREREE, EF 2K,
RIEE, B2 1 ml RBEREE % 8 - WEER - EAER) BRI R SRR
EHIE. 5 MG, ATRNRKERERESKRNOMBES. B - HEmEx
 gHERER. BRTFREBIFOANRFHER, ARAHESBEDRMNK

.

i) 6% R B ERR (191 TREN: B XONAMELRE, 70 M RE,
IX TBE B3k Wi), B 40 ml B 6% IR U FMBLAE KRB, I0A 200 ul 10%
SREE MR 50 ul TEMED, #4515 EEAA. BHERBAN T HRBERTE.
BRRS 2 ARENTER. BARAE REMFTHFRA—FFHRAR
OE s -

6.1.2.6 KERTARIK
2 F 26 7L Shelton B ¥k#%(Shelton Scientfic Mfg. Shelton USA ), {EII=X
30W FE sk 30 4réh. TESREMET MR IMASERK EFEZME (9856 F
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Bifk, 10 mM EDTA, 025%BME, 025% —HEE), 95050 5 48,
BIEFKLE. MESMEM B4 v, EIHER 30 W Bk, BHI-SX$T
BEER 23 KE, #Eibdyk, 73 et

6127 HLRE
IR S, b ﬁimﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁdﬂ AR A — B SR N 10% 895K 2
BREEHET, BEEZ 04028, ZUFREFARR. BEEREE 2 %,
B2 B8, BEFKE, BAREHE (2 RS, 3ml 37%FBET L 88
Ky &, BREED S . REFEEEKTRESSDEINEBIERE
(60g HERPANE T 2L B R 4°CTIM, Al 3ml 37% FEEH 400 1 10%
WARER PEE, BRESTEHEN. DASKE 10%KZBEE (B
WREHD, BRI S 4. HERKGRER 2K, ZRTORTE, TR
R EV BRSPS, SFERA.

6.1.3 EESW

MGREHIRE R R AFLP £, BNHEELIHB 17 M 407 R
e A Jaccard ¥ (a/n-d) HEBFARLMYE, s AT ENAEY, b B
FRERENESELAEN, » IEFRLEAR. HXERGIHE, UPGMA
ERESVURREMRE L HHRE NTSYS-pe Numerical Taxonomy
System 44780443347 (Rohlf, 1998).

LY

62 HR

2.1 BSBERRSHERNES

23 BLCARMTELR 2 REEHHENRARESTTE 62, LRONEN
PERTEHE, MRAEASTEERWE. KRN REERRIET AR, B
Wb S 30 B LUILERACREETT AR, T 23 A RRMMERR /N, BT Kenya
7. B, ZFW) 8 Sudan | (HERHTF. B ROMEEEA
Wi B — B RS, ABAURMERIEEE. BRET. &
RN L o %&%#ﬁaﬂﬁﬁﬂm%ﬂmﬁ%4ﬂ,ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁ
B SR, RERE “Keny” RHUMBBAY, BETYBIMHE.

62.2 AFLP R8s BB NRHAE R
FETME WIS S, FPY 3 4 o0 M X0 B 0 £ B Eerglades 71 F0
Guatemala 4 X AFLP Analysis System 1 87 64 SIS T RS
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Table 6-2 Morphological characters of the collected kenaf germplasm (Only one measurement for each variable was made)

62 LURRRN R IR M TSR

Code Seed weight Seed shape Seed hilum Stem color Leaf shape Flower color Maturityl
(2/1000 seed)
C108 25.0 Trregularly Yellow-brown, Red Palmate Cream Late
subreniform inconspicuons

Cubn 33.6 Idem Idem Red Palmate Cream Late

Gutd 26.8 Idem Idem Red Entire Cream Late

Gut? 35.2 Idem Idem Red Entire Cream Late

MasF 347 Idem Idem Red Palmate Cream Late

ElSa 29.9 Idem Idem Red Entire Cream Late

EVdl 26.0 Idem idem Red Entire Cream Late

EV71 30.2 Idem Idem Red Entire Cream Late

5459 31.5 idem Idem Red Palmate Cream Late

InSe 23.8 Idem Idem Red Palmate Cream Late

Tanl 32.6 Idem Idem Red Palmate Cream Late

Tan2 31.1 Idem Idem Red Palmate Cream Late

Aok3 26.2 [dem Idem Green Palmate Cream Late

SeCh 219 Idem Idem Green Palmate Cream Medium
IX51 29.8 [dem Idem Red Palmate Cream Late

KK60 327 Idem Idem Red Palmate Cream Late

Kras 26.6 Idem idem Red Palmate Cream Early

Flor 19.5 Idem Idem Red Palmate Cream Early

Sudi 12.5 Idem Idem Bronze Entire Cream Late

Sud? 323 Idem Idem Red Palmate Cream Late

SudT 36.2 Idem Idém Red Palmate Cream Late

Keny 9.7 Idem - Idem Green Deep palmate  Purple Extremne-late
Rama 33.1 Idem Idem Green Entire Cream Late

Noo2 233 Subreniform Brownish-red, Green Deep palmate  Yellow Extreme-late

conspicuous
Keay 26.3 Idem Idem Green with red Deeppalmate  Yellow Extreme-late
spot on node

! According to the days to 50% flowering from seed germination, Early: <130 days; Medium: 13 -165days; Late: 166-200 days; and Extreme-late: >201.
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Table 6-3 AFLP primer combinaticn selection using two kenaf accessions

% 6-3 2 GHBRATEIN AFLP 5|4 & (AR ARk

M-CAA M-CAC M-CAG M-CAT M-CTA M-CTC M-CTG M- CTT

E-AAC A B NR A B NR A NR
E-AAG c C C c C c B C
E-ACA  NR NR C B B B B NR
E-ACC  NR NR c C c B A c
E-ACG A A NR B B B B B
E-ACT B B B NR B NR NR NR
E-AGC A NR A B A A B B
E-AGG B B B B NR B A B

NR = No reaction

A =5 or more polymorphic fragments when comparing both accessions
B = 4 or less polymorphic fragments between both accessions

C = No polymorphic fragments in the two accessions
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Table 6-4 Polymorphism generated by six selected oligonucieotide primer combinations from the kenaf germplasm in AFLP analysis

#6-4 6 XA ST BN RN AFLP S EEEHRAEESR

Primer Total number of fragments Polymorphic fragments Polymorphic (¥4)
combination Al 25 23 Kenaf  2Roselle  All25 23 Kenaf 2 Roselle Al 25 23 Kenaf 2 Roselle
accessions accesSiONt accesgiong  2CCESSIONS  2CCESSIONS  aocessions accessions  accessions pecessions

E-AACM-CTG 104 82 5% 93 64 1 39 KL 2
E-ACCM-CTG 77 36 38 74 49 4 96 88 12
E-ACG/M-CAA 76 55 42 69 43 0 2N 78 ]
E-ACG/M-CAC 80 72 39 72 60 2 90 83 0
E-AGC/M-CAA 124 121 54 108 102 ¢ 87 84 0
E-AGC/M-CTA 99 90 57 89 78 0 90 87 0

Total. 560 476 287 505 396 5 Mean 90 B3 2




M1 23 45 6 78 9 1011121314 1516 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25

434

267

184

123

Figure 6-1 AFLP banding pattern of kenaf germplasm generated by the primer combination
EcoR1- AAC and Msel- CTG

&l6-1 7 H140 & (EcoRl- AACK Msel- CTG) 3 Hi (X 41 BRFh i 3% URAFLPH& 4 B i

(M) Size marker, PBR322 DNA/Hae 111 markers, (1) C108, (2) Cubn, (3) EVAL, (4) EV71, (5) ElSa, (6) Gu4, (7)
Gut7, (8) Tanl, (9) Tan2, (10) KK60, (11) InSe, (12) Kras, (13) SudP, (14) Rama, 15) MasF, (16) SeCh, (17)
Aok3, (18) Flor, (19) Sudl, (20) SudT, (21)1X51, (22) $459, (23) Keny, (24) Noo2, (25) Keay.
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C108  ~

EV4l
ElSa
Newly
Tani .
= derived
Tan2 subgroup .
Guat7
EV7I J
Gutd
Cubn 7\
1X51
InSe
- - Kras
Flor African
& Asian
SeCh subgroup
Aok3
T Rama
SudP
§459
I MasF
SudT /
] Sudl Wﬂd_&.
semi-wild
Keny kenaf
r—Noo2 j
Roselle
LKeay
I T 3 T 3 ¥ I 4 T T T T T T ]
0.30 0.40 0.50 0.60 070 0.80 0.90 1.00

Similarity Coefficiant

Figure 6-2 UPGMA dendrogram of genetic relationships of kenaf
germplasm, based on the Jaccard similarity coefficient from the
560 AFLP fragments.

E6-2 £URRPN T B R IR A% R R BRI AT AR
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(£ 6-3). ARAKIIMAEGHERNFHIERRA, WHNKA 0 & (W
E-ACA/M-CTT) F) 91 %& (E-AGC/M-CAA). F 49 35| MA-EFHKB T &4,
Hp RF 1 XT%I%*EAEEJXWﬁH‘ZHZIB?PIi 5%EL5 /UL EMI AL,
HHEF 51 M—CAA. M—CTG, E—AAC flE—AGC &4+ K 21
AN, AFIER 6 ﬁ%]%éﬂ*ﬁ%‘ (R 6-4) BT HELRFFERERIFL
@15

6 XT5IEE M 23 LM B 2 BRI E B BILFT A 560 &4
H, HF S05 FABEHEET (B 61 & X 64). ZH5EM 87%

(E-AGC/M-CAA) & 96% (E-ACC M-CTG), 4 90% (K 6-4). Ri{
AFLP #5 5 BB FI& R, IENIRMEWEESHBER TR, X 6 5t
SI7E 23 4L RRM AL AIFD 2 R BCBLRRAT LAl A FUZRB T 396 &40 5 &AM
&H. FHEXSIMERES/SHORME =LA EMEET 33.1 %

R 25 MR 505 & AFLP - Firid it E H L AR TTRE T RER
RE (B 6-2). BESITEHTHEAMBERE LEE—ENSE, THREL
FERMIBHZ A, ERERRES, BEARKHECMEXETLUSH3IAEE
f4H. 2 BB AR —A, THUREK 031 FIKFELREMAAEMRHEES
F. X2 HHBMLTFREER. EIMHEMRLCS 0.98. BAFMPEFL IR

“Keny” 1 “ Sud1” ZERNR B o 7R BRI A F A B A BB 2R B4 BRATRL 2 1R,
RAAFF A B KR4 HR A BE W AR R BR, B B2 RY
BT BRIE 28T SRR BAT B, ENMABIEREN 0.66. FiE RLLRRERER
AR BE-NKHAS, FAMZXEXATHERSHK2 M. BT 24HE8E
$1El “Tanl” F1 “Tan2 ¢, FRE UMM T MM R RE -NDE P, RIE
Yk “AEMTEHH/AN 7. AR, 3 R B TR ACEMB A BRE K “MasF 7, “84597
F1 “Cubn” HE7E “IEMEMDPAE” F. “FEHMEH/ANA" BILLFRFTFHE] FIAH
RS 0.72 B 0.85 Z[A. KEBHEXRERFTRLKMMEERE R /M.
BAPE TR “FRENA”, ERHEPEATHORSMEHEERN—TEML
Rt AR R SR . “ETIRAE/NE” B BRATELE AR LR BEE 0.67 21 0.85
Z.18).

4

6.3. 1T

63.1 LB ARBENLE

T A ENI RS EE—REBEEY, BAEMNNEAERED
B AT RS R RS R T A B R, LTRSS R RIS TS TH
F4 BR R RS ERE BIEE > (Dengetal., 1991, 1994; Siepe et al., 1997; Cheng
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etal.,, 2002). TRNEBIEF TR, R BRANTEE RGN 2 BB ALARE
MESRX TR, MEERTLAREHMEE. HR AFLP 24K AHFE
ERTEEBRE IS TFFER. ZEMN AFLP 2% —KF|H AFLP 475
WX RE Z AR R E A SOEGMHITSEE. TERBET 6 X5IAS
HIRBTHEEWN, BEENT 2HERSER LR/ N, &L
Ft, REA1 Z2MNGEEERENSIYVASHERBE®NIRIERESE
s e (8 6-1). FAILE T RAPD 1 AFLP HiE7E 4L BRFP B IR F
PSR, AFLP FEAFEMBFHR. EEEELT. 25X, &
BEN G 519/80M A ENS SE&HHHAERT RAPD 1% (Cheng
et al., 2002). AFLP B REL R FARIEREE FE L RAPD T B F AT,
AFLP i & Z AT EMR B EMHERINHR, SRER| AFLP HAE
HRATE LARIMEEN.. #EFRFH A (Aytiil & Akkaya, 2001; Tomkins et al.,
2001 ), ﬁ%,&M%ﬁﬂﬁAﬂpﬁﬁg B ARE LR R

-

632 AMMEREMNZANBEZCR

BAREHEEEEERVHEDRERFERFINBOEE B FERHTHN
4 RRF BRI H G REMEA TR, S —RERFE ZMR RN E
FRENNESIA., Bk, RIOPRBFEZ —HEFNHEMEEEXR
LR EAIT MR . TR AEEEZ AFLP 1880 B 2 # B 7w tH 4 BRFIEL
B AN EER, AFLP S REHBMBMEN—H. R\ AFLP &
FRORMNFNEESHBAZANREERIRT EMNES £ LT
¥, REHNTIIHERYIR. 2 BEERMAENRETREE D, XKBATHE
EHBOBRERBEXREY. |

BARTFEMABENESERBIAREUATURNEE, ERIE AFLP
Yoy B E L R R B ED R BB KR ETR, BUREIE 047085 £
6. AFLP 4373 RIBE AR B HERET — M AR EEXRE,
R L R B B T AR 2 K4 . BF AR AN PP AR R RI4H D R R KR (B 6-2)
B A KR “Keny” FEBFAEHKR “Sudl” BRARBRMAMLREIFARAL
i\, FIE “Keny” BHF TR “Sudl” MEIETHRERTNARR. XX
1R F H X NRREE, BREINFERSZHANEREENEF.
RPN B A R RIS BRAR L, BRI L RIS T KT LR AT EDN
Y ERIF A  R FR BRE 2 N E K ER R T AMENRILRERH~ET
AT o

MIFTIA AFLP 247 503, sh 8 M4l BRAT S0 2 /s “ SRS AN T
N OFD SR IRAE /N, K BRIV B JEH AN T U BB 2% B AL R A LR R TR E
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etal.,, 2002). TRNEBIEF TR, R BRANTEE RGN 2 BB ALARE
MESRX TR, MEERTLAREHMEE. HR AFLP 24K AHFE
ERTEEBRE IS TFFER. ZEMN AFLP 2% —KF|H AFLP 475
WX RE Z AR R E A SOEGMHITSEE. TERBET 6 X5IAS
HIRBTHEEWN, BEENT 2HERSER LR/ N, &L
Ft, REA1 Z2MNGEEERENSIYVASHERBE®NIRIERESE
s e (8 6-1). FAILE T RAPD 1 AFLP HiE7E 4L BRFP B IR F
PSR, AFLP FEAFEMBFHR. EEEELT. 25X, &
BEN G 519/80M A ENS SE&HHHAERT RAPD 1% (Cheng
et al., 2002). AFLP B REL R FARIEREE FE L RAPD T B F AT,
AFLP i & Z AT EMR B EMHERINHR, SRER| AFLP HAE
HRATE LARIMEEN.. #EFRFH A (Aytiil & Akkaya, 2001; Tomkins et al.,
2001 ), ﬁ%,&M%ﬁﬂﬁAﬂpﬁﬁg B ARE LR R

-
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BAREHEEEEERVHEDRERFERFINBOEE B FERHTHN
4 RRF BRI H G REMEA TR, S —RERFE ZMR RN E
FRENNESIA., Bk, RIOPRBFEZ —HEFNHEMEEEXR
LR EAIT MR . TR AEEEZ AFLP 1880 B 2 # B 7w tH 4 BRFIEL
B AN EER, AFLP S REHBMBMEN—H. R\ AFLP &
FRORMNFNEESHBAZANREERIRT EMNES £ LT
¥, REHNTIIHERYIR. 2 BEERMAENRETREE D, XKBATHE
EHBOBRERBEXREY. |

BARTFEMABENESERBIAREUATURNEE, ERIE AFLP
Yoy B E L R R B ED R BB KR ETR, BUREIE 047085 £
6. AFLP 4373 RIBE AR B HERET — M AR EEXRE,
R L R B B T AR 2 K4 . BF AR AN PP AR R RI4H D R R KR (B 6-2)
B A KR “Keny” FEBFAEHKR “Sudl” BRARBRMAMLREIFARAL
i\, FIE “Keny” BHF TR “Sudl” MEIETHRERTNARR. XX
1R F H X NRREE, BREINFERSZHANEREENEF.
RPN B A R RIS BRAR L, BRI L RIS T KT LR AT EDN
Y ERIF A  R FR BRE 2 N E K ER R T AMENRILRERH~ET
AT o

MIFTIA AFLP 247 503, sh 8 M4l BRAT S0 2 /s “ SRS AN T
N OFD SR IRAE /N, K BRIV B JEH AN T U BB 2% B AL R A LR R TR E
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“JePHFILINA”, B 3 MEEDILEMB LRI E “MasF”. “S459”
“Cubn” W IREIZMA . XREAIFEMHMTMELIRME R BIEXR T20EER, ©
MXSXEMPARMBEREE EFE+0EFHNEER. “MasF” RHERRLE
WIEHERZ REMR, CELSWRETSHAME “SudT” XERIE.
“S4597 L M 45-9 Fr R R IEE H AR AR 45 48 R SLF (Cook et al. 1995),
BREMFETERE “45-9 HR” WREMELREMIER, “S459” S Fh N
ZEFBHARRO R BREDF, RABRELHKRETFERBPIETHBLE
£ (Wilson & Menzel 1964; Wilson 1978), T BZERCREH, “S459” 52
mAEPH EE “SudP” F “Rama” XEAKIE. “Cubn” #HEEIT “EI Salvador”
Fp R AN H A ER B PO TV Java ROF 50 T% U5 (6] A 29238 T 1% B I (Dempsey, 1975),
“Cubn” FFREPERBSENERATHE “IX51” EHFKFE Ei#EEX
RBLE . E\Z AFLP #AREFIAMFF AR RBAERAFTHTFER, HFER
NFRZ FRREFM B REER LR EIIBRERE.

“PIRAE/NA” BIET MEEPFILEMM Java MEBELTIET HEHM
B. B-RIUEAXRKHARERE, 4 8. GBI ERAHT BiEMNE X
REMAEARMMEETMRE ZEAMTRE (Wilson & Menzel, 1964;
Dempsey, 1975). 5 MEXEHRME P EFRN LB EZAF. 17
EEHEMN “El Salvador” MRPIFIEB A, 508 M “El Salvador” F#ERFHh
BAEYBBRER Java BEBRENXTHETHESPEFTMWRY . Dempsey
(1975) §UiR El Salvador M RR™TENE R Java, ZFXBEFHEIEE
RIENFEFD & vulgaris (M) H viridis (M), ZFHET 1942 EHF (B HE,
SRR F LR BB, ABISTESE T TS I 40 BRI i 4R 38
EHXR., 20 EEME “Tant” M “Tan2” BF 1950 F£ M “EI Salvador” 7
AP EHEEEH(FCES, 1970), 61z MR RMHEEFRITNEEXR.
Pz RIELBRAD RN AR R BB A N “ET Salvador” SRR HRH. ER
T “Cobn” B “JFEWMFAMEM/NE” FLLSS, “ElSa” MERGAIERE “Fr
JLEANA” b, (BEAENERHAR. “FlSa” RIBE RIEFARIFEXEIE, NN
Tyt el A48T . 1B R & El Salvador M AR EAMW “Cubn” RAETMME T,
KRS BEEEANREYTBESNERENEEFHIRFECHERP =
LT AT

6.3.3  ZLRRIHER IR %5

RANE R 4 2 AR PR R AR HEIR—F, XKEHEZTFANFLRERTIF
W (Wilson & Menzel, 1964; Dempsey, 1975; Xiong, 1989; Li, 1990), ERIITZ
AR B A RETHIEERZHFFANIER (Wilson & Menzel, 1964; Dempsey,
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1975 X T i 5t B & B 34T 40 BRAT M Ab 38 3 1 2 7 8 YU VR K Bt B4R v AV AN 2
—AMERE. MAXMRRBNNEETEH/MAEMCERE H, BA T LR
BERIERA— T T RFMEL XM RE. EEERPRD, BA1ET AFLP 4
PR RIS R TAMBERTIEMNREKR. REBFEOMRL KRB B
AR IR T G Fr Z (Al RIE R BE S IRT, BIERERILO Rt AR 4 3E i BF A Fn 2
FAEIBRNRBRMFEEFEREEENRERE (B 6-2). FFALMKERETIEMN, iy
MR AT, AP RRBERE. EAEN B TR RN R A %1 K BF 4= F0
FITRBWORZ AR EENEFLRE, LFERMPARKRCBEE. X
X AFREFEMERMLEMEEETHMNEENBESHEENESERRY
HIRFE .

TN AR BB I F A RERERAITERETENIKRTK . HBiE
MHEREE, T 20 AV EREMNIEHSIBIENEIF TR T m k1 F 55
(Dempsey, 1975). HEH & 3R B A0 A EN & 3 2 18] B SCAL 32 W 56 X 20 R M JE
BREHEETHERNEENEMN. ERRFEEROET REMTEMER. A
AFLP 43 ¥748 7~ B 36 S0 41 R F0 0 4 40 K 2 18] 43 45 95 R R BA PN K M RO 40 Bt
BLAEFEEEFTNBRRE, SUIHTRBAKRTEHESIDOE, REEEIT
HEMER.

UL BR SN “EISa” F “MasF” 7E 20 42 40 FAHE 5] B IL3EH,
MREETEAZESIMABEMAENEF. KEPILEMB K RAKEME
HE S Java AWM “ElSa”. H, CMNERE “HIRESA” F, REEIN
T M Z BHEEXRAANL. “FIREDH” PEEFEENEES ELE
=E, ANEFHOHREERRRETRAMER, XNIFETF L8Rk
ORI RRIE T R A (A1 Hb I O B L0 BRI R BT R 1R) B 1A% AR R R Ak I B
TUMKEE. £%. ARAURLKRMEEANRERFERNETHRR. @37
Wﬂ@%%ﬁTﬂﬁ#ﬁﬁ%¢%rﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁmﬁﬁa I FH RO R B
R EF 0 BEERNE X
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