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Chsldll s Luin 910 Msng dlas 130 (o ST 3 i Legi 3650 <yl Las dygms (B Byl Al gl 23 50k
il «Prunoideae duas el iy s Prunus KY. Guis geull daludl 8 syl Zalgl) (ulin) ey alg)xial)
P.) Ghall idie ¢4l ZpaaY) o ey ulinl) e TS Tase acs 3llg candsll HLEN1 <3 Rosaceae 4l
P. cerasus ) _asall Sy o(P. salicina Lindl) SWUl) #4alls « (P .domestica L.) s sY) &sally «(persica L.
.(Burgo et al, 2007) (P. armeniaca L.) Jiwidly ((P. aviumL.) slall 5 <y ¢(L.)

gl Jala Gailadg gyall JSGg (A8)oll USG9 caSolu Cun (e P. cocomilia ) P. ursina Ky cilu)all (e i
gsll b e s s P. wrsina ol Balls (1975) 5 Davis, (1965), ¢ JS s «(Donmez and Yildirm, 2000)
.P. cerasifera

Loyl by hady sladl Lol abils cavams «(gyod) dalud) & il gsall glsl ST n P wrsing Ky Gl 2 asy
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Ggall bl el b dauld Jsas dkadi (Mullis ef &/, 1986) J& (e ey Al Polymerase Chain Reaction
oo A ey mans of (S @lls Aiall Chisdl GRS L Aiall Gldsal Ge aaall gy sla b Cuale Gua
.(Baydar ef al., 2004) 3l cpnilly Gl maly 3 Jlad IS0 Leadlis Calags o oSasg Al Cilays yaaty clgany
5SI ¢ (Simple sequence repeats—SSRs) 5, il 5yl bl o Microsatellite  cudlilug )Saall <l piiga 2a3
sl gl lulys gy «lildl) vie Sholl Cpmeailly sl ol Aaipally AN Glal) 8 deatisd) Asiall clal)
Zhang et al., 2002; Zheebentyayeva et al., 2003; Choumane ) dslsalls 4slall )51 acay o Gl e
.(et al., 2004; Khadari et al., 2007; EL-Mouie et al., 2011a, 2011b; Al_Jallad et al., 2012
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038 (pana Al Il Al (Gsllly SNy ALl Esally Gradially (Ghall) ainll 138 plsd Gaia lgalatnul dulSa) ekl
e ot b naall sl 5ok o A8l A Al AnlSe) Slubal) sas) ekl 85 . (Mnejja ef al, 2004) ¢l
21 Jual e Tag) 18 s 2 .(Gouta ef alk, 2010 ) SSR cilialy 10 alasinly @lldg dusg )s¥ls 45051 bl Calial
Aol Al g (DA (e Bk 22 o sl culil) CaiS e Wgiysh Ghall asiin (e Byshaall EST-SSR oy lag
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sl Lot auiig (youl) Jaludl & Bl P, ursing ol g6a g5 0a okl Gal) Chuagill e Y OIS 0 sl aclyd
lealazany cg gl 12gd sl ol e alailaall g iy sl chuugyaall plall sl cillall (e 528 Sl Jaing e Gk
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tdand) ik .2
:(DNA) i)l salad) (it 2.1
oadainy) Bl dsass Shng Osla (b paba¥) (e LS saill Bss Bhg) e g 0.2 oads ok oe DNA (dlasa)
(1.4M NaCl, 20mM EDTA, 100mM Tris—=HCI, pH8, 2% (e (s<alls 2 65 oalull (Kahl, 2001) Jaxd) CTAB
. B —mercaptoethanol sale (e 2% 44 ciladll (CTAB, 1% PVP 1%
1 taysis sl 24 (e S gde (30 Nilas Lena 4] Cal & cAkd 35 5al °s 65 Bl e e alas 3 el (s
Aoy Judl) dlans DNA Lo (golall Sl Jassgll Juad @y 2oy o3 223 20 830 (Sl Shell e amgg cJaalg sl Jsas
J5aS 1 a)s3s )5S e (o filae pns 4l Bye 4] Cnialy wan gl ) Jiis €2 20 ey ¢33 10 52 428y 3)50 5000
ALl Cagylall iy dlaal) carely (1:24) daalg3)
3/2 Jana silig g n¥1 JoaS dilialy Jo 2 das Banin ) e (ggins (3 Sl dawsgll Jas P& (50 DNA Casnsi o
—20C° pha Ay ol apll Glisll ¢S5 Ldana (e
B dasol) dadial o5 (dads 15 521l (v 4 Bl dapo e d28y/5)50 10.000 de o Judil) 3yb (e DNA cilivis Curas
10.000 & e JEIL s 5 03 (305 %76 L AN JoaSIL il 550 DNA Qo 23 sl ¢ 8 8 DNA aieas
it 8 i) sha dapn o de b add Candd DNA &5ig Jsasl anind L4283 10 5240 4C° 5l a dapy o d2da [ 5y50
cpladinl) cpal o 4 A Jadag cpinall lakall oWl (0 200 ML
:AlugSh (Slaslly PCR cdlelis 2.2
(2 Js2all) DNA (s 3 Lgalasnld SSR ok (50 T (17) Llis)

(§ 40 oS o) g i g Ay ) Aal pal) b Aaadial) cilisld) ) 951 .2 Jgaad)

EESEEgT
Seadeal) | (&R gall) cialgl) LA (g 51 5l Sealeatl) UL AaaL) sl
(Co)
TPScp8sF S-AGAACA AT@I@? TAAAGT TAA 52 Ohta et al., 2005
1
5'-TGA AAG TAA AGG AGC AAT
TPScp8R AAT A -3/
TPScp9F >-CTCAAG GGCTA_gG AAT CTAAGG 55 Ohta et al., 2005
2 5-CCGTTTTTTGTGATTTCTTTCT
TPScp9R Y
; | CPSCT039F S-GCCGCAACT :SGT AAG GAATA- 58 Mnejja et al., 2004
AY426224 R | 5'-TCC ACC GTT GAT TAC CCT TC -3
EMPAOOOF | O CATGATCTG ;AC TGG GAATC- 58 Clarke et al., 2003
4 ’
EMPAOOOR | O -AGA GGG CAA E;'AAAAAGAC GC -
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CPDCTO022F | 5-TGATCGGCG TCTCCTTTATC-3' 54 Aranzana et al., 2002
5 | avesoasor | O AAAGCAAGC 2\'(56 CAA ATG AA -
BPPCTO7F 5-TCATTG CTC GTC ATC AGC-3' 54 Dirlewanger et al., 2002
6 sppcTo7R | 2 CAGATT TCTAGQ:A GTT AGC GGT
BPPCTO038F STATATT GTTGG_S,C TTCTTG CAT 55 Dirlewanger et al., 2002
7 ’
BppCTO3sR | > TOA AAG TGA g,'AC AAT GGA AGC
cpscTozaF | 0 TCCTCATTT G,ﬁe TCTTGT GGA - 54 Mnejja et al., 2004
8 ’
Avazeoig R | O -TGC CCAATT T3('3AAAACTT TGT -
cPDCTOsa F | O CAGAAC CTTAT_;G rrreeecrt 58 Aranzana et al., 2002
9 ’
Avee7l R | 2 CGTCGTATT 'I3':AG TGC CGT TG -
CPDCTO14 F | ° TCCAAAGAA g,AA CEGAGAGG- 56 Aranzana et al., 2002
10 -
Avessi R | 2 GAAACT CAG ;’GG CAC AAT CG -
cPDCTO37 F | ° TCC TCAACA ;G GCAAACATT - 54 Aranzana et al., 2002
11 -
Avesaar | 2 CAACTCACC ;’TC AGC AGC AA -
B CPDCTO045 F S-TGT GGATCA A3C'5A AAG AGAACC 56 Aranzana et al., 2002
AY862482 R | 5'-AGG TGT GCT TGC ACATGT TT-3'
CPDCTO47 F | > TCAAAAACA C3CC ATTATT GAA- 52 Aranzana et al., 2002
13 ,
Aveear R | O AAACAT TTA GsGG CTTGTT TGG
UDA-001F | > CATATAGGG ;CA AGG GAG TG- 58 Testolin et al., 2004
14
5'-AAA TAA ATA TAT ACA CAC ACA
BV102468 R CAC AC 3"
UDA-005 F | O CATCAC ACACC_'g‘fA ACACAAATG 58 Testolin et al., 2004
15 .
Bvi0goR | >"GCATTGTGC '3I"CT TCATGG AC -
UDA-012F | 5-CCT CCG GGG CTC TTA TAA AT-3' 58 Testolin et al., 2004
16 | o\ iooa7oR | 2 "ATG TGT GAT GGC CAG AGCTT -

37
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UDA-025 F | 2 TCCAGAAAG ;TG CACTGG TA- 57 Testolin et al., 2004
17 ,
BVi0247g R | 2 -AAAGCT GCT Tg,:xT TCG TGT GTG-

1.5mM MgCI2 5 PCR buffer te 1X a5a5:5 (DNA (s sl il (50) e sina Tl 5 S 25 anay PCR Jelis ga]
.DNA Taq Polymerase <aiill asjil (pe 5asls duarl asgg ¢Aiols IS (e 2 UM 5 ey clasisa€sull mie 3 200UM 5
04 55 o dads el palaatl dAlaje 853 IS e €853 (37) (e G5Se alin s (@hall Ohsdl) Sles (8 SASA) Cussal
(G 72 A e dady (1) sad ALY S ¢(2) Jeanll Ty ey JSI Aasliall dajall e sass A2ds 520l Bl Vls s
o e @8 5 sadd clisal) Guimaiy gy (e 94 Anpll e (352 5 5aa DNA Judlad sl Jos ddee gealipl 3o
o0 12 Bl
0 (sSall 3X Jaaatll Jils e 3L 20 PCR 1) cdle i zilgs (e 3l (e 3%l clisall Jsaa o3

e Jle (10 mM NaOH, 95% formamide, 0.05 % bromophenol blue, 0.05 % xylene cyanol FF)
deliinly «cilgd 200 5220 1X TBE Jilus paca SeSll Do)l didee cansals <0.4 MM dSlass 6% S5 aaadl <Y
cs3send) leSl Da)ll Sles e e L 52e ol 60
d5a5s el g Aol Cuai 830 (0.5MQ/L) o521 dnagpm Aedhgl) gl (DNA cilinal SlyeS (Slal) dlee elgnl any
.Gel documentation (sfigilly jgaill Slgas UV Lsuind) (58 42
:g.s‘l.«aa‘g\ Jalasl)
Adbaal adlsall e QA Gle ol sy e AVA (0) 5 (1) cuail) alaie) 5 Cus cJglan b pudaill il Cilans
Jalae lual Numerical Taxonomy and Multi-variant Analysis System (NTSYS-2-PC) zalill alasiul
.Cluster analysis (Rohlf, 1993) dusiiall Jdlaill le alaie Yl 4all cillabadiae cliadly 5kl G 4l
:Nei (1987) 4lal Wy dusg yaal) Dlasdl degana (an Genetic Diversity (G.D) sl gsull

G.D= n(1-Y, P?)/(n-1)

tus

AL 2ae in
c sl (gl (Ao B IS IS A 1P
:Addlially giladl
SSR clialy e lag) (17) Jual (e a9 & 0l ccoall 553 0 5305 35 (1 3352 Lall DNA e Jabat il <l
Liaf asng bl e lagy (1) pladials Julaill 5ol cun (B gl clisal) o &y Glls RIS e 5,08 il
Ayl L) A3hl adlsall o Alleles cilall szl Aug ) ilill 21S 3 Monomorphic allele Sl Tasls

(3 Jsaadl) adsallf Luuf 2.3 0,8 davisiarg (b (14) ) deay IS dans 018 Aoy cin o Lo Bl ol #1550k

Choumane et al., Syrian Journal of Agricultural Research — SIAR 7(1): 14-25 February 2020




20

2020 ! sfblud 25-14 :(1)7 e i & pasll Ly puad) Uaal] — (9305 o gl

25 5 baige 17 o Lo Joaniall i) iLall JSH sanl) o ang (ALaally duliall) [lae¥! G adlgall 1S el 13)
O g paal Glaliall b 55 il iy o Gl 2o adine b BT 30k Lee adsallflng 1.47 o)8 augias Lud
cysndl Jall)

TPSCPIR) adsall e 0.37 e 4ad Cingling ccbinall o lislis cajelal A &) 28Dl allgall Ao Sl gl )3
854/0.45 538 Lusies (CPDCTO14 | AY862451) 5 BPPCTO38(R+F) cusisall e 0.51 5 (TPScp9F/
S upnal) Gl £53 aaine b Slad dnsall sl sl gsil (e sl gaull sl da (S5 Y (3 Jsaadl)
Jae of a3 Gheall glae dlaal) e 11 1 gdlsall e ol goill Jane Cun Slae¥) gpns (17) ) g8lsal 23S L33
IS Sl DS Jalas 305 Sy 43680 dalaia ST g5 01588 2,38 Jawssias (K5 0.51 5 s s Lzl sl g5l
(Liys Taise 17 J520ma Ty 17) SSR lialy

B S chalal (i ol gty cugpaall shaliall (3l Eo Slad) G e il g paall slaliall 3 sl gomill o8 i
) Dl g il (3halie e e (SSR ) deaiisll cpisall of (e a2 e ccpnll (po Bl Al adlsall e
3% oo L) Wle @bl zus . (Weber and Wong, 1993) duall i€l el & yually jshail) desjus slalial) (e 203

Udupa and ) saaall WIAY (4S5 dilee ol gluie pe bl ddee Can ol DNA U i) ddee ol Shaadsd) ansil

.(Baum, 2001
A g paall ual) & 53 5ok aie () s g ol abg G oall (i Alliial) SSR ) @l gal () AN 220 3 Jgand)
Sealeal) o8 Primers it G ‘:’m‘ e ‘“’SU.JS‘ &}d‘ .
il g 53 22l 5l) 22 gal) Genetic diversity
No. of alleles (G.D)
2 TPScp9 4 0.37
4 EMPAOQO 2 0.43
7 BPPCTO038 2 0.51
10 CPDCT014/AY862451 2 0.51
13 CPDCTO047/AY862437 2 0.43
16 UDA-012/BV102472 2 0.45
£ saadl 14 2.7
b giall 2.3 0.45

el ol sl (e lagy 17 pasiuls lgde Jeaniall il (bt i ssms A3)lae Ll Tobiel seaal Jylanll Crarsinl
St S G A e gl sl el ahie potl g el cliaal) Gl aadl Jelaey il 4Ll
s Al S gliall oy Sk JY) m ¢ty (ae b e g paall Call 23 5l pes g Al i gl

claasy Qllly 5 ok AV gl s
L 3ol dead) Jales (1S Cam syl A5l aBlsall ZAIS e o) JiLally Aalaial) (it (yo A sundll Zlygl) 5Ll cijucs

O el Lgmny ga Aiaall sl 5ok Aijlhe die aalsl) @gall e ol sl il s Les el gl ey
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OS5 52y desana (e lang s dling S (aBge )b sl S A aBlgall yh G Ay GBI 25
3ol Jalaa) Lilys ageinad QY1 oa Al o (age Syl of ) el 038 i eall gl agi Lasd sl sl Jalaa

Al ki e Tasen 1591 i oy Al )kl &8sl )kl ol o glial) dileys 5l calS L (ke = sl
oo Llas dloaiie cilS Al GRSl adsal dalill 5kl e J3) caginl ¢l e sane 3l Talaiay ) ¢ il a
Cna Glly Qllly Gluae adse 3yl Ll degend) Cien (016 dall glus g 2 Jalae A desendl )k
deganall 3k oo Wy a5 R il i V) 00,07 et Lad bl andl Jales slats aly ¢ Shll sl (e dle (s5innar

BRI

KAl
EKAZ
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Kl
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T rrrrrrrrrrreeererrr-
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Coefficient of genetic distance

SSR ciydije il Ao Talais) dugaal) uall fsd b oo Al sl Audll Jabada .1 S

1
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b =
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siaal) o 25 Laa ¢ mitia Lgin Lad Sl aadl Jalaa o W) AaE8al) aBlgall 55l oo Ay BN 35ap (e pl) e

o Lug el GhL A ey Hladl) BIS gl ) LAy paall Ghld) 8 Gl 53 g e Sl sl agiid)

5y0aall) g2l &85l aBlsall (e Lok 36% e caibialy (ol e Tagy 11 2 8yal) dusgpaall Al adlsall (10 %64

Yo Ladtie 2abidl) A aalss qauds 2o OIS 38 Aulad) 4805l adloall o a4l ) dilaa) (@bl e 253l 6 4

Ghlial) & call 53 et sl ol (g (alins ey Al aBlgall o3 gl caayat ) cliball (s5iua mliad) e

ey Las Baalgl) dalaid) e Gl Aahaall ghalia) clie o OIS GRY) o e aST ae cgysudl daludl (e dusg yaal

ccfian S A3hl Rl g g Aty Aalaiall dljaal) gl sl

Criaal dypglie dba (24 ) e SieVL (geball Caragill (gl (gl Qall i 551 (2017) (uals pomal dudy

DA A pa e Basly degana ain Sllg Gliall dilayy ok mend Al Jalada el ¢ Lally (31)5¥15 Jla3Y) clialse

S pdige & pupiiiall K2 5 KT phhhall yaily cBaaly desane e adlsall Lt 5k Caeisi s (Al L duadiie

5Ll Al Cagylall 3 AN ) dgm Aanslsdysally diiall ctiahall Cp g5sd) 8 DAY 13a (Al de e e

oAb 4 e (G sl Caasil) 283 Lad dgais chanslsdypall paibadl) o ulid U8 5 ally uhl allse b

OSB8I 03 luhal e paal) Sy AT Gl e lhlee Cilias ) AIKAY Claalpall Gulia) Uy Al gyl

Vs SSR lialy alasinly 4ol dad pe d3aall (0.87) aiad cialy Cus Wle ointll) (it e sanall (g 4l

Lhall dapn waaal o) (A s )y 8 Kadkhodaei ef all, (2011)4d) Juasi Lo g Aol oda ailimg (0.75) caly

39 4 5 SSR il (g zloil 9 alazinly dumglshysall ailiadlly Aiall Gilbadll e Talael 5l o Blb 53 o

Aasinls 4Ll we 43)le (0.59) aiad cialis Wle IS agledysal) aplinll Javsgia of Ayl w5l jelal Cun (ijglae dia

(0.23) 4308 il s SSR il

ralaliiay)

Sl gloall G (et (g g5 5ngg g (8 Dbl Ghlall Gma b degydall Gl msd el g s )l 3sas

Lala i) dalanl) & Lamiall qall #ea

raluagill

sl e &bl Sllal) Ga ST L o Jganll AT 3hlie ga all Foalsuns )b e ol psal) duhs daibia

gl Commenilly Al gealy (B GnY Lghe Balinndll s mane (& al) G0 (e Audiall Ll Jais

aalal)

Lgaladiin) AilKafg Ada Lol dakaiall & spiiall Prunus ursina Ky call #sa el 2l 3 phall 4us . (2017) slia czgra
e ¢ Anala el AS o) 5iS0 dag phal cctiliyglll A Jpeals

Al_Jallad, T.; W. Choumane; and M. Hmeshe (2012). Characterization and estimation of genetic

diversity in two syrian chicken phenotypes using molecular markers. International Journal of
Poultry Science. 11 (1): 16-22.
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Abstract

The target of this research was the molecular characterization and the estimation
of genetic diversity of trees belonging to P. ursina in the Syrian coastal area. This
study was conducted during the period started from 2016 to 2018. 35 trees
(genotypes) were collected from (6) sites (Jabla, Kasab, Drekesh, Kab, Brmant
AL mshaeh and Msiaf) and were used for DNA analysis by 17 SSR primer pairs.
The results showed that out of 17 primer pairs, only 6 were polymorphic and
produced 14 different alleles. Number of alleles ranged from (2) to (4) with a
mean of 2.3 alleles/primer pair. The genetic diversity was estimated for each
locus and ranged from 0.37 (TPScp9F/ TPScp9R) to 0.51
(BPPCTO038F/BPPCT038R) and (CPDCT014/AY862451). Dendrogram based
on genetic distance results was established and two groups were obtained. The
first group included samples from Brmant AL mshaeh, Kasab and Jabla, while
the second group had samples from Msiaf, Kab and Drekesh. Samples from
Drekesh were the most distant. No variation was detected between samples from
the same site, but found among the different sites. Level of genetic diversity in
P. ursina was low in the sites investigated, therefore there is a need to continue
collecting more samples from other sites to detect the genetic diversity of p.
ursina and keep them in gene bank gene bank in order to use them in future
genetic improvement programs.

Key words: P. ursina, Molecular characterization, Genetic diversity, Syrian
coast.
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