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Assessment of genetic diversity of guava (Psidium guajava L.) using
SSR marker for application in guava breeding program
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ABSTRACT: The genetic variation of germplasm and accurate selection are important factors in the success of a
breeding program. The objectives of this study were to identify Simple Sequence Repeat (SSR) markers for studying
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the genetic diversity of 68 Psidium guajava (P. guajava) varieties in germplasm and to study association of SSR
marker with the leaf, peel, and pulp color of guava including used to verify hybrid guava varieties. The results
indicated that fifty SSR markers showed DNA amplification. The Polymorphic Information Content (PIC) was found
to have an average value of 0.31. Notably, six SSR markers exhibited a high level of PIC (>0.5), namely mPgCIR32,
mPgCIR132, mPgCIR139, mPgCIR150, mP¢CIR383, and mPg¢CIR446. These markers proved effective in distinguishing
different guava varieties. The result revealed genetic divergence between P. guajava and Psidium cattleianum.
Within the 68 varieties of P. guajava, a similarity index ranging from 0.30 to 0.99 was observed, leading to the
identification of two clusters and six clades within a subgroup. Moreover, this work demonstrated the association of
SSR markers with pulp colors such as pink, red, and purple. The marker mPgCIR153 was linked to pink pulp, while
the marker mPgCIR446 was associated with both red and purple pulp. Additionally, the study confirmed the
detection of five guava hybrids using these SSR markers. Therefore, utilization of SSR markers and understanding of
the genetic diversity in guava will prove to be essential tools. This knowledge can be harnessed to improve the
breeding and cultivation of guava varieties with specific pulp colors.

Keywords: guava; microsatellite markers; genetic diversity; pulp color; cross breeding
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Table 1 The list of guava cultivars and the color of leaf, peel, and pulp in this study

No. Cultivars Leaf color Peel color Pulp color Origin/Pedigree

1 Baidang Variegated Variegated Pink -

2 Bangkok Apple Green Green White India x Vietnam

3 Beaumont (Daeng Hawaii) Green Green Pink Hawaii

4 Chanjin Variegated Variegated White -

5 Chompoopuntip Green Green Pink Taiwan

6 Daeng Red Red Purple -

7 Daeng Pijit 2 Red Red Red Daengbangkok seedling selection
8 Daeng Tubtim Siam Red Red Red Vietnam x Philippine
9 Denkhunwang Green Green White -

10 Farunghom Green Green Pink -

11 Fongmeehong Green Green Pink Taiwan

12 Hongjuanshue Green Green Pink Taiwan

13 Hongphaoshue Green Green Pink Taiwan

14 Hongpheehong Red Red Purple Taiwan

15 Hongta Green Green White Taiwan

16 Hongxin Green Green Pink Taiwan

17 Jeeb Green Yellow green White -

18 Jeensaidang Green Green Pink -

19 Jernju Green Green White Taiwan

20 Kaimook Green Green White Taiwan

21 Kaimook Daeng Green Green Pink Taiwan

22 Kaimook Taiwan Green Green Pink Taiwan

23 Kaochowwang Green Green White -

24 Kaomuangchon Green Green White -

25 Kaodanchang Green Green White -

26 Kheenok Srichomphoo Green Yellow green Pink -

27 Kheenok Bailex Green Yellow green Pink -

28 Kheenok Indonesia Green Yellow green Pink -

29 Kheenok Saidaengt1 Green Yellow green Pink -

30 Kheenok Saidaeng#2 Green Yellow green Pink -

31 Kheenok Saikao Green Yellow green White -

32 Kimju Green Green White -

33 Kimju Daeng Green Green Pink -

34 Luengjordan Green Green White -

35 Maejo 341 Green Green Pink Rotjana x Paenseethong
36 Maejo 342 Red Red Red Paenseethong x Daengbangkok
37 Maejo 343 Green Green White Wangchomphoo seedling selection
38 Mung Red Red Purple -

39 Namdokmai Green Green White -

40 Namnueng Green Green Pink -

41 Nampet Green Green Pink -

a2 Nigro Red Red Red -
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Table 1 The list of guava cultivars and the color of leaf, peel, and pulp in this study (continue)

No. Cultivars Leaf color Peel color Pulp color Origin/Pedigree

43 Paensaidang Green Green Pink -

a4 Paenseethong Green Green White -

45 Petangthong Green Green Pink -

a6 Petchomphoo Green Green Pink Taiwan

a7 Petlangsuan Green Green White -

48 Petnamphueng Green Green Pink -

49 Pijit 1 Green Green White Klomsalee x Porjor 13-10

50 Porjor 13-10 Green Yellow green Pink 11-56 lines (Austraria) seedling selection
51 Puenmuang Green Green White -

52 Putsa Green Yellow green White -

53 Puyfai Green Green White -

54 Raimaled Green Green White Taiwan

55 Rotjana Green Green Pink Porjor 13-10 x Paenseethong

56 Saleethong Green Green White -

57 Samkasut Red Red Red Tubtim Siam mutation

58 Samsikrob Green Green Pink Paenseethong x Dang Tubtim Siam
59 Searngsuisaikhaw Green Green White Taiwan

60 Suimee Green Green White Taiwan

61 Taiwansaidaeng Green Green Pink Taiwan

62 Tangmo Green Green Pink Taiwan

63 Thaiboransaidaeng Green Green Pink -

64 Thainueakao Green Green White -

65 Wanpirun Green Green White Paenseethongyak seedling selection
66 Wangchomphoo Green Green White Paenseethong x Bangkok Apple

67 Wernhong Green Green Pink Taiwan

68 Yensong Green Green White Klomsalee x Klomtoonklaow

69 Chilee Daeng Green Red White -

70 Chilee Lueng Green Yellow Yellow -

Remark: 1-68 = P. guajava, 69-70 = P. cattleianum
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Table 2 Confusion matrix

Prediction results
Observed results Colorless (0) Color (1)
Absent (0) Number of colorless cultivars show Number of color cultivars show absent DNA
absent DNA band (TN) band (FP)
Present (1) Number of colorless cultivars show Number of color cultivars show present DNA
present DNA band (FN) band (TP)

o
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nan1sANEILaLIATal
1. maiudayaillulnd

nnmaivdnvarilulndveslds P, eugjava $1uau 68 Wug wudnwazdluannsautseenls 3 nqu Ae AiTyn
13U 58 9WuF Auag 31U 8 WuT waze1s 31U 2 Wug (Figure 1a) Snwauzdnauuiesntd 4 ngu Ao ATe7 1w 49
fitug ATeunuimies $1uau 9 Wug Auns $1uau 8 WU wawane $1uan 2 Wug (Figure 1b) uasdnunzdidoaninndiuun
sonu 4 ngu fie 81 S1wan 29 fug dvuy $1uau 31 g Auns Sruau 5 WuS wazdiing $1uau 3 Wug (Figure 1c) uaz
W¥slungu P. cattleianum fwauasidofivies S1uru 1 Wus uasnaduasdauidedv $1uau 1 wug (Figure 1d)

eavdunvesilulndusasiuguantluy Table 1 Wielsizvrmdudsydnsasiwes dawwiiu 1 wnizludluduanauintu

a

wanvinaluduiudiuana luvasiidlusasanaliduiusiviide Tnemndlududider svnwuidnadudideomsederoy
wdes mnludusiuazane Aezdnadudunsuavasmudiu lurasimnnadifenidedsreumieweiiaiio ludvuay
a1y drunadunsaziiiodudunuaring Inerfaidadeidudvuyuazung wuind anslalelu d3adedvnuassiasarlsiny
aslalatiu (Thakre et al., 2023; 99and uaz S3yw, 2566) dnrlaiodinsmainnedasuoulnlesdududetudiuile
duawug Thai Maroon fnsranvasuoulnleeniy LLaziaiWU“LwJ%"aﬁﬁﬁﬂuuwv (Flores et al,, 2015) fetiufinavosnssay
aursavungldandlu lnemnludidennsinadidoniodoneumies udilenmaiidoduivvioruy uasdissauh
e edv19zarenenuuuduses (homozygous recessive) N?aﬁaﬁwwﬂuﬂdmﬁﬁﬁiulwﬂLLUULamaiﬂ%ﬁa
(Thakre et al, 2023) @1uddludunsasiinadunawazazilonaiiihoidudunmiodia %amﬂLﬂuﬁLLmaazﬁawsﬂa:uLLﬂIiﬁ

wewn (lalat) drdiaslarsnqurlailuesd (woulvlyeiu)

(a)

Green

(b)

Yellow green Variegated

(o)

Red

P. cattleianum

‘ o o

Chilee Lueng Chilee Daeng

Figure 1 Phenotype of guava (a) classification of leaf color (b) classification of peel color (c) classification of pulp

color and (d) P. cattleianum
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2. MsAnEAERUNALD UL

Pnafinvsnafiduetessnomaia PCR doin3amute SSR nukaufiiuieainiasesunesiuay 50
|30y (Table 3) Tur$s P. sugjava $1uau 68 Wus FasruuuauimSueiintuluusaziedemneisaus 1-5 uay
TngiaTeannelidunuuaufiduedesiian Ao 1 wou léun mPeCIR161 Tunnusifendueiomnelsidniuuaufiduienn
ﬁqm A8 5 uaU fis MPeCIR34 FsunaAseaing SSR Mdlunisdnuiiisuauimduetesninsinwa sraiiesnan
nsfnuluadsaulaamewnuiiduedinululds . ugjava whiu luvmedinsfnunau MWiodeiugidmaeaddd
lawn P, quadrangularis, P. cattleianum wag P. chinensis (Kherwer et al.,, 2018) P. guineense, P. friedrichsthalianum
way P. sartorianum (Sitther et al., 2014) wag P. guajava, P. cattleianum, Acca sellowiana (O. Berg) Burret (Mehmood
et al, 2016) InemnRiasanansifius uuiSuevesSuimun 70 aeiiug wulauRiBuedisunziu P, cattleianum
1YY 14 WaU 910LAS 89U mPCIRO2, mPeCIRO5, mPeCIRL3, mPeCIR16, mPeCIR34, mPeCIR36, mPeCIR9,
MPeCIR111, mPeCIR161, mPeCIR171, mPgCIR180, mPeCIR183, mPeCIR350 waz mPgCIRA18 1A3wuneas 1 wau 499y
annsalfiafemnemailunsfnmarmanvanemaiusnasuvesl$ilundu p. cattleianum 16

uenaninuunuRiBueintuiomedsiua 132 wav Svwiauszana 100-300 guua (bp) fuaufidueiiuans
AIULANGA (polymorphic DNA band) $1uau 124 wau Aeudu 93.94 Wesidus Tuvariinaufiduedlivansanuunnsig
(monomorphic DNA band) fi51u3u 8 uau Anlu 6.06 Wesidud Wiediasigsian PIC fundoammnefiduloussian co-
dominance a¢lsien PIC 88581319 0.00-0.67 Faia3 pamaneiiiien PIC Aqauazgagn Ao mPgCIR161 Way mPgCIR132
auadu Taefen PIC ads 0.31 LLamiwm%wma&ﬁmaméﬂﬁmmsaLLammwwmﬂmmwwﬁuﬁqﬂﬁmqq Tnganie
adsBunsosnefifid PIC uanndn 0.5 TiuA w3esvang mPeCIR32, mPeCIR132, mPeCIR139, mPeCIR150, mPgCIR383
uag mPgCIRA46 aziiuiaiomanediannsaluduunitusiisld (Serote et al, 2020) uenniiiefaszsien Howuh
fiAegsgning 0.00-0.72 FaaTosmnedidan H, ﬁwqmasgqqm Ao mPeCIRL61 waz mPeCIR132 muddiu tnedid H. iy
0.37 (Table 3) Fsusdifimumarnvanensiugnasuvesefsililunisfine

MNMsENEE W3eaang mPeCIR161 fien PIC waz H, Wu 0 WWuedemmnefilivanianuunnssdsliaunsald

sl

Tunsdnduuniusisals TuvaeinsfinwnnurainraienIsiugnIsurewssduy azdid H Avainviatstuiuaswugn
Tolun13fnyn (Kumar et al,, 2020; Naga Chaithanya et al,, 2017) tnedogauaudid uowmaiiazrlulglunisdnw
AnuduRusIeiugnIsu NMsinsiauleulswenniomunefdueiudnuuzduews uazn1InsIvaeulsIgnNay

sold
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Table 3 Polymorphic DNA band, He and PIC of SSR markers in 68 P. guajava cultivars

61

No. Markers Total DNA bands Polymorphic bands  Size (bp) H. PIC
1 mPgCIR02 2 2 210-250 0.30 0.26
2 mPgCIR05 3 3 200-290 0.20 0.19
3 mPgCIR08 3 3 210-290 0.45 0.36
4 mPgCIR09 3 3 160-190 0.49 0.39
5 mPgCIR13 3 3 130-180 0.24 0.22
6 mPgCIR16 2 2 190-210 0.32 0.27
7 mPgCIR18 3 3 190-220 0.35 0.32
8 mPgCIR19 2 2 190-210 0.50 0.37
9 mPgCIR25 2 2 180-200 0.42 0.33
10 mPgCIR26 3 3 190-270 0.34 0.29
11 mPgCIR27 4 a4 110-300 0.27 0.25
12 mPgCIR29 2 1 180-200 0.34 0.28
13 mPgCIR32 3 3 90-120 0.62 0.55
14 mPgCIR34 5 5 100-170 0.47 0.44
15 mPgCIR36 2 1 170-180 0.17 0.16
16  mPgCIR41 3 3 160-180 0.41 0.34
17 mPgCIR48 3 3 100-120 0.27 0.25
18 mPgCIR91 2 2 100-130 0.25 0.18
19 mPgCIR93 3 3 110-170 0.53 0.45

20 mPgCIR94 2 2 150-160 0.10 0.09
21 mPgCIR98 3 3 130-150 0.27 0.25
22 mPgCIR99 2 2 200-210 0.20 0.18
23 mPgCIR102 2 2 190-250 0.42 0.33
24 mPgCIR105 2 1 150-180 0.33 0.27
25  mPgCIR111 3 3 110-160 0.50 0.39
26  mPgCIR113 3 3 160-200 0.31 0.28
27 mPgCIR132 4 4 80-160 0.72 0.67
28 mPgCIR138 3 3 110-160 0.26 0.23
29  mPgCIR139 3 3 200-280 0.66 0.59
30  mPgCIR150 4 a4 110-180 0.59 0.52
31 mPgCIR153 4 4 140-190 0.51 0.42
32 mPgCIR160 2 2 130-160 0.37 0.31
33 mPgCIR161 1 0 280 0.00 0.00
34 mPgCIR165 3 3 120-190 0.51 0.39
35  mPgCIR166 2 2 150-190 0.12 0.12
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Table 3 Polymorphic DNA band, Hg and PIC of SSR markers in 68 P. gugjava cultivars (continue)

No. Markers Total DNA bands Polymorphic bands  Size (bp) H. PIC
36  mPgCIR171 2 2 160-200 0.42 0.33
37 mPgCIR173 2 2 290-300 0.27 0.23
38  mPgCIR179 2 1 180-200 0.14 0.13
39  mPgCIR180 2 2 130-150 0.42 0.33
40  mPgCIR183 2 2 170-190 0.37 0.30
41 mPgCIR188 2 1 190-200 0.10 0.09
42 mPgCIR194 2 2 160-190 0.51 0.40
43 mPgCIR277 4 4 180-210 0.51 0.40
44 mPgCIR350 2 2 190-200 0.27 0.23
45  mPgCIR383 4 a4 150-210 0.63 0.55
46 mPgCIR404 2 1 160-210 0.03 0.03
47 mPgCIR414 3 3 180-230 0.58 0.49
43  mPgCIR418 2 1 250-290 0.28 0.24
49  mPgCIR446 3 3 140-200 0.59 0.52
50  Guv2-43 2 2 210-250 0.46 0.35

Total 132 124 0.37 0.31

Remark: mPgCIR02-mPgCIR446 from Padmakar et al. (2015) except mPgCIR277 from Bricefio et al. (2010) and GUV
2-43 originated from Kumar et al. (2020)

3. NSANBIANUTUNUSNIINUTNTTY
o @ Al v N ) @ o ' < ! < LY ' 1% = o
duaudidueilannnsiuyTnasidueandiegsliuassusindy 70 feg melnTomung SSR 91U
50 LA3DIMNNY T1UIU 173 WaU 11ATIZRANUANRLSINSTUgNTIuYeIse @S dunuunin dendrogram uazmIwane
Audianumion WU @Nsakenngudsa P. guajava 8anaN P. cattleianum Wazvuile Iaesunie 2 wug dedudanu

Wiouiun3ag11I 68 Wug Tuge 0.07-0.14 dunSBaunuazdamaes (P. cattleianum) firdvdanumlouiunsngy

§ a1 v oa

P. sugjava 8n 68 g Tutas 0.26-0.48 Fasa P. euajava S1uan 68 WS fAndviinnumileusgsening 0.30-0.99 Tnerss

q

fugunenueuladulaued (wasene) uagldniuldunsiutundvuy Sedviianumiiousian fe 0.30 dduldniuld
wasriunailde fianduiiaumileugedn Ao 0.99 (Supplement data) NWKUAINW dendrogram (Figure 2) @13130dANE
133 P. guajava senidu 2 ngulng (Cluster | waw Cluster I) wundungueges Ia 8 nau Tneidunguiifiussnysusiuiu
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wan | Z31uu 3 Wug lown Tanes (Waeen21e), wa 13-10 waslunldunauues 2

v

wan Il Z91uau 3 g Ae Yunldunaues 1, Junldend waznnsn
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wan V 31w 23 wug fe wadhds, loniuldung, waaiude, Auguas, Julduns, Wesgeldund, liynues, dinils,
wallnd, wwas, Ting, Tuyn, Wuy, liynldniy, wiung, wel, ingseraes, suwiuging, waaly, wuguds, 15wda, 917

]

Y1V WA EaauA

A a o

wam VI 8w 31 Wug A andves, dedl, Aug, 18u 2, vt newdowm, mwsmdsan, 7303 1, miudia,
wiudvies, Yoiie, Tevug, vanenuetila, unsiidng 2, wild 341, uasiiviivasw, nelned, s, saun, wild 342,
willd 343, wlulduns, Inelusaldun, mesoay, audnsey, d, uag, 213y, dnenls, WSmon wazanuntn3e

uazUSLENNGa (outgroup) 2 Wug Ao widesaasinu (outgroup-1) waglusna (outgroup-2) Famansdnngundy
WufgtunsAnwanamainvangmaiusnssnvesfainusaluUssmadude $1utu 40 ug Aanmsadangunisngu
P. guajava 98NN Psidium ssp. B ¢ warludwss P. eugjava Tanduld 5 1ean uaziunsiegraduiusuonng
(outgroup) tULAEIAU (Kumar et al., 2020)

W3slunan | HunguvesSeilldlunisdu TnenuduSeiusna 13-10 dadenainduanmameainiudavomss
s 11-56 veUszmAepalnsids Fesdmdenmnanduildanmziemdnvesiugdmesd (@indunsesiugit, 2566) s
omavaynli WS siugmesiiuussnyswuesiaiugng 13-10

W3slunan Il #o Junldvnuazdunldung Fdneglunguisiiusonadestumenures Sunun uagamy (2560)
dHosmndnuwarguindlunasraiimasilndifostunn sniudnvarAidouasdlduiu dudidluean 1l fo fufiuwastun
Tuiin finsandnuaeilulnd wud Sdnunedly uargusdlumiousunn dfstustunludndlusulugnidiaiugiv
mnliiumasisuieuiu azliamnsasuunanuianssesisaesiugldfieatsn (Figure 3) Fsarnardaiinay
wiflew 0.67 499 2 Wug (Supplement data) uansAuuANABNINIIMIUTsUTsUMednuueilulnd Tnsnueiasine
ﬁLﬁuLammmﬁzqmmLLmﬂsmsszﬂJ%"aﬁqaanﬁuﬁflé’f 20 13 09NY F208199U LA B9WIE MPeCIRL32, mPgCIR139,
MPeCIR150 waz mPeCIRA46 Faidupdaamunefifan PIC inndn 0.5 LﬁaﬂmﬂLﬂ%aﬂwuwaaLSuLaﬁ@mauﬁﬁmu A @190
”L%’«j”]LLuﬂmaﬁuﬁ:ﬁmﬁimaiajﬁéwﬁwamaqamwLLmé’auLsﬁwmLﬁ‘m%’aa snransavaeuldlaelddnlndiunilsvesiia (o551,
2548) Tnglsifesorfornundermynedungnuemans

wan V fedaianumiloustsening 0.45-093 dailngdudssidideidudvunuazdues Diftes 7 Wug Siedun

& o &
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willouiu dnegluda (node) Wiy drwrdsslunan Vi lunanlvg fadvdanumiiousdszning 0.43-0.96 druwndu
HSaiugnIsdn fionveglaunannisdmdeniug wieldiduneniaudlunisnauduvesiuglunguieniu Favinlinugelsa
wianddneglungudeniu wu Wugulld 343 Judsafildnnnisugndndonaindumisuinveansoiug g daiugul
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Figure 2 Genetic relationship among 68 P. guajava cultivars, 2 P. cattleianum cultivars and 2 rose apple generated

from 50 SSR markers

(@) (b)

Figure 3 Phenotype of guava leaf (a) Kheenok-Bailex and (b) Jeeb
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4. mannzinnudeulssvasniawmnefiBuleiuanuusdvase

thuaufidued iy 132 uau fAldannsiiisiinuseiniessng SSR $1um 50 1nTeamny AULURLSuLeHT
ndu P.guajava 31U 68 Wug udteszimanduiusuuulidansiwestudlu/dna Wosndlunaranadiauduiug
fu 100 Wosidus uasdudiile lunsdifidandudunnnii 2 ndu azdinseiandulszaninsiues (Cram’er coefficient, V)
wazlunsalidnnguaiiu 2 ngu agiiszviranduiusihe (Phi coefficient)

N AT IzimNduSvoauAEueiuEly/Ana Adangudider duns uazdns wumnmdeslosiuunufidule
U 3 wau laun mPgCIR111-160, mPgCIR150-110 ey mPgCIR446-140 JunoufiBuieainiag eanung mPgCIR111,
MPeCIR150 waz mPeCIRA46 Mud1su fien Cram’er coefficient {u 0.48, 0.44 waz 0.40 Auawy Inefiwau mPeCIR111-
160 azliusnguauiduelundsidlu/madidouagaadu 100 Wesiiud Tuvaefiou mPeCIRAL6-140 axUTINgUAUR
BuielunSsilu/madunadu 100 wWedldud Sse1 Cram’er coefficient uaz Phi coefficient 1 2 unufiduslulumafieaiu
Tuvmedingosmune mPeCIR150-110 Hu azUsnguauiduioludfsiilu/madidoiuazang 88.76 Wesidud waz 50
Wesidud muddu waglivmnguouAidueludfeiiTlu/maduns 75 Wedidud SeilAn Cram’er coefficient 1Ju 0.44 1o
FuaauAn Phi coefficient lusfangudlu/madifeuazansiungurfadlu/maduns Jedandu -0.42 esainnisiAauauas

Usngludiiey/sns luvazfiedomsnes mPeCIR111-160 waz mPeCIRA46-140 axlsiusinguaulungudiBen/ana (Table 4)

Table 4 Correlation analysis of P. guava leaf and peel color

DNA bands Band Cram’er method Phi method
appearance | Green Variegated Red Green/Variegated Red
(58 cultivars) | (2 cultivars) (8 cultivars) | (60 cultivars (8 cultivars)
Absent 58 (100%) 2 (100%) 6 (75%) 60 (100%) 6 (75%)
mPgCIR111-160 | Present 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 2 (25%) 0 (0%) 2 (25%)
Coefficient 0.48 0.48
Absent 10 (17.24%) | 1 (50%) 6 (75%) 11 (18.33%) 6 (75%)
mPgCIR150-110 | Present 48 (82.76%) | 1 (50%) 2 (25%) 49 (81.67%) 2 (25%)
Coefficient 0.44 -0.42
Absent 33 (56.90%) | 2 (100%) 0 (0%) 35 (58.33%) 0 (0%)
mPgCIR446-140 | Present 25(43.10%) | 0 (0%) 8 (100%) 25 (41.67%) 8 (100%)
Coefficient 0.40 0.38

KamTiaTsiasduiusveuauiSuefudiderutnguudun suy wnwazsha wuaruidenlsstunauiisy
1@ $1u3u 3 wau TeA mPeCIRA46-140, mPeCIR160-160 waz mPeCIRL53-150 iunaufiduioanadeamuns mPeCIRA46,
MPgCIR160 uay mPeCIR153 Muasy il Cram’er Coefficient 18w 0.63, 0.59 wag 0.53 auadu Inefiuaufidure
mPgCIRA46-140 azUsinguavdiduelufuiofunsuazaiag 100 Wosidusd luvasfinoufiduie mPgCIR160-160 a¥lal
Usinguavlusaiodun 93.10 wedidus uazuoufiBuie mPgCIR153-150 axusnguavludiadeduuy 90,32 wWesidud

dmnsiaseniA Phi co-efficient Nsanguiiledvn (ifid) funquild wuin mPgCIR160-160 liusinguaulunguiileduna

q
v

93.10 Wosifus dmw mPgCIR153-150 axUsnguavlussanguiledid 87.18 wWesidust (Table 5)
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Hethdeyaiinsesindadeniasesmneiidueiduiusiudlu/ma wuiesesane mPeCIR111 715l 3 §ada lag
n1sliusinguavuun 160 awadunusiudlu/ua (Figure 4a) d2ULA5 09MU18 MPeCIRL50 Hwaufidwe 4 uau n3e 4
§ada fiflvuna 110, 120, 130 waz 180 gLua muddy ds8adavuin 110 ga duiusiuludifer/nadien 82.76
Woesidus (Table 5 waz Figure 4b) 1A3amuNY mPgCIR446 31 3 dada flaun 140, 170 way 200 ALua Fesadavun
140 guua duiusiuluduny/maduns 100 Wesidud (Table 5 uag Figure de)

idommneRidueiiduiusivaide wul indemny mPeCIRads Sada 140 diua dutustuidodunsuagaing 100
\Weslfud (Table 5 waz Figure de) WaziA3oamne mPeCIR153 7131 4 $ada wu1m 140, 150, 160 waz 190 giua lneiida
88 150 guua duiusiuditiofvam 90.32 Wedldud (Table 5 uas Figure 4c) daulAoaving mPeCIR160 717 2 Safia lae
nshiUanguaveun 160 duaduitusiuiiodaiu (Table 5 uag Figure 4d)

TagmnldmsunnguesuauAduedunausivuionfunsfnwauduiusszninaadensng SSR fudnuad
LifamﬂLmdqsamwﬁuﬁjﬂé’ﬂuﬂimmzﬁﬂ%Iﬂ (Campos et al., 2017) WU3LA3 09MLY MPSCIRL50 duwusiulunieonad
Jen 1a3eaune mPeCIR153 é’uﬁuéﬁmﬁaﬁwm LA mPeCIRA46 Fuiusiulu/maduns uastieduniarsing Faniomune
MPeCIRGA6 Tisumiia 96.96 cM BafuipSemiuny mPeCIR246 Aisuts 119.15 cM 483 gARI-5-1 i QTL fiduiusiud
Tu 9nnsAnuiTinaueulnleeniuvesusznns F, vesguaurss Purple guava fidueulvlsendugafunss Alahabad

Safeda fidUSunameulnleendus (Sohi et al, 2022)

Table 5 Correlation analysis of P. guava pulp color

DNA bands Band Cram’er method Phi method
appearance | White Pink Red Purple White Color
(29 cultivars) | (31 (5 cultivars) | (3 cultivars) | (29 (39
cultivars) cultivars) cultivars)
Absent 25 (82.21%) 10 (32.26%) | 0 (0%) 0 (0%) 25(82.21%) | 10 (25.64%)
mPgCIR446-140 Present 4(13.79%) 21 (67.74%) | 5 (100%) 3 (100%) 4(13.79%) 29 (74.36%)
Coefficient 0.63 0.60
Absent 27 (93.10%) 13 (41.94%) | 1 (20%) 1 (33.33%) 27 (93.10%) | 15 (38.46%)
mPgCIR160-160 Present 2 (6.90%) 18 (58.06%) 4 (80%) 2 (66.67%) 2 (6.90%) 24 (61.54%)
Coefficient 0.59 0.56
Absent 18 (62.07%) 3(9.68%) 1 (20%) 1 (33.33%) 18 (62.07%) | 5(12.82%)
mPgCIR153-150 Present 11 (37.93%) 28 (90.32%) 4 (80%) 2 (66.67%) 11 (37.93%) 34 (87.18%)
Coefficient 0.53 0.51
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mm‘fuﬁwsﬁa;ﬂamsﬂa’mg/hiﬂi'mgLm‘uﬁLSuLamaﬂm%a‘mnaﬁuammmﬁuﬁuéﬁuﬁiwma wagdiile wUsefi
Usednsnmieamsndanuduauludnuasdlu/ma wuwaufidue mPgCIR111-100 fiAAnuuiugnasgn Ao 91 wWesidud
wazilensviuneraay 100 Wesius luvaefivauiduie mPeCIRA46-140 SAn1sviunenauIn 100 Wesidus (Table
6) fetfumndesnafisssaninmlunisdnidondnuasalu/me Jamslinisliusngueman mPeCIR111-160 Turfandud
Tu/madidensiudunsusinguesuauiifute mPgCIRads-140 luslsanguadlu/maduas flazvinlvimnugnieaiiady 100
Wosldud

ludnuneilo uoufdue mPeCIRAA6-140 Sldneuusiughgsande 79 Wedldud uaufiBuie mPeCIR160-160 i
AINSIWIERaaUgedn Ao 93 Weosidus dduuauiiduie mPeCIR153-150 AMNSYUIENaUINgdn Ao 87 wWosidud
(Table 6) Favndosnsiiintszansnmlumsdadendnunzdide Tsmsldnslaivsnguau mPeCIR160-160 TudTsnds
\ofrmsniunsUsnguesuaufiBue mPeCIR153-150 lufinguitlefidfasviliaugniosnnsdadoniiudy

90 Wasidusaniy 79 wWasidus

Table 6 Confusion matrix analysis

DNA bands Band Green/ | Red/ Accuracy | Positive Prediction | Negative Prediction

appearance | White Color Value (PPV) Value (NPV)
Leaf/Peel color

Absent 60 6 91 25% 100%
mPg¢CIR111-160

Present 0 2

Present 49 2 81 75% 82%
mPg¢CIR150-110

Absent 11 6

Absent 35 0 63 100% 58%
mPe¢CIR446-140

Present 25 8
Pulp color

Absent 25 10 79 74% 86%
mPgCIR446-140

Present a4 29

Absent 27 15 75 62% 93%
mPgCIR160-160

Present 2 24

Absent 18 5 76 87% 62%
mPgCIR153-150

Present 11 34

Remark: The number of correctly assigned cultivars is indicated in bold.

Fanmsinwinisaeneamaiugnssuvesdnuarludundudsdasmsnandialuduns (fusunsasy) Aulud
e (Ruguiiudney) uagludifen (ugdunuasy) fuluduns (MusiaUTud) wuih gn F, Tdeaionn @uis, 2508) was
miﬁﬂmmsmamamé’ﬂwmzfﬁivLﬁ'maﬂuﬂizﬁmmq’u F,, F, uaz BC, szuinen$sludidoanazduns mmmﬁuﬁmuqu
Snwarludondudnuausiau (sna, 2562) ImEJmamiﬁﬂmﬁﬂwmzmuimﬂmam%bﬂumju P. suajava # wuindnuardluas
deulsatudnvazdna naafe Tudilerasinadider ludunsasiinaduns uas ludnsfnudndinanisdudiondiu wanei

Snuvaznadildednunziiudnvusmuun ety snnainliaiuisadndenanaandnueasaluluszesndn wiog19lshnnu
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wnfeansdadenanuanniesuseudidiliuanidlutaeu awnseldiademunefisuetislunisdndendnvasina
dosndluszuansdnauludundrongUsvana 45 fuduly

drudilovomSauiurildfiosaanziuainana llannsadnidentdainalu/ua Tnonadiduieeidiie 2 & Ao dum
uazdvuy drunadunsazddidle 2 @ Ao Aunwuarding Adunauanmsazauesanslalaliuuazueulvleeiiu madievon

MeugnIsuesdiile wud Wiuledvrndunsinunuududes dnudedyunduemelsleda (Thakre et al, 2023)

v &

Haqtiufinsfunuieiesmnefidue SSR iduiusiuidensviaiy Ao wiomane mPeCIR161 fildannsdnunsiii
susmludszmadingln $1umu 70 tug TnsnansAnuiinuarudeslowouniomuefifue SSR fufidendudvusy
WAY WAz AD LA3B9MINY MPeCIRL53 5uﬁuﬁ‘ﬁ’m‘1fa§°zmvg WaZLAS 0IMINE MPSCIRGA6 Fuusiuiedunanazaa
Fulfusonuun nednsurdidodudnunefiliaunsadndenldanszozdundt Tumsdadenaeioninisugnausddsli
KanAnIzRetefaszazinat Snvalifufiuassutszanalumsugndmdendndae shlfiadesmnefiuemaniauie
inlldifletaslumadniendidovesdfsgnuanlulassnisusudssiussoly

5. N13M3IVHBUGNNANFIBLATE MUY SSR

MnmsHanduiugHEsd g 5 guau Tnednlvgasfunssautungy snudnani 5 1Wumswandunely

WmanLRelny (Table 7)

Table 7 List of guava F; hybrids from cross pollination and their verifying DNA markers

No. Cross pollination Cluster of genetic DNA markers
(Peel/Pulp color) relationship

1 Paenseethong x Putsa clade VI X clade | mPgCIR08, mPgCIR91, mPgCIR93,
(green/white)  (green/white) mPgCIR102

2 Chompoopuntip x Daeng clade V X clade VI mPgCIR05, mPgCIR09, mPgCIR16,
(green/pink) (red/purple) mPgCIR20, mPgCIR26, mPgCIR32

3 Tangmo x Daeng Tubtim Siam clade V X clade VI mPgCIR09, mPgCIR20, mPgCIR26,
(green/pink)  (red/red) mPgCIR32

4 Paenseethong x Baidang clade VI X clade IV mPgCIR08, mPgCIR91, mP¢CIR111

(green/white)  (variegated/pink)
5 Daeng X Kimju clade VI X clade VI mPgCIR16, mPgCIR33
(red/purple) (green/white)

Fadenielomuneiiduie iieldlunsnsaaeuniignuan waglddadeniedomng Sy 2-6 in3eamne uild
nyavaeugnian Tnsduauildiniesmnefiduegsan fo suyiuding x uas $1uu 6 1eFowmne uazduauildiaiommmne
Mduletiosiign Ao uns x Aug $1uru 2 1aTeanune Tngann1snTIaaeUNTsgnNaNTBsgHaNLTUANDS X W13 fae
\A3 BaMU"Y SSR WU’J'W’THQHV'?Q 10 fu \inuauiidwewmileuwtauduase Ve 4 tadewmune e mPgCIRO8, mPeCIRIL,
mPgCIRY3 war mPgCl102 lHlun150579 (Figure 5a) Han 3sIa@BUNS qnHaLvasgraLundly x uasviufinasnu #ae
\A3DINNNY SSR WU’jﬂéquﬂﬁy’ﬂ 10 #u Aaauiduemiloutausiuazne s1uau 1 p3omne Ao mPgCIR20 d@7udn 3
\A3mIY Ao MPSCIR09, mPeCIR26 way mPgCIR32 fifugnuaniuaufidue 2 uuu fe wilourauduazie uaruauidy

\iiiaune (Figure 5b) HANIATIVASUANANTLNIUTTNG x WA MBLATDMINY SSR NUTRUgNYa 10 fu iiawaufidule

q U
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wilewtausluazwe $1uau 4 La3eane fie MPSCIRLE, MPCIR20, mPeCIR26 war mPeCI32 @auA3 ey mPeCIR05 &
waumduemilous luvasiiedoning mPeCIR09 Suauiidue 2 wuu Ao wiourimieuazwl wazwileuns (Figure 5¢)
KaNInTIAe U IgnNasesenauuiiudnes x Tudne feip3omany SSR U dugniis 10 Fu iRauauiiduemileuriaul
wavHe $IUI 2 1A30eE Ao MPeCIRO8 WAy MPCIR9L dIuiASoeMLNe mPeCIR111 ﬁﬁuqﬂﬁﬁmuﬁﬁma 2 WUU Ao
wiloutusiuazsie warkouAuewmiiouns (Figure 5d) ludeafunisnside Ul iignuasTessnaLgnuauing x fug fe
idosvang SSR wuih Fugnits 10 du iRnunuRBuwemileuiusiuazsie S1uau 1 13 fe mPeCIR16 druiadoaming
mPgCIR33 ﬁﬁu@nﬁﬁuau&ﬁma 2 wuu fie wilewtausiuazwe wazuaumduemiiouns (Figure 5e)

MnManTRAeUlisfugnitsun 5 duan aildhdugnitmuainnnnenaudia esnlifidugniiuansuay
Adutemdouns wifiniaseanune SSR 31uduiad sanuneiidnisdienendnuazuuutulianysal (co-dominant
transmission) wriagnslafimauluuisnsuedemunevindannsadiovendnumrwuutuauysal (dominant transmission) 16
IWuLiBIiUN15ANY1989 Yazdani et al. (2003) 11a3psvane SSR lunsnsisaeugnuanvesfuauuaiing wunans
AI9ABUgANANLARSHALUUTNANYIalUsEaa 50 Wesidud enadunaunainnisnateiugluuinaiinisives
\A3DsiINY FeenadenalunsifiuySinasilrldfawauisue (@3ums, 2552; ging, 2546)

9NHAN1INTI9EEUHTIFugn S119u 5 guay uanvindugnilvdetanuadugnuautomn arunsauilldly
nsnwnisnienendnurvesdionazmadadeniisgnuaniiidnuueiidonisly uasiadosnefibueildlums

nagouiasidulsylevilifuinidenaulansivaeugnuand 5589 ndSuiugreuasuiveani



KHON KAEN AGRICULTURE JOURNAL 52 (1): 52-74 (2024)./doi:10.14456/kaj2024.xx. 71

(e)

Figure 5 DNA amplification products of guava F, hybrids used SSR markers (a) Paenseethong x Putsa (b) Tangmo x
Daengtubtimsiam (c ) Chompoopuntip x Daeng (d) Paenseethong x Baidang and (e) Daeng x Kimju. L, F

and M are DNA ladder, female and male respectively

G

NnMsAnweLmanvanemsiugnssuvesssluauTILsf RS amIng SSR wut dnwazilulndves
nguss P, guajava $1uu 68 Wug Tdnwauzdly 3 nqu Ao ATlen Auns uazens dnunzdna 4 ngu Ao Ade1 ATuruny
widies Auna uadns drudnunzdveaie 4 ndu Ae Fv1a Fvay Auas uazdiig naniaifindiuauiiuiedeeiesing SSR
WU 50 1A509ANe nanswauReueludss 68 Wug Tneiad oemnedidan PIC uannd 0.5 ldud wn3ewmune mPeCIR32,
mPgCIR132, mPgCIR139, mPgCIR150, mPgCIR383 tay mPgCIR446 Lﬂum%‘éwmaﬁamwsn%’ﬁ']LLuﬂﬁ’uﬁ:N%ﬁlﬁ dau
nsAnmmLvaInvateaiugnssuveslneldiadosng SSR wui1 awnsausnngunss P. gugiava sananiis P.
cattleianum 16 laglungs P. gugjava drdwiianumileusdsening 0.30-0.99 awnsadangulngfladiuiu 2 nqu uay
nqueesfifiussnygusmiy 6 tan uonanidudunsnuusnimuanudeslowenniemmnefiduie SSR fufidendud

YU WA Uawd A LATemNe mPgCIR153 duusiuiilodvuy uazin3eamung mPgCIRA46 duriusiulliodunduaraiag

v
o

wavldiaseauny SSR uldnsavaeurdsgnuay 5 auan wuindugniildannsuanduimun duluedemunedidue

wianfanunsatnluldlunnsdndendiilonss niensiadeugnuaslunisusuussiugiwialy
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