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Assessment of the Phylogenetic Relationships within the” Saccharum Complex”
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Abstract : Amplified Fragment Length Polymorphisms (AFLP) markers were used to assess the phylogenetic
relationships within the* Saccharum Complex” . Sxty-nine genotypes from China and Austrdia, representing
dxteen ecies from 4 genera in the* Saccharum complex” were evduated ( Table 1) . Two AFLP primer
combinations were used to generate a totd of 173 bands, of which 172 were polymorphic between dl ecies
(Fig-1) ; the frequency of polymorphism was 99.4 %. Princpd Component Andyss (PCA) and UPGMA
dustering were undertaken usng Jaccard smilarity coefficient (Fig. 2 and Fig. 3) . The results showed that : (1)
among the 4 genera sudied, Saccharum has the dosed reationship with Miscanthus, followed by Narenga and
Erianthus, while the two latter has the dosed rdationship comparativey; (2) in the Saccharum genus,
S. spontaneum isthe most diverse and different gecies, followed by S. robustum and then two branches, one
containing cultivars and S. officinarum, and the other contaning S. sinense dustered with S. barberi ; (3) inthe
Erianthus genus, both arundinaceus from China and Indonesa dustered with the other Erianthus ecies, with
the exception of E. fulvus and E. rockii. In this duster, two branches were divided from sx geces, one
containing arundinaceus dustered prior to E. procerus, followed by E. bengalense and E. sarpet, the other
containing E. elephantinus and E. ravennae. From the result we a0 advise sugarcane researchersin China that
the arundinaceus should be dasdfied as Erianthus gecies to conform with overseas dassfication, and a< for
better utilization of this gpecies; (4) both E. fulvusand E. rockii were not dustered with Erianthus but dustered
loosdly with Saccharum and Narenga gecies Comparativdy, E. fulvus has the dosed rdationship with
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Saccharum , followed by Miscanthus, but is disgant from Erianthus and Narenga, while E. rockii is dosed to
Narenga and Erianthus, but is the mos digant from Saccharum and Miscanthus. This sudy d< infer that
rockii could be dasdfied as Narenga while fulvus to be as Saccharum.

Key words: Saccharum Complex ; Phylogenetic Relationships; AFL P
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System 2700 95°C , Kodak Biomax MR X
5% .
1
Tablel Lig of the materials used in the study
No. Accesson Secies name Source No. Accesson Secies name Surce
1 Q 96 Cultivar BSES 36 Rockii 83/224 E. rockii YSRI
2 Q117 Cultivar BSES 37 Rockii 95/ 19 E. rockii YSRI
3 TROJAN Cultivar BSES 38 Rockii 95/20 E. rockii YSRI
4 NCO310 Cultivar BSES 39 YN 82/ 53 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
5 66N 2008 Cultivar BSES 40 YN 82/ 69 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
6 PQJ 2878 Cultivar BSES 41 YN 82/ 85 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
7 Hong L uohan S. officinarum YSRI 42 YN 82/118 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
8 Badila S. officinarum BSES 43 YN 82/133 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
9 Korpi S. officinarum BSES 44 YN 82/143 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
10 L uohanzhe S. officinarum YSRI 45 YN 82/156 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
11 Songxi Banianzhe S. sinense YSRI 46 YN 95/21 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
12 Guangxi Zhuzhe S. sinense YSRI 47 HN 92/ 84 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
13 Guilin Zhuzhe S. sinense YSRI 48 HN 92/ 85 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
14 Qianwe L uzhe S. sinense YSRI 49 HN 92/109 E. arundinaceum (China) YSRI
15 Schuan L uzhe S. sinense YSRI 50 1J76-476 E. arundinaceum (Indoneda) BSES
16 Uba S. sinense YSRI 51 |K76-22 E. arundinaceum (Indonesa) BSES
17 Nagans S. barberi YSRI 52 |K76- 48 E. arundinaceum(Indoneda) BSES
18 Pansahi S. barberi YSRI 53 IK76- 79 E. arundinaceum(Indonesa) BSES
19 Nargori S. barberi YSRI 54 1S76-126 E. arundinaceum (Indoneda) BSES
20 Mungo S. barberi YSRI 55 SES305 E. elephantium BSES
21 1J73-414 S. robustum BSES 56 SES309 E. procerus BSES
22 1J76-352 S. robustum BSES 57 U67-8-1 E. ravennae BSES
23 J76-411 S. robustum BSES 58 bengalense E. bengalense BSES
24 1J 76-416 S. robustum BSES 59 sarpet E. sarpet BSES
25 YN 75-1-7 S. spontaneum YSRI 60 YN 959 M. sinensis YSRI
26 Longchuan 16 S. spontaneum YSRI 61 YN 9510 M. sinensis YSRI
27 Burma S. spontaneum BSES 62 YN 9511 M. sinensis YSRI
28 Coi mbatore S. spontaneum BSES 63 YN 9517 M. sinensis YSRI
29 Djatiroto S. spontaneum BSES 64 Woujiemang 82-122 M. floridulus YSRI
30 Qagah-1286 S. spontaneum BSES 65 YN 82/102 N. porphyrocoma YSRI
31 IK 76-6 S. spontaneum BSES 66 YN 83/199 N. porphyrocoma YSRI
32 Mandday S. spontaneum BSES 67 D 25 N. porphyrocoma YSRI
33 YN 97-3 E. fulvus YSRI 68 CD 64 N. porphyrocoma YSRI
34 YN 97-4 E. fulvus YSRI 69 YN 82-21 P. schumach YSRI
35 Rockii 82/ 93 E. rockii YSRI
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Table2  Total number of markersand the species specific marker s detected by AR P primers in each species
Primer
: AR P1 AR P2 Totd marker  Frequency of polymorphism
Genus Spedies Maker (ACC/CTCQ) (ACGICTQ) number (%)
. dlde 29 34 63
Cultivar SSMs” 0 0 0 0
- dlde 24 32 56
S. officinarum SSM's 0 0 0 0
. dlde 37 37 74
Saccharum 5 s SSMs 2 0 2 =
S. baberi dlde 36 35 71 0
’ SSMs 0 0 0
dlde 26 33 59
S. robustum SSMs 0 5 2 3.4
dlde 29 32 61
S. spontaneum SSMs 1 0 1 1.6
dlde 12 13 25
E. fulvus SSMs 3 1 4 16.0
. dlde 50 22 72
E . rockii SSMs 4 1 5 6.9
i dlde 31 26 57
E. arundinaceus SSM's 1 0 1 1.8
. dlde 21 15 36
— E. elephantium SSM's 0 0 0 0
E. brocerus dlde 27 17 44 0
P SSMs 0 0 0
E. ravennae dlde 23 15 38 0
' SSMs 0 0 0
dlde 27 17 44
E. bengalense SSMs 0 0 0 0
E sar dlde 21 18 39 0
) pet SSMs 0 0 0
) . dlde 33 16 49
Miscanthus - snenss SSMs - 2 13 0
. dlde 20 12 32
M. floridulus SSMs 10 3 13 40. 6
Narengar N. porphyrocoma géﬁ'ﬂi 375 l‘? ?ﬁl 20.4
Pennisstum P. schumach g,lqﬁleq Jbs g 202 0
dlde 108 65 173
Totd SSMs 39 13 52 301
:SSM's
Note: SSM's means the goecies pecific markers.
01 Jaccard Indonesa) (0.93) ,
3 , , ( E. arundinaceus China) (0.79) ,
0. 06, 0.93, 0.3 ) )
2.1.1 , (S. officinarum) , (
(S. sinense) 0.79) 0.79
0.82 0.83, ) )
; (s. , E. procerus
spontaneum) (0.68) , , 0.80,
, E. sarpet 0.77,
, (0.77) , (E. fulvus) (E. rockii)
(0.37) , 6 ,
0.17, 2 5
2.1.2 , ( E. arundinaceus
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Fig.1  Amplification of AFLP primers ( ACC/CTC) in the materials used in the study
1 Laneorder isaslised in Table 1.

2.1.3 , (M. sinensis) 0.76,

0.64, ( E. floridul us) ,

(0.58) , , , E. eephantinus 0.23
2.1.4 (N. porphyrocoma)

3
Table 3  Intra and inter-specific similarities ( Jaccar d coefficient) using AR P
C So Ssi Sb Sr Ss Ef Er E Eal E Er M Mf N

Cultivar 0.81
S. officinarum 0.77 0.82
S. sinense 0.68 0.61 0.83
S. barberi 0.70 0.62 0.74 0.78
S. robustum 0.61 0.57 0.59 0.64 0.73
S. spontaneum 0.46 0.37 0.51 0.55 0.49 0.68
E. fulvus 0.17 0.16 0.17 0.19 0.21 0.25 0.88
E. rockii 0.18 0.16 0.17 0.18 0.17 0.21 0.16 0.48
E. arundinaceus (Ching) 0.11 0.12 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.11 0.14 0.16 0.79
E arundinaceus (Indonesa) 0.11 0.11 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.10 0.13 0.17 0.79 0.93
E. elephantinus 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.08 0.10 0.10 0.13 0.16 0.60 0.72
E. procerus 0.12 0.12 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.10 0.13 0.16 0.77 0.80 0.70
E. ravennae 0.12 0.13 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.10 0.15 0.15 0.60 0.65 0.76 0.71
E. bengalense 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.11 0.13 0.17 0.75 0.68 0.57 0.76 0.61
E. sarpet 0.12 0.13 0.10 0.12 0.12 0.10 0.17 0.17 0.71 0.73 0.63 0.77 0.67 0.69
M. sinensis 0.13 0.11 0.24 0.14 0.14 0.14 0.11 0.21 0.11 0.10 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.130.13 0.64

N. porphyrocoma 0.14 0.12 0.13 0.14 0.14 0.13 0.15 0.23 0.20 0.19 0.23 0.18 0.17 0.210.21 0.180.15 0.76

Notes: C=Cultivar ,So=S. officinarum,Ssi = S. sinense,Sb=S. barberi ,Sr = S. robustum,Ss= S. spontaneum, Ef = E. fulvus, Er =
E. rockii , Ea= E. arundinaceus, Ee= E. elephantinum, Ep= E. procerus, Era= E. ravenae, Eb= E. bengalense, Es= E. sarpet,Ms= M.
sinensis, Mf = M. floridulus,Np= N. porphyrocoma, Ps= P. schumach. The same below.
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Fig.-2  Dendrogram obtained using the Jaccard similarity coefficient and UPGMA clustering method on AFL P data
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Fig-3  Principal component analysis using both AFL P data
Cc= ,So= ,Ss= ,Sr = ,Sb= ,Ssi = ,EaC=
Ea = ,Ep= E. procerus, Er= ,Ef = , Ee= E. elephantinum, Era= E. ravenae,
Eb= E. bengalense, Es= E. sarpet, Ms= ,Mf = ,Np= ,Ps=

C=_Cutivar ,So=S. officinarum,Ss=S. spontaneum,Sr=S. robustum,Sb=S. barberi ,Ssi = S. sinense, Ea= E. arundinaceus,
Ep= E. procerus, Er = E. rockii , Ef = E. fulvus, Ee= E. elephantinum, Era= E. ravenae, Eb= E. bengalense,
Es= E. sarpet,Ms= M. sinensis, Mf = M. floridulus,Np= N. porphyrocoma, Ps= P. schumach.
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