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Abstract

Genetic diversity is a fundamental component in plant breeding programs. Currently, studies on the
genetic diversity of Japanese pumpkin (Cucurbita maxima) in Thailand using SSR (Simple Sequence Repeat)
markers remain limited. Accordingly, this study aimed to evaluate the effectiveness of Simple Sequence Repeat
(SSR) markers in assessing genetic diversity and population structure alongside fruit morphological
characterization of 25 commercial Japanese pumpkin accessions. Cluster analysis was performed using the
Unweighted Pair Group Method with Arithmetic Mean (UPGMA). A total of 34 SSR markers generated 93
polymorphic bands out of 95 total bands (97.89%). The average Polymorphic Information Content (PIC) and
Expected Heterozygosity (H.) were 0.26 and 0.29, respectively. Notably, markers CMTp17, CMTmC43, and
CMTm11 exhibited PIC and H, values exceeding 0.5, indicating their high effectiveness in genetic differentiation.
Genetic similarity coefficients ranged from 0.57 to 1.00, with an average of 0.78. Fruit trait-based clustering

classified the accessions into three groups, primarily differentiated by skin color, fruit weight, and fruit shape.
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Based on SSR marker analysis, the accessions were categorized into three clusters and further resolved into four
clades. Population structure analysis identified three genetic clusters, indicating admixture among accessions.
Grouping based on SSR markers tended to be associated with fruit shape traits. These findings demonstrate that
the commercial Japanese pumpkin accessions studied possess moderate genetic diversity. The informative SSR
markers and genetic similarity coefficients identified in this study can be effectively utilized for cultivar
classification and for selecting genetically distant parental lines to support the Japanese pumpkin breeding
programs.
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finnes (2n = 40) WWuitnluaed Cucurbitaceae AfmNuddyMaATwgia faududaeglunivendninans
flnnes 3 wiln Adoudgnedsunsvarsluwniou wIydulalddluanmernireugu lfun Cucurbita pepo, C
moschata uag C. maxima (Paris, 2016) ﬂiwmﬂlmauauﬂaﬂﬁnmamﬂu (C. maxima) 1ummwumawmmmma
esaniidnuue 1/|LLmﬂmnmﬂﬁﬂmqwumawaﬂwa fio Aiilouriuniler sanff woramAmtemIsge Fehlidan
Foamsvesmaafinty (Theanjumpol et al., 2021) wuqmﬂqﬂiuﬂﬁxmﬂimLﬂuwuqﬂwsmm"lmmﬂﬂiﬂﬁuﬂqawuqmﬂiw
fidnvuradendeiu Gainmmsaseuiudmednvasdugiineiisseguieoialiamsaduunlfodedaau Fad
wnAnhiedesnefiduesntieamaseumnlnddametugnssuvesiinnesguuiugnsdluvssmalne 1osnnd
Asusiug1 9157 fUseAnsaw waglifidviwavesdauindonnieades

\SesmneLaaleanns (Simple Sequence Repeat; SSR) videin3asvnglalasusnimalad 1Wuipiaamnauuy
9352 (Co-dominance) anunsadnunateiug v danulnddanatugnssy lnslanefivddzuiugnssuuay
(Katengam, 2003) fimsunludsegndli@nwianumannuanemsiugnssy msaisusuiiiugnssy nislfiduaieang
Hrelun1sdnden wazn1sInungnuas (Amiteye, 2021) Ly {39 (Sara et al, 2024) sfudUznds (Ngorian et al.,
2022) Rapeseed (Chen et al., 2020) muiuwmnauﬁﬂmmimwGummiawmﬂLEJaLEJami awmuaﬂa Cucurbita 31U
500 ip3pevINeiiALNIN C. moschata wag C. pepo (Gong et al., 2008)

\wpsmnelealoaon fvanildgniluAnmaramainranemeiugnssuves invesiiuaumn 1wy nsfng
AMUFUNUTNIINUTNTIUVRIAUAD Cucurbita VeIHNNBINUTNITAT T1UIU 25 WS uazaenuguy 91u3u 10 Wug
wuditussunedlvg) Wugnuausswing C. maxima x C. moschata gnuamwanERtugnssuilnddatu uonanids
Wu11 C. moschata IAMUNAINNAIENIHUTNTIUEL (Kong et al, 2014) N1TIATIBRANUNAINNAIENIINUTNTIH
Y99 Cucurbita $1UIU 612 MaBiaY 1N5UIA9T e TITEIUTTINAG udeial osmneloaoaens wuide
WUgnIsU C. moschata, C. maxima Wag C. pepo manﬂwmﬂﬁﬂuﬁmwwmmmawﬂqﬂ’uqﬂiiuﬁa&Jﬂ’m%yaﬂ’uﬁqﬂisu
fsnannensUszma (Chen et al, 2021) M3ULATBIVENYLOALDADIS $1UIU 23 LA3BIMINY ATIVADUANUMAINVANY
MIUFNTINVEY C. maxima 1AL 85 MNBLaY @15aLUs C maxima senidu 2 nguwdn nguil 1 dawilvgfiau
sudaluele anssewsnt waglvuaus naud 2 Wuiusiudlosiiinanglsunans uganandgeiuiniuazylsy
nziusen (KaZzmifska et al, 2017) nM1snTIRARUANNAINTAIeNIIRUgNIsHluNUgHNnes C pepo T1u 47
Fulnd feriomnetoaoans 1uu 16 desmne dunufidue 29 uau 910 49 uauitidnvauzduneduosiin
annsadanau Ie 6 ngu Fadarmnumilouayszning 0.68 3 1.00 (Coskun, 2022) MTANWIAIINMAINMAIENIS
Fugninenwariusnssuiinnes C maxima uag C. pepo Wuindnuazdugiuinefiiisdestudnvaznaiiniiy
wsUnugsiian Jsaenndesiuiniesmneloaoaniililaniuauneduosiin 8589 Wefldud (Liu et al, 2013) M
TinidnvugnsdugiuinenazAnviauainnatenievugnssulaeldiad oanane loaioaenfvesiinnes
C. maxima Tuusginensi wuauulsysiueganiaesdnuuzadu nen na wavlu wasdnserlassasiamis
WugnssuAINzauild K = 3 Bulut et al,, 2022)
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35NN

fagneilnnas

flnnasilliianun S1uau 29 mneiay (Accessions) aglunds C. maxima $1uau 25 anewan uitnresdiu
Wugnisidmnglulssmelng Squash; SQ lakA SQ01-5Q25 taedl C. pepo F1uu 1 vanetaw taud finnasgnlaiu
(Halloween pumpkin/Common field pumpkin; HPO1) ag C. moschata 37UU 3 “uUN8LaY Pumpkin; PK khag
Butternut; BT lgin PKO1, BTO1 way BT02 WusuSeuiisu (Outgroup) (Table 1)

n13Ugn warn1siudeyadnuazveing 1ngINaLNLNITIAABILUY Randomized complete block design
(RCBD) Tuusiazudanugnynumneiay $1uauaz 5 fu 91w 3 uden szezign 50 WuRwns LUUTUAS VEIRININY
nénazvinsieugnidesundiiluais 1-2 Tu luradiounnsiau 2567 w Smiadedul sihasAuiAsmandands
ponulszna 56 dUai mndurhnanfuteyadnumzse ldun dnuasdvesfiana (Fruit skin color) thuiinua
(Fruit weight) Auevema (Fruit length) wagAunIweswa (Fruit width) Imaﬁnﬁmﬁﬂwam%’mduL‘ﬁummmaa
ua (Size) Winamtandeyavunanaveamdaiugiisinng il dwiindosndt 1.00 Alansu Wuwuaidn (s) tin
1.01-2.00 Alan3u Wuwwanans (M) B 2.01-3.00 Alandy Wuvwalng (L) wazdwihunnndi 3.00 Alansu Wy
wnlngann (XL) d1dns1dunnueniienuninewera (Length : width ratio) wdaduunsusima lagninian
eun31 0.65 Inlugusismautu (Flattened/Oblate) wndiAn 0.65-1.00 Yandugusiswanau (Globular) wagunnin
1.00 $igUsewagnuns (Pyriform) (Ferriol et al., 2004; Lee et al., 2023)
N1IIANFUAILANBUTNA

ihdeyadnunzdvesiong g anuemveswa anuniawesHs wardnsdumItgtenINi3T89
na nelinziuudnuusdveaiong lawn 27 ddu a5 wardasumdes WU 1, 2, 3 way 4 auaeu ﬂw*ﬁayja‘ﬁa
5 dnwaizUiuidurunnsgiu (Standardization) udaluiaszidangu selusunsy Past 4.17 1438n159anguuuu
Classical clustering/Unweighted pair group method with arithmetic mean (UPGMA) wag Similarity index tuU
Euclidean (Kurnianingsih et al., 2025)
nsafamsuanaznsiinUsunadiemaiia Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR)

iludunaneny 14 Ju S1uau 1 du wadnfdwe 1neds CTAB Uszand (Hwang and Kim, 2000) as3980u
AN MLazUSHURLEWEAIBN13Y1 1% Agarose gel electrophoresis Mnurihnmsiuemudiduvesiiduedu 10
ulunfusolulasdns wazuuTutudemaia Polymerase Chain Reaction (PCR) UfATenUsznaudae fidule
Usznas 10 ulunsu dnilasdni5a3u 1 win exTEN PCR Master Mix (1st BASE, Singapore) A3 DI LTy
gavine 0.5 lulasludng an1izdild 95 ssmiwaldoa 3 unfi madie 40 S8U Y89 95 s waLTea 15 Funil 50-58
osrniwaldea (Tuagfuiadomne) 15 3unft way 72 ssmiwaidoa 15 Jundt aavie 72 sseiaidea Wunan 5 il
in3omneildlunisadeude 3eamneleaeass 91 40 LA3eamny (Gong et al., 2008) ATIIFBUNANITLR
SruuRdueAIY 4% Agarose gel electrophoresis
N1FAATIZAAIATUR LSV LGN T

taudue wliinzuuy fie Usinguaudduewindu 1 uazlivsnguavfduewiiu 0 udahlviesesi
A1 Polymorphic information content (PIC) waz@1 Expected heterozygosity (H,) A18lUsinsa MolMarker version
1.0 Jahnke et al,, 2022) w¥osvtssnuanuAdiimumiiou (Similarity coefficient) #6738 Jaccard 1933n15dmnguuuy
UPGMA selUsunsu FreeTree versionk 0.9.1.50 (Pavlicek et al., 1999) waglanatiuunIn Dendrogram selusinsu
FigTree version 1.4.4 (Rambaut, 2018)
n53ATERlasaseUssyns

thazuuunsUsng islivsnguaviiduievesilnnesdiiu v 25 vneiae Jeseilasadiaszeng
fagluswnsy Structure version 2.3.4 (Pritchard et al., 2000) Tneiarn Parameter set ruadIungs (K) agluyas
1-10 v191 5 afa 14 Burn in Period $1u3w 100,000 A$3 uaz Markov Chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) 1131 100,000
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ﬂ%g& (Kazminska et al.,, 2017) Haadws31n Structure WaMIn38 Structure Selector (Li and Liu, 2018) wa33tA51¢91 ad
hoc statistic AK (Evanno et al., 2005) tieidonaduiunguuszunsges (K) Amnzauiian

Tneimuslsimegefifiindudssavianuduaindn (Q-value) snnnd1 0.77 Wusheghaiiugnssuuamslu
nausEnsEastiu (Pure accession) uazsoenaiiiien O taund 0.77 ilushegaiugnssunas (Admixed accession)
(Kazminska et al., 2017)

Table 1 Fruit characters of C. maxima, C. pepo, and C. moschata accessions, including fruit skin color, fruit
weight, size, fruit length, fruit width, length: width ratio, and fruit shape
Fruit Fruit Length:

Fruit skin Fruit width Fruit
No. Accessions weight Size length width
color (cm) . shape
(kg) (cm) ratio
1 SQ01 Green 0.58+0.06 S 6.49+0.25 12.23+0.82 0.53+0.05 Flattened
2 SQ02 Green 0.76+0.01 S 7.81+0.48 12.37+0.30 0.63+0.04 Flattened
3 SQ03 Green 0.65+0.03 S 6.42+0.13 12.43+0.30 0.52+0.02 Flattened
4 SQ04 Green 1.57+£0.10 M 9.73+0.60 16.91+0.54 0.58+0.02 Flattened
5 SQ05 Orange 1.77+0.57 M 11.54+1.93 16.97+2.15 0.68+0.03 Globular
6 SQ06 Green 1.02+0.20 M 7.49+0.41 14.22+0.76 0.53+0.02 Flattened
7 SQO7 Green 0.78+0.04 S 6.34+0.12 13.29+0.37 0.48+0.02 Flattened
8 SQ08 Green 1.76+0.13 M 11.56+0.49 16.75+0.14 0.69+0.03 Globular
9 SQ09 Green 0.60+0.05 S 6.61+0.27 12.04+0.90 0.55+0.06 Flattened
10 5Q10 Orange 1.48+0.25 M 12.72£1.17 15.29+0.99 0.83+0.04  Globular
11 SQ11 White cream  2.40+0.47 L 12.33+1.43 18.37+1.13 0.67+0.04 Globular
12 SQ12 Green 1.87+0.34 M 13.08+1.06 17.09+1.40 0.77+0.03 Globular
13 SQ13 Orange 2.09+0.28 L 13.76+1.24 16.89+0.85 0.81+0.04 Globular
14 SQ14 Green 1.60+0.22 M 9.81+0.37 17.37+1.19 0.57+0.03 Flattened
15 SQ15 Orange 1.76+0.19 M 11.43+0.43 17.04+1.09 0.67+0.06 Globular
16 SQ16 Green 0.66+0.10 S 7.42+0.23 12.37+0.35 0.60+0.02 Flattened
17 SQ17 Green 1.83+0.30 M 11.58+0.39 17.45+1.23 0.66+0.03 Globular
18 SQ18 Green 2.15+0.13 L 11.33+0.23  19.00+0.50 0.60+0.02 Flattened
19 SQ19 Green 0.74+0.16 S 7.76+0.71 12.66+1.02 0.61+0.04 Flattened
20 5Q20 Orange 1.43+0.33 M 13.03£1.56 14.68+0.89 0.89+0.06 Globular
21 SQ21 Green 1.26+0.13 M 12.09+0.83 14.41+0.76 0.84+0.04 Globular
22 SQ22 Green 1.44+0.32 M 10.67+0.59 15.47+1.62 0.69+0.06 Globular
23 SQ23 Green 1.64+0.45 M 10.68+0.57 16.81+2.42 0.64+0.08 Flattened
24 SQ24 Orange 2.66+0.45 L 16.96+4.48 18.80+1.47 0.91+0.28 Globular
25 SQ25 Orange 2.04+0.35 L 12.83+1.22 17.15+1.05 0.75+0.05 Globular
26 HPO1 Orange 5.00+1.64 XL 23.03+£3.09 23.03+2.68 1.00+0.12 Globular
27 PKO1 Green 2.32+0.29 L 12.14+0.98 18.52+0.60 0.65+0.03 Globular
28 BTO1 Green 0.82+0.07 S 13.40+1.12 10.33+£0.77 1.30+0.14  Pyriform

29 BT02 Yellow cream  0.69+0.13 S 16.81+0.46 9.43+0.50 1.78+0.08  Pyriform
Abbreviations: SQ=squash, HP=Halloween pumpkin, PK=pumpkin, BT=butternut. Fruit size: S (<1.00 kg), M (1.01-
2.00 kg), L (2.01-3.00 kg), XL (>3.00 kg). Fruit shape (length: width ratio): Flattened (<0.65), Globular (0.65-1.00),
Pyriform (>1.00).
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N3IANGUAWTNYULNA

Snwaurdvesiionn Unnlinna A1me1IvesHs AUNTIweINa waydaTdIuAIINEIHERNN B HE
(5Us9ma) veafinnes 29 nuneay (Table 1) wuindnvazdvesiong diulvgiidvesimadilier 31w 19 vuneiay
(65.52%) Avosilanaddu 1 8 MHLIAY (27.58%) AvesiinadnIue 91U 1 mnelay (3.45%) wazdveslinad
AuWEDY 1w 1 vneay (3.5%) tmiinag oglugae 0.58-5.00 Alansu fruads 1.63 Alansu Sadunavunidn
(S) T 9 MUBLaY (31.03%) HaTUINNANN (M) $9UIU 13 WueLa (44.83%) navuialng (L) 31U9U 6 Mnea
(20.69%) warnaruIAlvgiuin (XL) 91U 1 nu1eia (3.45%) AMUE1IVRING g luYe 6.34-23.03 twufilung &
Aade 11.58 lwufituns Anuniisvomwa aglutag 9.43-23.03 wufiues Ja1edes 15.73 leufiluns uazdnsidiumi
gdemunesHa aglutie 0.48-1.78 fianads 0.75 daidunguzusiamautiy $1umm 12 maneiay (41.38%) U519
HANAY 91U 15 Mea (51.72%) warFUsIHAgNLns 311U 2 vingia (6.90%) (Figure 1)

(a) C. maxima

) i Green
Green Orange\ White crei ﬂ
i :; % f ,' l;. J ¢ “u }‘.
g : = X | !
SQ03 - - sQil sQ12

Flattened shape Globular shape

(b) C. pepo (C) C. moschata

W

HPO1

Halloween pumpkin/Globular shape Butternut/Pyriform shape Pumpkin/Globular shape

Figure 1 Fruit characters of the studied accessions. (a) C. maxima fruit shape with various skin colors (white

cream, green and orange). (b) C. pepo. (c) C. moschata.

N3INAUMBANYAILNG 31U 5 ANvae @111304eNdI0819 C. moschata nqu Butternut wax C. pepo b
Tuvauiisiogne PKO1 Sseglunguideniuiinesditu enaileanainngy Butternut H5Us1svamaiiunnsnaaingoeig
u duiinneselaiu fuavuialgninflnmosdiu

finnesdiiudnidu 3 ngulna (Figure 2) 16un ngudl 1 $1uau 2 mneiay Wunguravuelng) naud 2 $1ou
15 nuneiay wadu 2 nqudes nguil 2.1 S1uru 9 wuneiay Fvesimadiley wavuianats ngud 2.2 91w 6
vaNeLaY Fveilanaddy HavLAnans Laznguil 3 $1uau 8 vanelay FvesianadiTe navunalan warsuiauty

nsdmnguitnnesdiufednvarnaiiuualiunsinndgunudnuasdvesions tmiines wargUiima Seed
11 AuevesHa AN sTema wasivnaa favdnadenisdanquilnnes WuReafumsTangudaednune
Fugruinewesilnnes C maxima lutssmaailu (Ferriol et al, 2004) Enitan1sAnwidugiuinervesiinnos
C. maxima luUseweRu WUSA¥ALANLENIYEIHE ANLNIIIBIHA WAzt miinga fAnuvainvangas (Zhao et al,,
2017) Fsmssfunmsdangalumsiinuil Fsdnwasnadinanazasaiiluldlunsdanguitnnesldsely
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mMaiuUSinfiBue

PnMiuTaAduevesiinves S1uau 29 mneiay MelAdemiingeaoaens $1UI 40 LATEIVENY WU
34 \p30evny AlruauAiduesiuau 95 uau fvunUseana 60-210 giua Wuauiidueneduesiin fiuansai
WANFNITZIIIMIELAY (Polymorphic DNA band) §7u3u 93 uau (97.89%) waziduuauiiduediliuansauunns
(Monomorphic DNA band) $1131 2 uau (2.11%) Sruiukaufiuaiededemune 2.79 uau lnawnsoavanedili
LLﬂUﬁLé‘uLaﬁ'Lmﬂm'wﬁﬁgﬂuﬂq'u C. maxima, C. pepo war C. moschata §1u3u 22 13 savune ldun CMTp17,
CMTmC43, CMTm11, CMTm239, CMTpl114, CMTm247, CMTm48, CMTm192, CMTm7, CMTm229, CMTm155,
CMTm113, CMTp201, CMTm222, CMTm29, CMTm232, CMTm134, CMTm230, CMTm35, CMTm190, CMTm252
way CMTp223

Fruit skin color

© © Fruit shape
Clusters

v » Size

r21
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HENENED
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Figure 2 Dendrogram of 29 pumpkin accessions generated by UPGMA clustering using fruit characters.
Abbreviations: P=Pyriform, G=Globular, F=Flattened.

drunTosneliuoufiduielanzngu C moschata $1uan 10 ww3savang 1dun CMTm83, CMTmMC6O,
CMTm68, CMTm118, CMTm183, CMTm20, CMTm209, CMTm54, CMTmC62 sty CMTm132 s'ﬁqm%"awmaméﬂﬁ
wansunURtBuafisumizdu C moschata Ssamnsnilulduenitnnesnquiloanaindn 2 ndu wudertunisine
C. maxima fiMuLA3 U eLeaLeae1s s uNE i UadTd (Kazminska et al, 2017) @1utA3esnung CMTmM19 Tiuau
Aouengu C. maxima #1931n C. pepo waz C. moschata Fadeaung CMTm207 wanauauiduomanis PKO1

Tnoiadeamnoeatedand 34 1adeaving Tan PIC Turas 0.03-0.62 uansliiiuiadeamnglunsdnunis
anuanssasuundlulndfunnsnaiuluseiuiiegs Tnefidadewinidy 0.26 @t H, Tutas 0.03-0.68 wansin
Uszansiildannusiaziaiesnedianumainvanenisiugnssuuanseiuszduiiage waswiniu 0.29 in3eammnediil
A1 PIC uay H, gaan Ao LA3esvany CMTp17 dAwsiniu 0.62 uay 0.68 muadu (Table 2) dauAdosmsny CMTp17,
CMTmC43 wag CMTm11 da PIC g9nd1 0.5 fednduszdnsaingdlunisdruuniugnssy wwdeidun1sdnw
LS EILNELOALEEDNS S 23 tn3eevune Tullames C. maxima $huau 85 MuneLaT (Kazminska et al., 2017)

d1uA@aved PIC WAy 0.26 Aildannisdned deilndidsaiunisdnsvesiinnes C. maxima g
WS eMUIEIOAARNS S 30 W3eeuing (PIC=0.22; Chen et al, 2021) wAdiA1sn31n15@n C. maxima §1uau
85 meLay MAs1wIuiI0g 19NN (PIC=0.51; Kazmifiska et al, 2017) uagnsinwiiinnes Cucurbita spp 91U
60 19819 INAIANZTUANVBIUTEWIALALET FIBLASEIMINELOEOd81S $1UIU 5 1A30IMIY (PIC=0.53; Nyabera et
al,, 2021) maLﬁamfmﬂmﬁﬁﬂmﬁiﬁﬁ’ﬁﬂwaaﬁ’uimiﬁﬂuﬂisLwﬂlwa T insfnwimaildsiuusegannny
uardaduiusiudoshufuaeiusdldnnnsusuuseiug
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Table 2 Polymorphic DNA bands, PIC and H, of 34 SSR markers in 29 C. maxima, C. pepo, and C. moschata

accessions

No. SSR Markers Total DNA bands Polymorphic bands Size (bp) PIC He
1 CMTp17 4 4 60-180 0.62 0.68
2 CMTmC43 4 4 140-170 0.56 0.63
3 CMTm11 4 4 90-150 0.54 0.61
4 CMTm239 3 3 180-200 0.47 0.52
5 CMTpl14 3 3 100-120 0.42 0.47
6 CMTm247 3 3 110-150 0.40 0.46
7 CMTm48 3 3 100-130 0.39 0.43
8 CMTm192 4 4 90-120 0.39 0.42
9 CMTm7 3 3 130-180 0.37 0.41
10 CMTm229 3 3 130-170 0.35 0.39
11 CMTm155 4 4 130-160 0.35 0.38
12 CMTm113 3 3 140-160 0.32 0.35
13 CMTp201 3 3 80-120 0.28 0.30
14 CMTm222 3 3 140-180 0.23 0.24
15 CMTm19 2 2 100-120 0.21 0.24
16 CMTm29 2 2 90-100 0.21 0.24
17 CMTm232 4 4 170-210 0.21 0.22
18 CMTm134 4 4 150-180 0.21 0.22
19 CMTm230 3 3 170-190 0.20 0.22
20 CMTm35 2 2 140-150 0.19 0.21
21 CMTm83 3 3 90-120 0.18 0.19
22 CMTmC60 3 3 150-190 0.18 0.19
23 CMTm68 3 3 90-120 0.18 0.19
24 CMTm118 2 2 120-140 0.17 0.19
25 CMTm183 2 2 110-120 0.17 0.19
26 CMTm190 2 2 80-90 0.17 0.19
27 CMTm20 2 2 100-140 0.17 0.19
28 CMTm209 2 2 150-160 0.17 0.19
29 CMTm252 2 2 90-100 0.17 0.19
30 CMTm54 2 2 140-150 0.17 0.19
31 CMTmC62 2 2 140-160 0.17 0.19
32 CMTm132 2 2 100-110 0.12 0.13
33 CMTm207 2 1 100-120 0.03 0.03
34 CMTp223 2 1 170-180 0.03 0.03
Total 95 93 Mean 0.26 0.29

N15ALATITAAIATUN LSV LGN T

M51ATIERANNELTUS N LN TTUYRsiNNes 119U 29 MUNBIAY INIAFBIVNNBLBALDADS ST 34
wWosng YuauAdueiammn sduuedsiinnumilou laengu C. moschata Sendvianuniiou Weutungu
C. maxima 8g5ening 0.08-0.15 & C. pepo dMmavtiauvilou Wiguiungu C. maxima 8¢5ening 0.47-0.57
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flnvesguildrdviiaumiiousysening 0.57-1.00 fidiads 0.78 ilesaniinneadufivinauduldieg
Aadeiuansfamiuranuaemeiugnssussduiunans oradeananiedeildifuiugnisén fiunisdniden
wneulneinusulseiug Sadianuduiusyaiugnssulnddaiuluuingy

feehsiifadviaumilougega Ae manetay SQO1 fu SQO3 fA Ay 1.00 Fuduwdniusainuiem
ety doyadanandliiuin s 2 mneiae Sanulnddemeiugnssugann mndeamsueneeninniuenadouda
wisamngluniamaaey Snvis 2 mneaeildaldnuasdvesiiong suswamioutu uazdmidnualndifseiu 3
anvagradneglunguibieniu $uiu SQO9 wiKANTIATIERANNAURUSIRUENTTH SQO9 dAdvianumileuiu
SQO1 uag SQO3 Llles 0.77 drumsneiay SQ13 fladvianumileuIeuiiou SQ11 fan iy 0.57 (Figure 3)
wanaflauanAasiugnssIaNATign Tne SQ13 AvesianadiTe luvadl SQ11 Avesinadeiuwn

5SQo1

SQ02  0.90

SQ03  1.00 0.90

SQo04 088 0.80 0.88

SQ05 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.74

SQ06 0.82 082 082 080 0.77

SQ07 085 077 085 088 076 0.86

SQ08 090 091 090 084 077 086 081

SQ09 077 078 0.77 079 076 090 090 0.82

SQ10 0.77 086 077 070 080 0.81 072 081 0.77

SQ11 070 071 070 0.68 066 071 066 074 070 0.63

SQ12 080 088 080 077 078 076 075 0.88 076 088 0.65

sQ13 070 079 070 0.71 077 074 073 074 078 092 057 085

SQ14 090 0.82 090 093 076 082 085 090 077 073 0.67 080 0.70

SQ15 076 077 076 0.74 095 073 072 077 072 080 066 078 077 0.76

SQ16 071 075 071 072 067 068 070 075 067 070 065 077 067 071 0.67

SQ17 090 086 09 088 073 086 081 095 078 077 071 084 070 095 073 0.71

SQ18 080 077 080 082 071 069 080 080 072 068 063 078 069 084 071 085 0.80

SQ19 076 077 076 078 068 0.73 076 080 072 072 069 078 069 076 068 093 077 083

SQ20 0.74 079 074 076 077 079 078 079 083 092 060 085 094 074 077 067 074 069 073

SQ21 077 081 077 079 076 081 076 086 081 090 066 088 087 077 080 074 081 076 076 087

SQ22 081 081 081 079 072 086 0.80 0.86 085 085 066 079 082 077 072 074 081 076 076 087 090

SQ23 085 077 085 092 075 081 089 085 085 076 0.65 079 077 09 075 073 085 083 079 082 085 085

SQ24 087 079 087 089 077 083 092 083 087 078 063 076 079 087 073 071 083 081 077 084 082 087 097

SQ25 076 077 076 0.74 067 077 076 077 076 080 059 079 077 072 064 073 077 075 075 082 080 085 0.79 0.82

HPO1 049 047 049 050 052 053 057 047 055 051 048 048 051 049 052 051 047 052 052 054 048 054 053 054 053

PKO1 010 0.0 010 0.10 013 0.10 010 010 011 012 015 011 011 010 0.13 009 0.10 0.09 011 012 0.10 010 010 0.11 0.09 0.20

BTO1 0.10 0.09 010 0.10 012 009 010 009 0.11 012 015 011 012 010 012 0.11 0.9 0.9 012 012 010 010 0.10 0.10 0.09 0.18 0.76

BT02 0.09 008 009 0.09 011 008 009 008 010 011 014 010 0.11 009 011 010 0.08 0.8 011 011 009 0.9 009 009 009 0.17 063 0.62
SQ01 SQ02 SQ03 SQO4 SQO5 SQO06 SQO7 SQO8 SQO9 SQ10 SQ11 SQ12 SQ13 SQ14 SQ15 SQ16 SQ17 SQ18 SQ19 SQ20 SQ21 SQ22 SQ23 SQ24 SQ25 HPO1 PKO1 BTO1 BT02

Figure 3 Genetic similarity coefficient of 29 pumpkin accessions using 34 SSR markers.

\ieudeyauaudidute luasha Dendrogram anansaueniinnes C. pepo uaz C moschata 88n97N C
maxima wazdanguiinnesdiu senldidu 3 ndu (Cluster) Ao ngudl 1 912w 19 muneiay wundu 2 ngugesis
UTINYTUIAU (1nan/Clade) taan | 913 12 wuneaw dwlvgdvesianadidey wasgusimandu wan Il 9w 7
vinelaY AvesiinadiTvEoddy wazgusimmanan nguil 2 S1uau 2 vsnelay AvesRanaddu HavUIANA WazgUTNs
wanau Adaduinan Il nguit 3 S1uau 3 mneiay Fvesimadiler uargusramauu Adadunan v nsdangu
wiltuaenadesiuanvazU e (Figure 4)

ueNNHEMUFIeE1e SQ11 LeNoBNINNGY (Outlier) fidvesiinadniuu uAnFaTINGDE NN Ha
nsdanguaudoyannuduiusneiusnssuivsslovdegnad sienisdnidoniug Woutdmiunisusuuseiug
Taglamizedned adeusideninannguiiuandnedy Jaazdrefinlonalunisaiignuanifininuuususiums
ftugnssugs uasdidnsamlunsdndendnvasiduldinniy

ANuvannaneaugnIsuiinnesdiu feoiadeamneteaeass dfudamimilou 0.57-1.00 fadnu
MAINA1ENIIRUEN ST INALABITUNIANIANUAINMAIENIINUTNTTUYEY C. maxima U 44 MUNELaY 67e
\Seavang RAPD fiflindulinnumilou eglutis 0.40-0.98 (Zhao et al, 2017) uazfylinnuwmilouiidniade (0.78) g9
ninnnsanenluiinnes C. maxima IngldieSosmneieaioasns AAndu 0.44 (Kazminska et al, 2016) dumsiangu
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ANNENTUSNIITUENSTUTENINANYMEY C maxima aunsaueneenan C. pepo way C. moschata @enAaadlun13n
nay C. maxima MdlanuduRusneiugnssulnddniungy C ficifolia 1nn31 C. pepo ag C. moschata (Ferriol et
al., 2003)

Fruit skin color
Size

Fruit shape
Clusters

Clade Ill — SQ05 G s
G

SQlée W s F
L e HE
01s MW L_F |
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Figure 4 Dendrogram of 29 pumpkin accessions generated by UPGMA clustering using 34 SSR markers.

N1353LA1ZALATIAI19UTEYINT

mﬁmfjuiﬂiﬂa%fwUizmm%qﬂﬂmaazﬁﬂu wuen AK gegn Ao K=3 (56.81) (Figure 5a) Fregefithandn
anunsawtseenilunguitugnssunanls 3 Ussynsges (G1-G3) wudendumsfinwilnves C. maxima Tuuseineansi
(Bulut et al., 2022) 99nn15@nw1 C. moschata LN UPEAN G U2 100 MeLav 39U C pepo wag C. maxima
T4 10 Nu18Lay WuIIUIUYTEYINT K=5 @1u15auen C pepo wag C. maxima laeg1eay 1 nau ludu C
moschata @unsadalamdy 11 3 nau AUNINIAYDIRIBEN (Arbizu et al., 2022)

INUHUAIN Structure bar plot Hinnesgyunnfaeg1sinsnaumestugnssusening 3 Uszvinsdes lu
dnsnaiunntesunnsnauly (Figure 5b) Tneiduuszvinsdes G1 (@une) Useunsedes G2 (Hilen) uagusesvnsdes
G3 (@idu) 39 G1 Usznousie 12 mnewan fidwlngdvesimadiden wazgUTaRawlu G2 Usenaudie 7 vunglay
Aflanuuanssresdnwazaa Lay G3 Uszneuse 6 vieiay fidsusismanay duluajnavuianans wanisdangy
Tnssainauszannstuulihduiusiugusmasnniian

uenanifimuiiotne $1uau 9 vaneias TiuA SQ02, SQ05, SQ06, SQ08, SQ09, SQ12, SQ018, SO22 ax
SQ25 Ludegrewugnssunan Liesandien O Hesndt 0.77 Fauansiansldiunisaenesynaiugnssuanainvans
ﬂamﬂi”‘tﬁﬂi o1aiflesnnaindegeiltlunsinulsmnanmsuulgeiug wudsatumsnwives C maxima Wug
udles Anviunduduiuguanmaiugnssuuientu (Reddy et al, 2022) Fsnrmditusmaiugnssuiiusing
lu Dendrogram @enAdeansdnngulaseasnauseyns lnewman | dnegluussvinsges Gl wnan Il Ineglulssyinstey
G3 gnLiu SQ25 wagiAan Il LAan IV wag Outlier Inoy luuszyInsgay G2 Tae7 5Q25 WAAINITN1TIANGY
Dendrogram lsisenadasiunisiangulassainasznns esonidusednaiugnssunan fa1 0 luuszrnsdos G2
Hu 0.46 waw fien 0 Tuvszannsdes 63 1 0.42 Ssdndulssmnsdeslundgy G2 Sniamsiinsesilassadiaszeins
wanawalun s luvnig?l Dendrogram AiATIesiszezvinenaiugnssu (Painwise distance) Sailriinanisdnngud
uanseiu Sniansinen C maxima $1u7u 85 Maelay wuiidaegs Outliers 99 Dendrogram dneguszrnsdes
(K1) wusienfunisanwndl (Kazmiriska et al, 2017)
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A10819 SQO1, SQO3 wag SQO9 FnlunquLABITuNY Dendrogram wavlaseasnalssing Tagd 5Q01 fu
5Q03 HA1 Q Tuuszvnsdes G1 vJu 0.92 Tuwaes SQ09 a1 Q Tulszunsdes G1 vJu 0.50 waneIn SQOL wa
SQ03 1usegenifiiugnssuuians Tuvazi SQ09 Wudiegaiugnssunay

(b) FFFGFFFGGTFTFFGFTFGGFGGGGGG G Fruit shape
(a) MMML S SSMMMSSLSSMMLLLMMMMM Size
EEEN NN AR NS NN sk coor

Delta K
Q-value

. —
e

* k% * k¥ * %

¢ ST EOT O AN~ 0VON—OVOANWN 0NN OO - NN
12 3 4 5 6 71 8 3 1w H O NNOOO— O OO0 O — o — o O 4 N o N o &N &N
[eNeoNe e e e NeNeNoNoNeNeNeoNoNeNe o oo NoNoNoNo oo/

K NVnMV UV MMM uunu nuunumumuauunuan unanonunan

Figure 5 Population structure analysis. (a) Delta K (AK) values indicate the most appropriate number of
population clusters, with K=3 representing the optimal value. (b) Structure bar plot of 25 C. maxima cultivars
from Structure analysis.

*=Admixed accession
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5813195298197 19 lUNSANEY TIUIY 34 1AS BIMNIE TABLAS Mg CMTp17, CMTmC43 uag CMTm11 1Ju
\n3oamneiiuszansamgslunissuuniugnssy ewindeamaneuanInLANA1BN ANYIAMIMAINYAIETNG
ftugnasuvasiinuesdiu v 25 aneian fedaiinnumilouszwing 0.57-1.00 fdnads 0.78 wandliifiuindoded
Tlumsfinniifigiuitugnssunia lefesn sQ11 AfAvesRamadudvnifienuuansansiugnssuaindiodnssy
wndian drunsdanqudisdnuazee aunsndanquaudnumzdvesiona iminaa war3UITKa N13TRNgu
anuduitusmatugnsse 16 3 ngu wesidungugosfussmyusniu 4 nan uaznmsiaseilasaiieuszeins
ansndale 3 Ussninsges uansdnuazidunisiaumaiugnssy Jansiangudisiiomineieaeaeisiivuali
duusfudnunrsuing iamsdnmiuandiifuiiinnesdiuiusnsilulssmalnefinnumanuaomeiugnsss
Ununans uagiidnvasdunsiaumneiusnesy Sedeyainiesmneienioaens wasarumainvatenisiugnssumai
agthensduunifusuazaivayunsdadeniugwewiifinnumainvatemsiugnssugs Wetiulszansnawlunis
Uiuussiugilmesdgiulusunan
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