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GRAPHICAL ABSTRACT ABSTRACT

Nam Dokmai

Si Thong is a mango cultivar

1 Plant materials 2 SSR genotyping 3 Clustering 4 Genetic structure (K = 4) known for its desirable
| Nam Dokmai CTAB DNA extraction UPGMA. = CETEE AT e = e flavor and high economic
S Thong : £ - o
REHSIES S R MAR S L= value in Thailand. However,
* ¢ male parents L) - T 080 -7
Capillary electrophoresis PCoA ; . .
} .' L } [ the breeding of true hybrids

is challenging because

NI

mango is polyembryonic,

21 F, hybrid lines 42 alleles (3.2 | marker) Mast hybiids cluster with
mean PIC = 0.33 parents clearly sepamated meaning that seedlings
These 10 lines are the priority for further confirmation of hybridity. arising from maternal
The 13 SSR markers separated Nam Dokmai Si Thong from the male parents but not amang them; fluorescent SSR or SNP markers would resolve them. .
nucellar tissue can resemble

true hybrids morphologically. Molecular markers can therefore improve selection accuracy and shorten the breeding process.
This study used 13 simple sequence repeat (SSR) markers to examine 21 progenies derived from crosses between
Nam Dokmai Si Thong (female parent) and three male parents: R2E2, Yu Wen, and Ngachang Daeng. A total of 24 alleles were detected, with
1-3 alleles per locus. The mean observed heterozygosity, expected heterozygosity and polymorphic information content (PIC) were 0.245,
0.226, and 0.183, respectively. A parentage exclusion test based on loci at which the male parents carried paternal-specific alleles revealed
that two-thirds of the progenies (14 lines; 66.7%) lacked paternal alleles and were identical to Nam Dokmai Si Thong at all scored lodi,
consistent with a nucellar origin. Line 10 lacked paternal alleles but differed from the female parent at one locus, whereas six lines carried
non-maternal alleles. The markers also revealed discrepancies in the recorded crosses that would be difficult to detect based on plant
morphology alone. Line 8 had a genotype consistent with a cross between Nam Dokmai Si Thong and R2E2 rather than the recorded cross
involving Yu Wen. Lines 11, 12, and 23 shared an identical genotype and carried paternal alleles that did not match any of the three designated

male parents, suggesting possible pollination by another tree. Lines 13 and 14 differed from the female parent at one locus. The results of
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unweighted pair group method with arithmetic mean (UPGMA) clustering (cophenetic correlation coefficient, r = 0.91), principal coordinate

analysis (PCoA), and STRUCTURE analysis at K = 2 were consistent with the parentage exclusion results. The SSR marker set clearly distinguished

the female parent from the male parents, but could not differentiate among the three male parents. These findings demonstrate that early

screening of mango seedlings using SSR markers can help eliminate non-hybrid plants at an early stage and verify the accuracy of cross records,

thereby supporting more efficient and reliable mango breeding programs.

ARy

UNANED

wzshabnenldfdnes;
UzI9GNEL; idomneluiana
LRdELERNS; NSVAFRUANSAnBaN
MeugnIsY; naneduusle

Keywords

Nam Dokmai Si Thong mango;
Mango hybrids; SSR markers;
Parentage exclusion;

Polyembryony

¥ v e b am N e .
wzahahnenlidnesfuiugfisanffuavaiaamanssghogdiiuussna uinsusulsaiug
a o DERES a | Ao < P 0o q vy oo & A
ielildgnuauuwivildenn iesnnuzhdidnvagvaneiduuile (polyembryony) iliduiiimuanileds
nucellus vasusifidnumugUsingadeiugnuanuy nsldiasesmuneluanadsdiodinanuuiuguazan
o ce oy 4 . o ‘ Y
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1. A

1vsie (Mangifera indica L.) \Julinal
Sounfmmdfgmansugia Inedulssmagian
uzidudu 8 vedlan lalinandinuinnil 1.6
dudusiel wazluddsoandudiu 5 vedan ud
2567 mia'qaaﬂmzmaammlmﬁyjam 4,716
v istuferar 45,68 AnTieunth Tagsann
dsoenvian leun inwiald wiaide guu Geaunu
waz aud.and [1] Ineiduunasiugnssunzaing
AdrAyunanis uifaneiugiugnazinaig
nainvaty winatadulasuatgiugindedia
woiiles

NATUTLYUTIUNUALANYIFIUNLL
Tne wuinnumsnsiesnswusuzansifinuaiw
douasanfedneiuginnonlsl Waonvun Tadu
AxaAnn NunuselIALaTIIaY Lasilengndanis
Auieenu eWanansisUszinelal 1wy
andgeuiinuazooansids Jagtuinenlidves
Huiusudnituslnanaaniisluuazsinsssmne uei
fosrfafennisivinududios 16 Yu Weaifiey
fuugaudalunaialan (40 Ju) yilvsuyunsvuds
e IMAge wazdseoulmsenisudeuntasanm
9101A NINIWINITINYAT LaeaudiToivaiy
AvavinwhazAudIdeivatualoiie laaliunig
fananetuguzanauslnanaandausd 2555-2558

s

warlul 2565 gudideivaugluielanaudiamiug
diomgnuauiififionaduns Ingldnenlsamedu
wsivfug nanfurieiugifiudensadunauay liifindu
wiosfiuoed 3 iug Idannaniomn 21 fu sieug
wanilfinivdmsiugnasudisnnusiiug Tae
015y8y (R2E2) uiugidmdonanndundruesiug
Kent & anii3defivaiu Bowen Sgaiuduaud
UsemAoaanside uardiwdavsuuuduuiloden
wazvianewduuile 2] guiuduiusantdniy B
ulsulseiuguzahslulavniuldiusngunasson
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WU Haden, Irwin wag Kent Lﬂugwuﬁuqﬂisuwé’ﬂ
3] drundrunaduiugistuiidaanlduniu
wuiy vnsdthaonlifineaduuzanaiusine
wewugsanuTannhiidadafuanansinuaiiug
Faduteulvdglunisnseaeuanuidugnua
seedomneluiana

ag19lsfiniy n1suFudgaRuguzaaed
auvmieLiosnnusingnisaivateduuile
(polyembryony) 3avhlvudndrundeiaun
Hudundraniiieifie nucellus veus! (nucellar
seedling) AfiWugnssumileuduusinaziidnuas
MIFUTIUATIEAUGNHAN N1TARLEONAIEAN YUY
Usingiitgsednaifedddddaiunsawendugn
e (zygotic seedling) aana1nAu nucellar 1g
\A3 DN Simple Sequence Repeats (SSR)
HuLA3eamunBuUY co-dominant Adszdy
polymorphism qumﬂﬁwaﬁw%ﬂéf F@mnsausn
Sadationenenainduwinazdurioanainiule
lnunse AugnRaNzdelidafiadinzvesnenug
U umisiviowazuaisnaty vefdu nucellar
sediflulndiiouwsinnsinums [4, 5] 139598
sﬁaﬁﬁl,mﬁﬂué’ﬂwmzﬁ(parentage exclusion test)
seyvaudvesgnuanuzailuesansidelagnaes
Sowaz 95 [4] svugnuauveziluiuldsesay
95.38 [6] wavteaidongnualdnaussrordund
(7]

Ussansgnuanyaisvliineldiunis
nrRdeUieiaIamneluanaunou Madnidon
afeendednyusdugIuIng I NeI0g1LRe7
miAfeifsdinguivasdifie (1) Vssiuarundy
QNHANYDINLANGNNAN 21 E@N8FY MILNITNARDU
NIARDBNNIINUTNITTUI18ANUIINToYA
Alulnd SSR wuu co-dominant waz (2) Anwn
AMUFUNUSKALIATIATINIIRUTN TTUTENIN
gnwanfuousiifug eliidudeyalunisdnidon
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auuaraTIvaeuUseIRanan iUl Taiug
uzmely

2. aUnsaluazisns

2.1 fregrefidnen

Uszillungaegnuanan 3 guay lagd
iheenldfavoaduuiiug uasiviewusimadung
Loun 15%8Y G wavadawas SaNgnHan 21
anedu Tdun dinenlifEnes x guiu 11 fu
(aneLa 5-15) tnenliidnes x mduns 6 du
(mneian 16-21) wazthmenlifdnes x o15ydy 4
fiu (mnelan 22-25) Saufurieutiusite 4 Wug
(Vnelay 1-4) 531 25 Mg 18adunsii0e1s
wagnnlulansly Table 1

2.2 Lﬂ‘éawmaimaqal,amaam% (SSR marker)
FadaniA3oamung SSR 910 50 AIumia
Ffiseeulineunt (8] Tnadensunisiiliuau
AU TARULATLENANNLANANSTENINIRE Nl
U 13 dunds arduivalnsiwes qungl
annealing VWAKAASUIN UarAMITNDININUG

ANANII1BAWALILERAILY Table 2

2.3 Msafanaue Mmaiuvsunamdue wazns
vuiindlulnd
WilumaanvessgnNalwayiowiug
USunaw 0.2 n$u snualululnsiaumal anefoue
M35 CTAB UszynfanTsues Doyle war Doyle
[9] WinUBnafiduemeUjiseniidoniuiunns
521 15 lulasdans Useneuday 10X buffer S
(Vivantis) 1.5 lulasdans dNTPs 2.5 mM 1.5
lulasdns Inswwesats Forward way Reverse
(10 uM) ad19ag 0.25 lulpsdns Tag DNA
polymerase (5 U/pl) 0.15 lalasans Adueduuluy
(10 ne/uV) 3 lailasans wazthndu 8.35 Tulasans
anmzmiudSaUsznaudg pre-denaturation

76

7 94°C w5 Uit Ause 35 SeUTBY denaturation
7l 94°C w30 Funit annealing Migaumgfiiane
Yosusazlnglues (52-57°C; Table 2) uu 30 3wl
Way extension i 72°C W 30 3T way final
extension 7 72°C WU 10 w1l freiATes
SimpliAmp™ thermal cycler (Applied Biosystems)
MnkAwTziaTuREuesaeIes capillary
electrophoresis iq"u Qsep 100 Bio-Fragment
Analyzer (BiOptic Inc., Taiwan) I@&I‘fl’ﬁgﬂﬁﬂm
High-Resolution Cartridges (F3)

wnTuRiduedildannaies Qsep 100
gnind1Ydada (allele binning) uaztuiinidu
AulnduvvAnases (co-dominant) N139AY9
dadaviiiagsuvia lngldvunndaiavesauwiiug
WA Turgneds vuetumSueiimetuliiiu 2.5
bp Salusadaientu mniuSedendlulnd
wmnusngiiaiiies Tuiindulsluleia (a/a) win
Usngassila wagiiafiaessiniugunnninfesas
30 vesiiAusn Tuitniluwawmelsluia (a/b) duiin
fgdlaifie¥ovay 30 vesfiausniedudnansuniu
(stutter) wagliiuntudin dregailivsing
HanSeRgens o dwmidle Yuiindudeyauin
w18 (missing data) Inaivuaadu 0 uaylidan
AU

2.4 Mylwsziidaya

1. AINRAINWATLVIILATDINNTEY SSR
ANTILIUTAAasREA LAY (Na) A1 observed
heterozygosity (Ho) fi1 expected heterozygosity
WUU unbiased (He) [10] wazA1 polymorphic
information content (PIC) A1ugnTY83 Botstein
et al. [11] fio PIC = 1 - Sp” - 3 2pp’ iile
p, ke p, fomufivesdada i was j Ingliituteya
vrane

2. N1SNATIUNITANDINNIIRUTNITY

(parentage exclusion test) tUSsuiisudlulni
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Table 1

2. Yu Wen 3. Ngachang

1. R2E2

Daeng Thong

8. Nam Dokmai Si 9. Nam Dokmai Si 10. Nam Dokmai 11. Nam Dokmai
Thong x Yu Wen Si Thong x Yu Si Thong x Yu

(@) Wen (7)

Thong x Yu Wen

16. Nam Dokmai 17. Nam Dokmai

Si Thong x

18. Nam Dokmai
Si Thong x

15. Nam Dokmai

Si Thong x Yu
Wen (11)

Si Thong x
Ngachang Daeng
(1 (2)

Ngachang Daeng Ngachang Daeng

(2/2) a

22. Nam Dokmai
Si Thong x R2E2

23. Nam Dokmai
Si Thong x R2E2
(5) (6) (7) (8)

24, Nam Dokmai
Si Thong x R2E2

25. Nam Dokmai
Si Thong x R2E2

4. Nam Dokmai Si

Information on the studied mango varieties and their leaf characteristics

5. Nam Dokmai Si
Thong x Yu Wen
(1) (2)

Thong x Yu Wen

13. Nam Dokmai
Si Thong x Yu
Wen (9)

12. Nam Dokmai
Si Thong x Yu
Wen (8)

19. Nam Dokmai 20. Nam Dokmai

Si Thong x Si Thong x
Ngachang Daeng Ngachang Daeng

(3) (@]

® No. 18 (2/2) Second seedling from the same polyembryonic seed as No. 17.

7

6. Nam Dokmai Si

7. Nam Dokmai Si

Thong x Yu Wen

®3)

14. Nam Dokmai

Si Thong x Yu

Wen (10)

21. Nam Dokmai
Si Thong x

Ngachang Daeng
©)
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vognHaNuAavatgduiuLiiuiuaznaiugh
v = Yyya 13 oo Y o LA o osa
Guiinliagsdumis Amuald “sundsineiugil

v a

danalaniz” (paternal-specific allele) ABFLLLS

'
al

Aviowusidulslulefavesdadafiniiuglus w
Fumisdenam grauyniumesgnaiufesidada
vosneius 9ndunsan (1) Sadaitlildunain
wilfiug (non-matemal allele) (2) M3VINBAGAYDS

wiifiug (maternal mismatch) wag (3) Aadnmiu

lavesdlulndivgnanseninuadiugiaznoiug

wiaviug wdidngnuauusavaneduly 5 nqu
Tnefinsanmudidu 3 du feil duil 1 amea
\Hugnveausifiug mndiegstion 1 duvisiignuas
Lifidadalanssiuuiiug dadungu Vv (11adada
voualitug) uarlifinsandusely duf 2 dmsu
s 1 warlaiidadaitlalfunanusiiug

'3 o

minfidlulndiniioundiiugnnaunuannsiale

dadungu | Qlulnlmilouwiiug) windidada

[ s o 1 1 6 I [
VBIUWUTVINATLAUS LLG]’\]IUVLV]‘UGH%]'HWLLNWUS

]

o ¢

Fawe 1 swndauly wu wliusiduewelsleda

q
= '

wignuauduleluleiavesdadaud dadungu

(fnaanudiuglagliufidadavesnenug) Tuin 3
angaunfidadanlilauiainuiiudedietes 1

o

dada telndugnuan udmsrannudiiulanu

[N

WBNWUT

q

ns1ale gnuauiidadanilannuinuguasdndada

ey Tag “Wiiula” wuneds ynduvia

uilsnsatusadavesionugiu (dusumisideye
vave) malaidfusuneiugivuinld uidhi
Ifuveritusaulunsinund Sadundu 1l (Weviug
ssnfituiinld) uasmnlsidrususeriugany
dodungu v (Waﬂ’uiagﬂiuamﬁaﬁuﬁjﬁg&mm ol
Fosmatud 1 feu ilesnndesiuduindugnues
wiiiugnouiansanwenug

3. AUFUNUSNIIRUTNITY AU
svggn1amaiugnssunuuIulndlaladivuud

(codominant genotypic distance) [12] 5£%314

78

degenng tnglfianziunisiiidoyanans
#ets uazuanadudadiuvesszozsinagegaiiiu
W antuadraununmdulfiuuu unweighted
pair group method with arithmetic mean
(UPGMA) 1azUsziiuniuinunzduvodbuunIn
fuliinleAn cophenetic correlation SEwinunsng
FYEENNNIINUGNITUAVUNING cophenetic
Farunnselauss SaiPy [13] dwmsunsiases
principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) [14]
1% squared Euclidean distance U8381uUANWN
§ada (allele dosage) Tu 10 druniafifiaiy
vannviane Tnsunuandeyaiivaveseriadeves
Fumietiy

4. 1a598 319190 UFNITU TLATIENAY
TUsunsy STRUCTURE westu 2.3.4 [15] 14
admixture model 32uAU correlated allele
frequencies [16] fvuA burn-in 100,000 58U Way
MCMC &4 burn-in 100,000 58U d1UUNEY (K)
Faust 1 89 10 vhe 10 pdastedn K mﬁi’ﬂmuﬂﬁjmﬁ'
WNzaNInA1 AK [17] saelusunsy Structure
Harvester [18] WwagA1 posterior probability U84
usiaz K (Prob(K)) [15] agunanisvhandasusunsy
CLUMPAK [19] uaziansnaniglusunsy DISTRUCT
[20]

3. Namsmaamaﬁmmi

3.1 ANUMANNYANEVBAZDINNY SSR
iAoy SSR e 13 fuvils asaawy
dadaTiu 24 dada aglude 1-3 Sadasiasumie
\nfy 1.85 §ada law SSR15 fldnnudadagan
(3 $ada) wardl 3 sumisildu monomorphic
lawn SSR31, SSR32 way SSRA3 (Table 2) A1 Ho
oglutiag 0.000-0.917 (19dE 0.245) An He agflutias
0.000-0.507 (12&8 0.226) wazen PIC aglutas
0.000-0.373 (18 0.183; WABlawziumisil
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Table 2 SSR primers and their characteristics based on co-dominant genotypes of 25 mango samples

Expected Observed

Missing
Locus Primer sequence (5—>3) size (bp) alleles Ho He %)
(o]
[8] (bp)
F: TAACAG CTT TGC TTG CCT CC
SSR1 191-207 199, 205 0.120 0.184 0.164 O
R: TCC GCC GAT AAA CAT CAG AC
F: CCA CGA ATA TCA ACT GCT GCC
SSR2 121-131 129, 133 0.040 0.040 0.038 0
R: TCT GACACT GCT CTT CCA CC
F: CGA GGA AGA GGA AGA TTATGA C
SSR9 56 245 250, 272 0.080 0.078 0.074 O
R: CGA ATA CCA TCC AGC AAA ATA C
F:GTT TTC ATT CTC AAAATG TGT G
SSR11 52 174-190 173,188 0.045 0.206 0.181 12
R: CTT TCATGT TCA TAG ATG CAA
F: GAA CGA GAA ATC GGG AAC
SSR13 53 348-370 350, 370 0.200 0.246 0.212 0
R: GCA GCCATT GAATACAGA G
F: TTT ACC AAG CTA GGG TCA 201, 207,
SSR15 52 201-226 0.050 0.381 0.337 20
R: CAC TCT TAA ACT ATT CAA CCA 224
F: CTT GAA AGA GAT TGA GAT TG
SSR25 53 200-212 192,214 0.167 0.337 0.275 4
R: AGA AGG CAG AAG GTT TAG
F: TAG GGA TAT AGC TGG AGG
SSR30 54 290 282,292 0.682 0.460 0.348 12
R: ACG CAG TAGAACCTG TG
F: CAG CCT TAT GTG TTG AAG
SSR31 55 190 187 0.000 0.000 0.000 8
R: AAA CTA AAC AAG CTG AACC
F:CTTCAT TTCTCCACT TTT G
SSR32 54 230-234 226 0.000 0.000 0.000 24
R: ATG AAA TAC TGG CTG GTT
F: GAG GAA CAT AAA GAT GGT G
SSR34 53 144-164 147,157 0.917 0.507 0.373 4
R: GAC AAG ATA AAC AAC TGG AA
F: CCT CAATCT CAC TCA ACA
SSR36 55 215-245 204, 240 0.880 0.503 0.371 0
R: ACC CCA CAA TCA AAC TAC
F: AAG AGG GAA TCT TAATCA AC
SSR43 53 184-194 184 0.000 0.000 0.000 0
R: GTCGTT TTG CGT TAG TG
Mean 1.85 0.245 0.226 0.183 6.5

Ta = annealing temperature; Na = number of alleles; Ho = observed heterozygosity; He = unbiased expected

heterozygosity [10]; PIC = polymorphic information content [11]; Missing = percentage of samples without

amplification.
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AMNaINaIY 0.237) ﬁT’]Lmﬂqmﬁsﬁa;ﬂaqaqm Town
SSR34 (0.373), SSR36 (0.371), SSR30 (0.348) wag
SSR15 (0.337)

AN PIC wBsnnngag 0.320-0.774 fisneau
Tunzaing 10 g [21] fleaann (1) Meehadwlg)
Wugnuanifiusifiugsiudu (2) idemunedniden
PnANTRRUYRaUAEUEe e Begum
et al. [8] AlflaTeamneyaidefufuszsieiug
fludosuaziiugnisdnfinarnuats 11 Fulnd
Ways189UA1 PIC 0.39-0.88 (1ade 0.66) ui
nsAnwIfInaazTuinua U uewuuiinge il
waU (binary) $esi1991nn30ufinwuy co-dominant
Tumsdnwil wez (3) anwa 14 angduidlulngd
wislouwiiug vilieuisadavesuiugauiu
dndu Mewswaliieiu A1 Ho 3989031 He e
Faauil SSR30, SSR34 waw SSR36 UeNNT V1A
Fadafinmenuluisiumiseguentasiisieanuld
Tu (8] lawn SSR2 (133 bp Liwuiu 121-131 bp)
SSR9 (250 waz 272 bp Wisuiu 245 bp) SSR11
(173 bp Wigufiu 174-190 bp) SSR25 (192 Wag 214
bp L#lguiu 200-212 bp) SSR30 (282 bp Liguiu
290 bp) SSR31 (187 bp iguriu 190 bp) SSR32
(226 bp Wiguiu 230-234 bp) Lag SSR36 (204 bp
Wigufiu 215-245 bp) (Table 2) Faoriinanay
uAnFeTeiTTnat U wesEwinuAses Qsep
100 ffua metaphor agarose AldlunsAneves
Begum et al. [8] #3931NAULANANNYDIDAAA
ixudnnn&jmﬁ’uqﬂiiuﬁﬁﬂww

3.2 ANINAHBUAITANDAANIINUTNTTY
(parentage exclusion test)
dumisfiniowuiiidadalanizvosudas
wandisuausaty guasninentdiines x guiu
4 gusls (SSR1, SSR11, SSR15 Wy SSR25)
AnastnanliAnes x a15y8y 7 3 fuv (SSR11,

A
Y
Hl

SSR15 waw SSR25) wavewasnenliidnes x 114
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v

LA & 2 AwsUe (SSR15 way SSR25) wanannilda

'
a

fifumisiineiug Suamelslefavesdadaiiul
il JegnwaniliFusadasdnanimeniiniesiy
Yovaz 50 WU §ada 350 bp 71 SSR13 YosEriu
Laze31dy §ada 272 bp 71 SSRY vesen3yBy waz
$ada 133 bp 1 SSR2 VoW HAT NANSNAFEU
nsdingen

wsgnuasld 5 naw (Table 3) fvil

ngat | (14 aesi; fovaz 66.7): vuneiay
5,6, 7,9, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 24

s

waz 25 Lifidadaveanenug lunndunisiineiug

a

fidadaanz (0 910 1-6 fumiafingals) wasdl
Mulndudouinonlfinemniumisiinsals
suitadnadlylniismelslufaveailinsuis 3
ALY (SSR30 282/292, SSR34 147/157 uay
SSR36 204/240) NARINENIADAAABINUAUNAT
fiAnaniioiderasusl (nucellar origin) mm?‘iqm
agnalsfinu anedumneay 20 uay 22 AT9lALies
1-2 sumisiiviewusiidadaamiy wazguaudu
m%'wumﬁsﬁLmﬂqﬁWaﬁuﬁ:ﬁé’aaaLQWWL‘WEN 2
Funs wanstanguuesanedumariisedanude
Sfushnanesusy

ngu Il (1 éedu): vaneiay 10 (hnonlsd
03 x iy (6)) lifSadavasmotugine 4 fums
ﬁWaﬁuﬁjﬁé’aﬁaLaww Lwiammmmﬁ’uﬁ:ﬁ SSR30
(292/292 Ul 282/292) AMULANFILALIALIAU
LﬁmﬁawLﬁﬂmﬂﬂ']swamﬁfal,awaqLLajﬁ’uﬁ: 39310
Nsvgaevesdada (allele dropout)

nga Il (1 anedw): oy 8 Jeduiindy
HutheonlsEnes x gy (0) Tadailailsnen
walug 4 dunds leun 272 bp (SSR9), 188 bp
(SSR11), 207 bp (SSR15) uaz 214 bp (SSR25)
8ada 272 way 207 bp nunzluensydy Aulnd
vosnesuidiniuldiugnauiinentsianes x sy
ay ASUT 13 Fumids wiidnugeiuguiu 3 fuvis
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Table 3 Summary of parentage exclusion and clustering results for the 21 hybrid mango lines

. Missing Non-maternal alleles Q(NDST)
No. Hybrid . Paternal UPGMA  PCoA Group
loci (locus: bp) K=2
5 NDSTxYW (1) 0 - 0/4 0.000 same 98.5 I
6 NDSTxYW (2) 0 - 0/4 0.000 same 98.5 |
7 NDSTxYW (3) 0 - 0/4 0.000 same 98.4 |
SSR9:272; SSR11:188;
8 NDSTxYW (4) 0 2/4 0.077 separated  31.6 I
SSR15:207; SSR25:214
9 NDSTxYW (5) 0 - 0/4 0.000 same 98.4 |
10 NDSTxYW (6) 0 - 0/4 0.019 near 98.0 Il
SSR1:199; SSR13:350;
11 NDSTxYW (7) 6 2/2 0.107 separated 187 v
SSR25:214
SSR1:199; SSR13:350;
12 NDSTxYW (8) 3 2/3 0.075 separated  25.9 v
SSR25:214
13 NDSTxYW (9) 5 SSR13:350/350 0/1 0.188 separated 15.0
14 NDSTxYW (10) 2 SSR15:224/224 1/3 0.114  separated 42.6 \
15 NDSTxYW (11) 1 - 0/4 0.000 same 98.5 I
16 NDSTxNgD (1) 1 - 0/2 0.000 same 98.4 I
17 NDSTxNgD (2) 0 - 0/2 0.000 same 98.4 I
18 NDSTxNgD (2/2) 0 - 0/2 0.000 same 98.4 I
19 NDSTxNgD (3) 0 - 0/2 0.000 same 98.4 I
20 NDSTxNgD (4) 2 - 0/1 0.000 near 97.5 |
21 NDSTxNgD (5) 0 - 0/2 0.000 same 98.4 |
22 NDSTxR2E2 (5) 1 - 0/2 0.000 near 97.8 |
SSR1:199; SSR13:350;
23 NDSTxR2E2 (6) 0 1/3 0.077 separated  39.4 \Y
SSR25:214
24 NDSTxR2E2 (7) 0 - 0/3 0.000 same 98.4 |
25 NDSTxR2E2 (8) 0 - 0/3 0.000 same 98.5 I

Paternal = number of paternal-specific-allele loci carrying the recorded male allele / number of such loci
scored. UPGMA = pairwise genetic distance to NDST (proportion). PCoA: same, identical coordinates to NDST;
near, close to NDST (No. 20 and 22 offset by missing-data imputation; No. 10 by one locus); separated,
positioned between NDST and the male parents. Q(NDST) = proportion of the NDST cluster at K = 2 (%).
Group: I, maternal genotype; Il, maternal-like with one deviating locus; ll, hybrid compatible with a male
parent other than recorded; IV, hybrid with no compatible candidate male; V, maternal allele missing at

one locus (re-genotyping required). NDST = Nam Dokmai Si Thong; YW = Yu Wen; NgD = Ngachang Daeng.
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(SSR1, SSRY uaz SSR15) aeduiitsdvdngiudman
Juugnuan uirewudfiuviasaazidueniydy
Fao1aiinanmstudinguaunaiaiadeunionns
vudlouaroessnyseninaniswaniug

NgY IV (3 dngdw): vianeiaw 11, 12 wa 23
flulndwmsloutunnsumsingaldsamiu (7-10
duny) wazdidadanlalliinanuiiug 3 dada
1aA 199 bp (SSR1), 350 bp (SSR13) way 214 bp
(SSR25) Rafindngudaauindugnuay dada 199
bp wuamiglugwiuluussameriusisens uiane
Fumneiay 12 uay 23 Wulsluleda 173/173 9
SSR11 wazatedumuieiay 23 1ulsluledia
201/201 # SSR15 Tedaudlariugniu (188/188
way 224/224) deniydyuariisungnaneen
7l SSR1 fetfumovesanedunguisniondusudy
uanwilornwewusiisans (pollen contamination)
Vo guriudl null allele 7 SSR11 waz SSR15 Fafs

@

Lianunsadneanlasedeyayail wenaniinisi

geAugaiuiinIuanerausi1eiy (i uay

v
a

91598y

Y

TRlulndmiioudunneiunis Us¥31019
Wudufiinainudaifieatu viedinisaduiie
FENTNNTVEISWUS

&Y V (2 E8iw): viuneay 13 way 14 910
dadavetudiug 1 dunds lnevaneay 13 Ju
350/350 i SSR13 (wiiufidu 370/370) waz
vanetay 14 10U 224/224 7 SSR15 (usivugidu
201/201) Hedsdaudiatuguriuil SSR1 uagvaneiay
14 Foaudsil SSR25 Ay uaziideyauinme 5
wag 2 funis auaau vndlulndgndes anedu
vaoszlilignuasthaenliEves uinisvindada
WgauriasigdsuiuteyauamednuILLINg
AnnnAunmAuesoNsganeTesdaia
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3.3 AUFNRUSNI9IWUFNSIU (UPGMA uag
PCoA)

WHUAINAUIILUY UPGMA Sisgesrinania
WUgNTTUTENIN 0.000-0.396 Uazile1 cophenetic
correlation Wiy 0.91 wansdTwHun WAL
avviouluvindszeevnalad (Figure 1) gnuaung |
w3 14 aedurunguiuinenlsidnesiiszering 0
Tngvunelay 10 Wsamnguiiszegsing 0.019
VBNELaY 8 Wnoendisyezsing 0.077 drumngia
11, 12 way 23 ﬂmﬂumjmamﬁ’uﬁszazﬁw 0
LAZUENDBNAINNGUUITUETTE %S 0.087
VINBlaY 14 Weneoniisyegsing 0.104 g
vanetav 13 dnoglndenindy (0.099) vevtugiana
wgnoonINNguuAliuuargnuatag1ednlay
(0.245)

MTAATIEA PCOA WUTWALT 1, 2 uae 3
a5ureANRuLUIIMTUgnssulasesay 57.41,
13.50 Uy 13.06 Mud1diu sIueeay 83.97 (Figure
2) wnuil 1 wentheenlifneuasgnuannds |
fedourufuidundaien sanainweiugiivan
(Figure 2A wag 2B) lnggnuaungy -V (Munglay
8, 11, 12, 13, 14 uag 23) agsewinusiusuas
wowug§ Gsaenndosiunisidadaainiassiie
LUl 2 wenndisunaLagmnelaY 14 9anan
915 dayvingay 13 (Figure 2A wag 20) uay
uAuT 3 ueneNsyByuarINeLaY 8 BBnaNg Y
wagnHeaY 11, 12, 13 uag 23 (Figure 28 way 20)
Faapnndesfunanisnaasun1sinoaniiszyin
MneLaY 8 18adavete13sy manelay 20 way 22
Feflulndndouwsifugyndumisiingals eglnd
walidouriufiunguuiiug

4. lassasran1eaiugnssy (Genetic
structure)
fn Prob(K) gegnfl K = 2 (0.925) (Figure 3B)



Uil 34 aUvil 5 Aueneu-natny 2569

5a15mermansiasimalulad

_|

@ 3 NgD

@2YW

13 NDST x YW (9)

@ 1 R2E2
5 NDST x YW (1)
@ 4 NDST
6 NDST x YW (2)
7 NDST x YW (3)
9 NDST x YW (5)
15 NDST x YW (11)
17 NDST x NgD (2)
19 NDST x NgD (3)
24 NDST x R2E2 (7)
22 NDST x R2E2 (5)
— 18 NDST x NgD (2/2)
16 NDST x NgD (1)
21 NDST x NgD (5)

25 NDST x R2E2 (8)

_| 20 NDST x NgD (4)
10 NDST x YW (6)

8 NDST x YW (4)
12 NDST x YW (8)
| 11 NDST x YW (7)

| 23 NDST x R2E2 (6)

14 NDST x YW (10)

Figure 1

0.25 0.20 0.15 0.10

0.05 0.00

Genetic distance (codominant genotypic distance, proportion)

UPGMA dendrogram of 21 hybrid mango lines and their four parental cultivars based on co-

dominant genotypic distance from 13 SSR markers (cophenetic r = 0.91). Colored circles indicate

the parental cultivars. NDST = Nam Dokmai Si Thong; YW = Yu Wen; NgD = Ngachang Daeng.
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Principal Coordinates (1 vs 2)
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Figure 2 Principal coordinate analysis (PCoA) of 21 hybrid mango lines and their four parental cultivars

based on co-dominant SSR genotypes. Principal coordinates Axis 1 vs Axis 2 (A), Axis 1 vs Axis 3

(B) and Axis 2 vs Axis 3 (C). Colored circles indicate the parental cultivars; numbers indicate sample

numbers (Table 1). Lines 5-7, 9, 15-19, 21, 24 and 25 share the same coordinates as NDST.
NDST = Nam Dokmai Si Thong; YW = Yu Wen; NgD = Ngachang Daeng.
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fathy K = 2 ﬁﬂfi’fl,ﬁaa%maﬂmwﬂﬂajmzﬁm*ﬁw
spwrhathmenlifnesiunenius vnfien AK gean
7i K = 6 (3.010; Figure 3A) anansaadunelaseasn
goEvaUgNITY (genetic sub-structure) Tuly
19 (Figure 4)

fi K = 2 theenliEvowasgnuaungy -I

v
o

M 15 angduiidndiuvenguualiug (QNDST)
Yoway 97.5-98.5 vnuzivewusildndruvengud
aos¥ouay 90.4-96.9 gnuan 6 aeduliisadads
Taflfananusitug wansesdusznounauInTsans
nau laun vunglay 14 (QNDST Sesay 42.6),
23 (39.4), 8 (31.6), 12 (25.9), 11 (18.7) uay 13
(15.0) (Table 3; Figure 4) gnuanszyinvisusifiog
AUAZNENREENYIAIAITH QNDST UsvinauSosas
50 AveaiNeLa 14 was 23 SslndiAssiufinialy
YusTivneas 8, 11, 12 uag 13 dAsniiiiag
pg¢lsAnu wunelay 11, 12 waz 23 A3lulnd
mﬁauﬁunﬂﬁ‘f’nmﬂqﬁmwvﬁiwﬁ’u WAZA1 QNDST
snaify (Begaz 18.7-39.4) Amnuuansaiasinasiin
INTUIUTEYAVIAMEY (MHNELaY 11 1AnIY 6
AILNUY) WINNTIAMUUANAIIVBINDNUT A7
QNDST Reldatvauuainudugnuanls weilsl

(A) Delta K = mean(|L"(K)|) / stdev[L(K)]

Figure 3
each K, Prob(K) [15].

ansaldazyneniugle
kAN 4 33 s mavnaeumsdinean
(parentage exclusion) UPGMA, PCoA uay
STRUCTURE @enadesiuynaleu (Table 3)
aedufiugnesnanuaiuglunisdnngunnisidu
youfrfuaeiunfidadadelailiunainusiiug
(Manelaw 8, 11, 12, 13, 14 uag 23) dduansdudill
fidaRavesnonugiia 15 mesueglunduieaiuus]
ftuglunnis iwdommneyailusniinenlsianeseen
nweUSLATAIIL wikengwiu 0158y uay
nthaunseenaniulddie Geaenndeatugiinds
voswioiug lagensydynAndonanndunaives Kent
[2] wazauUsuusaiugluleniuld Kent uaz
Wugnguaeiandugiuiugnssy [3] wewugees
Woraoaiugte1alusInysusIuiuy
dleoFeuiiisuiussauildiadeanng
SSR wUUFeauaTTYgnNaNTaT 1 19Fesaz 95.38
(6] Faduniswauszning Jinhuane fU Renong
No.1 wazszynausivesgnuasluseawmsifelagneias
Sowaz 95 [4] dndugnuaslunsfnmidiniiun
Taofifies 6 910 21 aesudifidadadslallsinain
wsifug Faniazifendesiudnvasnaaduuileves

(Q) Prob(K)

Prob(K)

Selection of the number of clusters (K) in STRUCTURE: (A) AK [17] and (B) posterior probability of
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11 NDST x YW (7)

5 NDST x YW (1)
6 NDST x YW (2)
7 NDST x YW (3)
8 NDST x YW (4)
9 NDST x YW (5)
10 NDST x YW (6)
12 NDST x YW (8)

1 R2E2
2 YW
4 NDST

3 NgD

13 NDST x YW (9)

14 NDST x YW (10)
15 NDST x YW (1)

18 NDST x NgD (2/2)

17 NDST x NgD (2)
19 NDST x NgD (3)
21 NDST x NgD (5)
22 NDST x R2E2 (5)
23 NDST x R2E2 (6)
24 NDST x R2E2 (7)
25 NDST x R2E2 (8)

16 NDST x NgD (1)
20 NDST x NgD (4)

K=2

K=3

K=4

K=5

K=6

Figure 4 Bar plots of STRUCTURE results for K = 2 to 6. Each individual is represented by a vertical bar

partitioned into K colored segments representing its estimated membership in each cluster.
NDST = Nam Dokmai Si Thong; YW = Yu Wen; NgD = Ngachang Daeng.

H vy & = e o ©oa
Wwnenldd@ves wenandl msfnwiilsuvisiine
Wugldadaniziiies 3-4 duvislugnanivgviu
war13Y8y) druananiuntaunsiiiies 2 duns

'3

Femsifiuniewneifsadadunizveaioniug
1nnsUssfiugnuasluassiaunsadnatsdu
MNeEY 8, 11, 12 wag 23 Lﬂugﬂmauﬁmsﬁmﬁu
Tiuszidiude Tuvasfiansdungy | inazidusund
Wugnssumilouwaiiug uaraneduminelay 10, 13
way 14 msnnaaldlndieudadula
navsndudiidedinfiaasfiansun Téun
(1) irFeavnedanumainvanss (PIC 1ade 0.183)
wardunisfiviowusisadalanizifivs 2-4
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4. g3UNan1INAaDY

nsléiedoamane SSR 13 dumis Atudin
UoYaLUU co-dominant $IUAUNITNAABUAITHR
DONNITUENTINTIBMUNLY Tr8usndundfiin
nnidleiferesivonangnuaildfurisseziunds
Famsfadonfednuasnnguuusadusilden
dosndundranideide nucellus fdnumeaine
anway waznstuduaindnuuznanasselidu
uzshseensaddlinamatsd 9inmsusyifiusesins
anEas 21 @iy wudi 14 anedu (Seva 66.7)
f3lulndmiouinenlidneuarlifisadaves
woug Saaonedostuiund iinndedevous
mnlafldnsafeirdosane fumaiargnuanaua
wazUsziiuselugiuzgnuay vhliAudesiud

s

W3 wazan tulATINTUTUUTIS

uBNINMIAAKENFUNELE 1ATDIMINY
§arenTiadeuAUgNFBIveIUTEIRANEY Ineny
gnwaw 4 anesy (Munelay 8, 11, 12 uay 23)
Sadaanwetalau uiweiuwiaerazlinsetud
Tuinll nueiay 8 aenndesiuenindy way
mnelay 11, 12 uag 23 Uazillonasuavessy
nduduuenviiesinwenugiaaiy aau
ranaladeudnunrinmanuldonainnisdang
ANYAUEAIBUBN NANTIANGNAIY UPGMA, PCoA
waz STRUCTURE @ennaedfiun1snageunissineen
ogslsfinu edesmnegniluenuaiiuseanain
wougld undwenveiusisarueanainiuld
Lyidfnau

TunsilUllusnuusuusanug msnsaas
néseleiesving SSR AeuheUgnasuuas iile
dnanzduiiiugnuaniluussiiiusie dwiugnua
yiifioraueuuy Iiud (1) dafuaedumaneiay
8, 11, 12 uay 23 PUszliudnwaenensinunsme
(2) aradlulnddnaedumneiay 10, 13 uay 14
rowsinauladaiis uaz (3) \sneSosvneiineus
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