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wasi (Zingiber ottensii Valeton) daLdufivayulnsviesduinuldunnenieldvessemalneg 1dufialunedds
(Zingiberaceae) Failg$uluy (zerumbone) luthifuneuszimeidussiusznoundn faniduwuafiBouarlasa fuugide
warann1ssniay suidedAnyiamnunainvaiematugnssuuaznssuunlnadidaeiad ssmnsliana Tnsniaifu
susalnasmlulssmalne 34 §rog wazivanadeiindu 9 Zingiber spp.) 19 13 nTraseulagldiniomune
Single Sequence Repeat (SSR) $117u 58 glnsiied demudn Inswesdiuu 33 glnswed anmnsaufisdsunufiduese
wadlefigonsld uasillwsiwesdwau 14 glwsiwes fannsadwunanuuanisvesuauiiduelulwasuaziivanadsvie
ul# e nuneaiiaviavin 150 woada Aads 1071 ueadarelnsiued Welnsgdemmumanvanemaiugnasude
FBn13IAnauuUU UPGMA niut anunsadanaguanudisiudnsiugnssuldifu 3 nau nquil 1 Susegrdlnadifame
nauil 2 Usgnause nszdle (Z. zerumbet), Janenane (Z. flavomaculosum), Inawmdes (Z. montanum) wag Fagmiu
(Z. parishii) wagnguil 3 léuA 39 (Z officinale) Srdszansaundneedsiumaiugnasa agseming 0.57 - 1.00 uag
fidnade 0.83 Inglnadiamniiidulssansaruediondatfuneiugnisugean (1.00) wandliifuin Inadludszme
Ingmanuasiisnfortutasidnvazmatugnssumiioudy ominmsveeiugvesinaddenliividadunis
yereiuguuuliodoie ilalddulmiAidnuugiugnssumiiousuil uaswuiaiomng ZOSSR25 flanunsaduunlng
Foenanfinanadedu 1 Ifosgnieasiiussivinm fedueosuneluana SSR Humeaiafifleruudusiuazsnss
wazihinldnsnasuiitesuunlnadldfusssogdundy
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Abstract

Plai-Dum (Zingiber ottensii Valeton) is a local medicinal herb primarily found in southern Thailand belonging
to the Zingiberaceae family. The plant is characterized by zerumbone as a major component in its essential oils,
which exhibits antimicrobial, anticancer, and anti-inflammatory properties. This study investigated the genetic
diversity and classification of Plai-Dum using molecular markers. A total of 34 accessions of Z. ottensii from Thailand
and 19 accessions of other Zingiber species were collected and analyzed. Fifty-eight simple sequence repeat (SSR)
primer pairs were screened, and 33 pairs successfully amplified DNA through PCR. Among these, 14 pairs of SSR
primers showed polymorphism in Z. ottensii and related species The analysis detected a total of 150 alleles with
an average of 10.71 alleles per primer. Cluster analysis based on genetic relationships using UPGMA classified all
accessions into three distinct clusters. Cluster 1 consisted exclusively of Z. ottensii accessions. Cluster 2 included
Z. zerumbet, Z. flavomaculosum, Z. montanum, and Z. parishii, while cluster 3 comprised Z. officinale accessions.
The genetic similarity coefficient ranged from 0.57 to 1.00, with an average of 0.83. Notably, all Z. ottensii accessions
showed the highest genetic similarity coefficient (1.00), indicating a common origin and identical clones with the
same genetic information within Thailand. This genetic uniformity likely results from the common practice of
asexual propagation through rhizomes, which produces genetically identical offspring. The study identified ZOSSR25
as an effective marker for distinguishing Z. ottensii from other Zingiber species, demonstrating the utility of SSR
markers as rapid and reliable tools for identifying seedlings in plantation establishment.
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Ussinalnoidulsemaiifienuvarnuaienisdinimgs Saifvdununniifigninisdinmuazasswammeeléign
thinfnwlsamn 4 Inglamefinnsdls (Zingiberaceae) Fsusznaulusefivnansuiniunldiduaulnslulszina Twa
#1 (Zingiber ottensii Valeton) W ulddugnuasfinitegldau daduiivayulnslvetsdls uazegluanads (Zingiber)
Uszinalnenuiivanaduiniigaie 50 addd ldun nszile [Z zerumbet (L) Roscoe ex Sm.] §4monany (Z
flavomaculosum S.Q.Tong) lwatudes [Z. montanum (J.Koenig) Link ex A.Dietr.] VWU (Z parishii Hook f.) waz
(Z. officinale Roscoe) (Triboun et al., 2014) lwasiiduiiialuedensTusondedls finsugnegraunsuanglunaney
Usswrlue@eng Tusenidesld wu ne wiale dulafide a1 wazleawiu (Ly et al., 2016) Twamwnusnnlunialdves
Usgelng Wuiwaulnsviosduiifasmanmailumsinulsama 4 wmh (hizome) vaslwasiiffindeudramuag
finduqu deslunmsdnwlsamaiueng wu walunssmzemns banvios osn sadsnisliidureussneidiionn
omstinndaiile wda vint waruiauka (Panyajai et al., 2022) aimuin ssUszneumaaivesiunensyivienn
wilnasfeuiusuetnaslu (terpene) wiaaaaiinesiiud (sesquiterpenes) 31u3uun Tned@suluu (zerumbone)
Wussduseznaunan 1'71'5qméﬁugﬂﬂ15mémiﬂsaulﬂmlﬂﬂﬁﬂisﬁuﬂ'ﬁLﬁmfmaﬂ (Sirat, 1994; Singh et al., 2018)

YA YL NEUFIUING VoI vaNaTIT ARSI 18RRI Y (Sharifi-Rad et al., 2022) Iaganglnasnunsyiie

< 9

& Ao o

(Faridah et al., 2011) Fudfldnwasnsdugiuineilndifesiuunnlussezaunaiasssosiliosnaan Msduunsialnas
wagiivanademednuaeduginenneueniausaiuLUsmudninavesaniniinge vnliinanuRanainluniswen
Anuuanavessiangld lnsaniziandaulnddanaiugnssy n1sldinIemunaluiana (molecular marker) Lile

uunviinvasiveanaiudnvugnisiugnssuvsenudlulng (genotype) Frelunisseyriinvesiglvidniugndesuin
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899U awnsansasuiivlalunnsvezveinisaiyivle anssesiianasiiunlunisinizugn uenanuilins iy
luanalasuanuiey Weldussdunuvainyaienanugnssuvesdalidin (genetic diversity) (Mondini et al., 2009)

N13AN¥IAIUNAINTAIENIIRUTNTTUAIBLATBINUE simple sequence repeat (SSR) %58 lulasugninalan

' v v
SN o o o o

(microsatellite) Faduasosmnefidawuivadvuedu q Lidudeu dnnudunizianzamosiunisaiowmunsuudlum

= o

waglinuwanasvesdlulndgs (Piyachoknagul, 2009) Fainnsiiedemue SSR anldduunanuuandnesddidin
fruadddunsduana (SaiSug and Ukoskit, 2013) fountinil Sn1sAnwaramainvaismaiugnssuwesansiugds (Z
officinale) Taenswauadomune SSR 91ndudnune expressed sequence tag (EST) wavanunsoldiasosang EST-
SSR WinUnaiduesmematafidenslilufivasdleiinduld (Awasthi et al,, 2017; Vidya et al,, 2021) feludlaguds
Lifinsfnwanuvainraismaiugnssuesinamlulsemelng uidedisldnunlvaduasivanadiingu 1 lu
UssmelneiieszinnamainraieymaiugnssuuasSuunlwaslagldiedomuneluana SR
169 9UnsaluazIsng
1. faealnas

yhmssuTailnad (Z ottensi) nituiiugn 17 Swfa aunfiniasie 4 vesszmedlng S1uau 34 daega (PAI
1 - PAI 34) (Figure 1) uazfivanadsdu o 19 daeens ldun nszile (2 zerumbet) 13 deens (1 - 713), Inamdes (Z.
montanum) 1 §n9813 (Z14), W (Z. officinale) 2 §oe3 (Z15 - Z16), Wnenaie (Z. flavomaculosum) 2 fwd19 (Z17

- 718) uag W (Z parishii) 1 fega (Z19)

Q

Northern Western 4 samples
PAI1 Chiang Mai-1 PAI13 Tak-1
9 9 9 PAI2 Chiang Mai-2 PAI14 Ratchaburi-1
PAI3 Chiang Mai-3 PAI15 Phetchaburi-1
il PAI4 Chiang Rai-1 PAI16 Phetchaburi-2

PAI5 Chiang Rai-2

Western OQQ Southern 18 samples

Central 4 samples PAI17T Chumphon-1  PAI26 Pattani-4

Enen PAI6 Phitsanulok-1 PAI18 Surat Thani-1  PAI27 Pattani-5

PAIT Phitsanulok-1 PAI19 Songkhla-1 PAI28 Pattani-6

PAI8 Nakhon Nayok-1 PAI20 Songkhla-2 PAI29 Pattani-7

9 PAI9 Nakhon Nayok-1 PAI21 Songkhla-3 PAI30 Pattani-8

PAI22 Songkhla-4 PAI31 Yala-1
Q Eastern 3 samples PAI23 Pattani-1 PAI32 Narathiwat-1
PAIL0 Prachin Buri-1 PAI24 Pattani-2 PAI33 Narathiwat-2
Southern PAI11 Chanthaburi-1 PAI25 Pattani-3 PAI34 Narathiwat-3
9 PAI12 Chanthaburi-2

%9

Figure 1 Distribution map of the 34 Plai-Dum (Z. ottensii) accessions, and the information material collected

from Thailand
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2. Msannabule

afamowenluresiiegalnaduaziivanalewaeds cetyltrimethylammonium bromide (CTAB) (Gawel and
Jarret, 1991) As29@pUUT AR woA18MTTAAINITgANAULAST AME1IAA Y 260 LAz 280 ululuAT (nm) LAz
ATIEDUAMANALOUEMIEITBENIMSINGTE (electrophoresis) Tu 0.8% Laaaznilsd (agarose gel)
3. msAnkaanlnsivas

Aadenlnsiued SSR Awmunuanduiiinisuanosn (EST) vedde s1uau 58 Alnsies (Lee et al., 2007; Das et
al., 2017; Awasthi et al., 2017; Vidya et al., 2021) iaunsasinUSnaisuememaiafidonsuazlinnuuansises
uauALdule (polymorphic band) lulwadwazfivanadewinduld TnglulfAzeriidens Ussneusie 12,5 ul GoTag®
Green Master Mix (Promega, USA) Iwsiwes 10 UM Forward Primer Wag 10 uM Reverse Primer 9819a% 1 uL AduLe
FULUU (4 ng/uL) 5 pL Ysuusunasliasu 25 pL Fretndu (nuclease free water) ﬂmwmﬁﬂUﬂ’livi’ﬂﬂﬁﬁ%mﬁ%m%

Usgnausiieg denaturation Migaumigdl 94 °C 1unan 5 wiit audesevgamadiildlunsiinuSnadiduwe 35 seu 7 94

°C u1u 30 3W¥ gaungl annealing auenuminzanvedlwsiwesusdase \Wuai 30 3undl uaveamgll extension 72 °C
w1y 45 3ufl Unfigangd 72 ssmusaidea u 5 it nedeunailosudeiBBEnTnslnaTaly 2% wansnilsa udn
ihldAlngianuuaninseswadiduediewmaia capillary electrophoresis Inglfia3osusnansiugnssusnludid
(QlAxcel Advanced System, Qiagen)
4. N1534ATILIAIUNAINNAIINIHUTNTIU

nemaoUATIdITueTugnTsIesnafuariivanadendindu 1 favmn 53 feg1a FremaTeudisua
wiloularausiwekauRBuwe mnUsinguauiduevslidydnvalidu 1 winldusinguauiidweaslidydnvalidu 0
Anneadulsrani aruadioadafumaiugnssy (similarity coefficient) faeTusunaa NTSYS-pc $u 2.01e waga3ng
wudaUduius (dendrogram) lagidenisn1sdnnguuy UPGMA (unweighted pair group method with arithmetic
mean) (Rohlf, 2002) mmaaummgnﬁaﬂsuaqmﬁmﬂa:uimamﬁmeﬁﬂ'w cophenetic correlation () LagLATIZRN1TIN

NALLUY principal component analysis (PCA) faglusinsa GenAlex version 6.5 Wiegugun1sinngs

HAN1INAABIULALIRNTR]

nmstdinsiesduu 58 qlwswes ievinsdwunvialnad 1wy 34 frege wasfivanadsvindu q
§1uau 19 freg1 nu 33 glwswed RenusariuUuiduesemaiafidensls Andu 56.9% wazillwswesiliany
uanFsresuauiiuie 14 dlwawed Iduuneadarivun 150 uoada Aiads 1071 weafadelnsiues Swiuweadiaey
5¥M319 4 - 21 Leada (Table 1) uandliiiufsszansnmuedlnsiued SR AfmnudumzivuTuEuiiudduiua
0¥ (conserved regions) Jwhlanunsaldlwaiwosingnil lunissuunfegstuadfdlufivanadald Ssaonndosfiy
nuiTereunthilflldwann EST-SSR vests inlfifioduunvinvesietslufinisdluasivanadesinduld (Awasthi et
al,, 2017; Vidya et al., 2021) fstfulnsied SSR wardannsalilinseiarumainraenetugnssuazsuuniiogng

Twash Fudufieniianulnddanisiugnssuiudala
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Table 1 Characteristics of the 14 polymorphic SSR primers, repeat motif, number of alleles, and product size (bp)

among the 53 Z ottensii and other species accessions

No.  Primer 5'-3' Forward primer & Repeat Tm No. Product size (bp)
5'-3' Reverse primer motif (°O) Allele
1 GES444 GGTCGAGACTGAAGACAAGG  (TCTT)n 55 14 438, 442, 446, 450, 452, 453, 458, 460,
AGGCACGACCTCAGATTAAC 462, 468, 472, 480, 486, 490
2 GES464 CGAACACTACTGGATGAGCA (GGT)n 55 21 295, 297, 300, 301, 303, 305, 307, 309,
CTCCGTACTACCATCAACCC 311, 319, 315, 337, 331, 325, 329, 327,
321, 349, 323, 339, 313
3 GES466 CTGTCTTCATCCACTTTCCC (Chn 55 6 98, 100, 102, 106, 108, 112
TAGGCACAGACACGGACATA
4 GES497 AGCCCTTCCATGAGTTCTCT (CAG)n 55 14 294, 298, 300, 304, 306, 308, 310, 314,
TCTGAACAGCTGGGTACTGA 320, 324, 328, 330, 338, 340
5 ZOSSR2 TGATTCCGTATCAACTCCAT (TTO7 55 a4 118, 121, 124, 127
CAAGGAAGACTTCAACTCCAT
6 ZOSSR25  CTGAGTCCAGTGCTGTATAGG  (AAG)5 55 5 114, 150, 153, 156, 159
GTTCTTGCTCGCTAGATCAC
7 ZOSSR21 TCCTCCTCTTTTCTCCTCTC (CCMe6 55 8 167,170, 172, 174, 176, 179, 181, 183
GCTAGAAGCGAGGGATTT
8 ZOSSR35  GGTCCAAGGTCTTTAAGCAT (GAG)7 55 18 134, 136, 138, 140, 142, 146, 148, 150,
ACGAAGACAACGATATCAGC 152, 154, 156, 158, 160, 162, 164, 166,
168, 170
9 ZOSSR73 GCTCTCCCTTCGAAAAAC (CCT)5 55 12 162, 164, 166, 168, 172, 174, 176, 178,
GCGTAGGTGCAGAAGTAGTTA 180, 182, 185, 188
10 SSRZOF302 TTCGACACCACCAGAACAGA (CCG)9 55 12 186, 216, 224, 234, 236, 238, 240, 242,
GTCCATGGCGTACACCTTCT 246, 254, 260, 264
11 GB-ZOM-033  CAGCAGATTTTTGCTCCG (GTO)6 55 7 144, 150, 154, 158, 160, 164, 166
GTCGCGTTCGTGGAAAT
12 GB-ZOM-055  GTGAGCAGAAAACAGCCG (CTG)5 55 9 270,274, 276, 278, 280, 284, 286, 288,
TCGCCAATTGAAGACCAC 298
13 GB-ZOM-111  TAACCGGGAGAAAACCGT  (GA)9(GAG)4 55 13 286, 288, 292, 294, 296, 298, 300, 302,
ACTCGTCCGATTCCGATT 304, 306, 308, 312, 314
14 GB-ZOM-140 AGGGGGCAGTGGAGAG (GGA)4 55 7 274, 276, 278, 280, 282, 288, 290
ACGTTCCTGCACTTGACG
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uenIninuAdUsAvSmuediendstunietugnssy ogseming 0.57 - 1.00 fiduads 0.83 (Figure 2) Tnglna
svtamediAnduusyansauadrondatunieiugnssugega (1.00) wandifiuin Inadluyssmalneenamnanundsiiun
WAeatu Fsfidnuasmaiugnssumiloutu sensveneitusvedinaddesltimiisuderiuivanadsiindu 9 (Faridah
et al., 2011; Mohamed et al., 2021) ?zfaL"f]umiﬁumaﬁuﬁjl,wuhjmﬁaLWﬂ ﬁwiﬁlﬁﬁuiwﬁﬁﬁé’wmsﬁuqmsumﬁawﬁmm
uazanAedsvesmdulsyavinnundendsiuneiusnssuiigs uansi fvanadedanulnddavmaiugnasuunn wans
Janguvasinaduazivanadeviindu 4 anusuniianuduius nuin aansodanguanuduiusmeiusnssulid 3
nau fatl nguil 1 Busogdlwadiianun (PAI 1 - PAI 38) nqudl 2 Usznaudae nagite 13 feehs (21 - Z13), Tamen
a8 2 foens (217 - 218), Iwawmdes 1 fogns (Z14) waz Tsguiu 1 feg1s (219) uaznguil 3 1éuA 39 2 fegs (215
- 716) (Figure 3) IngAn cophenetic correlation (1) Wiy 0.83 Fsfiedn nsdnnguvessegislwasuaziivanadeviindu

a

1 fauuntetieaglusedul uazdenndeaiun1sIANaULUY PCA el nguil 1 (Idiin) fie degslnamvianuaniinig

o

INaTaneiugnssuasan nqudn 2 Qeddied) fe dstanseile, Twmenany, lnawies uay Tn1u wae nqun 3 (e

q

Widied) Ao fao819T Iaedl PC1 uag PC2 adunenamuduiusvnaiugnssuldviaiun 59.56% (Figure 4)

Z. ottensii PAI1-PAI34 | 1 gg
Z. zerumbet z1 0.65 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet 72 0.67 | 0.87 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet z3 0.68 | 0.79 | 0.79 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet 4 0.68 | 0.83 | 0.81 | 0.81 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet 5 0.71 | 0.72 | 0.74 | 0.76 | 0.74 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet 6 0.72 | 0.81 | 0.79 | 0.89 | 0.80 | 0.79 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet z7 0.75 | 0.83 | 0.85 | 0.78 | 0.77 | 0.72 | 0.77 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet z8 0.69 | 0.82 | 0.83 | 0.89 | 0.87 | 0.79 | 0.84 | 0.79 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet 79 0.69 | 0.79 | 0.77 | 0.97 | 0.83 | 0.76 | 0.89 | 0.78 | 0.88 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet 10 0.75 | 0.79 | 0.83 | 0.82 | 0.79 | 0.82 | 0.81 | 0.76 | 0.86 | 0.81 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet 11 0.74 | 0.75 | 0.75 | 0.82 | 0.78 | 0.80 | 0.79 | 0.76 | 0.83 | 0.81 | 0.84 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet 12 0.73 | 0.76 | 0.77 | 0.78 | 0.77 | 0.80 | 0.78 | 0.77 | 0.78 | 0.78 | 0.81 | 0.85 | 1.00
Z. zerumbet 713 0.69 | 0.74 | 0.76 | 0.73 | 0.72 | 0.76 | 0.72 | 0.70 | 0.74 | 0.73 | 0.79 | 0.79 | 0.79 | 1.00
Z. montanum 714 0.72 | 0.83 | 0.87 | 0.79 | 0.79 | 0.74 | 0.79 | 0.89 | 0.82 | 0.78 | 0.79 | 0.74 | 0.74 | 0.71 | 1.00
Z. officinale 15 0.60 | 0.67 | 0.66 | 0.72 | 0.70 | 0.76 | 0.72 | 0.67 | 0.72 | 0.72 | 0.73 | 0.70 | 0.68 | 0.64 | 0.70 | 1.00
Z. officinale 16 0.57 | 0.66 | 0.64 | 0.70 | 0.68 | 0.74 | 0.73 | 0.62 | 0.72 | 0.71 | 0.70 | 0.70 | 0.71 | 0.68 | 0.62 | 0.83 | 1.00
Z. flavomaculosum 17 0.64 | 0.70 | 0.72 | 0.76 | 0.72 | 0.84 | 0.76 | 0.70 | 0.77 | 0.75 | 0.80 | 0.73 | 0.72 | 0.70 | 0.71 | 0.71 | 0.68 | 1.00
Z. flavomaculosum 718 0.64 | 0.70 | 0.72 | 0.76 | 0.72 | 0.84 | 0.76 | 0.70 | 0.77 | 0.75 | 0.80 | 0.73 | 0.72 | 0.70 | 0.71 | 0.71 | 0.68 | 1.00 | 1.00
Z. parishii 719 0.66 | 0.67 | 0.68 | 0.69 | 0.70 | 0.75 | 0.70 | 0.68 | 0.70 | 0.69 | 0.74 | 0.72 | 0.72 | 0.68 | 0.69 | 0.64 | 0.62 | 0.76 | 0.76 | 1.00
PAI1-PAI34 71 z2 23 Z4 z5 26 Z7 Z8 79 710 Zi1 712 713 714 715 716 717 718 Z19
£ §
» ¥ 0¥ 3§ o¥o¥ororoyororoyoyigoy bl
SOF PR of R R R R OB R OB R PR OSOSOEOE G
N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N & &
N N

Figure 2 Pairwise genetic similarity matrix of 34 Zingiber ottensii accessions (PAI1 — PAI34) and 19 other Zingiber

species accessions (Z1 - Z19)
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l‘:ﬁ]lllg Plai-Dum (Z. ottensii)
palis r Cluster 1

1
=
S
N

I—an Kra-Ti Z. bet,
B ra-Tue (Z. zerumbet) L Cluster 2

1217 King Dok Lai (Z. flavomaculosum)
Z19 King Phu Pan (Z. parishii) _
p— IZI& King (Z. officinale) } Cluster 3

— T — -
0.62 0.71 0.81 0,90 1.00
Similarity Coefficient

Figure 3 UPGMA cluster analysis, based on similarity coefficients derived from 14 SSR primers, generated a
dendrogram revealing relationships among 34 Zingiber ottensii accessions and 19 accessions of other Zingiber

species

principal component analysis (PCA)

Cluster 3
Plai-Dum (PAI1-PAI34,

Cluster 1 ® bum ( )
§ ® Plai (Z19)
-~
© Kra-Tue (Z1-Z13)
o King Dok Lai (Z17-Z18)
o King Phu Pan (Z19)

Cluster 2 King (Z15-Z16)

PC1 (53.39%)

Figure 4 Principal coordinate analysis (PCA) of 53 Zingiber accessions (Z. ottensii and other species) based on 14
polymorphic SSR markers

'
a a

NSNYULNFUFININE1veIYanaTafifiauadendaiu n1sduunyialnaduazivanadeiisdnvugnis

a

N1 e1avhlininauianatn lnganiziivanadandanulnddanieiugnssy n1sdwunmuuuuuvesilulndvie
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yunresauRiduie (bp) Miludnuvasmetugnssuesiiviy q anunsadaslunisseyrievesits Wianugnieuug,
und ety Tunsfnwafsd arnn1snsvasuaauanisvesrafiduiadisimaiia capillary electrophoresis Wy
\3aavanE ZOSSR25 fiannsnduunlnadiimunsenanniivanadedu q lnglwasiemuaddlulnduuy 150/156 &3
a1315a914uNBaNIN Nseite Inamdes wazdeifdlulnduuy 150/150 swwdedmenatsuazdsgmiuidslulnduuy
153/159 waz 153/156 mud v (Figure 5A,B) wazlduszifiuninuuidue (validation) veuedeamuny ZOSSR25 Tulnash
warnsETio e?jaLﬁuﬁmﬁﬁé’ﬂwwmaé’mgmimﬂné’tﬁmf‘ﬁ'umﬂﬁgﬂuiwzﬁuﬂéﬁ (Fieure 6C-1,C-2) wagszaviilaloannen
wu31 windla electrophoresis Tu 2% agarose gel @1U13aLENAULANAIWDILAURLE WOTEHINslnam AT Tulnduuy
150/156 funselefifdlulnduuy 150/150 I¢ognegndes usiud uazdauau (Figure 6D) faifuiniosmuneg ZOSSR25 4
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Figure 5 Identification of polymorphic SSR marker ZOSSR25 in selected Zingiber accessions. A) PCR allele
patterns generated by ZOSSR25 in representative accessions: PAIl (Z. ottensii), Z3 (Z. zerumbet), Z14 (Z
montanum), Z15 (Z. officinale), Z17 (Z. flavomaculosum), and Z19 (Z. parishii) visualized on QlAxcel ScreenGel.
Lane 1: 50-1000 bp v2.0 Qx DNA size marker. B) Representative electropherogram of ZOSSR25 showing varying

allele sizes (bp) on the X-axis and fluorescence intensity on the Y-axis
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Figure 6 C) Seedling stages of: C-1) Plai-Dum (Z. ottensii) and C-2) Kra-Tue (Z. zerumbet). D) Validation of ZOSSR25

marker: Electrophoresis gel of PCR amplicons in Plai-Dum and Kra-Tue
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