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Fig. 4. Polymorphism revealed by SSR marker in tomato cultivars. Different alleles
amplified by primers ATTT5 Tom 55-56 (left) and Tom 47-48 AT10 (right): M (Size
marker), 1 (Karina), 2 (Ajeet), 3 (GH12), 4 ﬁGHl), 5 (Cluster5), 6 (Local), 7 (Manisha),

8 (Tolstoi)
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Fig. 5. Cluster analysis of the resistance of tomato cultivars to Meloidogyne javanica,
using microsatellite marker (Jaccard's method)
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Table 4. Spearman rank correlation coefficients between root gall and the number of
bands detected in Microsatellite primers linked to resistance to Meloidogyne javanica

Primer
Tom 8-9 Tom 8-9 Tom 43-44 Tom 43-44 Tom 47-48 Tom 47-48 Tom 11-28 Tom 11-28
Root gall 0.80 0.24 -0.50 0.25 0.21 0.73 0.32 0.62
Sig. 0.16 0.55 0.82 0.54 0.60 0.30 0.42 0.92
Primer
Tom 55-56 Tom 55-56 Tom 39-40 Tom 39-40 Tom 57-58 Tom 57-58 Tom 41-42 Tom 41-42
Root gall -0.21 -0.73 -0.32 -0.60 0.50 -0.25 -0.85 -0.125
Sig. 0.60 -0.30 0.42 0.90 0.89 0.54 0.80 0.70
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