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Abstract: Objective In order to understand the genetic diversity of endophytic fungi strain Fusarium proliferatum isolated from
Belamcanda chinensis. Methods A total of 52 ISSR primers and 90 SRAP primers were used to detect the genetic diversity among 17
F. proliferatum strains. Results The results indicated that 27 ISSR primers and 38 SRAP primers were screened out for the genetic
diversity analysis. 178 bands were amplified from 27 ISSR primers, among which 131 (63%) allelic variations were detected. However,
357 bands were amplified by 38 SRAP primers, among which 323 (91%) allelic variations were detected. The value of allelic
polymorphism information content (PIC) of ISSR primers ranged from 0.19 to 0.91, with the average of 0.70 per primer. The value of
PIC of SRAP primers ranged from 0.00 to 0.93, with the average of 0.72 per primer. The value of Nei’s genetic similarity (GS) indexes
of 17 strains based on ISSR, SRAP and ISSR + SRAP genetic locus varied from 0.73—0.99, 0.72—0.95 and 0.73—0.95, and with the
average of 0.84, 0.85 and 0.85, separately. Cluster analysis showed that the 17 strains in this study could be clustered into three groups,
three strains from the roots were clustered together, and F. proliferatum strains isolated from stems and leaves were gathered in other
two groups. Cluster analysis revealed that genetic similarity of 17 strains were high, this suggested that the 17 strains had a near

relationship, in accordance with the traditional morphology identification. Conclusion The results show that the ISSR and SRAP
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technology is more efficient than traditional morphology identification. It is also found that ISSR and SRAP markers could more really

reflect the genetic diversity of endophytic fungi strain F. proliferatum from B. chinensis, which can provide the basis for the application

of molecular biotechnology in endophytic fungi of F. proliferatum from B. chinensis.

Key words: Belamcanda chinensis (L.) DC.; endophytic fungi; Fusarium proliferatumum; fenetic diversity; ISSR; SRAP
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TR 35 406 2R A0 Hr St e Akt >0,

A T R A5 3 TR =%
A AR U, RS 26 FRAERER. d@T
TEA LG TS KIFH i, BHYIZ N 5 & 6
M, HA Fusarium proliferatum NARH R, 317
Pho FEMCEERN b, AHEFKH ISSR #l SRAP Frid
XiF 17 BRI IS AL 22 R RN HR S0 46 e 34T T 40 HT
DAHA 1% P AR BB 7 23 T 38t A% 5 TH IR 9 S5 4 £t
5%,

1 #MREREE
1.1 R

BERFPRFT 2016 £E 10 FRETIU)IE e
W, S@PEImE RS /DNLERZEE T
Belamcanda chinensis (L) DC.. W4 H® F.
proliferatum YR N T 015 FF4l4k, Hdr,
3 BMRWNAERRE (Y5 N Gl. G2. G3) M THEH
SR, 4 BRWAERE (Y5 J2. J10. J11. J12) M
HZE B, 10 RANAERTE (YIL Y3, Y4, Y5,
Y6. Y7. Y8. Y9. Y10. Y11) MHM4345.
1.2 DNA ZH

NG FRFE b5 B Ak I N A A A 224,
LA KA (M) T 2R34T DNA $2EL. $RHUL
DNA %[l Biospin B [ %: K20 DNA $2 B &1
WaRr R Ll
1.3 PCR ¥ &5 IRARTER A BRIk

FIF Nagaoka Z5U'ff) 52 4% ISSR BI4/%91)(F
1) KR Li UL %1 SRAP 514, I DLk g3k
REREAZS1Y) 30 3 AMERE PR AT R
G LR 90 X EIMIF A E (K 2) K% Lifg
Y THEAF G . PCR ¥ 1 S 4K 5279 10 uL: 5 pul
2 X TagqPCR MasterMix, 2.5 pL ddH,O, 1 pL (10
ng/uL) ISSR/SRAP 514, 1.5 uL DNA. PCR M
FEFN: 94 CTANE 3 min, 3L 40 MEFF: 94 C
A 30s, 50~60 CiRK 30 s GRKIRE LA AR
ST E), 72 ‘CIEM 2 min, fJ5 72 CHEH 10
min, 12 C{fF. ISSR-PCR ¥ 14 74045 ] 2%1¥)
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# 1 ISSRIRICHISIH
Table 1 Primers of ISSR

5141 (UBC) T3 (5°—3) 5% (UBC) F3 (5°—3%)

801 ATATATATATATATATT 862 AgCAgCAgCAgCAgCAgC

802 ATATATATATATATATg 863 AgTAgTAgTAgTAgTAET

803 ATATATATATATATATC 864 ATgATgATgATgATgATg

804 TATATATATATATATAA 865 CCgCCgCCgCCgCCgCCg

805 TATATATATATATATAC 868 gAAgAAgAAgAAgAAgAA

836 AgAgAgAgAgAgAgAgYA 869 gTTgTTgTTgTTgTTgTT

840 gAgAgAgAgAgAgAgAYT 870 TgCTgCTgCTgCTgCTgC

841 gAgAgAgAgAgAgAgAYC 871 TATTATTATTATTATTAT

842 gAgAgAgAgAgAgAgAYg 872 gATAgATAgATAgATA

843 CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTRA 873 gACAgACAgACAgACA

844 CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTRC 876 gATAgATAgACAgACA

845 CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTRg 878 ggATggATggATgg AT

846 CACACACACACACACART 879 CTTCACTTCACTTCA

847 CACACACACACACACARC 880 ggAgAggAgAggAgA

848 CACACACACACACACARg 882 VBVATATATATATATAT

849 gTgTeTgTgTgTgTgTYA 883 BVBTATATATATATATA

850 gTgTgTgTgTgTgTgTYC 887 DVDTCTCTCTCTCTCTC

851 gTgTegTgTgTgTgTgTYg 889 DBDACACACACACACAC

852 TCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCRA 893 NNNNNNNNNNNNNNN

853 TCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCRT 894 TggTAgCTCTTgATCANNNNN

854 TCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCRg 895 AgAgTTggTAgCTCTTgATC

855 ACACACACACACACACYT 896 AggTCgCggCCgCNNNNNNATg

856 ACACACACACACACACYA 897 CCgACTCgAgNNNNNNATgTgg

859 TgTgTgTgTgTgTgTgRC 898 gATCAAgCTTNNNNNNATgTgg

860 TgTgTgTgTgTgTgTgRA 899 CATggTgTTggTCATTgTTCCA

861 ACCACCACCACCACCACC 900 ACTTCCCCACAggTTAACACA

%2 SRAPIE. RE5#
Table 2 Sequences of forward and reverse primers of SRAP used in this study

HRK R (537 B RIEGH (537
me5 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG eml GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT
mel5 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACT em2 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC
mel6 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACG em4 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA
me24 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTCG emb6 GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA
me28 TGAGTCCAAACCGGGAC em?7 GACTGCGTACGAATTCCA
me32 TGAGTCCAAACCGGGCT em9 GACTGCGTACGAATTCGA
me41 TGAGTCCAAACCGGCTG eml0 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAG
me42 TGAGTCCAAACCGGCTC eml6 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAT
me43 TGAGTCCAAACCGGCCA eml9 GACTGCGTACGAATTATC

em26 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGT
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B e b A AT HL VKA I . SRAP-PCR S NAE N
TAEPE 94 °C, Smin; FEEHENEE 1 MEH: A
94 °‘C, 1min, iBK 35 ‘C, 1min, ZEf# 72 C, 1
min, 3t 4 PMEA; FATEE 2 7534 224 94 °C, 1 min,
Bk 54 °C, 1 min, #Eff 72 C, 1 min, J%£35%
EH: e 72 CARZEEE(H 10 min, 12 CLRAF.
SRAP-PCR # S8 = Wfs F - 8% A48 14 5 TR I ik M
Y FLVIGEEA T A
1.4 HBHESHH

FEAMRHT 3G 2% 5 15 A B o il s B
A AAAER RN “17, RZBEN “07,
% ISSR. SRAP Al ISSR+SRAP I 1 51 #Aer i 45
B0 5 1 BIEAERE . 8L 2 REE 24T R
br Ei@ A1 2 &M E S & ( polymorphism
information content, PIC) 7x. PIC & —Mhrid
MR m A I S5 A7 BE PR 8 B Fe Al e A iz, AT
13 B 6 7 brac 78 SN A B 1) 2 Sk .
PIC {18 2458 Anderson 2! 5 1 455,

PIC;=1- X P

Py FRARC | B AR B, BARIC
WREM 1 3] n, PIC MHAE 0~1, “0” RRKE LM, “17
Ror AW EN LS

12 W Nei P00 07 kT DL AN bR 22
[ ()38 AH LR EX[GS, GS=2N,/(N;,+ N)],
NARERE i MRy A dcE, v ARERSE 7 M
By G 8g, N AR i j DRI R IR
M4 50E . RIS GS B3 FH A iAo AR
%115 UPGMA #HAT R i, @ is L AH &
B REE . ZEEST XA SRR
NTSYS2.1.
2 HERESH
2.1 ISSR UmBASMD T

FI FH Nagaoka Z£'f) 52 4 ISSR 214541, i
17T PCR ¥4, U 27 45| Waets 13 208w iy
(465, HBZ A1 (F 3). Mok 17X 27 45 ISSR
ST AR Z R T, 17 AR LY 3G
178 27t BB IRy 1 & 50 2~17,
TR 6.59, HA5|4) UBCS80 5 UBCSS7 4 #411)
X ERS, VKK THER DAY
UBCS853 fll UBC854; SILA4&ME] 131 (5 63%)
AN EMELL S, ZEMA S EAE 0~17 4, FHhE
BYERR 4854, ARGV &2 &R
BB ZSR. 514 UBC836 fil UBCS61 L &MEL

#&3 ISSR-PCR ¥ =% 754
Table 3 Polymorphic amplified products of ISSR-PCR

51%) (UBC) ¥k 285w 2810 %/% PIC

836 8 0 0.00 0.88
840 7 4 0.57 0.81
842 8 6 0.75 0.78
843 3 1 0.33 0.57
844 5 4 0.80 0.76
845 3 2 0.67 0.42
846 3 2 0.67 0.57
847 3 1 0.33 0.66
848 6 2 0.33 0.80
849 5 4 0.80 0.79
850 9 8 0.89 0.79
851 7 7 1.00 0.81
852 3 3 1.00 0.42
853 2 1 0.50 0.49
854 2 1 0.50 0.19
855 7 4 0.57 0.85
856 3 1 0.33 0.67
860 4 1 0.25 0.68
861 3 0 0.00 0.67
862 6 6 1.00 0.76
864 4 1 0.25 0.74
865 4 4 1.00 0.28
868 12 8 0.67 0.88
872 13 12 0.92 0.87
873 14 14 1.00 0.88
880 17 17 1.00 0.91
887 17 17 1.00 0.89
Bt 178 131

EHE 6.59 4.85 0.63 0.70

R (0.00), 514 UBC851. UBC852. UBC862+
UBCS865. UBC873. UBC880 Al UBC887 )£ &4
Heo 1, AL K. $%08 Anderson!™ ) 5k it
HH 27 2 m st 17 AR AL 5 PIC f
. PIC fT 0.19~0.91, “F¥N 0.70, ZZHEEL
BOR, Hr514 UBC8S0 &2 17 A% &AL A,
PIC fH i, Mt —Fr514) PIC {A1E 0.70 LA |,
FILA 51900 PIC AE WIS, w1514 UBC854 4 0.19,
514 UBC845 5 UBC852 #5°4 0.42, 514 UBC852
N 0.49, 5% UBC841 [f] PCR 45 L 1. &
M, 27 251 EM B B 1) 2 & e . A
R3IFEATEL, MAZSEEERSEZEMER
A5EA—
2.2 SRAP LR BRI

KH Li 25U R 151 3 UL A SRl R e 4R
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M 12345678 910111213 141516 17

2000 bp

1 000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

M-Markers 1-GI  2-G2 3-G3 4-J2 5-J10 6-J11  7-J12
8-Yl 9-Y3 10-Y4 11-Y5 12-Y6 13-Y7 14-Y8 15-Y9
16-Y10 17-Y11

1 ISSR 5|4 UBC841 Xt 17 13 #4#IR9H 1845 R
Fig. 1 A PCR profile reaction of UBC841 marker for 17
materials
190 3% 3 AN IEFEIERIE AT I BEALA G, FLA AL
(1) 90 XF5IIFFHIHE, HEAT PCR ¥4, {XF 38
XF I & RS RIS E LB R, HEZS
P (R 4). WukH 17X 38 Xf 5l A G TG 2
FEPEHT o 17 A RLE LY 3G H 357 AN 5%4, B4
SV G RGBS B 1~28, ~F1905 9.39,
HA5MHE mel5-em7 ¥ MK THERE, &
DB A me32-em9 Fll med2-em7; il LA
323 (& 91%) DNEBMELLA, 2N S L
1~25 1, P2 MR 8.50 4, ARGIMAHE
TR EZSERAYRENESR. SIMAE
meS-eml ZAMEHLRKAC (0.5, HpZaEMELE
N1 EIMEEE L E Q0 MEIMHE), &
i E 2 SPERIR & . %18 Anderson! 7T
H 38 X G A X 17 AR PIC fH .
PIC fH/F 0.00~0.93, “Fi5h 0.73, ZBHERAK,
HA 5 ¥4 4 mel5-em7 Fl me24-em26 435l I 2
25 1 23 ANZAMEAL T, PIC EHim, K m5l
Pig & (29 NS4 PIC ETE 0.70 BAE, AN
FIWAH AR PIC fHAWAC, 41 me32-em9 (0).
me42-em7 (0). me5-eml (0.26). me4l-em7 (0.41)
DL me32-em6 (0.44). 51445 melS-em7 [ PCR
PGS K 2. SRS, 38 XS GTEMEL
Z A Z MRS . WK 4 PR EH, 2
SMEEESZEMEILEAT L
23 REEERSH
23.1 ISSR ZA&VERLE R M 1% Nei 2571
TIEFER A BT NTSYS2.1 tHH &k 2
[ AR LR (GSD, 17 AP RIS R A AL R
HOERE WL 5. GS ZAGTEH N 0.73~0.99, FH1N
0.84, BHLARLMEARECK HECK . fEIX LR,
Y9 5 Y10 (MR B IE B, AR PR A ),
GS 1% 0.99, UWHIEELK AR Gl 5 G2,

#4 SRAP-PCR ¥ #=¥% 75
Table 4 Polymorphic amplified products of SRAP-PCR

SIPI(UBC) F ki 2% 2 H 0 %/%PIC

me5-eml 2 1 0.50 0.26
me5-em6 6 6 1.00 0.72
me5-em7 8 6 0.75 0.81
me5-em9 6 5 0.83 0.79
me5-em10 5 4 0.80 0.74
me5-em19 10 9 0.90 0.83
me5-em26 8 6 0.75 0.81
mel5-eml 5 5 1.00 0.70
mel5-em2 20 17 0.85 0.92
mel5-em7 28 25 0.89 0.93
mel5-em9 9 8 0.89 0.83
mel6-eml 15 15 1.00 0.87
mel6-em7 15 15 1.00 0.91
mel6-em9 12 10 0.83 0.82
mel6-em19 13 13 1.00 0.87
mel6-em26 20 20 1.00 0.91
me24-eml 12 7 0.58 0.89
me24-em2 10 7 0.70 0.89
me24-em6 16 14 0.88 0.91
me24-em7 14 12 0.86 0.89
me24-em26 25 23 0.92 0.93
me28-em2 15 10 0.67 0.90
me28-em4 11 10 0.91 0.77
me28-emb6 7 7 1.00 0.83
me28-em26 3 3 1.00 0.61
me32-em2 5 5 1.00 0.77
me32-em4 5 5 1.00 0.77
me32-em6 2 2 1.00 0.44
me32-em9 1 1 1.00 0
me41-em6 6 6 1.00 0.81
me41-em7 6 6 1.00 0.41
me41-em9 2 2 1.00 0.50
me42-em2 3 3 1.00 0.48
me42-em6 11 11 1.00 0.87
me42-em7 1 1 1.00 0
me43-em6 9 9 1.00 0.78
me43-em7 10 10 1.00 0.83
me43-em9 4 4 1.00 0.66
Bt 357 323

A 9.39 8.50 0.91 0.73
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M 123456738 910111213 141516 17

M-pBR322 DNA/Mspl 1-GI 2-G2 3-G3 4-]2 5-J10 6-J11
7-J12 8-Yl 9-Y3 10-Y4 11-Y5 12-Y6 13-Y7 14-Y8
15-Y9 16-Y10 17-Y11

2 SRAP 5|#484 mel5-em7 Xt 17 3510480 2 251 i
Fig. 2 SRAP polymorphism map of melS-em7 marker for

17 materials

JIL 5 J12 /M yt, J125 Y1 f Y3, Y55 YL A
Y6 X Y7 Y8 5 Y6, Y74 Y9 K Y10 Z[d], Y9.
Y10, Y11, Y2 IR ZI8], "EATH GS fH (>0.90)
AR Ry, B LRl 2 A] ()3t A% AR UL =y B R
GRFREIE; HAMELZEP) GS ENT 0.7~
0.9, 2B BATZ ] (1) a8t A% PR B8 AR I IR AL L2
K, SRR ARMMEE; 12 5111 & 12 5 Y11
Z A GS /D (0.73), BEREHA, EIW
F B3R5 K F I

2.3.2 SRAP ZAM#EHMEZER T RHE ISSR
2 AL 22 7 o AT AR R 772293 # SRAP 2281

R"S 1T HMBET ISSR ZEEM RSN RBER

Table 5 Genetic similarity matrix based on ISSR polymorphism in 17 materials

s Gl G2 G3 2 Jio Jir J12 Yl Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6 Y7 Y8 Y9 Y10 YIl
Gl 1.00

G2 0.90 1.00

G3 0.87 0.88 1.00

12 0.74 075 0.76 1.00

J10 0.84 081 0.78 0.75 1.00

J11 0.82 079 0.78 0.73 090 1.00

J12 0.82 081 0.82 0.76 087 091 1.00

Y1 0.83 081 081 0.76 088 091 095 1.00

Y3 0.79 079 0.79 0.74 085 0.86 091 0.88 1.00

Y4 0.80 0.79 0.79 0.76 085 0.84 0.87 0.87 0.86 1.00

Y5 0.79 077 0.78 0.76 084 0.86 0.8 091 0.87 0.8 1.00

Y6 0.81 080 0.75 0.74 086 0.87 088 0.87 0.8 0.87 091 1.00

Y7 0.79 078 0.75 0.74 085 085 086 087 0.84 083 091 091 1.00

Y8 0.78 078 0.74 0.76 085 0.84 085 085 085 084 088 092 092 1.00

Y9 0.81 079 0.78 0.74 083 0.84 086 085 0.83 082 087 0.89 090 091 1.00

Y10 081 0.8 079 074 084 085 086 086 082 0.83 088 088 090 090 0.99 1.00
Yl 082 081 078 073 0.84 085 0.87 086 082 085 087 088 0.8 08 095 096 1.00

BEZER SN, FEHSMEZEE GS, 17 &
PRI I8 A AR AL R BOH B L3R 6. GS BALTE A
0.72~0.95, P34 0.85, AL AL bk H
BOK. fEIXER R, Y1 5 Y7 A8 AL AR AL
e, BB E RN, GSEEE 0.95, Uil
KA G1 5 G2, G35 G2, I11 512, Y1.
Y6. Y7. Y8. Y9 & Y10, J12 5 Y1 F1Y5. Y6
K YT, 22 Y3 5 Y1, Y45 Y6, Y3. Y45
Y5. Y7. Y8. Y9. Y10 K Y11, HA Mg
A HE SFe P8 A2 BT R R 2 18] BT GS B (>0.90)
AR =, 3R X et k) (] (18 A A ABL 1 vy HL o

GRAPT; HRMEZEP GS HAT 0.7~
0.9, ISR B ATz 1] 353 A% FE B8 50 HT TH 1A 8L 2
K, SRGRAMMEIZE; J10 5 G3 Z MK GS
fEf/ (0.72), BALFER K, RIWHE ZH 1%
GRRARIT .

2.3.3 ISSR+SRAP Z&EMBAER M KRHY
ISSR £ A Mgt A% 22 S e A AH R 1) F5 3% 53 B ISSR+
SRAP Z Mt 2 martr, tHE R &MELZIE T
GS, 17 AR AL AR, R BB WK 7. GS &2
TBIEHEN 0.73~0.95, FHIN 0.85, AL AHIM: RS
WK BB G EXEMEH, Y1015 Y9, Y1
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R 6 17 HHRET SRAP ZEMRNE IR EIERE

Table 6 Genetic similarity matrix based on SRAP polymorphism in 17 materials
%% Gl G2 G3 12 Jio Jir J12 yr Y3 Y4 YS Y6 Y7 Y8 Y9 YI0O Y11
Gl 1.00
G2 0.90 1.00
G3 0.88 091 1.00
12 0.73 0.75 0.75 1.00
Jijo 075 073 0.72 0.78 1.00
J11 0.81 0.82 082 078 0.79 1.00
Ji2 082 0.83 0.83 0.77 0.79 093 1.00
Y1 0.80 0.83 083 079 0.78 0.93 0.92 1.00
Y3 0.79 0.81 0.81 0.77 0.78 0.89 0.89 0.89 1.00
Y4 0.78 0.78 0.78 0.77 0.79 085 0.87 0.88 0.84 1.00
Y5 079 0.82 0.82 0.79 0.78 090 091 094 0.87 0.89 1.00
Y6 0.81 083 083 078 078 091 094 092 091 088 093 1.00
Y7 0.80 0.82 082 080 079 091 090 095 0.8 088 094 093 1.00
Y8 0.82 081 081 077 082 09 0.8 092 086 08 090 09 092 1.00
Y9 0.80 0.81 0.81 0.78 0.79 091 087 092 0.89 0.86 090 090 093 092 1.00
Y10 082 083 083 0.78 0.79 090 089 093 0.88 0.8 091 092 093 092 094 1.00
Y1l 083 083 083 0.77 0.80 0.88 088 090 0.88 0.88 0.90 090 091 092 091 094 1.00

RT 17T BHMRET ISSR+SRAP S MANREEINRHER

Table 7 Genetic similarity matrix based on ISSR + SRAP polymorphism in 17 materials
g5 Gl G2 G3 12 Jio Jir J12 Yl Y3 Y4 Y5 Y6 Y7 Y8 Y9 Y10 Yl
Gl 1.00
G2 0.90 1.00
G3 0.88 090 1.00
12 0.73 0.75 0.75 1.00
J10 0.78 0.76 0.75 0.77 1.00
J11 0.81 0.82 0.81 0.76 0.83 1.00
2 0.82 0.83 083 077 0.82 092 1.00
Y1 0.81 0.82 082 078 081 092 093 1.00
Y3 0.79 081 081 076 080 0.88 0.89 0.89 1.00
Y4 0.79 0.78 0.79 0.77 081 0.85 0.87 0.88 0.85 1.00
Y5 0.79 0.80 0.81 0.78 080 0.89 091 093 0.87 0.89 1.00
Y6 0.81 083 081 0.77 081 090 092 091 090 0.88 0.92 1.00
Y7 0.80 0.81 080 0.78 0.81 0.89 0.89 093 0.8 087 093 093 1.00
Y8 0.81 0.80 0.79 0.77 083 0.88 0.88 090 0.86 088 090 091 092 1.00
Y9 0.80 0.80 0.80 0.77 080 0.89 0.87 090 0.87 085 089 090 092 092 1.00
Y10 082 0.82 0.82 077 0.81 088 0.88 091 08 0.86 090 091 092 091 095 1.00
Y11 083 083 0.82 076 0.81 0.87 088 0.89 086 0.87 089 089 090 091 092 0.95 1.00

Z AR A AR e v, BB RE RS A/, GS fHm  HAR N aifl ok ]y A B B 2 8], EATT)
15095, BSRG R REID; G1 5 G2, G3 5 G2, GS fH (>0.90) #RIR &, FREIXLCRRL 2 8] HsfE
JIL 5 J12 A1 Y1, J12 5 Y1, YS J Y6, B2 YL AR H g /i, HAeMEZEK GS |3
5 Y4, Y3 5 Y1. Y4, Y5. Y7. Y8 Y9. Y10 AT 0.7~0.9, WIFRBEATZ [AFEL EE B AT TH
K Y11, Y4 5 Y5, Y7, Y8, Y9. Y10 J% YlI, IR BLZ IR, SRR RAXELL; 12 5 G2 ZIH]
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(1 GS { &/ (0.73), EAEHEERK, BIFE I
SRR R .

24 BRESH

2.4.1 ISSR 7Bt A ISSR B AU
HilFi% UPGMA T2 AT R0 M, fak 17 & 4tk
MESEG X AR (B 3). BRERLEIR, GS1E
0.75~0.99. 4 GS A 0.75 i}, BHAMBITEA 2
AR, J2 HEAERONEE 1 K2, HARMAR R
RNE 2 KFE. EARRIMBAEMLUEAKT B, 52
KENAT5r NIRRT, % GS A4 0.86 I, Ay
N3 AT, Gl G2 M G3 RN 1AL, B
Y1. Y3 F Y4 2k, HAp I Eor B ai bt A2 5
WA — AT, FITRE 6 MR RN 1A
WK, £ GS N 0.99 i, XK 17 rrel a4 4
WX 3T MRBLERE R, JLTPRER—#EF L
MEHASE GO RO, WAL AR (s, R —
K, IR WL, ISSR 70 FHnic v] LAAERf A S %
BERARL 2 F] B8 AR 22 R ARG R R

Gl
G2
G3

J10

J11
I —’ Enz
Y1

Y3
Y4

Y5
Y6
Y7
Y8

Y9
Y10

Y11
12

0.75 0.81 0.87 0.93 0.99
LY

3 17 MR ISSR S FARie B RER
Fig. 3 Cluster result of 17 materials by ISSR markers
2.4.2 SRAP s B3t FIH SRAP A& AH{Ek
PEFERE4Z UPGMA J7 ikt AT BRK MW, My 7 &4t
HEMEHRRZ R RE (B 4. BRGERERHE
ISSR HRERAFAE—EM LR BULAPLREAE
0.78~0.95. ZIRMAEMURECNY 0.78 I, HLlFrr}
AN 2 AR, 12 5110 #ERONEE 1 R, HR
IR RLE I T N5 2 K36 RIS LEANR] i g A AR AL
PEACE B, 58 2 KR 7 AR, il
HLE R ECN 0.87 IF, W08 2 MIEE, Gl G2

—{
Il
112
11 _{Yl

0.78 0.82 0.87 0.91 0.95
LEVES i

4 17 MR SRAP S FIRIDBRER

Fig. 4 Cluster result of 17 materials by SRAP markers
5 G3 BRI 1 AW, HARMIMBEH I N 5 —
M. FEBAEARPIERECN 0.95 1, BtilE 17
BP0 IT . IR R IR IR, APRHH]
PRGRAROE, BAEMUER S, $#EN—K b
BRI, SRAP 73 F-hric th ] DAHERT AR 37 & it i
FORLZ 8] (R4 Z2 R FOR R AR

2.4.3 ISSR+SRAP fimi KR4 AIH ISSR+
SRAP AL AR IEFE 4% UPGMA J5EBET TR2K 7>
Br, MR T B RIRRG SR (K 5). RAKL
o I—
Y

10
! Il

0.77 0.81 0.86 0.90 0.95
VENPE s
E5 17 ™A ISSR+HSRAP S FARICEBEHGER
Fig. 5 Cluster result of 17 materials by ISSR + SRAP

markers
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RN, GS FE 0.77~0.95 LEBAE AR, R E N 0.77
W, #RA 2 RIFE, 2 REPERRAE—EIRME
5 ISSR HIEFAHIA . H ML AL RN 0.81
B, 25 2 REATH N 3 MR, 5 ISSR KK
RAR, 110 BN —ALK; Gl G2 5
G3 B2 1 MK, 5 ISSR Al SRAP JEK4E
R, HREM B RN S — AW, HRAE
—EIMELE SRAP R AMIE K. 7215 A% A B
ZHN 095 1, B 17 A RERT R4 X 4y
TF. BERAELE LR, ISSR+SRAP 4 FARILH
S 48 B T R kA b A 3 - R R 2 A IR s A
FERNEG KR
3 i

YikpistAL ZREIE R I R AL, 0. etk
F1 DNA 73 725 HR , {5 DNA F3-F Rl 2 e Ak
AIVE BRI A, Ll BR M R B R 2 A I
( restriction fragment length polymorphic DNA,
RFLP). BEALY 3 Z &M DNA (radom amplified
polymorphic DNA, RAPD). #{H A HEBEL L
A (variable number of tandem repeats, VNTR)
42121 ISSR 5 SRAP S AL [ — 4 T DNA,
TR BN HA R B H A A, P S )
AN [ Bl B SR B0 AN A [ 17 3 Rl e B A I i %2
AE . MO E AT ARSI AT S 6T R )0 A 22 R A )
R, AR R R, PRE . R, SRS
P 5 U1 Ruma %5 PY SR AL 4UH i 4 B
Calophyllum apetalum 1 Garcinia morella 53 253K
37 16 ¥k Myrothecium sp. WA FH B, FfH RAPD
A ISSR BRI 1 %)@ A AL FCwR 1 A% 2 AE1E,
S5IRFRY], 10 X ISSR FIM3LY 1G tH 189 % 2 &1
5. 2R ESAEEEPEST TR J) R ISSR brictk R
XF 27 MR BEAT 1 AR 2 REE b, SRR,
AP 11 A58 38 H 79 4~ DNA B, H
LATERL A 65 4(82.3%) . 31 I 252 ISE Y ISSR
BRI T LN AR N AL H SR L A, 4
R, 10 X ISSR FI¥3LF 14t 3 975 Sk Mok
i, Z AP 5 100%. AHFFCIRE ] 27 2% ISSR
SI¥F1 38 2% SRAP SIW% 17 5 T NAHE F.
proliferatum FATEAL Z AT, SR TR, 27
% ISSR SIWLy 1 7 178 Nokalr, ZAMEEW
5 63%; 38 2% SRAP S| ¥IRENEY 1Yt 357 FAase
Bk, BARENERKZW S 91%. Hit
wE, ST WAEER F. proliferatum WAL 2 FEVE

F&, NG RA X S B R IR R R 1)
BES% .

AKHWFFEFK M T ISSR A1 SRAP 2 Ff /> Fhric 5t
M FRIR 250w B Eaifh hRm) 17 RN
HLIE F. proliferatum AT | 184% 22 57 RORG R R 5>
Br, BF A5 R B oR At AT 22 TR s AR 2= R R
( GSissk = 0.73 ~ 0.99, GSspap = 0.72 ~ 0.95,
GSissresrap=0.73~0.95), S5 &E2EM ITS 4145
Mg R—3. BRMMERER, X 17 HRNE
PR RN 3 KK, Hr, /BB 3 kAR
F. proliferatum %9—3, 4@ HZEMIH F.
proliferatum 5T 53 295, i 5L T ISSR #1 SRAP
X2 Koyl XKamREERMdr F
proliferatum . W4h, FREZEFIN > EH 14 B F.
proliferatum 1 &, K H T [F— &AL A5 F.
proliferatum 1534% 72 7 LR B AN [FAL I [F) B Ak
FIs L 22 57K . U07E SRAP BX ISSR+SRAP [{istfE4H
BE TR EIR, T12 5 Y6 RISt AU (GS=0.92)
B T12 5710 (GS=0.82) F. KihfiTdkiT &34,
J12 5 Y6 B RAE—2, 1M J10 Bk N—3%k.
ARSI R RE R H, SRAP fil ISSR+SRAP
£ 0.95 /K>F, ISSR £ 0.99 /KF, WK 17 BRE#E
FEA I A A T DU R A F AR id BER
VoL GE i) 5 R A 3K et TE N RG4S E A
A ELW F. proliferatum PN Z RIS/ 22 5 o SR A
ISSR. SRAP Ll 2 SSR+SRAP #HATHEY, 41 L
7~ SSR+SRAP K G &6 L A, A KB 1]
7 5 PR DX B 3, A BRUMUCR FH P A 20 T bt SRR
OCR BT . 4R A ISSR #HAT S, J10 5 111, J12
Y1 #EN—2, KH SRAP #1T75%Z%, J10 5
2 Wi N—2, MigiA SSR+SRAP #4752 110
PR R Ny —2K.

HAr, [E A4 ISSR A1 SRAP AN AT WA
HE MM A . g msmAEEREP . 1
AR BT PO R R P A T R A
ISSR i SRAP F{RHEAT [ itk ZAEMERTFT, #43
BT AR EE R . AHEST 45K A ISSR,
SRAP 7 AR M 255X 2 B AR M i TN A
WL Z RN, BE4E R R T ISSR Al SRAP 2
Flor Fhric R B, (H2THNAERE F.
proliferatum 3T 2 Mizid ) 2 &E B EMZA K
(PICissr =0.70+ PICspap=0.73). AR} 5, SRAP
Fric K I i 384 2 SR T ISSR Frid
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(Ratejssg = 0.63, Ratesgap=0.91), X 1] {82 £
SRAP 4 THric X3k F. proliferatum 3£ [X 2 DNA
Wik 2 8RR G FEELEFEMEELR
PRSP0, [ I F g 4 Rk — 4P R X 2 Ry
FHRICTESS T WA B F. proliferatum 115; T 58
7 T BAG B IR B

B2, AREFFCRA ISSR FI SRAP Fric i A%t
17 BRSTNAEF T F. proliferatum 347 1504% 22 FE %
WAL, 15 pgs R AR, 17 RN A BT S
RS B E 22 ISR R R, WESE 11X 2 Fliy
THRICI AT DL N TN A B )7 0158, [
NWFEE T F. proliferatum WL S, FFH AT LA
B RS R LT N AE BB F. proliferatum 13545
SR ARSLIRHE RS Rl — P A RN TS
HNAERE F. proliferatum W3 A1 HAE AL
Hill LA A 5 F. proliferatum (X 5y 154% 75 TH FRBIE 50
Pt B Al
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