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#i EBN BUYARGAHEDIRMSTREFEM VHARGAEYIBRNERERES TRE. FE
REPCRERSHEHRMES, KB ITS BH, #4170 F, & Phylip KAHL TS XS - BIRERE
WOTEALBEMMBEEN . ER YARGHMEY P ITS1-5. 8 S-ITS2 FHIKFE K 600~629 bp, IR FFIKE
% 165bp 9 5.8 S,ITSI+ITS2 HEF G KE R 468 MR . REWK L ABAHEAY S AFHA, IME QER
RESNEAE, HRFIR YT Angelica sinensis 7 5 LR AT — H K, W 5K YT Levisticum officinale BIGHEE
MuES, &1 LRERESYHBRGAEYIREREAYE . BAGREYEGZELAXRATHERARGAE
YRR —FEEZRR,

EBA-YAREABRERX  #EER; K
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ITS Sequence analysis of Chinese and Japanese medicinal plants of Angelica L.
ZHAO Guo-ping', NIIZEKI Minoru®, ISHIGAWA Liuni’, QIAN San-qi’,
ZHANG Qun®, AO Jie-nan'
(1. Medical College, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China; 2. College of Life Science and Technology,
Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China; 3. Faculty of Agricultural and Life Science,
Hirosaki University, Hirosaki 036-8561, Japan)

Abstract; Objective To establish the base of molecular system-theory on medicinal plants of Angeli-
ca L. and to offer molecular gists for finding the efficacy difference of them. Methods The PCR technique
was utilized together with the clone technique to get the ITS gene and measure its genic sequence. Statisti-
cal analyzing and branch analyzing were carried out by Phylip software and genetic distance difference in
every kinds can be calculated with MEGA3. Results 1TS1-5.8 S-ITS2, belongs to one of medicinal plants
of Angelica L. , its sequence length extents 600 to 629 bp. Subtracting 5.8 S, its length is 165 bp, the
length of ITS is 468 bp. The medicinal plants of Angelica L. are divided into two groups by dendrogram.
The genetic distance of A. sinensis from Gansu Province is obviously different from the other medicinal
plants of Angelica L., but the distance difference compared with Levisicum officinale is smaller. Conclu-
sion It suggests that the above result be identical to the efficacy of medicinal plants of Angelica L. It may
be an important reason of explaining why the efficacy between A. sinensis and other medicinal plants of An-
gelica L. is so different.

Key words: Angelica L. ; internal transcribed spacer; genetic distance; efficacy
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FEXARMEHERIHWERERIMEX, ELHE
BHRRGEH HTFYABANKE BLH ELUFR
MY E B AL S AR 2 A B M Kb

YMHARAGAMYN S FREEHR . UEZE
SRR FERFEHRFHEG T E#HFT. Gregory
Fst R MBI REMN %S SO BHEY
#47 T cpDNA Hy rbel 2 H P54 1, A Hm#
MR RRAHEKEE, 5Z8ENEEBRER
(Pittosporum) , X—Z R 5QERRETFHMEH
g AEKNRFARA—HK. rbel REFHHNE R
NRERXAETR L FLERSHMEBA$E
B, Wy RALZTAEN S EMBRAEE MG
¥ F cpDNA B matK ZEMREREBE TRHES
# Stephen %15 B rDNA ) ITS(internal tran-
scribed spacer) ¥ %), % fE R} 40 FRHE 8 347 0 T
RGEPRITS FHIEMRS IR KREFEREY
BREMBHEREMHEITHSE. EFERHED
REREABTE-PMRWBEEIRE, FEE0
HHMEXESBEERNMRS A X R R REH
X ZEHD, LR Y cpDNA B rpoCl A ¥
Bttt T RS . S ,Stephen % X 7E
FrERER 126 MUK BT T ITS 75047, 3
AT RHEE NI T 100 MUEM#HFT T rpoCl
FFIAW, BHMERE . SERAFTRIEREK
A, 57 TR TR SRR s R R R E AR
ERRE HPBOMARESAMBEFEESE—E,
mA—HoNEEENFERN . BEEXTHRE—
B, ?TFRENPRE-ENHEYELRIERR
FE R TARMEREY . £ THFRA¥XWMRR
HEZRRB T H TR KL 53, Stephen 53 By
MRE S FREFIERS A&k, KB F TR
FHAERGE, ZLREFER TN LR R An-
gelica group (X434 )., Aegopodium group (¥ i ¢
48) ., Apium group (55 4) . Daueus group (§1 & b
#) . Aciphylla group (4R M i #1) | Oenanthe group
kA4, P YA R KN,

ERRFIBREH  ZRNED T LERESH
MR TFREAFHRERZBGFEERKRER ., GHE
MEGREHUARD ERTTEEREAW I
HLAL, BB R B AL A B s R A T R — Lk
0 38 R R B R B AR /D, AR 5 F R 38
WHRENREUXRAAZEUNREL W, HBHES
WA GHRKEY 2 RXRE T BERT R BAEY E
GEAXRRFTEFAEERRYE. S&5AHEYIIR

BIBESE, KIBshHENT . R — B 25 A, R T3
AT BB F RGP DAE A B X RE
WRIMREFHE K, FREFIEET LHIEHHF
GRART MEXMRE EETHRERFHERK
HSRRAREMERNRN S, EREFBR®E
FE,ITS RERI A FRE¥TRMAZEH—F,
B ITS b EE R HEEX R, - A THREYH
BAREZWE. M. BEOMNFEEZLR FFHCH
WEB X — X3 ) DNA FREW LMER B FHY RS
EHRH—TEEEHAMERT., Ak, EH5%E
tDNA # ITS FFIfE AR P H Y BB RHT&R
iR AR TR REEXRNERA B,

1 #MRER®

1.1 FERR¥E. WK 1, B b5k B B 4h, Gt
FEE AR TR A Bt ot s B P R 4 b R B
IAHAE BT FARARZ X S F 5 R AR 24 M
YHAERRAZ EHNHERLEE HERFHELH
RELRTRFEREE MR AT EHEZRERLE,

£1 HEEE
Table 1 Resources of medicinal plants of Angelica L.
B85 & L8 ¥ ® £EA
1 B %7 Angelica biserrata WHLH B M
2 dtA A wursina HAHE KFHEH
3 WRYHE A edulis HAHE FEHEE
4 BHYHF A. cartilaginata HREE BN
5  EAERT8 Peucedanum praeruptorum IHREX R
6 ¥R A. decursiva AIHER XBH
7 B4 A. archangelica IAER MEH
8 AliB YA A acutiloba subsp. iwatenis HAEHH FHEHE
9 BT A pubescens IHEE NBH
10 #K A polymorpha LHEE NEH
11 BKYH A amurensis IHER NEH
12 URMEYIT A. omeiensis WMNERK ¥

13 WAL A. dahurica Sav. cv. hanghaizhi LN X H
14 Bt A. dahurica &R 3 M
15 XEARE A. dahurica Sav. var.dehurica TEHE  AEH

16 BT A dahurica var. nepetoides MNER B 1
17 ERYIA A pseudoslinum IHEE XEH
18 MBI A dahurica Sav. cv. gibaizhi WA B %
19 M YIH A. anomala AAHEH FHEH
20 MY A. sinensis Har=M 3t
21 BRY A Levisticum officinale ILHmE XNBH

1.2 & DNA B#EB.ITS KAy P 4% . 2 5B E 4
BB 0.2 g £4 . RAK R K CTAB %
EBUE DNALHLL 0. 8% M IE¥E . 1 X TBE 2 b ¥k
HLR R

Al White MR 851 13547 ITS R3¢,
#3818 K ITS-5F: 5-GGAAGGAGAAGTCG-
TAA-CAAGG-3'; F ¥ 51 # A ITS-4R: 5'-TC-
CTTCCGC-TTATTGATATGC-3 , BAM#HAK
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B (PCR)7E PERKIN ELMER 9600 % PCR {Y I #
7. RRiE N 60 uL, o ITS-5F 1 ITS-4R % 3
pL(2 pmol/L),0. 3 pL. Taq B(5 U/pl),6 pL 10X
buffer,3. 6 pL MgCl,(25 mmol/L),6 pL. INTP(25
mmol /L), B4 DNA 25 ng, 7K £ 60 uL, PCR &
k.94 CHIAEME 305,94 CZEH 1 min,53 CiB K
1 min,72 ‘CEE# 1 min, 35 NMEHE 72 CHE 10
min, 4 CI#%#.

1.3 ITS XK. 4. W F: ER PCR =Y H
BRI, W23 KM 88 50 /& LUS I 3%
B R, £ DNA EEMOERT A HEY ITS
X PCR /=¥ 5% £ £ & PBluescript I SK(+/—)
BWARA 16 CHBREPKE 12h UL, 52
MR KBTEHERS EBEATTERNIE
FMmMb 37 CHEFISh UL, ABHEBEBEER
XEBENBRERB T 37 CIREKFE 18h UL
E. A QIA kit 48 . 4i{kFik DNA,

W FF BT RE AR B DU B R 1k 3 R BT, £ B R
PCR Y L #47. BB AR 10 ul, WA B H
M13IRD 800 forward il reverse, RNFRIFH 95 C
¥izs#: 5 min, 95 CA8HE 305,50 CiBk 305,70 C
FEfH 1 min, 30 MEFIG 4 CHRAE. WFERBAFIHN
Rk, 6 LIC—4000 WY E#4T. BOERIER.
REHF &R H 4 RETISS RFTIAERRE,
1.4 BESMRRERHE . X TRHRBOBE
B4 Clusta Ix HEF, l MEGAS3 ¥4 & FKimura
2-parameter R H BB B, 30 R AL 4R A B i
(Neighbor-Joining, NDHWERZLEW, REW &

B R BAIEE B (bootstrap)1 000 K.,
2 HR5iTE 9
2.1 ITSKES5GHC R . AXLRNE 21 FER
K ITS X (f045 5.8 S tDNA) A K ERE R
600~629 bp, Hp ITS1 KN 214~226 bp,ITS2
KB X 218~237 bp, FIEFE ITS2 KEHH ITS]
. MM 5.8 S rDNA WIEEE—3B(, % 165 bp, TWE:
%5, B ITS K& 5.8 S tDNA £,ITS1 5 ITS2
B, Gap HOBLRALHRET, ITS1+ITS2 HF G K
BEH 468 ML, HPH 139 MERMIR,36 PAHR
FREERBAE, NG 29. 7% M 7.7% . HEHkH
ITS1+ITS2 KEFMFEF|HH G+C FRISPRE 2.
2 BABMITS KEMGHC R
Table 2 Length and G+ C contents of ITS1
and ITS2 of taxa

FERE G+CY/ | KB Shalate (G+C)/
ATS1+ (ITS1+
1TS2)/bp 1TS2)/bp
1 445 52.6 12 435 50. 3
2 441 53.7 13 436 53.5
3 441 ©53.5 14 436 53.3
4 438 51.1 15 435 53.1
5 437 49.0 16 437 53.5
6 440 50. 9 17 433 50. 7
7 435 50. 1 18 434 52.9
8 434 19.8 19 434 52. 6
9 436 50. 3 20 438 52.2
10 434 50. 4 21 438 50. 1
11 435 49.8

2.2 BABEEKREER. LHRE 2 FEYHEE
B E B EEEALE 3. £TF ITS FAIMYHREY
REREHREL,

R3 LHAMKBANREER

Table 3 Genetic distance among taxa of Angelica L.

1 2 3 4 § § 7 8 8 10

1
20.0116
3 0.0092 0.0069
4 0.057 6 0.055 3 0.050 2
5 0.05750.0578 0.05270.023 5
6 0.0501 0.047 9 0.0453 0.026 1 0.030 8
7 0.0304 0.0282 0.0257 0.057 7 0.065 1 0.055 2
8 0.0328 0.0305 0.028 1 0.062 7 0.067 6 0.052 6 0.023 3
9 0.05240.047 9 0.045 3 0.083 6 0.089 1 0.076 2 0.052 7 0. 055 1
10 0.050 3 0.0432 0.04310.078 7 0.084 1 0.066 1 0.050 6 0.053 1 0.035 5

11 0.1204 0.116 0 0.1129 0.152 5 0. 1497 0.1387 0.1183 0.1182 0.1150 0.112 2

12 0.094 0 0.089 3 0.083 8 0.1167 0.113 5 0.105 8 0.089 2 0. 086 4 0.088 7 0.086 1 0.080 9

13 0.080 3 0.0758 0.0730 0.1157 0.115 8 0.099 8 0.080 8 0.083 3 0.072 8 0.065 1 0. 083 0 0.065 6

14 0.08100.0738 0.068 5 0.1133 0.1135 0.103 4 0.081 3 0.078 9 0.0758 0.073 2 0.086 1 0.0657 0.016 3

15 0.0755 0.068 5 0.063 2 0.107 6 0.105 1 0.097 7 0.075 8 0.078 5 0.062 8 0. 067 8 0. 080 6 0.060 5 0.025 8 0.025 8

16 0.068 0 0.063 5 0.060 8 0.092 0 0.100 3 0. 081 8 0.065 8 0. 065 8 0.062 9 0.052 8 0.104 1 0.078 2 0. 047 6 0.052 9 0.050 2

17 0.0475 0,043 0 0.040 4 0.0757 0.075 8 0.068 3 0.045 3 (. 045 3 0.032 9 0. 0402 0.087 7 0.062 5 0.057 2 0.060 1 0.047 § 0.052 5

18 0.050 4 0.0458 0.040 7 0.078 3 0.083 9 0.071 4 0.048 0 0.048 1 0.045 4 0.0429 0.1125 0.0755 0.070 4 0.073 0 0. 067 7 0.047 9 0.040 3

19 0.053 0 0.045 9 0.040 8 0.078 7 0.081 6 0.074 2 0.050 6 0.048 2 0.048 0 0. 0455 0.1154 0.0757 0.073 1 0.070 6 0. 065 3 0.052 9 0.042 § 0.002 3

20 0.15250.1477 0.1444 0.1894 0.1936 0.1785 0.1391 0.1395 0.1583 0.1504 0.226 1 0.167 0 0.176 4 0.1744 0.161 7 0.156 1 0.144 0 0.1393 0.139 3

2] 0.18270.184 8 0.1811 0.218 9 0.222 6 0.2006 0.172 6 0.1759 0.1828 0.174 6 0.2155 0.1919 0.191 7 0.1898 0.1890 0.1711 0.164 7 0.168 6 0.1714 0.09 §
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86 Eih4H
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A. edulis
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Numbers above branches present confidence values from boot-

strap test, a scale bar indicates genetic distance

1 XETITSEIANYARMEMRZEEH
Fig. 1 Dendrogram of plants of Angelica L.

based on ITS sequences

3 itig

3.1 ERBEMFREELDNAEH G 5C.A
5THEREAMERNWDERESH,AST.G
5CZRMEREHEE MAGECHRASTH
A4 3 — X BB 4 AR B FT R Bt i DNA F7 51 1) B 2
AT, DNA o & ¥ 2 R EBA/BRK
(indels) L2, # DNA Ff 5 K B o 82 35 4 & ok
DNA F3|4#1E. {8 DNA g — Rk, Bl
AETGCEHCHEMKEMRNERFE,. BT
WA 2 [ MHEFI A A RRIF AR, & EY Z (6
MBEERBSHARKER. ERPANREHEL
HERP,EEMERERET RL S (single nu-
cleotide polymorphism SNP) #l & 2€ 28 (mutation) ,
8 £ 5 & HE (invertion and rearrangment) %
S0, B/ i, 2 B E X 0B X RS B £ R R 5t
Bowm  tEREER. BIREM, B FRES
MRANEERRBE. AEKRZRAUEFL, .GHCHE
FFFI KA ITS H£E A B (XEHIE SR
B RGEMPHARE—R, BEEFORET.
3.2 HARSASWHMRXRN -HE 1 7TH,
LAREA N WA, BELH A wrsing, A
edulis EALRH AERMH. FE LB B H. A
acutiloba subsp. twatensis % 8 BV AH—H; ;A
EHIENZAE BB S BAKYA8E. 8
BYR.EY4E.5F . FaE i HH% 11 FE

YhH—HIRYBEAS L AWNARE, S5/ HKH
BRI AT BT . ot Blasta 7 HRERE, &
KRBT A SRR YR 558 iE. R LT
% 5 Stephen 0BT Ml AH & &P 8 ITS PRI A
—3,

EE—-H.EHYHELSE A ursine, A
edulis BB ARMBE—E  REHS5EERHNA.
HEMA. BEEYAHRE . 2WRKEAGESE YA,
A. acutiloba subsp. iwawensis FH 2 . \NAB X 3CEIE
BKEBRELANSH. GRS M 3 B AR,
HAB1HAGMEEE — e RRE. EMER,
ATFHITREREE, £% 24, HARE—EN
EALEMAENEAE RE5BKYE . RIEY
HEREG 22 REBABSNBERE 23 KEEE

5EHLAH.ELYABFRE. 24 RKEAGRBESH

BHE K YERA AEREMTRBERRLA MU
BIZHR BRI M T35 5 Bk Y13 08 X 35 XU
B, EmiAZ, 5SHEARMTHODIMEPE R,
MEIRUBFBH AL HEAMPIRYTSY
HERHEMAEHEYEHAE R RN BEER, 5K
YT AE B B AT BGE  AE 1 ATRLE S IRE AR
EYHARRAEYDRE BYHE T~ MEHRER.
HARFMAZLWE RS, SHE. Q. BFEY
Y TR 2 SRR, TR S H 8BS 84,1697 A
ZAR REFR, 5IRYBIHAEELZRHEMUE,

3.3 MYNFREFHRNMVE KRS HEERKE
M, ER—SEBTEFREARFR REEE
BB ZRBN I RER R - B RE—-T
EMERNMIABESRRZBHY SHEEY
ZEIFFEZEMALR . BHMGERTRBRAHERB,
WMARRPFR P YL AR —MHRERE. BERR—
R ERBZRWE —EER EHTHTEARE
YD F RGBT, MR AT REZE R — 4 KB T
NER—EHMH  EEZRBMHTEH HRKEERA
B RS, —BBREARMHEEWEELFR
HHEKX. rDNA B ITS BB ZHTFHEH
FHUBN, AREEZBRNRFPEIXR, HRET
BB R, BEMALE, YARPEEEM
B ITS FHIREHAZ, AREHELEHRE 20 4
B PEBEMH IS BHEAEMS N TUHREY
HBITSHAREHAL. EETFRESEBTH
HREAMITHAEA matk ZEZ, i F matk F
A BB A —  FEM B RGO B TR 6 X R ) S B
BIAE S BEAT AL, R T 0 F R W BRI R4 AR
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B A matK BRE#HF P HE. BREUFS
7L R 5 R ) R, B 8 SR FH R PCR P4 EL B
5, T PCR =y B 5 2 15 3¢, 44 00 = I
R TAEE MR T — & WX . AR EEHE 2 PCR K88
HEEE KT ke 5 e BEME N
F AU B R W ELIE 3 W SR R
WRBERE , NEAMHA KEFHREREKAH
HEVIAEBET .
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