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PCR-RFLP genetic diversity of plants in Epimedium L.
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Abstract: Objective To establish the phylogenic map of plants in Epimedium L. based on PCR-RFLP data. Methods Seventeen
species from Epimedium L. native to Sichuan and Guizhou provinces etc. were studied by means of PCR-RFLP Marker. Results
Among the eight PCR-RFLP Markers, seven (87.5%) could produce one distinct band with no polymorphism detected by direct
electrophoresis in 2% agrose gels. After the amplified products were digested by 12 restriction enzymes, a total of 129 bands were
detected in 84 PCR-RFLP primer/enzyme combinations. And 44 polymorphic bands accounting for 34.1% have polymorphism. The
genetic similarity coefficient (Gs) among 17 species from Epimedium L. showed the range from 0.550 to 0.988, with the mean of 0.821.
Conclusion It is clear that there are some relationships between the genetic property and its geographic distribution.
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Table 1 Sources of plants in Epimedium L.

FE b i e FE i e
1 MBI E acuminatum 51 MBTBHT ITFH B 28 RPUNENFE E myrianthum SoMNIEFR = 6 15X
2 MBI E acuminatum  STMBTBHTTINR A =4 X 5 L 29 FAIMNEERE E. simplicifluom 5N BAHE
3 MIBIEEE E acuminatum  StMBHT =4 X 30 MRIIEETE E wushanese  SUMNE AL
4 ABIEFEGE E acuminatum T )IWJH LSS A 31 ARLEETE E wushanese 5N L SLBE 28
5 KBEEH E acuminatum VY )1IEJE LRI K 32 MRUIEZERE E wushanese T NAA StPHTT AL [l
6 HIEBEEH E acuminatum 5N 5t BHTT LR 48 33 MRUIEERE E wushanese 5 g HLE KRR
7 MEBEEE E acuminaum 53N 5T PH TR A0 HHL 34 FEBIEFEH E pubescens  VU)IFL G410
8 HMBIETE E acuminarum SN GTIATT L — i3 35 FEBIRVIE E pubescens  VY)IHEL T L
9 HMFBIEFE E acuminatum  HMTHTTIGR S5 36 FKEBIEFLH E pubescens VIR KARILIE MG
10 MBELE E acuminatum 552 FHTT TR -4 37  RFBIENLH E pubescens VU IELHES I L e
11 MBEELE E acuminatum SN EHT S A 38  FKFBILNLHE E pubescens VU JIF YR LA LU
12 HBIEYE E acuminatum SN FAR/NE S8k 39 DIIENEFE E. pauciflorum VU EEERN 2 K B
13 MEBEFXE E acuminatum 5t M B BK 511 40 DI E. pauciflorum DU EEERN S K BEALNAFE A
14 HEBEEFHE E acuminatum 5N 5B T LB MRAT %€ 41 DIERTE E. pauciflorum WU NSO EJEN] 2 3@ 0k
15 MEBEYE E acuminatum 5T 53 FHTT T BHE X4 42 GNREZE E. chlorandrum VYT 4L 5 S0 LU
16 HBIEFE E acuminatum 50 MNE 5 TR I 43 LHRRTE E. ecalcaratum VU5 B0 RBTAT
17 MBEILE E acuminatum SN H-EHER G 1L 44 INIBVRFTE E. lishihchenii ST 264
18 HERFFE E acuminatum M KT EEH 2 45  INIBVRFTE E. lishihchenii ST 269
19 MBFELE E acuminatum M ERB TS 46 INBVRFTE E. lishihchenii St ME1=TH 270
20 MFBIELE E acuminatum  TONETESNR S KTESM IR 47 WBELHE E. lishihchenii St
21 BAEEE E. leptorrhizum  5iM45 I BoA T3 48 EXHEFHE E. davidii U175 B A A s 3
22 AAEEE E. leptorrhizum  StMSTBHTHIE 1L 49  YEEFREYE E pudingense SN SiHTTFHEAAL 2 9k 50
23 BSIEEEE E. leptorrhizum 5 M B ) B 50 KRR E. shuichengense 5t MM 7SN K Tl [X.
24 BASEEETE E. leptorrhizum M5 BH T RIE 51 MR E sagittatum SO ST R
25 PRV E luodianense SN P BRYT 52 EUNEEFE E. alpinum i ] 5% Je 2
26 KPR E myrianthum SN iR H = 610 53 E. pubigerum i [ 5% J

[N}
~

KR EE. myrianthum ot M SR BAZ AR

WEFCITE8 MR AT 2, SBUFARAATE T BN K
SRR BRI K

1.2 7%

1.2.1 DNA Ff5h$2H0 PCR-RFLP J& T4t
W, DIKEDNIZH S DNA #E47 4% & PCR-RFLP 4} 4T,
KA CTAB VL2 IR % DNA. LUJsHE R Fp7,
F R A A FRER 2SRRI, 411 g Bififd)
TR A BB A0 kIR s I C T 2 X CTAB
(& 1% B-5i Kk 4BE), 60 ‘CHHIE 45 min; 208 L
TE AR - - G (25 2 24 2 1), 8 000
r/min 5.0 10 min 25 BRSO 2 54k
BURNTCK B, T-20 CRERE 2h, JUIEH DNA;
H 75% LR DTTET UG HAR T4, TE (20 pg/mL
RNase) ¥ififto IR NEBE B e HL VK EAT 28 A0 KT W
%, J5E DNA ik,

1.2.2 PCR-RFLP 43#7 (1) PCR MMNFEF: A
[Ff¥) RFLP 51 HAAFMIR KR (Tm), K
PCR VLI Tm B SRS B AA S | W) 1EAH Y. 1) 2

8o FEAREF . AR 94 °C L 10 ming §HIAEIR
94 °C. 1 min, Tm. 1 min, 72 C. 2 min, 40 PM{F
Ry ZEAF 72 °C. 10 min. (2) PCR F=#eill: H 5
uL PCR § #8724, 5 1 uL 0.125%IR My s, &
AN 1O%IR e HAERE (£ 0.1 ng/mL EB) ", ZFHLE
80 V, Hijil 40 mA FHLVKZ&MF T, LLO0.SXTBE HL
WZB M A BV 1 h, BERE T 300 nm 2240y
TACTEL o KRS 5 RS FA RS 38 7= )
JEA N AR R o (3) BT SN K R -
BED S AR R 20 pl, REEC G 1 S N AR R E T
TRARIRI A B, AR AN [ 8 1 0 A 0l 22, WA 4 e
20 uL BEDI=4)5 4 pl ¥R 15 (0.125%3R- 8 W, 40%
TEREKEHD AT, BN 2.0%5IERHE R (5 0.1
pg/mL EB) 1, {EHLE 80 V, HIJ 40 mA fYHLIK
ZAFF, LLO.SXTBE HUMZE A A5 FLK 2 h,
HECE T 300 nm AN BT T WL A o

1.2.3  BdRAbBE  F) =) UK S TR B K Rl —IT
A b, BN “17 GRAFFI9RID), JoAly
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WRAE S “07, 13308, T 2ZAM SR
(ZAVELC R =l 2 B TR B e sl S0 .
DHEMIL RS (genetic similarity coefficient, Gs)
2 Gs=2N,/ (NA+Np 5. L Ny Zomm
SRR, Ny N, 2002 P9 e B4 B v (1)
& . FIH UPGMA (unweighted pair-group method
with arithmetic mean), SEAT- 34 [FIAN AL 1) RS 53
HITENS R BT R M, HENEFIE 53
NSRS R /W B R K 5 AE
NTSYS-pe 2.10 e A58 e
2 HEREDH
2.1 PCR-RFLP FEEZ &St

8 AMAEY 20 i T PR 4@ F 5 1% 17 ANFh
53 AN EBFEERE T PCR §719. B& 1 b 24k 5]
W) rbcL-aceD AKGIBY 1G4y, HR 7 Fhsa
F5 6 N 44A 5 4 trnK-matK . trnK-trnK . rbcL-rbeL
trnL-trnF. trnD-trnT. trnC-trnD A1 1 ANERARS [4)
ndhF: F1-R1318, H PCR /“#JHiik Wonb o 2 &4
CE 1o SRJEHT 12 FRERBIE A DIEEXTIX 7 A5 19018
PCR J=W)iHEATBEDL, LA 1 84 51 H/BAH A
A 30 51 Y/ A REAS 2IE TR E 1) PCR-RFLP
Frid (& 2). W 5 AS51/B4H A ReAs il 2
ZaM (B2, 3), 16.7%, FIRLIY/EEAEA

M 121232730344243 46505253

1 500 bp
500 bp

100 bp

1 PCR-RFLP #Rig By 14 B i
Fig.1 Amplification results of PCR-RFLP Marker

REdR R R REAI I 2 5. 30 Mg W/ el &h, 3H46
MF| 129 4 DNA B, Hf 44 FRA 28N, &
34.1%. IR 58 T A A 1 40 B T DR 4 2 ) A
AL 25, (AZERIRN.
2.2 BRIEHEIARE

W 30 AN 1RGP RAS 0 S8 ), TR
(4 JE I PCR-RFLP FRicf) Gso BT JERERIK Gs
AR V0N 0.550~0.988, FRMEA 0.821. KA
13 5 14 ) Gs {H5K, 1% 0.988, W& WifEAR /s
FEAL 31 5 52 (1) Gs {EH (0.550), BFESELK R iR
o BEAh, P ESEE A 2 FNEAEEEN Gs HARME
Y 0.550~0.763, Gs “V¥IEN 0.687, 1EIHAHZE
BOK, UHIVR A28 R 40 M Sk DS 4 [R) PRt A% 22 e B
HOAH—E KR

Fz2 EFERE 17 WEYE PCR-RFLP FRiCE
Table 2 PCR-RFLP marker number in plants of 17 species from Epimedium L.
, " 50 W
FRAEITER VIR S trnK-matK  tmK-trmK rbcL-tbcL  trnL-trnF  trnD-tmT  trnC-tmD  ndhF: F1-R1318
ScrF 1 JERq — — 6 — — — —
% — — 5 _ _ _ B
Hinf I B 10 10 — 3 4 4 2
2 8 9 — 0 0 0 0
EcoR 1 %0 3 4 — — 2 4 _
2 0 0 — — 0 0 -
EcoR V Pt — 18 — — — — —
EZ N — 16 - - - — —
Hha I S 4 4 — — — _ _
2] 0 0 — - — — —
Xba I Pt — 1 — — — 4 —
EZ i — 0 - - - 0 —
Hind III Pt {3 — — — — 1 — —
2] - — — — 0 - —
Dral s 9 3 — — — 2 —
EA 6 0 — — — 0 _
Ha II Pt {4 — — — — 3 — —
EZ 5% - — — - 0 _ _
Kpn I M — - - — — — 1
EZ L - - - - — - 0
Afal g {4 — — — 3 1 6 2
LA — — — 0 0 0 0
Taq I S — 4 — 4 3 — 4
AT — 0 — 0 0 — 0
= KA

“—"-unkown
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markerl 234 5 6 9 10 11121314151617 18 192021222324 25262728 293031 3233 34 3536 3738 394041 424344 4546474849 50 51 5253

_-

2 5|¥/E84E & trnk-trnk+EcoR V 32 F EEYIE FE A DNA BY¥ 1EEIE
Fig.2 Amplification fingerprints of trnk-trnk+EcoR V primer/enzyme combination on DNA in plants of Epimedium L.
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Fig.3 Amplification fingerprints of trnk-trnk+Hinf I marker/enzyme combination on DNA in plants of Epimedium L.

2.3 PCR-RFLP {RiEHTZEXF EREM ALK X R
Wi G5k, KM UPGMA VA& )R
S3IANEBEM B C R R RE, 4R E 4. NEF

|

0.70 0.77 0.84 091 0.98
El4 ZFEEEY PCR-RFLP iRie RERLE
Fig. 4 Dendrogram of plants in Epimedium L.

by UPGMA based on PCR-RFLP bands

AL, R ER ER MR N T AN, Hk B
) 2 AP o k. Ik B ik
[/ Gs THYMEED T=0.821 I}, Fra aEER N 9 2K,

1 2501 2 280 TR 52 AT 530 EANEERIE) K
HTE g e, S EMERESEG SR, M
& G HEHK (0.763), BEXI4r -k 2 K.

3 REAGFEN 48 KUET DU, 5 H AR
[PIR AL R, fE 16 52+ 53 MR ERE.

4 RN 430 43 KA TN ENE, WE
BIIR EF, NTRAeS/Mezm, HZFA L
POREp ME—TE I TCRE I Rh 2

5 RALHERE i 42 R B IR E2E W N T 4 A0
5. EAMTEARFEARRL, i 7 g A AR R, H
SRR, Te2itl el , HHEam—8.

6 JSHFESD 34, 364 374 38. B& T FESL 35 LLAE,
HARM ARG A T —28 WEHEH Gs
B2, ZRREE S HAL T ER S5 L
AR

7 RAFERES 21, 220 23, 24, 25. MEEKK
WA, BRUVE R R GO R IR, RIS
e, HE5DMEEER ML 12K,

8 FRYHER A, BHE THEAL 184 204 264 27,
28. 29. 39, 40. 41. 49. 50. 44. 45. 46. 47,
JENERN R R IR 5 e R 1 A
3, HRFRIERT 55— sl X3P, B
T AR EER AN NS, AR H SN
AN H X
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9 REHE T 30, 31, 32. 33, 35. 51 AEBE
FREM AN ERE . BT 35 kAMNILIAN, HAp
#k H T

1 BB R AR R #E ) Gy e/ MERD T=
0.900 IF, JLF Rl T RIS 43 IF, Hk g
I R RANL LB LR T 17 AN JEHERERI 43 1
6 K, MUNEFIE. NEBERFEE. BIREEEN Y
SR Gr Ay 2 28, R LR N R4 i TR R A —
SE MR A o RIS MR8 S P IR 2
SROPETE SREM 4 R 3, FORPIE R
GRFZRAR I,

3 g

W5 B, PCR-RFLP Aric A5 A4 4 it o
FEPIZHRN cpDNA. mtDNA S5 i X 3 A LUK HY
21V, Parani 25HEZI AL (Rhizophoraceae)
A7 Fh4l oK (small milletspecies ) cpDNA  [1]
PCR-RFLP #fF5err, il 2R AL 5, R B A
BBy 2 ANE. TRAISEPTRIR 9 A4k R 41
PCR-RFLP Aric AL AT A U B 5 Kengyilia
Yen et Yang Fii[A] 221, 1 getaill 215 2 &40
Nakail'”F- 1996 X 8 FiR 38 @MW BEIT T
PCR-RFLP 73#fr, Woias Rk a5 IR
7 B AR ER K. HErh b, MARRI
T E AR L FE 1) PCR-RFLP 8 . AHF5T6
TS TP B M S 17 B 53 AN JE B
FEVEAT T PCR-RFLP bric W5y, JLIRISEE Fp il
[ P 2SR R 2R B X 0 TP oK, R 1% 8 2k
e R I A VICR, g RS54
WY 22250 RAPD 20 #7485 A — 8, iR LR
UER/E ke 2Tk Y SR E g

AT PCR-RFLP i 7] LA tH, RAPD #il
PCR-RFLP WP ik v N T F R i) R 4t
KRBT, BN IE L B 1% ¢ R
2 POTIER LT SR . A R P 1 S A
F=H 2 AN E. pubigerum R (LT ERE S5 FIR 15
ANEREX TR, $eoniZ)m s R S Hh B
IIATEYIANDG; #E STk 2 Ak AV R B R
R (PR 44 5) R0 HRAE ST I — N3 325
HORE PR RIS ISVE LRE . AR, NI s
JURREA) (0 FT I8 A% 0 Y BEIX 4 JoRE R F
HLOEMRE. FERE. HEREESYM,
H PRI R B T s e (X LN IR E RGO R b
R B AR AR E I HAIR ) — 2. AR #)5E (1) RAPD

PRt , IKIRTRERE . SRR ROV IR,
PR WL, SRR o —
255 1 PCR-RFLP bric 1, X JLANFHAE Bh ) i A%
KA R AR WESEMERE,
IR ROPILTRAERE . e X 3 M
T MAEE e, WA AR AR AL, SR
T RAPD 455 [FINy, PMPRFiE SRR EER
MM E KT, B BRET, XSCRT
PCR-RFLP %54, (2) RAPD bricH, ARILTEFHE
DRCIREE RN YRR IX 3 MRS, I E
SETESERE ML EE B AT, kI L ANRIS M
PCR-RFLP #ricH, AR LTRSS B TEE RS,
IR SN B . AR, el
5 R RE I 0 A% R ARt i B X o AN [ 1)
K WESY: BB, XIUAFITERIETIE . 467,
WA HEZE R, R TRV E
Iy RAGr TP EIAR ST REAN— 2.

PRIz S R s BB —, 17 P s
Bl A 7 AR 3 AN LA R EELLA, R4 10
AP | A TREA L, AR A & 71
WwZE, WIS MbRc g RIS B, W
FibRIC o3 A S % s AR AR Sk e L P A i 2
BUEFHEHAR, Frigthrfs B2, JLRE
SR A . B, BROTEED B MANE £
JERUARNF T R T2 KR, MAREIE A5
BMRGE K R WA RET ZEHE Z M5k AR K
(R bRiC A REFE IE MM S L R G C R .

M Gs KF, 2w] 525 IRAPD bRicHH s (04
2 &t m T s 5 R4 (cpDNAD 1)
PCR-RFLP #5ic, it W75 48 75 7% °F 28 M A) agt 4% 22
S, RAPD tt PCR-RFLP A2k, [AINHRR T
ZJE M SRR SE R AL L AR S, BRI
PCR-RFLP Fric 4 K 2 i [m] —Fh S (10 A ] Jm A ik
AR 2, G AEL g eE sy
Wras AR 3 5 Degani 25 A ) 2 S
L LA AL Z A

SE Ik
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