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ISSR analysis on genetic diversity for germplasm resources of Premna fulva
in Zhuang medicine
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the genetic diversity for germplasm resources of Premna fulva in Zhuang medicine. Methods The
genetic diversity of the nine populations of P, filva was analyzed by ISSR molecular markers. Results Thirteen primers produced 73
sites, among which 65 were polymorphic sites and Nei’s genetic diversity index (H) and Shannon’s information index (I) were 0.226 5 and
0.357 2, respectively, while average H and I at population level were 0.147 6 and 0.221 9. Genetic differentiation coefficient (G) and gene
flow (N,,) were 0.348 4 and 0.935 1 within the population levels. Cluster analysis indicated that the nine populations could be divided into
two groups. Conclusion The genetic diversity among the populations of P. fulva is at lower-middle level. The genetic variance of P,
fulva mainly exists among the populations. The high genetic variance among the populations and the low genetic diversity within
populations could be attributed to the biological characteristics of P, filva and its region segment.

Key words: Premna fulva Craib.; germplasm resources; genetic diversity; Nei’s genetic diversity index (H); Shannon’s information
index (I); ISSR

“CORE OANTTRHRE A, kT O fifR. DUl RV, Bkt oSN
FHE R SE R Y 9 5 5 Premna fulva Craib, M. TAEWBUE ZREVE. BRSO R TS )y e,
2. RN, BATEIEOE. mPrHE . R AR ISSR 2 AT Hi AR N DNA 7K-F20 4 1%

1RSI, M LA T IR E W) P P R (st fl 2 Rk, Y. RIS A %
TR N EE R HAT, SHECE R R AR IR OER K .
A2 ARy RS Y, ik 1 MRS
WA B B L ZFEE T I kiE . ISSR 2 1.1 ##l
Zietkiewicz %011 1994 SEH (1 Fh 2y TARICHA FEALT 2008 4F 9 1SR4, SRS S A0 A
ISSR £ RAPD. SSR HARMMLAT—5, LRHEMFE WO 1. EHAERKAE . Jom R E Rk, R
s HHA: 2012-04-15
HEEWE: VRO E (FERFE 1298001-1-5); [ P AARREIESIH (0991227); ) TR AIF e )@ H (0992028-10); | 74
IR EEAN 45 PRI CREREE 12011)
EZ @ BERE (1967—), Y, DU, | PUREEARBMIA, L, RIWFSTH, s NI MRS AL A2y AL 5 | R IR 5T
Tel: 13907738213  E-mail: xzc@gxib.cn

*EITEE Bid#  Tel: 13978353916  E-mail: weijq@gxib.cn
MIZ% H RIS TE) . 2012-09-06 P4 H R bE:  http:/www.cnki.net/kems/detail/12.1108.R.20120906.1612.001.html




¢ % % Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs 35 43 % %8 10 #§ 20124E 10 B +2041 ¢
*1 MRUER
Table 1 Information of samples

TR) KA FEA%L ek /m aee &yt G Y
LZ e M 18 295 Er Kt RIS UEES RN
NM TR 18 170 RGN ED Al LGLGREN
FS NE7R 2785 18 193 BEOAKL Ar i TR HE I\
TY )"V R 18 430 PRt Kt IESL A N

PG J RS 18 224 GV EY A7 R H b A
LL ] ERERR 18 864 ER ARt P N

TE J" PR g £ 18 321 GV EY AR I A
YN 2 P PR AN 18 1152 AR iR GRS
GZ BN 2 L 18 370 AR i KA

ST R I BT R, R E BT T
AMRAE . FESRET PERIIRT ST BT BT S A E A
B HJEY%E Premna fulva Craib. .

514 Mg* . dNTP. 10 X PCR ZZ#" . Taq DNA
AT LA T Y TR R RS AR A
#l; A-EcoT14 I Digest DNA Marker Il T #3644 T
Fad; ZE 5. RN QR —KE LR
V1 P Ak T A A B 2wl
1.2 {¢&8

TU—1901 BXOGHR AN ] WAoot (b
O ACES A PR 54 2 7)) PCR X (R
BIO-RAD AR/ T]); DYCP—34 RYHLFKAE (b5t
TAR—IXE s B0l (Rl SR e 23R A PR A
FD; CDYY—6C BYHLyKAL (At ii/N—1Xa%) ;s
UVP &8 R % .

2 HiE
2.1 £ [#4H DNA 12E

K CTAB vEPHREUA 5 5 DNA. ] 1%/l
PR KL 56 DNA Bk, AN ik
I DNA JFiitik 5, %4 30 ng/ul.

22 PCR RNARSHEIERF

RAR R 25 uL IR R S Mg™ 2.0
mmol/L, dNTP 0.2 mmol/L, Taq DNA %4 1.0 U,
5147 0.8 pmol/L, F# DNA 50 ng, 10X Buffer 2.5
ulL, HHAIKANE 25 uL. PIEFERP: 94 CHIARTE S
min, 94 ‘CAPE 305, 52 ‘CiB-k 40s, 72 CHEfH 1.5
min, 45 AMEFR; 72 ‘CIEM 7 min, 4 CHEAE,
2.3 Ektam

HU5 L PCR 478874, N 2 uL W iR A
15%3 IR AR FEIK 1.5 h oAy, HIRE 4R/~ 7

PH B I PR RV 4 2~3 em IR F LYk . EB
W (0.5 uL/mL) Y4t 20 min, R)5E T UVP %t
G R, il
24 FEGIHS DT

FHA 58 7= W0 1) Ge o 45 SR 4 37 TSSR o =Y,
HLIK B A AE S “17, BRI €07, TR
0/1 %5k, H Popgene 1.31 HAFVIEE 2 354 5 H 4
K FEERR. BUEEE A, SR NTSYS 2.1 8 4Fx)
W R T SRR AT
3 #R
31 FEFMNE SN

FH O H R 13 ANREYT 14 H b B 5 M 4%
TSI 9 AN B EEREAT ISSR-PCR 474, f
HL B EENE (PPL) 48R WE 2. 130519

%2 B ISSR 84y
Table 2 ISSR amplification of P. fulva

514 EARIFH (5~3) sty 2 PPL/ %
807 AgAgAgAgAgAgAgAgT 5 4 80
826 ACACACACACACACACC 6 6 100
827 ACACACACACACACACg 6 6 100
834 AgAgAgAgAgAgAgAgYT 5 5 100
836 AgAgAgAgAgAgAgAgYA 5 4 80
840 gA gA gA gA gA gA gA gAYT 6 4 66.67
843 CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTRA 7 6 85.71
845 CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTRg 5 5 100
846 CACACACACACACACART 5 5 100
848 CACACACACACACACARg 6 5 83.33
855 ACACACACACACACACYT 7 7 100
856 ACACACACACACACACYA 5 4 80
868 gAA gAA gAA gAA gAA gAA 5 4 80
5878 73 65 89.04
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B PPL & 34.25%. SMRERI3 22807 50N PPL
I3 A 32+ 44.45% . LEMIFIKST b, SEA LT (Na)
9 1.8904, FAREENIEREL (Ne) by 1.361 3, Nei’s

FERZHEIEE (H) & 0226 5, Shannon’s ZAE
PEAE EBE (D 4 0.357 20 fEMREKE E, /A
FREER 1140 0.2219, H 4 0.147 6. H (K55
0.005 7~0.180 5, NM Fi (1) H f5 5, 4 0.180 5,
HUGE PG, 4 0.1684, HAKM2ZLZ, H}0.1157;
I S & 0.176 6~0.267 1, NM. PG FhEER) T 45
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Table 3 Genetic variance of P. fulva populations

Tt EZ AL PPL /% Na Ne H i
FS 34 46.58 1.465 8 1.256 9 0.150 4 0.227 1
NM 36 49.32 1.4932 13169 0.180 5 0.267 1
PG 35 47.95 1.479 5 1.286 2 0.168 4 0.252 0
TE 35 47.95 1.479°5 12523 0.151'1 0.2303
LL 30 41.10 1.411 0 1.249 6 0.141 1 0.209 6
GZ 25 34.25 13425 1.2156 0.119 6 0.176 6
LZ 31 42.47 1.424 7 1.186 3 0.1157 0.1813
TY 36 49.32 1.4932 1.2893 0.168 0 02516
YN 30 41.10 1.411 0 12247 0.133 4 0.2018
ST 32 44 .45 1.444 5 1.253 1 0.147 6 0.2219
Yl K 65 89.04 1.890 4 1.3613 0.226 5 0.3572

33 mEmEES L
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Table 4 Genetic distance (below diagonal) and genetic identity (above diagonal) of P. fulva populations

e FS NM PG TE LL GZ Lz TY YN
FS 0.930 7 0.916 2 09171 0.8412 0.8827 09197 0.902 0 0.899 4
NM 0.071 8 09230 09125 0.848 0 0.889 1 0.919 2 0.883 3 0.854 4
PG 0.087 5 0.080 1 09155 0.8322 0.890 7 0.895 2 0.888 3 0.874 3
TE 0.086 6 0.0915 0.088 2 0.9373 0.961 1 0.909 5 09125 0.9237
LL 0.1729 0.164 9 0.1837 0.064 7 0.934 1 0.8550 0.896 6 0.878 7
GZ 0.124 7 0.117 6 0.1158 0.0397 0.068 1 0.900 9 0.918 1 0.889 4
LZ 0.083 7 0.084 3 0.1107 0.094 9 0.156 6 0.104 4 0.873 4 0.8352
TY 0.103 1 0.124 1 0.118 5 0.091 6 0.109 2 0.085 5 0.1354 0.897 3
YN 0.106 0 0.157 4 0.134 4 0.079 4 0.129 4 0.117 3 0.1800 0.108 4
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Fig.1 Dendrogram of P. fulva genetic distance
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