¢ 8% Chinese Traditional and Herbal Drugs 3£ 48 % %8 14 #§ 201747 A ©2943 »

BT RAPD RIBEF~ R A2 IRE B HFEMR

o E PR, R RMBA AL, HARE
L fREARM KA ERE, fRad 48 350002
2. MR R EZARZE G ARG, M 48 350002
W OE. R SRS 23 DNAEHERNE R 7 A5G AZ Taxus chinensis var. mairvei $EAT 38T, UL 7 FHE 50 R0 e 1) dot
EZFENE, AT G R RS R R — e M ELR IR . A% FIH RAPD 4 FARIdBAR, XHEEA 23 A
i FR AR R T A G AL 2 REEREAT AT . R WRACE LI A RN (N D 1.974 4, AT RS A3
(N.) 4 1.6038, Nei’s B Z % (HD 4 0.351 3, Shannon ZAEMEFEEL (1D h 0.522 8. AN[FFHIE (K HE 7 40 EAZ 10
oAt Z REVERI R R o I 0 AT PR (R 8 2 FEE 20T, R 23 AN R IR 9 R Uy £ S A2 IR 384 BE 2 AR Ak 8
0.240 4~0.912 0, BHEAHLLE FZRLLIEE N 0.401 7~0.786 3. 7 ANANFIFRE) B J5 4L FASTEARINEAL BE B A0 9 0.021 0~
0.379 4, BALAHUE AR LIEE S 0.684 3~0.979 2. ARl Nei vhiHH 7 4L G A2 7 ANFI RIS AL Z FEEIRALHILUE (D
J10.108 8, EFEEL (G 40369 0, FEHEFAL (N, 4 0.855 0, RINBAAEL TN 36.9%M1748 SA7E4E T #EAAN,
BEARPN IR 63.1%, MEFWAEAEI S0 . 8518 AFEPEIN R 74 A — 2 BB R, (LA FF BN w7
LT G REARIATBLE X E A, SRR R .
KHEIR: MULATA; RAPD: LML Z ALk DNA FB4UEIE: 7 THsid R
RESHES: R282.12 MERFRSRD: A XEHRS: 0253 -2670(2017)14 - 2943 - 07
DOI: 10.7501/j.issn.0253-2670.2017.14.023

Genetic diversity of Taxus chinensis var. mairei from Fujian based on RAPD
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Abstract: Objective To reveal the genetic diversity of provenances and populations of Taxus chinensis var. mairei in Fujian province
from 23 orgins, providing certain theoretical foundation for the preservation and protection. Methods RAPD molecular marker
technology was used to study the genetic diversity of 7. chinensis var. mairei in Fujian province. Results The number of observed allele
was 1.974 4, the number of effective alleles was 1.603 8, the average value of the Nei’s genetic diversity was 0.351 3 and the Shannon’s
information index was 0.522 8. And there existed more accurate information on genetic relationship, diversity among different
geographical provenances. The genetic distance of those 23 species ranged from 0.104 to 0.620 7, the genetic coefficients of 23 varieties
ranged from 0.401 7 to 0.786 3. The genetic distance of seven T. chinensis var. mairei of different populations ranged from 0.021 0 to 0.379
4, the genetic coefficients ranged from 0.684 3 to 0.979 2. According to Nei’s method calculation of 7. chinensis var. mairei, those seven
different populations’ genetic diversity was Dy = 0.108 8, differentiation index Gy = 0.369 0, and gene flow coefficient N, = 0.855 0.
36.9% of the total genetic variation existed among populations, the variation within populations was only 63.1%, and analysis showed high
differentiation existed in provenances. Conclusion There is a certain heritable variation among different provenances of . chinensis var.
mairei, but there still exists more accurate information and high similarity coefficients among different populations.
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BT 4L 542 Taxus chinensis (Pilger) Rehd. var.
mairei (Lemee et Lévl.) Cheng et L. K. Fu X4 3ENN4L
SAZ, B FEAEZRI-UER LA R HLX , 24 AL
J& Taxus Linn. KI5t ) 2 R0, i T
— M SRR, LR SR O TS %
Ko TR 80 R T 4L AL A RS
RSN 5% NANE 7 37 7 AN TF 2 L (2
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ISR, SRS R 7 2L AU L

M 20 D 80 FEAR LK, DNA 2 Fhrid BiARH
HOR R, HErKZAH 10 JUR > FhrichAR, B W
(fJH A4 SSR. RAPD. ISSR. SRAP. RFLP. AFLP.
SNP 2, Tl 4 Bl T PCR ) DNA Fricl7',
RAPD AR 1 3 [ERF £ 5K Wiliams F1 Welsh T+ 1990
SESBIFFIUH I FhEET PCR (1) TARICH A,
ILHAT DNA FER D, BAERIRSAT. i
JEMRS Gl SER AR AL, P eAE: H A
B2 ARG EAR 2 PO,

ARSI RAPD BN 23 ASAN[R] L
PURPJR IR R 7 2L A AT 8L 2R AT, BAEA
P 5 4L S AZ 38 2 FEE R L AL IR 1) 3 ik
TRt — e BB o
1 #R55EZE
1.1 ##

FEA N REETARAAE N 23 AR FRE (1 R
JiEUAZ BRI o B PSR R 6~8 ),
AR ERER TR A RAT K TR R g [m] 5
B, T-80 CHURMIKAIRAT. ¥ 23 DA HLER
PRI LGRS (1~23), BRI 1.
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Table 1 Medicinal information

His ML | S UM | S e
1 =y 9 Y% 17 P
2 wE 10 4 18 g
3 AL 11 [Eaprs 19 /LS
4 K 12 JiB] {5 20 THIk
5 G 13 PR 21 B
6 T 14 A2 22 R L
7 RE 15 T 23 KA
8 Ty, 16 i)

FEXPILFN I LR AE AL, SIS R e
THIlE DNA IR BERAE T o K il 2 S50 451 1
DNA & F-20 CUKF{RAT
1.3 RAPD-PCR KR K I &1 F 5 5490FiE
TR SR G A2 B YY) RAPD-PCR 5K
%R, 28T T —A4> RAPD-PCR [ [ K 27K T
Lis(4’) IEATIRK, W15 ik m /740 §.42 RAPD-PCR
SNVAR 5, B IEAS AR R 197 1% 45 T IR R R
FEX] Mg® W8 . dNTPs W 514K JE . TagDNA
WOBHAIE . Bl DNA KRBT BN 0%, I
I e AR R W B R VIR B, SRR
TS0 Ik B FE IR GRS . A B S RE
215 A2 RAPD-PCR W AK % : 20 pL 9 1A R,
2 puL Mg® (2.5 mmol/L), 0.4 pL dNTPs (0.2
mmol/L), 1.2 uL 5[4 (0.3 pmol/L), 0.2 L TagDNA
WM (10D, Kk DNA 24 30 ng, 1A% 3 uL.
10X PCR Buffer &4 2 uL. ‘K ddH,0 11.2 uL.
Y1 N FEF A 94 C AL 3 min, 94 ‘CARVE 45 s,
38 CiB-k 455, 72 ‘CHEM190s, fH 40k, 72°C
SEAH 10 min, 4 CLRAT
ARG I R N AR R RN 8RR e, SRR AT
—{;y DNA F£ 501 96 4 RAPD 514847 18, I
AGHLE 10 NSNS A B, B AL
L7/
1.4 KRS
FIO1E H K RAPD 51H0%F 23 ANAS [A) b B Fef 5
(RIFE )7 40 A HIARE B DNA #3547 PCR 4788, X418
Mg REATIESR, fER ALl b, BRI
BAPE, oA “17s a4 A IYE, dh €07,
B IEE “0-17 HEFESI N Excel 2859, giit s
PSS E . ZAEN AL DR Z AN AUH R
(PPB). FIH PopGen32 #AX} 23 ANAS[FI R ¥ R
Jr LGRS NI AE Z REPEREAT 204, TSR I A
A (N ARG (N Nei’s JEK 2 Ff
PEFe%0 (H). Shannon ZAEMEFREL (1. AL AL
FE (Dy)o 118 F Nei-Li e i gk TR 2007,
133 23 ANAS A HBFRFPJE 1) FE 5 4L S AZ ) RAPD 4
2 FER55H
2.1 T[E3|48 RAPD-PCR ¥ 184t R 75047
ARSI 96 45 RAPD 514 R L0k 10 4%
14 25 2100 AR PRI I S W . 5 1) Ik i
FEAIINER 2 fros o AL H 173X 10 45519055
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Table 2 Random primers for RAPD analysis

S SEs =30 | S SRS (5°—3)
S15 AGTCAGCCAC S71 CACACTCCAG
S32 GTCGCCGTCA S246  TGCCCGTCGT
S53 CACCGTATCC S299  GAGGATCCCT
S60 ACCCGGTCAC S431  GGAAGCTTGG
S69 CTCACCGTCC S435  CCCAAGGTCC

23 ANAN [ b BRI 1R 7 77 21 G AZ K[ DNA K
i BEAT T RAPD 70#7, b T HALR 7 AT 4 R AT AL
P, A PCR RN /b3 E 2 ANHEE ., L1
SR NEE 3,

FIH 10 /> RAPD 535538 7 117 M s, 3L
2 SPEALA 114 A4S, (R A 97.44%, FBCKEE
(16 FE 24 200~2 800 bp o BFAN5 1447 1Y 9~13 AN A,
PR 11T MR Hrh 2R 7T~13 A, P
114 o BEASIT GHKE) PPB 4 77.78%~
100.00% . MH 3G HREIf7 i D, T LLE H R
HAGEAFE LB 23 AR BRI 1)
J7 LGRS B ORI AT s 5 2T A L
PPB W4 4. H s g A1 1] PPB 5 fIL R 22.22%,
)3 PR e e A 50.43%, MR 22 07 50 A 20 i n] LA
F AR T FEE ST 1R B 7 40 A2 86 N FRB 1) fig )
559, [ B R 7 41 G AZE N B 1) B AR L0,
SA AL 2 FEIE WA .

2.2 iR E RYIEE B HEES R

FIFH PopGen32 BA: X} 23 AN R Rl (1) o 5 41
OAZREAL ZRETERAT 204, S5 R SRRt K B
) N, oA 1.974 4, N,k 1.6038, H 403513, 1)
0.522 8. A5 AR M1 B 7 4L TAZ )15t 2 Ff
PEAAXS

=3 RAPD 5| 84 R
Table 3 Amplification results of RAPD primers

1Y ZATERLE B AL PPB/%
S15 11 11 100.00
S32 10 11 90.91
S53 13 13 100.00
S60 7 9 77.78
S69 13 13 100.00
S71 12 12 100.00
S246 12 12 100.00
S299 13 13 100.00
S431 11 11 100.00
S435 13 13 100.00

%4 TREMERHHLLEH RAPD-PCR ¥ 18 PPB
Table 4 Percentage of polymorphic loci within 7. chinensis

var. mairei in different provenances by RAPD-PCR

amplification

PR B A AT A PPB/%
1 117 44 37.61

2 117 39 33.33

3 117 47 40.17

4 117 44 37.61

5 117 26 22.22

6 117 35 29.91

7 117 40 34.19

8 117 38 32.48

9 117 48 41.03

10 117 30 25.64
11 117 59 50.43
12 117 47 40.17
13 117 40 34.19
14 117 35 29.91
15 117 45 38.46
16 117 40 34.19
17 117 26 22.22
18 117 37 31.62
19 117 47 40.17
20 117 31 26.50
21 117 28 23.93
22 117 38 32.48
23 117 28 23.93
SEHE 117 39 33.15

M PopGen32 FR AT 43 HT Hi >R BIAS [RI Rt s A
ARBLRE 5 A BE B R v UG Y (3R 5D, 23 AN [R AR
TR 7 4L G A AL BE B AR AL Ol 0.240 4~
09120, IBAEAHBUEE AR 0.401 7~0.786 3.
PR AR PR BN, RGOSR, BiEZAT
PRI, oz, BHERERHOR, Bt rrhike.
WAMARTSAEAR BRSO R/BIT, Bk
FEFRN, R BRI RN, RN IC R,
WAL 2R, G5 RR] 23 MAFEIRNE R 4L
12 Z AT 5 IR ST

I RAPD 5|44 4tk BRI 1) “0-17 (1)
a5, iz H DPS7.05 #AFH AT Nei-Li Sk
PR ENEEAT IR, 43 HHoR 11 23 ANAS ] b B 5
[5G )5 41 GAZ ) RAPD BRARZEZRE WK 1 Fior.
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Table 5 Genetic identity (above diagonal) and genetic distance (below diagonal) among different provenances of 7. chinensis

var. mairei
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05137
04581
04717
04184
04055
0447
06190
05878
04717
0.6678
04314
04995
04855
04314
04995
04184
05725
04581
04855
05281
04995
03677

0593
dk
03927
03555
03555
03677
03801
05427
03555
04055
05878
03927
05427
04995
04717
04581
03314
04184
05575
0293
04314
04055
02848

06325
06752
Ak
05137
04055
04995
05137
05725
0.6678
06033
07548
04184
05725
04717
03927
04855
05137
04717
04717
05878
04314
04855
04855

06239
07009
0593
Hikk
03927
05827
03195
04995
05878
04184
05725
04314
03833
03314
04055
03833
03927
04314
05137
03078
05281
04995
03927

06581
0.7009
0.6667
06752
Kerk
02848
03195
04447
05281
03833
0.7017
04855
03927
03555
04581
04184
02513
04581
05827
03314
03677
04995
02963

06667
06923
06068
03812
07521
-
0414
04855
06033
0414
09120
0447
06350
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06190
0575
03314
04995
07191
0447
04581
0575
03314

0.6410
06838
0593
07265
07265
0.6496
*erk
05878
03677
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07017
03314
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05281
04184
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04995
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05137
04314
05281
04717
05281

06239
0,666 7
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06581
07094
0.649 6
07436
06581
06923
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06350
03314
03677
03078
04314
03927
03833
03555
04581
03314
04447
04447
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05641
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04017
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05299
05299
05299
¥k
06513
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06752
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04444
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05427
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0447
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05897
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05726
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047806
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0.6008
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0.7009
06154
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04184
04184

0.606 8
06667
06154
0.606 8
0.606 8
05641
06239
0.606 8
06239
06410
06154
05641
06752
0593
0593
06923
06239
0.666 7
06154
0,666 7
06581
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Fig. 1 Cluster analysis among provenances
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FAEs 555 20 GEMEREES 0.551 7): K. Jifid.
TR AP [ A s 26 6 2RO Gt AR EE 25 0.541):
FETE . K TP

1 E TR 20 BT mT LG Y, J5t A% E 2 R0 2R 2K 0y
BT B 5 T 5 b ) B B 8 O A7 — 3k, X
A RES PP K B . SR SE AR A G, 1
FLIX B g AR AR TR IR, BT AL AR
PR IR PR . IR RIS AR
P AL R I SR, T BOER
()45 WAL ZE Ak
2.3 MEERIRE S HES T

¥ 23 AR BRI 1)/ 7 41 AL i R Hh
WiokXI ok 7 AAFEFHE. E 7 AP, PR
PPB 7F 28.21%~40.17%. PPB HAKMIJ& 7 M TH N
28.21%, I E W T 40.17%. T34 PPB 4
33.38%. HINPIBEHE AR, (HANE AT 3
(RIasi Al 22 S BRI . A PopGen32 HAEXS 7
ANAN IR R (1) 5 7 40 S AZ )it Z AT 40 #
HAME R NE 6. 7.

FAFIRER) N, AR IR JE 4y 1.427 4~1.760 7,
PN 1.619 75 N WARAGIRE Ry 1.427 4~1.541 9,

PN 1.465 05 H ABALIE A 0.213 7~0.312 0,
¥ 0267 15 1 IARKIEE N 0.296 2~0.455 7,
P8 0.384 7. WIROKE B N, A 1.9744, NooA
1.4452, HJ0.2812, 14 0.438 8. H:riw Mt
RIS AL 2 R de iy, SR T 1B 2 ARSI
BT, TGRS D8 K AR EFE,
BifE Z AR RO 1, S IREEE N e
LR

7 ASREIFREE ) R 5 40 SAS TR R 1A% B 2 AR
AR R 0.021 0~0.379 4, IS AHBUEE (AR 4k I 5
h 0.684 3~0.979 2. 25K 7 ANAE R R T
LGNSR AL RE R R, SRE S R

7 ANFIEEPLRIER Z AR 0.294 9, FhEE N 3E
RIZFEE 0.186 1, il N EER 2 FE4% Dy 24 0.108
8, FERIMEERECH 0369 0, FEKFA 0.855 0.
S5 BT ELR AL A 36.9% A8 S A5 T HF
AR, FEAA N AR S 7 63.1%, FIREIAEAE ] 5701k

TS G2 L3 MR, K 7 NAFF BRI T
CLGASRERRI A 3 28, B 1 o0 ET T, 22K
DR NTIT, B 3 RO =TT AR BT, T
i, Jenn (B 2).

F6 TRIMEREERZHE
Table 6 Genetic diversity of different populations

Pl PR E PPB/% N, N. H I

— W 5 33.68 1.700 9 1.5232 0.292 6 04245
T 4 36.75 1.760 7 1.5419 03120 0.455 7
T 4 32.48 1.572 6 14359 0.243 6 0.3522
R 4 33.33 1.6752 1.497 4 0.282 1 0.409 9
i 2 28.21 1.427 4 1.427 4 02137 0.296 2
%Eﬂm 1 40.17 EEEES ok k kK EETES

Y %=ali] 3 29.06 1.5812 1.4650 0.258 3 0.3699
YK 3 33.38 1.619 7 1.4818 0.267 1 0.384 7
YFhsK1- 23 97.44 1.974 4 1.4452 0.2812 04388

R FEAMBERALELBEENE MR%LT) S5EEES HARLETH)

Table 7 Genetic identity (above diagonal) and genetic distance (below diagonal) among different populations of 7. chinensis

var. mairei

T = A M i T R SR T y&aitl
— BT ok 0.979 2 0.964 1 0.971 1 0.967 5 0.741 6 0.969 5
e T 0.0210 ok 0.973 9 0.9758 0.943 2 0.724 1 0.971 4
T 0.036 6 0.026 5 ko 0.965 8 0.9249 0.707 1 0.9510
R 0.029 3 0.024 5 0.034 8 ko 0.9517 0.706 0 0.975 0
SN 0.033 1 0.058 5 0.078 1 0.049 5 rkk 0.686 9 0.951 1
T 0.298 9 03228 0.346 6 0.348 2 0.375 6 ok 0.684 3
%) 0.0310 0.029 0 0.050 2 0.025 4 0.050 2 0.379 4 ok
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Fig. 2 Cluster analysis among populations
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Pl AR B 7 300 i 3 o 2 1) 27 1232
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L2 REMEITT . [MAM%# Zamani 2525 ] RAPD
WRiC T 5T WM AT 542 Taxus baccata WisAt Z FEVE
BHTWTSE, ORI VL RE A Rl 2 AR
AHIT ) A, 45 R0, BRNZL 542 PPB N 64.6%.
Zarek BONERERIH RAPD 4 THRiCHEARBIST 7 R

SN 2 REE, 45 R EORRRINA A3
KtiLéfﬁi HEH 69.59%, HiL RAPD 73 FAricfe
547 SO H BRI Z1 2 AZ o () R Py (R 38845 A 5
BRI LASN, Collins 255", Mohapatra 455245 [# 41
F# A FH RAPD 2 FARICH AR AL G128
MY IB AL 22 FEEIEAT RS

ASZI T 23 ANAS[F] MBS K T 4L A
BHL Z R AT, 250 WoR 23 DAL bR
(P 5 40 G AZ PPB AN 22.22%, S =ik 50.43%,
-4 PPB 4 33.15%. 525 8 bkEE3FI ] SSR 514
XF 8 ANE T 4L HAZKE RIS BRI 2 S PE R
H 3871 % AT . WIFIKF B N, R 1.9744, NA
1.445 2, HJ3 0281 2, %0433 8, skl
LS AL, JLAFFU 45 S H ARGl 0.339 3~
0.387 3, I724LIRIE A 0.492 6~0.561 5. ZFHA[A
(1153 ARl i oe s AR WIAS R Pt 1) 7 7 41 A2
(1035t A 22 REPE AR oo
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