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HU Jing, WANG Li, PEI Jin, CHEN Jiang, WU Qing-Hua, CHEN Jun-Yu
The State Key Laboratory Breeding Base of TCM Resources Research and Development, Chengdu University of TCM, Chengdu
611137, China

Abstract: Objective To study the correlation between the genetic diversity and limonin compounds content of Citri reticulatae
Semen germplasm resources in Sichuan to provide a reference for screening the main source varieties of C. reticulatae Semen.
Methods Firstly, NTSYSpc2.10e software was used to analyze the ISSR markers results of 35 C. reticulatae Semen samples from
different habitats and different varieties in Sichuan. Then, UPLC was used to determine the contents of limonin compounds (limonin,
nomilin, and obacunone). Finally, all the results were analyzed by SPSS 21.0 software. Results A total of 240 clear and detectable
DNA bands were generated from 33 ISSR primers, and the variation range of genetic similarity coefficient were 0.72—0.92. Citrus
reticulate ‘Ponkan’ and C. reticulate ‘Dahongpao’ have the closest relationship and their Limonin compounds contents were similar,
but the relationship between other varieties and Citrus reticulate ‘Dahongpao’ was far and limonin compounds contents had great
difference. Conclusion The relationship of variety is closer to the C. reticulata ‘Dahongpao’, the content of limonin compounds is
higher, and Citrus reticulate ‘Ponkan’ could be considered as the main source variety of Citri reticulatae Semen.
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P& Citrus sinensis (L.) Osbeck Egyptian Blood. F &
¥ Citrus ichangensis Swingle 2. 3 5l S F0LAd
1G24 F i PR CEAMLIE A T 37Uk, Nz 38 i
Tl AEAR G i A ) BE A g dam AR, A4S Fh oo 5%
PIREL, AR T RE R AR, TRE A IRIE,

FEURARITROCIEM R . PRtk DU )1 X 24 A A7
BE U ) i g RN R B

bEE DRI K&, RFLP. AFLP. RAPD.

SSR 54T Hric I O T AR ot B2 5 (R B ST AN Y
WO, (HAFAESR S, W RFLP & [FEAL 280 AFLP
Tl IAESE: RAPD FUElE. EEMEAWEF; SSR
BRSO WIS 5. TSP A B AR XA 2
M (inter-simple sequence repeat, ISSR) fricEA
FeanFED . BRI, ABIR, S0 B T

AT AL BLO 2 BT B N M5
i P E HIEE ZFEERT T . 40 Fang S5RO6EAN ]
A 68 AP RHEAT ISSR ARic /T, 45 Rl
33 (AR o 14 NRAL, 7t s AR
NS 2 KA, HL 29 45 MG TR TR AEAEAR R
Zgt, B GHE X AR G R AR, S
Fang S5 SR FZFRCHEARXT 46 M fh o SEiE Y
RGRFMATII, E4RYS Swingle M52

ARG —8. ARG FIA 14 4 I1SSR 514X} 73 A
TEMRERE R 16 O A T SRR A, 3G 3=k
177 % ISSR Aricy, Hrh 2N 123 %, &tk
BN 69.49%, HERUTH S B S AR A (1) d 4 22
o FHEHT IR ISSR Aricxt 16 AN 3 E
WA EAT SR G R R TL, RIS 2 b a2 RN 4
LSRG FR I o XIPKIE A I ISSR X
Hiy 7y 55 B AR AT AR AT SR AL 2R 5SRO R
BEAT R 0 T SVPAN o AHA SOZAR L BARTEDY )1 R
FER TR BRI AL Y ST RIS BN A

WA SEE S YE SR ISSR 4 FARicxt PU )1 AN A
PR AN [E] SRR AR S e A 2 AT A0 A
I SR R il (UPLC) Tl Ayt 238
WA S EHATHRIE DT, NIREAGZ I 2 Bk
R gt 2%
1 #
1.1 #RlE

FEA T 2015 4F 10—12 A K E V)1 AHE 327 1
IRk 0N T o0 HIE. HUEARMIX, .
RSERTK CEEE G, BB T, REME,
Eifgr R E T80 CUKFITRAE, &H. FEARIER
RAEBL I 1.

*1 HFREERR

Table 1 Sample collection

G s i W1 WA st 1] i b AT Tl K 7= Wb [A]
1 K TS upk 1 il VT 2 2015-10-11 19 HEAH 22 T R IR X 2015-11-11
2 NEFHE TS upk 1 il VT 2 2015-10-11 20 pAR ! JE LT P B 2015-11-13
3 1A TS upk 1 il VT 2 2015-10-11 21 HEAH JE TP B 2015-11-13
4 NEFHE P T 2015-10-14 22 ¥z JE TP B 2015-11-13
5 TN TR R 2015-10-22 23 K BRAR T IRITIX 2015-11-19
6 NEFHE TR R 2015-10-22 24 pAR ! BERH T EVL X 2015-11-27
7 pAR ) TR R 2015-10-22 25 i¥icy BERH T EVLIX 2015-11-27
8 pAR ) SRl oy 2015-10-27 26 HEFT BERH T EVLIX 2015-11-27
9 NEFHE SRl oy 2015-10-27 27 HEF YL AR %X 2015-11-28

10 i Sl oy 2015-10-27 28 K PITL T AR % X 2015-11-28

11 pNAR) HEMSE 2015-10-30 29 pNAR ) X 2015-11-30

12 HEAE 1 HEMSE 2015-10-30 30 HEE 7R = X 2015-11-30

13 HEA 2 HETKTE 2015-10-31 31 iR 7R = X 2015-11-30

14 g HETKTE 2015-10-31 32 HEF 7T = X 2015-11-30

15 ImfE HETKTE 2015-10-31 33 pNAR! Bk R 2015-12-01

16 pNAK) HiTiRe 2015-11-01 34 HEAH L SUR 2 2015-12-03

17 A HiTiizRe 2015-11-01 35 KL L OB 2 2015-12-03

18 pNAR ) 22 T R IR X 2015-11-11
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HLK 8 (Mini-Subcell GT, £[H Bio-Rad). %t
JK /K F- LUk 4X (Power Pac Basic, 3%[H Bio-Rad).
Kl iM% 245 EB = (Gel DocTM XR+SOP, 3
Bio-Rad). PCR 41X (T100TM Thermal Cycler, 3%
Bio-Rad)  Fi b (i 2= | il B HL(CTISRE
B, HA HITACHI A7), AEHE.OHL (Allegra
X-22R, ##[E Beckman Coulter A ®]). JRiEE %L
(Vortex-5, [T 3L FURACES 7)) Agilent 1290
infinity &= 2R AH 3 248, Agilent MassHunter 1.
fEuG . Agilent UPLC (i 73 AT . HH-S24S $ i te
T 7K B (g B A ER i A TR 2\ ) - KQ5200E
RS RE A (RILiEAEEEER AR H
TR (i 0.0l mg, £ Sartoius A7), il
¥£: ZORBAX SB-C1g USPL1 £ (150 mm X 3.0 mm,
1.8 um).
1.3 iRkF

) DNA $2EGRAF & (Plant DNA Kit,
OMEGA A#A ). 2XTaq PCR MasterMix (K
AR ERA T ddH0 (KRR A
BRAFD . WA RES T AR R AR

12345678 910111213 M

141516 1718 1920 2122 23 242526 M

Gold view (BioBRK). 6X Loading buffer (KR
AACEHE A BRA T Mgk O 2k fliE R
4t). Agarose LE (RIRAMEBIHAFIRAFD. B-
Hidk OBE (R AR AR AR IKBEER
(CRETE TR TAHRAF D). Na:EDTA (H
#T R EAL TARF D K OmE TR AL
TARF D AR i, SR Fisher A7),
HEE (i, £ Fisher A7) ). B2k, %7
AT R (IS MUST-14123005). #KAk (it
5 MUST-15040418) . S AARH (k5 MUST-15051318)
B0 B A 2 AR AR A R AR, T E 4
KT 98%.

2 FHESHR

21 BEZHMESR

2.1.1 DNA #EI5f KA OMEGA A a
FEY A S U vk = GER TR A R
SARED BREUH A DNA, 3T 2.0%58 ISk R
HLK, TEBER SUGA AT AN, 4 e % .
ZERULE 1. 35 U4 DNA ST, o/ &,

TCHA A AR EIN G, U8 DNA SEEPERLT,

REBE.

2728 29 30 31 32 33 34 3B M

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp
500 bp

250 bp
100 bp

B 1 # 58 DNA HEikE
Fig. 1 Samples of DNA electrophoresis

212 SIVEAER KRR E  RNAER R 20 pL,
43 AL HE DNA F54) 2 pl; 2 X Tag PCR MasterMix
10 uL, 5% 2 puL, ddH0 6 pL. KA PCR 1
1738 KR FE R FE RS, B — M e BT 7 348 51 0 1) B
IR KR . ASLIGER 010 514, Wi kiR
ER VG E (45~55 C), HENER 8 MhE.
P IEFERF N 94 C A ME 5 min; 94 CAR{E 30 s;
45~55 CH M 1 min, 72 ‘C%Eff 1.5 min, 35 4
53, 72 C#EfH 10 min; 12 ‘C Forever., 3
J5 ) DNA H 2.0%35 HE B e AT FaK, RAMS
WA RR, i B IR KR . 45 R LK 2. 46.9 C

1-55°C 2-542°C 3-52.9°C 4-51.2°C 5489°C 6-469°C 7-457C
8-45°C  M-Marker

2 BERMRERIE
Fig. 2 Best annealing temperature
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MR 2T R E HIEW, KU R ER
KiLJE N 46.9 C.

2.1.3 ISSR-PCR 5|¥)ffiit RAINE K British
Columbia K2 ¥t 100 2% 514 )y 7 ik %f 1181,
W O E RN AR RGP T 2 S

UF . PSR IE W 519, A 100 X ISSR 5|4
fiiize 33 XTI BCR BTG (R 2, B 3
S ISSR 5|4 055 47 184 J5 1515 W U6k F12 v Yk I 3545 14
B, Bld Bt ISSR 2L, AS[FIZET A
B2 5

2 ISSR 5I¥hiiEd 33 X514
Table 2 ISSR primers selected 33 primers

i 519 (5°—3) %' 51 (5°—3)

7 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGT 42 GAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAYG

8 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGC 44 CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTRC

9 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGG 45 CTCTCTCTCTCTCTCTRG
10 GAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAT 54 TCTCTCTCTCTCTCTCRG
11 GAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAC 55 ACACACACACACACACYT
12 GAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAA 56 ACACACACACACACACYA
18 CACACACACACACACAG 57 ACACACACACACACACYG
25 ACACACACACACACACT 59 TGTGTGTGTGTGTGTGRC
26 ACACACACACACACACC 60 TGTGTGTGTGTGTGTGRA
27 ACACACACACACACACG 64 ATGATGATGATGATGATG
28 TGTGTGTGTGTGTGTGA 73 GACAGACAGACAGACA
30 TGTGTGTGTGTGTGTGG 76 GATAGATAGACAGACA
34 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGYT 80 GGAGAGGAGAGGAGA
35 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGYC 81 GGGTGGGGTGGGGTG
36 AGAGAGAGAGAGAGAGYA 99 CATGGTGTTGGTCATTGTTCCA
40 GAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAYT 100 ACTTCCCCACAGGTTAACACA
41 GAGAGAGAGAGAGAGAYC

3 456 7 8 9101112 1314 M

.4"-‘--"-

et L T
o e = e - .. -

4 B

1516 1718 19 20 2122 23 2425 26 27 28 M

T
o iR R

29 30 31 3233 34 35 M

2000 bp

1000 bp
750 bp

500 bp

v

250 bp

- .-
- - -

100 bp

B3 %14 ISSR 3149 055 BY4 1845 R ik E
Fig. 3 Ampilificationg results electrophoresis of ISSR primer 055 in samples of C. reticulata seed

214 HARESHT  DLARHTIE W] R RO RRE,
XF R — 59 B =), IERE MR & i 1A
LR, AN “17, o “07. B3
P % N Excel %7 546 R AEFOHE R, R
NTSYSpc2.10e 115 Dice &AL R %, HAEINL
HBCAT HECT 97 (UPGMA) #EAT 4% 22 REME AN

LS

FI I Hi /) 33 4% ISSR B #13ZAN%t 35 #3
WEAh 3L R 20 DNA #E47 PCR 7318, JL3K15 240 %%
THW A . B4 RNFIF UPGMA R FT 355
R FR IR o 35 G ATl BT B 5 ) PR A% AR ALL 2R
BT 0.72~0.92, Hrp gt BHRALHS N TIREH 5
FEARL R B s, N 0.92, HEDI S BT HAE ARG A
MR LML AP, HLBEBH S A VL P A BE 4
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Fig. 4 Dendrogram of genetic relationships 35 batches of
C. reticulata seed samples using ISSR

U, SMNEATAE AR U, IR F AR 2R AE A
el AT B Zﬂﬁfﬂﬂ‘ﬁﬂ%é%aé%ﬂi o i EH

R34 P FE AR EURAK, v 0.72, 2l T 41
NEmIEIE, MHRESAMEERRE: AR
$/F 0.80 &b, 30 SRR EEM. 31 SEARME, 3
SIRWRIMAE . 10 SR, 15 S EEMmE. 22
SIE LA . 25 S RFHIE . 14 5 B E#HE, 55
JT kR S B RN — 2 FIRRAM SR R A,
HARL R A 0.83~0.91, HE KL SHEAH
TG R FRRIT, MLLRECH 091, Frf M5SR4
MISEZ o0 R I Bz 0T R > (BERE . BB
P A HERED >4 .

22 ITHEERLUEVMERENHD

221 OiELME ik Zorbax SB-Cis USPLI E
(150.0 mmXx3.0 mm, 1.8 pum); VNI A H K-
0.05%f# 7K (65 : 35); il 210 nm; iR
30 C; AFAE 0.2 mL/min; HEREE 2 pL.

222 WIEMIEEIEIE  BOS IR AT =
KR, BEAORRIGE &, AEMOE, el B R R
FrPIET & 0.363 mg/mL. i KAk 0.289 mg/mL. FAf
fill 0.335 mg/mL 76 A X VTR

2.2.3 1vhma@ﬁﬁ%% U R G =54
210509, FEEME, B 150 mL #ERMmF, A 15

mL ik (60~90 CHE 65 C/KIFHIFEMAE 1 h,
Jent, FEAMMEE, FRETIIN 10 mL FEE, &
70 C CHEE#E 25N 64.5 C) /KB ENRHREL 40 min,
Boy, WEER, M (0.2 um BALIERED, His:
TEASH

224 JiRHFEG M SCERTTERIE R MK
A OREEE. EEM. et InFEREeRIRAL, 3

Tt &9 5 7 20 RSD B3/ T 0.5%, 76 5E
R K .

225 IrEEREBUEME RSN X 35 MriEX
FEMFT R 2. TR, SEAAIH & 2T I,
TRE TR S Rtk LI 5, 3 B Rk e T
12 min ZHi . FrafEARmNEg R ILE 3, K
6 AR SR AZ AT = A S T 5 i
Ko MWEIHRTEH, BREbHTS RS 22K,
HAR A EIET KM
23 WIZEEZHESHEERLULEYEEN
EES LS Ry

FIFH SPSS 21.0 73 AT 4 A X ISSR Fric il fs 2 45
PR Y UPLC MBItz AT i v 2 . WoKAR, BEhE
il B AT IR A, AR WA 7 s, DR RAE
25 NS, FPEERE N 2 35 HRA MR R
g, H & ERAREAFE U . B A

HEE. & (3 SIBkIMA. 10 S RLmeE. 15
SHEMR. 22 SEIMAE. 25 SEHmE. 315
TR . 14 5 B SEEE . 55 JeiEE . 30 ST

B, 23 SRS BN MTAFREK

3

i
1 (
i 2 [
—t o _-___ S .S
\
B /1
102
3
s e n e
0 2 4 6 8 10 12
t/min

LAPERTT R 2-WRAR 3-3AH

1-limonin  2-nomilin  3-obacunone
@ 5 Itb;lij‘ﬂg (A) fu*zgﬂﬂ (B) @,

Fig. 5 Chromatogram of mixed standard (A) and samples

(B)
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£33 BURIPREMNELER (n=3) 2
Table 3 Assay results of active ingredient (n = 3) %
WAG D  FEEEc kW% % 2
1 05283 0.6616 0.046 0 1 I
2 0.5355 0.7833 0.078 4 U7
3 0.699 8 04105 0.026 4 13———————J
4 0.677 8 0.792 3 0.0418 8 |
5 0.3222 03718 0.0187 u
6 0.494 1 0.6020 0.0259 5 -
[ [y
7 0.796 3 0.986 7 0.050 0 13
8 0.6825 0.7373 0.047 2 ngi
9 0.542 8 0.746 7 0.044 8 B
]
34
10 0.4332 0.222 8 0.012 4 34 —
11 0.445 8 0.870 8 0.028 7 Y
12 0.544 6 05728 0.063 6 ig______;_[]_______k___
13 0.598 0 0.7913 0.050 4 22 |
14 0.4718 0.524 4 0.044 1 %3
]
15 0.668 2 0.475 4 0.024 3 31 —
16 0.748 5 0.8175 0.036 6 5 |
17 0.483 8 0.744 8 0.0333 0 : 10 e 20 o
18 0.516 9 0.904 1 0.0700 AR
19 0.416 4 0.689 8 0.039 6 ‘ N s
g fr it g S Spe 0 e £ iyt BR A £\
21 0.401 4 0.669 5 0.026 8 Fig. 7 Dendrogram of C. reticulatae based on limonin
22 0.399 3 0.4279 0.0218 compounds accumulation and genetic diversity
23 0.091 2 0.1124 0.0517 B e s \
24 07126 0.736 2 0.082 4 A, HAFEE XA S BRI R OH.
25 0.587 3 0.219 4 0.0119 NEFH SR o —2 . b DU L R L0 S RE T R 5 B
26 0.464 6 0.603 4 0.0618 IT, 5 ISSR ZrMréi iR —3. UiHiEI%EHE 2 FE v
27 0.378 8 0.596 1 0.0356 ot ; N ,
MTEGE RFU GV S EEMEBCR, Sitkiks
-8 0.650 1 05580 00309 Th%ﬁ?%@i%@miwﬁﬂf %%%%ﬁ
29 0.569 1 0.636 9 0.0909 g}fﬂ ﬂH%*j(éI%@%%é%?%/%ﬁ*%ﬁﬁg lillilj\[slzijl ’ :/H\:*T*%ﬁ
30 04338 0.4340 0.0227 et/ = v =T S TK ) W e ns Y B i A E S
31 0.280 7 0.272 4 0.013 2 L[ L Fol
32 0.4784 0.538 6 0.0131 3 it
33 0.6700 0.724 8 0.0356 N .
35 0.6116 0.7170 0.044 0 RN 22 A 1 5] kst 33k 0 )1 RFA B R et AL 2
FEVERISEG R RIEAT 0T BRI R KA
%ﬂ NEAH7E 0.83~0.91 FIAHML RETE I N RSN, Hp
8£ AR R (G, HER. B, . /&
%0% ) SHEN K, X RE— e E LA R
0.25 . — " sy
@om TR NP TS SR, [F IR T E T ASH SE T
= o Wras BRI SEYE, IRALS MIE A ISSR AR
g“ A% DNA FRQU R w2 e 1 R AFHEht

Kt REdE S HER ME WS SR
A

El 6 AREMMBEZITEERZEUSYHNRENHN
Fig. 6 Average percentage of different varieties limonin
compounds

Tz R 28, K RZ AT
HEGENE TRy, IR E B RE @, oty
s R ANV KR MRAEAGAZ Hh i B B =, T3
MABRIKZ , HCARWT TR FEIE 3 Fiefy RVt b
Gy, XFPU NS =1y ANR] SRR AL A i AT
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BIE, NTHEREIZE 3B AR AR . 72
AT SRR 78 R A B SR UPLC ¥, DARAEE-/KAE A
Vel Ak R il g 1 il 7 AR R Bl AR 2R
R BT EAF G E PR EGE R WOKM,
FARA & 08, EARDT T, BUH - TR K A4 5
A T BRI 3 R ET 3 min
UG . SIZER A5 RAMESE T BERR IR NN R ek N 2
S T RN I 1) oy B, BT 0 $7E 0.05%~
0. 1% 3 5 1 73 1] 1 73 B AR S AN K HiT T 7
R, etk (SS). A AR (SED.
HAE LB (LGT) HFIReEFEE G S &
KamED & M. T BRORIEE R
A DS, kR E R 2 D SR S
Ko T REA R 2 R A8 KL Rl g iemmi AR K,
HmLH SRl SRGR R, BUEIEHIFTEE
R AEME KM SS. SE. LGT ZIhfe MR
BRI, A FEIA R S EMZET L.
(P EZ L) 2015 AF RO E A A% SRR (1) R 15 i
Fl BN K 40 M Citrus reticulata Blanco cv.
‘Dahongpao’ 1 4% ##% Citrus reticulata Blanco cv.
‘Tangerina’ ™, T KZLML T H 28K, LHmES
71, BLOBHH R AR, KAk TAE R B
W AR K R REAH IX — 22 5% R0 30 5 1) R R4 T K
ARE:, (CHDBRRBESEMfRECEM, NS
HU A i AR AR AR T RN R . UMt
SR OENPETTS PO B RGN B s
(& F R REAT AN A PR B . i eT 1, 2
FTREREREE, HHEEZirEEREUED
& B S EG 2 AT RLZAARL, SRE ok Rtk
L, PRI AT 8 HAE G AZ ) 32 B I b, DA
emiiZ g ey R £S5 AT, |
AR W] 25 G R Rk, FRHB AL BRI 5 R R
ik R =3 Z AR, it — 2Dt It L)
RE 3k PR AN 5] s R A AT S 3R SR ot & o
AR SRR 7T SR AT 2 (B R
S 30k
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