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RAPD analysis of genetic diversity for Pseudolarix amabilis

a critically endangered plant

GAO Yan-hui', FAN Min-liang’>, LUO Wen-jian’, HUANG Hua-hong', TONG Zai-kang'

(1. Research Institute of Biotechnology, Zhejiang A & F University, Lin’an 311300, Zhejiang, China; 2. Forest
Tree Seed and Stock Master Station of Zhejiang Province, Hangzhou 310020, Zhejiang, China)

Abstract: In order to protect germplasm resources of endangered plant: Pseudolarix amabilis, genetic diver-
sity of Pseudolarix amabilis from different sources in Zhejiang Province were analyzed using an optimal protocol
of random amplified polymorphism DNA (RAPD) followed by a cluster analysis in this study. Results showed
that for 62 individuals with 18 random primers, 172 repetitive loci were detected, among which 170 were
polymorphic for a species level polymorphic loci rate of 99.2%. The cluster analysis showed that materials from
the same sources were classified together. Thus, RAPD polymorphism classification for natural populations of
P. amabilis was mostly related to geographic distribution, genetic diversity was high among the P. amabilis pop-
ulation, and both in situ preservation and ex-situ conservation were possible. [Ch, 2 fig. 3 tab. 31 ref.]

Key words: forest tree breeding; Pseudolarix amabilis; genetic diversity; random amplified polymorphism

DNA; ex-situ conservation
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oifie, MRS T Mt R . WEC %, BT, B RSN GBS B 2 4R TR e A WA AR
PE2EFRRAE T E T, BN R R B AR R ST R AR O A KA sk
PR, WA W A RS A o3 22 I ARGE , AR AR AL AT, D S N — A SR A R
TRMEA AR I RGE . 0 G AN gL Z AR S iRE R D . BEPLY 1S 2 25 M DNA (radom
amplified polymorphic DNA, RAPD) /3 Fhric i RIEAER B 517, HA 28R, THREME, fesiile
B TR A 0 HORE R JC 2 2R S R 55, FEMISG AR a8t 1% 78 5 O TR B T2 RE O Ak, i)z
I TR RAE W48 Z RV RN 8L 5 R BE S b, INZ NRAS Pinus resinosa, BRYNIRAS Pinus sylvestris
RN Pinus radiata, 2% Pinus koraiensis, HIUFY Pinus tatwanensis, 5N Pinus massoniana ZEHFp 1024
ARWEFE R RAPD 73 FAR e 5 AR XS W VLA N A [F] R YA 48 R AR i AL ZREVEEAT DT ST, B A & B b fR
P10 A5 TF R 4 B gt 1% B IRAR A T R A RS AR

1 #ME 5 &®

1.1 R AR

HERORLR HOWTILAS 2235 B R IESFAY, 389 4k B & B RAAMRAY 62 Atk (R 1), REM I,
T=70 CHIRIE VKA A7 2
1.2 REHZE
12,1 A% AEZ DNA 3R 485 E 4] DNA HEBCR 175 565 = LR AL 4% (CTAB) -k Bk
%P
1.22 BT 3 % 5 DNA-R S B4 X R (RAPD-PCR) & 34k & 69 & 22 £} X} Tag DNA
ROME, P81 (Mg™), Btk DNA, =@ 6050 A 1 IR (ANTPs) fis |9, R 5 B+ 4 K1Y IE
LW Lie (P)BOH R GR2D)#TIAR, 316 b3, B4 2K -4H, 78 Gene Amp PCR System
9700 ¥ 344X F 347 PCR 973 . RAPD-PCR 43 S i #2794 CHUZZYE 4 min, 38 4> PCR 73 (94 C42
30 s, 38 Cilk 30 s, 72 CHEAP 2 min), 72 CIEAP 7 min, P8 A S b =9 10.0 g-ke™ A4 B A b
BEWCHL VKA, T Gel Doc XR B 514 2 G 40 B 4017

1 #HiAHRESREKE

Table 1 Code and source of the materials investigated

G R RIE | S lw=s KR || s = P 3l Y R Feil
1 %1% 17 %55 31 W1 %E L 47 k8 5
2 K25 18 Im& 6% 2 32 JuE2% =) 48 ko=
3 35 19 % 7% 33 JlE 3% Mz 49 k10 5
4 X205 20 % 85 4 W4T 50 k11 4=
5 K235 g 21 I 9% 35 EA 1S LT 51 k1245
6 %27% bW 2 Kk 82% 36 B2 Evn) 52 k135
7 xwE 23 Kk 928 37 KE1% 53 bk1a®=
8 x50 5 24 K 10% e 33 KE3S Y 54 P15 &E
9 %54 % 25 kK 6328 K 39 KE45 K 55 k165 whR
10 %61 %5 26 K 64-1%5 40 k1 56 k175
11 %658 27 Z1E 41 k2% 57 ok 18 =
12 k1% 28 %25 - AA 2 W35 3] 58 k192
13 Kkx25 " 29 Z 35 e 43 k4 Wkt 59 1k 20 =
14 k38 s 30 a4 s 60 k21 e
15 K45 45 ke 61 k22 5
16 KXs55 46 k75 62 1k 23 5
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#2 PCRyBERERTER-KFEEZIRITR Le(4°)
Table 2 Orthoronal design for PCR

i Tag Wfi/mkat Mg/ (mmol - L) FiH DNA /ng dNTPs/ (mmol - ™) 5191/ (umol - 1)
1 0.5%16.67 15 20 0.10 0.25
2 0.5x16.67 2.0 30 0.15 0.50
3 0.5x16.67 25 40 0.20 0.75
4 0.5x16.67 3.0 50 0.25 1.00
5 1.0x16.67 1.5 30 0.20 1.00
6 1.0x16.67 2.0 20 0.25 0.75
7 1.0x16.67 2.5 50 0.10 0.50
8 1.0x16.67 3.0 40 0.15 0.25
9 1.5x16.67 15 40 0.25 0.50
10 1.5x16.67 2.0 50 0.20 0.25
11 1.5x16.67 2.5 20 0.15 1.00
12 1.5%16.67 3.0 30 0.10 0.75
13 2.0x16.67 1.5 50 0.15 0.75
14 2.0%16.67 2.0 40 0.10 1.00
15 2.0%16.67 2.5 30 0.25 0.25
16 2.0x16.67 3.0 20 0.20 0.50

123 REGEKEEGH RS LA PRS0 A5 3 00 e S R AR R TIR OB AR EAE, RE
B R BE . 76 PCR Express(HyBAID) ¥ 884X [ [ 8hA: & 12 A BERSEE . 30.0, 30.3, 30.9, 31.8, 32.9,
34.7, 35.5, 369, 38.4, 39.3, 39.8, 40.1 C, &R R EE X rL 3k G A B4 ¥ OB B B OS2 e, DA
1 R e AR KGR

124 314k 5|k e wim M i, A 1 AR ST 200 ASBELS 9 BETTR0 06, 5 1 A 1 B Y
SIYAFER . EiEH 4 DSARFERMIES 1 AFERIETY 8, EEREW . Z8ERNIIYHET
RAPD-PCR ¥

125 #HES A >H BRI 62 A Mk 4T RAPD-PCR 419 iy By Uk 55417 2 S5 80 F0 2 8 M 4 17 46
Tho MR 3 b ic 76 AH [ B UK GE B8 Fe AT JC e 1T A5 B9 A 0 5 1 e 88 s A7 DNA 3 b 1,
TeAric R 0, SR AT 2 BEA 5 IRAE O 1o § B4 SARUE S TR IE B R A L IR, AR S 5
R[] — K B (TR]— F PKGE B 30) I Ay A [R)— 7 o5 o FF A5 21 1 — o 5di i F SPSS 16.0 3 {4547 73 4t
IR IR RS L BB, #% Average Linkage Xif 4 SR AN M BT 08 I E AT R I oM, AL SRRMPARIA

2 HEREHM

2.1 &£%#% RAPD-PCR &ERMERREIL

2.1.1 BRI A H AREAI Y E 3BT HEAT PCR (4 1 25 S A0 s DR A I, 040 3¢ i i L VK
M I R 55 A2 1) 2 /D ACE W M. TEACIREG 5 PCR P 45 S th 8685 7 (Mg»), dNTPs, 514, Taq
DNA &G HG MBI DNA SR REEBEMMER, WMy 4 R e B Ez5, %1, 2, 3, 4 HA/IE
W, HRA AT RE 2 1 T TagDNA S5 B e 2 ORMRT 51 1 5 T TagDNA 45 B i e B — € 1),
B (M)W EZM R (55 5, 6, 9, 10 G MW &), mMiskes (Mg W 2 o (55 8 &4 1Y
Sl e R S my o), BT AGRIEW 2SS XY Tag DNA R4 1AL & 1
(Mg™) e BEVR FEFH R i, 29 g AR R Sk 25 (ANl 11, 12 HG) . il Z R REGEE WRIEFRSE 7T HE
(1.0 x 16.67 nkat TagDNA AW, 2.5 mmol - L™ £ 5 7 (Mg*), 50 ng fiizDNA, 0.1 mmol-L™" dNTPs,
0.5 wmol - L™ 5[ ¥ W 1 3% 7 AMH 228 M 4, B MESF, HISWIEM, &8 84 RAPD-PCR ¥4 () i
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FERO AR R o
212 &%# RAPD-PCR B KRZEM#A L BIGRE RPN PCR MEERNEZ —, 1B AIRE AN
551F 50465, & 5YF DNA B 7518 UIAEOC, B,  fe R O B X 4R A5 55 ml 5 1Y ISSR-
PCR Z5 k% H 2 . 4 8 F RAPD-PCR JHFE#8 & PCR iUl K S R WK 1, £ 12 N REMET
30.0, 30.3, 30.9, 31.8, 32.9 F 34.7 CY MM A AL5S, AREIEFIHL LR H G 280k, 355, 36.9
1 38.4 CH| W44 435 067 B 22 19 RAPD 4547, 39.3, 39.8 1 40.1 Ci B it @ nd, # & A E,
JIT AR K 3 i s IR 235 i 2] PCR 71 25 178 W Fl 2 SR IE# 236, a2 B £,
IR 38.0 T 44k RAPD-PCR 9 4 5 i B 1 3B J B
22 FHEFEUNESEESHT

3 L ) o R AR o AR #) Y 18 4% O SO 1O NP2 13 14 15 16 M
ZAMESIY (K 3), 18 4 RAPD 514 ;
XF 62 A~ it 41 kL i 17 RAPD-PCR - -
W, SRR 172 S, LR 170 4 ; B ..u_' &
wWHAEBREZEE, ZEHERA
99.2% ., 1 62 At Mok, A
RAPD 5|9y i s 22 4k, M 3~
20 5, PR 9.56 4%, PG
DNA F Bk /N3y Sk 200 ~ 3 000 bp;
o 3 38 40 B £ 1 R 51 ) 853, B 1 JEXiXK PCR =4 wikE
IePHE i 20 4500, VWA I 54 Figure 1 Theelectrophoresis map of PCR products of the orthogonal tests
TR REE DNA 43 DRI i [ Y51 A 38

®3 181 5[4# iEH DNA R ¥

Table 3 DNA fragments amplified with 18 primers

519 J¥5 57 -3 R F i EZON i ZSTEL 1%
543 GTCGCCGTCA 15 14 93.3
S53 GGGGTGACGA 20 20 100
S90 AGGGCCGTCT 13 13 100
S97 ACGACCGACA 12 11 91.7
S99 GTCAGGGCAA 8 8 100

5102 TCGGACGTGA 6 6 100

5103 AGACGTCCAC 8 8 100

5104 GGAAGTCGCC 8 8 100

S121 ACGGATCCTG 8 8 100

5122 GAGGATCCCT 5 5 100

S123 CCTGATCACC 7 7 100

S124 GGTGATCAGG 10 10 100

S125 CCGAATTCCC 10 10 100
S127 CCGATATCCC 3 3 100
5132 ACGGTACCAG 10 10 100
5147 AGATGCAGCC 7 7 100
5152 TTATCGCCCC 8 8 100
S180 AAAGTGCGGC 14 14 100

TFHIME 96 9.4 99.2




o5 28 45 5 1) FIREL A L WG P A B RAPD {4 R 14 7 <7 Fl3s AL ZREME 3BT 819

KRS ATLABEI . S ERPAFl 7 R BEAR N 9 DNA Z 8RR E Y, SE2RRERK, eS8 4
KB IFEEELT, XN E R RA 5, WnTaeFH R 2= et st SR IEA &, HImx
P AR SRR B B BB A AN 2L T LA

2.3 BESH

W 18 551y 84 5 15 3 (19 — T8 i SPSS 16.0 #4740 47, XL A1 B AR 4 RAPD 471 Bk
G AZ IR, % Average Linkage XJ 62 i 4 B AN Fh B G IR F AT RIS 70 b, 7 SREERPAREN (B 2) . 1A 2
FLLE 1, FIUH RAPD 43 FARic 945 BT LIk 62 1 G ERAA RIS 58I 2R o — KM 25— KR 2
HoRETLERIT . LFH )My, ZETR . ZHREUKZEH M ARFEMR, 58 RKBEEHERA
K% % DA S XA RE, R = KRR IR R AT BT S MR, Hop, Wl — R IR A RHLF- R R 1
—if, ULEIA RN K IR BFIAR RAPD () Z 5 E /0 RS RN A IR/ A 5 — MR R . HBA AN, Wk
B I 22 B AR AN RERY 17 5 ROk B K X4EFAEFIRERY 16 5k 20 B AR B 23 FOT B AR R e — &2, "I R
SRR F IR R ARE KRN 39 SEONRIE, 5HAMARA AR R 0.280 0 ~ 1.255 7, %
A 4 R BRI AE PN A2 A6 55 18 1 1 152 4% 2 RE I
3 it
31 EHRMBBEESHEEDN

WAL ZBEPE R Al PN 3R B AL, ALFE R P A ] A R 10 R[] — R PN SR s A AR 5, BRI 2
PRI PP S A LA K- ZREME I B R UR . AR S L AR SR L PSS B s A 5 4 A e B
S A — Rl 5 A Rl SO R B AR AR R 2, i ELRR N 2R — A R NS AT
NPEE R R o BN ZREE 2 R AT KO, IF B S IR 1 S B R ARG, BT R S R
FRAT LR,

Wi G R ) 1 3L 2 ARV KO — K o AT i RAPD F AR BFST 1T #1148 N 1 4 B b 1) 22 A5 ks
SRS 99.2%, X —Z5REW . A TWiLA SRR ER RGN E&E MR NS 2 g, x5
X VT W fE A ) B AT Thuja sutchuenensis (135 1% Z REME R DF SR 45 100 — B0 WfE R st 1% 2 A
PEEA —E WA . BRI BT A B2 UG AR P #0547 AEAR KT 1 38245 2 RE 1

AWFFEIE T RAPD 40 FARic 753 2 & 8 1 RS B b, W] — R IR A M RHLT- 8 R e —ike , (Hd g A4
Sl () A R0 HL Ml 3 3 A AN SE AR TR, sk B2 17 5 0 ok A% 16 5 DL Kok A %63 RIE W 39
5, XA RB I B TS R M P R A A R B B R R R O B SRR AR T g R Y, XS AR 2 SR ik
Pe— o rp b A L B AL R A B A, RV AT B & B K B s e 2Rk
32 SHRMFMRFFEMNRIP KR

A RS I RN B . — BRI, AR, I AR, AR 2
BN E R, IR H W CRAEMES A KANMEZ S, M3 ~5a F LR, MHEKEEEA
B S 3L B 0

AW, SEMPE L ZREEAE R R, RS L o AR ISR T R A A T
14 35 A% 45 K4 43 A i) LARAS BE RIS AL Z PR | 38t A8 S o0 A URE 55 5 1 1) JE 2 8580, X S o o 4 A0
R 2 A PR YRS A EES S M, WL, 256 SEMNBHARRIG 2R, XTI 4 80
Fof I 5 R BOUER Ml R A7 SR S B, O RS PR AR P S TR R BN A PR AE AT BB Bl 1k A SR A R 1) st
WMWK . F—JH, LA NSRRI B SRR R, B, 76X 4 BN Fh 5T 9 U5 5 it
PRAERT , ASREATS FE BRI N R RIS B PR A, TRt 33 6 AS [) b, B DX P AR B AT DR A, P RAMEAT 3
Hu PR, IR AT BE 2 b SR At b DX 1 4 R AN TP TR RY A ST R B R o ASE S R R T A % A ST T YL
BT L RV AR A MR I, RT RO BRI R eI A S e, Ik AR A E AL B R A, DA
TRAE A 158 82 BR AN 1352 1 22 FF M R G RS 1) T 0 05

S %3k
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Figure 2 Dendrogram of Pseudolarix amabilis germ plasm resource
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