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An optimal SRAP-PCR system of Rhododendron hybridum and its genetic
diversity analysis with SRAP marker
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Abstract: In order to find the optimal sequence-related amplified polymorphism (SRAP)-PCR system of
Rhododendron hybridum and analyse its genetic diversity, the functional leaves of Rhododendron hybridum
were used to extract its genome DNA, using an improved cetyl trimethyl ammonium bromide ( CTAB)
method. Concentrations of Mg**, Taq polymerase, dNTPs and primer, which maybe affect the SRAP-PCR re-
actions, were optimized by Ls(4*)orthogonal design experiments to establish the SRAP molecular marker sys-
tem in Rhododendron hybridum. Then, an optimal, stable and repeatable SRAP-polymerase chain reaction
(PCR) of 20.0 L containing 1.750 mmol - L™ Mg*, 0.175 mmol - L. dNTPs, 1.500 x 16.67 nkat Taq poly-
merase, and 0.200 pmol -7 primer was established. Finally, genetic diversity and relationships of 24
Rhododendron hybridum cultivars were analyzed using an Unweighted Pair Group Method with Arithmetic
Mean (UPGMA) cluster analysis with this optimized system. Results revealed 10 highly polymorphic and sta-
ble primer pairs selected from 88 pairs of SRAP primers with a total of 217 bands being detected from these 10
primer pairs. Of the detected bands, 212 were polymorphic (a 97.35% average) having a genetic similarity
coefficient ranging from 0.591 to 0.708. The cluster analysis divided the 24 cultivars into two groups at a 0.590

similarity level, and these were further delineated into two sub-groups at a 0.623 similarity level. These results
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demonstrated that this optimized SRAP-PCR system can be applied to cultivars identification and genetic di-
versity research on Rhododendron hybridum. [Ch, 3 fig. 6 tab. 19 ref. ]
Key words: botany; Rhododendron hybridum; genetic diversity; SRAP-PCR; orthogonal design; system

optimization; cluster analysis

P4 ¥ Kt BY Rhododendron hybridum 8 R V4 8%, B FR LA B AL RS, J& it % A 4L BY Rhododendron in-
dicum, WL Rhododendron simsii 2B A ES Rhododendron mucronatum 25 82 2238 56 1 A 2238 fp
BAMIZEN, MR, 6 FE SR, EhERERER. b Tourestagk g s, J
Z, IWSFEFE 20, AW A5 R RE) 28 SR 22 80K, i 22 (8] 9 S 50 A — 5 RE , A RAUSUR 3
TEASFHE P KRR ARG, S5l RIS R TS HAT, [ ok 320 75 AL G 09 £ 27 1% Pk
By B WL R RRESE AT AT TS, EAMES T KT RO IE Z WL T o i A
(AR A AN (R R G A S 4 AT A B it 98 ik TRLF 9 R e B R 5 0, i R g b o AR ORI 2 3
P43 FHric (sequence-related amplified polymorphism, SRAP)J& iy 38 E M K 24 85 ZEW & Li &9
2001 45 Yk 2UER A — AR T 3R G B EE SO (PCR) BT B 7 FARic R . hnic RA 28 m, FE
HEE, BIERME, EEMHEAMAMER S, SRAP 4> FFRIC R Gt 7 25 28R Brassica YEW T % 1
K HRETEAEKFE Oryza sativa, il Solanum lycopersicum, ¥4E Gossypium spp., ¥ JI\ Cucumis sativus
Fki & Diospyros S5 ZFE Y T 15 70, JER Tt e EITEA . IR A1 . sl ZREE T
SRAP FRiCY M5 R 5 2 B vy 7 (Mg ) MR B2 | = W R WL I 48U A% 1 R (ANTPs ) ¥k i | Taq B & . 519K
JEE R AR DNA W B2 S5 R~ A 5200, HAS [E] 9 8 B i A R AN AR ] o A IS8 R T AE A8 ik 3 e 3t % g
TEALRY SRAP JOW AR R P iy Mg R B . 51K EE | Tag T 5 LA K ANTPs ik 8 55 2 252 0 [ R 3547 1740
et , B TIE S T RS 9 SRAP-PCR S il S DA 28, FI 06 1 51 4 X 24 A4 D4 3 L S o ol
BEAT Tt ZREVESI BT, N FKOF AR IX S8 i R i st A% AR, X P PR AL A D R R S E . A
FHE L ESERAG —EWSHMAE, LU PUPE AL RS G R 0 43 7 58 B0k Bt st % (&1 3% A4 4 29 o KL Al
HE MRS
| R Ll
1.1 R w8 R i 7

DU LD a0l BAE S5 24 D TUTEALAY b R O il b RE (3R 1), BERRIE T W7 T4 7 i
EC XS AR LR, ERKFEBIHN 2 a, H T SRAP-PCR [ )i 1) Mg**, Taq fiff , dNTPs Fil
DL5000, DNA Marker ¥JIl4F A TAY TRA WA A, SR LA T AR,

F1 AUAEFABAH

Table 1  Tested materials of Rhododendron hybridum

i it i 24 ik ErRs it i 44 Bk % it P 44 Bk %5 it i 44 ik
1 TR 7 TV 13 ke 19 SRS
2 & 8 CHE SR 14 A 20 L
3 ELawR 9 kR 15 = 21 ‘EOE
4 “RELT A 10 RAELr’ 16 BELEINY 22 DU
5 L R 11 PifE—S 17 EIEN 23 CERE
6 LI 12 CRAHS 18 P 24 ‘gt
1.2 KA *E
1.2.1 AR 40 DNA a9 3R A A 3o IR 70 VAL Y 5t AR O% B B R4l e, SRTTEC R A T /S e 2k =

F 2 Ak 4% (CTAB) i SR BUH L N 4 DNA L 10.0 g« L7 BiIg i 5 i i 7k (IXTBE) #5:11 DNA $2 55 &
ERANY G BE TR I ek B AN A, R RS 50 mg- L7, 20 CHRAA4H -
1.2.2 SRAP-PCR R B4k 26944 R T i PCR [ 4 > FE K E (Mg*, dNTPs, Tag B§EM514))
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IR AR, DL 2 SRR SVE AL RS A SRS AR, meS Fl em7 NHIWH G, RITIEALEIT
Lig(4) HATIREE, WP 4 AR, WEKE R4 HEN(FR2), 16 MEMAH (% 3), KRk 3
WHE, BRWARZRN 20.0 wL, HA B DNA #24 1.5 pl, 10xPCR 22 Ml (4 & Mg*)2.0 uL, A2
TR FHAGE K AN FF o W REF Oy . 94 CHIAEYE 5 ming 94 CAEPE 1 min, 37 CHEAE 1 min, 72 CLEAH
I min, 5 ¥ ; 94 CZ¢E 1 min, 57 CE M 1 min, 72 CHEMH 1 min, 35 MEH; &5 72 CLE
fiff 10 min, PCR ¥ 1] 10.0 g~ L™ S5t g b 5 I i Tk A o

*x2 PCREEMEEERKTE

Table 2 Levels of parameters for PCR reaction

IK S Mg*/(mmol - L") dNTPs/(mmol-L™") Taq T/ (x16.67 nkat) 514/ (pmol - L)
1 1.50 0.150 1.00 0.20
2 1.75 0.175 1.50 0.30
3 2.00 0.200 2.00 0.40
4 2.25 0.225 2.50 0.50

#* 3 SRAP-PCR EX &It K& Rt
Table 3 Orthogonal design and results statistic of SRAP-PCR

kb 3 Mg*/(mmol-L™")  dNTPs/(mmol-L™") Taq i}/ (x16.67 nkat) 5[4/ (pmol - L) VWS B3 IR
1 1.50 0.150 1.00 0.20 5
2 1.50 0.175 1.50 0.30 6
3 1.50 0.200 2.00 0.40 5
4 1.50 0.225 2.50 0.50 4
5 1.75 0.150 1.50 0.40 6
6 1.75 0.175 1.00 0.50 5
7 1.75 0.200 2.50 0.20 8
8 1.75 0.225 2.00 0.30 5
9 2.00 0.150 2.00 0.50 5
10 2.00 0.175 2.50 0.40 6
11 2.00 0.200 1.00 0.30 2
12 2.00 0.225 1.50 0.20 6
13 2.25 0.150 2.50 0.30 3
14 2.25 0.175 2.00 0.20 3
15 2.25 0.200 1.50 0.50 4
16 2.25 0.225 1.00 0.40 2

123 SRAP 3 & W39 init AL EERUIE, BAMRGKREH SRAP 557G 3 A P4 7 AL HS il Fi
(CHELL ERE AN ) SR DNA YN, X SRAP 520 & BEAT i e, DA v 2k 4 B 375 Wi
IR N=INIE 2% ¥ T80 K78

1.2.4 SRAP #4432 5 it XA 24 43 AR 3  f Ik i 8 BOR 2 25 PRl 10 B0 H 2R AT 483
He SRAP § 3 Wy A 2l o T AMEsd, B MR TR R A 2l 0 Al — 26t o I L AR IR A% R 9 4%
A7 ok A Al — L b R —SF A, IR 1 A0 2 il Fn M B — SR B A G, B AR 3
2SN Y A A TR IRAE, g 1, JBIidoh 0, #Sr “1-07HdE A . A NTsys 2.1 24
AT Jaccard ()) 388 & AHRIVE R B0 B o 7R MCRERE B, ) AR IACEC XS 35K AP 25 % (unweight pairgroup
method using arithmetic averages, UPGMA )& 7 FIF A5 L3 5 A (1) SR ZEmbtk 1

2 HR5p4

2.1 SRAP-PCR [ Rifk RIE 4R
MG IE AL B3R HEAT SRAP-PCR K, P45 PCR Wy BEAT SO W BE I L Uk, LIRSS RN 1, Ge 5%
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A1 w#FAss SRAP-PCR E X4 R
Figure 1 Result of Rhododendron hybridum SRAP-PCR by orthogonal design

211 EZRBLZERAWSH  XIESSRI S RMAT BT, BB 1 ER, 16 S4Bl Dy
ik, HEAFMWAS, A TFHEEMREAN, SOMNAAEERRNES, B8 11, 4313,
AbER 14, AbFE 16 PREPOREZE, PRIH AR D, WA R R, X 4 AR FE R Mgk Y
f, URH] Mg VR N B . AbEE 2, AbPE 3, AbER T, AbEE S, AbEE 10, AbHEE 12 PSR, Db
BT NS, VAT IR E, ERm, FAHTIEW, el e B 7 v v AL RS SRAP-PCR 5 H:
) AR R o

212 ERBLERLH M WHAREHRE N IESCR LS RIET T EWGE 0 (4, THERE
R HFRIEFACE TS5 2 H; KRR ZAEACE N WA F3E, R iz B R k2,
Rz R R AEAS K R AR ok . fe/NFIEZ 250 RAEMOK, UiBHIZ R RS0 g0 45 s ik, Rp
PR E AR . B3 4 0 4 A B R0 1 5% e B B R /IMK YR Ol Tag il FH & > Mg R > 51 1)
WeRE>dNTPs ¥ B K A{H Bl T B R & 7KF 4 ROV IR R s mafs ol , K EBK, RN KF iy . M3k
Bil, Mg kB ANTP ¥k B J Tag B34 LAIAKSY- 2 Sedf, 5190 BE LIKSE 1 gcdy, B Mg*1.75 mmol - L,
dNTPs 0.175 mmol - L, Taq &4 1.50 x 16.67 nkat , 5[4 0.20 wmol - L™ (941G Bl , H 10xZZ shii i1
FEAH A 2.0 wL, FE[AZH DNA GEfH R 1.5 pl, XWZE KA 2 2 20.0 wL, ¥t 2H & F 0 75 i AL S SRAP-
PCR i () e AR &R o

x4 EXHBERST

Table 4  Analysis of orthogonal experiment results

T H Mg dNTPs Taq F 519
T 22 18 14 21
T, 22 20 25 18
T, 17 17 17 17
T, 12 18 17 17
K, 5.50 4.50 3.50 5.25
K, 5.50 5.00 6.25 4.50
K, 4.25 4.25 4.25 4.25
K, 3.00 4.50 4.25 4.25
R %) 2.50 0.75 2.75 1.00

2.2 SRAP Z&EMSH
M 88 Xf SRAP 54y (3 5) L0 gk i 10 X Z 25 VESF . 2K 35 0 19 51 4 (me3-em8, med-em2, med-
em4, me5-em7, me5-eml0, me6-eml, me6-em7, me7-eml, me8-em5 Fll me8-em7). Hf i %k 2| 1Y) 10 &
SI9 T SRAP-PCR S )i, &l 2 2 me7-eml 5| ) 415 X 24 A8 FE KL BY af Fl i) 7 3 45 g1t o bl
AL, O10 Ry gl 217 A, Ko 28R 212 &, PHZEWAAE 5 FE R 97.35% (K 6),
KO Z BT IGERGFAE —ENZES, &P 145, BEH 25 4%, FHWECH 212 %, 5199 1
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KJEH 500~5 000 bp, A LL 750~3 000 bp f&2 . I WL, SRAP 7L [ hoAE 5T I LAY 2 PRS2,
WARWIALHS B9 ZREEBON F

*=5 SRAP3|#F5l

Table 5 Primer sequences used for SRAP analysis

EIEZEq S 519Fa) 5" 3 EIRZE S 1Y 5 —3'

mel TGAGTCCAAACCGGATA eml GACTGCGTACGAATTAAT
me2 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAGC em?2 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGC
me3 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAT em3 GACTGCGTACGAATTGAC
me4 TGAGTCCAAACCGGACC em4 GACTGCGTACGAATTTGA
me5 TGAGTCCAAACCGGAAG em5 GACTGCGTACGAATTAAC
me6 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTAA emb6 GACTGCGTACGAATTGCA
me7 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTCC em7 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAA
me8 TGAGTCCAAACCGGTGC em8§ GACTGCGTACGAATTCTG

em9 GACTGCGTACGAATTCGA

eml0 GACTGCGTACGAATTCAG

emll GACTGCGTACGAATTCCA

#6 10xf SRAP3|MASREY EER

Table 6 10 SRAP primer combinations and the results of amplification

Gl iRy P34 Sl LB 2 ALK 5 %1%
me3-em8 20 19 95.00
me4-em?2 25 24 96.00
me4-em4 14 13 92.86
meS-em7 22 22 100.00
meS-em10 23 23 100.00
meb-eml 24 24 100.00
me6-em7 25 25 100.00
me7-eml 25 25 100.00
me8-em5 18 17 94.44
me8-em7 21 20 95.24
Bt 217 212 97.69
-y 21.7 21.2 97.35

Y e GEit U5 ik Wakse Uik 1.2.4 SRAP B ab L5 5t

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 91011121314 1516 1718 19 20 21222324 M

1~24 3y 24 DVEIEALASAE A AN, M B ARicy)
A2 7l4pas meT-eml 3t 24 A5 3 Ak 3l % AF 49 SRAP 338 4 %
Figure 2 Result of SRAP-PCR for 24 Rhododendron hybridum varieties using primer combination me7-em1
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2.3 BHFMBEEHEMNERRESR

45 PCR =Wk 45 e, 0 3G A0 s 5 B 46 B, LA NTsys 2.10e 3R 1158 24 A i il 6] £
AR B . 24 > L RS bl 382 A% A B R B0 AT FE D 0.591~0.708 , FE ik 28k Y 5t Ry, “ 4t
F SN WA AL R BN, O 0182, 28456 R M R B DA far 22 H 5 R M L I 3545 A
PIRBUR K, K5 0.783 F1 0.782, KL E S A AL R %k 0.590~0.800, AL MBI R BUE K, FonE
GOk FMGE, AL R BN RN R AL AR AR, A TERGE .

FET s AL R, R UPGMA J5 %t 24 i RHET T RS 70 (18] 3) . SR WoR, 7EM
RLRECH 0.590 b 24 AL N4 2 A6, 55 1 2808 2 fh, 7EAIRIRECH 0.623 4 XUA] 43
R 2ARE, B RFTE W R IR RO DU R A e M RE
LR IESRER R AR T 1S, B2 W AREE AR AN E T LR AR
G ML L RN RUELL R R Y o R TR, AR VG AL B A R A 8L 25
B, XA RES PUVE AL B2 dr 2 A RRRS . Bl 2T R R A A R 22 38 3 T T A ) 2% 5 DA T A 5 3k
R SE A K. AN AR e T B AR A RG22 64, H i TJa T EA K238k
BOARE L BERIE L T A FER i fh, Xl SRR PR E L. R, BT Ay se 2 s 8am 4 1R
G, WEHHELARE ., GRP WE—5 M AR 2 MMMAREX I, KA TREERMT 4, HF
Bt — LBk

LEEDES ¢
0.57 0.63 0.69 0.75 0.81

r T T T 1

B 3 KT SRAP-PCR #9 24 /> 75 ¥ AL 58 5o A 09 J2 KA
Figure 3 Cluster analysis of 24 Rhododendron hybridum cultivars based on SRAP-PCR

3 5w

VB Ry R R ) — AR G A ic B X, SRAP 43 Fhric B AR, ¥ 3 H Bi K % £ A 1M (amplified
fragment length polymorphism, AFLP)FIFEHLY 1 £ & 1 DNA #5ic (random amplified polymorphic DNA,
RAPD) Wi # WL A LA S —e, @it B0 R0 T AFLP, H It AFLP, RAPD Fifij 5552 Fr 5
(simple sequence repeat, SSR)Z% J7 vk W G S We th 2 R Z2 A 2k Je b Ak 7 g2 7, W] i SRAP F AR FR 40 T
WD TARCEARR) — SR, W RAPD ERBUEME T P22 ; AFLP AR R . BRSO SSR £
MALE A, AR, B, SRAP FRICHEARZE H AT —ME IR 2> TARc R, BA T Z a0 .

AR S iR F SRAP ARic #E 47 1E 3¢ BRI A E ] DL iR AN HABAR iIC BRI R Z AL, k5 T #EAT
AR FR I A W5 B D FISE A A BT AR R B, 5258 0T 1] T SRAP-PCR W A& & 1
DU A Sy, He )y BA R R, BIURMIE A 2 R — = AR 40 F ik 25l 1) 250 AR 3 B 52 4 ) W 1
SRR, PRI R B A — s 1 W

A K SRAP [z B AR 2 AR P I AL TEAR Z A vh B A 4ol , (H2 A R A, B A A J7 vk LA &
Frs 4 3G S F A —#F, 2 5m SRAP (IS . IR R T T Lie(49) B2 8, Fhx) 16 4SO &
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AT T8, BT AR 4 FPREMLEA M, EaL ST AT AR R, R e R e . R
PEUF ) SRAP AR R, FLZAR 2 0] DAAR 47 i % (8] R 240 b7, 38 F P ¥ AL RS 1 3845 2 REME 20T
HAFHTEAR I o Tag X PCR SN B2 M K, ANTPs SR/ X 5 % 3 40 %% 4 3% Lycoris ra-
diata SRAP [ Y 520 A Mg e W i, dNTPs fie A B 8 A B 58 25 SR Br S [l 22 B R ) HE 47 17) 1) SRAP-
PCR W R RAFTEIIE 22 5 o W) 95 5% 4R 25 TP 3R GH 19 20.0 L FLAS A6 J8 SRAP SR R AH AR, AR
ANTPs FI5 | Ppvk i 5540 BTl , RRBEAC T IRE A, B, ABFF RN 20.0 wl S 74 & 58 o 4
Vs, ATz RN PG AL RS Y SRAP-PCR R .

AHF 5T SRAP 43 F bR ic £ AR X 24 4~ 78 7 AL RS 5 R 0 38t 1 Z R AT AT, 10 X514 3 1
217 ZIE W T 2R T i, Hoh 28 AW A 212 %, ZBMEEN 97.35%, X —J7 I Ui
BT VG AL RS AN ) S FP AR A2 s st B8 5, U vEAt RSt R S RIEE . JF R AR $R 4L T %5 1
[ 358 B T SRAP 43 F b ic 5 AR 76 VU AL RS 3844 22 FE PR 9 P A 48 m RO RSE HH 808, 30K 6 1 9 R S
s . FIA R EE RS EA —E NS EME. B2, AR 845 R SRAP Fric Xt vg 5+ A% 16
AN S TR L ZREER S EBEE T R AT
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