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Genetic diversity of Gnetum parvi folium
of Fujian by ISSR Markers
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Abstract; Thirteen ISSR primers were selected to reveal the population genetic diversity of Gnetum parvifolium in
Fujian. 211 samples across 11 populations were examined. The results showed that; (1) G. parvifolium exhibited
comparatively high genetic diversity at species level while comparatively low at population level, indicating that this
species had a strong potential for survival, adaptation and expansion, but its population genetic diversity had been
effected by habitat fragmentation and human activity; (2) the genetic differentiation of G. parvi folium was among the
moderate level of gymnosperm,which was mainly caused by selection pressure and gene flow instead of genetic drift;
(3)human activities contributed to the population degradation of G. parvi folium,but this degradation had little de-
tectable effect on the genetic structure of the target species due to limited impactive time.
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1999). BRIEHERHEYWHAREEY RHEY L
2 (F 4 45 %, 2006; Prakash %, 1981; 15 & 3 &,
2006) T2 (EEY %,1989; Jauregui %, 2005) |
45F R 45 % (Hansen %, 1999; Soltis %, 1999;
Chaw 4§ 2000) JEFR % . HO ¥ % (Yao %,2004) &
354 (Isong %,1999) F 4R .
BEELRBEREYA R . S AMEN L. K
BENFERRGEFRAA FEMREELER S
B W B %, KRB (Gretum motanum ) WS B ¥
EEASEYHERREE AL CITES) M UL $,
ERE,EHREBASIMHEATHEYMOCHZ

% B FERRBE(G. giganteum) B VA B Ik f&,
LB (G. gracilipes) Jy B fE , BER 3K BRBE (G.
gnemon) . B 7% L WK FE (G. lofuense) & TR
(G. pendulum) R 5 f&, ¥ M X WK % (G. hain-
anense) 3% Bk BE (G. montanum) F/ph LB E (G.
parvi folium) FIEEIJLIEF & 5 &, XA LR
BETRE R B o8 M S8 ST
9, E5 BB WA S, £ THER 100~1 000 m %
gamrAReR . PhIR A (1998) B/ E FREEFI A
RLZHEEHAEYRFPHRXER, TEERSE
QOO HEFI A" HRE B ILEHAFEY .

F1 ERHRPATHEBELHEORBEER

Table 1 Site information of the populations surveyed in Fujian

8¢ Population FeAEHbh Sample location £ B Latitude S8 Longitude  REHK Sample size

FHRELYX THEREEOSRE 26°26'57" N 119°18'02" E 24

"BME FZ 75 N 75 82 1 B 26°03'18" N 119°23'29" E 8

B|IEH FQ BETRAFERAAEMKE 25°39'18" N 119°13'09” E 14

KRR YT AREFZLERBRRME 25°46'34" N 118°13'14" E 21

il B XY Al B 4 L1 B R R R R 25°27'18" N 118°49'07" E 16

K#HE YC KEFB T HE 4 WL 25°26'00" N 117°55'51" E 23

FfH PH T MNP -E L S K7 L FHE 24°12'33" N 117°04'56" E 19

KRBCT BMNKFEEZ TR ERFKRARHE 24°37'11" N 117°52'35" E 23

HEH LYS BAETHPREITHES LHE 25°04'29" N 116°57'10" E 23

ZHiT SM ZHWBRXER S LT 26°21'17" N 117°39'01" E 20

B ¥ NP B HR I R W R 26°38'12" N 118°07'34" E 20

I EREEREER CMBREEN W, MNAEERENBE BT . TETHRAEPRR

BEBY26.6° N)RZMOMAMILE., EXIMX BN SERRBERNEE
B TR /N i 35 PR R AE B RE M AT, X AR /N it 1.2 R A *

LREARI B RANKENEEAERR
o it A SCHEFR IR M X 89/t 3K BRI HEFT ISSR
BE ST 3B /D KRR R B SRR
ULHR e S5 R R, LAH R BF 8 X W FhoR R 9 2B 4L
YL R E R BOR 3F 0 RY F R B AE BE IR AR 1P . B
I R A AR R

1 Mk 57

L1 HE#H

RBEF BB EN, RITEREEE NILRE
B 11 AR R 211 DREE. ABRRBIFE TR
HARS 3, & HEAREERNERXTF 10 m, %
EMBHEFMBSBA R ERREAR 10 m, E#H
REMAAFKELXRE R, REE R
2007 £ 8~11 . BOHEARBO , BBt TR 8
20 CRIF. REMMRELOERE 1 A 1, &

/N SE SRR R . DNA R R BCR IR R B &
(Sun %,2002), PCR KW £ TaKaRa PCR Thermal
Cycler Dice (TP600) E#17. 25 uL RMARWT :
R (A 4 ng/pl) 1.0 pL, B8 (5 uM) 2. 5 ul., 10X
Tag Buffer (Mg free) 2.5 pL, Mg?t (25 mM)1. 5
#L,dNTP Mixture (2.5 mM) 2 pL, Taq B(2. 5 U/
pL)0. 4 pL,ddH,O #h & 25 pl, P HEFE. 94 C 2
min; 94 C 35 s,52~55 °C 30 5,7 °C 90 s,35 MEFH;
72 °C 7 min. B13k4%f4:PCR PH7E 1. 5% SR
B Em ik (1X TAE, 80 VDA B, ZEKREHE
0. 005% Goldview, F§ 1kb DNA Ladder 1 100k DNA
Ladder fEA#r#ES T B X . DNA F Bt VIL-
BER LOURMAT %K MG RFEMHR.

2 BAE A

El—5 1y =y R R ik P AR E
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Fig. 1 Map of Fujian with the sample

locations indicated

EHEY TN 1L, EBHIEHR 0, B R TR,
{# /1 POPGENE 1. 32(Yeh %,1997), B f L T
&8 45 (Hardy-Weinberg Equilibrium) , i+8 £ 75
B HSE(PPB)  Nei's % B £ 5 4 15 $ (H) (Nei,
1973)F1 Shannon's {5 58,38 % (SI) (Lewontin, 1972),
TR L8 B (Gst) \Nei's i & BE BS (D) fl g 4%
—F B (D (Nei, 197D A RER W N, [(1/Gs-1) /4],

fif | Hickory 1.1 71 & Bayesian ZH ZH M3
¥ (Hs) fl Bayesian # ¥ it 1% 43 L {5 05 (F. 3
)., ZFEARBETAFFENEZERE, BARER
FEEAEEALAFERERTE, TS AR
AR TR EE#Y5 B (Holsinger %,2002), Mt
AL T IOANBERY , B R B I Al B T BN A HL LA
W fEGEARRE F B3R UMED TE S R w2, B
PAR I ffree” B RITHE

AMOVA 1. 55 | F #4745 F 7 E 407, iH & F
BEIR] AR BE AR 46 0 O 22 4y B A B 3 K OF (Ex-
coffier %,1992) (3000 (R B#). AMOVA fj A
{4 DCFA 1. 1CGK B R4 ,2002) & .

f# F} TFPGA 34T Mantel K36, 10 30 Hu B BE 35
5 Nei's B EEE Z E A AR (3 000 WEH) ;1R
¥ Nei's i fEBEE, @ NTSYS-pe 2. 1 (Rohlf,

2000)#4F UPGMA B 4517,

3 HREH

L1 MMHEIHERMENEESHYE

M 100 2514 3k th 5 B B I
13 5199738 11 AFRRE 211 A48, A 3 3% M
MERMR 1314, HPSEEMA 115 MER 2.,

R2 SIYFEHNTHEIIW BTN

Table 2 Primers used for ISSR amplification
and number of bands per primer

3 51EF -3 EIRE R ZEM AR
Primer  Sequence 5'-3' No. of bands scored  No. of PB
UBC807 (AG)sT 12 12
UBC809 (AG): G 8 6
UBC811 (GA)sC 13 13
UBC814 (CTYzA 6 4
UBC823 (TCygC 10 9
UBC834 (AGsYT 15 13
UBC835 (AG)sYC 9 7
UBC836 (AG)s YA 10 9
UBC842 (GA)sYG 9 8
UBC845 (CTYsRG 8 6
UBC855 (AC)s YT 10 8
UBC856 (AC)s YA 13 13
UBC857 (AC): YG 8 7

Y=(C,T),R=(A,G’),PB:polymorphic bands

EYFKF L, BEH X /N ERREE PPB=
87.79% , H=0. 2202,SI1=0. 3412, Hs=0. 2460; 7E
BEKE b, B R BT PPB=48. 02%, H=0. 1719,
SI=0. 2558, Hs=0. 201, RIZMIREEHERHFR T K
FEKEFEE BETNZEEMBENRESHEER
& FAME =T AN TR B A S SRR,
T LR35 7 218 ) B9 A B R B KR K
FE ETMP HEEMERNBRESHEEER, M
B ZHAWMBENRK. BRHAFETENERES—
BEEMAENREEREAERNEEREERE
KXV BB S A BER R R (R D,

3.2 N EHEMBENREAEN

F = 07 85 4 A7 /0 I 3K R T A 38 A% AP AR JE
HESEREE Gse=0. 2282, AMOVA ##Et44L &
¥ Osr=0. 2004 (P<C0. 001) F1 Bayesian ¥ 1%
Sy46fE 05 =0. 2050, RE=ZMTEIFTHERE
B 2 5, (B R FTF IR 7 048 B 0 K /N i S5 R A
b B 1] 3 15 ML A B R — B, BT AR 802 MR
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BEREETHEN, A8 0% KNBEERFEET
FhagmE, EMHEZHABRETILBREE (P

£3 BEBRMNIHEE L AMFENRESEE

Table 3 Genetic diversity of 11 G. parvifolium populations

0.001), H 0 HEHKEERN,=1.3629) KT
i Gst BHAERRR N, =0, 8453),

Fh B Poi)ulation ZAEMEESE PPB Nei'sHEEESHEMRK H Shannon's {5 B8 364 ST Bayesian £ H B4 H Hs
XEL YT 66(50. 38 %) 0.190240. 2069 0.28054:0. 2973 0.214640. 0083
KEL YC 69(52. 67 %) 0.18734-0. 2056 0.2782+0. 2929 0.20894-0. 0076
BT LYS 73(55.73 %) 0.1873:0. 1958 0.2823%+0. 2819 0. 209440, 0077
FHELYX 69(52.67 %) 0.180140. 1998 0.2698+0. 2862 0.2084+0. 0085_
BEET FQ 63(48.09 %) 0.1748-0. 2050 0.25884:0. 2930 0.201140. 0100
K#HKELCT 68(51.91 %) 0.17404-0. 1981 0.26124-0. 2844 0.2038+0. 0068
H¥H NP 60(45. 80 %) 0.173640. 2091 0.25484+0. 2982 0.19954-0, 0087
s XY 60(45. 80 %) 0.17054:0. 2078 0.25104-0. 2961 0.201340, 0086
FHE& PH 57(43.51 %) 0.15054-0. 1973 0.224540. 2828 0. 183540, 0085
=B SM 58(44.27 %) 0.13884-0. 1843 0.211240. 2680 0.17914-0. 0077
BEMW FZ 49(37.40 %) 0.1371:£0. 1968 0.2027+0. 2815 0. 201540, 0091
-1 Mean 62.91(48.02%) 0.17194:0. 0172 0.2558+0. 0246 0. 20100, 0052

Y KF Total 115¢87.79%) 0.220240. 1849 0.341240, 2543 0. 246010, 0060

R4 FRMBR/NHIRERE 11 ANHEEMN Nei's THRES—HE () WEESEE(D)
Table 4 Nei's unbiased measures of genetic identity and genetic distance

LYX FZ FQ YT XY YC PH CT LYS SM PN
LYX — 0. 9500 0. 9527 0.9328 0.9396 0, 9385 0.9374 0.9362 0.9328 0. 9095 0.9297
FzZ 0.0513 — 0.9546 0.9271 0.9181 0, 9315 0.9207 0. 9409 0.5384 0.9044 0.9137
FQ 0. 0484 0. 0465 — 0.9419 0.9350 0.9415 0.9174 0. 9400 0.9419 0.9267 0, 9307
YT 0. 0696 0. 0757 0. 0599 — 0.9622 0. 9605 0.9287 0. 9487 0.9391 0.9240 0. 9439
XY 0.0623 0. 0854 0.0672 0.0386 — 0.9611 0.9219 0. 9482 0. 9387 0.9307 0.9518
YC 0. 0635 0.0710 0. 0602 0. 0403 0. 0396 — 0. 9360 0. 9599 0.9599 0.9336 0. 9569
PH 0, 0647 0. 0826 0. 0862 0.0740 0.0813 0. 0661 —_ 0.9562 0.9418 0.9306 0. 9491
CT 0. 0659 0.0610 0.0619 0.0527 0.0532 0, 0409 0.0448 — 0.9694 0.9378 0.9440
LYS 0. 0696 0. 0635 0. 0599 0.0628 0.0632 0, 0409 0. 0600 0.0311 -— 0.9372 0. 9473
SM 0. 0948 0.1005 0. 0761 0.0790 0.0718 0. 0687 0.0719 0.0642 0.0648 — 0.9631

NP 0.0728 0.0903 0.0719 0.0578 0.0494 0, 0441 0.0523 0.0576 0.0542 0.0376 —

X 4k b O MO A — B, AR T R ARG EER

Nei’s genetic identity(above diagonal) and genetic distance(below diagonal)

TR B X /N SRR BRI A9 Nei's 16 — B
(DFEE R 0. 9044 ~0. 9694, B EE B (D)L E N
0. 0311~0. 1005 (3 4), Bayesian ¥ 5 #f #f |8 38 £ &
A (B FEEI L 0. 1570~0. 3482(3E 5). H b fp&m
LYSHERCDMHBERMEE-—RERERU=
0.9694) , 1R 508 B H L (D=0. 0311), Bayesian #h &
B AL /N (6, =0. 1570) , 75 UPGMA B% &
WERAET —#; =1 (SM) FFEM (FZ) Byt {5 — 2
BB (I=0. 9044), 5 1% 5 B & % (D= 0. 1005),
Bayesian F B 5 40 L I B & (6, =0. 3482) , 7 UP-
GMA JRAE hthib FEITHLE(E 2),

£ Mantel & 3 (BEHLE B 3 000 ¥k, # B 8
Nei's BEEB MM BEER > A HFEREEEHLE
FA(r=0,4184,P=0. 0063<C0. 05),0; SHTREE =

ZEMFEEEEMAERR(r=0.5273,P=
0.0010) , RHABEM X /I X KBEFBEREERY
S B R R EAE .

4 Hig

4.1 MM EREGHKEBEESHESEEE M MELK
FHESHEHRR

EYFMKFELE, SEEHEREN 7 HBEFH
WA, A ERREER R B ARG EREME(E 6.

& Won(2005) M1, MEZ KR A &£ Y &
B LB I FEES 2900~1100 J5 4557, 78 b ¥ it
ERHHYEEEEE SRR EN
WHEMHWERIFER. ST KESEE=4



5 # HORTE S . 8B X /o SE BRI 14 2P ISSR 447 605
x5 FWEHMEEN 0 EfEESE (km)
Table 5 Pairwise population divergence values(fg)and geographical distances

LYX FZ FQ YT XY YC PH CT LYS SM NP
1.YX — 47.2604 90,9561 132.9910 123.0028 1 179.3682 336.0590 250.5651 282.0818 165.2115 118, 3945
FZ 0.1963 — 47.6907 121.8822 88.4725 162.5271 310.4972 220.9312 268.6244 177.5708 142, 0695
FQ 0.2149 0.1942 — 101. 2006 46.2480 131.9908 269.0938 177.7843 237.2240 175.1132 154.0261
YT 0,2727 0.2609 0.2279 — 69.8125 47.8430 208.1677 132.7131 149.3409 85,8222 95,8080
XY 0. 2405 0.2626 0. 2348 0. 1760 — 89,3285 223.2743 132.6752 192.6113 153.7503 148.1271
YC 0. 2485 0. 2440 0. 2289 0.1984 0.1688 — 160. 4596 90,2937 106.2373 105,8779 134. 7406
PH 0.2947 0.3172 0. 3438 0.2924 0. 3183 0. 2683 — 92.4971 96,7670 244,4665 288.6902
CT 0.2683 0.2125 0. 2495 0. 2140 0. 2057 0.1803 0. 2099 — 106. 0896 193.5435 224. 8448
LYS 0. 2735 0.2223 0.2373 0. 2339 0. 2419 0.1825 0.2488 0. 1570 — 158.1384 209.2246
SM 0. 3438 0. 3482 0. 3168 0. 3056 0. 2882 0. 2667 0. 3090 0. 2805 0. 2448 — 56.7992

NP 0.2949 0. 3216 0. 2908 0.2592 0.2238 0.1980 0. 2418 0. 2502 0. 2300 0. 2000 —

S B YR R M AR T TN 05 B

Geographical distances(above diagonal) and 05 values(below diagonal)

LYX 1A
S
FQ
w__h B
Xy

N

YC B
PH ————— °
cT |
LYS
SH ——— D
N ———
0.03 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.07
Coefficient

H2 WBEMR/PHLHEMEER Nei's
BEEE Y UPGMA R26£H
Fig. 2 UPGMA dendrogram based
on Nei's genetic distance

FRAEY AT, BIE /N3 RRBETE YA T Y KRR R
& Fp o AunT A 3B , & AR FEBE 4 600~200 J7 4E R
FHOEENER, KNSR L XERTH
Wi RE R R AR . DA /IN I 35 R 7 A9 434 B )
BABERPERE, KYMEFBR KA HLE T,
XEHEEROYRSEEZREEE . 55 mE
R®E LT 200 TEFWE WD K (ERE,
2008) , 3Z VK HA R M AL /1N , 14 12 b X /N SE R B ZE )
MK E R BE ZREMEAIE T &4,

FEFP KT b, NSRRI B8 % B HEE(H =
0. 1TINETFHFAEY (H=0.386) . BEE KM
YI(H=0.25) M FRZHY (H=0.2) MR 1E L+
e BRI SR RRFERP BB BREEA R, — A
HK A RAEYRERE NSRS RNy
born %,2000)., AW P/ EREREZFEEAR

Bk, B AP b, B2 B KB 2 90 mm, 3t H

R EET 40 F R HREY, AERIBE

BFRAR.ANEBERHOMBERESHEEKTE., B
X AR R B R AE SR MK E =AM ERE T B
ZHEH. BE,/NFEREMHFEBERKER
TS SR A AT, AP B A R B R R JLE
K. FHW, AR BB IR (58 /)y it SRR 8 F B K OF
e ZRHEEEL,

SR EBREZHEEZRHE(H 0. 1371~
0.1902 ZMED . WM . ZHFEINTHEERXA,
BREGE T EB R KM /AN 3ERR e, B 57 4 M 4k
AAEZANNBIR, ELFE, BN ERE D P
MABRMERRC 2T EZRET M FAMATH, X
TR RS . kT KE REMP ERZ
B AN AR R B B R LR .
42 MNHEREMBEEESUEESRE, BEET
ERATRE

R/ ZRREE Nei (05 H 2L EH Gse=
0. 2282, AMOVA FhEE43 L R B Psr=0. 2004, KBUAH
L4 F SRR (Nyborn %, 2000) 3 71 4 RAPD (iR
HIE (Gst=0. 18, Dst=0. 24), ISSR 447 B 7R,/
MSERRBE 5 B 42 (Ge 55, 2005) . B4 (Wang 4,
2004) .15 R & ¥ (Zhang 5§, 2005) FI LT # (R £
4,2005) MM BERHME LR E B BRI E 5 ALK
FREFR B 4+ B B, /DR SR RRERIR Z 0 R4 .35
F AP FLT PN TR BE (] 38 15 AU ARG . SR/ SE R
FEF BRI S LAL T 5KF.

HF Nei's BIEEE ) UPGMA BRZER R
B, 11 AP EES R AB.C.D N, HE EEE
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MABREE—E. P AXTE FBMHAEEE
Hu Ak LR N S BR A A B R ¥ 4K e 1 X, PR 2R
BLAZHRAE; B SRE MW ABEFHFHLE S
WM ERBX, 5 AXHEREFzL—F 0
PR C X lE M KBEMFIAEEFEHE R

BRI D X =W . P TR L &M,
HSHALRB R L —RIFIAHER. WK ERE
HECR BE BESHERATF, MZERARES
R} 3 1) b R B RO, BB St B4 B R4, /e 3
A M ARZNEEENBAR, HA—~ERE

Fo6 MNEHKFHESHM 7T HEFHYH ISR BEASHESHEEEMLE
Table 6 Comparison of genetic diversity and genetic structure between G.
parvifolium and other 7 gymnosperm species based on ISSR data

YyHh Species PPB (%) Hsp SI Gst (%) Dst (%) 3 #R Reference

/N EBRBE Gnetum parvi folium 87.79 0.2202 0. 3412 22.82 20.04 A BFax

ZL ¥ Pinus koratensis 79,61 — 0. 4504 5.63 — R g & ,2005

Wi#s Pinus tabuli formis 79. 38 — 0. 4468 13,56 — Li %,2008

A5 Ginkgo biloba 70. 45 0. 2408 0. 5599 14.76 14. 26 Bk EH4%,2003

HIEF Amentotaxus argotaenia 64,77 0.1839 0. 2868 72. 60 72.60 Ge %,2005

B M B8 Cycas guizhouensis 35.90 0.1082 0.1686 43.21 — Xiao %,2004

¥ Calocedrus macrolepis 26,92 0.1160 0.1662 4,20 4.10 Wang % ,2004

YR ¢ Pinus squamata 12. 30 0. 0290 0. 0480 2.40 2.43 Zhang %£,2005
R R R L. A= B B[] AR 4, 38 1% R A8 A 3T FA) L 3 A i B

— AR N, >0, 5 B N, >>1 B 3 B o7 /2 DA
L BRI 38 A T 7 A B R B R 15 240 (XU o AR %S
1999), HFE P G BHHEHRRE N, =
0.8453, M G iTEHRHYERR N,.=1. 3629, 0
/IO SRR R B FEAE — E MO RE R O TE R B
B4 e o, 25 R O O 4R K Bt A IR A

56 T B 4 2 5 Y 8t % BF 5 40 Mantel K 91
FH, /N SERRBEAS 7 A B (8] (0 B S B RS 5 M FE B
BEGEFAE, MEAML 2 BB R B (isolation-
by-distance) ¥ J7) » 72 93 2 B 070 O 2% 45 2 40 45 7 B it
RN EERE, BEETHERREE.
4.3 /MM AR EERN B AR AL B POtk S K

TERRER AN ZOAR T AR AT AR S AR
KEFEART /I RRIER R 10 4 TR, 8
MR BB A, 4 B WD, 28 R AE R
WHFEARRBZYF LK T, X B REAT5 LR
REFEERANEEERN, AWALERER ./t
T RRBEYIFOBL S SRR PO BT B T 4, i
EEBERAREE, LM ER I RERE N
3 FYMBESHERREENFE, TEA A
HF I EEBIE .

535 BEXS T 35 3638 A0 T HE B 22, A B8 H 1L
51 A 705 /0N B 405 DR F i 2 SR B R B 1 358
(BR/NBE,2000) . /NPT SERRE N L4 4 KR EA Y
oy, R, ER BB, BB RS
HENASEEREANER., e, ZymBits

B R BT ARA L BEE RN FERER, X
S K5 S T R A B AR

HBRFRRE N LR R, BNERRY
BARFRE, LR E A SR KRN KE. K
F e MBEME. BESHEERFRENEMN.
ZHMFAFRE, BOXA T A ER, MREER
FOREBAO AN, URRKEHFEAMHRY
B . (R By R SO RE » o7 @ S A R A A
BB MR AE ZH KT
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