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Phylogenetic analysis of Ranunculus cantoniensis
complex based on low-copy nuclear gene GBBSI

WANG Qun. LI Tong-Jian, HAN Xing-Jie, LIAO Liang. XU Ling-Ling"

( School of Pharmacy and Life Sciences, Jiujiang University, Jiujiang 33200, China )

Abstract : Evolutionary relationship of Ranunculus cantoniensis polyploid complex and its allied species was complicat-
ed,and hybridization and polyploidization occurred simultaneously in this complex. It was necessary to explore the
speciation and dispersal processes of high-ploid taxa. First cloned partial sequence of GBBSI gene,then phylogenetic
tree and network were constructed using the introns of GBBSI gene,and proved that the introns of GBBSI gene were
suited to study phylogenetic relationship of Ranunculus. The results showed that R. repens closely associated with
polyploid complex, participating in the origin and evolution of polyploid complex;R. cantoniensis originated from hy-
bridization of R. chinensis and R. silerifolius var. siler folius, R. sieboldii originated from hybridization of R.
chinensis and R. repens,R. repens might originated from hybridization of R. chinensis and R. silerifolius var. dol-
icathus ;R. chinensis was a key species in this complex,which may play an important role as a pivotal genome.

Key words: Ranunculus cantoniensis ; polyploid complex; phylogeny; GBBSI ; pivotal genome
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T ARG F I 7 A X 3 T AT B H T A
BEMEHBE (R, trigonus » 2x) 8 15 P IR 22 52 TE
W EE (R, vaginatus ,5x) W REH#H T B E
(R. sieboldii ,6x Fl 8x) M B (R. dif fusus,
A ZRIE IR EHE L T BB REZHEEEIK,
NI E ARSI G AR T B H &
BKEE . K% ERE.KMEEE (R. sileri folius var.
dolicathus ,2x) ¥ B H W EE BT R; [
AR E B RE SR LTS ERE
% [F N AFAE 25 A0 5 2 S8 BRI WUSE 2% 1 IR 45
(B 58 45,1995, 1996, 20085 Xu et al.,2013), H
IRUA BRI AR R G M I R KT K
FR 3 W T AEL i A P 2 QAT R BN A AR 1 JE
B S R AT SR R

Fe 2 S 5 22 A A R A rh R AF A oK F R 9 45
A7 HE LA w] AT i 05 gt 1 Y 45 o7 % A 8 9 LA |26
HE 09I S AL 8 (X RS S 45, 2007) . FEAF 584
Yoy Z G AL 42 19 DNA B cpDNA
J¥ %] nrDNA J¥ %, {0 cpDNA 76 K Z HH Y b
SRR . HORE PR B R #E L 35 5t (Corriveau e
al.,1988), 7€ nrDNA i DLFESE[R]Bg X I TS J¥ 51 b
B R Tz % EE R B R R R B a8 v T T8 T
HEMNMKE N RS K E W (Yang et al..2007),
B TR — B AL R e 2 R
F AR 1 R 388 4% R A, i 45 32 36 D ZE A 98 42 22
MR Z AL RN R Gk T W32 B FR ] (Zheng
et al.,2008) , AR E 545 DAL Ik P 45 /D 52 B 24 5
Ml , ] 5 K N ] R A7 R Y 466 B ], O HHE & 7
DAL R, B A FEMRERFREE 20
HELMARZ RN RELTRRANRY TH
(Oh er al..2003; X MEAF . 2007) . UKL 25 5 B 3
6 i 1 3 A (Granule-bound starch synthase I,
GBBSD) &% M D2 . GBBST 2 {4k 1.
THNE TR ERBA L NE T NIRRT
G, Z B VPR ) BN AR By IR AR S HLAE 3%
AR RHE Y R 5k B AR BT 2 A GR %A
45,2008 ; Peralta et al.,2001), % TAKH DA% LK
TEZ S S IR 2 A% AL 2R &R ae AL OF 58 b g e 3
AHIEFE R FHAR S D3 Ky 91 BT 3R 1 51 9 I A i
FHF BB B 2 A5 R B L 0T 2 i 9 K % D0 A% 56 1R A
e, UMEXZE ST RGLE b, EIR AR
WIZE G IOEG MM RERKE RR, T2k
KR B b 2

1 #E5F*

1.1 ##}

S A RER AR M AR IE AR AS 5 UL SR 1, SEUEARAC
TRAET UL 2R B 22 5 A dn B 22 B A A = (JJTU) .
1.2 Ak
1.2.1 DNA #3 R MR CTAB ¥ (Lodhi et
al.,1994) $& US40 B4 ORHAY JE P 20 DNA,

1.2.2 GBBSI %A B ¥ % 4l GBBSI J¥9, 7 {&
SFX BT IR W B B GBBSIT AL 3R
— B e )y 5. iz AR ) FPNI-PCR (Fu-
sion primer and nested integrated PCR) &9 14 D)
RWGZ T 5 M3 )7 5] (Wang et al.,2011),

1.23 Ae T 754 % MNERES®M GBBSI ki
D] 36 R 43 PR 1 41 E G g 1 40 ) )
X T e R A kR R R Y P
T. %5 ¥ F 5 N GBBSI-F: 5'-TCTTCCAAT-
TCTGCTTGTCGG-3", GBBSI-R: 5'-CTAAGG-
TAGCAAGGGAGAACAACAG-3', 7 PCR % th
AL 10 pl SR FR L IR 9 2 43 2 10 X
PCR Buffer 1 pL,25 mmol « L' MgCl, 0.6 pL,10
mmol « L' dNTPs 0.1 pL.,0.5 U Taq DNA &
it , FE P 20 DNA 2 20 ng, 10 pmol « L' IE K [0 5] 4
% 0.2 pL, K REE KA TR, PCR R 2 )7 h
94 °C 5 min;94 “C 30 s,60 °C 30 5,72 “C 1 min,35
AMEFR ;72 CHEAH 7 min, PCR =¥ 1% 0 BiBE
Y R J P KR AT ARG

1.2.4 PCR =4 @i, £ &0 /5 PCR W= %
1.5 %0 B B e Wl B I L VK S S HE 58 A0 IR o i R 48 R
TNV . ] SanPrep #: 20 DNA & [F 5G] &
(11§ Sangon AE¥) TR 7D e, 4 My A B
HEREE] pMDI18-T Ak (K i TaKaRa £ #)72 A)
o YA KR R A A M, 25
Amp HoPE % % FE & PCR i & )5 AN 251 2 /0
FEEL 20 4~ BH Pk FE B 3% Sangon 23 &,

1.2.5 BB R R LT 5 A K 7 EE 4
A Geneious 4. 8 # 4 (Http://www. geneious.
com), 2 Bk 51 9 f1# AR ¥ 5 )5, R H Clustal W
(Thompson et al.,1994) #1775 L XF . HoXF &5 3R
FH MEGA 5.1(Tamura et al.,2011) 8 H A% F R
A SN A5 B AT 2945 B RS B, 1k DL A ik
(Bayesian inference, B]) #J & £& 4 # (Huelsenbeck
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et al.,2001), ffi f§ MrModeltest2.2 ¥ %5 24 #f #%
TR U A XS GBBST $U45 5 1 #0045 B2, P A0
GBBST JEN #AE Ay S AR S HKY + 1+ G, Mr-
Bayes B AL AL B J7 2 “begin mrbayes; ” JF 4G , A [H]
FTRL 7 4 R, Bl "end; " S5 3. 32 ] Splits Tree
(Kloepper et al.,2008) #47 Network 4347, F %k

*1
Table 1 The

T A B A J5 K H Median-Joining (M]) 75 % (Ban-
delt et al..1999) . ZJ7 BB 7K W ¥ 51 B9 i A
SR SR T X e 07 TR AR A IR R o i
SRFPEA R A, i R EE 2GR E S

A B H: 3 2% P %) TG AR v ] 3 2 ) (median-Joining

network) ,

SLI8

origin of materials

KA PR A SR o [ RS
IJERE Taxon Origin Voucher Clone GenBank accession
T 77 55 = L. Liao1050910  H-1,H-10 & H-16 KF240886 & KF240893
Ranunculus chinensis (2x) Puer, Yunnan H-2 & H-9 KF240894 & KF240901
L EE Py LA L. Liaol051074  J-1,]-10 % J-16 KF240922 & KF240929
R. silerifolius var. silerifolius (2x) Puer, Yunnan J-2 & J-9 KF240930 & KF240937
KT Py R L. Liaol051013  C-1,C-10 & C-15 KF240871 & KF240877
R. silerifolius var. dolicathus (2x) Puer. Yunnan C-2 & C9 KF240878 2 KF240885
R ER = L. Liaol051047  L-1,L-10 & L-16 KF240938 & KF240945
R. trigonus (2x) Puer, Yunnan L-2 & L-9 KF240946 & KF240953
BEE YLPE LT L. Liao1210131 Y-1,Y-10 & Y-17 KF240983 & KF240991
R. cantoniensis (4x) Jiujiang, Jiangxi Y-2 £ Y-9 KF240992 & KF240999
LN GEYE nHEREY L. Liao050514 PS-1,PS-10 & PS-14 KF240954 % KF240959
R. diffusus (4%) Kunming. Yunnan PS-2 & PS-9 KF240960 & KF240967
WHER 2 P T L L. Liaol072514  PZ-1,PZ-10 & PZ-15 KF240968 & KF240974
R. repens (4x) Lijiang, Yunnan PZ-2 & PZ-9 KF240975 & KF240982
(L =Y TS K L. Liao050518 HQ-1,HQ-10 & HQ-19 KF240902 & KF240912
R. vaginatus (5x) Liupanshui, HQ-2.HQ-20 KF240913 & KF240914
Guizhou HQ-3 & HQ9 KF240915 & KF240921
BTER G| PAE 2 L. Liao050516 YZ-1,YZ-10 & YZ-19 KF241000 & KF241010

R. sieboldii (6x)

Liupanshui,

YZ-2,YZ-20 & YZ-23

KF241011 & KF241015

Guizhou

YZ-3 & YZ-9 KF241016 % KF241022

2 HREAMN

2.1 BER GBBSI F 5

TELRSY X B 1 1 9F 51 9 97 4% 153 3 — 2% 299
bp R Bt. Ml H FPNI-PCR 8 2 3K U T IE 7 47
B3 918 bp MR UE 1379 bp BT A, %G T
BIKJEH 2 465 bp, £ BLAST K% ¥ 51 504 I L
TR, 543 5% (Viburnum erubescens) GBBSIT
SEPIRZ AT By 90 B9 R AL D 72,706, 5 56 TR AR AR
(Platanus occidentalis)GBBSI 3 K #% B2 15 51 1)
FHEES 71.0% .
2.2 GBBSI BB A& FF 5

ke TR BRE AR 9 KRR
152 550, R N & 7 KR 22 3 B0/ BR TR
HEEAY T BENDEBITFS N 487 bp LISh, KR
JP A K ¥ 7E 501 ~506 bp Z I8l H X5 MK &N
512 bp, FHEIAYA & TR IR B, 512 bp
A 127 DR RRAL AL 5 Ho 70 A8 2015 2

Sy
(A=

23 REEBH

HF GBBSI BEHN & FIFFIMEN RGE Kk E
BRI AP EE R 9 M REBENE D, K
HEE B EE 9T B EMEE TR RIE
1T Hh s rEERBEEERER RN — 3 KIEEEA
R ERR 3G REENHEHEE MRER
MEGERAN:;REE N T EE KK ER.
M ERMEEEEMEHEEE. B FEEM
HERWBREN; REEM P EFEHTER. #
BN HE A BB B FERMEEELS 6
ARBEREHEN MV RARETE BEHEV .
IX 3 531 El e Wk T B RIS W B 5 1 8 DL B 4 i
2.4 PR BEL X R

A R B G 2 i i AR aE B TR (L 2) 5 B
BB . 152 ZN & FIFHIEH 99 3K
R, XA POIRGE R E 11 A SR, ok A
e BEE B FEEMBEREERN 15 P65
PR SE 4 — 300, IR BT 4032 1, 0k [ Bl R A Y
EEM 5 LA 3 A [ P54 R T4 X
1; #k HE%EEMBEERMTIR T 2,
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Fig. 1 Phylogenetic tree using bayesian inference from Ranunculus cantonensis polyploid complex and its allied species C. R.
sileri folius var. dolicathus; H. R. chinensis; J. R. silerifolius var. silerifolius; L. R. trigonus; Y. R. cantoniensis; HQ. R. vaginatus; PS. R.
dif fuses;PZ. R. repens; YZ. R. sieboldii. The same below.
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B 1A FFAERL RS2 9.,
3 WikhH®

DUt 0 e AR BT e K AR SR 1 7 B AR J 3
i H 51T SRR R B 0 52 0 Rk, B 7E B
V1) A Ak R A R ) S 30 A R A B AR L 4 A R (I
5 .2007) . BRI, R G0 dE AL BT AR 3R 7R 43 5 iF
R Wy RO A XL T8 1 3 OR 44 38 W PR A 2
JIT LA ) 3R G AR U AF 5T 2% 28 i S TR 2 A5 AL 25 B
R GEEE - AR 3E 10 25 #4) B 5 4 b o AR 7 B 1)
5y 3t R (Makarenkov et al.,2004) . #H L BI #41i
T PR S5 A RE e BE I RS 10 L B8 T A BT R R
Gt o B L B, ARWE ST 25 A R AR S
ZEAERKRILEGMN RS kB #HTHE.
3.1 GBBSI EAMT R4

15 22 B Y 2 BEAIE 58 v, B DL SR 48 DL A R
DA RE H2 (4 T 22 1 15 B 07 A, HL AT B 5 1Y £ 4 (Sang
et al.,2002), AWML T GBBSI KN & FIF
51,512 bp AT 70 AR AT L0 B s, AL R
13.7% L BB G A TR BRIERM T RS
HEAE G & L PR % 3 AT DL Ok R B E 2 AR
FIGRGRRERE .
2 HAIREREEAUELEXRRIE

WAL B E N AR AR Y A 2B K
AR, 25T ) B T b T E AL AR A AR O HL A A
Mo =R SRR R, T E R N 2L
FLAAHYY AR R A 2B 1 T AR 2R AR, FE Y
Wb Z A3 A, o = L B B O B R (E
SCRAE 19800, XA FIEIE A AT B 2 1AL
ZAE RN EM TR A IR B L LR, AR E
BLHR S AL & M7 T B Y GBSSI SLE T 51 58
AR (B 2 5332 1,43 32 3 433 5) , R HHE
KA T EEFREXRERIT. s ZE
G 8 AW RIS B, AR BRI A ZE AR
(Xuet al.,2013), U FLERE AT REEZE
AHRXEREY VS S TInE A ENEESH#L.
33 85k PEEENER

T[] 24 52 R 6 PR 20 52 i 7 A ) g Ak i R B0
AN SEAR BRI 05 8 A B S AR S R Al b, i
B AS R AR AE PSR ) 9 4503 3 ] (Ekert et al.
2010), #4345 T B GBSSI 3 b 5 16 @& s
AT ALY (B 2 40 32 1)L i B o — 890 8 F B

F Y GBSSI il 5 # 8B R 1Y T 5 AH [ 3 A7 1
(2 533 1,433 3 M43 5) . Uil B E 47
E T A AN [ B 45 5 AL, 43 531 5 48 s 6 L R T 1T
AEIEMFELG KR, 7B E 6 MRAT 68 i
B0 (2x) MR AL B (4x) 8 8 I A5 T i, #e g o
R4 J7 TH BB B9 BT R HG TR AR K, Osborn
(2003) TA R 7 5 U 22 A5 A vh BE DR 3R 3k I L =2 — J2
BN F RGN LEIE T FEEERESE 5%
T T A AR AL T O AR T A

B B LA U R A R, 3 R A% R 22 A M O
THEGEEZR ZRE BB R%,1995) ., BE
T — 0 43 35 PR 2R R 7 S 10 2 PR AR SR A — S (A
29732 D BEM I — B3 BE I RS B R
3L R R A — S (2 4352 2), hiALA 1 A SE
MEZA M RBEENRERNBMEE — X (H 2 5%
O KU HFR B R E EAR G EE A SRS
H5THEENMAERESERGIE R, LRERS ITS
750 43 M R 6 JE A 24 58 (Xu et al. . 2013) (5T
SEIR— B0 BIUESE T B E A R A T B R T
BRI R B

Z AL AR R RS B B I AR R Gk
B b B TR ] s 0 Sk DR DL (R 1 AR
ILEREBENMBEEEN ., — AR ERES
W B R RGO R BT D5 — Jy U AR R Y
X S B PR P8 DA S R TR R 8 DL st A% 45 I R T8 LY
Yy, I X Wy FR s b B 2 BTk (Sonnhammer et
al.+2002) .

3.4 B EMESEELRER

O A R B AT G b v 11 22 5 AR 35 A T T e 114 3
4], Stebbines(1971) 48 i, — 26 — f% (&4 ¥ G $2
I IR S HE YN RCHA G L
FEARRE P, 3 A 36 40 R i 41 36 41, Zohary
(1962) 48t , 24> Z A5 Mt 22— AN A A i FE P 41, 3
A AR IE T AR B AR R R, TR E A,
s HIES S THEBEEMYE T EENE R, & 0]
RS 5 T B HCE EORAE I B 5 A9 T B, B I T 1
JEAZ S AR TR RN T Ak 1Y) OGS B L RS 3 AK 41 35 PR 4
M E AR .

K NI N GBBST fE Al B H 25 1hE
BB HGR R R R T ER R R %
PR 7 5 15 22435 A vl ] )5 A B 1 38t % 15 8., g 8
TR FH 2 B DS 4 DB 2 A% A 114 2 1R RN 2 35 1R 52 & R IR
B R GG T 25K E SN R L5
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