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FRE=MHEREEFHMEERRAR

TAE', KB, FRE, K2, Rak't LR

(1. = TRERL R AR 2207, TR =110 4720005 2. W RaRHEE e B TR 240,
TR =110k 4720005 3. TR AL K 2E ARezBe, FRM 450002 )

& . # % (Cymbidium faberi) J& =FF 22 JE ALY , B A 2 L YO A A UG BT A Sh R W Bl LB B
29 ) B S TR Tp B 2R WA (5 B RGP, ZR 08 2 3R [ p Jb A i b B R I AR R % 4
BEBE R T AR 2R 04 Y AR 2 B AL 1Y S, I I 5 R R O SR 1 1Y 2 X 24 DNA 514 psbA—trnH Fl 1pl14 -
rpl36 KRS L 15 ASFIVEE 271 ANASRIEFT T F0 5 35 R Y | 20 B s A% 22 RE | R I 35t 4% 25 4 1 Ak B A
TEMEG , Z5RB . (1) B R R S ZREME Ry 0,725, F B H IR Z AR 3.1 x 107, 2
AR ZREMK . (2) 22 707 227081 (AMOVA ) 85 SRR B 28106 3 22 it 4 8 53 2 30 R A AE R RE Y
(88.84%) , FlHf [H] 3815 78 AN i 11.16% , B a8 4% 70 LK P AR (@, = 0.112,P<0.01) & A T i b ik
ZRHERLER . (3) R WA B LS R B R, BR 3 M EEAEFE A KBRS a3 BB (1 o A8 3 (R 3 0, o AR &
RIS ) LAAN , HARFIEE R K AR EE (N,,) YR T 1, RUIR I AR Ah 1/ 0 B S i 8, 25
IA K R B AL R N AR T AT RE R 8 1 A5 AR P B R S SR b PR A AR S DR A A AR
ZFERE Y LSZ A1 NCZ FPE WIS 0T A iz Py Fh s 5 5% U R 4 4 (L R AR 4
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Abstract; Cymbidium faberi is a species of the genus Cymbidium in Orchidaceae. It is listed in Appendix II of the

Convention on International Trade in Endangered Species ( CITES) and Information System of Chinese Rare and
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Endangered Plants ( ISCREP ). The Qinling Mountains are a geographically north-south climate boundary and an
important ecological barrier in China. To understand the genetic background of wild C. faberi in this region, 271 samples
from 15 populations were subjected to sequence amplification and sequencing, and were analyzed to evaluate the genetic
diversity, genetic structure and gene flow among populations based on psbA—trnH and rpl14-rpl36 intergenic spacers of
chloroplast DNA. The results were as follows: (1) The mean haplotype diversity was 0.725 and nucleotide diversity was
3.1 x 107, indicating a high level of genetic diversity. (2) The results of analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA )
revealed that as much as 88.84% of molecular variance was distributed within populations, only small percentage of the
total genetic variation was attributed to genetic differences among populations (11.16%), and the level of genetic
differentiation was low (@, = 0.112,P<0.01), and no obvious phylogeography structure was formed. (3) Estimation
results of gene flow indicated that unidirectional gene flow moving from these populations to other populations was
stronger than that from other populations. However, gene flow intensity (N, ) was superior to 1.0 in most cases,
suggesting the presence of frequent seed-mediated gene flow between populations. In conclusion, long-distance dispersal
and spread capabilities of C. faberi seeds may result in the lack of population genetic structure. It is recommend that LSZ
and NCZ populations should be given priority for in-situ conservation because these two populations have much higher

haplotype diversity. This study provides a theoretical basis for the conservation of germplasm resources of this species.
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ZEI 11 Jhk 2 B A A A 0 b EL 4 SR 2R T A
AR BEEE, BA R SR R K R K
WEHEZ e, HE 22 IE FR1E 5 Z FE b i 4
BNRZ TR AL T MR EE R R A
BRAEYZHEE RN EENMX Z—, Yuan 55
(2012) FIFH 14 X DA FAri, BF58 T #1184
FPHRRE 5 A% G5 00, 45 38 W1 2% 04 4t 11 i () A7 72
AR S, 8% s b TR 3 (Fgp = 0.302)
X T RE A2 P AZ 20 A B v Be Ak A O T R
M, Zhao % (2013 ) X Z8 U4 A 11 1L S8 I B 5% %
B, A R ) 47 7 0 345 oAk, L vT R SR AL Oy
SN kISR AR L, Lin 55 (2014) XF Z 14 8L
LRIt R | 63.27% Y it % A8 A7 AE T Fh BE
], A (A 3 R A B (N, = 0.358) , Fl - 19 JE 1
BERETRE IR H T 3L U, Wang 45 (2018) Xf %
U rR AR ) AE 5 U SR BH A 25.97 % Y st AL A8
SR HAAERDRE ], 74.03% 358 14 48 5 Kk A AE R RE
P, BB PR () A AE S K SR R, Bt ] L,
R GG BN A T R W 7R f A DS N =3 T
B 55 R Z 0 ZR IS Fh I8 A5 4% ey AT S B

B % (Cymbidium faberi) X 4 LT 2, )& 22 F)
( Orchidaceae ) *%J& ( Cymbidium ) FE9) , BF A= H >4 2
BB AT A Wi BT A 2h A ) Fi L B 5 5 A 2)
B S T A b [ 2 A6 i e M 15 B R SRy L
Sy RSl N N G A A WL IR e ]
UM B BN AR JE AR BN L A

A3 (H ER A B b E R A AR 2 5143, 1999)
AT, %8 0 22 JF R i oy £ 4 T R 4%
RAEM S ML Z R A Rtk | e iR % A
TR A3 TR A 35t 4% FIAR PR 38 Gl A= W) 2 4%
PR 77 1 (B #§ 45, 2016, 2017 ; Song & Zhang,
2018 ; B E5 45,2020 ; Liang et al., 2021 ;Lv et al.,
2023) , MEAh, AT WFSE A XL PG L R AR AR
SRty THESE, BN, %75 HE (2012) R H ISSR
Sy FhRic, RHTL VG 48 B AR B 24 AT BEAR AL 0 BT
S N I B s R v e G = S )
0.936; 223 V5 (2013 ) X Y174 45 BF A= 3 2% Fh BE ITS
Fnt2 R DNA JE D] ] B X #6471 43 A, 1TS )3 471
GYF 07 25 B ah S A O R R IR 1Y st AR AR o
18.22% , Fp B N 1Y it 15 A8 5+ 0 67.87% , M ¢ {&
DNA Zr#rah R B, R ) 35t 1% 28 555 50.03% ;
HER £ (2020 ) XYL PE 222 1L k) 3 Fh 2% @ A9 2K
25 S FIGE 2L R 2E I TS, petB—petD JT
F A3 Hr el BB 2L 17 DR RELL 168 NS
LA 11 PR S Ar FhRE 2 ()3 o 1 K OE B
SR AR 25 BRI EA T AL 28

A 40 5 R I A0 455 A 453 A 5 1 25 DR R o - A
SFER G, SURP 7 A 5 00 3 R RE A8 ST B
FhRE, 444K DNA ( chloroplast DNA, cpDNA) 4%
FATRT B o T/ 7R R 2800 R b 2 B R sk
e (RPFHLAE 2023) 812 I H TR 3 R b HE
SRR AL T B R FE R AR ST, B, Fay
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S5 (2009) XA 22 TF & 1 st fL 2 iF 5%, I cpDNA
AEGRAS X rps16 Fll aceD—psal T VE Ry 5% Ff 3 A
W5 T Fic ; Jermakowicz 45 (2015) & F cpDNA
Bt trnL rps16 trnL—trnF Fl accD —psal XF BV VA
2RI AT ST, e IR AL H 78 JCER 43 R Fef
e A AE, BRI T2 i W) 0 9 3 R Ml 3 25 4
Pérez-Escobar %5 ( 2017) ) H N %5 5% 18] b X ITS .
yefl Fl trnS—trnG J¥ 5, X} 2= BHEY) Cycnoches 4T
TR UYL R I Ll ROAS 23 R i 22 B
T Fh 7 AL 4G 1 B 05

ZE U Y A 3 22 0 A 1 s A i, 28 0 3 22 P
e AET WA AL K HOR AL I AR 2 B AT 2
%o DA T BERAZ RS A AN A AR AL
SEIRIZR A = AR 1 43 A R R A 3
AR, 35 A% 22 R I AE R 5 R R S A Tl M 0R Bk
o TEICHTSCN MO B A 222 BERSUAR R ast A% 1
SO AR 6 E B R4 SR s A PR A
SRR R AR E X L RHE Y RS
WA TERE A5 45 7 Oy T UG W 3 i e (HL 2
Xof ZR AT 22 (1) 35t A 2 A M BRUIR: |38t A 45 4 A A (1)
I R RO AN N B = . ABFE LA
UAHFAEEE 22 15 AFIRE 271 AT S il i
cpDNA 1 psbA—rrnH F1 rpl14-rpl36 HIIF 204, B
TEARTT % I 38 > Tl b 1) 38t 1% 45 1 B T 68 52 ) (K]
T ONFEIGE 2 P R R R R

1 #MHEF*

1.1 #F#}

RIEZRIGH 2L 15 DFOHE 271 DAEAR BN F
RARFEA  BEAMEERE 15~21 DA, A1
TRAE 2~ 3 DA i i T4 5 2= IR AR A, T
TP 41 5 DNA S HL, 40 FlORjF 28 22 (B 8 4y
TEGnEE 1 s AE 15 ASFhEE R I e B R RE
(NCZ) BV PG £ P (SXX) i 3B 25 0 322 (463
km) o NCZ A7 T 28 I8 AR BE M, X X ARF- 1 X
IRH 14.8 °C 4EFEK &8 800 ~1 000 mm , A # 2 7l
Ry T R PR MRORE J2 375 01 AR T R B
¥5 ( Quercus variabilis) , B 45 ( Cotinus coggygria )
KA B ( Deutzia grandiflora) %5 ; SXX Fh#EA; T 28
W b AT BRI 5 9T 9T 11 B ( NXC) A A= R A
1 Bk A WA 35 ( Pyrrosia petiolosa ) FERASAL Y ,
LI G TCE W R R SO FPRE (LXG) AR

1Y ( Rhododendron simsii) 5 17 B8 Wi + £F £ Fp
(LSZ) i FifEH 1 261 m AYBEHE

a. AR (NCZ) FRF 3 =2 4 75 b. AT Rg 7)1 (NXC) Fh
REE 2 AE)T ;5 e BRIGFSRUFNRE (SDF) AETE S HFEAE; d. NCZ
T 2

a. Seedling of Cymbidium faberi in Cuizhuang, Henan (NCZ)
population; b. Peduncles of C. faberi in Xichuan, Henan (NXC)
population; c. Flowers of C. faberi in Danfeng, Shaanxi ( SDF)
population; d. Capsules containing seeds of C. faberi in NCZ

population.

1 HRIREZREHE
Fig. 1 Morphological characteristics of Cymbidium
faberi in the Qinling Mountains

1.2 (U E5iLH

il PKHL ( SIM-F140 #4) 8 4fi 7K #L ( AKJY-20
A1) PCR X (7% [ Biometra) | ¥ i€ 16 211X ( XK96-
B ) 7R K #4 (SANYO MLS-3750 #9) | i
AR B O AL (HITACHI CF16RX 1Y) 88 e 1 1%
SrHT 280 (Alpha Innotech) ¥ HREI 41 DNA $2Ht
& [ R (dbst) AIRA T 55,
1.3 EF4H 5 DNA £ F 5 18

6 FH R AR G057 & 4 B 2 L 4 6 DNA L A
% B psbA—trnH (F; GTTATGCATGAACGTA
ATGCTC, R: CGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAAATC )
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(Sang et al., 1997) 1 rpl14-rpl36 (F: AAGGAAAT
CCAAAAGGAACTCG,R: GGRTTGGAACAAATTACT
ATAATTCG) (Shaw et al., 2007) P % i 4% A& DNA
19, X BT A FEAR AT PCR 973, PCR IV A6
K Z& 20 pL, 10xbuffer 2 pL, dNTPmix 0.2 mmol -
L' Taq B 0.5 U, b FHS I35 0.2 wmol - L,
DNA #2450 ~ 100 ng, ¥ 342 )7:94 C HiAL 1k 5
min;94 CAM: 35 5,56 CiBk 45 5,72 CHEMH 90 s,
35 MEPR ;72 CHEH 10 min, 4 CLRAF, § 8™
BN BRI BR S w HEA T
1.4 553

AR - W P % e 91 AT N AR OE, PR RIS
TE ClustalX2.1 #{F ( Thompson et al., 1997) HHi#EfT
A EE XT 5 BT A B 2% A A5 (insertion/deletion
sites, InDels) 2 & f7 it 1% {7 B, A 06 fiff
SeqState X 4 ( Miiller, 2005) ' “ simple indel-
coding” 75 (Simmons & Ochoterena, 2000 ) X} H: i}t
174 15 ; F) H DnaSP 5.10 %14 ( Rozas & Rozas,
1995) 45 i # 4% A Z £ M (haplotype diversity, H,)
A F R 2 A 1P (nucleotide diversity, o) 5 F] H
Network %X 4 ¥4 3 535 0 % 2% [K] ( Bandelt et al.,
1999) ; 7£ ArcGIS 22 fil 547 B4 b B 53 A3 P15 A
NCBI [ % ( https ;//www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov/) T %k
2B 22 @ AW B 2% ( Cymbidium sinense ) W 4R 1K 4
LA 51 (ON969301. 1) , Lh 8 % 4 g Sh A
FIH MEGA 7.0 B A “ Kimura’ s two-parameter
model” 5T ] 352 1% B 2 I 44 2 48 42 % ( Kumar
et al., 2016) ,1 000 K& & ; | Arlequin 3.5.2 X {F
( Excoffier & Lischer,2010) X} DNA 4 347 4 F
T ZE 4 W ( analysis of molecular variance,
AMOVA) ; #] Fi| Migrate 5.0.4 {4 ( Beerli, 2006)
A P 1] JE [ AL 98 ( gene flow intensity, N, ) ,
Horist % Z 500 Al 11 R H Bayesian 5k, 0 KX
#2410 000, burn-in BEE N 1000, H K 55 B
xN, =Mx8, Horh M R iE R B A5 THE , 0 £os A &Fh
RERN, 58 x=1,

2 R E M

2.1 BEREEM

H-4#{K DNA psbA—trnH i rpl14—-rpl36 51 B
FeJE B4 1 344 bp, LA H 29 4> InDels, 49 Fh i
158 B P 5 $2 38 2 NCBI M3l | 3845 GenBank %

5 PQ199406-P(Q199503 , fnge 1 FiR .

15 ASFhE AR T 2 AR (H,) Y5 Y 0.324 ~
0.924 ¥J{EH 0.725 (% 2) , H:vr 1SZ 1 NCZ Fil
BEM H, % &5 (0.924), SXX Ff B 19 H, & 1%
(0.324) , 15 MHABEM AT IR Z 8 1M () S0 H A
1.3 x 10°(SDF) ~ 5.6 x 10°(LSZ) , Bk & , 2%
A2 2% ELA A Y PR TR R

FIIH DnaSP 5.10 # A4 4r Hr 45 2 /Y 49 Fh B4
Arp 27 FhEAE AR BAAS E S F R R A B A 22
P g5 BYAr A 76 2 AN 2 AR BE b, Ho ) Bl
T H2 B R e i, AR 13 DR EET A A6, A
5 SYX Al LSX (2 AP B b FEER 20 434 km) , #A
f5R H10 76 11 DFEE 44 404, HT 7€ 10 A Fl
B A (K 2)

22 PFHENNER

PLER 24BN AN EHE, R A MEGA #1449 g %
WA IEF A 38 25 15 A FREFR ABEE M . F Bl 2. c TT,
ZUISHY AR 2 R I RER I — 2, P 25
Mr( AMOVA) &5 501 | 88.84% I 1 A4 748 53 K HE 7
HOCLPOEEDY FIRE R A 54T A FAL AT 11.16% (P <
0.01) (& 3) , F WA Z3 04 3 = PR ] 32t 1% 53 fk /K
BAG, WA T B 3 R M R A A
2.3 EAR

i Migrate #XPRA5A 45 2L (3R 4) Al A1, BR SFS,
SXX Fl SZA FhHEAFAE A XF FR A1) F K 3 (1 i
FER R R, i A B 3 R A S5 ) LR, 322 K
3 AR ] 10 0L ) 36 PR B (V) B R T 1, R
Z U % b RE () b T A0 5 19 5 TR 38 A, T
FEE =Y Hoh R E B,

3 W5 E®

3.1 B S

LY Z RV 2 R R G R I
WY, T a5t A A8 AR LR A A 2 AR P AR
MG BRI o 8 I 0 ZR 08 322 15 A RhRE 271 DA
1K1 2 > cpDNA J5 51 73 Bt , 45 2R 175 28 I 2 2 Fif
BEF 2 BRI ZREME O 0.725 P IR 2 A
M3 x 107, 3 T2 BHEY Epidendrum fulgens
(H;: 0~ 0.508) ( Pinheiro et al., 2011),
Vexillabium yakushimense (7: 1.30 x 107) ( Saeki
et al., 2014)  Malaxis monophyllos (H,: 0.702; 7,
1.96 x 107) (Jermakowicz et al., 2015) | Liparis
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Table 1 GenBank accession number of 49 haplotypes
5k C;inga;k Gyingagk (}yinéagk C;inéagk
DNA L S L S L N L S
Chloroplast ~ Haplotype GenBa‘nk Haplotype CenBa-nk Haplotype CenBa-nk Haplotype GenBa‘nk
DNA accession accession accession accession
number number number number

psbA—-trnH H1 PQ199406 H14 PQ199419 H27 PQ199432 H40 PQ199445
H2 PQ199407 H15 PQ199420 H28 PQ199433 H41 PQ199446
H3 PQ199408 H16 PQ199421 H29 PQ199434 H42 PQ199447
H4 PQ199409 H17 PQ199422 H30 PQ199435 H43 PQ199448
H5 PQ199410 H18 PQ199423 H31 PQ199436 H44 PQ199449
H6 PQ199411 H19 PQ199424 H32 PQ199437 H45 PQ199450
H7 PQ199412 H20 PQ199425 H33 PQ199438 H46 PQ199451
H8 PQ199413 H21 PQ199426 H34 PQ199439 H47 PQ199452
H9 PQ199414 H22 PQ199427 H35 PQ199440 H48 PQ199453
H10 PQ199415 H23 PQ199428 H36 PQ199441 H49 PQ199454

H11 PQ199416 H24 PQ199429 H37 PQ199442 — —

H12 PQ199417 H25 PQ199430 H38 PQ199443 — —

H13 PQ199418 H26 PQ199431 H39 PQ199444 — —
pl14-rpl36 H1 PQ199455 H14 PQ199468 H27 PQ199481 H40 PQ199494
H2 PQ199456 H15 PQ199469 H28 PQ199482 H41 PQ199495
H3 PQ199457 H16 PQ199470 H29 PQ199483 H42 PQ199496
H4 PQ199458 H17 PQ199471 H30 PQ199484 H43 PQ199497
H5 PQ199459 H18 PQ199472 H31 PQ199485 H44 PQ199498
H6 PQ199460 H19 PQ199473 H32 PQ199486 H45 PQ199499
H7 PQ199461 H20 PQ199474 H33 PQ199487 H46 PQ199500
H8 PQ199462 H21 PQ199475 H34 PQ199488 H47 PQ199501
H9 PQ199463 H22 PQ199476 H35 PQ199489 H48 PQ199502
H10 PQ199464 H23 PQ199477 H36 PQ199490 H49 PQ199503

H11 PQ199465 H24 PQ199478 H37 PQ199491 — —

HI2 PQ199466 H25 P(Q199479 H38 P(199492 — —

H13 PQ199467 H26 PQ199480 H39 PQ199493 — —

loeselit ( H, = 0.356) ( Wiland-Szymanska et al.,
2016) \E. atrorubens (H,; 0.292 ~0.686; . 0.50 X
10°~1.50 x 10°) (Hens et al., 2017) . Cypripedium
calceolus (H;; 0~0.689) (Minasiewicz et al., 2018)
F1 Pelatantheria scolopendrifolia (. 1.88 x 107)
(Yun et al., 2020) , {HB& (K T Phalaenopsis amabilis
(H,=0.758) (Tsai et al., 2015),

H I AT L, 2% 06 0 =2 o 0 O 55 A 6 v 1Y) LA
RIZ R K-, — 7 T, 4 I 5 28 0 4 Sy 5 pa 42

VKA REXEE BT (Qiu et al., 2011) , HiA= 5% 5 5P Fl i
S0 L Hb AR RT BB S 2 2 BRI TR AR e 1) b4k
WBE A I B — AP BRI A G, 5 — 7,
Ty - 4 R B R4 K /N 148 ~ 163 kb (X 15
85,2023 , SRR F- 3 [R) SO A R B AR R g 4F
PR 1.0x10° ~3.0x107, 5 T LR A XAt
R E (0.2x10° ~1.0x107) ( Wolfe et al.,
1987 ) , SR AA 7385 [) SCAR% T i 5 AR 24 S Bk A
i) 3 f% (Drouin et al., 2008) , Jf- H &3 {4 35 K 20
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Table 2 Haplotype diversity for Cymbidium faberi populations
2 e A EZ L2 1S 5k AT (AR50 BAEIIZRENE BT RR
Nj? Populati Collecting Longitude and Altitude Haplotype Haplotype EA NS
0 opulation location latitude (m) (No. of individuals) diversity (H,) = (x107)
1 LGY TR T B A 110°58'44.84"E, 756 H2(8) . H6 (1), HIO(4),H20 0.795 3.1
Gumuyao, Henan  33°47'48.11"N (1) H24(1) \H29(1) \H32(2) .
H36(1)
2 LLC WEEZR)I 111°49'34.37"E, 878 H2(1).H6(2),HI0(4), Hl4 0.867 3.6
Luanchuan, Henan 33°49'41.50"N (6) H19(1) \H21(3) \H34(1) .
H35(1) H38(1) \H43(1)
3 LSX T p v B 112°07'02.72"E, 500 H1(1) H2(3) . H3(1) . H4(1), 0.842 3.3
Songxian, Henan 34°04'35.18"N H6(1) H8(1),HIO(4), HI1
(1) H14(1) H29(1) H44(1)
4 LSZ WEPITEES  110°53'21.00"E, 1 261 H2(2) \H4(1) \H6(2) H7(1). 0.924 5.6
Shiziping, Henan  33°47'39.40"N HO(1).,H20(3) H23 (1), H3I
(1) \H33(1) H41(1) H46(1)
5 LXG TH R 111°02'43.76"E, 696 H2(6) H4(2) \H6(6) \H7(1), 0.748 2.2
Xuejiagou, Henan  33°37'13.07"N H10(5) \H20(1)
6 LXW TR TR RIS 110°48'45.75"E,, 892 H1(1) H2(3) . H4(1) H7(1), 0.895 3.4
Xujiawan, Henan  33°57'45.69"N H8(1).H9(3),HIO(4), HI2
(1) \H19(1) ;H20(1) H30(1)
H37(1) H49(1)
7 NCZ ] F A TR 112°29'13.98"E, 226 HI(1) H4(2) \H6(1) HI2(1) 0.924 4.7
Cuizhuang, Henan  33°35'02.24"N H13(1) H16(1) ,H24(2) ,H26
(4) H27(1) H42(1)
8 NNZ e 112°13'10.84"E, 220 H1(1) H2(1) H5(1) H6(1), 0.758 5.3
Nanzhao, Henan  33°31'43.74"N H7(1) HI1(2) HI5(1) HI7
(5) \HI18(2) .H20(1)
9 NXC TR W1 111°24'07.45"E, 298 H2(8) .H4(3) H7(1) H10(4) 0.679 1.4
Xichuan, Henan 33°14'11.60"N H22(1) H26(1) ,H30( 1), H47
(D
10 NXX 1 Bl P gk 111°31'15.54"E, 363 H2(4) H5(1) H6(1) H7(1), 0.762 3.6
Xixia, Henan 33°25'48.30"N H8(2) HIO(2) H23 (1), H28
(1) .H30(2)
11 SDF BRI 110°29'09.11"E, 701 H2(6) H4(3) \H6(3) \HI(1) 0.716 1.3
Danfeng, Shaanxi ~ 33°38'17.52"N H10(6) \H25(1)
12 SFS o2 7Y 5 UK 111°01'05.18"E, 560 H2(4) H4(2) \H6(2) \H7(1), 0.610 1.4
Fushui, Shaanxi 33°29'05.93"N H10(12)
13 SXX BEPE G & 107°41'14.50"E,, 510 H7(12) \H10(1) ., H40(2) .H45 0.324 1.8
Xixia, Shaanxi 32°59'11.00"N (2)
14 SYX [S;qLIRE RS 107°50'37.32"E, 479 H2(8) \H4(2) .H7(1) .H8(2). 0.442 2.5
Yangxian, Shaanxi  33°16'37.18"N H10(2) \H39(1)
15 SZA ok L 4 2 109°08'24.79"E,, 921 H2(1) . H7(11) H19(1),H40 0.596 3.6
Zhen’an, Shaanxi  33°11'10.55"N (3) \H45(1) H48(1) H49(1)
BkRSEHE — — — — 49 (271) 0.725 3.1
Total/Mean

AE gt X 51 R 2 RE b B BR A 85 ik = 8 %

FE 77, 4143 L g A DX 3 0 o O PR A A% R
K (Gielly & Taberlet, 1994 ) , X486 [K £ § 5

=N
AR S

A
=

oy G—
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Fig. 2 Haplotype geographical distribution of Cymbidium faberi in the Qinling Mountains

R3 BE=MBEXTHESH
Table 3  Analysis of molecular variance ( AMOVA)
of Cymbidium fabert populations

. ARG EERE
AR B 3 s LTt
gﬁﬂéd? % Hi B2 Percentage Fixation P1E
R RO ot S o
(%) (D)
PPN 14 11.16 0.112 <0.01
Between populations
Gadide 256 88.84

Within populations

AR, KES 7 2= FHHE Y 140/ 40k oK AR 3
Arditti F1 Ghani(2000) f®F5E A A, 2 BHE ) 4>
WIRAE™ A2 R 2 150 TR A1, BB Fh - 19 7 1
K (0.94 + 0.33) mm, FHFEE H(0.22 =
0.08) mm , RERLFP T 1P 2 H RN (3.2 + 1.63)
pgo RHE YD T AL /)N T H A 2 22 L
Py - b U o B AT SRR 79.26% L L
X SERRAE A AT 2= B ) Fh 7 RE % Bl XU ES0K A5 A
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AW 5% 45 B 5 Phillips % (2012) . Vanden
Broeck %5 (2014) F1 Hedrén 45 (2018) Y iff 7% 45 S
— BB 3 AN (R T RORE & — A Ay E R AR 3k A
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Table 4 Seed-mediated gene flow between Cymbidium faberi populations
FEPI R PE [ =T AT

Pt A5l e N, [ x=receiving population ]

Population KN
[«] 0 NCZ NNZ NXC NXX LLC LSX LXW SDF SFS LXG LGY LSZ SXX SYX SZA

—X —X —X —X —X —X —X —X —X —X —X —X —X —X —X

NCZ 0.044 60 — 17.48 12.15 31.72 17.04 18.95 11.03 13.84 30.23 8.42 8.30 8.75 14.75 16.63 21.73
NNZ 0.005 08 1.42 — 094 1.60 2.88 091 0.88 152 1.85 1.45 191 130 2.08 1.46 2.12
NXC 0.031 22 12.69 1391 — 16.00 8.42 23.05 7.11 4.75 13.26 10.71 20.48 13.66 19.84 18.97 20.14
NXX 0.007 29 1.41 4.65 1.59 — 2.58 332 1.97 093 227 253 203 1.24 219 3.14 3.14
LLC 0.008 15 1.73  1.74 2.12 1.01 — .71 0.88 1.69 335 1.05 143 1.63 3.66 0.61 3.33
LSX 0.038 61 11.26 11.63 9.67 18.05 26.12 — 13.92 15.08 12.68 16.72 19.56 8.57 23.09 11.61 13.21
LXW 0.038 34 13.66 14.15 20.10 20.76 20.6 13.96 — 1597 16.68 15.43 18.96 11.63 15.78 16.99 30.40
SDF 0.039 24 16.88 11.27 18.57 10.57 13.18 13.59 7.45 — 28.07 14.81 9.72 7.26 18.79 22.25 25.97
SFS 0.004 61 0.55 093 0.70 0.81 1.02 0.55 0.50 0.47 — 1.16 048 0.77 0.59 0.50 2.13
LXG 0.026 51 6.34 13.49 5.65 15.93 17.78 14.57 10.96 5.18 11.47 — 7.58 8.12 14.03 6.87 18.50
LGY 0.014 71 9.72 7.66 5.06 7.47 6.16 398 4.69 551 7.49 5.26 — 435 4.24 344 9.39
LSZ 0.061 48 13.13 24.87 20.51 20.86 40.03 11.92 16.46 38.69 25.03 12.63 32.87 — 40.15 14.3 22.64
SXX 0.002 64 0.60 0.59 031 092 050 0.82 0.29 095 0.59 1.05 0.71 0.72 — 0.64 1.17
SYX 0.030 40 9.09 9.06 7.56 15.67 7.68 9.66 11.24 5.18 18.65 11.10 12.59 16.84 8.11 — 13.60
SZA 0.003 64 0.31 0.68 0.35 0.30 0.21 0.67 044 031 0.45 045 033 055 0.59 0.27 —

T B SRR A B I7 10l

Note; The arrows indicate the direction of gene flow.
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