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Abstract: Genetic diversity and genetic structure serve as fundamental indicators for evaluating a
species’ adaptive potential in response to environmental changes. To assess the genetic status of
the endemic plant Morella nana on the Yunnan—Guizhou Plateau and to formulate science-based
conservation strategies, this study employed simple sequence repeat (SSR) markers to examine
369 individuals from 40 natural populations. DNA extraction and PCR amplification were
conducted, followed by analyses of genetic diversity, population structure, and phylogenetic
relationships. The results were as follows: (1) M. nana maintains relatively high levels of genetic
diversity, as evidenced by key indices: the observed number of alleles (V,) was 3.681, the effective
number of alleles (NVc) was 2.939, the Shannon's index (/) was 1.078, the observed heterozygosity
(H,) was 0.875, and the expected heterozygosity (H.) was 0.582. (2) Cluster analyses divided the
sampled populations into two distinct genetic groups. Group 1 was primarily distributed across the
Yunnan Plateau, whereas populations from the Guizhou Plateau contain admixed genetic
components derived from both Group 1 and Group 2. This pattern indicates significant historical
or ongoing genetic admixture, and the genetic structure exhibits an east—west differentiation across
the species’ range. (3) Analysis of molecular variance revealed that genetic variation primarily
occurs within populations, indicating individuals were the main source of variation. Genetic
differentiation among populations was low, with frequent inter-population gene flow. In
conclusion, this SSR-based molecular study successfully elucidated the patterns of genetic
diversity and the spatial genetic structure of M. nana. The findings provide a robust scientific
foundation for understanding its evolutionary dynamics and demographic history. More
importantly, they offer critical insights for developing targeted conservation strategies. These
strategies should prioritize the protection of populations representing unique genetic clusters,
particularly the admixed populations in Guizhou, while also ensuring the preservation of the
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species’ overall high genetic variation to enhance its long-term resilience and adaptive potential in
the face of environmental change.
Key words: genetic diversity, genetic structure, SSR marker, Morella nana
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% i SR PG o AR R A SRS R GRRAR [E 55, 2013) , BEARRT X430 A 2 P v JE R 5 s 5
AMHERELIT (BERESE, 2019)  HiE R 51K T = otm i & Ligsh. Bk,
BN ENR S —E R e 3. Fik, HE R ZEs, (24 =0t @ R Fraia T, (R st piR;
) 3t S5 AL 3 AN A A M JiR 26 F IO i (Wang et al., 2014) o &% R EA DU JLAMRE: % —,
ZIX IR S R (400~3 500 m) RS KSR R R (S A, 2018) o N
Z B IR A ET A I (Xie et al., 2017) , 15 H3EFR D SR IEHEES E 2 5
Fitk, FRZ R A% (Shenetal., 2019) . 55—, HHEHWHE, =iimEA
A R TR S, MR B8 2R, HA IR B USRI R S A SR CRBIE, 2022) o MM
FEYHLAEE 1A PR R A T R L S U5 AR ) b P RS 25 4% ) (Han et al., 2017) , f§i45
VMR R B (Gao etal., 2024) , HIS5 7 HEARRIRIERGL, S2mpp s 1% 2 1K
P o 1% X PR b TR AR 2 22 R — BRI Bh 22 A P BIE 7T 1) #4 i X 8 (Lopez-Pujol et al.,
2011) . W Ye % (2024) 3T RAD-seq RAHEFL T 54T (Chimonobambusa tumidissinoda)
[R5 A% 485 K Ko SLAR P AR 2 7 S, 45 SR 2 W S LR B8 ] RE O Sh Ah I8 4% 201k Gao 25 (2024)
I FH T 40 5 DR A B0 4 b 1 VRS (Amorphophallus yunnanensis) 11)id BAE 5340 5 BEAR B 4%
GERY, FEHR S VEBE A (PR b 5 T A L X M R B A AR B 0% Gao & (2022) Xif
RN (Rhizomys pruinosus) [1I8E 2 FEMEFFERAR ] 2R, R TERAETT RS HuEE 5y
AR & BRI R G K B R %X “RARE” AR R E . B4
T S AEAE (BEYRE, 20105 BT, 2019; RS, 2022) , EJFRYIFhEfE 2 R
PRI 25 M AIE FE R BEAR I P

Bt (Morella nana) , INREVIM, 2R (Myricaceae) WtffJE (Morella) %
AR EAR, NRE =S R X R Y« 2R oA u R A, Hh PR R R 2 e
22 DM U EB LA A DU I e i ety (RUBE S, 20165 AT, 2019) o {ENEEEF A
MBIR, MR SRIR T ], B EM AR . 95 (CRENE) ik, B8
Mg E A LA I E . BRI IR 1E K6 FRA M S AR A 250 7 F T B
HARIPTETE &, WA HTIRT BRMXGREIST SR E (AEZERABSE, 2000, 2
&, 2022) o MR, BWNEE R EE A ME M, AU SR, 5 R P R AR G
Z, M BARSRNPUG JeRe 1A ol B IR Th R Cal &%, 20035 #HEH 4, 2007; T, 2019;
REEE, 2022) o MIMEENVERE, TP TUR, &K LORRERAE SRS PSSR ()T
MZEIESF, 2004) , REHH. EHSESNME T —SMEi sl (F%E, 2007 .

I8 5 00 B A PR PR A i R ESAR ) AR, 53— AR 400 22 1) 7 VR AE A ) A ) I P A9 7 A ek
]z fRHEE ¥ (simple sequence repeat, SSR) tric K ZasME . EEME. oA/
2 HIRAERESER S (Powell etal., 1996; EMS285E, 2023; FFMIREE, 2023) , By 2
T i8E ZFEE B R B AR S5 L CRZHE, 2018 BREE, 2024) . IRk, BEEEW
MR G BT, SR i SR 2 . (BRI AR TR AR AR e A
B TR SRS A5 DT (X 2R IESS, 2004; 5K & MAIX) T, 2005; W7 5%, 2014).
AN, sRFAREE (2018) SRS B FE Uk B AR 52 0N B AL AR M AT 18 A% Z AT 7L, R
MR B A R s A R A AR B R . REE (2022) I ITS 5 psbA—trnH Fl
trnD—psbM BLE R HI N B i T B BB AMmIIE NI RS K B W, 4558 Box 3 E
B ARG B BER BRAE RGN R — 79 3 b, X R B PR R s 0 X R 2R & ok R A
HEEZW, [R5 RS RN R SRR RE R R EE R R . Wu 5%
(2024) FIFM-2EA SRS X [cpDNA  (psbA—trnH F trnD-psbM) 1F1ITS 5% &M RE
AT % 2 FE M ARSI T S0 i, SRR R AR S e 2 A6, R 2
I 25 AN S YR B0 2 5 v R A A (X 2R (1) 43 AR A AERZ M o {5 DL A 50 B f FH IR AR MG AR AR T
A, XRG4 S AT BeAEAE AR IR
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ERAEY) L FEVEAE B GBIF; https:/www.gbif.org) B REMEHFITA S Aiic sk, 1EE
PRI 73 A DX PN FE R AE 2 40 DN RIREF B HEAR1Y 369 MM, RN EHARALHE
4~10FEAR (R 1D, ABER—RERIESEE, AN BB RFF7E 20 m DL L,
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Table 1 Sampling site information for 40 populations of Morella nana

LS TRS)

T HANE

Population ﬁﬁiﬂﬂj é%f}? é’é-f}f Altitude Sample

code Collection site latitude longitude () sire
GZGM 5t K75 Dafang, Guizhou 27.26° N 106.06° E 1361 8
GZBH M- A RIX Qixingguan, Guizhou 27.33° N 105.40° E 1511 10
YNIN % T X Jinning, Yunnan 24.67° N 102.59° E 1893 10
GZHY Fr M #f 7 Hezhang, Guizhou 27.13° N 104.77° E 1717 10
GZHT 5t K75 Dafang, Guizhou 2729° N 105.66° E 1601 10
GZXX 5t K75 Dafang, Guizhou 27.34° N 105.86° E 1811 10
YNMT Z P E BT Xuanwei, Yunnan 26.07° N 103.95° E 2166 10
GZYS T NI X Shuichen, Guizhou 26.47° N 104.81° E 1961 10
GZWX M7 Nayong, Guizhou 26.99° N 105.20° E 1540 10
GZWL T ZSHRFIX Liuzhi, Guizhou 26.45° N 105.29° E 1517 4
YNFY 77 ‘& Y& Fuyuan, Yunnan 25.38° N 104.46° E 1982 10
GZLQ T & Hezhang, Guizhou 2723° N 104.67° E 1 764 10
GZYC SRR T %R Mk 5 1 F 96 B Weining, Guizhou  26.89° N 104.42° E 2163 10
GZLS SN AR T e i [ I 1 R A B Weining, Guizhou  26.82° N 104.44° E 1923 10
GZAG T KR X Shuichen, Guizhou 26.46° N 104.99° E 1 662 10
GZYB ML 2% Qixingguan, Guizhou 2729° N 105.35° E 1540 7
GZGK T 44%E Nayong, Guizhou 27.01° N 105.08° E 1431 10
GZJP o M A% 77 Panzhou, Guizhou 25.89° N 104.57° E 1827 10
GZHZ 1 MM £ Panzhou, Guizhou 26.14° N 104.66° E 2029 10
GZQG BB B 5% Qixingguan, Guizhou 27.18° N 105.31° E 1583 6
GZYZ 1 MM £ Panzhou, Guizhou 25.65° N 104.48° E 2150 10
GZXR FLM P44~ Xingren, Guizhou 25.65° N 105.97° E 1 860 10
YNPL Z B4 Panlong, Yunnan 25.12° N 102.75° E 2010 10
YNLQ ZF R M B IR H ¥ B Luquan, Yunnan 26.05° N 102.97° E 1753

GZQX S ESPE Qianxi, Guizhou 2725° N 106.05° E 1410 4
GZSC FtM KX Shuichen, Guizhou 26.50° N 104.98° E 1720 10
GZ7J FtMM R4 Zhijin, Guizhou 26.62° N 105.73° E 1490 8
SCYB VU )11 #:34 Yanbian, Sichuan 27.15° N 102.43° E 1143 10
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SCRH 04114~ #1[X Renhe, Sichuang 26.85° N 102.23° E 1099 10
YNDL = B KHE Dali, Yunnan 2597° N 100.38° E 1992 10
YNNJ =T FE I 3% R 5 A E Nanjian, Yunnan 25.12° N 100.75° E 1401 10
YNQB ZFg b Qiubei, Yunnan 2407° N 104.43° E 2090 10
YNYL ZH#% R Yiliang, Yunnan 2820° N 104.27° E 1662 10
YNHZ = Hi 2> % Huize, Yunnan 26.65° N 103.64° E 2 467 10
GZWN S BT e (Bl e 1 ik 6 B Weining, Guizhou  26.68° N 104.12° E 2209 9
YNZY ZH#% R Yiliang, Yunnan 27.63° N 104.22° E 1851 10
YNES = 0l #5155 V8 B Eshan, Yunnan 243° N 102.67° E 1542 10
YNLC =R B B YA & Luquan, Yunnan 26.23° N 103.33° E 2015 5
GZSY Bt MIKIRIX Shuichen, Guizhou 26.38° N 104.80° E 2250 10
GZLZ B NEFIX Liuzhi, Guizhou 26.38° N 10523° E 1590 9

1.2 DNA B, U FR15| ¥tk

NS TRy AR 0.5 g BRI RL, TRONG KR IR, I A b AR
WIEE =R AR, BT 2mL 08T, R PRSI ERIUN TE CRIREARH:
b)) ARAFD $2EUS DNA. FIH 1.5%38 fEHGER Bkl DNA s, X F&a A
TR AN, TR EL DNA BT 385 o, x4 IR ARROAE T E T-20 CUKFI 1R
& H .

AHIE T Ik 2 B A 5 SCHR T AT TR, 0% W Il B A S 51 P, — 3L
9 %f SSR 5|4 (Terakawa et al., 2006; Zhang et al., 2009; [44#, 2014; XIE&1%, 2016; EME
HEE, 2023) , FHT XRG40 DNERAE 369 M FEAREATY BRI FE . AL SRV EDIRIAR
HIRAFLESPTHIN S i il FAM 26 [, FH T RS5O B4 kil . 53
2%AF: 2XTaq PCR Master Mix 12.5 uL, DNA Btz 1 uL, ETFHGIP% 1ul, FRAEFH
ddH,O #M78 % 25 uL. PCR ¥ 3EFEF: 94 CTUARYE 2 min, 94 CAEM: 30s, EE 52~60 C
Bk 30s, 72 CHEH 30s, 72 CAIEM 7min, SNEEN 35 MEH. H 1.5%3 Ik
Ji HEL AN, 2% WS JE ST A 8 A4 1) PCR 729, Mt A ABI3730 X PCR j=#idt
175387

1.3 HdE 4T

K F GenALEx 6.5 #ff (Peakall & Smouse, 2006) X 40 A4 B 1A 3 47 1 3 T i

(Hardy-Weinberg, HW) #5536, {4 H] GenALEx 6.5 #{43£F SSR 43T hpic il 7 B ds 1H st

24, AFEIAEE A % (expected heterozygosity, He) ~ Ml 425 5% (observed heterozygosity,
Hy) « A 3EAr BN EL (effective number of alleles, No) « MIZEA7 B[R %L (observed number
of alleles, Na) - Shannon Z £ 5% (Shannon's index, 1) M % 247 &L 45| (percentage of
polymorphic loci, PPL) . izH] CERVUS 3.0 (Kalinowski et al., 2007) 5% SSR fii fi 1%
H1EE & & (polymorphism information content, PIC) , R4 PIC {E¥ A7 & 2 &R 4N 3
NMEG: mESE (PIC>0.5  TEZEM (0.25<PIC<0.5) AMRZEME (PIC<0.25) .

FIF Structure 2.3.4 (Pritchard et al., 2000) X 369 {3 FEABEAT - BT 2004, WE K
EYEHE A 1~10, B KAEHEAT 10 DOMSZIZ 5, R R G A6 B8, Structure 224 X B Length
of burnin period” >4 100 000, “Number of MCMC Reps after Burn-in” >4 100 000, i#7fi Evanno
& (2005) $2H 175, @ THEIES: K AH 2 181 Delta K {EK3EAT W K415 2 Structure
gE R PAEBITEZE T & (https:/lmme.ac.cn/StructureSelector/) #ffi i€ f 4 70 2H %L, AR
ArcMap 10.5 K5 A48 A% S5 8 AT A AL 22 30

81t Arlequin 3.5 (Excoffier & Lischer, 2010) #4773 177 243 #r (analysis of molecular
variance, AMOVA) , fENTHFRIE AL A FokIR . 1#1d GenALEx 6.5 3T Fsr B 7 Al B ARA
() JE PRI (Nm) o FR 45 GenALEx 6.5 B4 1155 H 1) Nei's 38t 4% 20 25 vl i3k — 22 504, B MEGA
6.0 KM MERG KB, TnBHARESEL K R A, i8H GenALEx 6.5 #47 Mantel £ %,
PRIT 1B A% PH B SRR 5 L MR BOAE DG, FRIE T Nei's 184% JE B 1EAT 32 153 73 (principal
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coordinate analysis, PCoA)

{8 /| Bottleneck 3 (Piry etal., 1999) Fxill FEAAIRITANL . % T-hniE 22 Rk 50 75 20 X
PLESIY) (BEf, 2018) , ARFFEIET 9 %F SSR 514K XM AL (TPM) , #HER
AR 30% K4 TPM 2R, 70%NiE DR AR (SMMD , #E47 1 000 K E B 55 ka5
1 Wilcoxon UL

2 SR 50
2.1 A7 SRR G S R
L Z BT R (R 2) BoR, 9 X 5ITE 369 MM FEAH Na (TGN 0.775
(SSR6) ~5.775 (SSR8) , V4 3.681, Ne JilFl’~ 0.746 (SSR6) ~4.48 (SSR8) ,
YA 2.932. 47 55 SSR6 1] No Fll N fE B A, B H 2 M5 55 .1 1732 3G HN 0.264~1.531,
SF3478 1.078 . PIC AH [ R s il 147 s I A5 A8 S 2B, YE A 0.682~0.865, “FI3ME A
0.766>0.5, T 9 M S BEREM LS. W& E (H) MIAEMERE (H) N 0.325
(SSR6) ~1 (SSRI1,SSR9) #10.176 (SSR6) ~0.734 (SSR8) . Fis et | FhEFHINTSER
Be/AKF, B Fis WER RS RS0 A IR, Fis A FUEE & RSP AR 3K
HIJE R BN B SR AL . BRI A2 R 3L (Fis) {HN-0.85~-0.328, 9 /M & Fis fH%/)
T 0, BE7RIX L FEAR (0] 0] BEAF AL AE o FEXT 9 AN A HEAT WS T IR AF A~ B A DU BT, Azl 21 360
AERE, Horb 254 N SAFE RS HRAAAS AT, A 45 MRS (SR D o RIEIER L
X SSR 5 ¥ REA SIE N B AN B LR . BTE BRI AR B A

29X SSR AL B LS AT
Table 2 Genetic diversity of 9 pairs of SSR loci

X WUMEERr  AR%%A7  Shannon % M4 WIEEA: . e buid i .
i ) e R I 52 &% 338 AH o
) HE R FEREC BEMEIESL &R &R 1 ZRHL
Loci F Fis PIC
Na Ne 1 H, He Fsr
SSR1 3.225 2.557 0.996 1.000 0.599 -0.689 -0.670 0.176 0.682
SSR2 3.450 2.937 1.090 0.975 0.622 -0.610 -0.568 0.242 0.787
SSR3 4.450 3.256 1.255 0.950 0.655 -0.473 -0.451 0.238 0.821
SSR4 2.475 2.120 0.804 0.775 0.477 -0.656 -0.624 0.446 0.728
SSR5 4.925 3918 1.379 0.925 0.681 -0.388 -0.358 0.226 0.839
SSR6 0.775 0.746 0.264 0.325 0.176 -0.884 -0.850 0.820 0.752
SSR7 4.200 3.369 1.210 0.950 0.642 -0.531 -0.481 0.199 0.699
SSR8 5.775 4.480 1.531 0.975 0.734 -0.354 -0.328 0.170 0.865
SSR9 3.850 3.074 1.175 1.000 0.652 -0.564 -0.533 0.143 0.718
A
M 3.681 2.939 1.078 0.875 0.582 -0.546 -0.540 0.295 0.766
ean

2.2 BHRIRAE L R

BRI AL ZREVE T 45 SR 3% 3. 40 NEHAT GZWX BRI L 2 REvE I
(N:=5.333, N=4.375, I=1.494, H=1, H~0.742) ; HK}E GZYS (N,=5.444, N=4.166,
I=1.450, H,~0.889, H~=0.690) 1 GZYC (N,=5.000, N=3.682, I=1.396, H~1.000, H=0.711);
1M YNLC K38 2 FEYERAR (N=0.667, Ne=0.667, I=0.231, H,=0.333, H.=0.167)
A R S 2 R TR RN (N=3.681, N~2.939, I=1.078, H.,=0.875, H.~0.582) ,
SR B E R Z R . A, R GZQX BEAE /R (RE 4 M), Higfg
ZREVEAE TR 25K .40 N EER I N VBN 0.667~5.333, No N 0.667~4.375, 15 0.231~1.494,
XSGR TR TN R R R B 2 R 2 . U GZWX BEIRIY Na. Ne F1 I {H¥3R
MR, TIReZB AL D R REEEE . WG EER, 12 MEARLE 9 M5 2 Ho
YN 1, R JUMEIRRIAMEY N & T, KRR T IR MR 3 5 A A o P et A
REMES 2. UEDE R FEEIEE W AER, 08 KRR ARG it
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MG, AIREAFAEI A - MR A BEAR T FAE S N8 GER: -1~-0.292, ¥J{H: -0.546),
ULHIBEAR B e — B R T A . BRI Z S0 S B 2% (PPL) #AE] T 100%, “F
VAN 87.5%, UGS EZEMERLE, E&6HTEMERIRASET . NaAKRE, 5
PGB B A% Z PR s, YRR RIRFEE , AR TYR K& R A7 . i
FUE NG INFR I (5% 2) , GZHZ. YNLQ. YNQB. YNYL. GZWN £l YNZY 6 MEEAALE
PR I N SRR TR EA AN, (P<0.05) , GZGM, YNIN, YNMT, GZYS, GZWX, GZWL,
GZLS, GZQG, YNDL 1 GZSY #{&1E Wilcoxontest Z I AN, H 4 GZBH %% 23
ANBER AR IS o 48— 2 FIRE R AR A TSN, Tl BB MR AR ] e LA e
IKP B AL 2 R .

3 BT 9% SSR S| BMAER AR TR T

Table 3 Genetic diversity analysis of Morella nana populations based on 9 pairs of SSR

primers

_— Xﬂiﬂﬂ%{ﬁ 7@%(%& S}Tannon‘ % SRARE WA - ‘

Population F A% B PR FEPEFE e i r Z B0 S PPL(%)
Na Ne 1

GZGM 4.333 3.636 1.309 1.000 0.696 -0.468 100.00
GZBH 4.667 3.385 1.265 0.889 0.635 -0.413 88.89
YNIN 4.667 3.683 1.317 0.889 0.658 -0.363 88.89
GZHY 4.667 3.781 1.332 1.000 0.692 -0.482 100.00
GZHT 4.333 3.480 1.296 1.000 0.685 -0.494 100.00
GZXX 4.000 3.008 1.179 1.000 0.652 -0.558 100.00
YNMT 4.111 3.139 1.201 0.889 0.626 -0.432 88.89
GZYS 5.444 4.166 1.450 0.889 0.690 -0.292 88.89
GZWX 5.333 4.375 1.494 1.000 0.742 -0.379 100.00
GZWL 3.444 2.969 1.101 0.889 0.605 -0.487 88.89
YNFY 4.556 3.503 1.252 0.889 0.630 -0.447 88.89
GZLQ 4.444 3.575 1.249 0.889 0.633 -0.444 88.89
GZYC 5.000 3.682 1.396 1.000 0.711 -0.421 100.00
GZLS 4.333 3.459 1.199 0.889 0.614 -0.492 88.89
GZAG 4.667 3.432 1.283 0.889 0.642 -0.401 88.89
GZYB 4.111 3.268 1.160 0.889 0.603 -0.515 88.89
GZGK 4.556 3.200 1.264 1.000 0.667 -0.530 100.00
GZJP 4.111 3.107 1.173 0.889 0.614 -0.468 88.89
GZHZ 4.778 3.920 1.371 1.000 0.702 -0.472 100.00
GZQG 3.667 2.978 1.093 0.889 0.592 -0.553 88.89
GZYZ 4.556 3.250 1.227 0.889 0.621 -0.455 88.89
GZXR 4.333 3.545 1.290 1.000 0.686 -0.482 100.00
YNPL 3.778 2.993 1.054 0.778 0.542 -0.479 77.78
YNLQ 2.556 2.103 0.802 0.778 0.475 -0.664 77.78
GZQX 3.444 3.056 1.114 1.000 0.637 -0.621 100.00
GZSC 3.889 3.078 1.145 0.889 0.609 -0.490 88.89
GZZ) 3.667 2.896 1.111 1.000 0.629 -0.628 100.00
SCYB 3.000 2.515 0.958 0.889 0.558 -0.625 88.89
SCRH 2.667 2.218 0.832 0.778 0.483 -0.648 77.78
YNDL 4.000 3.283 1.243 1.000 0.682 -0.482 100.00



YNNI
YNQB
YNYL
YNHZ
GZWN
YNZY
YNES
YNLC
GZSY
GZLZ

2.111 1.769 0.664 0.778 0.429 -0.833 77.78

2.556 2.103 0.797 0.778 0.471 -0.686 77.78%
2.667 2.225 0.840 0.889 0.514 -0.771 88.89
1.556 1.398 0.508 0.667 0.347 -0.927 66.67
1.333 1.333 0.462 0.667 0.333 -1.000 66.67
2.333 1.972 0.720 0.778 0.445 -0.792 77.78
1.778 1.643 0.592 0.667 0.378 -0.811 66.67
0.667 0.667 0.231 0.333 0.167 -1.000 33.33
3.556 2.926 1.068 0.889 0.587 -0.561 88.89
3.556 2.861 1.084 0.889 0.596 -0.515 88.89

2.3 BpsEEm 5mE b

Arlequin 3.5 73 T 7 Z 3 Ht (AMOVA) KB 40 MR8 A8 S 1 2Rk AEAEBF AR Y
(90.93%) , HH 9.07%ME L4 F K AEERRE]. BESURECN 0.09 (R4, BRI
ST A ) PRI A 22 S0 /0N , TR AT T 2 TR 20 v PR 2 DR 0 B a3t A A AL o SR R 45 SR (1
D SR SR A BRI R, KBRS SR RS 7 1 X — Ik 5t e,
Wt PR SRAZ AR A 1) (1) 5 TR A2 R A %5 o 25 T+ SSR i 3543 1) STRUCTURE 45 £, K=2
i, Delta K &3 TIEE (B 2: a) ; Y K=2 K, KEZFEMK YNIN. YNMT #1 YNFY 5
SN GZYC Al GZAG %5 7 MR v —4, HARH 33 MEHARI A A—4 (B 2: o .«
TERE AR T, W] DU S5 00452 1) 45 AR B PR I8 AL A8, S L TR A MR IE R T BB
TETE MRS A B 2R R M FE R ZC I, R B 2 R A EEE.

STRUCTURE ¥ 704 @ 7~ [ B BE AR [ KR S 0L, B M /e b R 250 A b 3R I
HAR VU AL 7 ass, PHERHEAR = AL B N AL, 2R L5 20 (A € 9 N A S
53 . Group 1 #HREE AL TV (s E) » Group 2 BEHAEE A T 4R (SrMl & D
IEHRAE. GZYC, GZLQ, GZWX Hl GZWL 4 M R IEAE R £ () Group 1 HIIBAE 1%,
Iy FREEES 5 Group 2 AHILH GZIP 1 GZYZ Bk JLSF-AAEAE Group 2 FBAL K, 1M
ARIE ) GZSY M1 GZSY F UL Group 1 IR N HEE IR B A X 0 1) = e B4 YNDL
FEAA R A7 A6/ & Group 2 HIIAE L5y - BE4N, Group 2 BANEHAHIE & /b & Group 1 HIistfE
5, Groupl S BRI N R A0 . BAREHE A FIBEAR A 15 R i, (Hig
fEAETEHEE EERILH R &S 2: d).

BT Nei's BLFEBS M AR NI WHE/R T B S BRI B AL R 2BE A (B 2:6) , NJ
PR IR AR SR G R RO, WA MM 4L, Group 2 1) 7 M EERIR A F] Group 1
R, SEARE . BARTTE, SRR REL R, RARBAGTE
BEHE.
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Gene flow analysis among 40 populations of Morella nana



BT BEIE B E R8T (PCoA) S5 (K 3) Wow, §I = I3 oy BT BEMRRE (181 4%
A2 LR IR 16.53% 6.99% 1 5.45%. EHETTERF M m TP > Rsr, BASE — s
PERRE (16.53%) , 2B FRENNG (6.99%) , WE —4EBUSE, B EIEmH
TR BAL AP )0 AT o TR S IR e, 369 NP, FEERH Group 1 RN —
H, K& Group 1 F1 Group 2 fAAEEHL /MR E IR - AMOVA. [t . STRUCTURE.,
NJ BT PCoA Zr#fr R B, 2R 40 MR, BL AL, BEARIAI AR EI I L [
U, BERIEAFAE AN [FIFE BE VR & - Mantel A8 36 (1) 4 4 M85 B 25 5 1 P 8 2 428 (W) U
&4 y=0.000 7x +10.64 (R=0.001, P=0.18>0.05) (&l 4: a) , BmMeiiL i SR
Mantel &y y = 0.000 1x +10.732 (R2=0.000 1, P=0.31>0.05) (& 4: b) . BER - FktE
BB IEROG, (BTEGT EAAAAE B3 ARG (P>0.05) .

R 4 BN 40 DEAEDTIHTEMT (AMOVA)
Table 4 Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA) for 40 populations of Morella nana

I BRI E

A% e KIR JiZM Sum . 43 F % Fixation
o Variance Percentage of )
Source of variation of squares o index (Fst)
component variation (%)
AR
) 63.821 0.067 9.07
Among populations
#EIRN 0.09
o ) 331.168 0.675 90.93
Within populations
& Total 394.989 0.742
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Fig.2 Population genetic structure and geographical distribution of Morella nana
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Fig. 3 Principal coordinates analysis of 369 individuals of Morella nana based on Nei’s genetic
distance, 1 and 2 represent Group 1 and Group 2 respectively
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3.1 BRI SR

T AL 22 B A W N IR A () AR A . AT FER I, 8L 2 RE I R AE N X
AR BE RO SRS M, e AT E A WA Y B H R A AV (Liu et al,,
20200 o M, BAE 2 AR PN LE RO T AR, 25 5 2 Bk B Y F B3 & fAE
IRESEE IR W 2 fsgm, AR SR IE I BAF B 9 ME5S (Liu et al,, 20200 o AR
e ZAEPE S AR AP A B VA 0% o 1 22 A0 DR 3 B B v e b 5 o 5 AR BT )8 A% 22
FEME KT (GRS, 2024) o AT TR MERER 1P Y8 4% 2 R R 2 (V,=3.681, N=2.939,
=1.078, H,=0.875, H.=0.582) W& T[4 (2014) FT B4 REA AL ZREEFREL (N,
=3.825, N.=2478, 1=0.935, H,=0.619, H.=0.511) , tHETHFERLRZ (2023) HFHkk
BRI R 45 5 (N, =2.620, H,=0.368, H.=0.368) , VLK EARIEYIFE A RHEAE L FENE
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(H~0.498, H,=0.808, N.=2.357, N,=3.008, /=0.871) (Jiangetal.,2024) . M SSR Fric
KE, BMRARRSR L Z A

GZWX. GZYS LA} GZYC ittt ZFEEFE , nIRe A Bk ae 1 R IR . HW
i B S VR PT REVR T A e b Ak  FE AR 2 ) T B AR B R I 2L RIS (Jiang et al.,
2023) , SIERBFAIEHME 2 RIE, TS E YNLC fsifE 2 AU mAk. Z R0 A
FILFEEH TR s 4e 2 00, B FEEANER T 38 70 A, JEDRI R Bl DA B4R 1] 1) 183 4% 22
(Nybom, 2004) . MEMAKE, MR & IEE 2 R 5 H A A O¢, FEv
A HLREAE Fr AR YR 0y (Liuetal., 2015) , Z 83800 A5 (B A M B 4 B A 3 B G A= 55 A0
R IEE 2 R R TR BECRAIE R s AL Z AR E (Wu et al,, 2024) o AUk, %
Wt A & PMERE S R A, OB R R SRR RS AR Ry ok S8 A i 7, A B T3
SRy . R A ARE R R, R RIEILAR Ry sE RIS, I B N L R i 30
PERIBEAAR 8 AL Z e (7%, 2005) .

3.2 BHEBIEE R SBESML

V) A 7 b, TER A1 (1% 25 18] e o A B FL TR AL, A ) A A b T 2l ) B L R R
(ERAEE, 2023) o TEFHAKTE L, AMOVA 73 Wi R A ML A8 S5 32 B R AR A AR Y
(90.93%) , XFEEAS A A ALY A B A AR, WiSER (Liang et al,, 2015) , #
H (Jiang etal., 2024) o XMBEAER AV FAAN KB E, X5 1HE B EFREBCRK
SERAART G o A AEAE S B0 EREAA N, 0 B AR A K B A AR R A T st
fEZ % (Lietal., 2022) o BAEMERBURMK (Fsr=0.09) , FRIIEARIAGE AL 73 AT
Mantel A5 58 (1) J2 47 Mg A A4 153 A% P 25 5 b P 0 ARV 220 A R ) 81 3 35 140 ol 125 — P 2 ARV o
Al REAE H T i A e bRAE A, AN B 8 ) A4 7 5K, D pp g it 1 i R B 4 Bl T
A& (7, 2008; Baietal., 2007) o XALR SRIRIRm 1 R ILE, W9k T AEMIERER N A
TR AL 7R, SN AE S, JLAh, Bt = ot i JE b X AR 152 S84 23 A B ol
8 DRIt ] A B R S S R A A B R . N SRR BN R R4 3% (Pollegioni et al.,
20200 , FIRESEILES DX HL, AT EUE AL B R 5 2 i PR B AL

AW 7t STRUCTURE KBt Al 0 W 2e, PR 2H B s A o ARABL, AR AE B0
IFE R B A0 X = ot i St T B 2k 24, OB R 45 iR B 2k o AR BERI U,
B LSRN, (AEH IR A0 b, MR RfEE R U sy . BAAKRE, =r R
FEAARTRAN—2, SNSRI ARAA R B AL IR A B S, Group 1 F1 Group 2 P 2H i85 1% 4 76
S R I R . NI W45 RS STRUCTURE 25 R KWk —8, G BEARAAEZE . X ]
RESZ 2 DT o J AR R (1) 1 38 2 (A AT A7 Mt B 2 AT 1R 2 ), 5 0 A FEAH ) & (Gao et al., 2022;
Gao et al., 2024) o TR IR VG [) 3B A% 25 ) 0T 187 5 558 9 00 PR St BEURRAIE , - 2R VA [r 3B 4% 45 M R R
Guih A SR — PR T S5 = B R T B SR IR A B 2R PR L X R AR
FEAE OO IR 2 5 30 2 M A 385 04k (Juetal., 2018) o R 70 BT AR AT 54
MEREAKI 20 AN, (BRI R I 2 R VR A, RUBHE S5 M A B 55, 020 AN 2 B A7 A 38
fEIRG, F—PENE 7 ERRNAFE. B2, BRI EEASREONNE, L 17
IR, RIS AT b BA RVGEE & .

2 ot R 2 Y 3 5 B0 58 BeA, b B R S AR R A R e o A (R AR A
Wk, 20210, FBIN B AR AR (8] A7 AE B R A IR 55 IR IR 00, AEL K8 70 B 1] 18] L DR AL
BETE SRR M LA I A . AR A RS Wu 5§ (2024) 2T cpDNA W S A47A7E
— B, BARM B, (AR TRARE R L RS, FAENFRERRS .
PLIX A IEHOAT BEE Ry cpDNA FEENBE Rigife, FPIREAR, LYo AE 40 i 7 2 fets
BV ORFF AL IS, W9 BE R AR A, A% 7 EE I (Comes & Kadereit, 1998) .
HIK, cpDNA I M- ALRR I BCERAL, T 49M P AR A RN, cpDNA 32 iU £
S HI B FENE , AT S 2 B AR PG AR S0 (Petit & Excoffier, 2009) . #J5, SSR AR
10 H 5 AT REAELEBRRE , 451 40 o A% 55 Ao 55 LR AT g 2 5 e #4183 4% 2 30 fili 1 (Dakin & Avise, 2004;
Chapuis & Estoup, 2007; Flanagan & Jones, 2019) ; RAFZ L &, A G852 B4R o AL FE
(Chapuis et al., 2008) , MIMFMEAL 451, FEM LA KM ok, BEEAR
RS R KT cpDNA (Mogensen, 1996) , fEX3 It (EREAAR 8] 7 51 5 BB MR A 8] FE [
AETREANE, AL B 7 AR A B AL AT, RS IR
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3.3 Bie IR B AR SRR

Y Z RV SRR A S P B B O, T AR B A 2 R T B AR AR A 2 BRI 1)
BHA—ENE X (Renetal,2024) . AHFTKHH SSR 7 Fhrid 5 Hr Bl 40 MEEARRE
FE 2 B, 5 B IR BB BRI AL 22 AR PE AR, ELFRATTET SN 2 R B 2 AR ORI IA ™ 5,
SEYRPIE L RSN, BRI . KA ) BRI — B AR R R
BT A R BRI IR

SRR, RUVAR AR FLREIR 120 A1 X3, K IR R 23 o AS [R) i) b B B o kAT A B
FERYT . SR M GZWX FI GZYS Bt 4L 2 FEMERI R, X T 0% — 58 2 b X R FH 5 1 £
P, R HEHE AR R, DA RRHGE N AR ). AT AL S5 4 4y
Mt B R B R AP AE AR PH AL a3, XU B E AT AR R A R ik Ak 2 38 Hoe B 3 G,
RT3 R S b X3 SR SR R R A%, o RS CACRAZ R A A g, DR
SEARST R o RS ML OR P () BE Al B EAT R AT A B R A IR S R R PR AR R,
1o I S Wil K 28 o FLUR A S R o S s R PRI K SR A S R G REE 2 RE M,
F P F L B SR S T2 31 T IE A IR AR K10 E AR XI5 rp O S b 7 R AT B IR 3
NI/ 384 2 REYE IO 2k o fnasi A% 2 RETEMR Y YNLC (NV.=0.667, Ne=0.667, 1=0.231,
Ho=0.333, H=0.167) , ZHMX e CENEHIZIM LK, RAGLERILITHDE S
AR B DX I AT PR AT o T8 A% 22 B M v B A B B e i S G IR EE AR AL, A I, AIRIBHR 22 REPE )
FEAMELOE R . BRI, ARV E SR 5, AR S ORI 8 4% 2R i AR
AL, BERAS S R BUOR A ERER Y, AMARTERER N SR IL EERERH, Fit, fEdETITH
PRI ERS, ROR AT e 2 HARAF IR B B M. B e, B9 R R I IR ORI & R A2
PRI X — F AP S

4 75w

AHFFURIF 9 %t SSR BIMIBFIT T 2 5t 5 B4R A R B AT 1 40 ANBEIR A3 15 2 RE PR
LG, BHA SRR B R, B ML R A . BT R,
FERKRAIR . GG 40 MR ARIA, BEARIREE ARSI R, 75345
A7 _F TN 7R T A 53 5 o AT 0 A0 M 1130 0 T 25 50 72 R R 1 4 5 2
BRI M [ 8 10308 R 1 OB o 250 1 B i 10 35 DR 7 TS B 0 30 0 T A 1 e A 2
VEo B, AT TCIIHG T A M 2 4 AT VA DR T 25 50 1 S ) T M S5 R BE LR, 9
SR T R I (4P SR
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Appendix 1 Results of Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium tests of 9 Loci in 40 populations of Morella nana

FiE2TN SSR1 SSR2 SSR3 SSR4 SSRS5 SSR6 SSR7 SSR8 SSR9
populations Prob Signif ~ Prob Signif ~ Prob Signif ~ Prob Signif  Prob Signif ~ Prob Signif  Prob Signif ~ Prob Signif  Prob Signif
GZGM 0.110 ns 0.428 ns 0.065 ns 0.224 ns 0.710 ns 0.046 * 0.400 ns 0.321 ns 0.295 ns
GZBH 0.532 ns 0.532 ns 0.556 ns 0.238 ns 0.682 ns Mon 0.212 ns 0.065 ns 0.154 ns
YNJN 0.245 ns 0.544 ns 0.767 ns 0.150 ns 0.711 ns Mon 0.284 ns 0.711 ns 0.590 ns
GZHY 0.321 ns 0.609 ns 0.224 ns 0.544 ns 0.823 ns 0.317 ns 0.350 ns 0.516 ns 0.261 ns
GZHT 0.029 * 0.629 ns 0.029 * 0.677 ns 0.440 ns 0.317 ns 0.137 ns 0.820 ns 0.947 ns
GZXX 0.071 ns 0.624 ns 0.298 ns 0.046 * 0.698 ns 0.317 ns 0.065 ns 0.321 ns 0.572 ns
YNMT 0.609 ns 0.112 ns 0.577 ns 0.095 ns 0.815 ns Mon 0.008 ok 0.491 ns 0.806 ns
GZYS 0.683 ns 0.679 ns 0.820 ns 0.277 ns 0.891 ns Mon 0.019 * 0.458 ns 0.629 ns
GZWX 0.245 ns 0.233 ns 0.607 ns 0.596 ns 0.728 ns 0.317 ns 0.285 ns 0.247 ns 0.679 ns
GZWL 0.528 ns 0.392 ns 0.526 ns 0.572 ns 0.285 ns Mon 0.572 ns 0.285 ns 0.392 ns
YNFY 0.029 * 0.020 * 0.172 ns 0.014 * 0.680 ns Mon 0.890 ns 0.680 ns 0.922 ns
GZLQ 0.172 ns 0.157 ns 0.422 ns 0.659 ns 0.799 ns Mon 0.328 ns 0.423 ns 0.107 ns
GZYC 0.555 ns 0.392 ns 0.440 ns 0.572 ns 0.609 ns 0.532 ns 0.170 ns 0.222 ns 0.263 ns
GZLS 0.286 ns 0.317 ns 0.117 ns 0.261 ns 0.201 ns Mon 0.459 ns 0.572 ns 0.572 ns
GZAG 0.158 ns 0.261 ns 0.987 ns 0.766 ns 0.691 ns Mon 0.303 ns 0.756 ns 0.285 ns
GZYB 0.172 ns 0.572 ns 0.321 ns 0.157 ns 0.758 ns Mon 0.285 ns 0.749 ns 0.392 ns
GZGK 0.756 ns 0.154 ns 0.046 * 0.112 ns 0.518 ns 0.157 ns 0.029 * 0.695 ns 0.958 ns
GZJP 0.261 ns 0.572 ns 0.011 * 0.172 ns 0.263 ns Mon 0.021 * 0.915 ns 0.020 *
GZHZ 0.072 ns 0.243 ns 0.012 * 0.062 ns 0.422 ns 0.157 ns 0.065 ns 0.527 ns 0.072 ns
GZQG 0.112 ns 0.285 ns 0.649 ns 0.317 ns 0.353 ns Mon 0.083 ns 0.694 ns 0.285 ns
GZYZ 0.029 * 0.756 ns 0.132 ns 0.544 ns 0.741 ns Mon 0.112 ns 0.600 ns 0.466 ns
GZXR 0.103 ns 0.572 ns 0.544 ns 0.677 ns 0.705 ns 0.572 ns 0.046 * 0.459 ns 0.766 ns



YNPL
YNLQ
GZQX
GZSC
GZZ]
SCYB
SCRH
YNDL
YNNI
YNQB
YNYL
YNHZ
GZWN
YNZY
YNES
YNLC
GZSY
GZLZ

0.019
0.071
0.046
0.019
0.005
0.000
0.019
0.001
0.019
0.060
0.019
0.002
0.005
0.002
0.002
0.046
0.002
0.141

ns

dk

ok

ok

ns

dk

dk

dk

dk

dk

ns

0.172
0.046
0.423
0.756
0.112
0.025
0.005
0.020
0.317
0.008
0.293
0.002
0.005
0.261
0.317
Mon
0.098
0.544

ns

ns

ns

ns

ok

ns

ok

ns

ok

ok

ns

ns

ns

ns

0.079
0.112
0.809
0.225
0.112
0.062
0.072
0.392
0.229
0.253
0.014
Mon
0.003
0.067
0.000
Mon
0.137
0.710

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ok

ns

ns

0.317
0.083
0.572
0.317

0.027
0.317

0.083

0.083
0.373

Mon
Mon

Mon

Mon

Mon
Mon
Mon
Mon
Mon

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

0.428
0.404
0.809
0.105
0.763
0.392
0.504
0.556
0.029
0.423
0.756
0.317
0.003
0.317
Mon
Mon
0.572
Mon

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ok

ns

ns

0.317

0.083

0.572

0.046

Mon
Mon

Mon

Mon
Mon

Mon
Mon
Mon
Mon
Mon
Mon
Mon
Mon
Mon

ns

ns

ns

*

0.025
0.112
0.392
0.373
0.353
0.154
0.157
0.174
Mon
0.083
0.005
0.005
Mon
0.008
0.020
0.317
0.373
0.120

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

3k

3k

ok

ns

ns

ns

0.278
0.340
0.679
0.590
0.679
0.580
0.372
0.291
0.046
0.321
0.174
0.019
0.003
0.557
0.014
Mon
0.287
0.660

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

dk

ns

ns

ns

0.609
0.261
0.174
0.188
0.891
0.174
0.677
0.112
0317
0.112
0.005
0.019
0.003
0.005
0.014
0.025
0.756
0.238

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

ns

dk

dk

dk

ns

ns
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Appendix 2 Bottleneck effect analysis of 40 populations of Morella nana based on TPM model

MU AL TPM

F#¥ population
sign test Wilcoxon test

GZGM 0.061304 0.005859*
GZBH 0.453317 0.570313
YNIN 0.090602 0.037109*
GZHY 0.480161 0.496094
GZHT 0.537244 1.000000
GZXX 0.560101 0.910156
YNMT 0.188069 0.013672*
GZYS 0.434562 0.048828*
GZWX 0.233672 0.013672*
GZWL 0.171708 0.037109*
YNFY 0.557740 0.652344
GZLQ 0.252207 0.128906
GZYC 0.097238 0.250000
GZLS 0.075664 0.009766*
GZAG 0.083732 0.019531*
GZYB 0.573606 0.652344
GZGK 0.285677 0.496094
GZJp 0.613255 1.000000
GZHZ 0.008770* 0.001953*
GZQG 0.588010 0.843750

GZYZ 0.027077* 0.250000



GZXR
YNPL
YNLQ
GZQX
GZSC
GzZ7]
SCYB
SCRH
YNDL
YNNI
YNQB
YNYL
YNHZ
GZWN
YNZY
YNES
YNLC
GZSY
GZLZ

0.209714
0.376621
0.022129*
0.589901
0.291768
0.421410
0.381072
0.446652
0.069006
0.371896
0.021236*
0.006141*
0.206269
0.049644*
0.017495*
0.423259
0.538548
0.084651
0.191060

0.496094
0.109375
0.007813*
0.734375
0.312500
0.425781
1.000000
0.843750
0.009766*
0.164063
0.007813*
0.003906*
0.078125
0.015625%*
0.007813*
0.109375
0.250000
0.011719*
0.250000




