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(U 7/ R 5 -0 RN T s il =B |
(SSRO B fil DA DNA & 1 -6 > HIT A% 1 IR 41 hl
I E 1 DNA ¥ 3, 38 3 A7 75 T 5 A% A W i A
PrrgFE PR 2 PSSR ARic £ R BT & S 5L A
B TR DN N D o i =N N 1R SR i =
U SRR AN, TEAE W 545 43 A O TR B A T 2 1Y 0
=L BT A AR Z St SSR 4 F bR x) 2
BHE Y 1 154G Z R PR HEAT T RS, Qa5 22 5 b 5 L [
SRR A G D KA 2L (Cymbidium
hybrid) A% ZREPES R E LR R GO R S g
ZREPES ST G TR U 2L AR SRR S R 4
®1 BRBZS/)ABEEMEAEER

F R BT 5 i AR WLARGE . I, AS BF 5 R AT EST-SSR
T T AR IC B X I AR 51 22 5 A% 22 MR 1R 1 e A 45 4 E
FTPPAlT L I AR R A O 37 SRt o LAY S 32 Fop Jo 5 D
(A RCPR 3 5 ) B BB 2 B A A

1 MBE5RFE

1.1 #a

AR IR 2R AP S KO SR R K G A AR R
DAY PG T (XD 35 75 1 00 £ 1L (STS) & B L T 74 5%
B R AR X B =Bk B (SLZ) . R R uh
(MQZ) Ja fE LA B )™ o4 5 221 e g BLR OR B0 55 1
(LD JEREGR D A JERERE 7 - 22 DR (A
FARIBIBE R E 2 m DA b)) BN EY) ERE 2 7R T
9o U Y I o R SR R PR Y B i i e A 0 i TR
TR I T AR AR AL T PR A YR DO R
FRETT VYA W W 5T A5 W 5T 51 8 E O AR U 22
(Paphiopedilum helenae) ,

Table 1 Detailed information of 5 communities of P. helenae
P JE HE FE A L Eaipi R /m
Sampling site Population Sample size Longitude Latitude Altitud/m
Nonggang Sanlian Station SLZ 22 106°50'25"E 22°31'01"N 547
ghunxiu Village, Xiadong Town, Longzhou LZ 11 106°35'50"E 29°99"46"N 429
ounty
Nonggang Minqgiang Station 2 MQZzZ 19 106°54'09"E 22°27'48'N 430
Jingxi County IX 7 106°29'52"E 22°55"17"N 790
Observation point 8 at Sijiaoshan, Jingxi SIS 12 106°28'92"E 29°54'77"N 700

County

1.2 DNA $2EUFA EST-SSR & &

i PR 7S e 3 = R Rk 4% (CTAB) 35
PEICRE i 1 DNA, FF R 1.2 %0 B N 4 e i L Ik a2
FrRHe . AR AR 5T 28 B Xu 255 FI) T = R g0 2% (P,
henryanum) ¥ & W) 34 X5 ¥yt 4751 it ik . Hop K
WG TE S 2R 7 DA b S B R4 1
ORI BRE 16 ASREAHEAT 51 4 0 1 00, fo 28
TEH 10 X4 HG BT B W TE R4 5| W) 0T R e £
FEME BT (3 2), PCR PN 47 Ik i 568 e vl vk 7 348 R
20 pL iR & .1 pL #24R DNA (30 ng/pl), 10

pl 2 X TagPCR Marter Mix, 1E . eI 0.5 pl

(10 pmol/L),8 pL ddH,O #h 5% %= 20 puL., PCR §"
WFEF 94 C HAEYE 3 min; 94 °C 2484k 30 5,51 — 58
“CiH k 30 5,72 “C ZEH 30 s,35 PMEH; fieJm 72 “C 4k
fif 10 min,4 CAEE™ . i GeneMapper v4. 1 #k

78 ABI 3730 xI DNA 43 #1 {% ( Applied Biosys-
tems, 2 [H) {2 SSR FEF A,
1.3 HESH
1.3.1 #E#ESHEMERESL

fdi ] GeneAlEx v6. 5. 1" & {580 T 4 37 45 Al
BEAS i RE B OUL I A 7 D ON LD A RS A L
(N FERAGEIECD W24 (H ) 8 2
B CH D GERFON D L JE B 8 L R B )
£ &40 5 A 4 [ (PPB), #I | PowerMarker ' #k
TSR BT A A S ) 2 SRR B & & (PIO)
1.3.2 mEZMoH

K 3 BT I AT AR ] A B AR A5 R . (D
FEAFR BT (PCoA) H 1 3 AR BR %4> 15 B A 145 8] 119
WAE R (2 M H GeneAlEx v6. 5. 1 F {4 #1740+
J7 2257 T CAMOV A)  BIF 5% J B ) R0 7 P 1% R i 1%
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A5 G5 () f ] Structure™™ X4 T AN A H#E4T DL -3 B8
HKrHr. % ® K =1 - 20, Burn-in &4 10 000,
MCMC (Markov Chain Monte Carlo) & 100 000,
%2 SSRE#MER

Table 2 SSR primer information

A K Hiz 17 10 &, I F H A 4 T. B Structure
Harvester 7158 H et AK {8, B b S EEBEAR 20 2 1%
W AR Al K AR,

(A= iR % RSP/ R WS Y S5 oz IR X ]
Locus Repeat unit Upstream primer/Reverse primer Allelic interval
DL014 (CTO)g TTCCTTCCCTACCCTTTCCA/CAGCGGTGTCGTTGATGTT 238-241
DL020 (GCO4 GGCCAAGTACATGCACCCAT/TTCCCACCTCGGTTATGCAC 270 - 293
DL021 (CAG)y  GCAAATCCATTCAGCCCTGC/CGACATGGTCTGAGAGGAGC 193 - 200
DL023 (AGA) CTTGGGACTCTTTCCTCGGC/CCAGGAGGCTCTCAGCTTTC 213 - 250
DL030 (CCG)s  CAGGTTGACAGCAATGTCGC/GCCGCAGCTTTTCGGATAAG 177 -192
DL032 (AAAC); AGCGTGTTTGGACTAGAGCA/TCGGGGATGCACATGGAAAA 236 - 241
DL034 (CGG)s  GGGTGGGGAGAGTAGGAGTT/GCCACAACTTGTTTTCCCGG 211-223
DL036 (CGT)y  CCACGTGTGACAGAATCCCA/GGCTCCCGACGAGGAATTAC 227 - 242
DIL039 (ATC)s CCACCAGCTTTCATATCCTCCA/GCCCATGCTGTGCAAAAAGA 229 — 242
DL040 (TCDg  AAGAAGTGGCTTCCATGGCA/GCAAAACCAAGGTGTCGTCC 208 - 223

1.3.3 RALE 4 0. 444, L b RBESERH B9 EST-SSR 514 K

F FH PowerMarker K 4 11 55 W4 WA BE & 2 T8] B9
Nei's JBAEIE BT, HE T Nei's 86 10 85 5 B , % H MA-
GA v6"™ By A AL - 35 3 (UPGMA) ¥4 3 i 45 4
NIVEE W -a=R N

2 HER5HW

2.1 EST-SSR #RiZ & &M

FIH 10 X 51 40 % 5 48 50 22 4T Z A 0, 45
WL 3, M 3 AIAL 71 ke LA I 2] 31. 8 4~
SR 0] 455 47 35 PR 080 25 437 5 L ERCA 1,600 (DLO034) —
5.600 (DL020) ,~F- 3454~ 37 s AF7E 3. 180 /> 45 i Kk
s A 2 % 7 56 950l 1,177 (DL034) - 4.101
(DL020) . F {5 h 2. 191; & £ 15 B 15 50 0. 208
(DL034) — 1. 510 (DL020) , “FH{E 4y 0. 801 ; WL 24
A 5% 0.153 (DL034) — 0. 771 (DL032) , - ¥ {H Ky
0.490; 1 B 2« & & o4 0.124 (DL034) — 0. 740
(DL020) , F-¥{8 Hy 0. 451; EST-SSR K £ &5 115
B &R 0.154 (DL034) — 0. 817 (DL020) , ¥ {E

oy A R A, T TR SR 5 i 1T 8 AL 5 8 T
Hep 54 DL034 Z 251 8 R T HAL G 4.
2.2 BHESHESH

MR YL 2% 5 AN B BE Y 1L ZRE RS B R WL AR
4, HHFE 4 AN, WL A A7 L R B R 2,900 (JX,
MQZ) - 3.600 (SLZ), F¥{H N 3.180, H &% L
FE BN 2.020 (SLZ) —2.316 (JX), FE¥{H N
2.191, HF R AE B E A 0.749 (MQZ) - 0.861
(XD, FH{E F 0.801, W &% & A 0.404
(SLZ) = 0.603 (LZ),F¥{H K 0.490, WIHIE
9 0.403 (SJS) —0.503 (JX), FH{H N 0.451, £
BT 90% — 100% . E ¥ N 92% . 4
LRy s 2R E L Ko T (JX,
1=0.861.H.=0.503.PPB=90%) fl J&J{ 5 T 4
HHM(LZ,1=0.855.H,=0.501.PPB=100%) J&
FEM L Z RS T PO IR K AR R 9 A AR R
PIX 5 PG T DU AR L (SIS, T =0.773,.H, = 0. 403,
PPB =90 %) Ji& H¥ 14 358 1 22 M AR X IR
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®3 10X MEHEDT

Table 3 Polymorphism analysis of 10 pairs of primer

(A= LI 455 457 K PR A 305 L K IR 8 TG BAR %L WL 2 & B2 WG EZ N AEPSS=a i
Locus N, N, I§ H, H, PIC
DL014 2.000 1. 329 0. 341 0. 206 0. 210 0. 180
DL020 5.600 4.101 1. 510 0.763 0. 740 0.817
DLO021 2. 600 1. 858 0.703 0.622 0. 461 0. 384
DL023 3.400 2.594 1.042 0. 696 0.614 0.592
DL030 2.600 1.471 0.474 0.195 0. 248 0. 204
DL032 3. 400 2.562 1. 010 0.771 0.601 0.522
DL034 1. 600 1.177 0. 208 0.153 0.124 0. 154
DL036 4.400 2.315 1.025 0.516 0. 560 0.615
DL039 2.600 1. 449 0.510 0. 281 0.292 0.294
DL040 3.600 3. 049 1.182 0. 695 0. 664 0.675
Mean 3. 180 2.191 0.801 0. 490 0.451 0. 444

x4 BREZSIMTLEEHNBESHEMEKTE
Table 4 Genetic diversity levels of 5 wild populations of P. helenae
JE T WL 45 437 A PR 4 855 A TR TARAE DR WL F 5 B WMEAGE  ZEMEHES/%
Population N, N. I H, H, PPB/ %
JX 2.900 2.316 0. 861 0.524 0.503 90
LZ 3. 000 2.212 0. 855 0.603 0.501 100

MQZ 2.900 2.163 0.749 0.508 0.433 90

SLZ 3. 600 2.020 0. 764 0.404 0.418 90

SJS 3.500 2,242 0.773 0. 409 0.403 90
Mean 3. 180 2.191 0.801 0. 490 0.451 92

2.3 EfEEMESK

Oy F O M A R (R 5) R WL AR 9R 22 JE A
(35t 1 A8 AL 7 Vo o T JE AR N 384 AR N 9304,
WA o0 22 A8 S R AR TR BE N L J B Y st 4% 43
PEARBE B o S B ) st A% Ar AL R IR, Bk 6 1
LA R BRI AL L R EC(F O S 0,022 - 0,127,
wmEMEBREAR ., HP,SJS 5 LZ.SLZ DL K& SLZ
5 LZ BEEZEE F EHY/NF 0. 05, 3 H AR5 %
Gy Ak R T IX 0 B 2 ] B I Y 0K 4 OC & 5 i 3L
il 2% A~ Hb X 22 [) (9 38t 4% 43 Ak R B SR 0,050 —

FLHRI AT 432 3 A (& 1), fH X 3 KR R 78 7 L A i
WA AR AR Y HOR R4 BRI R AL 2 A (B 2)
2.4 REEEXRSW

BT Nei's 845 HH 25 5 M . R |l UPGMA Xf 71
Py HEAE a2 AR A AT R K (B 3) . SR EIR,2
By IX 1 MQZ Bh—3ZC1)sF 5 JX 11
y LZ.11 £y MQZ.22 {5y SLZ #1112 {3y S]S BN —F
£S5 BREZBENSFHESN
Table 5 AMOVA of P. helenae population

25
. i =
s X 5 5K # A%
0.150. RBP4 {650 10 SIS 15 IX MG AL Goeor  IE WEE G A ST
RERE(0.127) , Z WX WA JEBE ] 36 2 56 R . variation MS  omponent ‘;fotj/r;‘
e YR L L N, fH oM 1. 718 — 11. 103, F ¥ {H N Among
. N lation 4 30. 053 7.513 0.184 7
4.916, K H A8 8 povt
M Structure B H g DL 3 3 28 5 B X g4 pggﬁ:ti?on 137 338.855 2.473  2.473 93
A2 BER R AL AT T SR NAE 1 FiR ., Y
Total 141 368. 908 2.658 100

K =3 i, AK B de KAE . R 522 5 AN BT
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k6 BEE=ZSABHABEESIURE(F, AL TH)
FMERR(N,,FAEER)

Table 6 Genetic differentiation coefficient ( F , below the di-
agonal) and gene flow (N, ,above the diagonal) among 5 popu-

lations of P. helenae

Ja B
population JX LZ MQZ SLZ SJS
X *ox o 3.188 2.058 2.303 1.718
Lz 0.073 ok 3.342 8.767  11.103
MQZ 0.108 0.070 * oo 2.426 3.199
SLZ 0.098 0.028 0.093 * % % 11.056
SJS 0.127 0.022 0.072 0.022 ok
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Analysis of the population structure of P. helenae
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(IO T Z R4 -1 00 -2, Hp -1 45 4 4
LZF1 {3 SLZ, Il -2 f4& 5 iy ]X.8 {3 LZ.11 1
MQZ.21 #3 SLZ Fi1 12 iy SJS. LZ JEEEDERE i 5
SLZ Ja#F 1 e d R G CRIE X DR S
MQZ JEH#E 1 RS R R RBGE . BRI T 45 5

SR — AR AR R EE T AR AR I AL AR S
15.57% A 11. 31 % (& 4) . Zf LA, UPGMA 2
TSRS PCoA FABR AT 45 A — 2, BN 18
S B R A 3 3 A R 4 R e A B R 4

Qz-14

] , “SLZ

X it m *SJS
X *

Coordinate 1 (15.57%)
Bl 4 AR YR SRR T AL bR AT

Fig. 4 Principal coordinate analysis of P. helenae population
3 it

3.1 EEZHEESN

EST-SSR 78 Fhric S0 AR HAT 3 Pk L iUA T
2R CE M S LB R HNZ A K 53 it
190 22 WY I8t A% ZREE L4 R B RE I i DNA JK-F I
LS )RR AR S, AR SR 2L A I E S IR e it
SHRYEH A S R b SR R R AL U O R
SPGB — R B, ) Fh s 4 2R
LAl SN A1 BB B A B, B2 0 B Y AR
AR R HEAC L = AL TR A R R B B
LM PIC FH{E N 0. 444, LB A4 4 22 (Cymbidi-
um goeringii) B Z L (PIC = 0. 805 0O K™, 3¢
Yo PPB P MEH S 920, m T ORE M gE 22
(P.micranthum ,PPB = 81. 25%)"™ | St N B # Y 8

2 EET 2o
=) o o TQ
= TS 22038 J e
2% 92222388 9 la
&(o(finﬁooq..‘:'Sgo,\; 5
4% e LR NNR AT I TS N o
9%, e e LRt nER I S5 T S48
IR AT FEISS TS
PN
0, “p 5, 0w A \
2. X0, SO ol
Ly, S5 % WO A 0
Hiyy LDL/ ,‘,“2‘03 ‘?‘;\p“vg\fb ;\
~S75 05 oV L
HLpy o203 RE )
Hipy S-05 Aa 9\:“7’
HLDpy ?szw HLLDLU 0
- -07 Lzt
HLDL-SLZ-08 E'L“EKL‘ l;AIQZ 06
-MQZ-06
HLD;&»%; L <EHLDL»1X.06
HLDLMOZE HLDL gy o
LoLMAT HLp 707
“\,\LD“'SLZ \01 ,;"[LDL :YS!SJ) 1
6 L, SLz.
o 2@'\@ 1210, S d
o %\':\%'\ Q 5,202, 20!
NS S s U5
e T ST gy
W SIS 22 9% vy O
VY PINS Szt 9
P ITINNITEEEES e, 2., %
SO A R R
—1 RNE S R A N
TEIFNNTD LY F
I < m&S’ csYY B
—1I-1 a3
-2
0.03
W AL 1 N p:EN N >-
L3 A S 22 O B IR 3 4% 06 R I AL R
Fig. 3  Evolutionary tree of genetic relationship of P.
helenae germplasms resources
S
s .
[ee}
- A
= " . oJX
Z
IS dOp =LZ
2 Gl ke AMQZ
=1 x =
2
(=]
o
@)




KREFIHE. ETF EST-SSR A FHRIZMI BBLR=ZBEEZHFHERAR

Foft B8 7 1 22 (PPB = 80. 26 %) ™ Fl 5% M Jb £ 7T i 1l 6
F g 22 (PPB = 84. 54 %)™ 1y Z 25 K F. b
Ab A SR 22 1 35 AT 2 R PR OF B K- (H = 0. 451,
1=0.80D) ik T # % (C. faberi . H.=0.600 0,1 =
1.049 O @ FAF YR 22 (P hirsutissimum » H,=
0.420 5.1 =0.742 5" Bk {2 41 8t (Dendrobium of
ficinale \H. = 0.344 .1 = 0.508)%", 3z W ¥fg ¢ g 2%
BAh sl Z Rk,

HE) 0 3045 22 FEE Sl 3 I T H B H R g M4k
T B B AT RUREAT YR 10 3845 ZRE M KPR T
i, — BT & L A3 A R R s AL R 1 AR R AR
) EL AT 0 R A SRR RS I R 2 o bk
WU REAKEY) 43 A 30 B A B R A A 0 AR 5
SR BN B p L 2R, SIS A
SLZ Ja T 15 2 B AR X 554K, 7T RE 2 i T A 8L M
T8 7 IR KA PR ARE /N AR AR R A e e £ 5 3t
o ZREPERE I by B I Y g R B T AR
VIR R B e R L WA Y0 S X AR SR Y
SR = 5 o3 A Hb DX R R, G R TX A T
790 i, AN TP AR X PRI U, PRI R B A v s AR
LR
3.2 mfEgEwmREESWL
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P =Ry R N B e AR A e g i O
BE PR R PR YR L B Y L A S R R A
e JE T P BRI 5T 405 0 — 30, AR 0 2 B R SR A
1l Z Rk BEIR IR A A8 SR, T RE il (e Y 2 B
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0.00—0.05 Ay FEIA , & 0B 0] 2 1k 7T ZBE AN 115 F
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VAR o 22 AL A AR AL T S KOF (F L, = 0. 07D L KT
ANTLACEF AP 2 WA (G, =0.536 9, Hhh, S
DRl 7 B i A B AL b B R R 2z DY e
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RHL 1 P 358 1% 3248 5| 76 1) B 38 4% 40 fk . R I 11 ik
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Genetic Diversity of Paphiopedilum helenae in Guangxi based
on EST-SSR Markers

ZHU Shujing'?,ZOU Rong”, CHAI Shengfeng®, TANG Jianmin®, TANG Fengluan®,
CHEN Taiguo*”, WEI Xiao'*" "

(1. College of Life Sciences, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin, Guangxi, 541006, China; 2. Guangxi Institute of Botany, Guangxi
Zhuang Autonomous Region and Chinese Academy of Sciences. Guilin, Guangxi, 541006, China; 3. College of Pharmacy, Guilin
Medical College, Guilin, Guangxi,541000,China)

Abstract: Paphiopedilum helenae has extremely high ornamental value and is a national first-class key pro-
tected wild plant. In this study, EST-SSR molecular markers were used to analyze the genetic diversity and
genetic structure of 71 samples from 5 populations of P. helenae in Guangxi,in order to provide an important
reference for the effective protection and utilization of the germplasm resources. The results showed that P.
helenae has moderate genetic diversity, with a percentage of polymorphic loci (PPB) ranging from 90% to
100% , the average expected heterozygosity (H_.) was 0. 451 ,and the average Shannon information index (I)
was 0. 801. The vast majority (93%) of genetic variation exists within populations, with only 7% occurring
between populations. The genetic variation within populations is greater than that between populations,and
the estimated gene flow (N, ) average value was 4.916. Unweighted Pair Group Method with Arithmetic
(UPGMA) ,Principal Coordinate Analysis (PCoA) and Structure analysis showed that clustering was not
strictly based on geographical location. The genetic diversity of Bangliang Gibbon Nature Reserve Jingxi
County (JX) and Xialeng Town,Longzhou County (LLZ) populations is relatively high,and should be protec-
ted as a key unit for P. helenae.

Key words: Paphiopedilum helenae ; EST-SSR;molecular marker;genetic diversity;genetic structure
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