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Genetic diversity of natural and planted Glyptostrobus pensilis populations: A comparative
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Life Science, Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University, Fuzhou 350002, China; *College of Forest-
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Abstract: Glyptostrobus pensilis is a rare and endangered relict species in China. To make a com-
parative study on the genetic diversity and genetic structure of natural and planted G. pensilis popu-
lations would have significance in the conservation and proliferation of the species. Samples from
the main distribution regions of G. pensilis were analyzed by ISSR (inter simple sequence repeats)
molecular marker. A total of 95 discernible DNA fragments were detected with 10 ISSR primers, of
which, polymorphic loci occupied 39. 0% , suggesting that the genetic variation in the test G. pensi-
lis populations was at a very low level, compared with other endangered gymnosperm. The genetic
differential index (G_=0.3982) and the gene flow (N =0.3778) indicated that there existed ge-
netic differentiation among populations but the differentiation dominated within populations. There
was a significant positive correlation between genetic distance and geographical distance. The mean
values of polymorphic loci (P), Nei’s gene index (H.), and Shannon information index (/) of
natural populations (P=39.9% , H,=0. 1499, I=0.2202) were much higher than those of planted
G. pensilis populations (P=30.7% , He=0.1265, I=0.1759) , and the coefficient of gene differ-
entiation (G, ) and genetic distance (D) of natural populations (G, =0.4513, D=0.0301) were
also much higher than those of the planted populations ( G, =0.3025, D=0.0192).

Key words: Glyptostrobus pensilis; genetic diversity ; genetic structure ; natural population; planted
population; ISSR.
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Qb T BE R fE RS Bl S ORI rh O 9 A R A
it rh E AR L B B3 W E R . AKANTERE AL
YR G RKE h A2 T 09 22 vk <55 5
i P4 SRR R, Wi fe R0 52 3 [ Ah o
R B, HRTHT A K b B A5 AR R R
fak B2 A R YRR ES
SN M B AR T B B R R RS
ST Gy ARG B AL E TR AL Li A5 Rk
Py FLAR IS AR A5 i IS i

AR B K RS SRR BRI, FRIE A 20 fiE2
70 SRR TE R 5 M X Bl LI K A N TR : , H AT
PRUT =AU X 2 B Ry KA e K N TR AR L, T
ZR3FTHIA A BRI 1 AR A K 7K A N AR, AR
TP AR TG 38 L A R R A2 5 7 v R A
W E A R A KA N TR R Y 8t 2 0
PEFNBAL A5 K, N TR PR A8 Ak )l PR 55
W FFFEXTZK AR [ SR FIHE RN T RPRE 1 35t 1% 2 HE 1
Sst B LSRR A G, X T R VK &R 5 2 A7 A
CEES-3'8

fij B HE 42 18] B A7 81 B i 5 (inter simple se-
quence repeats , ISSR) ELA BRAERT B PRk 4% v] 8
SEMESFILR, )z s TR T Wi G A8 W) 5t 4% 22 FEE
[ AR oF 7 o8 S 12D /G b 2 ) S - 2 7
A4 FE K AR T ZREREA A4 L SR ISSR FRic 4
ARXF HAA T Z eV 0BT, B 38 7R F 8K AR TE
PIRDFIARE KT 03845 Z2 AR PR AR 5 Ll A b K
AN TS FARFIRREE ZHEKF s L 4540 1Y)
S SR KA Wi S AL T 0 i 2 Bk A A g
et AR A

1 #M#E5F®
1.1 FEHAEDL B R A

R1 KRHMIREBIEG EFSEEMG

M FAEASE A TR R S H &R H
H KA AT Y AN 4 /), 52 7 Wefk, F AR R AR
SRR B, R4 7K b J3 A b AR T LR AIRST AR 2009
AEFRZERTIKA 2 EEFP R HEA T B SR A SR, KA
HARFIRER AR =M M bepg B VLV 4 L
TRV EL A5 N TR R A AR 4 4 T AR
SEHT TN TR AR A BRI S 1) XA b e
ZHH(FS) PRI A2 0. 8 hm?, M3 700 a, F- 14y
#£45.4 em W 9.5 m AR EBE RS (FP) FhEE I
U216 hm® , B4 300 a, FH4 948 50. 2 cm , SF-H4 0
1 13,2 m VLPY B8 (IS) FfFTANZY 0. 4 hm? i
800 a, V-2 62.8 em, F-IIFE 18. 3 m; ITFG 4
YECJY) FHRETRIARZY 0. 25 hm? , A% 400 a, SE24 Hg 2
35.9 cm, P E 13.6 m; ] AR (GD) FhEf
2y 24 hm® , W% 35 a, P MIFE 16.9 cm, F- I
1 14,8 m; £ LA FEA B AL AT T AP i A BTk
TR LR 1. A FhHEAKFIE B3 >50 km.

Bifi B AR BRI I 0 P B AT AR R | A AR A
[EHE 50 m LA b, AMATE 10 #RAR BRI RE 4T SR AL
HARTT 8 DNFIHE 136 PRAMAREA. 73 BLbk R AR 2 4F
A BB TR AR R TR T SR
—40 CA .

1.2 WSROk

1.2.1 DNA $eHCR gl UKt 0.5 ¢, A

WRR VR RS, R R CTAB 35 4R BUK 2

JO S DNA, PRAFT 4 CUKF PR, 0. 8% A B
BWEEE IS FL VKA TN 3 DNA 6, 28416 B i
(UV-1600) i Hyf iz .

1. 2.2 [SSR 93 S 3= Wil Sk HII & R EHE
K 2% (UBC) #2467 51 | il A= T /) & Ay

ISSRGI ), 7€ 20wl 2 i A 22 v b A7 47 14 i 6. I
1005 [Py rh ik il 3 SR B 2 (R 50 15 il

Table 1 Localities and temperature of Glyptostrobus pensilis populations

A I ACA 2353 i K AR AR B R
Forest type Population code Latidude Longitude Altitude Mean annual Annual rainfall Sample size
(E) (N) (m) temperature ( °C) (mm)

H AR FS 118°08’ 26°10’ 1100 19.2 1620. 6 17

Natural population Fp 118°57' 26°58' 1208 14.5 1842.3 23
JS 117°24' 28°22' 52 18.1 1816.0 13
JY 116°58' 28°17' 46 17.6 1788. 8 12

N TR FF 119°38’ 25°45' 45 18.4 1600. 4 18

Artificial population FN 118°20' 27°23' 502 17.8 1684.5 7
GD 113°16' 22°15' 32 21.8 1998. 8 30
GZ 113°15' 23°06' 23 20.3 2000. 6 16

FS.: 4% & = 1] Sanming in Fujian; FP.## &5 5 Pingnan in Fujian; JS:VI.P4 58 Shangrao in Jiangxi; JY : TLPYAXYT. Yujiang in Jiangxi; FF 4 245 M
Fuzhou in Fujian; FN . 5 2 g Nanping in Fujian; GD.J"Z:3}11 Doumen in Guangdong ; GZ.J I Guangzhou.
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Table 2 ISSR primers and their amplification results from Glyptostrobus pensilis populations

EIE7E R gl 1B K B et SR ZW A
Primer code Sequence Annealing No. of No. of Percentage of
of prime temperature bands scored polymorphic polymorphic
() bands bands (% )
811 GA(8)C 56.4 10 4 40.0
813 CT(8)T 51.0 10 5 50.0
815 CT(8)G 53.4 10 4 40.0
840 GA(8)YT 54.9 7 2 28.6
841 GA(8)YC 55.8 9 2 22.2
856 AC(8)YA 54.6 10 4 40.0
857 AC(8)YG 53.4 8 2 25.0
872 GATA(4) 52.6 10 4 40.0
873 GACA(4) 53.1 13 7 54.0
880 GGAGA(3) 52.6 8 3 37.5

W 10 A~514 (811,813 815,840 841,856,857,
872,873 F1880) FF PCR ¥ 4% , A= M iR BEAR M 5|9
T, E2E 1 C ~3 C(3£2).20 pl RBIEZRA:
2 ul 10 x Buffer (10 mmol - L™ Tris-HCl pH 9.0, 50
mmol -+ L' KCl),1.5 mmol + L' MgCl,,0.1 mmol - L™
dNTPs,200 mmol - L' 5[#),1.5 UTaq DNA R4 i, 20
ng « pul AR DNA. 973485 . 94 C THASPE 5 min,
SRIG AT 35 DRI, B 4G 94 °C A% 30 s,
48 °C ~53 CiB K (B KIREBESI WM AE )45 s,
72 CEMEL5 min, &5 72 °C #iEff 10 min,ﬂ%j’fi
PR E T4 C VKA N AR AE. PCR O N TE 12 [E
BIOMETRA T-Gradient % #4735 I 347, PCR 7=
Y 1. 5% Byt WEBE e Fa UK 40 15, I 2 IRk & B
4, L DL2000Marker 125 43 ¥ 5 A5 i, K H] Gene
Genius /A A #Y Bio Imaging System {54347
1.3 Hdukbai

RN T 0 35 i Uk 13 v ) 14 7=y oy
Tt W =3 R 357 R A R ) St i
— AL Y IGBAPER (S 1 BIPERAE 0, 1
IR IEARFERE . % F POPGENE 3. 2 B4 X} 43 il
BEEAT 18215 S50 M, o0 Sl 58 2 A R 5 H R
(P) AR 5T EL(A, ) Shannon 5 BHEE(T) |
Nei W ZHEE (H, ) FIBEEAH ZHERE (H,)
FEN SR ZHEEE () PR s A% e84 G,) )
Nei PG IR ES (D) , HEHEF0RE ] 9 35t 4% #E 25 , R
UPGMA {0 25 P EHEA TSR IS 70 At

2 RS54

2.1 JKIARMEERY ISSR i ZREE AT
Xt 8 AKANFREE 136 4~ DNA #£ 53547 PCR ¥
W SR Y ). Kby | 1) UBC813 X &R 417K

PARERE DNA FE G 19 325 5 LI 1.

10 51 AL 14 th 95 455 M A2 R R Y 5%
W EEAT Y 9. 5 &40, Hih 2814
37 45, ZBALEE R (P) A 39.0% ,FHIA R
FPIATE(A,) 1. 224, TR EE RS (FN) AL
AT BRAKH, sl St O 22 5 i AR AR S5 B 4t
TR ARG HF AL 2 3 mT I KA FPRERY P {H
ASAR G FEIAE 30. 2% ~41. 1% Z 8], F3 4 35.6% ,
HERIF N FP>FS>JY>]S>GD>FF>GZ R i 5 fe
(FP) Pl i, I ( GZ) Fh BBk s 45 FhBERY H,
ARG I TE 0. 1193 ~ 0. 1571, F- 349K 0. 1396, 7
R K FSSFP>JS>IYSFF>GD>GZ; 1 {HTE 0. 1724
~0.2304 Z ], SF-1 4 0. 2012, HE R0 A FS>
FP>]Y>JS>GD>FF>GZ; H, Fil 1 23 k#a3 5 P REL
. 4 S ARFBER POH, T EYHE 550N
39.3% 0. 1499 F1 0. 2202, it T A TRl A - 1
{H.(30. 7% 0. 1265 F10. 1759 , 8 B K #A b 7 35 1%
ZREPEACTERAR , AN [RIFRRE ] 352 4% Z2 R 22 HIAR K
H AR R A B A% AR PR I 0 T TR

1 23456 7 8 91011121314 1516 17 18 1920

1 514 UBC813 4 HE/KHAR A 20 HERREE A 41 DNA 19
ISSR HL7K ]

Fig.1 ISSR profiles of 20 individuals of Glypiostrobus pensilis
with primer UBC813.
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Table 3 Genetic diversity among the 8 populations of Glyptostrobus pensilis based on ISSR marker

iR TWE ZELREAE | WWEOARE | FRENARE | Ne WAREFE | Shamon FERH

Population No. of Percentage of Observed allele Effective allele Nei’ s gene Shannon information
samples polymorphic loci number number index index

(P,%) (4¢) (4,) (H,) (n

FS 17 40.0 1. 4000 1.2761 0. 1571 0.2304

FP 23 41. 1 1. 4105 1. 2654 0. 1524 0. 2257

IS 13 37.5 1. 3053 1. 2166 0. 1475 0. 2037

JY 12 38.7 1.3368 1. 2061 0. 1408 0.2210

FF 18 30.8 1. 3684 1.2488 0. 1391 0. 1771

FN 7 15.8 1. 1579 1. 1116 0. 0654 0. 0955

GD 30 31.1 1.4105 1. 2473 0. 1213 0.1783

GZ 16 30.2 1.4014 1. 2521 0.1193 0. 1724

&4 Nei HBEE—BEMBEEES

Table 4 Nei’s genetic identity (S) and genetic distance (D)

5 —BUE Genetic identity
FF FS Fp JS JY FN GD GZ

LIRS FF 0.9817 0.9874 0.9733 0.9677 0.9311 0.9764 0.9723

Genetic FS 0.0185 0. 9894 0. 9590 0. 9645 0. 9360 0.9824 0.9714

distance FP 0.0127 0.0107 0. 9681 0. 9654 0.9333 0.9817 0.9725
JS 0. 0271 0.0418 0.0324 0. 9760 0.9134 0. 9645 0.9543
JY 0. 0328 0. 0361 0. 0352 0. 0242 0.9214 0. 9662 0. 9567
FN 0.0714 0. 0662 0. 0691 0. 0906 0.0819 0.9127 0.9028
GD 0. 0238 0.0178 0.0184 0. 0362 0. 0344 0.0913 0. 9357
GZ 0. 0217 0.0171 0.0174 0. 0349 0. 0397 0. 0935 0.0121

2.2 JKASFPRE) S A LR

IKIATIRE SR ZAEEE (H,) 7 0. 1926, FPFE N
S ZRERE (H,) 0. 1159, WK My e fL A S 35
RAETEFBENEE. &R AR B 2 RE (G, ) A
0. 3982, RI7E LAY IB 157228 S oA 39. 8% Y748 S A A=
FERNRE ], FhAF N Bt 2 R G RS A TR
60. 2% , FIHE ] RIRREE PN AR S 290 i 3 (P<0. 001).
H AR TR IR] 52 4% 731k R (G, =0.4513) i/ T A
TAHE(G, =0.3025) . FKFAFIEE ] AE7E— 2 T2 B 1Y
AR oA ERE Y A a) AR S AR s R AR S
TSN WIEARX N, = (1-6,) /46 HER KA Fl
FEIR] AL R (I, ) B4, AR 0. 3778.
2.3 KPAFPRES LR B 5 R KT

4 7 LIE S FN FEE, D (0254610
FEI7E 0. 0107 ~0. 0418, ~F-3°4 0. 0259, Ui B K #5 Fif
FE] A IRR R A . e FS AT FP AP E] 9 352 4%
FEES A/N(D=0.0107) ,FS F1 JS Fae ] ) i 14 15 55
AR (D=0.0418). HI# 7] B A& H T Hb BT B 8000
FEPH A AT AR A 1 5 5 A AT RE S BT Hb L B f e
SR AR — R 32 B D A R N T Rp R 255t
FREEES/INT HARFIHRE , 3R W TR 0 a8t A4 AR LR
T S KROS5 A ] Fr b B B 2 R a8t 12 P 5

1T Mantel K55, 45 L0, “HAFHEREFM L (r=
0.4832).
i1 2 AT LAt [T 20 A0 19 3 A48 v (i b
FEAS H REEAE—TRL, FS FIBER FP FIER S — 24,8
FRREFT Y FREESR N —35; GZ FhfFF1 GD FMFER Ny
— SA BRI N T RVEER [ SRR
(st fL oA, [Foh B SR FREE , FS FREEFN FP FHEE, IS
FREERT JY FIEEAS H R —28; R TR, GZ Fh
TEF GD FREESE S —25, FF FhES FP FIEESR Ry —
25 FNFIRE [ BL—2&, T AE R ABER Tk, 2 PHAE R
FF F
FS
FP

—
o
1

JS

Y

FN

1.00 0.98 0.97 0.95 0.94 0.92

2 KFABHHHEN] Ne )JEAE—EE UPGMA K
Fig.2 Dendrogram of UPGMA based on Nei’ s genetic identity
of different population of Glyptostrobus pensilis.
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i) Fofr T % L IBURE S50 2 3 k. 3 28 P 7K A Ao 2 1]
AL AR S 1) A1 5 b P 2 [ SR AR — 2L

RIS

3.1 JKPAFPRERYIS L Z R

W B A WG R I8 A AT R H
ATV Wy i 1 22 A K- B 3 A 45 K T REAFAE R
2250101 ISSR-PCR Jr TR, /KA 11 AR RIS P fH
439.32% ,H, {H 4 0.1499,1 {64 0.2202. 5 HAh
BRWERETRIIAE L, KRS A SR A P ELE AR T
PR A2 (Abies ziyuanensis,77. 8% ) ' 4545 ( Gink-
go biloba, 70.5% )" F§ I7 4L 5 A% ( Taxus mairei
var. mairei, 51.2% )" JC % W& ¥ (Abies yuan-
baoshanensis ,50. 2% ) ") 1K ¥2 ( Metasequoia glyp-
tostroboides ,38. 6% ) " ARAZ ( Cathaya argyrophylla,
32.2% ) VAT s H, R T AW AR TR AZ (H, =
0.2344,1=0. 3764) 48745 (H, =0.2508 ,1=0.3599).

I F AR B R 384% 2R KPR, 5 H
PRI AN A AS A 28 DIAH G K FA & — Al 28 F 3t
R o A A7 A A5 A A AR v, 0 SR R R
SR AR IR W) R M 2 T H R R R &
TR PN AR T, K P 537 3 L2 R 4 s e
Nz F AR HD PR 2 RN R T Sl 52 e, Z2500F P
TRk K 2, AFE /D EZ DK 52 e A58 /DN ) < sl g BT
BRAT TR ARKRFNORAE T AR /KA A7 3 B R A H
TR B b 2 1 7™ Y SN
FEIR]RE PR S WA AR Rt S BOR A K Y Rt iL 2
FEMEKPART . 38 R R A 82 4% 08 1 J5E P Al g 2
UEASHE P i s 2 Ll T N Wi 1l A 855
B WAL KA E B R B LR Ay = i R 2
ST MU H #2060 e TN S
FB AR LA REAR T KA BRI e G0k B
PRAMAIE 5 FE T B 5 38 AG TS U T K P BRI
SN RN ISR 454 .

IKFA N TR B 5% ZREVEAR T A SRR RE, 7T BB
SRR R OC. KA o MK A A B R AT
S DROKKS IR, R 2 i S 355 B 52 AR 1 st %
ISR S B TR H AR 5 A PR A KA
L AR, N T RVRES L Z2 RV, o S ety H iy
FEBAT R KRB FEAT 4 1] 5 0 DR A7 BF S A %
L, J5 A b KRS BER AR R BRI | 32 A KA R
N TR FR o 7K AN B SE T e b, B

I PR 7k A 22K
3.2 JKISFPRERIRAE SR 5 01

IKAS B SRR AL R 2R (G, =0.4513) , LK
12.(0. 1082) FIEEAT (0. 18) &, 7R T Nybom Hl Bar-
tish! > GETH KLY 1SSR 8% 431k RECE YA (G, =
0.34) , FHAIKHFA F SR B (] 47 76 A0 2 88 5 i st %
oAb, FEEGR AL S R AEAE MR N ER , S A SRS
A . Hutchison 2524 I\ N FhRE Y 344 45 44 2
FEPR i A AL A AR BAE B 45 51 B N, <
1B 5 A5 RS AT R B0 E] 1 234k, ZK PRI ]
WAR B ELPR R (N, = 0. 3778 ) W] fiE J& 5 B0 & i
AR BN . BR AT K A PP R 2 B0 A T 480
Rk SR VLR AR = AU X, A
B/ b A R Y R W = G b B S Bl
ZRIBRE]. BLAh KIS W F R TR R 5 i R st i
S EER R KA A S AR A, BRARAL 5 4
WD AN R R P BORERRRE 1 22, AR T Fh
[ B PRI 22 9 ) P BB s K AR F BT AMAS G W %, 4y i
B AR, T BOR R RS Bs )N, fin 2z s 3 ER
Bebm s, BRI T PR LR Bl B T R
[ a8 % o k. IR H BN THMBEE M 6, =
0. 3982, B I A k326 54 FH XT #h BE 2 AL A7 72—
.

Xof 7K 5 R R 1] () b L 8 s AG E  ib AT T
Mantel K555, 455 R W, =35 A7 7E i 2 IE A OC. X T
AHPR G ORI FE 2 B 2 e AP s 1% ok b B R
PRI Y AT RE AR 7K W i B 80 5 7R e 3 B
R A B ) L DR A8 3 A . SRS AT R 45 SR 5 i 1
A SR U SEAS — 35, T 45 & BY SRR RE IR A 5 4y
FHRICH AR KL BE a8 A7 2R i — D4R
TR AR 119 2% 2% b B 2 5358 4% 25 1) 1 B 25 A2 Ak
A
3.3 KA ASRFREERN TR et 25 53

KAS N TR P oH, AT (E AR T B SR Fh
BE, FSH] AR IKAN AT 35 1 Bk it FHROAS 45 Ky vl WO
{EAEFP IR BE BRI T I8 55 () 3515 Z REPERIARAR. 5 A
SRFPRE(G,=0.4513,D=0.0301) #IEL, A\ T AR
oA R B34 AL 1 B W B ARG ( 6, =0. 3025,
D=0.0192) , RN TFPRE H) 2 20 1 50 W 4l ) st A%
FRRILPE. N TR A SRFIEEAS 13RS PRI Py
HEN]B AL AL S | 353 % 708 S 0 A 5 H b 90 24 [ 4
JRi AR —FL.

N TAESL ZRE AR T H AR LR AR K
P AN B2 (Picea abies) " R b
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AARIE , HE R 2 SRR kA G, ARk
JSL /N 2800 2 S BOUR B o 119 35 4% 22 RE PR
R KA A ARFIRE 5 N TR AP AR a8 1 25 5
AP, Al ML JLAS T 1 il ¢ 8 o, KRS N T
B A vh sz 2R AP G AR BEHL IR 2 0, B Al ER
F [l — i i A B R A RE RS, BRIV 5 K A Sk
FIARCHAT BR-AG - 352 K BN, AN BE S 23 B e R o
(35 122 2H B, AN RT3l G i 2 6 BE 2B RE R IH, 33
N TR REE LR B — | i A Z BV SV LA
T E SRR, LU, /NP RN N TR AR A=
TRV [ Bt 16t 4% 7 S AR BB i), W] RE 20
AT TS AL RS2 R, IR 1 T RR A
A SR VR RS DRI, Ayl 32 B/ RSSOV R
Wi, 7K RS2 Tl REE 7 24 i — T 4 b AT RO 2
= SRR I R A2 B KAl R R R AR N A AR
D S Al AE AR R R IR A JO AR
P K FATIRE , FTRESZ R SE 145 R i Ewf M. (ERIFSE
LER A ST KA N TR 81 2 e Bgt A% 73
PORR BEAR 0 2 52, D K A DRk i b A b A B i) T
Leph.
3.4 KARBTEIRY

Py s L Z RO TR AR R
R 2 —. 38 o TR e SOR B 5E B fe ) #h
PRI RO A% 22 Rk B A% A S L, X S B
PG A R R B A 2 A A
PRIEE | H AR BN TR R R AL ARG B
A SZ FRBLIR , O 37123 5t A KA M B 9 R 2 3 1
AT

PGP 1) DR 55 DR SR AN IO (S P 3t K A2 A A
eIV LU S S VR R e e 2 S
XSG IR Ao o AR e 2 R P A L 19 A A
7 ik, FR IO L AU , KA Bl T35 Al K Y
FEIGRE S AR H AT N TR s T Rttt
JE AN TTRPE S AL AR R AR T B ARFh R, HLigt
e A RERETEAR. (K1, 328 HIR e 8 A~ I BT IR /K
PRI AR I . X 7K B SR RRE DL gl b £
N E RS L Z R KB R Gl BRI E R 14
HM A DX (AN FP RIRE) N7 B AR R DX X AR Tl
FE A IEA T AR B RS AR IR D B W R, AW
e IR R R RS , e R BIR JBE M DR A 7R A 19 A% 22
FEVE. 53— i, 1t R A DA e i R ] 2 PR S
AR 2T B, BERH AR LA SR AT RN, %
JEKA A R B PR 5E 2% F, RURT AE A [R) 3t J7 5
J Tz MR DR A MK AR BB, JE SRR A

BLLUREE UM RN IR A TR EOR AP, 7 R AR 2
JRE S35 A 72 S Y At PR S0, ol A gt A
ZREPERY R,

S2%5 3k
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