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Genetic Diversity among Different Compatible Varieties
in Rice (Oryza sativa L.) Using Isozyme Markers
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Abstarct: A total of 95 rice varieties were collected including four compatibility groups of indica compatible
varieties (ICV), japonica compatible varieties (JCV), wide compatible varieties (WCV) and incompatible varieties
(NCV). Genetic variation and genetic structure among the four groups were evaluated by using isozyme markers.
Ten isozymes gave rise to S5 alleles in 34 loci of which 15 (P = 44.12%) were polymorphic. The average expected
heterozygosity ranged from 0.354 to 0.456 at the group level, and 0.454 at the species level. AMOVA analysis
showed that 80.21% of genetic variance distributed within groups, and only 19.79% among groups. The variation
of genetic distance between groups ranged from 0.1129 to 0.3673, and the gene flow ranged from 1.0242 to
2.5451. UPGMA cluster analysis based on Nei’s genetic distance could divide the four groups into two clusters:
(I)YWCVandJCV, (I) ICV and NCV.
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R AR WA 56T R A R (AR B AR, DU ROSR A
b5 A TEE AL AL A R AR IRE . AR AT
T 2R A 4 PO 4 PSS L, ok R 2 VR JZ P 9K 2 AT
A, L4 FARIEMMOKTESR (BRF) ATRS
FBE A xF B, BFAR I 1% 2 i BE BRI AN R S5 R P 44
BB A5 2 B AR G54, LAY D T 5 70 & o ) ol
BRBHRP AN AR E RS

1 MR i

1.1 ##

R B 1, 3L 95 MR (B R , K ¥
B FR 51 61, Bap RN B 4w # 4) b A E bRk
FEAT (IRRD 124t HIEAZ DH #k & 44 3, Ik R
R4t 2001-2003 4ExF LR A EHEAT Ze A8 KM
P e, oA 55 437 K ALE A (wide compatible
varieties, WCV). 20 4} 3¢ Kl & F# (indica compatible
varieties, ICV). 16 43 3£ #8 & F (japonica compatible
varieties, JCV) 5 4 4 3k 5% 1 & % (incompatible
varieties, NCV), & SCXTIX 4 FAS [B] E FOH: kAT
B BT

1.2 [ IE# A
F TEE M N ESE R 3 3R 10d £

A B (KK FE G R B R SRR, AR
M TAFES, AR (BRR) 2047 3 #R. RE—
m R (BRARD BB TR I 2 7, LI 2/3 B3
BT AR B . LYK HT T BERE (esterase,
EST). & 3 ik # (aminopeptidase, AMP). K L H i 4
% K (aspartate aminotransferase, AAT). i3 & {b & K
(catalase, CAT). ¥ X B K (malic enzyme, MAL). &
{4 B PR RS (acid phosphatase, ACP)- B F& 7 % B 7+ 143
B3 (phosphoglucoisomerase, PGI). 6- 3 ] 4 B5 B i
£ K#(6-phosphogluconate dehydrogenase, PGD) R4
1.4 8% 1. B (superoxide dismutase, SOD) i 2 4L H)
# (peroxidase, POX) 10 ¥ [5] TE§ 15 ™% A4 4,
EST #5104 A1 PGL SR 7K1 U0 A 35 453 VRt M2 Fi ik ey
PIBOREE, BT PRI, AR & FhlE LR
4% EST £ BP0 B L 52, B b R0 g2 A IR 0oy
TR PR 040 T g g R L KRS T v

13 BiEaH

] THEA i R AL BAEpRididF . BIBERA
J& » # | POPGENE ver 1.31 3495 T3 &5
ZAEMAMN AP, FMANERME, FAERNEME
(na), 3L &F A7 H K (ne), Shannon’sfs B F& (1), &7
BaAEE (HO, IEREGE (Ho, FxE &Y
(F) , &R (Nm) ,Nei’s LS (D) 9, FH

1 RB#HH
Table 1 Materials tested
5 B SR
Groups 0 0 Varieties
varieties

g3 Y 20 4§ 5Nantehao; B %63 Minghui 63; SMR; N422; B9 5{11 Nanjing 11;%§ 7 Teqing; 7 2S Qinghei S; C211; IR36;
Indica IRSS; Psbrc4; Psbre28; Changlei; RC10563; Aus paddy; S15; DH15; DH23; DH25; H59-10
compatible
varieties
R 16 @ EBBalila; B tAkihikara; £ 4165 T65; $L4265 Shennong 265; Tachi-ki-kokoku; Plovdiv; $6; R2; Bulu gendjah;
Japonica Bulu rusa; Bulu kewal; H53-41; DH34; DH0O67; H59-3; H59-6
compatible
varieties

E[ il Ay 4 GCl54; DHI10; S14; AUS 78-78

Incompatible

varieties

IR 55  F#Linglun;, H %64 Pei’ai 64; M03 Ce 03; /709 Guang 09; | 3515 Guanggin 1; Hl64 Ce64; £1C311 HC311;
Wide 02428; S26; PC311; S18; T984; Dular; MZ/6355-EBR; AUSI; AUS3; AUSS; AUS9; Padi-buha-buly; Gundil
compatible gendjah; Sada AUS; H53-7; H53-14; H53-2; H53-7-1; H53-11; H53-12; H53-13; H53-1; H53-3; H53-42; H55-43;

varieties

H55-13; H55-15; H55-5; H55-4; H55-152; H55-41; H55-11; H55-14; HS55-19; H55-42; H55-8-1; H55-8; H55-16;

H55-21; DH32; DH44; DH51; DH22; DH42; DH062; DH18; DH4; H59-18
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A3 TR o B 1 £ 3 A BB, SR T RT3 8y AR
IR A B X v (UPGMA) #HT. G4 EE
X Al ARLEQUIN % £ F 8 4 F 4 % 45 §r
(AMOVA) AR5, 338 L BEHLIFE 1 000 7K
(OES RN T 0L T o

S

2.1 [E TR 3 B L 2

B 1 Ay 08 43 1) Tl SR TR0 47 PO B e e v VK el 3 o
[i) T AT U )4 A R A SRR H WK 2. A2 95 A
PR 10 B TAEHAS B ) 34 A [ TREAL AR 55
AN FER, TR 5 19 A4S, BRI 15,
LAMLEEDE (P) N 44.12%, VB BEAT 5155
frEEFE A K 1.62 1. AAT H1 SOD 44 H &l
AL AR 8 M E TR HA 1-5 M2 A AL 154
AL R SR BT 18 2 REPE S AT RIS 50 4T

2 BBRMASENERME

B AMP-2*. AMP-3* Fl PGD-1° 3 /™ £ &% &
RI7E & P AR B A, HR 12 N2 &M AT
L FNER AP ABIFAERKESR (K 3).
Ho EST-2 f7 SR Lt B B, ICV E 2 H

EST-2¢ (/7 73.81%), JCV ¥ % 4 EST-2* (&
56.25%), WCV T EST-2° (,}{ 76.85%) .

QIEMEEMNEEREE

BERRL T 15 2 &AL AT 507 B R S B2
36 N (o 5 ALK Vifj%fvﬁtu) TR 2 &
B7 1A SERIBL (na) & 2.60+0.91, F RN £ A
A 2 AT AT HE N $(ne) /& 1.922+0.450, Shannon’s
15 IR R (D) F S 0.71720.227 (4 4) . K44
A% AT AT AT LI EL (ne) #IRCH NCV
(1.932+0.700) > ICV (1.825+0.316) > WCV(1.730+
0.475)> JCV(1.686+0.575), Shannon’s 15 B.F5 H(I)
N A ICV (0.687£0.169) > NCV(0.6340.392)
> WCV (0.606+0.288) > JCV (0.556+0.333)

24 BB RN

B M B LA R ST R 2% 5 B (He=0.454+
0.132) (% 5) o LRI 4 LA ] R R 3 BE A%
&1, LLNCV M ICV W B s, WCV RTICY B AR XS
AR o 24 SERREE A BEAR K (£ 0.946 32 0.991 2
If]) , SEBRAe A AR (fE 0.008 4% 0.053 22 Ja]) , %
B AT H KRG L LT A 805 1A

R2ZERPHMEIBAFNEIRNMSIY

Table 2 Enzyme systems assayed and the number of loci scored

w4 Gty A A B LA 2 AOEAT AN
Enzyme Code No. of monomorphic loci Polymorphic loci No.of polymorphic alleles
Aef EST EC3.1.1 2 EST-1 I~
EST-2 3
EST-3 3
EST-4 2%
EST-9 2
Mt RS ACP E.C.3.1.32 2 ACP-1 2
ACP-2 2
R E%IBE T MR PGI EC5.3.19 1 PGI-1 2
PGI-2 2
RS MAL E.C.1.1.1.40 2 MAL-1 2
AL B CAT E.C.1.11.1.6 1 CAT-1 3%
HIERKRY AMP E.C3.4.11.1 1 AMP-2 4
AMP-3 5
6- BERR I BT BE MR A A% PGD E.C.1.1.1.44 1 PGD-1 2
SEALYEE POX EC.1.11.1.7 2 POX-1 2%
KA 2d REFG 24 M AAT E.C2.6.1.1 3
ALY LN SOD E.C.1.15.1.1 5
YT AT AW EIM * indicate a null allele detected.
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AL PRI R ACP: 1. N4

B. FHFRE MAL: 1.
Kewal: 10, Bulu Rusa;

C. Wiy BST:

D. 6- il f 1
Gendjah; 9. Bulu Kewal;

3; 3. H55-15: 4. H5S-5.5. HS5-4 6. H55-152: 7. HS5-41; 8. HSS-11; 9. H55-14: 10, H55-19,
¢ L Aus Paddy: 2. Ausl: 3. Aus3: 4, AusS: S. Sada Aus; 6. Aus9; 7. Bulu Gendjah: 8. Gundil
19. Bulu Rusa.

# 3 REFMEREN 15 T B SMEANFURERE

Table 3 Allele frequencies at 15 palymorphic loci in the compatibility groups in rice

ALY )

Lo icle IcV oV NCV WCV
EST-1 A 06190 0IKTS 06000 0 02604
B 03810 08125 04000 05889 07396
A 00000 05625 0.2000 0.1481 0.1875
B 02619 01250 0.500K1 07685 0.5365
& 07381 03125 03000 0.0833 0.2760
EST-3 A 0.2143 0.5625 0.4000 0.6574 12
B 01,5476 0.3125 0.2000 0.2500 13229
0.2381 01250 0.4000 0.0926 01458
EST4 A 0.2381 01875 0.0000 00741 0.1250
B 0.7619 0.8125 10000 0.9259 0.8750
EST-9 A 04762 0.8438 1.0000 07315 07083
B 0.5238 0.1562 0.0000 02685 02917
ACP-1 A 0.8095 0.2500 0.6000 05741 05729
B 0.1905 0.7500 04000 0.4259 0.4271
ACP-2 A 01905 07500 0.4000 0.3148 03646
B 08095 0.2500 .6000 06852 0.6354
PGI-| A 0.8095 0.0000 04000 03148 03750
0.1905 1.0000 06000 0.6852 0.6250
PGI-2 A 03571 10000 03000 0,7593 06575
B 10.6429 D00 1,70610 0.2407 03125

MAL-1 A 0.3333 1.5625 DABI0 1.5370 04896
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#£:%% 3(continued)
I%cis %‘fﬁfe&j ICV icv NCV wCv _;::;21
MAL-1 B 0.6667 04375 0.6000 0.4630 0.5104
CAT-1 A 0.1429 04375 0.6000 0.5000 0.4167
B 0.6190 04375 0.2000 0.2593 0.3646
C 0.2381 0.1250 0.2000 0.2407 02188
AMP-2 A 0.7143 04375 1.0000 0.6481 0.6458
B 0.0952 0.2500 0.0000 0.2222 0.1875
C 0.1429 03125 0.0000 0.1296 0.1562
D 0.0476 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0104
AMP-3 A 0.5714 0.9375 0.4000 0.5370 0.6042
B 0.3333 0.0625 0.2000 0.3333 0.2812
C 0.0952 0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0208
D 0.0000 0.0000 0.2000 0.0185 0.0208
E 0.0000 0.0000 0.2000 0.1111 0.0729
PGD-1 A 0.1190 0.0312 0.0000 0.0000 0.0312
B 0.7857 0.8125 0.4000 0.9630 0.8698
C 0.0952 0.1562 0.6000 0.0370 0.0990
POX-1 A 0.4762 0.8750 0.8000 0.9815 0.8438
B 0.5238 0.1250 0.2000 0.0185 0.1562
%4 SENHZAERNEE®N). A RS G EE (ne)# Shannon’s {5 B HEMHI LB
Table 4 Comparision of observed number of alleles (na), effective number of alleles (ne) and
shannon’s information index (1) at 15 polymorphic loci of all groups
R IcvV jcv NCV wCv Bt Total
Locus  pa ne I na ne I na ne I na ne I na ne I
EST-1 2 1.893  0.665 2 1.438 0.483 2 1.923  0.673 2 1.246 0.349 2 1.627 0.574
EST-2 2 1.630  0.575 3 2.327  0.947 3 2632 1.030 3 1.614 0.692 3 2.505 1.003
EST-3 3 2.485 1.002 3 2327 0947 3 2.778 1.055 3 1.987 0.843 3 2452 0982
EST4 2 1.569  0.549 2 1.438 0483 1 1.000  0.000 2 1.159 0.264 2 1.280 0377
EST9 2 1.996 0.692 2 1.358 0433 1 1.000  0.000 2 1.647 0.582 2 1.704  0.604
ACP-1 2 1.446  0.487 2 1.600 0.562 2 1.923 0673 2 1.957 0.682 2 1.958  0.683
ACP-2 2 1.446  0.487 2 1.600 0.562 2 1923 0.673 2 1.759 0.623 2 1.863  0.656
PGI-1 2 1.446  0.487 1 1.000  0.000 2 1.923 0.673 2 1.759 0.623 2 1.882  0.662
PGI-2 2 1.849  0.652 1 1.000  0.000 2 1.724  0.611 2 1.576 0.552 2 L753 0.621
MAL-1 2 1.800  0.637 2 1.969  0.685 2 1.923 0673 2 1.989 0.690 2 1.999  0.693
CAT-1 3 2.172 0917 3 2510 0.983 3 2273 0950 3 2.665 1.039 3 2.822 1.065
AMP-2 4 1.845  0.887 3 2844 1072 1 1.000  0.000 3 2.056 0.880 4 2.097 0.934
AMP-3 3 2239 0910 2 1.133  0.234 4 3.571 1.332 4 2426 1.018 5 2.221 1.013
PGD-1 3 1.561  0.667 3 1.459  0.567 2 1.923 0.673 2 1.077 0.158 3 1.303  0.459
POX-1 2 1.996  0.692 2 1.280 0.377 2 1471  0.500 2 1.038 0.092 2 1.358 0433
Sy 24 1825  0.687 22 1.68  0.556 213 1932 0.634 24 1.730 0.606 26 1922 0717
Mean
r#EE 0.63 0316  0.169 0.68 0575 0333 083 0701 0.392 0.63 0475 0.288 091 0450 0.227
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Table 5 Comparision of homozygosity, heterozygosity and fixation indices in the compatibility groups in rice
o ‘\' Py ¥ Pas o “ZLI:A i fl:A .
B SLhRaie HHali & LR A TRHAE B B
Observed Expected Observed Expected L
Group . . . . Fixation indices
homozygosity homozygosity heterozygosity heterozygosity
ICV 0.974£0.035 0.552+0.096 0.025+0.035 0.447+0.096 0.958+0.065
Icv 0.991+0.022 0.645+0.213 0.008+0.022 0.354+0.213 0.968+0.079
NCV 0.946+0.118 0.543+0.258 0.053+0.118 0.456x0.258 0.864+0.270
WCV 0.979+0.039 0.619+0.185 0.021+0.039 0.380+0.185 0.958+0.065
B3t Total 0.978+0.031 0.545+0.132 0.021+0.031 0.454+0.132 0.950+0.075
25 BESUNSH 2.6 EER A

AMOVA TR, K B8 % 4 M fF AR BK 1 i%
££43 4 (Fst=0.19790, P=0.0000) , 244 80.21%1
BN A THN, R 19.79%) 844210 5 A
T4 6] . Wright $& H 8 4% 53 L5 AT 0-0.05 2 ]
HIFhBEBAE LIRSS, AT 0.05-0.15 2 [a] g Fp 8¢
BAESTE, AT 0.15-0.25 Z A KR REEAE 4
AR K, KT 0.25 RAF BB AL LR KD, F2 R
WARUE, TFEEAETARERSM ICV 5 JCV HA M KK
B I8 4% 234k (Fst=0.30319, P<0.01), AS777E A B b
B WCV 5 ICV (Fst=0.22063, P<0.01) .\WCV 5

Al MR P HFE R AKFRHERER (Nm
1.1683) , Hh WCV 5 JCV I RF &5 (Nm
2.5451) , WCV 5 ICV X 2 (Nm = 1.7885),
ICV 5 JCV Z AKX (Nm=1.0242) (£ 6) .

2.7 BHESHR

Nei’s i % 8 &5 43 #r R B, ICV 55 JCV Higi4%
RS R K (D =0.3673),WCV 5ICV k2 (D=
0.2258) , WCV 5 JCV Hif/h (D=0.1129) . i
4 ML I AR R S e, SR UPGMA 4 3E1T B
K, BBIRFSEFPEM B R B RPRE, H o wev

JCV (Fst=0.13846, P<0.01) 4} Hll H A 5 K42 B F . L
A (3 AL H5ICVEA-XK, ICV 5ENCV BA—HK (FH2),

x6 MIEISANEERIEHYSTENTRFENEKBANEER
Table 6 Analysis of gene flow for 15 polymorphic isozyme loci between different compatibility groups in rice

A7 55 Locus ICV-JCV ICV-WCV Jev-wev £11] Total
EST-1 1.0422 0.6484 215165 0.8457
EST-2 0.9268 0.5423 0.7448 0.7693
EST-3 3.0842 1.7874 38.2076 2.3786
EST-4 65.1886 4.6462 8.5862 2.8808
EST-9 1.4111 3.4205 13.0215 0.9896
ACP-1 0.5457 3.5961 2.0567 1.2897
ACP-2 0.5457 11.9631 1.0645 1.1530
PGI-1 0.1176 0.7557 1.0882 0.4571
PGI-2 0.2778 1.2751 1.5769 0.4655
MAL-1 4.4587 5.6736 381.5165 6.6321
CAT-] 4.3045 22655 12.4959 2.5058
AMP-2 4.2037 21.1791 7.3942 1.5993
AMP-3 1.5489 24.8691 1.4305 1.8196
PGD-1 27.7348 43974 5.0993 0.8068
POX-1 1.1280 0.5241 5.6248 0.9435

- Mean 1.0242 1.7885 2.5451 1.1683
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Fig. 2 Cluster analysis (UPGMA) of different compatibility groups

in rice (Oryza sativa L.) using Nei's genetic distance
35rHr AT e

3 EMRMAEE SN

WAL 25 FETE T8 %R BET AT A Ak B 4 8 11 ik
HERRER, B NEBAfE RERNELL
Rt . ARSFFERAE LR T FRic Xt 3 7
IKFEIB AR 2 FEME AT TR IIBF 9, A8 &
KT KFEI AL 2 FE P 8% oML R b B8 73 A 5 4
Xty e, B R SCF T S SR i 38 1% 2 FE
WA RARIE . ABFRCRAT 10 MR TEEM 15 N2 &
A7 e AE 7K TS A R W 2588 i (i AL 2 AEAE (He =
0.454) , L LT SecondBHRIE 1 O. sativa W15 £ HE
¥y 0.23, Li A1 Rutger®I3 1% (7 He X 0.36
T, JR DR W] e R B KA MR ) R AR 2 58 A
(Rt R, 3 n T el BURDEL, KR 84 2
2R . Hb 1oV L LR (He =
0.447) ,JCV &% (He = 0.354) , X~ -# R 59
SLEPA AT L R K TR A EEA—E
AT R, WCV 11516 2 FEPE7KF (He = 0.380)
tLICV R, tE JCV B . X - RIS M Fh
HAS SRR I D A P BT IR, B RET 2
T EAMBRA THEMM R, HRE/DHKINM
Eo F—Jrm, Wl TR R KR
ik, FIREM T A S B NI R 5L
Wt et A, AR S H MR E
HERK, GG EHtEsMEg R —e%
W, A J 7B I 3% 8 4 (¥ ICV.JCV K& NCV # k%
BT 50T, Wb ix se 48 Ao — P 30k .

32 kRBBESUSEMESLNXE

WV Foft (8] Z2 Pl AN B AT A% LT — B2 KR E A
BRI . 20 4D 50 AR LK, Oka F1 Sano %%
TR R AL 2 SR RIRE e AP AR 7 (M AL SE Rt T K

TR BT 2 R O 10 B IR S B B,
Ikehashi FIl Araki®ifE 20 tt2g 80 FAC AR B 3 Al 5
B, IR T RO TS R - AR TR R
T 2R RS R I, 45 1 A ] &2 2% 1) 3 R 38t
R YALE AT R RSN TRk RS Ss
ARSI Z AT AR, FA Ok Sy A PR HIRIAE A%
FAHN A VRUERND, H2UE LR R,
J 7o RN PEAL 1T AR B K ZR P WV Foh (] S AR R &
AT ) . R 42 A Ry S RS B AT —
Fhoul Be ok U5, B JE 4R ROk REFS , Rl RE A a] BY K% Kl
KR A1, Zheng SR RFLP bRl KT 26 Fil i
Foh SR I 5ol 5 Rl BE U 56 P (R B B . X2 S bk, %
B BAT 554 TR WA [A] e FOAS B il ast A4 L

AHF O K FE A RS AT SR R % e, 1R BRI
PEME T 4 MRS, SR T MBEURIS 1% 2 1 FE X iX 4
Tl o R AY (R 3884 £ BF 1 RSAG &5 R BEAT 43 #0858
A B KRR R b B AL A - -2 Py 7E B
Ao BidHK RN AMOVA 5087, KA [E 36 H1
PEA L (8] 7740 K (P 14 434K (Fst M 0.13846 %
0.30319) . ' ICV 5 JCV. WCV 5 ICV. WCV
HICV B AR BE o ALE B K . KR &K
Vo HFICV 5 ICV Z[E{FEA RS, 1 WCV
HICV. WCV 5 JCV WA fFAE A RERG , K, K
A 5 R ) RBEAS b B 5 AN A A 1 )
B 7K 4% 4 1] 1 A T B 0 R AE S AT AR L AR B
B KK R, 268 4E 40 RIS B R & B K
KA. thAh, Wright®#g 0, an R 21 7%
Nm< 1, ] Fig &5 W] LU 30R B (6] BH B iy agt
434k . BRI R, WCV 5 ICV.ICV 3R
4y B IL 2.5451 1 1.7885, FiR# WCV 5 ICV.
ICV Wb 4 e e sidt— 24/ MICV 5
JCV Z (8] EE ¥ Nm 4 1.0242, 13X — 7K Wi 4T &b
FE R 5 R R RS > 5 s fE AR 5]
S PR B AL AL A P A RS . XEE B
REKBEME - NEENRR WA EE M LM
HEATAS )28 R B 24 AT, 38 R & S5 A2 B [a] (1) 2
[RI R » BAARG JLagE A% 43 AL 7K 7, AT ¥ B AS [R] 2 R 28
4 a) A B RS , BRI E AT 29 Rt %,

5% ik
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