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0.3365, H,:0.3108) , 75 JE B K V- A BAR I8t A1 (Ppl: 17.05% , H:0.0692, 1:0.0989, H,:0.0763), fuHE Rl #EAE
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Analysis on Genetic Diversity of Germplasm Resources of Anticancer
Plant Rabdosia rubescens ( Labiatae)
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(1. School of Biology and Food Engineering, Changsha University of Science & Technology , Changsha 410076, China;
2. South China Botanical Garden, the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guangzhou 510650, China)

Abstract: Rabdosia rubescens (Henmsl.) Hara is an anticancer plant distributed in the hills and mountains of main-
land China. In order to evoluate, manage and develop the germplasm genetic resources of this species, 7 natural
populations were sampled and analyzed using Inter-simple sequence repeats (ISSR) markers. There was a moderate
level of diversity at species level (Ppl: 60.45% ; H: 0.2714, I: 0.3365; Hy: 0.3108), and a low level of diversity at
population level (Ppl: 17.05% ; H:0.0692; I: 0.0989; H,: 0.0763), and a high level of genetic differentiation (Ggr:
0.6515; 6°: 0.6388; Ggyp: 0.6095). The Sichuan (SC), Baojing (BJ) and Shimen (SM) populations, composed core
clade, and then gathered with the southern and northern populations, respectively, based on the UPGMA analysis.
Therefore, ISSR markers were suitable for genetic diversity analysis and instructive for core collection construc-
tion of R. rubescens.
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1984 AE4H , A A AK O il ot 2 DR A7 o o S 8 1) —
AT, B LA SR P A B L o R BB S R A
FEANPIRI R B YR o A Rl SR P 4 A JEL AT
DASEURTIN SR T s AR H S AR RS B, A5 3K
i 837 1 R 3 G 358 A2 22 R M ) 2 A0 S R B A
B ZK s B 3l T — B B A /N T 382 4% 2 Pk
Fur HHA RIS, (1572 BE B B R AR A2 R
F— Rt F BRI, A H WA B S i 7
e B (SR R P 0 2 LA B 3t A% TR IO 9, b 4
TAERE EAERIEAR AR R, D46 25 i B 5 U 1
WFFEAKERIF SRS,

Y Rh 8t 22 0 M2 R A A AR e 4k
WM A, HAZ O i 425 LA Jee K
P AL AR, I HER PRI R s L ZRE 2
PHAHEHLAZ O R SE AT . ARSI e
T AT R W ACE AR Ge 1 A 43 F oMK
S 4 ) T g 25057 il A &% RFLP .RAPD.SSR.ISSR,
ALFP F1 DNA ] J¥ %5, DNA 43 ¥ 45 i J5 ¥ i WF 52
X G EBAL Y ALY , AN SZ Yyl T AL A8 25 Fh &
B W Be it sgm , SRR SRR A A X B R st 1% BE PR
FRIRE AL , BLA BIF 5% ) ol 3t A% 25 R AR o 26 5 (0
FEIE ML 2R ) 51, Hoh ISSR ARid I EE AL
P4 R0 R PR, A3 2 A S

AW XY Rabdosia rubescens (Henmsl.) Hara J 5%
TERHF SR E /NN, | A3 T3 E BT CHWN
TR | AT N IS O B | A AL I N2 N LT DL I3
I ST A M, 2 TR 100 ~1 000 m Y ILB% A
b TN RH SR A A% B e L AR T R 48 TR
TERAT T 1 X ] P T 58 1 98 IR YT,
LTIt i AR AA 5, 20 1 P R o R % i M A
RAGMAT BRI AL, RN W LAAE A K AR Rk 4
FEWERLY , G R T N AR 25 52435 RIR Y
BHIF TAEZ B Z AR ER, 3T 30 43k,
Xof AU L RAR 2 LAY 2 BIAE FH ARG R LI AR
FARIE AT T 207 s,

KB — TR RS, A KB 2z,
WP BARATRE , A LR FER Y 7 A 7 s g
K, A P A B YR DR O P T, 24 A R YR
SRBRIRELS o A T P2 b DR AL A AR ]
2006 44 H , [ 585 ik M5B Ak 16 A 95 i J % 5 U
A B S AR AR AR B TR A R A
CUFIRAC T TR 77 I BB R LIS ) by o™,
SR I G 7 X A 8 R o BE U i AR B il e T b

WBOR , GrIETH A Al AR Pt & J T 2ibt
A7 S, G 4% W T O B U ) S Atk T AR,
st SR A BRI AR K 5, BRI

2004 FELUR, TATIN 402 5 A AR S BE 1K 4 A
FGEU M AR B R AT T A, R R = X 25 44
PRI S5 AT 1 R, o FE B D K Bh A A T T 4
BT, FFUCER T AR B U, 76 S SE Al B T
St N T E e, DAIYISE s 19 4R T A AN T AR 1
K VR T FTEFER DG K5t A8 AT R 0100 A
FRAAF A 53T, Sl N7 A VR B A U O [ s
i 6 U S8 PR o 5 8 DA R T AN R A, A
M RBHGEA B T MM R R AL 2
PERIE A 85 5, S 1 A A8 e LA ol O W i %
SRR PR RS SR JE RN TR TR I 5 b B T4
PRAIARE ; R A 02 FEAZ O Tl 52 1 3 7. 3 b 24 4
o3 F % IR R 2 UOT R S %
L ARHRIS
1.1 BEX#

AX-YE B Rabdosia rubescens (Henmsl.) Hara 1 8}
SRARE B e YR = L RO L 9 e A 1] A
L ORG 5 TE DR 75 LLRTEY BH 5 DY) iR 4 4 L A1
SEMASEE, SE 7 AN B AR JE AR, JE 0 T 4 A
D 1o A gris 1 2 1L RN B PR A A 45 1 IE
SRt A5 JEAERENLEBURIET 5 m DA 1 10 MRS B
e IO e A 2 P A I P ) 1 4% v A T PR T
ik, Z S5 R ZE AR VKA OR A5 5 b R s AR
MR DB TR 2P AR ) 2 S0 MR o R B
1.2 DNA #2EUF1 ISSR #38

KSR ) CTAB ¥A" SEHUH: - 5 DNA, i
1t 0.8% MBI EL KA DNA Ji &, —20°C {7745
FHo X i 55 K 48 L W K 2% (University of British
Columbia)A 75 J¥ 51 ¥ 100 /> ISSR 5|4 (Set No. 9,
No. 801 ~900, Hi -4 4) TR A w) A 80 247
e, Herb 514 807.810.811,836.,842 857,864,
878.881.890 [WH AL PHEHT , ZAMEER , T 74
JEFEI PCR ¥ 34 (51 W1 7512 WL AR i 52 451y, 4
AR ZR A 20 pl, HrP{uds 20 ng (AR DNA,
10 mmol/L Tris-HCI (pH 8.0).50 mmol/L KC1.0.1%
Triton X-100. 2. 7 mmol/L MgClL . 0. 1 mmolL
dNTPs.200 nmol/L primer } 1.5 U Taq Jif(Takara
FAAY TRRERRAF). B3 9BHR—1
25 DN RO AHERR RGE 1R 2% . UNAE PTC-100 %Y
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Table 1 Localities of sampling populations of Rabdosia rubescens
JEREG HA iR 23514 373
Population code Location Latitude (N) Longitude (E) Attitude (m)
Y MR TR 35°10" ~ 35°29’ 112°16" ~ 112°59’ 360 ~750
Wangwu mountain, Jiyuan, Henan
7z TR RN UL L 34°27' ~34°53’ 103°27' ~ 104°19’ 350 ~560
Fenghuang mountain, Zhengzhou, Henan
SM WA 29°58' ~30°09’ 110°29’ ~110°59’ 510 ~780
Huping mountain, Shimen, Hunan
BJ WIrE s 28°40' ~28°48’ 108°10" ~109°23’ 480 ~ 500
Baojing, Hunan
SC V)1 B 4 A 1 27°32" ~27°54' 109°40" ~109°43’ 325 ~342
Jinniu mountain, Chendu, Sichuan
cQ EV/ NI TN 26°17" ~27°29’ 101°40’ ~103°05’ 300 ~311
Xiushan and Youyang, Chongging
GZ BAABE 27°14' ~27°41' 101°27’ ~101°48’ 325 ~3462

Songtao, Guizhou

PCR J i 1 (MJ Research) b #E47, 5 W FEJF R
94°C WiZsE 4 min, $£25 94°C 15 5,52°C 45 5,72C
75 5,45 MEER, 555 72°C A 10 mine [ Y)
TEA IR AL 2 8¢ (ethidium bromide, 0.1 pg ml") [
2.0% BiRBEBEIR H, L 1.0 x TBE HL 3Kk 2% i 7
3~5Vem' 5 FHIK 3 ~4 h 208, o &4
514 & 45 LabWorks Software Version 3.0 (UVP,
Upland, CA 91786, USA) i 4, F 100 bp [} DNA
ladder 1E R4 FHAnic.

1.3 HiEHHH

XoF i T L A M 1 2 e T BH R (1), A5
WIHE 557 Sezs R B1PE(0), 10 SR HL UK IS
T R BB A R

i J5 e 4L F Hardy-Weinberg “F#, Fii Pop-
Gene32" AR THFE LU R 453t £ ZREHE IR B (1)
2854 /5% Ppn(Number of polymorphic band)F1£
AV E 433 Ppl(Percentage of polymorphic loci);
(2) Nei's &K ZHEMEHE 80 H (Nef's gene diversity),
Shannon £ 75 115 .38 %X 1(Shannon’s information
index); (3)#f&— & I, (Genetic identity ) Fl 15 {4 #H
& D (Genetic distance),

Toi s e JE #E AL F Hardy-Weinberg £,
HICKORY, version 1.0 Zkf4:"*131-4%. Bayesian 5k [N £
FEVEHE B (Hp) ; 76 BRI IR 2 54 (burn-in = 50 000,
sample =250 000, thin = S50)A1 [ 3= [ 1 R (the £

free model) I, 3155 6°Fl G, 50

K HH AMOVAprepl.0™ I AMOVAL.55" # {4
P32 JEHE] Y 3845 7346 R EX G, (The coefficient of
gene differentiation), fi 4t N,, = (1-G,)AG, 153
i N, (Gene flow),

FEB LIRS D (AL, I, F NTSYS2.1" 4kt
7 A ERESEA TR AU AR Y R (Unweighted pair
group with arithmetic average, UPGMA),

2 R

10 4% ISSR 5| 3Ly 14 H 43F 5 K/ E 150 bp
2| 1 680 bp HIHLEL 134 >, Hir 81 MR ZAALA
(Ppn), ZA0LE H 733 (PpD)Ky 60.45% (K 1),

Popgene ZMT 4K {445 Hi 1) Nei's 1844 Z AP (H)
il Shannon 1% & 45 $% (1) & HICKORY #1453 ¥
Bayesian Jk P Z MR U(H) N3 2,

KZBHT A HARERE, A BRI 280608
T 4> % (Ppl) 1£ 13.83% % 20.00% = [f], ¥ ¥y
17.05% ;Nei’ s HEPK ZFE PR 8 ()1 Shannon 24
PEFE B0 (1) 43 M 7E 0.0575 ] 0.0932 F1 0.0846
0.1176 ZIa], F-2 4 0.0692 Fil 0.0989 ; Bayesian Jt
KL REPERS B (H, ) 7E 0.0621 3] 0.1124 Z [F], F-14
0.0763 . AHEENEH—I, TY JriE HAT s 1) 8t
178 5, SC FEAEIA) 15t 1% 748 S de Ik, ELJE AR TR] 1) 22 5
HEARU b 5 B A oK . TY M CQ JRERA
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Fig. 1 ISSR patterns produced with primer 878 for representative population

M: 200 ~1500 bp DNA ladder, CK: % i Control.

R2 ZZFBEARBEAERBRNEESHESH

Table 2 Parameters of genetic variability within populations of Rabdosia rubescens

J&# Population Ppl (%) 1 H Hy

JY 20.00 0.1176 0.0932 0.1124

77 16.84 0.0918 0.0640 0.0687

SM 18.04 0.1064 0.0737 0.0791

BJ 16.51 0.0965 0.0677 0.0728

sC 13.83 0.0846 0.0575 0.0621

cQ 19.22 0.1057 0.0716 0.0756

GZ 14.90 0.0897 0.0570 0.0640

-3 Mean 17.05 0.0989 0.0692 0.0763
PRI At species level 60.45 03365 0.2714 0.3108

Ppl: 22 45 H 7% Percentage of polymorphic loci; I: Shannon £ #&5M:{5 B #54X Shannon’s information index; H: Nef's 3 K £ RE TS 4L Nei's
gene diversity index; Hy: Bayesian 3 | 5 #EM: #5841 Bayesian gene diversity index.

R A 2 RR PRtV SR R R B AT AR & T
ANEJERE, BAETE R . R KE b, 2384087
3% (Ppl) N 60.45% ,Nei’ s FE N ZAEMEHE BU(H)
Shannon Z#E4:45 50 (1) M1 Bayesian PR 22 P45 %
(Hy)43 514 0.2714.,0.3365 F10.3108(3 2).

AMOVA Z AR, Ja i (H] 382 4% 234k R 2 (Ggr)
K 0.6515;1 [ 3 H H B FREIK 6°F1 G F
BB 0.6388 Fil 0.6095 (95% 45 X [i]) BP
AR B I AL AR S AT R 0], S ] i IR
W HA 0.1337,

MELTF 3G HE BS 1) UPGMA B W LUE
PLTHEVEIY SC JE ARG 1K BY Fil SM . HF 2 i
K043 32, 43 505 1y m A0 AL PR SR R A (B 1)
BJ il SC JEHETY Fl ZZ Ja B 53 il dsc e R AE— il
JeE AR ) 0 HLA Foe /NI /NI 1A L 25 0.2064 F1I
0.2144,CQ JafA FR KA 3, SH B it A
A RBAR I (B 2 .4 3),

3918

3.1 B S EEREESEN

JERE IR 8L 4% 22 1k TR 3542 25 4 J2 ) o B B A
IFIEZ — , B 32 RAR TR e R0 3 PR 9 1) A ]
YEFH , TR B 3 B9 b 1) 328 4k 7 S 02 B 2 e b A
K VFZFTE L SRR A2 1) S S o AR T
Ci I TR 5 I B P = i O L S O = W
AR B AR TR I B A DR R A 2 5 il B ) s A 1
6:},/1 [4,17]0

FNE A W PR AR R 6 iR kAT
I¥) RAPD Z3HTR ], 2800 H 3% 68.81% , [l
Fofr i) — T R AR A5 R S A o 22 TR A B Sk 0 3t A
3o 5 I EVINTWIIT 3 R ARSI 8 AN Rt
117 RAPD 4347, Krill 5] 92.36% I 2 27 4 H 4
B o KEHR IR (Rabdosia macrocalyx) Wil &
IZ SO H IR 47.31% ; T A HK(R. amethys-
toides) 5 N IEHEIIZ DL E 535K 76.80% ; Fr A%
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Table 3 Genetic identity (above diagonal) and genetic distance ( below diagonal) among populations of Rabdosia rubescens
JETE
JY Y44 SM BI SC CQ GZ
Population
JY Frkk 0.8070 0.8051 0.7569 0.8104 0.7852 0.7848
Y44 0.2144 ol 0.7863 0.7673 0.8023 0.7384 0.7787
SM 0.2168 0.2404 okokok 0.8098 0.8115 0.7805 0.7786
BI 0.2785 0.2649 0.2109 *kkk 0.8135 0.7515 0.7710
SC 0.2102 0.2203 0.2089 0.2064 okokok 0.8078 0.8084
CcQ 0.2419 0.3033 0.2478 0.2857 0.2134 Hokokok 0.7752
GZ 0.2424 0.2502 0.2503 0.2601 0.2127 0.2546 okokok
JY
77
SM——
BJ
SC
GZ
cQ
021 022 0.23 0.24 025
WAL HE R Genetic distance
B2 FETHEHER UPGMA KEKH

Fig. 2 UPGMA dendrogram based on genetic distance

SN [ AR ] — o AN i) J A =2 D) 8 A A 8 v 1 7
SV IR A% A0

ARG 3 B A 02 FEAE ) R /KT 1A 4 1 3t
1% 2 K¢V (Ppl: 60.45% , H: 0.2714,1:0.3365, Hy:
0.3108), 75 #f /K - HL A BAIG 1) 35t 4% 22 B (Pl
17.05% , H:0.0692, 1:0.0989,H,:0.0763), J& #E ]
FEAE 5 1 1845 20 4K (Ggr: 0.6515, 6°:0.6388,
Gyrp:0.6095)(F 2)o HMFh KT rpr 45 1) 51 4% 2 4
PR H T2 B LI A B E R
G AR L TG RV R ) R E S 2R (i T
o e ritact B N SNy IR o d eed 1)
AR B, N2 A LA AR B R A B 1 38 ™ T
I, O el LR e 30— 2 ) L3t 4% 2 e &
S AN JERREARRONE TN ) 46 3 A AN I 2R, R IR AE AR
EFEACE G 2R, Ji4h, i FIaBrgoRa it
PIAMARBOBAREAS J2 RA K, tA5 TT B 2 A H ik 2
WG Z RS E S BRI — R 1R 2% , (A7 JE A
AT GEOR 2 80 B0k, >R B 3 B i
FE) Bayesian ST, AT LLKE SRR ER 22 ALY

3.2 BETREMZS

TE MDA A R 24 PR AR e AT, 2K
AR RS TE NE AR P BT IR B HA T R R A R
PR 2581 BEAC, RV P 5% (Geographical race) sl b il
H: &5 B (Geoecotype ) B, Hi P 48 F' (Geographical
variety) ; /i IS PR B 9 5 10 b 245 A BT R W) TN
HUY, BZ,Hl S BE Rl L, SR
] oA — 20 IR, 7 AR ARG 25 L 4L 45 4 K
27 2 R 2% ) i R

X S MR 55 #S W (Isatis indigotica Fort.) 245 11 1)
WFSE L RAR T, AEAH R AL AR EE A K AN ] J
FSWEFEARE 0T 2 B TSGR AR AP A S 35 2%
I 5 )1 FE AR RS WA PR it O A R AR i A W Sl A
o SIS HT 45 A SRS T A T N A [R) Bk %
JEREAEB AL S5 M i AP AE 25 5, X R W W Fh st A%
PR A A A TG DR 2 A W6 24 6 T g A B
KAYER AR TE RN N 351548 S50 T B DR IR 245 44 Tl
AN EEREZ—,

Yo Y] A8 VR L X ) A U2 A T AL A R
GIHT , R TGO R A3 S 4 B HE R (Ori
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donin) FI 4 ¥ 5 7, % (Ponicidin) 25 ; {HL 0] i) 6 45 11 £
LT A5 BH P A5 i X 53 ) 48 AN [ b DX S 7 P 4%
VAT A2 BUAMIFFE R BT, SN 7 A e e 5 7]
P B AR R T LA RBOM IR), BAR AT IR
A AR BRS04 82 HE 2 (guidongnin) , )5
IR& % B R (ludongnin A), j7 [R& K B LR
(ludongnin B), {HE ARG LB HEHEMLE , B4
2 W AU AR AU A 20 2 A8 SRR A 5 L
BRI Fr A 25 5%, (U RSk 5 40 A M 26 B ¥
ARIAES Y, ULIIA Y R B 7= ik A B (1
PR TR S A A5 B AN ], LU A AR B 43
WL ISR AT BRI AE A o

FEBAG B R T e, L FAEPE Y SC R
FIRE ) BY Al SMJEBELL AL O 43 32, B4 3l 5
T 1 A0 1o ) S SR (J 1) 3% 19 9K R A
[vi) 20 87 I I e 8 0F I 43 A 9, A A o R 58 N E )1
VG TE PG b GBS R PR DT L ok DX T R A 3
JERLHIBAR S A3 1 534 o B A AR — 3, U
W 4w A oM oL AN G R, O T s
IR, AL I R A T — R A S, A
AZE APt BAE , TR B 254427

A R JE R A AR B R AL J Ak, RN, o
JKF Nei’ s JE [H 2 4P 45 %4 Shannon 22 K P45 4
F1 Bayesian Jt K Z £ PR FOF- Y53 314 0.0692
0.0989 F10.0763 , Uk B Jm i N H1 A3 3L AR R F5 A
DL (BN R AT 275005 , (HIX 67 i 75 5 I
AAR = A BRI R AR G | S5 1T DAARE Ay 3 s 245 44
53T 5 AR B A TRt — 5T

3.3 BT BT

ARHEAZ o Fob I P 5 SC, BN 245 FHTARL W00 ) 0 A
KN 245 T A 0 A 0 R B AT A R
A A 7™ 52 BT it ZE A Sk SRR B N5
QAL I A7 BT 2 AT 3OS B PR N 5
(L AL A A B 214 7y 24 AR 0 1) 5 A8 S 2
B s @I 1) AT S5 o P, R IR i it A 1
WS OFFAESIAS SO AR . B2 P A O
PR ER AR AL 2 BT LI 2 B RS RE VRS, 38
O A AN [ 2 A2 A Ak ) 2 2 BB A B
PR IR T 35

AWFTELR N , LR T YRR BAT BRI
WAL RN, Ja fE K AL AR R, R At
A SEAFAE T AE il o DRIt , MY A W AR o B
JEIS, FER LA RYE R S Bk b, B AR 22 1

FEIURE AN fig H B0 B0, X i D 30w BE, R
SO R B R RE . WIE, b TABR R O
AT R I I A B RS, AR A8 I R By 1k 38
318 (Inbreeding depression), 3 B B 1k 76 38 3£ iR
(Outbreeding depression)”* ™,

AR, T AR RN REA R, 2y F AR
BRI 2 255 PEH R B AFLP (Amplified Fragment
Length Polymorphism) #lI SSR ( Simple Sequence
Repeat)™'™ , A7 17 5 Jil o s b PP A 4 0 80 G 9 O
R84 ZREHK R AE 451 , 375 BE— TR AR
G, R I BB A BRSO W B AR T
G FA AR, e A A R R B P A
5%, BB AT R ATRA

Bt L 2R R BT AL 27 1) G B8 S X AR 3T
B T R AR P T L AN S B 7 B R !

&% 30k
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