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(Gst)y 02379, SR MIHE R (Nm)Ky 16018, AMOVA 3T, ) AR 052 JE R To) 1) 18044 28 3 i BB SR 1R920.44% , SRR N IW 18t
FLAE 51 79.56% o SRR MBS AL Z ARV AT BoA HAEM A . Mantel R 2 W, Jo B350 4% B 280 01 B JULBE 28 22 o]
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Genetic Diversity of Miscanthus floridulus (Poaceae) from Guangdong by
Intersimple Sequence Repeat (ISSR)
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Abstract: The genetic diversity of 215 individuals of Miscanthus flovidulus from 13 natural populations distributed
in Guangdong Province was investigated by using intersimple sequence repeat (ISSR) techniques. A total of 81
unambiguous and repetitious bands were scored by 9 primers. The results showed that the genetic diversity of M.
Sfloridulus was high, at species level, percentage of polymorphic loci (PPB) was 93.83% , Nef's gene diversity (He) for
03969, and Shannon’s information index (Hsp) for 0.5724; while at population level, PPB =81.91%, He =0.3015 and
Shannon’s information index (Hpop)=0.4460. The coefficient of genetic differentiation among populations (Gst) was
02379, and gene flow among populations (Nm) was 1.6018. The AMOVA analysis showed that 79.56% of the total
genetic variation within populations and the rest (2044% ) partitioned among populations. No significant correlation
was found between geographical and genetic distance (r=—02811, P=0.9590).
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VEPR I AT A A S P g M 2T 4 T AR
o RER T 4 W . R DNA 2 ThnicH:
AREREWH P21 AL 20 Rk R 1 AL 45 40 Jy T 1)
WESEA RIRITFIR ™,

ISSR(inter-simple sequence repeat) HJl i 51 5 &
I3 A AR i Jr s, LA DNA #E 5k & 2 8 4E
R B R R A S IRAS IR A MR A B
K HZ 41w 05 {5 ISSR Ry B Pk bR, flii
AFES1 5 85 S A% M GE T E AR AR ; FEIK ISSR-
PCR [ i %f 38 Kk Tk B 51 9 v B Mg® ™ ok i 45 IH
RBONBUR, 7R SChRERAE b S R AL SR SR s
WMFEA R PR Bl PCR 4 34 £ 4 45 J ¥ vl LA
FRRRAR A A R DR 2 X T 5 56 45 S5 o ok )
S0, BRI ISSR A% )& —Fiir b %58 L A8 1) R ] 4y Fif
WIS R0 2 Fhnid. HEl, ISSR 73 Fhrid #
ARAE WP 25 85 (Buchloe dactyloides )™ ., i T 25 i 25
( Hemarthria  compressa Y™, W Z  ( Dactylis
glomerata)™ | Vb ¥ (Psammochioa villosa)'™ | B t5
(Bymus spp )™ ERABHL Y 8 S L R RS P
2380 Z Mo

VAR AT IR R, A ) RS

1 HWEAREROAGE
Table 1 Locations of natural populations of M. floridulus

LR B T E R A 2R . ARSI H
ISSREA, IR MG TR EERW) A X WP
I SRR R A PR R AL G548, s e 1T
50, N R HB X AP M R I3 T R R PR
ASEEAAK S ; R FH ISSR e AR gt 5 48 B 3%
ol o 4 3] AT 20 T B, X T 2 Al o O R
B ORAE U BA 0o il B 6 M i A5 LA — 2 1Y)
ZHE L,
1 AR
1.1 &8

LA B TP (Miscanthus flovidulous Y5331 R
HREENRBAOTLFHE L RS L H iR
M 1), S 13 AR 215 AMREAS . HATERMAY
A, RAER RS — R DL 10 m (MBS PE 1 MR
Y8 1 Gy a4, BT IR SO A, FIAEIRE TG = it
RAE o JETEALEFRAEAMASOLE 1 FIER 1,

1.2 B4 DNA HRE

BB Y CTAB 351 $2BUEE R 41 DNA,
F 1% BUIRBHBC KR o A AN ME G TR
4 DNA (%R

i v REEH 2 W) £HiE B R (m) P2is SEUEPRA
Population code Locality Latitude Longitude Altitude Sample number Voucher
LFS 158 %1l Luofushan, Bolio 11402 2325 24 20 Li-BL-001
NL B4 FL# Ruyuan, Nanling 113.02 2492 o8 18 Li-RY-002
XTS B Z k1l Xiangtoushan, Huizhou 11437 2325 283 18 Li-XTS-001
HSD B FFBA T Heishiding, Fengkai 11190 2346 20 16 Li-HSD-002
DYW HH AW Daya Bay, Huiyang 11453 271 4 17 Li-HY-001
&K B 7% [ Gangkou, Huidong 11489 255 10 12 Li-GK-001
PS A1 Pingshi 11305 2529 230 16 Li-PS-001
QMz Fhite-E H % Qimuzhang, Wuhua 11538 2383 389 15 Li-QMZ-002
DWL fHH KSR Dawuling, Xingyi 11120 2229 1178 18 Li-XY-001
XG T PHTHE Xin'gang, Heyuan 11463 2377 162 14 Li-XG-001
HHS BBIE £l Hnanghuashan, Nan’ao 11697 2344 320 16 Li-HHS-002
DX {=4kF1E 1l Danxiashan, Renhua 11374 2503 334 20 Li-DX-008
YNS HEEBAHR 1L Yinnashan, Meixian 11640 2440 698 15 Li-YNS-002
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Fig. 1 Locations of thirteen sampling plots of Miscanthus floridulus
populations. Population codes see Table 1.

1.3 5|#fFiES PCR ¥ i

BB RS IR FAE LW R UBC 2
HI A 9 £ ISSR 51 Y/F %], M 100 4~ A 5
Y eI 9 AN BB HY HI T I A% 105 | I GR 2), % 4
B 13 ANEFEIA MAEZESF PCR 971, PCR
RE& N 20 pL, N7 10 x PCR buffer 2 pL, Mg®*
1.5 mmol/L,4 x dNTP 0.2 mmol/L, Tag DNA 3 A fif
075 U,5|% 05 pmol/L, #i4k DNA 50 ng pL™, PCR
R BEAE PTC200 PCR X Fifif7. ¥ HIRE)F R :94°C
HAEY: 5 min ;94°CAEY: 45 5,3k 45 s GB KRB
51 ¥ A , 2% 2), 72°C & 50 s,40 MFER; 72°C 4T
{1 7 min , 4°CHEIRRAE T =W 1% W BIRH
BEIEHE, Uk 43 2, 30 2o B e AR R 4t (JS-680B) Wi ¢
dx,

#2 EEELK ISSR 51955 KR KL
Table 2 Primer sequences of ISSR and anneal temperature

Bk} 527 B

Primer Sequence (5’ ~3') Anneal temperature (*C)
UBC-809 (AGRG 53
UBC-810 (G A)XT 52
UBC-819 (GT)A 51
UBC-820 (GT)C 53
UBC-822 (TCxA 51
UBC-824 (TCxG 53
UBC-860 (TGRA 52
UBC-884 HBH(AG), 51
UBC-887 DVI(TC), 51

1.3 B\/SIHE5HH

% ISSR Ho Yk B Ji5e Pl A5 N T334 , i e el i
HA TR B3 B 17, 5 B i
“0”,49-2) ISSR RAUBH A RE, H Wi ERacm
Y1, AR ) 13 AR R R A RAR
AT WA, 3O R B4k T Hardy-Weinberg
VAR . SR F] POPGENE 1.3212 %o 423 Js 70 1 0.
AN GRS DA TR A BB, 2 DI ALAS
B 53H4(PPB). - 3 45 4N 37 o 19 000 45 437 35 P9 4
(Na) 2 REAML A1 A RO P B (Ne)\ Nef's 2
B ZRE 48 5 (He)' ™' . Shannon’s 2 FEVE £ B 55
Ho , YrF{i/KF K Hsp , Fa /K4 Hpop)- &b W 3L 4
LR (L) S R PN T 2 35 R 22 A (s ) e R T 1)
WALk 7 B(Gst) Net's 1814 1 B (D) F st 14 — 3%
BEO™, 43 BIFi4E Shannon’s $8%K (Ho)7E Y RliK T
(Hsp)FJE R /K- 1) 32 R 248V (Hpop), FFH [ (Hsp -
Hpop)Y/Hsp ] A0 J 458 7] 19 38 16 48 7, 3 DR i 24
A Nm = 0.5 x (1 -Gst)/Gst 3%, J NTISYSpc
2.1 %of JE ARV ) Ned's 3% 5 B3 (D) UPGMA. J s
HEAFHKSMT. I WINAMOVA 1,55 4347 J 488 ]
FUSREN 3845 2 7% . J] TFPGA 1.3 Mantel
RO e A2 T At B A 8 ) (R R

2 g%

2.1 PRHFIBHAKENBESSHYE

9 25| YRR 81 ML, B BEKEE A
180 ~2000 bp , P AN A 76 N 2)o Y
RIS I, 95 5 ) 2 & P A7 58 43 % (PPB) Ny
93.83% , V- 1 B AN 83 1M A RS A S B B (Ne) A
17162 £ 02770, Nef's 3k N Z#:PEFE E(He) KR 03969 +
0.1315, Shannon’s {5 545 $((Hsp) R 0.5724 + 0.1772;
J& BEAKE L, £ A T #E 9 PPB H7407% ~8765% ,

12 34567 891011121314 15M
2000 bp

1800 bp
S
.;a;':s.,-;s;:n"u;p;;:%;;;i 0

.’ B B9 B : L d
L L - -
=1 - . 4 o g e
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Fig. 2 ISSR anplification by primer UBC-860 to some Miscanthus
Sfloridulus individuals. M : Maker;1-15:15 individuals in LFS population.
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LB K 81.91% , Ne SA15232 03551, He i 0.3015 +
0.1809, Hpop 4 0.4460 + 02509, 4% J HEIA] iyt % &2
FEPEAT 25 7, v 2B T (HSD) J 1 1R 1t 14 2 1k

#3 HWERBRREEEE
Table 3 Genetic diversity of M. floridulus populations

7K 15 5 (PPB = 87.65% , Ne = 1.5123, He = 0.3059,
Ho =04607), & 41 (PS) J& # ) i 1% (PPB = 74.07% ,
Ne = 14095, He =02443, Ho =03696) (3 3).

JE#E Popukation Na Ne He Ho PPB (%)
LFS 1.7531 £ 04339 14798 £ 03774 02760 +0.1945 04088 +£02717 7531
NL 1.8148 +£ 03909 14786 £ 03522 02815 £0.1819 04219 £ 02516 8148
XTS 1.8395 £ 03694 15977 £0.3618 0.3343 £0.1802 04866 + 02489 83.95
HSD 1.8765 £ 03310 15123 £0.3225 0.3059 +0.1593 04607 £02167 87.65
DYW 1.8272 £ 03805 15831 £0.3483 0.3306 +0.1767 04831 £02453 82.72
GK 1.8642 +£ 03447 15176 + 0.3293 0.3060 + 0.1665 04584 £02274 8642
PS 1.7407 £ 04410 14095 +0.3556 02443 +0.1882 03696 +£ 02644 74.07
QMZ 1.7531 £ 04339 14999 + 0.3868 02835 £0.1979 04175 £02751 7531
DWL 1.8395 £036%4 15553 £ 0.3500 0.3190 £0.1748 04706 + 02409 83.95
XG 1.7901 + 04098 14816 +0.3495 02835 £0.1816 04234 +£02539 79.01
HHS 1.8395 £ 03694 15881 +0.3455 03335 £0.1742 04879 + 02406 83.95
DX 1.7531 £ 04339 15723 £0.3803 03174 £0.1972 04586 £02772 7531
YNS 1.8272 £ 03805 15257 £ 03575 0.3037 £0.1791 04505 £ 02474 82.72
JE#E/KF Population level 1.8091 £03914 15232 +£0.3551 0.3015 £ 0.1809 04460 + 02509 8191
YRR Species level 1.9383 £ 02422 1.7162 £ 02770 0.3969 +0.1315 05724 £0.1772 93.83

Na: S LS Ne: HEFNLEEFEL; He: Nef's ZhH L4, Ho: Shannon’s i IS4 PPB: ZABALNE R
Na: Observed number of alleles; Ne: Effective number of alleles; He: Nefs gene diversity; Ho: Shannon’s information index; PPB: Percentage of polymorphic

loci.

2.2 BEEESS MU

FH POPGENE J[5.Hy ] 7R L7595 13 ANUP/AL S
) PG S8, S5 R 3R W, R A 1R 38 44 404k
FREU(Gst) A 0.2379, [ (Hsp - Hpop YHsp | = 02208, )&
TREI] 3 DY (Nm) Ry 1.6018, 5 [R] %2 I 88 K (38 4)o
AMOVA 3148 7 Jo 1 ) 28 5 RS 5719 20.44%
G 5)o
2.3 EEEEA—BEMEEER

F POPGENE T1538) A< .15 % 13 AN s ) 19

FK4 AVWEEBEEHELZFHER Net's 2047
Table 4 Nefs analysis of gene diversity in M. floridulus populations

Nef's f&—3BUE( 1), 418 0.7701 ~ 0.9140; 5 A& i &5
D)ZIH 0.0899 ~02613( 6), A 1% ] i) 3t AL HE
B, 1 NTSYSpe 2.1 j#E47 UPGMA 52543 #r (&l
3)o iR, KF I OWLAIE L D (HSD)E 5
FE—E , MAA7 T (HSD)FI % 77 (1) (LFS) ) 75 1y 1 28 5
i, & 77 1 (LFS) J& #F AL T & 3 . 4 TFPGA
1.3 Mantelrill , )7 F95 1 13 AN s 1 1) 3 44 1 B
il bth, 21 P B 22 R] PR AH DG B AN I8 25 (r = -02811, P =
0.9590),

BIEE LR JE TR IR R HHS R S
Total gene Gene diversity within Coefficient of gene
Gene flow (Nm)
diversity (Ht) populations (Hs) differentiation (Gst)
- Mean 03956 0.3015 02379 16018
Fr¥EZ Standard deviation 00173 00112
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Table 5 Genetic variance (AMOVA) of M. floridulus populations
A Ji 2 HA -85 % iﬁéﬂﬁ
Source of variance BHE df Sum of square ~ Mean of square Variance % P
deviation (SSD)  deviation (MSD) component
JE#F] Among population 12 849.1729 70.764 34679 2044 <0.0002
JEHEN Within population 202 2726.1945 13496 134960 79.56 <0.0002
6 13 NSRRI K LR B (0 ML Loy ) ARG R R (WAL T )
Table 6 Geographical distances (above diagonal) and genetic distance (below diagonal) among M. floridulus populations
LFS NL XTS HSD DYW K PS QMz DWL XG HHS DX YNS
LFS = 217 41 219 80 118 253 152 305 86 303 201 85
NL 0.16%6 = 230 200 29 329 45 272 347 208 439 77 348
XTS 02200 01077 = 257 66 9 262 113 351 57 260 203 234
HSD 02613 01780  0.1168 = 281 322 242 356 150 280 518 258 467
DYW 01789 01743  0.1567  0.1566 = 43 327 150 343 117 264 270 266
K 0212 01471 00996 00912  0.1823 = 362 151 376 41 236 302 257
PS 02345 01382  0.1431 01125 01434  0.1406 = 287 390 235 449 75 350
QMz 01900 01283 0122 01475 01510 01236 0.1204 = 458 78 168 214 120
DWL 02212 01453 01289 0089 01768  0.1123 0.1251 0.1376 = 386 601 400 578
XG 02217 01803  0.1987 01862 02098 0185 02118 01692  0.1285 = 242 167 190
HHS 02323 01641 01132 01140 01508 01219 01840 0.1671 0.1286 01397 = 374 124
DX 01984 01349 01059 02260 0144 01975 02068 01743 01790 02281 0.1843 = 276
YNS 01817 01134 01068 01295 0.153 01347 01554  0.1051 00917 01692 01468 01532 =
LES BHMTRTR 4 A H TR B 2R, &5
N RRVIHEWRIAKOE b, 5 A R AR
QMZ
INS 95.15% , Ht 2 03144, Hsp & 04525, Hpop }04281, 5
| XTS WA BT TG IR W RIK T 18 2 800 131 20 %0
GK 93.83% ,Ht 7 0.3956, Hsp iy 0.5724, Hpop 2 0.4460)AH
HD 2, XS RW L A PR R 2R
E:{VSL GEIER R, ALK F gL A
o8 WP RN S BT RGE > MG ] > A6 2 > 43
pyw KA >R FEERHINT P& R A ALY
DX WERIK T E R A R o — Bk, e
XG I IR R A R TIS B i I L M B A )™\ 5 38
T Y P 2 JBBEY 5 PR LA T RO Ao
AR RS Genetic distance qjﬂg%ﬁ,m—”] o TLHTEREBALAE VA RUAE, B

B3 FEE RN Nefs /% HHRY ¥ UPGMA FKH
Fig. 3 UPGMA dendrogram of M. floridulus populations based on Nef’s
genetic distance

3 1ie
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R ISSR 4> FARCHA , A% R T WiHE

AR e H RS T BT RELHEER T TS Bk
Mo T 2B R IR BRAH, v Rl T AT A PR ),
RIBFTHEE XA A8, WA TS B 8™ 5 Bedh
FAEE P YRR, ) oA TR R TR 4
A JEH GRS, R RBOR . XA Y R
P YR 1 T BAT R K IR AL R
Hanwick 5483 T 662 Rk ) i) 38 4% ZAE PR
WIS E, BT RME N 2B
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53 (PPB) =51.3% , SF i S P H (Na) = 1.97, LR £
FEVEFSBU(He) = 0.150, M4 /b B H(Gst) = 0.228;
i A fr i) PPB = 67.8% , Na =2.11, He = 0.257,
Gst=0033" , AHFFEG W, ) A BN 34
2R AR Y PPB = 93.83% , Na = 19383, He = 03969,
Gst=02379, W WL, PPB, He Al Gst Wi & & T
Hamrick R&55 o X5 ) A i ) T B A 5 5 1R 1t
AL REHRE P RIS o

3.2 B4

JEARR PR) 04 S5 A 2 0 3 0 ol S A ) 0 AR O
G RAR B o R [ AR e 10 388 14 24 1) D5
AT ZFh, A FEHL Y I B R R AR K A7
FABMLAR Lk DR 0 3k D9 9 A8 DA B 1 AR e B4
el P IR R AL A Y I T I
K&z, Hamrick Fl Godt 4511 T 449 il 74
Yy AG Z RV T4 R, S AR AE R I B Rl
i) Gst -2 0.10° ; Bussell JA%5 T 36 FiryFi ity
RAPD M55, ot 29 Ffr 5 32 Yl i) Fec 45 T i 44
75 5 b SR AL AE R K 09% ~413% 2 s Hogbin 1
Peakall 545 I 7 Rty Fl ¥ RAPD SHr 4%, K
SEYI R AR S BB AL T IR R, 1 e R 1) P
BAEAS S AL 27.1% ), ABfgegi Rk,
KA 13 ANEHER Ners FEH M RBU(Gst) N
02379, RWIH 23.79% IS SEAAAE T Ia ] 5 i
HR 5 5 44 1] ff) Shannon’s 434k & 4% [ (Hsp - Hpop Y/
Hsp) A 02208 JE , R WA 22.08% I 15 1648 A7 AE
FREREN . AMOVA SMA745 5 W1, Je e v 1 4%
A 5 5 RIBAR AL IR 2044% (P <0.0002) 3 3 Firy
LTSS SR B ARAE B AT BT 5, (LRI R
T ML G AR T S R G DA RS I
A IR R, B A Aot AL A8 S AFAE T
HEURN), S AL AS RAFAE T R REN

BT RYEST, A AR 435 7 1 I SE I
Wit PR N AL ML I — A BB R,
BRAEARICHR L (KBTI U , 6 DR 30 335 o A i £
IHME A BB , SRR I B, R
G/, KKK DR 38 v A BEL LA PR 344 S 5
2, AR AL MR s AR AR S
W B IR R N R R A, LRI IR
A T A T S S A ) PRz B S B R B2
WA T I IR AR AR MRS . — AR, R IR
Nz 1 BT )7 1 PR35 A4 A 1 7 28 1 e it A 43
AR A AR 1) Y R P T (Nm) A 1.6018, K BAHE

il FE AR P AL AR 1T 5 | M JE AR S o

Hanrick Al Godt 5T W, Jo 1) b BH 40 AT
T AL L REVE S A BeAT EL MR s ABFSE
GRS R T LR S8, B P e A
I F UPGMA 2K, LR A Ti (HSD) F1 K 55 1%
(DWL), -t H 1 (QMZ)A1 H AR 111 CYNS)J 1 1] F) 21
BB, AT RRE PR A —AE, Mgkl
CTS)RIZ Y7 () (LFS) i 4 [71) 1) St B B8 Jpc i, L7
BRE P RER X L JHEILOX) 5K DOYW)
WA J R 3 R — S, HL 3K W A b X I AS T4
Mantel RIl45 W) 23 105 5 P i A4 B B A it
PHME B 2 ) B A B F M G M (r = - 0.2811,
P=09590), {45 0.041% I¥) 35 A5 25 5 v DA ph b BHIH B
e R, SEILIEN, VBB T ARE I i £
Rk, B IR MM M AN A B AT Y
VAR R o T A 25 S A X L AR I
GRS e 5 SRR A 2R PRS0 S b B4y
At Z AR B —— XK R o
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