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Abstract: In order to understand the genetic relationship of Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata Nakai
population, the genetic diversity and genetic structure in four secondary populations of Q. glandulifera var.
brevipetiolata community were studied by using SSR markers. The results showed that 101 alleles existed in the
four populations of Q. glandulifera var. brevipetiolata by using 7 pairs of SSR primers. The genetic diversity
in population of 20-year after havesting (20YAH) was the highest, while those of 1YAH and 10YAH were low
relatively. In the long term, the special logging habits of local residents will not influence the genetic diversity of Q.
glandulifera var. brevipetiolata nature forest.
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R A, A EROT W B— A AN 52 R 1 A
WG4 H AL Y A, R T BORY ) 2 XUAAE, B A
0y, H SRR IR, O I KRR
AR . BB T O B AL B PE SR, A T
Jb45 30.218395°, ZR 45 110.747888°, 7E Tl H- 15 4
A K B S5 AT R AR ARAR SRR, 2 1l Er PRy
A2 U FH 4 0 R 8RR M 10 75 B0 DACR T
B —FPREA O BR A 2T 8L, A LR LT, RO 54
JUT KRR I 201 WA Y SR )5 B SRR
—E MYAERR , B2 AR T AR 5 BB AT Y
RAS  AHAB I R (B BRAE 1 km DAL
ABEFEFF SSR 43 F-hRic, o B 06 EL 45 N
FERRHAR SRR 4 A FE BE ) 18t 4% Z R v A A%
SERE, IR S AR LA SRR 5 T DL, $E
5 2253 AT I SRR AR DR SRR Y R A i N T
AR B AR MR SR st (e B 52 0, Sy
A MR AR MR E AN A S T REAE R AR BRI I

I R DIRrS

1.1 #F#

FRAE 4 b % g SR AR AR s) , FRATTECH 4 3
A B AR T ) AR AR (Quercus glandulifera var.
brevipetiolata) WX & VE A% 4, % H Hu IR [
GPS ENANGS A BT R 4 D AR R R
23[R o 3 S A o e T 1 AR 10 4F

1 FHLL Y 7 X514

120 AEMPRE T, 55 1 BB AR 78 20 4F P9 TRk X
105, BEIX 4 Bk s I ST ARMLBR (R 25 1
— AT BN ERE, 3R 8 TYAH, 10YAH.,
20YAH FI NYAH. & ERETHIAZN 40 m x
100 m, SRAE IS 110 55 8 PN 45 R AR 118 A
23 A7 B, SR S A M AR 1 B i A e A R e 1Y)
HEASP T RE S RER A ELTE S 10 10), M4 AR
e R AR 168 AN EANMLERFEAS, o 20YAH J&
50 MAEAS . 10YAH JE#F 33 A 1YAH &
B 50 MHEAS . NYAH J& #f 35 DM HEAEL 1), H 2L
KA CTAB IEPHRBUSRHIERIT A A9 LRI 41 DNA,

1.2 JG i HHRSSR 3| 41 i i

H T B H ik A R AR ML AR B9 SSR 51 1) 4k
18, R AR BF 5 3k B T8 3 2% b W68 BR(Quercus
petraea)” . ZEAR(Q. robur)V'ff) 49 X} SSR 5| ¥ vEfT
e o SR M M L Uk I8 1 B A s Tk e
JEE L Uk T 5 | W AT O R, 0T PR AR AR R AT PR,
GENEPOP" 7 £ % f:(http://genepop.curtin.edu.au/)
XF SSR A7 s K JEAE K LA B 4 JRy 7K A i
e FR-TR AV AR -5 54 TR 5 BT FSTAT V.2.9.3 %k
VRS T S AR 7, e Bk T T R i HLAR
FEM) SSR 5 T 265

1.3 52 RHHRSSRAL = % 254G T
R AR e RV W 4% SSR 7 a5 1 2 3

Table 1 Seven pairs of SSR primers for Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata

sk THIEY ST (5~ 3) SEJCRTE Anncaling T BUKJE Length 0 HEDAK
Locus Repeat motif Primer sequence temperature (°C ) of fragment (bp) Number of allele
sstQpZAG1/5 (GT)5s(GA), F: GCTTGAGAGTTGAGATTTGT 53 160 ~ 190 10
R: GCAACACCCTTTAACTACCA
sstQpZAG16 (AG),, F: CTTCACTGGCTTTTCCTCCT 50 164 ~ 199 12
R: TGAAGCCCTTGTCAACATGC
sstQrZAG7 (TC),; F: CAACTTGGTGTTCGGATCAA 50 115~153 33
R: GTGCATTTCTTTTATAGCATTCAC
sstQrZAG73 (TC)u3 F: CATGCCTAGTGGAGTCGAGACC 48 160 ~ 182 14
R: GCACACCCACGTCGTTCTTAG
ssrQrZAG90 (GA)s, F: GGAAGATAGTACCAGCTTGGTGAAT 48 220 ~ 244 11
R: GCCTCATCTCACAGGTCACTCC
ssrQrZAG59 (TC)ys F: AACAATGAACTCATCAATCCAACA 48 123 ~ 164 17
R: GCCATTGAAACTCTCGACCTCTT
ssrQrZAG39 (TC)yy F: CACCGCTGGAATTTTAAGGGA 50 109 ~ 146 14

R: GACCTAAGCCAAAGTGTGGGC
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Fig. 1 Samples of Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata populations. A: 20YAH population; B: 10YAH population; C: 1YAH population; D:

NYAH population.
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PCR ¥ HEfR R BARFUA 10 pL, FHEAE BHEEE I FL ik
Rl [y ¥G L —E B — MY R AR YL S
FARE KR8 RS A Quantity One S {46 2§ 14 724
(R B B2, FI 245 S 32 ] POPGENE #X
A TR 5307 -

2 G55 HT

2.1 5|4 0%i%E

ST 49 XF 5| WA , 45 RAT 42 X519
ARBERAG L — PRy 4, HoAx 7 X 51N RESRAS & —
PEG FLY S8 A AT I R . R AR TR
R 7 X6 1 AT 073 22 A8 R PRGN . X 7 %751
PR B 1.

22 RS HESH

Kl 7 %5 SSR 5145 A LA 28R GR
2):7 4> SSR v S HA 250, 4 DR HE AL
R T 101 NEEALEEE SP3BT 8 8 A5 07 K]
BOM 1443, Horp QrzAGT v 5 2 5 ik, B
33 MR ; QpZAGL/5 7 15 2 A5 PR A, 1 10
ANEENIHEA

iz JH - 35 45 7 B DR ER(A) O 1R RS A
B(Ae). 52 bR 4= 4 (Ho) . 1) B 2% 45 F(He)
Shannon 15 L 48 £ (D)>K 43 Bt 6 A A AR Joe B 1) gt A%
ZREME K. N 3 AT, 7 4 SSR v S AE 4 4
FIARMLAR R BE P AR I AR M i 28, A Y
[El- 10.0000 ~ 33.0000, “FH1{E K 14.4286, Hifi;
1 sstQrZAGT W2 s, H 33 ANEEAIE A ;L
A sstQpZAG1/5 i 2 A MERAR, 1 10 PNEEAEEA
Ae HIYTEFE K 6.0292 ~ 16.7178,FH4{E Hy 9.1867,
37 15 sstQpZAG16 A, 137 45 sstQrZAGT 15z 15 5
Ho HRITEEH 0.1152 ~ 0.5212, F-3{H H 0.3342,
7 15 sstQrZAGT F AKX, 7 5 sstQrZAGY0 fiz 5 5 He
18 B35 L 4 0.8367 ~ 0.9430, V-3 {8 7 0.8834, fif
A sstQpZAG16 e fIk, 1 s sstQrZAG7 e 11
F 78 FBL A 2.0191 ~ 3.1432, SF- {1 H 2.3492, 17 45
sstQpZAG16 /I, {37 55 sstQrZAG7 Heisi o

M 4 AT 7E L0 LR IR b Y 4 A JE
o AL AR A 1) - 38 A5 6 R R A Ol 10.857 ~
12.857, F-#41H H 11.926, H:H 20YAH(PK &2 20 4F)
M fe K, 10YAHMK & 10 45)0) B/ V-39 4 80 5%
LB Ae N 7.011 (1YAH) ~ 8.281 (20YAH),

YME N 7.544; I PRA2 5 3 Ho 4 0.264 (10YAH) ~
0.400 (1YAH); 1 B2 4% & % He 4 0.600 (1YAH) ~
0.736 (10YAH), HI4{H 731k 0.323 1 0.677, 7] L
Ho < He. Shannon {5 & #§ %t 1 4 2.102 (1YAH) ~
2210 (NYAH), Bk FHE, 20YAH JE#EHEE £
FEPERGE , TYAH . 10YAH Y345 Z2REPEAR AL

2.3 $ERHOMR B B R B E SN 0GR &I

[ 58 B PR B R, i B
BRI B — AN EEFE bR, hE S TR N, 4
A EARMIBR ERERY F{E4 0.132 ~ 0.296, YK T 0,
UERH Al A Fad i, B e AR 7 X ek A A S A A AR
(USSR instaile

24 BESURERER

F 5 i1 B(F,s. Fp. Fo)nl oK 7 & B (&
() 358 1% 43 A0 7K -2 Fog 22 75 B AR 1) 356 TR 000 %% A 25
Hardy-Weinberg ~F-ffif ) 72 B 5 F 28 7% B4R 119 3k
B3 % i 5 Hardy-Weinberg ~F- 17 1] 28 L, 4] %) B i
Fop XUPRJEBE 504 Z 50, FH T i 5 AR 9 o AL R
FEP R 6 RIS, Fi fHM 0.0375 (sstQrzAG7) ~
0.4084 (sstQrZAG90), ¥ ¥J {H N 0.2091; F,, {H M
0.0621 (ssrQrZAG7) ~ 0.4254 (sstQrZAG90); F, 1
9 0.0226 (sstQrZAG73) ~ 0.0412 (sstQpZAG1/5),
SEIE N 0.0295, BIA 2.95% HistE /b AEAE T
BEM], 97.05% Wit i% s b AE e TR REN, B L 32
BRI AAFTE T RN

N Fop {8 1504 A 22 18] 19 32 DR 3 (), R
Nm = 0.25(1 — Fg)/Fgp, 85 R FER AL T 5 )
IKF, B KAE N 10.8248, e /ME N 5.8227, F- 1 (H
Sk 8.2281 g /K V-1 5 R 3t 5 U BE 1] A9 35t 4%
AR R R, DRt IR PR 355 AR S5 F2 250 A0 T JE
PR

2.5 mfEREE ST

151 HE B BB S AN [ J B ) SR 2% OC R 1Yt
HABUE AR, HoR S O R s BUE A/, R K
FZANEM. WK T AL RMORE, 4 AR RERI
WL R BT, RS KRBT ; 53 /b, R IE AW
MUAR AN 7] J A~ AR [ 358 % AH OGP PCoA (Principal
coordinates) 7 (& 2) T 1 #AKI F, 4 A EHEAS
PRIAESCE RECARIE , Horh TYAH g3 2R
FHICME 2R A B AR X VT RS 1 YAH st Bt
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Table 2 Frequency of all alleles
e 955| 45, Loci
Allele sstQpZAG1/5  sstQpZAG16 sstQIZAG7 sstQrZAG73 sstQrZAG90 sstQrZAG59 sstQrZAG39

A 0.0061 0.0091 0.0121 0.0030 0.0152 0.0030 0.0121
B 0.0455 0.0485 0.0242 0.0424 0.0030 0.0030 0.0485
C 0.1242 0.0909 0.0364 0.0788 0.1303 0.0091 0.0727
D 0.1333 0.0121 0.0394 0.0242 0.2121 0.0121 0.0152
E 0.0758 0.1152 0.0364 0.0909 0.1182 0.0212 0.0667
F 0.1212 0.0152 0.0242 0.0576 0.1727 0.0121 0.0061
G 0.1758 0.1667 0.0030 0.1606 0.0818 0.0576 0.0273
H 0.1061 0.2636 0.0424 0.2212 0.1424 0.1212 0.0667
I 0.1212 0.2061 0.0091 0.0606 0.0576 0.0788 0.1455
] 0.0909 0.0273 0.0152 0.1485 0.0333 0.0909 0.2333
K 0.0242 0.0182 0.0273 0.0333 0.0848 0.0970
L 0.0212 0.0788 0.0727 0.1152 0.1121
M 0.0242 0.0091 0.1818 0.0939
N 0.1667 0.0030 0.0758 0.0030
0 0.0273 0.0545

P 0.0576 0.0485

Q 0.0242 0.0303

R 0.0212

S 0.0061

T 0.0515

U 0.0061

\% 0.0485

w 0.0242

X 0.0576

Y 0.0121

z 0.0303

a 0.0182

b 0.0303

¢ 0.0182

d 0.0091

e 0.0212

f 0.0030

g 0.0030
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Table 3 Genetic diversity of different locus in Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata

i 45 Loci A Ae Ho He 1
sstQpZAG1/5 10.0000 8.2751 0.3152 0.8818 2.1678
sstQpZAG16 12.0000 6.0292 0.3273 0.8367 2.0191

sstQrZAG7 33.0000 16.7178 0.1152 0.9430 3.1432
ssrQrZAG73 14.0000 7.8890 0.3333 0.8759 2.2541
ssrQrZAG90 11.0000 7.2186 0.5212 0.8641 2.1047
ssrQrZAG59 17.0000 10.1189 0.3576 0.9039 2.4799
ssrQrZAG39 14.0000 8.0583 0.3697 0.8786 2.2759

144 Mean 14.4286 9.1867 0.3342 0.8834 2.3492

APTPBEERIIENEG Ae: TIABEFAIIENEG Ho: SEFRZR B3 He: WIHAZ2 A28 1: Shannon {5 B84, % 4 [,
A: Average number of alleles; Ae: Average number of effective alleles; Ho: Actual heterozygosity rate; He: Expected heterozygosity rate; I: Shannon

information index. The same is Table 4.

& 4 FHIARAS TR TR AL ZAEE

Table 4 Genetic diversity of Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata populations

JETH Population A Ae Ho He I
1YAH 11.714 7.011 0.400 0.600 2.102
10YAH 10.857 7.082 0.264 0.736 2.103
20YAH 12.857 8.281 0.3556 0.644 2.206
NYAH 12.286 7.802 0.273 0.727 2.210
-3 Mean 11.926 7.544 0.323 0.677 2.155

T S SRR R AN [ 32 218 3 5152 H5 4 (F) Rl Hardy-Weinberg P X* £

Table 5 Fixation index (F) and Hardy-Weinberg equilibrium (X test) of locus of Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata populations

37 55, J&H#E Population
Loci 1YAH 10YAH 20YAH NYAH
sstQpZAG1/5 0.282" 0.047 0.228" 0.133
sstQpZAG16 02717 —0.061 0.253" 0.139
sstQrZAG7 0.008" -0.093" 0.045 0.184"
ssrQrZAG73 0.306" 0.151 0.229" 0.150
ssrQrZAG90 0.412" 0.352" 0.187" 0.283"
ssrQrZAG59 0.433" 0.184" 0.266" 0.100
ssrQrZAG39 0.359" 0.342 0.196" 0.093
SE-H) Mean 0.296 0.132 0.198 0.155

**: P <0.01; *: P <0.05.

6 JIANHIBRRY F GEiti

Table 6 F statistics of Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata

3 15 Loci Fis Fp Fy Nm
ssTQpZAG1/5 0.1740 0.2080 0.0412 5.8227
sstQpZAG16 0.1537 0.1751 0.0253 9.6390

sstQrZAG7 0.0375 0.0621 0.0256 9.5110
sstQrZAG73 0.2079 0.2258 0.0226 10.8248
sstQrZAG90 0.4084 0.4254 0.0287 8.4698
sstQrZAG59 0.2474 0.2673 0.0265 9.1917
sstQrZAG39 0.2477 0.2753 0.0367 6.5577

F3] Mean 0.2091 0.2324 0.0295 8.2281
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Table 7 Nei’s genetic identity (above the diagonal) and genetic distance (under the diagonal) of Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata populations

JETHE Population 1YAH 10YAH 20YAH NYAH
1YAH 0.7828 0.8191 0.7605
10YAH 0.2448 0.7502 0.7203
20YAH 0.1996 0.2874 0.7251
NYAH 0.2738 0.3281 0.3214
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Fig. 2 PCoA analysis among individuals of Quercus glandulifera var. brevipetiolata populations
AT, AT S R R g AL 2R O 05k TR H AT TR i 1 o> TR i EoR,

ZES e

3.1 5|¥i%iE

PAZRFE—HF SSR BIMIH LA ZFh: (1) A
F4) 7 () SSR 3L ¢ Hh i vk SSR 51 47, i i Bk 1,
(2) HH M4 F4Ric JF & SSR 514, U RAPD™ |
ISSR” . AFLP"™  EST™4:; (3) y\i&%ﬁlﬂ i SSR
S Y S A AR SSR 514, S5 —Fh Tk aL
U PRAE e 02 A i N (H R L Y SSR SIEN A
T, 4575 1 2 28 PE O S BCHAL ik 2, HrT LK
JE SR TIRAR BRI 3 F b il B B A AR
P LA [RS4SR 205 9Kk 2 80mT L 2
SR L, IR AR AH DS RER AL SSR FRid AR .

EST M|, 76 C IR0 52 EST IR 4 a4 T , i
1 X EST Fp 4 A 7K 2R 0 1 1 SSRs™'), 4R I - 1F
P8, k=, AR 2 FH A D i
BRI 25 A %) ELHT SSR 41 v i BE JE AR M Bk SSR
19, BONEEE, X 3 R4 R B, A A
WG AR A S e R

3.2 iRt E R IR SR

AT 5T 7 XF SSR 1 A 4 A S AR AR S
HE 168 DEAS LB R 1 101 DNEFALEEA , - 155
PEIERECN 14.43, XHFSE T 52 AR (Quercus
mongolica)F 1L 75 ¥R(Q. wutaishanica)ff 14 1) 15t 1%
ZHEE, 9 AMLSTE 600 MEA TR T 149 M5
FLBELAL, -4 857 A A AL BE IO 16.56; 89
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U S T I AR BRI BB AL AR, 11 AN
TE 240 MEARTIER T 113 DA R, &7 5 1Y)
R A SE P ECR 1027, T UL, SR AR ML AR 4 35 14
RS HR R T AP AR, Ab T 1IE H 7K

WA BE K OF Sk B, 20YAH(TR & 20 4F) ) B
) - 357 S A7 58 PRS0 - 35 A 3550 S5 Ao S DR ) o
2, 10YAH(K & 10 4F)1) - 35 55 {37 5 B8k de /b
IYAH(PRE 1 4F) 244G 55 S v 3 R R >, I
KF, 20YAH FERERSAL ZREVERS 5T NYAH,
1YAH. 10YAH it f& ZRE AR AR

T A A RR 4 A JE T 0 ST X A A R B
11.926, V-8 % FE R 7.544 3% 34 28 9
e USRI (3T AR AR CT- Y 0 8 10.2727
WA R R A 5.1859) 2 .

SRR MR B ARCSE  J0 BE J A R 0.677, 1 0
WML AR T 2% B v [ A B2 ( Castanea mollissima)i¥) 1]
IR 0.678" W BB (Populus nigra)lf)h
0.75%%, ] I, , JE AR AR AR AR 1) 24 A FE KSR, 31X
A E-5 BURE i R /s BURERS AR

3.3 SRR E R E E RS

] 2 P 4 F Rl DR A B AR b 2 A AR i e
ROARGE 4 A TERFE E R85 FAES 5020 0.296
0.132. 0.198. 0.155, 31K F 0, Ut AR ML BRAEIA
H 2 A IR D AR T BB B R R AR AR A A
P/ E R FAER A E S Y .

3.4 EIRRRE R EA S

SRR R b AT 2.95% B8 A8 /AL FEAE
TIBRBERI(Fg = 0.029), 1M 48 K 53 1) 18t 4% 53 A A7
TETJEHE B, 3t 5 405 Jag JH Al ) ol ) 38 42 534k
SEIARAT , W28 P He S RGE 1T AR RR A A kA
4.01%; i/ INRIR T # B R i8% 401 R 4.55%",
AU, JE A R 1) 38 % AR BT, X Al A AL AR S
e AR B R A ki i — MR 2
Jir R L BE DR K 3 e o A AR R AR Y 1A
VK- Nm Ky 8.2281, Wright tA 24 Nm (B KT 115,
BRI LR T E B 6% J ARG 18 A V5L s i, B
TR ARG P2 AR P T K ST il 35 R AR 1T fiE S vk
PRI 4 AT AR SR TR R] A A 23 R B A G

IS RE
ABFFEA R IR X R AT 1N Tkt~

TR 2 AR R S SRR B 8% AR IR B 3
Wi, AHIFTELE R 1] LU 4 e B RS i T 4R AR LT
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