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Abstract: In order to reveal the relationship of Dioscorea species, the interspecific molecular identification of 4
Dioscorea species, including D. sinopatviflora, D. zingibiernsis, D. bulbifera, and D. polystachya, were studied
based on 4 cpDNA fragments, such as matK, rbcL, trnL-F and psbA-trrnH, and these fragments on phylogenetic
significance of Dioscorea genus was discussed. The results showed that the length of matK, rbcL, trnL-F and
psbA-trnH fragments were 1026 — 1142 bp, 1156 — 1178 bp, 744 — 822 bp, 355 — 599 bp, respectively. According
to the phylogenetic tree constructed by Bayesian Inference and PAUP 4.0b10 software, it was indicated that the
genetic relationship of D. bulbifera in Yunnan was close to D. zingibiernsis, D. sinopatviflora was close to D.
zingibiernsis, while that of D. bulbifera in Africa was far to D. bulbifera in Yunnan. In addition, it couldn’t be
completely distinguished D. sinopatviflora and D. zingibiernsis in the phylogenic tree by 4 combined fragments.
So, it was suggested that the phylogeny evidence based on four fragments was not consistent with taxonomic
classification of four species in Dioscorea.
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43M 6 44, 111 { Flora of China ) " & 235 (Dioscorea
garrettii)Fll F 2 [ (Dioscorea hispida)#s %) M 1 4,
X173 h 8 4, 43 0l by« WK 25 d (sect. Stenophora)
T, I 2 $5i dH (sect. Stenocorea). T T ¥ B dH(sect.
Combilium) A= M 2H (sect. Shannicorea) FEH ML
(sect. Opsophyton) JZ M4 (sect. Botryosicyos) . 1%
T 4 (sect. Lasiophyton) 1 J& 4= ¥ 2 (sect. Enantio-
phyllum)./NMEJE T E35(D. sinopatviflora C. T. Ting.)
FJENZT(D. zingibiernsis C. H. Wright.)[F]J& TR
REH, SHEPER ARSI ENRA R, 25K
AR R B Bk, 3D, bulbifera L)~
SR AEFRE S A AR Tz (B R RS
ARSACK, Kunth" EHMAN R 357 8 A8Fh, JHZE
WY E (D, polystachya Turcz. {5 FRILIZYE), 7
FRE RS H A TR 150 ~ 1500 m Ay L3
ITESY NINRESIIN = NN S NG S A s
BRI A A

Bt IR IR U & R | 1822 245 AR D)
HRIT U R 431 T Bt AT 580 , Mok B2 kY
e Z 0 DNA R Bk #1770 % 0. rbel Fr Bt
FAF 4 i LRHR LA s mark R
BUOTRT DAAR G b it D AR TP RMROK T 1 R G
KRN, NSRS T REM I ATREYE, omL-F K
B T AAEYEN F AR R G FESE, psbA-
trnH B BEVE AR 2 1) KR R) B R G2k B
5%, HECRMUE 4 4R BOHSS G- THY 240
2 ST ARGE B A D, Potter ZEM FH 6 %
S F matK . rbeL. ndhF . tral-F % 4 A~ S A
DNA (cpDNA) J1 Bow 4 #% FH(Rosaceae) i i 47 T
SRS ARAT T R A o S SRR MR A
IR psbA-trnH J1 B AN RE ] T % e S Bi(D.
nipponica) . ¥ 1L125(D. panthaica)FJE M E A T K
IR S M R G ST, BUASEEIX 70 35 B A4
PP PIAS[R] P= M i 2B . R 21 SR trn-F AN
rbeL J¥ A X B 1L 245 JEAE Y AT T o
. Gao ZEMIIA ARG matK . rbeL A trnL-F F¥5))
AHEE G AT DU ) 550 B AR ZE AR R R] DG AR
Wilki Z 4T T 67 Mg BRI mark M rbel
FE ABALE 20 1 Rl A ER AN .

ABIFGERT /NG S B s R L
2 4 PSR AEY cpDNA [ matK . rbeL. trnL-F
F1 psbA-trnH F BV 7 5647 404, R0 X 2 | B
X3 4 Ffoke Py ] 1) 43— 2 5 RN 2R 2% O R AT,

NEFURRYII R G T OISR PR AR

1 A BRI 1%
1.1 @8

XFR HAEW, 2= B 7K B R =l PR PR L G
DA R BV 22 B L g BH 8 /N AR i 25951 (Dioscorea
sinopatviflora C. T. Ting.) .JJ&E M 2E3i(D. zingibiernsis
C. H. Wright.) .\ #5l(D. bulbifera L)FLZj(D. poly-
stachya Turcz)| Bk 5 T 2w Ak K27 A 4 e 52
> b G LR R R A T B . AN S
IOH A 17 Oy R332 S S A BP A MPRNER 1), BRI
AR B4 (A ke rh 5 gt R g, s = ik,
70% CEWEERM R KA, HI TR BUS DNA

1.2 ZDNAREX

ISR R A R I T i R R R o 4R
By 22 FH R KL CTAB 31, FH 4 x CTAB U #:
2 x CTAB $2H0E , FF7EHH A 1% PVP F1 2% (1)
B-sm Kk 2, HL 30 ~ 50 mg A4 T4 F FH VR AT
BER A B2 2 mL FYELOE, ITA 1T mL Tk
) CTAB $2H0#, 60°C/K¥ 90 min; S AT S5 -
SEGEE(24  DFEE 2 K5 70% 1R B 5= 73 B T e
DNA EA/NLLF, 10800 x g 8.0 KUK 70%
1) L BERNTCIK 45 vk 2 W AR KT R T
Elution Buffer, 7£ —20°C 4%

1.3 PCR¥"1&

LS DNA by #5 #z, F 47 4 A iF gk ik J B
matK . trnL-F. rbcL 1 psbA-trnH 1) PCR ¥ 1,
PR 9 2 2, R F MOP 4lifk )5 . MOP Jrat,
JELEAIARAT B A X AR AR AR 57 BRI R4 5L 1A
DMT EA R MR, & Rt R B 5" st fg —
BRI, B B 5 D B e B A S, R AR R
BT HLI IR, 1A DMT R4 R BE R 58
ANV, SR )5 4 = 3 £ BR(TFA) 8 =& 2 1R
(TCA)Z:B% DMT, 1 i v B 78 ML R 5 | vk
JBR ok, NS B Ak B Y, AT 2 5 PCR
JF A B U S EOK

P4 )7 W AE Tpfferional PCR 1 F 4T, [
RR M BARFUA 50 uL, fu 7 dNTP (dATP., dCTP,
dGTP M1 dTTP 4% 2.5 mmol L") 0.3 uL, 1F [ 1 &2
5 147(0.25 umol L4 2 uL, 1 U Tag DNA B4
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Table 1 Source of materials
4i*5 No TEHY) Species FEAR Line I Origin 7= 11 Location

1 I M4 Yinghua FEFFP Cultivar ZF7K Ik Yongsheng, Yunnan
2 Dioscorea sinoparviflora B-20-6 LR Cultivar ~FA KM Yongsheng, Yunnan
3 B-21-6 FR55F Cultivar I KHE Yongsheng, Yunnan
4 JE P A= Fh Wild [V 2 FiE Ankang, Shaanxi

5 D. zingiberensis WA Chihe FRI5 R Cultivar [P 42 ) Ankang, Shaanxi

6 21 T Hongwei FIEFP Cultivar B P4 ‘2 B Ankang, Shaanxi

7 A-02-6 R EEFh Cultivar =R Yongsheng, Yunnan
8 A-05-6 F&FE AP Cultivar TR Yangbi, Yunnan

9 A-07-3-1 FAFFP Cultivar Pk Yongsheng, Yunnan
10 A-9-2-1 FR55F Cultivar A HE Yongsheng, Yunnan
11 A-9-3 FH i Cultivar =K HE Yongsheng, Yunnan
12 A-9-4 R EEFR Cultivar P 7Kk Yongsheng, Yunnan
13 A-9-5 R LEFh Cultivar =R Yongsheng, Yunnan
14 A-10 R EFh Cultivar =R Yongsheng, Yunnan
15 Holh AU Africa HEFR Cultivar JEW Africa

16 D. bulbifera 2 Yunnan FLF AP Cultivar 24 Yunnan

17 hzy A Wild 7 RIK Tanshui, Gansu

18 D. polystachya JiFH Xianyang FHFFP Cultivar PV e B Xianyang, Shaanxi
19 WA= Ff Wild Pk Ik Yongsheng, Yunnan
20 ##E Lufeng FEEFh Cultivar = HiFEF Lufeng, Yunnan
21 Bf A Fh Wild Z gl R Diging, Yunnan
22 A F Wild G Yuanmou, Yunnan

42 4R 0 SR R

Table 2 Primers and annealing temperature

{3745, Loci 5% Primer J¥51 Sequence (5’ ~ 3") i KL Annealing temperature (°C)
trnL-F c CGAAATCGGTAGACGCTACG 56
f ATTTGAACTGGTGACACGAG
rbcL mF TATCTTAGCGCCATTCCGAGTA 54
mR CGCGGATAATTTCATTACTTC
matK MF ATTTGCGATCTATTCATTCAAT 52
MR TGAGATTCCGCAGGTCATT
psbA-trnH Fl1 GTTATGCATGAACGTAATGCTC 52
R1 CGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAAATC

fitg 0.5 pL, 10 x Tag 22 M 5 pL, L ddH,0 #h 5%
PCR V2 7 4 : 94 C T AS M 3 min; SR )5 94 °C 7
£ 1 min; 60°CiE K 1 min;72°CHEfH 2 min, 3t 35 4>
PEFR; fx J5 72 CZEfH 5 min, HX 3 pL PCR P2 ¥ 7F

1.5% B BHEEE [ 1 x TBE H Uk 2% P HL ik
ZLEB Y fn, UV TG FIEAH. DNA K5 2 kb
DNA marker 7 Fric¥)[TaKaRa F A4 TRE(KG%E)
A BRA R AT UL
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1.4 MFF BIBAY) 22 D IEHEA 4 SR SRR TS B

PCR P2 YL a1 1.5% BEEBHEE S F Tk ks il
ZJE IR RS A AR FE R AT XL ) 0, I
31%1°% PCR 5|¥).

1.5 HiES

W 0 e BT A5 09 TG 51 Clustal X250 17 HE
¥, Z 5 FEAE Bioedit il A 7 00 B2 A TF T HE R A
o FEREP RS A (gap, “-VE B (Missing data)
AbFR, X 4 257 R Be oy i HEA T B SRS TR )
J A B

W Ab P U A 40 4 4 A PAUP 4.0b10 for MAC
BAEP, H fa) £ ¥:(Maximum parsimony, MP)3E 17
RGRE 0, A AR T e FmAL, &
Ji &% 2 4% ZK (Heuristic search) 1000 X i #£, TBR
(I AL M) XF 43 EE 2%, Tree bisection reconnection)fs
KA, B0 B 10 R, [RI I CT (— Bt 45,
Consistency index). RI (P£F$5%1, Retention index)
1 RC (K 1FE — Z 1 48 %L, Rescaled consistency
index){E BT FREL 50% —Ehk RS HEM (50%
Majority rule consensus tree)if 17 #t # 72:(Bootstrap
analysis)f; U™, 1000 Y fil1 B, AR 95 $iE 417 32 55 %
(Bootstrap, BS)FFAii 443 % Al 4E., BS < 50 A4S
SCHEBS =51~ 75 MRS, BS =76 ~85 JypE
RE;BS = 85 i SRR S

Bayesian {filff(Bayesian inference, BI)J&4& T 4

3 EHURAEY) 4 Z%F BLy H4S

Table 3 Amplification of 4 fragments from Dioscorea species

FYRFAE A5 B, B FH MrBayes 3.1.2 B 2158 1l &
4% TR, FH Modeltest 3.06 ZPF A TR B2,
4 % BB BT BRI AIC Sl A8l TPMLuf +
G [Base = (0.3058, 0.1937, 0.1948,0.3057), Nst =
6, Rmat = (1.0000, 1.7171, 1.7373, 1.7373, 1.7171,
1.0000), Rates = gamma, Shape =0.0130, Ncat=4,
Pinvar = 0] LABEALIESERY AL & A, DK
Bl R AE 1Y S 4R % J5 1 (Markov chain Monte Carlo
process) i E ok 4 Z5EE RIS T, 3 AcE, 1
ARVRHE . 4 55 BOP SRR REI G 43 HTis AT 100 T1R,
£ 100 FCHRE 1 U, RFEHT 1000 YCEAEFEAR (Burn-in
samples). FHFIRFEA H 50% —F PR IF 5
843 3 1Y 5 B ME 2R (Posterior probability, PP)* . J&
B AAE PP < 0.95 MW AR ERE S8 1Y SR, PP =
0.95 LA fr BUAF A SCH5

2 ZE RN BT

21 matK. trnL-F. rbcLKpsbA-trnH 5 EXR93 18

ATFFEXT 4 FhEEHURAEY) 22 1y AR ISk
matK . trnL-F. rbcL X psbA-trnH Bt i 17 PCR
Py, RAT 22 4K 5 B9 matK . trnL-F . rbel
psbA-trnH B3 89 7210, 22 1.5% Big EEE I fL
VKA J5 BEATIN R . 25 2R HERY 4 45 v Bok B Xk
B G+CHEIES,

45 No. matK (bp) rbcL (bp) trnL-F (bp) psbA-trnH (bp) BKJE Total length (bp) G+ C (%)
1 1035 1175 798 593 3290 36.9
2 1035 1160 744 589 3294 36.9
3 1030 1176 799 590 3268 37.0
4 1033 1169 797 590 3276 37.1
5 1060 1168 798 590 3237 36.9
6 1127 1169 796 587 3270 37.0
7 1049 1171 812 599 3265 37.0
8 1142 1178 798 580 3262 36.9
9 1041 1165 797 587 3488 36.7
10 1076 1170 797 578 3435 36.6
11 1127 1164 796 575 3475 36.5
12 1049 1167 808 575 3479 36.8
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2:3%(Continued)
Ji5 No. matK (bp) rbeL (bp) trnL-F (bp) psbA-trnH (bp) SR Total length (bp) G+C (%)
13 1033 1162 815 576 3491 36.9
14 1034 1176 799 577 3455 36.7
15 1036 1167 811 372 3467 36.7
16 1034 1169 822 372 3466 36.7
17 1030 1156 796 367 3480 36.8
18 1063 1167 810 367 3448 36.7
19 1039 1164 758 368 3507 36.9
20 1036 1167 795 355 3509 36.9
21 1034 1162 788 366 3495 36.8
22 1026 1169 805 361 3481 37.6
1~22 W3 1,
1 —22 see Table 1.
M3 AT L, 4 Fh R ALY 22 Gy 4R (751 X4

4 5 ARIEN B BE(matK . rbeL, trnL-F Fl pshA-
trnHYK 43520 1026 ~ 1142 bp, 1156 ~ 1178 bp.,
744 ~ 822 bp. 355 ~ 599 bp. ZXF HYIFF SN
gap,iX 22 I APRHE 4 45 BB K BEAE 3262 ~ 3509 bp
Z [, HAgkE G + C &l 36.5% ~ 37.6%.

2.2 O
1 4 FREEBUR Y 4 457 Borb HAUKRTE

matK rbcL
B (R R I [ I A .
150 160 80

1 -C-TT-C-TT TA--CA--TT AC-ATGG--- ACAA-C--TIG
2 --..-.- —.-- R e
I ———— ..C--..GIG ---TT.
4 —e=ee=e=0 —rm— ..C--..GIG ---TT.
S —.-..-.-. —.—- SRR sEESmS  waE eme =
6 -.-..-.-. —..—- N
7 =ae e e =le —_———— e T
g -.-..-.C. —.—- N
9 —.-..-.-. —..-- N T
10 =-.-..-.-. em————— R T
11 C-G.-A.-. .-T--.TG.. ST swETmT  seE e—e— e
12 C-G.-A.-. -T--.TG.. C--..6IG -..---TT.-
13 CC-.-A.-. =T--.TG.. 55 swie == sew s e =0t
14 —emee—e—. ———em—e. «eC—=..GIG -..---TT.-
15 C.-.-—-.-. --G..—- R . G——-..
16 C.-.--.-. --G..-- ..C.-=.GIG -..---TT.-
17 C.-.--.-. --G..-- ..C.-=.GIG -.--G-TT.-
18 C.-.——.-. --G..—- S e =R e s e
19 C.-.--.-. --G..-- ..C.--.GIG -.--G-TT.-
20 C.-.--.-. -=G..-- R Tt
21 C.-.--.-. --G..—- R e T
22 C.-.--.-. --G..-- --.6GIG -.--G-TT.-

14 P BUEmY 4 55 B REHPHI L. 1~22 WEE 1.

90

WA BORHIIX 4 2% 7 B sl | gap #3F
FrirE, MK E N 5315 bp, 4315, Hod 5165 4
P AR5 AE 150 DRSO P 144 AR 249
{5 5 {3 /5 (Parsimony-informative characters), #f 4%
Bl gap Kb R ELICHT, 153 T 53 AR R 208 1Y
e KT AR, 12 R R 298 (1 L. RI Fi RC {H 53
o 0.8654 . 0.9265 F10.8018,

trnL-F psbA-trnH
[ R I | S I I |
1230 1240 350 360
A--GCICA-G TT-G-G-TAG TIT-GT---- GA----CCT-
¢ YR A- ..C-A-A.-—- e e
AG..... A- ..C-A-A.-- ceemeammm= Lammm—L .-
——eeeee -. —.—.- ..A-.C-GG ..ARAA--.-
AG..... A- ..C-A-A.-- ..A-.C-GG ..ARAAA--.T
AG..... A- ..C-A-A.-- ..A-.C-GG ..ARARA--.-
——eeeee - ememem ..A-.C-GG ..ARAA--.-
AG..... A- ..C-A-A.—-  ...-.. s
AG..... A- ..C-A-A.--  ...-.. ———— e -
AG..... A- ..C-A-A.-- ..A-.C-GG ..ARAA--.-
2G..... A- ..C-A-A.-—- e meem == samm—m . .=
s - R ——.A.-CTG- --————o -
AG..... A- ..C-A-A.-- --.A.-CIG- -----——- -
——eeee. - emem.- -..A.-CIG- =-—-—--- -
TTeeee. = —eme- -..A.-CIG- ------- -
TTeeeee S e A-.C-GG ..AARA--.T
TTeeeee - === -..A.-CIG- =——==-=- -
TTeee.. - —eme- A-.C-GG ..AARA--.T
——eeee -. ——.— A-.C-GG ..AARA--.T

Fig. 1 Representative sequence alignment of 4 fragments from 4 Dioscorea species. 1 — 22 see Table 1.
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23 RERBOW BRI R R DL 2 K B S SO bR R

ME 2 0] LR, B FXF matK. rbeL. trnl-F
F psbA-trnH B4 A Beig MP F BT 4047, A0 6 25
T B SRy — 32, T Y 2 B 1) S AR S
VG LR T P 2 )RR B AR R B = B K Y A-10,
A-9-3, A-9-4. A-9-5. A-05-6. A-02-6 Ji5 It 2 5
b5 0k 2 VA S v AR B R R R — A K4
S, HJE B 3 AR R R A-9-3. A-9-4. A-9-5
B 26 2% ¢ &2+ 4r i, PP {H Al BS {H #FiA5 F) 1.00
H1100, ¥4k i S2RE 5 AR G 28 Bk B i R
A-07-3-7 5/MEJE M BB R B-20-6 .B-21-6,
LR 5 Ry —AN /N 43 S (PP B AN BS (B354 0.82

A-09-2-1 A —N KI5 2 AHZFRERA S, PP
{HFN BS {H HA 0.72 F1 86, 3 5 AR S35 Al =2
e, gk e RGH B 3 AN 2GR BER N — 2,

H: PP {E A BS {55714 1.00 A1 60, 4351 A5 51 %
FERVI SRR, HK B G 0 B A 11 2528 R
B— /N 43 32, H PP (BRI BS {H M 0.92 F1 71,
PR R Bk 3 MBI B4 L Rk
U RIK JaBH B 2 i ki 5 19 1L 24 R 5 ik 2R A E D
I3 o SR R — 57 (R SRR AR, L, N
I 20 5 0 IS 95 1) P AT R R — R 32
[ B} 2 P 119 2 00, SR A I 2 S v, S5 PP E A
BS {E4351°0 1.00 F11 59, K5 Z0S7 e A SRR

.77|: 4
0.50 | 64 14

66, 25 SRR 30), SR 155 B PE 21 10 i i
1.00
89
0.73
95

5
1.0 1
100|100

1.00 100 12
89 13
16

8

7

1

0.82 0

66 3

0.72 2

86
6

10

.92[ 19
1.00]7! 22

60

21
17

0.72

20
18

15

2 BF AR Bt(matK . rbeL. trnL-F R psbA-trnH)Y) 4 PR AP RS R A — 80 . /332 B FIEUE S 518 PP I BS. ML

ALAE DL R, 1 ~22 W 1,

Fig. 2 Relationship strict consensus tree of 4 Dioscorea species based on 4 fragments (matK, rbcL, trnL-F and psbA-trnH). Data above and under

branches are PP and BS, respectively. Dashed line represents appearance in Bayesian tree only. 1 — 22 see Table 1.
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matK . rbeL. trnL-F } psbA-trnH F BtJ& H Rl
L 22 58 53 28RN 43 S B B9 v i FH 0 A £
SR B H G+ C S AR, AT iy 45 R

HIHE . AR R 4 Mg BT EY 22 1
ﬁ‘%ﬁi(?ﬁﬂﬁ)iﬁﬁkzrﬁ] (14 M S B g A P L At i
H&Vﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ%@ P, R LS R o )
PR VFZHETOR A BLR S 2 A
&ﬂ%ﬁﬂ’]%%%%ﬂﬁ?é’%ﬁ] AT T AT A



FRICAF: AFPEE BRI 5T R R HIRE I R AT 231

h matK v BYIRN r BEREESES T rbeL. trnL-F F
psbA-trnH B¢, I HELE matK VE B HURAEY P
B BRI E SRS matK + rbeL #3528 (Tacca)
IARIEZRAE T ARG )/ NE S 355 5
s AL 252 HUR 4 M R R, b
AEJE 5 A V2 AR R B IR LA
MIEZS 7 EAREAATTIX 3T

A GE LT o A 2 0 BE i 3k X it
matK . rbcL. trnL-F X psbA-trnH A Bt B9 B¢ & 43
BT, B 3RAS I R GEREAS BERE/INAE G W 50 5 i 28
LSS I TR, T30 D 3K PP o 14 22 5 6 R AR, HL 2
RHEAT I A5 BA MR, T T ITS J¥8 7 Be iy
S 1938 PR, AWK BEHS 4 Fh B B ALY
() ITS FPa i Bl AT 93 . PRk, AR BIFSE A B i
TEXS BRI 7328 5 S, R R I 25
AN G R TG R

ARWTEIAF I RGN ART  NETE M B 5 G
M5 2 1Y B MR R — R 53 3, H3CRRR
B HEI 25 T 1 B 5 /N AR T
Y 25 2% 0 R0, AR A B MU FE . [R]IF,
XU 25 1 1 il 2 R A T A, RV Y B
T S, T R B B , 2R BCHOK (5, FR T
EEV 1L = S a6/ S W N NS P e L
I Sy g g, FL A kA 52 2T 60, 15 AR BR R | 3R B2 i
A AR, AR T R, BT A A AN
AN, HARE/N Prain R I F A4y F AR ZE
R AT 285, A 2o A ARSI I 8 D B 522 b (D
bulbifera); 43 A T AL W 19 24 A2 Fh D. bulbifera var.
nthropophagorun , RN A THEMI AR A9 B0 5 2=
R B ELAT AN [] A0 1 A A X P RE- S b B0 A Y
2K

JUHE | 3HE DRI K ik 1 B A 1L 24 5RO — 3, i i
IR R IR B A 1 25 B P R B R 2 e ol o ) R
W2 FFATER S 3O, WRGER BRI PPAEN
0.72 KF , X =F MR 5 K R BL, AN = F
Rili 3= A L 25 R R 5 L 2 2R GO R,
AIREARIETAE 7 By 1l 25, 1 H 5 25 g JT it L B
IR JHE R LA B A 1 245 235 2 0 ZR A , PRI 22 P A 3
(HF AR L2 T T A I A B EE LL 25 i i 2% 2 v
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