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W IR H R (Amomum tsaoko) (1 ist 15 22 BEVE IR ESEC IR, X 55 LA 5 5L (A, paratsaoko)fE 8 4 SSR A7 sk (it A& 75 7
BT T oM. S5 RFEW, 84> SSR ALATE 20 AN B SR EHEA 5 ANULE L IEHE BRI ] 149 A1 101 MEEAIFERN, a3
K351k 44 K1 59 A~o 75 Z T (AMOVA) R B, 11 10.43%1 (578 FAFLE T 2 #)Fhinl, 8.66% T-Fi 4 B #E(A], 80.91% T /&
BN (P<0.01). LB BB S MEE AR R (0.15 < Fg<< 0.25), E RN E(0.05<F4< 0.15). SMM X T 2 #fh
I S IR (Fa<Pg)o DRIUL, LA SR AH Se B A AR, T Rei i Bl L30T 56 B 2R 7030 i 5 PRI AR
(IR B IR T AT 8 AL A A2 BRI GER L 5 5C DR X ] it e o BAR BT AT IR B 0
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Analysis of Cultivation Origin of Amomum tsaoko Based on SSR Marker

LI Guodong®, TIAN Xing*, ZHAO Xiaoli'?, YANG Yaowen'"

(1. Yunnan Key Laboratory of Dai and Yi Medicines, Yunnan University of Chinese Medicine, Kunming 650500, China; 2. Dehong People's Hospital, Luxi

678400, Yunnan, China)

Abstract: In order to explore the genetic diversity and geographical origin of Amomum tsaoko, the genetic
variation of A. tsaoko and A. paratsaoko in 8 SSR loci was studied. The results showed that there was 149 and 101
alleles were detected at 8 SSR loci from 20 populations of A. tsaoko and 5 populations of A. paratsaoko
respectively, among which 44, 59 were unique alleles. Variance analysis (AMOVA) showed that only 10.43% of
genetic variation existed between two species, 8.66% between populations, and 80.91% within populations
(P<0.01). The total genetic differentiation of A. tsaoko was moderate (0.05 < Fy=<: 0.15), and A. paratsaoko was
high (0.15 << F< 0.25). The genetic differentiation of the two species increased under SMM model (Fy<Pg).
Therefore, the genetic diversity of two species shared the same ancestry, and it was possible that the existing
genetic differentiation pattern had been formed by the accumulation of mutations after lineage sorting through
random genetic drift. So, Maguan and Pingbian areas around Dawei Mountain might be the geographical origin
center of A. tsaoko cultivation.

Key words: Amomum tsaoko; A. paratsaoko; SSR marker; Genetic diversity; Origin of cultivation
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WERAE LRGN B A M TEAT RN €
IR 22, RERAEGR =1 200 m Mg SRR %, 1R
% 900 m ARAPITFAEL 25 R M b, T [FIEESA B SR
KREER; F—ik, T5. g zendb, FR
AERANF BRGET, UL R A A, S PR, &
RRLALTE , U TR TR, PRI A B
JEE I o IR EE M T] BEA B 2 VIRt IE 2% 58 AR R A o
FRERE =X —F BINR L FIFANE], S s (E
FAR AR M, FAR(EER, AHERAL, A
FIFAER RS AN, ASRE SRR — 2 A
R SRRSO R BOL 0 R B B AP R,
ARG | 1004% 2 R R R AL S5 B e
PRI R L ZE D

V] FFT 2 o £ SR 5 AN AT IR R R WAL 1)
A L, R T VAR B U R e
BLR BRI — NS AR MR R A R L, AL
HTMEREERIPRGR R, W Bt %

I A ZAEIE . IR A M, R SRR,
N R A2 i B A o

1 BRI %

1.1 et

6 1R HE 5 (Amomum  tsaoko) A1 L H 5 (A,
paratsaoko) ¥ F H [E =Fd. |7, HEE(EE 1), SEiE
WAL TP R RS, 320 MR EHEAS
AN B R, Horb TBG JE B 1 A I8 M i i 42 4
513, LC. HS. SD. TBG. LJ. TY. ZH fi1JX
JERE LA A E N S AR 5
P, X7 BRI R A . AR
FEREALEEL 7~26 ¥k, FREE=5m; BREREE LM
(B4R FE B <200 m) & iR AR E — AN i, &
HORFE . SRR R B BN & ik i I 2% B 4R v
15, F—20°C FIUKF R AT

R 1 MERERE

Table 1 Information of materials

5 LisEY)] JERE KA 28 (E) 4% (N) R (m) Ko
No. Species Population Location Longitude Latitude Altitude Number
1 R GLJ ZH LM £ Gulinjing, Maguan, Yunnan 103°59'15.72"  22°51'57.54" 1540 12
2 g’;“;’k”;“m MB =K A Mabai, Maguan, Yunnan 104°26'03.69"  23°05'04.74" 1368 15
3 RH 7z B4 Renhe, Maguan, Yunnan 104°18'16.11"  22°55'10.88" 1473 15
4 FD1 = P52 £ Fadou, Xichou, Yunnan 104°49'19.98"  23°22'19.56" 1670 13
5 FD2 Z R Pis%F 2 Fadou, Xichou, Yunnan 104°4939.84"  24°22'22.26" 1540 15
6 ML = F KT IS Malipo, Malipo, Yunnan 104°43'06.92"  23°03'33.12" 1245 15
7 TC ZEMTEAL) £ Tiechang, Malipo, Yunnan 105°04'09.03"  23°18'53.88" 1620 20
8 YP =HEPHA TR Yuping, Pingbian, Yunnan 103°41'52.98"  22°5455.98" 2046 19
9 ADBl  ZEi4 k7312 Adebo, Jinping, Yunnan 103°13'08.86"  22°54'13.01" 1477 20
10 ADB2  Zpi&FEif5f 2 Adebo, Jinping, Yunnan 103°13'52.89"  22°54'04.90" 1582 20
1 LC ZRHSEAF KDL Daxing, Lichun, Yunnan 102°27'03.23"  22°59'20.39" 1989 15
12 HS = ®FE)I P2 Husa, Longchuan, Yunnan 97°43'05.35" 24°2232.29" 1775 15
13 Sb AHAITI 2 Sudian, Yingjiang, Yunnan 97°59'13.05" 25°1024.48" 1862 19
14 TBG ZHBITHAEES: 2 Tongbiguan, Yingjiang, Yunnan 97°41'16.32" 24°40'53 43" 1670 15
15 L ML Lujiang, Longyang, Yunnan 98°46'30.06" 24°50'17.34" 2070 7
16 TY = M S 4 Tengyue, Tengchong, Yunnan 98°30'07.74" 25°03'42.12" 2219 20
17 ZH Z M AL Zhonghe, Tengchong, Yunnan 98°2056.38" 25°07'26.32" 1607 15
18 IX IS4 754 Jinxiu, Jinxiu, Guangxi 110°12'13.68"  24°05'58.92" 1065 14
19 XH IS E 4 £ Baisheng, Napo, Guangxi 105°45'05.94"  23°10'46.20" 880 15
20 GB EEFT A F HE Guanbo, Hejiang, Vietnam 104°57'05.21"  23°09'05.92" 1281 12
21 WEE A FDy ZFPIMEL 2 Fadou, Xichou, Yunnan 104°46'16.68"  23°22726.78" 1478 15
gp Paratsacko gy ZWi D4~ F14 Renhe, Maguan, Yunnan 104°18'13.89"  22°55'04.51" 1473 9
23 TCy ZEMTESEL) £ Tiechang, Malipo, Yunnan 105°04'13.452"  23°18'54.03" 1700 15
24 YPy = PR Yuping, Pingbian, Yunnan 103°41'53.628"  22°55'43.212" 1887 10
25 BSy T PEARE 48 £ Baisheng, Napo, Guangxi 105°45'05.94"  23°10'46.20" 880 15
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1.2 5 DNA H{REUH PCR 3738

K FH 24 B A 0 35 TR 2H DNA BOdi 3R BOR 71
R LRI B R 5 DNA P AR 2 i 0 o
1 8 Xt Z AT s = B Pk ATy G (3R 2). 51
PR R ISARTUA 25 ul, 15 Taq DNA EATH(L.0 Ulul)
12.5ul, IERIAFI4(10 umol/L) & 1.5 ul, DNA HitRk

% 2 SSR 51(5 B

Table 2 Information of SSR primer

(30 ng/uL) 1.0 uL, I ddH,0 ME. 3 LTy 94°C
THAZIE 4 min, 94°CASE 40 s; 4R )5 64°CIE K 30~40s,
72°CIE(H 40's, JLAEIR 33 IR H¢Jm 72°CLEfH 6 min.
PEYIAE T4 CUKAE o 18 19035 Bkt i HEAT L kAR
M, 120 V Hi¥k 25~30 min, PkikHE R4 PCR
P _E i T.(Sangon Biotech)#E47 STR &l .

L EEZ2]l 5y KE B KR
Locus Sequence (5'~3") Motif Length (bp) Annealing temperature (Tm)
Atl F: GCTTCACCTCCAGTTTCC (GA)14 183~209 59
R: GTCCTCCTTGTCCACCC
At4 F: CTTTACTCTGGTGGATGGA (GAA)s 205~295 50
R: TCATTATTTCACAGCCCTC
AtS F: AATGCAAATGGTGGACG (GA)16 202~219 58
R: GGATAAATCAAAGAGGAGGA
At29 F: GAGGAGGCGTGGACTTT 173~197 58
R: GGGCTGCTTCTATTTCAT
At30 F: TAACGACGAAGGAAACG 156~217 55
R: TGAGTAGGAAAGAAGAAAGAA
At46 F: TAGAAACGCAAATGAACAG (TG)n 86~106 58
R: TGCTGCCATGACCTCCT
At53 F: TAACGCCTGGTTTGTGA 143~165 53
R: TTGGAACCTTCGCTTGG
At56 F: AGTTTGAACCTCCCATTT 171~186 55

R: ATCTTGAGCTTCGTGCC

1.3 ARt

¥ H] GENEMARER V 2.4 #1451t Fi BEKJE,
151 GenALEX V 6.4 AP 30 3Rt B kAT
i, | GenALEX V 6.4. Genepop. Fastat. PIC_CALC
version A GEi A AT S ZE R %L H (number of
allele, A)FIFA 2547 5 K% (mumber of unique allele,
Np). &, F-giita. 8% 2R As 1L 1k
REESH. BEMMSHFe. Fa 5 Fu N F-4iit
HITER, B80S E P, Py Py P-4iit
5T %5 5248 (stepwise mutation model, SMM)
BT TS . SMM BN, K/INAHABL Y S5 7 5
KSR E G HIRRSES KR I8 3 JE B R gL
AR T IR A AR R, X T b sk 2 g
M ERE, T SMM AL fE e AL 7 A A I 5y
e

KA Arlequin 3 A (1) 5177 22 73 At (analysis of
molecular variance, AMOVA) R B B 5L | JLE R =
REBEAT BAL AR S R 0 A1 70 A . R STRUCTURE
V 2.3 ST AL TR, e R
B BRI RIS HL(K) . FH Flaush S5 HE2E (1) TR & 41
7 (Admixture model)™, 145 5 T 1A A 5% (A 2oy 5t
[RIA5i R 4 7% (correlated alleles frequencies model); K

B RN 1~10, A K H#EIE1T 20 k. KH
Microsatellite Aanlyser V 4.05 (MSA)Mi1 & = ]
Nei’s 8 4% #H B A RS, K H] GenALEX V 6.4 B fFik4T
3 ABFR 3 B (principal coordinates analysis, PCoA),
HHERA B 8 MR MBI E, HERFA
POPTREE V 2.0 M), L4 AR 521 (N M S5 2%
5% Z M (Bootstrap=1 000).

2 SRR

2.1 BIEZFEME

SSR AL ML 7E 20 DEIRERE
H1, B SSR AL A FE R K 8~34 4, P
18.63 >, Horft At30 A1 At4 37 55 1S S R i 8
53N 34 F1 30 o ML RARA 1~9 MFAEAL
B, P35 5.5 1. Atd AL s B B AL EE ]
=& [ (allelic richness, Ng)- ~F341%54 2 K% (average
number of alleles, Na)« A X573 R (number of
effective alleles, Ng) A1 Shannon’s 15 .15 % (Shannon’s
information index, 1){f . Ml 2 & % (observed hetero-
zygosity, Ho). B %% & 5 (expected heterozygosity,
He) FITE M 25 42 &7 F% (unbiased expected heterozygosity,
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UHg) %514 0.21~0.73.0.29~0.81 #11 0.30~0.84, LL
57 15 Atd 1 A6 [R5 76 5 AN B JERE A,
AN SSR A7 i IR FE R H N 8~19 4y, P4 13 4,

ML 4~11 NMRFE AL, 34 7.4 4 Atd
A7 BB Nrs Nas Ne A1 TE: Ho. He F1 UHg
4391249 0.17~0.65. 0.35~0.79 F1 0.36~0.83, UL At4

DL A4 FT A AL B, 400109 19 115 A AL s B (3R 3).

# 3 SSR v At & 2 A

Table 3 Genetic diversity of SSR loci

{45 Locus A Np Nr Na Ne I Ho He UHe N Fs

HR Atl 13 4 0.67 455 3.08 1.23 0.66 0.67 0.69 3.04 0.08

gg’gg“m At4 30 8 0.91 9.50 6.00 192 051 081 084 18 012
At5 8 1 0.70 4.25 3.04 1.21 0.63 0.65 0.68 1.79 0.12
At29 24 3 0.85 8.00 457 1.69 0.67 0.75 0.78 1.55 0.14
At30 34 9 0.79 8.75 4,62 1.69 0.31 0.72 0.75 2.36 0.10
At46 15 6 0.71 5.30 3.48 1.33 0.73 0.67 0.70 2.95 0.08
At53 16 8 0.79 5.90 413 152 0.45 0.74 0.77 242 0.09
At56 9 5 0.27 2.50 1.44 0.50 0.21 0.29 0.30 4,02 0.06
735 Mean 18.63 5.5 476 6.09 338 1.39 0.52 0.66 0.69 2.20 0.10

LB R Atl 11 4 5.26 5.80 3.54 1.43 0.61 0.71 0.74 1.18 0.18

A. paratsaoko Atd 19 10 706 800 494 179 065 079 08 180 012
AtS 15 1 4.39 4.80 2.78 1.14 0.41 0.58 0.60 0.73 0.25
At29 13 8 3.99 4.40 2.42 1.07 0.54 0.56 0.59 0.97 0.20
At30 14 10 435 4.80 3.35 1.30 0.38 0.69 0.72 1.53 0.14
At46 8 4 3.15 3.60 2.29 0.71 0.17 0.35 0.36 0.34 0.42
At53 13 8 435 4.80 2.99 1.13 0.52 0.56 0.58 0.50 0.33
At56 8 4 351 3.60 2.33 0.99 0.44 0.54 0.56 0.95 0.21
“F1 Mean 12.63 738 451 4.98 3.08 1.19 0.47 0.6 0.62 0.85 0.23

A SEREEREG Ne: R S5 IS REG Nt SRR FE B Nar PSR FE RS Ne: A ZEF 4L 10 Shannon’s {5 B384 Ho: W2 &, He:

WIBREE UHe: BB ERE. TR,

A: Number of allele; Np: Number of unique allele; Ng: Allelic richness; Na: Average number of alleles; Ne: Number of effective alleles; I: Shannon’s

information index; Ho: Observed heterozygosity; He: Expected heterozygosity; UHg: Unbiased expected heterozygosity. The same is following Table.

BERSEEZAEE AR 4TI, FREF
RIS L R 40 A 34~60 A 31~53 4,
¥/ 48.55 #1139.80 4>, FD2. MB 1 TCy & )45
7 3 R #4314 60+ 60 Al 53 4>, MB Al TCy
JERERI Np« Nas Nev How He. UHg B 5 HAD 5 7
e LSRR Np A2 2 m TR = #E, M Np
KE, MELEHEEZEEREES TERE
o 254 Np Ml He. UHe KRG, TERIERERES,
TCy ERE Rt fE Z ey, FLkJ2 YPy 1 Fdy,
BSy ffiX, HILHZHENE(gene diversity, Go) A8 1b
FHE . [FIFEH, TERSEREH, MB JEREME L 2
PR, G2 TC JaHE, BB KIGE XH. GB.
YP. LC Ml TBG JE#E, Gy A LEAAIEAMIA .

2.2 B
MF 5 AT L, 25 A JERERIREAR NI AE R B(Fise

Pis) Mk EIRT 0, REEENLE HAZRCAHLEL, T
SAEREAE R EME, FERAGTAL. Bk E
TR R /DTSR, (H P KTFRIFER, R
REFNRRTHZEFRE, BE5 KT
T, RLLEBE R SRS TR AL Fo A Py 3N
0.05~0.15, T H AL/ A BE, R R E B
HIIE AL B K (0.15<F¢=0.22<0.25), SMM 75 7
T L AN B (P4=0.28>0.25). 2 WIFh AR
Fo<Pg» R FESEALIERR /N i [FF B R a2 %
SR .

AMOVA 73 #72  ( 6), 1 10.43% /181625 57
171 2 V)Fhia], 8.66%1F1E T Fh A JE ], 80.91%
JEREN(P<0.01). FLRJEHEIEAEL RA 7.1%AF1E
TREHEA], 92.9%fFA(E T JEREN; U REHE 0N
23.26%F!1 76.74% (P<0.01). LN 5 FE L] ()38 44 4
HFaE(F4=0.23) i T H R JEH#E (F«=0.07), FLRLEHF
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Table 4 Genetic diversity at population level

JE#E Population A Np Na Ne Ho He UHe Fis Gy

EY ADB1 55 1 6.88 4.04 0.62 0.67 0.68 0.10 0.69
Amomum

oo ADB2 58 1 7.25 4.06 058 0.68 0.70 0.17 0.70

FD1 37 1 463 331 056 0.65 0.69 0.20 0.70

FD2 60 0 7.50 443 058 0.68 0.70 0.17 0.70

GLI 49 1 6.13 3.89 043 0.67 0.70 0.40 071

HS 47 2 5.88 347 0.46 0.64 0.66 0.32 0.67

LC 54 1 6.75 433 052 071 0.73 0.30 0.74

L 34 1 4.25 3.07 057 0.63 0.67 0.16 0.68

MB 60 4 7.50 5.05 0.48 0.73 0.75 0.38 0.76

ML 34 0 4.25 2.92 041 0.60 0.62 0.35 0.63

RH 44 1 5.50 3.67 0.38 0.67 0.70 0.46 071

SD 59 2 7.38 428 0.54 0.68 0.70 0.23 0.70

TBG 45 3 563 3.46 0.49 0.62 0.64 0.24 0.65

TC 56 2 7.00 3.93 058 071 0.72 0.20 0.73

TY 48 1 6.00 352 058 0.66 0.68 0.16 0.68

YpP 55 3 6.88 3.88 053 0.65 0.67 0.22 0.67

ZH 40 2 5.00 2.67 0.43 0.59 0.62 0.30 0.62

IX 50 2 6.25 410 058 0.68 0.70 0.18 071

XH 49 1 6.13 4.06 043 0.70 0.72 0.41 0.73

GB M 3 5.13 377 0.69 0.65 0.68 -0.02 0.68

P14 Mean 48.55 1.60 6.10 3.79 052 0.66 0.69 0.25 0.69

g FDy 44 7 550 3.13 041 0.59 0.61 0.33 0.61

A. paratsaoko RHy 31 5 3.88 273 0.50 055 0.58 0.15 0.59

YPy i 6 413 3.01 053 0.64 0.67 0.23 0.68

TCy 53 6 6.63 401 0.49 0.68 071 0.31 071

BSy 38 1 475 251 0.40 0.52 0.54 0.27 0.55

P-4 Mean 39.80 5.00 4.98 3.08 047 0.59 0.62 0.26 0.63

Fis: L3R5 Go: FERIZAEME.

Fis: Inbreeding coefficient; Gy: Gene diversity.

5 FH(A) UEAL(B) At A AR TR gt A% 7l

Table 5 Genetic differentiation within and among populations of Amomum tsaoko (A) and A. paratsaoko (B)

fr 5 Fis Pis Fst Pst Fit Pit

Locus A B A B A B A B A B A B
Atl 0.05 0.19 004 042 0.03 0.15 0.01 0.06 0.08 0.31 0.05 0.46
Atd 0.40 0.21 056 028 0.08 0.11 0.22 0.27 0.44 0.30 0.66 0.47
At5 0.07 0.32 013  0.00 0.09 0.26 0.06 0.31 0.16 0.50 0.18 0.31
At29 0.14 0.09 011 026 0.11 0.18 0.07 -0.01 0.23 0.25 -0.03 0.25
At30 0.59 0.53 070 091 0.04 0.11 0.03 0.37 0.61 0.58 0.71 0.94
At46 -0.06 0.49 -0.07 046 0.05 0.44 0.14 0.31 -0.00 0.71 0.07 0.63
At53 0.42 0.17 051 059 0.05 0.39 0.06 0.62 0.45 0.49 0.54 0.84
At56 0.28 0.21 014 -0.05 0.02 0.18 0.02 0.08 0.29 0.35 0.16 0.03
Hk Total 0.24 0.27 034 029 0.06 0.22 0.11 0.28 0.29 0.43 0.41 0.49
FRIFE BRI (N = 2.20) K T 4005 5 JE (N, = 0.85) . R EIE AW o HbRHE(E 10 A). K=2 8, BHRE

X RAHNE R T R REREAT DI JE S8y BELASRE IR I Y T, SRR R LA (53 PRt
BB, AK I AT 85 RSCF T A JERES AM o K=3 I, FERER DI A ik b oy 3=, 11
#1(8 1: B, C). STRUCTURE 734 R&H], K=2 S RURH UK IR ONE, 2 )R Johksf 2 A
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MW 10 A). 4 K=15 i), BRI R A R
FhAEIAAE . PCOA 73T R (K] 2), A/ Mk

], TC. XH. RH. YP. MB. FD1 fl FD2 J&#¢+
BRAMATESEIT L E S, FDy. TCy 1 BSy JE#f

BEN—H, WERMEE NS4, PR REs:

% 6 3T 8 4~ SSR A7 A5 ) AMOVA 43t

Table 6 AMOVA analysis based on eight SSR loci

A SR HR

Source of variation Variance component % P
Filal Interspecies #1[H] Between groups 0.35 10.43 <0.01
2H P4 Within groups 0.29 8.66 <0.01
RN Within populations 2.70 80.91 <0.01
HR JE##0 Among populations 0.21 7.10 <0.01
Amomum tsaoko JEHEN Within populations 2.75 92.90 <0.01
EPNEE S J& 1A Among populations 0.75 23.26 <0.01
A. paratsacko JEBER Within populations 2.47 76.74 <001
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