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EFRMALQIEFTIEFIEET R RAPD 5717

ﬁgﬂ.Z, iﬁ*ﬁ%z, F}Sﬁk%ll,*, %?Zf{%z’ Ei%Z
LR RS, I EEMRERPEMAEALRE, W1LEK 445000; 2 Sk KZEEMEAPR DL, By
HHRATWESLRE, $dEE 443002

IRE: A RAPD 5 T4rieF &, MDNA KF Lo IHFARERARBIT R E XA RBFb mICERNSL L RZF3)6
R A EHARBAR IR K A 12 F R s RA SIS RDZ A BT S, Bik T 100 MMM 4, KT A 75
FRAG WAEBY I B EH, AP 11 A5 24T PCRY MR B F: SRR MBI M & T4 RAPD $ Ad
15,8, BEMEHERPLRRE Y S RAPD X f45.5. A% RAPD 9 FAfit 7 TA XX FEMREst A2 b ol
HEFR.

XRIA: FRA RAPD 941 HhmREKAL; BHELA

Analysis of Genetic Variation in Emmenopterys henryi Oliv. in vitro by RAPD

Fingerprinting Method
XIONG Dan?, XIE Wei?, CHEN Fa-Ju'?*, LIANG Hong-Wei?, WANG Yu-Bing?
Key Laboratory Biological Resources Protection and Utilization of Hubei Province, Hubei College for Nationalities, Enshi, Hubei

445000, China; *Key Laboratory of Plant Natural Products of Hubei, Biotechnology Research Center, China Three Gorges
University, Yichang, Hubei 443002, China

Abstract: Randomly amplified polymorphic DNA (RAPD) analysis was used as a tool to assess the genetic
variation of organogenesis and somatic embryogenesis-derived plants and embryonic callus of subcultures of
Emmenopterys henryi. Eleven random decamer primers were successfully used to analyze genomic DNA from
the parental field-grown plants, organogenesis and somatic embryogenesis-derived plants material and embry-
onic callus of subcultures. A total of 89 scoreable fragments were amplified with an average of 8.09 bands per
primer per lane. The results indicated that RAPD markers could be applied successfully as a rapid, simple and
cheap tool for the establishment of genetic variation between donor parental field grown plants and micropropagated
material.

Key words: Emmenopterys henryi; RAPD analysis; somatic embryogenesis; genetic variation

F R AFHERI(Rubiaceae) HF R M BHIE K
iR, BRRESSEAMHEEYMENLK)EE
HEZFEMM. FEERVMREOAF, S8
H, B—HMILRAM: WERE, LEHEW,
HEBHHWFHEY(ELENEEH 1992).

EMAREFIEP R EEGRARTHR
TRURGEES 2006). CHREXRYE, Sit4d
RS BRE R LU B B BT V7 AR M AR R R
HFENER, FAREHRNTREELI0ON~
40%, BREEHFEIX 100% (% 2004). FHik
L EREEFYRBEET R, URREESNA
FE R R BEREHRBEERN. BEHLY H
£ A1 DNARAPD)H; AR B] 7E DNA 7K _EArflF
SR B AR B R 5 R . RAPD 41T
FRC T 5 e A SR AR A R

REZEARE TR RER KL (Fourre %
1997; Isabel % 1993). HHFEMGHALR R HLAR
KSR A M PR (Bennici 25 2004). SERH H HEA
B K A A A HRGE 72 £ 552001) LA BOK RS LBV %
S IKB BB (Godwin % 1997)i] RAPD 434f
A TRE.
AELRRARMNERECBERINFRENEE
ARKER E, FH RAPD R HARX & % k4R
K37 G R S R 38 E K AR A4 e

W 2007-09-27 #FE 2007-12-26
#H WMILLEEYRERPSAIAERALIREFRES
(2007010). =k X2 E KM B (2002C03) 0 H i
HESKKRIAE(A06209).
*  BWREHE(E-mail: chenfj616@163.com; Tel: 0717-
6397188).
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RAERIE 5 HIIRTT I FFAEAB IR 5 BT A R R S gt
FARREMEAR T 2047, BBV T T Ml i e i
RAEBENSFE RESRRBOFEERIEET
FAERE, AT B A R Ao i 15 B0 A 7 SR AR PR
B

MR 57

& R (Emmenopterys henryi Oliv.)[f] R B # R
SR 30 d 240 14 BREF AR E R BB £E4)
H35F 2005 FR BRI BRE XKL, B
14 BREF ARG AR TREHELRE, B
F-70 CHRKRKATRESH; RBRHAHR
SR A ghR T R TR UG A S S R
o

¥ E BN R TR BB A FIIR B 2,4-
D (0, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0 mg-L")FI 6-BA (0.5, 1.0,
2.0 mg-L')I MS E5e5 L35, 10 d BE=LE
FIREFETHAREANE 0.1 mg-L'6-BA 0.5
mg-L' NAA [ MS 5 FRE 55530 d, JLESRE
FRFOEAGALEH T ARG, FHEEANR
B4 NFTEEM S 0.1 mgL! 6-BA F1 0.5 mg-L!
NAA I MS EFESPHREREF 404, BIAKEN
RROEEAGALR. AR SHALHE
PR INA R E 6-BA (0, 0.005, 0.01, 0.05,
0.1, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0 mg-L')AI NAA (0, 0.01,
0.05, 0.5, 1.0, 2.0 mg-L'HfI MS & Lif
SMBEiaRE, BERERIASEMEK
WHPFRE MS B3R5 -, RE\TEEK.

R B AR 508 20~30 dF5 3R Fr i
4 0.1 mg-L"' 6-BA F10.5 mg-L' NAA fI MS 3% 3%
HEP AR, BREARN, RIX1.0 g
¥ A SURTE 1.5 mL Eppendorf &5, T
FR2 h, RERFT -70 CHEH, HEREF
6 IRAACHIRE T B GH L . SR RAPD ARiC K 3%
FEBRPIFFEDEAREERNER,

REEE KM A ESMESE, 53R A REFE
FAEGIEFR BT HEEFHERE FAEMKGER
% 2007). KK E R R T MBI MS
EAEFRERBESRTE, REKEF404dEHE
B MM A YIK 0.5 cm? fESMEE, S HIEEFER
N 1.0 mg-L"' 6-BA () MS [ {435 57 5£(0.8% TR g F
75001.0 mg-L' 6-BA I MS BiFE S, #R

FREEBRE, REHEITEGEFNBEEE
BEEF AT EZFHEARMO0.2 mg-L' 6-BAF
0.01 mg-L'NAA i) MS 85575 FEsE, BIF4LE
FEEK.

DNA $£Hl 5 RAPD Zr#rit, BY 14 BREFAER
H R EA GRS DNA; BURRIZARIK
HHEHE SRR 1.0 g, BUESAMRAEIRIE
RREHEAEMKE. BIREFREAHEERBEKU
FOB T A R SR AR AR B B AR MR 20 BREOH K,
& BRAESEMES(2001) B+ H CTAB &%
(FEEBEDIRIME KA DNA. EASEN: I
=70 CHRIFHIBET A 1 g SBHEDTE A hn il & BT B
J&, BAIA 10 mL 65 CTH M) CTAB $REUK, 47
4% 1.5 mL Eppendorf #, BETF 65 C/KBH
50 min, % 10 min EFHERIEK: BIMAEHE
RS 3 IEEQ4: )i ATHER, LL8228xg B.0 10
min, W EFHEB, MEBER —KE, MASHE
BMBF-20CHANTHEFRE, MLES)
Eppendorf E UK, HILERITRE G FARE/NOLE
HUtvE, BH70% LEEMETTE, LL8228xg B
£»10 min, F X LIFEH, BEEXET X 1~2
h, UTUEA 100 pL XNAEKEHE, BT 20 CH{R
& M. AESET N5 X6 ETHHITACHI U-
2800), M EE K 260 nm AL B UW{E, +E DNA
W 1% IR EYk, EB Ifaf5, A A
BB IR R 45 (BIO-RAD) B4 R

T RAPD 3 #7#125 pL RN AR EH 2.6 uL
25 mmol-L"! MgCl,, 2.2 pL 2.5 mmol-L"! dNTP,
2.5 uL 5 umol-L' 5[#), 1 uL ##k DNA, £y20
ng, 2.5 pL 10xTaq 2% ¥ (200 mmol-L"' Tris-HCl;
200 mmol-L! KC1; 100 mmol-L"' (NH,),SO,; pH
8.0), 2.0 U Taqg DNA R4 Es, 13.8 uL HFEH K.
RMNAEFA 94 CHIZM 5 min, RFHIT 404
Y mER, SNMEHF, 94 CAEM 1 min, 43
CiBA 1 min, 72 ‘CHEAH 2 min, BJ5 72 CIEfH
8 min, ET 4 CHHRF. §N519HR AT
HX R, BRSO R R A AR s XA K, L
HBRRGIRE. ¥ RMNEMI PTC-220 £EY
Wiy 4T, FiF Tag DNA REE8. ANTP 94
EENT R T 1.5% SRR Bk
B, 3 Veem ' fEEHRETHIKL 1.5 h, RHE
ZERtaEHRidR. RALBEETAYERA
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A HI1E I BA0001~BA0100 3t 100 MMBENLT 14, 3L
hH 75 KBENLT I REREY A&, NIRRT
WEAFEFEW . ERHIFNSEEFEEN 11D
BENLS (R 1), AT B AR & R &
B A RIS IRB B AR 6 k4R IR &
AR DNA 25, RPREXE 3 K.

HkEE g —&HHA—NaFiRd, A
WHITE R 1, EWHE N0, RO/ FERFE A
i+EH., FH POPGENE (Yeh %5 1996) 34t & %
F i 18] () Nei’s 8% FE B (Nei 1972).

1 SIMaYY 18

R 11 5149, STREARIRZRE 2
PERNBEAEEER. BEAGASNBFERNER
WHEAT RAPD ¥ 1045 R(B )ERH, §&5199
B HMN 6 %F 14 42(K 1). 11 % RAPD 5|
Iy 89 ¥ ik, HbhBAEMAIL 151,
BUALERN 16.8%, HHERMEERKE A
PIES FKFE L EEAMRCHERER.
2 KT MRNTR

FATRIEB BN 11 &5 5 A Fi&21E 2

# 1 HToHH 1 AL T3
CA R B35 5 | 09 ) A i B
Table 1 Sequences of the selected primers used in the RAPD
analysis and the number of scoreable bands for each primer

BEHLZ MRS REFR (5 —~3) £WH AN
BA0021 CAGGCCCTTC 6 1
BA0022 TGCCGAGCTG 10 1
BA0030 GTGATCGCAG 8 1
BA0038 AGGTGACCGT 6 1
BAO0O0S5S5 CATCCGTGCT 8 2
BA0079 GTTGCCAGCC 8 1
BAO0080O ACTTCGCCAC 8 2
BAO0O8S5 CTGAGACGGA 14 2
BA0091 TGCCCGTCGT 8 1
BA0095 ACTGGGACTC 7 2
BA0097 ACGACCGACA 6 1

B A AR AR () DNA FAS [R] 48Rk B
FEHE S 4G 412U DNA BHT 41 B Bt 28 R A
W, UBEAEREFERNH TEDNA AN, 48
B, ARERA 2K ERERNEEEKUEARR
AR B R B 25 BT AR BY ) Fr AR LR B
RAEFE B 7E 0.0300~0.1048 2 /8], MHILLREE
0.9005~0.9704 Z [H(% 2), XKRHBEMEKMK

NC 10-2 10-1 9-2 9-1 8-2 8-1 7-2 7-1 6-2 6-1 5-2 5-1 4-2 4-1 3-23-1 2-2.2-11-2 1-1 M

B 1 514 BA00SS5 i 4= ¥+ & i) RAPD ¥ 1
Fig.1 RAPD bands of Emmenopterys henryi Oliv. samples amplified with primer BAO055
FAESTEM): DL1500; NC: FHXMM. 1-1~10-2: BA0OSS 3IMy ¥, BRI MKE: 1-1~1-2, FEHER
WHB: 2-1~2-2, WREBEEMBK: 3-1~3-2, EAFEFRRBOTFEMRNK: 4-1~4-2, BEFEEFRHBOFEMS: 5-1~5-2,

HA 1 KOBEHERGHS, 6-1~6-2, SR 2 KOMHERGHALR: 7-1~7-2, %R 3 KAEERGUR:
10-1~10-2, #e6 KNEHAGHR. BPAEHLIERERETF.

BHAGEHR: 9-1~9-2, SRS KWEERGAR,;

8-1~8-2, M4 KM
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Table 2 Nei’s genetic identity and genetic distance between donor parental field grown plants and micropropagated material of

Emmenopterys henryi Oliv.

pop ID pop 1 pop 2 pop 3 pop 4

pop 6 pop 7 pop 8 pop 9 pop 10
pop 1 ok 0.9699  0.9704 0.9592  0.9468  0.9142  0.9005 0.9149  0.9519  0.9643
pop 2 0.0306  *%%x 0.9762  0.9411  0.9641  0.9058  0.9041 0.9068  0.9448  0.9456
pop 3 0.0300  0.0241 Rk * 0.9652  0.9647  0.9088  0.9078 0.9216  0.9582  0.9704
pop 4 0.0416  0.0607  0.0354  ***x 0.9652  0.9469  0.9223 0.9469  0.9590  0.9709
pop 5 0.0547  0.0365  0.0359  0.0354 ~ *¥¥* 0.9334  0.9078 0.9459  0.9582  0.9468
pop 6 0.0897  0.0989  0.0956 0.0546  0.0689  **%x 0.9740 0.9621  0.9378  0.9266
pop 7 0.1048  0.1008  0.0967 0.0809  0.0967  0.0263  ***=* 0.9618  0.9371  0.9259
pop 8 0.0889  0.0978  0.0816 0.0545  0.0556  0.0386  0.0390 ok 0.9630  0.9393
pop 9 0.0493  0.0568  0.0427 0.0419  0.0427  0.0642  0.0649 0.0377  **%x 0.9760
pop 10 0.0364  0.0559  0.0300 0.0295  0.0547  0.0763  0.0770 0.0626  0.0243  *x*x

ETFRAYMTFNBEEER, Eiﬁﬁ?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁa pop l~pop 10 ¥ EK: pop 1, HEHRKNEFERWHEK: pop 2, R
HEAEKEK: pop 3, EREFEBHHEMBKE: pop 4, BESFEEBNELHEK: pop 5, &K1 KPEHAHAR: pop
6, M2 RMWEHEBEHAL: pop 7, %R 3 KMHEHAHGAR: pop 8, KRNI RPEURGAHL; pop 9, LS KNI

HAGALR: pop 10, R e6 REMEHEAGBAR.

HEGARSE AR F R EAEE3.0% £ 10.0%
ZE. AEgZEBINBEEKEBERNESR
P BR A8 4% BE B9 7E 0.0300~0.0416 2 8], AL
1E 0.9592~0.9704 2 [E(X 2), HAMRKERRE
FENBEEENSERERBEBIER=ENE
KSR ERH RN EEEE N 3.0%, LEE
RAEBBBRAEF-ENBEEKRS AR R
Z2EE41% K. FRISFARREMESESHARS
B A= R B SRR A PR 038 4% BE B 7E 0.0364~0.1048
Zia, MIARELE 0.9005~0.9643 2 [&](F 2), &
R AGAR S RIZESEE 3.57% £10.0%
zia. BE#RKEMNE, BESGHREH
AR R AR B AN SRR K, TR K
Jawh, #AR3 RMENSGARS AR R
% BE B B K(0.1048), 4K 3 IRFIFEYE B
BAEXBHKILELN 10.0%, WLt 6 k&R
EH G AR EENN 3.57%.
5] it

FIRAPD tr it RET XK. BEENA=E
LEYVREENERERGAR. BREXENT
AR AR RS FERRBAREENZS
525 7 (Isabel %% 1996; Hashmi %5 1997; HBEA
PEH1999; BFE%2006). A3CH RAPD 4> F

LT AE R AL SRR R & AR fE
AR U R B A R AR R AR AR E M, RILHE

AR R AR SR AR B ERIE30%
% 10.0% Z 8], HABEHEENEERGAR
FEBERR: BARBERRERETENEE
FHEEERE AN B E RERRENBAEMEKS
WAERMN R HEEEEN 3.0%, BEEFRERE
RERZFHENBEEKSEERMFHNEZESER
4.1%, WIHEREN ARG & R RE A
IR ERERRBOGEH TERMPOE .
EYERK AW RS REYHREF T AN
M ) R 22 R (Bogani % 1996; Bouman 1 De
Klerk 1996), HFRMHAEABLEHERZER SHEY
KT RATRER K. AR KRG 0 E4
REHRPERBELW(ETHE 1995 FWES
1993), AEREYW, EEARKEFTEF
MERMBEEKNGAREHEREZEREEEAS
M. B, #AEFE5RAREHERBEXR,
Kunitake % (1998)f1## 3£ R E (2002 AR 1L R
FERRAR A BREG R AE AR IE R S R AR R B A2 1
SRR, AARTEERAEEERERBAR
AR RPEKTEM. CERRPEFRME
EHEGARSRKERAREHERE R, BEE
HREKREMYE, ARKENZRERREH I
B, mEgEHAERETFHE, WMLIET Kunitake %
(1998) FIEE £ R % (2002) I 4 &
HARTHRT RN HHAREFREARREER
HAREERY., FRREEGRE. SARJL


http://www.cqvip.com

.0 0 0 http://www.cqvip.com]

WY EMEEN $44% H18, 200842 A 41

MERTEENEAMEMR, WEREERMH
B IR TR R AR, NN AERHAHR
BFELEPRAIEIRKEM L, FRERZRH
RETiE, UY KEGE/DRERTE., X0 N
wHERANEW .

2230k

B, B, D, R, BEH(1995). AEFELFEH R
HRREREEEEOAR. RIVEDBERER, 3 O):
81~85

XTR, £, RBR, TR, RifH, £HEQ00)). FREM
MEHRZ R K RAPD Wl ER¥R, 15 (2): 81~85

BEE, IMETT, BE, ZTHFPQ006). TEERFTHAMENLR
BRI BR¥ER, 20 (1): 49~50

B E, £59(1992). TEEYLE S —BAHEEEDGE—
. dbst: FE R, 568~569

I, LE8H(1999). AREZEFFROEEE I NEESER
A AL DNA RIE5R. HYEREM, 25 (4): 332~338

FH, HEz, NERQ004). HYFHAREERERRHRE
{41 RAPD %52 747, fEIBEA, S1 (5): 376~379

BEER, WA, ER, FE£H(2002). KPR LTEME ARG
HAKKERER DR EEEKERTR. ARRLER,
15 (4): 19~21

BETY, BRRA, REMH, TER, FRZ2007). ZHENERN
HHREESRIRL. ERHREER, 29 (5): 44~49

HWE, REH, HEBEA993). MEAREFIREKE~ER
BE #4347, W RN R F ], 19 (2): 193~197

ApngiSE, BAR, EBRKR(2001). RESHILHEMED NS THRID.
Jbxt: B HiRRAL, 27~28, 37

Bennici A, Anzidei M, Vendramin GG (2004). Genetic stability
and uniformity of Foeniculum vulgare Mill. regenerated
plants through organogenesis and somatic embryogenesis.
Plant Sci, 166: 221~227

Bogani P, Simoni A, Lio P, Scialpi A, Buiatti M (1996). Genome
flux in tomato cell clones cultured in vitro in different physi-
ological equilibria. II. A RAPD analysis of variability.
Genome, 39: 846~853

Bouman H, De Klerk GJ (1996). Somaclonal variation in bio-
technology of ornamental plants. Wallingford: CABI
Publishing, 165~183

Fourre JL, Berger P, Niquet L, Andre P (1997). Somatic embryo-
genesis and somaclonal variation in Norway spruce:
morphogenetic, cytogenetic and molecular approaches.
Theor Appl Genet, 94: 159~169

Godwin ID, Sangduen N, Kunanuvatchaidach R, Piperidis G, Adkins
SW (1997). RAPD polymorphisms among variant and phe-
notypically normal rice (Oryza sativa var. indica) somaclonal
progenies. Plant Cell Rep, 16: 320~324

Hashmi G, Huettel R, Meyer R, Krusberg L (1997). RAPD analy-
sis of somaclonal variants derived from embryo callus cul-
tures of peach. Plant Cell Rep, 16: 624~627

Isabel N, Boivin R, Levasseur C, Charest PM, Bousquet J, Tremblay
FM (1996). Occurrence of somaclonal variation among so-
matic embryo-derived white spruces (Picea glauca, Pinaceae).
Am J Bot, 83: 1121~1130

Isabel N, Tremblay L, Michaud M, Tremblay FM, Bousquet J
(1993). RAPD:s as an aid to evaluate the genetic integrity of
somatic embryogenesis-drived population of Picra mariana
(Mill.) B. SP. Theor Appl Genet, 86: 81~87

Kunitake H, Nakashima T, Mori K, Tanaka M (1998). Somaclonal
and chromosomal effect of genotype ploidy and culture du-
ration in Asparagus officinalis L. Euphytica, 102: 309~
316

Nei M (1972). Genetic distance between populations. Am Natl,
106: 283~292

Yeh FC, Yang RC, Boyle T (1999). POPGENE. Microsoft Win-
dows-based Freeware for Population Genetic Analysis Re-
lease 1.31. Edmonton: University of Alberta


http://www.cqvip.com

