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Genetic Diversity of Zizania latifolia Griseb. from Poyang
Lake Basin Based on SSR and ISSR Analysis
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Abstract ; Genetic diversity of 30 local wild rice populations of Zizania latifolia collected from the Poyang Lake
valley was investigated using SSR ( simple sequence repeat) and ISSR (inter-simple sequence repeat ) markers. 253
bands were generated from 19 pairs of informative SSR primers with an average polymorphism percentage bands
(PPB)of 91. 67% . The average index of Nei’s genetic diversity ( He ) and Shannon’s information (/) were 0. 2712
and 0. 4144 ,respectively. The genetic similarity index( GS) and genetic distance ( GD ) ranged from 0. 5590 —0. 8368
and 0. 1632 —0.4410, respectively. In comparison,with 14 informative ISSR primers,83 bands were amplified with
an average PPB of 78.29% . The average of He and I were 0.2386 and 0. 4174 ,respectively. The GS and GD ranged
from 0.5132 —0.9342 and 0. 0658 —0. 4868, respectively. Cluster analysis showed that 30 wild populations of Z.
latifolia could be classified into three groups respectively at the threshold of 0. 698 and 0. 728 based on SSR and 1S-
SR genotypes using the UPGMA analysis. There was no significant association between the phylogenetic relationship

and the geographic locations in the Z. latifolia populations which might be due to human activity , water flow , animal
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activity , wind , etc. The results indicated that the wild populations of Z. latifolia from the Poyang Lake valley had a

rich genetic diversity in SSR and ISSR genotype and thus it was of great importance to explore genetic evolution and

gene resources and to preserve the local Z. latifolia populations in this area and expanded area.
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ﬁ}%(Zizania Linnaeus ) Y ILH 4 /l\ﬁ‘m , N
A RKAEIR(Z. aquatic) JREIR(Z. palustris) K
IK(Z. texana) " FFK(Z. lasifolia) >, FeEAUA 7K
— AN, FEAEWI M IE R RS K X
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FRAR )38t 1 b T I B A X PR 20 BRURE T g 5
LR AR S A AN 23 e R e LA KOS 2 IR R A
FLHR R A e Y A S )T 81 (SSR, simple
sequence repeat) , FRGL T2 ( microsatellites ) , 75 &
PRI 5 D RPN Sk ¥ S UK (S RS T G S AN
PEEE GRS, S ey — MR Y 41
Fric™ , BEEARFEYIF SSR FRiC T & %A
SRV RGO R TE B A% Z A B SO
FRE Iz N A e A S AN TR B e A
BRSS9 3E FHPE AT T H A, PRIR S TR
T =9 (Astragalus sinicus L. ) SSR FRiC I 7E i B
FROCKEE T IESE T LIS M B A& 22 ST AT 20
Xt SSR | 368 [R5 H S A ORI ORAT 1S 24 43 b1
BT T i Z RS 5 I SO R T SSR A
ICHEAT T 2 WK ( Sesamum indicum L. ) Fp 5 9% P55 4%
ZREPE S RIS ) 4307 5 I8 S Uk S5O R SSR 43
PRSI T 22 B R AR 3 1 A8 s 10 PN B S A ]
WL AR S S Z AR 2. Y. Wang S5 R
SSR il ISSR Fric A 7] [ SR W5 M0 2 #2 ( Cynodon
dactylon) 17 T st ZHEPE A, TIPS HE IX
[#] (ISSR , inter — simple sequence repeat) f&H E. Ziet-
kiewicz /{*3%“8] T 1994 4FFE SSR Al b I &AM H
B iRic BR, i R 5wk T RFLP (restriction
fragment length polymorphism) ,RAPD ( random ampli-
fied polymorphic DNA) | AFLP ( amplified fragment
length polymorphic ) F1 SSR %57 F#5 ic £ A 4 =) R

P, B O WAL R 417 5015 B DNA B 5 i
b EREEE EEML BER R, R B
I R A R | A A R R A st
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ABFFES35F ] SSR I ISSR 1 bR i 45 AR X
S3A TREBH I IR A 30 A A= 3R B Y 5t L 2R
PERIB AL S5 HEATIR S, B ZE 4130 BH 1 i 3 3K 7
WAL B TR E PR IR Y T R R s AR Ak
R0 ) X 3 R PO I % R A O AT | 2R PP
DR PR 9 FF R R 2 R A 1 A B e B il R0 S 5
WeHE

1 B %

1.1 ##

2013 47 4 PNV VG 45 05 BH 180 o 3 Bl A 10 4>
mE(MEES #HBEE AT H #HEE HEE M
HE BFE kB8 Frdtf L) , B e #
FHIMAIX 2 1 ~6 km W38 Bl N 20 A R AE (T 1), 3
KA 30 B AR K E BERE A, JE B S LR E
AR
1.2 7
1.2.1 EFZ DNA B2 K0 A 3L 4] DNA
KR ALY 4 1. 0% B BNG e s B 1k A
A3 66 BE 1A BT $2 DNA 1 B iRk S,
ddH, 0 Fi R H &K E & 20 ng/pL, T - 20°C %77
.

1.2.2 SSR-PCR #3804 R FHIEAFEHL > A
19 1113 X 7K SSR 519 (519K V5T Gramene ¥
i, B i Sunny A PRHE A BRA R A D XE AR
[F] JE AR BAEAIL 3 0 SRR & AE f A T3 3G 0 i, A rp
e 19 XA B\ Al RS E LT RUE AR
ISR D) AT AR T, 76 10 wL PCR
SR ZEHE:5.0 wl 2 x Specific ™ Taq Master Mix
(W AEREEAREARAR ), 1.0 pL £k DNA,
IER MG (10 pwmol/L) % 1.0 pL,ddH,0 2 plL,
PCR W 2T 4 :94°C TAEPE 3 min;94°CAEYE 45 s,
55 ~57°C (ARAEAE 5P E ) 1B K 45 s,72°C FEAf
45 s,35 MEH;72°C 5 4L 6 min, HL 2.5 pL PCR
PHGY) ,TE 120 VIHE R E T H 6. 0% JEAE R
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Fig.1 The geographical distribution of 30 Z. latifolia populations in Poyang Lake basin
PR TBE e BE I HL VK 130 min J5 , HIVREE SN 0.05% 19 NaOH S (A [T 58 F1E 65 15 min, 5 J5 76 U BUT 48
AgNOE R YL €4 30 min, FE & 0. 4% HCHO By FiHOMC R MG A RAE

%1 SSR-PCRF#EER
Table 1 The information of SSR-PCR amplification

ElL7 IKAEYL LA Cv-2 90 AR Z AR ZEFR(%)
Primer Chromosome Motif No. of total bands No. of polymorphic bands Polymorphism
RM11674 1 (AGG), 17 16 94.12
RM14233 3 (AC) 24 24 100. 00
RM175 3 (CCG)y 10 6 60.00
RM546 3 (AGG), 15 11 73.33
RM6881 3 (ACC), 18 16 88.89
RM15830 3 (AT) 5, 12 10 83.33
RM6876 3 (CCG)y 12 11 91.67
RM16797 4 (AT) 56 11 10 90.91
RM179 5 (ACC), 24 21 87.50
RM18774 5 (AGG), 11 11 100. 00
RM20118 6 (CCG)y 14 14 100. 00
RM 20236 6 (AG) 10 10 100. 00
RM125 7 (AT) 4 11 10 90.91
RM22189 8 (AGG), 15 14 93.33
RM22832 8 (AGG), 13 11 84.62
RM22885 8 (AAC)g 13 13 100. 00
RM195 8 — 17 16 94.12
RM350 8 — 10 10 100. 00
RM28090 12 (AGC), 19 19 100. 00
SF-39%L Mean 14.53 13.32 91.67

JSEK Total 276 253
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1.2.3 ISSR-PCR ¥ &M  MIMERKEFELL
MV K 2% (hitp ://www. msl. ubc. ca/) FF & B9 100 5%
ISSR 5 1Wy i vk th 4 4 i e 2B EE 1 14
519(F£2), SRR EME Jrikxt 30 4274
PR 80 DM MAFEAZEST ISSR-PCR ¥4, 71
FEYIFINA 3 wL 2 x Loading Buffer 1R 2] 5, H &% A

%2 ISSR-PCR i #E{E8
Table 2 The information of ISSR-PCR amplification

1/10000 #% B2 4kt ExRed (b 50 A= 93 = bR A Y Bk 5y
ABRAF) M9 1.0% BEREHEEEICAE 5 V/em 5544 T H
VK438 1.0 h, F§ DL2000 DNA Ladder (1 H 5 2E4)
TARR(KRE)ARAF) R EX i, BIKES R
JEAE L ANEE I A% 2 45 ( BIO-RED) I W< 411 18
R,

IR SIYFE1(5'—3") IBKIRBE(C) BT RL EZEF 6 ZEFR(%)
Primer name Primer sequence Annealing temperature No. of total bands  No. of polymorphic bands Polymorphism
79 (AG)$G 55.0 9 9 100. 00
725 (AC)4T 52.0 3 3 100. 00
726 (AC)4T 53.3 7 5 71.43
735 (AG)gYC 47.0 5 4 80.00
740 (GA)YT 50.7 5 5 100. 00
741 (GA)5YC 53.3 8 2 25.00
742 (GA)4YG 52.0 7 3 42.86
744 (CT)gRC 47.6 6 5 83.33
753 (TC)gRT 50.0 4 4 100. 00
757 (AC)YG 53.3 5 3 60.00
768 (GAA)6 50.7 5 5 100. 00
713 (GACA), 45.6 5 5 100. 00
789 DBD(AC);, 54.0 7 5 71.43
788 BDB(CA); 54.0 7 7 100. 00
F-#4 Mean 5.93 4.64 78.29
BEL Total 83 65

R=(A,G),Y=(C,T),B=(C,G,T),D=(A,G,T)

1.3 HBIEFKITE5SH

DL BT RS 4™ 15 2% TR AR [R] F VO A% oL B
POA TeieE, A e o e 0" i —
JUEER G T B 22 . R PopGene 1. 32 5144
Geitit 4 SSR KU Al ISSR &40 1 38 1% AH 1L 3 4L
(GS) \Shannon 5 EHEHL(1) Nei's 2 SRR EL
(He) . FIHI NTSYS-pe 2. 1 FFR FHSE A B 4E A
L 4H 7% ( UPGMA , unweighted pair group method
with arithmetic mean) #1738 4% ML 1R S50 M7, IF
ESBiEES SEI LRI SN

2 FRE5HMH

2.1 7% SSR.ISSR EFA M S ML

1113 XJ7KF& SSR 514+, A 341 *F(30. 64% )
RETEDR 438 474, WY BICRN /K A i S B ke
PR KR, FZT | EARAR N PHSE R 4l b 3
PR AR SR R D 2 A R R
A A H Y 19 TR 3G AR B B AR T

B 457 1 S | HEA T AR UGB, R X 19 X5 [ xt
30 NEFAE DR BESEAT YRS, A5 5] 276 S B A
P 2R R B AR 253 4, E AR
IR 13,32 A 28R R B
AED 38 M 10 A~ 4571 (RM175 .RM350 . RM20236) ,
ZIEEY 1 24 N4 (RM179 RM14233) . 71
SREBMEEE , 2B LRV H 91.67%,
AFIFRCG 1T B 45 R0 2 B A —E 25,
HAPRICEI Y 2B R BWE RN T
60.00% ~100% ,

PRI, SSR T &Y A1) LA 0 3 A = i A
RPN Z RS LA R P H1 5D, i LAFEA)
BRI A AL ISSR 514, £ B FR 0 2 a3k fn =
PRSI FHIGIM (£ 2) . Fiid iy 14 4 ISSR 5l
Y%} 30 AP AE IR BEAY ISSR-PCR §M 1445 A 2
AT ST, S A R B AR 83 4%,
KEAGIP 1 1 5,93 %, X0 T RIS E
100 ~2000 bp, Hr Z MW A 65 45, FH LA
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HH T8.29% EXEAGIYYHEH 4. 64 N>R
B, PR DMGIR 225 (3 45) , mZEZN
E79(9 %), Z8RIEE 25.00% ~100% , 255 &
K,

Shannon {5 B F8 %0 (1) . Nei's JEH £ FE MR %L
(He) BRI DL B Z5 7 1 35 6 B, ST DA B3 5]
JE T 2 BRI 50 B R A e 2 RE M () A B
b2, BT SSR s 5 R 18] A9 Shannon {5 B 35 %k
(I) 7 0. 4144 Nei's [N Z IR E (He) N
0.2712; 5T ISSR %4 /& #f (] (1) Shannon {5 8 454K
(I) 7 0. 4174, Nei's [N Z IR B (He) N
0.2386, PIFIHRICH H IS P SEOR /N AR
A UM ZE (B 35 45 5 B e S PR R AR 10 ZE DR 5
IRt L A I RIS 25 AR — 3, SR BTER PH
A DA Sl bt X5 b P Y A B IR A — R R AETT
WA S A N Rl 2R
2.2 EfEELESH

HAE 19 X SSR 5|94 47 4= 19 276 2% DNA J
BT H/EBH WA T 30 AN AR SR R ] 3 A5 A
IERE(CS) . ZRE], A BHE R GS {E
(1978 Ak3E FEIZE 0. 5590 ~0. 8368 =Z[1] . F/MKW GS 18
(0.5590) >k [ T I35 9 17 V1 45 B 5 A 19 )=
(L) Fig T 5 =3 & FEM IR (XT) , 53
X 2 AN E =2 ()8 1 1 B iz, st AL AR DL B AR
KM GS {H (0. 8368) K H Tk & HH Fai4 k1l
P 3K 3 B (NTS) AR B B = S0 8 00 355 7
(SCG) , 72 WA 3 1 1, P IS8 FHF () )t % T 28 A B st
FEARARLRE fe 5

ISSR #4840 Hr i SR W], FI AT 14 4> 1SSR FRicd
514 PCR ¥ 14 7= A4 1 83 45 DNA H BOiT 5 H A9 P
FHISA IR 30 A~ ¥ A= B 1] 19 35t 1% A (L1 3 4L
(GS) 284k FITE 0. 5132 ~0.9342 Z[a], ISSR %i#
SYPTEE R LA R A (GS) I/ ROk H 5t
B =8 2R AHUERE (CW) BRI IV 45 45
B RN B I ERE (L) A0 0 B 28 & i 35 B
(GL) Z [0 (0.5132) , it f& I B f azc , ast 15 AR 0L 4
G Rk AR E B E S MR (CY) 5 &2
TR BEE AR B FRERE (SL) Z 4] (0. 9342) i
AHIX 2 A~ Hi 7 (4 TR ) 1 35 4% B 5 d5 i, 3 4% A
U fe s . PIFRBRIC TS 45 A A 22 5%

2.3 BESH

2.3.1 EFTSSREM|HIEBERER ML X%
JE R AR LR B TR 45 R 45 2 Al ki)
ML RE B (GD,GD =1 — GS) , % UPGMA ¥ i#

TFERAMHT, BB ALE 0. 698 I AIKE 30 AN R RER 4R
3(E2) . 125 19 NERE, 91k A/ E
HREH LA (ST) (B B0 S KBIA (DH) |
PEBE B =L S KR (LX) AT EEGEHE(RH) AR
BE = X (SCG) | Ak & B H = B 4R Skl A
(NTS) L B (GQC) kA& B Iy 11 B B A
(CX) Hrat BRI 2 KIEH(DT) FE R EE &
(CY) A TEADEA DM (SK) ERHE AN S
TR (CM) RS BB S KT AH(DSX) 2 F
BB MEFRIA (SL) B F B2 £ ERE R
(ZSC) BT RIYE Wk LA (FS) L9 i L 25
PR (L)) HE BT S T R (XW) LA )
OHmEZES (GL), Hif GL ERES 540 18 NERER
WHERE B HGE 55 1 R 1 AN JEEE, I & B
S WEEE(NX) 5 26 T 25005 10 R BE, 4 5ok
At B =HE S #/aH (MH) 5 E =5 53
B (CW) AT B =I5 TEMN(XT) 485 27
RS YRR (IT) BB EZE S EFM(LYM) (#
PHELSUB BUR SR (LT) L H IR 858 2 F R A
M (GLZ) k& E LM S A (YL) %6 FH B X0
HEILR (RS) L LH g B8 £ (TH) , Hirf TH
JERES 5350 9 AR B AL HE BT

2.3.2 ETISSR HIEMEELER M ISSR ir
AR, M FH UPGMA 3525 7EBI{E A 0. 728
BEADKE 30 AN JEBERI > A 3 (K 3) . B I1REH
13 A&, Ak AR B B3R 0 S 1Sk R (ST) Lk
& BAE AR S IR (NTS) BB B v & %:17]
FF(CM) F#RE KB S KRBT A (DSX) Bt Bk
TR (XW) BFEEm S M E R (ZSC) |
ILFWRT (GQC) JLE VLR P ZA (1)) Lk
B85 PR (CX) (AR T B 5HHE (RH) B
AR S (TH) (/g B2 2 (NX) A 0 B
S (GL), FHENRUFINEHRAEERRED
SARA (DH) S B =B SR (CW) kB
HEIMSHHIR (YL) 4T84 0EA A (SK) |
BRI HEMERF (SL) L EE S (CY) B
TEIHE S R A (FS) FEFHIRT AR & H RJE
M (GLZ) Frat B RIESE S RIEAH(DT) . 25 111 2%
B8 AR, Sk AU = BH4E & &5 AR
(MH) HBFHEL BB L2 LA (RS) (#FE B V5 IR £
BEYERT (JT) ARE B = U1 (SCG) HRB B £ %
SEFR(LYM) & T E =32 R (XT) (#E5%
H=H S SR (LX) AR B B E 00 5 4k =2 A
(LT),
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Fig.2 UPGMA clustering for 30 Z. latifolia populations based on SSR marker
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Fig.3 UPGMA clustering for 30 Z. latifolia populations based on ISSR marker

2.3.3 WS FIRIC UPGMA BELERHH M
PIFPARIC SR ESE AR (1 2 18 3) , 5 BH I8 it 1k
B A DA AE 9 43 00T Q0 T 194 e 3808 PH ) 7R 7
B AT LA AT EREL T 40 A T 4% s 1)
BER G0 0 , B05 56 22 5 1 BV B Gt 35 A0 6 1

T SSR BdE i UPGMA 32 245 1 WoR , 78 B d
0.698 BPK: 30 NEHERN 3 2K (kA M E B
S HYEHE(NX) BRIy — 2 (K] 2) , R — Ml X
IR R h A B LR, BT
ISSR %444 ) UPGMA & R B4R Won, M B H N
0.728 K 30 N EBER N 3 25, 5 SSR s KM
LB BE NX A R —2 (B 3) , Pifitsid
RAEGE LRI BT A BRI o 95 P — R AR

T80 ) YA S — i, DX 3 2 R X6 B /N B B A i A
] ) SR 2% 6 RAERIT , 26 5 B0/ 1N AR s AL AR RL PR
B BRI B RN, H Tjﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ/ﬁﬂﬁiﬂﬁﬁﬁ 5L IZMIX
AR RGEUR Y 35t 4% 728 S5 B I A B iR R AR F ' 1Y
IX— 5 ] DL AP AR IC A Shannon 15 ELF8 %L (1) A1
Nei's B[R ZFEMEFE B0 (He ) 15 LAULIH . AS[E 4> F 45
TCHOR T RERTIN 3] 1) 22 250 LU R AN [R], X st 1%
ZREPER I 1Y BE g o A [R], A58 v i ]SSR
B e AR E R 38 4G DU 30 (9 67 5 B5CRR 3¢ 1SSR Al
B2 XURESHERELERERN-DHER, TEi
e ZZREPER I b B4 I T 4 P AR A RN S R H | XF
T RAEF S RS AR EEE L, TR
B3 1 RN O3 BT 3 A% 78 S 1 O, SR AN [m] 11 35
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fEARIE I bR IC A H 2 AR H A ZE W)
3 iTig
3.1 SSR 70 ISSR 4 F#Rrid

A3 FHRIC AR P PEA 2 T S P Ffast 15 2 e
SIMT IR TAEZ — , PHBER IR E B AR FRE R
RIS ], 45 10 458 A L AH [i] 23 o P. Thenmozhi
24 poS. Akfirat 22 W, Powell 2510 F] FH
AFLP RFLP RAPD  SSR 43 F#ric 43 5l 76 7K A& L /N
& KE EKM L Z R A b T,
SSR A& HIFFEHE BB o 5% a5 AL AR RS R AL G
R —FEON BA B FhRiC AR, B AT R
A E B9 20 XF/NEE ( Triticum aestivum ) SSR 514
XTHEZE ( Dactylis glomerata ) Fh 5T 9 IR 15 4% 2 AEPEE
FFTHRSE, 45536, 20 XF/hA2 SSR 5143k 14
205 NI, Z BN A 187 4, 2B RN
61.15% , ViHHIEZ Y FhE] SSR 514 B A — i H
PEFIATATE . H AT, v A DA B 95 24 5 43K SSR 51
Y BETIT & , AT 5% 16 -5 2R Sk A S R 9 30T 2%
JE——KHi ( Oryza sativa) W) 19 XF SSR #3ic 5| 91 %F
K B B BHW Y 30 B AR PO #E 0938 1L 2R
PEATHFSE ,PCR FL9 14 H 276 AR 5, Hibh 28
PEQE S5 A 253 A, SE 5551 9 748 H 14, 53
BN EA 13,32 4, 2B % (PPB) M 91.
67% , 455 F Wk H 1Y SSR bRic ol ¥ 1 &4 F
W AR EK, 28R, fe i ih H T 3R B R
A FE TR IR] 9 35 15 25 4 RS AL AR A AT 5

H T ISSR 43 FARiCIETs S Rl R 45 B
SEEFEE BEMY, B DR, ERAE A R
S Rz N A B A 2R ST 2
Ty KA AT T E A 5 (Veia faba L. ) Ff i e
WAL ZAEPERY ISSR WFFE R B, 11 4> ISSR 5|#3k
PG 278 ZRAEM A5 b Z PR 268 4%
17 96% , HAHE BRI 45 R WA I A4 ) S 0 — 2 b
B o A LA, v A A e H Ol 40 WP (Reau-
muria soongorica) N [FIFPREIRAE ZHEPERY ISSR 43 M7
H 12 A 1SSR B IEIRAY 5 A B L 4G I 51 69
IR AV LR (PPB) 2 86.96% , LR
SRR T H N RD A% 22 RE S AR SRR
AR TRIFIREA &, XIS X e (Avena ) Tl 9%
TR A% Z2FE M ISSR WF9R 32 1,8 A~ ISSR 514X} 48
BRI L 1 144 5600 MR LR N
86. 1% , H A 24 Rt 1 R IA] i 38 1% 56 R
5 R SERR A IR AR — B, 2R RSN X o
SRR ETE (Medicago) B4R 3 NFh s A& Z 1 I

SRS ZMIIE I, 10 4 ISSR 714 3Ld 1 3545 74
A, Z VNS E A LIk B 100% , X 45 W Fh
(IRIFGE 45 F W, ISSR 43 F-hr i £ A 2 48 71 i il 1]
FEGMERRZN —F A TF-B ., HAT, A& WA b
527 W ISSR 43 b ic 4 A 78 DR 5 9% U A4 sk
fEZREE EIR . ASHFSE A 80 4% ISSR 514 i
PEH 14 B E ML S MREH) ISSR Fric s | %
ML 30 AP A PR BE AL 2R T 0 AT, 45
ey ma i 83 &t , ZBMNAT 65 4% SE AR
ICBIYY e 5. 93 4507, 2 AR 4.64 55,28
RS ILZR (PPB) 2l 78.29% ., 45 9: %], ISSR 43
FHRCHARFEI W IE A B P B 0K, RIS
W HB AN ] SRR T )38t 4% 2R

A SR, T B B 7 S ECS P Be $R AL S
()] S 2 LA B S &R 0SB 70 4
F, BRI S B Ry T Stk i TR et A,
i A 19 XF SSR 5144} 30 AN2iE BE 3Ly 4
276 M, 2 PR S A 253 A ik A 14 4
ISSR 5 ¥y xH it 11 30 A2 FE 3L 384 h 83 A~z
R ZBHENLSA 65 4, PIFIFRICH T2 &R
B AR B — 2 A K (91, 32% |
78.29% ) , 32 B W FivhR 0 0 IR i A 1 a8 AL Sk
PO M7 BT A5 BG4 18 T SR, 45 R R,
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