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Genetic Diversity of Larix principis-rupprechtii Mayr. Seed
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Abstract ; Larix principis-rupprechiii Mayr. is one of the most proper conifer species for forestation in north Chi-
na. Seed orchards of Larix principis-rupprechtii Mayr. have been built since 1960s in China,and some of which have
already contained three generations. However,lack knowledge of genetic variations after selection on molecular level
causes some unclearness in breeding and forestation. 10 EST-SSR primers were used in this study to analysis the
genetic diversity among three generations in the seed orchard in Hebei. Each primer had 2-5 loci. The numbers of
average effective loci for the 1",2"  and 3™ generations were 1.92,1.81,and 2.07. Shannon index were 0. 7127,
0.7052 ,and 0. 7908. Heterozygote excessed in the populationgs. The value of Fst was low,which showed that genet-
ic differences were mainly occurred in one generation rather than among generations.
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R &I R 5 mHFA Y A% B R T, 70 4R AR
80 AR, TF R K I AA FR IR AIF 5T, O H 4 [ A Hh
TFUR S 45 2T AR AR I e AR AR
P Ff 7 el 7 e i B Ny, A A e G 1
POAEIL T HL X,

TR ATV R R0 Tl FHA AR, 20 A5, 37 DL
WA ZERR SR BRI LU X5 JE R R S
NEZERE A AR s e — H 2
BN IR E AL B TAEF RN CE . BN
Vh TR E 2 S A, ELA () Y 76 R ) Xk 2 3
RIFEST FRADWEL I, ARt 7% A K SR Pl e 1) 17
FEU R B3 A5 22 5%, L H BRI ST R B A R A A B
A AT AR ARG Z AR, BRI
PATEHEY) 3 T /K (38 A% Z AR PRI ST 3R AT R it
J'& RS AR A R AR BN TR R 3t A4 45 4 A
AR

s A R TR TR 11 AN RARBEAR K A
VENRATEAT T ZREME AT, SRAESE SR A ISSR 4
FARICXT 242 K R H AR 95 B 8] DL SR [R) 6
PERVEAT TR, Wi i SR RAPD (ISSR 431
Fric LS 3 A ) 22 B AR X 242 9% i A2t
A A IR S B W AT s 6] B =g Sl |
HIISSR #il RAPD Wi Fl 73 Fhric, 45 & R A KM
AR KDL MR ()38 1L Z AR IR AT T 0, B
M2 RAPD #1 SSR 4> FAnic fa H Ay -4
x PLALTE AL JE BRI, T 45 A A KRR
PEYEIRVEAT QTLs 22 1220 HT, A& BT A 20 F A ic
B & RS . (A LRGSR LR
JedE b ot g, B, A ZEBef ) R ALFP
A FARCAHE T L PY 2 FEAU 5 A AR BEIAR 138t 1%
ZAEVE IR AEAETE I AR BRI (i85 A8 S 2
FEAETFORE PR, TR P9 A [B] 1 388 4% o FL R B
re, ELRPRE ] 3 PR ss e 2

H AT, w8 &%t T A& k- ps Fh e i 4% £
FEVERAH OGRS . b bl 1) g 7 AT i B R A
BTk 22— P e 3 A A A R R e ek R R
T, R AR5 5 W st AG 3G 4%, SR UEA B8 1Y) it
T SEnt, Bt ZREPE MRS fEARdbyE ki Fh
TP R B e R A, AR
MRS Z R R B A AR RERE . FEER]
TC I JAI VR f 5 B (1) e 5, 2 75 4 o oA Sk 11 5 30
R a8 A R AS L ) )

M T B R G AR 0 K A AE S P A
AT Fhm e 2 e B A B ) st A% 2R F

FEHA . AWFFEFI 10 XF EST-SSR 43 T hRic %1€
CTEASTCYE R ATl 1~ 3 A0 e BRI A T
IR AL ZREVEEA T AT EL A, B AR T i Fl 7 el o
Bt AR B T v, e B (AN A, 3k SRR P A s
1R ZFEE ARG B, Ry ) B e QR e e
A

1 HEE %

1.1 Rgesrat

RIS A R T b AR S T Bl B Sk 1
e/ AUR NSRS LA R /NS Wi e 16 B s e R
M T 1976 4E, i T 117°21' E 42°27' N, ik
1200 m 1 fRICHE R P71 48 hm® , fEH ot & 238
A SR AR 37 2 R R N TR Ll P R L R AR
MR F H/NH G DL e B BAE b Ho 138 A4
THERC AT TR E, 7E 1 A TR0 e A
138 PR [RIIR & b, gk 40 2RI £ ) 40
LR, I A 2 AR, 2 AR R
TR 2 AT 2002 4F 57, AR E T AR 7 E
i,

T 2011 4£ 5 A} 2012 4F 5 A wife K Fh 3k,
7E 1 AR B ST AR i 138 N TeTE & rhakfl,
SRETCNEZ 50 k(235 2 105 40 BRI T BEAS) |
7 RAE 2 AR RO & 40 Ak, DL 2 AR A
SEMRH LI E 4 3 AR LR 30 #%

B A B AR SO ) A0 10 em A2 AT, BEAR
3 ~SHE, AR BER I E B, B hr g5, JF St
R ARG, A S S RO D IVEL BT
A B IS 5 2 48 B a0 A - 80C
UKFE TR AR
1.2 DNA REUKREMNE

K FH CTAB BRBUE DNA, SR H 1% B9 BNg 4
HLUKXT g DNA #4740, {1 H Nanodrop 2000 %
PR S {0 R T 2 BT 3 DNA WK, S —Fa B &
10 ng/ML%}:HO
1.3 5|#ifiERK PCR ¥ 1%

B & 26 B STk 211 o iR T Py A v
s R ZH SSR 51 3k 85 XF, U3 fE NCBL 1)
dbEST ¥4 b F 7% iy 8 G 0 1Y EST 7
G, Gl P 2004 IR R I Z 1Y SSR 7
AL, AATICHT EST-SSR 514 114 XF, &l ik, 3K
15310 XF 2 S PR AT | FL Uk 45 575 M Y EST-SSR 51
W(£1).
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F1 AiXIEFTHA 10 3 EST-SSR 3[4
Table 1 10 pairs of EST-SSR primers used in this study
i ST BT A BAEECC) o
Code Primer sequence(5'-3") BRI be) Repeat motif Anneal Resource
Expected size temperature
Fl F:AAGGAGGAGGGTCAGGGAA 145 ~ 174 (tcagge)5s 60 Ayt
R:CATGCGGAGGTTGAGTTG

F03 F:GTGGATTTGTTGACAGGGAG 198 (at)8 55 ATt
R:GTCGTTGTAATGAGGGTGGA

FO5 F:GGCGATCTCGAACAGAAACG 189 (tge)9 58 ATt

R:GGAACTGATAAACAAGAAGCCAAGT

1 F:CGCCTTTCAGTCAGTTAGA 208 (geetg)5 51 7t
R:GGTTTAGTTAGCCAGTACGAC

F32 F: TCCTGGACTAATATCCCCTTCA 173 (at)6 + (aat)5 51 EEy”an)
R:TGGTCACCTATGGGCTGTAC

F42 F: AACACTTTAATCCCCTCCC 168 (caggaa)s 51 BATBet
R:CTGGACCTGATACTCCTCTTC

19 F: TCATTACAACGACCCACGAA 184 ~258 (at)8 56 [2]
R:TGCAGCGTGAAGTTCTCATC

153 F:ATTATTGCCCTCTGAGTTTG 131 (att)4 + (tgt) 56 [11]

R:ATTCACCCCAATCCCATC 4 + (glggea)d

155 F:CCGAAATGAAGTCCGTGAG 140 (catt)4 56 [11]
R:GCAGCAGCAAGTCCTAAAT

156 F:GGCTGAGGTTGCGAAAGA 142 (agtce)4 + (gteea)6 56 [11]

R:CAATTACATAAGTGGGACGAGA

PCR ¥ 8§ FOWAR &, SRR 20 wL, Hrp iR
DNA30 ~ 50 ng, 1 xbuffer( ¥ Mg** ) ,dNTPs 40 pmol/L
(each), 2131 9% 0.1 pmol/L, Tag i 1 U.
PCR 4 S HEF 2 :95°C BUEHE 7 min;95°CAEME 30 s,

- -

o iR KR 45 s, 72°C ZEH 1 min, #§ 3 35 1K
72°C HEAH 10 min, 2R JH 40% 728 P 58 T4 4 ok e o5
JRE L RO P B PR HEA TR, B FLOXE TR 1
RARE Y 5L LA 1,

S e P = P o o e o - S @ e e e g s bt
e bbb 4o f -] Hotmw S o 9 50w w0 b 9 80 v 0 b

.o -
- — a

1 BABEBRERKEKENS 9 F, X TFHFE1 RBHOMEAY EER
Fig.1 The amplification products of primer F,detected by polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis

1.4 HIELERSGITHH

RGP 1 BRI, 32 BB R Y, >R - pop-
genel . 32 B4 HT 1 ~ 3 ARIGTEIR ZREME, BT X4
ASFEAR, G011 F 359 B A A 8 Y 000 A A7 L PR K
(N,) ABEENHERE(N, ) Shannon 5 (1) LIK:
AR R ZRE M, ST 24 A R (H,)
WG (H,) EERB(F) R (N,) F-4iTh
(F-statistic) 55 Z 8L UL T i AR A6 B2 St A% o Ak
%,l\ﬂﬁzﬁ[lﬁ-”] .

2 GR5HMH

2.1 TFEEESHESHT

H% 2 Al 0,10 X EA Z8PER) EST-SST 5|4
16 1A% 50 AMFEAS ARG E) 31 A4 FL A
ARSI B B R B 2 ~ 5 DS Hids Y Fa2
D7 A 5 AN (| 2) ,19 153 il FOS 44
MF) 2 ANEEAL R (K3) 28 301 A4S, F32 11
BRI R B 5 , N 3. 5286, 19 (18 B4 i Jk
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RIECRAG, A 1. 0618, AR S K I B AT 805586 R RE AR, SEXAa RS FL I E0h 1. 9204 4,
FEFBONTE , BERH A A5 0 TR RS E Z460ER) Shannon F8%8°M 0. 7127,

®2 MFEI1EIRBEESMIRHNBEESHLE

Table 2 Summary of genetic variation statistics for all loci of samples from 1* to 3™ geveratiom

4 1% FUNIIE A AL Shannon oy 2% FURIIE A AR Shannon
(FEAH) SLNEON, SENELN, it 0l (FEAH) HNEN, SLHNEN, it @l
Generation Generation

Locus Locus

(sample size) (sample size)
F1 1(50) 4 1.635 0.728 19 1(50) 2 1.062 0.135
2(40) 3 1.819 0.736 2(40) 2 1.078 0.160
3(30) 4 2.195 0.962 3(30) 2 1. 180 0.287
FO3 1(50) 3 1.568 0. 656 L53 1(50) 2 1.173 0.279
2(40) 3 1.467 0.591 2(40) 2 1.406 0.464
3(30) 3 1.921 0.833 3(30) 2 1. 600 0.562
F05 1(50) 2 1.676 0.593 155 1(50) 3 1.858 0.693
2(40) 2 1.694 0. 600
2(40) 3 1.682 0.639
3(30) 2 1. 684 0.596 3(30) 2 2.000 0.693
F21 1(50) 2 1.993 0.691 L56 1(50) 4 1.858 0.731
2(40) 2 1.941 0.678 2(40) 4 2.010 0. 844
3(30) 2 2.000 0.693 3(30) 4 1.706 0.740
F32 1(50) 4 3.529 1.320 14 1(50) 3.1 1.920* 0.713"
2(40) 4 2.656 1.161 Mean 2(40) 3.0 1.810% 0.705"
3(30) 5 4.000 1.432 3(30) 3.1 2.069* 0.791"
F42 1(50) 5 2.854 1.302 D% 1.1005 0.748 0.374
2(40) 5 2.348 1.181 St. Dev 1.0541 0.461 0.305
3(30) 5 2.406 1.109 1.2867 0.759 0.318

a ARG HE B N, 7E 3 A HEARIR] 9 2 5 L4, b 24 Shannon $REUFE 3 ARG 2 0 LA 45 R E R F 2% 5

a and b shows the multiple comparisons among generations of Ne and Shannon Index. There are no significant differences

FE f"
lk‘g i

- -‘—

M M

Marker 24 200 bp,5 S FEAT M Marker &b F1€H5 AR
Markeris 200 bp,and the alleles are showed by white arrows

B2 514 F42 71 KEAMEFT B 5 NEMA R

Fig.2 The result of 5 alleles of primer F42 in some samples in 1* generation

2 fRAFE 40 AN FEA p A T 5 45 £ 5P 30
=111 A BRI RE B 2 ~ 5 DAREE SEH R 3

" Ao F32 ARSI AR B 2. 6556, 19 04T

Varker i 100 by AR A B PR A N 1. 0778 ,10 X 51472045 5 46

3 SIS E L RS2 Mgt DAEPIEON 181, Shannon F5EO 0.7052. 5 1
Fig.3 The result of 2 alleles of primer L53 AR L, Z R P8 B0 22 AN K BB A I8N

in some samples in 1% generation 76 3 A8 30 ANEEAR MR B 31 AN BE A
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BRI IR 2 ~ 5 SRS SR 3.1
Ao Hor 132 78 3 AR AR R A 2] 5 AN A B
HAE 1 2 fCHEHAT R A 4 NEEAIEH R £ 2 1R
FRREIRAURG IS 3 AN HAE 1 AR 3 AR
HR SR IN E] 4 AR IR B 3 FRBEIAR A AL AR
VRS BB T, F32 YA RS AL R B
4.000, L9 A R FE R B AR 1. 1803, -
AR A F Bk 2. 0693 4, Shannon 18 20 K
0.7908 ., 5 1.2 fRAHEL,3 FRBEMA Y 8 15 2 HE 4
B T

X1 ~3 RS SEHITLZELK, WA R
FER(F£2), M T Shannon F§ AT LI Ny 1 4%

%£3 1 ZE3 & Shannon IEHARFZEFEHH

b S T A8 AL 2 Rl A X 1~ 3 AR
Shannon 840 AT H A 2 5 22 0 A (£ 3) , Al A,
RER P2 S 20k B T B AR Y, AR ] A2
FRUN, ZFRIFARE, W, R T BEE
VEREIR BENOR BB ol /) | 3548 Z AR PR A
R FFAR M B AE ZFE PR ™ R A, T HL,
F Ry IEACHEAR (3 R) Y58 Z R = T
A TIHN AR A A RBA A I A5 Ao s ]
B 273 Zo, U WA AL PR AT DU G b e ke
REAIE AL Z AR PR EAT A /NS 20 A 2 AN
RER IS G Z ARV K T RN 2 25 Ve B B
o AL R AT 20T

Table 3 One-way ANOVA of Shannon index among generations

2 5 Difference source SS df MS F P-value F-crit
#H1d] Among populations 0. 044865 2 0.022432 0.201513 0.818711 3.354131
ZHP Within populations 3.005632 27 0.11132

ST Total 3.050497 29

2.2 WFEBEREESEST

1 ~3 RBHALE RO S I 22 5 B (H,) 9
PIRE B (H,) Nei's 16850 8L 24 & B, L S Xt &
M7 sFEAT Hardy-Weinberg P 9 - J7 4 56 T 4511
pE(F4), hiREgs Rl H, AR A A B
ZEREKR

L ACHER B I BB A 5 B2 /Nl 19 o 1 (Exp_
Het = 0. 0588 ), fit K K F32 i f ( Exp _ Het =
0.7238) , V-3 Exp_Het =0. 4189, WL 244 i fi /)N
19 i /5 (Obs_Het =0.06) , iz Ky 156 Fil F32 {if
J(Obs_Het =0.66) ,F1J Obs_Het =0. 452, FO5 .
F21 F32 155 156 55 5 M si &R 7Kk, 78 0. 05
B2 KR, BB AW T Hardy-Weinberg ¥ flif
Forp k21 F32 B ) F Al G A A5 1) 2
Go 2 ACHEIR I B 2 5 B Jie /MR 19 6 8 (Exp_
Het = 0. 0731), ft KK F32 i 5 ( Exp _ Het =
0.6313) , -3 Exp_Het =0. 4182, WL 244 i fe /s
g 19 i 5 (Obs_Het = 0. 075) , £t KA 156 11
(Obs_Het =0.725) ,F14J Obs_Het =0.42, 7£ 0. 05
B E KT, FL L FOS i 25 W e - I AP A% 2 8 1)
F44 ,F21  F32 fii 2 Hardy-Weinberg -1 #4 [7] T
ai g, HALGL S IIFFE Hardy-Weinberg fE . 3 R
AR I BB 26 5 B2 B /N A 19 A 86 (Exp _Het =
0. 1544) , Fc KN F32 {3 45 (Exp_Het =0.7627) ,“F-#

Exp_Het =0.4786, W24 B/ NR 19 37 55 (Obs_
Het =0. 1667 ) , 5z KA F55 1 25, (Obs_Het = 1) , -3
Obs_Het =0. 6067, 10 7 5577, F1 (FO5 . F32 A K&
155 ¥7£ 0. 05 B9 . % K-F T, & T Hardy-Wein-
berg VA, ¥ T4 A 1 LSS WIAE T A A~
PRI A, T RE T AL A5 AR B 1 35t % St it
W TAh  BAEL D) T AR Z e, FAURIR R
HAE .

1~ 3R PS4 0000 2% 5 B2 W vy 11 34 1 22
FA R HAH 22K, BUBEAS BEIRAT G Bl AL 28 Bie 5
A, HAED,
2.3 F-FitERERR

B 1 ~3 AR 3 DA, 3T F-giit o g
IR (R 5) o

I Fis X Fic /8 F 0, i B R R 28 G 7
i, REFEARKSEPMEY T4 FES
k3 R I S I N T 1 ) 7 NG & R R T
oA B AS G 6 A 5T 6 G R R AR B R A, Pt
BB /N, MK 0, M ~ 0.0391,F3 K
0.0176, BLW] 3 MR Z A i 43 fL 72 BEAR 55, X 5 Xt
Shannon $§ 8 AT AT 22 0 AT I &5 R — 20, 11 &
53 B 35 R B 6. 14 ~ 1000, -3 13. 95,
T T HARBEIAR Ul W T AR 5 2 AU
Z (B (R84 S A 0N o
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x4 WHFE1EIRBEHREE

Table 4 Heterozygosity of three generations

(A PRECREA ) WIMAAEE WA E Nei's 52 £ 2 B AA T RITRE p H
Locus Generation/ ( sample size ) Obs_Het Exp_Het Nei's expected heterozygosity Ave_Het Probability of Chi-square test
F1 1(50) 0. 4800 0.3921 0.3882 0.4610 0.5768750
2(40) 0. 6250 0.4560 0.4503 0.4610 0.0485840 "
3(30) 0.7333 0.5537 0.5444 0.4610 0.000002 **
F03 1(50) 0. 4000 0.3661 0.3624 0.3868 0.6338840
2(40) 0.3250 0.3225 0.3184 0.3868 0.8199820
3(30) 0.6333 0.4876 0.4794 0.3868 0.1093190
FO5 1(50) 0.5600 0.4073 0.4032 0.4063 0.0071040 **
2(40) 0.5750 0.4149 0.4097 0.4063 0.0129030 *
3(30) 0.5667 0.4130 0.4061 0.4063 0.0366270 *
F21 1(50) 0.3400 0.5032 0.4982 0.4943 0.0204990 *
2(40) 0.2250 0.4908 0.4847 0.4943 0.0005170 **
3(30) 0.5333 0.5085 0.5000 0.4943 0.7853500
F32 1(50) 0. 6600 0.7238 0.7166 0.6967 0.0001930 **
2(40) 0.4000 0.6313 0.6234 0.6967 0.0000260 **
3(30) 0. 8000 0.7627 0.7500 0.6967 0.0068470 **
F42 1(50) 0. 6000 0.6562 0.6496 0.6027 0.3297260
2(40) 0.5750 0.5813 0.5741 0.6027 0.3041760
3(30) 0.7333 0.5944 0.5844 0. 6027 0.8983410
L9 1(50) 0. 0600 0.0588 0.0582 0.0944 0. 8589700
2(40) 0.0750 0.0731 0.0722 0.0944 0.8415070
3(30) 0.1667 0.1554 0.1528 0.0944 0. 6585530
L53 1(50) 0. 1200 0.1487 0.1472 0.2703 0. 1465840
2(40) 0.2500 0.2924 0.2888 0.2703 0.3436130
3(30) 0.3667 0.3814 0.3750 0.2703 0.8281030
LS55 1(50) 0. 6400 0.4665 0.4618 0.4557 0.0194990 *
2(40) 0.425 0.4104 0.4053 0.4557 0.3998440
3(30) 1.000 0.5085 0.5000 0.4557 0. 0000000 **
156 1(50) 0. 6600 0.4665 0.4618 0.459%4 0.0433690 *
2(40) 0.7250 0.5089 0.5025 0.459% 0.0808570
3(30) 0.5333 0.4209 0.4139 0.459%4 0.7200700
Ty 1(50) 0.4520 0.4189 0.4147 0.4328
Mean 2(40) 0.4200 0.4182 0.4129 0.4328
3(30) 0. 6067 0.4786 0.4706 0.4328
k- 1(50) 0.2199 0.2020 0.2000 0. 1660
St. Dev 2(40) 0.2051 0. 1602 0.1582 0. 1660
3(30) 0.2330 0.1575 0. 1549 0. 1660
%5 FEHEREER
Table 5 Summary of F-statistics and gene flow
(3= FEHI/N(AN) T REL i 5 R HL REA L R BT HEH
Locus Samplesize Fis Fit Fst Nm
F1 120 -0.3293 -0.3074 0.0164 14.9593
F03 120 -0.1707 -0.1571 0.0116 21.3012
F05 120 -0.3960 -0.3959 0. 0000 1000. 0000
F21 120 0.2593 0.2633 0.0053 46.8774
F32 120 0.1101 0. 1368 0.0300 8.0762
F42 120 -0.0554 -0.0427 0.0121 20. 4067
L9 120 -0.0653 -0.0529 0.0116 21.2315
L53 120 0.0916 0.123 0.0346 6.9829
LSS 120 -0.5105 -0.4514 0.0391 6.1388
L56 120 -0.3919 -0.3776 0.0103 23.9700
-5 Mean 120 -0.1392 -0.1191 0.0176 13.9455
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3 it

H A, Pl 18 A5 22 FE v A A5 2RI |
FARIE AR AN TR i A HT i A 3t 1% 22 1
PRI 2 A5 1T B R O SN Sy i A A R A T
BN, T (1) 35 A BRI AR A | 3 A5 22 AR PR 21 i
I3 T 3 AF R B BHF 93 00 TN Sy o= el 7 35 4% il a5
1R ZZREPE IR AR /N, M R AR MR 1) 38 1% &2
BEpER B — el R R S R — 5

J. L. Hamrick 210 2 28 7 FH [ T B b5 0 B 5%
20 BT AR S 15 22 B I 25 R e BN [ AR
PR A AR ANTR], BAH2ZE R, 20 MR, £
BSOS EDE0 ~100.0% , F3H 67. 7% ; W45
PEERE950 1.0 ~3.87 ,SF3 8 2. 29 s 2w & i
0~0.364, 35 0.210, Z=Be4E* K ] AFLP 431
FRic XTI PG 6 AMAedb v A8 K AR B EAT 5, B
BEKF |, Nei's A ZREPEFR M 0. 1801, Shannon
FEAEECN 0.2680 ; FEYIFI K I, Nei's it /& ZHf
PEFEECH 0. 2245, Shannon 15 B G ECHN 0. 3414, i
MR X 1 R AAFR Il 5% AR A S b el B
N TR L Z R TS A5 A Il T
FHHR B L Z PR3 8 T R R, W LAy,
TP SR TR 0 b Bl B T AR A
FRR T I — b Y R AR A LR L Tz, D
HIEAR B W 5 T R 1) RARIBE R, N B
TR R A AL

AwFs o1 s BRI R G R
0.4789 2 fRBHIAMIAEE A G 0. 4182, 3 fRBEKM
WIERZR G R 0. 4786 , 34915 T4 B R SR BF 44 1) °F-
Yl , BACH A K, 1 ~3 F83F2) Shannon {5 5.
F&B05 1M 0.7127 0. 7052 0. 7908 , ¥ Kl 5 T4
b S KSR ARG K SE 0. 2284 ~ 0. 3074 5
O POV LT R TG F T Bl B AT S, LA e
RBHARRA B R KOT 11 2R, PR TR SR
RAH L, 250 Z R S B I, 8 2 REMI A B
i, A.E. Szmidt™"! X R AR 45 Fp 7 el 748 5 K 8%
MROFPTF IR AE Z R TGS R R, 5 KR T
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