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Abstract; Genetic diversity of Handeliodendron bodinieri was studied with microsatellite (SSR) markers. We used nine

pairs polymorphic microsatellite loci to reveal that H. bodinieri was rich in genetic diversity. Average number of alleles

(Na) and effective number of alleles (Ne) were 3.903 and 2.545 respectively. The mean expected heterozygosity ( He)
was 0.521 and Shannon’ s diversity (/) was 0.962 and PIC =0.465. Natural populations of H. bodinier: had relatively

high level of genetic diversity, however the genetic diversity of the populations were reduced due to factors like

sabotage. The majority of genetic variation occurred within populations. The genetic distance (GD) and genetic identity

(GI) among eight populations of H. bodinieri were 0.032-0.164, 0.849-0.970, respectively. According to genetic dis-
tance UPGMA , genetic differentiation (G, = 0.027), G' /N=0.031, G’ ,H=0.064 and gene flow (N, ) was 3.368. The

results analyzed by AMOVA showed that the variation among the populations was 3% , while the variation within the pop-

ulations was 97%. Mantel test revealed that there was positive correlation between genetic distance and geographical dis-

tance(r=0.299, P<0.05) among the populations. The resulis are helpful to develop scienfific and valid strategies for

protecting the biodiversity of H. bodinieri.

Key words: Handeliodendron bodinieri, microsatellite( SSR) , endangered plant, genetic diversity, capillary electro-

phoresis

K ( Handeliodendron bodiniert) J& T JCH T
# ( Sapindaceae ) % K J& ( Handeliodendron ) 4 ,
e P E R SR E b [ o s ) (S R
B,1992) , CFRMS IR VA (EREE A, #51 [
K LVRARA Y, A AT T I E 78 5 5N 42 0
F14) 55 TR b 300 %) A R L Ml S T P AR R T AR
1= BETE 500~ 900 m 2 [H] 1 B AR BURR % | 5 48 1 A
AR TPEACTR A SR L AR AR 22 BRVL R
R Ol EERH NP o A BT S Q-
2000) . Ao U A 2 FH T TR S SRR R
By REFpR, HA o] M0, AR EE N4
Ve & A (B R AR R AR, 1987 5 Wk U ¥ 4F,
2007) . FEHARRLIE MRERREARN AL
H IRk 4 15 AR A7 R B, 5 HE TR
TRHEY R PR E A, HAEY) 3 2K R G E
T HRE T RS LR Z 8] % T 05 T
FEREH BB ARG LT BEAREEME L,

L ZFEE RIS AAAE TS A AR A
Yol N Je 2 A4~ ) i ) 5L 52 4% 28 5 (Hughes et al,
2008) , FH TR —EAE ) AR B HG AD 1 W o st A%
S e A BR A, T DA 3 07 T 728 T Al i PR 5 T
TEARTEANA b FE B A & 09848 748 5 R I RE
TG b 238 N AR A B PR ( Rao & Hodgkin, 2002
Pauls et al ,2013) . /A [R]4 F 5] 22 K4 5 A [A) B4
BB LA AT AR IR D, i DA, SR JBCIE B 1 58 s

FE XTI A TR, 1 B8 — 8 B ST AE Xz
BB AL 22 A5 2 T GROVKAE,2015) , AR X
FRIGIAAEZ T H (SSR) , &I B F 5% e ik st 1% &2
FEERAF AR IC (Arnold & Emms, 1998) . SSR #5
CAE B AE YRR A R BN AR, T HEE
1) Z2 A5 PR b Pk 3 A% SR RRAE , 412 R T AR ]
RS ZREE R 20T, B A FE R R
FIA TEERE R R AR TR Y RS T
A=A LA R A 2 R S R A (R T R ke Ak
2000; 55 /N 45, 2006 ; T H 55, 2002 ; 5K & AR ORTAR
ELFE 2006 ; H HEMESE 2002 ; BE R4 2003 H N
B4 ,2006) , (HJ2  FERE ARG 2 HE 1 7 T AT
AEXFA S, AL Wang et al(2008) B Fidfi 45 (2011)
HEAT T EM ARG T A 4 F AR ic ARG & 22 He et
al (2012) X 3 IR (1388 45 Z2 A6 1 A B st A% 45 4
FIRIFEAGE , R 2 U i B R 5 % AR R
X —A~ G5 T — 2P IE

AAF 5T i B FF & B SSR 514, XA
H AR KRB 8 AN Jm BEEAT 526, 1 B i — 25
TN A SRS AL Z AR R AL 454, Sy R
= W) 22 REPE LR AP RUR FH B (5 58 3 (R B2 |

1 #HEF*

1.1 ##l
TE FE R Y) A BN T E R i A
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x1 EMABRBEREMEMNSE
Table 1  Sampling locations in the populations of Handeliodendron bodinieri
B B e iy e TR
Population Location titude Longitude Latitude Sample size
(m) (E) (N)
DL J7PEZR 2% Donglan, Guangxi 510 107°36’ 24°53’ 24
DS SN Dushan, Guizhou 880 107°56’ 26°03’ 24
HJ " PE3FIT Huanjiang, Guangxi 1 300 108°14’ 26°31' 24
LB FMFE P Libo, Guizhou 759 107°53’ 25°39’ 24
LY I PRl Leye, Guangxi 970 106°29' 24°48' 24
ND J"ViFg S} Nandan, Guangxi 668 108°08’ 25°09’ 24
PT FMEYE Pingtang, Guizhou 710 107°42’ 26°19’ 24
TL IV M AK Tianlin, Guangxi 944 106°24' 24°31 24

®2 EMAKSSR3IHF
Table 2 Sequences of SSR primer sets of Handeliodendron bodinieri

Py, B KRR
31T AR o BRI 51411731
Primer name and siae nneafing tf%mperature Primer sequence
(bp) (c)
ZYM57 233~241 52 F. CCGCCATAATCTCTCTCCAC

R: CACTCCTACCATTCGCCATT

ZYM223 176 ~178 56 F. GCTTTTTCGTTTCCAAGTTCA
R: CGAGGAAGACCAAGCAAAAG

ZYM245 129~131 56 F: GAAGAGGAGCACCCTGATTG
R: CTTTTGGTGTTTTGGGTTGG

ZYM246 232~238 60 F. ACTGATCCAGGGTTCGTGTC
R: ACGCTAGGGTTGAAAAGCAA

ZYM270 150~ 157 62 F. GACTGGCTGGCACATCATAA
R: ATCGTTATCGGAGCATCGAC

ZYM304 175~180 60 F: AAAATGGCCAACGAAAACAG
R: GAAATGCCGACCTCCAATAA

HBOD10 120~ 160 56 F:GTTGCATAAAATTGCTTATATG
R:GATGTAGCAATGAAGTGCAAGTG

HBOD26 152~162 56 F.:GGCATGCCAATCTTCCAATA
R:TGACCTGAAAAATGGATGGA

HBOD33 240~270 56 F:GGAAGCAATCCAGGAACAGA
R:GGTACATTTTCCCGGTAGGC

ERFE, N PEPE LAY AR 2% (DL) (S (ND) |
VL (HY) Rl (LY) AR (TL) 2 5 B &8 i
(i (DS) ZH W (LB) FHE(PT)8 NEBE(ER 1), 40
BIEREE 24 MAME(AMMAZ A E B 7E 30 m DL L,
DL se BERR ) BT B I ) A A B5 i AH A5 A R R
S ST Z R KO, RE IS TR AR A
LI LA 4 CUKFE R

1.2 Fik

1.2.1 DNA #2 55 A6l SR FH 10 4 b okt 12 B0
G (0 A A s R A AR AT BR 28 w] ) X et
AR #EAT B DNA $2HC, SR HIEE A AT UL 430t 0t
FETEXT DNA B 5 i B i B F 47 D0 a2, T 42 B
DNA JiT i 1% B BEWEE A v VK HEA A DU

1.22 PCRy ¥ 5 £mE ik HiLkES R 96
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Fig. 1 Capillary electrophoresis graphs of ZYM245
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Fig. 2 Capillary electrophoresis graphs of ZYM57

ASRUEL 3 AR AR DNA $EA7 52860 . FH 9 X) SSR
1%t 96 1y FE M AR EL#EAT PCR 73,9 XT 514
A3 SR N TF & (Wang et al, 2008 ; 5 5 bjr 45
2011) Jfd i i Pe AT 9250 (K 2) AR IR 514 57
Uiy LA Y BRI

PCR B AR R 7E 10 pL R Bk 4T, 0
FEFIHR DNA 0.5 pL, IER 514 0.6 pmol - L7,
2xPCR Master Mix 5 wL, il ddH,0 #F% 10 pL, &
NREFFANE 2 52 95 C &4 F WA 5 min, 15 95
CAME305s,52~56 C (M1 T, {EH1E )R Kk 30
s,72 CHEM 1 min, JEHF 30 IR, i J5 7E 72 C 5 AF
TFAEIEAH 4 min, 4 CIRLE

FIFH BN Ik (CE) ¥4 PCR 1Y) 7E ABI-

3730 XL Z: N Hr X _LEAT R 2 2%, B4 CE
A 0.3 wl PCR 72%7 .0.5 pL Genescan-500 43
THRNFRFN9.5 WL LB THBE ., RAEMA 96 1L
i ,95 CAEME S min,4 OCY@%H}%%AD,]XBuffer 2%
W ALK PCR F= ) Al Genescan-500 43+ & bp 1
i PGS S Y AT e B A bk A A b 2R A
ST A SR (1,18 2)
1.2.3 % ¥E 54 i GeneMarker-V2.2.0 B4 %f
ABI-3730XL 2 X 73 #r A5 i 41 2 ) Bl s 1045 3 A7
G145 th AN A 9SSR 51 Hy % & ik R 9™ 4 45 21 Y
SSR #ric b B, # SSR 51 i Bt 5 Genescan-500
I3 NS L, 5 BUAS R R B B RN 4 A
H Genepop AL FN GenAlEx 6.5 B4 347 8048 4y
Br, SRR & 5 BE R 2 8605 48 % Nei” s
FLH ZHEME (Nei) | Shannon” s it {5 Z #E M5 B 45
B B ML RB(F ) FEETL(N,,) JERE 5L
PR 5 sl —BUE, % AMOVA 43 #7 Fl Mantel AH
KA R 3645, - F FH MEGAS.0 {4k #  NJ
Ui F Y i

2 EREA

2.1 BEBEESHESH

I B ASEE 96 10 F AR A i T 9 X
SSR JrFhril, #E TR Z AP BT 45 R LR 3,
M3 Al AL AR 2B M8 H R
(PPB) 7% fk 75 [l 7€ 89% ~ 100% =[], ¥ 34 K
97 % , WL 2 37 3 X 8 ( Na) 78 A6 75 [l 7E 2.889 ~
4.444 Z Ja] T34k 3.903 A R 2 v L B (Ne)
AALIE I AE 2.283 ~2.791 Z 6], SF44 4y 2.545 1)
ARG E (He) LG FIFE 0.442 ~0.568 Z [,
¥4 0.521, Shannon” s 28515 BIR ¥ (1) 221kl
FI7E 0.818~1.061 Z[H], V344 0.962, 8 1~ J&Ht
e 2RI AR )T, 25 R R B, AR 2% (DL) Ja i
Wi Z RV = (PPB = 100%, He=0.564, [=
1.061) ,PIC {5~ 0.511, 37T ( H)) JE#E MY 15 B 45
Bk (PPB=289%, He=0.483, [=0.818),PIC
B0 0.421, H 5 HAEHE 2 2800 B3,
DRI L5 R L FEARIF 5T b, R S s 5
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Table 3 Genetic diversity of eight populations of Handeliodendron bodinieri

pa PEEHIONEgmepo mastoems s St s ZEE e
Population PPB Na Ne He R PIC
(%) I
DL 100 4.222 2.591 0.564 1.061 0.511
DS 100 4.111 2.573 0.568 1.038 0.505
HJ 89 2.889 2.283 0.483 0.818 0.421
LB 100 4.333 2.681 0.566 1.047 0.500
LY 100 3.889 2.585 0.442 0.858 0.401
ND 100 4.444 2.791 0.539 1.038 0.487
PT 100 4.111 2.437 0.526 0.981 0.470
TL 89 3.222 2.421 0.477 0.855 0.426
-4 Mean 97 3.903 2.545 0.521 0.962 0.465

ND
_,—i: pT
TL

DL
LY
| HJ

R
LB

Bl 3 JET Nei’s G HHE B M EAT N-J RAR
Fig. 3 Consensus neighbor-joining tree of

Nei’ s genetic distance

(He=0.442 ~0.568, Mean = 0.521) , 5 He et al
(2012) W5 M R Y B B 4% 5 i (He = 0.463 ~
0.510,Mean=0.489) , {4 AAHIT .
2.2 BEBREEN

Stk — 25 F 5 v K R TR) Y 3 AL oAb R
FE A 9 Xt SSR 51 14 (45 L 115345 Jm )
) Nei’ s it ZHE2 (GD) Mgt — 2% (GI) , LAt
O JE B D) AH B OG R Y 3, R 8 AN JE
ZI I R B VIR, & 4 i s T
HI, R 8 AN JE B fR] B st — B O (Gl =
0.849~0.970) , i A (GD=0.032~0.164) ,
B8 AR st — BUE B, AR I B/, 1%
W2 SR B, ARG 5% 15 25 A UPGMA %

XF 8 AN JEBEHEAT RIS, WAL ILIE 3, A
3ATLLE W, MR 8 NHAREREA LS T
KA S B A
23 BEEASK
2.3.1 @AES L R4 FIH] GenAlEx 6.5 K {F4Eit
AR 9 AT RN S B E b REL(G,) Nei
PRAfEE L AL R EL( G H) (Herick” s 5 ifE 5t £ 73
LEREB(G  H) Jost’ s B RAKIT (D, ) FHEE(FE
5), F5EERER TE X SSR G Hh, 8 4t
AR JEBE R34 Nei drifE st & 0L RE(G ,N)H
0.031, F# Herick’ s brifE % /0L 2500 0.064
HRAE Nei” s BLIEP ZHEM: (H,) K Jm P 3L
ZREE (Hs) Rt R s % 4K (G) o
M 2% 6 ] AT, 3 R JE B Y R S R 2 R T3
0.552 , Horp R N 5L [ 2 AR F- 35 0521, Nei” s
B 3 R 431k 22 BOF- 38 0 0,027, B B AR S Ay
2. 7% W78 S AAAE TN, 97.3% A8 RAETE T
JEABEN, £ FEBER 3K R (N,) N 3.368, & BE
LB e N R g A ST D X
2.3.2 5T HEAE LT F 454 (AMOVA) 3 & Xf 2 i
K 96 NEES HEAT AMOVA 43 #r , M B 38t 12 1
PRSI (3R 7) AT LUE ok IR T R R A g5t A%
AR5 T 3% 1R IR TR BE N A st AR R 97 %),
T RBEN L AR S R TR B, B ihik 5|
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x4 BEEIM Nei’s BEES(GD) MEE—E(GI)

Table 4 Nei’ s genetic distance and genetic identity between populations

Poﬁlﬁion DL DS HJ LB LY ND PT TL
DL # ok ks 0.884 0.910 0.898 0.939 0.926 0.956 0.952
DS 0.123 w ok ok k 0.926 0.970 0.849 0.947 0.933 0.915
HJ 0.094 0.077 # ok ok ok 0.935 0.912 0.928 0.913 0.943
LB 0.107 0.031 0.068 w ok ok 0.859 0.958 0.948 0.927
LY 0.063 0.164 0.093 0.152 w ok k% 0.919 0.908 0.945
ND 0.076 0.055 0.075 0.043 0.085 ® ok kK 0.968 0.966
PT 0.045 0.069 0.091 0.053 0.096 0.032 H ok ok k 0.965
TL 0.049 0.089 0.058 0.076 0.056 0.035 0.035 w ok ko k

1E: Nei’s BEHE (ZT M) BE—BUZ (A LM) .

Note: Nei’ s genetic distance( left bottom) and genetic identity ( right top).

£S5 IMRIEMAN G-RITEH

Table 5 Summary of G-statistics for nine microsatellite loci

Herick’ s HrifE

(DY U3 LR KL 2 TR KL it P
Locus G G' N o G, D, G
st st G' H st est st
ZYMS57 0.011 0.013 0.025 0.027 0.014 0.200
ZYM223 0.089 0.100 0.110 0.122 0.024 0.001
ZYM245 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000
ZYM246 0.032 0.037 0.057 0.061 0.026 0.086
ZYM270 0.020 0.023 0.072 0.075 0.054 0.015
ZYM304 0.063 0.071 0.107 0.114 0.047 0.005
HBOD10 0.024 0.028 0.146 0.149 0.125 0.001
HBOD26 0.001 0.001 0.003 0.003 0.002 0.378
HBOD33 0.052 0.059 0.199 0.205 0.155 0.001
SEXIH Mean 0.027 0.031 0.064 0.067 0.038 0.001
x6 EMHAEHENEESLINT
Table 6  Analysis of genetic differentiation among populations of Handeliodendron bodinieri
Iyt Nei” s It K 2 FEE Nei’ s JE 7 A FE D Z FE: Nei’ s ZEP 71k R %L Je A ] B PR
Population H, Hs G, N,
FHH % 0.552 0.521 0.027 3.368

PRifEZE s 0.067 0.064
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£ 7 AMOVA HFER

Table 7 Results of analysis on Molecular Variance

i =A
AR E | ARELH ot .
TRRW e wororm e O e
L. df SS MS Variance P
variation component (%)
JEHE ] 7 26.766 3.824  0.077 3 <0.001
Among
populations
JETEN 96  278.500 2.901  2.901 97  <0.001
Within
population
SR 103 305.266 2.978 100
Total
18.000r GD vs GGD y = 0.3403x + 0. 6779
16.000 [ ¢ t R2 = 0.0896
14,000 f 3 :
312.000f ‘ :
10, 000 ¢
o2 s
B 8.000 | !
) $
= 6.000 | ]
4.000 | : ;
2.000 |
¢ ¢
0. 000 I
0.000 5.000 10.000 15.000 20.000 25.000

iEfEIEE 6D

4 LIRS (GD) FIHBEEEE B (GGD) HYAH A K
Fig. 4 Genetic distance (GD) and geographical

distance (GGD) correlation test

TH i E K FE (P<0.001), AMOVA 2 Hr4s RS
BRI R G,) T4 R —EL
2.4 Mantel 18X 38

TEAMEFEH , FIFH Mantel #0035 4% 15 25 (GD)
I FRFE 25 (GGD) BRI OCHE 45 R LK 4, Kl 4
MR KR, Fh HL R NMIEME, H r=
0.299, P=0.01, P<0.05 N3 , Ui 5 A (%
1 5 o P B 2 I 3 IR A OG

3 W

3.1 EM AR SR ZHME
SSR 7 FhC BA B RS 2 M 2 B

@M GRS R A R AL, R EA DNA R
WCHARZ — (AL ,2002) , HZH AR,
R ) 1z 38 T st fe Z R IF o b, SR A
AN 5 FHRic ST 2 1 B A HL A 5 25 03l 1 3k
1B Z R (TR0 %55, 2001 5 R HER SR, 2002)

DL 255 37 5 DR B ( Va ) 1 5 5 SSR A A5,
ZATERE AR R S A AR AR, AEAR K
gAY 9 4~ SSR A S AE 8 AR #E b
A S 257 X000 S5 A FE P A 3.903 , L) Shannon” s 15
BAEBAE IR st e Z R 248 45 LAEY)
ZREPEFR R PIC (B U8 B A W) J B 0] 1) 35t 4% 24
Pk, TEARTFSEH,9 A~ SSR fii S 7F 8 A% i A J#
Bt AR YAoK | 1= 0.962, PIC SEX{E N
0.465 , WA [a] Ja BF [B] () a8 Z R MR vy 0t
AKE) #8285 [ (He = 0.442 ~ 0. 568, Mean =
0.521) , 5 He et al(2012) HF5E M AR E LG
[ (He=0.463~0.510, Mean=0.489 ) , ¥ {H % AH
I, T R — A &R TR TR R
( Eurycorymbus cavaleriei) ( He=0.710 ~0.754 ) X}
M, AR S Z AR,
3.2 BEEELEN

KR 8 AN B ] Y s AL — BUE S (Gl =
0.849~0.970) , L HE 58 (GD=0.032~0.164) ,
B8 AN JE B st i — B0 i, AR FE B /N Bt
ZIRREY), He T AL B AT RE T, K
BLENFARIX 8 AN AREFEIEA LA E T RESM
HHR AR

ML oAl R S st A% 25 4 1 E B A, AR
e 8 AR FERE Y F- 15 Nei bRl 1% 5316 &
Hh 0.031, 3 Herick® s F7 1 18 15 4 4k R BN
0.064, Nei’s [ 3E K 7346 R ECF- 3410 0.027, 136 HH
SRS A 2.7% 0748 S AEAE T RS #ER], 97.3%
MAS SEAEAE T IRBED , RS2SRk A TEEEN,
JERE P 38t L o fb K F R BE R B o e, H
AMOVA 77 2 i ds R W . E kAR
BEMAS S5 5 3%, J| #E AR 5 07 97% , 3 B 1] A
HEN R S 4 20 o 3 (P<0.001) , 43 #r 45
S5 R e R BT ESe— 3

—MIA R S L K (N,) KT 1R, e BE
DA 38 A% AR VR, I Rg By 1k st 1% AR S 3
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JRBESR AL A B & 4 (Slatkin, 1981) 3 33 4% 52
UM, A5 A0 FE A TR) 3k R 3,368, )& T8 Sk

KO, 3K 2 BH 45 J B () 3L DR s B oM A B HE
ARSI FT H JE R )4 AE — 2 1) JE PR 38 AR T
RE/ERZI 8 N BB AL MM R E N E, HTA
WEFE ATy X B0 8 AN B Y ok B W AR b A
RN L PR AT RE R (1) B SR B R 8 26 A TT L B
WS , 4683 5 AP ml DLRE XL T Ak #04% ( Greene
2005) 5 (2) {3 A L R SR S S AR 1Y 3l ) 2
P B 1AL 43 L R 28 5

A I A AT A 8 A B R b PR B s R
Mantel &I 47 AH I PE 50 87, 45 H 4518 .= 0.299,
P=0.01, P<0.05 > & 3% it 1% Hb B 55 1 LI 5 i)
FIEAHSC, T EM ARG MR, KA T
FE RE A I TRy e 5, HL L S T, R,
BRI 38 15 2 5 e T B R IE AE G RN H )
A7 1 H A B

o B AR R A AR R 2 LR U A
FBEARPARAI, 24K AEFAARSIR S, K
() [ 8R 43 A J B R G 38 s st A% 2 AR 1, H2
T AN B IR 25 R R S SO RER G TG O
AN J2 R DRy s A 22 R P A AU T 2 1 AR R 5 8 IR
XA R H AT T T R B AT sl 2R
Bt , 1 [ A58 2 K 9 Wang et al (2008) | %1 %y
W% (2011) 2 He et al (2012) #5222 H T 24E K
TEZ WA —AFERE, o Wang et al (2008) A %%
Bt A (2011) FF & T E M KRB T A SSR 514,
R Hst L Z e SEAT A AT A58, IR Uk, A AF
FERF T oA R (135t 1 Z2 R 8 T B A R 2
WG . NS BG5S R | 0 oK A TR AR
B2 o e O (S PR g e ST o 2 YRS o
T I 1 S B A 3 9 35 A% 5 JEORE A A A ) R
A=) AR PR R R FH R R R 2= AR . AE
ARARA G b, 0z DS B O E A, OF HAE
KRB OR3P A A B0 1) o B ok 2 4 2
R R AT, 0 AR A Bl 1k A K TR PR R 11
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