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Genetic variation analysis of Keteleeria davidiana Beissn. var. formosana

Hay.
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&
Keteleeria davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay. distributes disjunctively in Taiwan.
Jiau-Shi and Ping-Lin nature reserves are located in northern Taiwan and Da-Wu nature
reserve is located in southern Taiwan. This native species is currently protected by Taiwan
Forest Bureau due to its scarce population and low ratio of seed setting. This study was to
investigate the phylogentic relationship between these two disjunctive populations using
RAPD markers resulted from genetic variation and variation in nuclear ribosomal DNA.
To analyze the phylogenetic relationships among 111 plants of K. davidiana Beissn. var.
formosana Hay., 17 synthetic oligonucleotides were used as probes to obtain RAPD
markers. According to the phylogenetic tree, the samples were clustered into four groups.
Group A includes Jiau-Shi Compartment 24 and 25 and Ping-Lin Compartment 40 and 41,
group B includes Da-Wu Compartment 41; group C includes Da-Wu Compartment 30 and
group D includes Da-Zen Ridges 1 and 2. Our result indicates that the genome of K.
davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay.population in northern Taiwan is different from that
in southern Taiwan.Corresponding to the disjunct distribution of this species.The nucleotide
sequences of 5.8S rDNA in 2 samples of K. davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay. sre
found to be identical. However, the 5.8S rDNA of K. davidiana Beissn. var. formosana
Hay.is somewhat diverged from 6 species in gynosperms. Our results suggests the
importance of protecting and re-establishing the population of this species due to the low

divergency and high similarity of its genome.
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M1 (Keteleeria ) EHF 2 ¥ S F A KETE®BA > FER» 2% 7
FA4F 0301862 & MpEY S s 444 %  (Abies) ~ v (Pinus) % 4424

(Tsuga) - 1868 «d E.A. Carriere & ;% T_% % Keteleeria (Adams et al., 1998 ;
http://www.geocities.com/~earlecj/pi/ke/ ) - % & &2 W - =% w % J.B. Keteleeria
(1813-1903) > w42 % Gans 7 1448 - ¥4 (variety) > {4 &k Farjon -4 4%

Be 5w fE (Farjon, 1989) 4 w5 K. davidiana (Bertrand) Beissn ~ K. evelyniana

Mast ~ .K. fabri Mast 2 K. fortunei (A. Murray bis) Carriere °

- &4 1 (K. davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay.) B34t 428 > 5 & 88
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AN A AT 5443002 900 2% A (M- ) (4T A=-1936)
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BB VAR EF A 2R 2 RELT (RZ ) o MIMEFE T LALLM

R A E 346 20 %2350 3 650 2 % 0 gF 200 etk BTk P R EY
BT LR EFF 282940 2 4L HRFL U R RS B2 ACRMERIEN 4S8 Rk
FEWELEFS 24-254k3T 0 g IEHEA FAE LR L (G442 900 & € )k R
(43 500 = 2 ) & Lk WA kT (Bl ) > 2% o /9 5.04 205 » B3
56003 700 2% > B LA HFRFIRAAABVIAFTHRAATERS 304
FIN AR OBR U AFEER X RTEFRF 41 #5505 30 #5507 A2iF 200 th b 2 5
M0 @ A1 HRFIRI g 50tk o & A 45 £ 6 400 Atk (3 i > 1995 % A3

REIFH R T A4 5 100 ko

S/

fef = > 1998) » KA SEH 1R RS T B
BF o AT E ST OEEET A3 F T IR AR R T

Pk RE RISF T ARTAR S e FERE S IR A G EEMBE A BT P ERY ~

XIBERE~ F FEARA > AFER T EACN A E S L rﬂ“&l&ﬂfﬁfﬁ"'b ' %
PUALSERART AP RE- R BRI PORE TR TI - BRA 2

Mmoo oAy g A @A Fe 4 (http//www.tari.gov.tw/news )

Bt oA s @R d SRR TR RS B R G A T4 2 S
FAAEw 2t e i A s A RESED AR HRBAFLTE ARG AR SA D
FLRFRBFDLE P DERPIFAN RBREOEA 2 GL RE BRPEN 2R
HE AT AR o @A 1 fERRE R 02 R R AR R
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Ble ~ s fbp REFEHEE?P L LMesmdlede  CARLFHL~E=2 4
Hmgp > AR AT IR s A EERZ BA Tl BLEE® 0
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HERCABT N EE B A F A2 F B o TP RREA AT E R LR

TG 4 g kR -

AHRHEFERL L HNAFE S G o “f 1oL A 38 (morphological
markers) A #gz b F A B FRY Ao P ER T Ao B RAER
% (isozyme) ~ PR UHIpE 2 P & & B % 351 (restriction fragment length
polymorphism » & # RFLP ) (Beckmann and Soller, 1983 ; Tanksley, 1983 ; Tanksley
etal, 1989) % £ #4F ~ 7 A5 pk (random amplified polymorphic DNA > i #i- RAPD)
L5 (Welsh and Mcclelland, 1990 ; William et al., 1990) > # # RAPD = ;2 5 ] *
- BHBA - EE PR TS BEBA A R B A Tl DNA T 5
s I R E s 4 F & (polymorase chain reaction > i £ PCR) i {7 ¥4 pé & £ 2 4§
B oo ¥ A 4747753 2 RAPD #3455 251 > B 5 41 8. 30 A F e DNA Pk B 7 e
BoRNRVICAFIEDNA S E 53 E2 L 2 iF L HE A F e DNA R & 914
A iRl TOREY R N4 E 1 R4 S 2 BRM %o 1% RAPD R A TR

PR ke R Z&*  (YuandLin, 1997 ; Hsuetal, .2000)

— AT 447 e Pt DNA  (ribosomal DNA, #§ 42 rDNA) #4552 7F

fF g B 7 (internal transcribed spacer, i £ 1TS) » 2 A T flmre 5 ¢ chpt 7154
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% 18SrDNA-5.8SrDNA # ¥ 26SrDNA (Rl )» 4 % f # A 2 18S rRNA-5.8S rRNA
£ 26S rRNA - 7 18S rDNA £ 5.8S rDNA 2. & 4% B 7|4 % ITS1 > @ 5.85 rDNA
22 26S IDNA 2_ [ end &% B 74 5 ITS2> & DNA & {7 45 ITS1 &2 ITS2 ¢ 7 18S~
58S 2 26S rRNA - A=ptigsrd &k » 2 42 {8 e i d2 rRNA £ 7 3 4F
(processing) #E4%¢ ITS1 £ ITS2 ¢ 7}}‘»% 42 4 2 3 rRNA (Takaiwa et al. 1985;
Barker et al., 1988 ; D’Ovidio 1992) - d *t &g it 427 ITS % e B 0¥ € 4%
g T ko Fp Vs @ Ap M A~ 472 kg (HHA 45 1998; Terry et al., 2000 ) - rDNA
RFPP RS b 5 PR E - R R AITS R PE EfeRh s § (2 ch% B
(#-) (Chengetal., 2000) ° >t 4> ftm 3 - ITS 473 * R %F 4L (Ouijada
etal,1998) » A7 ITS KB R PEAFIZE R P T EfEp Lot 2 A TR ER
B o ITS B 7 a 474847 2 MR M % & & a4~ 5)4o: Eupatorium ( Eupatorieae,
Asteraceae ) ( Motomi Ito et al., 2000 ) ~ Crambe L. (Brassicaceae ) ( Francisco-Ortega
et al., 1999 ) . Diervilla ( Caprifoliaceae ) ( Kim and Kim, 1999 ) ; . Magnolia
( Magnoliaceae ) ( Hiroshi Azumaetal., 1999 ) . Maples ( Acer L; Aceraceae ) ( Suh

etal.,2000) = (G R iLaq* o
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18SrDNA ITS1

5.8SrDNA

ITS2

RlT ~ e Pk DNA & Fl 5] 525 o

F— A ARG S wme TS %

26SrDNA

#ef B (Cheng,etal., 2000.) -

g ¢ A4 Accession number | Itsl | 5.8s | Its2 £
Agathis borneensis ERES ¥ Ab023974 944 162 | 263 1369
Amentotaxus formosana | - % 48 7= 17 ADb023976 626 162 | 231 1019
Cephalotaxus sinensis Fe 2 ADb023985 604 162 226 992
Cryptomeriia japonica ¥ri’ Ab023983 610 | 162 | 221 993
Nageia nagi % F T Ab023989 1622 162 195 1979
Taxus mairei 21 Ab024000 707 162 224 1093
ANRSHRAVIHAERZ SER AP REERPN 2 BP0 ¢ R IITR SR

PARFER 2 LEETF 404K516 5

WEEHS 24 k516 4k % 25 $k3T 13 4k o 3 %

A% A RTETF S 30 5132 -

_:]x;‘é‘ﬂ 13 ’H‘\’—,—.F L"/%/d’_%/ 111 %7-#\ ¥ 7 }'lp/?*ﬂﬂfﬁ

(Nicotiana) thfk Fla v 5 4% % - ¥ % 1 RAPD £

g A7 sl 33817 PCR £ &> #3]eh% 21438
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taxonomy and multivariate analysis system ) $ic %8 4~ 17 {8 3| 2R A, B o & 2 ITS B 7 &
el P wED - BSR4 58S ATFIAE A AL TREA T L8 At 2 SN
PEFAFAIT  HEF RV RRA T EE B LT 2 AR T RS ST

AN VORAFER B R B Ea S 2R E S F DTN
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AR PR L SR ER o AR T RE S Bl BUHRE A
fes B rr d L2 AA R RE N2 DA HRE/RIPTI AL F LRI 2R
Beord-FHRIZO0 cHREERBILEERTAR I A Y o SEBPEMRE
Radr RY v % AEEAFEREOERL S > GREF A0 Fu

-10°CA %487 -

AT e P e B

oW A2 A ¥l DNA eh3E B~ E 4% Rogers £ Bendich »t (1988)#r# ) ¢eh

CTAB = % » fl4cif staf * » FPoiff AR 40T o

WeTOC 4 i Tz it sk (9 3-4 %) Bodl 0 BN F ATFL LSS o hr i
BF o BEPERESFEEASE ARG  HERE A E » 66CERZ KT 9 12ml
5 1xCTAB (1% CTAB>100 mM Tris (pH 8.0)>20 mM EDTA (pH 8.0)°1.4 M NaCl >
1% PVP) ¥ Bejpengio ¢ » Mg # 820 65C e #iis » E BT HEFww o)

% > LA F B 65 C R 104 4BR FB R s iEr » BFLGCE
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4 = ~ 541, (K. davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay ) # % #5550 ~ 97 &

AR P AR g o

EH B L | A S (A EE R R S| L | A2 S |
(= 5)|50 (= 2)|50
10 40-10 AR 57 12 24-57

11 40-11 s 66 12.5 24-66

95 40-95 68 26 24-68
96 40-96 e 82 33 24-82
99 40-99 ‘ N2 6 24-N2

40-109 2.5 24-N5

41-1 36 25-2

41-2 50 25-5
41-3 20 25-6
41-4 25-14
41-7 25-20
41-8 25-30
41-9 25-76

25-84

© 00 ~N oo o b~ wWw NP

25-131
25-132

e =
()

25-133

25-135

25-137
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N2 b

%fb

30-23
30-36
30-54
30-58
30-59
30-60
30-85
30-88
30-91
30-92
30-98
30-101
30-104
30-106
30-107
30-115
30-119
30-120
30-122
30-151
30-165
30-194
30-197
30-198
30-265
30-266
30-278
30-281
30-282
30-284
30-285
30-288

Boovour~wnr

NNONNONNNONNNNRPRPRRERRREER R
OCURWNRPROOOMNOONWNPR

_%gl/:xly
¥

w w
ONO O, WDNRERCSG S

82

90
175
62

36

48

40

39

1-13
1-52
1-57
1-79
1-84
1-105
1-128
1-150

_%gl/:xly
?PE;—:
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4e ~ Z B4 2 chloroform/isoamyl alcohol (24 :1) » =t AR & {512 11,000xg i i¢
R ETHC IS oK ERME AT m#ﬁ}ﬁu? ¢ i 4o~ 1/10 8 A% 1 10% CTAB
(10% CTAB » 0.7 M NaCl) 5B~ » 4% % 4 » % 4% 2 chloroform/isoamyl alcohol

(24:1) » 23R & 152 11,000xg Hofid > 3 8 T 4o 15 A 4 40 & A g »

ﬁ—

S

s ¢ 0 L4~ S 44 0 CTAB itk (1% CTAB>50 mM Tris (pH 8.0) >

10mM EDTA (pH8.0) ) » 333 R &85 >-20CH &k -

F o X200 R 2 g F BT R Y wIR o 1 3500xgendEiE 2t AT T g 1

ok

P d b ;f;-;‘.’i-i “$ T ey lkde % BeaTER % (10 mM |, Tris-HCI (pH 8.0)
1 mMEDTA (pH8.0) > 1 MNaCl) w3 » 4r » 2.5 & 88 4% 74 5 95% FWE R AR
REEY g R -200C 9 30 4480 | R F 0 3,500xg e iE 2t 4C T s

15 24 f b iR ik A T L5 mlz fr® gre g P o 80% i F RS o

b ggicskd o £ 2500 plehig /2 3+ -k wid o 3% £ 4~ 100 plsRNase-k /% i

NS

(300 mM TrisHCI (pH 7.5) > 300 mM NaCl - 60 mM MgCl; > 0.1 mg/ml RNase ( #
sk R 5 01lmg/ml) *37°CTis* 1 ] pF >4 ~SDS (&ifskR 5 01% ) % 2
pl=pronteinase K (& s ek & 5 10 mg/ml) > 37°C ™ i¥* 1] & » 12 phenol 3 B~ -
= » phenol/chloroform% #~- = » chloroform% - =t > 4v » 1/10 %8 4 = 10 M sodium
acetate £2 0.8 © 84 «risopropanol » ¥ *t 7k + 1 /] pF > 12 12,000xg 3 3¢ > 4°C T 3¢

w15 A 45 0 11 80U PP I 0 R E 0 ST B30 100 PIATER iR © 0 4~ 1710
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8 4% 5710 M sodium acetate £ 2.5 @ %4 cHiFpF B 50-20°C ik 2 - P2 15 0 11 80%

TP AR B odE o MU w R B e S kY o

i
&
-

AF HATR Y i 513 (random primer) E S £ m BB G HE
(University of British Columbia) =z % & =9 % % (Oligonucleotide Synthesis
Laboratory, Nucleic Acid-Protein Service Unit, Dr. J. B. Hobbs, Director ) #7pL{8 o igut
HHslFad 10 Brpies (10 mers) > H P G+C g £ 5 50-80% o * »+9 %
sl + &3 400 B > WEiik A 5 1-100 ~ 101-200 ~ 201-300 ~ 301-400 o jiz ikt i

Wil arg 4 e ¥ L (DNA fragments) 03] fe @ $4:E 3 17 B & i§ 03l 3 o

Eﬂgfbﬁﬁﬁjﬁ’f@l

o A4 A e e g 12 2 £ 4 Williams % 4 (1990) &0 jE 4o g ik
@ ## > PCR (polymorase chain reaction) & &84 5 25ul> 7 3 10 mM Tris-HCI
(pH 88) >50 mM KCI - 15 mM MgCl, > 0.1% Triton X-100 > 200 pM dNTPs
(Pharmacia) - 0.2% BSA > 0.2uM5315  (primers) » 100 ng# #] %2 DNA > £ 1 units
+DyNAzyme™ Il DNA Polymerase » &5 & 4c » — 5§ (% 20ul) 74 # (Mineral
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oil » Mallinckrodt) - & &g 7 £_i# * PERKIN ELMER DNA Thermal Cycler 480 %
HYBAID Omni Gene Thermal Controller » & g enif 22 2 5 94°CH & 45 0 36°C— 4~
4 72°CH Ak B B UETR £ 4 F 94°C30 45 0 36°C30 £ 0 72°C - A 480 43 B R
Bofo- BTk S 72°C10 ~ 482 15 » %73 2 4C - PCRF fs 2 A4 4 fde » 1l 5
bromophenol blue DNA % #L {5 » & 1.5% 3% 5% (agarose gel - Kramel Biotech) =%
1xTBE (89 mM Tris » 89 mM boric acid - 2 mM EDTA ) % fFig @ 57 &
(electrophoresis) %47 (150 Volts > 3hr) - X ethidium bromide ¢ 2_ ¢+ &UV%E

T ¥ 4pgc ® (Polaroid film667) P4p » £ A $TRAPDF AL o

FHLA

o A4k Fle DNA 258 PCR ek B2 18 » d 248513 33 1 k<1 DNA

{

N

2\

PEANPE TS MY RS AEEST AR R apFis i 10 A IRpF

*

L 00 et M PP PR 0N 1 e s ko 55 ASCH Mk > 2%
A2 NTSYS-pc (numerical taxonomy and multivariate analysis system ) - version 1.80
programme (Rohlf, 1993) % *G#cf k A {7iet L& d VP o E P B FH > ¢
£41* SIMQUAL (similarity for qualitative data) & 425%2+ % 1 Nei and Li’s &
Jaccard’s 4p i+ 2 #ic  (similarity coefficients) » # ¢ Neiand Li’s 4p i |+ ta et &

23 % I NL=2a/(2a+b+c) ; @ Jaccard’s #p i @zt 5 258 5 tJ=al/(a+b+c)
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FUHEAAERRAB LN A UBPPRIRTRY B AAZEABREL S
PR AR O EAAR T A ABRG s b EAART AABS
B Co FHRAAEIBHAPRSAALI R LSS do 4ot F 0 28R E
Jaccard’s #p i+ i fc - FF £ 1% SAHM (sequential, agglomerative, hierarchical and
nested clustering) 3% #2;% ¢ ¢ UPGMA (unweighted pair-group method with

arithmetic averages) 4 = 3% T 5 1 - B L4547 8  (phylogenetic tree) -

Pl e e 4

S 4 A Tl PO R B cd 912 02 £4945 D’Ovidio (1992) e 2 4e 1 i3
:zm 1 > PCR (polymorase chainreaction) & &#1&k3-en5l 3 730 & = » 513 2%+
e ¥ A %] =3t 18S IDNAZ & =3 ¢7 26S IDNAZ #i (Bl ) > PCRF Bt
% 50uls z3 10mM Tris-HCI (pH 8.8) > 50 mM KCI > 1.5 mM MgCl, > 0.1% Triton
X-100 » 200uM dNTPs (Pharmacia) - 0.2% BSA > 1 uMz*% 30513 (primers) o

500 ng £ ¥ 22DNA > £ 2 unitssiDyNAzyme™ II DNA Polymerase » & i cie {7 5 ¢ *

PERKIN ELMER DNA Thermal Cycler 2400 » & Jig g 23k 25 95C= 448> — B 7
B L#EFUC- ~448C- #472C- » 304 > 30 B %k > Bts - BHHRS
72°C10 ~ 482 180 % 4C-PCRF sz A4 12 1% 3 8% (agarose gel> Kramel

Biotech) &% & f247 B AP 4o #Tif o
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4= ~ S 4% 41, (K davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay.) +z#%8 DNA #73% 3+ en

503 B 7)o
Primer Nucleotide sequence (5'to 3")
ITS5 GGAAGGAGAAGTCGTAACAAGG
ITS4 TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC

ITS5 >
18S rDNA ITS1 | 5.85rDNA ITS2 26S rDNA
47
ITS4

Bl ~ A S

LR

(K. davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay.) +%#&4%% DNA #ti¢
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PEBRELF B2 FHROIZI A ER

BELF RHTi#* h1 £ L pGEM-T Easy Vector Systems (Promega) - F & %48
fis 10> @ 290 TPl grage r 2 @ el P BT U e~ 32 & F 9T R chi e
7% (10xT4 DNA ligase buffer (300 mM Tris-HCI > pH 7.8 » 100 mM MgCl, > 100 mM
DTT'5mMATP))> £ 4c» 1l (% 3unit) e & x4 (T4 DNA ligase: Promega) »

B3 14-16°CY 27 F s 12 /) pF o

10l 3 £ F BAR A~ 300l ek iEimre 2 ¢ > Bk A5 A4S 0 OB
WA2CH L dE 0 FHEFZR RS EFIME RS F RS 0 Ao 05MI LB R R R
E3TCEERE A % 25 ~ 4> 120 MiE 3,000xg > 38 T 8w 2 4450 #5550
UL A LB PR B8 0 Ry £ATH RN LB AR Y o LRt R
3% % &z 3 0.012% X-gal ~ 200 pM/ml IPTG ~ 100 pg/ml ampicillin LB F i3 &

A EENITCEEL AR %81 16 B

S TR S S

«;}*ﬁ * PR DNA T Bz FREDNA 1 = % 4% F#E 3 (6 5 B~ 1 chDNAGE 7 IR+
e R/ 0 TRt ABI PRISM® BigDye™ Terminator Cycle Sequencing Ready Reaction

Kit » £ flacniids 5 20 pl > & 5 402 i 5 ul (200-500 ng) » %5 7%
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B5lF (Befb k& 5 32pmol) o e~ ApIE G R p AR R 0 A R R

5K j&@ﬁﬁ%;ﬁ 320l F Ry BT 0.2 mks de ? o i £ 53 2 15 11PERKIN

3.

v

ELMER DNA Thermal Cycler 2400 i& {7 & Ji5 » & Jenif 23k 2.5 96°C10 f)48 > &%
50°C5 #/48 > 60Cw ~ 48 > 25 W fi%k > #1813 2 4C - PCRF A 2 f i fF it
71 1% > L 4e » 2 Ul 3 M sodium acetate£r 50 pl=795% JFpd » B3 8T 15 4 48 -
£ F R 4o 16-30 # 48 0 1 250 pl 2 70% FpE e 0 R g Bk foZ Uk B
3-200C % * o TR/ TR *F ansl 3 R 7| 5 pGEM-T Easy Vextor } i * «pUC/M13
Forward Sequencing Primerrz 2 pUC/M13 Reverse Sequencing Primer » £ % £ 4] * ABI
PRISM™ 377 DNA Analysis Systemi® 4 % f& B 5| % i 2. A 45 o 18 F|enfi e B 51 58 d

GCG (http://www.nhri.org.tw) s 74p i B e % o
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BOANPEARE AR B HRFLY o R e A FLeDNA (@ FEFETER R
REETTHEE T S 24HkTT2 6655 ~ 244RFT2 X 13 1R555 « 254KFT2 285 ~ M4k L
M p AREER Y LT E T $40HkFT2 0655 ~ 40+RFT2 108551 2§ 41+kFr2 8552141
FRFL2 98 4r F k p HRIEATH 45 %050516-2) 1T A T EE 0 AKE- 5D
PCRE Jis % 1.5% 5 5% 7 A f347 15 » LEE400B Prpe it 83513 (%354 %] 5 1-100

101-200 ~ 201-300 ~ 301-400) #:E 150+ 2 A 4 § AP ¥ Boahil 3+ o

BF ATEE NG 2B SN A TR RE P e R0
AR SN REETR Y LT E TR FA0RFI6H 0 FALRSITHR S IR S L AR
AT WE LT P 24RII6HK > $25HITI34k o 3 30 2 AR E B E A A1 p

AT LT $30HITI24k 0 FALHRII6H > MR E - LR F - RS B

/L

REE R
CBERISHR O P A Pl Bk el (HET) 2 #FLT (%%43C)
AFEd vy e > 21134k~ £ FPCRF Jb 0 * 154 EE AP T A iR 0 B
P LTHEEIT AL E SN PPE SR o TN RIS AR RN A

2ZPCRF & » M &FE il 3 g2 iAo KL FRE

(reproducibility )
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r BB AFERRSS A

W e LT BE K3 F SPCRE 52 (802015 EEFEMT AR BN A
41189 frpeAF B> H Y IIR118B T ® A <h 5 A51%  (polymorphisms) g &
B M A ant 55 56243% (Fw ) s ipdt PR S S A # A3.6kb% 0.2 kb2

L

F_‘-

BF o flbBY% EEMT A ATRBRR GG A EMDNAY P > B P 4 - ut i
B ATE 2 LR PRI B G B - P Y B blde D S Ry

18255 (5’GTTCTCGTGT3’) 4 #l & e fis ¥ FL %%2182-2 (1.3 kb) 3 mat
AR A P R EEE 2 LEEF L0451 ARSI 2 80 1 p RE

FTEWELTE F24HITE $254kFT0 8 2 5 &

Ti\4
R

Lo 1+ & 540k5T (B

=) B FAPEBTHNE T RE AN PATIEL B - pAFHRY B H

P2

o 2313 ¥t 5 /%*AH HIT%B L AR =E1 Rl S g
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Fom ~ER 047 28942 (K davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay ) RAPD{& &

BERAFFEE S BA 2R 5 A5 P Bl p

Primer Nucleotide No. of No.of polymerphism
number Sequence amplified polymorphic b/ax100
5to 3’ frangments (a) fragments (b)

52 TCCCGGAGC 11 5 45.45
106 CGTCTGCCCG 19 7 36.84
111 AGTAGACGGG 10 6 60.00
148 TGTCCACCAG 11 6 54.54
162 AACTTACCGC 11 8 72.72
164 CCAAGATGCT 12 3 25.00
169 ACGACGTAGG 10 5 50.00
175 TGGTGCTGAT 11 8 72.72
178 CCGTCATTGG 8 5 62.50
181 ATGACGACGG 12 8 66.66
182 GTTCTCGTGT 9 7 77.77
189 TGCTAGCCTC 12 9 75.00
195 GATCTCAGCG 11 9 81.81
283 CGGCCACCGT 14 7 50.00
337 TCCCGAACCG 14 8 57.14
346 TAGGCGAACG 17 9 52.94
347 TTGCTTGGCG 11 8 72.72

Total 189 118 62.43
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23 ¥ B REZ SAW 4, (K davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay. ) 2. & £
7R - e sl

o

Primer Nucleotide DNA Length of specificity
number Sequence fragments DNA
(5’to 3) number fragment
(bp)
52 TCCCGGAGC 52-1 3600 STk 41 FRFT S FRE 24 4RFT
106 CGTCTGCCCG 106-1 4000 FIE 24 R3S 224 40 ~ 41
I
106-2 2500 K 24 k3T~ 224 40 ~ 41
ﬂ*f !
148 TGTCCACCAG 148-1 1300 UK 24 4R~ 24 40 ~ 41
T
148-2 1200 UK 24 +R3T ~ 224140 ~ 41
I
148-3 900 K 24 k3T~ 224 40 ~ 41
ﬂ*f !
162 AACTTACCGC 162-1 2300 FRIE 24 4R s 224 40 ~ 41
T
162-2 1900 WK 25 HRrT
162-7 500 < 7 30041 fRriaEi= % 1
2HER
175 TGGTGCTGAT 175-3 1100 + 741 k5T
175-4 1000 < 7 41 HRrT
175-5 900 K 24 k3T
178 CCGTCATTGG 178-2 1000 WK 24 ~ 25 k3T
178-4 800 2Tk 40 ~ 41 k5T
181 ATGACGACGG 181-1 2300 R4k 41 FRFT
181-5 700 Fi-% 1HER
182 GTTCTCGTGT 182-2 2300 WK 24 K31~ 2R 40~ 41
ﬂ*ﬂ
182-7 400 Fiz% 1-2HR
189 TGCTAGCCTC 189-8 500 AR 40~41 FRriE iz % 1
2HER
195 GATCTCAGCG 195-1 2800 WK 24 ~ 25 +RFT~ 2R 4]
ﬂ*fi
195-2 2700 WK 24 ~ 25 +RFT - 4R 4]
T
195-8 600 IR 24T E IR 2R
195-9 500 EHR AL fRFIE R 2SR
337 TCCCGAACCG 337-1 1800 WK 24 ~ 25 +RFT ~ 2R 4]
ﬂ*fi
337-7 300 < 7 30 $krT
346 TAGGCGAACG  346-4 1300 WK 2425 FRFT S E 4R 40
41 +kFL
346-5 1000 WK 25 HRFT s 2R 40~ 41
T

346-7 300 K 24 HRFT ~ K4k 41 4RFT
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RAPDF # ¢4 %

A 17 B F AL 118 BF BA PP Y B RIFEINEFT A
WhP G A L& 0 N s ASCH A% ¢ 0 ¥ A0 NTSYS-pe T ik
R A 450 £ 4% SIMQUAL shfz 38 3-8 111 4k 2 #9452 = 2 45 2 3 ¥ s Neiand Li’s

ip 4 % B (Nei and Li’s similarity coefficients) £2 Jaccard’s #p i 2 #c  (Jaccard’s

similarity coefficients) - ¥ 25| d4p iwaeL  (similarity matrix) (&= ) » 2 {8 f
1 *  SAHM B 8P g UPGMA 4 & 3 38 T g T#fﬁl - B % A B

(phylogenetictree) (B~ ~4 ) > Fehd ML 80 1p RFEERTAI R E
2% 25 HRFLZ SR O BRIE R B E R R W R B 0 T s 4T 5 AL
LR F - e TR TG O Btk ARG 0 B 4 104 BiERE B R FE

Nei and Li’s #p iz 4+ % 8c22 Jaccard’s 4p 0014 thdic (%= ) A - BRGFA B (F

..L\..L,_>o

WA B A

* 9 SRAPDS & w4 47 el 114K (3 %7 148 iz 8 45 2 # 3 4Nei and Li's4p iz
e dcAp 02 g feende B 50,283 0.962 FF » 424551 @ enpt Bl (M~ ) - 7 40 5

PVEFET2Z BRI ep T BEzm- B oA ERE AT RBAE05MT > &
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iplllfR S AR 4222 FF > 4p i 3g ‘f}‘}fﬁ?%]ﬁ@] &% 405130962 FF - d Bk At
VR K[ TR s S 5 (groups) 0 % - 3 (group A)
§F AR RFT R LEEF FAOFRIL > FANRFL L SRR 4 p R
TEWEE TS24I R254RFL > RS 2 Ap dg R 2091 > @ B H g
24 Edp 5087 F - 4F#E (group B) ¢ 30 a RS AHRE B Bt A 0
MR REER AT ER AT E RS 2 Ap g iR 408400 oA B H 1 g
2 AP AR S081 ) RETHY X 2 3 - EEIBESAI V) AREREFE

T 5254 H B2 4p g R 208700 5 5 =¥ (group C) ¢ 70 o K
HREFREFRRAPAARAFT RS PETEFR 3045 HF b 2 49 indp 15 £.0.821
Foa R EE Ap iR 0765 FedgE (group D) ¢ F O E LRS-
BAZE S s HEES 2 Ap g w0670 o @ 2 H o ggeE 2 4p gk S
075> H ¥ &2 fpineni i % - B R%%5.280 0 H 4p iy 23p ¥ 5051 /@ SN E o
M 245 dp A 1R 5 042 0 F FRM AR Y TR B AT SR e

(EE R PR

ipt RAPD 3% » 4 =% Jaccard’sAp i 4 B » 18 T3 i endp i (2 B (E 2 35
Bl (B4 ) > Apin GBcende B 502120922 FF » i griziv — B 580 PE R &
g R 20330 oo ARRlllFR S AR L2 B 0 4p iy t4p e IR~ # £0.35
20922 FF > o AR G %Ii P VUG R s e A 5 -
B O(groupA) & 30 AT HRG g RET R L FE R FA0HRFL s 5 ALFRIT
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L REEF T FEE T P 24450 525401 H B2 4p 0045 15 £.0.8314
b EAREE AR R 077 5 2 ¥ (groupB) # 7 7 e K kE
FEE A RSN REER A FEF RARFL B T 2 dp u4p % 2078
b A H Rz A RS 073 SEEEY N f 50 - TEIFIESP A
FEFTWEER R25HIT H T2 Apidp 60781 1 5 % = 4#  (group C)
FEICAHE R AR RS R RFETHE AT E R P30T B 2 A iR
207000 F > @ B H W g2 Ap AR 50625 F e agE (groupD) ¢z iz
LRS- FRE SR B ES 2 dpindg R 505000 0 @ B H B sEE 2 4p i
#F,Jfﬂ 060 #H*¥ B 24pinenzEiz%h - FEMHWIL280> H4p it 3p ¥ %035 @ 54
WA L B i A 1R 5 0.27 o F RIRM AR Y TE ISR B AT 2

TRTER R BUE STt RS P

d A g BB o RN REE TR B2 S 25T S 4
OPRAE th B i % B AW Sk o a7 5 AP e B OB R A RS 7R
RSP AR EE T H25HRFLOfE iR A B R FIA P EORSE v btk d 5 10444

e sl B (B ) kg o o @ dadpindpths # 209810512 & -

FLBM AR e g E AR G < agHE o g T AR R 0 TR R S R
FRFoEL - THP A A G- TETLIPFLARAS 0 d RIRH B R SR

LA A ed 0L SR AT LB
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e e 104K 447 # & eig L RAPDRGS - f #c* Jaccard’sp i 42 T fieps > ¥ 11

Rpiverjp i hliciE 2 AP (Bl - ) 0 d BB BT —% MO R - g -

P

o

S HETANPELARA o SRR G B S % R A e 3

2 AT G LB o

B A PORAL A S el

- 5%%2@7 1220 F% %%%QDNA}%- ERIPA - B e ik & S p T E g
5.8SIDNAE 73R4 » & # LIRIT 4R 15 E] RIRT T J’:i/i?‘!:;,vlllﬂiri (‘(En%fb41_8£
41-9) - H AL R 3 162P A 7] 5 B4 58S IDNAZ 2k (Fl+ =)

4 £58SIDNALfE R § 224 = chf 7] 5
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] e e RLA ¥

FRFL %5822 948 $£5.8S IDNAE? A A 45 12 5.8S IDNAA 7| b 122 3Bk M (547 B -

1

#74; ACACGACTCT

fe #& ACACGACTCT
‘=215 ACACGACTCT

& #1515 ACACGACTCT
% 1 ACGACTCTCT

% § %1 ACACGACTCT

51

#7415 AGCGAAATGC

42 12 AGCGAAATGC
421, AGCGAAATGC

5 #4751, AGCGAAATGC
% 151, AGCAAAATAT

% % ©1p AGCGAAATGC

101

{5 TCTTTGAACG
22 TCTTTGAACG
=21 TCTTTGAACG

5 AR TE1, TCTTTGAACG
% 1, TCTTTGAACG

% 7§ v TCTTTGAACG

151
- 41 41-8 CTCAGCGTCG
s 491 41-9 CTCAGCGTCG
¥r4. TTGGGCGTCG
#2482 TTGGGCGTCG
214 TTGGGCGTCG
- #8714, TTGGGCGTCG
% 4, CTGGGTGTCG
% F ©ip CGACGCACTT

CGGCAACGGA
CGGCAACGGA
CGGCAACGGA
CGGCAACGGA
CAGCAATGGA
CGGCAACGGA

GATACTTAGT
GATACTTAGT
GATACTTAGT
GATACTTAGT
GACACTTGGT
GATACTTGGT

CAAGTTGCGC
CAAGTTGCGC
CAAGTTGCGC
CAAGTTGCGC
CAACTTGCAC
CAAGTTGCGC

CTCAT

CTCAT
CAC~~
CAC~~
CAC~~
CAC~~
CAC~~
TCG~~

TATCTCGGCT
TATCTCGGCT
TATCTCGGCT
TATCTCGGCT
TATCTTGGCT
TATCTCGGCT

GTGAATTGCA
GTGAATTGCA
GTGAATTGCA
GTGAATTGCA
GTGAATTGCA
GTGAATTGCA

CCGAGGCCTC .
CCGAGGCCTC .
CCGAGGCCTC .
CCGAGGCTTC .
CCGAGGCTTT .
CCGAGGCCCC .

38
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Miks LE £ T 54l

50
© 41 41-8 ~~CAACTCT CAACAACGGA TATCTTGGCT CCCGTAACGA TGAAGAACGC
P41 41-9 ~~CAACTCT CAACAACGGA TATCTTGGCT CCCGTAACGA TGAAGAACGC

CTCGCCACGA
CTCGCCACGA
CTCGCCACGA
CTCGCCACGA
CTCGCCACGA
CTCGCCACGA

TGAAGAATGT
TGAAGAATGT
TGAAGAATGT
TGAAGAATGT
TGAAGAACGT
TGAAGAACGT

100
© 412 41-8 AGCGAAGTGC GATAAGTAGT GTGAATTGCA GATTTCCGTG AACCATCAAG
o A 12 41-9 AGCGAAGTGC GATAAGTAGT GTGAATTGCA GATTTCCGTG AACCATCAAG

GAATCCCGTG
GAATCCCGTG
GAATCCCGTG
GAATCCCGTG
GAATCCCATG
GAATCCCGTG

AATCATCGAG
AATCATCGAG
AATCATCGAG
AATCATCGAG
AATCATCGAG
AATCATCGAG

150
o W12 41-8 TTTTTGAACG CAAATTGCGC TCGAGACCTC CGGGTCAAGA GCATGTCTGC
e a1 41-9 TTTTTGAACG CAAATTGCGC TCGAGACCTC CGGGTCAAGA GCATGTCTGC

-GGCCGAGG
-GGCCGAGG
-GGCCGAGG
-GGCCGAGG
-GGTTGAGG
-GGCCGAGG

GCACGTCTGC
GCACGTCTGC
GCACGTCTGC
GCACGTCTGC
GCACGTCTGC
GCAGCCTGGG
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e
- &+, (K. davidiana Beissn. var. formosana Hay ) > @ d {Fpzfef £ € =2 7|
R RTAFFEY > XX RET RAEEEE - A7 %] RAPD § )14 Lk
A ATAIE  IRA EFE 2 A F e > T EZ IR GRETR D BB e B
FHOMBERET ORI REATI S B ARG M o MIEERE Y - g
BREBFAPNAERE S ZFHE o R0 L MEAEE W 2300 5 7 Ad D
AE G AEECl o FIREFEAANAR R AT R R S Ao R R
AREEFTECLERALSES DR ARERS (RE88) @ T a A Fp AR
g FoeiRp i o BT A RN AR oA d LB PR H T g
FRAFEI P RETSESDER LD VAIRM BRI B A
TR AEGE BRI SN T d R GAE B A S BERE S k H
02 Gl 2R BT 0 W A W0T7 0 EHE BRG] SR AT gap i A ki
TERBRBE DA 2 T A EFE- HEFENIREI A PR A T A T E g %
W P FERY LE E R SL4LIRITIZ 5508279 0 2 % kot 125.85 IDNA®M
T oA EE AR -m g X4, (Agathis borneensis o A1, (Amentotaxus
formosana) - j=42 (Cephalotaxus sinensis) -~ #r4; ( Cryptomeriia japonica) ~ = ¥
“4p  (Nageianagi) % *=&14; (Taxusmairei) 75.8SrDNAzZ_ & 7|~ {x4pin (B-+
) o BHRBlGRT SR ERERIEF T LR A T B Fd £ A
o PR s i MRSy 0 W AR TR A HFITSE 7 o
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F1* RAPD 5 B e P B 1797 B cnB 5 v - S8 i a A %FEL B K

@ > RAPDH#-3&~ 7 H U491 & > %] 5 RAPD#RA ¥ it 2 A M35  (dominant

markers) - ¥ kR4 4 4 (homologous chromosomes) #p F A %) & + endt i A

%] (allele)# it % 4 2 2 3 £+ (homozygosity ) &« ¥ £ 4] &£ + (heterozygosity ) >

R T ) TR A N PR T A BRI aeeg o Lk e Sl

i

1; 84183228 51/2 (Williams et al., 1993 ) » e iz /& P T4 ¥ 24 1 A 23 7% £ " RAPD
TARPET SRR IEl 0 T AP A FEEYRAPDE AR E R R E Y P
SRR S S LS T SIS R R L
Wil+ gi2F1°a XAEAFTPCRF i MAET L3 LMD T R @ P 25

PFe (S X EAF ) Aot i “f RAPDH & L] > @ &% *Y 3R B (% e
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