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DNA fingerprinting and genetic diversity in a threatened alpine
medicinal plant, Gentiana crassicaulis (Gentianaceae) using AFLP
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Abstract: Jieji Nabao is a common Tibetan herb. According to our ethnobotanical studies, one of its original
plants is identified as Gentiana crassicaulis Duthie ex Burk. (Gentianaceae). Endemic to the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau,
this medicinal alpine plant is a threatened species. In this study, 163 individuals from 20 populations of G. crassi-
caulis were collected throughout its geographical range and amplified fragment length polymorphism (AFLP) was
used to investigate genetic variation in this species. A cluster analysis was performed on the AFLP data with Halenia
elliptica and Gentiana straminea as the outgroups. From 64 pairs of AFLP primer combinations, 12 pairs were
selected for amplification and a total of 315 bands were amplified, of which 254 bands were polymorphic, accounting
for 80.63%. High genetic differentiation was detected between populations (87%), and low within populations
(13%). The UPGMA (unweighted pair-group method with arithmetic means) tree was topologically consistent with
the traditional taxonomic treatments at the species level, and the populations of G. crassicaulis were divided into
two branches: one from Yunnan and Guizhou, the other from Tibet, Qinghai, Sichuan and Gansu. PCA analysis and
the Mantel test showed that there was a positive correlation between genetic distance and geographical distance.
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In addition, combined with SSR and SNP markers within cpDNA, the genetic differentiation within the Sichuan

population S1 was validated.
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fingerprinting
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Figure 1 Map of the geographical distribution and sampled popu-

lations of G. crassicaulis
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Table 1  Samples and voucher specimens. “cultivated; ““outgroup. M: Gentiana straminea; H: Halenia elliptica

Pop.  Sample . . Pop.  Sample . .
D No. Voucher specimens Locality D No. Voucher specimens Locality
Tl 1 Ni L. H. et al XZ201214-4 Dingqing, Tibet 46 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-5 Weining, Guizhou
2 Ni L. H. et al XZ201214-5 Dingqing, Tibet 47 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-6 Weining, Guizhou
3 Ni L. H. et al XZ201214-6 Dingging, Tibet 48 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-7 Weining, Guizhou
T2 4 Yang Y. H. 2012XZ014-A Dingging, Tibet 49 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-8 Weining, Guizhou
5 Yang Y. H. 2012XZ014-B Dingging, Tibet 50 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-9 Weining, Guizhou
6 Yang Y. H. 2012XZ014-C Dingqing, Tibet 51 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-10 Weining, Guizhou
K1 7 Ni L. H. et al GS201301-1 Maqu, Gansu 52 Ni L. H. et al GZ201601-11 Weining, Guizhou
8 Ni L. H. et al GS201301-2 Maqu, Gansu 53 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-12 Weining, Guizhou
9 Ni L. H. et al GS201301-3 Maqu, Gansu 54 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-13 Weining, Guizhou
10 Ni L. H. et al GS201301-4 Magqu, Gansu 55 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-14 Weining, Guizhou
11 Ni L. H. et al GS201301-5 Maqu, Gansu 56 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-15 Weining, Guizhou
K2 12 Ni L. H. GS201601-1 Maqu, Gansu T3 57 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ008-1 Basu, Tibet
13 Ni L. H. GS201601-2 Maqu, Gansu 58 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ008-2 Basu, Tibet
14 Ni L. H. GS201601-3 Maqu, Gansu 59 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ008-3 Basu, Tibet
15 Ni L. H. GS201601-4 Maqu, Gansu 60 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ008-4 Basu, Tibet
16 Ni L. H. GS201601-5 Maqu, Gansu 61 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ008-5 Basu, Tibet
17 Ni L. H. GS201601-6 Magqu, Gansu T4 62 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ009-1 Basu, Tibet
18 Ni L. H. GS201601-7 Maqu, Gansu 63 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ009-2 Basu, Tibet
19 Ni L. H. GS201601-8 Maqu, Gansu 64 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ009-3 Basu, Tibet
20 Ni L. H. GS201601-9 Maqu, Gansu T5 65 Ni L. H. etal 2016XZ011-1 Changdu, Tibet
21 Ni L. H. GS201601-10 Maqu, Gansu 66 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ011-2 Changdu, Tibet
22 Ni L. H. GS201601-11 Maqu, Gansu 67 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ011-3 Changdu, Tibet
23 Ni L. H. GS201601-12 Maqu, Gansu 68 Ni L. H. etal 2016XZ011-4 Changdu, Tibet
24 Ni L. H. GS201601-13 Magqu, Gansu 69 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ011-5 Changdu, Tibet
25 Ni L. H. GS201601-14 Magqu, Gansu 70 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ011-6 Changdu, Tibet
26 Ni L. H. GS201601-15 Magqu, Gansu 71 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ011-7 Changdu, Tibet
Gl 27 Ni L. H. et al GZ201601-1 Weining, Guizhou 72 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ011-8 Changdu, Tibet
28 Ni L. H. et al GZ201601-2 Weining, Guizhou 73 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ011-9 Changdu, Tibet
29 Ni L. H. et al GZ201601-3 Weining, Guizhou 74 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ011-10 Changdu, Tibet
30 Ni L. H. etal GZ201601-4 Weining, Guizhou 75 Ni L. H. etal 2016XZ011-11 Changdu, Tibet
31 Ni L. H. et al GZ201601-5 Weining, Guizhou 76 Ni L. H. etal 2016XZ011-12 Changdu, Tibet
32 Ni L. H. et al GZ201601-6 Weining, Guizhou 77 Ni L. H. etal 2016XZ011-13 Changdu, Tibet
33 Ni L. H. et al GZ201601-7 Weining, Guizhou 78 Ni L. H. etal 2016XZ011-14 Changdu, Tibet
34 Ni L. H. et al GZ201601-8 Weining, Guizhou 79 Ni L. H. et al 2016XZ011-15 Changdu, Tibet
35 Ni L. H. etal GZ201601-9 Weining, Guizhou S1 80 Ni L. H. SC201601-1 Kangding, Sichuan
36 Ni L. H. etal GZ201601-10  Weining, Guizhou 81 Ni L. H. SC201601-2 Kangding, Sichuan
37 Ni L. H. etal GZ201601-11  Weining, Guizhou 82 Ni L. H. SC201601-3 Kangding, Sichuan
38 Ni L. H. etal GZ201601-12  Weining, Guizhou 83 Ni L. H. SC201601-4 Kangding, Sichuan
39 Ni L. H.etal GZ201601-13  Weining, Guizhou 84 Ni L. H. SC201601-5 Kangding, Sichuan
40 Ni L. H. etal GZ201601-14  Weining, Guizhou 85 Ni L. H. SC201601-6 Kangding, Sichuan
41 Ni L. H. etal GZ201601-15  Weining, Guizhou 86 Ni L. H. SC201601-7 Kangding, Sichuan
G2 42 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-1 Weining, Guizhou 87 Ni L. H. SC201601-8 Kangding, Sichuan
43 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-2 Weining, Guizhou 88 Ni L. H. SC201601-9 Kangding, Sichuan
44 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-3 Weining, Guizhou 89 Ni L. H. SC201601-10 Kangding, Sichuan
45 Ni L. H. et al GZ201602-4 Weining, Guizhou S2 90 Ni L. H. SC201602-1 Daofu, Sichuan
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Continued
Pop.  Sample . . Pop.  Sample . .
D No. Voucher specimens Locality D No. Voucher specimens Locality
91 Ni L. H. SC201602-2 Daofu, Sichuan 130 Ni L. H. et al QH201405-2 Banma, Qinghai
92 Ni L. H. SC201602-3 Daofu, Sichuan 131 Ni L. H. et al QH201405-3 Banma, Qinghai
93 Ni L. H. SC201602-4 Daofu, Sichuan T6 132 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ006-1  Bomi, Tibet
94 Ni L. H. SC201602-5 Daofu, Sichuan 133 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ006-2  Bomi, Tibet
95 Ni L. H. SC201602-6 Daofu, Sichuan 134 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ006-3 Bomi, Tibet
96 Ni L. H. SC201602-7 Daofu, Sichuan 135 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ006-4 Bomi, Tibet
97 Ni L. H. SC201602-8 Daofu, Sichuan 136 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ006-5  Bomi, Tibet
98 Ni L. H. SC201602-9 Daofu, Sichuan 137 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ006-6 ~ Bomi, Tibet
99 Ni L. H. SC201602-10 Daofu, Sichuan 138 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ006-7 Bomi, Tibet
100 Ni L. H. SC201602-11 Daofu, Sichuan 139 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ006-8  Bomi, Tibet
101 Ni L. H. SC201602-12 Daofu, Sichuan 140 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ006-9 Bomi, Tibet
102 Ni L. H. SC201602-13 Daofu, Sichuan 141 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ006-10  Bomi, Tibet
103 Ni L. H. SC201602-14 Daofu, Sichuan T7 142 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ007-1 Basu, Tibet
104 Ni L. H. SC201602-15 Daofu, Sichuan 143 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ007-2 Basu, Tibet
Y1 105 Ni L. H. etal YN201601-1 Lijiang, Yunnan 144 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ007-3 Basu, Tibet
106 Ni L. H. et al YN201601-2 Lijiang, Yunnan 145 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ007-4  Basu, Tibet
107 Ni L. H. et al YN201601-3 Lijiang, Yunnan 146 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ007-5  Basu, Tibet
108 Ni L. H. et al YN201601-4 Lijiang, Yunnan 147 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ007-6  Basu, Tibet
109 Ni L. H. et al YN201601-5 Lijiang, Yunnan 148 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ007-7  Basu, Tibet
110 Ni L. H. et al YN201601-6 Lijiang, Yunnan 149 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ007-8  Basu, Tibet
111 Ni L. H. etal YN201601-7 Lijiang, Yunnan T8 150 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ008-1  Zuogong, Tibet
112 Ni L. H. etal YN201601-8 Lijiang, Yunnan 151 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ008-2 Zuogong, Tibet
113 Ni L. H. et al YN201601-9 Lijiang, Yunnan 152 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ008-3  Zuogong, Tibet
114 Ni L. H. etal YN201601-10  Lijiang, Yunnan 153 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ008-4  Zuogong, Tibet
115 Ni L. H. etal YN201601-11  Lijiang, Yunnan 154 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ008-5  Zuogong, Tibet
116 Ni L. H. etal YN201601-12  Lijiang, Yunnan 155 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ008-6 ~ Zuogong, Tibet
117 Ni L. H. etal YN201601-13  Lijiang, Yunnan T9 156 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ009-1  Zuogong, Tibet
118 Ni L. H. etal YN201601-14  Lijiang, Yunnan 157 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ009-2 Zuogong, Tibet
119 Ni L. H. etal YN201601-15  Lijiang, Yunnan 158 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ009-3  Zuogong, Tibet
Y2 120 Ni L. H. YN201603-1 Lijiang, Yunnan 159 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ009-4  Zuogong, Tibet
121 Ni L. H. YN201603-2 Lijiang, Yunnan 160 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ009-5  Zuogong, Tibet
122 Ni L. H. YN201603-3 Lijiang, Yunnan Y4 161 Yang S. H. YN201701-1 Lijiang, Yunnan
123 Ni L. H. YN201603-4 Lijiang, Yunnan 162 Yang S. H. YN201701-2 Lijiang, Yunnan
124 Ni L. H. YN201603-5 Lijiang, Yunnan 163 Yang S. H. YN201701-3 Lijiang, Yunnan
Y3 125 Ni L. H. YN201301-1 Lijiang, Yunnan M 164 Zhao Z. L. etal 2017XZ005-1  Bomi, Tibet
126 Ni L. H. YN201301-2 Lijiang, Yunnan 165 Zhao Z. L. et al 2017XZ005-2 Bomi, Tibet
127 Ni L. H. YN201301-3 Lijiang, Yunnan H™ 166 Ni L. H. etal GZ201603-1 Weining, Guizhou
128 Ni L. H. YN201301-4 Lijiang, Yunnan 167 Ni L. H. etal GZ201603-2 Weining, Guizhou
Q 129 Ni L. H. et al QH201405-1 Banma, Qinghai
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Figure 2 AFLP fingerprints of genomic DNA of G. crassicaulis using primer combination MseI+CAG/EcoRI+ACG. M: SM0331 DNA
Ladder; N: Negative; A-C: G. crassicaulis (lanes 1-163), G. straminea (lanes 164-165) and Halenia elliptica (lanes 166-167); D: Popula-
tions of G. crassicaulis. T1 (lanes 1-3), T2 (lanes 4-6), K1 (lanes 7-9), K2 (lanes 10-12), G1 (lanes 13-15), G2 (lanes 16-18), T3 (lanes 19—
21), T4 (lanes 22-24), T5 (lanes 25-27), S1 (lanes 28-30), S2 (lanes 31-33), Y1 (lanes 34-36), Y2 (lanes 37-39), Y3 (lanes 40-42), Q
(lanes 43-45), T6 (lanes 46-48), T7 (lanes 49-51), T8 (lanes 52-54), T9 (lanes 55-57) and Y4 (lanes 58-60)
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Figure 3 Gentiana crassicaulis (Zhao ZL, et al 2017XZ009, alt. 3928 m, Zuogong, Tibet). A: Habit; B: Inflorescence; C: Lectotype (Pratt

463; K1)

Table 2 Selective amplification of the restriction fragments within G. crassicaulis using 12 primer combinations. PPL: Percentage of poly-

morphic loci

Primer combination Amplified loci PL PPL/% Primer combination Amplified loci PL PPL/%
Msel+CAG/EcoRI+AAC 31 29 93.55 Msel+CTG/EcoRI+ACC 41 40 97.56
Msel+CAG/EcoRI+ACG 26 23 88.46 Msel+CTG/EcoRI+ACG 12 10 83.33
Msel+CTC/EcoRI+AAC 42 36 85.71 Msel+CTT/EcoRI+AAG 9 6 66.67
Msel+CTG/EcoRI+AAC 36 28 77.78 Msel+CTT/EcoRI+ACA 18 12 66.67
Msel+CTG/EcoRI+ACA 19 12 63.16 Msel+CTT/EcoRI+AAG 41 25 60.98
Msel+CTG/EcoRI+ACT 21 19 90.48 Msel+CTT/EcoRI+ACG 19 14 73.68
Total 315 254 80.63

it @R 3. FHZEZR ISR PPLALIX [H] 2y 0.95% ~
19.37%, “F- ¥ 1 43 b A 6.85%; N, 25 L [X 5] v 1.009 5~
1.193 7, *F4°51.068 7; N, A2 {LIX [H] 4 1.005 4~1.126 2,
1974 1.039 9; HAZ AL X [8] 4 0.0038~0.073 6, 113K
0.023 3; I, 254k [X [ 7 0.005 2~0.109 2, “F-#540.035 0.
Py K P (1 N, 1.727 0, N, 4 1.315 0, H 4 0.189 9,
1,90.292 7, /Al 2528 TUIRIAS A JE )it A% 22 FE
A Z 5, b Y4 Ja s L 2 FEPEKF B s, Nei's B[R 22
FEPERT Shannon {5 S 455RK, 7391)90.073 6410.109 2.
POPGENE /3 #T i fF s M2 RIUEH AL R R
. (H,: total genetic diversity for species) > 0.185 3, #
A A R 18 4% 22 BEPE (H.: genetic diversity within popula-
tions) 4 0.023 3, #f 4[] ¥ 18t £ 2 #£ V£ (Dg: inter-sub-
population gene diversity) 4 0.162 0, i 14 7> 1b & %

(G, coefficient of gene differentiation) >4 0.874 3, %t [
W (N,: gene flow) }0.071 9. JE# m) st A& 3 ki s T
JEREN, AL AR 3 B AE T JE B (H) (87%), J& B 9 6
I8 A% A2 BN (13%) .

GenAlEXx 6.5 # £ AMOVA 73 T i, J 3 7] 1) ig 4%
I R A TR B P 3RO, e 8 I S A 2 R A
R A3, (HIL TR B R T Hardy-Weinberg ~F- 7 i
AHE D, T AFLP A B AERIC, A BET 2 2k
i, 38 H L AMOVA 73 it i 5 F A AU 2 &, (B35 4
H1 (1) PhiPT {H) kAR #, 1T Gy /& POPGENEL.32 # 4 1£
i € Hardy-Weinberg ~F 1% 2 I i 55 110 & 7 1) 1 a8 A%
SIAE . R, Gy 5 Dy A& Fy T MERY . H I, Gy
I b, 7351 4 0.874 3F10.866, — Ak #11, AMOVA
53 T F POPGENE 43 #1 B A1 ) AH S 41 7 AH ) 5, L3R

Table 3  Analysis of genetic diversity within populations. N,: Observed number of alleles; N,: Effective number of alleles; H: Gene diversi-

ty; 1,: Shannon's Information index

Pop.  Indiv. PPL

Pop. Indiv. PPL

D No. PL 1% N, N, H [ D No. PL 1% N, N, H [

T1 3 4 1.27 10127 10054 0.0038 0.0061 S2 15 19 6.03 10603 1.0306 0.0182 0.0277
T2 3 3 095 1.0095 1.0057 0.0035 0.0052 Y1 15 46 146 11460 10822 0.0487 0.0733
K1 5 14 444 1.0444 10285 0.0161 0.0239 Y2 5 13 413 1.0413 10243 0.0144 0.0217
K2 15 12 3.81 10381 1.0196 0.0123 0.0188 Y3 4 38 12.06 1.1206 1.0720 0.0422 0.0636
Gl 15 29 9.21 1.0921 1.0491 0.0281 0.0422 Q 3 5 1.09 1.0159 1.0068 0.0048 0.0076
G2 15 37 1175 11175 1.0688 0.0388 0.0579 T6 10 23 730 1.0730 1.0377 0.0220 0.0334
T3 5 18 571 10571 1.0348 0.0200 0.0299 T7 8 7 222 1.0222 1.0149 0.0082 0.0120
T4 3 3 095 1.0095 1.0057 0.0035 0.0052 T8 6 11 349 10349 1.0137 0.0090 0.0145
T5 15 20 6.35 1.0635 1.0312 0.0188 0.0287 T9 5 20 6.35 1.0635 1.0410 0.0232 0.0344
S1 10 50 15.87 1.1587 1.0998 0.0567 0.0842 Y4 3 61 19.37 11937 11262 0.0736 0.1092
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Table 4  AMOVA based on AFLP data set from G. crassicaulis.
PhiPT = AP/(WP+AP) = AP/TOT, AP = Est. Var. Among Pops,
WP = Est. Var. Within Pops. The significance test for PhiPT was
based on 999 permutations across the full data set (P<0.001)

Percentage

Variation source df  Est. Var. Y PhiPT P value
(]

Among population 19 27.305 87 0.866 <0.001
Within population 143 4.232 13
Total variation 162  31.536 100

4. WAL 5> R BN Py E 0~0.05 2 8] R FE AR 18] 6 7
f&; 0.05~0.15 [A] Jy B 73 4K; 0.15~0.25 [A] Ay 5 JiE 73
o, KT 0.25 FoRtlem g 4. SR, M2 ZRITAH
JEREIR) A% 73 A, 0% 22 7 B VEAROR .

4 BRESH

41 BERESH KRN E (unweighted
pair-group method with arithmetic means, UPGMA) i
17T, 5 R R 1 SE AR IR AL B Ja A [
-1t 4 Halenia elliptica & J¢ IH J& it 2 #h ik 1€ I G.
straminea # i X 43 Hi; T H 25 %2 71 G. crassicaulis AT &
20N ERFIL IO I — K3, MZEZRITTMM N, M 5rA
[0 320 320 F e ek H i 7 i A DO 1T 3% J T 2H R,
N BTN Jz B & SR AL R, BR = Fg Y4 JE
(Resn) oh, AHIFE XN & JERE 0 0 3R Oy — 3, I
v JEE R M SR S A, VAR ) J R A s ) R S
FJE A 22 SRR B OV PR G &R (K 4).

42 NMERESH  FETHZEZRITYFN 163 1 A5y
i UPGMA M . Sh4h il e AR — 50 15 %, Hh T
g3t R N 23 RS, T H A T SO )T R
Iy AN (S2 JEE A B AR Sl SR 7 Rk AL R
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Figure 4 UPGMA phenogram based on AFLP data set from 20
populations of G. crassicaulis. Outgroup: G. straminea and Halenia
elliptica

S1b) MR 1 EAREE 2, KN T aFESRINE =
B % BE N A, DY )1 A AR (ST BE 3 AN AR
Sla) 7RI (K5).
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Figure 5 UPGMA phenogram based on AFLP data set from 163
individuals of G. crassicaulis. Outgroup: G. straminea and H. el-
liptica. In brackets: Individual numbers

5 PCALh

T KAy o M (PCA) W] B S e b iR 22 4] ) 3 4%
Fo oy . GenAlEX 6.5 JR 42325143 by 7 7T
AN A AR 23 ) o B AL AR S 1) 40.46% FIT 11.57%; ok 45
5 UPGMA ZE 0 $h 0 46 i) B A — 2, ¥R I H B
S ERAH DG o AN R TR A H. elliptica JJFR
1€ 70 G. straminea (M, H) ZE8 AR . DY )1 & #¥ S1 3%
B LOBRAMAE, B T Hod 348, Hilt  E &V H AR
AMEIINL T BTV IR, PURE a6 T2 IR R . M
JEREPEEURME . =M ERYATHRIRR, H
H, 2 AN BT AR JEAE (YL Y2) ML B O, TR
AMA (Y3.Y4) B AL U E BE S 5 3R M IR E
LR (K 6).
6 Mantel #%6 R =B B X 57

Mantel £ 56 2 7~ : K 25 28 U JE R R B BE 25 5 b
R B HA R 3 IEAH OGO R, AR R R ,=0.541, H
W 3% (P<0.01). il 25 b 2 2E B3 3% i, 40 e oy J
T 8 B S 2 8 O, b A R e S B R 25 R
Fh BB SR R R Z —

2% [8] H A 9% 4 M7 (spatial autocorrelation analysis),
W RAE R U R ER B R 4 AR S 2, FH A ) AR &R
BRG0P A B AR (138 4% S5 4 R TR A S B
WU AR & BERAAAE B e 22 57, FAH R RHL
Al DL b 22 S A RE RO, AR R 25 2R U R B AT,
%1143 100.200.300. ++- .1 000 km 3t 10 4™ 25 %5 2%, it
AN B B S R 1 2 5 % R A e, i R
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Figure 6 PCA based on AFLP data set from 163 individuals of G. crassicaulis. Outgroup: G. straminea and H. elliptica
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Figure 7 Correlogram of the spatial autocorrelation analysis on 20 populations of G. crassicaulis

T -1 E 1200, 0 I F 7R A7 AL 75 | |5 AH 928,
S5 R JE R A PR B AE /N T 350 km IR, r>0, IR
PR IEMISC; F 350~1 000 km i, r<0, £ 8 & 25 1 it
K. E—EVH N, BN, rEBOR . R Ja R
V51 25 B o0 T L A AH AU A 35 R e, AR AR B
B B AL AU (81 7).
7 M)IIEEEEEES1A cpDNA SSR X SNP #ric
*FcpDNApsbl-trnS (GCU)-trnS (GCU)-trnG (UCC).
rpoB-trnC (GCA) /% ycf3 intronl J5 %1 1 SSR #7128 43 #r
7R Sla 343 FT N 5 S1b 7 4 BT N A A 43 ol AR
— 3, E R A LA R E, 2 R EUON R T S1b
AJEHE S24 3L AR E], SR 1 S A HRIT SR 4k
% (£ 5). cpDNA ccsA. petA-psbd.rpll6 intron X rpl33
J7 5 SNP FRid 23 HT i 71k s Sla 34 Ff i 14 5 S1b 7 43
Tt 5t P BL K73 AR BE — 2, PRI AFAE 4 RS SR, T
S1b M J& B S2 M JC 7% 5 ; SSR 5 SNP #3 ic ¥ 3 #F
AFLP RALE 7> i 45 2R (32 6).
Table5 The polymorphic cpSSR loci of G. crassicaulis in Sichuan
Province. "Location/sequence length (bp)

psbl-trnS trnS (GCU)-  rpoB-trnC (i 1
Pop.ID  (GCU)  tnG(UCC)  (GCA) yfs 2;7;;‘;2
76/104" 149/530  1157/1264
slan=3)  10A 11A 9A 10A
Slb(n="7) 9A 12A 9A 11A

S2 (n=3) 9A 12A 10A 11A

Table 6 The cpDNA SNPs of G. crassicaulis in Sichuan Prov-
ince. "Location/sequence length (bp)

ccsA petA-pshJ  rpl16 intron rpl33

Pop. ID

978/984°  90/840 167/1170  176/201
Sla(n=3) T c A c
Slb(n=7) G A G A
S2 (n=3) G A G A
T1ig

[ =G W Fiof 22 22 9T G. crassicaulis, H 284> fi
X RG], &R A KNS 2 24 bk
A, AR R T B R, e (B RE R A
0 55) ST E ARk . AT R Bl Y AT S REAE 94
S0 5, M B 5 AN (R 7 M S 56 R A, o A R A el
AFLP ISt R 28 — . REHE L FH 4%
B XTI HURE (648 [X 20 AN & B 163 PRAN 1) &
fih b, 45 AR A ] 5T A S5 g, #Eim T
JEP) T A 5 IR, DA BERE AR 6 8 AR (5 - AR 4 H. el
liptica J% J¢ JH J& 1 2 B bR 7€ L G. straminea N4 K,
HT 2G5, 85 R EIR, B /bR K ko)
o T ZE R LR AT 20 N JEBEIL R ON 5 — KL,
YE TAER BT H A% o

T M 250 R A B0 I\ HL SRR T4 7= B 1 44 A 1
b ZAE O 2 R R b 2 R N, B TR
Z TAEEME, WAR SEYE EAERR L E E4R
R S BT AR AR S A 2 —, AR R 2 A
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T8 Hb P BRI, AR TR B SRR AR AR R T
R 12 %5 51 A, MR AFLP FR 203, £ — e R
b RO R 2R R U B B AR % TR R T AFLP
I3 FRCERLE M PP A R A A 15 4% 15 50 5 77
7% [ M BEAH OGP S5 7 AL # . R, AFLP 43 F-FRid
g6 2 5 RUE 7R TT A R AR, BT Hh 254 i
PR

B2 A e 2B 7 O 222 St M R 4 BT AR B UE0IN A
R o “fift 5 AR E L A 2 — R ZEZR L5 A0 T Pk
=B E il LH R ER X, B R XA
[F] 7= M (5 #) AFLP 38 80 & G R ik, FokAE =) 2
TINE — 8 272 78, W PIM T B 23 7= AL ), fE 1553
— R

A R FT R WY, 35 s R A A A 4 I 40 5 K Rho-
diola chrysanthemifolia (Crassulaceae) % 1% 4% 5 3= B 4f
TET JEHEN] (77.3%); 16 BUE #E ) = R A ) 2 R R
A BB & 1E % 25 1R L b R85 rh bR ) g s 2 R a5 A%
MRS . ABETT TAESoR, HER IR N A FE 8
fEZFEVE, BB R FEAAAE T N . e 2
FEVETE & T RE 5 W Bl A KR 58 5 %, R DRV 52 BEL DA &
KM ERIEFE K. FR, Mantel £ 56 % B FH 25 %=
JUERE N R AL RE S S PR B B R W IE A Ok
Z; A K E LY AL £ 5 Stipa purpurea [ 722,
R T RIRE A

FEMRIIE S PCA Sy frrbid & 3 ok 5 VY )1 B
B B 1 JE B ST, 10 AN Fh BT 40 O Sla. S1b K, L
178 3:7, Slaers 75 Slb & DY) 3 B JE i S2 5%
WHEZG R R ARG, RGN A ek (2,
JKIE 80~89). Mt XL G T 4 TRl PR 7T R
o 3R [ I Sk 4k 3 R 41 SSR A SNP b ic ¥ 32 #F
AFLP R4 BT 25 (£5.6).

FRHT R, 2RI B R0 X WA RS
WP RS, — S H ot HOR i A DY )1 %% Jm B
B, 7 — XM RS ER AN . X BT
PR UE TR B 5 AR 1 2 (49 B B
AL 2 T R B 5 DL S AR Ry AR 2 5 2 S R IE
PERIRNIRIL . [FIN, AFLP RS AR ZH TR T &
TEEL AN 0 A% R 18 18 1) 23 26, RS 45 6 TR i IR AR
FEWIHE BUor T 5, K TE 250 8 M PE IR 7T X R SR T
BEUS LR S5 7 HA S T i B R 5

YEETTMR: MM R ARSI — 1R, M3t TR
S R R R AR R AT G SRR R AR AR, TR 45 6 B D
TP 2% 5%, XL S 50 TR Bk BEAL A
(O IBRAE 7T RE o 25 0 I AR BB AR
B EEE T AE

P 2 i 580 AL TE N B AR T A 2 R
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