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FE: & HF(Phyllanthus emblica) &3 E i g T a2 bty L3808, e —PhaE W2 A0y, o s
FEZREME AT O 700 A SRS I B BRI AT 36 T2 X o A RIS SRAN AR id B AR X 40 A+ 2 - 25 Hh
X A R T R B AE 2 REEACTET TR . 12465 L9 B8 H 135405 W . E R MG IIDNAST:, L2
DLW N5, 2L EH 2 F(PPB)MS5.19%. JuBia 1iEife b REU(Gsr) 40.1222, FEFF(N,,) K 1.7958.
SRR RE T ERERA BN B L 28K, TR AR BRI L b, X 0] e 32 202 th LS E e i
FRIET . Mantel 005 W b 23 PR 25 RN e 38t 44 B 25 [ G AH G (r = 0.19798, P = 0.6513 > 0.05)0 AT TIEAT T4
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Abstract: Phyllanthus emblica (Euphorbiaceae) is one of the dominant species distributed in dry-hot valleys
of southwestern China. Besides its function in ecology, environment and reforestation, it is also an important
medicinal plant. We studied the genetic diversity in four populations of P. emblica sampled from dry-hot
valleys of Yunnan using ISSR (inter-simple sequence repeats) markers. Based on 12 primers, 135 clear and
reproducible DNA fragments were generated, of which 115 were polymorphic, accounting for 85.19%. The
coefficient of genetic differentiation (Ggr) equaled 0.1222. Such a high level of genetic diversity and low
level of population genetic differentiation might result from the breeding system of this species. There was a
lack of significant association between genetic and geographical distances (r=0.19798, P=0.6513>0.05)
among P. emblica populations. The results suggest some important recommendations about sampling meth-
ods to be used in ecological reforestation of dry-hot river valleys.
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K, S AR K A A3 N T AR (VR TR R AR A4 A
1991),

T ] T A7 S Il P 78 505 DR A ik s A 7 5 s [X
(A SR A A AT S . BAROCT I
B T RG2S L X A R VR 2 TR T P 25T L
YECF & 55, 1985, @ 3R¥NEE, 1995), (HLUAE 16t
HEW KA FITM, A TR RS
() A i I RE RS LB A R D, SR Ttk 2 4F
PEJ5 T 008 AR WARGE o

A 22 FE A AR )38 N 22 AR IR BT (R A, X4
Tl iR 5 B FH A OR 3 AT T A s AL 2 AR I
I3 M KSR % (Solbrig, 1991). Wk sk
A8 ) RIS RIRBEBE ), RS REMIKE )
IR E P AR H e Tt A% 2 FE P 1 K 7N (Grant, 1991
O'Hanlon et al., 2000). 448, AW eti i bA iot
HERANHN T AN S B R PR, AR A5 A A ) gt
2 FEE AP RARII R 2, A .

42T (Phyllanthus emblica) X 44 M (b H
T ARG, 2 KRN BRJE (1) V& N TR R Bl
Ao UE T PN AR R, M e L 3] i
2Ry BN, DL E R ORI A
53 4ii (Morton, 1987) . 43 A1 X ¥ & T 70°-122°E,
1°-29°NIf) K, BFRENEE . JewiRfIh E . 78
“EET AT SV FEENL. Juil. eV
RVTEF HOK R TIEL (2 RAR LA, 1994).

ARH PR T A Hu DX 1SR4 1 S e
(Pathak & Pandey, 1985; Pathak & Pathak, 2001), %
P ST N et N O e AT A K S A IR i N i
YER(BRE B, 2004), 180T LIS 38 oh o MLk 1) &
it (Pathak, 2003), nJ 1A= 2595 DX B &2 AN AR
DETRVENER W NMERERES, 1999). RH
TRIEFMEMR S, fERCHTRMIRTHIZ,
TRk 2445, 2 SE R 1601 (Mustard, 1952;
Amal & Raghwan, 1957; Barthakur & Arnold, 1991),
IFHEmgEERCEH®RA m AR, g
el AL BEATY BE KR 7 R B, IRAFH079.0-93.5%(F
TFREE, 2003). Mo, RH & HAELN AN
H, BiEpiae/EH W, SBARM ORAE & il Cal K
T4, 1993), OIS E DAL 8UR e W AEtH S
Bl P9 4E) R AR ) = Fh R AR FE ) 2 — O AR AT K
th, 1997). H [ 4 R 8 b DX I T 23 B X 4]
HEEMRH TR, Xl 4 H 1 T %

PR 5 TF R A B SR RIALA, 1997).

HAT, BAX R 5 2 P07 T 2
F2 J R 2 LA ) 2 Ak, AN 55 9 T 45 (2003 ) e T
IR H 2L 4L RAPD S W 5 AL AR J7 TR N 25
Uma Shaanker 1 Ganeshaiah(1997)#3 # 25 457 i 43 Mt
(1 45 R4 T B BE A T s A% U %) A M DR 5
W, FFHEH T ARMIE D ZE (forest gene bank) 1) 777k,
A7 B[ B #)) 50 36 Lucknow 1] MV B4 7 [iel 25891 98 o0
(CISH) A I 12 K I 7 7 hrid %8 TR H 1
an P, JFHI3E T & F)(Pathak, 2003).

R SCH UK H ISSR(inter-simple  sequence  re-
peat) 7> TR ic BRI 2= T HA 25F Hu X R H
JE B Rl 2 AR SR o AR, EEH AT
8 7 X R A DX AR T B R g AR 2 AR OKCF,
h T HRHT A i DX A A T RN 28 5 AR R R A
WA o

1 #MR57F%

11 ##

SRFE I 2 A PR E S v, &
AN TR B SIS S D A e AR IR S I
5, RILmtal, LR IGTLI a4 X, R
FEI AT B8 I8 a5 BEAN MU (R BT o0 A ol e FERAET
AN JEBEVF 220 AN (K1, B . FEREAN A3 A,
FERAMEZ 6] 22 /D [E] B 10 m, AR 6 BT REEAEAT
BEALIBCRE, HI T SEBG IREAR KO 1004, T,
RASF e B, IR TR ORAF, [ SE 6 =
%M
12 FHi*

1.2.1 S DNAHKJIREL

BTRHEFH AP EHRZHEY N2 R,
2 [ K, X Zeng 55 (2002) ¥ T LA T VS
o, BT RESRAS A E L IE R ZHDNA,  HAER
FERAED3xCTABY: . $2Uf IDNAK H IxTBEH
VKGR, FH1.0% IR IRBE BE R Fivk, BASO ng/pL
F120 ng/uLffA DNA (TaKaRa, /B4 TRECRKIE)AT
PR DR A bRdE, SEBYL 5 TR A% 0 T &
RTINS
1.2.2 PCRi¥/ &

PCRY™ 14 ;2 W AEABI 9700 PCRAX L 58 %, ATy
lIMg>". DNAZE &, 10X Buffer?) 5K [ TaKaRaZA
"o 512 BEHE LL VK (UBC) T 11005551 4)
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Table 1 Locations of Phyllanthus emblica populations and the number of individuals sampled
ST g RAER) SRR S B (BK) 214 5753 W
Population code Sample size No. of samples for experiment Longitude Latitude Altitude (m)
JGIL YJ 46 24 102°00'41"E 23°36'35"N 497
Rl NJ 44 27 98°53'08"E 24°59'32"N 808
TG YM 85 24 101°50"39"E 25°50'30"N 1,300
55K QJ 45 25 102°52'11"E 26°32'38"N 1,400
i
i, T T
Nt I\f 2 o P.R. China
{ > 1
Lt 5 ] { ,’1'~.—’AL*‘-"J
\mxas % / .
N it ]
¢ e
= JuiEYm *
4 _ "
[5' BN R
% Yunnan Province -y
b b
Iﬁ JLILYJ j_.:\.f"
1 A
L., §
A b
~y
A
N
80 0 80 160 km A
Bl fREFEEXEHSSHE

Fig. 1

A, W R T A TREARA A G, R
SEBREBLA M . DNA KB IKIR EREAT T Ak il
RESCIGTRE T 12559 B A . B LF 5
W) T BEREAS G4, BERPCRA— > 0]
SRAG I A 2 775 G

25 uLx MR R LHE: 10X Buffer (10 mmol/L
Tris-HCI, pH8.3; 50 mmol/L KCI) 2.5 pL; 5U/uLH]
Tag DNA % 45§ (TaKaRa) 0.2 pL; 25 mmol/L )
MgCl,2.0 pL; 10 mmol/LiJdNTPs(TaKaRa) 2.0 pL;
15 pmol/LI¥ 51 45( Lifg A LA TR BRLA 7)) 1.0
pL, 10 ng/pLAHHDNA 1.0 uL, ddH,0 16.3 pL.

P HIFLT: 94°C 5 min; 94°C 45 s, Bk (HJE
WA S e, WAK2) 45's, 72°C 1.5 min, 354N

Map showing locations of sampled Phyllanthus emblica populations from Yunnan

%2 ISSR-PCREYSIMFFIRKIRAIEE
Table 2 The primer sequence and annealing temperature of
ISSR-PCR amplification for Phyllanthus emblica

UBCH|#) Bkl B
UBC Primer Sequence of primer Annealing temperature

53’ (C)
807 (AG)T 54
810 (GA)T 54
811 (GA):C 57
812 (GA)A 57
817 (CA)A 57
826 (AC)C 57
828 (TG)A 54
836 (AG)sYA 54
855 (AC)YT 54
861 (ACC)s 59
888 BDB(CA), 54
890 VHV(GT), 52

Y=(CT);B=(C,GT);D=(AGT);H=(ACT):;V=(ACG)
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IR, 72°C 10 min.  HEL K A B0 TR PG (KD 9 O 1.5%,
ZZ M M 0.5X TBE, PCR/™“ 420 pL 56X Loading
Buffer (TaKaRa) 5 pL JRBZ2I A fAEFL, T4 uL
DL2000 DNA ladder Marker (100-2,000 bp) (TaKa-
Ra), 120 VHLE HLIK 4> #53.5 h)5 760.5 pg/mL EB (Y]
b 2BV T e (0, 2940 min, T BRI R4
(SYNGENE) W23 5%
1.2.3 HEZIT RO

AN RIE A S A adh “17, Al
WK “0” Il sk Bk Ay, SO sig . R
PELFIOP B 4505, JEHE €07 “17 Hdlsii AExcel#
T 20 (BUE R AR X LEISSRARIC AL
KA T Hardy-Weinberg V- #7Ik 7, % FHl POPGENE
1.31%4F(Yeh et al., 1997)Gcil N5 S8 L8474
73 2 (PPB) P34 B AN 1 1ML 5% 46 A7 5 DR 4K
(N2~ PR BEANAT  1 A SEAT FE R EL(Ne) . Nei’s
FERZ FEMEFREB(H) (Nei, 1973). Shannonfi B 4551
()« 5 6L DR 22 B B2 (HL) R e 388 P f 66 [N 22 B i
(Hy) ~ 3t % 2 18 & B0 (Ger) A2 A3 (Nm) (N
=(1-Ggs1)/4Gsr) Nei'sit & ¥ S Flistfe — B . [V
FANTSYS-pc 2.10e K AF [\IMantel 45 i1 2% 46 56 %
THF D00 (10 ]t BRI 2 AR 38A BE  BEA T AH DGR o, A
S SN (1,000 7K 4 ) o

2 #£R

2.1 ISSR-PCRi/t&45 R
124505y w1354 4, Hh A 11540

ZAM&AN . ALY & ECN9-174%, P
BRSS9 B 11,2555 (FR3) o 714 v Wik K /N7
280-2,010 bp2 [A], F A1 {1280-1,000 bpZ [f] .
22 BEAMRESHE

TR X R H TR 2 S &0 BN 115,
2 Sy (PPB) A85.19%. 5 JE BEPPBAE
57.78-80.74% 2 [A] , tH K 2] /MK K A4 oo e B
(YM)> 175 2% J& B (QI)> & th & #F (ND)> Jo VL J& #f
(YD), “F¥IME H70.56%, (KT FEAT-FAdm 23 Hh X
H P YR KT T B 85.19%(£3); Jitt FEE P AL
SN FERIEL(N,) A AL RIEU(Ne)  Nei'sFE[H £
FEMEFREU(H) AIShannon i B8 20 (1) B 1 BMRAK KA
JCIEJEBE(YM)> TG 5 Ja BE(QI)> T/ 1L J& #E(NJ)>JT i L
JEREYT) (4).

23 BHEmEASHINBEES

TR X A R TSRS R R 2 R
(H)410.2469, J& #F P 10 25 R 2 FF B2 (Hg) 24 0.2168,
JeE BE ) R 5t 45 23 A R $0(Gsr) 40.1222, M Ggrfliil
LA (NR) 2 1.7958 . K IH 4 H 1 J BERI A AR 58
NI AR S A, HLsAE AR KR Aok B T R N
.

[ 1 S el Q- £ S & A N 7 i
0.9214-0.97162 1], {4 Ll J&Z HENI) AT HE(YM)
HA o s — 30U, e R PR A B A A
/IN0.0288) o 1Ml TCIL JEBECY DA L B BENT) FR) 35 4%
PR B I K (325) . MH Nei s 18t 4% B B9 HEAT Fa 2 6] 1)
UPGMA 28, 132 T 25 Jo B ) i A4 BH 25 1 SR 2K I

%3 HHFEBEEISSR-PCR

UBCHI ki ZEFR LA A %) ol
UBC primer Total bands No. of polymorphic bands Percentage of polymorphic bands g s RSt
PPB Table 3 The locus variation
807 13 13 100.00 within ~ Phyllanthus emblica
810 10 10 100.00 populations
811 9 8 88.89
812 9 7 77.78
817 12 11 91.67
826 17 13 76.47
828 14 13 92.86
836 9 9 100.00
855 9 7 77.78
861 10 3 30.00
888 10 8 80.00
890 13 13 100.00
“F4 Mean 11.25 9.58 84.62
BB Total 135 115 85.19
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Table 4 Genetic diversity within populations of Phyllanthus emblica

it LA ZHMATSE WERENE O AREAIENE Nei'sHERMZAEIES  Shannon’sfi &
Population NPB PPB(%) N. Ne H =

JoiL YJ 78 57.78 1.5778+0.4958 1.3313+0.3651 0.195540.1985 0.2936+0.2845
fRilr NJ 94 69.63 1.6963+0.4616 1.3608+0.3590 0.2161+0.1900 0.3298+0.2680
JEIE YM 109 80.74 1.8074+0.3958 1.3927+0.3589 0.2351+0.1859 0.3605+0.2562
5K QJ 100 74.07 1.7407+0.4399 1.3631+0.3414 0.2218+0.1822 0.3413+0.2570
JE KT 95.25 70.56 1.8519+0.3566 1.4128+0.3573 0.2471+0.1822 0.3789+0.2485
Population level

YK oE 115 85.19 1.8519+0.3566 1.4128+0.3573 0.2471+0.1822 0.3789+0.2485

Species level

NPB, Number of polymorphic bands; PPB, Percentage of polymorphic bands; N,, Observed number of alleles; N, Effective number of alleles; H,

Nei’s genetic diversity; |, Shannon’s information index.

RS FREHTFEHEMNEE-BE®AZLDMEFEBFHLTH)

Table 5 Nei’s genetic identity (above diagonal) and genetic distance (below diagonal) among Phyllanthus emblica populations

5y JGIT Y PRl NJ JeHE YM R Q)
Population
JuiL YJ Ak 0.9214 0.9329 0.9301
Rl NJ 0.0818 0.9716 0.9668
JoE YM 0.0695 0.0288 oAk 0.9700
55K QJ 0.0725 0.0337 0.0305 HkxE
JGIT Y) . e
B2 &HFEEENei'sEEIE
BHUPGMARXE
5l NJ Fig. 2 UPGMA dendrogram of
Phyllanthus emblica populations
— based on Nei’s genetic distance
JGIE Y™
M Q)
I N ¥ T v M ] ol N ] L4 v I
0. 0000 0.0170 0. 0340 0. 0510 0. 0680

P R Coefficient

(F12)o B2 mT L, () bV 45 R o it
(YM)RIT, S B (QI) 1) (Rt AR BR 25, L) 8 T4
YL TP AR L BEONT) R G VL T 25 1 o6
TSR RECYM)Z [R5t A% PR B IR ZEG o R T Rrill st %
O340 5 B EE B 2 (R RIAH DG, JEAT T bt A% 2R B A
M B 2 2 A A Mantel k46 . 45 SRR H 1
[ Nei’sTst A4 It 29 55 B 3 PR 20 2 TR] IR AR DGR/, H
i FH PR AK(r=0.19798, P=0.6513>0.05).

3 Wig

31 BEZHMREERSK

BETISSR U7 i Ar Il 1 B 1K 2 B —F AT 23 i X
A H 7 AT R A 22 (H=0.2471) (K 4) 5
TNybom (2004) 3 Gt v1 () 22 R 49 Ja e K1 (1) gt A%
ZHME(ETRAPD. AFLP. ISSR%: & MEAric) i
B (H=0.22500.23), LR H 7R AR K
PR Z . FEROKY B, R TFRERT
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B AL 2 REE(PPB=85.19%) (£3). HHIFTE
Y, sk [ B ALFRC(RAPD, AFLP, ISSR)/I:
BAAMRME, A EHER T HME(Nybom, 2004). 5
[F] )& oy — PP L 25 - AP, amarus (RAPDAY
[RI3BAEAR 53 4 65%)(Jain et al., 2003) AHLL, & H T
R TR R KT s AL 2 e

AR H R A R] R 382 4% 23 10 R 2(Gsr) 401222,
T W] A 12.22% 10 153 4% 22 5 A7 A6 T BETE], i
87.78% i A AL e AF AL T i #FE N« Bussell(1999) 8
X35 Rl I RAPDHIF ST 45 R BEAT T 845, KIN29
AT AT P I S R D) AR S AT IR J A AR S by
0.9-41.3%(Ggy), 164N UTAZ Y Fh ] H44.8-66.9%
Hogbin Al Peakall(1999) . it & T — L4 Fh [ RAPD
SIRTEE R, RIS A YA AR AR S S A A A
FEA, T A ) () A8 el L 27% AR o X
FERRATTIAH TS5 R, R Ja e 1Rl (R st 4% 7 A RE T
AR, NJET AW RamE, RS o st AL A A7 A
TN

Guit R AR, A0SR BT s isi AL AR
KNI A BE RG>0 A o >4 35 2>
G A>Tl HORR AL o

LT RG ST J B 10t 45 1 1) d T B [
#FZ—, WFEFESE R R LB R, —
A, TEAT L IR IVE R R A R A R v 1 st
162 FEVE/KSF-(Hamrick & Godt, 1989; 1996; Nybom,
2004), HASFIRAZ P IR S A 16 4L A48 S KSR T
SRR AH T EMERE R R AR, B Ak
R ASAHZE 1 (Singh et al., 1998; 2001; Mohammad
& Ram, 1999); ifi HAEfEAE T A KA A i, #EfE
TEHEAE 2 . (Morton, 1987), iX¥kE T R H 1 RAeft
R PE o & H T AR I A 32 0 JRURN 25 i
(Bajpai, 1957; Morton, 1987; Pathak, 2003), {£¥ )
26 P A 5 DAy e b AR ) 11 2 B S R R AT L B ARt
TR fEEHRIREST, R EEMREMN T
B, T P 1 11 228 PR B AT 6 0K S — S5 )
(Prasad et al., 2004), T & F30W11305 sh e [l A
Pt B P ECRE A IR, o T IR R
JEHEZ R ) DTk A/DS, FLIs AR AR S R ORI T
FRIB]IRAS SCAE R P A I SE R AL (U7 55 2%, 1996)0 42
R IX L EH R e 1 e BN K g
B 7R S 0 J B TR AR K () et A% 234

SHEH TP 2. B, ARk

B A R R BA v 1 AR 2 FEPE (Hamrick &
Godt, 1996). —#IAA, FEPIARN, = 1 BT B 1k
T AR AR = A 1) o B 5t A% 431k (Slatkin, 1987). 4R
H 7 SRR L AN = 1.7958, & DL 5 e Y
BRI RS 1) a4 . HamrickH1Godt(1989)
(RIRIEGT 22 WY, oo 1V 0 1 380 A R 354 22 RERE 40 AT
WA BRI . BATMBEFAREUE T Rk 45
e, PR R SR AR H T R A A B
1

AR, ST TR R 5% 22 FEVEI 52
TAEARNFE L SRS T RIRE AR K
ALK, WIEL ZFEE . BAR TR A K
{551 S R (BRSSO 3 By VA 551 S n B2
NIRRT BB PR LI e
[Al(Ricardo & O’Connell, 2005) LA fz 5 PR 5 AH & Y 11
1ot 4% 45 7 (O’ Connell, 1995; Ceccarelli & Grando,
1996); 1y HLH1 TG AR b, s i ias 4% 0
ML BRI, A, bR
B TR AT T AEAE I W) B (Stebbins, 1952).
St DUV MNP R R L OOR e 7 Buid g f A T
ik (B ESRT BV, 1998). & AN T
MR T B ZFEHACTE =4 T 3w, F 23
AT R 3 A T 3 DX (1) 2 o B AT X S
DA B RN R I LR T PR 5 PR AL

ZEA UL RN ER, R TR s e 2 A
HEBEMBA BT URTZ A SET RA X
Wi 4b, 34 ] e 52 240 A7 3 B O IR B 1 3 Y.
R8T LA B BAT S DR 32 R 500
32 FTHARESMEMBT

20t 20804 AX,  AATTHE Vb VLT AT 23 1 X
B AR H RIS, A R, AR
ILEIARAHRE T IR H P ARRIEAR, 1990). 7EENJE,
AU AR S — 2 A 5, V2 X 4R
HTP WIS . ENECE R M2 H
T EARJEBECRTAE A A H 7 IR DR ) R BT gk Ml R
PRUAT b {57 45 it (Pathak, 2003; Chandra et al.,
2004).

WHEEAWHFE R 2, xEx+
PTG AE KIS D& B R T ARGF (P& N, 78 A
SRAEEE T ReAE T I A RIAR B A, WA T
PR H X G LSRRI SE AR Rl [, AR ) — R
HEMAHATHY), ©FE WEe 2R 3AT]
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MR TR AR A T ]

VEF W E R T, BERE 5 1 A ATDx e [
TERT BTN B TR AL 2 AR
JE AT LRI B, 38T DO — 28 B A A {8
R BEIRREAT IR 73 W, A E R AT AN
TRAP o R R AE T P 23 M X BEAT AR 2SR AR AR I %,
FATAT LAIE 5 B A 22 FE PR K i 1 A H 7 Jm A
HHPRIE o IURERR, RG5O AN AT R TRE
J1e AETATBEFT, WAL 2 HEESH0
PEAE, B os T OuT i (YM) BA e 1 4% 2
FEPEAKCT- (K4 o TRATTN XS JCTE Ja i 45 77 /2 5 1) T
Mo AL, RS BB ALAR SR T B AR TSR R AR,
FET-HGA A L X BEAT AR AR A IR AR, FRATT A 1% A
EREANNHIEZ i = S SIS V¢

B AR AR LT AT IFE TR
& IGRE R F R oA B GA TR T 4
B F A iR ey o H 8, EEGHE

22 30k
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