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Genetic diversity of Miscanthus & Triarrhena based on
ISSR and SSR analysis
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Abstract The genetic differences among 22 germplasm resource were analyzed useing fluorescent polymorphic simple
sequence repeats(SSRs)and inter-simple sequence repeats(ISSRs) to identify their genetic diversity. Polymorphic ISSR
and SSR primers were screened, each with 12 pairs. The results showed that 12 ISSR primer pairs produced 216
polymorphic bands(96.86 % ) ,Nei's gene heterozygosity was 0.301 8, Shannon index was 0.462 8; 12 SSR primer pairs
produced 111 polymorphic loci(67.68% ) ,Nei’s gene heterozygosity was 0. 111 5, Shannon index was 0. 193 3. UPGMA
cluster analysis indicated that 22 germplasm resource, in addition to Miscanthus floridulus, the Miscanthus sinensis ,
Triarrherca sacchariflora and Triarrhena lutarioriparia in the same geographic area can not be effectively identified in
genetics; there were some correlations between Miscanthus & Triarrhena and geographic distribution. Mantel test
revealed that the correlation of genetic similarity matrix between ISSRs and SSRs was not significant(r =0. 374, P>
0.05)for 22 species.

Key words Miscanthus; Triarrhena; ISSR markers; SSR markers; genetic diversity

AN & R AFL (Poaceae) 78 W B} (Subfam. A Tof ) BEF A Ao R B R AR R A AR R Tz . T AR

Panicoideac A. Br.)"', Sy ZAE A i ROR B, E2 4y Sk ARV BURRIR & R 40 iUHE, B2 DR S die B 5t
A FE AR 2R B I AR P 0 s DX, e [ R Ak 8 AT P A RE IR L DR T R YRR W B4 O R A A F 5
YR EBE A G, ik G A 4 O, PRk S Y N G A R R R IS P

Wi H 9
HEIH .
R (Ea
i AR

2013-08-16

A6 57 T 42 MRBL 2 B Bl 0 57 R 1 i 3 (KJCX201201001) 5 b5t i 48 MRl 2 B 75 48 B IF 24 4 (QNJT201219)
AR %+, E-mail: liyuy_ing@163. com

WAy, BIAFSE B L 11, NS REVR A 5% B MY . E-mail : fanxifengcau@163. com



22 O A K R it

2014 4 55 19 &

FEAR T L T A RE T R R AR R A B O R B
(1) 45 8 R USLAE -

HAf, e Tk Ry s FEER TAEY
JRrE T S Y AR B AR AR A T T
BRI Z R RIS R R 4R . 5 55
48 SSR FARXT 46 oy 12 AT T st 4 Z M40 HT
S IR T VR I 35 A% oAk R R B AT — R 1
FIAE) s 3% ) SRAP 1 ISSR W # 43 F b ic
FARXM A1 AkATRFE L AAERGRE
HEAT T 38t 4% 22 FEE 3 bk B 0 1 Y A 2 R
PO 50 s Zhou %5 JF & T3 & 14 & L 2k @
Y1 SSR 519t 5 DL L B 5E A B 5T 6 G A o — L HL

W FBOABR . Bk, AWF S F T ISSR 5 i FLHT
RIGEE SSRARILIX 2 Ff 7> T b ic J5 vk X & A K
TAE 22 3 B A v 3R R A W YRR AT 8 AR 2 R R )
B LIS S v 3k 26 il Wy B R 0 8 2 LB R A g It
HeHhi .

1 #MB5FE

1.1 ##

A0 AR Al v Ak 2R AE W A Y A A R T
22 A b X0 Y A2 A AE ) AR 2K L DR PR T b
o B X /N7 48 (N39°34", E116°28") i I 3t
M. BB S R 2 BRI E B LR 1

&1 fgols#

Table 1 Experimental materials

G5 s J 7 g %
Code Species Origin N E
A101 3k T.sacchari florus Jt 5 B3¢ Changping . Beijing 40°10'52" 116°26'56"
B005 T M. floridulus YLPGHEXI I Jinggangshan, Jiangxi 26°34'55" 114°09'44"
B009 T M. floridulus I~ & %Y Shenzhen, Guangdong 22°35'53" 114°11'37"
B010 T M. floridulus "% %I Shenzhen, Guangdong 22°35'53" 114°11'37"
Bo14 LA EE M. floridulus VLV§ X I Jinggangshan, Jiangxi 26°43'38" 114°17'54"
Bo15 HATTE M. floridulus VLV X 1 Jinggangshan, Jiangxi 26°35'00" 114°08'29"
B018 HA T M. floridulus I K%Y Shenzhen, Guangdong 20°35'24” 114°11'10"
B021 Fiik T. lutarioriparia L7 Wuhan, Hubei 30°45'59" 114°12'44"
B022 B3k T. lutarioriparia # At #I Wuhan, Hubei 30°45'59" 114°12'44"
B023 B3k T. lutarioriparia #1 46 #I Wuhan, Hubei 30°33'05" 114°03'58"
B025 w3k T. lutarioriparia WAL E I Wuhan, Hubei 30°33'05" 114°03'58"
B026 # T. sacchari florus AL I Wuhan, Hubei 30°33'05" 114°03'58"
B027 Fiik T. lutarioriparia L7 Wuhan, Hubei 30°33'05" 114°03'58"
B028 B3k T. lutarioriparia A I Wuhan, Hubei 30°45'60" 114°12'45"
B030 LA M. floridulus #EE K 7> Changsha, Hunan 28°06'07" 113°01'20"
B037 3k T. sacchari florus Jb 51773k 78 Mentougou, Beijing 39°58'02" 115°58'50"
B085 HA M. floridulus "7 M Guangzhou, Guangdong 23°19'28" 113°17'48"
Al41 k T. sacchari florus 1 AL #t Y5 Weifang, Shandong 36°54'15" 119°07'34"
Al145 # T. sacchari florus W & M Dezhou, Shandong 37°29'28" 116°46'03"
B200 3k T. lutarioriparia LA I M Suzhou, Jiangsu 31°12'42" 120°2450"
B201 1 M. sinensis VLI N Suzhou, Jiangsu 31°12'42" 120°24'50"
B202 3k T.sacchari florus VLIR IR M Suzhou, Jiangsu 31°12'42" 120°24'50"
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319 M B 18 L W K %% (University of British
Columbia Biotechnology, UBC) $2 it fi%) 1 3z ik H 46
ZRHY ISSR 54y )3 51 o fifi 1 50 A% b 47 2 45 71
#r. PCR #E Techne 23 7 TC-PLUS # PCR {X |-
7, ISSR-PCR Wi & % 20 pL KR h & A Tag
fit 0.2 U.5[% 20 ng.DNA #ifiz 0. 2 uL.2 X PCR
Mix 10 uL. PCR §" 1§ F2 ¥ 94 C WiZE #k 4 min,
94 C7AF 30 5,52 CiB sk 30 5,72 C #EfH 2 min, 3L
35 MBI, 72 CIRAEM 10 min, 4 CLRAF. HEAH
EB 19 1. 520 B IR M BE I LUK 43 25,90 V HLYk 1 h /&2
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method with arithmetic mean) & #E47 B 250 ¥7 . /4
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Table 2 Primer sequences of ISSR and SSR
ISSR 51# Bl¥FEH (' —3") B AEE/C | SSR I 19 F3) (5" —3' IR KR/ C
ISSR Primer Sequence Tw SSR Primer Sequence Tw

pl (AG)8C 53 HAU-003  F:GAAGTGGGGAACATGGTTAATGTC 60
R: TCACGGTTCAGACAGATACAGCTC

p4 (AC)8T 52 HAU-020  F.GTGAGGTGAAAATGAAGCTGGAAC 60
R: ACCATACCTCTCTGAACATGAGCC

p5 (AC)8G 52 HAU-072  F:ATCCTCTCATCAGGTCCACCG 60
R:CATATACAGTCTCTTCTGGCTGCTCA

p6 (AC)8C 52 HAU-258  F:TGAAGCAAGTCACTGGTAAGAGCA 59
R: TGACACACCCATACTTCCAACAAG

pl6 (AC)8TG 52 HAU-372  F:GTAGAGATCGATTCGCTAACCTGC 60
R:AGTTGTTCCGTTCCGTCCTTATC

p20 (GGAGA)3 53 MSSR4 F: TTCTGTGAGATTCTGGTATGCC 58
R:CAACTTGCTTGGGACTGA

p24 (GT8YG 53 MSSR11 F: TTGAAGAGGGTAGCGGTTG 58
R: TAGTTAGGGGCTGTTTGGA

p25 (CA)8T 52 MSSR14 F: ACTAAAGGCGAAAGCTAGGAGG 57
R:CAGATGCTGGCTGTTGGTGATGT

p28 (CA8G 53 MSSR18 F: TTTTCTGCCCACTACTGCTA 60
R: TGTGATCTTCTATGCTTCCA

p35 (CA8RG 53 MSSR21 F: TATGGGTGAATGTTGGTTT 59
R:GCCCGTTTGTGCGAGTGC

p43 (AC)8CG 53 MSSR42 F: TGCCACGCCTTCTTCACCTATC 56
R:GCATCCAGCCATCCACCCTC

p50 (GA)8C 52 MSSR70 F:GCACGCATGAGCCAAACTG 56
R: TCGGTCGGTGCTTGTCTCG

1
Fig. 1

5149 p1 3% 8 143 4F#} DNA {9 ISSR ¥ 15 &
ISSR-PCR amplification electrophoresis of
8 DNA sample byprimer pl

22 Gy PR HE Y By SSR P14 45 B LI 2

F 3 SSR MY Sl LA 164 A, Kl TR
WL 110~420 bp, Hrp Z &M &4 111 4,
Z AR R 67, GSA,KIEJ%I%B‘P%HE’J%

WECH 3~26, FH 2B AT 9. 25 4,22 13k
A 0 AR AL 2 BAE AL Y5 LR 0. 060 2~0. 666 7,
LBV EASIE R 50 % ~100 % 2Z [ , ik 5 % FH (19
SSR 5| ¥y %t 152k S AH W) 1Y 352 4% Z REVE A — 0 1R
S
Shannon $54CF1 Nei's $5 % BE AT LA K2 B 2547 (1)
Fw B AT DL Y A RS TR S A
i ZFEPER 2 N HEEAR . Neli's T‘é%ﬂﬁﬁ 12 4
57 s Y L I
WAL Z Rk Klﬂh,m iﬁ%%ﬁ‘@ﬁ’ﬂm@tﬁlﬁl,
SSR ) Nei’s 5% 0 0. 111 5,°F3 Shannon 18N
0.193 3;ISSR ) Nei's 8%~ 0. 301 8,F-34 Shannon
FEEL M 0. 462 8,
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Table 3 Comparison of usefulness between ISSR and SSR
i H Ttem ISSR SSR
5| ¥)%% No. of primers 12 12
W 45 v FL K Observed number of alleles 1.968 6 1.676 8
B J %8 Effective number of alleles 1.492 4 1.158 8
Nei’s 8% Nei’s index 0.301 8 0.1115
Shannon {5 B #5 %t Shannon index 0.462 8 0.193 3
B No. of total bands or locies 223 164
%2 2541 55 No. of polymorphic bands or locies 216 111
Z AV 55 L& Percentage of polymorphic bands 96. 86 67.68
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Fig. 2 SSR-PCR allele report of8§ DNA sample by primer HAU-003
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Fig. 3 Clustering of 22 Miscanthus and

Triarrhena materials based on ISSR
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fEHEES N 1. 00 B, 22 Rk 648 9 nl B2y il 2 A4
K125 14 Fh L ALEE 22 Pk @ ML PR AR X D Ik
B ET DA VLR A AL 4 A (R 13k L mE gk R
T35 2 25 8 A ALEE 22 Rk R R BT AT I LT HL
X8 PP AT W Sk 11 M FE A7 AE X O e A VTP .
JUARANE 3 A . AR E 0. 61 X AT LK
2 KHAY S LS 2 4L AR 1 4 4 Fh L ALES
3R ARG B T AV S X Ry 1 R
TESE 2 4 A B ALHE 2 FhVTVE XD L L
BRI AT )T R M AT, Hid B0oS
1 BO10 Y3845 #E B de T Ry 0. 12, HoAR L fie s

A101
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B021
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Fig. 4 Clustering of 22 Miscanthus and

Triarrhena materials based on SSR

SSR 435 10 14 25 R D5t A% BE B 0 £ 3 Rk
P B 0 DX T kL ks TR AR A G R
b | T A P N s [ = AN W 1 S
(O RARR T3k B BT 2 K3,

2.4 WFERIZEY Mantel-test

I TFPGA % 3 F ISSR Al SSR Fric 138
& 185 B9 4 B #F 17 Mantel-test A0 G MRz I, 25 SR 3R
BT 6T 22 b X B 2 3k 25 A 9, ISSR T SSR Ric
A B B I A AN .35 (r=0. 374, P>0. 05),
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AR A 2500 % Wi 4 38 4 2 3K A 2 A7

YE 4 s B3R 53 )& T AR A B (Poaceae) Ff
B (Subfam. Panicoideae A. Br.) ) % J& (Miscanthus
Anderss) f13k J& ( Triarrhena Nakai) , Ho FE )
TR DR /NS & B, i PIAr DNA 2 45
IR LRI . IR 73 T AR g BB BE K 1075 22 A
T HIORTRG B b X A3 ke D PR AT BB 2 L 3k R RS
X 3 FhAE Y A HE AL A Bk [ R — AR SN,
T ELTE KA R A AR B AR RS B ml AT b1 B
SOATHEATE IR A AR AR AR 1 R PRI AT L X
i e 252 NS e 7§ = 7 el 1 S B S o N1 2
DL IR 25 B 1o LA 50 X 43 1R Ok 3t 5 47 3
PR M RIBESE — 3. RO A5 WA X =3k
KA AT 53 I 2B B, 05 R 2k 0 7] &
F1= g (Miscanthus spp. ) .

BARAHEA R0 X 4 22 Fp = 30 SR W 14 Fh
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) EE T AT RELE T Wk HE . ISSR AR iy
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B X0F G R A T B A TR AR ) b A T 1 e 4] 22 S
BRI SSR 5| Wy HE AR 4 A [ AF ) 4 A7 0T
ABEFE T ISSR 5| 9y 3 %2 5k T AF A8 L K 2% 42 it
ISSR 51 #, 53 7 ISSR #5445 2R . ISSR #ric BE 5 A
M A e R A s 2R R . ABESE
F1 SSR 31¥) E KM Zhou % AN B K By SSR 514
Fildz 5 2 AR 3 5K SSR 51 ¥ 78 223k M 4 1 o
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