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Molecular Identification and Genetic Relationship of

9 Dioscorea Species in Guizhou Province

WEI Yibing, WEI Shenghua® ,WANG Zhiwei, YAN Fulin
(Guiyang University of Chinese Medicine , Guiyang 550000, China)

Abstract; In order to reveal the genetic relationship between 9 species of Dioscorea in Guizhou province,
the molecular identification of the species was conducted using the sequence fragments of chloroplast
genes matK ,rbcl. and psbA-trnH. The results showed that the lengths of matK,psbA-irnH and rbcLl. in 9
species of Dioscorea in Guizhou province were 1 076—1 144 bp,361—382 bp and 1 160—1 209 bp.
When the vacancy was treated as deletion,the ratio of the mutation site in the total length was 14.3% ,
7.8% and 8.7% ,respectively. Phylogenetic analysis showed that 9 species of Dioscorea derived from the
31 provenances were divided into four groups. Among them, Dioscorea bulbifera L. belonged to the cluster
of Sect. Opsophyton Uline. Dioscorea melanophyma Prain et Burkill and Dioscorea henryi ( Prain et
Burkill) C.T. Ting belonged to the cluster of Sect. Lasiophyton Uline. Dioscorea subcalva Prain et Burkill
and Dioscorea nitens Prain et Burkill belonged to the cluster of Sect. Shannicorea Prainet Burkill. Dioscorea
glabra Roxb. , Dioscorea cirrhosa Lour. , Dioscorea japonica Thunb. and Dioscorea opposita Thunb.
belonged to the cluster of Sect. Enantiophyllum Uline. The results show that matK, rbcL. and psbA-trnH
have obvious guidance for systematic classification of Dioscorea.
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MR SCT R E I AT U e 4 MR AR AE . (HOE
AR R I, IE A R Y 3 3 T 4
IS 45 R W5 AN R, 0 24 P R o M 3 R T —
TR

o3 T ME T E TR T ah Y AL R KRG
ST DNA JP 51 43 F-hric FE S 55 45 oy
PraR B SR, %7712 T 20 42 90 A 1 JT iR
FHF 25 RIAB 4 19 % 5 , 9 4 Cheung 451°7 | g 27
JeJ5 R AP — PCR \RAPD 4§07 i 5858 N2 v i B
SR UTAER B XAL B8 0 st AR R IC HOR 1B
2 A 291 10) L, A7 27 A DNA S50 05 1 5R AR
B, W R T R AR AT R R AN b 25 B K
IR 9 S 50 R Guo 2N R I DNA 4 JE
i psbA — trnH rbel. .matK 3 A~ BT ISR 25 i Hd
Wy B S 3 Rl O HEAT T %5 Sui 25 A
JH DNA ZRIE RS 193X 3 Al Be s 6 Fh i XU J& A8 4
AT R SZRE S R AT SE . MTEBURA Y2 5

TRAE , LU R 500 07 35 XE LAE B X 73 FLRR 2 DA
R DRAIE S 75 R 04 P 24 R T, 2 T rbel marK
L psbA = rnH J¥ 3], % B HUR 9 A Bl 31 03 #E A B
10> 72458, i E wiUR A 9 AR Z 18] Y 2R 450
2, N B BURMY R G800 AT TR PR A AR

1 AR A7 &

1.1 ##

B Ab R A 2 U AR RS A, 51 Bl 2 5 B B
ot b J5T ], 28 2 T4 I B4R S, SRR AR A DR AT T B
BH o B2 B A 24 ot = pn AR &, R AR HAAR (R B
TP 331 ke, ¥ g AR OIR DL R 4 i HE PR
HER R R, 24 KOS 70% £ W45 2 T K
2 TR DNA B3R,
1.2 K5

Ezup 459 3E 2 DNA BB £ Tag PCR
Master Mix .4S Green Plus Y48} . DNA Marker 45 % 5

K1 I NEFHEEYWFRIE

5% s R R T
(UE-A-H)
GY S 12 35 ( Dioscorea glabra Roxb. ) KIr B K AH 2016 -09 - 18
SL LW ( Dioscorea cirrhosa Lour. ) 5 BH HP S A T 2016 - 10 - 11
HZY DA PR 25 3 i ( Dioscorea melanophyma Hn B 2016 -09 -25

Prain et Burkill)

GS -1 #1122 355 [ Dioscorea henryi ( Prain et S4B 0 11 2016 =09 — 12
GS -2 Burkill) C.T. Ting] = 2016 - 09 -25
GS -3 S BT A6 X B 2016 - 09 - 22
GS-4 W o B 2 B 2016 - 08 - 30
GL -1 3655 B 37 ( Dioscorea nitens Prain et S4B v 0 11 2016 -09 - 12
GL -2 Burkill) S 1L e 1y 2016 —09 — 12
GL -3 S 3B 0 L 2016 -09 - 12
RB -1 H A 2595 ( Dioscorea japonica Thunb. ) B BH o B 2 B 1 I 2016 - 08 - 18
RB -2 it S L WU e A 2016 - 09 -25
RB -3 i 3R £ U B 9 A 2016 —09 —25
RB -4 Jiti S B WO B 3 2016 —09 - 25
MJ -1 B Wi ( Dioscorea subcalva Prain et Bt A T 7 X R R 2016 - 09 - 04
M) -2 Burkill) 27 RS 2016 - 09 -25
MJ -3 Jiti e B WU T A 2016 - 09 - 25
MJ -4 it S EL Bl A 2016 —09 - 25
MJ -5 it S EL WU A A 2016 - 09 -25
HD -1 # M ( Dioscorea bulbifera L. ) B P 2 e A3 1 2016 - 08 —29
HD -2 S A EE B A3 W 2016 - 08 —29
HD -3 BUBH PR 2 e A3 Y 2016 —08 —29
HD -4 BRI 2 B i 2016 -10 - 28
HD -5 27 H Y A 2016 —09 —25
SY -1 275 ( Dioscorea opposita Thunb. ) S P S 2 B T T 2016 - 08 —30
SY -2 5 BH o S A e 2016 - 08 - 30
SY -3 S4B o D 2 2016 - 08 - 30
SY -4 P T A IR X A 2016 - 09 — 04
SY -5 it S £ U A T A 2016 - 09 -25
SY -6 it S EL WU A A 2016 - 09 -25
SY -7 Jiti S B OBUH T A 2016 - 09 - 25




110 T i R A

%46 %

FAETAEY TR (L) ey A FRA WL 51 (K 2)
BB I R el AR AR TR () e A BR

2 A S

®2 WHKWHAASY

L 314 JFA(5—3") BRI/ C

matK MF  ATTTGCGATCTATTCATTCAAT 52
MR TGAGATTCCGCAGGTCATT
rbel, m3  TATCTTAGCGCCATTCCGAGTA 54
m4  CGCGGATAATTTCATTACCTTC
psbA - irnH F1 ~ GTTATGCATGAACGTAATGCTC 56
R1 CGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAAATC

=

1.3 KW H*

1.3.1 % DNA 423 i DNA B 48 BUi% B2k T4
YT (R ) B A PR B Y Ezap #E20H 4 2E Y
41 DNA Hfi 4 1050 & A U B B 3047, SR IO 15 5 (A
41 DNA 7£ =20 COLRAFE o

1.3.2 PCR ¥ 3¢ X9 MEBURMY I 31 Hkt
A matK  rbcl. K psbA — trnH F BE 43 5l 3k 47 PCR
P44 PCR ¥ 14 )7 W 7 ProFlex PCR System F 47,
FNARZ A 50 L, Hop g 45 .2 wl DNA BEAR | IE [7)
5 94 2 wL,Tag PCR Master Mix 24 pL, L)
ddH,0 %55, PCR S B FE 7 :95 C 128 H: 4 min;
95 °CAEHE 30 s, 38 iR k 30 5,72 C #EfH 90 5,35 4
HARTF T2 C R 2 min. B2 pL PCR =4
1. 5% B i BH BE Be P L UK , 42 4S Green Plus 3e{t, [
BERZIE 8 73 BT R GE WS IF 4R I . PCR 77 ) 28 f Uk
Rl f5 26 AR AR T A TR () I A FRA
My, M 5190 PCR 5141,

1.3.3 LA BINWFERE KA TS
Muscle 3.6 #4347 HE 7, 2% )5 A ] Gblock 0.91b
B AT e ) OR S XY 28 48 01 8 P o DI o )
Mega 4.0 X} 4b B 4 (1) 7> %1 4 8 Maximum Parsimony
(MP) #, 1% ¥ Close — neighbor — interchange ( CNT)
JKF-4 3, Random Addition trees S 10, 3RH 50% —
Frk R G AR (50% Majority rule consensus tree) |
PEAT#E A 12 (Bootstrap analysis ) & I, il £ K %
1,000, FR 45§t 5245 3 (BS) PR AL 2% 23 ST Sk
BS<50 A BS A T 51 ~75 RAK S HF,BS 4
F 76 ~ 85 g S ; BS =86 by i S ul i £
o

2 #R 550
2.1 matK.rbcL ¥ psbA —trnH | R 18

DN FP I A5 9 25 B R S e & 1 e 3 i
NEFURAEY 9 AT 31 MAEARR) 3 A T B

matK psbA —trnH rbeL K FE43 7] 1 076 ~1 144 bp
361 ~382 bp.1 160 ~ 1209 bp, FEFZ X, HEF G
P V7,31 Mk 3 4B H F BE i A K
fE2 628 ~2 710 bp, (G + C) & & 7 38.24% ~
39.38% .

K3 matK.rbcL K pshbA —trnH 3 £ R IEER

G m(ffK K psbA — trnH rbf’L K BEKE/ (G+C)/
J£/bp K /bp J£/bp bp K

HZY 1 140 363 1172 2 675 38.47
SL 1125 369 1176 2 670 39.18
GY 1104 364 1177 2 645 38.71
GS -1 1124 373 1177 2 674 39.38
GS -2 1118 363 1173 2 654 38.24
GS -3 1 144 370 1170 2 684 38.49
GS -4 1120 373 1178 2 671 38.60
GL -1 1110 363 1160 2 633 38.28
GL -2 1136 373 1176 2 685 38.73
GL-3 1 141 367 1177 2 685 38.70
RB -1 1111 370 1181 2 662 38.43
RB -2 1115 361 1173 2 649 38.51
RB -3 1128 373 1209 2710 38.60
RB -4 1 100 371 1174 2 645 38.56
SY -1 1 088 372 1179 2 639 38.65
SY -2 1097 362 1169 2 628 38.39
SY -3 1 094 374 1177 2 645 38.83
SY -4 1 080 373 1180 2 633 38.85
SY -5 1 080 373 1183 2 636 38.62
SY -6 1076 372 1180 2 628 38.77
SY -7 1077 363 1188 2 628 38.47
MJ -1 1 080 372 1182 2 634 38.65
MJ -2 1112 374 1182 2 668 38.64
MJ -3 1109 373 1184 2 666 38.75
M] -4 1133 373 1184 2 690 38.51
MJ -5 1097 363 1186 2 646 39.08
HD -1 1115 379 1181 2 675 38.80
HD -2 1092 382 1183 2 657 38.84
HD -3 1128 369 1178 2 675 38.84
HD -4 1103 369 1183 2 655 38.61
HD -5 1118 378 1168 2 664 38.55

2.2 matK . psbA —trnH rbcL FEERIFE S 9

31 AR R By 8, marK JE 50 HE R S R
Ui YJF- , 2428 (IR 2R 2 A BRI, 41 4K 1032 bp,
FAR S A 148 A, A E A S BE Y 14.3% ;psbA -
ernH T3 SRR J5 0 3 U1V, 24 25 007 4 26 A8k 2k 4k B
i, P51 361 bp, & 748 5 8 28 A, 5 7 41 K B2
9 7.8% ;rbel J¥ HHEFF J5 W5 3 VI, >4 25 7 4 24 i
BRIAE BRI, FF A4 1 103 bp, & 48 5407 5 96 4>,
P EKER 8.7% .
2.3 EHTF matK psbA —trnH . rbcL EBXE R ENE
ZRESW

ME 1 o] LLEH, & T X matK, psbA — trnH |
rbel BRA R Beity MP 34, ok H 9 A F 31 M FEAS 1Yy
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EHRURHY N T A H Hobh ok B B PR B
A3 i [l (HD - 1—HD = 3) 5t BH B2~ B 5 [ (HD —
4) M = B AR E B (HD - 5) By s gk oy — 26,
B K AR EARCEE (HZY) BRI E B
K AL E =i (GS 1) EARCHHL(CS -2) |
SEFHT AR P4 (GS = 3) K Bt B A B 27 B i [l
(GS —4) i I B HUR Ny —41, g & 40k H P31
HEwgig il (GL - 1—GL - 3) iy e 58 B HUAIK A 5t
ML XA (M) - 1) 5= B AR (MI -2) i
Fe B BUF I IR (M) - 3—MJ - 5) i1 B I % 51 5%
N2 N TR A 5 ok A KT ERAERF (GY) 19
WS, Ok BB BH P B A B I (SL) IR, R A
FLBA A B g e B (RB - 1) it e 8 XU B0 3 A
(RB -2—RB -4) f{) H A 57, % [ &l (SY - 1—
SY =3) (5t BT 4B DX RUHE (SY —4) i e 2 XU
B IR (SY -5—SY - 7) B HIR N —41, A A4
W,

80 SY-51
e
SY-1
SY-3
SY-4
Y5 [ s
2] L g
RB-3 T
B4
B-2
1
L 3
J-5+
- i
MJ-2
I:MJ*] .|
HZY 7
GS
TT——GS-3 4
GS-4-

B 1 matK psbA —trnH rbcL B & F BB/ MP #H L #F 9 #7

3 k5T

I R ARHE D] 20 rh e SR AR ) DNA Z5JE it X A
WY BEAT 4326 3 ISR T AT I (R PR — e B i
BRI Y 43 2 5 R )RR K AT B Kress 451 42
2 Bl A AR T A A R
B g S0 nF R B I matK  rbel  psbA — trnH FN
1 RIS AR Sy Bl b A% 4 38 1T 9 DNA 2% JE 5
matK JE K 4K 25 1 500 bp , o i 45 K 5 K 26 (1 25
J5 G By A% PR v A R B TR B 2 — T
P TR P RIEOKFRE LR, KR
BRI —  TERE HEZR G0 I AS 0 X A 7] 28 7 1) 28
HEAT AR, M K b 8 9 T 4% F R G R T SEpE T
rbel FEN 4 1< 2 1 434 bp , JEAL R BAR, H H T 00

BT Im % 0 Wl S B L B K F 9 R %k E
psbA — ernH [A] B Py 90 0L, 38 PR 4, B LA 2 65 78
S 0T G M AT BRI RE T o TS v B AR W) Fb
KV BRI, HE ) Z M TRk LR 5
HEACHIESE B 5 il D) 2 1TS AR Sy 2508 8 107 ] 1Y
— BRI ET

AW RE T 5MNAE 8 NRFFREE R 9 Fh 8 i
JEAEY) Tt 31 AHEAS, 43R HEAT T DNA 08
3 XF AT 1 . 452R B, marK J7 5 28 53 47
S P AR EER 14.3% ,psbA — trnH J¥ 31 978 57
FLri i SR ER 7. 8% ,rbel. J§ 91 728 S i i o G K
JEM 8. 7% o FAXSTIF ,7E%5 7 9 Fh B Hijm AH Y
matK Jr B B 78 S Rl 3 A% AR AL
S HrRT A, B T X matK  psbA — trnH rbel B A B
(9 MP Z3 7,k B 9 AF 31 43 A1 44 ) B 350 AH 4 Bk
Gy R AR R AR A TR S RN A 2, H
WL BB O — 4 R R ZF B UM R L BUR
— 4, Bz SO BB E RS w1 B 28
WIS 0 X 43 o A JE AR A v D R H
REHNEB R —H, B EH ERS5EWE
AR A X5 B, A 5B HE RS
AR o I R AT 2 B 0 X3 . Ol R B i B
Bh—H, Hor 3 TAMEZHERE . WA ESE B
By R G SRR E, Brai iy DNA K2
(matK psbA — trnH (rbeL) #F 5T I LA 2 35 HiJm T
O Ao R Z2 BORE W 1 S0, T T B I S O
S E IS H A B A AR T B R T AR —
BAESIATEIRY 5
2% 30k
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