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(1. Mg R A IR, T 11 570228 2. i B K77 BRI R AE M) AR DT by, TR 1 570228)

W . N TRICE 2 (Hopea reticulate Tardieu) 115 % 22 AP RIS [R] I 2% 0] A0 3t AL 4544, AU 11 X331
EFRCTAG I R A H A0 ORI DX TC S 22 1 8% 2Rk, DT A=k TO 3 0 28 40] 3 Ry 4l | e ko
I 3 AN UG, BABA AN R4 G B) 1) 38 1 22 5, SR IT LWRAE AL, JF D ast % i B B2 Hh DR S mes . 25 SR 36 TC 3
22 1Y 2 o7 B2 B (N,=3.636) FILI B8 24 i (H,=0.599) 1% T[] J& (9 AE Wil & b H. drryobalanoides( N,=5.600,
H,=0.678), 1. 1= T [Fl J& HL R4 Ai 1 5 — W e fh gk 22 (N,=2.417, H=0.432) , (ER RIS i 1% Z AR AR
G822 5 TCSE I A I A5 S DXL 1 B B AT e I Rk A M A, SRS R EFAR T BB DT TS, AR
FUBLGE /N R RO AR E . B TAFAE A E T 4010, B REGR LR R i ik 2 %,
I, 8% 2R 2 o ST TR AR AT ST R S5 R, SRR AR O 3 3 22 AT 8 S ) A I, i A
TIEHE, FEUEFRE BT, K AL SR AT ), SCBlC 3 R R R SEAT o

KRR OB A T TLAL; 1% R FIRE S O

HhESAES: ST18 SCHKFRERD: A

SIAMR: 258, Biakts, REA, % 3L T SSRARICAY LI I 2 4 ZREVERF 9T [J]. B AR 42541, 2022,
13(2): 127-135. DOL: 10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.2022.02.004

TR TR 3 A1 7 215 1 B 30 26 I it ) At
X, 2 1 R EA SRR SN R I S5, YR Z R
TR AR RGE 2, Pl ARTE A 55 J
AR R E Y Z R A A S5 D7 T
RARAE HEAE T 3 EE A H DA T Y R
6%, J2 2R e AT R AR ) JE A i Y 3 R, 284
FEVUEUZR R . R A U R 5 T R RN i P
By, Horh, g 5 BA FRE s i e de b L % R AR
T KBRS0, i Al (Dipterocarpaceae)
S TR P B RO T AR A B S R R, )32 o0 A A T
B & 700 m LAF BRI L, 5 B AT AR AR
TRV Gl AR R AR 25 AN RAE, 4 06 R 5 190 O ki 7 A
70T IR G TR SRR, Jo & G B B
ML TCR 26K, 5 AR EEE S L
FEMATR], BOLTC I I iR St Z IR T3k
IR, YR R ™. A 20 tHa 70 47
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XAEMIRD IR b A T BRIV . g/ Nl At =)
WFTE T JCHEIE 22 R REE AL, S At =), Wb 22 R
PEN 2 ] BCEE, 5 ORI 22 O 3 KRR, 2 A
GLAE ISR AN, Az K B By s A AR s >, Fi
FERVERREAR AR /N WHBHEAED B X JCILI A2 Fh At
S50 5 Bl 25 B9 SRR BF 5T S, S8 W Y L 41 A
25 AFRAT TS IS, Bl SR R E [ G 7 1 A, {3
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AR TS, A5 DUPRE A AR IR ] Fry B B0 A
TG RN 42 0% R, SRR Ak 22, FhINTE
IR0, BEVE SR AN AR E B B 4y
A Ry R, 26 A= DX AR /N, (L BR [ AR DR R
W (TUCN ) ¥ JC 3 3 22 V798 Ry b B2 31 f& Fb (https://
www.iucnredlist.org/species/33393/9776515) , it L)
VR 5 OB A B A AR DA A A A SR . A
il 3 LA PR TU B SRR S RV AR AR
|, Bz R 2RI 50T . A AL
2 ) B 0 e 2 A g s N A 23 N Y R A P, S D
WO VIFIAETE TS T AR 1 i DR 1 B AR
PRI, AF 52 WA 0 e 1) 352 4% 22 R 1 AR 3 A% 25 4
il HARAP S Y T4

fAj PR EE 751 (simple sequence repeats, SSR) >,
WHR M T2 (microsatellite), Z=FEFZHHLL 1~ 6
MEHTR R LRI ), K — R AE 100 ~
200 bp Z[A], HHZENER . &) TR SIS0,
Jz T ey ) Gt e >, e
Wi fe B AR T B AR IS ITAL A% Z AR, L
T8 FOIPE R, LEE 2527 & 2% XU Ik i
f& il Shorea lumutensis {5 B A7 ¢ 5 K B9 D2
A AH AR SRS 2 500, FESGHE o 50 Ok 4
SRR RS A R XS R R, AR
A AR B W B sk - 3% 22 (Hopea chinensis) [N AE #5
R AR E TV & B, TRANG %529 i | SSR
B 1 A I 2] 3 R 200 5 2K K 35S, 8 s b R
PR /N2 et i A A i 2 25U . WANG
LRI A 12 X7 SSR bRic PFAl TV RS 5 B AG A
Y35 22 (H. hainanensis) WigA& Z e, & B3 42
A A T A S K B SR ARG T (W) s i AR e A A
dryobalanoides, HE Wi F R i 200/ 3 22 35t 4% 718 S 4%
ROYrTREIR . 25 b iR, SSR ARic JE A 97 e ik
FRHE YRR AR FARic . ABFER
11 AMCE R bR TC B i e T AT IS TC 3 2 AP EE Y
WL ZRENE, T AR AL 451, PPAL I3 I 22
WAL S T B E, B TR Al TR g 225 B
P PRI R s AR S AI

1 #MRFREE

11 EEWE2MBEMARE PTRXENTE
B HAT IR 9 A SR P X (109°34" ~ 109°42" E,
18°21" ~ 18°26'N) . HATIA &G 11 B bR Hu g, g4k

25 50 ~ 681 m, B E<50°, +IERERLIAE B A0 3,
HERER R 10%, J& P TR AU, TRy
B, 2R P 5~10 H, AFREMI 2978 1 800 mm.
SRR 25.4 °C, MR PE AR AR ZE B2 LU e 3 4
2 R LA PR R ARE 1 AR LR X
AL T 1985 4, FEARY H bR BL TR &
Mo AT e M Aok o 3 A 4] o Ol 3 e
o iy (1) (tg < 2.5 em), R (1) (2.5 em <
Wt < 7.5 cm) FUSEAES (D) (Bigte >7.5 cm) o 1
1R 2 500 m* BYREDT N, BEAILZEHL 59 #R=S 0] E 1y
Sor AT C Y 4, 3R oA 2101 ) .
20010 ) Fn 18I ) ¥k, EHETTHA FH I, R T J5
7B RE T, DA o L SR FEMARY
W FIAE

1.2 DNA#ZEUAN PCR ¥ 3% RHIMK CTAB iA#2
HUSLPH 41 DNARY, L[R2 DNA f ¥ B Ao i
NanoDrop 2000 43 't % B i1 &t . A< 52 4% F) H
WANG 4551 B30 Ik 22 51Ty 35 X i LA 514,
MR TR TR 22 P RERR E DY, HE W)
11 %51 TR 2% . PCR ¥ 14 7E Eppendorf
PB4 T o BRIV AARFR 30 pL, B 1 pL
AR DNA(S50 ugrmL™), 1 pL iE & [0 514 (10
pumol-L™), 15 pL 2% Tag PCR MasterMix(TIANGEN
WA, A5 A 12 uL ddH,0. FEFERF T
HE 94 °C FUAEYE 4 min, SREEHR 30 ¥k, Hi 94 °C
AP 30's, 56 ~ 63 “C iR K 30's, 72 °C ZEAifi 1 min,
16 B4 45 oK J5 5 72 *CHE {12 min, i /] ABI
3730XL 43 #T1X ( Applied Biosystems) #47 A Bt 41
Br, 1 1 GeneMarker B4 4718 1L A7 A (1) BE 1A
41 71 ( SoftGenetics, State College, Pennsylvania,
USA).

1.3 BUBRSM  TCI A N EIIR AT, P
WFFE R I MAC-PR 75 12, AR 4 06 /05 22 LU (R0 7
GAEEF R, T MAC-PR Ji ik ANRESE 2 fift
TR S5 A7 5 PRL R A R S B R 0 Y A AN o
[Fi) oy %5 8 31 Z2 A AR Wy A e D8 50 R4 ) 7 BE K A 1Y
XIS, (EHR R 35 1 70 235 0 ) B O 2201,
1It, 2% F GENDIVE version3.045 1 POLYGENE
version1.2b12 AN figk ke PRI 47 Bk O R ik
3B A SR S P HE Il . /£ POLY GENE
version 1.2b B SEHL T 4 B ZAABAE LAY, AR5
1 i 45 &, i U ( Bayesian information criterion,
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BIC) e £ A (L AB Y, 3 T e A R 845 2
PERY S IR bR, WSO LI (N,) | A 8055 R
BN, . Wz 5 B (H,) FIHER AR G (H,) .

i i Structure version 2.3.43% 43 Fifr B 4 15
gty . KMEM 13 10, B4 K EIFT 10 RS
2%, burn-in BEE K 100 000 7K, #RJ5 & 1 000 000
K MCMC( 5 /R BF RS0 R %) ikt . fefE
K {Effi ] STRUCTURE Harvester & 5 4fEBrC7 . fifi
H Clumpp version 1.1.25% () Greedy 5. 1% 5 %
o KE/ 10 IREE 45 %, 5% )5 H Distruct version
LRV A iR RE LS I BIE K7 o BT Cavalli-
Sforza*! (5t fE 15 25, f ] MEGA 5.0 #4044
HTCE 2RI EB M . AR Cavalli-Sforza [
5% B B AH T AR ARSI BT (PCOA ), 42547 5 PR 1470 o
RN, 5% R 2 i 25 /N R B R T RE ) A 10
B AR L R K 43R 10 4A~%54%(0 ~ 0.1, 0.1 ~
0.2, ..,0.9~1.0), f#if§ POLYGENE )it 2 1455
P BRI AT 145 25 57 3 R A AR, 22t A 10 2 45
A7 PRS0 B o AR B o SR FH e e 1) PR 12
FETCHLYE 22 R T AR, R gk g
AR B, 5 S S A L, WA R 2
PR Y (R R 2K o PRI, TG 28 AR AN
Wy, 7E HBURSIS , A5 (< 0.1) BISERIRERER S
e (0.101~0.200) Fb &85 JL R /1

2 BRSO

21 EEWEZMEEZHEMN XTSI EDN
35 M B AEFREH, 11 M REfE TR 2P REd
W HA 2280, AT ICE Y 2l 28, H
o PP BETE 75~190 bp Z [A], Fe/NE L
JLH 15, e KEE Hotk 30(5% 1) . POLYGENE
A SR B 2 R AR BLRL, AR BIC 17 2
PRI, BERE BIC fH /MO R e fList AR Ay, 4558
7~, CES(Complete equational segregation, 5¢4=554)
K85 WY A2 e L 2R G HRY, 3k [ 58
Tt PCR N IESEL, RSt e S50
W5 T CES AU HETT (3% 2) . B POLYGENE fif
TS5 HE AN E7E 2(Hre9) & 7(Hrel 1) 22 J], 3
¥ 3.636 15 A G FE S 0fE 1.428(Hre9)
% 3.282(Hrel 1) Z [0, 134 2.380 1~ ZBFEEH
Hi 0.289( Hre9) & 0.716( Hrell) , - ¥ {H 0.526;
Shannon {2 B #8 %4 0.535(Hre9) & 1.589(Hrell),

FHIE 1.035, WL 2% A B f /)N 0.343(Hre9), fix
K 0.698(Hre6, Hre7), “F-34{H 0.585, WG
% /N 0.350( Hre9) , fiz K 0.751(Hrell) , ¥ ¥ {H
0.599. GENODIVE % (1) WL 4% & B2 #F 0.342
(Hre9) & 0.697(Hre7) Z[H], *F-34{H K 0.583; M
A FEAE 0.303(Hre9) & 0.709(Hrel 1) Z [1], -3y
{4 0.567. POLYGENE HI GENODIVE i & i1y
AL ZREPEAR LT, B ZREVE AN THE R T 5
Bo 11 AMLEHA 9 4 (B Hre2 Al Hrel 1) I 2
2} Hardy-Weinberg “V-fif, 7] fE & 2 143545 B 528
S5y, @it POLYGENE il GENODIVE {5 T
ToEYE 4 3 MR AL 2, 25 R IR, T
e ATEA RIS A BB A8 Z28F R
i BARIEEL. WA A B LA MO R B B ik
HWEES, Bl R EACE A FE (E 1)

%% 2 Polygene version 1.2 1 4 PN ZiKiSEE
HEIA BIC 1145

SR
sy REE BENE e W% ANE
BEBL  BEBL G MM AN

NEONE NE =025 =050
A
fpcr  3017:62 296057 295734 299252 297530
LASE  2803.93 2746.88 2743.65 2778.83 2761.61
fUHPCR 2997.00 2940.00 2937.33 297235 295537
Fazx 278331 272697 2723.64 2758.66 2741.68

T r R IR LR

4.0
351 o
30f . 11
25}
20}
1.5}

Y 10t
Hos]

{5

(LEZERE =LA

172

0"Na Ne PIC I Ho He Ho  He
WL ZFEETE bR
Bl 1 T 114 SSRFRigHyToH g 22 3 MBI
MAE AP
'. Polygene version 1.2 7145258, 2 GenoDive 3.04 11
BB (A, W T(FRig ), IR TR ) -

22 RRIFLHEEEH TEB 2L L5H
) Structure 7145 5 (K 2) 7R, delta K 1F K =
2 B HUS B RAE, ikt KB R 2, B ZCFhRE h
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FAE: JET SSR FRic TG B 22 Ak 2 A AT 131

500
400 -

300}

s

£ 200}
100 -

Delta K=mean (|L”(K)|)/sd (L (K))
1

1 10 -2579.04 09119 - u 5

2 10 -2261.71 03348 317.33 17224 514.410339
I -2116.62 0.5789 145.09 7909 136.624052
4 10 -2050.62 0.1229 66,00 29.19 237.457502
5 10 -2013.81 0.3929 36.81 12.67 32.251264
6 10 ~1989.67 26077 2404 20.717 7904860
T 10 -1986,30 58748 337 739 1257914
8 10 ~1990.32 31548 -4.02 10.42 3302883
9 10 -2004.76 32143 -14.44 144 0.448002
1010 -2017.76 8.0282 -13.00 - -

(b)

1

[l 2 STRUCTURE 43#rit4h
(a) FH AK FEIERDE K E. (b) K B 2 2] 9 BURERZRLENL . (o) K =2 BIAYEREEEER, AR 1M

A, B EE 8 R T2 T3 2 st (L 20 70 Y f5 B

2 IR AL AL 3 I SR 5 A 2 L A ]
Bk, ¥t 2 MLy, B AMAE 2 o)
AR A SN, K MR HA L — st 4l (I 2) .
H it — BB 3G R &, RAE Cavalli -
Sforza(1967) i 2~ 2530 182 1% 1 B OF A4 2 NI B
(K 3). o322 3 MRGA MRS, A

N |
\\‘; 33 ;' :' ! Y 4
\,%,s%‘;‘ O_Ls‘gf‘g‘é"
\s@, % F 005 el
N, % 0.10 S
~, ) R (&“
~ b 015 e ‘1'
Yorpe o
~,, 0.20 :
- 025 e
| NUNES 48
153
. ind0®
1nd08 ||..|\'n-
: (el Ir.-.,, ™ -
Wi . tagg ;~
= ety / ngtgs ~
' \i\“‘"‘ sy
7 N
s /%'(“'
’ '@\‘»\v&; i 6,")%? s
’ & g C 5% \
"‘S:“tfs,m:i ‘%‘\
' £ FE EER S
IV =
N B

&3 H:TF Cavalli-Sforza (1967) g GBS 1914 NI B
[R5 1 450 B %) W STRUCTURE HR 453 {5 41 4%
B LG, B R SRS, Ind01- Ind21 X #3424 1, Ind22-
Ind41 SR IYZ% 11, Ind42- Ind59 X R84 111,

[Fi] % 5 8 AR 43 TP R R S vy, AN Rl 0 22 TR
R I B0, 5 Structure AY4E R —3L, PCoA
SAHTIES 1 F AR (PCL) FIEE 2 F 445 (PC2) 433
B T 29.44% A1 13.50% A 53, BT A AR K 8L
IR 23 ARG, B BAE A T S 3 R
HH A 4) . PCoAI4EH Y Structure AT NJ
B B 5 SR SR — B, HE— 20 U TR I £ % 2 (]
et A% 25 AR/, BEE Y  n, WA B AL 41
A B R AR A . TG 3 B A AR AE 6 kR (0 ~
0.100, 0.101 ~ 0.200) fJ Lt 451] 5 25 3 Jifi 250 /) % 22 b
FEARRL, 5 A 28 Iy 20 %) JFC At e i 45 LR B A L
DA S) o 3k A A R RIS 40 A Y AR
T, ARHI A5 K ) 2 2%, SR P e DR sy 1 4>
FRAE, FPIICIEYE 22 0] RE I & AR T R RUAR (1Y)
AR, TR AN S E K, I, Sy 5
PRS00 A H IS

Iq‘

S| .
% L
. ‘-
= fa T
3 N
O = 11T
A~ T

-

PC 1 (29.44%)

LT Cavalli-Sforza(1967) 3% FE B i FoIL Ik £ F A F5
5341 (PCoA)

% 4
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JC3 Y% 22 (Hopea reticulata)

—

S HE A
C—RNWEAULOI®0D

R I
T N VM PN SN SN SN SN N

VA QA A RA QD QJDJLY
L QO AD” A " (N A O N
Q'Q Q'\ Qr} Qﬁb Q'b‘ Qb Q"o Q('\ QL?D 09)

SELAE PR

14 Y 22 (Hopea hainanensis)
12+
10}

B
(o]

i
=

i

P NN AN AN SN OIS
ST T ST SSNSS
\'Q.\ \'QW\'Q?}\'QP‘\'Q%)\'Q‘.Q \'Q(.\\'QC?O\'Q?’ \'\-Q
QO AD” A (D A O N
Q'Q Q'\ Qr} Qrb Q'b‘ Q%> Q'b Q('\ Q?O Qg
EAVEAETES

Pl s JoHyE 2 5 A PISSR S HE R 14 B 5 4341 14

TR

1845 Z2 A1 X T ) Ao s A 3 A S
M (4 =451 g A a5 2 22 R 2RO AT, 3 I R
MY AE 7B 22, A 1 XU B M — AR, i
f& A TR A3 A (AR W8t A 22 REPE AR
T P 5 ) 3 AR T A Sk A2 RN TG R M 22 2 B, WANG
S5 PVRAET 10 AN T R FA T AR R 5228 f Y
AN [ b 0 3 22 R RE, R 12 % TR ARICPEAS
e nst e 2, S5 R OR, WA IR G
(H,) 2 0.409, 5 [F] J& I Ath ¥ e A 4 ke ot B &2
( Hopea chinensis) ( H=0.473) . H. odorata( H,=
0.392)U [35t4% AR KA . SR, TR BT
FY WA E N 0.567(GenoDive)
8% 0.600( Polygene) , HH {5y F ] 35k 43 A 14 B 22
(H=0.409) . Jo3 I 22 B 1B 0L 5 1 A8 B A
$(N,=3.515, N=2397) Wbk & (N, =2.458, N, =
1.964) % . JOE AR T BT Y 2 50w I
AN BRI Z, AR RERLEATI R KR,
SR B AREEE R D 13 22 A0 L, JCIE 2
REGEAERF AN B P e nY it 8 . AR S IEMIE
' H. dryobalanoides(H, =0.67)“) #1 k., JoHL Y 22
st AP RN . T3 22 Sk BA
AL fol T A5 A7 5 DR AR 38 3 A, AR A1 45 o7 B[R]
5 A S 2 L, SR S RS S . ZR
TR, JoE AR AT AR Ty T RV, S E3UIK
WAL BRI R B2, 15t ZFEPERRAI

A [R) 8 2 1) o 3L 3k 22 AR ER T AN [ i 3 1
o BUATCE Y 24706 i RS, 1038 T3 R
SRR s H S AT R TP A T B T A Ak
J 7 A 5 TGI8 TO 3 3 4 2 28 I T JS s A
REFE AR AR DR I A I s I B 4 4 1 a8t

1 IR L I AN AN IS A BE e o AR 3 IR
BEZHERA 255 . X —45 R T RERERE
JE MRS SE IR, BB R XS A
THUAFFLATHER, R, HATAL Tk i o3 3
&, Fgt il ZRErE C 2 BIOIR, BB R 1L
il S A R R KA L o ST A
B3 T DL 307 R 1 38 A% S5 A8 23 A o PR CIE S
TR 5 PR JC B 22 AN AP AE S st A5 0k . %
JE BB R AR AR AR, TR 4
HE[H SNP A St — AP A5 O3 I SUT iR
LS5 A], LU R

P 8N RSN S DN 7 8
SEECPRERLRLAE /)N, B AR S R 2R, i N PR3
ARAC R RE I8 . O — 7 T, JOII A2 RS TR,
T B AR, (AR 4 B 5 R, S4B,
T J2 A, ME LU D AR A . AR P o3
L, SLRRIAF G, B R ER A Fs e Z R, 3
RIRE A A WP T o TRl M PR ) Sl
b, AT R AR S B, 4 AR A RAL AR
Sto [RIHEATIE HUORS, H N DO 22 1) LR A7 Ml

A G DA O TR 3R B A s A R I T 5 |
S 3k
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Genetic diversity of Hopea reticulata tardieu based on SSR markers

CAI Ying', DUAN Jiyu', ZHU Siqi', REN Mingxun'?, TANG Liang'"?
(1. School of Ecological and Environmental Sciences, Hainan University, Haikou 570228, China;
2. Center for Terrestrial Biodiversity of the South China Sea, Hainan University, Haikou, Hainan 570228, China)

Abstract: In order to understand the genetic diversity of Hopea reticulata Tardieu and its genetic structure
among different age groups, the genetic diversity of H. reticulate was assessed by using 11 pairs of
microsatellite (simple sequence repeat, SSR) markers, and then divided into three age groups, namely juvenile,
intermediate and mature groups, according to DBH to determine the genetic differences among different age
groups. The mechanism of endangerment of H. reticulate was explored, based on which a strategy for
conservation of H. reticulate was proposed from a genetic perspective. The results show that the number of
alleles and expected heterozygosis of H. reticulate (N,=3.636, H,=0.599) were lower than those of H.
dryobalanoides (N,=5.600, H,=0.678), but obviously higher than those of H. hainanensis (N,=2.417,
H,=0.432). There was no apparent difference in genetic diversity and composition among the three age groups.
The number of low-frequency alleles in H. reticulata decreased significantly compared with that of non-
endangered species of Dipterocarpaceae. It is likely that many low-frequency alleles in H. reticulata were lost
due to the reduction of population size caused by a bottleneck event. However, considering a relatively large
population size, H. reticulata gave a higher genetic diversity than H. hainanensis. Based on the results of the
genetic diversity analysis by using the SSR markers, it is suggested to promote the population renewal through
artificial propagation to restore the genetic diversity and evolutionary potential for the stable survival of H.

reticulate while maintain the existing variation of H. reticulate.
Keywords: Hopea reticulata Tardieu; simple sequence repeats; genetic diversity; population bottleneck;

conservation
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