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MEEAE, NSRRI EG Y F i 4o EST-SSR 718, A S E A an L E A
SSR ARITHAT A b 07 . R K B 1) TEAKTT 20 AR REAR 4 AN BE 1y 248 NBEAR A7 # 2F
WS, FREN . DB G LA MEEA Y 27.27% , 0B WA B I JE 4 A 18 B
i 18] 8 R MR (K5 5 2040 25 T 41 SSRs Af th  EST-SSRs 89 41 i1 % (0 &£ W 4L (N,) B 3% AL
HEEK(N) WMEEEH) BERE(H)SEELHESRERMK, H2 A5 44
MraNFalme Sl KAARFMERBRIBEARMFRELT NS EE
SEEHRRBRHEER N ER RATHAT DA R ERG R I NM BN RE LS
M, %’rf‘*z‘ia@ EST-SSRs 7 LU F b B3t 1 2 BT R
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Screening of Pinus koraiensis microsatellite makers from relative species of Pinus and
analysis of population genetic diversity. ZHANG yue'?, YI Xue-mei', JI Lan-zhu'* " ('In-
stitute of Applied Ecology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, State Key Laboratory of Forest and Sotl
Ecology, Shenyang 110016, China; > University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049
China). Chinese Journal of Ecology, 2013, 32(9) . 2307-2313.

Abstract; Screening relative species SSRs is one of the main methods for obtaining microsatellite
makers. Based on the interspecific transferability of Pinus EST-SSRs, this paper screened out the
EST-SSRs of Pinus koraiensis from the microsatellite markers of P. massoniana, and analyzed the
population genetic diversity with the known Pinus genomic SSRs and EST-SSRs. The results
showed that the interspecific transfer rate between P. massoniana and P. koraiensis was
27.27% , and the transferability in Pinus subgenus was lower. As compared with genomic SSRs,
the numbers of alleles (N,), effective alleles (N,), observed heterozygosity (H,), and expec-
ted heterozygosity (H,) of EST-SSRs were obviously lower. The genetic diversity analyses of four
populations through two sets of markers indicated that the two sets of effective alleles could reflect
the differences in the genetic variation trend between the four populations, and gene diversity
could also reflect the differences in the genetic identity between the four populations, which dem-
onstrated that the two groups of the markers could accurately reflect the genetic diversity levels of
the four populations, and the newly screened EST-SSRs could be used to analyze the population

genetic variation.

Key words: expressed sequence Taq (EST) ; genomic SSR; interspecific transferability; popu-
lation genetics analysis; Pinus species; Changbai Mountains.
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LN ( Pinus koraiensis ) & " FE & [ L & 2140
ARG AR, A4k, D4 3 UG BER AR, K
T FE B D A B 2L R ARG B BN (Yu et al.
2011) . ZIANE I G AT M0 b #5898 —
PARA R (ST 1991 ) T Al B B b 1) o
BB S35t fl ZREMEK A Z Y Fh i e R e &
B PP IR B R $2 (4155, 2008) , LR
PEBF 5 B 2R F A9 23 F b ic £ 25 W 1% (RAPD
ISSR ,AFLP %5 ) F13L i #4: (SSR \RFLP SNP %5 ) % Fih
(RFEKFH TR, 2009)

T2 (microsatellites ) ( Litt and Luty, 1989) , HJI
fij AP 31§ & (simple sequence repeats, SSRs) (Jacob
et al. , 1991) ETEITALFNEARZ A W) FE RN A T2 A7
FERY, LAV E SR BT (— MOy 1 ~ 6 BEE ) ZH Y
DNA HHECEZ P ( Zane et al. , 2002) , HA = 58748
R NN SR e AT Tz RS
AR (AR AR I A ) G AR R E N R S
T B SR 3 e ) TR S R SR AT (Parida et al. |
2009) o ZAMCTEMERITE BRI TR KRBT, N
PRS2 BRI RN 31 B b AL i 4 0 iy
%% (Gupta & Prasad, 2009; 5K ZZ00 55, 2000), HHY,
SSRs UL UM BIFSEAR 8% 7 A 252 D7 TR e e 4
1953 FFRIC (Park et al. , 2009) .

AR 5 1 5 12 32 A i 8 e PR 2 S P
2 TR AR B A R R R ) R O i v
B4 R ARER BT RO B B A S, i
BT LB A IR RO A 2 5 3 OGO 1Y
B/ (MBS, 2009)  EHIT, TR 2 SO
TR K AR A TR T R I LLHA SSR
Pric & A D & 4E (AR FHSE, 2007 ; Chen et al.
2010;Li et al. , 2010; Sui et al. , 2011; Yu et al. ,
2012) (HIA L TR ICERAIAA R . il it EST
R T K 1030 2 Fh s TR b T 0 32 1 2T A ol T
FRIC RIS i R DLARGE

It , A SC B 76 A EST-SSR A i 1) b 8] 38 FH
P i LT AN B T AR AC , 20 59 HTZE A EST-SSR 5
C A HER 2 SSR ARic BT £L A iR 8% Z 4, I
W HSJE EST-SSR (RN A A4 R0, MR TT &1 %
Fh/ )@ 1Y) SSR ARICIHT 5,

1 HRMXREHARFE

1.1 W IXAAL
WY b 76 75 bR E 822 K ARl R 2R T K

(42°24'N—42°49'N | 127°29'E—128°02'E ) , fvi T
L PEALEE | SF 494K 700 m; )8 TR 28 KUK Rtk
LMl A A (25304 1981) AR S IR M 3.6 C
B H (1 AR\ HR-15.6 C, M H (T H)
PR A 19.7 C 5 FHIFEK 2 700 mm, Hr
7—9 H ik 480 ~ 500 mm (i) 155, 1980 1A%
55,1984) , HHERTIW A I MG RR A MR A
HERN IS (ARG ARIE (R ARULAE, 2009) , HUHF PEAT B A
WEI 2L R AR, 43 A TR 500 ~ 1100 m XA &
HE (AR AR FL, 2005) . REM-ZIRAMREETS 2K
HIPLLZT A ( Pinus koraiensis ) . 22 #% ( Tilia amurensis)
5Bk ( Quercus mongolica) 7K M ( Fraxinus mand-
shurica ) FIEO AN (Acer mono ) %5 EEHRER, MK
STEEM R A, 2T E )R A (2 SR AR,
1981) .
1.2 WOk
1.2.1 HEECRE FTARAYT 2011 4£6—9 A
K H M H e B & A AR T MY, ik
7E 20 tH4g 80 4R A A 1 32 AN A R ARSR FE 1 R AR T
P, 2 WA 32 R A& T 40 19 I 1 il i 2P AR (T, )
15% PEAGRIE R RIRR(T, ) (40% A58 B 1Y K IR
MR(T,) ARG IR AR RIRRAERR(T,) % 4 4>
HEVS  Jr IR SELTAAREAR 68 .65 .59 .56, Ay ik it 3%
SRR HURRAHEE K DL BOS AR AE Lt 0 ~4 C 4%
AR ISR, -70 CIRTE
1.2.2 DNA (U3RHUS SSR 519k R ik
THAY TREARAGRA R Ezap A2 ) 5L H 4
DNA #ili $2 X 7] & ( SK8262 ) (‘http://www. sangon.
com/prodetail. aspx? code = SK8262) , $£ BT #s 3 [A]
20 DNA, LA 19% R By AR e g H kR I DNA BT 8t
FHAZ BRI 7 A3 45 Vi B2 5, KA ot R B2 s 2 1) 50
ng - WL RAE T -20 C AR, 23 X REM
EST-SSR 5191 (X235, 2009) #4752 55, A rh 18
P I IRATTEI 2 SEF  AAARE 1T 1 5 TRl A
EHF AL IER A SSR 51 % (Yu et al
2012) , ik th 3G A AT AE S 5 14, T 20 AA A
MY PCR ¥4
1.2.3 SSR-PCR §"14 SSR-PCR ¥4 J i £ PCR
P14 (Bio-Rad) FiEAT, ARSZCHR Y ANTPs 10
xPCR 2% Wi (%5 Mg™) ,Taq DNA % 4 fiff . DNA
maker (500 bp) W [ LA T AW TR RAGRRA
Al 5 AR A A

FWRZR (20 pL) R :2.0 L 10xPCR 2% mhifk
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(200 mmol + L™ Tris-HCl, pH 8.4;2.5 mmol - L™
MgCl, ; 500 mmol - L™ KCl), 0. 25 mmol - L'
dNTPs,0.6 wmol - L™'5[4,0.5 U Taq DNA £ % fif}
F150 ng Bitlz DNA,fil ddH,0 7K % 20 pL,

PCR P B P40 F . 94 °C WAEME 3 min; K5
94 C AP 30 5,45 ~55 CE 130 5,72 C HEfH 1
min, $£31 35 AMER; x5 72 °C ZEH 10 min, PCR
P17 W 8 % AV A5 5 TR M 5 s L Dk ARSI
1.2.4 BdEsrr srAr 34 SSR 519 Fil EST-
SSR 5194 1 250 15, DLEF A SR 1) 43R 4T
AAAIREAS TR S L S SR %
ML B (N, W 28 A B (H,) , I 22 A
(H,) ,ARCENIERBO(N, = 1/(1-H,) , [F 2155
(F=1-(H/H,)) , FFXF 4L 05 2 B0 47 50 7 1
Hro S P SSR AV s, X4 HT 4 ASZTA K AR Fif
RER A ZAE0E PP SRR TR SSR 51 WA i
WAL 22 FE R AF 58 by 22 00, SR AR F FSTAT
2.9.3.2( Goudet, 2002) Fl POPGENE 1.31( Yeh et
al. , 1999) IHHERIESEL,

2 HRE5HM

2.1 51k S YE

HEFEC A 1 23 X B Fy EST-SSR (X 22 3,
2009) 5149, XHLLFARE K ZH DNA 4T PCR #7315, 45
R, 23 Xt 51,6 XYY 4586 X519
B 3G 5 U W BE AR A A 0 B Y B 8
P14 3G 1 H B AR R 228053 X
Sy REm Z S BN R B, SR 5 am
[B] A (B 5L A5 R 27.27% (3/11)

Yu % (2012) i i FIASCO ( fast isolation by
AFLP sequences containing repeats ) 723 #4) 2T #3 3 [A]

%=1 3% EST-SSR 5|#7#0 3 34T #A & FZH SSR 3| #1152

MDA S &SR, 435 1 T DNA JP 1, i
Tk T 13 MBI SSR 5191, A CREHLE
B3 %5149, T 5 EST-SSR 51 ¥ 7k 47 %} b 43 #r
BARGIMEERE L,
2.2 AT R 2RISR

6 AL X 248 DNELLAMEABEST PCR 3
Bl H R RS B AT 22 ), FEAR A R 22 IR K
HARBAE ZREMES RO R 2, ML (N,) 7]
L BEUR L IR 2 SSR KL PR AR Y- 349 4543 5k DX B
Z IEREAR RIS AT, WAL AR
WAL 2T R, AR R (N,) T,
ZH SSR FAA AT 4G RS B U 22, A SR
BE PR Sy ali B AT 0 R, BRI AR i R b Al
PRI AR, 206G A 2>, B I 2% & B (H,) 7T
YRR 2H SSR B T BRI % A FE T R, Ul ]
FHJE IR 2 SSR P 1475 2] A 2% A MR A 5 T 8, B Aot
LB L) AL, BARZ B A S EST-1,
EST-3 |Gl By&5A SR H ARIR, 5 i T e AT 5407
SEPRRTR], A5 3 R R A 3t A [] DR I A A ) A
B2 G B A RE AR s A AN

Nei(1973) #& H R FHH 22 2% & JE (expected het-
erozygosity ) IR & R 2 FE P (gene diversity) (H,) ,
JEE AR 25, RN SSR B A
#E T 0.5, EST-SSR A A FEHIK T 0.5, 3%
K20 SSR S BRLLAARE RS A 01 F & Mt 1% 2 81,
BRI 8 A A — PR AR, AH R FREEAS ] SSR 7 55
A5 5 R 2 PR AS T, 2 Pl T 36 R b 1) R 2 A7
SERBCE B, RECR R R S 2R R, 2
51PN A ZREE SRS A 22 5 (AR ]
VL T REs 4 Z R0 HT

Table 1 Three EST-SSR primers and three genomic SSR primers of Pinus koraiensis information

519 7 15 SIFHN(5°3") 519 FH 0 BRE T A B GenBank
B3] (°c) (bp) P15
o F:CTCCCGTCTATGACTATCC EST- .
365673796 EST-1 R: ATTATCGCACCAGCACTT SSRs (GECY, 46 L
F:AGCCTCACCATCTCATCT EST- (CACG
461967406 EST-2 R:TCTGCCTTTATCCACATC SSRs GT)s 46 86 -
F:TCGCCTGGGCTTTGTCTG EST- (CTCAGC) s
9193167 EST=3 R:GCGGGTTGCATATTTGGTG SSRs (CTCATC) 5 33 336 -
F:TCAAATTACCAGACAATAA genomic
P6 ol R:GAATTCGCCAATGAAATCA SSRs (TA)3(CT) s 33 125 Q429167
. F:GCCACCTCCTAACCCTAAG genomic (TA), (TG ),
P66 62 R:ACCCATTTGTCGA ATCTAA SSRs (T)5(GT), 37 159 10429224
ps3 o F:ACTAGGAGGACAAGGGATT genomic (GA) s 5 205 10429211

R:CCAGGTGGAAGGTGAGACT

SSRs
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Table 2 Standard genetic diversity parameters of six poly-

morphism loci

iz BeAk SO ARCEGL O WINZe BRI RERR
(n) (N, FER(N,) BE(H,) BE(H,) (F)

EST-1 244 4.000 1.300 0.181 0.231  0.218*
EST-2 216 2.000 1.531 0.449 0.347 -0.294,,
EST-3 238 4.000 1.894 0.417 0.472  0.116*
FHIE 3.333 1.575 0.349 0.350  0.013
PRifEZE 1.155 0.299 0. 146 0.121  0.271
Gl 222 4.000 2.145 0.381 0.53  0.287*
G2 228 5.000 2.976 0.463 0.664  0.302*
G3 242 6.000 3.745 0.611 0.733  0.166*
FHfE 5.000 2.955 0.485 0.643  0.252
R 1..000 0.800 0.117 0.101  0.075

F, EERE; * P<0.05, ns P>0.05,

2.3 FhEEBL 2R

FEFE KA 4 ASLTASARBEVE v, HORSELTAAFEAR
248 >, Ay SIFHFEFI 4] SSR HI EST-SSR 4347 R ot
ke, IR AT, FP 4L SSR A1 EST-SSR 1)
PN IE (N, ) 4300 R 4 4 4,67 4,3 .3.33,
3.33.2.67, TEREARARMYEO T, A5 P
AL EE B AE 4 A FIRE T A AR S S ] I Re
RS AR ARR TS, LLM AP RE I st 2 248
PEAS AL 5, 40% FE AR AR N 2048 K R 2 SSR Al
EST-SSR M- P39 S G B AL (N, ) I 2, K%
FRE A 4l 5 A 3 B 16, BERIS R 8 Sl i e 2 5
(D= /RPN N A AR N S e a3 7s R =
TR0 S G A e ey, BEAR B A8 S AE 4 A Fh
e b

5

r\u/.\-
k/"—_—‘\‘

—A— N,(EST-SSR) —=— N, (Genomic-SSR)

[ 8] w EN
) I -

FEEAER (V)

(=]

s 20 100
RAREBE (%)

w
1

—— N, (EST-SSR) —o— N, (Genomic-SSR)
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EN
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w

— N
—e Py

HBEFMERE V5 (1)
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1I5 4I0 1(I)0
RALIRBE (%)

B1 E[RFE 4 SSR #1 EST-SSR 7£ 4 4N Fh B ch & i £ [F # fn

BREME RIS 47

Fig.1 Comparison of N, and N, between genomic SSR and

EST-SSR in four populations

0-8r  AH.(EST-SSR) eH.(Genomic-SSR)

o.s'\/\

EFESHE
2

1‘5 4.0 lbO
RAIRIE (%)

B2 EFZ SSR # EST-SSR 7E 4 > Fh B rh B F & #1433

P it

Fig.2 Comparison of He between genomic SSR and EST-

SSR in four populations

HI Il 2 AT, 4 A FhEEH,40% B bR 3 20 0 3
K2 SSR il EST-SSR M- F- ¥ 3L 2R (H,) e,
FERIZ IR I35 A% R — P 1K, PR 3 1 e dpe i A
15 7 5 B 5 T 15% B ARMR P 2048 JE DR 2 ik LE G
il 3 AR, RN ) 35 A% (] — Pk fe e, RS N
PR HCHAl 3 ASBIRE2S AR TG T A 55

DI 2SR F ] R 4] SSRAY S5 A0 5 DR R i
FEIR 2 RE P RAT 305 45 0 3 R 848 e EST-SSR A9
o T RAE S FRC, AN F 2B PEA AT
(1) 5 7 e PSR, | S5 JE R s S o S TR
G EEARANIR] N ok s S Z R E S BTE A
S ESIE R R HPRIC RGP AR R BIASTH
SRR R A S 0 R A RN 91 L, ] DA B b B o
BRI G ZFE K F, SR 41 SSR Il EST-SSR
FE 4 ASFREE s L ZREESBUN AR S S IE AR
[] , #RFT AAR G i s WA ) 56 B R SR AR TP, 2040
Ff a5t 1 22 6 14 9 28 fh e 55, B LB & 1Y EST-
SSR 1] LA FLLAARI I8 AL 2R 8T
3 3 i
3.1 FhiE)E AP

ARWFFE T, RS EST-SSR X 21 bAF ] #4755 %
427.27% ,Fpla) i@ HPE MK, Liewlaksaneeyanawin
852004 ) M 4 B R IE A9 KCHEAS P 81 (EST JF 41 R
22 iy 3 K 20 DNA fIK#5 DL iy 2L 20 DNA Al
FALRYEERI 4] DNA) T &0 TR ARIC, 45 R A K, 8
X} EST-SSR 5|91 4 N E S Fh b 3555 544, 5558 3
T B AR IS AR ] AT 3 8 203 511 29% \23% Fi
30% . VitEH EST-SSR Aric 7 T £ Fh i) 3 FH M e g
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FEPHAH SSR (38 FH B B AmAIK

Shepherd 45 (2002 ) ¥ 8 X KA ) EST-SSR
5T HBAS RN LA EAT PCR 73,8 XF 514
HBAT LAY 3Gt B 0y R B, AT G # R 100% ,6 X5
WA ZEVE ), MR 2 75% o KIERS 1R
HubA I LRSS AN ERE T A S 2R T
FAN IR (AR, 1998 ) , Ui B 5 I W 7E A g 19 30 i
DGR R A i, T 6 0 [B) A A A SR 451K

Laosatit 5 (2013 ) KX & EST 240 P2 I &
163 XF R Z 28151 W, HAE R XU TR N 4 4
R R E] 5672 26K 75. 56% ~85. 19% |, 15 FE Jif
JE & [ 55 RS N 26. 67% , 15 EST-SSR FRiCAE
B3 SES L/ F Ul Y= TS SEX IS
T i () 5 7% R ] I A1

H A AT JE 1Y EST-SSR 5 #1975/ | i
M J& 1) EST-SSR 519 b 5, UM B A R
Fh——KIEAN ) EST-SSR #ric i FF & FL R, &
K AT LA e DA LAt 8 A% HE: KHE A 1Y) EST-SSR
S KA T ERIE,

3.2 G EHPEXT L

ARWFFE 2], LD 2H SSR v S 7E LU BRI
HIAS 2 Y 22 A A5 0 L IR 55 T EST-SSR v 55,
L NANY B R T R e (TERE S
(Cho et al., 2000; 4% 7 & 5, 2005; 5K W. 7R 4%,
2011), X2 T EST-SSR i T &5 B 5F ) DNA
BRI, PRI R SR T AR R 1 2 S 7R ELE I
MAKFIHEF 4 SSR.,

R Z R RN T 2 S AR BE N E X,
ASCER AR o 48 o7 25 DR B 38 e DR I P v il 22 2k
AT LR 2 2 s AR AL Z 8 — 1>
T il SR 2 A MR B B I LR R st % Z e,
T A 2050 S A7 56 DR 50 s e ) 54 5 R ) Ay A+ B AR
LU 2% BE 0T 4y b JBE o 0 R 35 A% 78 S 1) 368 I ( AR R
Fr,2009) . AHFFEH 6410 TR A0 05 I A5 il L [
ZREPERE 4 SRR Y AR Tk AR [R]85 75 00 R R 5
1 22 35 8 A K ST AR TRD 5 100 9 20 A R4S A 3 R 7 4
AP P R AR Sk A — B, $8 R 18 L AR Sk A
—5, v, BARANE G TR A S AL RS
s SHE AN (R RE A 20U 7R 8% 2R AR 7oK
S PR AT AR FH DR AR B 7K ST DE A Z0 A Tl B 1 382 4%
ZRPEZE S, S R EST-SSR 5191 & B9 21 Fi

EST-SSR {37 5 o] 20N Fh B st A% Z AR PER 5T,
3.3 AT EITERREEXT T

Eillis 1 Burke (2007) ,Craig %5 (2011) i 53 & #H,
ST BRI SO R AN EST ¥ 8191 & SSR Arild
FHEL, FIFH EST-SSR #ric (4 (a3 H 1, N A YR
HI5 T &Il EST-SSR bRic BIRCR R .

Varshney %5 (2005) #5958 & 8L, 7EJE & EST J¥
v SSR IIAFAERALN 2% ~5% , 415 MBI 3 T
% SSR ARic, T B AT SIS B (ESTs) , # %
2012 4E5 H 1 H ,NCBI 45 5 th A 2048 EST J7 5
65 7%, P A B B B AN, T R 24 EST-SSR #5ic
ZHIBRH, 7 NAN B EST R IF &, XA SR
(2009) 7£ 359521 A5 @ EST F3 kR F] 15. 8%
AR Z T4, 1M SSR 7EAE 5 2 590 AR 7R 34U
H3.6% ., Sui ZF(2011) BT & B, 18181 SR 4L #i
EST J£41 i SSRs h 408 45(2.4% ) , Nk ilh 132
AT 53 EST-SSR 5191, {0 A 5 XF 51 W fe 200
DNA FEAY I 285k, HEM EST JF51FF
KLIN SSR BIIECEA R,

FIASCO 243 &1 T2 DNA Aric i —FhIE %
AR H T T v b 5 Tk PR EE T i (Zane et al.
2002) . MTIEA LT ESOE Sk SO RE,
JEHSEG T AFLP —SEDBR i BE v TR A 1Y 5]
R (PN S, 2009) . Yu % (2012) i3 FIASCO
TR AL LT A F DR A A TR R SO Ay S R
DNA J¥31, N IF & T 43 XFEH4H SSR 514, Horp
A 13 XTI, T RN 30% , 5848 1 (ES-
Ts) JFHIHF & SSR 5IWIAHLL T A RCRRE

AW, RS EST-SSR 514 %) 21 b 5L P 4
DNA #47 PCR ¥4, i ik 1} 8 XJ£L#% EST-SSR 5|
Y, K 2851 3 X, AT RS RN 27.27% ,
SRR AR LG, DCTR)JE P & 5 1 1 7 880%
R

4 4 &

=A

Wi ATF &2 1 EST-SSR FRic, IS 8 A G
Fh i) EST-SSR 591 & LT sk B ki, & —Fh 7
i PRbE L ECRC BRI 1%, 71 = 1 v R AR
FEPE, AR a) 38 FH P #8 5 T EST-SSR 5149 B 1
FME, T EST-SSR bric 2 &ML, HE 7
FERE LI, ] 524 SSR Fric B4, b
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FIFHAE R ; EST-SSR Fric ol LAk b FH B
AL ZREPERE ST LR S N 4L SSR 285, 78

REC BT AL AN A Ty IR SR A g, Akl
A2 T A5 AR Ao —— K P ) EST-SSR. A i i 1
FAR /N @Y TN TR

i ARSI AT BRI AR ASHR T 6%
EMHRREGAEBEER AR LA LI TN EEE A
B A TR ABEGEN TEARFRFHH B,

S 30k
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