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Abstract; The genetic diversity of 9 populations of Lilium duchartrei and 13 populations of Lilium lankon-
gense was analyzed by inter-simple sequence repeat makers (ISSR). (1)For L. duchartrei,the percentage of
polymorphic loci( PPB) at the species level, Nei’s gene diversity(H) and Shannon’s information index
(H,,) was found to be 97. 26 % ,0. 309 8 and 0. 469 4,respectively, whereas for L. lankongense,the three in-
dices were found to be 100%5,0. 339 0 and 0. 503 0,respectively,all higher than that of L. duchartrei’s. (2)
There existed little lower genetic variation at population level. The coefficient of genetic differentiation a-
mong populations(G) was 0. 642 5 for L. duchartrei and 0. 563 7 for L. lankongense, suggesting that for
both species there is a high genetic differentiation among populations. (3) Both of L. duchartrei and L.
lankongense,the Mantel test showed no significant correlation between genetic and geographic distances.
The genetic diversities and the current genetic differentiation of L. duchartrei and L. lankongense might
have resulted from combined effects,including those of life history traits and geographical isolation. (4) UP-
GMA analysis show significant genetic differentiation between L. duchartrei and L. lankongense at molecu-
lar level,supporting the view that they are separate species.
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F XA A (Lilium duchartrei) fIH Z2H &
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Table 1 Source of materials
Species code Location Longitude/Latitude samples Voucher
JZ DY I JL%E Jiuzhai, Sichuan 104°14. 634'E,33°15. 138'N 2 20110629
MEK 7)1 B /R B Maerkang, Sichuan 102°12. 375'E,31°54. 341'N 6 (08022
BX JY 1] 5 3% Baoxing, Sichuan 102°48. 876'E,30°22. 086'N 5 20120824
A LX PN E Lixian, Sichuan 103°10.009'E,31°26. 196'N 9 20120819
L.%ﬁ/ﬁﬁm 1JS YN e 421l Jiajinshan, Sichuan 102°38. 940'E,30°52. 206'N 4 20110802
JC PUN 4 )1 %5 % Anning,Jinchuan 102°02.916'E,31°17. 328'N 4 20120822
XJX Ul N4 B H B Rilong, Xiaojin 102°49. 806'E,30°59. 634'N 5 20120823
HS P9I Bk Heishui, Sichuan 102°59. 406'E,32°03. 738'N 4 20120818
SP P4l #AHE Songpan, Sichuan 103°36.270'E,32°39. 348'N 5 2012081701
XZD = /N4 Xiaozhongdian, Yunnan 99°48. 942'E,27°33. 192'N 5 20120708
DQ Z Mi 4k B Deqin, Yunnan 98°54. 678'E,28°29, 178'N 5 20120710
ZD ) B LAY A Alpine Garden, Zhongdian 99°38. 358'E,27°53. 796'N 5 20120707
WX 474 L% S 1l Mt. Xuelong, Weixi 99°17. 244'E,27°10. 572'N 5 20120704
DML 51 11 Bt Rk ¥ Dimaluo, Gongshan 98°42.018'E.27°56. 112'N 5 20120716
A XRD i B Al A Xianrendong, Zhongdian 99°35.520'E,28°18. 102'N | (2010082301
L ﬁ%{)‘iﬁw S f) B 1 £ 55K # Wengshui, Gezan 99°44.526'E,28°12. 486'N 5 S20120729
SK i) B % 1] Mt. Shika, Zhongdian 99°42. 057'E,27°49. 783'N 5 2010082401
QWD ) B X 3l Quwadi. Zhongdian 99°49. 740'E.27°31. 938'N A 2010082301
LD WYL &4 % Ludian, Lijiang 99°27.662'E,27°11, 392'N 5 20120703
X7 Vo 2 W 5L Chayu, Xizang 97°28. 140'E,28°39. 960'N 5 20110816
NX g B JE 75 % Nixi, Zhongdian 99°30. 408'E.28°02. 862'N 3 (2010083101
GS 57 111 B 3% 1) Mt. Heipu, Gongshan 98°28.182'E,27°44., 376'N 2 G2010071201
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1.2 ZWHIE
1.2.1 S DNAREE®/N RAHMAYERNA
DNA G5 & CRAR A LB A BRA A b D) SR HUE
DNA. FH 1763 i B 56 J5¢ B Uk A5 0 DNA ) 5T 3¢t
I3 BRI DNA B 5 vk B i 5 e B
PrsE B 20 ng/pl A —20 CUkAE& .
1.2.2 ISSRS|¥HFFEF PCR #18 MNEHAE
T b B AL 2 — AR A S 51 W) 07 3 1 AR 51 AR
P £ K B K 2 (UBC) A A B85 ILE S 4
J¥5 (i Invitrogne 23 & & 80 » M A i 326 532 M 47
HAAWHEW M5 M FIEX L5 MY ., ISSR-
PCR § K £ 20 pL, Hoh & 25 ng 4 DNA, 1
X PCR Buffer, Mg*" 1. 5 mmol/L, dNTPs 0. 2
mmol/L,5|#) 0.5 pmol/L,DNA Taq & 1.0
U. PCR ¥R 94 CHIZE M 5 min; 94 “CAZH:
45 5,51~57 ‘CiBk 45 5,72 “CHEMP 1 min, £ 40 4>
5% ; 72 °C ZE 1 10 min, ¥ 3 = ¥ LI Marker
DL2000 £ K43 F AR e . &% A Gold View 1 220
TERRMBEE T 120 VAH TR 1 h, BLIKES A5 H
R 1% 2 55 /X (Bio-Rad Gel Doc XR + imaging
system) FEATHIBRORAE .
1.2.3 HB\REBEESZITHH  ISSR K B HEFRIC.
[ — 51 58 = 1y b s WUk 6 — B0 2% BIA R [
U o e BRAT 1 7 Wy 76 AR TSR B8 07 B 45 I A C R AT
5N T S A TR M RN W TS R o S K O
PP 17, kg i T s BHE A . ] POPGENE
L. 32 B A3 BT 845 A8 5 45 T S 50 AL G 2 S
433 (PPB) .Shannon Z 415 23585 (H, , 7 Y Fh
K Hy, AR SR #EAKY- B Hy) Nei’s JEH £
FEREFEECCHD F- 34 8 A7 83 1 1 08 %58 55 o7 25 IR 4K
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G340 2 B(G) FERF (N, \Nei’s B{Z B (D)
Fis At — 30 (DM 5 AR FANTSY Spe 2. 14k
£2 ISSR3¥MEF
Table 2 Pimers used for ISSR amplification

519 514751 B
Primer Sequence of primer Annealing temperature/C
UBC835 (AG)sYC 54,1
UBC844 (CTsRC 53.3
UBC846 (CA)sRT 51.7
UBC855 (AC)s YT 56.0
UBC873 (GACA), 51.7

Note: Y= C/T ;R= A/G.

Y SHAN B 7 iE 47 UPGMA 2 ) g4
REEKEL, FERA AMOVA 1555 8443 #r 3t
A8 AR TR RE N S BE M 1 43 A fg &l . is | TFP-
GA 1. 3 #FHEAT Mantel G0, #6500 5 1 =22 8] (1)
A S BB 2 MR R
2 HRH5M
2.1 EXEHISSRERSH
2.1.1 EXEEHEESHEE FHENSD
ISSR 51 (£ 2) X 5 2% A A #47 PCR 1, i 15
1) R BCAE 100~2 000 bp Z[a], L3ty iy 73 4>
THM AT B AL P 2B 714 4
(R D EIR AR b EXE A N sE 2R
P % PPB=97.26%,N.=1.521 140.326 6,H =
0.309 84-0. 157 3, H, =0. 469 440. 202 4, 7£J&
BEKE b &N JRBEM PPB Jy 5. 48% ~56. 16 %,
SEHME N 28.92% , FEAR AR AL T Hardy-Wein-
berg VA 25 1F T 2 9 A& BE V- Y8 055 AL L K
1.195 7,4 Nei’s F K M54 0. 111 3,F
¥ Shannon Z £ HEF S48 ECH 0. 163 8, % S H{H
LT YR K

Shannon Z#EPEFEECR R T 4 8 #E 193815 48 5
i 5 EMRAR Yk TR BE (MEK) > BB (LX) > FA i
(SPY=>4: )11 (JO) > e 42 1l (J]S) > 52 24 (BX) > JL %
D >HEAKHS) >/ 4 B (XIX), 5 PPB {H 4 #7
ISR —B0, JRREE MG Z RS 80R 2 5%, N,
BRAE A 1. 348 040, 384 6, Fz/ME K 1. 040 0+
0.173 65 H fx K fH K 0. 201 30,204 2, Fr/ME K
0.022 740.096 2, R EXA BB ZNLEE
—E WL 2= R .
2.1.2 EXBAEHENERSALEERR H
POPGENE 1. 32 #{Fi158 4 9 ANE#E H, k0. 311 4,
H, 75 0.111 3,G,, 7 0.642 5( 4), B 64. 25% i 2%
SAFAE TR BEZ 6], 35. 75 % 1 8L 78 AEAE T J i
WL R BRI B S b KR T RN k. BREZ
] A — R B L (N R 0. 278 2, X R JEREZ
[i1] F 25 R 9 K P AR

FIH AMOVA 1. 55 3443 0t . 2 W AE B0 35t
BAs i A 52. 71% (P<<0. 001) Iy 3 A 48 5 % 1E
FEJEREZ 0] .47, 29 Y0 [ 388 1% A8 S A7 76 T | B N (3
5), 5 5 POPGENE [ 23 #r 45 S — 30, ¥ % W]
WAL AR S AR R B,
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Table 3  Genetic diversity of L. duchartrei and L. lankongense populations
o g L
Si@efipes Po pﬁlﬁfiﬁiode Na N H Ho PPB/Y%
1Z 1.178 1£0.385 2 1.125 9+0.272 4 0.073 840.159 6 0.107 740.233 0 17.81
MEK 1.561 60,499 6 1.348 0+0. 384 6 0.201 340.204 2 0.300 240,290 7 56.16
BX 1,246 60,434 0 1,171 7£0.334 1 0.096 44+0.179 6 0.141 140.257 5 24. 66
LX 1,479 50,503 0 1.315 0£0.370 5 0.182 840.205 8 0.269 740.296 9 47.95
JIS 1.274 00,449 1 1.194 1£0.347 7 0.109 240,187 1 0.159 740.268 8 27. 40
B i 1.315140.467 8 1.2225+0.3748  0.123540.1956  0.180 740,279 0 3151
XJX 1.054 8+0.229 2 1.040 0£0.173 6 0.022 740.096 2 0.033 040,139 2 5.48
HS 1.150 70, 360 2 1.110 0£0. 286 0 0.060 840,151 7 0.088 540.217 1 15.07
SP 1.342 50,477 8 1.234 4+0.374 0 0.131 540,197 4 0.193 240.282 1 34.25
THE Average 1,289 2 1.195 7 0.111 3 0.163 8 28.92
PRk At species level 1.972 6+£0. 164 4 1.521 1£0.326 6 0.309 840.157 3 0.469 440,202 4 97.26
XZD 1.320 50,469 7 1.218 4£0.365 0 0.122 440.193 6 0.179 940.276 7 32.05
DQ 1.128 20,336 5 1.089 7£0.263 8 0.049 440.138 5 0.072 340.197 8 12.82
ZD 1.423 10,497 2 1.316 6+£0.410 9 0.174 34+0.216 5 0.252 440.307 2 42,31
WX 1.666 70,474 5 1.441 8+0.394 8 0.251 840.204 6 0.371 740.287 9 66.67
DML 1.410 30,495 1 1.260 80,378 4 0.148 540.199 0 0.220 940,284 5 41,03
XRD 1.397 410,492 5 1.251 1£0.365 2 0.145 340.195 0 0.216 540.281 2 39.74
WS 1.512 810,503 1 1.345 4+0.384 1 0.198 740.208 1 0.292 640.298 9 51.28
L.;@ij(}aﬁme SK 1.500 0£0.503 2 1.361 440,416 7 0.200 440,217 4 0.291 940.308 0 50
QWD 1.153 8£0.363 1 1.074 8£0.206 8 0.047 240,119 5 0.073 740.180 5 15. 38
LD 1,435 9+0.499 1 1.378 6£0.451 2 0.199 640.233 1 0.282 740.327 5 43.59
XZ 1.525 60,502 6 1.363 2£0.405 0 0.204 440.213 4 0.299 84+0.303 1 52.56
NX 1.269 240,446 4 1.175 8+0.321 6 0.102 440.176 7 0.151 940,257 4 26.92
GS 1.166 7+0.375 1 1. 117 9£0. 265 2 0.069 040,155 4 0.100 840.226 8 16.67
THE Average 1.3777 1.2612 0.147 2 0.215 9 37.77
PIFIK T At species level 2.00040. 000 1,595 340.343 2 0.3390+0.1631  0.503 0-0.207 7 100
x4 EXER . AZEEEHSHEMY Nei’s 547
Table 4 Nei’s analysis of gene diversity in L. duchartrei and L. lankongense populations
Y Fh Species H, H, Gy N
KX H4E L. duchartrei 0.311 440.023 6 0.111 340.005 5 0.642 5 0.278 2
WX H A L. lankongense 0.337 440.027 3 0.147 240.006 1 0.563 7 0.387 0
KEMHES5H2EH 4 ME Among species 0.345 140.023 1 0.128 0£+0.003 9 0.629 2 0.294 7
W H SEER Z R He RN AR Z R Go B 5016 R0 No. FEF
Note: H,. Total gene diversity; H,. Gene diversity within populations;Gy. Coefficient of gene differentiation; N,,. Gene {low; N, =0.5(1—
G /G117,
PIJERERY Nei”s 5t —B0% (D L JEH 8 0. 612 3~ PREE B R0 5t AL BB N A AR B E A O G =
0.854 2, EHE B (D) H 0. 157 6~0.490 5(F£  0.263 7,P=0.884 0),

o R FECMEK) 152 24 (BX) Ji 8 ] 33t 15 — 2%
W%(I:O. 854 2) (& I B 5t (D=0. 157 6) , [A]
ISR R B P R — R WEJD 5/ %
B OXTXO Ja B ] 19 38 1% — 32 e fIk (1= 0. 612 3),
AL B B L R 5 (D=0.490 5) , ZF UPGMA % % [&]
H& A o B e (1. MR B RN ) T
18 1% 1 B3 19 Mantel 600 48 7R 5 2% 5 4 Ja B (8] ) M

2.2 AEBEHRISSRERSH

22,1 HEEEHWEBERESHEMNE NWEASNA
Ja AT P73 P AR B A Be [ AR AE 100 ~2 000 bp

Z B GERr 85 RANE 2 P o JERR I E] 78 4> i M
E S A AR P 2N T8 A HEA
R W 2E T A AL 2R KT LR Y A R 2
A E TR E (3D AP FOKF L #2E A0
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Table 5 Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA) of L. duchartrei and L. lankongense based on ISSR data
A5 B g Y T S gy AR
S LITARDR Sum of Mean Variance Percentage of P
Source of variation . )
squares square component total variance/ %
ENF A J& BEIR] Among populations 302. 1515 37.769 6.621 5 52.71 <0.001
L. duchartrei &8 Within population 207.916 7 5. 940 5.940 5 47.29 <0.001
MET & J& BEIA] Among populations 397.532 8 33.128 6.253 2 41,54 <0.001
L. lankongense J& B P Within population 358.450 0 7.966 7.535 4 58. 46 <0.001
FEMHESEEHAME Among species 123.988 3 123.988 1.709 3 11.50 <0.001
Fh N JEBER] Among populations within species 699.684 3 34.984 6.079 5 40, 89 <0.001
JE#EA Within population 566. 366 7 7.080 7.079 5 47.62 <0.001
T PR 7R VLS B A 2% 53 R AR 36 3 A W08 258 J 0 o 408 70 o A RE A 225 1 000 YR B AL HE B e 28 T AR 30

Note; P. Values are the probabilities of having a more extreme variance component than the observed values alone. Probabilities were calculated by 1 000 random

permutations of individuals across populations.

Fx6 EHEAINFEEHEBM Nei’s BEE—FECIHML B FIBEER AL T I

Table 6 Nei’s gene identity(above diagonal) and genetic distance(below diagonal) of 9 L. duchartrei populations

Poﬁlﬁﬁqide Iz MEK BX LX s ic XIX HS sp
1z — 0.814 2 0.767 5 0.7359 0.628 0 0.641 8 0.612 3 0.737 2 0.765 1
MEK 0.2055 — 0.854 2 0.786 0 0.747 4 0.769 9 0.726 5 0.729 7 0.804 2
BX 0.264 6 0.157 6 — 0.768 8 0.708 6 0.744 6 0.752 6 0.760 6 0.8333
LX 0.306 6 0.240 8 0.262 9 — 0.820 5 0.778 2 0.707 3 0.783 6 0.773 3
JIS 0.465 1 0.2911 0.344 4 0.197 8 — 0.832 3 0.665 0 0.704 9 0.699 9
JC 0.443 5 0.2615 0.2950 0.250 8 0.183 6 — 0.714 9 0.706 7 0.717 0
XJX 0.490 5 0.319 4 0.284 2 0.346 3 0.407 9 0.3356 — 0.7550 0.776 5
HS 0.304 9 0.315 1 0.273 7 0.243 8 0.349 7 0.347 1 0.2811 — 0.8255

SP 0.267 8 0.217 9 0.182 4 0.257 1 0.356 8 0.3326 0.2530 0.1918 —

M 12 3

4 5 6 7 8 9101112131415

WENA
L.lankongense

WMEHA

L.duchartrei

2 514 835 X2 T AR Y 4
1~ 5. /N o) i 5 6~ 10. 4K J B 5 11~ 15, o ) S B

LX
S E——
JC

. : : : , XIX Fig. 2 ISSR bands of L. lankongense amplified with primer 835
0.72 0.77 0.82 0.87 0.92 - . . - .
e — Bt Genetic identity 1~5. XZD population; 6~10. DQ population; 11~15. ZD population
\ FEVE KPR AR o H b 22 25 P 67 A i v 1) 4 1 i
B 1 wXxAamiEnaEiEn UPGMA RKKE

66. 67 % , T & %\Eﬁﬂﬁz,uuﬁﬁi%fl 12. 82%.
TE SR BEKF E& S BUERAL . 13 & B 1 36 3L
AR IE R 1,261 2,54 Nei’s LR ZREMEFS BN

JERE G5 A % 1
Fig.1 UPGMA dendrogram of L. duchartrei

and L. lankongense

Populations codes are given in Table 1

PPB J 100% , /8 T % i 09 38t 15 22 B 7 K F 5 N
=1.59534+0.343 2,H=0.339 0£0.163 1,H,, =
0.503 04-0. 207 7, FEJRBEAKTE L. 250 H TR
FE 12.8200~66. 6702 [0, F-¥28 37. 770 ik £

0.147 2,3 Shannon Z#EE(F BFEH N 0. 215 9,

Shannon ZHEEE %05 PPB {H 4 T i 45 S (£
3) — B0 Y VY B A 35 1L 8 S d K. A% R R R] A st
1 Z2 B 1 22 I K H P 4 VG JE B (W XO [ st 15 2
FEME K P& (PPB=66.67%.N,=1.441 8, H=
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0.251 8,H,=0.371 7) ., f84K J& #F (DQ) 1 it f& Z 4
MKV R (PPB=12.82%,N.=1.089 7, H=
0.049 4,H,=0.072 3),

222 BHEEARBRENEXASUEERER POP-
GENE 73 &5 S R W (R O 13 A JmEFm Ho H
0.337 4,H, H}0.147 2,G 2} 0. 563 7,3 (N,
0,387 0, FEPA/INT 1, 156 B Js 3 i) 5k 18] 9 20
JERAR S )45 20 A R B 0. 563 7,387 T &
T F) A7 7E B I (938t 1% 43 Ak

AMOVA J3tr g R it — 0 R (R 5), B
B, 41,54 % (P<<0. 001) HY BUZE Ja B[], 1 1t it B 76
EE AR E AL T BB E AL
2.2.3 BIEBERESW AR Nei s a5 M0
PERE 0 NTSYSpe 2. 1 8{UEXTHZEA A 13 1M E
REGEAT UPGMA R0, 13 A5 i 4% IR 1L —
O R AR B AR R B sy Ty 2 M RE 4 AWK
(Do HK (WS R R (SKO Ji B 5 15— B0 i
F LA R, B RAE R, MG S X
(QWD) JE#ER N —2 5 /b fa) (XZD) | ) (ZD)
TEER (DQ) J& B 8] 1Y 8¢ 4% — 2R B » 4 8 5%
255 3l BRI (DML il AR (XRD) J& #E 78 5 HoAth 7
BER WIS T N — 352 A KIAE 0. 73 B{E AL T
TE— 82, M FRER 25 F 43 138t 1% BE 29 1) Mantel £
T 7% B 25 A T AR I 1 e B 3 A4 B B N A AE
E A M (r=0.104 2,P=0.695 0),

JH POPGENE 1. 32 3t HEXEE 91
JEREFIH ZE A G 13 A 3 BB 0] 9 5 R 2 6 2R
0.345 1, Ja#FN BRI Z ALy 0,128 0, 38t 4% 0 b &
B(GON0.629 2058 O, YL K02 RAFTE T )%
M. XA G 58 ZEA A MR (N A
0. 294 7,33 & W] WY 35 A B 22 1) 6 = A 2800 2 DR U
EXAAGHEEEGFE AMOVA 438145 31 W
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