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Bikwm. iy 2 B m gl %, x4 3 KUk
DNA Z% 7 19 ) 0 2 51 ¥ #17 PCRY 3 , F E423



34 LS S NI EURVE

x1 #HEEKRER

Table 1 Information of strains used in this study

R FE R A M 2 SR A it ] UPGMA H%
Isolate Host Location of collection Date of collection UPGMA type
EZA-19 B3 Acalypha australis WALER M E’ zhou, Hubei 2012.09.25 A
EZA-21 BRIE3E Acalypha australis HILER N E’ zhou, Hubei 2012.09.25 A
EZA-22 B3R Acalypha australis MALER M E’ zhou, Hubei 2012.09.25 A
EZA-24 BRIE3E Acalypha australis WMALER M E’ zhou, Hubei 2012.10.11 A
EZA-28 BRUSE Acalypha australis WALSE M E’ zhou, Hubei 2013.09.16 A
EZA-33 B3 Acalypha australis WALER M E’ zhou, Hubei 2011.10.15 A
EZA-27 B3R Acalypha australis WALER M E’ zhou, Hubei 2013.09.16 D
EZA-32 B3R Acalypha australis HALER M E’ zhou, Hubei 2013.09.27 E
TMA-3b BRWSE Acalypha australis 4L K] Tianmen, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
TMA-4b BRWSE Acalypha australis WAt K17 Tianmen, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
TMB-5a RS Acalypha australis WAt K17 Tianmen, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
TMB-1b B3 Acalypha australis AL K17 Tianmen, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
TMB-4b B3R Acalypha australis 4L K 1] Tianmen, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
TMB-5b B3R Acalypha australis Mt K17 Tianmen, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
QJA-1a B3R Acalypha australis AL IT Qianjiang, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
QJA-1b B3 Acalypha australis L WL Qianjiang, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
QJB-la BRTE3E Acalypha australis WL T Qianjiang, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
QJB-4a BRI Acalypha australis WAL #IT Qianjiang . Hubei 2011.10.12 A
QJC-1a BRUSE Acalypha australis 6 ¥VT. Qianjiang, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
QJC-3a BRWSE Acalypha australis L ¥IT. Qianjiang, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
QJC-1b B3 Acalypha australis WAL IT Qianjiang . Hubei 2011.10.11 A
GAA-la BRE3E Acalypha australis WL 2 % Gong’an, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
GAA-2a BRI Acalypha australis # At/ 2¢ Gong’an, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
GAA-3a BRE3E Acalypha australis At/ % Gong’an, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
GAA-2b BRI Acalypha australis 1L 2y % Gong’ an, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
SYA-4a B3 Acalypha australis #9dt + 42 Shiyan, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
SYA-5a B3R Acalypha australis 4t -+ 48 Shiyan, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
SYA-2b B3R Acalypha australis 4t -+ 48 Shiyan, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
SYA-5b BRIE3E Acalypha australis 4t -+ 4% Shiyan, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
SYA-2d BRVE3E Acalypha australis Wb+ 12 Shiyan, Hubei 2011.10.12 A
XTA-1a B3 Acalypha australis WALl Pk Xiantao, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
XTA-3a BRI Acalypha australis WAl Pk Xiantao, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
XTA-9a BRWSE Acalypha australis Wbl Bk Xiantao, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
XTA-10a BRWSE Acalypha australis Wbl #k Xiantao, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
XTA-11a RS Acalypha australis Wbl #k Xiantao, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
XTA-1b B3R Acalypha australis WALl Pk Xiantao, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
XTB-4b BRI Acalypha australis #AL APk Xiantao, Hubei 2011.10.11 A
JZA-5a B3R Acalypha australis WAL Jingzhou . Hubei 2011.10.13 A
JZA-6a RS Acalypha australis LI M Jingzhou, Hubei 2011.10.13 A
JZA-2b R 3E Acalypha australis LI M Jingzhou, Hubei 2011.10.13 A
JZA-4b R 3% Acalypha australis LI M Jingzhou, Hubei 2011.10.13 A
WHA-1 BRI 3E Acalypha australis WAL I Wuhan, Hubei 2011.10.17 A
WHA-8 BRUSE Acalypha australis WAL I Wuhan, Hubei 2011.12.20 A
WHA-11 W SE Acalypha australis # AL Wuhan, Hubei 2012.11.12 A
WHA-3b BRI Acalypha australis WAL Wuhan, Hubei 2011.11.31 A
WHB-1a RS Acalypha australis WAL I Wuhan, Hubei 2011.10.17 A
WHB-4a B3R Acalypha australis AL I Wuhan, Hubei 2011.10.17 A
WHB-1b B3R Acalypha australis 6 I Wuhan, Hubei 2011.10.17 A
WHB-3b B3 Acalypha australis WAL I Wuhan, Hubei 2011.10.17 A
HCA-9a BRWSE Acalypha australis WAL Hanchuan, Hubei 2011.10.10 A
HCA-5b B3R Acalypha australis #4631 Hanchuan, Hubei 2011.10.10 A
HCA-8b BRI Acalypha australis WAL Hanchuan, Hubei 2011.10.10 A
HCA-14b R 3E Acalypha australis WAL Hanchuan, Hubei 2011.10.10 A
HCA-18b BRWSE Acalypha australis WAL Hanchuan, Hubei 2011.10.10 A
HCA-21b B3R Acalypha australis 4L Hanchuan, Hubei 2011.10.10 A
HCB-5a B3 Acalypha australis WAL Hanchuan, Hubei 2011.10.10 A
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%R 1 Continued Table 1

LR FE R A M s SR A it ] UPGMA H2%
Isolate Host Location of collection Date of collection UPGMA type
HCB-5b BRWSE Acalypha australis WAL Hanchuan, Hubei 2011.10.10 A
ZJA-2a BRWSE Acalypha australis LB VT. Zhijiang , Hubei 2011.10.13 A
ZJA-3a B3 Acalypha australis WAL AT Zhijiang , Hubei 2011.10.13 A
ZJA-2b B3R Acalypha australis AL AT Zhijiang . Hubei 2011.10.13 A
ZJA-6b BRI Acalypha australis WAL AT Zhijiang, Hubei 2011.10.13 A
QCA-2a BRE2E Acalypha australis 1At #F % Qichun, Hubei 2011.10.16 A
QCA-3a RS Acalypha australis b #r % Qichun, Hubei 2011.10.16 A
QCA-1b BRI Acalypha australis Wdt# % Qichun, Hubei 2011.10.16 A
QCA-3b BRI Acalypha australis WAL #E Qichun, Hubei 2011.10.16 A
HGA-2a B3R Acalypha australis 4t # Xl Huanggang. Hubei 2011.10.24 A
HGA-3a BROE3E Acalypha australis 4t # Xl Huanggang, Hubei 2011.10.24 A
HGA-2b B3R Acalypha australis 4t % Xl Huanggang. Hubei 2011.10.24 A
7ZXA-2 W SE Acalypha australis W db4h+E Zhongxiang, Hubei 2012.09.27 A
7XA-3 RS Acalypha australis Wt #h#f Zhongxiang, Hubei 2012.09.27 A
7ZXA-4 R 3E Acalypha australis b sh#f Zhongxiang, Hubei 2012.09.27 A
PE-1 B W Ricinus communis L. =B H Pu’er, Yunnan 2012.11.23 (B1/B)
PE-2 B Ricinus communis L. =W H Pu’er, Yunnan 2012.11.23 (B1/B)
PE-3 B Ricinus communis L. =M ¥H Pu’er, Yunnan 2012.11.23 (B1/B)
PE-4 B Ricinus communis L. = H Y E Pu’er, Yunnan 2012.11.23 (B1/B)
PE-5 B #E Ricinus communis L. =~ H Pu’er, Yunnan 2012.11.23 (B1/B)
PE-6 B W Ricinus communis L. =~ H Pu’er, Yunnan 2012.11.23 (B1/B)
PE-7 B Ricinus communis L. = H ¥ E Pu’er, Yunnan 2012.11.23 (B1/B)
PE-8 B WK Ricinus communis L. = H Pu’er, Yunnan 2012.11.23 (B1/B)
PE-10 B Ricinus communis L Z M ¥H Pu’er, Yunnan 2012.11.23 (B1/B)
TL-11 B #F Ricinus communis L. 7 VY AR Tianlin, Guangxi 2012.02.09 (B2/B)

—

B WK Ricinus communis

MUCL 1030 . % [E USA

- C

UKo RE 7=y R AT EL RO I L AT 7 32 1R RS E 1 B AL
SIHEAT N — 2 1R
1.7 RAPD-PCR ¥ 1

XTI A AR PP AT A, 86 B9 PCR N
KZ N 25 pL, f13E 12.5 ul. Master Mix(ZR}) , 20
pmol/L 591,50 ng BEH DNA, " 5 52 1 78 #4458 R
AL (S1000™ Thermal Cycler) E#Ef7., P HRRF I .
94 °C,5 min,1 ™E¥*H ;94 °C,1 min; 36 C,2 min;
72 °C,2 min, 45 MER  HJ5 72 °C .10 min, 16 ‘CL{
U RS HE  PCR =8 1.5 % (4 35 i e
£ 0.5 X TBE ZZ sl h AL ¥k 1 h(120 V). £ Gel-
Red 444 J5 , 78 %E B AR R Gih (K58 JS-680D % ik
BUAG 5 B ASO BEAH
1.8 HIEFELEESH

45 RAPD ¥ 3 25 R HUH 281 DNA %
TR 0 2 51 DNA S04 #4710 5%, Hoh fy
DNA £ Hie 17, %4 DNA &4 /yic o7,
A" M1 R A2 . SRR IE kBRI
BB DNA 77 UM 2 235 P DNA 471 5, AR 45
PIC_CALC Version 0.6 IR L5 F 8 & &
(PIO) Wy ), {#i il POPGENE versionl.32 % 4
TER R R 815 Z FEME S 8 OO S5 7 S8 N,
BRI FEINEL N, Nei’s F N Z MR H A

Shannon {5 ELHE 4K D™, {#i /il NTSYSpe2.le #ifF
g SAHN B ¥ F UPGMA J7 3% 3 47 58 2 49 #7
i 5 Tree plot B AR s KK,

2 HEREHSH

21 RAPD ¥ 4R

AR SRR 8 4~ A. ricini W iR (EZA-32.,
QJB-1a,PE-1,XTA-1a,JZA-5a,SYA-2b, WHA-1,
HCA-9a) I T B L 5| 91 i , 45 A s - HE 4R 15 8
ZBENLT AT LA AR R T B Y DNA 457 . BEAL
SR S5 K RAPD ¥ 3645 R 036 2, F I i ik
) 8 ZBEHLT W 70 I %t 82 A BER B Ak 71T RAPD-
PCR ¥ 3 . 934 I Be K EE YU [l 7E 100~1 500 bp, &
ek 63 4T Y DNA &7, 49 5 2 &
DNA 47, 281 DNA Z&iir bR R 77.8% . 8 %%
BEML S| 90 5 38 7= A= ) BB DNA & B £ o 9
DR 6 S BAHLTIYEY Il 7.9 &
DNA 47, 248 M DNA & fim 2l 8 & /b
HASGEARALGI Y H Y IS  6.1 K2 AN
DNA 7. 8 RFabLG I 2 B LR AEAEES,
Hr, 514 OPA-02 Z8 M H & m .5 88.9%,
1% OPA-11 F1 S4 Wz, 87.5% 5% OPF-10
Z M H AR, R 55.6% .
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Table 2 The amplification results of eight RAPD primers screened
EEY] BART B EZN LT ik LML E/ % 1 R BER/M/bp 2% 30k

Primers Total bands Polymorphic bands Polymorphic rate Fragments size Reference
S1 7 5 71.4 250~1 000 [18]
S4 8 7 87.5 100~1 400 [1s]
S5 6 1 66.7 380~1 000 [18]
OPF-10 9 5 55.6 125~1 000 [18]
OPA-02 9 8 88.9 250~1 500 [20]
OPA-11 8 7 87.5 200~1 500 [20]
OPA-13 9 7 77.8 150~1 200 [20]
OPW-04 7 6 85.7 270~1 200 [20]
&1t Total 63 49 77.8 100~1 500

22 BEfEEHEESH

Z 15 B & (PIO) 2 i & 2 K 5 — 4
fabr A FE 5 Z 6] 1 PIC (EAF7E 2 5, K5l
S4 B e i N 0.84, 519 S5 B F Ik, T 0.47
(R 3) . FIME N 0.72, BEWIAR R A9 51 ) 2 1) 2 25 4k
KA RS AL ricind BT AR5 3 1)
B 2. 1 POPGEN 443 Hr T 44 0L I 45 £z

FEHEN DN 2.000 0, F 5457 3£ BN O (%
B 1,651 4, Bk 1.128 8, F3{H K 1.357 7,
Nei’s FENZREMEFE S (H) & & N 0.355 9, kN
0.106 6, ¥t # 0.227 5,Shannon {5 B354 (1) &
B oM0.515 9./ KK 0.205 1, FH{E K 0.363 1, H
L8 SRHEALEI Wb N H AT (B 151
Jy S4, EBARB I OPW-04(5k 3)

K3 SE£RAPDIIHMMEBEEXZESHMESH

Table 3 Genetic diversity parameters of eight RAPD primers
ZEMERETE/ % PURIEF - Pk A R A R D B HRZMPEHE%E Shannon 8 4%
Gk C . ) . N §

Primers Polymorphism information Observed number Effective number Gene diversity Shannon
content (PIC) of alleles(N,) of alleles (N ) index (H) index (1)

S1 0.72 2.000 0 1.448 4 0.296 0 0.465 6
S4 0.84 2.000 0 1.651 4 0.355 9 0.515 9
S5 0.47 2.000 0 1.330 2 0.197 4 0.313 3
OPF-10 0.75 2.000 0 1.395 8 0.264 2 0.425 5
OPA-02 0.79 2.000 0 1.135 7 0.113 4 0.215 4
OPA-11 0.69 2.000 0 1.300 6 0.194 2 0.317 2
OPA-13 0.78 2.000 0 1.470 4 0.292 2 0.447 1
OPW-04 0.73 2.000 0 1.128 8 0.106 6 0.205 1
SF-HI{H Average 0.72 2.000 0 1.357 7 0.227 5 0.363 1

2.3 RAPD BEHR

M 1 ] LUA Y e AU R % 0.70 b, 82 A
HERA BRI 5 S KBECAB.C.D.E), i A
FREALTE T 97 2ok H AL B bR, S IR EE 69
AT FE B B WA B 13 ALK, ok [ R —
DX 1) 3B 40 Bk 3R AE — i, 2D 3 43 HL AT AH () i 2 ok
IO SR v d e N iR I A= e O 17 (17 S S 1 e [ A @ e ]
8RR ERTE 2 DR, ok AWML 8 M 1IE
BRRAE A SRR, ok HTAE R TTHY 6 4 Ta Bk ) 2R
FE 5 AR PRI S T b B SR R A T AR LA A TR
FERE ML r ik . B RO E A 2 S8 9 4>
PRRR DA B 08 AR 1 AR TL-11. C EREALEE
kAEREM 1A FE R MUCL 1030, 1 D KB E
T LTS 1Ak AL PN 09 B Ak EZA-27 i

EZA-32, TEAHLZR N 0.74 B, B 2B LA 43 K
2 AN BL WS A5 ok B = R Y 4 R Ak
B2 W2k H TV HAREY 1 AR TL-11, B,
PR R RAPD 2B (1% % 43 15 1 bk 119 b 2k U5 HL
A —E MR 1,3 D,

BERX B R RAPD 28 BF 119 1 43 55 181 bk 14 75 320k
JREA —EMHEER 1.3 D, 208 A3
TTABEARBERI 2 A 3 4 RAPD K8 (A D E), H
97TV TR R R AE A JEREh . A B FBORRY 11 4
HARE R 22N 2 4~ RAPD 68 (B.C), Hir 90.9%
MR R IRAE B ZEBErb . b ml L, R ) 2 32 0k R 1Y
PR EE .
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RAPD-based analysis of genetic diversity of Botrytis-like
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Abstract In this study,genetic diversity among 82 Am phobotrys ricini strains (81 strains from cas-
tor bean Ricinus communis L. and copperleal Acalypha australis in China, 1 strain from USA) was
studied based on RAPD technology. The results showed that eight RAPD primers produced 63 DNA
bands in total,of which 49 DNA bands were polymorphic DNA bands with the percentage of polymor-
phic DNA bands (PPB) reaching up to 77.8%. Polymorphism information content (PIC) values ranged
from 0.47 to 0.84 with a mean value of 0.72. The number of observation alleles (N,) was 2.000 0, the
number of effective alleles (N.) was 1.357 7,Nei’s genetic diversity index (H) was 0.227 5 and Shan-
non information index (I) was 0.363 1. UPGMA cluster analysis showed that genetic similarity (GS)
ranged from 0.55 to 1.00 among the 82 investigated A. ricini strains. Samples could be divided into 5
groups (A,B,C,D,E) at the GS of 0.70 and B group could be divided into Bl and B2 subgroups at the
GS of 0.74. The RAPD groups had a certain correlation with the geographical origin and the host of the
strains. In summary,the study revealed the genetic diversity of the A. ricini population and its relation-
ship with geographical origin and host.

Keywords Botrytis-like fungus; Amphobotrys ricini ; RAPD; genetic diversity; UPGMA
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