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KAWXFERLE T RFRRN SRAP 51

T O#HELEIEA.FREE,L2F W, X AN

(LEAR: A, AR ETE 13300252 T AR SRR LRARFEA L, B KF 130022)

B EAFARXFEGTHARM, KRB SRAP 5 FARERAET K LRFAR
EHRAR TR EE SR, AR AR EFZ KA R T RAGRAE LR K6 it F L2 L m,
SR EH 300 AFF A PR BT MW S HARRR, TR B4 16 xF5 A
RiX 7| it sT PCR 58, 4738] 129 5% AP S SMEAFHA B 4. RESWEREN,
kO LEHAREFEARARZMAELEELEFEEE LT,

KR EIEH E ; SRAP; AL 22 57 s Fh B VR
NXEFRIRFE: A  XE4HS:1001—0009(2016)21—0094—04
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HERZFEETRIREREAHEY , 2 EZNHS
WHAPHZ—, SRRk E R RS, EAER
IR FIBRTE Bk ) Zh T, (P [ 2 8292010 Fi A A8 7
EAEREEBHEYS &R E Astragalus membranaceus
(Fisch. ) Bge. var. mongholicus (Bge.) Hsiao 5HEIEHE
A. membranaceus (Fisch. ) Bge I T BHEP, FEH KA,
HRFEMMEKAILXY, BEEFENRIF R
KEHWLMEmZ A, ZUEAEERE N E, 2 Y EER
YRR -, Rad, i FAFIRRE, B R4 i
Sy A B PE BT IR 2™ BN, B A IR, AR 3 B R A
BB TRIR 2™, 0 A T ke s i F . DR, 1 43
FARICBARXT K L X A= F5 35 3 8 o Jo W 0 ) R %
REZBAT /TR AR IR T2, 7] Oy IR S B B T R
FIORAE A A5 | PR SR AL DR

UTLELE, BEAE 73T A W B R B PR & &, R DNA
S FRRCE AR T R Rt % ZHERF BB R 1Y &
B, ERTRGRR FENEMELZ AN . SRAP
GHRFINY 2B 5 Fhric AR R T PCR AR
R KM —Fp B A DNA fRiC R4, s AR 7
2001 AR F EE N KFBFE R LI 5 X2 BIEY I
KR IZFRC R G B EAE DLk BV 4 R 2 5 4%
B OKRE AR EREEFEY T R TAET,
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SRAP REfEA M #1845 (3%, % T 2% R ) i
WIRIRG R R W, BA RAERE AR E R A
W R B B TR RIAR I A A B A R R
{EZ , SRAP 73-FRict 5 /R 78 IR 3 o e i o 3 90 ) i
JH i B LARE

A SRAP 73 FARICEAR XK H L BXCEFAE
ST PO R IR I SR G R R AT 20T, AT o RS B Bl
BRIR P 5077 5 | R AT A AR AL KR
1 #REFEE
L1 s

PLSR B 6 /NS R 3 X0 B AR RS B e
g R R, R RS UR 5 RAF T — 70 CUkAE, K

HIFEWNFE 1 iR,
*1 RS KRR
Table 1 Samples and their origin
Era 21 PR R
Number Type Origin
1 B KA
2 L4223 FHIAITE
3 L4223 bR E
4 B TR EH
5 L4223 FEFIF L
6 B A HEI AL
12 BT

1.2.1 BTN DNA F#E RAM KK CTAB 3£
EEUE DNAFF—20 CokfH & M. BdREH
ASCFI B b 6 FS2 Fb Tk R R B DNAL P v B N4 B,
L2.2 FlYAam MHR4E L% ERK514, 4 /8 10 4
E¥7 51 ¥ (ME1 ~ MEL0) #1 30 4~ F #i# 51 4 (EM1 ~
EM30) #4744 » 3 300 Xt

1.2.3 SRAP-PCR RMERERNEF SHREEE
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U DUAE S B s, R R R DNA 2 pl, 10 X
PCR buffer 2 pL, E¥#5#1(2 pmol « L™)2 pL, FiiF5]
#(2 ymol « L™ 1)2 L, dNTPs 2 uL,Ex Tag B 0.4 L
AU, &5 HEEFRRNE ZBEBN 20 pL, N2
FFh 95 CHiA M 7 min; 95 CA8 M 1 min, 35 CE M
1 min, 72 ‘CZEf# 70 s,3E 5 AMFEIF;95 CAEME 1 min,50 C
P 1 min,72 ‘CFEff 70 s, 3k 35 MEFF;72 CHEH5 min,
4 CHAF. V=Y R&AERYRHY 3% BRI
HATELIK » A Dolphin R BRI AS FRAH . PRAFFFIE % .
1.3 HHEathr

HR4E PCR F=4 iy B vk B3 , SR AR WD M 5 5 48
HEFHA, AER FWRERNESHERF. X
F 2 000 bp A X35, P3G 4574 DI HA G PoA, BURIE
57 K EEFE 100~2 000 bp H4 4 2574 52 BE9R , B BN . 5
Gric sk, LR SRR A5 20k B X —F 4. /MF 100 bp
P & HZHR RS  AEE AW RERS,
AEGIN B ARTIC R, EMHERTEBAEAR &I
1, o418k 0, AR 0-1 3R, B 37 Excel H4E A% .
3% FH SPSS 4387 #kA4 A 39 BR G BE B (Euclidean distance)
HETRISIHT
2 HRESW
2.1 JEIEFEE DNA FIHRE

PR DNA Ji & S K HLE H SRAP ¥ 34 7= 115
BEEEH, N IHIRRRFEME. B H DNA 3 EZE,
XA ST HEE DNA B G 2K ODyso / ODsgo A FLAETE 1. 9
Il GHIKEA RIH T 24 (B D, 2B DNA 1
AR b TOREAR , LA oe s, v LA R IR TR

WL K E W 2. FiJE ;3. 4 1T ;5. IR L6, A4,
T

Note: 1. Changbai Moutain; 2. Helong; 3. Antu; 4. Yanji; 5. Longjing
Kaishan; 6. Longjing Baijin. The same below.

Bl BFEBEEHEKE DNABKER
Fig.1 Total DNA electrophoresis result of
wild A. membranaceus

2.2 PCRY" 1%

FIHIR-E J5 B9 DNA 3 (6 />3 XO XF 300 % 5| #3
Fofe LRI 3 7 W 45 22, SE BE AR, FUR R, B
ARG E LI 16 XT3 9. 0% 2 A9
16 XF5 149 73 FXF 6 A [7) 7 Ho i BT A= iR 3€ B R AT
PCR 43, SL44 2] 129 2635 W ) 25730 P 235 0 4%
WHCH 95 5%, ZBHELR N 73. 600, FHBAEIWAE

FoHE 5. 94 FEAE S O AR, Z AR LLRVE R 5096~
100% , 35 LLBER , 7T LU T 285 H 00 (& 2.8 2),
x2 WEMNSIMARREEETH

Table 2 Screened primers and number of polymorphic bands

£ s5|YaE J5tiig LA E2 Y %
Number Primer combinations Total bands Polymorphic bands Polymorphism rate/ %
1 ME2+EM9 7 5 71.5
2 ME4+EM5 10 8 80. 0
3 ME4+EM10 10 6 60. 0
4 ME5+EM3 9 8 88.9
5 ME5+EM8 16 11 68. 8
6 MES+EM9 7 5 71.5
7 ME6+EM10 9 6 66. 7
8 ME6+EM22 5 5 100. 0
9 ME6+EM23 5 4 80. 0
10 ME6+EM28 6 6 100. 0
11 ME6-+EM29 7 5 71. 4
12 ME8+EM4 8 7 87.5
13 ME9+EMS8 9 6 66. 7
14 ME9+EM10 7 4 57.1
15 ME9+EM19 9 7 77.8
16 ME9+EM26 6 3 50. 0

1 : M. DNA 2 000 43 F EFrUE,
Note: M. DNA 2 000 Ladder.

B2 3|4 MEY+EMI9 # PCR #84 R
Fig. 2 PCR amplification result of primers ME9+EM19
2.3 BROWEER
K L [ DX B AR 3 B 5 B R Y SRAP 26
SIS R AN 3 i, MR4E SPSS B4 Hr 5 B i 45

FEHIFIL Longjing KaishanJ

JeH: 4 Longjing Baijin

22% Antu

JEF Yanji

K:H1l) Changbai Moutain

F1J¢ Helong

r T T T T T
0 5 10 15 20 25

T - B P B8 o R R B Y

Note:Data are expressed as Euclidean distance.
3 BEEEE SRAP BRSH
Fig. 3 SRAP cluster analysis of A. membranaceu
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R LIMIXT AL BE RS 10 Sl S8 FTH 6 43 P A B R
JRBEWE > 5 38, S — AR AT IS H F 2 7 H
R BB IR , A AR K LD RIRE S 2% H IE R —3K.

3 ititE%RR

IR A SRAP HAR X < B 1 X HF A= fRSE 3
FHRBHR ARG R R HEITHTIE . G52R8 7R , SRAP FRic e
FESEH o P RB SR B U 1A 68 ARE L A% T AT A A A B
JifR T RAPD R M2 MB A, Uik T AFLP KK
Z, A B B BR S, B SRAP FRic & —Flnd A I
HWERGRRPIRA TR

BT AN R B A B R 5 2 (] B 2 A RO
73. 606, Ht fe SRR LI T &R TR Z [l 7
TE—ERB 257, EERIE SRAP 73 TARic - £/
YO o 7 TR bR A R € 8 R R A R — B
2) GBI EATT Z 6] AR A AR AL , I 2R S A KR Y 728
5t JB TR — 4 (ELR S [ 31X % 58 39 B B 7R U Y
FREERRREMNZES  FTEE R TR A0, R
AR RS A7 F B2 . mH,RE
A RWRAT 5 N DORE R B ER B F IR
2 X FEBLRA T LD X B A IR B R 2 8] 7
EEFEERBREER.

T BRI AR MR IR A 1L X PRI H TR A 7R
GRAZEME— BT B E AR X B i
JFREHIRTE R I T I b — R T8 3 BT G » A0 3 A of
BRI L B 5 55 R 5 (7] — 3t DX A o o B TR K
& bR RAE—HE A, AN HIT LU BT 58 IR A0S <
JRE U 3% FT RE -5 7 M AR R G IR ] L B K S R 2%
TR BARRIA S, ERARA REZE 2 A0 5 IR B0 B Ok
AR ENMRG R FR, IN% B 5 e B 3 M A R, &
SRPIHLER IR T L X, A B bR R R BT
RRE EEG PR, X T RES BN S/ R
SEARZEBICN 5K, A A ) ol J30 8 9 28 7 244 3 F) <3l
JIR KT R BE S . TR U, i A B A B 5 P R
XS Ll X B A RS R R R R R A E
BRI .

B 1 L DX A R B P A T A A () i X Kl
o.M HAF7ER F 8 ML 25 XA Fl TIRER K
HIZZ TR FH M. P, 45 B2 iR

FRAFR L X B AR RS s B W IRt A e B,
HESHSG L EERRRRBE. o, XFARR
FRRBHE Z 8] DNA KF ERste 25, 2B 5 A FFH
JiZ IRV FAAE 2 A [ 18 2 PR A ) i 2k R R 3k 7 U 56
A TR — LB .
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EanE R LM LB ENE R F ST

B OE KB ER N AR EH, AR, R

bR 2528, %Ak Hhk 132013)

M EREAWEAESOD) ZEMKRN TEHGREAH, A E NCBI #3455 iz #6)
T#%EH#w SODZARA>M AN R AR AR EEF F, 97T SOD ZG R EZLMR A F
BB RACAL B BRSNS \— B e B M AR RGBS, S REAW.T A EGRA 6 E
WRRGEBRRKEZF BREABRTFIN P RAETR . IARZ5EEG; RA LA 6955 SOD ¥ T4
BREMAB BB EK B RE; CNHRARAF) BREEIK, —REMLBEERKE
I3 RAFAR TAEA F 46 SOD 4K GRS E2IRE, ZARXAEANIE SOD 49
B 5 4 AR B B BAL B 25 F b B PR & B0 22 AR B

AR N 5 B ALY AR s AR S B s s Ak

hE 432 .S 641. 203. 6

AP KRR A P a2 B s A A
Yy G EAY KR e FE AT R S A B4, B R
fe2id A B PR T R R I R AR A . SRR
CUL R 5 Ny B o S S DR k7B =90 Aibk
FUEE A mER T AEMRBEDHER. HEYE
TERI AL R RS T — B BT AL ik & (B
FAERGZO™  HAP R 3 2 1 A A B R
A A B H Ik 1 i A A e H B 4% 75 g
& o ENTHMFNE ORI P AR 1 BE (7K F o 8 S ) 4
o3& A

E—EEEA L0988 % L. ZRFALITEAFLAR T
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INEEMIZEFSNEEG RAENAEHNFRE LA, E-mail.
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HBA AL Y7 AL (SOD) 2 A= W Ak 7 Bk 1 M S
BERZ — RN EYRIL ARG E —E B
£, ZEARBREEERE T (O KA Bk R, B
FE 2 B A, T R TSR Bh
YRR 25 i BOR SE ST, SOD b 2 —Fp &
&R WPTE AL AR PEHIE T 0 & B TR T R Rl B 4
R PR, WY P EEFAE 3 FAK SOD: Cu-Zn
SOD.Fe SOD #i Mn SOD*!, H:# Cu-Zn SOD FE i F
Y11 J5 RN 0 4% K B, Min SOD 3= B4 F 2R ki 4 1, Fe
SOD £ EAL F oGk Ft A, BR T 40 M i L SR 4k
FERRLAR S, SOD I8 7 2, B BRATE ¥4 A A 1k 48,4k 470 g 1k
T BRI YN EES SOD BREY). HEY
TEWIE) SOD T T R & T E 3, BEAE i3 S VB R
Wiinss, YRR —EREEYR A BB TY . B
L% SOD F N F AR BEE myLsi/EY B By E A4
SOD #FEB IS 2 —. B HF SOD FRE L, ik
FEATER) SOD AL TR IT il AR AN ZL

FMEREE REESE, R A REENRE
Z— R AR R TR R —, TieHs

Abstract; Taking leaves of wild Astragalus membranaceus as test materials, genetic diversity of germplasm resources of

wild A. membranaceus in Changbai Moutain was studied by using SRAP molecular markers, in order to provide a

foundation for preserving and breeding good varieties for Astragalus membranaceus. The results showed that 16 pairs of

primers , which could produce more,characteristic and reproducible bands, were screened from 300 pairs of SRAP primers;

these primes amplified 129 bands from which polymorphic bands were 95 bands. The cluster analysis disclosed that there

were abundant genetic differences among the wild resources of A. membranaceus in Changbai Moutain, which was

beneficial for cross-breeding of A. membranaceus.

Keywords : Astragalus membranaceus ; SRAP; genetic diversity; germplasm
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