TLIR AL B

2020 455 48 #4559 W

R, KN, BT A, % TBP 2 F AR AR M R R R AR # R[], L3Rk A% ,2020,48(9) :67 -71.

doi;10. 15889/]. issn. 1002 - 1302. 2020. 09. 012

TBP 73T bRic £ AR 1Y S5 B R b F AF 7 0F e

XMAE, ALY, RmWA, Rbidm, e
CHRRBEIISEACee rF 5 HR A0 T AT S5 1 R R308RI IR 150025)

E LT 81 2251 (tubulin — based polymorphism, i #¢ TBP) J&—# B A9 50 TARiCEOAR , il i X 1) g
WA R AR NSRS 1 AN & FREATIRAE ST, HATE B 2 B Tt 2 M. ik TBP Fric iy
JEBE L5 Wit T ik PCR RN 28 R Wi 75 i , A G AR R B8 Ias A 2 RENE S R S R 45 07
TS TR R IR, % HATAE B RGBT I8, F e B TARiC BT AT

KA TBP; B WU B L 5 0 TR ic s AL ZHENE s Rl TOSTIOR GO0 &

hESES: Q789 XHEIRERS: A
DNA 73 FHric £ AR P 22 281 e A I 5 4 1
B PRI IR WA T AR Y 2 B B AR
SRR A0 AL, 1A Wy 35t 42 32 B 1] T g o | T A
ARBED S L5 va e TP BB Pt (e ZHEME S Rk
BT PRS0 P i 2 ] e g5 A% Al B ARG I 55 5 T
BRIz A 2R R AR [ R R =2 7]
—DFIREN A TR AR Y 38 1578 SRR gt 2R
PERIPEAL XS TS8R W) 2 R FPRE Sh A AR 2506
FARHEE, Al U BRI AR I i Fh a2 RA
TETC b b O 4 S5 B AR HI , S ST Bl T R
BRSSP RIR FBRA B 08 R P Tt
Wit S5 PR 20 2 1 i e, 6 T o ik TR R R il
PR AE R 722 DX SOR PP AS 3t 2 28 S SR E 4 3
T2 N M5 T A WY TE 2 R ) b E i,
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Yy W) SRR E R B U A AR
BURRLYE 5 ik 88% LA 117 0 H ATy Ik, R 24
Y B TS HE L TR e e P B 8 7, 910 An A 1L 7
TFA 9 A I R S KR 8 A
Tk (Zea mays L.) A 6 A7 B B4 ( Populus
trichocarpa Torr. & Gray) 14 20 AR ZE %
( Populus tremuloides Michx. ) 14 20 AL B
(Salix matsudana Koidz. ) F1 I8 JNM)I [ S. matsudana
var. tortusoa (Vilm.) Rehd. ] H1#545 20 A~12%)
S, W BE ( Linum  usitatissimum L.) "' | %L ( Pyrus
EIANET

396 b
ATG B

spp- ) R (Malus Mill. )™ BT S TF B
AN HGE . HEY) B WU R F AR N Y 2 Bl B
SEPRSTI A 2 A 0L T 4 B X H A i L
H2AWEFRAR B Fratidy g s &
FIHEPRALES 1 A& AT ATG %11 396 1
BAF BRI, 5 2 M T 742 MR E , b &
K BB E AN (TUBT) MUKAS B W8 S 2L
(TUB2) B4k, T AH L AWE T R
B EEHIENAN G TR ERARM, TBP 7>
FHRICHJEELANE 1 R

F2IMAET
742 bp

TBP-R
D —
—
TBP-F ¢

ANFEF AN T EANE

HpI =

1 TBP S FiRiZRERE!®

1.2 TBP 5F 4789 4% &

TRGERIBENL DNA 73 FARi0 B Bk 2 A 25 H.
SRR (X R IC WA AR — E W BRI R o B
P i B K B 2 5 M (amplified fragment length
polymorphism, fijF% AFLP) FriC iR 45 A 5 HAR B
B FERT B, XHREAS DNA F fafi 3 1 A 1) Bl ) 5
TR N S B HL Y £ & P DNA Rl
(random amplified polymorphic DNA , i #% RAPD) 3
ARFGE VR AL, R 45 R A A 57
B &P A F5 0 (simple sequence repeats, fij FK
SSR) $ ARG W) HF A A, H R BEXT 31 52 ) 47 X J5,
BEi W IR ST IVAS

5 IR Z 8 FARC i Jr kAL, TBP 43+
PRICHARA W RS (1) AT BT S ) 3
AR FHIME R (2) BT B S & 3L 5 DNA Jy
G BRHE T — S TUT 2 B A5 R BE L, T H A A

Wy 5 PRI R 1) i 5 AR A A i PR A rp R 9 559 5 (3)
NSRS S A 20 (4) 519 B A .
BT WS ARG X, Bt 5 [, T LA 1%
WG R 58 1 (5) 8L AE LA SR A Wl 4 2R 0
( polymerase chain reaction, faj % PCR) &tz |, 9"
7 AT 2R P e T P 5 e H Dk R ASE T 3 o R
ERVERT B (6) XF DNA By BTt 2R AL 50 R
JEw s (7) 280465 (8) Bl A i 1
1.3 TBP 54732 ay 5] it

T B I AR SR | SN T RIALE 2
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MEHRRAE . RIS | DN E TR IO E AR
11 TBP - F 1 TBP - R 5|9 8 H R M B, H
0 6 9 A T3 0 58 1 5 W a3k 1
Fir7s

&1 TBP3|¥RA

Elk7

T BEoT R

TBP - F:5" - GARGCYGARAAYTGYGAYTG -3,
TBP - R:5" - RTCHGGRTAYTCYTCHCKRAT -3’

3% (Brassica napus L. ) WIME( Coffea L. ) 3% ( Nelumbo nucifera Apricot. ) 18]

TBP - F:5" - CTGGGCBAARGGNCAYTAYAC -3’
TBP - R:5" - ACCATRCAYTCRTCDGCRTTYTC -3’

W R ( Linum usitatissimum L. ) [

TBP - F:5" - TAGCGTATTTGGGAAATTTTRGGTCTG -3',
TBP - R:5" - ATCCGACGCAAAATGCCCAATAC -3’

#i% (Vitis vinifera) 14041
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1.4 PCR B4R &

TBP Jit PCR 3L, Jrf PCR (Y SN A R AR
I AR R MR B0 25 A TE BN Z Y, Bardini 45
TS, HES7 T LA 20wl SR AR FR Ol Rt i) PCR
R 75 2%, K I dscid 45 : 94 C UM 3 min;94 C
30 5,55 °C 40 5,72 °C 90 5,35 MEFF: B JE7E 72 C
FEAH 8 min , FFOREFLE 15 C O R R AT N
i BT 9l 32 (Brassica napus L. ) | W ME ( Coffea
Linn. ) MERESEAEM R ) Gavazzi 45 % %4 &
(Vitis) R ) 4T TBP 23 #7, 15 ) fe f: PCR A5 4%
Sh 94 CHIZAEPE 4 miny94 °C 45 5,62 °C 40 5,72 C
30 5,35 MG ; B AE 72 °CHEf# 30 min'® |
1.5 PCR =#nl

3 FFRIC BRI 3 A FH 2R N T g o Y e
TKAIBEAS BRI vk 2 A AR Bardini 45 A
FEAE R, 6% 72V 5 TN 9 Tk Jvg Bk G G TBP
FARID ORI Y BB B R R KR,
Gavazzi SEF5E ) 2 T 6 408 HL UK FI 9SG AT TBP
AR, ST L, 1% 05 16 B S 4 A vl
H Sk GE D R B s

2 TBP S FHRicEAREI R

2.1 @tk Z AT

T 5 18] B8 4| B & ('sinple sequence repeat,
faj PR SSR) Rl Z a8k B F a8 HE ML 2R
PE, B2 o0 A0 T R A S, 2 )iz 0 T A
il 2 2 N s LR

Bardini ¢ ] TBP /3 F4ric Jrikmss 1 6 4
A PSR AL ZRENE, IF S SSR 5 i #EAT LRy
BT R LUK A SR I, 2 O A R T
(B AR N 1) 22285 . JE XS 6 Al ArdEAT 266 4>
F&BUITHT, T A A W], TBP Jy dudi fit 17 2%
T AR RIER R R, 22U T SSR ARic 3145 HY
ZER . KB 53 F J7 22 43 #1 i2 (analysis of molecular
variance,, i/ AMOVA) 73 #r %04k , B ik 2 A5 ik 7E
THIE ff R (B R AR N A DX B AR BE . TBP Jy ik RE S A6
W A R 7 25k 66% |, SR B T 25 34%
XEE(E SSR 7 F-hRicH 80% H1 20% HI{HAHZE A
Ko WA, F 3514 Al S A8 LU 540 BT 2 b 7 A
S 7 BE 7 B AR, 15 2] A AH DG (E 2 0. 65 (P >
0.001) ., Rabokon Z&#]F TBP FI SSR 4+ T #ric kb
BT 0 JRR TR AR ) Y 5 A5 8 S 16 S M JRR b b
TBP F45 R F W], A it o ARG 380 B — M 25

£ 545 B & & (polymorphism information content, ffj
PR PIC) 24y 0.48 ,Nei 1 Li [} A F ETE R ZHOE A
RIERLE 0.25 ~1.00 Ju [ . SSR 43 #r4i R & W],
TE 16 M HEASH Nei Fil Li B AH R EE IS 7E 0.0 ~
1.0 Z [, PIC 534 0. 81 ~0.61 Z [, LI #f
FELE AR, TBP AT LA b hiy FH 7 S JBR it Aoy 0 5
PRI B S 001], - EL AR AR ISk [R) A of 35820, AN 201 22 4k 3
Kbt ) 8s . ARG TR 1 iy PIC, TBP %4l [W] SSR
A3 BT AT B A BE —FE AT R, TBP J7 3 6 W R AR K]
RIR) 0 PR A B RO . Gavazzi 55X R B #i 4
J& 37 AAPRLEAT TBP 23 5-FRic 04, JF 5 6 41 SSR
PRICES R T LA, 45 2R 3R W] TBP J7 V4 A6 15 4 s ik
DRI 43 RO AT U LA AT A ]

DL BB g R R W], TBP 43 FFRic 5 SSR 43
THRC By AT g RIEA — 3, i — IR TBP 73+
PRICH A SN, H TBP 43R i B RE 48 7~ A bR
MRS F , HA Rk, mT Lh sl fdi Y, T DAFA
HAbARIC 7 5 W] 1T, A3 ) T/ B — AR Oy ik
I YR 25
2.2 MRERWRFHRKELS

UEAER , B T 4% b ORE B | o, ST 38 0 H 85
WS, ANt R 4 S 44 ) 44 S D BRI fil
X T ) M A T AR (R
G S 7R T R ) S S R e i M HE TR B
K, M HRBIMR I 282 R 25 5 32 B 55 1
R DR TBP 40 FFRic i 13 F A 4
B E BT T — A s, T A R
L SRR S SR — SRR

Bardini Z£F| ] TBP 73 F4ric %tk B T A 6] [
FW AGRMIME C. eugenoides . C. canephora L\
PAREARINME C. arabica #4753 Hr , 76 WU AR C.
arabica FEAR P B 4 4> TBP 44, £ C.
canephora FEAS TR 1Y AP 3 2% 3y 1 Hh IR 2%
e C. eugenoides ¥ A< vp 7 38 H K, X £ C.
eugenoides &= C. arabica 1) fH 5 /R G
Anthony 453 3o 97 8 F Be K BE 2 M (amplified
fragment length play morphism, fijF AFLP) il SSR #1
ICRTARIG RO 45 R — 3 A, AT X S
B E Bk AR ( Lotus alpinus. L.
angustissimus L. tenuis L. pedunculatus) #47 TBP /3
e, Herp DUREAK L. corniculatus FEA HA BT I 235
P, 7E L. corniculatus FEAS B, 5 DUA% 44 L.
alpinus DA N A% L. tenuis FI L. angustissimus F

corniculatus ., L.



TEIRAL B 2020 42 48 545 9 )

AHAE LAY 45, AR A A R Y A AR Y L
pedunculatus FEAR PR LI, UEBH L. pedunculatus A~
J& L. corniculatus FFH4, X 5 Campos 45 B 1 58 45
Ws_m alpinus F L. tenuis BFH SR BEZ L.
corniculatus , 3 5 Roos %5 [l HF 5% 25 1% — 3%, 1t
Hb, TAEWH AR L. pedunculatus TBP 2575 5
A 25 IEIZ I AR IR 2 A A . MR TR
P B — P R U A5 K L. alpinus TBP 253,
PUREAR L. alpinus W) BAT S8 18 25 1) A8 AL RRAE , 26 B
VUMK L. alpinus FFAEPRE B ZA51A L. alpinus ()7
PEVURE I, A ATRER B 2 A AR AW R 2 E] Y

BEAk, TBP I3 FhRic R KRV NZ A 58
WARH], B2 PR H AT, @i 51955 19 &
OB AE 5 AL 8 AR fA] 1 & R s S e ) g i TBP

i
3 AESRE

TBP 55— R B 27 hsic , © S )i ]
TR B A B ROBC - ) Bk, 5[] SSR ARic 3k
THIEE DL AT LB S0 M, FE 0k T TBP 1 n] 52
Mo BEA, TBP AN Z A HE N 4 3 2 1015 B, 5
A B PRI R T 0T R IE TG R AL 2R
PEFISER 2B . SR, 5 H AT HAE DNA 29 F4Ric
W7k, TBP 3 FARIC BA — & 1R BR 2 (1)
TBP J5ik BRI 1 204 BRIYARIC, 5 SSR sl Al
IR, B BRI M R R R ST B AR
ARG ETW . (2) XT 8 A RBIA Y Pk
TR AR KPR, SR ] B 2 AL AR
BRI 3 R

SEHFIN, TBP 235 FRic B9 ARG LR JL
ANTTHETEIOESE: (1) R IT & BA bR SR
TBP 5. TBP 73FHRic 51 4y A T 55 , (H STk
HIE RO AR IRAT IR, TEIE 0 R PTG 2. (2)
L IFALIE G TBP 3 FARICIEARL ) PCR {4
o PIONAERRICI T IR —#RHI, PCR S5 SR
FATAEZE 5, M1 [A] —HR 30 28 BN T T AN 7] A9 4
i, AR R AEAE AR B, AR ALE £
SEFPBHE) PCR SR 2R RIS 250, S B TBP 73
THRICHI LR, (3) fnss TBP 7R iC 76 Fh i 4
SE SR SRR BT o TBP AR — g L7+
PRICAE I S | WIHE | SRR | 8 4 55 R4 3R B A0
e, TR T it b ) S ) 0 2% b M SE , AN ASUAT LA

SEBL SRR OR AP, T ELAE R AR e A R A R 45 A
SHFFEHR TR AR TBP 7p T AR ic B AR fE A
WIS v B4 IO 1 A A0 B B, (ELAR A5 i 2 2 P 41
SARITRLIN B A 1) e Jig | FLAE 38 A% 22 R PR 1 T 11
S IR APEAT -5 M 5 4 E S B R AR D
AT EAT T o] 64 TR

S
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