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THE STUDIES ON ALLOZYME OF SEVEN SPECIES
IN TYPHONIUM SCHOTT AND TWO CLOSE GENERA

BIAN Fu-Hua WANG Zhong ~Lang GUAN Kai - Yun

( Kunming Institute of Botany, Academia Sinica, Kunming 650204 )

Abstract Six enzyme systems of seven species in Typhonium and three in two close genera were ana-
lyzed by means of electrophoresis. Seven allozyme sites were checked. Tree diagram was drawn using
BIOSYS -2 for cluster analysis of genetic similarity. Seven species of Typhonium were divided into

three groups and the relationship between Typhonium, Sauromatum Schott and Pinellia Tenore was

clarified. Namely Typhonium is closer from Sauromatum than Pinellia
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207 WNAE R ICERE T, Sriboonma'™ 4
BT AR KGR ERRED K REEE,
HET—BBHE HEEX FNRRTESIE.E
AEKREREXRE SHEEF R (Sawromatum
Schott) & 3" , A LA LA BE IR B RIB
TAMAPNEZ BRI =ANMET SO,
LAAERE IS5 R

BRI T 10 RAERSE, 183 6 o HH
HHBHERTELLRR T MR EXR LUK

RPN TR . HJ& ( Pinellia Tenore ) KL %
‘Hzo

1 KKH#H
S MR RRA SN REGRE TR Y
HYEREN 7 LR RAEY—MAE(Ty-

phonium giganteum Engl). MEHERISLIS(T. flagel-
liforme (lodd.) Blum) B ¥R L2 (T calei-
colum C. Y. Wuex H. Liet al) BRI L R(T.
kunmingense H. Li) . b B B sk 2 (T. trilobatum
(L) Schott) .PHRF R4 (T. omeiense H. Li) . &
RISk (T. jinpingense Z. L. Wang, H. Li et F.
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H. Bian) 1 =~%¢ B2 H—— R % ( Pinellia pe-
datisecta Schort) F1 75 28 51 1Li BE & 3 ( Sauromatum
gaoligongense Z. L. Wang et H. Li) X B3 (S.
venosum( Aiton) Kunth) ,7ERFE 1, EEHFEAGRHF
TEHREYBTRFIFAE(KUN) , B ML

BURF 10 ~ 15 4NN, 450 SO #k b S o e B
%o

2 K&

2.1 PSR
BUtbk E&hmmt H290.5 A A, M3 ~5 1
REE BT RSP g . 5%, ¥ET 140001/
min B0 15min, FEBEF - 20C kP FHo
38 o 2% P LR SR B G T A H IR AR
BEREELMBHAE, B RAUTRRSE

PPRRE BRI R, RSB BR TR
%o

REE B

0.1 mol/L BEREZE thik (PBS)

0.029 mol/L VA% 44 ( Sodium tetraborate )

0.017 mol/L {R EH B E 1 ( Sodium metab ~
isulfite)

4% w/v R IR EM M 5EER (PVP - 40)

0. 202 mol/L HL Ik Jfil B4 ( Ascorbic acid, so-
dium)

0.016 m/L —Z E _HABEFBEW
( DIEAC)

AREMHETS, BEMAREZE(1% v/

v)eo

w1 MESER
Table 1  The origin of Species

4 Species

74 Locality

R Alt. (m) FEIEFRZEE Vouchers

Ih F13% Typhonium giganteum

AL RIS (RIF)

Beijing Institute of Medicine Botany ( Cultured) T 206
WAL R T. flagelliforme ZH 4 T & Jinping, Yunnan 350 e 2R 201
BRI T, calcicolum = PaBs R 353 Xichou Fadou, Yunnan 1400 TR T 106
B BRLA T. kunmingense ZHEH kunming,Yunns.n 1900
) ZRVEXURS A Y
ORI 42 T. micbatum Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical Garden, 580 TR 207
Yunnan
FERRISLY2 T. omeiense M) Ehih B4 0 % Yanbian Yankou, Sichuan 2300 E4B PRI 99 -13
&VRLY: T. jinpingense ZH& Y& Jinping, Yunnan 1200 F 187 ZEWE 200
23 Pinellia pedatisecta Z 78 Yunnan
E*ﬁﬂlﬁﬁ_—?. 2z B§4# 1) Baoshan, Yunnan 2290 Li Heng et al. 11309A
Sauromatum gaoligongense
BB S. venosum Z TR Kunming, Yunnan 1900 #8819
2.2 H}k LR R T Ao
¥ FI7K 1 R TEm B Fa vk s o FEACKFEH BT 4 ~5 Mt
BKRH:10% B (BRERER . E 2.3 #FRHERE

PR =5:3) ,1% BRARN 3% FERE
BEBLGE WP RO - S HEWE - ITERRR R PP
B 7K 28 WP : 0. 04mol/L #7458 88, 0. 068mol/L
M HED

BEBCR TR LA 1:19 B PB K R o - 2R AR K

Ik SERUT , TEREBOE T K T80 A Bt R
ALEA BN EIRRERARNTR KNSR
B, B E P IRy B, #INE %
Ro BEE, FITMNBBLR,
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3.1 BALREIA T

AT 10 HES RS, B 6 MR ARIL
SFAIEEHE , BP . SKD - 5 R MR S B \MDH - ¥
ML S 88 . IDH - 5 #7458 BRI 50 B . PGI - B AR
%IV S HIRE . PGD — BRI 0 BRI SR . PGM -
BB IR, G BRLRER, BEH
K 6 FEERGEIL 7 N5 5L N B 07 0, W Tk B
RE 1,

(1) SKD H{&ff ( monomeric enzyme) , 7Ef T
WY P@EE R 1 ~2 N REE S 5wG, 777E Ta
BRI A, ABRHER LR BHEY P, AEIS
B, RH—TEREA S ENE %A 3R RN
BKES,

(2)IDH — Z¥{& R ( dimeric enzyme ) FE1E- T4
MRBH,Z 1 ~2 MREM ARG . NEEES
BUELRIBHEYA B REG, (BH A — N7 5
(IDH -2) RS /S B R R RERR > N
ORI AR ST SR AT S 5 E

PR (IDH-1),

(3)MDH Hi 3 ~ 4 AN [ A7 & 40 B9 1 — B 4k
B FPE T A0 MU ORI BRI R, Ml |
B RHERL R R I 6 KA ZIN =45 1kK),
HABRIA AR ZHM, B — A
EOZNEE VR ek N L B W NS
o

(4)PGM g1 2 /N EE R {07 5 9 85 1) 3 (K il 77
ETHMRBARES, BkREh, e — %
BB A S R B S L, 55—
R 2 S BER

(5)PGD % Moy 2 MEERE A S 40 1 (K
R, A7 E T 40BN B e, 17 437 3 PR i i ey
PN A 57 2 SR 4 8 , b — A 7 5 7 B 2
RIS R,

(6)PGL ¥ ML i 2 AN EEIR A M 4 B8 iy — SR 1k
AP TE T MR R i eh , MBS SR B , Bk 4k
JRABH P AR B R — R R (R S S [
St I —RAKES

SKD
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PGM

PGl

BT NFEERGH SR i Ik B

Fig.1  Zymograms of six enzyme systems

3.2 BRI

X ZATR IR AE AT B AT SR LA AR
e (BNERE E R E B AR R 2 A s
R RPUR T AR A R LK RAITE. Bt
PR fRTIE, 2 [RUE MO i GE R IA ok B
FrAZRET) , A LRSI R LR 88 1] LK 2 1%
TRIBOR , 786 A B B 3R S 3 M S ik
R HEBOA A E, F o R NfS5E (G
HINRR BRI EI A 3E) , Ho 2 A (0 A L B 4

UL -1 BT RBARA M SE —BU¥ 19 F
"o M AR BB LR E N
AR B ABEE E (B R b B R 2 (7 8
VR S 5 DR DO, SR T 149 B 2 & A4k 1)
BERY , BT LASG AT AR 4B R T Ab TR

AR JLF 245 41 i (UPGMA, unweighted
pair - group method with arithmetic averaging) 11
BE—ZUE, @i BIOSYS - 2 Bt Bh47 38 A M 1l
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A9 5347 ( Cluster analysis) o % tH & FZH]
RBAAR RIS X B B R B R 2, 2

XERE 2,

#2 BEHECERYEE
Table 2  Table of genetic similarity

Population 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 1.000
2 0.362 1.000
3 0.362 0.430 1.000°
4 0.362 0.430 1.000 1.000
5 0.362 0.430 0.793 0.793 1.000
6 0.768 0.362 0.362 0.362 0.362 1.000
7 0.362 0. 808 0.430 0.430 0.430 0.362 1.000
8 0.362 0.430 0.630 0.630 0.630 0.362 0.430 1.000
9 0.362 0.430 0.630 0.630 0.630 0.362 0.430 0.857 1.000
Similarity
.40 .50 .60 .70 .80 .90 1.00
+ ~+ +. -+ + +.§.-..-+ + +. + + +
H I 6
1
i 5
[ 2
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B2 gRZERERER
Fig.2 Phenogram of genetic similarity
1. 48 f3% ( Typhonium giganteum) ; 2. BFFRIKR(T. calcicolum) ; 3. BHIBAA(T. kunmingense) ; 4. TER§ RISk R
(T. omeiense) ; 5. GRFRILA(T. wrilobatum) ; 6. &V BKR(T. jinpingense) ;7. BR T ILBER 2 ( Souromatum gao-
ligongense) ; 8. X H(S. venosum) ; 9. [R¥ ( Pinellia pedatisecta)

4 itig

4.1 BELRBEFERZR R

E BB AT RS T E, W LA 2
HZEBRFRXRNTEA L &R EME
7 B P B 8K R 388 1% — BUBE (genetic indentity) .
Crawford ! 48 A\ B A ST BEVER UK B2 B
RIGETHEE R R Fh T YR AR R B 1 — 3
BA4%0.67, HAEREIR 0.9, BHXMRKE,
ME2 BT LAE N, IR 9 MM ah =4
(group) : (1) BB R IR(T. trilobatum ) Fi 4P
BRI (T. jinpingense) H—4H; (2) BAFEL kR

(T. calcicolum) IR BT ILFERZE(S. gaoligon-
gense) H—H; (3) HAR S Fr: MAE(T. gigante-
um) , BRBARI LR (T. kunmingense) , ARG B 3k 4R
(T. omeiense) ,BEHZE(S. venosum) ,[RE(P. pe-
datisecta) j—4H, BB LRMAARI B LRB B
B —BEKRTO0.9, RTFHABREMNE
7, HREFEBIE—BELNTF 0.9, AW R
SHCBT R R,

EMB TGRS Sriboonma KA %4
U RO SR 1A DNA BORRSITE H BT R
AR, BELRBHAMNAEHTN S, Sriboonma'”!
MBS FERHEITRIENT B HRRA A,
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TR L B4 5 4 : sect. Hirsuta  sect.
Diversifolia . sect. Pedata . sect. Gigantea sect. Ty-
phonium ., ¥HE B, M AER sect. Gigantea,
LLEERY SL Q)& sect. Typhonium,T. horsfieldii [ Sri-
boonma ¥ LK AL LR IHFH A T. hors ~ fieldii
(Miq. ) v. Steenis] J& sect. Pedata, ZSHF35T (L
BB TSR S AR —B IR B R 4L
A DR LRSHHE T =R,
4.2 BLRBEHREFRBAELERBREZER
4.2.1 FMNEATHENERELRBESHEFRIL
53 HRABENEEZ KR

BMEZ X RBEMFE EFRALE EH
BRA S AR A R AR, SR AR AR R YR
LG RZ BRSO R BT MR 28, T A L
A RT3 B K R AR AR UL
RYEE 01, Byt A AR bk R BRI R
AES,AFELRRHEYSRRRIIREF K
T F R EHUER S RENF R E MM
HRPOK, AT ALK RB SR TR LS
Y HBABERRERR
4.2.2 BLRBEAMENERLZREEI/MZER
VY4

MNENEHRERETTE S, B LERENA
MEINESREER VBRI ZREERE, X
SUEMSRFERERBRN EEZRMAEFEN.
A REMRE AT R

(D)X= Al it % b BRIk, hiiX
HIAR—AR, MAERSMAEY L, X=1
BUABENFEEXRDY, WRER 1A
MR B ISR EFRESHENERZ
Mo

(2) S EEEAR LB R EE R R H AR
MEM WA ERMBIIRERKNER. I
EREER, BT M FH%KF Bt — 3 m LAt
Ko
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