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GENETIC VARIATION AND RELATIONSHIPS WITHIN
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PSEUDOTAXUS IN CHINA
17ZHOU Qi-Xing % GE Song ! GU Zhi-Jian ! YUE Zhong-Shu
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Abstract In the present paper, genetic diversity of 12 populations of four Tarus taxa and
one species of monotypic genus Pseadotazus in China were studied by horizontal starch gel
electrophoresis. Seven enzymes encoded by nine loci were assessed. Genetic diversity within
5 taxa were relatively high with the proportion of polymorphic loci { P) ranging from 44.4%
to 77.8% , average number of alleles per locus (A) from 1.6 to 2. 1; mean expected and ob-
served heterozygosity ( He, Ho) per locus from 0.065 to 0.152 and 0.068 t0 0.111, respec-
tively. Combined with the analysis of other characters, the results from allozyme analysis
suggest that there be very close relationships between the three species and one variety in
Taxus, with high genetic identities { I) between them(from 0.727 to0 {0.995} except those
between T. yunnanensis and other taxa in Taxzus(0.727~0.804). Consequently, we pro-
pose that these taxa in Tarus be treated as different geographical races within a single
species. Also the taxonomic position of Pseudotarus as a distinct genus is supported by our
allozyme data.

Key words Taxus; Psendotazus; Genetic variation; Interspecific relationship

WNE FHATATHEEHEIEA SHEPOEER Toows 38 1 EMURBEE Pseudoarus
chienii 3£ 12 M ERMBREEEHET TR, A7 MBELZI MBS EREN OSSR
BEEMHAREEEEKTER. EXBMNETHNARE(P)AN 44.4% ~77.8% , U EEFHY
(AYA 1.6~2. 1, FHBENEE(He ) I EFTLERE E (Ho )4 F28 0.065~0.152 1 0.068~0.111,
WMEMSEVREREFNIN. SREFHUREHELGEE T. ywinenensis SHEEEREE IRt &
—HEHE=0.727~0.804 )50 CEERMHHE L MR BRE—BEHRR0.906~0.995), KR K
FEXRRE. EXBUBATEROEILAFHSHY— P, FHRERES G RAREMEENT
REATERES, ANRESTBNERSFFR OCENTSEREHHEEAREER. IR
BEEEASM B Prevdotarus HI1LLE
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AGHR Tazus 1L, T HFHEM AEHURFEFALERRME, REF 4 7
1BF, BB TR AW Eh B CETE%,1978), EXBRFHEYD. A5
#2 T. chinensis (Pilger) Rehd. BB EIGH, WL G4 T. wailichiana Zucc. F P fE R,
BHE# Pseudotazus chienii (Cheng) Cheng IEEIFEN AFRHE HY (M@ £4,
1989). FEHXMEHMMEDHHRMEFOH REN, I Lir ST ERENH R
RRVBGDECR, FROTLREYNTR SR ZBEN, ERERNE . RE% . B
¥ ARy EAREFETERETIH R CGEEH S, 1996; MEET %, 1996; FL
B:,1986; HEDH, 1986; ERES, 1979; BRHE&, ERHE, 1978; HEK W EE,
1974; Florin, 1948). R, E4 WL GTEBAFAREX RN ITRF L, WREERE
BRI th (VTR AL A2 IR B R 41 B 2 B 52 07 T (BRTBK, 1996, 1990; BB R, 1993;
HAH,1986), WBME, KILLEH T. cuspidata Sieb. et Zuce, LT K2 T. chinensis
BN E¥ T. chinensis var, mairei (Lemée et Lévl.) Cheng et L K. Full R =HAE
# T. yunnanensis Cheng et L. K. Fu JREIFIEE RE/, Bt LRATSHB3IF 1 &
FAOEEETRAENEESENLEME, RAAEERAESFHNEE SRy
t, ZREH, SHEENRBERBE LT R, BHRAE(RFEER).

SFNMERRRITHNEHRESH T HF RO, M A S0 EEAMRRE, T
LB WX S S EERMBME S ST R OER GRS SRR E £
BRI e KD, T BB A S RE I BRI TUES - RN EFRC
BT FFEERE R R (E 12,1996, 1994; B, 1994), I TH—S$ MBI T REHY
BEERMFBRIKREX R, ACRAKFREBERERER, ¥ LROGEREY
PERBEEZ#T T RESHEQN, HEREY P TOIER N & X BHESZR
£, AMEZRXABERERAESESEZEFENFENE S BTEELSLTER
ERZREE LHEE,

1 #HEEE

1.1 HERE

ZERHE A PEFOEERE 3 & 1 EFNEEL. 241988 111 MM ERER
R RE, BETEHEDEN. S TASEHEYEREEER 7, K%
Po PENABROKEZIFRM MK, BXEH BRRENMERTMRIEE 9~20, &
ELRAERHEE SRR DMSELE L
1.2 BEKXR

BRETBRGMMH T 1~2 &, 58, B Tus HCl 2B (pH 7. 5) "k SR BB R By
B, BH O mm>x2 mm EEANEZERYER BT - 0CERERSRESH. Bk
BB AR B, T 40 mA BIRBEFFETREK 6~8 ha RAKFRIEREER B
A, BTEAKRITH M EE Sigma 2775 (5-4501), EEHEBRE N 12.75%. H 2 A%
B ESEY 10 MBEAHTTEN. WARBESENHESLN 1.0.02 mol/L Fi
BRAAEMR (pH7. O)E M| A 1. 0. 01 mol/L FriEER 4L R B (pH7. 0) B W i (3E Gottlieb
(1981)FHIMIARE) . BFRVRE L F Re@EIESE Soltis er al . (1983 Bk,

£ OO0 http://www.cqvip.com|
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#F1 HHER
Table 1 Orvigin of the materials
—
wn 72 [EVESIREE] sax
Species number | populations| individuals Locality Altitute | Voucheres
KEOEE 1 5Y 10 iLTEP Shenyang, Liscning 200 950802
T. cuspidata 2 CBS 8 1L 7 £1115 Changheishan, Lisoning 500 950801
L 3 L 4 ZEWIT Lijiang, Yunnan 2600 950201
?i%ifmis 4 NL 0 ZW T Ninglang, Yuncan 2100 | 9681001
’ 5 LP 3 Z R 243¥ Lanping, Yunnan 2100 | 9609002
6 GH 3 %M #/ B Guiyang, Guizhou 1200 | 96101601
friiim 7 wX 13 Z M B R Weixin, Yunnan 1200 | 9691402
' ] KM 20 Z i R Kuwning, Yunen 1900 | 98111401
HFIES 9 57 12 ME R KT Sangzhi, Hunan 1800 96102301
T. chinensis 10 GL 4 R Guilin, Guangxi 300 9691001
ver. mairef 11 GN 5 B A B Guiyang, Guizhou 1280 | 96101602
Eiﬁﬂﬁ 12 ZH] 9 #i LR # Longquan, Zhejiang 700 9504

1.3 FUES T RMIELE

R 10 EERR, BEXSHEWRES IR ES -BREMEE ML
FIEER, FUBHISEERNGENT BHEEFEREFEMNYE, EFEFSEH
WERBAAALCLA AR ERMUAUAPMIBFRR. BEERELETRANES
. Lt 3 P)(Proportion of polymorphic loci) 3¢ 82 H T2 ¥ ( A) { Average number of alle-
les per locus) I HH I £ & B ( He ) 1 W %8 %% 5 & ( Ho) (average expected and observed
heterozygosity)) N E B (B 5, 1989; Nei, 1975), B Nei{1975) 818 (& — (I ) (genetic i-
dentity) R E & B MR F 2 B X/h. RGBT RASH, 83 S X BEAYWEES
XA, bREWIEFAIITHE I BIOSYS-1(Swolford & Selander, 19893k {452 &

2 TRBRER

EXAMLEER 3 L ERHEERL 12 MEE 111 A~ ME#TT 10 MRS
g, HIRE 7 MERERE O M ENBREWEIT(E . B3 NEAE Mdr-2,
Mdh-3 1 Pgd-2 B 5 BB REE, M-S 0. ZXHATTRISTEREN 748
R 9N ANAR NBREEPRAFELRE 2.

2.1 HAESEFREHBES EH

WMIFE 12 MEENERENEREN, B Pom-2 RS A(NE 1 MSEXR)
HMERTITBERS MIANASEMNE(FUNERE 2~6 M2 H), EEMEHEH
ERRMEE, 4BUASNEENELEI, FUBHNEBESHEEESBRER
ERpK, HIEREE, SR CEERD T MEERLD, 5 2SRt RE.
FHAHF AL, SRS SRR AR, ERAR FHRYM K SHESRE, TR
EE. EHBMAERE(P)N44.4% ~77.8%, EHEFFHH (AR 1.6~2.1, FH
BERE B (He ) MRS (Ho) 371K 0.065~0. 152 1 0.068~0. 111 (F 4),

£ OO0 http://www.cqvip.com|
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Bl AEEREPAOSEMEERY Id, Pe PHE1-29 AIEERERN, 037 SEELER,
EABELAP -2 HU SR, 2B LENAEERE.
Fig.l Banding patterns of enzymes in the species of Taxus and Pseudotazes chienti  No. 1~29 were bands of Taxus
in Idk and Pgr, 30~ 37 were Pseudatazus; NO.1~27 were hands of Tazus in other allozyme systemns except
Idk and Pgi, while No. alter 28 were Psendotarus.

*2 MOUEKRNGINERE B SHE
Table 2 The enzyme systems and electrophoretic data

WAL P BARGR  BHAS AN E

Enzyme system Abbreviation EC No, Gel Bufler No. of lod .
KEEMEHS

Aspartate aminotransferase AAT EC2.6.1.1 1 1

?ﬁ_‘ﬂﬁﬂlﬁaﬁ IDH EC1.1.1.42 il 1 f
socitrate dehydrogenase

FE B

Leucine-aming peptidase LAP EC3.4.11.1 I 1

ERMKEE

Malate dehydrogenase MDH EC1.1.1.37 0 3

WA W SR

Phesphoglucenete dehydrogenase PGD EC1.1.1.44 1 3

RN RS

Phosphoglucoisomerase PGl EC5.3.1.9 I 2

BRWMAE LR PGM EC2.7.5.1 1 2

Phosphoglucomutase
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Table 3 Allele frequencies in populations 1~12
& ¥ Population
£ 5 Locus 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
M
Numbers of 10 8 4 20 3 3 13 20 12 4 5 9
individuals
Aar
A Q00 000 000 000 000 000 038 000 000 000 .100 1.000
B 1.000 .938 000 000 1.000 1.000 .962 950 1.000 1.000 .90 .000
C 000 063 875 925 000 000 000 050 000 000 .O0D0 .0W
D 000 000 125 075 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 .00
Idh
A 000 000 000 000 000 .O000 .O00 .000 Q00D .QOD .0O00 .278
B 000 000 000 000 .00 000 000  .000  .000 000 .0D0 .722
C L1000 000 1.000 1.000 1.000 000 077 000 (167 000  .200  .000
D .00 1.000 .000 000 .0OC 1.000 .923 1.000 .833 1.000 .BO0 .0W
Lap
A 000 000 L0000 000 000 .167 .077 .000 .125 000 .200 .056
B 000 000 .250  .000 000 .B33 . BOB  .925 792 875 BD0 .944
C L850 1.000 .000 .90 .167 .000 .115% 0TS .03 .125 .000 .00
D J150 000 .TSO0 .050 .833 000 000 000 000 000 000 .00
Mdk-1
A A5 000 000 10 000 000 .00 050 000 .000 .000 .000
B 850 1.000 1.000 .90 1.000 1.000 1.000 .950 1.000 1.000 1.000 .00
C 000 000 000 00 000 000 000 000 000 000 .000 1.000
FPgd-1
A L1000 000 125 000 000 000 077 000 000 .000 .000 00D
B 900 1,000 875 .925 1.000 1.000 .923 1.000 .792 1.000 1.000 1.000
C Q00 000 000 L0750 000 000 000 L000 208 000 L0000 000
Pei-1
A 00 000 000 .00 000 000 000 .00D  .000 000 .000 1.000
B 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 .00
Fgi-2
A 000 000 000 00 000 000 00D 000 000 000 .00 (111
B 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 .000 000 000 833
C 000 000 000 000 .000 000 000 .000C .000 000 000 056
D 000 000 000 075 000D 167 115 000 L1687 000 000 000
E 1.000 1.000 1.000 .900 1.000 .833 808 1.000 .708 375 1.000 .000
F 000 000 L0000 .025 000 000 .077 .000 125 625 000 000
Pgm-1
A 000 000 .000 L0000 000 000 000 L0000 000 000 000 444
B 000 000 .000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 000 .556
C 000 000 000 000 (187 000  .038 (100 042 000 .00 000
D 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 .833 1.000 .962 900 .95 1.000 1.000 .000
Pgm-2
A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

£ OO0 http://www.cqvip.com|
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F4 12TFEMHLAHRETRYE
Table 4 Genetic variability at 9 loci in 12 populations {standard errors in parentheses)
EEHE FHEEE
L2 THH HHER e, Mean heterczygesity
Mean sample  F¥1 ¥ Mean no. of
FPopulation size per Locus alleles per locus Percentage of R e
loci polymorphic * Direct-count  HdyWhg expected # #

1, SY 0.0 1.4 44 .4 A1 102

(.2 { .045}) {.041]

2. CBS 8.0 1.1 1.1 .014 014

(.1 {.014) (.41

sk 18.0 1.6 55.6 -068 . 065

T. cuspidata {.2) { .024) { .023)

3. L] 4.0 1.3 33,3 .056 103

(.2 { .037) { .054)

4. NL 20.0 1.7 55.6 .089 . 084

(.2 {.030) {028

5. LF 3.0 1.2 22.2 074 074

(.1 (.049) { .049)

CHLEE 27.0 2.1 66.7 .082 135

T. yunnanensis (.3 {.024) { .051)

6. GH 3.0 1.2 22.2 074 074

{.1 { . 049) { .049)

7. WX 13.0 1.9 66.7 . 085 126

(.3 .027) { .045)

B. KM 20.0 1.4 44,4 061 .058

(.2) { .026) { .024)

ug¥ 6.0 z.1 77.8 071 085

T, chinensis .3 ¢.017) ( .025)

9. 57 12.0 1.8 55.6 .130 173

{.3) ( .046) { .064)

10. GL 4.0 1.2 22.2 .056 .087

(.13 (.037) { .062)

11. GN 5.0 1.3 13.3 111 .101

{.2) (.05 { .053)

?ﬂggﬁ 21.0 1.9 66.7 111 150

| CREmETILY .3 { .040) { .056)
Var. maere:

12, ZHY 9.0 1.6 44 4 .086 .152

EIEE P, chien: (.2 {.048) [ .070)

* A locus is considered polymorphic if the frequency of the most common allele does not exceed (.99
# # Unbiased estimate {Mei, 1978)

2.2 BAEEE R RbE)E B
BRESEHERFXEHERBEENRE—BERNMES) ARESTUEE. O
EERPREHLEEINMER(LLNL L) SHEE SR ME MK (0. 644~
0.84) 0, EAESEREMNRE—HENE .30 U L. LEESERABFLEENE
BEHRE—HERE L PREEX 2/ TXARIF. QSRRSO SEREER
MM E—BBERME, 10 0.242~0.365. AR AKFLE AEERREF AR EHY

£ OO0 http://www.cqvip.com|
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BE—REREE. N 0.727-0.995: AT E SO TR T /A BT X ERHE, (L
HO.727~0.804:; LG EME ML EZHBE —HERE, ¥ 0.95:BEE54T R
B RERy R 5 — AL e AN, 5 0.243~0.355,

#5 BRBAMEATHEENRIE—RE )

Table 5 Genenc similarity {or identity) coefficients of 12 populations 1n 5 taxa
Population 1 2 3 4 5 [ 7 8 9 10 11 12

18Y — 996 726 .T8T 847 912 922 909 911 .875 914 242

2 CBS - J01 787 807 904 913 901  .900 .871 .902 243
3L) — 915 894 U721 736 725 739 L8T2 777 (269
4 NL ) - 815 6T4 700 .6B2 .03 644 726 243
51LP — -800 815 795 824 753 R4 (251
6 GH — 1000 1.000 1.Q00 _972 1.000 .351
TWX 912 727 - 997 1.000 975 1.000 352
8 KM — -987 938 996 357
982 — 976 995 .338
10 GL . 906 . T40 995 - 954 357
11 GN — .365

12 ZH] 243 254 .355 L350 —

RS L BT ST SR R R
The values caleudated at population levels are above the diagonal, the average values at raxon level are below.

2.3 RESWER

BEEREE R T —SERBREEE, %8 Nei(1978) B EES AT REX
i, ERATL(E 2), AT EREERANXEARE. A5 EMEFLIEH LI ER
NEZe—H NEFLEEHERER (GLIBAER. W FHASESOASEN
MAACEMNERXRARL, cHATEMOIEREEXFNRIE —BEMTHKE,
HEENLIERE&EBROR CEERE.
3 3 #®

it PAMAGER I M1 ERNAEEHTHSMBLR W, ERALREL
HEAXTHEDG E B TLTERPLREYOFESZ X AL SERAATE
BERFKRAE Loy AIRXRET TR, AaEWTF.
3.1 TSERALAHRBEEEXR

EAMLGENEYIT T FE FEEHR, BN EEEAMREXRZET
Bit. WBBEIME, Florin( 1948) 18 1 BEER 1670 HE 2R 1 B94R1E, Ko B2 Rk B 69 1:4E , 1A
ALTER BHASERNOSEEBRER FEMN, MR EAREEC BRIk Wity
i, TRESF(1979) FRHEEMERFEQIB)FFIM LT EMNMEEERETHE, Fit
TAGERAREGRLER B TH, EUB (198O RALEERAHIT LR
BERERBR EHRHEAEEEANE. ASERASHENERESEHARTR,
EXLEFELHRTATENNREANEERIEREAUE, EAREZZNECEH

£ OO0 http://www.cqvip.com|
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BE—BE (1) Genetic Identity
0.0 0,33 0. 47 D. 60 0.73 0.87 1. 00

- oem mm mm mm et S am s Es am e em mm em mm mm MR M am am e em em em em A e

B2 12 TBERAEESHS
Fig.2 Cladogram of 12 populations based on cluster analysis of allozymes
1, 2. T. cusprdata(1. SY, 2. CBS); 3~5. T. vunnanensis(3.1L], 4.NL, 5.LP) 6~8.T. chinenas{6, GH,
7. WX, 8. KEM); 9~11. T. chinensis var. mairei{9. SZ, 10. GL, 11. GN); 12. Psrudotaxus chienii {ZHJ)

MAKEEZRE RE BTAEEARAREN . L8R PAFEEEERGER H AT
HOBAZ, HRMREHBEH RO A5 . BHASENZRLEEHEE
HH LR HTRA, TERFEERILFEAFTAZR, ToHE. KT REEELU

A ER AR FRERTEE AHER A TESAT LETREARFREAHA

BFLESRIECBIE%E, 978)#HTHM S RLE, ARMNKEMHF/MEEMREH
BYLRRILEE, X MR A A R ER E R SHE S AT E EFH X, WHEZTXIM
FEE R (R, SEE, 1974). EMLTERHH FRZEEZBBTHRZ BRI H
REEME AR A EASERLEE R E /KT, 102 8EE N RBSIE.
RIEREMAREFREERLOH R LR LA MMBESRIHEEEE). L
AREFTUESERARRAOERE /D, SUBHTRANMRALEEREHEREK
FLEERE-HERZBLAEESHERZ MEAE0.644~0.844) BUSF, LM G, 4T
EESEFAEEEREKT LRIE—HEXNET(>0.800), ARELATEME AL
BZE(FYE 1=0.995)(E 2). EFH—RMKFLERE LSS ELES D, ARSI

£ OO0 http://www.cqvip.com|
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MEEEEEREINZE — S, TR BREHEAL4TE,, ST BHY MR EERES
UBEKF EHAME., B LAY R RER, BRITBWF I LB XL AR (I
M-S —AF, FRIBHRB AR T U hEE,
3.2 pEEnSEbaR

HEERTHETHIMMEA— T FHFRELEEB M, 1947 FHREATE
BREAIEA,HFEESAN ARSI ERAHBXIMSEERB LR
B (1986)EH#T T HEEHAEE BN AR EREENIEAMEELEREAE
BEF R R, R E RS (1996)REAS NI T ERALERBERAXES L HE
UBHASE LA MRS, BREEEEA A EERRNEEBFFREXGC(OAM
MG T EFRE)BEMENKILLAEA T. cuspidata 1. lutechaccata . BINEHBEEE
OGN BRERHMEESERT THERRZR AN, AL SATE R &S0
EREEREHURHE(RRE). B+ oEE(MEETS,19%), FRBRFE
BaLlRARE S RESERATERE R =T RE. it ROIHLEZME
SEHTT SuBE T, RERNEAR T —TEEEERFHEO M), BRI 2 M
AGERESRBEILEFAELS PRFENENER, HHASERLEERE S
RPERBE—FEN A 0.243~0.355. BEANMEFWHMEIALEN —ZHOATE
BRE, TR, AEAECRMLAE SR &SRB MAERAEKKELEEERAR H
FEZEMMKFEAEAT oW BastEst. Al FUBEEZESRIXFHEEEL
fEA—A B HaLEE,
3.3 ASRAaEENAESHYE

HErkABBEREREMEFEINRKERERAT T REZERENE, RARNY
FHARKTEARR, EHMAALEN 0.0% P 100. 0% A%, SUEEFHHEMN 1.00 F
3.87 RE(HE S, 1988), Hamrick & Godi(1990) 85T 80 AR THM W LM E R I,
BTHRYPHBETRAERS, FPHWS, EEMELEY 0.709, FHHERSEHN
0.173. W —H2HBEHHTNE, BIEE MK TIBER L, B Cathaya argy-
rophylla 3 P EEER £ S SALY 0.200~0. 280, FHIHAE & B 4 0.059~0. 084 (B 5
&, 1997) s L EBBH Pinus resinosa B ELSHEEDNER, £EMALEMH 0. 111(AL
lendorf ¢t al.,1982). MIAERH—EHHEAREETEZRGRE BEERKTEE,
WMAENERS Pseudotsuga menziesii P=0.540, He=0.171(El-Kassaby ez al.,1982) ; B R
Pinus massoniana P =0.645, He =0.216 (HH%,1988), XA MLTLR 3 f1 B
MAECHRAZEREN, OGS EBRANEREK, SHUAEE(PIH 4.4%, %
U ERFHEW(AIN 1.6, PHMELAEGHE He 50.152. S5 EBE&MXBRERHEY
KFLE—ZRER, HEREE(P=11.1% ~66.77% ;A =1.1—1.9), i #AF_ LA
REVEE, SEMSALE P=55.6% ~77.8% , SNUERTHE A=1.6~-2.1, FH#
BIEHH0.065~0.150, w1, FrEg & ERE R FE, HREEHERREKT.

B AFALYAGERFTETHGAREY, FHME!
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