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bhE, 94Cl4o4e. 38T144b. T2C240 40 NMBH, $FHEB4T304. 36°CL 244,
T2C24- 740 NMEF B T2 C R 104 % o
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Phylogeny of Genus Boehmeria Jacg
Reconstructed by RAPD Fingerprinting

Abstract

The methods namely SDS and CTAB were modified and successfully
used for total DNA extraction from the plants of genus Boehmeria Jacq .
The factors which affecting RAPD amplification were studied. The results
revealed that the optimum DNA template concentration was 40ng /25 u 1, Mgﬂ;"
concentration was 1. 5mMol/L, dNTPs concentration was o. 20mMol/L, Tagq
polymerase concentration was 1U/25 4 1. The optimum protocol programmed
for 1 cycle of 5 min at 95 to predenature; 5 cycles of 1 min at 94T to
denature, 1 min at 36C for annealing primer, and 2 mip at 72 T for
extension; 40 cycles of 30 seconds at 94T, 1 min at 36°C and 2 min at
72C; 1 cycle of 10 min at 72TC.

47 random primers were screened from 100 primers obtained from
Operon Technologies by using two samples of DNA template, which gave
clear bands.

For 17 cultivar accessions of Boehmeria nivea, 613 RAPD bands were
obtained by using 46 random primers for amplification. Among 613 bands,
145 were monomorphic while 468 were polymorphic bands. The polymorphic
rate was 76. 35% which showed that relatively greater variation existed 1n
cultivar accessions. Using several primers, the genotype for the cultivar
accessions of PBoehmeria nivea can be distinguished. Based on the
analyses of the fingerprints for all the 46 prlmers, the most parsimonius
cladogram obtained for ail tbe primers combined using Slngle Maching
Coefficient, 17 cultivar accessions were classfied into three clusters.
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The results also indicated that there existed ecotypes in the cultivar

accessions of Boehmeria nivea.
Genomic fingerprints of 19 accessions of genus Boehmeria Jacg, belong-

ing to 2 species of Sect.Boehmeria, 1 species of Sect.Zollingerianae, 2
species of Sect. Phyllostachys, 4 species of Sect. Tilocnide and 6 species
of Sect. Duretia, have been constructed with 47 RAPD primers. 702 bands
were used as markers, among them 61 bands were monomorphic while 641 bands
were polymorphic. It showed that greater variation existed in JBoehmeria
Jacg. By the analysis of the data of the genomic fingerprints, the
genetic relationship was reconstructed with Sigle Maching Coefficient,
the evolutionary pathways among the accessions were expressed in terms of
treelengths to give the most— parsimonious reconstructions of ancestral
states. The reconstruction phlogeny showed that 19 accessions of 15 spe-
cies were classfied into 5 clusers while the similarity was 66. 5%~64. 3%,
which corresponded to the 5 sections classfied according to the morpno-
logical characters. It proved that the 5 sections namely Boehmeria, Zol-
lingerianae, Phyllostachys, Tilocnide and Duretia classfied by Mr. Wang
Wencai based on the morphological characters was correct. For the evolu-
tionary pathways of those 5 sectioms, the results indicated that Sect.
Zollingerianae was at the preliminary level, Sect. Boehmeria and Sect.
Phyllostachys were at the relatively higher level, Sect.Tilocnide and
Sect. Duretia were at the highest level, the species of Scet. Zollingeri-
-anae were the ancestral species of genus Boehimeria Jacg. The evolu- .- -
tionary pathways within 5 Sections of genus Boehmeria Jacg - might been
as followes: Sect. Boehmeria or Sect.Phyllostachys—8ect. Tilocnide, - Sect.
Boehmeria or Sect. Zollmgerlanae—»Sect Phyllostachys Sect. Zollingerianae

—Sect. Boehmema Sect. Phyllostachys—>Sect. Duretia.
The most parsmomouS cladogram also showed that 4 species of Sect.

Tilocnide were classfied into 2 clusters, one was B nivea; the. other was
including B nivea (L ) Gaud, B nivea var. nipononivea (Roidz. )] K I Fang
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and B. nivea var. viridula, the evolutionary pathway was B. nivea var.
viridula —+ B.nivea var. nipononivea (Koidz.) W.T.Wang — B.nivea (L.}
Gaud — B.nivea. 6 species of Sect. Duretia were classfied into three
clusters, the first one included B. formosana Hayata, B. gracillis C. H
¥right and B. trcuspis (Hance.) Makino, the second one was B. dolichostachya
W.T. Wang, the third one included B. strigosifolia var. mollies W.T. Wang

and B. macropbylla var. scabrella (Roxb.) Long.

Author: Guo Anping, was born on Feb. 23 1962.
Major: Plant Cultivation
Advisor: Professor Li Zendao

Key words: Genus Boehmeria Jacq, RAPD-fingerprinting, Genetic relationship,
- Classfication, Evolutionary
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FEA, BWNEZARE AR EES, REZENH ORI tEd, HB MY
BEREFEHE. K. RAE%.

HFEEMNEMYRIEANZRLEFE, BR. BFREFHEMRA S, HE
WAl a8 4 & R 89 80%Fn80%. -

2 K& (Boehmeria Jacq) #hH120%), xE o TRy, ER¥F, PEIE

. ZRTHARFARAZEFMEN N, T PEAERZSFENARENFT o
& (B.nivea) Fu¥»+#E A (B. nivea var. tenacissima) [2-81
REEZHRESK, BEFFEA, EEREBEHEPXERIEY, HFI2M1
TH, RPEEXTRENFLZASTERH ™), 44T, JH. IR T
FHEANER, HEQNZ¥%S. HEZFE. 94 RB2 AXEEE., £ %
b, RERUE. FFERBEAARERZHER, CHAIBAAHHEL2000F 474,
HPHRERFRC ZHZFTRPLEFRANE, AREEREFERETEREAM
M G ERFHADNEEIFE L2005 G H BN WFRE, KAENPEE
BAEZNRE. fiF. fih. BEE. TRA4EFEERFPEFIDY, XLBERE
YREAFATRGHEEHNA. o THEREBERY, BAHZEREKTF LRI RK
AR, DRAARBERZIEZFEFRNFFEFEX ZFNNAGF TR, =
AR EREIXELIRHTIAE, B SEZTFERTE XA NNA
$E RIS B REEA. .

AR R AR RAPD G FARIDF R 40 38 2= Bk R 144N 1 5 BF 4 7 69 A9 Bl 5k &
xR, EHERARHANGEAREIAELIRE, FXL. FRHARAKIT £
AREE. CEF AT O INHZRRFERMRE,
—. BSHREYFEEXEAMRAR

2 W& ( Boelweria Jacq ) BEF X Ak#H ( Urticaceae ) 2 Jk#% ( Trib
. Boehmerieae) , gN J. Jacquin (1760) {818 £ M b 2 #Boehmeria ramiflora
Jacq@irdy, C L Blume (1856) '®? R{Ert. HHF. FEFHWFRBERNSH

Genuinae, Margarocapus, Chamabainia, Tilocnide, Duretia, Uricnide%64 4,




ERERANBAKRA, R EEAER. REABRREARBRHEMRAET,
3 B ChamabainiafalUricnide i MNHE TR KL 71, L A Weddel (1869) 7 3F A #H
EEFERTERBEWATH, BEREFPEFMERARBRAABERLS, UK
HE RN ENBESELE, EHEBEAHEL %7, 1 Satake (1936) '*°]
RIETHER T ERIEFRE X4 E N2 REBAEWIOM 4 HSubgen. 1. Trlocnide
(3% ) FaSubgen. 2. Duretia (36/4-%) WAER, HFREFELBHEIZMHBRU
B 16 FF % 4%4F JSubgen. Duretia ¥ B #4360 Ffra- 744, ERPRARELFH
F & 37 #4Sect. Zollingerianaedi B Rl g g 1871,

FxE& (1981) ZHRPEZRBEEHIZHILTR ST AEFTHXXAKZ
E, MEIXBHYNABHAZAL D THEARYE: L AEX—-FE£LFK; 2. ¥
T4zt —ERE:; R4 R—=Tw2-3 (5) &; S HELAF LR E~HE T
EAREHHEREFRAOBNWEF B ELFLAREHHBREF XS HWIERF
iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ,iﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ4£ﬁﬁ£ﬁ=%&ﬁ;5ﬁﬁﬁﬁ,iﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁ
B, TH-FEEA, THELER, KM

B L RFEEY, FFABluneZ AW ERGEFZTFUME, HEHEZE
B ETHEA:

#1. A=A (Sect. Boehmeria) : »H 4., HLHLFENMRE. #EHL &
¥, A, BREMH, B - |

$2 =HA (Sect.Tilocnide) : wE 4., H4HFASRBEHRLF. HRd £
¥, ALE. ERFHR, T&.

B3 FHFLHKA (Sect. Zollingerianae) : HE A K4, HHPLIEFME
BHASEFEETHEAARMREFRBELF. HLSHOER, IKE. X
TEAH, Tl - |

W4 HFERE (Sect. Phyllostachys) T AR E. AT ERTUE
A aREF, AELEEF, BPEWE. BH4AEE, ALHE. FRARAR,
y. o |
45 kvt BEd (Sect.Duretia) : vhat4d, HELRERE. AU
Tty MEREF. BSR4 XE, AW RAZAH, THAA.

HEZFHINAHFEEZ KR




=y %]
Sect. Duretia

T
2 B4 & % R4 = B4
Sect. Phyllostachys Sect. Zollingerianae Sect.Tilocnid
\ f f
BB 2R %= BR 4
gect. Boehmeria

X%, KRB NL X, BEAHRAA M HIFHFLE, RED LU
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B, EPEfBE P ESERRA TS,

HEFF (1991) I TEREER ITHEM I ELYE LHARL, #R
BHETEE AN EREE M EH AU E L XA, I
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RERHEN L EAB BEAEEREEW S L P oA SH, Ek%wiﬁﬁiﬁﬁ
BN ENARR X oRERT TN, FREITTEAS AR EIEL
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Do ER—F PRERAR

QEYE-EEE;

©ELIROEHR, EKE~HTARIEE, THREREAE,

QERARAABAE-LREAEMEAEREE:

T EFAR, #EC L Blune, EXREANEHRLSEFEENF, BYP
5] A BE R 4 B9 4 2K '

1. Bk = BR4E (Sect. Boehmeria) : W H &, 4 WF BN £, BIE4H
¥, EXE. o BRR, E1ZE. BERRAEREF. -

42 =4 (Sect. Tilocnide) : »tHE 4L, HANXFAR -_RBOoBALE,
HERAXE, EX . FMRE, Ex ¥, BH3F2HA, EREAE.

M3 FHFEMA (Sect. Zollingerianae) : shat sk, A M I L., HE
ERFARRBRREFRERRILSF, SHELFE ML, $586%%, REHE,
SaERE. ExZ. Hh2HA, BABRE.

M4 ¢ FERRE (Sect. Phyllostachys) @ x4l E 4., #AELFHARTR
S N EE AT AT ERATFREBRLR, REMEE. HI4EH, &
L. RERE. HEF. L3F2H, TIHE

@5 AT EZRRA (Sect. Duretia) : w4, HELA IR E. HLERLFH
BRBETRADAHEANENTABRTEFREEBRLF. ERIR4EYH, TH, &
BARM., EXE., BHIF2. 48973, ErfsIlLE.

RPN ELFEXFREF:

= R4 S R
Sect. Tilocnide Sect.Phyllostachys
| \ [
A= AL
Sect. Duretia
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TRER4E
Sect. Zollingerianae
1
JRE = AR

Sect. Boehmeria




PRZRAEHDFHS. LHRENE. REFRBEFAFTERZ EH4A
HELFEx R, THANERZXREAFR, EXNEEALNAD FAFHFEW.
Z. RAPDEEM G TF ENERMAPHEA
). RAPDERMEREEES

RAPDH A 219904 HWilliams 124 fuWelsh!®®) HAM T /NEE KB 2 K8
—FIDNAQ F AT AL FHEERREAR, ©EHRFLP. PRz E# AL T LB ¥
THEH X —FAFHEAIZS,

RAPDH A AR ER S 8& XX (Polymerase chain reaction, PCR) , P
CREEEF AP EF7 N5 HimHasTag DNA 2 REBTEHNFANZEHW
DNAR S H &, 54, mAFEINANE#E, REF I HRINAR X, XHBENMRZE
FFAWG sl M AL 8INADF LB FA 4SS, REXTaq DNA S REY
BET, ek -KF@. JlprAe RN Feraa53wBwEaFs, 3/ 4B
SENTHAS 5 MAEHFFl. ARATHEE - AETHXELIEE, B
Nl EEl4d e, XER—FT8. XRTFHRREFTTHT HETY., F =
REAFENTRIAET —RBF R ELARK, mFEIH, 3879 UL ER0E
e AR b, mRERL, FALAZEANT AU ZERG (1+k) Mz, £
PRAH LR, & TPOREART SEDINAR BT L7333, Afril, PRER XY
ETnFethErwRERRE, LOE8E. ZHEGHFANBRYEY, EE/Lt+FF5
WT, REEPHEFTHNAR R, T UEZDNAR R ¥, AERAXvLeT &
WERAEW >, EFIECLEONXR.

VilliamsfoWelsh B AMAR NA =" IF M FPORE AR HR Y, FELER F
RETRAPDE A, HEREKEZ: FROMNEFRE TSI HEROIREFINE
B EFEBELHTETE, T, T H YN ARNTRECATRETR, X&EE
AUNBTREEAE R X, IMTH YN ST AERFTUA T EHEME
GHMN, BT UPECIrFEYERAR (wDNATEH., DNARX&E) 6. £HTX
—Hig, WllllamsffﬂWelshﬁﬁ#PCRiﬂgﬁ}ﬁﬁﬁ##iﬁﬂéﬁé'l%i&ﬁlﬂﬂﬁ?ﬁ#@
RETRALT P9 4, RT3 E A DNAGE4TPCRYy 3, 43 /- 4 18 it 7 4 BE AR 5,
HEBERERSE, FEBREXBZHAEENXERT HX9INA FRAZ S,
XM HNAR Ry Z8EAR TEAEAMEAE XifyDNAL &%,

RAPDET H 69 — #A 715\ 4y, HDNARZI & A HE . BXTE—BIENEY., TF
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EEHANAEHEERENESUE. XURINECEEEEFLAEZER RN
HmFSPORYERA &Y, P WEERBROYFRLAB LAEIAGCE, B35 W3 %
HEE—FHNKEREAZR, R #FEINAFR, EmEFA LSBT R £DNA
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HEPCRAE M . PR ELE L TFEUEE, S{APR~7 oo N THHEFA
DNAZ X o K3 B9 & A % o |

i F#ATRAPD P TR BER AR, EA&ANE- P ERRNEEHA
DNAZAMHERREARY, BAA-ZAPUNTUERARBENLFREZENE

W, DNAZ Stk ies B UX2ER. B, RAPDT I BENMERANNARITSZ S5

B, XRZRAPDIG WA FHYUDNAL S HHREE,

Exv sk, RAPD BF LT MEE:
@. RAPDEAR T UE MR EFEHETS FEWEHRRANAFTAT, THAYRXEH I
FONAR B & Aatr, HE6REFE, BEd&iToN, REHZERZEALPS
¥ e AT
Q. RAPDE R &3 M LR F, EAAEWIY, TUSENEALHTHEARNS
Aok, BMERLZPOR DM ZEROBEAKRE XK.
D. HMERTHNFHERR, B —ERMPDI YT UER TEMYRAHR, A
e, BRE. B3R AHELE”, AABKT &K,
@. DNARER P, BATARBWRKIE, TRIEP MK EEi#1T Southern
. o FEXE-ANEBERF, 1. HH. Iﬂgzﬁf*‘fkkimﬁt |
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H. EFLELERAYTHESITNTE, SEALLAHERNMN, w0 EHE
fingEARE Ko
OFFEFAREE, RIPTHIHEARRFENLE
QxR EHE, HAHE.
(=. RAPDIEHEMI S FEMFEHM RPN

B TRAPDE AR EH £y HHRMRE, ELER, ZRNEREHYL> TLHFEE
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(35-37) L g RISs-32] B BRFER. ¥F B RS
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LAREREDES, gEEIsee0) 4aEEIS) HFRISFCL EMERISVE,

FER, ANSELER. XAAHYHH TFREFFHET, MPDR XL ETT
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L EFRRES-e3] g gisdl giesl gy gglEel ERISTTY. AAE
[89)  ppuEl190) ot B [92-921  Fg BIo9-041 Ly RIS ALK ET

CHEREEYST. ExTA%, FHE YL ErnE % Triticeae ;-r‘s,tf-
@ﬁgiﬁiﬁlloll "H’ﬁﬁllozl’”

RAPDE AT A XA THABRANLER, vtFERNEERESS I~E:“°31
2, AR E. &F. RAREFE

RAPDS, E T A B EET BN, RELL. FHAMRALERNARTFR. C
F Quiros& A1*°*131d ARBEREP RAFEREBESRAAEZES. T
Lhaska A s{&# S Ay S x. B Koller& ¥R A%, B S Landry &
(1994) 1S I ¥ E A BN AKFF R ofEg B#E J. Chalmers
(1994) 120014 342043 41 K F Wy 45 TR 4, WHRAPDAAT R W B & &R

S.Castinglion (1993) #|FRAPDY Azttt S MM EH foir K Eé}?’%ﬁﬁ
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HESF AL ENNTAMRERESR; Lin (1994 ) R IH. XE4 DNA
RFLPfrRAPD& ¥ sk st B =AM FF MK 89 &4 trembling aspen 130 A/
~ bigtooth aspen 150N AN B A4, I\ HRAPDE K7l B AKX BRI A
My dAR  Keil (1994) 1= FRAPDH A i dF ey 1240 T 1 R HATOOAHF . K

BT EFHRAER.
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%—ﬁﬁ[lﬂﬁ-—lﬂ&] | 7‘\'__5’. [109—110] #3[1114113] %%E[lld— 118] . ;ﬁk#ﬁ
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. EX . AE il # % ¥ 3
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ﬁﬁ[liﬂﬁ] é:&[ldﬁ]‘ ﬁﬁ[ldﬁ?]‘ %ﬁ.[l-ﬁﬂ]%q
8. Ramfufy. LR EE |

RAPDE sk @ fr, RAGE. HHSFFE. EMTF (1995) %1 xraf
BRafafEs. FXHE (1996) 125 384 ‘iﬁiféﬁiﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ’%é
F. TR#SE (1997) USUINFHBREENNE T, WRIAGEERNSE
4. HE1E

NI L #RAPDIRIER T RS, WHA SR X E EMA L W3R B RAPDARIG4T
B, WEEMBBET AN S EF. SRFLPARIEAE L, RAPDIZ IR A TH A :
O-FERAPDE\ M TETAR L HEFHL N 547, WRFILPAR LR RS FE, T
FHER. QUAAXBLIELEELTHTLEIE, wHEZTE. EERWFLD,
Southern® bp, 4+ F &KX %, EDNARIER V. OF/NRAPD dRitd8 S TERE AL
bR B . @ AHS WRAPDIRIER R o 4R i 6 A X H A WRAPDR
4. AH#RAPDRt 45 B X HthiE. £3F, B4 LRILPME M MR F R
MR Lo, HTRAPDREFE LK EFH. &4 C A 5 F1E4 K A RAPDAR DAY
BT 45 FHEYE, Reiters (1992) B T — A& 4 225 RAPD 7089 L7+ & & 8
(1521, Lomas#s F47TARAPDIRICH 2 T4 ey 4B ®°! ; Chaparro %
(1994) FISSARAPDIFIRAURE 7 #M 6y 41 E 157, BRG (1995) (355115 152
ARAPDAREEE B T AASWRAPDE 41 B, X BAFER X L2 B K RFLPE 4B+
(1561 g h MK F 4 WRAPDARDIRHEER. £ -REX. KA. EHFEH. X
B, BEDR —BReEy T b RRAPDE G FE T REERRR S .
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5. MHEFALEBIENR

AL EREUINAEER, BEREAERN-NMETRE, TIHARAPDY
FoREMBLEET. TNBE (1993) HAERAHRNMDNKERAPDS 47, K40
NG R E) — NG R H g WRAPDAR L, WA AKZRAAKERB T HEE
HeyBAr & ; MEEHE (1993) AN AKESFHPEA P AT ENENMHNER & A D
KE3IBE., PREMSEEERELR ‘L7 PREME ‘RZKE” #1T
ToM, RETHEANEEZRES — &%ﬁDNAw%ﬁff““] LREESE (1997) 347
EHgFNE - PR EZELGARNMAICHLLE €A DX E RS, K120 4
Bl R B2AG| A U W E iRt KN RINAR R, X EFTRAPNEZNYF
% & def JE WRAPDARIE (ST, FHFE S 7 KR TERATFPFRANAE
DNA, BHHETILEFTEARBART PN TEAIING BEEVT RN T 5
HETEAREEATH; B V.Chen $HBAREFNEGE N o ity S E
(170], ¥# & AR FRAPDEREEENBEEALTIE S TENTE, NEFTFHL
fEd 2N
6. etk FixRINAF B L x, AFFLMEHS S |

HFRAPDE B 8 A& 44, HAKEE, RIRAPDATTURHE SHEREHN
RAPDARE, HATELR, HH N ZRAPDHREARSHEARBITHRAF EM Y 2Bz H
FITTAR, AXAFERASBEATEHAGRAPDIFEHER T L RITEEH .
MartinZ (1991) i rf144/MRAPDZ 489k, I S5FHPto HEXE ELH @
RAPD#7+2.127*2; Ronald% (1991) RAF N 5Xa21 4 H (FH B HEFBREAEE)
ﬁwmnﬁ:ﬁ“m Paran% (1991) ¥ EDn (FBFHMK) HEEE R
Tk, M212ANRAPDS| 4 4% 3104 RAPDARIE, 4 %) 5D B A B sk A Y, H
r=4x-m DA77, 5 Dml-Dm3 X 54§, 6/ BAPDA7E 5Dmllik 441277, Sahu% (1991)
RITEARREEFPEE R EREEZHN RAPDD £152 ' 71 5 G M
.Timmermand (1991) FBiiRAPDA WM E T oM FREEEXL TR ERERXE R
177 £4x1*7%1; Klein-Lankhorst4E (1991) H11ApRAPDZ| 4 M — 2t T L FFNL (47

BeEa AL E) BETEEA P HEY — SHiLE FF &5 WRAPDIRIE 11701,
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TFKF (1995) ARAPDF o H T ABAUZTHEE, N300 M3l X
AN ELT BRI TEREFI LS 5E7N, RA-DIPREEBETFE
H (PGMS) i 4 $9RAPDFR2. (OPX-07600) (2771, prag3i4& (1996) A Longdon —
EKRZAAET “FEE” Mgk AHA, RATEEZSEST. FFHEERNI3/RAPDAR
i, EHEEMWAL D FLangdon A, BRE&KA M “ A DKL P HI0 M4
Mg, MR- FEEERENANEEET LT FEREF (1995)
MARKEREEFESFHARAZARRDR, BX T EAXENEBEREE RLE 4
2ARAPDHRIE (P7R L, B EH S (1994) HB2ANRAPDT) 4 P11 U M & 3% & A
PLAER G AEE4S DNA iy, RI-ANS5BBEHeREREFIE X
RAPDA#RR 11=°F, Z=M g (1995) HI100MHEYL T b N B R £ EHPdain &
EFEZNSA, ZH3 N HEIMNAMFNEERFIRA P MU TR RIS
B, NERPHIMRD SRR EY P,

iff 4 F 5| ARAPDARIC Y LA A BB S £ F M EAEE (GMZ) 123210 K
BHEgeni £ H ) ABERER TS, NEZBYDVREER S, 2X2HS
BIMEAE (Pc68) 201 BRI AE (Pgd3) 5714, SEx T wmEst
HeS) HERABEFHRERT). FEIAXERITIE,

RAPDR: fl T etk P4+ RNAW K F s ZER XA RS ERN R 2 o B#E
(3921 Michelmoreds (1991 ) B TARASFUEFRA (RIEEFLEHR) %
#T, Ao EREe s, FREFEEEHHRAPDIZE, H41A100 4 5l4p
F 18 1345 % & Dmb /85 [ iF 4§ 6§ RAPD#R1E 1151,
EESFUAERAMFRAESNBAT, TxARReg#Ey 8. 8K 1
EHEWNEANZB L ATH (FoRAFmeriE) - 25 8K, TEHETHE
R, FENEENRE LRZ -2 (—FEH, 7 —FHETH) . TEXK
MKz E, FERXECERDT, CEHNEEINRE ERHRN., Bk, ERADH
Kz EE2TH, WEMHEZ AL FMRE X E T4 B ey M ADRAPDY 3 > 4
W5 B EREEHHRAPDIRIE. 2 F KR A ERAPDIR AR F F L ¥ ¥ 47
HE L BB AR,
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HRETE
- — ERPHE
SENIR Lol TES,

ERARHBREFE LR TEENFERETFEABEPISANFLDHF (RIF
G, 4NEEF £ RIUFHHR) o ITERERTRNERREERK T ERF
Txl, BHFNEENSRIOREHAHE 7| TX2.

%1 M ABLEEFNLHELET TR T ER

Table 1. The Name of Yarieties (Boehmeria. nivea} and Their Main
Agronomic Characters Used in the Present Study

% & 4 % F E R ¥ OB K

Number Name Main Agronomic Characters
1 F X AL, DUIRE & R R
2 FRAK s, MAREERRE, K&
3 R UR-] R, BRARE R LR
4 7 A = T A AFAL 4% 7
5 HEZS B, TR
6 A= -5 mE, BRIRE & RN
7 ¥ & A (iR
8 =i B —F R, krtFE, |KF

9 TEE=HN—5 FELA, K

10 gitEFEH-F FHERFER

11 W RE R, B

12 & 747 B, KR, AR

13 A== E wEE. BF

14 # 5B ILEK ERERHR, BRABEERER, K&, KR
15 LN B, R

16 6 L 58 K HR K=, BRI

17 '

#E“ﬁ -I%Fr ﬁ:}ﬁ

16



2. ERRiTr. . T nTatiinn
Table 2. ¥ain Carscters of Koot .stes, [6f loresownce and Cheomoaope Nusber of the Spocies (Boohaeria) Used in the Present Study

il el

nE 8 £ & £ a 1 M Mt NaxnNi
Ko. Section Spacies Root type Stam type Male inflorescence Female infloreacence Chromososs numher
YI NS (1) RE=R pig. 2 F IS D D 28
Soct . Boghmeria E.m0labericn Yedd hranch root system Erevt shew
4 =S SuaR s 0 0 ).
B.oblongifolia V.T. Yenr Branch root system Eroct st
Y3 BNl (I Mg 250 SRA¥ ixE , D SIHID 28
Bect Zotlingerisnae B .blinii Leel. racch root systce Erect stes
Y4 FPMZENN (V) BlER AR s SRS SAZEIHID 28
Sect.Prol lostachys B.clideaicides Wiq. aliow straight  Creeping siem
root ysism
¥5 431 AREX nEE HINZS1S2 StHISAL2 i)
B.psoudotricuspis ¥W.T.¥nag  Shal low straight  Creeping stem
root Sysiok
P g ) =K t B8 § EvE G G 28
Soct. Tiloemide B.rivea {L.} Gaad Storae root system Erect stes
YG AL R ¥ R HI#E G G Pl
B.nivea var. pipononives Storage rool systes Frect steg
Yi Koidz.} U.7.%ene
WK ¥FrER s G F
B.nives var. termcissim Storage roct system Erect stes 28
(Gaud.) Miq
3 R A ¥hax | k- f G 28
B.njvea var. viridula Storage root systow Erect staa
Yo HEMA (V) & Yl FEUE bk ] SIHISAZ SISz 28
Sect. Durstia B.strigosifolia var, Branch root system Erect stes
sollis V.T.4eg
Y10 WHAXRE HENE MM HIH2S 182 SIHISAHY 23
B.macrophy!ia ver. Branch root systes Slope stes
scabrella (Roh.) Long
Yii BEHHER prg- 1 ¢ - bt 3 SIHIS2R SHHI 42
B.tricuspis (Reee,} Mekiy Bossch coot dystem Frect stea
Y12 NEER SERX | hrE ] SIHISaR SIIHZ 12
B.formosana Haysta Branch root Systes erect sted
Yi3 L nEnE -1 SLHISAHZ SIH1SAz2 b6
E.graciliis C R Vright Branch root systes Erect stem
Yid “AER AREE - et SIHISAHZ STHISEE 2B

B.dolichostackyn V.T.¥ane  Branch root system Erect sies

A—

D MEEPPALBE Fascicied inflorecence:

Sl: METRARBURER Spike consisted by fescicied [Niower s

S2: FEETEFEANRIRN AN IINIETE Foliolate spike consisted by fascicled flover:

H: SEANEANBRER Cowond soike consisted by fascicled [ lower;

K2: EEEEANRAN It OERPIERY Foliclate coapound spike caomistad by (ascicled flowers

{: RETHZAB WU EE Branched inf lorescence of tao rackis comsisped by Tascicled [lover

17
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o %5 Fie 7l W9 RAPDRE 41 5] 4% Sy Operoni 5] 4 & H9E, G, H, N. PR A £ 73£1004,
ARAMERERE, KRBT HEEFNIIH4T (EREFAFT£3) ;5 PR
Marker. ADNA/Hind [[. Taq DNAR &-%. Hind MIMAIEARNEE YL EL W
RAE P&, FAEERY §Signa)h 3|, dNTPs By gPharmacia/d &,

R EWARFANGNARESFERN
Table 3. The Primers [sed in the Present Study and Their Sequences

18

3 e mE 57— 37 | E4ge mE 5 — 37
Priver Number Sequences 5'— 3° | Primer Number Sequences 5/ 37

OPE-01 CCCAAGGTCC OPH-11 CTTCCGCAGT

OPE-02 GGTGCGGGAA OPH-14 ACCAGGTTGC

OPE-05 TCAGGGAGGT OPH-15 AATGGCGCAG

OPE-08 TCACCACGGT OPH-16 TCTCAGCTGG

OPE-10 CACCAGGTGA OPH-18 GAATCGGCCA

OPE-11 GAGTCTCAGG 0PH-19 CTGACCAGCC

OPE-17 CTACTGCCGT OPH-20 GGGAGACATC

OPE-18 GGACTGCAGA OPN-01 CTCACGTTGG

QPE-19 ACGGCGTATG JPN-03 GGTCATCCCC

OPE-20 AACGGTGACC OPN-04 GACCGACCCA

0PG-03 GAGCCCTCCA OPN-05 ACTGAACGCC

QPG-~04 AGCGTGTCTA (OPN-06 GAGACGCACA

OPG-05 CTGAGACGGA QPN-09 TGCCGGCTTG

0PG-08 TCACGTCCAC OFN-10 ACAACTGGGG

OPG~09 CTGACGTCAC OPN-12 CACAGACACC

OPG-11 TGCCCGTCGT OPN-14 TCGTGCGGGT

OPG-14 GGATGAGACC OPN-15 CAGCGACTGT

OPG-15 ACTGGGACTC OPN-16 AAGCGACCTG

OPG-16 AGCGTCCTCC OPN-17 CATTGGGGAG

0PG-18 GGCTCATGTG OPN-19 GTCCGTACTG

OPG-19 GTCAGGGCAA OPN-20 GGTGCTCCGT

OPH-01 GGTCGGAGAC OPP-02 TCGGCACGCA

(QPH-03 AGACGTCCAG P1 CTGCA (CT) TTCCA (TC) GACTG (TC) TT (CT) GT

QPH-06 ACGCATCGCA P2 CGTCCGAT (GC) GTGTG (CGT) (CGT) C (ATCG) CC

OPH-09 TGTAGCTGGG




=. A&

)2 DNARYIR Y

1. gk @SDS;E!res- 1961

(DERO. 1~0. 23 45 fr v iy A &) FER AP REF B ALK |
(24 3 KRB #H A\ —mA 600y 1 DNALE B7 4% » 7% [ 500mbol /L NaCl, 50mbol/L Tris
C1 pH8. 0, 50mMol/L EDTA, 1%(V/V) f-EZHINL SulBEoFd, Bk ERR
104-%t o

(3) fm Nk o4 B 20%PVP (—T—-zo CH#F) 200u1,

() AN10%895DS 1501, BRESET65CR 104 4.

(S AL/104E8R (£5100z1) 5Mol/L KAc Fuk bR J23044F,

() (13000rpm, 4C) 1044F, K EARBEA —HL Sul@oFF, A0 6 ¥
ARG REE, BERYK, EaFd#TRES &

(M&E L (12000rpn. Eif) 544, = LHEEK.

BVAERTONZ Bk (Hk12000rpn HA02404F) , HEWHTEEF00 1 TE
K% (1mMol/L Tris.Cl pHS. 0, 0. 1mMol/L EDTA),

(RAa Al 0 1jERNAEE (10mg/ml) . 2.5 u 1E 5 &K (10mg/ml) , 37CHEL 5 A
B o

auwu)\—-fl%{zﬁﬁéw}/ﬁ.itf%mﬁ (25 24:1) , #H%&5k, B (12000rpm, 20T
a-4F

(IR EAE K AL ool FOE T, mA—FERREH, 1/10&48 3Mol/L Naic,
Bl RA0K, FikTIHESD S,

A EAMNH HINAER D EN—FELF P
BATORZHER K, EZWTHZA TR,

(%% T My -F50 u 1 TEyk#% (1mMol/L Tris.Cl pHS. 0, 0. 1mMol/L EDTA) ¥, B
20CHREFFM

. K RCTABj 724

(DIR0. 1 ~0. 2R 4 W T R4 FERAR P REHE R Ko

(235 AR AN —mAH500 4 1 60CHHHDNA ﬁﬂii*ﬁ[z%ﬂw 1. 4Mol/L
NaCl, 50mMol /L Tris.Cl pHS. 0, 20mMol/L EDTA].
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GUAB0u ] 1%5 € B (Na25205) , 25p] B-ELM (ELRENLD) .
(085°C W30 4. ”
GIATHEZE, WAyl 20% PYP (ELKENLY) » BRES .
(OANEERNEP/ A (241) , BF.
(NEL (12000rpn. EE) 1044,
@R LABEN—FELE, MANEERAG /I RRAE (241) , BHEBEN
(12000rpm. ¥ i) 104-4F.
O EFEREN—FHOE, MAEERRFHM/104kR3NMol /L Nade, HESK
BE, EBRTINEI0OLH#,
WARBHNOCHENAERIEAN-FTELE T,
WHRTGLEHT,, EEHTRER TR,
O T B F20u 1 TER % (1mMol/L Tris. C1 pH8. 0, 0. 1mMol/L EDTA) &, E
-20CREHZH - |
(. DNAIR&E iR = HRAPDRI MG
F B L RODSH AR5 = ARDNAYEIR 8, M TRIAEMMT AR RENEL:
1, Bt FE8HiE, B F60ul 1 xTEEREE-2W0CHREFSLHA-
2. Bt S HB8HE, HT60ul I xTERER, A0 2. LJERNARE (10mg/ml) | 0.5
ulZEFE®E (10og/nl) |, STCHREIPHE, E-20CRFER.
3. Mt HFHSHSGE, BF500u] 1 xTEREFK, mALl Ou lpERNAEE (10mg/ml) , 37C
BB 5B WA —EERRAR/ A/ A (25:24:1) , BF & K, B
12000rpm. 20T ) 4% REAREA-LIELEY, WmA-EARREE,
1/104k 8 3Mol/L NaAc, HE BH5%, ZRTHRIL%;: ARIBEH/MOE W DNA
ERGEN-FELEE; ATOLEBEEL, KEHTFRESTFE: HARDE
Fo0ul 1 xTE¥ W, E-20CHELH.
4, PRES3, BFRAR/EF/ FRE (26:24:1) #hiE, mEEF/ RAE (24:1)
k.
5. #BE3, BFwikENAEE, WmwA2 SulE B K (10mg/ul) .
6. $HES, BFARI S/ ERE (25:24:1) 3k, WHEG/BAH (241)
1% o |
7. $BRA3, A2 5ulF 8K (10ng/ml) .

20




8. AT, BETAW/ B/ RAE (25:241) #iE, ARG/ EAN (2¢1)
ik . |
(). DNARYEE

$h4% 69 DNASE B 7 DUT0% ¢ 56 S it (BECEMAN A8 4 ) ER ¥ K 260mm &
280nmply H R ALAE , HRAB260nn F 4 1 31 HDNAFE & , AR $£260nm/ 2800w, B i L {4
FIBTDNAK B b )% . FO. 8%3r Is AR ek, UL ADNA/Hind[l #i7, BTHE
DNAMY A B 45 F-E 12971, |

A Hind [T B 44 i 408840 ) st 48 B ey BDNAKE B st AT B AR (DNA 1 g, 10 x
Buffer B 2.0ul, 1. 0ul, BddHOmZE BREBR X201, 37TCARBH A2/
760, SYIF A Mg AL F b vk, ZEBd EAb BB R [ es)

JE B BaDNA R #EAR , 2 BIR L0 M SR Bk 2 B 4 s B 4yPL. P2 (Bl 4p
7| .#%3. ) #PERKIN ELMER PCR{Y L #47PCR¥#1(3, 4, 12], KR %MK 25
ul, w4500mMol /L KC1, 1.5uMol/L MgCl2, 1% Triton X-100, 200 u Mol/L
dNTP, 40ng #4gDNA, 1.5U Taq DNA% &8¢, 3(4p20ng (#£3|47) H40ng (X3
) . RAPDE R F % 95Cha4; UTLAY, 36CL44, 120244, 3 MME
M, 94°C3080, 36CLY4Y, T2C24040, RAMER; T2CRETHE: THBEAFR
REFEACHBETHEEL AWEL SUF RN E bk %%, B E#3V/cn, &
TF-1 R R R HAWF (LERAAFR TR E5) TR H =B
@, = E R EYRAPD R R £ 4840 4L

WA BB A WRAPDS i 4 B E R0, EETHRBEARF. BXE
EREWE. B8, HIRDNAR, Mg> kg, NPk frTaq B HI S, HAEF
WEWREERERET:

FEMEE REE: 95C84a4. BTSHHM. BTIHH. HTBL 4. HTINH
B R HE  94C14 4. 94°C4540. 94'C3040. 94°C20%)

Rk EE EEE - 50CI440. 45CLa4, 42TC14040. 36T14 4. 36T304. 36T
204

I % . 35, 40. 42, 45

{# 15 DNAg : 5ng. 10ng, 20ng. 40ng. 80ng. 120ng. 160ng. 200ng. 240ng
Mg2*% B : 1. 5mMol/L. 2. OmMol/L. 2. 5mMol/L. 3.0mMol/L. 3.5mMol/L. 4.0

mNol /L




dNTPs 3k ff : 0. 10mMol/L. 0. 15mMol/L. 0.20mMol/L. 0. 25mMol/L, 0. 30mMol/L,
0. 35mMol /L

TagB8 & (®2{4) - 0.5, 1.0, 1.5, 2.0
. RAPDBEHLEI¥IA90%:%

ARG AR o ADNAGEHEAR , 4% {0465 tRAPDE Bk A&, *TOPE. OPG. OPH,
OPNAROPPE A 4 7I 89 100 AT 0 i, R MRS, HRBEHT Y
e 9 ARHF K 8 KR 5H4A
5 SRS | |

B RBHEBARLER, EFA—wkEHTE L, ANATHAF RN,
RA IR H0. T AR H A R YR o B R -

2 x Nxy Nxy: HAEREFRTHLFTH
Ssm (I AK) - ———x10C  Nx : MERWTHAEY
Nx+Ny Ny : THEENT ELFEX

FHaAAERAARBYE (Single Maching Coefficient) . DIAFMLMEIE Aty

Ri#AMELER, B EREPEHERAEWFLHFE  MINIS
(Microbiological Information Numerical Taxonomy System) % 4 - #4T.
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SRS
—\ #ﬁﬁﬁf‘rﬁglﬁf ZHDNAROIBIR S 4 72
. IRRAEZSINNAE. “RES TR

F B B rSDSfaCTAB 12 B S 4R 1L 5 8y = B Hidy B DNA, ZDUop KK E TR
%, 3260nm 5 280nmed At H AL 8~2.0 ( H2HSDS#R IRy DNAGY R Ah X
R ) o RE260mm RARE TR, BT RRIKGINAF A —EN 27,
SDS:£ 1 By 3 TFCTAB 4y (&4 ) , BEEXH A F R IReDNAFRE 120ng
oL b, BEPCRY & FingPA T oy LDNAK AR . A0 1~0. 2 4 8t h s ¥ 4%
BRES T. TibFABHEICE, RAEfHEDNAG R EREX: B —H#,
Btk REN SR, RIRNINAF G ELH 27, HTHER, DNMTEing
ERE, AUECEERENTH ARPMAY, B FETIFAK.

R IGGDNARE & 20. SR AR B vk, 5 ADNA/Hind [T DNAS-F EARE#RAT
ik, WA 1R IayDNASL 5 FE #7223 1kbpl b (14 SDSdE BesDNAR ik &5
x) .

74 ISR ADNAR - 5
Table 4. Total DNA Yield of Boehmeria Using Different Isolation Methods

R IR S 77 5% DNA & (ng/mg)

Kind of Plants Isolation Method DNA Yield (ng/mg)

= BRER 3T f SDS 228. 5~483. 2
Cultivars of B nivea CTAB 183. 4~416.8
A BR 3 4 A SDS 129. 6~396. 6
Close species of B.nlvea CTAB 123.5~378. 4

I i il

(=1 DNAEqEﬁﬁ BPCRif 1
XA, EHind [ B4 1% 01 8 2T A 7 A SR IR AYDNASR & B R
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F PR B B9DNA S AR . £ BUBLLOABRE By ML 7 1 O DL L a2 51 4y
(P1, P2) #47PCRi 3¢, KB W~ Y, RHEMERF =R NARE S
" {eRAPD 4> 47 5 PCRY )

G, BRI A iEFT S ERAPDM RN
F B A F iR IR 6 = BR B A 4 DNAY, it fTRAPD M, HE —## B —5 4893

s -z (H ), WHARERNF RIS REH Y SDNAR 478,

ERBAMGHERRE. AT, BE. FRESFYRNSEDRS, XEHAN
Taq DNAR & By & 8 B8 MHER, 55 3ZPCRY R 5 &g tros 199,
Wi 7e B DNARGAR BX it 42 P A bt v 7. — A ki . PCRY 3 24 DNA tit&ﬁi

E ok A AE TP 2201 pipTaq DNARAEEF WP H A B LG, BIDNA

ﬁﬁ%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁmah AFRE, b ASDSH 4L ALAYDNA IR Ap
GARAE G HITWRAPDE AtE T R BFHR, 285N AR ANEAEH
iy B B aifh )G byDNAEEAR W4 B w4 — B HHPCRR FARM R 87, DNA R Bt
BEhNERE. BHNE, EHRTILFY, PwPCRoarksi, B, R
F4EPCRE R <~ BB ADNA B 0, TR YA S K. BEHTH & FRNA &5
B4, 4 RRIE TR S T 5 HDNAS By = K K
Z. EEREYRAPDER AR LR
. THSEEREE. BAGREERAE R AP RAPD B S R B4
1. % %8 E & it o] %fRAPD&y & v

WHEAN G FEN T E N BE A EWRAPD AT & Rk u, LIOSTha4F. 95C3 &
AR EE S REN, EUBCIHURLENEFIREERIRE, HFWT
HEFX—LEEIZREEYRADG AT TR mE 7 E.
2. A 8B R b ] AT RAPDAY B v

|t fufiidR #G+ CHETR, XRBELFE, —BU2-94THE. FHEE
ik, REDNARETME, 25 RAPDHETRE, dTTaq 84ES CHATRE
50%E H359 AL, HBYEAMUCHTLERE, T, HRINA-BikFix—
BE, HEEAYIRAEE, THHEIKSEERTag BF HEK. 4 MEE
EERBEAEH LG ERER, 40 LEHERBEWGRAPDF M4, W3
T (94T1144F, 94°C4540, 94C304) Mi4%H%, HEZER-—H. FTHRIE
Tag E#yE 7, ZHRAPDRIrey T i BE KRBT EI® A AONMEFF H94CLla 4, 1A
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BT HUTIOH,
3. il K& F K bt B XRAPD Y ¥ %

RKBEHNERSS R EM+CLEHX, RAPDEAG 4% 10MKEFR, G
+C&EA,~T0%, BHEBXBEREAPRY WNEAXEEER. AP ALE
WHREREW, EMMESERBYH>4, 50C1aH. HCI5we2Tl &
ST AN REAFRPTFEECLAE, HETLTHN, RV 36THE
KEEWEAMENT L TR IEANRA, HPUSSCI N & HH E R B
B T =5 k& 48 4 RAPD -4 By 3B K 3B B K bt Bl B i 436 Tl 4.

4. 1M -F *TRAPDE #

WREEABEANMLFNAREREYE, A5, 0HF MG KFRE
L, BARFEH; EIE42. BRLHRINE S, FHER, BUERE AONEF
R, BT RREAE 4 RAPDY 3 B9 46 3T 8 B R 45, |
(). BIEDNARR. Mg™ fndNTPsik 3F 7 Taql§ R B34 RAPDA S R
1. 4E45% DNAE xtRAPDRY &

NI b, —A 40 g 69DNAE B & F #{RAPDY B R R vk, AR oFH
Hg, HRTHEHED, BUERETFE—2WEE. EREEER A2 pley, 39
ANFEER B ER TN RRH, N20~-80ngu B ey HRREH, FHHFH. X
H 4%, Hapl40ngby ik A FEAR; bng. 10ngHNLCENEZFTERE ), FER
$r4k; WAR B A120ngy, Fut, RAPDY IR N & W, X EERE NMEREER Y
EREEY e, DNARIITAE b K F4evTaq BFE H I F o EAE R w, B
THEENSHRAPDR 5 & M. K== RRAPDE N 154k DNAY) & %20 ~80ng, DL 40ng
EERNEE. -

2. Mg 3% & xrRAPDEY 5 i |
Mg>* 2 Taq EFEYAUER, KB RA4 PMg™ 3 E ARAPDE 5 ey 45 7t Ay 33X

ZHHBW, KREAKS BRI EAUBYT EEHRL, FEARH2EESFT H
. FHRE R R R A

EECREAHEEE, 6 M REABBENTRERRYN  Mg™ KE
#1. 5~2. 5uol /Lt 4 e B B R ay 3738 ~ 4y, £ 142 SmMol/LEg, FHEFPUSR
B, ERAHER. REFEX R, FERATHFHoRRE, ZHRERED
RAPDE ji 4k % 9Mg=* 2k JF 5 # 1. SmMol /L, |




3. dNTPsiK /i 2 RAPD K Ri Yy % 7l |

B 5 BA4 pdNTPs ik IR, 24>, BREPCRER A EEELHE,
—FHEHHRBAE A KN, F—-FH FATaqERE M= EF, EXEERT
HE BN E T, #TaqBaE a2 B,

AigiTeg54 dNTPs sk A EHRRLEREA: RENY 0. 10mdol/L. O
15mol /Let #10. 30mMol /LEt, 473 =4tk V>, £EFEN, ¥REMRK: KE
% 0. 20mMol /LA0. 25mMol /L, =4 XFFEWEME S |
4. Taq#g 7 & x RAPDEY v

FpthzTaq BEHNL EHE A A RAPDR oy, BRI, KR M
AT, FEYHAK, BEAH. 2EERRTHFYEHW, EEORE A
ReE, AN REYTHEE LR

ALt B4 TagBi I EHHITIF R, SREN, REBER K24l 0915
R, Taq MAEHL 0. L5R e, P~ HLFHMEAE, HEFL,

(. RAPDRALIFZ
A FREBER, BRESRKREEWRAPDRCER BT
1. 25 u LR Bt SRR B 0y P29
KCl: 500mMol /L
Tris. HC1 (pH2. 0, 25°C) : 10mMol/L
Triton X-100: 1Y% |
MgClz: 1. SmMol /L
DNAd§ 47 : 40ng
dNTPs: 0. 2mMol /L
Taq #§: 1. 0B A{T
5| 4y : SpMol /iR R B
ddH.0: mZE &Rl
2. yEERF
95'C 7F 4:5M1n
'
94C 1Min
36 C 1Min



72C 2Min
5 AR
'
94C 30s
36 C 1Min
72C 2Min
404 31
{
T12CHR 10457
'
mEMRZEATE, E4CKAFREK

=. RAPDFEN3|¥nRI TS %
HRPIEE, LB ¥EATANEARDNAR KOPE, O0PG. OPH. OPNFuOPPF A

ZTIHI00NMALG 4p i, NP REBTHEAFTES. AWHERHRTIY, BRHXE
21 4 3t 57 B R AR B AR DNAR] i i AT 4 M f sl vk SER100N T 8P, 4T3
WM EAES S, HWHERSRE (£3) , T4 YLBHANERE 15
IFP3145- 47 $H i {TRAPDEE PLY 34,
M. FARAPDIRCERFIESHEEINBAZXRE
). PERRPFIER MR GARRPDEETR

HABANMEALE ] 4 LT 2 R B AT N ERFITRS, ARSI
AR R AN R R AT RERR A WTHNRSEF264, %’—
MENT 18 34 BENORE0E, FHE 54 £8 IR ESHEEF,
Ho S| Mk AT LR AEY. 464054 8 = £613)RAPDIRE, KPP ESE
#1454, 523.65%, £ AMF4684, £76.35%, A IWBFTELESHEN, X

HAERBE AP FE—EWRERR, BEEREEFTAKX.




&S 4643 BT S REEERATHER
Table 5§ The Amplification Results of 46 Primers for 17 Varieties of Boehmeria nivea

. —_—
4 | THEE | RARTH 714 T HEE BANE K
Priver | No. of Amplified No. of Primer | No. of Amplified No. of
' Bands Monomorphic Bands Bapds ' Monomorphic Bands

OPE-O1 | 14 10 1
OPE-02 | 12 g OPH-11 | 12 6
OPE-05 | 13 3 OPH-14 13 2
OPE-08 ' 21 5 OPH-15 17 6
OPE-10 9 2 OPE-16 13 9
OPE-11 17 1 0P 18 k 0
OPE-17 14 0 UPH-19 13 0
OPE-13 pal 6 OPH-20 | g 7
OPE-19 11 1 } OPN-01 14 1
OPE-20 | 12 4 | OPN~03 13 8
0PG-03 13 2 OPN-04 11 4
0PG-04 26 2 OPN-05 21 5
OPG-08 5 2 OPN-06 | 17 2
OPG-09 6 1 OPN-09 15 6
OPG-11 21 0 DPN-10 B 4
0PG-14 | 13 2 OPN-12 14 3
0PG-15 11 3 OPN-14 10 2
OPG-16 | 10 0 OPN-15 | 12 4
OPG-18 13 2 OPN-16 11 5
0PG-19 | 13 1  OPN-17 13 5
OPH-01 15 3 OPN-19 14 3
OPH-03 12 0 UPH—?.OI 19 6
OPH-06 11 0 l OPP-02 | 11 3

=, FBRAPDETEHRIEHE=RERE
REHEMERSPEGEETRETAE, B85 ARAPDE A TR T DL 5T

28



KFEIBEAY. KFRAOHIDRETREFZH 1T D8 HHHERFH
RAPD% 4 3%, 3+ 3)4y0PE-08, OPE-10, OPE-11. OPE18, OPE19. OPG-03, OPG
-04. OPG-05. OPG-08. OPG—09, 0PG-11. OPG-14. OPG-15. OPG-16. OPG- 19 .
OPH-01, OPH-03. OPH-06. OPH-11. OPH-14. OPH-15. OPH16. OPH-19. OPH-20 .
OPN-01. OPN-14. OPN-15. OPN-19. OPN-20Z& ¥ T8 S S B S RAE A, — A 1%
AT, REHRBHRAPDIERE, 53T HRRMR RS AR RAPDET , L
A5 a5l B RAPDENE 2 S R AR, AAFERTRTRAFALEBE 2
G KR HEMRELR - o .
REA6Fp 3] 4y 2T1TAN 2= Bk G AP ey RAPDAM AT S8, 3 8 i) 69 - 35748 00 % 28 FEAE 7|
T%6, REFHEMUERY, ALEENITNEREIHARNFTTEREST, &
2 LR
ARREIARE:
1 AR = 88. 6%, 16-17-15; |
AL AR = 86, 3%, 16-17-15-13, 5-6-7-11,
$EA A - = 85. 6%, 16-17-15-13-14-12-5-6-7-11-10-4-8 ,
4 X E = 83. 4%, 16-17-15-13-14-12-5-6-7-11-10-4-8, 1-2;
a4 A = 82. 8%, 16-17-15-13-14-12-5-6-7-11-10-4-8, 1-2-3;
3l AP = 81. 9%, 16-17-15-18-14-15-5-6-T-11-10-4-8-1-2-3 ,
394 K = 70. 0%, .16-17-15-13-14~ 12-5-6-7-11-10-4-8-1-2-3-9,
MEHFEMUEEEHRE FHTHEY: GILE XM (16) . FEF (17) .
ZEE (15) M E 40 A2 (83.6%~88.6%) & A, HARA P oy Bl FiE
BERE, ZEAXARIFY: $H4LAMBTEER-F (9) SHE16 4HH
B M R 3 AT R (62 4%~T70.0%) . E5H e R EEEEHE TR,
Fix APk |
MEAGERFREELTUEL, SAHMAF A2 6%, THLT HH AL
HZA%K: [ Xa4F 16-17-15-13-14-12-5-6-T-11-10-4-8, #1344 %4
£ FAA (L) . FRK (2) EFHF (3) Z0HH, ZAHNFEHT &FF;
MARATEE=K—5 (91 4HF, yHBILEEHFL£AHH
1k, HRIER I KO B MR KR A AL A Bl A E LA
hEAExE, FIM. T, I@©. [{H. T@F @, [ d HME
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| . - ,
EARIET®. [(©. [@. 1. 1@ 2uthuRFIEsHEL
K (HERF M) . BER (LERFSA) . LXGFE=§ (FkFa#)
CAEER (EMETER) MR —F (KT RR) .

[ () 2Bt ki. FE#. BREPH2-SHGHBERNES4A,
R R TR XERFEFEAERT &R, EAFRERTEMN, HEZSER
NEFEPRGHRET WM. R4y msafdaix, viNEHRKF
XB8. YRR ER Y —%, REFEAMHERA %,

I EhEE-E, HE—-8., KLBPESASOOHBHERAERE.
B2, WY, BEATEPERVHEIRREFALATENLES, K9P
HEERNUEE -SHAFLECRBEATEENEH, ELRE TS &
P

g RN, HERELTRERTY, HRZFANHNEELERR A, T
FAETREHZARMHNBRELREA, TALTARER - SHFRABEZRA R
HEEEREEA, TE-FHHTRESKEEF S EE S M. |

HFLTG S ANRAPDIE U AR B A, AEAMNRESHLES, RRBEAH N
SHREFEERRABESF, i, ALEY AHEPONFNERDHH, UE
ARG E AR RN, AR AN REE AT EANYRER.
. SEEEYARAPDE I5tE
). RAPD&EN ,

SNBSS R BISA MM H A (Y REREKASHR, HR14 A
FERLG) THEELAEEFTEL. GETTR, BIHOPE-193Y10 (#rHK 2
BR) fuV14 (KF2H) . OPH-063%{Y14 (kA=) . OPH-18%R5 (4E %K) . Y6
(RAERE) . 18 (MB=) . Y11 (B4 t2%k) foV12 (&2 H) . 0PE-19
Y3 (EkE==HE) . OPN-0L#fY14 (KA R) . OPN-14x4Y9 (F£34K) K OPN
-153Y6 (MEEH) AT HHAEH, RLBHBTERGNARLEN. X7 &
#9, FRIGHAAHHOIFEEARFTEEAFRERRA: B3I HERAH
B EEH TR E B, 470514, TR E ST 4 H0PE-18, FHEE
1B H0~5; §FI%ERE S 314 H0PE-18, #H FIE£12~18. A—H$, TR 3
MR AEHERLR A, EXEHI~1S,
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#£6. 174335 M & FpJA 4656 51 3 fERAPD 247 iy P 248 it 04 45 RE4 (%)

Table 6. The Average Homologous Valiues Bazed on 48 Sete of Genowic Fingerprints (%)

1 2 3 4 B & 7 B 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
2 |83.4
3 197.0 82.6
4 740 788 79.1
5 E?E.U Bl.1 B0.2 B5.2Z
6 576.2 81.6 B1.7 84.9 B6.B
7 176.7 80.2 79.3 B2.6 83.9 86.0
8 [77.0 80.9 79.9 82.3 80.4 84.7 852
9 |67.2 65.6 64.3 67.0 68.6 67.0 69.0 67.1
10|75.7 78.6 71.0 80.7 79.5 81.9 BO.4 B81.4 70.0
11745 80.1 80.2 R1.8 825 860 821 822 70.0 85 4
12|74.1 73.5 71.8 77.8 79.4 7.8 79.1 76.0 624 78.9 78.0
13{76.9 78.3 761 BO.9 83.9 83.8 B81.9 78.3 661 787 80.3 B84.2
14(73.3 761 749 79.5 79.2 B2.0 178.9 80.4 641 78.1 T1.9 85.6 B5.9
15(75.0 77.9 77.0 78.9 80.% 82.3 80.6 7.1 657 76.7 78.2 BLO 863 824
16|74.8 79.8 76.5 B1.2 B3.1 B5.3 B1.7 785 64 B 79.9 70.6 Bl.6 86.6 853 B88.5
17]72.2 76.9 75.4 '79.4 79.2 827 BL.2 79.3 63.6 79.3 788 7184 B81.6 823 836 886
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BT 4THHAAMRZZRENGRENNTYRENAERN
Table 7. The MNumber of Amplification Bands for Cach Waterial of Boehseria Using A7 Differnt Random Prisers

& L B  Husber of Bands oL . | AWEETH
H W — - - - —r— -~ Ranxe for the
Primer | R1 | R2 | RI{ R4 | RS|YE[ Y2} YI{Ya]| Y5| Y0 ¥7 ya{y9| Yvio| yi1| vtz{ Y13 Y14! Jumber of Bands
OPE-01 | 13| 11{ 12 -;;ﬁnlz o |9 {6 [zl ol 1 10| 11 8 10 F~ 11
oPE-o2f 11t arfayer|e |8 |10 141412 12|i3}i1si 16 15 15 18 16 5~ |8
QPE-0S |6 |7 16 [ 6 |6 |9 (8 |4 17 7 (7 |8 |9 |7 ! 7 5 q 4 4~ 9
opE-08 i 1al 143 Ltglisfradttta pesitetiofiolr Iy 11 10 L0 12 { 9 4~ i6
DPE-:0 |6 |5 ¢ 7 |6 {5 |8 J9 Jrr12|1s|8 [J& |7 |9 T ERY: 12 13 | 2 5~ |5
0PE-11 1 sl i3 fa2f e |8 |7 |a |8 s {nnfe {1af 7 7 [ s 7 3 s~ 15
gPE-17 ) (1 d 12|12l 1z2p12)8 |06 |10]|8 [& |8 bioli12] 8 7 10 10 ' 5~ |2
OPE-1871 16l 16 t5f 17|16} 1316|1218 16| 4| 14| 04] 18] 16 ¥ 17 15 15 12~ 148
oPE-1915 t5 {5 [s5 |7 11 ]9 {7213 (6 {6 |6 )4 0 B i 2 0 D~ 9
OPE~20 | t2 |12 1t |toqi1o| e [ 9 (& [t1|1E|8&8 |9 (8 |9 | 9 9 | 3 g g B~ 12
0PG-83 | 9 8. [ & f11{12| 12| 145 [ 14|48 {1 18 | LI il 10 Ho 12 12 1- 14
OPG-bd {6 |8 |11 [13{16}9 {l0f6 |6 [3 |13[(6[1a[12] 8 2 5 2 7 2~ 18
0PG-05 |8 |6 T8 |6 |1 18 11043 y3 (B |5 j3 |1 {8 ? 2 0 2 5 g~ 10
arG-08[ 2 [32 {4 {3 [a¢ |4 |4 [t |7 |7 |5 |5 13 ]|Ss 5 g 5 6 3 [~ 7
opc-09 | 2 |3 |3 {2 iz2 )1 3|1 |6 |s61sj2 |4 |2 4 5 1 Lo | ~ 6
opG-111 11013l tof 127 {11f4 6 18 |aJio)t11]se | 3 ¢ 0 g { g | i~ 13
ovc-14la (o |8 e lwlsds !z |nlelzlalolet s [ 6 | 7 [ s |7 | I~ 11
aPG-15(7 {7 f7 V7 15 jala s te {6 |77 |7} e | & 7 4 ¢ 5 1= 7
oPG-16| 4 |4 [3 (215 [s s |t 18 ]|s5 |7 |7 |7T]3 7 i 5 5 8 I~ 7
OPG-181 7 [7 |5 |8 [ 7 ;7 |8 |4 |4 [6 819 8 S |3 8 § 8 7 4~ 9
opG-10 {1t a (7 o J8 |7 |7 {3 |88 (3[4 4 |8 2 | T 7 7 3 2~ 1
oPH-014 12138 |1s|le [ s |7 {3 |4 pr2liofirjie]? 7 7 7 5 1 3~ 13
OPH-03 | & i 10| 10] 9 3 IS 4 S N I 3 § 9 4 o 7] 5 i) 4 3—-11
GPH-08 |5 |5 |4 |90 |8 {5 j7 |6 (7 17 |4 |22 |7 | 2 7 1 6 5 | @ 0=~ 9
oPH-08 |9 18 |9 |8 |9 {9 f10|l3 {5 {3 |7 |8 |5 |7} B s | s 3 5 1- 10
OPH-1112 2 12 |3 |3 b4 )3 12713 Q1§13 (3134 3 \ 4 2 1 1~ 14
opi-14t86 to |&a |9 |9l 9 [3ta |7 {8 {7 ]9 |8 7 9 7. 6 10 3~ 10
oPH=-15|9 12| of10} a0 ? 14 |3 (T {8 {4 |6 |5 7 7 7 10 8 3~ 12
opA-t8 | ti|1efprrfrzyiel s |7 16 |6 [8 | T {8 |8 [T |5 5 3 6 3 3~ 12
op-18l 3 te lz 2z lotzls 38 (4 14ttt |l ‘ 0 0§ 1 I 0~ 5
oPH-t8 | 7 |to|l1o|8 |9 [1e}f9 |o j7 [1a|8 |5 ]5 |1D0] B 7 12 B L1 012
oPH-20 ) o4 7 {7 |7 |7 |3 |4 |9 |tt|6 [ 4 [ |6 |4 3 2 L] 1 5 T~ 11
opp-atl g 17 [5 18 |6 [2 |16[3 [3 |3 |9 |i0]4 |4 5 4 19 g a 9~ 16
orn-a3l o (o 1a feliz)s |7 ]2 |85 [ofltww)lg |5 ] ¢ 3 3 5 g 2~ 12
gpd-04 |0 |8 [a |9 j1o|o [9 [8 [tz urprrz] 17 14 ¥ 13 13 9~ |7
apN-05 | 1o | 33| 13t sl | el as a4 1200t p10| 10| 12 14 13 14 13 10~ 17
apN-06 | 12| 9 |12t 1tafaa e 7 |2 |05 [B {5 |95 |3 G 4 3 6 3 2~ 14
opN-ps | 1t | vl tvfiafio|z [ 2 |5 |14]9 [1efieji12}|9 8 1g 9 12 7 2~ 14
opN-10] 4 |5 |4 |5 §5 |7 |6 |5 |5 |5 |d (T QT |4 8 8 5 ! 5 4~ 9
opk-1219 |8 | & [wfvijofaf7 (& [T |3 {817 |6 [ ¢ | 8 o | 13 | 4~ 13
opM-14]6 |7 |7 |6 [ 8-13 [3 |4 [4 |6 15 |5 |5 0} 5 3 4 3 I L~ 8
gpm-1518 18 |& |& |8 {9s |12 |5 3 o |6 |8 |4 ¢ 2 5 g 1 0~ 11
gew=16]7 (8 |6 |8 o fojolalalrojeletalis )7 9 1z | 7 i | 1- 12
aPN-17 412l vl vl s3prets [13fp2 [ tr)12p12;9 f10| 3 § 5 [ 10 | 2~ 11
opm-1¢|s |5 {86 |7 |8 17 [0 |a 7 |8 ]4 2 }3 |8 2 5 3 | 6§ | 1~ g
oPu-20{ 13l 3l 2| tadr | FoLIv s 13z e e e |5 I 6 15 i+ | T~ 16
opp-02]86 {7 |8 |8 |8 37 |6 [tafa [ 4 |6 (7 |5 f12f 5 | 6 3 T § i~ 14
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ML REBLVP AN P LN FRASTFREGT HTEFEEETRES
Bke BiEMBELRN2ULYE, THENTIPF4£14 944%F (X8) ; FHFMN 06
EFE, HAANB) R HUERY., 4T HELMIHE TP EF £ FR XA
B ByT02/RAPDARIE,, H P AHEHOLE, 8 69%, FAMW64LAL, HIL.31% .
X—FERATEREEAEEEFEAERE, F-FELHAT ENZIEE
] .

#8. 3| A RELSFIN H AT A B R
Table 8. The Amplification Results for 19 Accessions Incivding 15 Species of Boehmeria® dacy.

g | SR RAMER | BW | TEER | RAREK
Primer | No. of Amplified . No. of  Primer | No. of Applified | - No. of

Bands i Moncmorphic Bands | Bands Honomorphic Bands

- —_—— ~

OPE-01 16 5 (PH-05 15 0
OPE-02 19 5 OPH-11 12 1 0
OPE~05 18 2 OPh-14 13 1
OPE~08 22 1 QPE-15 15 2
OPE-10 17 0 OPi-16 12 3
OPE-11 | 19 0 OPH-18 9 0
OPE-17 13 3 | OPH-18 15 0
OPE-18 22 3 | OPH~20 | 11 0
OPE-19 . 13 0 OPN-01 | 20 ¢
OPE-20 13 4 OP-03 13 0
0PG-03 15 1 OPN-04 18 D
OPG-04 A 1 'OPN-G5 24 6
OPG—05 14 0 OPN-06 17 0
OPG-08 8 1 OPN-09 17 1
OPG-09 | 3 0 OPN-10 11 2
OPG-11 | 21 0 OPN-12 14 1
OPG-14 12 1 OPN-14 9 0
0PG-15 g 2 ‘ OPN-15 13 0
0PG-16 12 0 | OPN-16 15 2
{PG-18 { 13 1 OPN-17 15 2
0PG-19 12 1 OPN-19 21 0
OPH-01 15 0 OPN-20 20 3
OPH-03 14 0 OPP-02 15 2
0Pli-06 11 i' 0 J

7. RAPDRERIMERIREMTREXFR



. BEERS S
RAEATHP 5y A BB AL A B F YRAPD G AT S K, 3T H 1 69-F 48
4B MR 7Y T RO

9. ZERISHRIMSBMALIBIBENP IS HFREECRENS (X)
Tabie 9. The Avarage Homo|omous Values Based on 47 Sets of Genomic Fingerprints(X)

| k2 & R RS T Y2 Y3 Y4 ¥s Y6 Y? Y8 £ Yio Yl Yiz Y13

£2 | 85.4

P3| 36.4 22.2

k4 | 36.7 5.0 87.5

5 | 79,1 79.2 80.2 B5.|

Y! {6C.2 60.2 &0.7 62.4 B2.5

Y2 | 6.4 62.5 61.%3 64.1 6.8 80.4

Y31 | 49.0 48.4 50.4 49.0C 45.4 5i.2 54.3

Y6 | 60.9 50.6 6i.6 64.3 62.4 61.5 63.¢ 51.5

Y5 | 62.0 59.6 61.0 62.0 060.9 63.7 64.2 51.2 78.8

Y6 | 66.0 €5.7 68,1 68.6 5.7 S0.4 SL.1 48.4 63.7 63.0

¥7 165.3 5.3 66.2 8.4 $3.9 57.4 56.4 49.1 60.7 61.2 82.1

y& | 61.6 64,1 62.9 63.5 4.3 56.7 55.7 47.2 625 63.2 733 74.6

Ys |57.5 56.7 55.6 58.3 55.8 54.6 66,7 4.6 1.9 62.1 62.4 56.8 60.9

vio | 56.4 57.8 55.5 57.2 %3.8 5i.1 55.3 4.8 63.4 62.1 61.6 56.8 53.9 06.9

Y13 | 57.5 57.3 56.9 S7.0 S6.1 53.4 56.1 45.0 59.6 62.% B61.2 SB.9 S7.4 63.9 B6,5

Y12 158.0 58.3 59.9 60.6 61.3 53.6 57.4 46.6 6.3 G1.6 62.8 B0.6 61.5 G4.8 65.4 69.8

Y13 | 58.1 5B.1 58.% 60.4 50.5 51,8 57.6 47.0 63.0 61.5 61.5 56.0 53.0 G60.5 64.2 63.1 75.2
Y14 | 57.4 59,1 57.6 57.0 55.5 55.3 G6B.6 47.6 56.5 5.4 59.2 S6.2 57.3 6.5 65.9 63.6 67.0 G6.5

Ri K R3 K4 RO Y1 Y2 ¥3 Y4 Y5 L1 Y7 ¥3 Y9 Yio  Yil Y12 ¥13

MEST W, EFAHEMAETY. UREERMFHRSEMEE A, H87. 6% B
BEH (Y3) 5EEZRK (Y0) dym/, X444 6%,

= pr#E (Sect. Tilocnide) : 54 & 3# (B nivea Gaud) #¥ (R1—~R5) 4
MIE 79 1%~87. 6%; RIFERNEEHFEESR (Y6) . Fr5Emk (17) &
2R (Y8) , fLukial %73 3%—82.1%; MEZ/K. FHERMMEEKRE5 B
i &k BT b 4> Bl 4765, 7% ~68. 6%, 63. 9% ~68. 4% 61, 6%~64. 3%,

B2 R4 (Sect. Boehmeria) @ Mg (Y1) 5K E=H/ (Y2) AR
4y % 80. 4%.

w2 R4 (Sect. Phyllostachys) @ @2 (Y4) 5B 2K (Y5) A
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Tl #78. 8ho -
doob 2R (Sect. Duretia) : ZHFXF (Y9) . BrfAZHK (110) . &%

sk (Y1) | 5 &2 (Y12) . @%F Ak (Y13) fuk A=A (Y14) X Hray
il & 3518 5 4 60. 8l~T75. Zhe o

F F 2 HR4 (Sect. Zollingerianae) : RAEE=Ak (13) 1MF, E5EY
18474 #H ey AR L R HIHAK, H44 6)~04. She |

S5 5 3 AE BR 5 LU T B A A TR AL R BCA MR RS (16)
86. 42%. Fe+= Ak (Y7) 65.82%. #% G~k (Y8) 63.28%. K@=~k (Y2) 62.72%
BB A AR (Y1) 61.22%. AF=HR (Y4) 61.16% FB=HK (15) 61.10% HH=
B (Y12) 60.00%. mEFAR (Y13) 59.26%. Z4 s+ (Y11) 56.96%. KAFZHK
(T14) 57.32%. FE* (Y9) 57.20% #Ee+A=H (Y10) 56.14%. BAEZHK

(Y2) 49 16Y..
14 i 45 BF 4 A 55 S 184 KA AR L4 & By X BN 9 7Y

WERE (Y6) : Y7-Y8-RL~R5-Y4-Y5-Y12-Y9-Y10-Y13-Y11-Y14-Y1-Y2-13
H W E 117 ) ¢ T6-T8-KI ~H5-Y5-Y4-Y12-Y1-Y2-Y13-TII-Y10-19-Y14-Y3

Wrag 2 ge (Y8) @ Y7-Y6-R1 ~R5-Y5-Y4-112-Y9-Y10-Y13-Y11-Y14-Y1-Y2-13
= gk (Y1) : Y2-Y5-Y4-R1 ~R5-Y6-V7-Y8-Y14-Y9-¥12-Y11-Y13-Y10-13
¥ E A (Y2) : Y1-Y5-Y4-R1 ~R5-Y6-Y7-Y8-Y14-Y13-Y12-Y2-Y11-Y10-Y3
SRR (Y4) @ ¥5-Y2-Y1-Y6-Y8-Y7-R1 ~R5-Y10-Y13-Y9-V11-Y14-Y3
ABEFE (Y5) : Y4-Y2-Y1-Y8-Y6-Y7-R1 ~R5-Y11-Y9-¥10-Y12-Y13-¥14-Y3
FE£&E (Y9) : Y10-Y14-Y12-Y11-¥13-¥5-Y4-Y6-Y8-Y7-R1 ~R5-Y2-Yi-Y3
sl oA BE (Y10) : Y9-Y11-Y14-Y12-Y13-Y4-Y5-Y6-Y8-Y7-R1 ~R5-Y2-Y1-Y3

Hiiob g (Y11) : Y12-Y13-Y10-Y9-Y14-Y5-Y4-Y6-Y8-Y7-R1 ~R5-¥2-11-Y3
8 &= B (Y12) : Y13-Y11-Y14-Y10-Y9-Y5-Y4-Y6-Y8-Y7-R1 ~R5-¥2-V1-13
m g (Y13) : Y12-Y11-Y14-Y10-Y9-Y4-Y5-Y6-Y8-Y7-R1 ~R5-¥2-Y1-Y3
KRR (Y14) : Y12-Y13-Y9-V10-Y11-Y5-Y4-Y6-Y8-Y7-R1 ~R5-Y2-Y1-Y3
Wk g (Y3) @ (12-Y1) - (Y4-Y5) - (R3-R4-Y7-R1-Y6-R2-R5-18) - (Y14-Y13-V12-
Y11-Y10-Y9)

4 B BAR LA B . SBR[ BB RRA, 55 TH~64.1%; R4/ FFZ
BE4E , 47. 2%~50. 4%; BR[| Bt R4, 59.6%~64. 3% L4 [ ACTER4A,
53. 8% —62. 4%, MR ARA | &4 ZR4E, 51.2%~54. 3% HMARERA [ FHER
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4§, 61.5%~64 2%; MBEEHKL | A HERE, 51 1%~57. 6% BFZRE | Fo
LR, 5 1.2%~b53.5; BRFERE [ ACHEARA, 44 6%~47T. 6% et AR [
Ko+ BR4E, 56.5%~63. 4%, E /ML IE 8T ¥ & & T T 10,

F10. ZHRELNASFA4THG| 4 TERAPD 5 47 gy T HAE e R & (%)

Table 10. The Average Homologous Values for 5 Sections of
Boehmeria Based on 47 Sets of Genomic Fingerprints (%)

SHRE  BERER4E FRER4 FUER4

= BE 48 60. 18 48. 81 61.79

sk A BR#e  60. 18 52. 70 63. 33
B R 48 81 52. 75 52. 35
FEwh g 61,79 63. 33 52. 35 |
432 gk 5836 Db. 29 45. 93 61.18
L B |
REXRTFNTHAENEAR, AFEGYER LS, AL H1I 0K
0 R G o
EREIERE:

3 AT = 85. 4%: R3-R4-R1-R2-R5 HOpHIE=HE % —%.
MRACE =80 4% RAERANBRER (1) . KE=K (12) BH—£.
RACE =78 8%: rHEZRANETER (Y4) . RBEK (5 ) BHHBEA
___gé i

AT =74 6%, SRAPHBELR (16) . Forek (Y7) . HE=H (18)
=GR — %

tRf A B = 68, 6%: RSB EHHEE R (RL~B5) . BE2K (16) .
SR (V1) . MESR (18) Eh—2, f0UkF -66. 5%, Aot a0
GHEEESER (112) . @FF (Y13) . S8k (T11) . KFZR (114)
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FE£24K (Y9) oot REZA (Y10) RA—%.

Zi, 19 BERBHANAFES:

[ X5 FpHEEHK (RL~BD) - RE=5 (16) - FeiEjx (Y7) -ﬁﬁﬁﬁ (
Y8) ——= FR4l

MK ETZR (Y4) -ABEZRK (15) —F 4= K4

OXAMHFEEZR (Y1) KEZK (Y2) —HX=ZHA

V£ hig 28k (Y12) %Ak (V13) -Ea2 Kk (Y11) —KF28K (Y14) %
F=RK (Y9) - A2 (Y10) — A= K4

V#EhBgE2ag (Y3) —FFER4A

FERLACT =64, 3% =R, FrPAR4 B4 —% (R3-R4-R1-R2-R5-Y6-Y7-Y8-Y4
-Y5) .

AT =64. 2% =R, Fr=fa. BR=HRERA —% (R3-R4-R1-R2-R5
-Y6-Y7-Y8-Y4-Y5-Y1-Y2) |

AT =63 4%: ZAR4. FrrE A, MEER4. KHEREARY X (RS
—-R4*R1—R2-—R5-Y6—Y‘7—YS—Yé—YS—Yl—YZ—Yl2—‘{13-‘1'11—'1’14—‘1’9—‘{10 ) o

M AT =54 3% EXRBENEANIMITHABER N —%.

lkﬁu*(dﬁfﬂ% () FUEN, HMAFAH66 5%—064 3%, =HE
19 AT E, CAMAMETEIXRBELAFEN 2N Z=RELIT4
"y .

[ #4253k (Sect. Tilocnide) , AFINFIE KA L. TP = AR,
WREREAEETEMN. X X0, REAZRLEARGWHENERATX
ANIRSH T (@] OFMEEE. | QBFEEIIRESEMN, TR EFZR
B, ITORIEBEZK. FHERMREER=M. EHABMEL, XEANH
ZEWHENR: ETHRELFRTRGKFIEREFREBRNES, oot
TEZBRZOEHEE. HEZMRELIIFENKES. AR LRWARE,
K EHsd, EPUEZRAEPRUK BV L ETEERTFOELEE; &
%ﬁiﬁfﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁml%iﬁﬁﬂ Ko TEHEEEEEERRATEE
BREARENNTTER, " THXTEGREERALEN MK M.
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The most parsimonius cladogram showing the relationship among 19
accessions of 15 species in genus Soehmeria Jacq.
MEREAEA (I) : YI: BHER2ER T2 KPERK
A (D) : R—RSYyRBEFREZHIP, 16 FEEHR T Frr=R
18 TR
EFEARA (M) - 13 BEISK
/A (V) : Y4 SEZH IS RBER
APFREEA (V) 1 19 ZEXE VIO #obkSk 1L B& FEH
Y12: 85X V13 @w¥ Ak V14 =%
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I1% % et B4l (Sect. Phyllostachys) , € B EZAMRB =R, EH
ABEHITALNEREALY: BEERATHR. 4 ABERGITHFE
A, CHEHRASESLRFMN LT ANME, tHERTE, HTREHARE
WE,

I % 3k Bk 2 Bk 4 (Sect. Boehmeria) , AIFMBERPKE=HE N, &
MAE R HAZRY  BRERA AN, RELETHLT, 24HAER
5, REHE, MIHRREES: KEERETHKEY, RELEFH, &
BAFHTHE, AE&HETHEME, HHERLIEXE, TERBEE. |

VA A2 R4 (Sect.Duretia), A EZR. @EK. Fr TS
FRER. ZEERTEMASHANM. REAZRLLERURNEAREY
FEDE AR kB LRIV @2 — Al flV (al) . V() BAE L4

[V (a2) ZXEG A EFZH, EEEHAREY: vtxtsd: A EEHA, T
SRR, HEHEATE, IPEBRE, THTHERRS: BRIEFTH.

V(al) 445082k @FHE. BLAERZAF, BNNARRERYR
Stk BATRAGARER. VARELWER: BHERNTERENE,
EUHMREST, 2EUE T, BREFTHOHEHE MRS BEHE
WEEFR; FERETELAS. WHRN-EE; wAER, BRK. Tk
k. BBERE: BREFLETHR SEEREERENY, HANRK, £54
i, ERWERETNARBIL; HERK, REAN, 24AHHTFE, L
ERRARRE, THEHERE MREFLEH: BEBMEY, 2824
WEETREH. |

b) RERZEEHRRTAERBEN G, EHSRIEL, Z25K: £
Wi ERRE; rrxtd; HAER, BMREERY, TAREFRITREGEE
£, £, IHBFENEZE, BREFRE: BEHKEN. BrrRSR: £1
HEIFHE ARG EBELEMETRPBRGERS: »E4E: tHBFH. Hih,
FEERE, RATRZAR, TERRARRR: HH%E: LETSEEE IR
A8

VEHEFZ R (Sect. Zollingerianae) , RABEEK I, HIE
MARIES: HAE: THERE4: sHABHAMBRRIR, Tdket 2 R,
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EWEL, HEETIULHENTE, LtELXE, TEEKA PHERE: %HS
RAFAMEBSEFZT, NBE, BEPLFHEE S RARBRILF  BERKA
SR B ARG E BRI EGE PR
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—. RFRAPDEFER
(). RAPDEI ARy MEFE

CHFREW, ZmRAPDNAy B fowE. #ENARE. 314, K
ERSWFPNEFEE, dNPRE. Taq Al 8%, HEZERDENKSTRELH
W, RHBGRERERE L4, #USHTRAPDEL, A RARGRE. BIF
iy E=g N

KR , DNA&EK:’?##%HXHME%’[H%&ﬂRﬁPDﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁiM%“ﬁfrﬁk
TR, ERElRNFER-. A (NalH) %=, REF (Urea) %, &
3 kpHE = M R N B H 4 SDNA, ¥ 3 F HRAPDAH, H ok B #ySDSH A
CTAB: A B #h4% R 894 a8, H WA iR EReyDNA, Hi W HRAPD £F T £
2. FELER, HREH, RINDNARERS. MK £ FEEDNA,
B TE K. 2org&Taq@ s aETE, BT 8 HRAPDE

{BiRDNA —x BiRNATe e Z e A ERAPDR 5L, FEWFEMEANLE
RORER BT ERTR, Me¥my iR, VilkiefrZ B4 ¢ 0,
Smith& 129034 4 % 47 (Xanthomonas campestris) . F %170 A4 R
& (Cimicifuga) i eyRAPDH L T RE T EEAE R, RIKIEF, RERA
DNAM 5 tiTaq DNAR S8 eh iE 4T 4 (L HHEM AR R AT 27 6 — W55
SDS. CTAB. #1fF. 7Z8. FFEESFRIGER) . WALEwW RADD #xk.
SkrochfzNienhuis {2219 iy ot DNA{E AR 4T 4k, H1ERNasei: 3, UL BRDNA4
BAMTFHR, FAXRERRAXEFRIFFE L4 4LE |

WRILIEW, Taq DNARSBHR TARAPDY B RARKHHH. WAXH
FRSEEmAHTagBERAER, ARFHERTRE, 2exEUALF; #H
MY BBERRE, SHAETATHA. XHnTag B7BEEFARP TS
e, ZRAPDELMEEERARETR. YHERREHTaa® > & B, @AM
WEEE, UHBALEE. BREEE, TRPEREATEEAEAELF, K
—EAERRRE N HH.
(2. RAPDETHERISEN

RAPDE RN B AP A, CHAEARNS ZEE, AXNEAEVFHFRER
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%o TmikA, X—FXNIFENEFE, EeoEMERERATFEE AH
BN XA RHEALEF L. RAPDERAFR G ZEXBAZXHEA. B
tH, TEEXFLARIMEIFINTAFEITRFGER. AENIFHRER
(I EY, RAPDASNE PHFHERB AN ATISL , WRAPDAF N HE 5
XEADNA AN AT K. BHNY, IHARTHSTERFEHEBRF &
1L BiR Lol EeafszBGFaFEd

WIRDNAH T L E2HBHREFLE, TRELESHFEBEE. BERE—IHE
B E R S TRUIAEENSTBSEAECSEIHAHES, ATR
 TRAPDA S WA EY W, TS SERFAREEL EHE SR, £F M
FEWHNEE, EE A EEZ BT TR T e BT e &F
XA MBI E R EE AN ER, TRHRPIRLATHERFEALFTEINT
%,

2. 4 I BB B ,

BT TA4MRAPDZ Sl A% s sk, FEZREBER LK +EBBEE, &

FIHEBHSBEAER, FEXRRNANAFREARE—FEER, AN
%&T%%M&&%%Mﬂ%%ow He 75 (48 B M v ko . AR 3 th i g a8 &
% W F eI E &%, Caetano, Anclles#f H 43 /4% 38 89 B 79 1 BLIG S K
R R, — kB £IR1004 WRAPDARE . AR FHA K H2- DhbY 3 A 15 U I L Uk
3#3E % S HEBYe s, 7 3k, A0 WRAPDA AR LR 1. 4%BE AR RS B k. W HLEB R
EHNEWAFHESL, THEAEWR. K,

RAPDA AR B F A A3 40Ty PORY 3¢, e L35 5RRERNFRT
MEgE, XTEEERTVESALTEITEORENERNZ -, FinkRAPDE R
SEE, NP -ARENRTREEY SR ERRE, RAE RAPD £ I
RFLPE % £ B8y & 5.

%%M%ﬁ$%$ﬁiﬁ,&ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁqmﬁﬁﬁw,E%F%ﬁﬂﬁ%%
¥, RAPDI R 2 (4 KRR FHE R E R, -

(). RAPDIS RIEHEM Z 2R DAL -.

WA EEERSE R AT, EENTERTRERAEABHELNER,
TARAERAZTERSFEHGER. TEENTRNEG TINA 4 F ool F7
WAL R, Ei, EUEHESLERRAEEMH LT, UNA 2FHEEX
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SFAHMF, RALSTERFEATLLER, pRIEST. KB, FHH7.

DNAGF2EE, UMARK EBEMASLETHRBRNFER, XEER, EReEE
AR L, AERMDNETRNRAARRERKNIER, 50 E L
RAKITE, EFREYREYEL., ZHEEHAXNIHEELR, ALRFEHR, T
HiElk. ARFALE, WAFBAEEELRAR, BEWESKREA PR H AR

RAPDAE A, B HMEFPCR 5 A B B T 2R A K 69 — fop e BE 87 £ 52 4 FP ik 15 44
W7 k. BRAEE. . KEEERL, BEMAREARTRA RN

RAPDH A B A FHMAKETE L, THEIHMRFANEEESHNMEE. £%
FRegSER i, TA RTINS EY ARG EDNA, REBEKSIE
ZIGGDNA Bt &t aydh b, S{IENT TR B LRELR. FEREXNPHF,
FREDHZEINERE A RETHARTHRENEENEEA R D=2Nss [ (Na
+Np) , DAAEML &3, NasHA. BRI A BT ER, NabNEA BFG608%
5, Ne A MEBEAF BN . DEZHTO~-1EBER, DEM FEXREIZ, /I
Z K08, BAMEMEFRZAA: DEfA, BEBEQD. FEXAMIE, AZH
18, MBENMEEe—HF, HE—EI MR LEEEE K.

RAPDE Rt BANEEBLA TEHBEXNZ L0, EXSELET 5DNA F 7 o417
FoDNAfE T R %, ATy i BRI E A ME. £48. BA. XEEF,
w5 HEENAG FHEAEGBRR, RAATET 4 TEDFEANEAEE, HEA
A oA N - E R RSEEER

BMEZHARE, ATRERARS, YELIBREMA#EAFE xR, &
THAREEEEEN MG TR EeEss, FROETITUSHAERFZ B
Hig FEH, ALTERFREETN, BEmzgAT U T4 AEEb R e ENTE
B4 AR

RAPDE A A LAtk bR MINARY 2 5, ARBAKITH4FEILI-ERE
BEHOBRE AT KARAPDGAAHE. 449, RANNMET ZWEEK S
trg, BT, NXENTGFREXE03Y, ATEGERFTFRLEH
EHEE, BT — I REEFK. N iEpEfragirdk, TR XEN T4
#ATPCRE B, ARE\EF IR K EWERZTH 44T, M UERAERMITE HiX
MFEM o AT, Y8, FLEBUNERTETFEZRAEYXEN, b, &
T MR REA AR ANEITTF 2T R0,
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RAPDS? F 893140 % A T BUR — B /5 7], SHRBE T 44 M FI £ B 857
P TL L EN

RAPDAZ A7 B Cb9dt 8. RTHARGEE AL MM, mREN 0SS EE
EFRER, REARTERTRATENE R TR b —HR AR R

£F EAR, MPDEALEH. BRSXANFRLARRETAL:
L P RSN HE SR RN R ERE, LHEFRAPDY SAHT 4
P, TSRS SRR
2 WKIEBE - HHNEHT— R AR, TR MRS W58 LUAE R B4,
ARAEREMT, WTREMEDNEREEEE LA REER, REETRS
RLHAKERAER.
3 RAPDH 838 % 26 0 5B 695 AP0, 6 T DO LA SR O et

A —AAMEARE - A HRE - RRE - BT S RERNBRARE. |
4 BAFREEFREGYR, DRUNE G BEAFLR, FRAPDEAE MU E
MERRER BB AR AR
5. BRI AT BT, B PR —SRAPDE M ML 2 AR E A B —AVE B B R
BT -MIEHEAET: SH—RMPDERHERRIEEANE-ER, £
BENERBRITE, WYTEMRBE . REELROVHERI RER.

G Lk, RAPDHEAREH YA EFRERUH TR BEHERTAH —LFRT
Edt-FHARIREE, BUPAHE EHRRNE, MARAPEHF EH
THEE, WERNERE L . ,
=. MPEARESRERN BB R RHR PR

el BHEEPEEX AT NERNEEN T, EEFEERRAY
A¥EF. DOOERTY, ATEREORRAKRT ANEZHERATR. AL
FHREREME A BRE S AN (RFP) | FHARKRSEE (AFLP) HesHE
£ (SSR) &, BWEAAFHARS H. BREHFRIEBRELLHE, b
RAR. WEK, ERALES. PDBEA TR BB LS A, TRKSE HEHk
B, AP BHERASEHRRIRENEL N, £4H L, RAPDS FARITHA
EATARMYMY EHEEFEEEAFE. AR —HI % B AL
Lg%, FE. B BBE ER. ER EE. BL. I0L HA%. AF
K&, RAPDEAT R AAFTEREMNESEZFLPLEVE .
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=, EFHEBEMNESER _
THAEES BN EBRALARLNEA, FTROFRPAELRE
FARAAEFAEENEL. SHEMHNI X, TEFERUMARENKIE,
SFRANERTETEE TAME, HMHREEEPF—. HHZRBENH
FEEGTHE. BERAE, BoH —RFHREER. Hfl ) sDNA 547
AN RN A RERREA ST 2ETES RIS REE YW AKEF R,
RAPDE A 2 B T HHWDNAZ 2T AL ANAKRFRZ —. AFALLERU,
LR BN AY £ EHRAPDS AN, x5S HARNEBLERN S £ AMY,
HREF R R R B LBS, ARG~ £ 07025, RAGL A7 %
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b # 5 b  [F G DNARE 3) kA B AM £ B |
B 755 AR 0 B 2 HRZERAPDY 444 A 0 B R 5 U A Rk — %
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IXRFRTRENEREEDHEDEHAREE TALIRLE . WRE
ARHBEABHE T TAALGRASEE: ARk~F5458K; st L 24
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%, TERAEF~EA LR, BEE, HEXH, TA-RRAH, TRK
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XA, Lo




/4. o4 Sect. Phyllostachys: T ¢ Azt:., HPLFARTHET
WERTE, REELE, BORME, BETER, FEH. SRARAN,
5.
5. x>+ k4 Sect Duretia: stat4, HELRER L. BLLFEART
ARRAEREF. BEZADER, LEE. FELRAN, TRHH.
RAE LR ERREFALY, BANFLEADTAR:
MRER  FTER
L AA—%EEEA — kR
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. MARZR AR
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£ R BEER

3. @0 SR M A~ S ERA TR ILF R AL —~ B TR
Tt R R |
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————— R FEK
o+ S
ot 2
5 WREM, LR-AREH, TA-FRAA, BASARALM
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A=A
Sect. Duretia

t
FH=RE TR = R4
Sect. Phylostachys Sect. Zolingerianae Sect. Tilocnide
X t f
FERR = Rk 4
Sect. Boehmeria

EREHFEN L, KE ISR EBESROEY, REEHRIER, TEIXR
A EMERATHESER. B
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FRER—
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pda gl

ENABGEAFERRAN:
= R4 age--y 3
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\ 7
K= ARA
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Sect. Boehmeria
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Table 11.

The Average Homologous Values Between 5 Sectors of

Boehmeria Based on 47 Sets of Genomic Fingerprints (%)

M3 2 B 4
K =TT
ot R AL
X o2 B4

ERE MREEE  RASR4  FrrER4

60. 18

48. 81 52. 75

61. 79 63. 33 52. 35

b8. 36 55. 29 45. 93 6l. 18
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MAELHEATKE, SHAPNHZE. BEZK, FHEmK BE=RZ
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%E&#Eﬁa

REGH I AMRAPDY A FHMUE AR R, REX—GX, X

ﬁﬂ%%%fﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁﬁ*%%ﬁﬁ+ﬁ%aﬁ*%%%%%?ﬁ &
R4

ﬁwﬁﬁm,M%%ﬁ,ﬁ&éﬁ.ﬁ%éﬁﬁ&mwﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁ,ﬂk%%-
8 5ERGAMNEAE, BNELENERD, FEXRE, TEZHRAFEERA
A8, EREZRATHIWE, — XK, 7 - EHWEEZR FHER
MBELER, EEIXEAATBALERER P, BELR FHERPREZRET
YT, ZEERTHERER—T.

®12. 2 BRA 09~ A ey RAPDF 34748 0 1 & & (%)
Table 12. The Average homologous Values Based on 47 Sets of

Genomic Fingerprintings for Boehmeria Sect. Tilocnide (%)
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Table 13. The Average homologous Values Based on 47 Sets of
Genomic Fingerprintings for Boehmeria Sect. Duretia (%)
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kFE=K—M, FZXaFZE=RE T KEHRE N,
5. EERBHWHWENELEL, BAERAER T MANESLF A HB®E, £
LA TFRECE, RREENEH: HRERAPHFERALTPERE; =
AR K= HALFHRBAE. ENEAHNENELFERYER, ShATH
B FRAHLT R, BT HFERA#NTR: ATERAGTFE AR
fik: THAEHRATOHERSRAFLTR, T HEFERAFT R KRS
R4 B AR AL . '
6. BRI RMELELEARN BHELEF—-FHER B EE R 5.




EIRR AR

H1: SOSEEUNZRMISA A R DA AR I e 4 B
M ADNA/Hind[T L ¥A™ 2¥EHK I E4E A AREE b =5
6 ME—F T RAK B KHBKE—F 9 FRER—F 10 LxAFE-S
1 BEAS 12 RAE 130228 10 MERAK 15 BER 16 5Lk
IEEE 18 ERER 19 KEXR 2 BESR 2L SR 22 ABER
WREER WHTER O RELH 6 FEEE O HATAEE B BLER
29: BTEM 30 MM I KALE

{530
0.401
0730
3
e
<020k
o
0. 00! i t 1 1 I 1
200.4 212.0 264.0 W

# flnm)
Wave — iengthinm)

M2: SDSz{RERe = RDNARY AL R RULE (B FiTE)
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P3: = BB A R DNA R 1 pr e ind [T 48 By SRR s K 5 R
W ADNA/Hind[l L #41% 2 BEZ8 SHRER L EEERK 6 EFR

4 HAEDNAR HBAPDY M R B
M: ADNA/Hind]T 1:5ng % 10ng 3: 20mg 4: 40ng 5: 80ng 6:120ng 7:160ng
8: 200ng %: 240ng BARDNA: A<HAHE Tl 4y: OPG-05

E5: Mg* g nRAPDY R R Y
M PCR Marker 1: 1.5mMol/L 2 2 Omlol/L 3: 2 5mlol/L 4 3. Oullol/L

5. 3.5udol/L 6 4 OnlMol/L  HUEDNA: AHEXK Fl4p: OPE-14
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16, dNTPs i HRAPDY W R 9 49
¥: PCR Marker 1: 0.10wiol/L 2. 0.15sMol(l 3: 0. 20udol/L 4: 0. 25oMol/L

5 0.30mMol/L 6 0.35mdol/L AN AHEK 34: OPC-03

87 RAEEARADY AR A Ew
M: PCR Marker A: 36T1440 B 420144 C: 450144 D: 500144 .
HAHEDNA: LF A 2 ZMEKIE 3 AHER 4HHRER 5 BEER 6 EEEH

214 . OPE-01

8. WA 4R AU DNAR INRAFDY M R
#iA: SDS;2 ¥ #D: CTAB%:
HAKDNA: 1 FHi# 2 0228 3 ¥At 4 BEER
2\49: 1. 0PE-01 2.0PH-14 3.0PG-19 4.OPN-06
¥: PCR Marker
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ool M BT s m o 10 b EE R i 1 06 17

F oo o e o o e o = Em = e

OPE-08

|9 1T Ra R AOPE-083) Bt 4R
K PCR Marker L&A ZHER S FHT L AEER B HEZS 6 A% ~8
TRER & ERER—F ST RER-F 10 LABREZS L REAE
12 KBE 10 HEZE MRS EAMK 15 BEE 16 RIEAK 17 47§

L L[] 2 J 1 s Ir O K o (NI O I I T I B NI B

OFE- 10
[BL0. 1772 k& fo MOPE-105) g S 55 R
MPCR Narker L&A 2 FRM 3 EHF 4 AHER S M8 6 E—2
TRER BERER-§ O FRER-F 10 £XBEE-F I HEAS
I2EXF I H=ZF LW HIEAR 15 BRE 16 RIFAK 1T 4EF

- —
-— —
= -

OPG-03
UL 175 B HOPG-033) i i 4
E:PCR Marker LFAS 2 HER I EAR A ABER O HS_5 6= —2
LREE BRGBR-F U RHER-F 10 L5 F 02 s 1L EEXS
IZREE LREZT MBI EAK 15 REX 16 RTEKE 1T 48F
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nrG o4
W12 Y702 5 5 bR OPG-043 i M2 R
WPCR Marker L' ¥ A ZHFK S FHAK 4 AHER S HEZE 652 —-F
THEER BEEER-E O PRER-F 10 LXAFH-F 1L EEAE
12K EH 13 HEZE 14 B4 HAK 18 BAK 16 RILIE 1T 4E4

' = T
- L

: -
raTpegspeer Y L K F L J
OPH-03

H13. 172 KA #E0PE-0331 404 KSR
M:PCR Marker 1. Ek+ Z EXR 3 FAF 4 ~EEK S =6 6 g —&
THEER EERER-F S TRER-F W EAgE LSS 1L BER
2 EAR L HEZE 1S RAK 15 BAK 16 RIEKE 1T 454

[

[ TR TN T S [T =]
- - --H—I-_

we Bl
- e e I W W W =

- it b= B —

OI'H 08

HI14 17{3-% 5 5 %A O0PE-095 o o 4
U PCR Harker LA 2 KER S EAF L AHER S S8 6 —F
TRER & XRER~F & TRER-F 10 0XAREZS 1L HERE
12 RAR 13 HEZE 14 MEHAK 15 BAK 16 RLEIK 17 25K
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(OFH 14

HI5. 1T REMHROPE-1431 1 AR
M PCR Marker 1: F AP 2 WK & FHF & ARSEHE S HEZS 6 HE~F
THAH & RMER—F % T RER-F 10 LAMRE-F 1L BEXY
12 RBF ALY 1S HAK 15 RAK 16 RITEKR 17 £ 5]

OrH-19

A6 MR RAHAOPE-195 48 AL R
N PCR Marker LF A 2 W8 & A4F 4 AHEK FRE-8 6. f%x—F
TREK EERBR—-F & THER-F 10 pEARe s 1L HERY
12 AN 13 WEZF 1B RAK 16 RLKE 16 RILEAK 17 47X

ALT. L7452 B2 # 0 0PN-063) et AV 2 %
M PCR Marker L F A0 2 KM 3 EHH 4 XHLR S REZS 6 BE—F
TRER S EMEHE-F & FNER—F 10 o xAFEZF I XY
1Z KK 1S HE=F e MERAR 15 ER K 16 TILEIR 1T £ EF
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OFN 12

H18. \THERSHRAOPN-125 B M SR
K PCR Marker L' # A0t 2 HEM S EHF 4 AHZR 5 W25 6 X4
T ek & EREE—F O TRER-F 10 LXBFE T I EERT
12 A 13 EEEF RS EAR 15 RAK 16 RIEOR 1T 458

1 2 & 4 & & 7 B ® 10 M a1 1T 13 N4 L& M6 1T 18 AR W

B PCR Harker 1.3%Z8& 2W5HAT 3 %&% 4 mﬂﬁxﬁ b 4#7H¥
§BREAR T KMERE S PEEE O EEER 10AMER 1L WLER
12 %2R 13 MEEE U EEER B HTAZR 16 HEER

17 BgerEEK 18 WHR 19 KAER

20, LRMISAHLGHEROPE-023\ Y WO SR
W PCR Narker 1 WZZH 2 WIRAR O BLE L RIEXE 52X
GHRER T REER SBEER % AELR 10 ABER 1L RSZRK
12 HHEE 10 KBER M 2E2E 15 BHALK 16 BELK
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OPE 08
M21. % ARR15A-F1940 4 8 OPE-085| i MR £ R

W PCR Marker 1.5 2HLHAK 3 BAE 4 RLXXE 54N

6HRER TRE=K S BEZR 9 ATLR 10ABER ‘*ﬁ%ﬁﬁ

12 feb R 13 MEER M EFLER D ATKER 16852RK

17. B4erE K 18 ENK 19 KFER

22 ERBISARIVEH R AOPE-L83 B o4 R
K:PCR Marker 1. MEZ§ 2MFFAK & REE 4 ZIEXA 5. 4E%
6 EFER T EkA=K S BEER 99EER 10EBER 1L BEER
1282 1BHE2E M FEER B RETAEE 16 485K
17 82 18 9KEK 19 kF=R

23 =RBISAMIH H 5 FOPE-203) 4 M 60 5
K PCR Marker 1HEZS LWSWAK S EERK 4 RIEXE 54EF
SRRER TKEZR B BEEK 9 8FSK 10KBR 1L ELEZR
12 FotER 13 MEEAE 4 EEEE 15 BHASHE 16 £E5R
17 BEerER 16 @FR 19 LR
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B2 = RELSARIYRHHHOPC-035 i HV B R
M PCR Marker 1MZZ% 2 MEHAR 3 BARE 4 RIEKE 5 4F%
EHRREAE TSR SBEXA 0 ATEE 10 RBER 1LEE2E
12 For 2R IAREE 14 FE5E 15 BTASE. 16 882K
17 B2 18 8%% 19 k54K

= . = e~ |
il R RN N -n

25 ZRELSARLHMT R FOPC- 043 p T A &R
WFCE Marker 1. %EZ% 2 HFEAR 3 RAE 4 RELKAA & 4EF
6BREH T KEER SBEXE 9 aTER 0HBER 1L EEER
12 b2k 1B HBER WU EFEER 15 BASR 16 HEER
17 et 2R 18 HE 19 K2R

B35 ZEBISARISHH R BOPI-0S3 41 B2 R
M PCR Marker 1 W%Z$ 2MSHAK 3 BAKE 4 RITEXR 547K
6RBEER T EESA LBEZE O ATLE 10 ZHER ILELEE
12 5P2K 2HBLE UEE4K 15 RTAZR 16 B8R
17. B84 18 R 19 LFEH
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Or'n 14

27, =R MISAH14 A HHR OPH-143) P Heh 2 R

K. PCR Marker 1.M%=4 2M5HAM 5 BEK 4 RTEXE 5 4EF
6HRER TREZE SPRLE O ATLR 10 ABEE 1L KEEAK
2 HHER BRRER U EEEE 15 Bobi2h 16 B5LR

17 B8P 18 ANFR 19 KRR

- — = =

28, R EISIHLS0 AR 0P85 0 s 0 5
W IR darker 122 2MIRAM 3 BAKE 4 RIEXE 5 EIF
SHEER TRELH LPEZE O BELR 10RBSE 1L REA
12 FoHK 13 KEER 14 FEER 15 BLKER 16 REEK

17 BHHER 18 GER 10 KELR

29 A MISAMFI-H# FOPE-103| i i 4551
W PCR Marker 1 B4 2BIRAK 3 BAE 4 RIEXE 5 4EE
BHRZE T KEZE SPBEZE O HERK 10 BEE 1L HELK
12 K2R 13 MEEK 14 2EZR 15 BPKER 16 REEK

1T RTEK 18 WK 19 KR
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30, XRRISANHIGH R R OPN-043) sy A E R
M PCR Marker 1. M%=%5 2 MEHAR 3 RAE 4 RLLXK 5 45F
6HRER T REER S BEER 9 9WER 0ABER LLBEER
12 %2R WBRIER 14 ETEH 15 BrA%E 16 55K
17 RS =R 18 85K 19 KF2K

OrN 08

BL ZARISA RIS H A ROPN-093 S A R
KPR Marker LBEZH 2MFHAK 3 BEE 4 RTEIK 5 5%
EMRZR TREZE BBEEE % HELK 10 HBER 1L KLER
12 fhER LKEER WU EREE LS TAZR 16 855K
17 BEER 18 EER 10 KR
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