B

FICRLLRR 7 A AR FR A 12 N FF AR R 5 DME&M#IT T RAPD 4+ F47
WETHIY, TEER L BRFE T3 B48 DNA 3R45 5 VA R4k PCR 318 5o 17 74 R Bl
., FIF RAPD 3RS BR AT KA DNA BEMEHITHN, KESTFHRIEHR
GRERTRITH. BERRREHIRGEXRRBETHEE, JEXLURIER
FEERBRAET SR, BREREN:

LATEREYE, #XRRERH—HEE. BRI F P RRER
45 DNA MR ik AR EAY SDS ¥EAEERE LIl IT T E XM B0 . TEHRE
WERERE, SMATRANRIRSETIE, REHE, ZHEENH T DNA B8
JKfRiEYE, BT HXE DNA BIMRRR, fE4RiT R 2140 DNA B30 RM.
A& BRE (24: D) BRAES/LBY, GETEESRMTSEME, FEDNA
EMBRFERSTE. EIHTERETHAENREROER A DNA, B
FAF PCRI4, 3#4T RAPD SM4f7.

2. 4 THRE RAPD REGBROEEY, MRIESREREITESS,
41 Rk RAPD R NI 2 34T T R, B LSS B B T 41518 E I RAPD R R
7 250 ] RENMBRPEHE: Xbuffer, 2.0mmol/LMgCl,, 200w mol/L dNTPs,
. 6umol/L BEHLEI4, 45ng BOELEI4E DNA, 1.0U Taq B¥. RAUPIEIERN: 94
CTAEYE Smin, AR DNA 84030, KB A T RUR AR : 94°CHAEHE 30sec,
38°CiRk 45sec, T2°CHEM Imind0sec, EH 40 THER, LRMIE 12CH
A Tmin. MAMAMFRTERER, GREAERET.

3. WRRPES T ESHT . HEESHHEN 21 319, FF4E 140 &7,
M 12 MLFREF AR, 5 ANEEFF 7 A RES M &M BET RAPD 44T,
HEP2aHH 1194, 585% RBEARAIRSHEFERANBHEESRS, I
g 21 A5 ERR AR P HEREN LS. KA UPGMA (Unweight Pair
Group Method with Arithmetic Mean) J ikt GD #AT#ES %, HHRHLH
TR 3 K: IS FFARPAERIE R, -

4. J83¢ RAPD 4 FRREHFIR, BRETLARMBMRNAREXR. HALER
R, FRMAKRTFERRAREDZAAFEXRERAEN, HPHEHRNEFLE



# HO04. HO18 tH RIS ERIEFX—2, KB T XM EF A FRBMELER
FMM AT AR E RS, £ Hoo4, HOIS BAAF R TAREFLRN. &
RUCBRFEIEFEE ST R RESEFEINBREEE, MBLEHPTF
Y% RS R R RAEN YRR RINELES S, HitEs
FARELAIRIFAREREER.

5 AR SMEEXRNER L, #—PHIE T AR MRREN S
B, BEMEREEREHNEEEZE, HFEFBMFEHSRIENERT
— & , B A A B AL RRAERLRT S B AR PR IR I I R 22 [8] (R 1% BB B A XS 38 Fp
SiEgRM RN EEN S, TRMAT 04 Bt BT B 4 40 R SR 4R R
B—EHXR, XE—EBELIBRTARERETIEMNMEER, HRH RAPD
SRR TR TR R ERES T E R,

X@id: 4 RAPD HEEER REXR RE#RN



Abstract

In this experimentation, random amplified polymorphic DNA (RAPD) technique
was used to analyze the genetic relationship of seven cultivars, twelve wild species
and six relative of Hibiscus cannabinus L.. The extraction methodology of genomic
DNA of Hibiscus cannabinus L. was explored and the influential parameters were
optimized. On the basis of them, RAPD was used to investigate the genetic
polymorphisms among the twenty-four breeds. And both the genetic relationships and
the genetic differences of them were to be researched, furthermore, the Kenaf’s
cradleland and its transmit route were also discussed. Results were as follows:

1. To save time and reduce workload, a steady, efficient, and applicable
extraction method of Kenaf’s seeds genomic DNA for RAPD analysis, which is
improve greatly on the general method, was explored. and the key points of the
method are triturating after adding extractive buffer(SDS) and shaking intensively
after adding CIAA. The genomic DNA samples, prepared from seeds of Hibiscus
cannabinus L. with aforementioned modified method were to be used as templates for
polymerase chain reaction (PCR) and very suitable for RAPD analysis.

2. Steady reaction system is the key point to RAPD analysis, in order to reach
this, The influential factors such as templates DNA, dNTPs, MgCly, primers, Taq
polymerase and so on were studied and experimental parameters were optimized.
They were as follows: 25 1 | reaction system containing 1 X buffer, 2.0mmol/LMgCl,,
200 1 mol/L dNTPs, 0.6 » mol/L primers, 45ng template, 1.0U Taq polymerase. The
optimal amplification program was as follows: 5min at 94°C, followed by 94°C for
30sec, 38°C for 45sec, 72°C for 1min30sec, 40 cycles and final extension time of 72
C for 7min.This optimized experiment conditions could obtain reproducible and
credible results. .

3. Twenty-one primers selected from one seventy primers amplified 146 RAPD
fragments and 118 bands of them showed polymorphism, which occupied 85%. The
length of most amplified fragments ranged from 0.2 to 1.5kb. The dendrogram was



constructed by using DPS software and Unweight Pair Group Method with Arithmetic
Mean based on their genetic diversity calculated from RAPD data. It was concluded
that the twenty-four breeds could be classified into three groups-Kenaf’s cultivars,
Kenaf’s wild breeds and Kenaf’s relatives, it relatively accorded with known
genetic relationships..

4. Using RAPD technique analysis , the genetic relationships among the
twenty-four breeds was investigated, and the results were as follows: There is great
genetic difference among those specimen and that in spite of H004., HO18 are wild
stirp, they still be classified into the group of Kenaf’s cultivars, shows that The
genetic difference between H004. HO018 and Kenaf’s cultivars were relatively closer
comparing with the other wild breeds. In addition to the great genetic .difference
among those specimen, the genetic diversity among Kenaf’s cultivars isn’t as rich as
the morphological analysis shows, while the genetic diversity among Kenaf’s wild
germplasm is richer than its morphological analysis shows. Accordingly, the research
of Hibiscus cannabinus L. on molecular level is extraordinary important.

5. Base on the study of genetic relationships of the twenty-four breeds, the
Kenaf’s cradleland and its transmit or evolution route were explored in this
experiment. The results of RAPD analysis show that Kenaf’s wild breeds was
classified between cultivars and its relatives, besides, two wild breeds HO04. HO018
was also classified into the group of its cultivars. It indicated that genetic relationships
between Kenaf’s wild breeds and its cultivars closer than that between wild breeds
and Kenaf’s relatives, meanwhile, cultivars and relatives keep a certain genetic
relationships through wild breeds. The results support the hypothesis that Hibiscus
cannabinus L. rise from Africa in some extent. According to results obtained by
RAPD analysis mentioned above, it is safe to say that RAPD technique is suitable to

study the Kenaf’s cradleland and its transmit or evolution route.

Key words: Hibiscus cannabinus L. ;  heredity diversity ; RAPD;

genetic relationship;  origin and transmit route;
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= \FEIER SRR AEZINE S T TR0 LIER A
GRS REHE, BT XTRAMEARE MBS T4, RICRAAE KA
ABLERRBMESINTARR, BAAFTARBRERUKREIHECHTIE
B2 A BRAE P T 4 AL M . 58— R TR RS X A0 R BT SR E T Rk
BEERXPETHBRNEAIRTTEE.
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RXTIEIERRATIA

FATETREZBAVREFFTARYE ., FAZMIEHME, Bl &F
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1 NEREGAR

11 $FFCHEARNERREA

B EFRIE (Genetic Markers)i 2185 B tEREFEY, REERERTE
E S TR asnSaERER 0L, @ERCEER 4 BRE. (DR
%470 (Morphological Markers) , BVEMISMBHREE, kE . K. wE%,
FASREEAEW, B TTAERERENEBEERENER, XEHR
FBHEN, CERFAAMIBESR. (2) BRZEFEEY (Cytological Markers)
PRI ERPEAMBNEE, REANEE SENFHENRMEES
FR AN ERAEE, R AR SH R AT LYY — R istRid. &
F Y s BRI  BEEBRE], E A0 R ART R R th 23— LR, HE
HEEYRE R BRI FHRARE, REGERUIRTHRANMNA, 21
S HENERAERIDIT AN — A EERS. (3) £IRIE (Biochemical Markers)
AFFC RISE YA S, TEAREREOARTEHMIREHD
ZEI-EHRACY, sEERE, TERERENEBR. FFAMIOFTHIE
HEfa. B2, dTFHEXRND, EMARRABBHESEFL. O 2T
¥Rt (Molecular Markers) iF+ERBE R BH—FMHH R EERE, Ed—8F
RBFEEFHEEY MERFAE Y 62 R RESN DNA FBR. ERRUTR
AP OFXRBFN, TEIENRE, ENMEHEMBENARNE TR
THRNE, FEXEREEENEH: ORCNERBRE, BREMERSA, @
KEECAFHLEH: @zﬁgﬁ% HFEREFMARETR, FRECEFIIN
BETAME: ORIN “+#”, BRFHEREFRERTLRIES. TS
TRIEERNERSNAE—HEERE.
1.1.1 RFLPs

1974 4, Grodzicker ZARHT RFLPs £ FHic AN, S ARIMHK

SRS R RIEBSH U YRIF R, SHBTXHE LNERA DNA(ZRE
HADIBERAL) 2, BEETREEBEIA RIS, RRlAREELSF
AR (B AM) A 153K Bostein B KR RFLP {4t £ S E M
waalY, kR AEALBEEROTFR. 80 EARLLR, X—HAEE

1



ZHTHEYS, FESHEYTRINHATFEEZRRN . BERRITUR S
g EY, RFLP FREEFTH EWIRARF -2, 28K, SERRM
BHEgfE, FAFREHTNSR, EdT RFLP FILARBRERE, &F
B, RUERNERK, SREETHRSE, XE—ERELBEHIT RFLP ¥I5
A.

1.1.2 AFLPs
AFLP Bl A B KB4, R H Zabeau et al. (1993) VR 8349 —IK DNA

oA, HEBELIERA DNA KK, 8id PCR kM, EEES ML R
AT NBR I EA DNA B, B TFARMEE DNA B R BRFEZE R,
AT T HPWK S 5. HUXEMEHL PCR AR PCR BT HMA A,
FET @ EA DNA 2R A BRNKES SN, ARENR, EEY
¥, BERTHZREWNENREEE E—Ft0BEnE KR SRR,
EHARNGAERARLERI, RAEBE.

1.1.3 SSR
SSR (Simple Sequence Repeats) R AR BFFIEEHFRAFFIKEE AN

(Simple Sequence Length Polymorphism SSLP) , 35 LADSULMEERE (L ¥k 2-4
AN RGBTSR EEER N DNA 5, EoGTRAEES, HRERN
BHE. EETﬁﬂi;&ﬁ&ﬁ?iﬁ?ﬁ@ﬁ&ﬁ—%ﬁﬂﬁxfﬁlﬁlﬂ?‘éﬁﬂ%ﬁi?ﬁk,
FRE—HRERBEI —FSFHRE. FEAEALAPIRPHUBTURIEN
ERSTFESEEY, SSRIFICAESANLR, REHR, FEE $h
B, HBERAFNECHSN S RO ZATREEE. 2HELH K
HREEMOFEEHA L, ESREYFOUER. KX RISEFERTHIE
EARaH A TR BN R e S, '

1.1.4 RAPD
RAPD (Random Amp| i fied Polymorphic DNAs) BB 14 % A FEDNA, £1990

EHEEA IR TR i amsPRIIFIIE B B M RFTHE 2R

We | shP2 S M PEIL T R BT R BRI — TR FBENL S [ F 2 A
DNAK B4 FHREER . E—HARNREP T H A — RFIAF MBI 5
BT HERZERLENTY, X TR EE HONAEITPORY 1, X i 7=
YIONAFT EX Y 4 R T B R AR N K IREIDNAS 5. ZEFADNARY A4

2



A PCREEA I MM . B T3 TRAPDAMT I 6T BB 3R Ok, R — &5
3|4l AT LA R R IR L - s N SR . R BRRAPDTT LA o ¥ 5 4H DNAS
TEEERT. HFHEA FARREARWRFLP, AFPEEREREARAFEERS
MIEEFAFT. RERE. hE. FEELED, SIUAEENE. BELER
BERAZH T ZHEAY., RAPDEARTHTRTER AR E A,
FHF AR EEHAT S RE TN ITREXR R REE LA REH
728, (ERAPDRIRTIZ RN AWK, EEERE, TERHAEKNEY
W B EBATEBEREAZH —ENREY. BRETEL R
3k, RIEFRERNES, REEHESENRERE, EUUSARENT
SR . BETLUSRAPDIE AV ML TN —MTE, RERLENS R
BRI 4 T472SCARs (Sequence Characterized Amplified Region) B0, mski
ITERANNTR.

1.1.5 ISSR
ISSR (Inter-simple Sequence Repeat Polymorphism) BINESRI L ERF

FiZ AN, RiliZietkiewica P F19942 60, HEEMRAESSRMI RS
SN 1-4MER BRI, AR R LA RS, N?ﬁﬁlﬂﬂﬁﬁ[‘ﬂﬁFﬂB‘]SSRE‘]
—EXDNAFFIHATY #. ISSREARFIAERAFHKSSRFFIHE, HERAPD
BRI, AR T SSRERAPDAF R B ARBIFLetk o, EH B BHARIC (Tsumura
etal, 1996) , EMendelifift, EH RGN EHEMLZAM (Fang and Roose) ,
ETTR—FRIFAIS FA7E. FIRAPD—H, ISSRTEX MK B IR MIELHR
RIS RIERN S, RIFFEEERC,

HAMEESNP (Single Nucleotide Polymorphisms) HEEFBE M. STS
(Sequence Tag Site) FFIREM SEHE S Tiric. BES FEVEEREH
REREE R, EA S FEVERBH—NEEAR T ENAE, STERTR.
FEREFEX. #RETEE. REAFRNSTIRCHEARLETRHITER kP,

1. 2 IR FBENIRINS FIRICHFRHER
é{[ﬁﬁf‘gﬁ%ﬂ?ﬁ%ﬁ (Hibiscus cannabinus L) —FELEXEY . ETEHS
EERRNEEDEFRRAR, SHZELE IR, REEHMN_FHE 2n=36)



B+ (2n=180). T 120 F2FR, MLLRK. HERR. MRS, AMREHR L
SEARIEYY, KIS SAZETM. Jed. B R EH AR T SR RXC,
REHEHEBAIN, ATLET 4000 FHIIEH TR ARV LR, 4
RS RHBERAURARBENHEAHERRENEA SN REERRNERE
ﬁﬁ[34,38-40] R

CORRAEACTRREIR, MR, BRMET, HAERMER, ML ERE ‘K
FA%”, ERSGMEATUVHEEEMEY, CHYAETREERRKTR
2, REH 1909 EHENESIADERIL RN, ESHCERSE
F¥, HEMEERIGER~BYERATLY, RABAN—IEESTF
Y, HEMEOmR. ERER, £RA. RESREER, IREEER
21 42 “RRIR” RBLEY, HEELRNERARIFAFRTEET ZHA,
B REHLATES. XA Blbe, &b, TR Ri. BEHAREH. 3)
YA, RRARIEA%EEENY.

HET, REWSEPLKMERES 1800 24, RENHFLESHER.
KPEARES 31% UEESH (B). gRdEEALHEHIELE. Bt
B G 69%, TTIERET 31 MEKNBEPY. BT IERERENLKMRRT
B, IR THEIESRTREMNRE, #HTHREANEREM EEHMS,
ERSEEESSHELEEW, LAKRTRAEELFFINE LR EN BE
URRRMRE A TS E, THREE, NEBRN. 80 ERABWURETHERE
MRS, HOMBTRAER. ANARLEAGEES. BEERD. REE
SRR, MZAREMELERER FHEHERX T, XERKRE LRHT
YRR BB T ,

PRSI REEFRT M IR AMEFTRRAR&FE 5@, UXE,
A%, #AFTEEREREEY. REIHRARETAREL 40 FR, HAT
®H T LML RKSF, H4 El Salvador £ B KIBHARER S, 60 &
RINFFRT A RERFM AT B BRTIR K RS0 RO L% R 4 TAFIC
IR &30 MHE.

FEER, MESTAEY¥OEREEAYERAFABEN, 4 THLERE
Wi MR TS K R RS ORI, T T BELY R 1 RAPD



HoR, DU, RE00H SRR 0 B RS, 185051 B RAPD
1 AFLP 4 ARG A LLRRF R IR A0 A BRI RS Rt AT T 47 . 13
RAPD BSR4 6 ) 12 U BRSFR A TFR: 72X RRM R 78 R IE
B AFLP 297, SR8 TR TEMNBR, T RS
BRESCHII BTN, HFit—DRABITILEN. BETF VSR RAPD A
SN TURRIL 6 MEGFHEME 25 HE0R, METEINMERLR, 3% 25
BRI % 7 AN, BEERIE R, FARRERERE 2T K.

% E, DNA#ATHESHMREAETRBTERRE. FMBTFERE
fe. FR2RUNNEMARZT ST BRSNS A, RS TR TR
B, ERSMATRTPLFANMEELR. MEREETS, LAEYE
BT SR TS TSR '

1.3 AHRWEREN. AR

FHAAELR BN WM. EHOTRBERMAR 3L 19 BFRRE,
EFRENOREE, AEREMTERYNAREER. REEILE, BRT
SGHEST . HERMARIE. EMERENRZER, XA RAPD 4 FHREHEAR
FHIXLF TR IR G DNA ERMEHIT 0T, AUEELRMNEEENRLEYR,
AUFRRFRESHENFA . BFEERAMP S TEMERMKE, KEEH
ABRRAER: (1) PIAREMN. BAMURREMNFAMENEEXR,
FIat SiEgr e, #THRFHA. ) RIBEMNDERIESH. FERHR
BMRERRNBEER, REIRNEEILSEERR.



it

2 5

REARBRBESHEET2TE, TERUEESHE oM, 246,
TXRPHIEE), RAEYESE (WEFHE. TURRE. &R, UK
th, SFHERA=ES) P EARSREAEYFSETEEERRHRI
R, WAL R TR BRAR LI, B RARLEARR: BANE
MEYERFHEEARERE BT RBFORE A ARRE X R BIFEHIE
R AR AR R L0 BR & T PHRBE B ] SRR AN FERNOERR EHERT
WS, B DNA S FAPLMERERBAL. Bk, KA —MERKHE
FEERAMEMLURBY TARFIRERRAHEHRARBERESE, CHEH#EX
REBRFT IS E B LR TT R AR R FIF R R R R s 57 2 E R
FREIZZR -

RREFAER h TR EHARE, LIEIEFEFEN BRI E,
HAFHUR. fil. FUELRRRETELFFESEENEHNER, DxRE
PR FHRGREA. RFEHRMN. WS EH. T8, ) mERRIR
B, REFANEREEEREFHPRERI. TR BRI E S
BRAMFRGRROFA AN TRNFLEBEE RA L, MERFEHAREFHZ
FBAEENRER AT THXLAEENRRFHNEREERN AL IR
BaM, EMATEENRLESEL.

LIRRTEE T EAATRE IR, MR E O AN ML BRI H .
EERLEBHEAZETER TR ENAE. £EH, QERERREHITLR
RN AR H LR, SR TR 4L ARZE BN 0 T B S L R R B R AR 15 8 T A1
2. BRTHF EEEE 20 MERMELIR, EXAEEARLIREERRT
BER. MENFA RAPD 4 FHCEAMLLRIEEN e ToEd

[58]
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3 MRS

3.1 HEIREE

3.1 ARSMAERE
SEARETHRAREME M EERAIEM. EH. ZHOFREZMHX

B 7 B AR RRUMLAKREIESH, 12 Xk BEMMEFERDNLIREEN S
B RREER. (FD.
3.1. 2 4t

BARMTREKRR—T, £, BBSHEETE BAEFIFCHE
RS, 40CHKEHEEEA.
3.28%&. &M
3.2. 18 EFLER

(1) BREET; Q) BLHE: 15ml, HF: 05ml, HF: ()
e Ko #. MEEF; (4 FEM: 100ml, 500ml. 1000ml & 34 (5)
BRSE: 1-20ul. 20-100pl. 50-200ul. 100-1000ul;  (6) BHE: Iml. 2ml.
5ml. 10ml &, #FEH: () #EE—: (8 KBEHR—  (9) K4
ERFFKE: 10 AEEON: #EER Ttettich MIKRO 22R BIA R ELOHL:
D) Bt A2) md U3) PREKG: EEA— @S £ FTR
BXEE—E: (14 kAEF: BELEPEY UVISI-GD XEW: (15
PCR{{: HiEBLES(BERAT (Hema 4800) PCR{X—E:  (16) BK
BB RS Hema BREHLERS: (17 BEit: #£E METTLER TOLEDO
472 f Delta 320-s pH 35 (18) HFRF: LT L FHT R FH R A F(BS2108S);
(19> FRILKIAW
3.2. 2 KIS _

Tris. HCl. EDTA (Z. =RV Z.8). SDS. 2-#¥ 28 (2-ME). &5, &
IREE. ZBE. NaAc. NaOH. NaCl. R{LZ4 (EB). RE)E. H. Tk

(BLERFRR SDS. 2- 3B 28, Hisw A EAst O, HehE=ard.)
Taq B (CHH 10X EFH. 25mM MgChL). dNTPs. 10bp BEYLE 4. 5 i .

77K+ EcoR I +HindIlIMarker,3. (L F3M _EdEAE TiTH)

9



3.2. 3 RAACHE:

(1) 0.5moV/L EDTA FREX 18.61g Na;EDTA + 2H20 ¥#AE4E 70ml DDW &, 1
7ml 10N i NaOH, #F 10N #] NaOH i§% PH8.0(£) 1.2mD), B/FEXAZE 100ml.

(2) 0.5mol/L Tris-CI 7F 800ml DDW *Fi#&5#& 6.055g Tris ¥, FHWEMERE
PH8.0, MKEEZE 100ml.

(3) SDSIEEM R 1.5¢SDS #F 50ml DDW 1, FEIA 2.922g NaCl, jm
A\ 20ml 0.5mol/L £ Tris-Cl (PH8.0), 10m! 0.5mol/L #J EDTA (PHS8.0), X4
SRR, BEZE 100ml.

(4) TE &¥: 10mmol/L Tris-C! (PH8.0). 1mmol/L EDTA (PHS.0).

BY 2m10.5mol/L -Cl, 0.2m10.5mol/L EDTA, HIKEEZE 100ml.

(5) MALZEEHEW: 76 20ml DDW AR 0.2g IRILZEE, RAET 4CEX
BT GEERUZERFREER. ’

(6> & RILEE (24:1): BL9eml EA5F aml BIREE, “HHMED, BEE
AT S

(7) By 845 BREE (25:24:1): B 20m! B3FN 20ml &5 08, —8%9
RE), tiEE Tris BRENES, EEASFETLER.

(8) EH7:RIREE: 28 (25:24:1): H 50ml &1, 48ml F/REE, 2ml ZBRA,
REFERERTEF.

(9) 70%ZE: B 70ml ZE, F DDW E&ZE 100ml.

(10) SO0XTAE BiRZErFi: FRE 121.1g Tris B, 55 300 mIDDW i
EAR/S, N 28.5ml PKZ®E, BN 100ml &5 500mmol/L EDTA(Ph8.0), FrkZ. B3R
pH & 8.0, #EH DDW EAZ 500ml.

QD) MEFEFHRE: 20% (viv) Hifl, 0.1mol/L # Na,;EDTA (PHS.0), 0.25%8
B#E (wiv).

(12) 3MNaAc: FRHL 24.612gNaAc, T 70miDDW =, A 3M Z¥if PH &
Z PH5.2, F{ DDW EAZF 100ml. )

(13> 3M ZE: B 50.04mI36%HIZ %, F DDW E£&EZE 100ml.

3.3 A%
3.3.1 Z[EH DNA $2HY
3.3.1.1 SDS- 1 i .
(1) FRIXET 0.7g MFHABEE, uiE SR EB RS AR,
(2) WA 2.5~3ml TR#H SDS BB (100mmol/L Tris-Cl pH8.0. 500mmol/L
NaCl. 50mmol/L EDTA pH8.0. 1.5%SDS+/# B -3 Z B 1.11g/mD), B4,

10



BN Tml B.OE .
(3) 65°C/K# 30min, &FF 5~10min FHFEZEHI/LT.
(4) foA 2.5ml & 5. FIEE (24: ), MKRS, EEAHE 5~10min, 6000rpm
B Smin,

(6) BN L, MEAHREN. R 28 (25: 24: D, BY, ZEHE

5~10min, 6000rpm E5.L» 5min.,

() TERBEAL—K.

(8) BH L, MEARBEFNE (200H%), ETEBREFBS LK, K

A-20°CHKAEZ 2> 30min Bl
(9) 6000rpm B5.L» Smin, # b, M4 0.5m! TE (10mmol/L Tris-Cl. 1mmol/L
EDTA-Na, pH7.6) ### DNA i . '
(10) H01.5u1RNaseA, MBAIE 37°C7K# 30min.
(11> #0 1/10 481 3mol/L NaAc pH5.2 1 2 f5ARHA T/KZEBIES, BA-20
‘Cokf E 2L 30min B k.

(12) 12000rpm B0 Smin, F L.

(13) A 4ml 70% ZREELLF IR, #E 10min.

(14) 12000rpm B Smin, AL LiE, FRETEMEE TE HBIUE. K

4CKF&EH.
3.3.1.2 SDS-1l Hik

(1) FREL 120mg FFYF, BT, &SR EFR AR,

(2) BEFRIBN 65°CABERE RRITFIARIL, FFFEMA 650ul T SDS £
EX# (100mmol/L Tris-Cl pH8.0. 500mmol/L NaCl. 50mmol/L EDTA pHS.0.
1.5%SDS+2>F B -3 Z 8 1.11g/ml), FHHHEE 30 ¥,

GOBEBTEIFRI SR EN L5ml BOE S 2 650ul 11 SDS IR ZE 650ul,
IERES 158, 65°CHRIA 30 486 ~60 534,

(4) IANSERR. S0 RRE (25: 24: 1D, BHNRES, ZBHE S~
10min, 5000rpm &.L» Smin,

() BRLERE, MEEREH: FRE Q4 1, 85, TEHE 5~10min,
5000rpm B Smin.



- (6) B LHE, MBEAREN: BB B (25: 24 1D, BY, EEBHE
5~10min, 5000rpm B§.» Smin.
(7) PR, EESAS—THHBECE, MANMSFERERE (20CHA),
EFEBHERS TR, BA-20CKEFE 2D 30min B E.
(8) 6000tpm B.Lr Smin, F L%, %7 0.5ml TE (10mmol/L Tris-Cl. Immol/L
EDTA-Na; pH7.6) ¥##% DNA it .
(9) /M 1.5u1RNaseA, JB5JS 37°C/K## 30min.
(10) #1 1/10 452 3mol/L NaAc pH5.2 Fl 2 & ARFA K Z RS, BA-20
CHkFE P E D 30min B L.
1) FHREREPHERTREES —TMAEO0E, 12000rpm &L Smin, F
LK.
(12> H 4ml 70% Z.ERSERX, #E 10min.
(13) 12000rpm B.L» Smin, HER L, ZRFETENEE TE SFEITE, &
4CkFEEH.
3.3.1.3 SDS-III™ik
(1) FFEL 150mg FrFEYRE, MAERSE, A 500ul |ATRATIRE . TREER/EM
A 700ulSDS 12EUHK, SkLEBHEE 1~2 Sréh.
(2) RN 1.5ml B.LOE S, 10000 rpm B.L» Smin.
(3) BLEVBH, A S00ul . 45: BKEE (24: 1), #3130%, 7000 rpm .0
6min.
(4) BEESE 3),
(5) FHRI L, BIBHARIMA 600ul TAZENBLEF, BREZ),
BRI TTIE, 12000 rpm B0 6min.
(6) £, M 0.5ml TE (10mmol/L Tris-Cl, 1mmol/L EDTA-Na; pH7.6)
#fE DNA ig.
() EBRROERBERTIMNERK RNA B, BSJ5 37°C/K¥% 30min.
(8) EE (3D, (5). (6) b, REUTEEH DNA BHBEET 4CEA.
3.3. 2 Z[F4H ONA 1R 7
(1) 1%BX AE R B A sk R MU EE R4 DNA KD



(2) 85 REHER R EE DNA S1E CRE:H 4 DNA #5100 5545
- # 0D260 1 OD280, F:i+H 0D260/0D280 HILL{E.

3.3.3 RAPD I BEIAEILIRT

3.3.3. 1 HARIRE

RAPD X448 DNA WREERFEZBH, EXRESHEL—EBELTW
RAPD # X, Hft#H LB RRRMESEN DNA K. R b A#Eg
WINHAEIR DNA S BH:E, 5314 15ng. 20ng. 25ng. 30ng. 35ng. 40ng. 45ng,
Mgt &1EH) DNA IR E.
3.3.3.2 dNTPs WK

FRKRTE 500 mol/L~350u mol/L Z M BET 7 4 INTPs RESE, 745
23 50 1 mol/L+ 100 1 mol/L 150 & mol/L. 200 1 mol/L. 250 & mol/L. 360 1 mol/L.
350 4 mol/L, 2347 dNTPs 3 EX T YR B, REHERRBZHK dNTPs
KE.
3.3.3.3 Taq HRE

¥E PCR R, {HA@EKE Tag BANSERER LARR, TAESM
LR Ry HTY), RRLBER: T Tag AR EXAEHRNESREET
i, SBY MRS, FRREE 71 Taq BAERE, 75124 025U, 0.5U.
0.75U. 1U, 1.25U, 1.5U. 1.75U, ¥%HEEM Taq BERE.

3.3.3. 4 5| ,

EREFEHXMERARGEET, BIZ 7 HSIWRERE, 2504 02u
mol/L. 04umol/L. 0.60 mol/L. 0.8 mol/L. 1.0u mol/L.. 1.2p mol/L. 1.4u
mol/L, HSEGENSIYIRE.
3.3.3.5 MgCL KR _

R S RARHER PCR R MeCLBIE B, #3HT MeClLIREHE, 4
A% 0.5mmol/L. 1.0mmol/L. L3mmoVL. 2.0mmol/L, 2.5mmol/L. 3.0mmol/L.
3.5mmol/L. HALRMEEFHE, Fy . REFHERRERESEN MeCl
WA
3.3.4 RAPD REIIEFFROE 1Lt

FHRLL Willams BPENERFASE, SEHERE. BXRERR



8], FEfRT ERIERR RS £ EHITIRAR. FEEFE 94 CTHEN Smin, {#
R DNA 4%, REHNTFFIRERN, 94CRME. 38CRK. 72CHEM.
SRFEHS 72°CHEEM Tmin, FHRNFTS. 1LS%REEER BRI 5
R

3. 3. 5 RS S HIERY RAPD 5347

3.3.5.1 PCR¥1

2501 RMNAES: 1 Xbuffer, 2.0mmol/L MgCl, 200 mol/LANTPs, 0.6
umol/L BEHLE|4, 45ng MIEEZE DNA, 1.0U Taq B, STEEEER MRS DNA B
ShRILL B, REZKE S DNA.

7 PCR L LI THIFEFY18: 94°CHZEY: Smin, 40 MMAER, SIMEFE
¥&: 94°CAHE 30sec, 38°CIBK 45sec, 72°CHEM 1min30sec. HEWIEHIG 72'CL
FE{E 7min.
3.3.5.2 PCR =4yfy s ik fa il

BO10w I 9359000 101 IR T 1.5%5EEER (& 0.51 g/ml
EB). I XTAE Z/#, 100V R EH ke 2 /Mof, PCR Marker YE#7# . 7E Hema
BRARERE LAR, BEAFEARE. FEATRERABAY, 8
WRNEIWESE 3 K, EERE ST EEHRENE T B 84T .
3.3.5. 3 P HF YR ST

Gy SR, £HXBIE LR — RAPD ff m EERIKEKWHICA 1, Lo
KHWIEH 0, LUAHEEREHATEUT 24T

DEEMEEE. RIFIYNHIESHHEEREE -, ChESEYE, mRE
—AMHBREEER, WieH A0S ZEMRR=2 A0 R E 8RR .

OBENE: BH N FEHEEFHEOHEURESR (GS):
GS=2Nxy/(NxtNy), HH Nx. Ny B 2H4 X A Y FH# 1 DNA FELE
B, Nxy BHA X FilEZE Y £HH DNA FB%, #BfEER GD=-1—GS, NA
DPS 1%, ¥ UPGMA (Unweight Pair Group Method with Arithmetic Mean) %
RHER GD #ITHRIEN L, MRS TREMRBHERREC,



4 ER5H4

4.1 LI ARECE 4R DNA 4848

AP FREERSRRR SRS, DNA REIGEERK, HOH &5
9, BT —LELAKRFAT PRI DNA f1kiE. ATtk FEFWMT 3
FARR M BRI RBFFLTITH 007 ME A % 016 FIEEMH DNA, HLiH
B TEMHRRER, FHEYERATESHEH TR KM FERAL,
FIF RAPD §"#8.
41,1 85N

B 3u1DNA $2BUK, TIA 1500 1dd H,0, BI#S3LATE 50 f5F UV-1600 %
SMET Ay X R BRI E RS 2600m. 280nm bR IERE . HRIE Agen/Anse
¥ DNA 48, Ageo {85 DNA #E (2. £3).

R 2 TRHREUGEFRAMT DNA ROBESh 4745 R
Table 2. The result of UV analysis by different extracted method in DNA of seeds

REFiE EE Azo Asse As/Are DNAKRE (pgml) HERYUEE
Mothed breeds Concentration Dissolution
; REHE 007 1301 0.807 1.612 252.5
SDS- 1 i HRILH 3 3 2%
A% 016 1575  0.895 1.76 3937.5 *
) z 0.55 .
SDS-T 77 HELH 007 0.992 1.803 2480 5
GA% 016 0999 0492 2.03 2475 5
] 366 0.25 .
DS FEER 007 036 6 1.429 915 Lo
A% 016 0213 0.134 1.589 532.5 L2

MR 2 TTLAE H, A SDS-I1 A MA@ A 3K /5 19 DNA RS R F
T 2480n gml. 2475u g/ml, TIEE Azeo/Azse 53-HI4 1.803 71 2.03 , AFEE
B RRARERNBEFRALED, BT EHRRNA BT, FLl Aw/Aw EHEE
20 REHY, BXNEREREHEW. BA SDS- | FEHBH DNA RER K,
AABFSAEET 325251 g/ml A 3937.5u g/ml, BRE Axd/Aw HH1H
1.612 0 1.76, HALREAEX SDS-1 FiEA e, T HRIMERT®RE. SDS-
M7#%E R DNA REFMAEHRTEER, AR ERE S RERENE



. FFUAARLRRA SDS-INEMLRMFHEREREH, HRBAEE, /e
SFEYERNER. F SDS-I7E3 24 P4l gk &k Hif %5 DNA £IH% 4 547

HRRLE 3.
% 3 SDS- I F73E 3t 24 AT AR AP YFHF DNA BRER I BSP FATEE R
Table 3. The result of UV analysis by SDS- Il method in DNA of
Hibiscus eannabinus L.’s 24 cultivars’ seeds
=it FFh Ageo Anso Azeo/Azso DNA #&H (ug/mb)
No. Breed dissolution

1 063 EV4t 1.596 0.847 1.884 3922.5
2 139 F302 0.805 0.404 1.991 2012.5
3 157 GM23 0.953 0.476 2 2382.5
4 016 & A K 0.959 0.492 2.013 2475
s 007 FHEFLH 0.992 0.55 1.803 2480
6 090 C-2 1.263 0.619 2.044 3150
7 099 S-7 1.24 0.646 1.919 3100
8 HIS AR 0.771 0.423 1.823 1927.5
9 HO097 H.calyphyllus 1.235 0.619 1.995 3087
10 85-283 H.hiernianus 1.602 0.933 1.717 4005
n HROl & AER 0.985 0.484 2.035 2462.5
12 85-113 HEAK 0.721 0.387 1.86 1802.5
13 H004 0.297 0.154 1.929 7425
14 HOI8 0.546 0.271 2014 1365
15 HO30 0.667 0.356 1.874 1667.5
16 H032 0.854 0.432 1977 2135
17 HO38 0.754 0.401 1.88 1885
18 HO60 0.132 0.087 1517 330
19 H074 0.667 0.332 2.009 1667.5
20 H094 1.382 0.742 1.863 3455
21 H102 0.819 0.41 1.997 2047.5
22 H103 0.838 0.503 1.666 2095
23 H108 1.391 0.716 1.943 3477.5
24 H134 (b) 0.493 0.259 1.903 1232.5

4.

—_

. 2 Bk

AR FH Lambda DNA/EcoR I +HindIlIMarker,3 78T 1.0%35 B HE %
Btk DNA FEdh. HMECLHIET DNA IER S TR A . AFRREEE
F) DNA H3kEHE (B 1) FHEEH, SHFEARENAREES DNA 75 21kb
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LA, MEEAHRTE SDS- I AR R) DNA AR K. M SDS-11 AiEXT
24 FPLLBRGAP PR T DNA 2B Mk ERE (E 2) FHE TR KA #i
J2 PCR #1451 RAPD 2 HrIEXK.

M il 3 4

bl
I

23130bp

9416bp
&65S57Tbp
43216bp

2322bp
2027bp

B 1 TRHREGE AL REIT ONA AiE

Figure 1. Aparose gel electrophoresis analysis of Hibiscus cannabinus 1.’s genomic DNA

1, 2: 8DS-1 Ak 3. 4: SDS-11Jidk 5. 6: SDS-llI ik

MoOo24023 022 021 02 19 18 17 16 15 14 1312 10 1098 T a5 4321
23130bp

941Erbll Wawwew e @ Y e W

4316bp
2322by

2027ty

2 F SDS- 11 75 43R ER 24 M B RIVAGRIF ONA Bi
Figure 2. Agarose gel ¢lectrophoresis analysis by SDS- Il method in genomic DNA of Hibiscus cannabinus L.'s

twenty-four seeds
| 063 EV4! 2.139F302 3.157GM23 4.016 &A% S5 00THEALHN 6000C-2 7.0995-7 BHIISLTIHALE 9 1097
H calyphyllus 10. 85-283 Hhiemianus 11 HROI SHMEH 120 85113 HMAR  13.HO04 14HOIS 15HO30 16 HO32
17.H038  18.HO60 [9.HO74 20.HO94 21HID222 HI03 23HI0R 24 Hi34 (B)
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Mo 23 022 021 020 1% 18 17 1G4 015 14 1312 10 109 R T 6543 21

M 3 A sDS- I AIiEAHRER 24 F4IAFRFVATHIT DNA i PCR MBI (5199 S.)
Figure 3. The result of PCR analysis with primer S;; by SDS- I method in genomic DNA of
Hibiscus cannabinus L. 's twenty-four seeds
1.063EV4] 2.[39F302 3. 157GM23 4.016 A% S007HEEN 6.090C2 7.0957 BHISLH A 9 HOS?
H.calyphyllus 10. 85-283 Hhiemianus 11, HRO1 MG 12 85113 BCBHK  13.H004 14HOIS 15H030 16 HO32
17.H038 [SHO6C 19.HO74 20H094 20L.HIOZ22.HI03 23.H108 24. Hi34 (b)

4.1.3 PCR I M4 R 4

LISERR Y 24 R FFRIFP T DNA S8R, 10 MRAREREMRIM T Hema
4800 PCR X L{E PCR 1. /= M7E 1.5%IX Pl e P ik, Hyid 184
R, H1E Hema BB RS LMK (8 3). MAKEES T RATIRIN 24
e F BT F DNA Baed 18 &7F, H9HIRIR DNA RER & PCR ¥ M EX.
EITEAMER . kR B PCR 3714, &8 SDS- 11 77 5:3E H1 T 4L Bk 7 49 DNA
A, B2—MER. REMNGEHET RAPD 2HTRIZ AT DNA 25T ik,

4. 2 £1 1% RAPD Rz R ik &R a1k
4.2.1 £16% RAPD RIZ S #8911k
#AT RAPD 7047, HEMBIURCH. TEER RAPD IR NEER, X

FEABEYE RAPD W FRFEIEAEREE, HBELRERMERE. &4
B STELLBR RAPD R B IABAR K TS . ANTPs 3K Taq BEIIE . B h S BIp i
MgCly M R AR FHAT T 8t @ TERMIE. T 028 RAPD KNS
.
4. 2. 1.1 ANFIRRAR IR BEXT 47 B3R B 8 i

RAPD 184X DNA Rk EERT RN, E2HRENR LAY 8- yike
ERFFPHREN—AEERES, B LR BB AW,
FRELEET Sng. 15 ng. 25ng. 35ng. 45ng . 55ng . 65 ng7 /> DNA
WAL, BT ARRRBR ST ROEW (8 4. SRR, Rk



£ 15—65 ng Tu[H ARG IR REAMER . FHEW. 8E, 2HES,
AR S IE AR E N 45 ng.

4 RREERE T N RAPD 398 (3199 Suw)

Figurc 4. The RAPD profile with printer S50 and different DNA concentrations
1.5ng 2. 1Sng 325ng  435ng S543ng  655ng  7.65ng

4.2. 1.2 ARG KR 8B A RN

RAPD i, FI¥KE I RA TR E B A S, REdEmEr LS
Y —FAk, HIF RAPD BrHIMR KBERE, BHGIWRERLD, aikErs]
YL IR BT R, AR--514, AR B8R, AR5
&M T, TEHERBAR—H (FHS5. 6). LRFEET 7 F5 05
BeFE, 454 0.1 pmol/L, 0.4pmolL, 0.6umol/L. 1.0u mol/L. 1.4u mol/L,
1.6 1 mol/L. 1.8u mol/L, ME 7 EREFHFIMREFBEMFIET K DNA B8
HEm. 8% 1.8 umolL B M WMAIRE. AL E5ENIY
Wers A 0.6 mol/L,

B S B—#iF (&A% 016) B3I 1Y RAPD R

Figure 5. The RAPD profile with same template £ A % 016 and different primers

L8112 28y 38w 480 550 650750 85w 95«
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Mo24 23 22 021 20 1% 18 17 1615 14 1312 10 1098 T 6543 2

1543bp
994bp
E97bp |
515bp
37Thbp
23Tbp

B E—514 (514 S TRIMHEH HaY RAPD HFRL
Figute 6. The RAPD profile with primer Sqgs and different templates

1.063EV4T 2 139F302 3.157CM23 4 016 A% S 0O7THELE 609002 709987 SHIUSIMMTAN 5 Hooy
H.calyphyllvs 10 85-283 Hohiemianus 1. HROI GAEM A 12 B5-113 JOREE  13HOD4 14.HOI® 15.HDID 16 HOR2
17.H038  18.HO60 19.HOT4 20.HO94 21.HI0222.H103 23.HI08 24. HIM (b)

BT AN 518 Sy IRIEH B RAPD 77 2

Figure 7. The RAPD profile with different primer Si¢; concentrations
LOtemoll 2.04umolfl 3.06umolf 4 lOumebis tdrmolh, 6 t6umolfl. 7 [ SumoWl
4.2, 1.3 N Mg™ W FE 7 88 S R BSRe ng
Mg REEEMMLFEAR, EANASHWENAREE A HA R, fil

20



BEWSIMEERNESHE. KIS PCR FHRNBRRRT RS S
MY R RS, MR ARUER RAPD #E XI55S, &
KB PE L. FUAEN M WEMT MR NIEREE. ALRRTT 7
™ MeCL & ERE, 771% 0.5mmol/L. 1.0mmol/L. 1.5mmol/L. 2.0mmol/L-
2.5mmol/L. 3.0mmol/L 3.5mmol/L, M 8 945 RFT M, MgCly #FE H 0.5mmol/L
N9 42, MgCL ¥R 1.0mmol/L. 1.5mmol/L. 2.0mmol/L. 2.5mmol/L
HTEREEY HE VA BT AT, T MaCl %<& 4 3.0mmol/L. 3.5mmol/L i 14 &
BRHCIRAS . A IR FEEIE ) MgCly W E 4 2.0mmol/L.

[

7 0 5 4 3

8 3148 S (AN AT MeCl IR T 418 1 RAPD 5 8!
Figure8. The RAPD profile with primer $,;; and different MgCl, concentrations
1.0.5mmol/L 2.1 0Ommol/L 3. 1.5mmoll. 4. 2.0mmol/L

5 2.5mmol/l. € 30mmol 7.3 5mmol/L

4.2.1.4 AF dNTPs 3K X 3830 R 49 2

dNTPs f& PCR # Rl 2 —, BIA AT =S M 2 n B 5B
FEE), BiLl ANTPs K RSB Me® SEEIIS &, T4 Tag B3R
E MRELR PR L, XSERy M HE. £ RAPD & dNTPs
RIHE —BZE 150 & mol/L~250 1 mol/L 2 {145 J-&3&!%H. 4 2B 7E 50 1 mol/L~
350 n mol/L Z (8] R E T 7 4 ANTPs #KEEAE, 43514 50 u mol/L. 100 1 mol/L.
150 0 mol/L. 200 u mol/L. 250 ¥ mol/L. 300 1 mol/L. 3501 mol/L, MME 9 Mgt
REH, dNTPs #REA 500 mol/L . 1001 mol/L. 300 mol/L. 3501 moV/L B
TEE ALRE, WEN 150w mol/L. 2001 mol/L. 250 1 mol/L BY#5Ed i
SE. % ANTPs ¥4 200 1 mol/L.,

21



B 9 Afi] ANTPs JRABEH 1M RAPD H#78 (5(45 600
Figure 9. The RAPE profile with primer S, and different ANTPs concentrations
150umolL.  2.100umoll.  3.150pmolil  4.200 » molL

S250umoll  6300umoll 7350k mollL
4.2. 1.5 AW Taq BB R AW

Taq BB EN T IMERBREHNER. E44CEN, & 10001
HREP —MRMEH 1~2.5U Taq B, Taq BERERE, HESBES M-y
WED: WEER, MISEMREH LIRS, TEAS ™ 435 B~ R
R, BWERER. FRKETFARREN Taqg BEAEERE. WESER,
RSB EIREA ., LRPEER 0250, 0.5u. 0.75u. 1.0u. 1.25. 150 «
20u-bFF Taq BEAE (B 10). R RW, Taq EHRTE < 0.5 u LT HR
BNl HE&E>1.25u R REERE. SMRFRBRERER, Tog BRAESY
1.0u/25ul.

M 10 R[] Tag BERAEH A5 RAPD A (314 Sae)

Figure 10. The RAPD profile with primer Sy, and different Tag DNA polymorases concentrations

1.025U 205U 30750 41U 5125U 6150 7.200

22



4.2.2 YIHF RAPD fRER S #E 1L
4.2.2. 1 ZEPRIR B AU ) 34 MR AN

A RAPD B 94°C~95°C, BF(A)Y 30sec & lmin A47. EHR
B, XU DNA BEEADE, &5 PR PCR K. BHERMEEK, &5
HEEER RS, FRRREREEL N 94°CM 95°C; BHRTHZE A 15sec.
30sec F1 60sec. &R FH (E 11) 94°CHEEH: 30sec (JKIH 20 F 60sec (JKIE 3)
Py R REAR B BELRPEHEENREREY 91°C. 30s.
4. 2. 2. 2 38 KR FE AN ) T 47 38 S8OR fa s e

HHREREET MR R, SIMBERENMTENEE SRR T
BRI, WEAMEEED G+C WA R, RAPD § 10 MRENTIY. B
BE—ME40CEF, —#URKBE R 36 T~38C. ALK HI7E 36T, 38T,
3M0C =B AREEMFTHITT ®, MKERER (A 11WKiE4, 5, 6), 38
C (P 5) By WRSE R AT EE., RERD KT 38THIB X
30sec (¥KiB 7). 60sec (FKik 8) H190sec (PKi¥ 9) XMHWLEREK . NET
ALLE . X 3 PR KB (a3 4 RABL, ARSKIRIESRIR K T i) 60sec.
4.2.2. 3 FEAHIAa] X 0 R 1K 5 0

Taq BERIGIFIREE S 72°C, PCR F1P BB RA T2CHEMEBE. E—&
SR PR F T, REMRR Al X B ARSI H B BB AT EUE R . AR 18
H T 60s. 90s M1 120s =Fpafimtlal. M&ERE (B 11 ¥kiE 10, 11, 12), =H
SEMHET IR AR ERAK, & 60s NiEHREEE; 7 90s F1 120s H {EHE
BN AR . AL IR LEFINHE) 90s,

4. 2. 2. 4 TEERIREON T ORI s e

PCR TEEN KB ERIY =W &, —8A 45 MER, DY RS
B BEAER R F B AR T RFFIR TR . AL 5 RBITT 30 3K (3
B 13) 40 R (BKIE 14). 50 &k OkIE 15) A RESLLe, SRR, By
M IHRRE AR, R IAR . AKBIEEET R 40

Ko
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M 15 14 13 12 11w Y ¥ 7 6 5 4 3 2 |

B _E_ B B N _B_B_=E_ N _N_N N _ N =B -
T — " el Bl e —

L s o e -

B 11 (3199 Sw) TREHESER RAPD B ik el %200
Figure 11. Effects on RAPD profile with primer §,;5 and different amplifying parameters

4.3 (iR i A HIm 4 F RAPD 404

4. 3.1 514989081k
PURZFhEBRAR 85-113. BF4-Fh H004. HO32 FI i fh ¥ L L% 4 45 F

B4 DNA SR, XF 70 4 Sangon 2 F M S RFUM 10bp BEHLSIHEAT I
%, REREERENN. TESNT 8054 BT RAPD 4¥7,
W 21 51, ETIMER. FRRYMERILE 4. 355109 B T1LE
12~27.

21 3|48 PCR 7718, A S|P 85 DNA BRSO 3~11 4, H=4
140 &%, FHEAN5IWY M 6.7 &4, K, 1A 21 £, FHSN5IHT
1 4, ZAEF 119 %, & 85%, FHEASIYY MY 5.7 £ 24N, THEH
AR 21 M IPERRERN TR B AN, EEBARAMRS, 40
ST WA ABARER R, AREGIHT M EEEM 3—11 £7%, Kby
WHREBRTHIA 189 55|14, A 11 £9WHETIY, BLHA 22 5514, A
3 &Y.
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F4 MAEEEELEONA 21 13T KR
Table4 The amplified result of 21 primers in Hibiscus cannabinus L.genomic DNA

k] FF 4 B T & P'%
primer sequence summeon monomorphism polymorphism

521 CAGGCCCTTC 4 2 2 50
522 TGCCGAGCGT 3 1 2 66. 6
532 TCGGCGATAG 10 2 8 80
527 GAAACGGGTG 10 1 9 90
s34 TCTGTGCTGG 6 0 6 100
s139 CCTCTAGACC 5 1 4 80
slél ACCTGGACAC 8 2 6 75
s178 TGCCCAGCCT 5 0 5 100
5456 TCGGCGGTTC 3 1 2 66. 6
s153 CCCGATTCGG 4 0 4 100
sl 146 AGGCAGCCTG 7 1 6 85.7
5166 AAGGCGGCAG 5 1 4 80
s151 GAGTCTCAGG 7 0 7 100
5162 GGAGGAGAGG 8 1 7 87.5
5160 AACGGTGACC B 1 7 87.5
5188 TTCAGGGTGG 9 1 8 88.8
s173 CTGGGGCTGA 7 i 6 85.7
s187 TCCGATGCTG 8 1 7 87.5
5189 TCCTGGTCCC 11 2 9 81.8
5170 ACAACGCGAG 5 2 3 60
S$1123 AGCCAGGCTG 7 1 6 85.7
it 21 4 140 22 118 85

M2 023 22 02 20 1% 18 17 16 15 14 1312 11 109 8 7 6543 21

1543bp .
9%4bp
B4Thbp
515bp
3TThp
23Thp

B 12 L6 24 N RRERILEI RAPD REFHET (31485 ) BB EREERE
Figure 12. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer S,
1.OGIEVAL 2. 139F302 3.157GM23 4.016 S A% 5007 HELEM 6090C2 709987 SHUSaOHAH 9 HO97
H.calyphyllus 10. 85-283 Hhiermanus 11. HRO! 2 X% 120 85-113 EMAE  13.0004 14.HOI8 15HO30 16 HO32
17.H038  18.HOS0 19.HO74 20.HO94 21.HI10222.H103 23HI108 24 HI34 (b)
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Mo24 23 22 21 20 19 18 17 1615 14 1312 11 109 8 7 65 43 21

1543bp
99dbp
697hp | 3

“-Eew g =
515t f§ WRGARERANERRnTERnES
:':pr o . W ----‘-‘.'.H“‘f“”
23Thp

B 13 L8 24 T RMERLARAPD EEFRHET (51950 e SitEig
Figure 13 The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars

with optimized reaction system and primer Sy,

1.063 EV4]l 2 130 F302 3. 157GM23 4.016 & A% 5007 HEALH 6.090C-2 7.0998-7 BHIISLH AR 9 H97

H.calyphyllos 10. 85-283 Hhiemianus 11. HRO1 S ¥ 12 85-113 HARBE  13.H004 14.HO0I8 15H030 16 HO32
17 HO38 18.HO60 19.HO74 20.H094 21 HI0Z22.HI103 23.HI108 24.H134 (b}

M 24 23 22 21 20 19 18 17 1615 14 1312 11 109 8 7 6343 21

1543bp
994bp
B9Tbp
315bp

3TThp \ : :
23”':. r { BB OW oo oeh e Wa wh

14 €15 24 M RMEH LA RAPD E R HFHT (31H1S) ¥ IS HEER
Figure 14. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer S,;

1.063 EV4l 2. I39F302 3.157GM23 4.016 RA¥ 5007 HExH 6.090C2 7.0095-7 BHIISITHEAEE 9 HO97

H.calyphyllus 10. 85.283 Hhiernianus !1. HRO1 %M %K% 12 85-113 HBMAK 13 HO04 14HMS 15HO30
17.H038 18 HO60 19.HO74 20.H094 21.HI0222.H103 23.HI108 24 HI134 (b

i6. HO32
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M o24 23 022 021 20 19 18 17 1615 M4 1312 11 109 8 7 63543 21

1543bp
34dbp
£37dp
515bp

3T Thp

o b‘lll.-“"--

23Thp

Bl 15 £I5% 24 P RIFRFEAL LB RAPD BT (319 S Hi8M%E MR
Figure 15. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars .
with optimized reaction system and primer S;,
1LO63EV4] 2 I139F302 3. I57GM23 4 016 S A% 5007TH%LH 6.090C2  7.0987 BHUSLRAR 9 HO9?
H.calyphyllus 10. 85-283 H.hiemianus 1. HROI &#m%ER 12 85113 HBAR  13.H004 14.HOI® |5HO30 16 HO32
17HO38 18.HO60 19.HO74 20.HO94 21 HI0222.HI03 23.HI08 24 HI34 (b)

Mo24 23 22 21 20 19 18 17 1615 014 1312 11 109 8 7 65 43 21

1543bp
944bp
£49Thp
313bp
3TThp
23Tho

B 16 LIAF 24 1RO {L A RAPD BRI R AT (519 See) HIBMYE E1EEIH
Figure 16. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction sysiem and primer S;3e
1063 EVAl 2. 139F302 3. 157GM23 4.016 § A% S5.007FH Ll 6.050C-2  7.09987 BHISLHAE 9 HO?

Healyphyllus 10, 85283 Hhiemianus 1. HROI SERIAT# 12 85113 HCBAR  13H004 14.HOIR 15HO30 16, HO32
[7.H038 18HOS0 19.HO74 20.H094 21 HI0Z22.HI03 23.HI08 24.H134 (b)
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M 24 23 22 21 20 19 I8 17 16 IS 14 1312 11 109 8B 7 65 43 21

1543bp
394bp : _
637bp ﬂ;u U N
51 5by B _ ¥ o

377hp

23Tbp

B 17 Z0RE 29 MR RAPD BN EMETF (514 8,50 F IRy RIEN Y
Figure 17. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cullivars '
with optimized reaction sysiem and primer S;5,
1.063EV4l 2 139F302 3.157GM23 4.016 A% 5007 HEXH 6.090C2 709987 SHISLHAR 9 HI?
H.calyphyllus 10. 85-283 Hhiermianus 11. HRO1 @3EMEW 120 85113 B 13HO004 i4HOIE 15H030 16 HO3Z
17 HO38 18.HO60 19.HO74 20.H094 21.HIO222H103 23.HI108 24, HId4 (b)

Mo24 023 32 021 2 019 I8 IT 16 15 014 1312 11 10 9 B 7T 65 43 21

1543bp
994bp
69Ty
315bp
3T Tbp
237bp

lf‘hhs-'_--

M 18 L5 24 P RMEMILA RAPD EEIRHT (314 Sise) HHMS MM
Figure 18. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer 853
1.063EV41 2. 139F302 3.157GM23 4.016 &t A% S 007H&L LM 6.090C-2 709957 BHHSEM AR 9 HO97
H.caiyphyllus 10. 85-283 Hhiemnianus 11 HRO! 2N 120 85-113 S(BURE  (3.H004 14 HOIB 5HO30 6. HO32
17.H038 18 H060 19HO74 20.H094 21.H10222HI103 23.HI08 24 HI34 (b)

28



Mo24 023 022 021 20 1% 18 17 16015 14 1312 11 109 8 76543 21

1543

%Jﬂﬂnunﬂtii. --dw.-uunwuitnﬂ
69Ty - - - S

515bp 2

Tty

237hp

B 19 415 24 D EFPEER LA RAPD BLEERET (319 Swd IS SEM R
Figure 19. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars .
with optimized reaction system and primer S ¢,
1,063 EV4l 2. 139F302 3. 157TGM23 4.016 & A% 5007H%EILH 6.090C2 7.098-7 SHIISLHAE 9 HOST
Hcalyphyllus 10, 85-283 Hohiemianus 11. HRO1 SEM %% 12 85-113 BOBMK  13.HO04 [4HOI8 15HO30 16, HO32
17.H038 1B.HO60 19.HO074 20H094 21 HI0222 HIO3 23HI0E 24 HI3M (b)

M M

b
e}
ra
[
3
=
=

16 15 14 1312 11 1098 7T 63543 21

1543bp
994bp
BITbp
$15bp
3TThp
237hp

hu-r-i ﬂhr . e e e

q }

¥ ¥

20 £15% 24 T RMEMRILA RAFD REERHT (319 S ¥ M S SEE W
Figure 20. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer S,
I 063 EVAL 2.139F302 3.157GM23 4.016 A% 5007 HELLM 6.090C2  7.09987 BHIISITIM AR 9 HO97
H.calyphyllus 1. 85-283 Hhiemianus 11. HROE &/ EFE 120 85113 HBBR  13.H004 14HOI8 15HO30 16, HO3Z
{7 HO38 18.HO60 19.HO74 20,H0%4 21 HI10222HI0Z 23HI08 24 Hi34 (b
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M 24 23 22 21 20 12 18 17 161514 1312 1 1098 76543 21

- B0 T D S B S e G e

. vt il N - e e

B 2t 215K 24 MRMEMILAI RAPD HFEFHT (3¥Sw) I MR SHEIR
Figure 21. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer 8,7,
1.063 EV4]l 2.139F302 3. 157GM23 4.016 S AR 5 007F&X4 6050C2 7.09987 SHIISEMAE 9 HO97
H.calyphyllus 0. §5-283 H.hiernianus 11. HRO1 MM IEE 12, 85-113 BB 13.HO04 14HOI® 15HO30 16, HO32
17.H038 18.HO60 19.HO74 20,H094 21.HI0222.HI03 23 HI08 24 HI34 (b)

M 24 23 22 21 20 19 18 17 W6 1514 1312 11 109 & 7 6 543 21

154 3bp
94dbp
B97bp |
515bp

3TTbp
237bp

B 22 TR 24 SRMEETEILED RAPD SR HEF T (314 Si) A0 % PSEEIHE
Figure 22. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. culiivars
with optimized reaction system and primer S5,
LOS3EV4L 2 I139F302 3.157GM23 4.016 §A% S 007 HELLE 6090C2 709987 SHISLM AR 9 HO97
H.calyphyllus 10. 85-283 Hhbiemtanus 11, HRO! $HMXER 12 85-113 BUEEE 13.H004 14.HOIZ 15H030 16 HO32
17.H038  18.HO60 19.HO74 20.H094 21.HIOZ22.HI03 23.HI08 24.H134 (b)
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MOo24 023 022 021 20 19 18 17 16 15014 1312 11 109 B 7 6 543 21

1543bp X %

69Tby TEEG R IR y#-gnﬁ 5
515bp o 5 _mﬂhJ*“"'ﬂ.!?:?:F“'"
377y L -

237hp

{23 4T 24 T RPEEH LB RAPD REE KA T (5[4 Sin) IR0 S 1L FIH
Figure 23. The RAFPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer S5
| 063 EV4] 2. 139F302 3.157GM23 4.016 &A% S5 007HLEM 6090C2 7.09957 BHIISLRAR 9 HOS?
H.calyphyllus 10. $5-283 Hhiernianus (1. HROt R %% 12, 85-113 Z( AL 13.HO04 14.HOI8 15HO30 16. HO32
17.HO38 18HO60 19.HO74 20.HO94 21.H10222.HI03 23 HIOR 24 HI34 (b)

Mo24023 022 021020 19 1% 17 M6 015 14 1312 010 1% 3 7T 6 543 21
1543bp
$3dbp ST I LY
B4Tbp SRR Y
315bp . .
3Thp *
23Thp

B 24 418% 24 T S@IMER LA RAPD REEFHT (3148 Sw) il & SIS
Figure 24. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer S g7
1.063EV41 2.139F302 3. 157GM23 4.016 &A% 5007 HLLH 6,090C-2 7.0998-7 SHISHITAKE ¢ HYT
H.calyphyllus 10. 85-283 H.hiemianus 11. HROI 3I0 R 12 85-113 WBAR  13.HO04 14.HOIS 15HO30 16 HO32
17H038 18.HO0G0 19.HO74 20HO94 21 H10222.HI03 23HI08 24. Hi34 (b)
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Mo24023 022 00 1% 18 17 615 13120 1w0e 87T 6 343 21

1543byp
99dbp
B9Tbp
515bp
3TThp
237Tbp

M 25 418 24 SRR RAPD REFHT (SHSw) I MK% S E
Figure 25. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer S5,
1,063 EV4l 2 139F302 3. 157GM23 4.016 AKX 5.007 HELA 6.090C2 7.0957 SHILSH AR 9 Heo?
H.calyphyllus 10. 85-283 Hhiemianus 11. HRO! &EREE 12, 85-113 HHAM 13.H004 14 HOI8 15HO30 16, HO32
17.H038 18 HO6O 19HO74 20H094 21.HI10222.HI03 23 HIO8 24 Hi34 (b)

M 24 23 22 21 20 19 18 17 16 15 14 1312 11 109 & 7 6 543 21

1543bp

?Gihp ‘T EE L EER.B |

- e e
64Thy a"'g.u-u-nu_
515hp TR kel d & 1
\-|'|rbIl

¥
"

B 26 Z18K 24 TRMER L RAPD R KT (514 Sw) iM% SHEEY
Figure 26. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer S;g
1.063EV4l 2. 139F302 3. I157GM23 4.0l6 S A% S 007F<khl 6.090C-2 709957 BHUSLHAME 9. 11097
H.calyphyllus 10, 85-283 H.hiemianus 11. HRO1 SE:H700% 120 85-113 FCMAE 13 HOO4 14 HOIS 15HO30 16 HO32
17.H038 18HOG0 19.HO74 20.HO94 21 HIO222H103 23 HI108 24 HI3 (b}
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MO24023 02 21 020 19 18 17 161514 13012 11 109 8 7 6 543 21

1543bp
3494hp
B49Tb
S15bp
3T
23Ty

M 27 418K 24 S RIZEAR LA RAPD RS HFHT (319 Si) §IRMIZ SR
Figure 27. The RAPD profile of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
with optimized reaction system and primer S, ;3
1.063 EV4l 2. 139F302 3.157GM23 4.016 HA% S 007HELH 609C2 7.09957 SHHSTHAM 9 HKW?
Hcalyphyllus 10. 85-283 H.hiemianus 11, HRO! 8¢/ HE 12 85-113 HKEE 13.HO04 I14HOI3 15H030 16. HO32
17.H038 18.H060 19.H074 20.H094 21.H10222.HI03 23.HI08 24 HI34 (b)
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RS IEHTRMBFIREERE (RTEH)

TableS. Genetical distance between any two individuals

20

2 K] 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 3 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 21 22 23 24
1 0
2 0.10 0
3 012984 00952 o
4 01654 01406 00984 0
5 02066 01311 0137 01017 O
6 01811 01719 01311 0129 01695 0
7 0157 01639 01034 01525 01429 01186 0
8 0.5455 05495 05238 05514 05446 04953 0.505 0
9 04454 04167 04211 0431 04545 02931 04 04545 O
10 0371 0344 03782 03719 03739 (3388 03391 03654 03982 0
11 05701 0537 0349 05385 05918 05577 05102 05862 04792 04455 0
12 05537 05246 0369 05593 05893 05763 05714 06238 05273 04957 02245 O
13 02203 02773 02566 03043 03211 02696 02844 05714 04766 04107 05789 05229 0
14 03091 03514 03333 03458 03663 03271 03069 05556 05354 04038 05632 05446 01429 0
15 06117 06154 05714 058  0.5745 05 05532 0638 05435 035258 07 07234 04725 04458 O
16 06327 06162 05699 06 03955 05579  ©573  0.5897 05862 0587 07067 06854 0539 05385 02676 O
17 04369 04615 03878 044 04894 D44 04043 06145 05217 04433 055 05957 03187 03253 03947 03520 0
18 05514 05556 05098 05385 06122 05 05306 06782 04792 05446 05714 06327 04947 05172 03 03067 0275 0
19 0.56 05248 04737 0567 05604 05052 04945 0675 0573 05319 06623 06923 04773 0475 02877 03529 02877 01948 O
20 06238 06273 05833 06531 06739 06122 06087 05802 05556 05368 06154 06739 06404 06543 05676 04493 05676 04872 04648 O
21 05882 06311 05876 05758 06129 03535 035269 06585 06703 05417 07468 07419 05111 05122 04667 04857 044 03671 03333 06164 0
22 05 05413 05146 05619 05556 05238 04949 06136 06082 05098 06471 05758 04167 04545 04815 05785 04321 DS765 05128 06203 0425 0
23 05315 05179 05094 0537 0.5294 05 0549 05824 058 05429 06136 0.5294 . 04545 04945 0.5 05443 04762 05682 03309 05366 0S8 02584 0
24 04107 04513 04393 04862 04757 04495 04175 03652 05644 04528 0573 04951 042 0413 05529 0575 04353 05281 04634 06386 04048 02444 0318 0
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4.3. 2 LIRRFN R IR SR TR IB) S 4k X ZR &Y RAPD BRES ST 4T

RITEFE A B FRAPDE i o 30K HIDNA F B UM 1 Hi BDNA F BLES, K
HERIZ E AR S (). MADPSRHRARAREE T HUPGMA (Unweight
Pair Group Method with Arithmetic Mean) F 287715 1T R 4724 4L AR EE R R APRL
FRENREZRGD, BRAKRE.

083 EVAL
138 F302

157 GN23

098 $-7

090 C-2

015 GAR

007 BEREN

. HDOA: 13

Wl b

H38 15

HOTA 16

H108 17

H103 19

H134(b) 23

HoZ 22

HOBO 24

HOB4 2

HO30 20

HI32 18

H11s ATHAHE 8

MO ARMEY 10
S-113KE o

65-283 K. hiernisnus i1
HOAT K ealyphyllus 19

b O W N e

M 28 LIRF 24 T RMiREERREE
Figure 28. The dendrogram of genetic distance of 24 Hibiscus cannabinus L. gemplasm base on RAPDfragments

£ 6 LR 14 TRFET 21 1514 140 A RAPD HERMR LR
Table 6. The clustering results of 14 Hibiscus cannabinus L. cultivars
based on 140 RAPD markers amplified with 21 primers

Ead zE 34z ] e

groupe number meterial
I 5 8. 9. 10, 11, 12
I 10 15, 16 17, 19, 23, 22, 24. 21, 20. 18
I 9 1. 20 3. 4. 5.6, 7. 13, 14

ME 28 TTLLE R BESVHERT 24 HE5AFEH GD 7£ 0.07~0.59 Z 8], X
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MHEFRRESHYE, LERAMALFEEMZ BlEERBX, GD X 0.57.
REARKBEEERTUSH 3 MEEL (NE 6). [ABERMESH: 1As
15, 16, 17, 19+ 23, 22, 24, 21. 20 0 18 Ak: AT 13, 14 245, HER
R R

S MU BRESFMER—4, £ GD &% 0.59 M/KF EREMEAEHESTT. X5
HiEGHZ FREERBIEEHAE, GD {H7 0.3 3 055 2. H+ 85-113 B
BE. HRO1 &4R R XBH AL Z MEZRM A, 6D X 0.29.

H7E GD 1HH 04 KIKF LRIGR, SIBFMEFERMIRISHFEE. —2H 10
NEESFER, BEFAREERRIESF D, OD ZBIEE 0.12~035 2[4, B
KA —EHRES . ERPRE S, BEARERAEEHNRERZE, RE
FFERANRBHZANERPRA (GDEN 04) , ERGEZHMALENES.

B—EN e 7 A RERFHRR, GD ZIEFE 0.10~0.30 Z [1], HABEEREAD,
WAt, HFHAFEFR H004, HOI8 RIS X —3, RO TP/ E ARG F
FEXREAHOHENTES, EXFEMTEHAREROREERNRHEE,
GD&E] 0.3. 7£ GD 0.15 bF#H— MR, BB HIHKI H, F—Adi%
B &FF 063 EV4l Rk BZEERK 139 F302; 585 =48 099 S-7 f1 157 GM23 1 090 C-2 £
B B=AdER 016 & A %R 007 HEEAMMR. B—H5HbRLEEER
BAX (GD #0.18), F_AH:RA3IEMAT 099 S-7 #1157 GM23 s T8/, GD
X4 0.12,
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5 ¥ it

5.1 £1AR$p 72 E 4H DNA 1R 4

ESTEYES, BREEEAMFANSR, X DN HHAEREFZE. Tk
EMATFiIFD. EEEALREEERNE . REMMFSEIE, HORBRE-
8. SAKKNE DNA. WIEFFARRFRFE, 1Y) DNA $REUTIE R 424 SDS. CTAB,
PREEDY, HEARFEN: BANREYHE, HAEREMAREE, RSN
#® ANEEDNA, BJERE DNA. StXFARIMEY KA F MY, TiARRKERHN
WAREL. AR RAMN KB ML PR DNA STRALL DNA S5 I], R XRB
E, RERELE. E—RABAT, dARERBHEXNRME, REENAR
EEHEREENFATEYRNAEY . 45 DNA MER S THEREFR TSI
RECHBELTHASEE, 488 STHRERENS S, BLRESE
DNA. BHEEISRE THAH %K MBRERP 2T, SREYRFESRL, BaT
ERILFY5 DNA JERATEMESY. RET DNA BE. FH, BRREHBER
A% pH 45T NaxCO; FEWIERRHEE, S BEERERF, K58 THRZE DNA.

A TR, WMAOTHE, IFREYHTRTAREMTRRIEEYM, B
1991 ERFAHTEMER, EABEAER. MBE. K&, ME. KBEEDH
FBRTERATD, AT PCR 18, Eh2E MFTFHIRE DNA 3#H
F RAPD SHi B H WE BIRIRET, AL RESE MM L, #5 SDS
RIBCRA 3 BARMBRIELE, WARRF TR DNA, B4 HRERNH
RIET LR, SDS- [ SiBUN{E4E, DNA BB A, BERAKEME, WMELRTHIE,
AREFAFREHBOERARE. 50, TR FESHESARBLR, SERRR.
SDS-INF e Al SE PR (5 25 TE AR BRI SR DNAY), X S 7e s PRt B iy R T2
BRAAML, FRIEIR DNA BERUAT(R], WR/TFEE HA16] DNA BEXT DNA HIPEARIER, X AsiR
HU A0 B P R R B B R TR . b iR R A R SRR DNA BRREE M 4
BRAHEHREENRERE, EMARBUEE DNA EHBR. 5, EHERLSTE
B BLEEF, AXHETREGRANE. ATERRY, HEERROKE
EAN, TREHTARNAPESERENET. SHXAREEYR, ZWT DNA
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HIReE, SRS DNA BFRTEARSRRE. SDS-IIHRTE SDS- 1L L
BT ouk. ERREAFERRS, SMATANRIERASHE, RERE, XHER
0t T DNA BERG/KARIESE, Byik T 3%t DNA BURRAE, NAF4IR P aIE E 4 DNA BEF
SBH. MARG:RRE (24:1) BRIARE)LBDH, RETEORARITHE,
X A# DNA RIEARZR BN 8. & RBHEAHERIERWBR T HMAFMGE. &
RGP LRMIFE S DNA BB SERetE, (AR BAELR P KBRS L TEY
JRZEREGR TR T HRRIBSY, ENEER R T B 5T DNA i FLIR
By, WS STLLRR DNA B R IR/, HI3RIE T BALEE RIZLARE DNA. T ELTF
WHIEERE, MK 3 ATLAEH, FRTGMH DNA ¥EHE Ag/Azs H97E 1.8~2.0 Z (8], %5 SDS-
MR MR TRIRNERANH —FEE. BT,

5.2 RAPD R R7RESEME

RAPD E—FEHARIC, BHE RAPD P R TS H— & ENRREERETH
—Aird, FARAERE. fF. RBEERSRS, R RAPD REZHEHER
BT, RNEEHERENSY, BEMEXERE, DRES —5' SEITIEERY Taq
WEASEREEEENRSE, 8 RAPD BTANRBRERNERHRE, WEARSE
EEHTHFRERPATELTER. X TRRANYFHT RAPD 441, Hil
FRIYRBENRNGAR, FEREARSEROEHRE. SRPTEIRERE, HRN
EEPREIR . 514, dNTPs . Taq B9 MgClL S MM EIRBERY MR T
THRELE, ATEHREEMKERTHELRSMN RAPD 4. M4, RN
EFtaETEERTTREREENEN., BARENEUESERIRE. BEAT
RAPD RN K& BHE: (2581 REAR) 1 Xbuffer, 2.0mmol/L MgCly, 2001
mol/LdNTPs, 0.61 mol/L BE#LEI4. 45ng FI% 4 DNA, 1.0U Taq B§. 7E PCR X
LT HIBRET 1Y, 94 CHAH Smin, 40 MRGEI, FMEHEIE: 94 CEME 30sec,
38°CiBk 45sec, 72°CHEM 1min30sec. LREIH/E 72 CALEM Tmin.

#£ RAPD W, Rtk stFi L amats 2 M4 RIONE, WHAN
Yk, FMBRRNE ., RNSH R F A0S, LT R R —HE%,
ERULRSHMIRT, ERTELRFSRAGMIESE. WBRTHRESHMNE
FE#t TS, KRBT ESUT RE: EFAR—ATENR—HKARE
i, B, DEHRRREREWOHBEEE: buffer. dNTPs 258 05RE/D
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BAFEBA-20CHKEKE, BLRREERTTREYAS THBN. H T EiFnE
ELROMHENT RS, BT RTRMRELRAEMERS, TR T HENE
Rk, ERLRME, RYRNERREE.

5. 3 L ARMANIT AT ZE R B RAPD S04
5.3.1 X SMRREER

FRRFHRET 12 MOREFERM, 5 MIRIEEMM 7 MRBAGF, FEH
R RREF A APk B, IEESFRAEHATE, RELMHEETRE, BNAE
BELERE, SMEET VM. FMABRME SR, EE EEFRMZHAREE. A
X 24 HERM BB AR RE K RAPD 5 FREKERERY, ARREEN. FEMM
EEFHNBEZREEEAEE, BEER GD M 0.32~0.59, D7 0.59 KFEE, i
SMAEAMFE RO, RELRSHIEEHZ ABEEREEHE, 42XR/T
CATESR% M. 5 HiESf2 AIEEERBIER KX, D % 0.3~0.55
208, He 85-113 BUBAR. HRO1 £E8M 3% GD 4 029, BEERAAMEA, W&
1 BT A HENREESE DT hRER. _

GD 7£ 0.4 BIKF LRI, A& 19 BHORRSHILRI 0B, —Zh 10 M5
ERFER, BRWABEERREEM/BE, GDEIEE 0.12~035 214, 81{}
TP —EHEA S Y. 5% h 7 MREM L H004, HOL8 FANEF £, RH
ENHERTKFE LM BB AR S RBMREXRERE, MEER | FHFIREM
MBS REYERFIE, REFH AR R, TS a ki
WRI AR, TTHEMNNFHRTRMERSEBEAROTFRA, XFHAEFEH
SHARREEMHBAZRESFRF LB TRIE. 20BN LI £ B35
HERBELE, HPLLRERBEGKIN, SRiEH ST NS EE e e
KAMNRE BT, R HO04. HOI8 XF ML IE 2B T LB 4 AR, X HRE
TEMNERS EEREHRBHERNERNS TRP LEREMBENNE, BFE
BRMNOFRELSE. BEFZASXEMNFERZACEREZNREER, GD
BET 03. SEFERBLAMLL, RIBAEMZIAES TAFE EZFHENEA, GD
ZHETE 0.10~0.30 Z [A]. LLAREF AR SRIEF M B X B8 T AREE KB YiL
HEFFERER. T H004. HOI8 BAMEAMBRISERIBAST, WEE 1 S5
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FIMEHRBRHNEE R Y ERHE, DRMLBERFFHRES A RTEEE
BB EE, MEF AR PO FAEYF LR ASFET LRSS MAY ERE
MIRINELENZ . AERTREFE ML RBEMIEREH, HETESE. BNE
EREEIEY, BRATERE, FEHIREERERER, HEHK DN SFKF
LR D TSRS E DA R EFSMEFEASE, MEZ BERER
gL, FURERSEMNAK, BREXBLGERNEHE.
5.3.2 #IRIREMREXERRERS%E

FEKRROBEERRY, HBT TRAKNEESEHER. SAERNYT
FHXMBEEMNRE &, KAEHEEHNRACRERTIEN, ZREBERREIT
MEFIAALERF . ERIESF BB ERE T RO, ALK RAPD RALRERYH GD

04K, FIERAMMBERRAAL: FEMRUNRE. FEM. FERERE

EEGHAREMZE. REFELKY BTERTLMK, ER, H04, HOI8 FHA
BFEFMIEE GD X 03 MK LEEEREH, XE—EEE LXHTOmEETIEN
BB o BF 425 AL AR PR B M SR IR 6038 B 2 1R B3 AL BE BE AR X R IB F 5
ESRKREEBEEN L, MRBEANNAFREEIHEOR SIEEHRE <
HXF. FEIRBETIEM, JHFEEE SHRBERUMFERET. REE GD<
0.18 B, #EMAREH—SHHK, REABNREAHEEETNEEXR. GDI
0.14 SR EFHE— P A5, THE3ANE, F—EHEERAF 063 Ev4l fik
H¥EE R 139 F302; 55 41 HIEH AT 099 S-7. 157 GM23 FIk BRI T AY 090 C-2 HR;
HZHBTER 016 & A %M 007 FREMAM. IEHI 099 S-7. 157 GM23 e
B/, GD{UH0.12, BESH 090 C2 SRHE—HRHEINNEEXRRE. &
GD Bl 0.16 Bf, BEHEEEHE HRA L, KUK EPERLRREF SIEHM
BEREMNRERRANE—AEEL, XIMERIFTEMNERESIHAmmX
B, Fit— D ritt R AR BRI A
5.3.3 RAPD ik eI SR X R R PR AT

RAPD HEEH MRS, R FREXFMFTTE —LEH. mE 2BlEyy,
RAPD FHETERA FHPKEXAFAN, SRRETH; ENHTHEWRN, ®F
—EH R, EBE BN BRTRIEFRAKE AN A—SaRM, Hi
RAPD 7ERFIFFEIG- 18 P=4 3 LAE RIYRIE 40T, (R E] LA P ek R e BE B b 2 447
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ReEREERM. AN, MREPISHEY RAPD BERREMT, FEL
REUENBEERT LI RE RSB XL BRI RAPD $FiCBA THA.
HETIZRERIRERR, EREXRSTPRGRENLANES. RAPD ¥k
BNAELREZRRART . B TREAAE SRR REARF N LR F B S
ZHREERETRAESR, T ONA KPEMERRD, RAKREEFENER SRR
ERBERUFAKR, HHAGTREERARBITREXRMREBRAEE. £
REEI XL RREF AP SN RIRS I (5 R FRAT RAPD M, BRI T4t
Rz Mg S HEERREXR, BT URSHOERERNESLR, FHET
RIFBR, &5 RAPD HE L RRIBI R E 4T BT/,

41



LATEERRE, BXRRRRE—FREE. BRNOALRBPFPENERSA
DNA BUBTH7iE. S EIESEN SDS MMER EHAT T EAMSUE. ERREE
HRE, SEMATURRRBUR G ETE, AR5 RE, XEEMFIT DNA B EREM,
Br LT H %S DNA MIRERE, RGBT HERABATIBR. MARY: BRER
RGO, FRIETEARFAFTHEYE, X DNA FHMRER S 8. Bl
SR8 T AR RIR R R A DN, BUFMFIT PCR S, AT RAPD 4147,

2. % TiRH RAPD REARBIREE, DURIESRAEHEMTEL S, 4K
RAPD R RVBEGEST T, BRLEREST T 45HEM RAPD RINAR. 7 25
vl RNHERBEE: 1 Xbuffer, 2.0mmol/LMgCl,, 2001 mol/L dNTPs, 0.6umol/L
BAHLSI4, 30ng RYZEPILE DNA, 1.0U Taq B¥. RN IMEFHR: 94°CTRZEM bnin,
MR DNA FE- 38, REMEATIIRERER: 94°CEH 30sec, 38°CiE:X 45sec,
T2°CHEMH Imin30sec, TR 40 MHAYEH, GIRMEFG T2°CEREM Tnin. S SEKA
BITEREE, FREIUERL.

3. IRPRMEH TEENF. FFEESEHEN 21 0519, 774 140 &7, t
12 MCRREFAER. 5 MEER 7 ARG IZ 0 & B R AT RAPD 204, Hd %
W 119 %, & 85%, REEARAKSAFEFERKUEERER, FIHEMN 214
5|t R ST HEREN A . FH UPGMA (Unweight Pair Group Method
with Arithmetic Mean) FE7iE%t GD #AT#4E2K, B RMER 3 K% £
. EFAERRRIEF.

4. 83T RAPD &y FARCHIERS, BRERTUAMRSFENREXR. ARERER,
LLRRARIETREF R &R 2 REER XS ER, R PEE N A H004.HO18
BRI ERIEFX 2K, A TXHEANFEMH AREHEE X RN LT
B, HW HO04, HOI8 BN RF B TLUMEH LR, £RERY, TR
AHFREFHZANEEXRTRAERN, TRULAFRBEEMHNRES U H R ZH
SEFHERMBREEE,: MEERTHTEDFE LRSS RSN Y
BHEFRINEEERS, BMESTK P EHIHRNIAEREE.

5. EM ARSI FRERROAERM L, F— S BN TURSMHARENEHRE.
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SF 2 5 A5 G LD BRADRLFNE B JE S U5 (3 4 A 2 V) WA 388 £ BE R A B3R T SR kP
NBEEHFENE, WRERBNIREEL T EARH SRS R —E %
#, RE—-REELXRTARERTENOEE, BXRY RAPD SMERT AT
XL AR (R 4 5 I R .
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