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Genetic structure study of Pinus massoniana of Miaoli Sanyi

Huoyanshan Nature Reserve
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Abstract

Diverse habitats and climates promote the high species diversity in Taiwan.
During the ice age, land bridge that connect Taiwan and near mainland allowed the
gene flow between populations that had been geographically isolated. As a refuge,
Taiwan’s populations usually maintain high genetic polymorphisms and diversity. In
Taiwan, Pinus massoniana Lambert is mainly distributed at the Miaoli Sanyi
Huoyanshan Nature Reserve. Recently, pathogens have caused the population decline.
Because of high extinction risk, a conservation program for P. massoniana should be
established. In this study, we examined the taxonomic status and conservation

genetics of P. massoniana. Mergence of major lineages attributes to maintain diverged



alleles in the small-size population in Taiwan. We suggest that the sustained inventory,

the evaluation of genetic diversity and seed collection will be helpful for future

reservation.



CEENRL A HERAE TR R EESTI FE AN TR
I = M HE %Ef—*_}]? AEERFRE S LG NE E P 2546 2B
WL oA B L% > B G K i LiF #5 (Penglai Orogeny, Liu et al. 2000) 5 & f
o F B BT R IR e RB S XTBEZEAEE S
PHEEOET PR R G oo FF S AZIE 3000 2 % 00 eng Lo g2 S AR
A RIEFZEF DI RG]  bEE TS F RS S F
FPEFERELPFAI M-

ARSI I ERFAN R EFFIAORERDET LT R R W
¢k R @ B et {o(Chiang& Schaal 2006) - £ ¥ g i B B R & 5
BevkiP LT RAT A GO RIS fE B s BB S e
S P 5k pOTART T S R e B BOL S R ALE B A AR

P4 A e § 2(Sibuet& Hsu 1997, 2004) » %) 5845 £500-600F & = > B 45 #2247
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JE & M ~ 3 3p 78 (colonization) > F ¥ FrAT S Stenkip ik o H ¥ Bfi - kR
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ik

SR AR AR Y ARE Dk B
TR r S 0 Aot DA AR o Ak SRR B 3

PAF @R Bl - ALY auke 2 B L 0 R L RET

2F

-

3@} A2 1 2 & (Chiang& Schaal 2006; Hikida& Ota 1997) -
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EHG O RN T B REF R RAL AR Sl R E R K

Fap g baldel KA B SR F U R R R LI L P b
BHC B A 4R T RSATN T 0§ BT R R L0

B2 W2 BB RS PE AR F FEL AT o p A PTX
FIAMAESE O By 2o AT 5] PR F T SRR R M L A N 5 A
PERORAEL GREREFELETEF L - HIRPANET ) RBBE 2 L S ER
TR FPL L R AT A HER o

MR A F A Lok 3t 4§24 (Pinaceae) 0 4 F 100 4f#(Richardson
1998) > Z 4 EH"Y FRAMAFE S -2 FER LD A2 - > RIEEF R - %

- # (Li& Keng 19944 & s hrfas G 4 fh2fh ¢ 7 o EFLR
(Pinus armandii Franchet var. masteriana Hayata) ~ 5 & > (P. massoniana
Lambert) ~ 5% 7 £+ (P. morrisonicola Hayata) % 5= ¥ (P. taiwanensis
Hayata)> 748> /b k£ 480 2 ¢ S8 & L2 587 #2234 >t Strobus % Strobi

WY iEME S EWE S E R Pinus
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F R FA R LR L B ARRT o B kR R RE B Rk
o B R WAL A THONE VAP RL TIRE > FRHTN LY 5 4o
FHRBMRE T LR A WH N L s R TR R F e R4 N R

T Ra - REATBERZFPEIRHRAR L 0 5 & 1958 F &

She

T
LEAE A L - 3 TR S AP RAR 2ok (P luchuensis Mayr)~ 2.+ (P.
thunbergii Parlatore)® d% » i LALILE B € o Gnzky ~ 22 s > 1T
EREPARF IR SR A A R AR A FE RS d R A RIS
SUEHCLY G I 0 I N A AR LA ERG ST EPY - B A
PHTEZALVELAARTRLSEPLLF YAt REN I B LA
TEZAVHLERETHRP LIS LAREF I AR LA oG B

FHEESF BT HRATENE AR EER SR L P AN S B

MW IZE L4 Fe B E s L2~ o d Avise et al. (1987)#7#% 1§ B €
43+ 72 & (historical biogeography ) LA > 1 R IFF P ARG foyk FRL (4o
ke s B iAE ) el ik 2 & X 1184 (dispersal)) (4§ d range expansion
& jump dispersal & 2 H BT R A A RPOE R ) o BIE4TE # (vicariance )

(Fkp T LrkfAe s m ko U %R FEERAEL Gnd F 42 WL

|\

) EABFRRHT AL 2B H3 @ F A (Ronquist 1997) » foil i 4 4
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ROEEFFRCFL IR FEEF M G F G H IR EERE (~
% Miw v > microevolution ) fefé i fF m;}% oI 231 ERpfEEEg il B
for TR T BB -

AEFLESEY ANFIATERRE IR ERE IR oREE S

ER RN R i SERCE TS R N R R R AL S T
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oo PR R AR R E AR AR ER LG BT
foom AFIREY 2 PHES TR IR X A FTEER @ FRESEE R
o BT B R R T L PR 0 A5 B Flde DNA S 5
SR @p TR G A L2 FORBHG T RIERE E P ARG X AR R
i fr ¢ (Graur& Li2000)> ¥ *F fim & Fpwenpoid 38 B 4o & 5% @ 46 7 B(PCR)
i~ A FE R (cloning) % A F %A H4F (sequencing) eH= 3 % » & # &4
FAPEL LA FEhA oz - oa A F HFeES A S A1 DNA
(RAPD)~ *TH| 1 ¥ £ & 5 2542 (RFLP)~ %4 * &£ & 5 254+ (AFLP)~ F
# %% (isozyme) fric® % DNA (microsatellite DNA) & 5 4L % 3287 7 47 830
4% & % ¥ i3 @57 7 (Goldstein& Schldtterer 1999) » H ¢ & # 4| # ers + {35 5
% % DNA~ ‘% 2 DNA % #ciieh DNAe *F2 5 #4]% % f 50§ & 2 2% 2 DNA
intron % = ADHC2 intron 4 - 8 2 ¢ % 2_ ¥ % 4% DNA noncoding spacer atpB-rbcL
intergenic spacer(Demesure et al. 1995)3 Apfie & » % "B 5 5 bz f a4 2 %

HFEY
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1. %+ DNA ADHC2 intron % # % %2 DNA noncoding spacer atpB-rbcL
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g
- ~ 12 CTAB (Doyle& Doyle. 1987)% ;2 & {7 DNA B~ » Aip i § T B4 %
ARAE 4 fe 4 3t genomic DNA e
= ~ R & P22 @4 F B(polymerase chain reaction * PCR)% Z_F& (sequencing)
1. Polymerase chain reaction
fI* F* 513 > 2 Taq polymerase 2 A& ¥5% E#H 11 cpDNA atpB-rbcL
intergenic spacer (Chiang et al. 1998)4F % ! & AL F] % £ A4 100ul shF R
¥ 4e r SuF & fx% (Taq polymerase) > 10uL 10X 4 % > 10uL 9 dNTP > 3k & 2
pmole 751 F & 10ul > s 4c » 20ng DNA » 12 & F-k4¢ B 100ul » R & 24 &
Jis 78 & U5 %k 4% (Thermal cycler)i& 17 » & 32 {7 31 B 57k & B AT /42 5 192°C>
45 #y » #-DNA enfF i %147 F (denaturation); 49°C-> 1 4 15 %) > @ DNA & 3l
-+ % & (annealing); 72°C > 1 & 30 #; > i&{7 DNA #t ¥ F Jg(extension) > & {5
72°C iT% 10 45 - PCR 2 & {é > B~ 5ul chPCR A 47 4c F 1ul6 Behg 4 37% »
t 1% Ay 52 "% (agarose gel)® 2 100 R4F 7 REGT AL 30 » 48 > ST 2 e
¥ & 4 A (BtBr)AJ2 i > fie & #7iE * en DNA ladder § » + + /] effie » ¥ 4% ¢
BUFETHRI Z 4R -
2.4 00
DNA R ép% - BPCR)FAY F R Tz an P ET2H - » a2 3 3F 54

+ ~dANTP -~ 513 ez o BB BEF A3 F B "TUREGHES Y o £ PCR



ST g F 1% g s 0 12 IX TAE 03 6% 0 12 100 KRBT REF T A
Skt eg g R ARA I 8 AR KRET TG TR DNA ST
Agarose Gel DNA Extraction Kit it
3.4 #] cloning
(1) DNA & & & #(ligation)
#-im it t5 2. PCR & 47 3ul @ 4e Sul ligation buffer> 1ul ATP > 1ul ligase > 1ul T4
48 (vector) » 24T k#? F iR » @ PCRAF G 2T 4 -
(2)4& 2 i® * (transformation)
et AR L& V4D (S 0 e PCR AP 3847 2 V14 » F 1 2
o A A2°CoRiE 1A 20 F) 0 RaEP N ok o i UIE N < B4 Y o
4. % % DNA(plasmid DNA) % B~
R w2 A hs B ES 2R A 0 1 lysis buffer B EfTaL o 4o~
RNAase 4 f# RNA » £ 12 phenol 2 chlorofrom / isoamgl (24:1)#-5 % DNA 3 B~
4} o # {5 12 isopropanal L 'F o JFE AL BEE 0 b g0 4e > TE 3 f# 0 11 i2 {5 DNA
TR oo
5.DNA z_E&
DNA z_F #_2 g3 3 54 442 1k ;2 (dideoxynucleotide chain
termination)(Sanger et al. 1977) » _& ! cpDNA atpB-rbcL intergenic spacer ° % fix
F7lp # %K 4% ABI PRISTM 337 DNA Sequencer (Perkin-Elmer; ABI BigDye
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Terminator Cycle Sequencing Kit, Perkin-Elmer)i& {7 4 + %_F o
Z o~ BRAA A

DNA % =+ B 7|03 404 Clustal W(Larkin et al. 2007)4%5% = = b $f 2 £t 5]
(alignment )o v* fix 2t B k& 8 ¥4 5 4% (transition ; & 3 e&ed oo fF DR ¥ A/G
& T/C % %)% kA ¥ 4% (transversion ; &l Hefex MR % > T.C/AG R %)
G AR R GE o KPR B R AR DA SR - {1 MEGA 4.0
(Molecular evolutionary Genetics Analysis Vision 2.0)(Tamura et al. 2007)z*+ & 3%
#k 7L ¥ P~ N B P (K, total nucleotide substitutions) » % & B = % & A ¥ 54 2 ik
v 4 H4E % o 12 Kimura B 28 $i7¢ (two-parameter model) > 3% (Kimura 1980)z* &
e A 5% BEERE > 3% Phylip /2 Maximum-likelihood method /& 31 4 #
LA Bl T2 £ 4F 1000 =k 2 bootstrap (Felsenstein 1985)4 45 /i i* #Hfé clades

¥ 5 & o 3 4% MINSPNET(Excoffier& Smouse 1994)# £ network e

> ~ ¥ @4 47 (Population genetic analysis)

™2 DnaSP (Version 5.0,(Librado& Rozas 2009) )3+ 5 %3]} ~ % ¥ T 2 + 2 F
fi¥ 11 genetic diversity ° 14 haplotype diversity (h) (Nei& Tajima 1983) » % 1«
nucleotide divergence (dij)(Jukes& Cantor 1969) i & %23 ]\ ~ 2 H F 2 1 B F [ eh
genetic diversity o 5 5 % #H [ 2 3+ B F B il @ 4 4 > T 245 Fsr=1/(1+2Nm)
DR B EFEFT R DAFICR R NP LA EFEY BHOFOEEE >
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m#or BHOBMREL A > F FsrE g F 0 REFOF B %ifi)’i*uﬁ RIRRE
Arlequin $c %8 (Excoffier et al. 2005):* 5% AMOVA » iz i @R Ak 1B FH T
BPIRR N CEFEREZ EFE N 2 A F o 17 Isolation with migration (IM) (Nielsen&
Wakeley 2001)4] * Markov chain Monte Carlo MCMC) > % 5 & 3 »x % ¥ #icg 2
A F 2 ndzR o 12 BEAST v. 1.3 (Drummond& Rambaut 2007) i & *5 3 & iT & 4

(The most recent common ancestor, TMRCA) °
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S Epz iR

ATV R SHE? W28 EEFE 2 E %4 DNA atpB — rbeL intergenic

spacer % ‘w*¢ 2 DNA AdhC2 introns (% - ) °

FHMDNA® £4 1487 (I-XIV)(£ =) & III> VII» X 2 XII &

F_L

HEHBE S > HUP L 2 B E - 58 o A BB B2 6 (nucleotide

diversity, 0)(% =) » B >z s B B 5 0.00596 » - # &R 5 0.00488 o

L3 S1ER (Re) Vs FaBoyE drHE e bl

& % $ DNA # £ }

BHEBERE 6 (AT S Epz BB R R L 0011420 2 #arE3p] 5 0.00369¢

B B2 AT L k2 gk Bk B A
FI#* Maximum likelihood = 2 2 £ 3 % 48 DNA 2 S5 abk B (Bl- ) 7 4~

¥ 4 clusterC ¥ » XI ¥ 7|

"

EERE: WAL - SN

sl

P
Rl

R
Fo8 P

XA BZ%2 Crit=2

o3 L 1995 AR IR 352 E % 48 DNA 2. minimum spanning network (]

=) > cluster B #+** interior node » 4 % £ cluster A % C o

FI#* Maximum likelihood = 2 2 4§ 'm "z % DNA 2 S aHk Bl (Bl=) 7 4~
FooBryE dwFE o hclustery 2 6¢ > A F L2 pmtd 2 pmt6 P =3t basal
=% o { minimum spanning network ¥ (B ) > B > interior node °

B R i R EES

Il

" AMOVA A 7 £ %48 DNA % % 37 £ § 3.42%% B 35 a2t %3 ) (Dsc=
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0.028) » * A R F AN ETHE P EFET (38.48%, Osr=0.560)% 3+ 3T F I 3%
# (58.78, ®cr=0.420)(P 32/ 0.01) > @ im*e s DNA % F 4p 0% % (Dsc=
0.080, ®s7=0.467, ®cr= 0.420) (P 32| 0.01) - X FHWD N A" FORF L - 3p
BT o BEFEE AR EEEREFF AL (Fsr=0.639-0.687) &~
BHRECRFER G P A A e M mie f DNA WV ORFE A i dickEor 0 3 L R
B ERER R AR PR RSB RS M

Fi* IM B8 SBE <~ E%EF2 AT E5%4 DNA 2 W DNA &
B2 e AT RE (m) &% 5 0.025vs.0.035 2 0.020 vs. 0.028 » @ *
2LF EFHRE NG SR 21318 -

41 * mismatch distribution analyses 4 7 8 & 2. %23 # f& > & %48 DNA
Pk S OEHE T REEE R S R o @ Tajima’s D, Fuand Li’'s D 2 Fu’s Fs 4 47

PREMABEFLE o w2t DNA P » R IRAp i enfiim -

T R F - R

f]* BEASTVv. 13 B £ %M DNAZ w2 DN A2 &iTx 42 £ (the
most recent common ancestor, TMRCA) » & EF¥ S48 DNA " #77 H 4|2 £ ie &L
% 16.0OMYA » @ clusterA 2 B 4~ it 2 5.3 MYA > cluster C 4 it 5 2.13MYA »
@it DNAY 73 $#® A F2 & kit 5 1.26-1.58 MYA » @ lineage o 4

L 5 0.89-1.11 MYA - lineage vy v lineage otp » it 5 1.24 — 1.42 MYA -
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ATERTEZZVLLEARFTHFLE ERE A S Eivpis R
W H S % 2 R S E R RRS SRS E T N2 R
2 TR ZAVN LD RET RS PSR RO AR W o B
NAREND S 360F 0 ABEVELIET RS SEHFA 0 FP AT L
Li & Keng (1994) 4 #f e dB 38 {7 5 ko g3 2. A 47 o

B EGR LT FY I g2 L2 Ffh s 2 R R AFFHRL G
BAIBHRER > AESHMDNAY 8B %320 B B ¥ 14 BHF > 2
FBERERE (0) B35 000596 M3 L T R F LpiT o @

AmPe s DNA P & B - 2570 Rp W EHEHEETR S B ERED
ko F L AP R EL I RHEZ IR B R T kiR FRESE E
e E 2 B R # 4 (Chiang etal. 2006)° @ R %L 5 B2 32 35 8
B AEAFPEIHIERESEE

BERbat@r®# tERIBFH GFIAALZFRET RS HELA
Fefv o fe v Z ERFRIEAE ] S BR B R AR &L > 7 AMOVA 2% 4 3
HMEFLrRRRARA AP TR ALK PEFIEISED AR RERFETR2EY
AEZEABBR S ATREEREOR S { LS B R E o

PR R SBLAKPREDREY LS B kP WL 2 kP PR
PEHOE RIS R R 2-6TC 5T 5 o' i 4 A Y SR RS @
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Bt i) = LAt 2 e fle 5 B AR i T T A S kR T R T o e B

L RARZEBRER AL kPR R A RE o s s

ﬁ
-

MEehf A 4 W IR SEF AR B Sem A1 SH-FRTIHEY - )
AEIEL TN AL F LR RBE R R ST S FD B ERviR w2 A
A B3 RB2ABHRER A B EPASHAE LS WG AN TR
(E%MDNA:B 2 C, "% DNA:y % 8)> &= o %32 4 3 Aot 9
PR A SHBARATE N2 W IRIER T AR SFTEF S A parEEg R s .
R IMEBEET > AESHDNA 5 > SBTVEFE L EarEdFE s b 4
5 2177(1.131-3.543) pa & LS R A{ XY PFDadrm - d Liwe
DNA = & & * BlfRiT (95 1.305MYA) » #2pl7 - ReR FA &8 K p 307 2
# F1 £ ¢ 5 (genetic recombination)#Tig = o & & 5§ B fr2 F 3OEFHE o o
A T L2 EF G B G L 500-700 tk 0 2 TF bR ] 100tk PO E R
AL 2§ AR ERE AR 0 PG TN L R f<¥g (demographic shrinking) g

Food S HE S BIEFRE G R mo BT § s S R T L ARG S

POIRFRAE > Bt AT RARR K 0 B gt A o
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BEHER
AEI LB S B IIES kPR R TR Gy RE TR

M2 EHE o FliRG v AL AFIARIREFZ 3R R Ra j s

B
Ik

=3
Mode FPITE R A RFENIE - T o - ~EE > §F AN SEERE R
Mo RBEERDFAE TR SELS - RRFL CHNREEFRETEFT 2R
THRF ORI G R AEFETIHFE O HEH- BERB IR 2 G

Evolutionary Significant Units (ESUs) (Moritz 1994)s> f82_ 5 »cg I H =45

i A RBE B R AT R s BFNE AN F AN PR
% (E%%MDNA:B 2 C, m*{DNA:y % §) 7 it L %7 24
TREOREFLAFTRHTEFZRAVAL) RET RS EPNEERFE I T
PR P2 BB FERETERT Fr AF 2 E B IR R R

ST ABR e BRI RH S G R RARBFRFT R AL KL REY
FB B EEERE CBBRERF G REEE U L EFEL REE

B YT G o ER AR EEARE AL R BATE > PSR

BIURLIFF A ERE GBS ER -
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- v B ERZ R KE -

Regions Locations Coordinate Symbol Sample size
East
Huangshan I, Anhui 30°07'N, 118°1T'E HS1 33
Huangshan II, Anhui 30°07'N, 118°1T'E HS1I 40
West
Lushan, Jiangxi 29°33’N, 115°59°E IX 66
Zhangjiajie, Hunan 29°20°N, 110°25’E HN 50
Fanjingshan, Guizhou 27°54°’N, 108°39°E GuU 45
South
Daiyunshan, Fujian 25°39°N, 118°13°E DA 31
Yangshan, Guangdong 24°49°N, 112°07'E HO 33
Island
Miaoli, Taiwan 24°29°N, 120°72°E TAI 22
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- B Rtz F%5 DNA H A o

A B C
I 1T Ol Iv ¥V ¥ VI VIIIX X XI XN XIII XIV Total No. of cytotypes

Interior (1) vs. E I 1T E E E E I E I 1 1 E E (no. of private typx
Exterior (E)
East

HSI 2 22 9 33 3(0)

HSI 8 25 7 40 3(0)
West

IX 2 9 28 322 2 66 6(3)

HN 31 16 3 50 3(0)

Gu 28 2 11 4 45 4 (1)
South

DA 302 3 16 3 4 31 6 (3)

HO 3 16 2 6 3 03 33 6(2)
Island

TAI 2 20 22 2 (1)
Total 2 9 103 2 2 3 3 130 2 31 20 6 3 4 320 14 (10)
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Hap # polymorphic 8/bp pi/bp Fu&li'sD Fu&Li'sF TajimasD Fu'sFs
sites
East
HSI 3 2 (1S+1P) 0.00090 0.00081 -0.33034 -0.35947 -0.28956 0.779
HSTI 3 2 (05+2P) 0.00085 0.00087 0.95275 0.83322 0.09664 0.240
West
X 6 6 (45+2P) 0.00216 0.00155 -1.63654 -1.64220 -0.87383 -1.974
HN 3 13 (125+1P) 0.00514 0.00262 -2.76648%F  -2.90467%%  -1.88781%* 2.035
Gu 4 3 (25+1P) 0.001210 0.00097 -1.08108 -1.08324 -0.57961 -1.500
South
DA 6 15 (135+2P) 0.00696 0.00435 -1.83464 -2.03715 -1.72970 -1.974
HO 6 15(35+12P) 0.00672 0.00611 070711 0.48060 -0.40404 0.133
Isalnd
TAI 2 13 (0S+13P) 0.00488 0.00339 1.48091* 0.834973 -1,12149 3.392
Overall 14 24 (95+15P) 0.00596 0.00622 -1.77173 -1.24552 0.12439 -0.490

*p<0.05; % p<0.02
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Region Population a B Bl B2 B3 PB4 PB5 B6 B7 B8 vy & 31 82 83 84 mo.of nucleotypes
(no. of private types)

External vs. Internal nodes E 1 E 1 E E 1 E 1 I E E 1 E E E

East
HSI 33 5 2 &6 3 4 13 6 (0)
HSII 40 29 2 4 2 3 5(1)y
‘West
IX 59 24 5 3 22 5 7 6 (0)
HN 45 4 15 26 3 2 2 5(0)y
GuU 36 5 13 2 16 7 2 2 6 (0)
South
DA 16 15 3 7 5 4 (0
HO 12 2 2 19 7T 3 ¢ 5(0)
Island
TAI 319 1 18 3(0)y
Total 28 21529 33 14 22 45 5 23 4 20 57 3 10 10 34 320
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Hap#  polymorphic O0/bp pi/bp Fu& Li'sD Fu&Li'sF TajimasD  Fu'sFs

East

HSI 8 5 (0S+5P) 0.00266 0.00346 1.27814 1.40390 114714 -4,074%%

HS1I 9 6 (15+5P) 0.00302 0.00312 0.67857 0.60882 0.12704 -5.269%*
West

IX 9 7 (35+4P) 0.00317 0.00338 051291 -0.35815 0.21384 -3.364%

HN 7 11 (55+6P) 0.00517 0.00377 -0.59590 -0.82140 -1.02384 -1.149

Gu 9 12 (45+8P) 0.00564 0.00579 -0.05394 -0.01401 0.09712 -1.799
South

DA 8 21 (5S+16P) 0.01205 0.01499 0.66778 0.89330 1.20269 -1.126

HO 12 31 (165+15P) 0.01558 0.01492 -0.76809 -0.70068 -0.18716 -3.695%
Island

TAI 5 9 (65+13P) 0.00396 0.00182 -1.71912 -2.03545 -1.85502* -0.718
Overall 51 39 (215+18P) 0.01142 0.00919 -4.01321%+  -3.18093%*  -0.66249 -34.434%%

*p < 0.05; % p<0.02
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