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WE A THRPEVRERILAEE Frankia B)3RE 2080, I PCR-RFLP 4 FARIC i, N BEERE TR NR T ER 17 4
HAUCRAE R 106 AP BV SRR BT R R SRR AT, B AR nifD-nifK EEERIFRIX (1GS) I 34744 51 A 3 P LIS
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WG H I NERE, ERRFFED BRI N Frankic A EERNRESHENE, TEREBFHANEEER T HREE
BREMS  BRERBE N FEEES TERREBX , 2H0 S8 208 2 B REE R Frankio B, RAEHT B Frankia B
TR R 2U 1] Y R A BE RS 7E 4. 88% ~55.96% ZIH], EATEAR R R 4 —RA SN, Bl RAAFEERE R RE R R
S S TR, PEY BRI Frankic WA 4 WA EEBH , HNEFBRS AR -2, MARNTHEESR

X8R PEYBE; Frankia ; PCR-RFLP; 35 1% 2 FE4:
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Genetic Diversity of Frankia in Nodules of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. Sinensis
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Abstract; To estimate the genetic diversity of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. Sinensis-Frankia from root nodules, PCR-RFLP
molecular marker was employed to compare 106 nodule samples of H. rhamnoides ssp. Sinensis individuals collected at
seventeen sites from Kulun of Inner Mongolia to Xining of Qinghai Province, China. The PCR products of nifD-nifK
intergenic spacer (IGS) were digested with Hinf 1 \Haelland Mbo I . 21 discemnible loci are obtained from 106 samples,
and 80.99% are polymorphic of these loci ( PPL =80.99% ). All samples are divided into 9 IGS types. Dendrogram
analysis indicates the rich genetic diversity of Frankia from H. rhamnoides root nodules. The richness of genetic diversity in
good soils is greater than in bad soils, and greater in high evelation regions than in low evelation regions. At least 2
genotypes are found at most sites. The genetic distances among different genotypes vary 4. 88% — 55. 96% , their
distribution is nonhomogeneous, and the phylogenetic relationship among different Frankia genotypes is not found to

correlate with sites. Frankia in nodules of Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. Sinensis can be divided into two genotype groups.
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The genotypic distribution in groups is relatively consistent, while the genotypic distribution between groups is obviously
different.

Key Words: Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. Sinensis; Frankia; PCR-RFLP; Genetic diversity

Wi ( Hippophae rhamnoides L. ) RSB F R BB HNEARZIT AR, PEERUVHAIGTEHRER FHLEL
BER" . YWHEESAHERMEY, HItE R HE N Frankic WARHE ., UHREEREHBER, 1hn Wbk
ML YO BRARE T [E 4R, 180kg, 04T 375kg REWIE S, RREMBH 2 &7, AREFHILHFFELMK +
FENESBRA AR A, YRR BRI W EEERDY . RRIZEFELEE Frankia B AR
KR YRR H AR RACR , RV LA T Frankia BEFEKE, TR HEYBEATBXAESERPHERE
DR, WHWBE Frankia YpRIFEA ST, THHFFBEE 20

GRS E E BB nif B R Frankia BERHA AN X, RRNKDE Frankia BERRE—MNRIFEER
&, T Frankia ERRE R EABBAER P A, B, BT nif REW T EYFEFBE A TRIR
FEAN T IE I Frankia BkRY ' o 78 nif XIS, BT nifD-nifK 1GS H. nifH-nifD 1GS Jr Bri B A48,
B nifD-nifK 1GS RE3E 4731 X 53 Frankia WHRIAIH922 5, BL, niD-nifK 1GS # # AR K I 53 47 Frankia B
RS 40 Lumini 28 nifD-nifK 1GS [ PCR-RFLP 34347 Frankia Bk FER9 R H £ 8644 . Nalin 2
nifD-nifK 1GS §) Hea I VIR Frankia 76 + AR RIFEE B4 o Navarro % nifD-nifK 1GS K f¥51 %t H.
MM AR , BYARTL AR R Frankic BHRE TR T RPLATARARE RYHR Frankia B!,
REMFER nifD-nifK I1GS K9 PCR-RFLP 7k M LU ARG ARIE N Frankia HEEZREES . X BBISHR
FARLI AT MRS

W E 5E B B AL ERE B R AR B U AR Y O B YL R ( Hippophae Rhamnoides ssp. Sinensis) ,
HEPBAFE =0 X EAR K L RAFREAGEPEZEENER. PEYBTMHETRRENR
W, 8B, ER ORISR A, B — R R R Y o AT FARIC T B (1)
E VBRI ALLE T Frankia B)REZFEE, (2) HBEIFE R RXT Frankia B8 ZFEN S HRE A ZMH,

1 #R5FZ*
1.1 HEERE

HRPEYBTAY S X, ERDEERNS NEBATIANZE L ERR 17T MRESR, BRE
101.75° ~121.75° 4645 36.03° ~ 42. 72° Mg 1k 431 ~2250m, FLREF A1 & @K E Y BRmAE S 106
A RKEGE T, HREENS S, BT -12CHBREBRBEHRT(ELD,

1.2 #3J8 DNA [ 8

HHURE G T &, R AN B EBSN LR, BRI 300pL TCP B S ¥ [ 100mmol/L Tris-HCI
(pH =7.0),0.5mol/L NaCI, 50 mmol/L EDTA(pH 8.0) ,2% CTAB,1%PVP 5% ; 513 W7E 65CIHT 1h,
6000r/min B> Smin, _FIEWAIA 300l &5 : FRE (R H 24:1) F64ME T, 13000r/min 350> 20min, (£
FKAEAIA 1/10 B 3mol/L NaAc 1 2 5 TE/K ZBE -20°C 12h,#RJ5 13000r/min B.L> 15min, K4
DNA $i¥E, i 70% CBRERYE, B TH# , ¥ T3 Rnase 1 TE ¥ (pH7.5) , 77T -20CR K.

1.3 PCR ¥}

L) Frankia %% 5 1 5] 4 FGPD807 (5’-CACTGCTACCGGTCGATGAA-3") Hil FGPK333 (5’-CCGGGCGAAG-
TGGC T-3") 41 nifD-nifK 1GS, ¥ 3 - BrAZFE nifD 3' 3% .1GS . nifK 5’35’ , PCR WK Z H: 5ul 10 x PCR
Buffer, 1l #4% DNA , 2|44 4 50 umol/L,dNTP 0. 1mmol/L,2. 5U Taq i, }il ddH,0 #h B = 50pul, 31 5
7E£ Whatman &3 384 T1-Thermocycler 34T, #1414 :95C FAE P Smin;94C A5 4 405,58 C 1B kK 40s,
72°C 3 f# 90s, 3k 35 AMEI ; B S5 72°CIEMf 10min, H 5pl PCR P=HI7E 1. 0% BrABKESERS LIk R o
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9 Brargr & . BE Y B ( Hippophae rhamnoides ssp. Sinensis ) $398 A Frankia B8 535848 2884 4215

®1 REMEFEHF

Table 1 Site conditions of nodule samples collected

RIS 2R G #48(m) AN
Sites Longitude Latitude Evelation Environmental conditions
1 FE4E Kulun 121.75° 42.72° 431 D, S0, CO
2 3% Ningcheng 119.32° 41.62° 560 D, S0, CO
3 FFi& Chifeng 118.87° 42.28° 579 D, S0, CO
4 ZESF Luanping 117.53° 40.95° 530 W, S1, C1
5 %4 Duolun 116.48° 42.18° 1180 W, S0, CO
6 % liangcheng 112.48° 40.52° 1350 D, S0, CO
7 #4357 Hada Mountain 111.65° 40. 82° 1050 D, S0, CO
8 WFEHAFL IMU Garden 111.65° 40. 82° 1050 W, S1, C1
9 AN 4% 43K Huhhot Farm 111. 65° 40.82° 1050 D, S0, CO
10 AFE IR KA RE IMAU Garden 111.65° 40. 82° 1050 W, S1, C0
11 [HI&EHh Baita 111.65° 40. 82° 1077 W, S1, C1
12 &JI] Wuchuan 111.42° 41.11° 1600 W, S1, C1
13 AL AR BE 3 36 FE Baotou 110° 40.58° 1080 D, S0, C1
14 BB/RZH Erdos 110° 39.83° 1584 D, S0, CO
15 Hi44 Hangjin 108.7° 39.83° 1367 D, S0, CO
16 Hita R E )40 SR H7R 75 b Lanzhou 103.73° 36.03° 1786 W, S1, G1
17 P JUHR R Xining 101.75° 36.57° 2250 D, S0, CO

D: T, W, - 5EH8IE; S0 T 52 ;S1 . +JREF;C0: BB ;CL WAk D. dry seil; W wet soil; SO: poor soil; S1: fertile soil;

CO; Natural vegetative cover; Cl: H. rhamnoides cover

1.4 § =Y R E R U 4

K CBEUIERAAL PCR 387, 4L Y Hinf 1 \Hae 170 Mbo 1 PY IR RELT , B 1) 52 L 4%
#h 3l P2, 1wl RS (5U/pl) ,2ul 10 x Buffer, 14l ddH,0,37°CE§4) 1h, BEIZHR/G, A 2ul

10 x loading buffer 22 1 B N , B 104l BgL17=Y17E 2. 0% HIBRARBEER I EAT e KA

1.5 FRA

IR Ik E 3 - DNA #5593 B F 4 B #E 47808 46 (/)T 100bp B9 DNA # A3+ ), i Ji POPGENE
Version 1. 31 3B MM S 4 (PPL) # Nei” s S EEE RS ") | 148 8 {5 FE 85 F§ PHYLIP Version 3. 5S¢
SRR RGEXRE" i TREEVIEW #&iH ARG ELE ",

2 ZERS54H

2|4 FGPD807 1 FGPK333 43 i 106 4~ itk
mm i nifD-nifK 1GS f B, ¥ 3% | Bt 19 K /h4y 1100bp,
nifD-nifK 1GS ¥ X F=4) K Hinf 1 .Hea T 1 Mbo 1 H Y1
B4, BTSN T

Hinf | -RFLP ¥ 3¢7=4 8 Hinf | BRY1/S5/53) 7
B4 B (Hi0 ~ Hi6) (B 1),

Haelll- RFLP ¥ 3724 Hae M EE VIG5 3] 4 Ff
B4 5l (Hal ~Had) (B 2),

Mbo I -RFLP ¥ 37=#yF Mbo 1 B8 Y5153 6 Ff
BN AL (M1 ~M6) (B 3),

MBS 7] %0, 3 FpEEYI L= A4 21 KRV T
W, HP DA 17 &, 4 80.99% . £&4i11,106 4~
BEREER TR 9 N IGS BI(A ~1) (F2), hFE

Bl 1 nifD-nifK 1GS 3374y Hinf 1 B YN My e 3k B3
Fig. 1 RFLP patterns of nifD-nifK IGS digested with Hinf'1
1. Hil ;2. Hi3;3. Hi4 ;4. Hi5 ;5. Hi6 ;6. Hi2;7. Hi0 ; M. D12000

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn



4216 £ K5 % K 28 %

2 WA, R SR IR SE R bl H AR R )R BAHEOR TR R 2 M LR 4 PR AL, ZEARERILK
SR MRS 3 LR, 3 MR, 7R TR AR BEF 28 IR ST RS SR B
JIFISR/RZH 8 M, A 2 B, EASRE RFLREMR) AR 2 FHERE, G RSHMEE
DER, RA 2 Ao TR PP IR AR R OUER AT T OILAR SR 4 LSRR VA 1 RN (A BY) . X%
B b E YRR SL A B Frankia B F B BB, 7248 FIRE S UBARIE N Frankia HIRE SRR F
BEA—H.

22  nifD-nifK 1GS ¥ W= IHR
Table 2 Restriction patterns of amplified nifD-nifK IGS from nodular Frankia strains

SR i =38 B & Restriction enzymes patterns B2k
Sites No. of Samples Hinf [ Hae 1T Mbo I IGS % IGS-Types  References
1 8 Hil Hal M1 A Z5 5% This study
1 Hi2 Ha2 M2 D ST
2 Hi0 Ha2 Mi H AP
2 1 Hil Hal M1 A ST
7 Hil Hal M3 B ST
3 2 Hil Hal M1 A AFEE 21
2 Hi5 Had M5 F AFEE 21
4 8 Hil Hal M1 A ST
1 Hi2 Ha2 M2 D AP
5 12 Hil Hal M1 A ST
5 Hi5 Had M5 F ST
6 5 Hil Hal M1 A ST
7 1 Hil Hal M3 B AFEE 21
1 Hil Hal M1 A AFEE 21
8 1 Hil Hal M1 A AFEE 21
1 Hi3 Ha2 M3 C AFEE 21
9 5 Hil Hal Mi A AP
10 2 Hil Hal M1 A AFEE 21
2 Hi4 Ha3 M4 E AFEE 21
1 Hi3 Ha2 M3 C AFEE 21
11 1 Hi6 Ha2 M6 G AFEE 21
2 Hil Hal M1 A AFEE 21
2 Hi2 Ha2 M2 D AFEE 21
12 1 Hi2 Ha2 M2 D AP
1 Hil Hal M1 A ST
13 1 Hil Hal M1 A AFEE 21
2 Hi3 Ha2 M3 C AFEE 21
1 Hi2 Ha2 M2 D AFEE 21
2 Hi4 Ha3 M4 E AFEE 21
13 2 Hi2 Ha2 M2 D AP
3 Hil Hal M1 A ST
15 1 Hil Hal M1 A ST
16 2 Hid Ha3 M4 E AP
1 Hi3 Ha2 M3 C AP
1 Hil Hal M1 A ST
1 Hi0 Had Mi I AP
17 5 Hil Hal M1 A ST
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95 Brargr & . BE Y ( Hippophae rhamnoides ssp

B2 nifD-nifK 1GS 33874y Hae Il B 747 £ oL TK IS B3  nifD-nifK 1GS 33874 Mbo 1 BV 7™My vis ok Bl 7%
Fig.2 RFLP patterns of nifD-nifK IGS digested with HaeIll Fig.3 RFLP patterns of nifD-nifK IGS digested with Mbo 1
1. Ha3;2. Ha4 ;3. Hal ;4. Ha2 ;M. DL2000 M3;2. M4 ;3. M5;4. M6;5. M2;6. M1; M. DI2000

A BUFFET IR BORAE L, 35 69 e dl, 7 65.09% ;D BUFFET 6 R A (MR BF HIEEM K
NG Be Lt bl SRR 2 H7) , 38 8 Ml . CBIGFAT 4 MRER(ARERELRE AR E R KX
FRE AR LR R ERE/ R RSN EE) 255 MER . ERGET 3 MRER(RR
B KRR IR B B b H R = BRI B A BN a2 ) 36 6 MEdh . C BUAI E BIRAEN
S REER A, FEHAD 3 SR SEERRGE, XTRSENSR G KL RE MR EEDT KR
2R AP —TRABRF—ARECE) , HERATPARRER BEGFAETHRIH 2 RS
(THMIETD) 38 AMFEdh . FRIGETAREN 2 MRER(RIE.28) , 27 M. G HIBRRHRT
FERHM  ERAHAE R ER Y BmRHEORERE, 7308 1 A2 AR 1 AR, B~18 REA L
34.91% o XFWAIE IGS BUFEA FIRA: s B9 A AR SR, A SRR B i |32, B B i K (3%
2.3)

3 KR IGS MEEkM L%
Table 3 Percentage of different IGS types strains

IGS #Y IGS-types A B C D E F G H I
FEFA B No. of samples 69 8 5 8 6 7 1 2 1
B 4 Z& Percentage ( % ) 65.09 7.55 4.72 7.55 5.66 6.60 0.94 1.89 0.94

HR4E B K BT | DNA A LA 1 58 0 T4, TR R 1GS 28] i35 L BB Fist (R AE ol , SF I &R
GEREE(E4), NEIFTTLIEH,9 A IGS B B~ K4 ,AB.E.F. H&E—N4HWN,C.D.G.I S —14
MW, Bk 2V A B.EF H B B 3EE X RIT, W C.D.G.I B [A]354 K RUT, AR IGS Bl a] fiR A EE RS 7
4.88% ~55.96% Z[H(FK 4) . FEF—H A BIERRBImA IGS 2L, 4n C BV E B& ¥ FF4E, BENZ
] B AE FE BRI , y 55. 96% s TE R IR HL s A B X REGERY 1GS B, 0 F WA FARIMRAE L, M E BF
T HPEIRE S, ENZRMREER N 27. 19% . A RBAFEEE Frankia BHESH LR GRFEM
MAMRXE,

3 itig

AHFRAN 106 MESRBETAAR L ERBEEET 17 MR, 28 M 121.75°8)] 101. 75°, 4§
M 42.72°51 36. 03°, B B P RAE L s FEA 5 78 T LR SR ZIA) FE EE 29 3000km, 33 Sith 0 B SRS -
BAEPCRAIEA 257 , EMBEIEHE RS Frankic MR . THRSEREBWLE LR E
B HAE R R RAHEREE N P E Y BRENA 4 FEEE RS TR KRR (3R
MERHE 3 FrEEA, X SRR RS LR B BT, £ T HRE B 28 BR T AR KL

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn
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B EJIFSR/REHA 2 FhRE R AL, 72 RUR PP AR AR S A TOLIRR R 1 FPRERI (A ) X
M BREE A SR RF LR EAR) S, TRARREE . ARNREREEREMR AR 2 FEEE, 4
HEESHMBEIDERX, FA 2 M M. REBRIRES Frakic BNFEESHEREA X, EHERE
BRI X SRR, 7 HRRERER X SRS, ESB S E0F 2 AR ZRHEEE Frankia H,
Navarro 7EBF9E i & B S HALA MR E S Frankia BRI 5 HARIA X

F4 ATFEIGS AE Nei’s B EHEE
Table 4 Nei’s genetic distance of different IGS types
IGS 3 IGS-Types A B C D E F G H I

A ok ok

0. 0488 EEE

0.5596 0.4796 ok ok ok

0.4796 0.5596 0.2719 TS

0.4796 0.5596 0.5596 0.4796 TS

0.2719 0.3365 0.4796 0.4055 0.2719 TS

0.4796 0.5596 0.4055 0. 1001 0.3365 0.2719 EET T

0.4055 0.4796 0.4796 0.4055 0.4055 0.2113 0.4055 EET T

0.4055 0.4796 0.3365 0. 1542 0.5596 0.4796 0.2719 0.2113 R

- 0 O =2 =H O O ®

WP T IR RPN EAS 17 4R S IR R B & A .
L REHIEAEE, TR EIEEE 1 (>1500m),
YR 1 (1500 ~ 1000m ) F1%3% %5 % 11 ( < 1000m) , "
BREE I WRESAETIRE HREZRE)IRI E
ERHEURTEEH A SR ZHr )N, R E 17 M
o, RBA S MEEBI(AC.DE.I); BREE TR
FE S PUER LI B SR b B E M S AR K
2R PSR AR R R2E LR BT R
WAt , HoRE 40 MER, R 8 R EAI (A,
B.C.D.E.F.G.I) ; 4K 1= B I B RAE SR B AR I
THMEMR, ILRE 49 MR, RBILE 5 FFEEA !
(A.B.D.F.H), XA EYBRBEN Frankia B35 c
BRI B SRR B 26 IR I K 1Y = '
FRERTHERABLX. B4 OR[F IGS B Nei’ s A4 BRI UPGMA RAH

AR FERBEAFRE SRS, B2 m 4 UPGMA dendrogram for different IGS types based on Nei” s
HEAEBDAT 7, ALEFBSHAA XM, 0 A B genetc distance
BHETHENRESL, §65.09% , BARAT RS WL
AR Frankia 258, A R B T HRER B HEPERR KD BER D>, HA 8 MR, BHFETHHEE
EARR 6 N REES(ERBOE B3EEH ) K3 B L5 b SRR 21, £ 121.75° ~ 108.75°, 45
B 42.72° ~39.83°) ,3X B~ A BT D BUREN RE 3R, AR R R, I mA SRR Z; W B TR EN
R ER SRR RRK, CEME BRI TFHIEIRES,B B F BAIRAPRITFRES X
S5 BA P SR 5% PR 2R AT BEXAS IR B R B A5 B iR A — 4 W B R B IR B K (B L.CLEF &) BiF 2
B RRE E R WXt — B FHA R m AN AD B) , BT RRMIEAEER AL Frankia
B TIEP S, RN T H 55 EEYIE SR RRRE S . Nalin fE7E HIEAFIRE , AR ZEHE
% Frankia BHREOM - BREAHSH,

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn
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FEWBIRTFRRR, 28 % CH R BT LT L NSRRI T Z Sy BTk, e R E
PR FARILAE S 1, P EYBNRRI XA, REFEDREROZR, TN TR ETRES-
IOFTREAE T RAQIIAE - B . AP SRR WP T B BB 00 AR FR B , P E Y AR o
Frankia WA ZERB 3 A0 A T 24 AP T B P 5 Ko S I8 Bl P ) 45 SR A £ Frankia T B 2R 2
G370 B —3, 46 A.C.D.E.G.I ZRE, FOVFEFAH [ ; WA T 1B AR M3 9 &R AE &R Frankia B E)
FPRE A B — 2, S AB.DFH SRR FROy ZER BV 15 T -3 B 2 18] Frankia T B9 2B
BomAHBESR . WLARTEUBREN Frankia W8P A2 FEH 5 o E U BRE P S—HBR
HAYIF .

M PCR-RFLP JKIMT 3R, B F B m i B 2 (C BRI E B) @ ¥ N 7R, L BE B BOR i 2
B(F B EB) FAETHERRZNW NS, ERREPEEZAAARFNBAR O REXRSRFRLE
HXME. BT PCR-RFLP 2 FARC T R RGER T A T A —ERIRM, AR HHITNE L. BHEA
ST Frankia ZipRERBKRERRAMABARLRT , T — P BT Frankia KB 5453557, 35 0 DNA 731
X AT 4 BB 2 T A W O R BT AL

Frankia B 5UBIE B HERREETEYE R, A BT UBRESS AR T EEH A EREMN. 1%
' Frankia W EML , F AV RERERS R KRS8, W LEDBAE X T A TEMBES
AKX H) Frankia W, LEUBRAE B R PSR IERR RN B, E8E T AFZERHEE Fronkic H7E
A [ X B oA AR R B ER AY [ET RUBE ) 715 3 B YT AR B9 BB 0, 72 = 0™ MK Bk AR FF /DN
BEHE AT EABE BIEHREE TRE =GP IRFAREER L.

4 4Hig

(1) PEWBRBEILEE Frankia A EEHBRESHNE, HEEES HRREA X, EHRREEFNBIX S
FdE, D RREREN X SR HEER SERREOA X BHRERBX N EERER TR
R X s 72 2 R0 R EAVH 2 MR R ZE B Frankia o

(2) Frankia B 7% P R B SBAL BEBEAE 4. 88% ~55.96% 2 JH], BAIFEAR R & B A A K5, A R H
By An) 2, B R R A XM, B8 KA A ZE R R Frankia WEIRSG R RS REH S0 KM
(3) WA Rg R bk i, FTE AP E U BRARIE o Frankia W53 A PIAZEHEH  4H N Frankio B2 R 2507 H
B, MAREGHEZR
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