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WE: WVHRAFEFRM G RETIR M EEEZF, A EST-SSR LR M T iEE AL BHKE 9
PREF A O PRI 2R M, £RET,H 5 xf EST-SSR 5] 47 2 18 A~k oy & [
HHATY 3, Y H 0 BOA /N k250 ~2 500 bp, FE AL B A BEKFu R AE AR M S S ML 2
Al A 74.29% F1 70.00% 5 2 A B fh 2 [8) &9 - 35 3% 1k BB 85 4 0.46, Ir FH B0 AR 1R 2 (7] oY F 34 2
HHEEHNO0.22, REQMEL T, AMMARS0.49 4,18 hHA LT LEEREL N2 KK,
FEAEL R 40 0.66 ML, B £ K 9 )k 3 K, RFATEABER 0 0 2 X, EM LR 4 0.73 M i, B
AR DR S £, MRBEHEAI X, MUAALEG FEHARUFEREILETH S,
TREN, FAEFRKBFRMBE S FELFETRNAEE

X 3A; EST-SSR; H 4 K=
FESES: S968.4

3% K¢ ( Betaphycus gelatinae ) J& T 41 % ']
(Rhodophyta) , #2 % H ( Gigartinales ) , £ 4] 3£ &}
( Solieriaceae ) , B #{ ¥ J& ( Betaphycus) . ¥iAk A
ASEL N PR, Sy BRI R A, EBAE Ta) DY
JE MR T 2 B4R 4T o ol B AR 10, I T K
Oy REELLE . AR B K AN,
o LR 1 T A SR A A B4 L ARk
TIEE TG e e BB % 2k 22 A0 TR B, 16 BB i) b BT
IR ZAEPERRAR, 5 B AR AR LU, 77 BE A AR 1) o
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EST-SSR 27t SSR | /& Ji e K i) — Ff 73 1
PRCHARD  HAREM R EEmEEEY . |
Hil EST-SSR AR 1L 1 1 3 W) 1 5 A BF AR 5 57 7
REAR R 815 22 S DE S bl iz iz L i 8 2
BRUU LR IR A 16 4 X R 2 T A
VI N T A T A R B A 0 35 4% 22 S v O

Wr#s B 21 :2013-03-24 &£ B #:2013-04-27

MEAR RS A

FE, WEAE ) BF 2R 5 SR B s AL T iR
FERRRERY 8 1L 2 AR VT 8 9 SSR ARiE
Je M 2R 5 Ve 7 5k B E] SSR 22 B WF ST .
RSB EST-SSR 45 A, %) B ) 5 4E 15 55 4
BERHEAT 2047, L33 o 3 [0 BB 19 38 1% g L B 5%
B AR 1 e AR 1 0

1 MRSk

1.1 EE#

18 Bk Bk T 9 R 2R AL RE A0 45 I, 3Lk 9 bk
B 51 R, G080 1 ~9,9 BRIFAE Bk R
S H ERIEIK, Fi5 10 ~ 18,
1.2 EEEMER

SR B b 0 B o, 4 b S B 7E T
UK G L 2 R b A K 2, TR
T 7K J5 i1 F DNA 9320, DNA FO$E5H 317 1
Omega 24 ) 7 ) D2485-01 i 1) 472 1 ik 7] 45 LA

BHBE - [EH K N\NZ" R EORIETE R R (2012AA10A412-8) 5 1 9 K~ A8 49 2 [ 5 2 i 2 B4 (071001 ) 5 3 7 49 o Bk 1 00 H
(080137) ; [E 5 F AR BL B FE T H (41176084 ) 5 [8 5} £ 3 45 7140 31 H (2009BADB2B0404-02 ) 5 i H 43 43 47 Ml BHIF % 301

(201105008-7) ; H = 2547 Mk BHIF % 35 (201207002-03 )
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JlA F 54 i CTAB J5 i Ml Hu %' iy SDS
2o B EE RS BRI (B 100 mg fF JE A
ARHEM T 1.5 mL 5 &0 8 4, im A 500 wL
Buffer CPL,65 C k¥ 15 min J5, Jil 500 pL 4
15/ 5 (24: 1) P iR 4] 30 5,10 000 x g &5 .0
1 min J5 U H 300 pL |35 W B &4 WOAR S B RER
Herf, B A 150 pL Buffer CXD F1 300 pL JE7K
LT IRA)E 10 000 x g B0 1 min, H i 5 AT
BTG —PWEE T, A 650 pL SPW 17 k
¥ ,10 000 x g B0 1 min J&5 5 6 8 AE 5% F 2] — 4
By 1.5 mL B0 8, im A S50 ~ 100 wL [
Elution Buffer,65 CT/K# 3 min, 10 000 x g B> 1
min , 25045 BT A 00 TR B R 41 DNA 2 5
W o $EH DNA J5, H 1% B e e v Uk OF 76 e
JE 115 R G A BRI, A5 DNA 42 B i
1.3 5|4 % PCR

i) RS S EST )7 41 AR 4T 51 ke it,
SR JE MBI B 51 4 v RO 8 b S xE R 4,
17 PCR 14528 . 5 %5195 B WK 1, PCR g
AR ZR B RN 20 pL, Hp 2 x PCR mix 10 pL,
DNA itz 4 1 pL, 5|4 Primer-F F Primer-R 4%
1 pL, fn gl KA R AR 2 20 pL, §7 3% 55 2H
94 CHIASPE 5 min, FifE47 25 MEIF (A4 94 €
30 s, &M 49 C 30 s, #Effi 72 C 1 min) , & J5
72 CIEAf 10 min, 4 CLRAF R 3% S5 e W 58 i
R, JF A BE R RUR R G I T AR

x1 59ER

Tab.1 Information of primer
51995 1975 (5-3") DNA F fiff i £/ C
no. of primer primer sequences T,
1 -AATGTTCGACCGATCTCA- 49.7
-CTCTTATGCGGCCAAGTA-
) -ATGTCGCCAGGCAGTCAG- 54.5
-CCAACACGCCCATCCATC-
3 -ATGTCGCCAGGCAGTCAG- 46.2
-GCTTGGCTGAGCTACACG-
4 -TCGGAGTTGGGTTGTGAT- 5.3
-GAAAGGCAGCCAGAGCAT-
5 -CTTTGCTGCTGGGCTGAC- 531
-GGGAACAATGGACGAGGC-
1.4 HiEALE

HE PCR 7= 4 (19 Lk [, G831 97 38 2%, &%
AN R, R BUENE Dy 1, R B e Sy
0, H5 FL Uk 40 2R B e RO A IS, J NTSY'S 2. 10e

TS AR R A IR R AL
2 gk

2.1 EIEEBHERIE

X B AL 2 0 R P ok U, B BT A
DNA X Ji 5 KM, 9086 48 14 i 7 & 15 . CTAB
2 .SDS % 3 AN [F] 1Y Jr 12 R 4 BB A i) B R 4]
DNA, £ B 3K J5 75 ) B s vk 5 SR e 1, P 1
TN & ,2 58 CTAB 3,3 58 SDS .
B 1 F B3 Fp Sz Jy i #8 AT DAFR B DNA | {H
CTAB 7%} SDS k82 Bt ] K4, i H & 1 i 85
Wi L, NIRRT d %, KA & 4R I
DNA , & #AF if 18] 5 i A 35, i HL #8420 B8 b, w]
WSRO PR G L. A % IE BRI
R, SR AN & PR B [ 4 DNA

3000

2 000
« 1000

" 750

500

« 250

1 DNA Hik&RE

Fig.1 DNA electrophoresis figure

2.2 EFHSTHTEER

PCR WLy 5, A5 R AN 2 7R, 4 38 /9 4%
wHIH I 2,

S A1 18 ASARBEAT T 971, 973
ZRA Fr BER /N 250 ~2 500 bp, BN G| 4 B
PSRBT B B 1~ 50 A E
21 21 2% 3L T 105 R R B, b 2
B AW N 63 K, P2 AL A By
74.29% 5 B> 51 W) %k 5% 5 BRAS A 5 19 7 B
1~ 33 ANREE YT Bl 18 &, — 3t
PR T 90 KRB Hh 2B O T8 &,
¥ 22 AL 5 B H B D 70..00% o B AR BRORRE
PR35 0 R BB S 22 25 e B 2 i T R A 3
BOHE AR
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Fig.2 18 strains of amplification electrophoresis map of B. gelatinae
x2 BEESFRERSKTEEFER
Tab.2 Wild and farmed B. gelatinae amplification bands information
HEA Zfr el 5197 1 519 2 5191 3 519 4 51915 F B ZELH/ %
population kinds primer 1 primer 2 primer 3 primer 4 primer 5 total proportion
4% Al
? %“ 1 21 14 21 33 90
F:%4  amplification bands 70
wild Py i
ol 1 12 14 12 24 63
polymorphic bands
foa s
lﬁ: if ﬂz . 1 34 1 19 50 105
T amplification bands
f%ﬁid " 74.29
arme oY it
£ % ¥ 1 25 1 19 32 78
polymorphic bands
2.3 EEEMRHY AR R B (32 3) o & 3 Rl 1, 18 {3 B KA

FINTSYS 2. 10e FfF o 45 21 18 Bl A% (1]

®3 18 TR ZEIMBURE

R 2Z 1] 1) 3815 A 8L 3R B GS 250. 20 ~ 0. 93 -4

Tab.3 Similarity coefficient between 18 kinds of B. gelatinae

C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 C7 Cc8 c9 cio Ci11 C12 Ci13 Ci4 Ci15 Ci6 C17 Ci18
Cl 1.00
C2  0.80 1.00
C3 0.73 0.80 1.00
C4 0.80 0.60 0.80 1.00
C5 0.73 0.93 0.86 0.67 1.00
C6 0.67 0.60 0.53 0.53 0.67 1.00
C7 0.67 0.73 0.53 0.60 0.67 0.86 1.00
c8  0.67 0.73 0.67 0.73 0.80 0.87 0.87 1.00
c9 0.73 0.80 0.73 0.67 0.86 0.67 0.67 0.80 1.00
C10 0.66 0.60 0.67 0.60 0.67 0.46 0.33 0.46 0.53 1.00
Cll  0.67 0.46 0.40 0.60 0.40 0.60 0.60 0.60 0.40 0.46 1.00
Cl2 0.73 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.53 0.53 0.46 0.53 0.93 1.00
C13 0.73 0.53 0.46 0.67 0.47 0.53 0.53 0.53 0.46 0.67 0.80 0.73 1.00
Cl4 0.60 0.40 0.33 0.53 0.33 0.40 0.40 0.40 0.33 0.67 0.67 0.60 0.87 1.00
Cl5 0.53 0.46 0.40 0.60 0.53 0.60 0.46 0.60 0.67 0.73 0.46 0.40 0.67 0.67 1.00
Cl6 0.40 0.46 0.40 0.33 0.40 0.20 0.33 0.33 0.40 0.60 0.46 0.40 0.67 0.80 0.60 1.00
Cl7 0.67 0.46 0.40 0.60 0.40 0.47 0.47 0.46 0.53 0.73 0.60 0.53 0.80 0.80 0.8 0.73 1.00
Cl18 0.60 0.53 0.46 0.40 0.46 0.26 0.40 0.40 0.60 0.67 0.53 0.60 0.73 0.73 0.67 0.80 0.80 1.00
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J9.0.58 575 Ir S BEALRE U b, 8 AL A LAk R 0k
0.53~0.93,6 5.7 S AFS 3 5 FE ) 4 A
Ik R B I, #E O 0.53,5 55 A 2 5 B A2 M
P dR i, 938 0. 93, F% G B U 19 F- 39 A0 DL 4 2R %K
9078 V- 35 AL B Oy 0. 225 7 B A SR RE 1A
i ARL R B 0.4 ~0.93,15 .16 5 W K
512 SRR AL R (K, #6 0. 40, 3 f2 M

2.4

PEdR R IR 11 5 A 12 SHE, O 0. 93, B A R
PIRRIE R BN 0.53 P AR B O 0.47 0 B
EBRERE PR A P 2R LR R RO T SR A B
NS

RESH

R T8 1% AR U 22 40, M NTSYS 21 i
R I 3.

| 1
L 4
v
— :
3
l 9
6
7
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| e e P
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L 17
T 16
' 18
111
) ] ] ] :12
0.49 0.60 0.71 0.82 0.93
coefficient

B3 18 IR BESHHRRE
Fig.3 The cluster analysis of B. gelatinae
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BRI o 2 28 B A BB B 0 Al 3 265 AL
ZH9 0.T1 I JREEAE IR 73 3 28, B AR AR )
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B S JE SR BRBHE R R AR L AL AT 3 2K
B 28 JOB T B A OB AR 149 23 26 A0 L SR 9
TR 73 Tl o o 15 B A BRI AR 2 1] )
1845 22 5 LU SR A SRR AR 22 1) 19 22 S B

3 3t

TERBIEERBE T, 56 T IR HE AR 5 B A 1
st Z HEE LR IF R M E A 2. 5K 2
VR AFLP BESE T B 3845 2 RETE , & BT
A A B PR A, 2 A A A 1
B dh RN B AC b A GG WF 9k B AR 15 A Y 8t A
2250 o B A AL 22 K, EE R H T 2R
HEEER N LR TR R s 2T

e BRCE MR R EEN A
@ﬁ%’é &mi?fﬁﬂﬁcﬂﬁiﬁﬁ*ﬂr HIRBH Y 2 2
o MR TS N TIRIE , i BN AN W7 IR
1Jco %BA?F'JH% EST-SSR £ A X ¥ g 7R It 356 16 3
F14 S A ORI A 15 97 B SRS AR I 10 3t 2 22 A 1 i
7 L, e BT A BB T R ) 388 £ 22 R 1 L IR B
BB AL TR Z R v, L4 2R 5 [ N A1 A
KRIMBFFE 45 R — 5
A% 38 1 EST-SSR 47 A 73 #r B A8 B #if
P15 57 B BRUR B0 O 1 et A% 2 e, R B SR A AR 1Y)
115 2 FE A LB A BRORRE 1A 1) 22 4 Ak 221, EST-
SSR M W], WP A B AR 110 22 A5 Al e 2
LU A9 35 75 1 57 B AU 4 5 AR B0 R 2R M B Rk
14 45 2t 3 I B A B AR AR 22 i i 3t £ 22 e L AR
B IRURE R A 22 18] 1 28 S R o 3 B R ) JE PR 2
FURIRFE I S5 F 1 50, 97 B B B A O AU
— I TGRS IR SEAH, it ZANE S SR A e, IR B
BB 10 3 1% 22 RE PR AR, B R BT GRS
BOARH B, A A ORI DX 10 B AR U, LT P 3R 85
AT A, SR AT TC M BB A A R SR DT A &
B BEE IX I BORORE 4G 22 R R
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EST-SSR analysis of wild and farmed Betaphycus gelatinum

HU Yinsheng', DUAN Zelin’, HUANG Bo'", YU Shunan', WANG Ting’
(1. Ocean College ,Hainan University ,Haikou 570228 ,China;
2. School of Life Sciences,East China Normal University ,Shanghai 200241, China;
3. Institute of Oceanology , Chinese Academy of Sciences,Qingdao 266071 ,China)

Abstract; EST-SSR was used to detect the hereditary difference in wild and cultured populations of the

Betaphycus gelatinae ,the result showed that nine individuals from each population were used of the 5 EST-

SSR primers amplified,a total of 195 reproducible loci ranging from 250 to 2 500 bp were amplified from all

the 18 individuals. The average percentages of polymorphic loci in wild and cultured populations were

74.29% and 70% . The intra-population genetic distance was 0. 46 in wild population and 0. 22 in cultured

population. The cluster analysis showed that 18 individuals were clustered into two groups base on 0.49 of

GS; wild populations were divided into 3 branches and cultured populations were divided into 2 branches

base on 0. 66; wild populations were divided into 5 branches and cultured populations were divided into 3

branches base on 0. 73. The higher the value, the more branches the wild populations have. The research

shows that genetic diversity of wild populations ampler than cultured
Key words: Betaphycus gelatinae; EST-SSR; wild; farmed
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