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ST a9 RS (Bruguiera gymnorrhiza )
HHEETRSEEHLHNNTHT "

BEEH HIHF KB

(BITRZEEYER, I 361005)

B E ARTRELCHAKSARRNINARRBRAREERRE LS. AR XK
TRMABEATE, MEBLAELM A 0.293 % 0.268, HEXAEHH K 0.274 5 %
0.2705. HBEREEHHE N 0.0830, KALHRERXFPHB3% KRN,
FEE KRNI, A 3.34.

X|iE A% #MEER HALL

PES}ES: Q943

1 3l

AR, B MM TR T X8 SRR BT ST, Kb 2 U FAEE B 25, ]
R EEHRI Y, XERKEE LVERH . SIHILU RO FHEERFRETEBRK
B ORARRERERST ERATFEEFEFN —HEKAEEDRE, XA TRET R
TSR EEMEE S EXMEERY. CRAKE ESEE AEXRRERNY 1k, X
FHESHMMARYREFEEBRKES. RERENENIHHEYNERES EBES
MERESEFTEAFRTENERGITAEN S EXEREERANTHRES. AXHRUH
PG R AR Bruguiera gymnorrhiza )FBENRBFR LB TEH. BEANSEH PR
N A .

2 MERITE
2.1 BUEHS

KA TFEFEAHEUNTEERAEZEBERRRAM KRR X (19°54'N, 110°20°
E)."HKEFENTHATEAERRAMKBETX(22°32'N, 114°0SE)EBERE LETIEE

A& X F 1998-11-07 WK B, BT 1999-03-16 W F].
» ERBARABEEESTHHE (%5 39670135).
FEEMNT. BEMY, &, 265, HL, AFESRIEEHFR .
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SRR RRFX(24°24'N, 117°55'E). MR R FE ROV AY B RN, EEF VRIS
% ( Bruguiera sexangula ) MR MG E ( Bruguiera saxangula var. rhynchopetala). IIE H
AP AR BUE TR + ZER + OB RBE . BRESTFEFERBNAMARERALS
B, BRIE 10 RE.
2.2 HaREFERLE

i P& R PR AL R S A RBEE r, Bk S HR Z [E)ABRR 5 m DA E. REEM B &R AR IR,
REBEE LR ENLE. Wl UREBRBAN AR, REFERM F, BETEN, FRE
MR EBREIE . B TS SR T, B B R 8CR F M 9. Tris — HCL 88
B o, ke R %, & A
2.3 HAKRE#SHHT

ST SR P 2 AR R O 7 S 5 TN 0 Bt B B I ( PGE ) FK ¥ U1 1 3E ¥3 B8 JBE (SGE ) 7 25 Je 286
AU e T 7R 15 MIA. H PGE AR RN o BB IR BE ST Ay 2.5% 0
7.0%,pH 7+ 5124 6.7 F1 8.95 SGE AR 4% & FhEE#J 2 B B A T B X, 50 71 R Al X H Sigma 2 7
B KRR IER (S — 5691) FIE TR -& W, M BRI N 12% , AH LRI R o #5) 18 Tris — T
R - EDTANa,(pH 8.0) (TVB)# Tris - # 8 - EDTANa,(pH 8.6)(#10). A FAKRILEH
BAZ B UABEREWREFHERLR 1. BASERE T %S, 11,12]

1 RABRAFABRE . AB.AANEREPRE

MR E.C.RR©B BB R % HE
3R BRI E8 (MDH) E.C.1.1.37 SGE( #10) 2
¥IRMEE(ME) E.C.1.1.40 SGE( # 10) 1
BERE(EST) E.C.3.3.3. - SGE(TVB) 2
it | L 88 (POD) E.C.1.11.1.7 PGE 2
REAERHEEM(AAT) E.C.2.6.1.1 SGE( # 10) 2
BB AREE(ALP) E.C.3.1.3.1 SGE(TVB) 3
R L B8 (SOD) E.C.1.15.1.1 " SGE(#10) 3
2.4 HWF*

2.4.1 BREZRMITEH

ERMEBESE(P):P = (k/n) x100% ¢ HEZEEAAWEE, » HF I EEOAS
B RA. BEOLA AR Nei K118 0.99 214, B H R SMER SRR/ PDTHE
F0.99. ‘

RATECH) EVRA T AME NS, WAREE H = D) (- 3)q,))/n RERAE H,
= (1= D g, Bt g W ML LI M FRERGEE, p, BB LA LR
jNEMEEMER S EEREER,

T B AR REERA): A= D) (1 D),/ n, g5 Wi LA LS 45l
EEWTE.
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EEfR¥ (F):F =1- H,/H,

2.4.2 #BESMEHWE
EEMMER(Gq):Gao=Da/Hr, Do ATBRINERZHE  H Y EFSHEERE.
AR Nei RUMIMIRHESREIERS .

I:ZEXiYi//EZXiZ.EZYiZ'
D =-1Inl
HE PR Wright! ) Fpk it iy FoERHH: N, = (1 - Fp)/4F g
®2 AHRBELERTE

fir g, FHER W R BRI H wEEEE Bk ¥
Mdh -1 a 1.000 0.953 1.000 0.984
b 0.000 0.047 0.000 0.016

Mdh -2 a 0.220 0.488 0.044 0.248
b 0.683 0.512 0.956 0.721

c 0.098 0.000 0.000 0.031

Me-1 a 0.407 0.244 0.596 0.391
b 0.593 0.756 0.404 0.609

Est -2 a 1.000 0.860 0.800 0.892
b 0.000 0.140 0.200 0.108

Pod -1 a 0.964 1.000 0.973 0.977
b 0.036 0.000 0.027 0.023

Pod -2 a 0.915 0.679 0.462 0.700
b 0.053 0.231 0.205 0.156

c 0.032 0.077 0.244 0.112

d 0.000 0.013 0.089 0.032

Aat -1 a 0.529 0.593 0.182 0.480
b 0.471 0.140 0.455 0.323

c 0.000 0.267 0.364 0.197

Alp -2 a 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
Alp-3 a 0.491 0.389 0.250 0.403
b 0.500 0.597 0.750 0.589

¢ 0.009 0.014 0.000 0.008

Sod — 1 a 0.471 0.477 0.458 0.471
b 0.500 0.477 0.542 0.500

c 0.029 0.047 0.000 0.029

Sod -2 a 0.740 0.907 1.000 0.866
b 0.260 0.093 0.000 0.134

Sod -3 a 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000

3 EmER

3.1 AEIRMRAAEERYE
ARERILBMBT 7 M ERE, 15 M. HPTHTREEIFTHRE 2 F5HB
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124008, KA SMERFRREL 2. £3 AAMMBREERENETER. BE3
AAEH, EFEKE L, FHEM S SEMERECH 2.000, B/ T FHKFEMHE2.167), HH%E
ERHBMREMNEN A EMER1.917). FEKFRMKERTHEMSEREMERES
A 1.537 F1.575, HERK. HEEMBANFRKES, It 1.489~1.576. WEH
aEEMBKERAKTE EHEBAK, 2500 0.270 571 0.274 5. {HEABEME FEEMBEK
ERMFKFE EEBBRKER, 258 0.268F1 0.293. hffKFEE, WEHRSEME(0.274 5)
BNFHEARGE0.293), RHFEERETAR A4 FHEMER. & F ENERET
DUEHXMHEE. HEEMBEKTHEREME. RERE, #ELRNEEIRENRERK
TEAFRHEKE, X5HMBFHIEGHFR RS 17
#®3 AHUHBBMETRMIBIE

P A Ae He Ho F
BEREE 66.7% 1.917 1.489 0.259 0.2472 0.165 5
RyEH 75% 2.167 1.545 0.287 0.280 3 0.130 8
HEREE 66.7% 1.917 1.576 0.260 0.284 0 0.005 6
¥ 69.5% 2.000 1.537 0.268 0.270 5 0.100 6
i S 83.3% 2.167 ©1.575 0.293 0.274 5 0.200 2

T4 ARBRARMHENAES L

s Bt ZHEYE He HRARESHEE H HEREBESEYE Dy EAMLEAR Gy
Mdh-1 0.0315 0.029 9 0.001 6 0.051 7
Mdh -2 0.421 8 0.353 1 0.068 7 0.162 9
Me-1 0.4859 0.444 4 0.0415 0.085 4
Est-2 0.200 5 0.186 9 0.013 5 0.067 5
Pod -1 0.0411 0.040 7 0.000 5 0.011 4
Pod -2 0.489 1 0.438 5 0.050 6 0.103 5
Aat -1 0.640 7 0.561 0 0.079 6 0.124 3
Alp-2 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0
Alp-3 0.478 4 0.458 7 0.019 7 0.041 2
Sod - 1 0.523 4 0.5222 0.001 2 0.002 3
Sod -2 0.208 2 0.184 5 0.023 7 0.113 6
Sod -3 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0 0.000 0

Ty 0.293 4 0.268 3 0.0250 0.063 6
o S 0.292 6 0.268 3 0.024 3 0.083 0

3.2 KHimBEES ¢t

ARBE RN RE A B A5 LR B LR, BB B HEYER 0.292 6, R M N E B HEHEN
0.268 3, MEEIAE F ZHER 0.024 3, HFE LR % 0.083 0, R B AEIE B HESR 8.3%
KB FHEEE . BESRFREE [ FEAEE BUR A B L (D = 0.024 3), AR 4 3 A F B |] #9382 15 2R
BERASKK. S B AR A I B i/, 8 0.038; TIRYIFIEE Z 6] # % %
BEEREKR, 70.079, BABEAK. #E—RENBREBRAT 3 MHEERMILED. F
¥t —BUE R 0.942, R K4 0.963, B/ 0.924. KA Wright 9 F 35715 H 8 B F R
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K, 73.43. /MR BREIEERBARKHERRL. IEARHFEFREDIN. X5 Gy
16 FT BB SR 4510 R — 3.

4 itig

A3 FEE AR RK TR, HFREAREIE DN (Gr=0.0830), XFE—
ERELSEHEYEFERX. :

Fs5 ANSHUAHERESHENLER
P He A Ga
Exf MNERE HERX —F4£H KGSFELH
Ry R 50% 14.9% 1.97 51% 9.9% 21% 3% 8%
A 69.5% 26.8% 2.000 8.3%

AME TREMA KO ZEE RERERH. %8 Hamrick WS (E 5), K
BMAMFIFESXEHERATSH. BEF— S0 %R GE AMMERERZHDH
GAERAL, T L LEHRRERZHEY . XEBERHTF Hamrick FrETHH 165 MRK
653 MRBMHEY UM ERE, MANEY ZIBWEE, K@Eﬁﬁﬁ%%iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ.
ERARARR, YHRMBRE, BI7EE, TUHENERBETMAKE, FEEEERE,
RREBBEREZF. TR, IHERBEEFAFELHEYERAIIGHEERT (N, =3.43).
Wright Ay MEERZERKT 1, WERELHFAAER; K2 H/MF 1, W EHE R
HBEMBEERE. XBRERTHRAEREERSBHAFER 2. GRATR, HYHR
FERKTFSEXRAR EBFEMEY ISR —EXER.

AWM BRAWHY P AET W —FEB. Hamrick WA A FE S HERE 198 £
RAEREEN, FEE AR AL RERK. KU G BB K (Kandelia candel ) B 350
Goodall fl Stoddart )% MK 1| T # £1 ¥ M ( Rhizophora stylosa ) BF 5T #F 2% B L1 14 4 40y o ¥ )
BB & L R BAR A (B Fyr=0.043, L3 F .1 =0.023, KM = F;;0.067 9).

MFREMNARRAIE 1987 FHEEBRIRHATLKR. 23+ FEHEES L, BET
KERE. SR ARERRAL, EMNAREERE He WEEIR (4715 0.259,0.260).
BEERHNHEMBSTHEREERAK. REYNEBRIB D, AR BIBILERY
(founder effect) IR FBY (bottleneck effect) LMW, F+E T H AT o @EEER. EAAMK
HRAMSHHILARBREREUEER, RE R AME O E L RW R, AR REEN A
ROFRIRUE, 22 REBSG, KBt RWRET — BB, W7 Alp-1 LGk, E&
FRH Alp-1a ZH, HRFMNEFRNER, MXANEREEEMRYIFEPRENET
1.000, RAETHMNERNMEE. XESEESERL. KBREUALBRE, ZEIFEEZ
WA . R AW FPER R — B 5.
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Preliminary study on the genetic diversity
and differentiation of three Chinese
Bruguiera gymnorrhiza populations

Ge Jingping, ! Yang Zhiwei, ! Lin Peng'

1. Department of Biology, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005

Abstract

The genetic diversity and differentiation of three Chinese Bruguiera gymnorrhiza populations are ex-
amined. Expected heterozygosity at species and population levels is 0.293 and 0. 268, observed heterozygosity is
0.274 5 and 0.270 5, respectively. The genetic diversity between population is 0.083 0, which shows that among
total heterozygositios, 8.3% come from inter — population. Gene flow is smooth, which is 3.34.

Key words Bruguiera gymnorrhiza, genetic diversity, genetic differentiation



