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Abstract Allozyme genetic variability in 9 populations of Castanea mollissima was investigate:
using starch gel electrophoresis at 12 loci coding for 11 enzyme systems. The level of genetis
polymorphismand population differentiation was greater in C. mollissima than was usual for an
outbreeding species, with the proportion of polymorphic loci (P) 71.3%, average number of allelcs
(A) 2.27, average expected heterozygosity (He) 0.346. About 89.3% of the total genetic variatios:
was partitioned within populations. The Nei’s genetic distance ranged from 0.010~ 0.177. Excep:
for these, a principal components analysis of the data based on allelic frequencies revealed a spa-
tial pattern of genetic variability in Chinese chestnut and provide some data about selecting
enzyme marker. Based on previous research, the effect of artificial selection on the genetic diversi-
ty of C. mollissima was also studied and it could be inferred that the southwest area of China was
the possible center of the genetic diversity.
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¥, BURPEHER. HAENNHSHEEERENEDR, RHKENBRERYERER. RobEE
REFABRESEMERZULGAGRGEEE (Bernatzky ef al, 1992), KHLLE, hTARSANA
#, BiFSRRBISHNENRERFEEIRS, BATRORAREREERERPE MRS SR
BRI YEZa. H—SBRIAMGRE, BILRIBRANHR, T TREHEIILSRMEE,
Bel N, FROBEHAAEBEFANMENERSLERTER —ERIE L,

ARFEFIH T A LEESAN S B LEESTTHSMESER, REBR—SEEFNHE. kb,
PR Bk IR S T B 5y 3% hih PCA BRI & S EE, EENREPRHHE K,

1 #R5EHEE

1.0 B# UAFEFEHTRME, mT4&5EEEORE, HAS (HEkE), B9 (FALiEE)
BB EER P RREMRERERE, RTRARXEEMRSEILMHRAR R, BEEa A
21, 18, HEHMRAEAYETAE S Al BRI HERN, S0 AR 30 sk EER, HRLE
1o BUERE, ZBEHMOIBAREN LM S AL, SMEE&LELRSAREMHE, BT -80CELAMN
KEPREER,

1.2 #ik RAKEREDERSBKEAR, BRRESME Villani (1990) fkdk. 28 11 #ELEE
ARBKAZKMT: GOT, SOD, PGM (Poulic £%); EST, GPI, LAP (A & B #%); ADH, IDH,
DLA (TC %%, pH6.5) SDKH, 6PGDH (TC &%, pH7.3).

®1 HEEINMRESGHEBLR

Tab.1 Geographical sites of the nine sample populations of Castanea mollissima Bl.

&5 BB SRR REA 144 *% #ik / m
No. Cultivar Group Location North Latitude Longtitude Altitude
1 KILEBRSFHF(CR)-1 {L F¥{F /K Jiangsu Lishui 31°347 119° 96
2 RILERSFPRE(CR)-2 RMAIE Anhui Hefei 32° 116 ° 38”7 156
3 FHESFRRE(SW)-1 Z P E# Yunnan Yuxi 24°21' 102 ° 33" 1636.5
4 FHEESRRPEE(SW)-2 Z:E4 B B Yunnan Yiliang 24° 557 103° 107 1532.1
5 PEESEE(SW)-3 *
6 ZREE PR HE(SE) &% Fujian Liancheng 25°487 116 ° 327 317.5
7 EJEERMBENC)-1 ILHF(1) Fiangsu Xinyi 34°207 118° 25’ 27
8 ARJLREEE(NC)-2 {L# ¥ (2) Jiangsu Xinyi 34°207 118 ° 25’ 27
9 FEILSFEEINW) . *

* . HEFEWES| AR ZEFE The germplasm introduced from Yunnan by Nanjing Botanical Garden

* . BE R WED| AR PEILE K The germplasm introduced from Northwest of China by Nanjing Botanical Gar-
den. CR: The Changjiang River Valley Cultivar Group; NC: The North of China Cultivar Group; SE: The Southest of
China Cultivar Group SW: The Southwest of China Cultivar Group;

NW: The Northwest of China Cultivar Group

1.3 BESHAE L Wendel (1989) sk, iBREMAS MMM ERNT, FUERMERLE 2

1.4 HEaE

141 UAERMCARSEERARGESREE, HTRIMSHEMEEERTEHITHR. (D B2&
frSE4 % P (Proportaion of polymorphic loci)s (2) FEEEHH A (Average number of alleles per
loci) (3) # %% {r % K ¥ Ne (Effective number of alleles per loci)s (4) ME F A& % (Observed
heterozygosity)s (5) HitE 74 B (Expected heterozygosity)s (6) B @Z#i# F (Fixation index)s (7)
SR % t (Outcrossing rate)s (8) F &iit# Fg. Fy. Fig (F-Statistics)s (9) #{ZFE# (Standard
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%2 HEEHETRABACE LHEFUEERE
Table 2  Allelic frequencies of populations of Castanea mollissima Bl.
240 #f&  Population
F B oci 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
SOD-1
A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
DIA-1
A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
SKDH-2
A 0.268 0.065 0.093 0.192 0.240 0.192 0.091 0.196 0.000
B 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
C 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
D 0.107 0.391 0.130 0.385 0.100 0.154 0.182 0.174 0.333
E 0.625 0.543 0.667 0.423 0.620 0.654 0.727 0.630 0.667
IDH-1
A 0.000 0.038 0.167 0.000 0.120 0.000 0.060 0.063 0.000
B 0.518 0.692 0.313 0.447 0.500 0.404 0.280 0.333 0.118
C 0.482 0.269 0.512 0.553 0.380 0.596 0.660 0.604 0.882
IDH-2
A 0.625 0.611 0.327 0.396 0.426 0.265 0.180 0.250 0.095
B 0.196 0.037 0.635 0.604 0.574 0.232 0.820 0.750 0.905
C 0.179 0.352 0.03R 0.000 0.000 0.143 0.000 0.000 0.000
6PGDH-2
A 0.433 0.389 0.268 0.250 0.208 0.261 0.230 0.140 0.028
B 0.533 0.463 0.571 0.577 0.625 0.413 0.308 0.220 0.278
C 0.033 0.037 0.125 0.115 0.125 0.326 0.462 0.640 0.694
D 0.000 0.111 0.036 0.058 0.042 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
GOT-2
A 0.327 0.463 0.423 0.462 0.381 0.320 0.050 0.240 0.184
B 0.019 0.000 0.269 0.135 0.000 0.000 0.250 0.040 0.368
C 0.654 0.444 0.115 0.346 0.619 0.680 0.700 0.720 0.447
D 0.000 0.093 0.192 0.058 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
PGM-1
A 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
LAP-1
A 0.875 1.000 0.852 0.722 0.660 0.875 1.000 0.907 1.000
B 0.125 0.000 0.148 0.278 0.240 0.125 0.000 0.093 0.000
EST-2
A 0.000 0.000 0.089 0.040 0.071 0.000 0.048 0.212 0.115
B 0.432 0.464 0.268 0.340 0.304 0.400 0.333 0.058 0.583
C 0.568 0.536 0.643 0.620 0.625 0.600 0.619 0.731 0.346
GPI-2
A 0.000 0.054 0.000 0.038 0.107 0.000 0.154 0.000 0.054
B 0.731 0.768 0.580 0.808 0.696 0.982 0.692 0.870 0.839
C 0.269 0.179 0.420 0.154 0.196 0.018 0.115 0.130 0.107
PER-2
A 0.571 0.556 0.333 0.543 0.396 0.680 0.500 0.446 0.342
B 0.429 0.444 0.595 0.348 0.583 0.320 0.500 0.554 0.658
C 0.000 0.000 0.071 0.109 0.021 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
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21 REMARBEENTERKE

Wi 11 AABEREN 2 NERMASHHE, EEH MAREMER, oM A RES AR
M, b 75%, 3AHEBAEM A (SOD-1, DIA-1, PGM-1), & £A& A+, SKDH-2, IDH-2,
EST-2 F L BER KGR 2 ME 3 PTLAEH, I HESHRIAHESNSEN, NEEEHNEE
2, 6, 9 KESMEEIHKIL 66.7%, BEEHHD 75%; KBtk NHE 2.0~2.6 43, N{EMEEN
1.38~1.66, REfE 9 (PEALBEMA) MEB/N, BEA 3 (EERA) MESA, RAAMHEZLAE (EHE2
etk BedohREtk 3 (0.3970), BARMCHEEAK 9 (0.274), 3+ 3 R M BT E M HPEREEEE,

£3 SRGNBESHEERERTFE, FXX

Table 3 Genetic variability estimates, F value and Outcrossing rate for populations of C. mollissima

B  # population A Ne P Ho He F t

1 CR-1 2.1 1.55 75.0 0.283 0.353 0.198 0.669
2 CR-2 2.3 1.53 66.7 0.272 0.343 0.212 0.826
3 SW-1 2.6 1.66 75.0 0.346 0.397 0.128 0.773
4 SwW-2 24 1.65 75.0 0.370 0.394 0.061 0.849
5 SW-3 2.5 1.65 75.0 0.322 0.393 0.181 0.847

6 SE 2.0 1.47 66.7 0.251 0.322 0.220 0.639
7 NC-1 2.3 1.48 66.7 0.240 0.323 0.257 0.591
8 NC-2 2.2 1.46 75.0 0.254 0.313 0.188 0.683
9 NwW 2.0 1.38 66.7 0.261 0.274 0.047 0.910

E¥) Average 2.27 1.54 - 713 0.289 0.346 0.166 0.754

22 BHEME{ES 1L

B P B RRRAk R E#F PR RA LR S5 Hardy-Weinberg B S S EL Fl 0 RS B B
(Wright, 1965), #RWHE 4, For TUABERBERM I LERE, THHAOEEI LAY G FHRAE
Mo M 4 [ FH 9N EEME L For BEHIEN 0.107, BLEABEERA 10.7% HETRER, W@
2] 89.3%MEFHE TREN, A TH -PLBEERERNBEILBRE, BH Nei (1972) FiEidtiTl
Rl D 47, SRIEK S, HrhBEHERBAMERA 6 CRERAE) S5R4E 9 (HiLBE), DES
0.177, REMESRILERWHENXERENEY, K DES/D, 4 0.010, TEERNALSKITHIKEE
HE XA BBAEY, NBEED M ERIEEE, KSR E ™ ) B B BGT ., X i)
WIREAC R R GR 5o (L B3, 5 BE 5 Hh PR B B 2 I A B I 3% R

£4 HEATEGS EHRIES L

Table 4 Genetic differention of C. mollissima at Allozyme loci.

4 Loci Fis Fir Fgp
SKDH-2 0.145 0.188 0.051
IDH-1 0.412 0.472 0.101
IDH-2 0.234 0.412 0.232
6PGDH-2 0.180 0.294 0.140
GOT-2 0.101 0.213 0.124
LAP-1 0.256 0.335 ©0.107
EST-1 -0.055 0.007 0.059
GPI-2 0.143 0.206 0.073
PER-2 -0.004 0.045 0.048
£ Average 0.148 0.239 0.107

23 BEMTEHRRIR

HIGH T ERE PR RGHEICHEMAHLLER, ABEKTLE, Bk TRER
K, HFEFERE, BHETEH, 9/ BEAEN FH 0.047~0.257 Z[, HEATO, B TMEHE
e, EMIRAKRBIBAE, XOEEFRGIR, "RRER T/RENIL, KEEH R P4 BBN”
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SHT - BREMLR. Mk Wright(1965)I IR AR tfi, RIMAIAH, SREHRIBE
A—, M THREEMALC R MBI A B 9 (LR %, MR BT FERR, X
B BN RE, TifEER RREMILR, SHRELEREEHLEDSIEEBHENR,

%5 WESBEGZEAMNBE—BHEERR

Table 5 The genetic identity values (below diagonal) and genetic distance (above diagonal)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 - 0.010 0.058 0.031 0.020 0.015 0.071 0.079 0.141
2 0.990 - 0.081 0.032 0.034 0.035 0.052 0.048 0.101
3 0.994 0.992 - 0.026 0.030 0.081 0.055 0.068 0.079
4 0.969 0.968 0.974 - 0.015 0.051 0.053 0.055 0.085
5 0.981 0.966 0.970 0.986 - 0.057 0.046 0.043 0.102
6 0.985 0.966 0.992 0.950 0.945 - 0.116 0.123 0.177
7 0.932 0.949 0.946 0.948 0.955 0.890 - 0.012 0.020
8 0.924 0.953 0.934 0.947 0.958 0.885 0.988 - 0.043
9 0.868 0.904 0.924 0.918 0.903 0.838 0.980 0.958 -
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Fig.1 The ordination of 9 populations of Castanea

mollissima in three dimensional space

EMNTmort R LSRN HMRB, A
BT R 2 AR HOHERXR, NEE
R A5 i e DR 450 38 i v (M 1T G i £ A8 Sk
RGN, ROy BATRERMNIM G S8R, W—
et i % A R B A A5 3000 24, EREEM
PR R B, A F RO A B KB — R,
G, MERRERILEANSE, 4B
R EREERS ST (PCA) RFHRIXA R
M, BB ETRARERSAEZH
T, [RIMHER KPR B BB EORE FRBERER,
I BE A B R & FE R AR R T Z I e i, Rt
ZRIX R, EEAREREGER, BARNE
%, BUAERIBENEE, & BEMN & SO
BRI, ERAE6, A3 MRS ER
R 76.36%, AR % %00 RSy A
itk B 158 Rk, ER\BEBEEH 344

RS, REGREEREAERRHED, —ShEsdkRRmmiEEn S0 afRER, BN EMXE
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MM ES, AEHEY, ¥ -HRE-XHH, HEEETREEER BRZAEEM Muller,
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{62 2.27; Ti Hamrick & Lovess (1989) ##ti8 16 Frhi RM- B H 1E% 0.203, P 24 62.9%, 524
b, BRACEER, X5EHRERERNNEETRANEERERT 0, NFR bk s ane
ME (C. dentata) FIKME (C. sativa) BBRKE, EWMEN 3N BSR4 RH H: 0.1083, P
63.17%, A: 1.74 (Hunget ak, 1994), BRAFZEETRE, KNENERAEET £ 20, #es
N AR R RE N E M FAAHE (Villani er al, 1994), RERFEIGIEETE AR TR
B, EREEHREEHGER, CTRELHDMOERZREZREEMN, X5 L RAMRE MY

o

®6 FHHMEEMN PCA KHH

Table 6 The principal component analysis based on allelel frequencies

FE No R F 4> & The principal component
Allele 1 il il
1 SOD-1 -0.1035 -0.2042 0.0495
2 DIA-1 ~0.9504 -0.2197 0.0260
3 SKDH-24 0.0101 -0.2704 -0.2137
4 SKDH-2B 0.1218 -0.1115 -0.3481
5 SKDH-2¢ 0.2446 -0.0613 -0.1157
6 SKDH-2P 0.2482 —0.0580 -0.0110
7 SKDH-2¢ 0.2676 0.0042 -0.0718
8 IDH-1* 0.2680 0.0106 -0.0424
9 IDH-18 0.2296 0.0537 -0.1006
10 IDH-1¢ 0.1555 0.1129 0.1216
11 IDH-24 0.2385 0.0229 -0.0528
12 IDH~2B 0.2623 0.0086 -0.0595
13 IDH-2¢ 0.2780 0.0025 0.0290
14 6PGDH-2* 0.0921 -0.0107 -0.3951
15 6PGDH-2 0.2451 -0.0265 0.0853
16 6PGDH-2 0.2413 -0.0752 0.0226
17 6PGDH-2 0.2259 0.0605 -0.1571
18 GOT-2 0.2531 0.0480 -0.0264
19 GOT-2 0.2522 0.0292 0.0330
20 GOT-2 0.1473 0.1655 0.2787
21 GOT-2 0.1483 0.1346 0.3022
22 PGM-1 0.1124 0.1723 0.3214
23 LAP-1 0.1309 0.2158 0.1803
24 LAP-1 —-0.0772 0.1619 0.0072
25 EST-2 0.0043 0.2957 -0.0462
26 EST-2 -0.0241 -0.0162 0.1273
27 EST-2 -0.0748 0.3004 0.0048
28 GPI-2 —0.0048 0.3147 -0.0127
29 GPI-2 -0.0870 0.2828 —0.0865
30 GPI-2 -0.0504 0.2737 -0.1564
31 GPI-2 —0.0482 ~0.02505 -0.2138
32 PER-2 -0.0432 0.2822 —0.2652
33 PER-2 -0.1014 0.1738 -0.2652
34 PER-2 -0.0550 0.1878 —-0.3096
#EER Characteristic root 12.5404 8.3089 6.112
THkH(%) Rate of contribution 36.88 24.44 15.04
EBR AR EK(%) Accumulation of contributed rate 36.88 61.32 76.36

B, BRI R I EARR SR AT E L. BF A 36500 e I P R L GE A2
T, WhTRIFZ B HEER AR RO EE R, 852 ENmTIRE ChE Tk, AR
EERARY], AL BRI AR RO A 15 AR, 35k Y P 2 Gk 2 B TR R AU R, AL BE G
Bl —BR AL A BIATIANA T 1678 RO REME, A B TRITHIRMRES, BB A 20 255 7T B
t, SARIWEBY”, RFHARZRAT RS SRR R AT R, BXFHEROEEERE M £,
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TNz FARM M BRG] X — B SRHEE 9 LU R B H A R, RN S AP R B
18, BIEMERE Y, KTLR R B B 2 N R sk, R I S A o 07, R BLHCl (4 A
W, R R RIMER Y B — %R, RIRMAREM & FREMR, $HIRRSE, HR%E
SRR SR FREREOMR L (I, 1992), TRAFMRESITIERRR, MR HE S
A R AR T HCE LA R, BT HEEMR AR RN, R SR, RO R R £
Feph oD, RIERE, A4 FILAT .

(1) PG A TR Sl 4 I — 267 L B CREBC, 1994), (RKITMZE s HES, &% FhAbE
WA Je, BHOMENR. XERERAVBIR K ERA TR G SRR SR RN,

() TR LB KIFENEG, HELL T EY AT BHARE, AHEERW/D, XdTi
WA A, ACHEAET 550 RIDEER S b, B 2 AR T 1 B FE

(R 2, BA TP AR E M E AR A WA, RELL200RE, B SR
TR MMM B MR, MmEME, RRMARUTRMK, BNHSAQEERNR LM T XKE, K
WofE AR SO AR, BEERA RO MIMROMEHRNE, dHMFALRY, REREERNGS
AR X Rl %o
32 BHXALEEREFBZENERT

b R 2 (37 4 W 5 AR O 158 Rk PR v, R NI BE R Z IR R E e BT EEIE,
BEGR B ST 1 55 Mt BRAC o A b R R e M AR 1R, B, K, A RIS R R S IRIRSERE M (B
Wi, 1994), MEEILMIERT, WERKREEBEMR 2R, TEREMEXHRENFFE M ERA
Hefty e e Bt ORI RE MR IO 45 B EARBUA KB T EmBS DL, FleAibe 5o 4
RELS, BEAREAHRE, NAREMBRERAEL. SRR AR A TR R LKA E Y
2, b Walund R, 265608 RO BUR R VE R 2 W2, 00 0. Bt (RS — IR AR A
AR, kR Rk TR IR B, AR S A SN RRERARABEANE., &
Jeo BUERILEING KRM Y, DAHEACKC, Sk, R Abfisi. AERIE N SHARERFE LN
AR AR ot b, SR AIEOE NP, AR AR OnEFasi, AR ATERE
Bt AR R I, e, X bR A MR, AR R, ERERMERETR]RT
e, WA RN, HEERG, WREREY, WEERENE, KARHERY, ERRFYK,
e AN KR, bR RIGE AR ELPE S,

B-J5l, AATEBRHERE, ERITERS ARA, ATHE TREMERDRE, Hedd
TP R R TR, X RS TR TR B, R, W el S i A T R SR R 45
Geo RUHAEFEXRME DL, TE7RKIRM A SRR B R - e R, e RaBOy Bal. B2, &
TR LK S B S B M B, X2 N 2 RIBEAEAE U R B, SUAFFEE U8R, BATIARERIFINIR
BB W, BRI T e R A R M R, B R o R

Big AR Ry R A R R R o T LI E e, B Dr.Villani (385
7o

2 % X |
Ay, 1994, s RKEATRI-F FU R AE 25 A M KT 9 % AR TRl UL E. & i RIAIIEAE, 16(3): 221~ 227

B, 1992, EJRH Pk L REVEIR IO, R IR B ECEE, 401) 7~ 13
£ B, 1994 [ TR RET S RE (R Al iR R WORE R . KB EEaE e R R SR R, 153,194
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