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7 %5+ (Nothapodytes foetida ( Wight ) Sleumer) % % % @ #* (Icacinaceae )
T Fﬁf@% (Nothapodytes Blume ) # % & -] & & » ;}%:J»n? Rk ENRE
BooE R RFFA ISR LR AR el £ RETR A SR TRA
et Eo e AFE 0 d ) WEMP S RAARS SR Rk PA R P[RR

(Chang, 1993) {=# 43 2~4 7 > "‘L%f‘F 20 8~10 7 o F Ut B A G203
R AR FR > ERak ¢ R B2 a%ﬁﬁ’w?@iﬁé*%%

% & ( Chang, 1993 ) - f\z;;f; 5 ,-? FH b iErez iR
(http://tai2.ntu.edu.tw/default.htm ) %7+ > p %g% Jﬁ" Sasaki*® 1910 & Tk & 3| 7
e e g iE i (HR A AEEL 071304) Bor e ot o8 }f 2egEEEL
BAT 2 A e 5 oA S AR (L1 1977 Liu, 1972)° 5 10 48 & 5 p &
TS G SR ¢ S B N R e R T T »]z;zai VR E R R &
7 ’Eﬂ’sﬁ'»rg"—‘:’i’ BEHGT TV B ?‘J?ﬁﬁ_ﬁxﬂ E'?’ﬁ‘]j‘é ER SR e R
Al RHMITCE-B HEE ERP " o
FMF k2 e ix 2 BT 4 & d Govindachari 2 Viswanathan & 4

(1972,1974) 4 4t 3 et cppb L ~ 5 32 £ ¥ % it & 3 dialkaloids % triterpenoid
EivEP g HEgitged %;éiﬁ.—,’f—! ¥ & Htig (camptothecin) 7z £ 4 %
0.14~0.24% (Aiyama et al., 1988) » #& & #f (Camptotheca acuminate ) 1% K&
72 (01%) L 2% - EMG A lESF IR &4 > B EHY A3 &
25493 (Ophiorrhizapumila) 7= 7 § ¢+ 2 > o 55 d Tek Rk (EM L AHG S 7 &
Fl B E M o 32N w0 + SR 0 < %% (Yang et al., 2002 ) o
R ARG R B R B2 R A ok o hot KRR ] e
(Wall and Wani, 1996 ) » & 7]%1’%1 f7 4 firinothecan % topothecan®>+ >3k & 3 58
BB RE LT SRR IR FOARE T R A B s (Saito et al,
2001 ) o F]yt oo & f&‘.ié’r_iiﬁiﬁ ﬁa\ SITEREL 27 B g @ #{:Li:‘_'f}&}f:;
A LR MR & e R R & 0% 2 (Ciddi and Shuler, 2000; Fulzele et al.,
2001 2002; Sa1t0 etal.,2001) % i)}%ﬁé} 4 & = 1 & fi% 2 strictosidine synthasez_
1% B E 77 (Yamazakietal,2003) 533 € 2 E Mk 2 ¥ (714 -

g iaf%,‘*,\,. FFHE A L &K 2()~3()/0 v - LA 1 g4 —Frsg,;w ﬁ;ﬁgy 4
%ﬁ,%ﬁ;%@\g%m@éfﬁip 3 ‘%55& % m;\‘y,\ﬁ ‘eg(_@-ﬂ_’;l;ii
O ERBAE S AANMPLE > FREREF I G E LTS ¢ ¥
P EApPR 2 F7 % o &+ k35 (molecular markers) © F sk & * >tipl 24 $~
Wy pe s 72 %2 (Karp et al., 1996; Patzak, 2001; Yamagishi et al., 2002 ) 14 % ¢
¥ % LR 2 #2 (Wu et al,, 1998; Hosokawa et al., 2000)- p % 7 o fi 4 +
RO E R Y ANESOEH R S A a5 2 F R E A A4 (Restriction
fragment length polymorphisms, RFLP) ~ 5 ##3# # 3| 1% (Randomly amplified
polymorphic DNA, RAPD ) ~ #§ ¥ % 5| £ 4 % & ( Simple sequence repeats, SSR )
& e A 7 ¢ (microsatellite DNA ) 12 2 ¥ 7 % B & & % 442 ( Amplified
fragment-length polymorphism , AFLP ) (Avise, 1994; Weising et al., 1995; Vos et al.,
1995)- H ¢ AFLP HjlF s WAtz Hibv >3 o3 @ B B2 smey
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FHEA R A PRA A R PR R REF T E R A A
A3 2 ¥ EEH S T (Mueller and Wolfenbarger, 1999; Vos et al., 1995) » g ¢t
AFLP Hitvv P23 A BT A g3 @ L 8 > 6)4r %%1..:‘;—’}]%_\ BV UE T
SAERF 2 #miE @ (Paul etal., 1997; Van Der Hulst et al., 2000 ) - ##2 3 B 5 71
* AFLP & F+ Ri& it Fd o @7 Bk R 2 2 A 1R 2 o gR - v
R TR Y F

g i

- LB KR
By ot s 2003 60 1 120 0 AuPTRA 25 AR e
# (O 1-8) % § % (GL3-10) w2 #4532 5 K g s (CIP 1-8) &3

,TM 4o (JU1~8)~ 2 B8 (LG 1~8) ~ B 22 fhE: 7 5% (LC1~8) LA B
7% (CUPI~8)~ #7i£ 7% (HK 1~8) ¥+ % f 4 > 8 BEREL £ Hip

64 Bl & HFEFEZ NEETIE I

= ~AFLP F &

B 0.1 5. %2 % E > 4] * Plant Genomic DNA purification
(GeneMark, Taichung) # 2 %)%= DNA - 12 300 ng/ul DNA #e 1 ul Mse I/
EcOR T ~2.5ul 10 X BSA ~ 2.5 ul 10 X reaction buffer & 84 5 25 ul > *t 37C:&
7 2] pFrUF|pe <> B & & o 1% AFLP Analysis System I kit (Invitrogen) > £ #-
F k1S 2 DNAs 4 2 ul 100 mM Mse 1/ EcoR T adaptor ~ 1 pl T4 Ligase (2 unit /
ul)~5 ul 10 X T4 Ligase Buffer~2 ul ATPZ 15 pl & B2 45 -k > S84 5 50 ul »
16 °CF J& 14-16 -] FF - X TE Bufferﬁrﬁ 10 % » 27— =xPCRF > & EF
e té 2. 5 ul DNAZ 4 7§ Mse I/ ECORT *» 8/ 72 10 uM Pre-Amp Primer £ 1
pl ~ 5 ul ANTP mix ~ 1 pl Taq Polymerase ( Viogene ) ~ 5 ul 10 X PCR Buffer > 32 ul
£ F2 Mk BHAH S S0ply 2 PCRF & (Arnheim and Erlich 1992) - & J&
HFL AKRIER S 94C 5 A4 RIER 94C 304 0 R @AM: 56°C 60
F) 0 W BIER 72°C 60 4) ﬁ% 40 W ;B BER 72C 74 o HPCRA
PAHRE SO B3 EY 8 iy Msel 2 EcoR I *7,;‘%&)%»1]4 - — (5l F

(MI~M8 ~ E1~E8)» it if 22 FPCRF & o B~ 1 ul PCR A% » 2 »3t 3
3.32ml 30% & "’fﬁ fiei%2. 4ml 0.5 X TBE" 48 (84 5 20ml)> 12 100 R3F T
JRIEGFT AT 0 PERY S 55 A 48 0 414 2 ;2 £ m®cDNA Silver Sequence™ DNA
Sequencing System (Promega ) = 2 i% ¢z o d 2 A 7 & ( Gel-Pro analyzer, Media
Cybernetics ) 2 #ic %8 " 47 DNAFF 3 g F o



Orchid Island (OI)
Green Island (GI)
Chihpen (CIP)
Ligang (LG)
Jiuru (JR)

Luchu (LC)

Hsin Kang (HK)
Chung Pu (CUP)

CIP (1~8)

® GI (3~10)

& 01 (1~8)

B A % B PR R B o B iRBE AN BLE S AR (O11~8)~ & A Rk 5% (GI
3~10) ~ s A Riar A (CIP1~8)~ B AR T B (LG 1~8)~ B LRI 4ri® (JR1~8)-
B RS (LC1~8) ~ £ &RATEM (HK1~8) 2 &8¢ 7% (CUP1~8) .

Fig. 1. The sampling locations of Nothapodytes foetida in Taiwan. The abbreviations of sampling sites
are: Orchid Island (OI 1~8) , Green Island (GI 3~10) , Chihpen (CIP 1~8) ,Ligang (LG
1~8) ,Jiuru (JR1~8) ,Luchu (LC 1~8) ,Hsin Kang (HK 1~8) , Chung-Pu (CUP 1~8) .
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(- ) i# @R (Genetic similarity ) .%E.’Er?%iéu\ #7 (Cluster analysis )

1% NTSYS-PC ver.2.0& # #c48 (Rohlf, 1997) > 14Dice (1945) #p i )‘§i o
N ES S E AR TP A (Sag) "E2AHAMAEEL (Sm) »SmM=M/N"M %
B3 RAPFETERON 5 FAEET Bl 117 e fg.n #c-T 518 (Unweighted
Pair-group Mean Analysis, UPGMA ) i& {7 Eﬁ* 2 SR A )|

(Dendrogram) - DICE #Ap iz & 23840 @
SaB=2Nap/ (2Nap+Na+Np)
SA ' A% Br & & g 0 B
Nt 53 SANRAES B p
Np: 53 th&BI IR aif 4 #p
B - ’]fi ABEBE g #icp

(=) =HF 2 J G2 FHF L 17

#- Microsoft Excel #7% 1173/ ig @iedpsere (dst) > 12 NTSYS-PC
ver2.0 2 UPGMA = 2 i& 7 jF# m 47 > I 33 ¢ %l = #Hi B (Dendrogram) » ¥ 43
% UPGMA B F i eniA) Bl4E'L (Cophenetic matrix ) v/ BEHLAEL Ost it
oo B P& 4p M 2 8icr  (Cophenetic correlation coefficient ) » % -+ 3, B &2
Rt 2R (r=09 £ 7 - RMEZEF F:09>r=08 £ 17— R L4
0.8>r=07 47— KM% F507>r %7 - ,—K’]“ii ) e

(=) i A&~ 47 (Principal coordinates analysis, PCA )

#- Microsoft Excel #7138 11 %2 I if @ jegpsese (Ost) > 14 NTSYS-PC
ver.2.01c :1double center = A2\ fEdFFEAE L A (B 2 2 Afhdh L BT AR
At KDL EHEA - AT R oz e TR RE -

i
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— ~ % AFLP & 47 # %64 5 AP peis ¥
Fe 2 AL > 5d AFLP 447 > £ &% 64 37 3 EcoR 12 Mse I
el d e d RALSITE RALBEE T HY 233 Vb EF A4
5 AIMIEF kgL E2M3 ~ E2M6 ~ E3M6 ~ E3MS ~ ESM4 ~ ESM7 -~ E6M3 %
E7TM36 & 8 #3513 fesc % i > 3 0 iE 4 fics 114 05> 29 Z A3 101
o BRIES B2 88.6% 0 R tR& e d A iES 8-17 iF > 12 E3M8 315 ‘e i
i A A S (A 1-B2)
FoE L r RSV HH L L - EF S A 20 L E2M3 513 B
¢ R RS (O1) 3t 120 2 155 bp Ao 3 (54 o 2 E2M6 51+ 2 5 ﬁ&
W (O~ # i (CUP) 2 #7i# % & (HK) *t 220 bp Ak 3 iF ¥
1 E3M6 313 e F > R+ (LC) % fFse (OI) =+t 120 bp A~ 4 4 (JR)
130 bp At & B v B R & (LC) 3+ 220 bp Ao #4154 o 2 E3MS8 315 &
5



F s> Wi (LC) % f (OI) »+ 180 bp Aus #% (LC)~ e (OI) -~ 4r4
(CIP) % #7i% (HK) ** 290 bp At #5354 » v B % ¥ % 5 (LC) ** 1000
bp Ao FH GEF o 11 ESM4 313 2 F oo @its (LC)~ e (O) &avk i 5
#5 (CIP) * 90 bp v M2 % 4 %35 (LC) *t 800 bp Aok 55 (53 o 1
E5M7 315 =5 Ji » fF% (O~ 2% (LG) £ ¢ 3 (CUP) * 380 bp k. B %
(LC) 2 juz (OI) *+200 % 390 bp v 7% v ¥ B4 & (LC) *F 110 &
410 bp Aol J5H EF o 12 E6M3 313 & F 0 ®EHH B & (LC) 73 210
2 300 bp A & - HiEd 0 H e ¥ R 2 FEKIESRIF o 2 ETM3 515wk
B> @iek (CIP)~ ¢ 3 (CUP) % 7% # % .5 (HK) * 220 2 400 bp fif
FRH EF o

% L.AFLP 313 38 2 # Bt tips 5 411 2 £
Table 1. Number of polymorphic fragments obtained with eight AFLP primer pairs in Nothapodytes

foetida.
Primer pairs Fragment length No. of No. of poly-
(bp) fragments morphic fragments
E2M3 (EcoR I-AAG/ Mse I-CAG) 60-1500 14 13
E2M6 (EcoR I-AAG/ Mse I-CTC) 80-250 12 10
E3M6 (EcoR I-ACA/ Mse I-CTC ) 70-650 17 16
E3M8 (EcoRI-ACA/Mse I-CTT) 80-1500 18 17
E5M4 (EcoR I-ACG/ Mse I-CAT) 80-1000 15 12
E5M7 (EcoR I-ACG/ Mse I-CTG ) 80-1200 14 11
E6M3  (EcoR I-ACT/ Mse I-CAG) 100-500 9 8
E7M3 (EcoR I-AGC/ Mse I-CAC) 60-1300 15 14
Totals 114 101

# 2.AFLP 513 33 7 %64~ DNA 2. & - M pk 5 B ik P .
Table 2. Number of specific DNA fragments obtained with eight AFLP primer pairs in Nothapodytes
foetida.

Primer =~ DNA fragment LCc” ol GI CIP JR LG CUP HK
(bp)

—
[SS]

E2M3 155
120

E2M6 220
E3M6 220
130

120

E3M8 1000
290

180

E5M4 800
90

E5M7 410
390

380

200

110

E6M3 300
210

E7M3 400
220

—_—_ e, O, 0000 R, OO~ O~
—_—_, O ORP P OO RO === )OO, ~,OO0 O

— OO, == === O O
— —_, OO R, )PP PP, OO~ = O
— —m, OO~ PO~~~ OO/
SO OO P PO R PP P, OO R~~~ —=OF -
SO OO OO P PP PO~ R~ == =0~

—_—
—

1
1
1
1
1
1
1
1
0
1
0
1
1
1
1
1
0
0
0
0
1

1) The abbreviations of samples are as those listed in Fig. 1.
2) 1-Fragment present. 0-Fragment absent.



Bl 2.7 ESM7 515 453 # %54 % % DNA 2 AFLP Bl % 1 53 @8- ¥ 22443 %3
ERIBTF AL HT B SELATE2 H 6F R L4 ¥ TS k4 ¥ 8k

E EFE -4 o
Fig. 2. AFLP profile of Nothapodytes foetida species amplified from the primer ESM7. Lane 1, OI-8, lane
2, GI-3, lane 3, LG-7, lane 4. CUP-7, lane 5, HK-2, lane 6, JR-4, lane 7, CIP-4, lane 8, LC-4.
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Fig. 3. Phylogenetic tree based on AFLP in 64 samples of Nothapodytes foetida by UPGMA. The
abbreviations of samples are as those listed in Fig. 1.



=~ #9432 AMOVA 2 i A $5

F1* AMOVA & 47 5 et B3 Brr 8 2. 2 %5 0 35 9,999 =chgis &
Pl S X AERERE (£3)  AuBSEZ e p ARy SR
o 2pr R (R2ZBELEBERF) 28 R ﬁ}w* (& ﬁb’a—rl—’"’) -
FER R A4 B5F 8 E R A BHRETH AR LARY e R
SRk :m % 69.55% (p<0001) L B L A 30.454 (p<0.001) -
%”*P & 5 AR TR AMOVAﬁi L1 ﬂz’tx i;ﬁ@&ﬁ%ﬁi(@st)éﬁﬂi’
?&Wi@ﬁﬁﬁ#@ ﬁ”@4 {42 BB B RS DR
T RTEB AP BOEE b RERR(R 4) - 1’% NTSYS #i 8 #& & je
BERL o a5 d A AR 47 ﬁ””}‘ré*% HERZFZHRE-FBRE I REL TR
Ao ”‘"’%%"‘ﬁ*i*"ii“ 3¥ I RARGS Ff R E S T b
;’g,ﬁéﬁf*«'.«ﬁ—rﬂ\ F E ~ ’L—l{f’\;rﬁ'lﬁ\glﬁ\ﬂq‘—ﬁ‘:; Spm%g}zﬂ}kﬁl%@ﬁggﬁ_
T ey 3 ¥ (EIS)

#3. f1* AMOVAXL 45 § et 52 3 B % 3.
Table 3. Hierarchical analysis of molecular variance in 64 samples of Nothapodytes foetida by
AMOVA analysis.

Variation df SSD MSD Variance Total variance p-value
components (%)

within 7 432.67 61.82 7.33 69.55 <0.001

population

among 56 179.63 3.21 3.21 30.45 <0.001

population

df: degree of freedom, SSD: sum of squares, MSD: mean squares, p-value: more extreme random value
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T
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Bl 4. 748 B %R GBiEgahk B
Fig. 4. UPGMA dendrogram based on Nei’s genetic distance showing the relationships in eight
populations of Nothapodytes foetida.
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Fig. 5. Principal coordinate analysis in eight populations of Nothapodytes foetida based on AFLP

markers.

-l

T

*E 7 & d AFLP 447 0 64 i]}%l—":—_“p"’%"i R A 4 5 AP
Foo PR 0T B 114 0% > 5 AN IES 101 0F o B3 E T iz 88.69% © B 1
BRER&EEOM3 33 ek o ¥ 210 2 300 bp B B - iES 5 fF e
PRERSGSEMI IS R 0 3 155 2 120 bp mem B ES TR SR R R
i E3M8 2 ESM7 513 ek Jis > 37 1000 2 410 bp feem %38 154 0 W L+ &
B E3M6 313 2k i 0 2 130 bp e B FBEW iEF > FlUt i B 2 B L
T2 g EktkE o T5d AFLP I s A2 & - Hifd @ F e H Y o
Fd AMOVA A {54534 F e id BB &4 > 964 84 % 64 Bt 52 4
ek b RRERED AL 5 6955% 0 # Hp %S 245 30450 ot 7k
EHNRABALBEFHZ RRE AL AT KR ART T P ARG o
S MR RFFEF O EFELETRT A R REFORE (8746%)
XA - B RPN R (12549 ) Al & (durum wheat) &% AFLP = ;2 &
B BRI R R T A SS9 BB 5 A R R 15960 T %R
(Soleimani et al., 2002) - — 4k % & 4 dxﬂwg#m B R ARG AN EHEN N
B 0 O3 R G RAPD #4725 2 AMOVA & {7 3504 5
BRPN > BRFOFE LB S 12.00% ~9.05% % 7895/’&E%ﬂ AR IREE
éwfbﬁ(%ﬂm; 2 (Hsiao, 1994 ) -
F3 ‘f%”f%ﬂfﬁfﬁ'\mdﬁhé Pl &=d AFLP & 7% % 2 Zlgrd] o tEi’rJli;l)iAv\
17 (Nei, 1973)> 3+ B R F 2 & @504t #xawﬁp:%m\%fr ok iR B e
"2 Rk B "‘4‘9‘—“"1’ FradoAp b der E 5 0.96 0 BTk 1%]? RFRBVE
Bz FEGR G - 5 BRI E AT RE TP REFRAS S R B RS
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BHEAA AR L Er RO R AR RS RE
% T BERCERE SAFRZEARBERT AR
El":‘fsr% ),%1’?‘ ﬁé ) Hv.,@%i’iﬁ%.%% 2B BEEREGR o IR BRI L (2004)
PR ARENMER 2 LARR PR ARG B i;‘\ﬂa HLARMBT 5 kp e
il a BRY p A FREFS - FARBGMIE - 2 <ORFE P RS2 B g
R BT FiE 090 1 b oo e E IEIIThF B o T HADR BIE A X F
Ao FHOKHT O R REF LR ﬁ’%ﬁl‘&%ﬁ;&ﬂg BARB M v L L&
R M

e - 1"5#7"’*5?%]’\ 7 AT ETERZ 2 R R AR E (hetrozygosity ) » 7 it
d 32 BERA T RPEFLF]S ’"LralfL (Nel 1973; Schaal et al., 1996;
Slatkin, 1987 ) » j\ﬁ:ﬂﬁé}t‘ AR S B RaF ks RA M RGN __35&%
FRCHFRBEeXDGRIE RF L85 REBMTE SR DA
9096 2 B K o BEE P RF ZRBEER > T2 A AR TRAR
(1nbreed1ng) BB R R AT ﬁﬁ wE? w2 B 2 (outcrossing ) MFF o 2R

d A AELAITEE VIR RIERFRESE 2 H s RanfBd 77 i 58
grf‘%ﬁ-ié&" st S e o d g -&rﬁw_ BR~N IR R 3 #Fo &
S (F) K, 1978) o s s SR i L A it o
W R R B aa&. EAMAFR R L e R e P g
BiELELEa A A ﬁ FTE AP R FONESEL 0 TG 28 2 2192 AP R o
KR 4 TR O \ﬂ+ boH s FlFdod k2 R EEE 4SBT MG
27 8 Aad 3 gk S b R ]2 - (Severinghaus, 1989 )
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’ﬁ*ﬁ%ﬁ%4?’?9%$%%iﬁimﬁiﬂ’&5i$&&%%*ﬁ

P2 i %7&% CACBELZ ERES FA ISR EEDOF B
ﬁ'ﬁﬁ?éﬁi'”’“‘ G H¥ Fo EFANEHBRNSLE Ak v Fie- HE
FoANPREAH FOFRREALERHEIHFLE Vi AREd 74
RAFFIRE @ A B AR U T AIPRLR SR ETEETR -
TER FRESLE R AR FERRT > RARE L EBRE S > i 4
fee B2t T AR RIS 2B B F 5% FESD
R S L

)
i

H— \\

ik
%h\,

TR oW RRA AL TSI F AP AL LN ELA
v NAFRAAY R P F LR %‘r%‘ ol B fEE R 2 5~i§4~'f'}§§~‘1§3‘ 5
AR A2 BARLE - -2 R 25 EREY HREATBERL S v &
7@—; y BIAERAER AR GELAEZ B A RR D /ﬁ‘ég&m * S kaﬁ—* ° fq_ﬁ e

-

e, b0 PATABALR AP LEHAFRREEIRERET P
At mg Ay 2 RP LT R LIS R SR APRIAR -
Flpt i o3 2 RGO  REFRERE - EMRIELAT 2 'a“‘“']%‘& nﬁﬁﬁ
¥ # 1 (Good Agricul ture Practlce GAP) #9325 32 % 5o & (747 LB R
o VERERBEERAREEAR Cd FERSRIANKRT LT EREIAE
Tt AL FRIEFF AR 2 XL EAR o
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Abstract

Nothapodytes foetida Sleumer is an indigenous species of Icacinaceae in
Taiwan, known only from Orchid Island and Green Island. Amplified fragments
length polymorphism (AFLP) markers was employed to characterize the genetic
variation of N. foetida populations, collected from Orchid Island, Green Island,
Chihpen, Jiuru, Luchu, Hsin Kang and Chung-Pu areas. There were 101 polymorphic
bands produced by 8 selected AFLP primers. Based on AMOVA analysis, the variance
components among and within populations were 69.55% and 30.45% respectively,
indicating a significant genetic differentiation within populations. Similar results were
obtained with unweighted pair group method with arithmetic (UPGMA ) and
principal coordinate analysis (PCA ) separating populations into three large groups,
Orchid Island, Luchu and the others populations. N. foetida sampled from Luchu
constitute gene pools that are clearly different from native plants, despite some
geographical pattern of genetic differentiation among cultivated N. foetida
populations exists. Results from AFLP markers showed highly significant correlations

in genetic variation among populations.
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