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ABSTRACT

Intraspecific and interspecific isozyme variations and their relationship of 16 local populations in
3 species of Phyllostachys, that is, P. bambusoides, P. nigra var. henonis and P. pubescens were

investigated by multi-variate analysis.

Leaf isozymes of Phyllostachys such as 6-PGD (6-phosphogluconate dehydrogenase), MDH
(malate dehydrogenase), PGI (phosphoglucoisomerase), PRX (peroxidase), PGM (phosphoglu-
tamase), IDH (isocitrate dehydrogenase) showed electrophoretic variations in the number of
zymotypes (7, 6, 6, 9, 3 and 5, respectively). In the cluster analysis on the isozymic characteristics,
16 populations were classified into 3 species at the euclid genetic distance of 2.041. P. nigra var.
henonis and P. bambusoides were clustered first at 2.813 and then P. pubescens at 3.001. So far, 3
local types of intraspecific variation were found in P. nigra var. henonis and P. bambusoides.

Key words: Leaf isozyme, Intraspecific variation, Electrophoretic variation, Zymotypes, Cluster

analysis, Euclid genetic distance.
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Ho Fdo| B ¥ 3 ’f—l«l Zpolef W& f
AE AgHog 24 & 225E 34 24
o] g o|&HX jleH, 2 '6‘°1WE A719sHTG o
ME FHELYE BAde Zymogramyol &%
Yoz deid Be AEAE UHeER dTH o
(Crawford 1985, Gottlieb 1971, Carulli 1988, Hamrick
1989). oo #3 HAF+=Z Soltis et al. (1990)L IDH
(isocitrate dehydrogenase), MDH (malate dehydrogen-
ase), PGM (phosphoglutamase) 59| isozyme ¥Ho|7}

Allium douglasii W8] W& Atol7} &g HH
vl low, Crawford (1988)+= Coreopsis latifoliag T
o2 & F isozymed HA sl FyHelE nlwEY
t}. FWoME Kim and Kim (1985)0] &34 Ju-
niperus®] A XFA8HE AFolA isoperoxidased] o]
Z clone 7+ 9 F749 AolE Y3l A& W R, o]
(1992)7} &2 Disporum 49 Qlo] EH& A9 o)
o @& 7 FARAE BT v Ut

FU Ee 7 FAFAE FEF Ao BHAE
E9 A#F, FHQ HeE st thadFRE Ao
ANEJR, 2 7E FAREA (principal compo-
nent analysis)@ &7 FAM-L AR st T2k Y
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B A9ES YUAdos BANA FAER Uy

= FAEA (cluster analysis)o] 713 dd] o|&5x
2lt} (Sneath and Sokal 1973, Radford et al. 1974,
Rushton 1978, 3 1988). ¥ A+ tiFola (Bam-
busoidae)®] Sl (Phyllostachys)d 43t 4§ (P
bambusoides), %1 (P. nigra var. henonis) 2 %)
(P. pubescens) 5 3% &9 167] AYNAZE
07 FHEL #AS MAZY AVGEENE AR
Ao ZH FY Ee FHe fAdBAE welaA

o}
M 3
dEr=

dAge Adetxst A4E Al 167] A A
ARstRen, APAGR APYA4E Table 13 2ot
Zt AAEE AEARY L, ditdez 48l §
4 F A9 e AR 542 34 vusiilen,
S g4 3d FE 2 =2E AT (Na-
kai 1937, Ohwi 1984, o]A-E- 1985). o]d] w2}, Aol
Aopd AHoHA aFe] ARIL FVo HFE Y
Ae Ag FUE, Hdol 94 A¥ely tee AR}
2l Aztez » e AL g, 23 A (&
)9 1 243 4B dolAe &Y ARE e F
< Fedz A AEA Aie AALEE

Table 1. Localities of sampled populations in the 3 species of Phyllostachys
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53] A%l ity BdEHe AAY 4E dde
2 394 AHE JEAE S YB3l APHE ¢
B & -70C WEie RISt FHEA B4
o A&-3rdr.

S9lza

S

N

2

WHE | YsRAsHd HEAY S 558
(pH 7.5)3} A APt YoilX A 48 & #
PBAEAZ A719F3Ht Mitton er al. 1979). HE
Ao pH 729 gel bufferd] 11% A2 (Sigma
$-4501)% o8 HEHENRE gel molddl] X AL
ol A 12A12hEQ WX 3ke] gelst A7) F, 7+ AlRO] A
SHg 23 AA(wicks : chromatography paper)&
geld] F3FGM SemEH e o] AYANAT AAE ¥
& gele AZE WAE7] 98 saran wraplE B2,
4~5C7F SAEE WAL YoA 45mAE 1A7F B¢
A71GET F, AAE wL AT B A719EE 3
At} (Shaw and Prasad 1970, Johnes 1986). X7]|%9%
F gl B FE FHEL FAM 637 T
&4, & phosphoglucoisomerase (PGI, 5.3.1.9), 6-pho-
sphogluconate dehydrogenase (6-PGD), isocitrate de-
hydrogenase (IDH, 1.1.1.42), malate dehydrogenase
(MDH, 1.1.1.37), phosphoglutamase (PGM, 2.7.5.1),
peroxidase (PRX, 1.11.1.7)Z geldoll 2AA7)7] 93}
FHo2 6~7 AHoZ FelrM Z+ FaE M (Sh-

Number“oﬁf plants Wfioyr

Taxa Locality Collection date . .
isozymic study

Haenam-gun Samsan-myon 9. 2. 5 12

Changhung-gun Allyang-myon 9. 2. 5 14

P. bambusoides Sunchang-gun Paltok-myon 9. 2. 7 12
’ Posong-gun Tungnyang-myon 9. 2. 4 15
Wando-gun Yaksan-myon 9. 2. 4 12

Koksong-gun Chukkok-myon 95. 1. 12 13

Namwon-shi Hwajong-dong 95. 2. 5 14

Yongam-gun Samwon-myon 9. 2. 5 15

Naju-gun Munpyong-myon 9%. 2. 4 6

P. nigra var. henonis Kangjin-gun Toam-myon %. 2. 5 15
: : Tamyang-gun Mujong-myon 9. 1. 14 15
Kurye-gun Kwangui-myon 95. 1. 13 15

Hadong-gun Agyang-myon 95. 1. 13 15

Chinju-shi Kajwa-dong 9. 2. 11 10

P pub Chinju-shi Kajwa-dong 9. 2. 11 15
- pubescens Koje-gun Yonchon-up Oepo-ri 95. 2. 17 15
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aw and Prasa 1970)e] Wi 30C <49 incu-
batorollA} FAAZITE, Fao] Bl gele Bo] 2~31
AL wbgdg Mol F 70% alcohole] RAAHT}
(Gottlieb 1977).

e el 4  Geldol d4¥ 2zt isozyme band
o] 9} X E 243l zymogramQ B EA|S F o)
& E4317] Qlsle %A =219 SPSS (statistical
package for social science)/PC+(ver. 3.0)2 euclid &
HAAGE Fao FAEY A,

4 5
gdof EEA Ho|

S, Fd, S 163 260AE e st-
arch gel A719%5E 8t 671A] 71844 A4S 248
A3 6-PGDe 6709 bandE, MDHE 107], PRXE
117}, PGM& 37}, PGI& 13719 band, IDHE 4709
bandE YEhlo] 6712 FHELN st 47749
band7} &5} (Table 2). A€ bande $FE
zymogram®. 2 ZA3 T (Fig. 1) band YXE X2
FAbsle] RIS F3lE Rf3to] 714 & band2 12
A8t 1 o band £AUIR WEE Q4. 6-PGD,

Table 2. Coded data matrig( of 6 isozymgband patterns 9{ f’fl{/l{qsitiai}{)i{“w
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MDH, PGI, PRX, PGM, IDHo|A z}z} RfZro] 0.21,
0.34, 0.36, 0.32, 0.26, 0.24%) band7} ¥=Zo] JEh}
=4 °]& 1& 3l 6.PGD¥E 1~6, MDHE 1~10,
PGI= 1~13, PRX¥ 1~I11, PGME 1~3, IDH:
1~4 2 247t 438 A48l zymogramo] JebfAch
(Fig. 1).

3%l 6-PGDY 4, 5 band, MDHY] 4, 8, 9 band,
PGI¢] 4, 5, 11, 12 band, PRXS] 4, 9, 10 band, PG-
M3} IDHS 3 band7} 3-5H o2 Uebgrt. guis} &
WE ¥x3W 6-PGDS PGIS 1 band, PGIY 2, 3,
8 band, PRX9 1, 2, 8 band¥ &ujolxer Yehjm,
MDH®] 5 band, PGI®] 7, 9 band, PRX9] 3 band,
PGM9] 2 bande FHAAT Yelth =3 3% Zo
A SUTE EAR0)FE band2AME 6PGDY 1 ba-
nd, PGI9] 1, 2, 3, 8 band, PRXY) I, 2 band7} %
=tk $iEe PGIY 9, 10 band, MDHY] 5 band7}
vegon, Satoe MDHY 10 band?} ¢ ba-
ndZ ¥ H 3, PRXY 11 bande sokx el &g, %
%, B4, dudAw dehte Eo4e Byl

38 band typedlMe 6714 FYF AN 36709
band typeo] Y=t (Table 3), PGM (Fig. 1)9] 3
7FA band type (A, B, O)& ), &0, Z2&UE 7+
ZF el o2 HAYzte WHolg wAs] Rajyo
U PGME A8 712 S84 E 2 o4y Augt

6-PGD PGl MDH 1DH

Taxa Population PGM PRX

Isozymic band number

123 71234567891011 123456 12345678910111213 12345678910 1234

Haenam 111 00110010111 001111 0001101111111 1111111110 1111
P Changhung 111 00111010111 011111 0001101111111 1111111110 1111
bambusoides  Sunchang 111 00111000111 011111 0001101110111 1111011110 1111
Posong 111 006110010111 011111 0001101111111 1111011110 1111
Wando 111 60110010110 001111 0001101111111 1111011110 1111
Koksong 111 00111000111 011111 0001101111111 1111011110 1111
Namwon 101 11011111110 111110 1111111000111 1111001110 1111
Yongam 101 11011811111 111110 1111111010111 1111001110 1111
P. nigra Naju 101 11011111111 111110 1111111000111 1111001110 1111
var. henonis  Kangjin 101 11011111111 111111 1111111010111 1111001110 1111
Tamyang 101 11011111110 111110 1111111010111 1111001110 1111
Kurye 101 11011111110 111110 1111111000111 1111001110 1111
Hadong 101 11011111110 111110 1111111000111 1111001110 1111
Chinju 100 11011111110 111110 1111111000111 1111001110 1111
P. pubescens Chinju 111 11011111110 011110 0011001110110 0001000111 1011
Koje 011 11011111110 011110 0011001110110 0001000111 1011

(Isozymic band number specifying the most anodally migrating form of each enzyme was 1, the next 2, and so on)
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Fig. 1. Zymograms of 6PGD, MDH, PGI, PRX,
PGM and IDH isozymes in 3 taxa of Phyllostachys.
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Holg #AY + At 53] gujde PRX (Fig
17} 5719 band type, & E, F, G, H, 188 YeR]o
7V 2L Azt Wl Bo Flod, SuldMe 4
7}A band type, —f,i A, B, D, E&d& z+= MD-
H (Fig. )7} 397t Welg 53402 Yepfdt

S9E2 Holofl off REEY

ANGE 2473 FHE FHEAY bande] i3t
euclid Fa72E T3l ed (Table 4), GG 3
g, B, &3, 14, g5, 34 el 3R A5
b ARAZAME 3 o4 FHARE UEY] 3%
A guigl EEU Aol fAAAE 7 HA et
on, e F9 FAdUdME Fed JAde] FHAY
0.10102.2 7} 7Phe §33 fABAE 23 g0l
A5k 88, euclid SAAZE o)43td 16709
OTU (operational taxonomic unit)E& f3&4 3 A3}
g AF9 AAEsE 73 9A
Fso] Wol7t 7HF AL Aoz yeyh. &d FEA
Q @dst FEAME F& £ FF FLE ¥lo|
o Zo| Hgo] WA LY, &uig g} JIES A
2 E5E FEAM F3EY JAz Wort AF Ao
Uehytth. E3 £F27e ARE BE FEdr S,
gt M &2 £F (A d=28DdN /35
o2 MY Fuydy 2
& OTUEH & FF904
2 ekt

(Fig. 2), &¢

#s gy 34
$4500] Wol7t 48 P

Euclid genetic distance

[} 0.8 1.2 1.8 2.4 3.0
R e e T T pupnp, ————

1

P. pubesc ensE Kme 2 J
Yunzam 3 '—'———r—j

aq

) Tamyanx H

P. nigra var] Kurye 6

henonis Hadong 7

8

Naju 9

Chinju 10
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Suireh u T
Wando 18
Koksong ¢g

Fig. 2. UPGMA-derived dendrogram of 36 isozymic
band types in 16 populations of Phyllostachys based on
euclid genetic distance measure,
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Table 3. Coded data matrix of PGM, PRX, 6-PGD, PGI, MDH, IDH isozyme band types for cluster analysis of 3
taxa in Phyllostachys

P PGM PRX 6-PGD
opul- R

aton A B ¢ A B C D E F G H 1 A B C D E F G

Haenam  1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0,000 0.000 0.000 0.500 0.000 0.500 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000
, Changhung 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.384 0.615 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
bambusoides POSONg  1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.380 0.285 0.000 0.000 0.333 0.000 0.000 0.733 0.000 0.266 0.000 0.000
Wando  1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.285 0.000 0.714 0.000 0.000
Koksong ~ 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.176 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.823 0.000 0.000 0.214 0.000 0.785 0.000 0.000

Taxa

Namwon 0,000 1.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Yongam 0,000 1.000 0.000 0.333 0.666 0.000 0.000 0,000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0,000 0.916 0.000 0.083 0.000 0.000 0.000
Naju 0.000 1.000 0.000 0,000 0.894 0.105 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
P.nigra  Kangiin  0.000 1.000 0.000 0.533 0.466 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.421 0.578 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
var. henonis Tamyang 0,000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.666 0.333 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0,000 0.714 0.000 0.285 0.000 0.000 0.000
Kurye 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.888 0,125 0.000 0,000 0.000 0.000 0,000 0.000 0.000 0.583 0.000 0.416 0,000 0.000 0,000
Hadong  0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0,000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.600 0.000 0.000
Chinju  0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.500 0.000 0.500 0.000 0.000 0.000

P. pubes-  Chinju 0.000 0.333 0.667 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.428 0.571
cens Koje 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.357 0.642

Table 3. Continued

PGI MDH IDH
Taxa Popul-
a; .
ation A B C D E F A B C D E F A B C D E
Haenam 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.353 0.647 0.000 0.294 0.706 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

Changhung ~ 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.333 0.000 0.000 0.667 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

. Sunchang 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.158 0.737 0.105 0.000 0.905 0.000 0.095 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
P. bambusoides

Posong 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.231 0.769 0.000 0.000 0.765 0.000 0.235 0.000 0.000 1000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Wando 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.300 0.350 0.350 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Koksong 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.813 0.188 0.000 0.500 0.000 0.500 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Kangjin 0.500 0.500 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.533 0.467 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Namwon 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.538 0.000 0.462 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Yongam 0.667 0.333 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1,000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
P. nigra var.  Naju 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
henonis Tamyang 0.571 0.429 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.467 0.000 0.533 0.000 0.000 0.667 0.000 0.000 0.133 0.200
Kurye 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.174 0.000 0.826 0.000 0.000 0.688 0.250 0.000 0.000 0.000
Hadong 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
Chinju 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000
P. pubescens Chinju 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000
Koje 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000

(Isozymic band types are the same as in Fig. 1)

ol7b wHAAE Yehigit B dTdMdE oY

I & isozyme 7+&® 6-PGD, MDH, PGI, PRX, PGM,

IDH % 6%F9 isozymeo] 714 F81g bandE e}

FHEAY FUdeld FAd, Y, SUle XY e, °l§ 67FA] isozyme?] band type (Fig. 1)&
Jael g Melg RYoy Feddde AY Z}7] & 548 JeEhdt. 6-PGDAME &7t A,
Blol7t YehA] gfot 2F Fo] EXHSY FHEL W B¥E, 9d+= D, E¥E, &&= FE3 GE L Ye
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Case 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1

2.0478

1.3313 1.8186

0.9155 1.8389 1.3398

1.2242 2.3606 1.5236 1.5270

1.0218 2.1344 1.1262 1.3967 1.4668

2.8515 2.9301 2.8030 2.8948 2.9314 2.8411
2.7544 2.8357 2.7042 2.7992 2.8370 2.7436 0.9406

R NN OO e W

9 10 u l2 13 W 15 16

9 2.9051 2.9823 2.8576 2.9477 2.9836 2.8949 0.6701 0.6402

10 2.5778 2.5449 2.5064 2.5835 2.6659 2.4736 1.3620 0.9329 1.3302

11 2.5094 2.5884 2.3949 2.4980 2.5464 2.4284 1.3882 1.4119 1.5186 1.1824

12 2.7529 2.6789 2.6605 2.7237 2.8175 2.6009 1.3246 1.5800 1.4913 1.3915 0.8754

13 2.9374 3.0137 2.8903 2.9794 3.0150 2.9273 0.6534 0.6767 0.1489 1.3637 1.5570 1.5005

14 3.1825 3.2531 3.1391 3.2213 3.2542 3.1732 1.7547 2.1889 2.1265 2.2371 1.9201 1.8150 2.1213

15 3.1841 3.2546 3.1071 3.2229 3.1465 3.1150 3.0022 2.9101 3.0532 2.7436 2.6781 2.8429 3.0839 2.6477

16 3.1839 3.2593 3.1120 3.2277 3.1513 3.1199 3.0073 2.9154 3.0581 2.7491 2.6838 2.8483 3.0888 2.6535 0.1010

1. Haenam 2. Changhﬁng 3 Sunchéng
8. Yongam 9. Naju 10. Kangjin
14-15. Chinju 16. Koje

e, Rfgte] 02190 1 bands &ujolA gt veht
E If bandZ2 ©E F3 FUE FEE 5 e
marker24] #8315 tt. MDH o< e} e
band typeo| FAMSHA EAH7| 2o F £ R
e F88tA FapRout ot FJuzd dold tidt
FATA Aol o877t wken, Rfg 0.069]
10 band & F&UE TEE F S band2 e
PGIE= Rfg 031, 027, 0.09, 0.07¢ UehllE 4, S5,
11, 12 band7} 3%o] ¥FHOZ deht e £9%
sFE fAgty FARMY vyt A6, Fujow
Yelds 1, 2, 3, 8 band, & Rf o] 0.36, 0.35, 0.33,
0.15¢) band & ot Fule] FEE F3o] Yeh)
39, A9z ks HolAdS AFEY & gl F
AHEd shA7 g oz & £ 3lg. PRXe
Zizyphus (9 5 1988), Ficus (3 ©] 1989) E Abies
(4} 1987) Sof &3 WY1l YoM E polymorphic
g Wo|A4go] Ryd vl Jed, & AYPAME Juh
A% 7P tkg wojr) #Es o] U oo
9lo] PGIY A 523 marker?} H2 vt PGM3}
IDHOA & Aezke dolzb A9 Ueha golA F
a7te] FABRAE A7) Y3 isozymelEE {8
32 @gou 7+ BHEFY Ui 5o)3 band typed
Uehle] £+ EFole ol 47Hx7 & JAoE dg
"}

Ao} Ze FHEAHREA euclid FHARE +3

4. Posong
11, Tamyang

5. Wando 7. Nam\}s}on

12. Kurye

6. Koksong
13. Hadong

%, UPGMA (unweighed pair-group method using
arithmetic averages)& o] &3 FIA VYL HAAE 4
3, H&U7 g8 2R F43 Art v 2A
F¥EH e (Fig. 2), ol &4& F402 ¢ o7y
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3 #¥E oz Az, A9 I A9 74t
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Ag] d=2.023, 2.040)04 £H=H3L A=l (Fig. 2), °]
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9} WHEAAQ F (Phyllostachys nigra)d 7}1s2d o]
g Rog M. A ol thd F/HH B¢
A7t s o & Ao Azhd.

3HH 83 249 Az s dendrogram (Fig. 2)
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FHsed vl e olEd KA 3.001604
3509, euclid SAAY 20418 7|F0 2 dod A #
Fo] ¥EeA FEES ¢ F UG ok d A9
9o Fuiold SloME Fie S oAl A
AGGHe] £38 pEEgS Aen, o 9A A9
o @& W 3 FEE 5 AW dHA FH8L
Aol g F7h U FAFAE ALY
&3 WHdle] AT & Ao



June 1998

ol4e] A#E U, Sulgk g, Sedid g
FARLS WolE4E T °lg AEFTO MR
Fold Fo EHE £ Ue UE FHYLE FEY
E7150] 3len, o]59 AP Afolole FHH Z
ol Wddte oFd Fudelst EAEE 9ol &
AUt wWey gezd FEHATE Foto olg 2
2 gole] g3 FESH] AP dE e
HESH #jH o] AYsA o] FoFod Ao}

)

A& (Phyllostachys)®] &4t (P. pubescens), 4t
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