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GENETIC ANALYSIS OF ISOZYME LOCI IN ADENOPHORA
POTANINII KORSH.

Ge Song and Hong De-yuan
(Laboratory of Systematic and Evolutionary Botany, Institute o f Botany. Academia Sinica. Beijing 100093)

Abstract Enzyme polymorphism in Adenophora potaninii Korsh. was investigated using
vertical slab polyacrylamide gel electrophoresis. Genetic analysis of the population samples
and the progeny of intraspecific crosses allowed the verification of the isozyme loci from eight
enzyme systems. The system studies included aspartate aminotransferase (AAT), esterase
(EST). formate dehydrogenase (FDH). glutamate dehydrogenase (GDH). isocitrate dehy-
drogenase (IDH). lactate dehydrogenase (LDH), malic enzyme (ME) and superoxide dis-
mutase (SOD). The results indicated that the eight enzyme systems are specified by at least
18 loci, 12 of which behaved as allozyme loci. Zymogram patterns showed that EST is
monomeric and GDH is hexameric. AAT. FDH. IDH and SOD are apparently dimeric.
The tissue and developmental variability are also discussed along with the genetic analysis of
isozymes.
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1.1 R

1990 4E 10 A F 1992 4E 11 A WNBFSMRIZH Y 5 (Adenophora potaninii Korsh. ) J H
VSR 23 N RARBEE 400 R¥EAE, 2T B R TX50 E X AL E D AR , &
FHS 9 AR T 2R % R FRIE, DRI BERA ARG R R ABR
FEST & B B B T R LRGS0 i R i, B A B R A A W A R H R
B VKR, XML AWM BSR4 M EEOLGI TR E) .07 (HFEEX
B A3CHRRAOF 18I BEH) . XSRS A 350 2321 B0 14 I SCRR
(7],
1.2 ERRYIREN REER A FIE

BBk 2E 341 0. 3 g, B0 1. 0 mL 4R BB MR 2R VKA AT AR B R WUZE O
~4 CF &4 10 min(12000 r/min) , ;L EHWRFET 0~4 'C,3d WEMH . RERENHE
Soltis 2T*IE A4 NiE% , B 0. 1 mol/L Tris-HCl (pH 7. 5) 50 mL, fiil 0. 001 mol/L(0. 02
g)EDTA (J441k) 0. 01 mol/L (0. 038 g)$AL&F.0. 01 mol/L(0. 1 g) FALEER 5 KM,
BEETE 0. 1% (V/VOFHEZBA 8% (W/VOR Z & L felid (PVP),

S FiI B P 46 B M 6 J5C 2 MWK PR 3, B REAR LM 24 160 mm X 160 mm X 1. 0 mm, %
AR 20 9 5 mm BIRE R B R SR B A S IR SCHR (0] h A8 B4 I B Y R S
A LGEM M LR RY 4 MEBRAESNHTARABREN T E AL —
11.5% 4 Bl ,a: b=25; 2% 1 — 10% 50 & ,a : b=37.5; RAK X 10% 4 B BE ,a
:b=60f BN —7.5% 5 B H,a: b=25, 4 R AL 3%WKG R ,a: b=
37.5; SFERGE W N Tris-HCl (pH 8. 8) , IR4EMEZE W K Tris-HCL (pH 6. 8) . MLtk %R
W Tris-H 28 (pH 8. 3) . R RN ik , SHERB A 10 mA BFHEKk 2 h, BH
25 mA BIUAEEH K, R B B A EBEA 7.5 om &b, I HK, RIS,
BAGEBRETE %K E S P EE 24 h, R A 40% B BE+ 1% H 0B K B K
40~50 min, F I B BE4CH B T8, A AR BE RS RO S B Wendel 1 Weeden™)
B, R ER AR RSNV 2 BRI SHEIEE.
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1.3 BES

B, BB RM AR S EARREKRETHTRN, UEBEEBRANKE
TALMBEERE. R A BHEREA BTN, TRAR TR ERRBE PN
A, B ERRDEEASTENERSMECER . BE ERFENTAE X
EAMWARMEELEF RPN BASEAETREMT REBSMSLER, &
FHEWENBEEFEREA, —FEAN RKEAT MR AEG OB RN EF R
5 4E A B AT

AT (S B S MEMNERN G ZREN, UBNES FERRABRS,
EFHERFRBZEAR AR (SH L MLEED , AT ER GEBEAIOMALH
US/MNIFERR . BMLEWSMNERA/DNE R TR, RIEREE EBEREOMN
SMEE a f0F, KU b RE, RIS, 4HFAKE Gilen) ZNEF BT, Do 3%,
AXTFREMEFRSBSERPELERNESERASIHFEN  MTHITRE,

F1 BHERWHBRE . REERAEREPRE

Table 1 Enzymes, number of loci assayed and buffer systems

AL my BB RE (A=t SR

Enzyme system Abbreviation ’ Buffer system No. of loci
RKAEMEEN Aspartate aminotransferase EC2.6.1.1 AAT N 2(4)
[:H]. 3 Esterase EC3.1.1. — EST i 1>4)
FH B i3 S Formate dehydrogenase EC1.2.1.2 FDH I 1
HEAREERE Glutamate dehydrogenase EC1.4.1.2 GDH I 2
ROERL SR Isocitrate dehydrogenase EC1.1.1.42 IDH 1 2
ARS8 Lactate dehydrogenase EC1.1.1.27 LDH 1 1(1~2)
b ¥ Malic enzyme EC 1.1.1. 40 ME I 2
BEAYBALME Superoxide dismutase EC1.15.1.1 SOD 1 1(>3)

D55 5 2 3050 47 89 LGB 38 5 P A HEBT B 45 1 o7 3K

Number of analysed loci (outside parentheses) and total putative loci (in parentheses).

2 R,/

ABFRILRE TR SIE 15 MRS GBS AR BRMER S RS, H 12 #
AW BRIENIHFEHBMIET. R, 7EX 12 RS S, 3288 (PER DMK
HBREACPHOANAEERESHNER, MAFHEMEKTEAMBETRERE: FERE
B MNR X EMSEERREHENE/N, BRESEFRZ BT E L EREMESH
(MDH)®H B R R EHERE BEATRTHERZ W ZEP ST BT . FH
BT, Hik, Bk 4 FREE RSB KT LA F R RAEEOR , B A B R R AR AL
H IR, TEHATIRAB 0T R 8 B RS0y BUR h Je £33 P GO T I B, T L3RG
T, A B R A R R RS R B S, X 8 MERAN K. &
MALE RSB ERRENEK 1.

2.1 RAEMEFREAAD

AAT XA E BB EBE 2 %% & B (glutamate oxaloacetate transaminase ,GOT) , i
WHH RS —FEE, FETEY 4R g ek SRR R A B % 2
~4 MLERER, A R, EEEERBRPUE REABARE. ERYS
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AT LA 3 AR PR . 5 — M IEYER RO ELESH & (IR, EB R (RDAE 0. 56~0. 72
ZE, NS BASERRES STl 2 ML, @40 AAT-1 M AAT-Z.
T X AL R A B R, REE— W ALE SRR (ER 1,1.2). F2
A EVEX B8 E — AN EH X RE 78 0. 40~0. 56 Z[d, Rf KM —FHFAFREMBE 1
Yoo KATE R, (B ARGBHIRD, BAREARNQIR Y, S HRA N RWTREHN
SHE LER T, 1.2), SR UERER R B RS RO AN AAT-3,

AAT-3 EST RS hEE 3 AMSMERE D,
a— ooz e eI REWERY EWESENAHE
b— — == - b= T - STARABEREGE D, B EE

bb ab be bd bb dd nn ad bd cd en nd

X Ju 4,355 ,RE 78 0. 20~0. 38 Z [d), ¥
H 1 LA SR B 4 B, A R
AAT-4 X UK TR 4 B ], X W
==ZZ=S=S% W$E-ASEREFNFHGLED.E

1 FREBAK, 5 Citrus, Allium 1 Stel-

laria J& " 0 38 AR I, Bl XX
— _ - WAL ERTHASZRNLHTEAER
= _-" e — B, ZRE XRG4 AAT-4, 805
= A AN SREFE D,

31!

cc dd ee ce cf cg de ef
2.2 EEER(EST)
con2 . ik 2 A PP AR K B B R A
S " mEW I _——mm ARBROBEAREHRECHFET
aa bb cc ab ac be 2a bb ccab be  smmaWi L, B 2~10 MEEM ARG, H
1 SEETHREAAFMER AR RS ERY SR, B
BB B ) 5 2 N BHENORER FE—ENBEE

Fig.1 Allozyme bands and the relavent loci and alleles

. as well as the genotypes from population samples Ve BRI LA bR R E AT R
R IKEA B AR T, MR RS REZFELER, o WEHER AR
Asfl . RGEESEL, LA RAEFRGAEL, B, REHREB T 2B, 1R
S 2 A B e e X (B RO (EIRR 1 ,3), i R4 PER i 84k, {HE, 5 PER
R R AR T RT, FE S S AR S 5 X (RE 7E 0. 10~0. 25 Z ED FEBARKEER
AR R R  BEGOREAS  JH E  , TE IR £ X, R R B B L DU T =
WO (R 1 ,4.6), BRBERKLEN , H—5 #2430 IEL RO H Rk (R
2). HERBBEEZALE LA 5 MEMER, HPERE 1 AMAREEX Gilent) FHERF (),
HASKOD RSB (E LGEKL .6, BEPRUNAEEISUEREREHTFSRH
A RaED
2.3 EERRi SEg (FDH)

Y L R I SRR R SR IC M ARE R BB £, B B A A 4l IR LR A
MR (B X H A AL A BT R IR D, R AR R TR R
AR, X BN RRE, WO ERE BECME. AR, ZERAA -1 E
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PEIK RS 7 0. 20~0. 44 22 Ji], 8 9 By (BG4 , B8 =1 GrEHO , H B Rk S
(1 ERR T ,1~3) | FER#ITRASRR PR T M2 A RH B AR 5
HTRIUE R TRFUME .6 M RTAGHIE P B BMASHFe RBR
AW E] (G 2), B — B IEE T RO S . RIS M RE. Eashr e
W7 AEMER, REVSFTRNBRATSMERBRESHAA, HHEP 4 /\%“%uﬁlﬂ
PSR, R R ARG, REETHEEP(E LERT,1.2).,

2.4 BHREKEE(GDH)

B, AR RSB TR A M A AR R, N B RS R S R
A 2 AL R R HGEDS T A REBA 2 MEMHSRER R £E 0. 05~0.15 Z
W], AU E 3R 2 A B A, P — A0 (GDH- DA B RUR R4, # R A GDH-2 #17
SAHT . LI AR P S R A, BRI T WL D TFRAREKERE D E
HE R ARRER .5, 5— BN RERAERE. AN —MRTAG TR
e R, BESEARFEHERACGR D,

2.5 RITHREKSEIDH)

SRR SR VY PR IE AR D BEE T HRB R gk —
BAEES, R, REZEOMEN LA E HEFSEXBEAARMARELTN
G819 2p Byl S R A X 45 BB (Campanula L. )&, Frizzi A1 Tammaro™ & 3 2 4
537 B4 2, T Inoue F1 Kawahara"" % B 3 NS ALEE 15, HiAh IDH-3 REE AR TE
Ziiﬁff?f“fjtﬁﬁﬂlT 2 A EE AL 4, RE 435128 0. 16~0. 22(ADH-1) A 0. 10~0. 15(IDH-

o BT RT R SRR R G R AR B 52 & 4 B I 3K, IDH-2 354 32 IDH-1 3§47 9 T4 (B R
1,7), AE#—404 . IDH-1 (L4 B3 3 NSO EE , a3 RiEHEN—
BB BARAEL I 20 (T 1 IR T ,7) . 230l 6 , S AF [ 43 B0 7 & AU/ ST B8 L) (3%
2).

2.6 FLERNSER(LDH)

AR ABEIYH TR BT S SH R EE A5 By W E R
RARZE2 EE N IEEEE T AR, VRS, HEAT RS, ZEHEE R 7
0.2~0.4 Z I8, LBH ISHEM=ZHB RN GER T ,0, U ERE, dTR#TH
32 IR B P AR A R R R A, B — A S TR BOR D, OB R R I
(15 B ST T 2 0 T B3 1 AR A A — 5 0 SR R 2
2.7 EREEME)

3 REREETE Y PR HOE A — BB F A K ER T E T AR P Y T SR, B
B, B A BRA B E TS ¢ MHRED . A RRE 3 ARERAR
B RS BB RE 4251k 0. 20,0. 45 F1 0. 62, HTFiX 3 & 2 AL IR
— B, G BT — P RATRE
2.8 EBRY{LES(SOD)

8 E AL M AL B A AR T 40 M A 40 B L SRR Rk b, B 1~ 2 MLE RS,
A _RA LA EEEAHRER ., ESYSRBIEZMXEERS, R ZEEZ 2 U
bRy EEH L HRA 1AL (SOD- DRSS RBER, E LE 3 ASMER, &
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ABF R, KRR I 4 FEWH I (B 1,7 ,RE 7 0. 58~0. 88
Z0 . SHEEREARRS TR, X EEWF R0 H 3 U EREF AL RS SOD-1-3), H
REG S M EEBRRE, % U A SOD-2 Lifw e B 2R, s e
FEHBELG . RIBAFRPEAMN S HREY, BRETEEEDSHHAT SOD fx
HH. :

*®2 ARSHMEHERTERPHSEN X L8

Table 2 Observed allozyme segregation in F, progeny of crosses and goodness-of-fit tests

¥ Parents
B - TREFEHEHA A 12 ) ,
Locus ne EEM Type and No. of progeny Expected ratio X P
=] genotypes
Combination Genotype
AAT-3 ab bb be cc
18091813 abXbb 8 7 1:1 0 1.0
13081310 ab X bb 7 6 1:1 0 1.0
. 0107X 0114 beX be 3 8 4 1:2:1 0.20 [>0.9
AAT-4 - . be cc
0105X 0110 beXcc 7 4 1:1 0.36 |>0.5
1821 X 1815 beXce 9 5, 1:1 0.64 [>0.4
EST bd dd de
0706X 0715 bd Xdd 5 9 1:1 0.64 [>0.4
1308 X1310 dd X de 6 7 1:1 0 1.0
FDH ) ) be cc cd ce ee
18211815 be X ee 7 7 1:1 0 1.0
0105X 0117 ceXcc 7 4 1:1 0.36 |>0.5
18091813 ccXee 15 1 0 1.0
0706 X 0715 ceXce Co 4 7 3 1:2:1 0.14 {>0.9
07080704 ccXdd 11 ' 1 0 1.0
18091813 ceXee 7 8 1:1 0 |10
GDH bd dd
1815X1821 bd X dd 9 5 1:1 0.64 [>>0.4
IDH-1 ab bb
13081310 abXbb 5 8 1:1 0.31 [>0.5
SOD bb be
0708 X 0704 be X bb 4 7 1:1 0.36 |[>0.5
3 4

3.1 FIBfSRMFBREY

A TERER —HEEE LSRR FER, RESHTEAN=EZOHERE.
ABARTEZANSZHEEMEMEY, Hit, BE4FRTERY RS TRAR
EARE, — HEEHR AN CER)IEEMER, 5T HETHREHBREWSERRE
MEBAL, BT, S, BERNNERERAR 10 FERS, RUAREFEET
BEARMUERRERTWEL(WMEMRABIOBRNE L. B TXEERFEAMIAEER
fasE WA MR A IS R B IO R 45 4 , T L2 R B0 B w1 (R OLES) , A B LA R/
BEMEZTRSE MR 2T EBRERCY. MB R I ATEDRAHER
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G EAC B B RS RES) MRS A A BB EMA TR BEE
AR LR Z O, R MG EE G eH BB M AR RS S HESNA L, gy
Z 12 BARMENEAIEAABEAAESFENRES LMER. FELYE. &%
HRREMERAARBRYBENATERSE, M R L B E £k F R
BRI R E BB 7Rl 2 B, ok o i s e SR P B S R T RR A
B EAT M REN RO, T — SR ESI. HAN 8 FEE RS R4
M E XM EEHERL T, FTLB R+ 958 B BE3E 18 3 — 25 805 T B T
fE.
3.2 FEIERMREBELHT

FERB T REAREVBRIKEHE, HAEREIHIEE R —ERSMERY ™Y,
ELHATAIERRES T, A TFHYPHARSEEATIHEE T SRENMLEKRE
Fgsttesd, OB AR Y PR E R TRALE REOAH — R, &4 XmiEingk
B FRBL, PR X B A A 4B B TT LA B ] B M B 58 BT B AX I R 45 Y 4 S oL A
AL RN, X R ARET W EAN —F 7%, WEKXETF R PR RPE 2] BaL SRa]
W AT — SR S BEAE E M AL R B LA S ST IR L) A L R B AR T R M B TA
GBFD N BAE AR B i —ME—E 3B 1 FRBEZL AT L4 18 8 00 2 g
PL AL R U R FE & LS R R ERC 2, HE, #E F TE (SO e
BB R AT SR SR R AT HE R 230 B T E R R A R RIS Ema
B R R 2 AL A R E SO E f 2 AR B4 & bR LR T BT
Bl U AN S5 3 (R A HEWT . 40 FDH AT AAT-3 ZERERBEA P B sl =4 (18 15 BRI
D), RSEAE " RARGH, RSOSSN ER RN EER 4 ER, 5 PRI
IR T RAB AR AR BN . REE SR WA % FDH B 407 R 6, [BARF5
B T XA REA AT AN, BRATENTRHRTFRIE, RHXAT ZMES
BERN SRS RIS A

& LRrd, EERTEER Y —FRARERD, MF TE S TRESTEE
RKERM, MAXFRUENERLFRUTENTE, AV S LA ABAKEFEETL
gt B R, AAT.EST,.FDH,.GDH,.IDH # SOD X 6 1B &S Fr s g iy 7
MIFRRARE, FEHERE/RI BT RNSMURAE, KB ERE— SRR
UESRERERR RBEREM X R T ERERC.
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BER1 1. AAT A TRt R, 2. AAT-3 {1 L& FEEER, R ab(a) .bb(b) .be(c) i bd(d)4 FHEEEA.3. EST

[ LRGRE SR, 4~6. EST fiif LA FEREAL, R cd(@), dd(b).bd(c) .bn(d) cnle) ad(D)F nn(g)7 FERA, 5.

EST fii i | ddxbd 25 HE 8 M FRM A B (Ad 2 bd=5: 3), 6. EST fii i EMAREFMER (), RIESFHHEE

B84tk nn(e), 7. IDH Al TRERGHRFE.

EiR ! 1~3. FDH A TR EE, R ee(a) cef(b) cce(c) .oc () be(e) i F AR, 3. FDH fif & L eeXef 4%

A4 8N FRADE (ee : ef=4: 4), 4. LDH A TR R, 5. GDH FF) LRERENE XM . 6. ME Al TRgRE il

8. SOD [ TR§R§ 0 #E.

Explanation of Plates

Plate I  Fig. 1. AAT zymogram patterns. Fig. 2. The genotypes at the locas AAT-3. showing the four genotypes ab
“@. bb), be(e) and bd ( d). Fig. 3. EST zymogram patterns. Figs. 4~6. The genotypes at locus EST. showing the:
seven genotypes cd (). dd(b). bd(©. bn(d). cn(e). ad () and nn(g). Fig. 5. Segregation patterns of eight F, progeny
from the cross dd X bd at EST (dd : bd=5 : 3). Fig. 6. The silent allele (n) at EST, showing its homozygote nn (g).

Fig. 7. IDH zymogram patterns.

Plate 1 Figs. 1~3. FDH zymogram patterns. showing the five genotypes ee (a). ef (b). ce(c). cc(d) and be(e). Fig.

3. Segregation patterns of eight F1 progeny from the cross ee X ef at FDH. Fig. 4. LDH zymogram patterns. Fig. 5. GDH
zymogram patterns. Fig. 6. ME zymogram patterns. Fig. 8. SOD zymogram patterns.
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