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Genetic Diversity of Tilia amurensis and Tilia japonica Based on
cpDNA Molecular Markers

LI Hai-yuan', ZHANG Yue', ZANG Feng-qi', MA Yan', LIU Dan’,
LU Yi-zeng’, ZANG De-kui', WU Qi-chao"

1. College of Forestry/Shandong Agricultural University, Key Laboratory of Afforestation in the Lower Reaches of the Yellow
River, State Forestry Administration, Tai'an 271018, China
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Abstract: Comprehensive analysis of the genetic background of Tilia amurensis and Tilia japonica is essential for the
scientific conservation of their genetic resources and germplasm diversity. Based on chloroplast genome (cpDNA) molecular
markers, this study conducts a genetic diversity analysis of eight populations of 7ilia amurensis and three populations of 7ilia
Jjaponica. The results reveal that: (1) Chloroplast gene fragment (trnL and trnL-trnF) sequencing identifies a total of 11
haplotypes, of which 7 are population-specific and 4 are shared among populations. Haplotype H1 is the dominant type,
distributed across 10 populations, indicating that it may be the ancestral haplotype. (2) Chloroplast sequence-variation
analysis reveals significant genetic differentiation between the two species. Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA)
indicates that the cpDNA genetic variation occurs mainly within populations. (3) Neutral tests and mismatch-distribution
analysis suggest that 7ilia amurensis may have undergone recent expansion, whereas 7ilia japonica may have experienced a
slight expansion. These findings provide both a theoretical basis and technical support for the effective conservation and
sustainable utilization of the genetic resources of 7ilia amurensis and Tilia japonica.

Keywords: Tilia amurensis; Tilia japonica; chloroplast DNA; genetic diversity
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Ji BRI AT 55 1B AE JE B

WAL Z AR I ORI 2 A 2 AR PE R 1 %
O REST, [F I AL 20 2 A KR AL
= BEFLRI] , 84 2 R KF 5 AR 0dE
BRI ) S EAH G, W ppast AL Z A PERR AL
R S 2, PR A TR 0O, S5 AR
5 PRI IR 38 8L B 7 B , 38 4% 43 A v R
T 38 A% 22 FE 1 138 2k 25 3 B30I A8 38 R M Y 1
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LA SR EAT AL 2 FEPE 0T, R 7 SRl
MEARENEEZ M. Sea% " Ed SSR
I3 TARICHARNT 16 At (1) SR AT 182 4% 2 4%
E T8 S RS R LN U (A E Ry S o ST
WAL S AR B P &5, AR A B A% AR e K TR
6], fH2, 55T K H cpDNA 4 FArid B AR X %
BN 46 2R B PR A Joid 8 0 1 AT 18 4% 22 AR A 20 B )
TR WARIE o

e S5 R v I S A R DRLRE R Ok 5, 2 BARAL
G AR UEE 5 T A AE B REA R % B I Sk
BRZ B TH], AR L b A Tk 8] 41 S
AAER EAF A, B RoRmft o E
2k DR 2H /)N R 45 e i B AR L, HL T 4R
WAL R AR R A 0 BE R/ R A R A
RIZH A 8 S ) — P E Y oy 2 — . BEE 1
EW A R cpDNA U SR AR JE R 28D 43 F b
10 A FLAURE 1 B R AL IR AR L S5 IR
5P P UL L KT I I AR S R ORGSR A LA
B BCONE B ThRL T AL — . EREEN
F| H cpDNA [ [H] & X /¥ 41 (trnL-trnF « trnH-
psbA Fl trnT-trnL) X H 2 (Dioscorea esculenta)
T ot JEAT 18 4% 22 R L 20 B, O FLA s R ST
KA IR AR . EFR SR cpDNA
T A AT (Picea meyeri) BEVR B 845 2 FE 14 , 15
N T AT B TR] ) 18 AL S50 L R GOR &
Fh N A2 S R

AR B R EEA RS
Lo BERRl A A B o A A AR R, )
Tl IR AR5 AL AN ARALL , A1 2 B (X P AR A A ]
FHIREOE . 125 ik [ R SR AN AR
I ZFEPEIKCT RGO AR USRI P SL S A%
FAE B M ANEM . L, AT T cpDNA 73
T ARSI T SABOR FE AR B A% AR e, FR AT SR B
FNAEARABORN R 75 287K DNA JK-F B RitAL Z 1
P BRI EATZ B 2R 2k &, N 7r 7K1 L1
B SRAB AN T 2R R ) A e s 25 0 s e Ak, DI 2R
MR A BB R B3 R ) BR3P T A RIM P B (st
LIS SR

1 #MR57EE

1.1 R

RFEHD SR BN BT ERE LT
B[ 7 i TN I | NN TP NN - (o IR AR
11/NFREE, Forp 8 AN R, 3 MER BT,
JEREAME 1434, 165 H bRAeE vk 0037 i 2 i A
NSERGATRL, SR G B NRERE T AN R RERR R
(W2h & FE R IR s FEAE R 1 I .
1.2 REHE
1.2.1 DNA4RE 546 F 46 1% SteadyPure f
W) J& IR 2H DNA $& BU 71 & (CTAB 530D #:47
DNA $2 0. 8 FI A% B8 2 3 b WS A7 22 B )
DNA Jii & 5. 48250 7 5K, K DNA E
MikE2 30 ng-ul™", T 5 8: PCRY 145055
1.2.2 cpDNA 3| 4 5 i & = 4 5 FF R Ap
cpDNA 3l 51 P11 2 25 1 0 1 52 568, AN 11 A48
W o S B AL 3% B 2 AN, SR 22 4y DNA
FEA . @It PCR Y15 T 70 1, &R Gedii ik H
AMEEN 202 R RS Y. 7E35 ul
(1) )5 % 1 AT PCR M, £LFE 1.5 uL 24 DNA
(30 ng/mL) + 1.5 pL IE [7 5] #) (10 uwmol/L)
1.5 uL 52 5141 (10 pmol/L) +13.5 pL Taq f , LA
J17 pL ) ddH,0. KM LU PCR Y B2 /7 : Til
AF M 95 °CALHE 5 min; 35 MEI , B MG LTS
94 °CAZ 1 15 5.52-56 °C IR 4 H AR 5] ¥ Tm) 1B
K 40 s F1 72 °CLEAH 80 55 B Ji 72 °CLEAH 5 min;
TRAFIREE N 4 °C.

K H 1.5% Bt T Rl e I v bk 5 AR PCR A 14
FE AT R o @ I X3 P AT Al A b 3
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Table 1 Information for the sampling sites of Zilia

Liiid Wb Hb PN ZE°E WHm  REARRE
Population Species Location Latitude Longitude Altitude N
TS Tilia amurensis INZRAE F2e T #2100 36.263828 117.108972 1422 13
LU Tilia amurensis AR AR T 36.294079 118.101904 947 13
YDS Tilia amurensis demth KL 40.553270 115.894394 875 13
zs Tilia amurensis b 2R 5L T 40.158517 119.428285 849 13
LS Tilia amurensis 2R By i L 36.185469 120.614545 812 13
DGL Tilia amurensis LT PHRT R A 40.330044 124.602425 790 13
MPS Tilia amurensis A AT S AL 43.763505 126.379051 761 13
DXG Tilia amurensis FETRTLAS FUH TR Ay 44.218201 127.995354 1136 13
HS Tilia japonica TR E T 30.137615 118.175653 1235 13
MS Tilia japonica INZRAA TS L 35.559423 117.849874 1221 13
TMS Tilia japonica WA TR B 30.343229 119.432020 1345 13

M P53, I R AR IE RIS R B 2 351k
B 5] # (traL A trnL-tmF) A T J5 48 52 56
(W32,

AT AR B EE R AN ORI B 134G
T BN TSR DNA B0 . % 143 A
PRHEAT KBRS 18 , 3R 58 K F 1f PCR 4734 1
2 N R EARRR N 35 pL, #EAR DNA (30 ng/mL)
1.5 uL, IE J2 51 %7 (10 pmol/L) % 1.5 uL, Taq f§

13.5 uL,ddH,0 17 pLo JWiAR R 24 : 519 trnl
K ) PCR ¥ 4 F2 7 94 °CAEPE 15 s, 54.4 °C
1Bk 40s,72 °CLEAH 80 5,72 °CLEAH 5 min, 354>
PEIR, 4 °CHRAT 5 514 trnL-trnF K ) PCR 3 184
FRFE M 94 °CAE 1 15 s,55.4 °CiB K 40 5,72 °CHE
11 80 s, 72 °CHE{H 5 min, 35 MG, 4 °CIRAF .
B 3G 7 0k B B R MR R A PR A
a] BT 2RI

% 2 cpDNA BRI 5 |¥F5
Table 2 Sequences of cpDNA primer

BIE7EA 7N JIER(57-37) IBGRLEE 3Lk
Primers Primer details Temperature Bibliography
F: CGAAATCGGTAGACGCTACG Ca
trnL 54.4 °C Taberlet, Gielly, Pautou, ef al.1991'"*
R: GGGGATAGAGGGACTTGAAC
F: GGTTCAAGTCCCTCTATCCC ) o
trnL-trnF 55.4°C Taberlet, Gielly, Pautou, et al.1991"'*!

R: ATTTGAACTGGTGACACGAG

1.2.3 #4547 T I cpDNA J7 51 55 F) H
MEGAT7 A 3147 A BEHEEZ , F F DnaSP 6.0
X R AT S T SRS A AR

K FH Permut 1A 1 RSB AN AR AR AR R B
T 238 4% 2 BEIE (H) BB AE 2 REE (H,) L
FBAE A RBING A G fB - IEIT 1 000 VK E #e
KO8 T G M N ) 22 R B E . A
Arlequin 3.0 ¥ 4 # 47 4 T 77 % (AMOVA) 4
OIS - 22 g B (3% 70 R A TR, 75 31 11 AR
T LA B 3 AT 1 0

5T DnaSP v6 FAF I3 A5 1 H £ 4L 2 A
tbf 4% RARAT L I 5 Network 5.0 F ). K H
ob 1 3% % 7 (Median-joining) 1 2 B 13 74 k) 2%

o I B0 R I A 00 AT 3K dqtree2.0 #4) 22
SRR ML RGURE B R 4x10° K
ER-RapC SIS TiEERE S

| I DnaSPv6"" B 2E 47 v 446 36 A1 2% Fic
43 A 43 Bt 9F F Origin s #1 9 43 #7 2% | 43 A0
HEH@%[ZI]O

2 RO

21 MR{IEDNAT R AR BEERSH

) FH 5 28 75 125 HA 1) cpDNA JE F 51420 trnL 1
trnL-trnF X 11 AN Fh 1 143 SR 347 1
IR DNA R B AN 7 Je K B A2 998 bp,
Forb tnL ZE R B B K B 72 574 bp, trnL-trnF 2
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AT 1) o DX BRI B 2 417 bpo FEHFZ 5 B P
AN G AR P 51 Br 998 bp H 4 A, A ) #
1A 5 7 R 2 NN R R AL e e
3 RBAERBEH SRR RN I MEERFIIERMRR

Table 3 Sequence variation sites of 11 haplotypes in cpDNA fragments in 7ilia amurensis and Tilia japonica

tenl FAT 7 A BRI 5 e 7 s AN 1AM SRR AL
A tenL-tenF FLAT 4 AN B 4607 R 1A A
BRRAL (3D,

AT trnL trnL-trnF
Hap 16 19 22 147 275 308 572 573 590 599 621 767 885
H1 A A T T T A G T A — C T C
H2 A A T T T A G T C — C T C
H3 A A G T T A G T A - C T C
H4 A A T T G A G T A — C T C
HS5 A A T G T A G T A — C T C
H6 A A T T T — G T A # C G T
H7 C A T T T A G T A — C T C
HS8 C C T T T A G T A — C T C
H9 A A T T T — G C A # C G T
HI10 A A T T T — T T A # C G T
HI1 A A T T T A G T A - & T C

i — AR #ARTTTT; & SR AG.
Note: —:missing;#: TTTT; & : AG.

TE 11 ABCRR A B o e o 22 1 R B R
DNA Jy B3t /=Az 11 Fsp 5 84, s 5 0 PR i {5 2
AR A B (LR3I FE D, Kl 745
RURREA AR AL, A7 AE S —Fh e b (H3 . HS.
H7.H8.HO.HI10.H11) , 4 4™ ¥ 5 U J& 22 > Fh i
A (H1.H2.H4.H6) . M\ AiVu R E , 45

115°E

B HIAAAE T 10 B R b (B DGL A ) , 22
FE AR (103/143) 5 L4658 H6 /776 T ZS
DGL R, 43 A A N (22/143) 5 B R H2 77 1E
T YDS.MPS.HS fl TMS F i , 5. 4% 7 H4 17
FET HS M MS M, 73 A i 3508 (5/143) s H
ARG BUAE L ASFREE A E 2040, H10 B 43 A A

N ENH7
2 Bl HS
[CH3 I H9
[N H4EMHI0
[CJH5 11
[ H6
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Fig. 1 Geographical distribution map of 11 haplotypes across 11 Tilia populations
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N (2/143) , R 6 Tl A% AL 1) 43 AT 2R 35 R
(1/143). M EERE , Bk TS.LS A DXG Fiff A
TEAEHI B RGN, Ay 0 AN Tt 415 77 76 2 b
B2 Bl DL b B A I B T B & (R R
YDS, f71E 4 B 57,

FIH DnaSPv6" R A TH B4 2 11 /M B F
HOREMNZSHENZTRZ S, BEEE
Bk CH O $0E V5 B E 0~0.641, 1% 1 R £ 5 1

(P BYEUE JE I LE 0~0.000 90 22 7] , s A7 B 5 74
Z &M H=0463, &1k H &R 2 & % Pi=
0.000 89. A & HL A5 A 2 A 1 2 R R iR
HS M EfE (H=0.641) , HAFLE 3 P £ 2 s 0 #x
e A% R 2 A5 1 ) 2 SR ABOPP A 1) YDS (Pi=
0.000 90) , f-1E 4 P A5 A . TS A1 LS FfE (1) 5
R ZHEPE DL LT IR 2 FEEER R 0, RAFAE Sy
AR AT B T H AR 2

RABWMBENRERENS T REE SN
Table 4 Distribution of haplotypes and genetic diversity within 7ilia populations

T K AASTY (FEA ) AET 2350 MAT R 2 51
Population quantity Single-size(sample size) Hy Pi
TS 13 HI1(13) 0.000 0.000 00
LU 13 H1(12)H11(1) 0.154 0.000 16
YDS 13 H1(10)H2(1)H7(1)H8(1) 0.628 0.000 90
ZS 13 HI(1)H6(12) 0.154 0.000 32
LS 13 H1(13) 0.000 0.000 00
DGL 13 H6(10)H10(2)HI(1) 0.410 0.000 44
MPS 13 HI(11D)H2(1)H5(1) 0.345 0.000 37
DXG 13 HI1(13) 0.295 0.000 45
HS 13 H1(7)H2(2)H4(4) 0.641 0.000 77
MS 13 HI(11)H4(1)H3(1) 0.295 0.000 32
T™MS 13 HI(12)H2(1) 0.154 0.000 16
S Total 143 0.463 0.000 89

T« IR AR A

Note: Black is bold, representing a unique hap.
2.2 F4R{ADNA BT S 54T

X AR RN A 2R B A A B AR AR SR AT
AMOVA 73 #1o 25 R IR, AP Fh e () A7 57
b AR 5 1) 68.55% » Ny A2 B AR S, P B P AR
5 30.52%, 1A 0.93% 1738 7K H R IE] o 1%
TRk UL, AR S Sk | R EE A (77.95%)
22.05% H7AE Sk H A BE N o (H AR AR AH X
PR AL o E AR R, 5B R 1 91.74%, F
HE )AL AN 8.26% . BT A 25 A H A = ¥
FNE(P<0.001) o T 2% 4k DNA 7 51132 7 Al
SR AR AR a8 A% 23K R AL, F=0.693 , J: A
I Nm) 0111 EEMBFRAE [A) B AT v 1) 18 4%
1 F 3 (F=0.780) FIS 2 K i (Nm=0.065) ; ¥
Fo 2 N SR AR BR B[R] B A AR 18t 4% 701k R 50
(Fg=0.083) 1 ¢ /& 1) & A i (Nm=2.777)
(W35,

R R PP AR I 2% 4k DNA JF 5148 7 1) ik
AEIRAER 6 FHIH . M (H=0.179) [0

P 380384 2 B AR T A R (H,=0.363) F 1)
WAL 2 FEVE  (EL AN PR S8 A 2 R VE A A
S5 BB RN (1) S 8 A% 2 B P (H,=0.504) 5 T
MR (H=0.410) o SR BRI AR AR ABOR B 38t 4% 25
P ml DLE b b B TR 2 4K R B (G AT NG KT
fili , SR 43 A R AR B 3 T R AR AR o
RB R 6) o FEHANEE R 7310 R EL Gy /D
F Ny, 32 W% BE B8 500 10 P R S AR R A
[ — AN Fh B R B RO R R R . MR, R
MR 8] 73 A R B Gy KT Ny 3R WAL FH B
BT P B A 2R DL MR 6 7E [7] — A T Bl R 2
BT R R H
23 MERFEREENEERRGELENIEE
F T Network 5.0 FF 4 42 (1) B A5 4 3k 4 oK
ZIM s B LK 2) B, 194N B R R K R 3 A
BIEE R WERATLUE Y, B B HIAE
R4 A% 0o 55 R REE S > A =X, S Hh B
O3 A BLEE R 3 IR ABAR R B L 5 & B 15 Y X 4%
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Table 5 Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA) of two Tilia species based on cpDNA
. AEE(dL)  FR(SS)  Jr2Edsr(Ve) AR L Bl/% ) .
Wy 7 SR N _ U s oot
. . Degrees of Sum of Variance Percentage of o
Species Source of variation o - F-statistics
freedom squares component variation
]
A ati 7 36.847 0.404 77.95 0.065 F,,=0.780
sepp mong pc?Pu ations
N FHEN
Tilia . 94 10.741 0.114 22.05
) Within populations
amurensis IE";'Z‘E_
101 47.588 0.518
Total
TR
A lations 2 0.872 0.018 8.26 2.777 F=0.083
mong popu
AR AR ‘
. FiitE
Tilia . . 36 7.231 0.201 91.74
) ) Within populations
Japonica A
38 8.103 0.219
Total
YyAhla]
. 1 3.997 0.004 0.93 0.111 Fg.=0.693
Among species
FiEE 9 37.719 0.311 68.55 Fy.=0.696
FEAT Among populations ’ ' ' o
All species AN
. . 130 17.972 0.138 30.52 F..=0.009
Within populations
VRS
59.688 0.453
Total
T AR P<0.001
Note: The result is statistically significant (P<0.001).
7 6 PERMUT 34 53 M SRR AL R IRAUAT 2R (A DNA 7 Hs
FEFIEE S ST H7
Table 6 Genetic diversity statistics of cpDNA sequence
variation in 7ilia amurensis and Tilia japonica analyzed
by PERMUT software
. H6
Wk i 0 G BN
Species § r st st P-value®
Ei
0.179  0.504 0.644 0.830 <0.01
Tilia. amurensis
0.363  0.410 0.115 0.083 <0.01
Tilia japonica
“rpul- g B, FTHEWT HI Dy ol 32 1 S0 T H2
H TR S >y U . o ? A = 5 (e ) .
FHSRERAET. R B0 H BUF TR B 2 R FAE KRS 1 R (AR
\ N . N
# 7S 5 DGL 1, I M SZAT A Hy Rp A B4 2 HO Network 4]

FH10 4332 , 45 G WA B ARG 18 20 AR REAE , HE
H6 7] A ARER X s M pH S A 2, HoP sk B R
A SRR Tk A

T cpDNA BX & Zio s A4 2 1 11 Fh 5 £ 2
ML 24K & #o0r CILIE 3D, A A KA e
WM (Tilia miqueliana) 55 548 A1 H2 ZR 4B 1Y) 11 Fif
AR BT o AR AR AR B 11 R B A Y

Fig. 2 Network map based on 11 haplotypes of 7ilia
amurensis and Tilia japonica population
= e 1 T AL PR DR /IR 25 B 2R B PR A IR L
Note: The size of the circles in the figure is proportional to
the frequency of each haplotype.

o, B T H 5 HL At B0 R DL 64% (1 SRR 2y
BT, 1 — 20 U B B A B He Dy X sk P AH g H %
Mo TR 10 A B A% R S g O 4 32, HIL A



%43 ZFHFIRSE  FE T cpDNA 73 THRic i SRR A AR AR 1% 22 REPEAIT 7 - 737 -
67 . 2.4 MEHEHSON
. i HEF I £ HHBE I cpDNA F# 515U R4
| $|—£§§ {tF DnaSPv6 42 BRI 7R A5 11 ANFRABE ATk i
= 52 H4 A o B A RG4S DN SR ABCRT £ AR ABORH R
56 R BE TP K F O, SRR TR 4, 5
64 —HI0 TECE PR T VAR AT AR I A B 5
e MR BEHY Tajima's D=—1.134 26(P>0.10) , y ° &

Tilia miqueliana
3 £F 2 % cpDNA(trnL 0 trnL-trnF) 582 Y 11
MBERMLAZLER
Fig. 3 ML phylogenetic tree of 11 haplotypes constructed
based on two cpDNA sequences (trnL and trnL-trnF), the
numerical values above the nodes represent maximum
parsimony bootstrap support values

PEE D= I OE VUV S ONTED S EH
Note: The numerical values above the nodes represent
maximum parsimony bootstrap support values.

HI11 R — 3, R AUAELE SR LU P 5045 2
H11 5 H1 8% #2550 s H3 H4 H5 . H8 H9 &
N3, AR BB A FR AR PR B B AAAE s HT B
RN AAFAE T LA YDS B H2 FTH6 N —
SCAFIET 2P

F AUE , H R PP 1) Tajima's D=-0.875 31 1
AN S, BRAT & AR . (H B
B Fu's Ds=—1.695 61 (P<0.10) l Fu's Fs=—1.780
94(P<0.10) , H Kt M ¥ Fu's Ds=—0.342 78 (P<
0.10) F1 Fu's Fs=—0.580 75(P<0.10) , & 4 & &
B, Hhdm SRR PR R B A, 2 B SR AN AR R AR
FREE D 52 b AT RRAFAE PR 5Kk F 4 o

R T B L b S AR AN A AR AR R T sE, 3R
FTREAT T REL AT M o SRBC 53 A1 53 BT Hh 28 &5
ST SRR ) S B 20 AT i BB U
EfetE e N R 26 A L, A — N SRR
FEJE BT R, R I SRR P S AR K
o SRR EE I S bR o A it 22 5 AR e
N OB R BN E S, RAFER ks .

=7 EIRFILERIRA cpDNA FHIRI D47

Table 7 Neutrality Analysis of cpDNA Sequences in Zilia amurensis and Tilia japonica

L Tajima's D {H

Species

Tajima's D

Fu's Ds{i
Fu's Ds

Fu's Fs{H
Fu's Fs

LM (Tilia amurensis )
LMK (Tilia japonica)
{5 Mean

-1.13426(P>0.10)
-0.875 31(P>0.10)
-1.424 43(P>0.10)

-1.695 61(P<0.10)
-0.342 78(P<0.10)
-2.096 96(P<0.10)

-1.780 94(P<0.10)
-0.580 75(P<0.10)
-2.211 73(P<0.10)

1 P>0.10 RGN B3 P<0.10RESTTHB#

Note: P>0.10 indicates that the result is not statistically significant; P<0.10 indicates that the result is statistically significant.

3 g
3.1 FEANEREF ARG BN

I 11 MBS T (8 NSRRI, 3 A1
AREBANEE) 143 D70 TR 2 5% cpDNA 1 Bisk
ATHEA 30T » R AR 4B (H=0.363) IR A Y ~F
B304 22 BEVE R (H=0.179) “F ¥ 8t 4% 2 FE
PERITE (5 2, (H M0 B8 4% 22 BETE (H,=0.504)
T A (H,=0.410) o 5 [H] J& T 10 g 1) o
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