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WE: KBERASNP(EEFR S BARANFTMEAEELTEIM T RGELE SN, RSN R FRHNLRFT 5
Mo EREN, ARADBEFSHEFMESRGTNFHIE, KAFT 1656 258 A SLAF 474, & XH4H0F3
WP E A 24.21x, E P % A6y SLAF #R2H 462 897 A, 3£4F %) 283 376 /& — s a9 BEIK SNP 4r2. AT
SNP 4723k ey A T A S, R AMERFTH T FRERUMR EAR L TREEE, BRI RESFRAE
FlRZMBEETR, RIS PCARFT HHAM - LR, BREMIH THM I FER TR A5
AAF R 2 AN LB, FAARBFFME TR TR, MERE FERL TR EHR, RAZKREOAKREG

R HEAL G
X O TR RSV K BB (SLAF-seq) ; SNP; #t4uat; PCA; 4 H
FESES: S571.1 XEkFRERL: A XEHS: 1673 -9868(2019)08 — 0033 - 08

KW (Camellia sinensis) R F=KRIKEEYWZ —, BEAEBEENLE ., FEMAESNE. B S mm
O3 A e AL FLBR A 4 42°, Ferg ik EE 4 33°, i S UK AY 50 ZAE R, 25 A R A T IR [ = 5 R
AR 2 1 ik Ay rrs B b dsk . HE b 2 g 32 T S 0 5 M S 2% 349 DAl e g XU BRI R R T s R R
A5 KR 0 [ AR PR S A A28 Dy sh il ik 1 3w 09l SR B . B TR Tz 1Y st AR S AR i R
R IR, AR S R A2 RIS A e vE Y. SRR R AR I LKA, A, WIREE,
XA % 2 Bk B A 0 (8 0l 254 54 000 28k, 5L 266. 67 4% hm® ., Hih 2000 4E DL 8l 8047 19
PR, 1 000~1 500 4E2Z [ Bl Z8 WA 1 450 #k. DR HGIZE D300 oty 2 4 0 502 R R A A2 R L v Ak . b T 81
BT S A BRI KRR E . ME AW RE. UL DNA ZrFhric 8 i i9 5 D 28 A 5% o e Lk
RAPD" " ,RFLP"/,AFLP""'",SSR"" "/, ISSR"* " I EST-SSR"™ 25 4510 € FH T 25 A4 il 5 9% U5 11 /) b 48
B e 2R RGO R ARG AL SRS, BT R 2 &M (Single nucleotide polymorphism, SNP)$;
AR AN RBEER. @R, HER. 5 TRELRE. &6 KRB R R B SIS, &
SR R e R AR, R R RO S S S R N AT O IR R T 2,54 X 10° 4~ SNP #Ric.
g 20T R ] SLAF-seq ¥ 4 R 3548 1 105 347 4~ 10 H 28 SLAF k%, Hrh 2 A4 SLAF br& it f
86 985 4™, MG T 414 692 PEER SNP bric. ZEHLSEYY R SLAF-seq AR T 277 333 4N FF A M
SLAF #7%, Hh Z8MAR% 99 526 4, & T 9 488 4~ SNP i fi. XA LT 14 4 SNP {7 S5k ]

O WHHEM. 2018-08-04
HEWH . R A R R 4 (B AR [2015]240 55 BN A Al RO H (B EHS 2H#[2016]2603 5, BEHA L H#[2018]
2330 5.
TEF A AL (1964 -, B, @S n, F2 WA R 55 AR BT,
WAFMEE : B AR, ML, B, LR AE S
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He 378 I /N A i 99. 500 BYBTRHX 2T, AE AR AT SNP 8RR, % 5t FHAE B 28 W ot 47 2 7 hnid
TFAk, PAd AR NG BN B 2> ThR i, 1 5 AL Bk 20 Y 3845 2 AR P L REIR S5 A0 A st i ik, 2R
PRE S SNP ARICTF A o BE RS SE J0 A i 0 3 % 322 0 PR A S A R B MR ) SR 23 i 25 B R

1 #MBEFE®
1.1 & #
HEAR A Rk H BN A AS TR b X ) 48 £y LRI 25, Horp 30 iy Z8 A Rk A SR FH AR R, HiA 18 iy

ZRPBERER A S B A [ DX, vy 2R A oA D5 B B R Y TR AN A L LR L
F 1 MR R SR TR AR R

5 AR B R e o} 74 ¥ 5 AR B IR & 373 4
1 KNZ-1 Bt FHFF FA A 25 HJo8 SRR L S LN
2 KNZ-2 Bt FH I FH AR 26 HJ09 RIHLBEAL S HEAR
3 KNZ-3 pidEB A 27 HJ10 SRR L S N
4 HGL-1 SRS S e 28 N1 TIRAER AL & AR
5 HGL-2 TR S S EAR 29 N12 TIHAER AL & AR
6 HGL-3 TR S S AR 30 N14 THIRIERAL & N
7 HGK-1 SRS S EIN 31 N22 SIHAER ALK & A
8 HGK-2 AR ACE = ZIN 32 N30 HIIEBE AL S N
9 HGK-3 TR S S TR 33 N31 RIHLEAL S A
10 HGK-4 St HAER S & PN 34 N252 S AR
11 HQZ-1 il ERiAE S A HEAR 35 N254 Tt PO
12 HQZ-2 StIHAER B Y & A 36 N282 Bt 55 )1 N
13 HQZ-3 TtHE R 2 A 37 N283 G eIl Ik
14 XSHTLZ-1 BN > K A 38 N291 LBl A
15 XSHTLZ-2 M > K FrA 39 N315 Bt M 2 I N
16 XSHTLZ-3 B STk FEAR 40 N318 PN 2 I TR
17 XSHTLZ-4 Ol EEPIN HEAR 41 N319 Tt M 2 I A
18 HJo1 WIRAER AL S A 42 N323 S EAL S N
19 HJ02 HIAEBEA% S HEA 43 N629 RIABEALS A
20 HJ03 IR AL S HEAR 44 N636 Tt M 2 I N
21 HJo4 SHAEBR AL S HEAR 45 N638 Bt M % A
22 HJ05 FIHBEAE & HEAR 46 N645 S 2 N
23 HJo6 FIREAL S HEA 47 J9 R BEAL S N
24 HJ07 TR L S HEA 48 SHS IR = % AR

.2 77 %

1.2.1 FA#AREZA DNA # IR

AR B2 AR BOCR FH CTAB 37, H B 88 . FRBUH SELh B 0. 2 ¢ AT 24
K, BAEA 600 pl 2% CTABHBOE M ELEH, RET; 65 C/KE 1 hy REIRZEEE, MA 600 pL 1)
S5 BIREE(V s V=24: 1), FTFIE%) 10 min; 4 °C 13 000 r/min &> 10 min; W FWEW ., KA
600 pL SEABEMECET . BEIRA; 4 °C 13 000 r/min &0 10 min; 77 L. A 1 mL 70 % £ B 2k
DNA VL¥E, 7 B, FHWKRAR T8 HoK 5, KT s A 50 pL © KRBk, %l &5 DNA. Frfg
B DNA 2 i 43 6ot BE TR I BT i Ak B S, — 20 CIRA7E# H.
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1.2.2 & X AR E A SNP 4742 4547
FIA SLAF-seq(Specific-locus amplified fragment sequencing) $¢ AR Xt At 32 #1 ¥} 3 47 5 T #5130 IF & »
SNP #RiC B FHF & J2 U4 A SLAF R i B f i 0 7 50 2K B S 2% 41, B bwa ™ K reads HoX)
@J%%I%WL I GATK™ Il samtools™ Wi Fh J7 ¥ & SNP, DLW fp 7 545 5 1) SNP #Ric s 1E R
LI EERY SNP PRic B8R . B 2R A5 4 kN 20 10 Bl Y LA AR PR Y 5 B & SNP FRic.
1.2.3 HEEHH

it MEGAS B2 %l] Ncighbor‘jOining[mﬁﬁiJ_ TR AL 2T 8 it Admixture B 4y
Bty 80 RE O BEOR 254 5 3 Cluster™ SR SEAT 32 0053 43 #T.
2 H#RESW

2.1 HEM SLAF #:Z 5 SNP fRi2FH %
AR I8 F AR W0 A5 8 2 2 A ol A5 B AR o I P BOHE . JEOF R 1 656 258 Nl R SLAF R 48 (¢
j'%td“ﬁ’a DNA F B, AR a0 P 3 24, 21x, Hp 28 SLAF #r2F 462 897 4>, It
53 2 690 638 NHEIK SNP Aric . M HESEHE >0.8, MAF>0.05 138, 4878 283 376 4~/ — 2% 1k
E@%‘a‘%ﬁx SNP #5id (5% 2).
%2 HERSNP EEGITE

i 4 5 SNP % SRR/ Vo TR/ N
KNZ-1 267 182 94. 28 17. 20
KNZ-2 261 148 92.15 15.99
KNZ-3 265 078 93. 54 16. 39
HGL-1 235 165 82.98 11. 39
HGL-2 264 280 93. 26 18. 26
HGL-3 239 824 84.63 11.53
HGK-1 237 268 83.72 10. 83
HGK-2 238 075 84.01 11. 37
HGK-3 232 226 81. 94 9.66
HGK-4 234 489 82.74 10. 63
HQZ-1 262 409 92. 60 16. 74
HQZ-2 262 712 92.70 16. 77
HQZ-3 262 814 92.74 21. 37

XSHTLZ-1 234 679 82. 81 10. 60
XSHTLZ-2 228 576 80. 66 11. 37
XSHTLZ-3 233 921 82. 54 11. 20
XSHTLZ-4 261 791 92. 38 22. 38
HJo1 262 087 92. 48 17.55
HJo2 258 688 91. 28 15. 88
HJo03 269 149 94. 97 18. 33
HJo4 268 100 94. 60 17.56
HJo05 272 163 96. 04 18.76
HJo6 271 077 95. 65 18. 68
HJo7 268 399 94.71 18. 30
HJo8 269 246 95.01 17. 30
HJ09 272 653 96. 21 21.52

HJ10 272 658 96. 21 19. 21
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R 2
FE 45 SNP % SEEEE /% REFR/%

N1 257 112 90. 73 14.73
N12 268 056 94. 59 17. 20
N14 268 668 94. 80 18. 05
N22 270 118 95. 32 18.55
N30 268 319 94. 68 16. 35
N31 270 924 95. 60 19. 21
N252 252 640 89. 15 13. 85
N254 235 434 83.08 10. 30
N282 269 566 95.12 22.64
N283 253 691 89.52 16. 28
N291 266 381 94. 00 22. 24
N315 267 690 94. 46 16. 69
N318 265 994 93. 86 14. 68
N319 262 401 92.59 16. 21
N323 269 870 95. 23 17.98
N629 268 818 94. 86 17. 43
N636 271 418 95.78 18.19
N638 269 035 94. 93 17. 90
N645 273 777 96. 61 21.85

J9 268 917 94. 89 18.71
SHS 270 537 95. 46 25.21

2.2 HEMBRFHELK D0

PEAE IR R P P Z 8] A HEAL DG 28 . MR A5 A W IR SR G o0 R, 4% 2R A 2 B AEA 0 B
PEARIE L B3 s A W SR G G R MBEAE DI . A ICER 56 T SNP ARIC . X 48 iy BTN ol 2B 58 I kA7

THEAR AT . TSR B 2R A EA R (AT D).

P e A AN SR B — AN RE . 0. 05 7R 78 ] 22 4 BE YR it 1] 19 388 4% i
SRR BALRIS I S IOk, 6 ., 7 AR 8 HA KR BAEBEAZ S, 9 4. 10 4R 11 MR HR B E . 45 ) RZ I TR

B 1

53 My S B 4L A

O 00 1 &N B W N

—_ =
_ o

THBRR BITR, 2~3 dibh Rk BAER SIS . 4 418 5 dLbPR
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MHEACR AT LA b 25 B UR R AA AR o i A% A8 S, R AR M 09 T S AE SE AR R T B AL T
FHGE A B, PR Bt BHAE R N R AR PR ) 2 W asi A% 22 5. (0 F E A0 AR 05 T 0 14 oy 25 B9 95 08 40 ) HGK-1,
HGK-2,HGK-3, HGK-4, HGL-1 fl HGL-3Ck [ 5t FHAL R = 3% £ ). & o AL i ) ok ok B 5290 35 22 1Y)
N254, 3k [ 5 > K XSHTLZ-1,XSHTLZ-2 1 XSHTLZ-3., 3 A 50 %5 )11 19 N283, LU by Z5h & J5 1y
BRIl TR R, 3G 1A ARE Ak 2 1) b 0 iy 254 05 JER R0 O B AR S E R, e I g 1 ol 250 B UR 4 0 o N3
J9,HJ07,HJ01,HJ03,N14 1 HJ02 &5, ¥k A SR, dILnl W, & &AW amde sz, Nk tbm
B i3

2.3 HEWMERSHH .
AR BT SNP FRiT, il Cluster % : §

P Xk I 26 R SRR AT T B 4 o4 | . ¥

(Principal component analysis, PCA), 75 0.3 0 :g

B A8 (R AMII E RO KA B 2. B 02 ’ 5?(1)

2T LA, RS IE T Z R, Rl S 01 .

TR R B 2 s, ) g

ZRMEG KR BOE . RERS M < 4 <05

AL 2 SR AT %S R 03 0_10.20-3 0

T 4 B0 11 7 45 2 — B 04 o RO

02 01 0 01 02 03 04

2.4 HEWBEEEHSN

TEMA 58 4% 25 ¥4 43 BT 8 6% $2 LA 1R ) R
Gk R S A S S — P E AL G
FAHT T H. AR 5 0 B 48 £y 3y A4
BEUR I A BERCCK B 1~10 475 2E, M K b 2 i, CV HUER RO F/h, 45 CV E R E 7 8L
N 2CE 3), APk A8 il BRIl 2 AN IEBE— VAR o CRBE DRI AR R AER (SRE 2) 5 SR
2 il KR HE 11 5 MOk (HGK-1, HGK-2, HGK-3, HGK-4, HGL-1, HGL-3, XSHTLZ-1, XSHTLZ-2,
XSHTLZ-3,N254 F1 N283), J& T & K- AR B 28R, HA 37 il 5 WA R 8 T 2608 1. B2 8K
S T TR Ry AR s 35 0 TR 1 23 A 2 2R — KL

BEREEH

PC1(23%)

— A ERE—EES R B E .
B2 HERK PCAREE

CViE

K&

() BHARLE (b CV{E
AP ERER R, FATRE DRI
B3 HENOEEEaE
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RIS o R

FA ARG . (SRR, AR 41 S TR A A R R LT R 9k 0 R A R 2 B RE
AR, B S TR, DL DNA 48 FAric b br i i 36 AL AF o0 J s, ©) 12 F T 254 A i
GEYE N TR | A SR B AL MR E MRS Y. S BUREE M RAPD HARBESE T E L
E A H AR 46 A ZEMRE S AL 2280, 19 AREHLS P34 200 4578, & B0 [ 250 R i ik 1L 2 0
P T8 E 4SS A, Lai 250 I H 53 4~ RAPD H1 56 4~ ISSR FRic %) {5 78 B A= 25 Fl % 35 5 Fh 4T 7 A 5%
ZERRW], SR LS SRR R G OC R T LT, EIRTRIE 3 A E R, B R AE AR A%
LR ER. &R DU R 29 A EST-SSR ARiC X 560 25 403 75 Z5 4 BER T AT 3 40 7 B & Fh Y 33
e ZREME | SRS R MBAL LI AT T 200, & B 5N 3t J7 S 4 i b 8 5 0] 1) 38 4% 22 SR A K. B0 R b IX 2%
WG UR 5t L 2 R PR R B v TS L M X, T b DA A A e . SR TR SS TRAR AR, AIESHF R T 1 656 258
WA SLAF Ar%, HrP 2481 SLAF A% 462 897 A4, 453 283 376 > — H kI BEIA SNP FRic.
MEET SNP bRic 2015 0 SE AR a] LU Y ST S RERE B [ AAE = & s % 8 55 AR de 1 i i ok AR TR
B TR AR A5 (HGK-1~HGK-4 48) , i A0 # ) AR GE R A E . K. FI. BBAE ., &
N FF BRI Wl AR, F 0 v A5 AR ZE W A A AR i . NEEAR A AR R BB A A, dE T
PCA S Hr &3, ok H Rl — b7 9 il 250 7 PCA RS LA FHHE M &, HREE N XN EES 2
LA 5, AR T 5w — 80w 2

Matsumoto %5 Fl Fl PALCIN % B2 fift & B ) cDNA 14 RFLP %4F, X} 29 A~ H A 5 25 4 55 i Al 1 s
7 b Rl B A AR S UEAT TS f H AR SEZR S R4y 5 26, Kaundun N F OSSR HACKE 24 003 A5 4 BE
U873 4 Assamica Fll Sinensis Wi~ 258E. Mondal™" F| H] SSR 51 ¥y %} 25 45 Z5 44 95 I SE 4T 20 A . B B A7 W5
A3 b R B g e R N b R 3 S #E. Wachira %5 R RAPD Ml AFLP iR AR08 ok U8 T E1 B |
WrE s P E L HA R RS JE W SE A8 A SRR R S A B A AR b L v AR R B A IR A RS
AP 3 A2, Balasatavanan %57 R AFLP ARicoKE 49 A~ HE &b Fh 0% 05 R0 20 Sy 7 5 46 L o [ 0 & T
TEUE R 3 AN A 50 3 A v A A AR S5 AL 3 BT . BT b A R B R A O 2 SRR — TR R
MG REARRNE B, o 11 oy M RHE T K TR AR B o mE, JoAy 37 0 ARk B A% 1 E R Bl 2%
B R TR A R A AL R G A AR R AT K R AL, A0 5 i 3T 283 376 A4 SNP AR 9wl A
A0 20 73 TR a1 N et 4 7 e A 0 I S 7807 NG i Y o [ S T M P o P
T AR TR i) R AR SE AR

S X
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SNP Analysis of the Genetic Evolution of

Ancient Camellia sinensis Trees from Huaxi, Guiyang

CHEN Li-jie', ZHANG Su-qin*, YIN Jie’.
SONG Qin-fei’, NIU Su-zhen’, ZHAO Ji-ying',
CHEN Dan-ping's WANG Sheng-wei's GENG Guang-dong”

1. Asset Management Office , Guizhou University , Guiyang 550025, China ;
2. College of Agriculture , Guizhou University , Guiyang 550025, China;

3. College of Tea Science, Guizhou University , Guiyang 550025, China ;
4. Huaxi District Agricultural Bureau , Guiyang 550025 . China

Abstract: In the present study, the SNP (single nucleotide polymorphism) technique was used to analyze
the genetic diversity, population structure and genetic evolution of ancient Camellia sinensis trees from
Huaxi, Guiyang. In bioinformatics analysis of the resequencing data, with an average sequencing depth of
24.21x, a total of 1, 656, 258 SLLAF tags were obtained, of which 462, 897 were polymorphic SLAF tags
and 283, 376 were highly consistent population SNP markers. The phylogenetic tree analysis based on
these SNP markers indicated that there existed abundant genetic variation among Huaxi tea accessions,
and the accessions from the same place were generally clustered together, which was further verified by
principal component analysis (PCA). Population structure analysis divided these resources into two dis-
tinct groups: an arbor-type group and a shrub-type group. The arbor group and the shrub group were loca-
ted at the bottom and the top of the phylogenetic tree, respectively, indicating that the teas evolved from
the arbor type to the shrub type.

Key words: ancient Camellia sinensis; specific-locus amplified fragment sequencing (SLAF-seq); SNP

(single nucleotide polymorphism); phylogenetic tree; PCA; genetic structure
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