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L mERIF R BREEHRIT, Z8 A 661101; 2. L% AwmPl¥ SRR, /M % H 661100;
3. I AR BLEBE LY RS R R IRBE ST, B 650201

T T oM S U R BB IR L Z AR PR O . R 18 X R T (SSR) | ) X Tl e A T — AR T
AR 55 TR 370 ) 3% AN 70 0 B0 A b 58 0 R T K S R 7 e R AT LU X . SRt 22 D REIAREAT s AE Z AR . 45OR R
Bl . gt —BURAE 0. 2 Wh . HUh e Al AR E—E B e AL i B R AR — B Pl e Fh AR A B 2R 4% 6 &
B GRAZBEETE 0. 043 9 LLAD » 55 A 3 78 8 RV 26 3K w8 77 e 4% 19 R B 20 T DA X 47 g e o 19 3 7 AN 4P L

HEENESEX.
X # O VHOEY; PSR, B2 MRS
FESES: S892 NEAAREMS: A NEHS: 1000 -5471(2017)04 — 0031 - 07

VG 7 B WL I W AP (AL melli fera, varroa-resistant honeybees) 2 ¥ E 5| #, @S EHA T M. X
KW WE (Varroa Destructo) 45 1R 58 I EHT 117, Danka %5, Rinderer %8, De Guzman 255315 1 % 1% fh B A5
Pl AR SR . AN D e L BRI Z AR KA. S e e A R e Buichler S5 X BT 0 AL UEAT T
JIZWEGE . T8 Rt I 1 R T R e R O O TG T SR Y M AR A TP IO S A N v A 0 Y
WA A R R 0 T /N gy AR S R U T i TR AN 0 IR A s e RO P A A Sk g e R ik
510 JEAT 4 IR EE . o O RSE B 1 L DU AT TSRS AN, B X B e R A — R i T
T8 PR VA BE ) AT T WEOT, A I b Rk BRI BERR ) R B R IR e O — AR A
TPt IR P e B AR SRR AR AT I A A M . A5 B e B R B (0 TR L I K I R 7 e R AR
b 7 e 2 S g T

AR Bl W 06 S 3 AN, N =2 Ak S R TR AR 0 B L R S A AE TS AE S e A (Rl R, ]
P vy 0 B, AR SRIBORE 2 1Y R R B B R PO RE 0 9k g A, R FRATT AR IR P 5 e A
S BRIt o ORAE B A D 53 T RO R S B 0 R R R ) 38t A% 2 R R AR AT . DR R X
PO e AP HE R SR T8 AL Z A PR DN o W Sy B i e b A R 2E A L AR ORAE L BTG L EE T 5 45 T A L 3 i
s, HHT, SRR EL Z R W B 70 FHOR EEA TP E DNA SRICHOR , A Jr i PR 16 Il 45
s, DG, 68) vz N F T sl o () ast A% 2 REPEIF 9 . st A% TR0 A b A . DR % O R 80 45 40 1 Bl i R 4
B, Al-Otaibi 3 i3 ISSR #ric 3 R E UPGMA R G8 & A, 20 b7 3¢ W 470 056 06 b Ff R [ A0 FpBE P9 77 16 B
AL AR S ARG SR A TR A B AR S T P e b B A A R L A Y AR R A A A
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AE FC RO R A s ol P ok R LI DAy JH i o 5 50 ) A R M) D i 3 B K B

1 M5 R®
1.1 # #®

TE 25 1 48 AR B 27 e 7 55 5 e 0F 90 P 7 ) % e 000 0 37 A TH S FE 28 R 7 R SR DUl e F — AR (DL i &R
BE T4, B Km-F1)6 B, Huimgefh — 8 (Km-F2)6 Bf, Wi KW -4 F (mjp)4 BE, ASHL 1% (Be) 6
L 3t 22 B, BAERAE 100 B, A TCK S EERARAE T —80 ‘CUKA.
1.2 7 i

DNA J AT, A 25500 7 vk 2 BRI JE 45 Mg i 45 I S B B . ARBIFSE B9k T Soli-
gnac S5 A JCSCHRARAE 'Y B NCBI AR %, feR k£ 18 X 2 AT SSR 5141 (% 1, FrH5I ¥ )5 t
AT AR TR (R A FRZA /) $4E.

1 8WHIEEMEERE PCR I &G

BETWE BKRE

ke T3 2 JRE Ao HRE FIFHIG —3D PRURIN J(mmol + L 1) JoC
APz Asostgs L ATATCCCGGTGGCCACGT i 163 L2
As  Arpossy  Er GAACAACGTIGTCGCGTG Chricy 2.0 s
As Asogst bt GTACACGGTTGCACGGTTG Cheiol L2 57
Azt asosn Er CACAAGTTCCAACAATGC Chricr 2o
Apzor  Aposisy  ErGOGTTGAGATOCTAGAMCGA gy 1y 50
AP92 AJ509364 i‘: ;{tfiﬁiiﬁt&%&i{%& Chr LG15 1.2 50
s o §CISOAIGOTOGOTCE L anes s w
AP Alosszs B GOCGTOCACAGETTATTCC chics 2.0 50
i s OITCGOMICONGTANS i 17
APsts Asossor L TAGCOCCCTAACGTCCAAC Chrict 19 56
APss  Asossts L COTCCTITCICGGTCCACT chicz Lo 50
Az Aros bt GAAGAGCGTTGGTTGCAGG Cwicu L7
AP243 AJ509466 i‘: éré%?%ktt&%%ﬁ?&x’wou Chr LG1 2.0 56
A107 AJ509287 ;‘: EE%‘C%?%%&%&%%& Chr LG7 2.0 58
ATIL Agsossts L OCGTTCCAMGTGANTGANCA ¢y 4 50
Actel  Awosesy [ COMCGATTOTTAMGTTCATAAC ¢y 4 59
acizr  awosers L CCTOTTCOTGAMTACTGIAMAG ¢y g 59
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PCR W AR R R 10 L, Hdr 10 X PCR Buffer (Mg ¥ J& 15 mmol/L) 1. 0 pL, dNTPs(2.5 mmol/L)
1.0 uL, 514(20 pmol /L)% 0.5 ulL, rTaq @5 U/ul)0. 1 uL, Bifi 1 uL, ddH, O 6.4 uL. R 50 W
95 CHAEE 5 min, 95 CAEPE 30 s, 50~60 ‘CiBk 30 s, 72 CHEfH 30 s, 35 NMEH; FJ5 72 CiEff
10 min, 15 C¥#) 5 min, 4 CI3-7E.

ICPCR 729 5 pL B 2.0 %6 (Y SRR RE R I L Uk agE A T A o 45 BN AL 261 DNA, 2 15 M. R g Phar. 1
HEAT 8 V0 5 TR A P U5 s Pl DK ARG I 43 A SRS ER U B 65, S MR DR AE
1.3 BESH

XF PG L1 FIEL 2) B3 Zaly AT 38, TEARR AT R A0 B, Ao 1, Al 0, B 0.1
B M. HAH NTSYS-2. 10e, popGene32 HAFHI ANOVA S& i fF 473815 2 BT

B 1 SSR =4 5 5 b B e 5 A ke i) 28 32 (—)

B 2 SSR =45 o b B e B A sk ) 28 R (=)

2 H#RE54HMHh

2.1 BEBRESW

S el R, RS LA 22 AEEIAR. B eI NTSYS-2. 10e #RAFXT 22 D RERSEAT T 016 2007, 155
—ANRAEE(E 3). 0] LLFE H A BRI B AL — AR 0. 2 Bf . BA MBI AL 1T 5. 454 M 2R 4 Ml ik gk
T3 AT s R BT e Fp A =z 0] 10 B — 2 AR EE A b . L0 i o 4 5 [R) 7 1) 3 10 W 3 K v 7 e ol o
SR RBGE . 5 AR R AR M 5 A b 5 0 A X
2.2 BFEEGE—BEMZEES

X} 22 AR VAT AL — B PR IR T, 51 Nei [RIE—SUE R 0. 935 4~0.958 7 (% 2), #B
FE 0.9 DL b, AR AR . AR b 0 ST g Ah AR AL —BUE AR, O 0.935 4, AR E S E K S
PP g AL — BB B . O 0,958 7. BHEFEES N 0. 042 2~0. 066 8(F 2), BEWIPTIE RN F1 ACRIAS b B
W TR B R R B BB AN (0. 04 DL D), F2 AR WK 3K e e b st AL E B 4K (0. 06 LA ED.
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| Bel
Bes

Be2
Be4
Be3
KmF1b
_|_ Be6
m;2
mj3
— mj4
KmF1d
KmF2c¢
— KmF2e
KmF2d
| | KmFla
L KmFlc¢
KmFle
T mjl
L KmF1f
| KmF2a
1 KmF2b
: : : - | : . : . | . : : : : : . . . | KmF2f
0.200 0.165 0.130 0.094 0.059
Coefficient
B3 22 ABMKAT SSR 25K TRESHHIKE
K2 4T REHERY N RBEAE—HEMBREES
Km-F1 Km-F2 Be mj
Km-F1 * %X % % 0.957 0 0.958 1 0.9517
Km-F2 0.043 9 * X % % 0.935 4 0.938 1
Be 0.042 8 0.066 8 * % % % 0.958 7
mj 0.045 9 0.063 9 0.042 2 ® X X %

2.3 mMEEENRES R
FIFI2 2 B o 25 AR 9 8 AL B B E 47 UPGMA 2R Hr . 15 s Z 38 MR (8 4) . 4 A iidt
Ry 2 A RBISERE S DUl 8 b 1A 8] 3R N — 73 32, 74 i T e R I g 7 B Rl SR R O — >0 32

Be

| mj

Km-F2

Km-F1

0.056 0.052 0.049 0.046 0.042
Coefficient

A4 ANZBREEHRRESIBRELA
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2.4 @ EEE SRS
XS B it B RO AT 2R SR T, ] DL e Ao — AR AR BT, AT s 1 2 AR
1Y A 2 Al 8 A 30 A 18 A2 22 0 P R — S, A 50 e R O 2 7 0 o 199 45 00 2 A M 4 A LB AT (3R 3D
®3 BEHEHERRMBNBEESEMGIT
i BEAR WM E Na  ARCEMIEM Ne  Nei RERZHE H  Shannon’s $8 1

Km-F1 72 1. 964 3+0. 186 4 1. 602 940. 341 0 0.342 340.162 9 0.505 940. 210 4
Km-F2 72 1. 964 3+0.186 4 1. 607 7£0.315 7 0.350 44-0.144 5 0.519 94-0.184 3
Be 72 1. 955 4£0. 207 4 1.539 340.330 9 0.317 440. 157 3 0.478 04-0. 203 6

mj 48 1. 946 440.226 2 1.596 940.352 1 0.338 54:0.163 8 0.501 54:0.210 3

B ARAKF- 264 2 1.638 440.312 9 0.363 640.132 9 0.537 540.170 9

2.5 RAMBER Nei REBETRHH
AN RZIEI I T — @ REMBE L GE O, B LR Gse 0,073 8, BIsife A8 %4 7.38%
FEFETRBEN] . A7 92. 620 MG A8 S AAAE R BEN. PRl Gse (W 3 ADRERE AL FE R Nm 85, H
6.274 7>1.
F4 4 RREBK SSR ZHM Nei K447

BEHEZ S He R NIER ZHEE Hs WAE AL R B Gst FEH W Nm
S {E 0.364 0 0.337 1 0.073 8 6.274 7
b 22 0.019 7 0.016 8

2.6 mAREIMNERS S

FRAE 26 2 rf 4 AN SR FEA 1) 38 4% — S0 B0 E AT 0o AT s B — R T oG AR S R 63,49 %,
B—E R 24.99% ., BREIEIA 88.48% , KUk, AT LIE R A A B b R BRI B 2 SRR U
AR, AT 4 AN SR 2 BRI 5)  5REGIIE R (K O EEA -, B &5 R RS2 8
BNk AH 2 R 43 AR I T . e e — R A AR i e R 7 M FORE B4 O

Be
0.016 o Km-F1I
0.006 |
Q
£-0.004
= QKm-F2
-0.014
mj
-0.023 ! L L *
-0.038 -0.023 -0.007 0.009 0.025
Dim-1

B 5 JATSSR &HGEHEE R R LR
2.7 BEFESM
MZE 5 A5 AR Rl g AL AR R 16.15% (P <C0.001), T 4R P iy 38t 4% 28 5 83.85% (P <<
0.001). UhBH 4 A~ 3R el i) 3545 A8 5 32 Bk [ 1 9 3
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* S AMOVA & #f

R I TR ¥ i TR

&[] 3 0.416 7 0.139 0.013 0 16. 15

mEN 18 1.219 3 0.068 0.066 7 83. 85
3 i it

AR IR 5T H B4 005 W ol AR =2 T A I 46 5 % O R el G — B 0,957 0, iR HE B 0.043 9), 1]
RE T R TR AR R T 7] — AN AL o T 5 4% 08 06 R 2 0 g 7 AR A e . 4 4 2R ) R 1) SR RPIR T (R )
A AT 0T (B 5 SR s BT B SRR 2 AN KW 4 30, Pl s fh R 2 A 3R Oy — 32 A b 2 e B 0K v
PR IR N — . X5 4 AN R R LW R L AN SRR AR 2 BT A 25 SRR AT e R 5 R T 40
TS e 255, Pl AR AR, AR 2, B e e AR Bk, 25 R R SSR
Fric nl LA F 0 i b it 18 2 80T, 0] lit— R M N AR S R RIN R GEREMAE.

MG Nei [ ZHEME H Al Shannon’s $8 50 T 0l LAFS AT . 05 06 Rl i) 38 15 22 FF 2 K 7 22 E H: Al 9 A4
FE A8 15 Z REPEZKOT 8 — 28, Ud D0 i e ol () 382 4% 2 REME R . RS 3k & 1 R i) e ol e b 2 41 =R 8 1 2
PUBEIR. 4 A R SRR 8% 2R AN S . A — o st oAk, 85 L R Gst 2 0,073 8, KB
JaE B N 38 A A A R T B B TR A 38t A% A4 . BEIR 27 07 25 0 BT R B T 4 A B R e R Y 8t AL A8 R R ok B %
FEHR. A IR L5 R W], 4 A0 RE RN S Nm (6. 274 7)>1, RIVUEHT g T 1A 8] 9 5 PR 28 0
FEPE FE AR, By 1k T b R AL Ak itk — 4 & . eAh . X S A Mgk PR S ER A AT . IR R R AR E b
TR IR e e /NG MbIB AR SR L T AR IR 2 ) S DR S8 B 4 B AL S A, B e R AR S5
T ) % 1 90 I 6 O v - W PSR 2% 00 R, 5 S TR SR A b i ) AR i T e AR X A

Hift: AR EREREZTHERLAFRAYHRE R T RILIT TR %52 L& HIZAZR
LR AR 2 T TR A 8 ik e O RS B L R SR T R 6 B
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Genetic Diversity Analysis of Mite-Resistance Honeybees
(Apis mellifera) Based on Microsatellite Markers

ZHANG Zu-yun', YANG Ruo-peng”’, CHEN Ling®’, YU Yu-sheng'
SONG Wen-fei', WANG Yan-hui's, ZHANG Xue-wen'

1. Sericultural and Apicultural Institute, Yunnan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Mengzi Yunnan 661101, China;

.

2. College of Life Science and Technology , Honghe University, Mengzi Yunnan 661100, China ;

3. Research Institute of Biotechnology & Genetic Germplasm , Yunnan Academy of Agricultural Sciences, Kunming 650223, China

Abstract: Varroa-resistant honeybees of A. mellifera L. has a strong resistance to Varroa destructo ,
which were named as F1 and F2. Firstly the genetic diversity of F1 and F2 was investigated with 18 micro-
satellite markers. Secondly, the mite-resistance bees of the local A. melli fera (Yunnan, Southwest Chi-
na) and the high yield bees of royal jelly breed from Zhejiang University (East China) were chosen for
comparison analysis. The results show, in 22 sample colonies, when Nei's genetic identity index exceeded
0. 2, distinct genetic divergence was found filial generation of mite-resistance bees, while other breeds were
the same nearly. The F1 and F2 of mite-resistance bees had a close descent relationship (the genetic dis-
tances between them were 0. 0439), with the local A. melli fera and the high yield bees of royal jelly breed
from Zhejiang University separated from each other.

Key words: A. melli fera L. ; mite-resistance bees; genetic diversity; SSR makers
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