& < Fl# (Horticulture NCHU) 35 (1) : 45 - 56 2010 -45-

4] % SSCP # * ¥ muit #4484 LEAFY & %12 PCR
33 IR F BoAE & AE 2 LG M

4)

¥

I L A T U -

MAEs B R LEAFY « MAF Pk F] A 1~ A &

FR D AFEAEORRFC ARSES Y - L LB LI ML > 2 DNA B
FEEF ARG o ¢ RS ST ARFRRF IR LG R

Eog v Rk F AT P AT 0 i 8 b s B R I e S 4Rge 0 A
b AR g ¢ fr g 2 gzmu;w;;@x Z o A7 1% SSCP 444 Fuit #148
P34 1% A F) LEAFY 22 PCR 313 » IS T Baf 6 B2 kgt -
BB AL NI RHIFEEZFRE AL RSN FRAE O HE
Plggn 7 i f e b 2F TSR BT L5 B R¥E D LEAFY AF7 3
T MpE A EER I A 3 R o

ol

_é_ﬁ

2w 3R A M2 BRAZ S 5 3 8 (polyploidy) > @ #& 2 (hybrid)
A R RCH LR AL e AT R A RS B ARTE BARNG AR
S e S F T 2 F £ & h 4 4 (Stebbins, 1950; Ohno, 1970; Rieseberg,
1997) - 2Am 4 5 B Ee I F BP0 - B k2 ¢ P RIS E §IRAF ek
BHea bW Lo R e fEz 5 gk it (reticulate evolution)

1) Mz? #AFFEE ALrEy 4 o
2) Mz A g3 BEg A b g L A
3) Wz A FFES Bl

4) cHFHERRTRESFFlenF T B o f%_ﬁ .
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Grant(1971) &= # % i (Plant speciation) ¥ #-if & #& ¥ (species complex) T & 5 @ - #*
BRAERE A E RS FRAHp e N2 S B R 2 kR
A & FEF AT, ha & R F] o 15 7 Fo(Humata repens (L.f.) Diels) 7 # @A 1 4 & ¢ & 4 '
Ao AAPEy P A F ﬁx% e 43 2 — o Nooteboom(1994) % & # 4 #it #2 % 3% ¥
BINCKEFEB? FHEIAFFELLE FRAFERE P RS2 B B T

ABATE B0 L F S I WL RAFE S FEFE I TR T o 4 AR chd i
REOAELTHRETRLI-HEAFE

FHFTRRF DD F ATV RE Y P A ik 2 LR R
B B PEE chfie 435 & (Warren and Wagner, 1954; Tryon, 1957; Gillespie, 1962; Hauke,
1963) 6 3t 32 5 AR B g A 4T RATAWERR > T @t ‘#7 3
b *z%_,—;‘-é REEHR MG -"EF, AP TP E PR T RF I AN TR
DNA #12 DNA & f87% I i} @it ens 3 A E & MM 50§ Ko w2 oha ﬁ .5 Bl
GATTA 2 P - R RS BHAARERIATE GRS 2R FOF I EAESD
F* 42 (Ebihara et al., 2005; Popp and Oxelman, 2007; Lihova et al., 2008; Rousseau-Gueutin et
al., 2009; Grusz et al., 2009) -

B Y c F3F 5 TR DNA(L & 5 E%M)h513 BAIRE 4 > Aafa = £ DNA
W CHNP T RER o BT P W sk 0 % F Bl DNA B 7R P AT PR o B2 AR
WA TIE 80§ S RA oo 350 F P AR S B 5T g 0
3R 1+ (concerted evolution) s % 4 i i3 AT B A FY o Fla HREZEFIELF D
AT A e dmz b AL Fl(nuclear genes)¥EF < B b A F AP BB S A PR
AT B {Baficd 5 $0 M SIE R 7 B N34T 4 o Tt R & 0
FRGERFE DL FIETER GRS P ARRAR S P 2 auE 2 KA P
7 Fl(low-copy nuclear genes)~ + th3& > kot B &2 k7 i fr ¢ 0¥ {7 2 (Lihova et al.,
2008; Rousseau-Gueutin et al., 2009) - X @ f g #gte 4~ » 4r 2 3 LEAFY ~ PgiC ¢2 gapCp %
e BB S Ak % ) (Ishikawa et al., 2002; Ebihara et al., 2005; Shepherd et al., 2008;
Schuettpelz et al. 2008) o

IR - N I LR BE = AFLNAF AT TR PCR A4 &
agarose gel ' % R H - n+%‘% ) zﬁ{ﬁ A ERETREOINREP PCR A % R - @
FL b 41 * cloning :‘d:jﬂﬁ—ikéo\ ¥ - A 4~ (Small et al., 2004) > A @ o 22 L5 ¥ ¢ F
FFEA DRI FAEFRE AR Py ¥ Y ¢ 2 PCR error » ELILE G o
50 L FoaF etk PCR A4 2 5414 27 1+ i % 1 5 Al (single strain
conformation polymorphism, SSCP) > 12 # i #4847 5 41> 444 148 (> 1% AL F] LEAFY 2.
intronl ® % 0 £ATEF BAT L E - 4313 5 R PCR A4 2 % 4|42 #1855 72
Bt o # 2 00 SSCP A 472 21— HIFHLA P ST Bl & BTG M % o
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BoR S

- ~alF 2kt

b AL ¥R (NCBI, http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/) ® & 4 % & 3+ g (Botrychium) 2 &
% B (Matteuccia)LEAFY A 71(GenBank accession AF230077, AF105109; Frohlich and Parker,
2000) » #F 45 LEAFY A IR 7| Fig £K 3513 n® i o 7 A 44t intron 1 F 3# K I *
¢1513 POLFY fMEMG % POLFY rGEDG > #-% gt fi45 4 & % & PRl 4 7] 2 FL
t o BFLD IR R AR RBA L - 2515 LFY F1 2 LFY Rl > &8 5 1 /e &
SSCP &g 17> K3 BAt flied & - 143515 LFYF2 2 LFY R2 2 tp e & £ o tim
513 B A7 A 1 AR AT 05l 3 W K3 i ® 1 (coding region)s1& JF (exon)
Lol AR B e

1. AP OTRI2913 B A

Table 1. Primers sequence designed in this study.

5% 535 t03 <)
POLFY fIMEMG ATGGARATGGGYTTCACTGT i
POLFY rtGEDG TCATCMCCRTCCTCACCAG LT
LFY F1 AACATGATGGAGCAAGARATAGATGATGT -
LFYRI1 TCATCCCCSTCCTCACCAG k-4
LFY F2 CAGATGATAGTGGCATGGTTG C SSCP
LFY R2 GAGTTCAAATTCAAGGGACCATTGTG SSCP
exonl intron 1 exon 2 intron 2 exon3
fi J |I JAL- 338bp "nl (
POLFY fMEMG -~ v POLFY rGEDG
LEY-El =7 a3 11
EEY:R2 =7 < LFYR2

B 1. A5 ¢ #rig * chLEAFY BRI P EZ2 513 8 c 23 2 P 33 2 b e % 5% B¢
z_ LEAFY % F](GenBank accession AF105109; Frohlich and Parker, 2000) ©

Fig. 1. Portion of the LEAFY gene used in this study, with priming sites indicated. Exon and
intron numbers follow those given for the Matteuccia LEAFY gene (GenBank accession
AF105109; Frohlich and Parker, 2000).
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C R
BORGEH - A1 2 R R ST R R B P e RS B
PR R S BR0E S G R Rk R P S0
Kato and Tsutsumi(2008) ° [£ % Ei4f & AEH LA g%% BoMEE T ¢ 5 RBT 5
FPAGEEREF P R 8 MR ENEE F o ¥ b EE B Oleandra
wallichii % #h# » bl F 73 4 2 o

2. AP THRAMZEETRZ BHE

Table 2. Collecting information and ploidy of materials used in this study.

i s gL B b 2k 3R
Oleandra wallichii H169  Wades.n. iy -

Davallodes hirsuta H184  Wade 869 EEE - R
Davallodes hymenophylloides H164 Wade 1099  F° Rk - B
Wibelia denticulata H185 Wade 872 B R - B
Wibelia divaricata H153 K 013731 Y - A
Araiostegiella clarkie H175 Wade 977 Y - A
Davallia solida H215  Wade 1124 p g - B
Davallia pentaphylla H154 Wade 1093 &R - B
Davallia tyermanii H216  Wades.n. g 3 - B
Davallia trichomanoides H203 Wade 1112 S - B
Humata sessilifolia H182 Wade 1115 B R - B
Humata vestita H195 Wade 1125 B R - B
Humata pectinata H187  Wade 758 p g - B
Humata repens complex HO51 Wade 726 p g EREE
Humata repens complex H210  Wade 398 gt ¥ R
Humata repens complex H206  Wade 951 g 3 PR
Humata repens complex H191 Wade 873 EEY KM

Firi i ARdro

Note: - indicated unknown.

= ~DNA ¥ ~PCR -~ B 4 5 44 47 5 2

WETEE R §pE % E 2 MR 0 @ % Geneaid Plant Genomic DNA Mini Kit % 2~ DNA » #
14 % DNA 30 100l 2 & Bk o f1* Tk 2 Ak kR FERAFER Y > I Y K
B at-20°C ka7 PCR * 0 Rk %73 30-80°C -
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PCR F Jssnit M4 5 15l # ¢ ¢ & 1L5Sul -8 L 2 cn DNA R & 5 e > 1.0 &0
dNTP> & 1.5ul e~ 515 (10mM)~0.1ul < DNA % & fis ~2ul 9 DNA £ 7.2ul 2 & &k -
FRAMNIICRILS 45> @ B DNA T E VR > £ 121 94C a2 1 ~ 45 ~ 60-65C
RJZ 1.5 A~ 48~ T2CRJIE 0.5-1 ~48(GE R 2 PR 513 @ B)» 187 35 ATk > & is
3 72C1%@“—’ 10 4 48 0 3% PCR A4 4C T -

H %4 5 A112(SSCP) A 47 4] 2 - 1 B > i < I ik P& Watano et al.(2004) » & »*
SSCP » 472 5 B 2|& B Aq] > #73 &34 472 PCR A4 % f|* 31+ LFYF2 fie & LFY
R2 #ftgm &k o 5 L4 PCR A4 > formamide(7 loading dye)® 4c# 1 98°Ci& {7 it
(denatured) » % 1/ polyacrylamide Gel(7ml Acryamide/Bis = 29:1, 2ml glycerol, 1ml 10X
TBE buffer, 8ul TEMED, 240l APS) 350 V & /R T i& {7 % #% 24 -] B> b 14 71 * 424 (silver
staining JEL% PCR & 4 2_ i ¥ #ic® o #7735 ik % p B4+ =» 7 > # * Geneaid Gel/PCR DNA
Fragments Extraction Kit #-%} %28 2. H 3 PCR A 4~ % {* w o » &R i PCR i 2 L & {7 -
XFRts o A AR BT PEF TS o

SSCP
Non-mutant DNA (N) Mutant DNA (M)
— —
l Denature ¢
_—
,‘.--‘-'"""" \-\

Single-stranded
conformations

&45 C’HTC

Non-denaturing
gel electrophoresis

N M

B 2. PCR-based SSCP 4 +7 Jn 32 (Small et al., 2004) - — B 8% ¥ cviF 4 (02 DNA + en2 2
AT)ERAZ T R DNA B g4 > ien B DNA B R 2L g ohff 6
Moo

Fig. 2. The principle of PCR-based SSCP analysis(after Small et al., 2004). A point mutation
(represented by a dot on a DNA strand) leads to the formation of different single-strand
conformations of the mutant DNA (M) compared with the nonmutant molecule (N),
resulting in differential mobilities in a non-denaturing gel matrix.
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o B AR E BG M GA T

-7 18 3| 5 7]i% 3 NCBI B&» r‘]EﬂE‘_ (7L 15"(‘}' a‘.p.\sg 47/' [ —fx] * —@Tfﬁ BioEdit %5 )it
FRE > T8 AR o A E DA ;1]41:-1@:? L g Garli(Zwickl, 2006)@?%@" s LB+
bz % 7% (maximum likelihood » ML) 5% £ 12 L3 B G Hf o & © & * ¥ A % (bootstrap
analysis) ! JE 18 & B L B ensis L & o B8 i@ * HH Tree view % FigTree & ARLAL % B %
i1 4+ bootstrap # i 14 -] 7 ) &) -

3
*ﬂ

-~ HERBHE A AT

APPSR LRERT A B BHIREF A4 o 1R - 315 FLY F2
fe & FLY R2 *tij # ~,‘f,'_}§;(Tm=65"C)"r # 5 LEAFY intron 1 % £ > #7% B 482 PCR A # %
agarose "R FIZL H - iEd > P EREBIGH P EAPE c RA B ETA > TR I M
AL2LE - A F > F]pt#-PCR A #4112 7 SSCP 4 7 »

= 48 B 4> polyacrylamide "3 48+ IR 2 T 3 Bixd c T AMSFR AL F 2 BiES
BREEAEAL Y o AE R 2 ER IR 2R o @ B L F 3 BEF BHOEY o LA EE
A HY QRSP T 1 ERBEEE 2ERAEF 1116 BakANLE o 5
% i §8>¢ polyacrylamide "3 48 + T IR 3 B 1 b chiEk A o Ve - B R B2 B S
313 18 BakheniB o
BN S

-

\m

% SSCP H#jis 3z 28 #] * £ LEAFY intron | 2 PCR 24> ¢ Z intron1 2 > & %
SR 2 exon | ¥7 exon 2o R EE 3T ERE ] 0 KL fi%ﬂmzsobp I 428bp - # A 18
??fliiiﬁ“i%% % 473bp > P F ‘}'—ﬁ:'“ixif:r HM G o B G RE Pk 22.8%
U%wwiﬁ@i%z%&%mgﬁmmm M@wﬁlilmﬁﬁéﬁz@»é%%
FEOZITARAOLFEHELAEIIERL G RAADAR o
ERNE e 3 RPN o)

#- LEAFY 7 B 34" 17 Maximum Likelihood = i i {7 4 45 » #7117 3]s 7 iy M5

B % HH(1In=-2305.77)4c®@] 3 - = 3 PMRHITE- I3 BE-AT P 2B i@;{%‘rﬁqén—i—*ﬁ
B2 3 B Aot Bo AT AR Gip 5o F A5 0% 515 LFY F2 &2 LFY
R2 #1315 ¢0 LEAFY intron 1 A 72 L o 'k 12 % i o 82 #At e % 248 &(D. solida
2 D. pentaphylla)?; = - B 3 & & F et B (BS=96%) » He4 L s, 3 &+ Faod
T LR L E IS RS Ty

LGB GRTRE T A BoAE & BE L AT IEF B (H. vestita)2 5 X I£ F i (H. pectinata)
A58 - BB R LIFDLBEBS=97%) c KT cAF £ EHE Y 0 = BB HOSL = B

»

S+
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SEAFYLE - Bz A AR TG - Bak AL B o H21020=120=3x) %
H206(2n=160=4x)25 4 = B & = A% > ¥ R B E 4 133 21 BakAnLiEe - SHB
B OHI91 2.8 B % =A% > & H210 2 H206 tht — 5 = A F2,% - Bzt f oo
B b - Bag AL R o

H210_3 3X
H191_1 2%
H181_2 2X
s H206_3 4%
o i H210_1 3X
e i Humata vestita_1 2
Humata vestita_2 2x
= e HOS1_3 B 3X
HO51_1B 3X
a7 HO51_2B 3X
'_94-1 2

H206_1H 4x
H206_2 H 4X
a7 - H210_2D 3X
Humata pectinata_1 2x
Humata pectinata_2 2X
96 93 Humata sessilifolia_1 2

| Humata sessilifolia_2 2x
mDI Davallia solida_1 2x
Davallia solida_2 2
100] Davallia pentaphylla_1 2x
L Davaliia pentaphylla_2 2x
Davallia trichomanoides_1 2x

Davallia trichomanoides_2 2X
e Davallia tyermanii_1 2x

it

Davallia tyermanii_2 2
mol Wibelia denticulata_1 2X
a5 - Wibelia denticulata_2 2X
99 Wibelia divaricata_1 2X

Wibelia divaricata_2 2X

— a7 T Davallodes hirsuta_1 2
Davallodes hirsuta_2 2X

—

Davallodes hymenophylioides_1 2
Davallodes hymenophyllioides_2 2x
a1 Araiostegiella perdurans_1 2
Araiostegiella perdurans_2 2X

gg[ - = = Oleandra wallichii_1 2x
1 LR Lo R T L e Oleandra wallichii_2 2x

% 3. ™ Maximum Likelihood 4 47+ Z& F] 3 Fx LEAFY #7{8 3| e muad 48 4 A% b T b
KEEmif AR RS Ar BT 5 F AT RSB Wi
A AFR B 80%2 E o

Fig. 3. Nuclear phylogeny of Davalliaceac based on LEAFY. All the individuals of H. repens

complex shown in number following with allele number and ploidy level. Bootstrap
value under 809 was not shown.
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SSCP &~ W Peig = i fgteipl * £ A 7] 5 311207 2 > SR i ® 04 fr F 8-
BT 0 R W CEOR AR EF T Y 2 % (Lessa and Applebaum, 1993; Potts,
1996; Ebihara et al., 2005) - ¥ - 4§ &> L F] 453, > ¢ Jk (homozygote) = i 482 £
(heterozygote)= & 48>+ SSCP ¥} 48 + )T:?{/ ABIEG 2BE4BIEF(R2) AT FEFIR
PR BB TG 2BEF LT RAEEREMAPAF OB HIRR: B8
I P i3ﬁm&@% HPIEE A E RR- B4 d ve B E % DNA
Hoed iz Spsgin g2t BB ko Ft A3 BEd o S RABARE Y -
BiEFEF RIS AR A1 1 16 Bdesh o T %% THFRT Tﬁﬁﬁfﬂiﬁﬁf—”ﬁ 3@
MbeniEd > BAZEEF 1L I8 BekANLE BT ERARIEM e w L7 1 SSCP

i gh B %) 300bp 22 PCR & 47 B > iy 4tk P) 1 8 — &k 2k 94 R (Gasser et al., 2006) »

RAT 3 AT A5 R P B K S 500bp 0 B AL T Hud S REfR4T 4 2 R 1 8 - i
AAR PR FlZ - o

AT 3 12 SSCP Bt 3t A 71 7 B LEAFY 22 PCR A 4 » & B8 37 ix B 7| » B2 3R
sxmw%%a;ﬁﬁiﬁ—%ﬁiﬂ’ﬁ+$&%ﬁm%mf§&gﬂ W EH R
o i 497 »cF L cloning 427 A 2 9 PCR error + #A5% B M2 & *fﬁ’ F] O F R
& & 52 B 7|3 -PCR-SSCP 2 217 4 ¢ < F|PCR & 4~ 2. GC content 2 & 7| & (Lietal,
2003)~ 31 3k E{(Cal and Touitou, 1993) ~ 7 /& F# ;8 & (Chen et al., 1995) ~ % =% = & (Kukita
etal., 1997)& 48 = » 2 Jk & (Savov et al., 1992)% F]3 #1850 A k¥ & F{* &3 U4
R HFERE R R E S A AR 2 R4 o
T RA R T

FERE B AR SR EF I I I R B B0 B e
& Jipl 2 32 % 42k (Barrington, 1986; Kuo, 1988; Taylor, 2002; Park and Kato, 2003; Moran
and Watkins, 2004; Willis and Nester-Hucson, 2006; Aguiar et al., 2007; Chao et al., 2010) » iT
EREIEA T T > F ST AL - HAEREIT A XA LR ADRIR
(Hildebrand et al., 2002; Perrie et al., 2003; Ebihara et al., 2005; Terada and Takamiya, 2006;
Chang et al., 2009; Grusz et al., 2009) o d *t25 45 F g Fi %L > 5 5 5§ ’ﬁ:}éii?!]}’:‘:i‘ e
o B IEE AR & A 2 F 1 i ¢ (Nootboom, 1994) -

AT REM TR ERAFERTELEZ S REF L F ATV TG HM % &
%ﬁ%&ﬁj%k%#—@%&xﬁwuﬁ A LR 2B BEREER A A B S A
WH 2R BEon AAF A MBI L 5 ARG - B R & 0 H206 2 H210
BEFZBECAT PR FEFRAOEDGL B3 1 21 Baksh) TS A S A
MF PR 2 SR AT o HOST 2 G B R F - BE i - Bk



-53-

Wz AR BT EAF e S RIEW - BHAGE AR HAnAFled vy
LA ERFoHEPEERE RO BHBWHINE H206 2 H210 &5 1 dk A4 hL
Boagpdp o kB AL E e HOSL 7 4 Bk AH LR o B 7| enF BAp 00
Bapd B BT NY 2 2OR TR S AR RF L i - o
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Development of PCR Primer Sets of the LEAFY Gene in
Davalliaceae by SSCP and the Application to the Phylogeny
of Humata repens Complex
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Summary

The reticulate evolution of species complex has long been an interesting topic. By the
progress of molecular biology, the application of DNA-sequence data to decipher reticulate
evolution is now frequently implemented currently. With the advantages of bi-parental
inheritance and high rate of evolution, low-copy nuclear genes can provide valuable information
for resolving reticulate evolution. However, only a few nuclear markers have been developed
specifically for ferns. In this study, we present new primer sequences for the amplification of a
portion of the nuclear LEAFY gene in Davalliaceae using SSCP then test in Humata repens
complex. Phylogenetic analysis shows othology of the sequences amplified. The high
divergence of the sequences suggests that there are several cryptic species within the H. repens
complex. Our results also indicate that LEAFY holds considerable potential for addressing low

taxonomy level questions.
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