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Genetic structure of rice sheath blight fungi population in Guangdong Province
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Abstract: The population genetic structure of rice sheath blight fungi ( Rhizoctonia solani Ag-1 IA) was ana-
lyzed by using Randomly Amplified Polymorphic DNA (RAPD) in Guangdong Province, China. The results
showed that the population genetic differentiation was presented within populations (G = 0.165 8). A hier-
achical analysis of genetic structure analyzed by molecular variance (AMOVA) revealed that genetic diversity
was distributed to populations among regions, within the regions and counties, genetic differentiation among
populations in region was in a low level ( @sr=0.038). A high level of genetic differentiation occurred in
populations within regions( @gr = 0.240) and within counties(@sy = 0.269), and total genetic diversity was
mostly attributable to diversity within populations in counties. The hypothesis of isolation-by-distance in popu-
lations of Rhizoctonia solani AG-1 IA in Guangdong was rejected by computing Mantel correlation coefficient
between genetic and geographic distance matrices.
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EHARXNT FE 9 NMARMERBLESRS
R £ E BURS % B BY 5 R B9 K RS A Bk BE S 259 17,
KR E (R IR BT AL 10 ~ 12 em K, A G H A,
EHKRRFBFR CREM S . WA B IZ MR
Sel02) ) e s 43 0 v 4 B9, 3t 43 B8 7K R 0 A 0 TR R B
199 4. v ABRTL = Fg 94 3 X A ) SN 7 AP Ll 7l
SrRIRER 427037 D EH N BB XK E R
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DNA $BUH SBR[ 13]347 . M 100 4~ 10 bp A9 ZE
BEEMELSH (SanGon 23 A1 3L ) R L H T 3
BB E HIEW A5 YA T RAPD ¥, PCR B f&
Z B 20 pL, TAEW A 50 mmol/L KCI, 10 mmol/L
Tri%HCl,; 1 g/L Triton X-100, 3.0 mmol/L. MgCl,, Taq
DNA EA8 1.0 UEEAY TERAF), 1 pmol/L B
FEHLE1 4,6 ng/pL /£ 4 DNA B4R . PCR ¥ 14 94°C
FRAEYE 2.5 min JF#EAJEIF,94CEM 1 min,36°CH
# 1 min, 72°C {8 3 min, 38 &3R5 72°C FEF 15
min. PCR P=#)7E 1 x TBE(89 mmol/L Tris, 89 mmol/L
PRS2 mmol/L Z — &I Z B, pH 8.0) B WK T &
15 /LI REVEBERC L Ik MR S SE e BB J, FHBEIRG
BB ARG, HTED .
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¥ RAPD ¥ #0357 19 FI I F0 BR PR A B 071 R AT
PE R, 200 R RE M A RAPD ¢ 34 7= 9 935 5 B 3K

MESLWE, ZEUHLT(EEBAA) LEMR
PL5) 4 6 A5 4B, T R AU AY Shannon 25 HE H: 35 54
P 3ra

ST B LM RN, H R E XA
BER ST ABRIL =MW B AR BTG, B0 4 4 X B
&, BN X RFER T ERER— TR, BRIL
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BPRA AL, Bt X Bk B R B CALUR re i i T
FHIL S MNEHAEKAR. BERBEBAGRE. B
75 AR AR 4 N BT ERA R . BT X B
HEM FEFETE . EMNRLE HBRAMBDT S
BT R RRAA .

R38BT A 4 % IR 431 S 15 31 45 B 4 [|] 498 15 A1
el BE RS , R A NTSYS-PC H'#J SHAN #2 /¥, # B UP-
GMA AT R, 450 45 30 X P9 (8] ) B4k ) 1345 43
1. B % o b 72 B B % 2 1k R Gsr) R A
B. FIf POPGENE 2 KTt E L EHERLHE
(Hp) BEHBESWRE(Cor), BREM K Nei K
fRIBAEBE B . FIA NTSYS-PC {4 UPGMA ¥:#47

4% RAPD FEl3%48 2] 0/1 BERE, F F§ AMOVA-pre
ROEHAT 0T, B R IC ECAH U R B R LB
BN BRI B2 B4R 00, S I BE R R R A B A op
B 440 . KA 4F 24547 (analyses of molecular vari-
ance, AMOVA)#K{f AMOVA 1.55 8 4 I X Bk
IR 3 DX BEAR 9 A K 19 A B T BEIR B XT g — 48
BBE WML AR, KT For) MEE HHE 9999
W dorft) BEFH .
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AR R & A 6 2 T8 BE 5 R 3 X (isolation- by-dis-

tance)[m .
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MRS AT PCR Y1, S3td 1 H 109 & RAPD
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Tab. 1 Geneotype diversity of Rhizoctonia solani AG-1
IA populations from 19 counties

B population N S N, P/%
T Zhanjiang 0.3096 0.4335 94  82.24
# 11} Zhongshan 0.1948 0.2837 52  47.71
FHIL Yangshan 0.1460 0.2174 44  40.39
FAZR Yangdong 0.1606 0.2384 47  43.12
AR Ruyuan 0.0798 0.1165 21 19.27
BT Qujiang 0.2450 0.3694 8  75.23
Rt Nanxiong 0.1826 0.27107 54  49.54
& Meixian 0.1669 0.2438 46  42.20
¥4 Maoming 0.1387 0.2074 43 39.45
% 5 Luoding 0.1022 0.1512 29  26.61
E M Leizhou 0.1758 0.26001 51 46.79
R B Lechang 0.1503 0.2273 48 44.04
FF ¥ Kaiping 0.0853 0.1287 26  23.85
B Jiexi 0.2668 0.3905 74  67.89
4 Huaiji 0.0688 0.1025 20  18.35
IR Heyuan 0.1762 0.2646 55  50.46
I~ M Guangzhou 0.2888 0.4348 8  77.98
B M Gaozhou 0.2799 0.4177 85 77.98
Z5 IR Dongyuan 0.2265 0.3318 63  57.80
I H4E average 0.1813 0.2678 56  48.99
I Guangdong  0.3170 0.4768 105  96.33

1)N 4 Nei #4384, S 4 Shannon 83, N, A $ &4
BB PASKEEENIE, P= (3 50EIH/ B4 EH)
x 100%

AALTEE O 0.103 ~ 0.435, FHI{H N 0.268, L5 M
MRBHNESHEAS T RN EREERILEKX,
WS R A EEENER S, K&
VT )2 IR 2 4% P 35 41 Shannon 3. B S AL A
B AR T AR, UL B N B fs B4
HEFE FHERNEREERLE KA.
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MF 2 Rl LIE | R K RBEUH K B
FEEBES AL (Gsr=0.1658),4 X BE
PRI AL 51k 2R B 80K, B 1 R) A T %o 3t 45 44k
RPHBANGR2), R RABRREIEETE
WX B, EBEHEIER 0.9 B, BESH¥ 19
TETHEMBRERE AREERARN 24T
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Fig. 1 Phenogram of genetic relationship among R. solani AG-1

IA populations from 19 counties of Guangdong Province
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Tab. 2 Genetic diversity, gene differentiation its pairwise comparisons of four populations of
Rhizoctonia solani AG-1 IA from Guangdong Province

REiE 37 AN BLXT i 1% 2 REL pairwise of Gsr
P/% Hr Hg Gsr
population population size B east BV west Bk north
BRIT =W Zhujiang Delta 79 88.99 0.2701 0.2272 0.1588 0.0759 0.1087  0.0827
BARMHX East Guangdong 31 85.32 0.2960 0.2091 0.2937 0.024 2
B H X West Guangdong 54 92.66 0.2372 0.1624 0.3155
Bt X North Guangdong 35 88.07 0.2651 0.1607 0.3936 0.0257 0.0276
%4 total 199 96.33 0.3117 0.2601 0.1658
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2.3 BESH
IHREKBEARE B ERE TN ERIAE
3IANBW B IX ] L X AT B T Y R B K. BT
AMOVA 43 #1109 A7 53 45 3 #Y 1] 52 DC SO AR U R 3L
PR, G SRR B X B B AR S L AR B o 3.83%, 11X

NEER L 23.11% , BT B G 73.07% (% 3) . 1.
KEMGEITREEFADENBRT, BAIE X (E
HERMM B 2 4b (psr = 0.038, P =0.234), 73
X A B KsE a4, 8 i B 7R 1) B kA0 s
B EF5IEM (Psr=0.269, P <0.002).
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Tab. 3 Analysis of molecular variance (AMOVA)

FEES Pt FEASEHR

R AR source of variation v Ss MS variance st percentage of variance P
component  statistics component/ %
iy X B {A [B] among populations from the same area 3 281.514  93.838 0.665 0.038 3.83 0.234
H X B within population in same area 15 607.546  40.503  4.014 0.240 23.11 <0.002
BB A within population in same counties 140 1776.915  12.692  12.692 0.269 73.07 <0.002

1)500 kMMM R EFRTRE TREMAE G &
0.64 1

2.4 BESLSHBEENLR s o
835 MXCOMP /¥ L 3R BERS b {8 BE B P13 N

P79 (ko) BEE, 18.5) — 4 36 R B (8 2), MR o ) :

it BB BB, B B B B A R SOR T

B r= - 0.003. 19 B /KBS S0H 7a 2 B (k0 4 K T R DTN

AR psrlTE P <0.05 K FRIHBEKRT 0 (% = U7 T

), ZUAARAETHHAETFEREER. & iﬂz};éoﬁ W :)60 s
Mantel 5 2 1 56 43 8 3 — 25030 A B 44 8] ) s 3B PR BE® geographic distances
AR E LY (P =0.151). $iBi % B2 0 TAWKREAMRRIFER oS RRER

P " ‘ R RAE

BRRRBUR S T A ) o 00 B 8 R £ B 2 T 25 Fig. 2 Correlation between ¢hsy values and geographical distances
HHRBEMEN, AR SR R R R among each pairs of R. solani AG-1 IA populations from
. 19 counties of Guangdong Province
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Tab. 4 PairwiseST (below diagonal) and geographical distances (in kan, above diagonal) of 19 populations

P GZ A Ic RY NX Q Ys DY X MX HY  GaZ H] KP D 1Z MM YD VA

Gz ¥.1 W71 2826 M8 M7 9 M52 3.5 M58 229 4012 1981 86 W3 M5 N0 M4 M1
5 0.00 406.2  346.7 406.2 33%.8 320 2898 342 465.6 275 3864 W48 100 N4 5.3 M8 B53 4904
IC  0.435  0.400 %4 1387 768 2526 0.1 4359 401.2 2576 6142 2926 4N9 4557 8173 689 498 7905
RY  0.407 (-0.353) (0.030) 13.5 49.5 10.0 2025 4161 4012 226 547 231 386.4 4012 2.8 %9 4029 7009
N 0124 018 0.494 0.49 4.0 2427 205 344 2m4 2427 B3 3WE 4953 474 %65 7RI 6142 821
Q  0.13% 010 039 02 0.9 146.1 2155 3715 3.2 2080 S¥45 253 B4 45 7579 6142 5003 7183
YS 0419 0419 018 019 0471 034 BLY 479 404 3170 40.6 1090 307.1 3121 6464 077 I3 609.%
DY 0.1% 0250 0519 0518 0218 020 0.4% Is8.5 1882 248 614 3B9 389 5003 897 662 5152 7678
X 0106 0.8 03% 0325 004 0140 039 0.7 18.8 1134 7628 500 4854 666 9.3 703 89 869
MX 0402 0411 0.133  0.141 047 0338 0.149 0457 031 8.0 B47.0 548 647 6885 10160 852.0 6935 9%5.9
HY 0383 037 0161 0.9 045 030 018 049 0206 0.016 626.6 3016 361.6 480.5 B807.4 64.0 4904 3.0
GwZ 012 0111 025 0.18 010 0098 026 0.16 0107 0.197 0.19 36.6 299 1635 20.2 4.6 1134 1%.2
H  045% 0439 0.071 0246 05 038 022 056 035 029 021 022 5.1 5.6 5647 412 369 50.1
KP 0.3% 0318 0241 0320 0501 0338 032 0502 028 0134 019 027 037 I3 458 2013 1090 389
b 042 046 0228 027 057 038 024 04% 0328 0119 012 0230 039 0.7 3%1.6 19.2 1536 297.2
1Z 0401 0373 (0.101) 0195 045 0.338 0009 0449 025 0.2 0116 016 0.173 0.168 0.197 168.4 317.0 916
MM 0.439 043 0158 0211 049 0310 022 0489 0371 027 0.182 0201 024 022 0.243 (0.065) 1683.5  104.0
YD 0400 0387 0.0 0.047 0448 0310 0.130 0464 0317 (0.069) 0.07 (0.148) 0.5 0.301 0.20 0.119 0.118 260.1

7) 0.102 0.083 0258 0.215 0.116 0.128 0.2 0.16] 0.085 0218 0.24 (0.014) 029 021 02% 0171 028 0.1%

1) PP:BHR GZ: ;" M, ZS: ¥, LC: &R &, RY:4LIR, NX:di#t, QI:¥ir, YS:FA by, DY: 3%, JX: 388, MX: 465, HY: &
K, GaoZ: &M, Hl:tr%, KP:AF, ID: F &, 1Z:FM, MM:X &, YD:Fa &k, ZJ: . B35 AR A pgls 089 £
FHEHF(P<0.05)
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