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ABSTRACT

The phylogenetic relationship among eight taxa (P pendula for.
ascendens Ohwi, P. yedoensis Matsumura, P. sargentii Rehder, P. serrulata
var. quelpaertensis Uyeki, P. maximowiczii Rupr., P. serrulata var.
pubescens Nakai, P. buergeriana Miquel, P, serrulata var. spontanea Wils.)
of genus Prunus in Mt. Halla and one cultivated taxon, P. yedoensis
Matsumura was studied by random amplified polymorphic DNA (RAPD).
RAPDs were identified in nine taxa by amplification using single 10-mer
primers of arbitrary sequence (UBC 401~UBC 500, Univ. of British
Columbia, Canada).

Nine taxa were clearly classified with 8 arbitrary random primers, UBC
446, UBC 455, UBC 456, UBC 460, UBC 482, UBC 485, UBC 498 and
UBC 500, which generated 76 polymorphic amplified DNAs or RAPDs. The
phylogenetic tree was constructed from the RAPD fragments patterns by
neighbor-joining method.

Nine taxa were divided into two large groups. P. buergeriana Miquel
formed subgenus Padus. P. pendula for. asendens Ohwi, P. yedoensis
Matsumura, P. sargentii Rehder, P. serrulata var. quelpaertensis Uyeki, P.
maximowiczii Rupr., P. serrulata var. pubescens Nakai, P. serrulata var.
spontanea Wils. and P. yedoensis Matsumura-Cultivar formed subgenus
Pseupcerasus. The genetic distance between P. sargentii Rehder and P.
serrulata var. quelpaertensis Uyeki was 0.3036 showing the lowest value
among any other pairs, but the genetic distance between P. yedoensis
Matsumura and P. yedoensis Matsumura-Cultivar was 0.4297. The
numbers of identical bands in two species were 16 / 26 in P. yedoensis

and 16 / 30 in P. yedoensis-Cultivar, respectively.
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I. 4 &

WU5ES (Prunus L)€ 3v]3} (Rosaceae) S} o)z} (Prunoideae)d %
e AEE ST 2UAYg Aete), FEo|t mBewA 4 =hL, 27
TR AL F 2 AAR AANZ Qs A Al A o 4009 T o) Ao A -
¥ X33 9 (Roland and Wain, 1984). $-ejuele] s A2 Akx]e] 200] 2B 2
°l =ow (o], 1980), AFE Fehitel THIR (P. pendula for. ascendens
Ohwi), ¥+ (P. yedoensis Matsumura), AP22 (P. sargentii Rehder),

>

AH& (P. serrulata var. quelpaertensis Uyeki), AF)8 A58 (P, maximowic=ii
Rupr.), AR5 (P. buergeriana Miquel), AW IE (P. serrulata var.
pubescens Nakai), W& IF (P. leveilleana Koehne), 85 (P. serrulata var.
spontanea Wils.), 99 Y% (P. serrulata var. tomentella Nakai), A FH I3
(P. yedoensis for. nudiflora Rehder) § 10o] B§FZ9 wyzs Al go] A4 -
TEPAGR Husol e (3, 1992). 2 o|HF BuE stxte) wiap ofzie]
Atol & Holx 9ol (Nakai, 1914; Kitamura and Murata, 1979) FEFel A
TAMZ AR ok 23 AN uEF YIRS NBEEL T Pyy
Hol7k gtgstn] A FHURd A4S 2 7190 sl ge xa

o}.

Tt Ay DY EFe WP drs g T WpRde A3 isozyme £4
(Harn et al., 1977), 9%l o] 8% et A4 SdyRe] gz 240 B3t
A7 (Kim et al., 1993)%t 484 2Aht 2749 714 (3, 1958; °], 1980)% A
gatd T F AR SRl B4Eo2 2 AmMEE PPIRe s Qe B A

E°] ¥ ¥old (Takenaka, 1963; Kaneko et al., 1986; Kaneko, 1992;
Innan et al., 1995). Innan et al. (1995)& W1}% 3% 2Ze] DNA fingerprint
AT Biolxd A€ Ao AAse] Y& AW SEIR (P yedoensis-
Cultivar)= 25 #A37 A &) T3t & MANA #3150 1} Aoz A



= WAHA P. lannesiana®} P. pendula®) §2< 90 % 23 Q= 32709 =
FFolax vud vk et 2t AFE 2 FYelME N F7AA| P, lannesiana
7F BRHA ot AF A PR YR dE FHE Innan ef al (1995)9) Fz}

© FEete, I 7]he) AKX oHNE PR ¢S AFold. £ Harn et
al. (1977)& Fepite] AA3te SRGF, UYL, 225 o) P ey &
9 isoenzyme EH& Tt AWl SPUYRrL ST AHUYR ole4
HEolq FAFeldzT Radsd.

AEHAG A7l QolA s e b oJAE BAL A7 YA BF
o] BeFE PAe fAY0] TF 2lM 499 AAA T e 34
A0 2 ohistn 92 £Y Aste] T AUANE E3 WE Reld (Cain,
1982). Bl %ol A%e] Hehx FAL 79 ¥4 220 ozt Wolst WAHIE
o, e 2 45 sl zEel e oldE FER e Yoy WS HFIE
¥ob @A Bl 4% P8 922 Br)o] xYse gon] ook §AEA
23 DNAS] A A vl FXe] 712] ol24 5.

80 dd Futel EojMwEA F582 U= DNAE o] 4% A& A%s dF7s
<= DNAZE Al g3 A7) oA vl T2 E72 A442 & A= AgD 34
43 284E% gFH F3oo (Sytsma and Schaal, 1985; Sytsma and
Gottlieb, 1986; Jansen and Palmer, 1988; Zimmer et al., 1989; Hamby and
Zimmer, 1992), o|v] #%3 AN 2 = DNA A 5] S wet o o
T =€ Exsgd (Palmer, 1985, 1986a, 1986b, 1987; Palmer et al.,
1988; Clegg et al, 1991). =¥ EAYE}H d77ge @Az} oo
Restriction Fragment Length Polymorphism (RFLP, Loftus et al., 1988;
Furnier et al, 1990), DNA fingerprint (Jeffrey et al., 1985; Innan et al.,
1995) &% °]1 8% 1 2 FH AATY FAW)S s 2L ugo] =
WEd HI, 54 DNA £8% #E AW $ZT¥ 4 A+ PCR 71&H

random primer® °]43+ random amplified polymorphic DNA (RAPD) 7] &



o] /i¢=o} (Hadrys et al., 1992 Tingey et al., 1992; Weeden et al., 1992)
T ERS FAARNE Aol o] o452 QU (Williams et al., 1990;
Nelson et al., 1994). RAPD®] marker2 %23 %Z3 DNA fragment: 3
A AZE AAY o oS FEY¥ B ope}, Lol o gt bandsb o}
BinE F2 FU ERT E£EE F79 2FT vz EFHOT o)Ly
(Klein~Lankhorst et al., 1991; Shimada et al., 1994; Brickner et al., 1996;
Lu et al., 1996), {2+ 734 2 ASLAdy d7o Ty A o453 g
o (Fukuoka et al., 1992; Vierling and Nguyen, 1992; Mori et al., 1993).
Fehdel s 109 F9) HUyREo] Ay YD, o] S F7he] AFHAEH
A7 oF F&A wbvt fdd 53], A PR} A FPIRe] REalz
HAc F4dE A2z $453 9o g2y £ d3E PCR-RAPD oz 3
ehitel] AR AP 8% Aw FEAYRDY ARG SAdAAE 2
qete] 2 Fuhvtie] EHEY A9} 1 7)9e TR AA )



I. As 2 2y

L. Ax AH 2 B3

-~

T A¥e A2 48" oF UL 1996 3¥9HH 69743 7 REZY |(
AAANXN HAstdch. 41D 4 FFHFEZ AHE F ZA total DNA 2o 4
A, AR PFR (-72 O)ell BBt APY Age) dBE opat Az
o AZXEEL UL F A8 B33 (Table 1).

Table 1. List of Prunus species used for RAPD analysis in this study

Scientific name Korean name Collection date Locality
FP. pendula for. asendens Ohwi Sulpy 1996. 4. 19 ‘CJ: Kwanumsa
P. yedoensis Natsumura Sy} 1996. 4. 29 CJ: Bonggae-Dong
P. sargentii Rehder Ahg e 1996. 4. 27 CJ: Kwanumsa
P. serrulata var. quelpaertensis Uveki A} 2 1996. 4. 30 CJ: Tamrakyvo
P. maximowciczii Rupr. AR 2GR 1996, 5. 7 CJ: Erimok
FP. yedoensis Matsumura-Cultivar Auf e} 1996, 4. 29 CJ: Bonggac-Dong
P. serrulata var. pubescens Nakai Zhe gy 1996. 3. 5 CJ: Kwanumsa
P. buergeriana \liquel AEgy 1996. 5. 4 CJ: Chonwangsa
F. serrulata var. spontanea Wils. BASS 1996. 4. 30 CJ: Kwanumsa

*CJ: Cheju-do



2. Total DNA &, AA 2 A=

et WUFS 9% 9 total DNAY Murray and Thompson (1980)¢) why
= W¥¥ protein precipitation technique (Dellaporta ef al., 1983)2.2 =23}
At

It YRS B AHF oY o 1 gol AHALE slslq 2ty s
¥, 15 me®] extraction buffer (100 mM Tris-HCI, pH 8.0; 50 mM EDTA,
pH 8.0; 500 mM NaCl; 1 % PVP; 2 % SDS; 0.1 % 2-mercaptoethanol) 2 3
2 60 CelA 30% F< incubation ¥ 5 M potassium acetate (pH 6.5) 4 m/ S
A7hete] dgelA 10 #7318 5,000 rpm (Mega 17R))A 20 273 9
AEAA o5 F3A" DNA pellet® TE buffer (10 mM Tris-HCI, pH 8.0;
1 mM EDTA) 1 w'& 37+t DNA pellet® £jAZch. 283 3 o YA
et AAA 3 M sodium acetate (pH 7.6) 100 ui¢t ice cold
isopropanol 1 m/E AH7F% F -20 Cel Bsld DNAE FAANAG. YA=
DNA= oAl TE buffer 1 wE H7bsted &3 N F RNase A (10 ng / wés
Sigma, USA) 2 4, Proteinase K (10 ng / mé; Sigma, USA) 5 & 3 7}ste
37 CAlA ztz} 14123 3084 incubation A1Z . o 7)e] 9] phenol £,
phenol# chloroforme] 1:1% A1ql §4& 7}z Hrtsled AMAD S AR Ao
Fole] ethanolE A7 F -72 o 3087} B3 d. 13,000 rpmol A 158
b g4d#dste] DNA pellet: €& F 70 % ethanol2 MH 9. DNA
pellet2 65 CelA A2 AU F 2 w9 TE buffer® H7bste 37 T4 302
2 &A1 #2" DNAE 15 % agarose gel Aeld 100V, 9087 A7)
&< A3 single band® vehte e #Asgdch #e8%® DNAE UV /
VIS spectrophotometer® 260 nm# 280 nmol4 FZEE &4 3o ALL 3
A



3. Random primer?) <jju] 73 A

WURS% (Prunus L) A1 ESe) RAPD®| A 33§ primerd Aws}at Univ.
of British Columbia Biotechnology Lab. (Canada)2 € +9% random
primer 1007} (Set #5, UBC 401 ~ UBC 500)& W22 3o, x4 shagm
2] total DNAE template DNAZ 331 $93 PCR HbS-§of 27 & o4 PCRS
T3, PCR #8942 template DNA 10 ng, Z7Zt] primer 400 nM,
dNTP 200 M, MgCl: 1.8 mM, 10X reaction buffer 2.5 ', Tag DNA
polymerase 2 units?l 2% 33 3545 Hrlsld F whe LGS 25 W
3t DNA $E£2 94 Cola 2 27 predenature Al ¥ 94 Co)A denature
1 &, 36 CollA 45 = 9} annealing A2 21 extensione 72 CoA 2 273
A3 3 45 3 PCR w38 AA&%d. BE DNA ZZe GeneAmp PCR
System 9600 (Perkin-Elmer Cetus, USA)2 A}&3}e A A} s e},

4. PCR-RAPD #4

AAAE s AL primerg ol f3te) YA PUEZ (Prunus L) 95
Ztztel gk PCRE $+9% F PCR-products® 1xTBE buffer (100 mM
Tris-borate; 2 mM EDTA, pH 8.0)8 A48 9 ethidium bromide (EtBr, 1 sz
/w7 A7HR 1.5 % agarose gel AelA 100 VE 100 &7 A7) G EA}. ¥
Y5S 9% ¥ primer 2t2H9] band patternse UV transilluminatorel 4] #

3t Polaroid Camera® Azl&a s}oc}.



5. WA 4

Random primer W34 AlgelAq A28 874 primer (UBC 446, UBC
455, UBC 456, UBC 460, UBC 482, UBC 485, UBC 498 ¥ UBC 500)% o]
43t PCRE AAF F PCR-products®] #23Fe] =)o) wa} dAMs s B
it 4 Fo date M=o EA FF @} 7 VT 0es EAFH=
two-digital numbering system$& ©] %3¢ binomial matrix code® =4 stgl <},
4ol WE=e] {FE Ay EzAsPLS AHYF gL ol ZA=R
RAPDistance Ver. 1.04 (Saitou and Nei, 1987)2) NJTREE program? o] &3}
« Phi coefficiente]l 712% Agx4E 4232 (Sokal and Sneath, 1973)
distance matrix& ZA 35l o] & EWZ NJ (Neighbor-Joining) e w}a}
dendrogram (Nei and Li, 1979; Nei and Gojobori, 1986: Saitou and Nel,
1987; Nei, 1991; Nei and Hughes, 1992)& ZA 3t} el w24 g e] A
THAEH FAFAE B9



m 2 3

1. Random primer?] v} 7 A

I2Ht Ay HBUF4E 959 RAPDE $337] Aol 2] HURs AlEe) 3
¥ primer® A@3nA, 50% ol 49 <G+C> #FL FFAE UBC 10-mer
random primer® 10071& o]43ld A SWL}Re] tptal DNAS template
DNAZ &2 §Fd% Z=AstelA PCRE $333ch. PCRE 4£3% A3 A o
A whgol ol primere 140l 2 Fo|A polymorphic band x4y o
of £ A38& 9% & sidx BIHE MY primers Aursigon) zhzie)
primer$t €7] A 9-& Table 28} e}

Table 2. List of arbitrary 10-mer primers used for the

RAPD analysis by PCR

Primer® No. Sequence ( 5’ - 3" )
UBC 446 GCC AGC GTT C
UBC 455 AGC AAG CCG G
UBC 456 GCG GAG GTC C
UBC 460 ACT GAC CGG C
UBC 482 CTA TAT GCC G
UBC 485 AGA ATA GGG C
UBC 498 GAC AGT CCT G
UBC 3500 TTG CGT CAT G

“All primers were purchased from the University of British

Columbia, Canada.



2. PCR-RAPD 24

AuZBe s 42D 809 primer® PCR-RAPDE 48§ ZAs ztzte]
primer®) 4 YJeld polymorphic band 4= UBC 446 primerel A 157}, UBC
455 primerel 4 137§, UBC 456 primerel4 57, UBC 460 primer°l A 77,
UBC 482 primerel 4] 87}, UBC 485 primer®l4] 157}, UBC 498 primere] 4] 4
A 23 UBC 500 primersld 97l 5 F70e] 83 o]& Moj: £ 7679
WEE HAdsgen 7zt bandd A4S DNA molecule markers} B3t 10
ng °©]/3< bandvt et (Fig. 1~8).

UBC 446 primerg °] 4% PCR wH3elA & 300~5,000 bpel o]= = 1572
band7} Bl 53] PALURN d& F4= JE Zo|§ 5.0 kb, 2.1 kb,
1.9 kbt 0.4 kb®] band7t vtebstsr, gHebat Aba syuEsel ¥R} o
AFE Hyow WHLEAIRAXE 850 bp ©l52) band: Molx] oFstct (Fig.
1).

UBC 455 primerel 4= PCR-productE°] 500-~3,400 bp AtelejA 137)¢]
band7} Hglon] MY UGN SolsAl 1.3 kb, 1.15 kbs}t 0.8 kbe] W=7}
et et A HRbeelA 3.4 kbel bandsb Yebton], AR
Al & 2709) band@& vebzm gl AMAH LT ALy shAGR Auyg
°f At AFE Y on), U ANEAGR AR Ay
AEGE g BRIl FA3 FHE Bl gl (Fig. 2).

UBC 456 primer& Ah-§3to] debal WyR & MBS RAPD A4S AHE
A"IME 700~5300 bp Aol polymorphic ¥4& = band: 57 o]q
o A FelA 3.4 kbs} 0.8 kbe] FAY =)o) WEs} Jehr oy, Au) Sy
ok ARYGRAN A YL V=E A2 27 5.3 kb, 2.0 kbe] W= 3
Y detdd dAH e wsd e Helx o Ay SR gwgn
13 AL M E 5.3 kbt 0.7 kb band& ZE3to] Veb I gt} (Fig. 3).



Figure 1. Polymorphic band patterns of DNA in Prunus species by
primer UBC 446. Lane 1 10 9 were P, rendula for. ascendens, P.
vedoensis, P. sargentii, P. serrulata var. quelpaetensis, P.
maximouwiczii, P, yedoensis-Cultivar, P. serrulata var. pubescens, P.
buergeriana, P. serrulata var. spontanea. M is molecular marker,
Lambda DNA/EcoR | +Hind digested.

M1 2 3456 789

Figure 2. Polymorphic band patterns of DNA in Prunus species by
primer UBC 455. Lane 1 to 9 were P, pendula for. ascendens, P.
yvedoensis, P. sargentii, P. serrulata var. quelpaetensis, P.
maximowiczii, P. yedoensis-Cultivar, P. serrulata var. pubescens, P.
buergeriana, P. serrulata var. spontanea. M is molecular marker,
Lambda DNA/EcoR | +Hind 1l digested.
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Figure 3. Polymorphic band patterns of DNA in Prunus species by
primer UBC 456. Lane 1 to 9 were P pendula for. ascendens, P.
yedoensis, P.  sargentii, P. serrulata var. quelpaetensis, P.
maximowiczii, P. yedoensis-Cultivar, P. serrulata var. pubescens, P.
buergeriana, P. serrulata var. spontanea. M is molecular marker,
Lambda DNA/EcoR 1 +HindIl digested.

UBC 460 primerel A< 300 1,700 bp Atolel A 7709] band7F R on A
A A9 A A S Bgoy AAEUYTAA 1.7 kb, 13 kb. 0.65 kbs}
0.55 kb band7} £o]3tAl vebydch, S$HR A PR AR 2L o) A
0.6 kb2t 0.3 kb ¥ 7He] bandgte] e} FUF AFS vgeon ARwan}
oA SEGR, ARG OS2 g ReldE 1.2 kb band® 37}
ste 3709] bandEe] vebdtd (Fig. 4).

UBC 482 primerel 4= 600-3,000 bp Atelel A 870¢] polymorphicdt band
7b et 2.3 kbe BUFE A9 RE T4 JehdZ, 0.7 kb bandE 4
MEYFE AT B FolA ARG 53] 2yFelE 0.7 kb2 band ¥

A gt polymorphic band& °)Fx 9lc} (Fig. 5).

_11_



M1 23456 789

Figure 4. Polymorphic band patterns of DNA in Prunus species by
primer UBC 460. Lane 1 to 9 were P. pendula for. ascendens, P.
yedoensis, P. sargentii, P. serrulata var. quelpaetensis, P.
maximowiczii, P. yedoensis—-Cultivar, P, serrulata var. pubescens, P.
buergeriana, P. serrulata var. spontanea. M is molecular marker,
LLambda DNA/EcoR 1 +HindIll digested.

M 12 3456789

-

Figure 5. Polymorphic band patterns of DNA in Prunus species by
primer UBC 482. Lane 1 to 9 were P. pendula for. ascendens, P.
vedoensis, P. sargentii, P. serrulata var. quelpaetensis, P.
maximouwiczii, P. yedoensis-Cultivar, P. serrulata var. pubescens, P.
buergeriana, P. serrulata var. spontanea. M is molecular marKker,
Lambda DNA/EcoR | +Hindl digested.
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UBC 485 primerdl A& 300-3,500 bp be]dls £ LHelld 713 ge
polymorphic band 15707} vebdch, I oA &3 4 & Zo) ns &
el 4 0.5 kbet 0.3 kb 5 7He] bandgte] T34 FEs et 3Ly Ts
WilR = 1.8 kb9l band$ #9383 o}F HAH3F band patternsS Jelh 2 9}

(Fig. 6).

Figure 6. Polymorphic band patterns of DNA in Prunus species by
primer UBC 485. Lane 1 to 9 were P pendula for. ascendens, P.
vedoensis, P. sargentii, P. serrulata var. quelpaetensis, P.
maximouwiczii, P. yedoensis-Cultivar, P. serrulata var. pubescens, P.
buergeriana, P. serrulata var. spontanea. M is molecular marker,
Lambda DNA/EcoR | +Hindlll digested.
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UBC 498 primerel A+ 0.8, 1.7, 1.9, 2.5 kb9 polymorphic band 479k o}
et AHURAE e WME ¥} Gehde, AYuRe Wi B
< AFTAA FLsA Hel: 0.3 kbt 0.7 kb bandE A= F e
polymorphic band% Yehts 9z ofstch. Sojg Fo DLWy whne =
FEHE WFAD A2 25, 1.9 kb band F W7t Jeh}z Qg AwgRs a
WA o4 0.8 kb band7} Yehd A5 EAHo|d} (Fig. 7).

Figure 7. Polymorphic band patterns of DNA in Prunus species by
primer UBC 498. Lane 1 t0 9 were P, pendula for. ascendens, P.
yvedoensis, P. sargentii, P. serrulata var quelpaetensis, P,
maximowiczii, P. yedoensis-Cultivar, P. serrulata var. pubescens, P.
buergeriana, P. serrulata var. spontanea. M is molecular marker,
Lambda DNA/EcoR 1| +Hindll digested.

_14_



UBC 500 primerel 4+ PCR-productEe] 0.55~3 kb Alolof 4 97k 9] band
7b viebdel. 0.7 kb band %ol A ZEojA EUsA degygm 1 = Solg e
AR A polymorphic band7} A& Jehgx oke A3 Ao 1.3
1.0, 0.9 kb band7t d&H 22 vepd RAojct (Fig. 8).

il

Figure 8. Polymorphic band patterns of DNA in Prunus species by
primer UBC 500. Lane 1 to 9 were P pendula for. ascendens, P,
yedoensis, P. sargentii, P. serrulata var quelpaetensis, P.
maximowiczii, P. yedoensis-Cultivar, P. serrulata var. pubescens, P.
buergeriana, P. serrulata var. spontanea. M is molecular marker,
Lambda DNA/EcoR [ +HindIll digested.
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3. A 4

gt AR BUYFS (Prunus L) 9 2FT (P pendula for.
ascendens Ohwi, P. yedoensis Matsumura, P. sargentii Rehder, P. serrulata
var. quelpaertensis Uyeki, P. maximowiczii Rupr., P. yedoensis
Matsumura-Cultivar, P. serrulata var. pubescens Nakai, P. buergeriana
Miquel, P. serrulata var. spontanea Wils.)®] A {383 FAAAE 93]7)
Aty 9 EFT ZZe 10 AAAGA FU AMZAE FLT E7)
polymorphic band 1547} 22 8719 10-mer random primers A}&3le 9
= 76709 W= Zz}E shde] YAZ Kol JzARPRS Ao Ay
"L band® FFel = “1"s “0"22 FEAZ= two-digital numbering
system< ©]-%3t9 binomial matrix code® 24 % A7 Table 33} Ze}.

°|& Z#4=E RAPDistance Ver. 1.04 (Saito and Nei, 1987)¢) NJTREE
programe °]-43td Phi coefficientel 7123 AJA4+E AF3o (Sokal and
Sneath, 1963) distance matrix& ZA3g 29 (Table 4), o] ZAF}E NJ
(Neighbor-joining) el ¢ A% dendrogram (Nei and Li, 1979: Nei and
Gojobori, 1986; Saito and Nei, 1987; Nei, 1991; Nei and Hughes, 1992)& =
A3 (Fig. 9). APHFsh A8 A4 0.303622 748 FA3A7 24
Hepgon, 1 dges AR %ol ARA S 0.3286% vebgich @
et Ay gigRe As A4S} A=A S 0386322 MR ¥ FERAE Y
el s, WGy - bR bz 0419022 $9F AYASLE JehdE A
AHEFe] AZASF 038638 A el FAWEe] FoME T A4
FYPYFE ST 137, AT 1670, A% e SUNE 167 Ry
A vepsic. 38 A STt Ae) SRR 16709 Y WEvt 2
2= A

_16_
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22! PMA

204 PPA
205 PYE
= PSA
012
139 PSQ
e PYC
.014
= PSP
07
159 PSS
323 PBU

Figure 9. Neighbor-joining tree based on analysis of RAPD fragment.
PMA = P. maximowiczii, PPA = P. pendula for. ascernidens, PYE = P.
yedoensis, PSA = P. sargentii, PSQ = P. serrulata var. quelpaetensis,
PYC = P. yedoensis-Cultivar, PSP = P. serrulata var. pubescens, PSS =

P. serrulata var. spontanea, PBU = P, buergeriana.
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V. 2 g

ebitel A H= 9% WUESE (Prunus L) A 250 dE ASHAS
FABAE 737 93t DA 959 WyRoy PCR-RAPDY H3Fzd< 2
A3t PCRY HAZWE #AF F random primers] Ao = 2% 1007)
] random primer& (Set #5, Univ. of British Columbia, Canada) A}-4-8 ¢}
AAFAAH wh-go] dold primeres 5 1470 o 2 F WES F3 oA Zs
o AFNA @A dendy & Al ¥4 sbesidz #9989 primer
E ol8sld APE Y8 (Table 2 ). Y¥HC 2 primere) W7 FAHL
DNA &% Zolo g2 43F& vixo (Williams et al., 1990), £3] primere]
<G+C>9 #F3°] ¥25F DNA FZo] ¢ Fasid dojdcdm LA gt
9 (Fritsch et al., 1993), ¥ Agel A43 primer?] <G+C>9) &Zo] 60 %
o] golels A AAE Yeruigdel.

808 primerg& AH43e & polymorphic band pattem two-digital
numbering system< ©]$-% binomial matrix® ZAZ AYASLE A2y
distance matrix& ZAF A LT A&o] Az $ 0303622 7R &
dBA7T A debden, 2 g g 3wy Re WuyRs AASs 0.32855
et gleh. 3T AAEIREE AL 0.67292 T AP WIES
AEF MR 2 FAIAE et e A FEgRe] A 487 A
A4 0386322 71F ¥ FAIAES Jdehyd e, ol e Axey
gyvre stEariy 2dFHe dold A& 713 spgtdes dF B3 (Park
et al, 1984)st dx %t I3, I A FYPUFe} Au) P Fee] A
AgE 042972 vehg o] & AMEUR 9 A& e Az £rd ek} o]

S A FEURAL GRS Re 37 2PEY Aol 4y A7R



i (Kaneko, 1992)8} el Y=g}, & dF AH2 2 Kaneko (1992)9) B3
€ AW ¥4%¥ < ¢lcl Innan et al., (1995)°] B2¥ 3R e] 719 A3}
A7EFE B ¥ A Age) AA - 23X YT E F L cloneol B2
Bz up glon Ag7tx] fea 24 R Aw FHUFE Y 2 F

22 HIH2 ek 2, ¥ dF A3 P A8 YR 23D A
NE F& 267000, A ie] e £ 30700]ct. 28 2 S 59
WE FE 1670 B2z a4 Ay ST F$ 61.5% (16 / 26), A

-

e A= 53.3% (16 / 30) £FeA FUAH S Holx gl& o}, o] z
7 AL For VFHR & A AQ SRt ARl o2
ERTY 7HeA S AR F ek deby 548 fAaAe] 7S gy 2
¥4 d7E Fd o] S HEs] ¥ Hasl gigx Asdd.

N] wile] g ExEeA A 279 ERdo2 Y¥rolAEd  subgenus
Padus$t subgenus Pseupcerasus® Yol Z el Subgenus Padus Z1gole A
AR, subgenus Pseupcerasus 1golE ANEAGE, SHGF shigs
AP, ALS, AR AR w825l £33 (Fig. 9). Subgenus
Pseupcerasus Well A+ o] olAte]l Fho] x| ¢tgic}. £ AyAF w shle =
58 HL2 §4F &3l ¥FE F AHSo] ¥R, 398 YTs) o8& fad3A
€ vl sl ole @ A= ARe] Ee W R == F2ER e 7))
chegd i o AFF FHIHA AHESF 2 7P

g AFAE WA Prunusiel 98 BH ASFAGH fAdBAS 59
421+ £3589 24 PCR-RAPD band patterns] 7] 2@ @e}abe] apshs 9}

& AR 853 APt BT AFHAGY A7 Helg 547, 1990)
9 Sh2eH AP (Park et al, 19809 2Ase FHsod o9 Tuje) AFHA
THHE REYez g P R Slojd @ BAAE AT ow



A2S W7 = o 28y A9 Hey AL F9 ¥4 2 g} A
o7t FAHIIE sivo], Wwj2 5 vlawFHo] WS o T AL I Y H
W3E RAF7E o weby HEH Fol e dAe) Hol = FAER B
# <) DNAE o] 43 RAPD e b4t BuR & A &S AAAHA ASHA
gA wE FAo We K43 A ez B B A7As o] Wy
FEES RIS FHAA AA 2T Fo] HAH FI¥A FHE S #
A AL HHFZ o doprt Mz Astste 54 FAAE d9std DNA
fingerprint, DNA sequence® F3chd et 24 shilvii e} Ay
2 HUYES A5 APT AFHIAIAE HLF dd3 A5 oG o
T B A g J19E TR, At $e AT Y

d5e) AL 24 ¢ Wesdn ARDd.
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€ Ad7e el A $¥UYT (P pendula for. ascendens Ohwi),
A (P. yedoensis Matsumura), 2F2 32 (P. sargentii Rehder), A2 (P,
serrulata var. quelpaertensis Uyeki), AW X Y2 (P. maximowiczii Rupr.),
ANLGF (P. buergeriana Miquel), #22UE (P. serrulata var. pubescens
Nakai), ¥+ (P. serrulata var. spontanea Wils.)8} A Z5 Ade A4 A
W UGS (P. yedoensis Matsumura-Cultivar) 5 ¥U4%% (Prunus L) 9%
e AEFAYH FdBAE Random amplified polymorphic DNA (RAPD)
T4l ojs) FA3sich. RAPDsE 10-mer arbitrary sequence® #E 100709
random primerE °]-8% DNA FZd 9Jsld 9F oA FAE <} (UBC 401~
UBC 500, Univ. of British Columbia, Canada).

et YRS HEAA <G+C> ol 50% o4 8Mel 10 bp -
random primer (UBC 446, UBC 435, UBC 456, UBC 460, UBC 482, UBC
485, UBC 498, UBC 500)& AH&39 RAPDE 3% 23, Ax 7679
polymorphic band&e°] F#Hgck. RAPD 935S o83 AES: FAe
neighbor-joining WY& o] &g, AFFos 9Fo W YRE A Be 75 2
TELR ol Aed, GNEUTEs} subgenus Padus®l F3e] AAEUYRES
A 8F F, TEVT, A ST, AUR AL A SR A e R
v, AR, WU 25t subgenus Pseupcerasus® 3 A b}

RAPD fragment patternel Z#3% neighbor-joining treee]# At@v}g
(Prunus sargentii Rehder)$} A% (P. serrulata var. quelpaertensis Uyeki)o]
AYA S 0.303622 & ZIF SR /g FAEE vk 2 Hea =}
A FYEIF (P. yedoensis Matsumura)$t X 3742 9 £o2 REHolgd A
W FEIF (P yedoensis Matsumura - Cultivar)®] A2]1x4%E 0.42972 1}e}
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