TR B ALER B EEE EZRA
ToAME ~ BB e BIAR  BER  2oh - i E R R E
RSN S

#HE

BERgRE (PCR) RiZak A7 F &4 DNA 547 - i 4 > 2L DNA
AR RERGRITCRAERA D TERE DL R ZIERISM T
K o Tk DNA 7 45544388 £ #1& DNA (RAPD ; random amplified
polymorphism DNA) ~ 3% 75 | % & & % A4 (AFLP ; amplified fragment length
polymorphism) ~ SRAP (sequence-related amplified polymorphism) ~ P9 $% 4% i
Fa&(ITS ; internal transcribed spacer) ~ # ¥ & 4 & %](SSR ; simple sequence
repeats) % o AREER 40 4L R R A4 Rk X ARE AR S AR 0 458
3X 200 %42 RAPD 3] ~ 30 42 SRAP 3|+ ~5 %4 AFLP 3| F & ITS 5 7| 5 #7 °
BAFF &R T 20 44 RAPD 3| F B4 % ALK » T & 4 73454 8 18 DNA
i P4 3M@AR %A - 2L UBC-31 3] F A4] > 7T 5% Parvisepalum 22
JB B 4% 58 5 48 DNA #1g i 500 bp B £ » =T #% Paphiopedilum 25 J§ & 4
4 K5k % 48 DNA 38 hg it 750 bp B £ o ITS 4% 3 8 5 5|4 7 18S & 28S #i#E
A RNA 2R > K33t X & — W3 FT & b2 1TS 7 Kk K % 890
bp > tb#x &L ITS & 54840 & & 85~98% o SRAP H#if £ 3 & 3% hg B 2 B
2% 224 (ORF ; open reading frame) = DNA h # > B AT &R & 45T
Paphiopedilum 2§ 2 5] F » JE #4745 € k & DNA ## - Rt £ — 5] F -
AFLP Bt ith bt FREHF R b Hh R HBrH My TR EMAS
AIME > b4 A RAPD ARRIBHT R&% 0 JEFAFINMEASLAEER TR - —
{8 AFLP 3] F %4 & 4 20~50 18 DNA % &1 1% » B Ik % 815 A
SAEAEE Z o TR TR o 45 RAPD ~ SRAP & ITS 4 T4l % X /F 2 &
FHABE 0 FE R JE ho A B ¥ H B0 P 34 0% (unweighted pair-group method using
arithmetic average ; UPGMA) it 47 8f % 5 #7 (cluster) » 3f 38 31 & 48 P 2 3.4
MAABHKRE - PSRBT WRBRAERT A 3% 554



Parvisepalum ~ Paphiopedilum & Brachypetalum = /& - £ + Paphiopedilum %
T Hbany A S5 ERER 0 SbEERIE T M Cribb A& R - sbsh > XN
SR ERAN BB IR & XAER A S A Parvisepalum 2§ » Rl s
R A& » 48 & Parvisepalum 2= B ; 25 X 43 K & Parvisepalum &
Paphiopedilum 3= & - R 3¢ R 4& 45 4% » %8 & Parvisepalum = Paphiopedilum &
B o

22

1]

o}

4l /8 (Paphiopedilum) 5 & A JR7 A R 5 4 44 307 S04 RAE3#: © 40 AR Bl
BafifB @i REpE - PERMEG - FEE - HBROE - HANERE
BREEE - BATCAALBIERABYH 7518 > ey R A E MK
5 (4%, 1987 ; Averyanow et at., 2003 ; Cribb, 1998) - #¢ & 4 58 ¥ 22 5% &
AEFEERD QIS » RTHETBFAH— EBFRRA— 2/
(subfamily) - B A7 &4 K 57 AR AR - RAILERB Ny 8 5 RA M &
S K 0 b R BB G R RF - RARA LA A £ D BN A
MR GEETREY MY TR - MBIy TRE> RS &6
A AT i £ B2y FAR e (marken) S B A e AR o F
FA 45 ARy o AE 2 A M BT R B E 18 S U DNA S R Bk 5 AL
SRAP- #2455 & ~ i B € 45 /+ 7] % (Eiadthong et al., 1999; Liu and Cordes,
2004 ; Ranamukhaarachchi et al., 2001) » ik & B MR X E U RSB &
4# 4% R & (PCR ; polymerase chain reaction) & & # » &M EF X EH LT
R XBRHFE -

e

A B R S5 i 4 ek A B R AE 2R B A8 El 448 > Atwood (1984) 32 A
Rz Ei bR Aatrd A NEBEEN  HAEeBRdsH 28%
2 35 37 4k & (Cribb, 1998) - Pfitzer(1886) & ALif Wb A M1 H & s A K -
Medf— b B4 3R F ~ MR B I R m A 5 8 o SR R B AL



J& 8 8 =T B tm 5 A Parvisepalum > Brachypetalum - Paphiopedilum = 25 /& (Cox
etal., 1997 ; Cribb, 1997) 2, Parvisepalum - Brachypetalum - Polyantha -
Cochlopetalum - Sigmatopetalum - Paphiopedilum > 2= /& (Karasawa and Saito,
1982) - Parvisepalum 2= & &1.4% 7 18R £ 4 - B A WA B E 69 B - KA R
He S R AR IEHy - Brachypetalum %28 645 4 R A4 - BH E— by
B &R E&iER ~ R B B KA IEH - 9F B R H ey B R AL AL K 6
#tF - Paphiopedilum 2§ £ /0 .45 60 R A4 > T Béay A 5B
(sections) » Paphiopedilum & 1.3 14 8B £ 4 > A F B & EWMER ~ BiE -
FREPGE I R B e B R (F o 25 0K) s Barbata B R 2K K B

ECBABEFRFZEM - BEAMNBZRKRELFARLA K Lt 310
& > é14% Pardalopetalum (4 48 & 4 4&) ~ Cochlopetalum (5 {8 & 4 #%) -
Coryopetalum (11 B R £ 48) » B S IEBIEMBHB RE R - I EAMEER
AR EBUEEREAMS FHIREBRT TR °

aFHR
1. #3498 % %14 DNA (RAPD)
RAPD 4 # 1990 B 4% - #1 A 8~10 bp &k K 2 4 3] -F 47 PCR
BE 0 7T i ta B A% 4 € DNA B BB R 2 E R & 7T R4 & (Welsh and
McClelland, 1990; Williams et al., 1990) - g 715 #% 3] F & & # 43 » ® 3k PCR
REAE T 25 A B 7R Bik(#) 36~40°C) RAPD {5 Al 2 5 #43| + % AW ¥
LA TE AN REE R F 5 2 PCR # 0 (# %, 2003 ; Chang et al.,
2000 ; Choi et al., 2001 ; Fenwick and Ward, 2001 ; Kim et al., 2001) - # %8
BAEMRE ~ oW ARARIRE 23R8 B RIEK 0 sbsR B IRF] % B R
o BhE M AF K 5 FARR S b DNA AR T &M%t & — 43 > BT
KERBR AR HERZ ) FRCTHEAETHTHEZA -
AT 783X UBC £ 4% 3] F 200 4 (UBC-1~100 & UBC-801~900)i# 4T
RAPD R En5#r - & RBT20@ UBC 3| FREAF S AW » TE 4 F3548
18 DNA 4% » £ ¥ # 38 A A % A 1+ - UBC-31 3] F 7T ;% Parvisepalum 2



JB R 4 48 3k X 48 DNA 315 i 500 bp A £ > 75 =T #% Paphiopedilum 2 /&
JR A A& Sk 3 42 DNA 3% 1&g i 750 bp k B (8 1.)° B A7 E 4% 36 473 1& 2 DNA
hBBERBGT TEC R L F— M5 F -
N RE(TS)
AL 4 B A% 2 A% 4282 DNA(IDNA ; ribosomal DNA) A — % X B R
% B 5~3" A W HEF 4 B KA % external transcribed spacer (ETS) ~ 18S »
ITS1 ~ 5.85 ~ ITS2 ~ 28S % intergenic spacer (IGS)(E 2.) - ITS £ H & $ifx
7 18S & 28SIDNA AR B f » R G 4hBIEM KA AN > 2 AF
BEVGR AN SR AR ITS AR A7 £ 24 > s iaekE
By 4 E M R R ) R AR £ B M R #8 2 k4 (Devran et al., 2002 ; Powers
and Sandall, 1988 ; Robberts et al., 2004 ; Tsai and Chou, 1999 ; Zillstra et al.,
1995) -
A F W F T A RAVE 2 ITS /31 & & 4 890 bp (B
3) 0 tb# & 5u4E ITS A 7|48 4L & 85~98% - ey 7 ITS M4 &k € R
Koo BRF% ) MRk B2 & t143 2 CAPS (cleaved amplified polymorphic sequences)
o FARE  REEE S - AL — A AR E A A SNP2CAPS § iz
K7 P SRR Z AL B R A AR B A (TS 7] 0 453 Pstl FR#) 8% % =T
A AL R R —18 890 bp 2 ITS R Bt %] A& # 600 A 300 bp = =12 DNA kK £
% Parvisepalum 25 8 24 » 78 Bp 4% =T 18 442 & Parvisepalum 25§ & /& 2 4
F4Z 22 (Thiel et al., 2004 ; Zhang and Stommel, 2001) -
. SRAP
SRAP Hujir 2 RAPD a4 » 342 37 PCR RJE Jk#¢ » RAPD & 41
Fi4ah BT T84T PCR RJE » 5% R 2 A BLMAK  SRAP R A A
forward & reverse —{%3| Fi# 47 PCR R J& ° B sb kB 45 £ A3 S - SRAP
¥ %R K0E B A ohhe M & B 2 ORFs (open reading frames) » i A-1F & & 48
RN R 2w o SRAP 3| +RE & 17 & 18 A H & > #wF 7k
B3z 1AEBHE EAT10 2 11 B H s AJF§ — M@k ¥ % CCCG
(forward 3] )=k AATT (reverse 3| F)> 5k 1% F4: 3 MEA% H Bk 84214 5] F-



PCR R & AT 5 18 cycles & F #x A&koks 4~ B (35°C) » 1A%k & 3] F4E 59 92 DNA
Btk 44 > Mtk 3518 cycles 45 A k6 4B % 50°C » #9373 1z % (L
and Quiros, 2001 ; Ruiz et al., 2001) - A& 3X5 #]:% 30 4 SRAP 3] F(% 1.)
B AT O & 3% & 7T 42 & Paphiopedilum 2§ % 3] (& 4.) > E#/TH TR &
DNA 2 JF B kst §—H 3] F o
4. AFLP

AFLP BE ¥ttty FREFT X F KX JBrREMY TR E
MR SR > AR B RAPD AR ET R 88 0 JEFH AN A SBAEEE T
B o AFLP X PCR R JE & Aot T 4F 2 % JK B 2 35 85 #7807 > R B Joil
DNA F 35T » T A48 % DNA % A bE B X5 A 3R & (Ipek et al,
2003) » fEo M AR AR H LB RS - AFLP T EZ S HRA = a g e
2% 48 DNA 8547 % adapters #5545 5 b.Bgt7 DNA B B 2 EIEMIE ; C.
318 DNA F &2 Bk o # - ATRE B ATk A LI-COR £ M #+ 5 2 ) B
B2 AFLP 7 X > Bob B BB R AR EARIM A RAEME A
IRDye-700 % IRDye-800 4%z # ECORI 3] F Lk - 3% 5 42 AFLP 3] F 43
2B ER A > H—18 AFLP 3] F# 4T & 4 20~50 18 DNA % A 14 (B
5.) » B LIk F 8 A1 AR B b A48 R 2 5 F ikl T A (Brugmans et al.,
2003 ; Vos et al., 1995) -

K

AR5 A RAPD ~ SRAP & ITS 4047 X452 DNA % Al 3 4 3]
FAHEHF 0 18 UPGMA 253 o 47 5 43 2 4L B 48K B B 1% 45 R 45 40 » SRAP
AT KT AL B B R A FEE > & 6 182F > 3 2K #A/ Karasawa & Saito
(1982) r#aF X 12 % R A » 485 B4 B 3t R E# - RAPD & ITS 4o
M TR MR A A& o & 382 0 4 %) A Parvisepalum »
Brachypetalum & Paphiopedilum 2= /& - # & Paphiopedilum = & =T # 41 %
B A ARBERE A2 A Iy RAEME N BT R BT REHRE TS 72
Paphiopedilum 2= J§ =T £& 4= 4 % 5 {8 & » % %] % Coryopedilum -



Pardalopetalum - Cochlopetalum - Barbata - Paphiopedilum % - st & % k%
$a1L Cox % A(1997) & Cribb (1997) 5 #a 45 % - sbob > 3 XA $A 6 B SL 1
AR B E AR A G A Parvisepalum 2§ - Rl 4 AR
48 % Parvisepalum = /& ; % 5 X 4 3, &K & Parvisepalum & Paphiopedilum
55 0 B3k R AE 454 #8 & Parvisepalum sk Paphiopedilum 2= & (| 6.) °

R L RRE R AT 40 0 bR & AR A M HEAT AR B S AEER L2
45 & > RAPD & —#8 ff B A2 wir BT > 28 RARMIK - AAR
PGByt ERZ DNASRAMRHEEBRS AN ERBTRMNTFAL
4225 - SRAP 3% g B oh s 4 A B 2 ORFs DNA K & » i@ &1k A4
ENRERGZER  RRABRERBTIHATESCEANERBEEL T
£ {23 Paphiopedilum 2z /& 75 & 3£ 4 #4045 & DNA R B T A4EE &
B2y TARE -AFLP B 7 KRR ERBAMGELTELIET % DNA %
A BIEFEOEAIWB R LERA TR ERABITRERASGEHER
DRz AL R ZREs 0 R AR B B A RANR B B0 A4S € DNA &
MRF  EEMBF R M FHTHRRAECE LA ARL - M4k
Wl At K B &5 R BT 0 ITS - 30 04 9k 861 AR B ARG 2 X
RIF B EFE A8 % 0 Bos CAPS Tk th MRl 8% K v £ 97 1F 248 €
A E RN TR e
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1. #| A UBC-31 £ 4% 3] +i#47 RAPD R JE * H ¥ RIE& R BATE KRG
e e - #% DNA EikfkF % -
Fig. 1. Ethidium-bromide-stained agarose gel of a RAPD reaction with primer
UBC-31 of Paphiopedilum.

[ ] ]
ITS1  ITS2

ITS region

B 2. 4LJG 3= rDNA &% > # 5°~3 4k A % ETS ~ 185~ ITS1~5.85 ~ ITS2 ~
26S & IGS % » # & ITS1~ITS2 % ITS B3 °

Fig. 2. The nuclear ribosomal DNA (rDNA) gene family is multigene family. In
most eukaryotes, the 5’ to 3 organization of the gene family is an external
transcribed spacer (ETS), the gene 18S, an ITS1, 5.8S, ITS2, 26S, and
intergenic spacer (IGS). ITS, located between the repeating array of
nuclear 18S and 26S ribosomal DNA genes.
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Fig. 3. The ITS region of rDNA in Paphiopedilum species and hybrids. The ITS

region was obtained from the PCR amplification of primers 18S and ITS2.
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Fig. 4. Pstl restriction enzyme Digestion of amplified ITS region of

Paphiopedilum species.
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% 1.SRAP 3] F4@ 4 -
Table 1. SRAP primer sets -

forward

reverse

mel :
me2 :
me3 :
me4 :

me5 :

TGA,GTC,CAA,ACC,GGA,TA
TGA,GTC,CAA,ACC,GGAGC
TGA,GTC,CAA,ACC,GGA AT
TGA,GTC,CAA ACC,GGA,CC
TGA,GTC,CAA ACC,GGA AG

eml :
emz2 :
em3 :
em4 :
ems :

emé6 :

GAC, TGC,GTA,CGA ATT,AAT
GAC,TGC,GTA,CGAATT, TGC
GAC, TGC,GTA,CGA ATT,GAC
GAC,TGC,GTA,CGA ATT, TGA
GAC,TGC,GTA,CGA ATT,AAC
GAC,TGC,GTA,CGA ATT,GCA

I
&
=
=
2
=
S
°
IS
i=
S
F

-dayanum(45)

N RNt

B 5. #1F SRAP 3| F me2 & em2 # 474l /& i R A 48 & 5 X 4 PCR R JE 2

EREE -

Fig. 5. SRAP amplified by primers me2-em2 in Paphiopedilum species. Marker

is a 100-bp DNA ladder.
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NS 7<,—‘25-0'bp‘ ! )

E' A
 SSFFRT TR

[ N
NI E T I

UL RGO NEN BT R
S Y RTEER NIRRT IR

B 6. #| A AFLP 3] F(IRDye 800 labeled EcoRlI primer: E-AGC and Msel
primer: M-CAA) i 4744 /& 7 /& 4 48 & 3k X 48 PCR R JE 2 B 7k B 3%

Fig. 6. AFLP (LI-COR) fingerprints of Paphiopedilum DNA using IRDye 800
labeled EcoRlI primer: E-AGC and Msel primer: M-CAA.
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2-12-mali
20-9-micranthum
_5_-1-0K-Poaz (34x17)
17-41-OK-armeni
70-1-0K-vietnamense
_6_-12-0K-Po44  (34x2)
50-11-delenatii

_1_-5-OK-Magi (20x50)
_4_-2-Delr (34x50)

46-11-victoria-maeiae

I Parvisepalum

51-6-0K-primulinm
18-6-0K-bellatulum
39-8-0OK-conco-bellatalum
52-5-0K-concolor

19-8-0K-villosum
23-11-exul
53-2-0K-charlesworthii
_2_1-Glor (20x34)
10-8

11-8-sukhakulii
12-5-law

16-5-pur
42-6-0K-argus
44-2-2-acmod ontum
29_3-chamberlaini

35-5-randsi
-| 38-1-gardineri
40-3-0K-supardii
14-6-sand erianum
E 24-12-philippinense
32-5-1-OK-stonei

34-5-rothschild ianum
L gam aoa

49-11-Phrag.

aE

et

Paphiopedilum

BHKE

B 7 AL R A AR RS XA TS 57 847 UPGMA 547 3 48 AR 4 B 14

Fig. 7. Phylogenetic tree based on PCR amplified in ITS of rDNA among

Paphiopedilum species and hybrids analysis by UPGMA.
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