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Abstract - The morphological characteristics and genetic relationships among 32 germplasms of Zanthoxylum schinifolium
and Zanthoxylum piperitum collected from two farms in Korea were investigated. The traits with the most variability were
seed color, leaf size, and spine size. The intraspecific polymorphism of Z. schinifolium and Z. piperitum was 96.5% and
60.3%, respectively. The genetic diversity and Shannon’s information index values ranged from 0.11 to 0.33 and 0.19 to
0.50, with average values of 0.26 and 0.42, respectively. Two ISSR primers (UBC861 and UBC862) were able to
distinguish the different species. The genetic similarity matrix (GSM) revealed variability among the accessions ranging
from 0.116 to 0.816. The intraspecific GSM for Z. schinifolium and Z. piperitum was 0.177-0.780 and 0.250-0.816,
respectively. The GSM findings indicate that Z. schinifolium and Z. piperitum accessions have high genetic diversity and
possess germplasms qualifying as good genetic resources for cross breeding. The clustering analysis separated Z.
schinifolium and Z. piperitum into independent groups, and all accessions could be classified into three categories. Z.
Schinifolium var. nermis belonged to independent groups. Comparison of the clusters based on morphological analysis with
those based on ISSR data resulted in an unclear pattern of division among the accessions. The study findings indicate that
Z. schinifolium and Z. piperitum accessions have genetic diversity, and ISSR markers were useful for identifying Z.
schinifolium and Z. piperitum.
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F7FollA AIRE 27 AlF oAbt Z2u| Al F7tol A =31
SAEOR % 825AAES TAISHICHTable 1), DNAL
CTAB "' (Fang et al., 1992)°] w2} £&38}9] 0.8% agarose
gelofA] 217|%% & Wi=E- 81015}a7, Nanodrop Spectrophotometer
(Thermo Fisher Scientific, Netherlands)S ©]-83}o] ==&
SAHAL, HF5EE 20 ng/nl2 345G

Festal 54 24
EEERERENERIAE RS IC P EES RIE
A, Qe gA), 9le) 27)(: 1 om gk, 114
A2 1~21mm) S 3~5 mm,
of: 5 mn o4 5 8717 HAE 27} Bk o R 25

H| 15} EHChoi, 2012, Korea National Arboretum, 2016),

ISSR &4

207)1¢] ISSR 3 2}o|H(UBC primer Set No, 9, University
of British Columbia, Canada) @ || A13]-S- AA|3F Z0] Hi=
b et el S 1274e] ZetolulE Al
ISSR #4J0f| o]-8-5}%{tH(Table 2), PCR W54 2] 2412 3
DNA 20 ng/ul, Tag polymerase 1 unit, 10XPCR reaction
buffer (10 mM Tris—HCl pH 8.3; 50 mM KCL; 1,5 mM MgCly),
0.2 mM dNTP, 10 pmol Ze}o|m= 95 nl E3-ae] A3t
t}, PCR B3~ Gene Amp 2700 (Applied Biosystem)-2 ARS-5}
o] 94°Cof| ] 557 27] WAA|Z] B 94Cof|A] 8027} pre—
denaturation, 50Col|A] 3027} annealing, 72 Co|A 187}
extensionT} 2 458 23t 5 H2H0 2 73Co|A] 1087}
HESAIZ] & F=3131e) PCRo| $ha ¥ £-9] SFAME 15 W&
1.6% agarose gelo] loadings}to] Z17]9%(50V, 6057H 3 &
EtBr2 gM3}o] GelDocXR (Bio—rad, USA)S ARSI 8
W=S shlsholtt

Data 24
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§-Eo wle} 13} 02 2 dataS FEA|S}] Jaccard A4 (Jaccard
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Table 1. The morphological characteristics of the 32 accessions of genus Zanthoxylum used in this study

Z] E
=

A8 Table 1 Y Fig, 13+
e 1] 4 3 A

No. Species Seed color Leaf size Spiny size  Sampling region
1 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
2 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
3 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
4 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
5 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
6 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
7 Z. Schinifolium var. subinermis Red Middle Small Jangsu
8 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Large Jangsu
9 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
10 Z. Schinifolium Red Large Mid Jangsu
11 Z. Schinifolium var. microphyllum Red Small Mid Jangsu
12 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
13 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
14 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
15 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
16 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Mid Jangsu
17 Z. Schinifolium var. nermis Green Middle None Gurye
18 Z. Schinifolium Dark purple Middle Large Gurye
19 Z. Schinifolium.var. subinermis Red Middle Small Gurye
20 Z. Schinifolium Dark green Middle Small Gurye
21 Z. Schinifolium var. subinermis Red Middle Small Gurye
22 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Large Gurye
23 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Large Gurye
24 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Large Gurye
25 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Large Gurye
26 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Large Gurye
27 Z. Schinifolium Red Middle Large Gurye
28 Red Small Small Gurye
29 Red Small Small Gurye
30 Z. pipperitum Red Small Mid Gurye
31 Red Small Mid Gurye
32 Red Small Mid Gurye
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Fig. 1. Morphological characteristics of Zanthoxylum schinifolium and Zanthoxylum piperitum. A: Z. schinifolium (No. 18) B: Z
Schinifolium var. nermis (No. 17), C: Spiny size (C-1: Large C-2: None, C-3: Mid, C-4: Small), D: Z. schinifolium (No. 20), E: Z. piperitum,
F: Lesf shape and size (F-1: Z. schinifolium, F-2: Z. Schinifolium var. nermis, F-3: var. microphyllum, F-4: Z piperitum), G: Seed color (G-1:
Dark purple, G-2: Green, G-3: Dark green, G-4: Z. piperitum) (Choi, 2012).

Az) ABS AN (Fig, 1-G-2), 189 A5 AHeP(Fig,  ABNo, 172 TAkE, Qo] & ABNo, 1) FAEE &
1-G-1), 2081 AT M (Fig. 1-G-3) 2= 55|}tk 9 FE

B 7A)0) Bepe AR glol g auelom ongle WA S40R 2URAS AT AikFg 9, FAE
L A 2T Aol H]3) 9 b Renl, B 0866004 47)e) L §UE) 02 6 AR LR, |
7t SlekFig, 1-F), A Ro] Wejsi R ANe ol ol A o), 2 ol E1IR7Iel AR SR
B o] T Mo i U ke EIURE AL AR 21 AE TN, 30, 31, 32) B4k AENo, 100] $UEI)
(Z Schinifoliumvar, subinermis), 7HA)7} $i= AL WAkx th I a5 Mgy, 27437 o, 27119 EAS 714
(Z Schinifoliumvar, nermis), Qo] Fal -2 AL &A% (7 5719 671 Al=(No, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27)I} A4~57} 1
Schinifoliumvar, microphyllum) 2 E-53HLee, 1999, Korea AENo, 8)o] A =gt Il T15o= AMIn, Z=7137] 9,
Aational Arboretum, 2016). 0|5 7]Z&2 2 3AENo. 7, 19, 27719 A 571e) 127]) AlE(No. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9,
00| Atz s EREeH, 4 4 AS 5 77t sl 12, 13, 14, 15, 16)°] A= Qlom, IV ZFof= Aatz 37
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Fig. 2. Dendrogram illustrating morphological relationships
among 32 accessions of Z Schinifolium and Z. pipperitum
generated by cluster analysis with average linkage method.
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i

2to|H(Table 2)5 U] Aulls7 ol A A8 Abx 2 2 ujupt
32715 2Ag 7%4 AU S A 57 SE5E 7F X
gho|m ¥ % W= X2 47}(UBC 861)0l|A] 2|t 117(UBC
827, UBC 835) Afo| & g Zato|u] g} Wit W= =173

A, thEA == 24 371(UBC 861) 9|41 & 117H(UBC
827,835) 2 B 7.1719) u}oé 4 HE7} HZEE QI Table 2),

Eg 2RO A ST FEE 7 meto|ud F Wl
22 24 27§(UBC 811) 0|4 Z|tj) 97](UBC 861) Alo] 2 &t Za}
ol 23 Wt MESE 4 8709, thA MESE Ha

Table 2. Sequence of the ISSR primers, genetic diversity within and between five Zanthoxylum species

Z. schinifolium

Z. pipperitum

Primer Sequence” - " - GD" SI1' Ht' HS Gst'
TB’ PB PR TB PB PR
UBC811 (GA)C 5 100 2 1 50 020 032 0.13 0.08 0.16
UBCS824 (TC)G 6 6 100 5 5 100 0.11  0.19 0.08 0.05 0.13
UBCS827 (AC)xG 11 11 100 4 4 100 029 045 031 0.12 049
UBCS835 (AG)YC 11 11 100 4 4 100 028 044 026 0.08 0.51
UBC840 (GARYT 5 5 100 6 1 166 033 050 035 007 0.73
UBC842 (CT)RA 10 10 100 4 0 0 029 045 029 0.10 047
UBC847 (CARRC 8 8 100 3 1 333 027 043 022 0.10 040
UBCS856 (ACRYA 7 6 85.7 6 5 8.3 021 035 021 0.09 044
UBCS861 (ACCO)s 4 3 75.0 9 6 663 023 037 025 0.08 0.5
UBC862 (AGC)s 6 6 100 4 4 100 032 049 034 0.13 058
UBCS889 DBD(AC), 9 8 88.8 7 7 100 032 048 032 0.10 0.62
UBC891 HVH(TG), 6 6 100 3 1 333 032 049 038 0.09 0.76
Total 88 85 96.5 58 35 60.3 - - - - -
Mean 7.3 7.1 9.7 4.8 2.9 6.0 026 042 026 0.09 0.66

“IUB base code : B(C,G,T), D(A,G,T), R(A,G), Y(C,G), H(A,C,T), *TB: No. of total bands, *PB: No. of polymorphic bands, "PR:
polymorphic rate (%), “GD: Nei’s (1973) gene diversity, “S.I: Shannon’s Information index (Shannon and Weaver 1949), ‘Ht: Total
gene diversity (Nei’s 1978). *Hs: Genetic diversity within-populations (Nei’s 1978). ‘Gst: Coefficient of gene differentiation (Nei’s

1978).
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Fig. 3. ISSR electrophoresis profiles for 32 accessions of Z. Schinifolium and Z. pipperitum. Amplification products were separated
on agarose gels (1.6%) in 1XTAE buffer and photographed using gel documentation system (Bio-rad, USA). Lane M : 1 kb ladder

marker. Primer names were included in Table 2.

07(UBC 835, UBC 842)l|4 &t} 77](UBC 889) = H+ 2.97]]
o o MErt HEEQlT), AU =382 St o
Ho| Tk A ul L2 S35 2 g7l WlE 3 857)|9] thEA e
7t AEE 0] 96.5%% 21, AU +HF2 F 587 e 5
oA WEw 35712 60.3%2] th A& U IT o= &
Sk} UL (genus citrus) 35 $£8E2 127)] ISSR Zajo|H
2 2As10] 2|4 47l A Z|aL 1470 Aol sZefo|m 8,337
O WiEr} A& AL, T A thE= XA 270l F L 97), =
gtomg Hat 527119 oA HErE 5% Hal(Ugun et al.,
2010) Ko} 2 AF-A T} APz LFo| A B DNA A= ot 2}
I oA MEE B ol itk R Kim (2004)0] =4 3
N ARRUTE 2R oA 303 3341t ® 87h
RAPD Zejo|mz {41510 30,3%9] th/d< LEhd 2k
o =& o, S T A dolA 3%t 1387049
Citrus hongheensisS ISSR £-418F A1l 95 10%2} S-AFsH 4=
Zolgiel.

Hefeow £ ) 321 2 Teolwh 204t
(GD)= F]4 0.11(UBC 824)0)| A Z|ofj 0. 33(UBC 840
7t 0.262 eIt AR=o] HHE A4S 1)+ 24 0.19(UBC
824)0 4 Z|df 0.50(UBC 840) Ato]= Bt 0,429tk ol= 5
0] 1757} AbZUEE: S 4218 sequence—related amplified
polymorphism (SRAP) HFA = £-A413F A3} Lehd Bt GDgE
0.28, Bt S.10.429} FARRE 20| Qth(Feng et al., 2015).
TR pold A F0 fA44 gd=EHY = Ha
0.08(UBC 824)l| 4 |t} 0.38(UBC 891) Alo| 2 B4t 0.260]%)
1L, F7t) FIAEE e = Gstak e Heghat fAket 43
O & UBC8240f|4] £]42(0.13), UBC8ILOYIA] ZT(0, 76)< LtE}

%
fu
o8l

Wi}, S HolE Wbl Hsgh 2|42 0,08(UBC824) o) A}
Ztf] 0,13(UBC862) Afo]= H4t 0,099t} Ryu et al (2015)
Ekpgoz Qls fAA Mozt A3t A HH(Camellia
sinesisT. 2] S} APYA|o SRR SSR o 2 44 2
I} Ht(0,230~0.274), Hs(0.158~0,185), Gst(0,193~0,423)
2 & A5 vjgf 3 ol

T Sol4 M Az 3] A15-9] UBC 861 Zeto|H
500 bp %12} UBC 862 Zeto| 300 bp G el Sol2 el W
E7F A5 KFig, 8), wWbA PCRE: 0]-83F 5014 DNA o}
A5 o-gsto] Aol 2aUE Al 50 qHEo] ZRsRt Ao
= T, 1SSR HHA = Alks ol $-5-6HA EAshe e
7|(SSR)E ol8-517] whizell th=9] f1x|ol Al ZHAIE tHd A
Lelfo] £71 HolE A& 7-8-31H(Godwin et al,,
1997; Russel et al, 1997; Tsumura et al., 1996), 22X (Olea
europaea), A& Nelumbo)o|N & 5014 T EFEE0|H
ISRt 7} BRIEIQITHRyu ef al, 2010; Paula ef al., 2007).

FAF A= A5

AP gl 22U R 0) Ftol A Afo] Ul
U Mol =S Blusto] AUt AEE §59] 7x2Aazs
gt} 4 GARE 255 ARESHITHTable ). 3 32
FRAEL A FARE Alg= 2] A4 0,116 (No, 83} 31)0]
4| %31.0,816 (No, 287} 29) Ato|= 327 4 AIS2 H-42 £
AP gk 0.4170| 9T}, ABRUHES] S 344 fAkE 2
=L 217 0,177 (No, 102} 18) o]l 4] 210,780 (No, 217} 23) A}
O|Z 4kx 27A1EY et A FAE A4 0.479%0}, =
TUFO] U 412 FARE A= 2|4 0,250 (No, 273 31)
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=) AQuiR|Q] A2(Zanthoxylum schinifolium)®} 2%(Zanthoxylum piperitum)®| et EAT} 44 chokA]
Table. 3. Genetic similarity matrix of Z Schinifolium and Z. pipperitum 32 accessions revealed by ISSR analysis”
No. |2 3 4 5 6 7 8 o9 10 112 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 2 21 2 23 24 25 2 21 28 2 30 3 »
1 Lo
2 0548 10w
30667 0.610 1000
40340 0.333 0.385 1000
S 0650 0.595 0.718 0.304 1. 000
6 0385 0.610 0.571 0.309 0. 558 1000
70565 0.587 0.587 0.317 0. 542 0698 1. 000
8 0488 0548 0.444 0.246 0.500 0625 0. 532 1000
9 0579 0.649 0.564 0.264 0.5 0649 0.511 0. 538 1000
10 0238 0.25 0.274 0.574 0.231 0234 0.265 0.200 0233 1. 000
110600 0.585 0.625 0.315 0.571 0548 0.532 0.488 062 0.238 1. 000
120707 0.614 069 0.400 0. 674 0614 0.59 0.55 0610 0.292 0. &8 1. 000
13 0535 0.595 0.523 0.352 0.478 0489 0.423 0.435 0512 0.250 0. 404 0. 65 1. 000
14 0500 0.460 0.460 0.362 0.396 0460 0.481 0.440 0447 0.265 0. 532 0,47 0.423 1000
15 0568 0.591 0.591 0.38 0. 543 052 0.510 0.500 052 0.297 0. 643 0.5% 0. 511 0711 1. 000
16 055 0.578 0.651 0.426 0.52 0543 0.529 0.458 0571 0.333 0.628 0.617 0.500 0625 0.705 1. 000
170500 0.391 0.42 0.321 0.413 0362 0.340 0.313 0372 0.203 0.400 0. 408 0. 444 0479 0,417 0.380 1000
18 0475 0.463 0.463 0.200 0. 356 0463 0.367 0.439 0410 0. 177 0.405 0. 444 0.419 0396 0.42 0.477 0415 1 000
19 065 0.535 0.650 0.358 0.523 0535 0.521 0.413 0488 0.274 0.512 0,651 0.489 0460 0.489 0.614 0561 0.5% 1. 000
20 0537 0.561 0.600 0.346 0.413 0524 0.578 0.370 0475 0.242 0. 537 0.533 0.512 0479 0.447 0,533 047 0.568 0. 641 1. 000
21 0558 0.511 0.69 0.345 0.468 0478 0.500 0.457 0500 0.266 0.558 0.587 0.533 0531 0,600 0587 0435 0.550 0.700 0. 650 1. 000
22 0483 0.477 0.44 0.268 0.347 0477 0.440 0.391 0463 0.238 0.455 0.489 0. 535 0469 0.468 0.52 0500 0.553 0. 625 0. 615 0. 634 1000
23 0458 0.511 0.651 0.351 0.469 0420 0.472 0,373 0435 0.273 0.489 0.520 0.565 0472 0.563 0.617 0468 0. 548 0.614 0.605 0.780 0522 1. 000
24 0478 0.500 0.500 0.339 0.489 0468 0.462 0. 478 0422 0.262 0.5I1 0.480 0.429 0520 0. 587 0.480 0457 0.432 0.568 0.457 0.614 0.M7 0. 52 1. 000
25 0500 0.460 0.431 0.274 0.423 0460 0.481 0.440 0447 0.284 0.440 0.500 0.423 0509 0.540 0.529 0420 0.4% 0. 587 0. 449 0. 5% 052 0.472 0. 551 1000
26 0391 0.383 0.444 0.340 0.375 0444 0,440 0.3 0395 0.279 0.488 0.400 0.435 0469 0.438 0.489 0370 0.372 0.477 0.537 0.523 0455 0.489 0.388 0469 1. 000
270500 0.457 0.558 0.460 0.417 0489 0.510 0.375 0409 0.311 0.500 0.532 0.417 0451 0.479 0.500 044 0,452 0.595 0. 625 0. 568 0435 0.500 0.489 0480 0. 650 1. 000
280206 0.2 0,222 0.239 0. 164 0203 0.254 0. 134 0200 0.304 0.206 0. 188 0. 182 0254 0.246 0.242 0230 0.224 0.203 0.271 0.254 0206 0.262 0.250 0254 0.267 0345 1. 000
20 0185 0.182 0.200 0.235 0. 162 0200 0.232 0. 132 0177 0.319 0. 185 0. 18 0. 179 0232 0.224 0.221 0206 0.200 0. 182 0.246 0.231 0.167 0.239 0.246 0250 0.262 0274 0. 816 1. 000
30 023 0.255 0.255 0.271 0. 18 0232 0.246 0. 172 0231 0.302 0. 193 0.213 0.250 0267 0.259 0.276 0264 0.260 0.232 0.340 0.291 0214 0.298 0.241 0267 0.236 0321 0.600 0. 558 1000
310203 0.200 0238 0.333 0. 179 0200 0.232 0. 116 097 0.358 0. 167 0.203 0.215 0232 0.24 0.258 0246 0.220 0.219 0.288 0.250 0203 0.277 0.209 0250 0.242 0339 0.780 0. 731 0588 1. 000
320246 0241 028 032 0217 0241 0254 064 0241 0308 0203 0242 0259 0295 0267 0305 029 0294 0263 0346 0298 0224 038 0250 0254 0291 032 059 055 0705 0680 1000
“Genetic similarity was calculated on the basis of Jaccard coefficients. 1~32: accessions numbers (Choi, 2012).
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Fig. 4. Dendrogram illustrating genetic relationships among
32 accessions of Z Schinifolium and Z. pipperitum generated
by cluster analysis with average linkage method (Choi, 2012).
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