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Molecular systematics and conservation genetics
of Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum complex

of Taiwan
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AP B GRS TR LFCR A EEF A HY F
% %8 DNA (chloroplast DNA; cpDNA)4 + B 5 s ks #5 % F¥H3 @
FHorflr > fFFERG ket a2 F N2 LRREFL 2 LR
(Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum Hayata) /g & 3 [# 35 % L g ~ 5 1
Fg(R. morii Hayata) - i~ % # §8(R. rubropunctatum Hayata) %2 = # # f§(R.
hyperythrum Hayata)] s s =2 faenfh "UpF3 £ 345 0 27 Tét s #30
LR RS R LR EFEEFFY A3 f s st &
FhAAOAE R FLET DY 2 Ry o

AP HEFAF N L LR FOFEN 22 LHEFEE SR R
ik d B E RO E ¢ B genomic DNAs > §1 % &+ #iFPCR % 5 5|
cpDNA atpB-rbcL intergenic spacer » 8- H xR 7R R L2 5 A2 % ¥

A %
o

AFTAHFLLPFEE HENBFES FAGO, G ER - TR ES Tg;@g
& 3 L4 FB(R. pseudochrysanthum Hayata) % fd o 2 Lt fg @ & Lif%fr 1.

Lo Ly A B " BEEBEBSBREEZFERFagri @ st B¥-1 & L arEHR
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Abstract

The development of molecular biology has promoted systematics, and

conservation biology. In this study, we examined the taxonomic status and

conservation genetics of the Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum species complex,

including R. pseudochrysanthum Hayata and R. morii Hayata that are distributed

in the Yu-shan National Park. Based on the maternally inherited cpDNA variation,

the reconstructed phylogeny reveals a conspecific relationship between R.

pseudochrysanthum and R. morii. In addition, populations of the Central

Mountain Range and Yushan Mountain Range possess high levels of genetic

diversity. Both geographical populations are significantly differentiated and

should be recognized as different management units for conservation.

Key words: Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum complex, molecular systematics,

phylogeny, Conservation genetics.
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SES L 2l i LY R RS R T RN D
BT AP EIDA HE T 3w o0 3F S a7 > — 4eConservation
Genetics ~ Molecular Ecology ~ Molecular Phylogenetics and Evolution % ]
AR R R o FEBA LRI R A RF Y AN BARRY] A
AR ¥ N e P IR R R LY Lkl i B URLELE: £5F - 2
¥ endx i (plasticity) - 2§ BT 75 i (parallelism) & 4% fe i i

(convergence)id = % ¥u& 55 F enFER ; AP Y 0 2 3 BHHeH RHE BT

\

KB K B X e 42 & (common descent)snE i o H ¢ jF it b AR ¢ s
+ %3z > # FEnoncoding spacersvintron > Fli b X Bl X F e AR
SRR AN EFT aUF i R 2 R ¥ - B g 4 A §E 8 (cladistics)
AT R R LRET RS BR(F HRAOR T2 RIR)ET

1 B A H s gEr e 22 B ¥ (species complex) -
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& %48 DNA (chloroplast DNA: cpDNA)f-im#z ¥ DNA (nuclear DNA:
NIONA) A 3 fRie B 5 5 b 412 %53l B F 1 q] ™ 27 5 5% )
Yeek $7(Ouborg etal. 1999)» # #» E %48 DNA e ¢ < 5 22 ki @
(Cruzanetal. 1993) » i @427 F| 3 SAF| L 2> B T Lol T4 AL
WH g HAEMAAEL S T RG R il 8% R (Byrne and Moran
1994) > PPV iIT LIRS A A RRE FiC L T LR o

3% 78 B (phylogeography) > 4 $ = 12 & - £ > 5 Avise et
al. (1987) 74 2 » 3 B 4R H 2 PR SR AF 2 Wb o L RA
S B BIF iEAR Y i B % g B gha # (Avise 1998)

B EERLSPRAFIRNE BL AFLRY o ad ey
(biogeography) & — FPFT 5 2 4 e B b 4 F B 5 3 BIFH 4 $4p
(biota) Z4 3k + 7 BF & F st o 2 gt 2 pedp el &R (diversity)
ok g (taxa) e = 2. % it &4%4 (Futuyma 1986; Barry and Moore
2000)

MGP RicB A2 Hr DT P A BRI R BB TR B IEA
ﬁﬁ%ﬂgﬁ%ﬁ’%7ﬂ?ﬁ§%ﬁﬁ%@%ﬁ£@%§§@%§ﬂ,&

e Bk E kR RS E R - AR RR R s F F
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$-% ik
IEER Y MG AT AR ER R R XL BE
Ao SEDEEF AT RS 0 T MG B T § AR 5 R E
i (2 o v > microevolution) 2 f4 it (speciation) 2 Fz.“z'v’m}ﬁf;ﬁ(Moritz and
Bermingham 1998) - #3128 § - 45 & cn§ ™ > & S Ao hiFH 0 &
ﬁﬁgﬁﬂmmﬁﬁﬁﬁwﬁd9+£@‘%ﬁ£@ AL TR AR
BE2Hey FEawr » o FR ARG R BERINL § - FE&15 M (Avise et
al. 1987; Avise 1998) - H ¢ {[* » 3 BB FRE AL A L2 5~ 247
OB REFC LG A 1L T BREERE A RET 2 R
A o TR A AT AR PR ] praL L 0 - B R
BEHER fp ki Rz g* kT i > R EFET L oF o
Brapd ey 2 IFit A 8 R AR(Stuessy 1998) 0 F]E § aEend fE Tk
BAAARN A PREDE-RHRERET 2 a2 FER 2 FCE

MERFE S ) o B ASAuF e S FEA R RIT 2R 2R

£

A2r Al o
BEMEUTE LA - L2 PHILE RO BL R R 2 BF
EHEE A 1427 (Crawford etal. 2001) » 12 % vt 4 G0 X pEafE o § R F R4
s ' 14 (Case et al. 1992; Smith et al. 1993) o & 4 424 $ “rRa I ens fi 454 >

F AP AR T RS G AR S % 2 % (vulnerability)(Byrne
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1980) » & %22 3 F|24 5 ARG IR E 0 A FApcne A L U S fE2 B
4o FRBFLRFEOLSEE > R SRR E LR L A R e p T
FHEHLI - BoF o Fobo Hupd - g |V oG 0§l
Aad < EFLSL IR R EF LBHEARY ST > (bottleneck) F %
A MAATF BEEERG AFELEEHR AL YR RHL Bk
2 Fied A b B AT FEA S ARDIRARE > T R AL
Fho AP FCNPVEE BN RN A RT3 R - AT AT

224 78 FR g enT % (Frankham 1997) o @ § 22 4 5 2 2 2 8 %) § w22 5
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Gogen | N A SRR L aes g e R G RA T s b XA
B o BipR B - BERLIcR FAFE S IR g

FAPF KRR S R AT A RAR R X h A AR R AR AR

¢O¥ 21 % pEd HuAp il (Whittaker 1998) 0 Bilde S8 s B oA Z TRTRE L 0 AN AT

!

KRR EES - A FES)Y GRS < sApE 0 B <35 e
Pt s S R p @ RRRA A 2 kPR TR T Rty B

faewid §upd 3% F MacArthur v i+ p£ 7 s g e 4y
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2F R ABRARF RRG A B AERE TERER A
AL pE g P X g o RFSES o n B G- RS £
A e SRR LT TR A RRE BT G R
(MacArthur and Wilson 1972) -

%Jl?%i#“ff TR BEBEREPFRARRRE IR AL TRE
o GldeBeh M LGER s R E N B A S EREEE 0§ G
b kenF FREAF BT o QI F BRBE RS > PG R TR FOT
%2 4% % (Bush and Whittaker 1993) » & #2333 ¥ 35k 2 4 M > A f up b
it e S BRRLI LR FEFRFRET LR FER - o

CHENEL A RERE TR R YRS I P AT
MRL G REREEER A FEFLBRE S LR EA UE & A 2546 2
B2 S S8R L% > 5 # % g L $ (Penglai Orogeny; Liu
2000) 5 &8 EAF ERHEF IR e tr G RBE X AETE B FE S
PHEBE PR ME G A EF S AZE 3000 2 1 s e Lo i A SR

FEF CRIEFZEFDIREF BT -
WTE K SH ARG R BE ST 38 E (2 2002; 5% 2003;

2004)  § PR R AP B RRGH LAY 0 B2 B LiEd d SR
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p A LR AR R R R B

AR AR R o A4 3 91 L FB(Rhododendron pseudochrysanthum

Hayata) { £ % LB 7 Blehit & (g de > 28 a > 2 LR fRengg & #H[e 4
178 ~

A SND

A # F8(R. morii Hayata) 4 F8(R. rubropunctatum Hayata)
# + Fg(R. hyperythrum Hayata)] 14 g4 =2 fa e *UprpF 5 £ 25 (cf. Hsu

2

1973;Ying 1976; Li 1978; Pan 1988; Lu and Yang 1989) - Huang and Hsu (2001)

% Tsai et al. (2003)4~ # ek + F2 5 7% & Fipa U i i i 5 A5
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§E AR~ T B FUR T DR T e
7% & % (cf. Huangand Hsu 2001)> £ ¢ @Al g = A5 T+ N2
TR AI L PFE PR EFL A A A AT R R F
REFFET I FROAG > B i §
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mAZHFERER (B BEEFEZI/ADPRE L 50 F E0 0 AT

AFTAROP TR A F I ERFE LEFEE RS2
AR R t‘:’%gé PCR = % 4% DNA ¥ atpB-rbcL - £ noncoding spacer»
Rpd @l - E2daFahrdRg - ¥- 25 {I* F@RRE DL F
AE R BFENEREFE REF AL BL L PER > TR B S %

HEOAFICRERE > RpE G R A DTF A F FTN 5 R ¥

& ik AT T 7 eniRT H 2 (conservation units) -
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F-o8 RERHPEH

(-) BB AFETEHEY L L%E 1L L% S 7g 2 %F”’\ﬁﬁ'.%é
f:riﬁt’fi PRAS ‘;"'Jq’/\fgfgéfi?fgiiiv,Lié(}_ LLJ_:’?‘{)J‘Ji rﬁ"’*:)%)-%-"%;%'—? 5
CEAMLIE Z R p LA UERS N AET LR R S H (R

2-1 > #2-1) > A B F AL WCE 0 L JIDNAK B o

()~ F&%F1iF:
- ~ DNA % 2~(DNA extraction)
f1* CTAB &h= ;# (Doyle and Doyle 1987) % feik fi § ™ B =4 R g4
e o 3 genomic DNA -
=~ R E&pkE 4 F (polymerase chain reaction » PCR) 2 <_A (sequencing)
1. Polymerase chain reaction
fI* g * 3513 > v Taq polymerase % if & 7% % # 3 I cpDNA

atpB-rbcL intergenic spacer (Chiang et al. 1998)4F #l 11 & A 1 % £ - L8
9
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100ul enF Jie @ 4 » Suf & f% % (Taq polymerase) » 10uL 10X 4 fé=% > 10uL
1 dNTP > k& 2 pmole 031+ & 10pl » {8 4 » 20ng DNA » 17 & B R4 &
100pl - B & A% % & s tif & 9 R 48 (Thermal cycler):e 7 > % i& {7 31 B %k -
& B IRIAR S 192°Co 45 §) 0 #- DNA crg i % 2 4= B (denaturation); 49°C
14 15%) > & DNA £ 513 % & (annealing); 72°C > 1 4 30 4 » i& {7 DNA t
i & & (extension) » # s & 72°C i * 10 4 48 - PCR 2 & {5 » B~ 5ul e» PCR
APt 1l 6 B e ¢ 3% e 1% A 587 (agarose gel) ¥ 2 100 & 4% 3 &
i8R A %) 30 4480 G T oeey k4 RI(EBr) el s o fie & 7iE * o DNA
ladder % » + ~ | ioffie » T AR RET I 2 R o
2.5 L

DNA R &% F BR(PCR)PA Y oz enP KT 2 H - » @ 2 5 3% 5
B3 ~dNTP 313 ehg o BEFLF LA FF B T FEEH L o A
PCR #11 e 4+ 1%3f fig 52 + > 12 IX TAE en e » 12 100 R4+ 3 R i
TRk Fihite sl ¥ RARAI 8 NP LFTHRZTF 1L DNA %
+» % » 11 Agarose Gel DNA Extraction Kit s it

3.4 #] cloning

(1) DNA % = =g #(ligation)
10
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#-iH ik f5 2. PCR A 4= 3ul ¢ 4c 5ul ligation buffer » 1ul ATP » 1pul ligase »
1l T4 4 (vector) » & 4C k37 &~ gk » @ PCR A @53 {*4 1+ -
(2)#& =25 i® * (transformation)
ek AR FL & AT 1S - PCR A 4 3k 2 U4 2 BT 2
oo o A2°CoRiE L 20 F) 0 AP~ ok o @ JUHE ~ < 4R Y o
4. % 4% DNA(plasmid DNA) % B~
B T = A R S BB A (S 0 2 lysis buffer #-dm AL 4
» RNAase % 2 RNA» £ 2 phenol 2 chlorofrom / isoamgl (24:1)#%-% %8 DNA
F B o s isopropanal A tE o FpE R BEE 0 kodz o 4e ~ TE B R 1
i 7 DNA %A -
5.DNA z_&

DNA z A& #1132 § 54 4% b ;2 (dideoxynucleotide chain termination,
Sanger et al. 1977) » =_& ) cpDNA atpB-rbcL intergenic spacer - %z & 7| p &
Z_& 41* ABI PRISTM 337 DNA Sequencer (Perkin-Elmer; ABI BigDye
Terminator Cycle Sequencing Kit, Perkin-Elmer)i& = & 3 2_5 -
=~ B

DNA 4 + & 7|03 4102 Clustal V (Higgins et al. 1992) 4% 5% % = vt 4+ 2
1
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7 (alignment )o +t di ot [ dik 28 #4545 (transition ; & B eked 2 eer FF PR
% AIG & TIC % %)% d& A4 (transversion ; v&vd &7 e fF e R %
TCIAG R#)ehg 2 4EF 2 1L 5 > k38 2 L FRAF & H kot chB 7|8 1 o
41* MEGA 2.0 (Molecular evolutionary Genetics Analysis Vision 2.0)3* & 2 3%
% 2 H P~ N g p (K, total nucleotide substitutions) - 2 # B = % &k A ¥ % B
H e 4 8 5 o Kimura B 4 #icii- ;3¢ (two-parameter model) = 3¢ (Kimura 1980)

Edg A G A Sz g Beeag > 102 R84 472 (neighbor-joining method) /i 52

24 H R Ak B 0 £ 2 £ 48 1000 = 2. bootstrap (Felsnstein 1985) 4 47 i it
#+78 clades ¥ 1% & o
2~ 2 & 4 7 (Population genetic analysis)

2 DnaSP(Version 2.0, Rozas and Rozas 1997):+ & * ¥ p ~ ¥ F 2 3 12
¥ R i1 genetic diversity - 2 haplotype diversity (h)(Nei and Tajima 1983) » % 12
nucleotide divergence (dij)(Jukes and Cantor 1969) fz & *& 3£ ) ~ ¥ % o 312
¥ P ehgenetic diversity o 5 & % ¥ T2 2 2% Fand @4 i > 33

Fst=1/(1+2Nm)eno 38 5 G35 EH A v A Flon > H¢ N7

fﬂ
D
=

PR R ER o m A TR MR N 4 0§ Fer B4R o HHET

R AT ﬁigfjﬁ@ N
12
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RET G ek B FALE A 4 2-1 % B 2-1 5 4% PCR = 5 1 435
cpDNA atpB-rbcL intergenic spacer 5 £ - 2 B 71| %5t $f(alignment) £ & 5 805
dAH B 5 41 % B =% > %E 3 17 B haplotypes - haplotype diversity (h)
% 0.814> i & F B 7|38 7 F % ¥ ahnucleotide diversity( 6 » 4 2-2)1 & »
3L 2% 2% 3 g nucleotide diversity (0 =0.002)#i # & 1% (0 =0.012) < » H
PP £ 35 5 & B conucleotide diversity (6 = 0.022) -

AT E WM DNAZ B EE L LFEE AR g o ¥
neighbor-joining 4 452 i 5 1 & FEYEE D] - HHk BI(R 2-2) > 1 S B HFE2
L HFEE hF > Nltree BFIR 2 L FE2 & < H F§75 = - monophyletic
group > e H_% % W{E—%ii&"lﬁ’JJﬁ‘*zkil L FEE N FRaA A

Nitree ¥ @y iR & » ¥ F BB LAP O HF - BE LD A

it

Luand Yang (1989) i 2 L FE2 A< 4LF 5 - AR o
AL LHEFEE AR AR & P Bg s it > . cpDNA 9 NJ tree
PEET A d S Bocladesy imd A EHI B EE A F R H - LB T

4\.'_1,{3_;;5—!1\, X EN LLILLIFR’HFQ”an“I 5—-?11/’;\#"64"—4?9% ﬁ;g\,lrft?ir?
13
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BRI LG R A

=% Soene 2 \.I_l’?'f{%"‘%_‘:f_ y %ﬁmj ’HF%

’1’_‘"_*
ihl
\T

Lo BEAR ot 5 B3 L iv%enclade ¢ @ 537 3¢ L LK enF Ao @ ¢4

weenclade ¥ # 57 2 L LR ehR A 0 BEILG B R R HEEE RS 4 B R A

—=\

b RS FPR G AT A F RN e R GRS

i gc(Fst> % 2-3)F 4> AR LREP » AF 32 DLt L FER S
HFEEHE L iR eha L (FsT=0) > i A F AP oL L% e 3/ (Fst
=0.036-0.226) H 4~ 1 f2 & 7= 2 B F o dp ¥y 0 2L LR E P LR ehf R
EFE R G FsT=0.252 Bg F A 1t o

1235 & + pF4a(molecular clock) . (Zuckerkandl and Pauling 1965) » DNA

EALFAHAEBFt A ERTLT o g NATRIAFEBRE > s

FRESEBRT P GERBIY AR L kbR oA 2RI R g R
4P I B P ek L ¥ B~ 15 (nucleotide substitutions) - & 1 * & % 4 DNA
atpB-rbcl spacer &£ #.2. 3 i H FEALG AL Bl ¢ F A WG 2 LR 2 P A
Li%d B ko 1% MEGAV2.0 #8841 a £ % /B orgf 4 e 30ag A B X
# P (total nucleotide substitutions; K') = 0.007814 » gz & Sall et al. (2003)3* %

2 SR DNAF I i# % 1.0-1.5x10°% 8B 2 L fga £k end it R g
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£ 212 LBFEAF L HBETR

Code Location Latitude & Longitude N
Outgroups
R. formosanum
RFJS Jinshuiying 22'25"N 120'45"E
RFHP Heping 24'18"N 121'41"E
R. rubropilosum
Yushan
Mt. Range
RRPT Patungkuan 23'28"N 120'59"E
Ingroups
R. morri
Yushan
Mt. Range
RMTT Tataka 23'28"N 120'54"E
RMPY Paiyunshanchunang 23'28"N 120'57"E
RMPT Patungkuan 23'28"N 120'59"E
Central
Mt. Range
RMCY Chungyangchingkuan ~ 23'29"N 121'02"E 3
RMKS Kuanshanling 23'16"N 120'58"E 2
RMHS Hsiangyangshan 23'17"N 120'59"E 2
RMSC Sanchashan 23'18"N 121'01"E 6
R. pseudochrysanthum
Yushan
Mt. Range
RPTT Tataka 23'28"N 120'54"E
RPPY Paiyunshanchunang 23'28"N 120'57"E

RPPT Patungkuan 23'28"N 120'59"E
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RPCY
RPKS
RPHS
RPSC

Central
Mt. Range

Chungyangchingkuan
Kuanshanling
Hsiangyangshan

Sanchashan

23'29"N 121'02"E
23'16"N 120'58"E
23'17"N 120'59"E
23'18"N 121'01"E

N OO NN

16
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42222 LHEREFEOEYS PR E PHRBRSLER

Geographical Haplotype Nucleotide
regions Population Haplotypes diversity (h) diversity
Yushan Mt. Range 5 0.338 0.002
Tataka 3 0.464 0.003
Paiyunshanchunang 1 0 0
Patungkuan 4 0.786 0.003
Central Mt. Range 14 0.907 0.012
Chungyangchingkuan 3 0.7 0.022
Kuanshanling 4 1 0.021
Hsiangyangshan 7 0.096 0.017
Sanchashan 8 1 0.015

Overall 17 0.814 0.016
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Yushan Mt. Central Mt.
FST Range Range
Tataka Paiyunshanchunang Patungkuan Chungyangchingkuan Kuanshanling Hsiangyangshan  Sanchashan

Yushan Mt.

Range -

Tataka -
Paiyunshanchunang 0 -
Patungkuan 0 0 -

Central Mt. -

Range 0.252

Chungyangchingkuan 0.074 0.079 0.076 -
Kuanshanling 0.571 0.667 0.615 0.091 -
Hsiangyangshan 0.271 0.303 0.286 0.051 0.226 -
Sanchashan 0.422 0.463 0.442 0.127 0.195 0.036 -

Y IEL R ENE

v

-
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RMSC4

RMSC5
RMSC6

RPSC2

RMHS1

RPKS1

B 2-2 2 L4 FA 1945 # % 4 DNA =30 atpB

,0¢7 neighbor-joining i it 4

RMHS2
RPCY1

RPCY2

FoL LR

v -é— J—r’?’l/{

e
Y

< FE

e A1 FE

Z rhel A F2 B R 2R EE
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¥z & i

TR SN AR R =S AR B oY RN i R i S ]
ATTARFEN T LEEE HSPRFES F AR R
% - ? L LHFEE AN HAR ST S F R A 0 A Lo Fcs (Yamazaki
1981)#- 4 HFEAIE 5 1 L Fgendy 48 > 7 i Pan (1988) | 443t L g% 0
ARRSERI RN TR A L PFAES B B8 L FEEND

P> %A 4% 3000-3950 2 % 2 Fobod L AlhESHBEES T F o
LA FE ARG AL 0 A F RS 1650-3500 % 2 B 0 kA KA E A

KREFAF L5 7 F3-Pan(1988) 1A 1 563 K 2 A £ B FRA L 2
AP a2 %R ERFHEE A Luand Yang (1989) R vt $i2 5 ik i
wEE CESFEERE S EFP AR RS B’Ff‘l&»/»\# EIRFEP

A T ASRA TR SEHAOOARRETFRAL » m T R

SRFH R EEREF AN AFL T LPPRENRFE L Fw

A B ﬁ & B 2 2 L fgehg i (F1{o/F 1981; Pan 1988) » @ Huang and Hsu

(2001) 4% di4p e iR, A 87 7 0% & atpB- rbcL intergenic spacer g i#

b

FRAER N ORGSR BI(F 2-2) 0 AT 2 LB A RFIAE R

w‘b ﬁ F7|3aR st e - clade ¥ > @& dk cladistics > faeit s 5 Kk p 2t & B4

21
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Ay EFL R B R i i F AR R A RGOS 0 m AIF LR
St 22 % Zomonophyly » 7 & 5 fede k& A s (R aEE o S
2 4% e %5 # (well defined taxon) & 3% €_monophyletic » Ap ¥ » ¥ &~ 2 ¥ 5
paraphyletic p= > 2 % £ AR ¥ iy 17 e 7 F i3 lineage sorting Ff £L 0 2 i b1
Age it AR 0 2 LBFEE ENRFARGAEREY 25
paraphyletic group > 4v + A5 2 4 G E e E o s 2 L HFEE SN HFEY
APBEA S HRERE DI RRAOFER LEERE LR PEAS > B
BT I EAFEGOHE S FPLAPERBERETAS AL I LEFEA b g
& > 7* % 2 .L 4 F§(R. pseudochrysanthum  var. pseudochrysanthum ) 2 # < 4
f8 (R. pseudochrysanthum var. morri ) e

22 LEFR A H kg o RBRI22PE S A BREIEE LB A
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