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Isolation and characterization of microsatellite
markers for Akebia trifoliata
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Abstract; Akebia trifoliata is perennial, woody vine producing large edible fruits. The high medicinal and nutritional
values of A. trifoliata make it worthy of being exploited as a new crop. Wild resources of these species have been se-
riously deteriorated due to years of disorder planting and over-harvesting, thus wild germplasm resources protection and
evaluation are particularly important. In order to obtain suitable molecular markers for genetic structure and genetic di-

versity of the existing resources, enriched SSR library was established using the magnetic bead enrichment
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procedure. Seventy SSR loci were obtained in 150 positive clones, and enrichment efficiency was 46.67%. Thereinto, se-

quences with two-base repeat unit accounted for 79.37% , far more than sequences with three-base and four-base. Sixteen

pairs of high polymorphic primers were chosen in sixty-three pairs primers and characterized by 48 individuals collected

in Lushan. The allele numbers per locus ranged from 10 to 22, and the observed and expected heterozygosity ranged from

0.370 to 0.792 and from 0.724 to 0.936, respectively, polymorphisms information content ranged from 0.725 to 0.919,

which showed that the above primers were high polymorphic primers. Twelve pairs of primers deviated from Hardy-Wein-

berg equilibrium, showing excess of homozygotes, which might be related to null genes and other reasons. These molecu-

lar markers will contribute to evaluation on genetic diversity and population structure, lay a foundation for conservation

and evaluation of A. rifoliata genetic resource.

Key words: Akebia trifoliata, microsatellite marker, magnetic bead enrichment

=K (Akebia trifoliata ) S A 38 B} ( Lardiz-
abalaceae ) Rl J& ( Akebia Decne. ) F—Ff 2 75 i K
JREA LS, A TRIG LI 2RI, W2 =
AR 16 N8 T RO AR M X (7 ISR,
2008) , H A X 4y o = i K GE (A, wifoliata
subsp. trifoliata) 1K (A. trifoliata subsp. austra-
lis) K2 =1 A (A. trifoliata subsp. longisepala)
3 AP (AR Y A S R DL 2x, 2001)  KGE TR
T AT R BRI R KGR I D &L, 1R S b 25
BT 2409 15 s (T, 2010; 24, 2010; 2
i, 2010) , ICHARESE R, Hod A S 2 | 72
T B E ) RE L A0 ) R SE T AL (An et al, 2016)
A JE A R ISR R TG , A s T &
{8, FEWIRE VLY | 5t A5 b 2 A A JF 4R Ao (2
SEMIAE, 2008) , HAR 7Stk 40% , A B
& A E (PR S R4, 2016) . 5 HEIF
R EAS VT FE A4 2 = i R T8 o o B DR AT ST B
RIUETC e 14 Tl | T %o B A b Jo o U5 3 ) B
R o PRt A b R AT 5T = i K 3 i BT B
U5, A B b BOAR By 75 B s A, O =K
BEUR A AT 2] AR AR Mk B2 20 T SR, T
TLAERe e b [ | H A F s I 24 4R 70 AN F ™
b Y B AR = A B R, B 1 =R A B B
PRI, HSR, T = ARG T AR A T SR AP
FEH , GenBank H1 (L fEXE 2K 2] 440 A 4% DNA J¥ 51,
N EOE i 7y Tk o s o SR S i R RS
P, PRI 205 T 3 38 1 43 1 ie o A o 5 3
T I8LA% 45 1 0 382 A% 2 REPE AT A (Li et al, 2009;
Sun et al, 2016; FE{fE5E, 2016) .,

WMBRSFhc A Z8Ms LR EE
PEUF A5 0 5y U 418 2 00 R, 02 H AT S 24
PR35 A% 25 10 F 55 vh 1Y B AR Id Z — ( Grover &
Sharma, 2016) , i 2¢ 6 B 404 L ik 8 R FE L T
SR ) R A TR A i AR A BN A50RN B
#r(Wenz et al, 1998) , ABFRBIKH =it Kl
MRS FhRic, IR 7 A A [\ H i = kR
AR LA =R 3 AR BRI G P i Fe e
PERZ 251, DU R4S 38 T = i A 52 4% 2 A
g AL A IE 58 i LR 4y FHmic

1 MR 577 %

1.1 ##4

L1 A4 RE 78N TR L R £ 4k 5 =t
AFEAE T A TR G TR 5 W 1 A e
M, IV SRR = R T8 A AR JERE 1
AN (n=48) TR A SO dE S A 51 ) oF-
(K1), KRBT EE Y 2 o ik
AR ZOERN A PR E T & T
=20 CARMRKAE PR AF 8 0 . SRIERR A RAE T L
VLo BE 245 5 Rt Rk 7 B o TR A T &
1.1.2 XA 10xPCR buffer .25 mmol - L' MgCl, .
dNTPs . DNA Taq B458 (5 U - pL") g [{ i
H: T A% ( Sangon Biology ) T. #2745 BR 2 & 5 FR il 14
NI Rsa 1(10 U » pL") \BstU I(10 U - pL™) .
Xmn 1(20 U - wL") ) H New England Biolabs 7%
] ;T4 DNA Ligase (400 U - L") 4 H Promega 7y
H]; DNA Marker g H K3% Takara 23 6] ; #2359
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Table 1  Information of Akebia trifoliata samples used in this study
FAGE  REM L s o b2
Sample code  Location Latitude Longitude ( m) Voucher No.
1 Wik B 27°33.298' N 110°24.854" E 772 JJU201401
Zhongfang County, Huaihua
2 AR 28°31.496’ N 112°13.116' E 53 JJU201402
Taojiang County, Huaihua
3 WHA7E R E 27°58.886" N 109°24.475" E 670 JJU201403
Fenghuang County, Xiangxi
4 TR R A A 29°25.076’ N 111°12.522' E 238 JIU201404
Cili County, Zhangjiajie
5 HIREE 30°37.309’ N 118°26.957' E 143 JJU201405
Jing County, Xuancheng
6 LRI 30°08.199’ N 118°14.634' E 292 JJU201406
Huangshan, Anhui
7 SEZE R 29°19.077’ N 117°50.294' E 89 JJU201407
Wuyuan County, Jingdezhen
8-55 JLILJR L 29°18.009" N 114°32.273' E 186 JJU201408-
Lushan, Jiujiang JJUu201455

SuperSNX24-F  ( 5'-GTTTAAGGCCTAGCTAGCAG-
CAGAATC ) FI1 Super-SNX24-R  ( 5'-GATTCT-
GCTAGCTAGGCCTTAAACAAAA) HY SR 49
TR R FE 1o

1.2 ik

1.2.1 A F 4 DNA 94230 T = b AR A
AR B K A9 CTAB 72 #2 B &L DNA ( Doyle &
Doyle, 1987) , 31| PEG8000 4lifk , {404 B N
# 40% PEG8000 5 5 mol + L' NaCl #% 1 : 1 [/
e B T AR, 5 % LB i DNA IR &, #55
JFE T 37 C F#E 15 min, 12 000 r - min™ B .0
16 min, JLIE F- 1 80% LB UE 2 K, BT, TE %
fi#J5 F Nanodrop K & #% )5, & F -20 C VK45
.

1.2.2 Bednkg ki 4 (f HIBR &1 M VIR Rsa 1
ol BstU 1 F Xmn | 415 % =A@ S 240 DNA
TRGY), T 37 CRB &, BUIAR N 25 pl.
2.5 wL 10xT4 ligase buffer( NEB4),0.25 L 100x
BSA,0.25 pL 5 mol + L' NaCl,1.0 wL 10 U « uL’
Rsa 1/BstU 1,1.0 wL 20 U « wL" Xmn 1,20 pL 200
ng - wL' DNA, HU1 pL BV~ P5E 1% 5505 b5

iz Fi Yk s il D) B R A5 2T 200 ~ 800 bp 1 [
M 3 SR 5K+ SuperSNX24-F FI SuperSNX24-R 4 i
LB TKIBEHT 95 CRN S min, ZERH FE
Tk s 5 B A A i Sk SR P W ik L O
R T .7 pL #3%,2.5 pl. NEB 10xT4 ligase
buffer,2.0 pL 350 U - pL' T4 ligase, 13 pL 4™
Wy, W ZEIK T 25 WL, 16 CIEEE %, i
I R, A SuperSNX24-F 23k AF Jy 5 43
i PCR Y R 25 R, IR R T 2.5
L 10xPCR buffer,0.13 wL 100 wmol - L Super-
SNX24-F,1.5 pL 2 mmol - L' dNTP,2.0 pL 25
mmol + L' MgCl,,2.5 pL BSA,0.2 uL =¥
DNA, ALK % 25 wL, PCR R 2T :95 C i
AP 2 min;95 CAEYE 20 5,60 CiR & 20 5,72 C
FEAH 1.5 min, fH3F 24 ¥K ;72 CHEM 10 min,

1.23 X 5anrgE WMIEEHERH Glem &
Schable (2005) [ 75 i, #1477 W) S5 R I
HEHR AW (AG) 1. (CG) . (AT) . (GT),
(ACT) ,,. (AAGT), . (AACT),. ( AGAT) i 47 2%
o ZAZRINAK F .25 wL 2xHyb Solution, 10 pL
10 pmol - LA EFRiCERE, 10 wL iEB =Y,
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JAZEK 2 50 wL, 2238 RN FRIF 195 CHAE T 5
min; 70 CIHUH, BAPEIRFEAL 0.2 C, 4EHF 5 s, 76
99 ¥ ;50 C £ #E 5 min; B MEHFFEL 0.5 C
T35 5 s THER 20 Y515 CHR4F, 5% R B
R ( Promega Magne Sphere ) WREE & T Y R4
() DNA JFr B, FHUE B v e i AR 45 & 44t . Bk
PEVEGD R . 250 L TE $E% 50 wL 1R 21 G2k 2
¥K,50 wL 1xHyb Solution ¥ #% £k 2 X ; ¥+ DNA
AP REE TR AW 0 22 28 R 2 0m A B R 2R
T 16 CF 150 r - min" PR 20 1 h 22285 A 400
L Wash Solution T & 2 ¥k, H5 — &k A 400
wL Wash Solution I F 45~48 °C F/KBEHET% 2 min
VEWE 2 W, A 400 WL Wash Solution IT7R%],
T 50~53 CF/KBEWRD 2 min PEML 2 IR, A
200 wL TE T 95 °C F 7K 5 min )i U8 i & 46
DNA, [a] FER A 22 wL 3 mol - L™ % R &h A1
445 wL TR N IC/K L1, ULUE DNA, H 80% £ %
VR, BOHE TR A 20 WL TE %%, 4%k Su-
perSNX24-F 1Eh 51 ¥y %t /& 4 77 ¥ #E 17 PCR 473
[l , PCR S 7 A 2 FAR 5506 000 Bs AR ], Sy 34
IE R ER  FmE U FAL 1R, T2 RS
£, F PEG8000 #:4lifk DNA

1.2.4 S5 mkimt Faife)s s £ Y
R F] pEGM-T kb i H2 [ Wi 7E PCR X L= 16 <C
TR, T A T B R T TR IR A7 A AN b B 3R
24 h, FEMPEEL 50~ 100 AR 78S —&
Amp [ LB [EASE F7 AR FRIZe IF 4 TR 7%
PCR W, il 43 B 7% PCR(MI13F 1 M13R K
G149 ) i BH P v R SRR 2R 1 SF AR BT 37 C
B R R . W3 wL B A 1% 355 8R
B HRL VARSI L 75 S B B R B P TR
7, PERE PCR AN Sy BH 1 ) TR 75 32 2 500 pl
P Amp 1 LB W AR$E = &, T 37 CF 200 ¢ -
min” 4% 5 55 R 0, 6 R IR R GE A B TR
Y1 TR AR A R AT,

1.2.5 B8 o4 5 51 kit B, BIF4 RS
A Geneious 4.8 B4 o oE 47 4 , {#i F| Trim-ends
FIl Search for the motifs T. 2. 2= BRER A& F 2L E51 ,
XA SV P A AT Ry, ARG K el Ak
A ¥ 51 38 3 Tandem Repeats Finder version 4 v

W

1500bp
1000bp

ﬂ't'bp

Rsal BstUI

Bl 1 Rsa 1/Xmn 1} BstU I/Xmn 1 i 1] 45 5K
Fig. 1 Restriction enzymes digestion of
Rsa 1/Xmn 1 and BstU I/ Xmn 1

FE SSR LA, 43 B A a5 1) B R i A Y 9 R A
UBL AT T A0 B R T8 B A7 a5 4 s ) 32 ) 1)
EBE 51 Wit ) B 5K ( Benson, 1999) . i H
Geneious 4.8 W5 i it DI ge AT 51 91T,
Frig it g Pk T Ll TAEY TRA R THE A A
B
1.2.6 5l #pAa etk % &Mk BRIFN KT ik
PR e MR 2 A S R 5 W B A PCR 4%
L FRATHB IR 51 X5 7 A R b KR A =
MAE 1T PCR §7 3%, PCR 7= %) 2 8% F 1R I ik
J¥i B JSC P DK A

H4 0 1E Y = 225 SSR S A L 5 ol
PRI, G B R FAM (#E 61) , HEX (&%
), PEHCRE T I LY 48 AT PCR
Pag A E AL BT R A BR 2 /] 6 ABI3730
AL AT AX#EAT STR 238, AR N ROX500,
1.2.7 % %5 B, i Genemapper 4.1 3t
AT EHE ST, 33 Micro-Checker 2.2.3 £ il Wf 45
{3 F:H ( Van Oosterhout et al, 2004) ., #R)5, H Ge-
nalex 6.5( Peakall & Smouse, 2010) 15 H &1
SEEALEE BN, . AR BRI (effective
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Fig. 2 Electrophoresis detection picture of seven samples

number of alleles, N,) . W28 7% & F¥ (observed het-
erozygosity, H, ). ] B 52 & & ( expected
heterozygosity , H, ) J¢ W i — i {11 #% “F- i ( Hardy-
Weinberg equilibrium, HWE) . # J& , ffi Fi Power-
Maker (Liu & Muse, 2005) %8 £ Z& M5 B 45 5L
( polymorphic information content, P1C ) 1 % 4 i f&
A (linkage disequilibrium, LD) , FFA P {H3%
£ Bonferroni AL IE

2 HEREHAH

21 MIEEE

2 A BREIEAN VI A (Rsa 1A Xmn 1,
BstU 1 Fll Xmn 1) XF = i K38 HE K H #4178 V], Rsa
L F Xmn (%) 206 BV I 22 R4/ 7 B L Ok 45l
YRHL, RN AGAE 100~ 1 500 bp Z ], M J5 L2 5256
LSS AT Al . BstU 1A Xmn 1 1Y
HETY) B, i Bek BEAE T 7E 100 ~200 bp
300~500 bp & KT 1 500 bp, i% L6 1 7= ¥ A F

IR Sk AR . AWE T & v ka4 T
YR JEAE 16 °C T F Washing Solution T 3208 1 K
4 Washing Solution I Ay 5AE 45 C A1 50 °C N EE
TE2 W B E AR KR, SRS TR R
Washing Solution Il 43l 7 46 “C I 51 °C T ¥ Yk 2
WK TS B R B, HOR R & T P M e
B

PRI 230 A~ B4 v BE AT PCR AU, R/
TE 300~ 1 000 bp Z[H], Hrh 294 40 SRy 44 H
9 Fr B, 8 03 T 7% A5 . TE 190 A BH A v B v Bk
e R B R A A 150 A4S BT 5 a6 1R 4 =)
JF, 148 ANy i, Hod 70 S A MR F
G, EHERN 46.67% ; "I ST A 57 4%,
i SSR FPHIHY 81.43%, 57 vl %3154 1 5 41
TG 9 63 XF, Horb & XU Ik 5 2 T 1 T 4
i SSR FAIIY 79.37% , =i T = A H 52 BT Y P
F1 5 SSR ¥ 411 20.63%
2.2 5| ¥ITRIES SR

54 %5514 1 = K /INFE 100~300 bp Z[H],
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Table 2 Primer sequences and genetic diversity estimates of sixteen microsatellite markers in Akebia trifoliata

fi LA o SR
Ao B1¥F5] (5 - 3") Allele size EE IO AR ~
. f , . T N H, H PIC
Locus Primer sequence (5’ - 3") range Repeat motif Y Null allele “ ‘ !
(C)

name (bp) frequency

MT15 F: TCAACACCGTCAATGGGAGGA 209 ~242 (CA)12 53 0.212 13 0.830 0.479 0.842
R: AAGCAACAAAAAGAGTTGCTCATGAAT

MT19 * F. AAAGCAGCTGAGGCCGATCA 174~204  (TC)34(CA)28 53 0.253 16 0.906 0.444 0.904
R: TCAGGGAAACCCCTTGTTTTCA

MT27 * F; TCCAACCGTAGGAAAAGAAAAA 176 ~194 (CCA)S 50 0.269 10 0.834 0.370 0.858
R: ACCACAAGGCAGAGATTTTG

MT28 * F. ACAACACTCTCTGAACCTTTAGC 176~210  (GA)7-(TC)19 55 0.137 17 0.920 0.667 0.905
R: TCCAACCAACAAACACAAAACGA

MT29 F. TCTTCCCCTCAACTGTATGGA 213~240 (TC)10(CA)8 53 — 10 0.724 0.708 0.725
R: ACTTGTTGCCCAGACTCCCA

MT31 % F: TCTGGGATTACTTGAGCAGGCA 230~260 (TG)9(GA)8 51 0.162 14 0.855 0.583 0.836
R: CGCTGACGTGGTAGCGCACA

MT33 F. ACAGAAGACTTGGTTTTGGGTGT 164 ~202 (TTG)4 53 — 13 0.757 0.688 0.732
R: ATGAGTCGAAGCCCCGCCCT

MT34 F: TGAAGAGTGTCAATGCTTCCCCT 194 ~238 (TC)20 56 0.100 20 0.936 0.750 0.919
R: ACCCACAACTGAGGTTCTCCA

MT35 % F. TCAGTGAGTTACTTTTGCCTGT 129~163 (AG)16 51 0.062 18 0.909 0.792 0.895
R: AGTGCTGAGGAACTTGCACATGA

MT38 * F. TCCTTCAAAAAGTGACAGGAGGA 159~234 (GT) 16 53 0.232 16 0.851 0.458 0.868
R: ACTGTCAATCAACCTTGTCGCC

MT39 * F. TGACATGTTGATGTGCACGGAT 195~223 (TG) 14 55 0.163 13 0.887 0.596 0.879
R: TGCCAGTAGTACAACATGTAAG

MT40 * F. GTGCGATCCAGACGCACCTC 138~174 (TC) 15 52 0.139 19 0.894 0.646 0.883
R: ACCTGAATGGGCATCCATTTGT

MT45 % F. ACGAAAGTTGCACTCCTTCCCT 124~209  (AG)16(TG)18 52 0.264 22 0916 0.426 0.884
R: TGCGCTGATGTGGTGTGGTCG

MT48 * F. TTTGCAGCGCCACACGACCT 172~210 (AG)21 53 0.156 16 0.921 0.630 0.895
R: ACCCATTGCAGCCTTCTGTC

MT56 * F. AGAAAGGGAGTGTAGGAAATGC 180~224 (AG)13 53 0.119 22 0.922 0.702 0.898
R: GCAACCGACCTTGAACTCCGACG

MT62 = F. TCCAGCCAACTCCAACCATGTCA 107 ~202 (TC)17(CA)S 55 0.085 16 0.900 0.750 0.859
R: ACATCTCTTTCCCACACTCCCA

SEHHE 15.938 0.873 0.606 0.861

Mean

o T, RKHE; N, R B, WEAAIE; H,. WEACATE; PIC. SARER QIR « 508l -1 T8

(P<0.05),
Note: T,. Annealing temperature; N,. Observed number of alleles; H,. Observed heterozygosity ; H,. Expected heterozygosity ; PIC. Poly-

morphic information content; * Significant deviations from Hardy—Weinberg equilibrium ( P<0.05).

SEH 7 4~ DNA FEAS A R A T YR 0 18 H 2% 7 18 B
BHZBMEREY 33 X FRH 48 4~ DNA FEA Jyp

Bt — */FXT33XT§I%1£F 0 2, 2t 2 T A
ARG SE ZR A D 2 AR R BT R R AR E 1Y

51916 XQ‘ Al LT SSR A S5 43 #7
48 ANFE i 1) = P A 38 J B P e AG I 31 220 A
SN FE DR RN S S S R B 10~22 4>, F

PR FE R ECH 15.938 4, R4 & B 4 0.370 ~
0.792 , WIBBZR AN 0.724~0.936 , Z M5 B35
o 0.725~0.919(H{E R 0.861) , Hirfr 12 A 4
2 Bonferroni £ 1F & 4T3 8K Ml 15 W i1 — I AR 4% 7 £
RIAE APl RPRES R E] 14 7 85 A7 75 KD
A WSS BRI, BT 3 51X
(MT33-MT45,MT15-MT56 Fl MT35-MT62) f£ 1E
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EBATH (£ 2) .
3 Wik H 4

Bl 4 v A A D P B R 1) K (HE A SSR A R
ARAT TN | i 2%, B R A 22 1) A 9 ) AT A 3
DRI 2E W0 57 2t S 20 000 e 5 R A T v 280 A 1 T AL
K (T4 MAF,2016) , fEBER L FLisE A pF 52
T M PR B D W R B R AT AE L
JE PR 58 A T R B A SR A TR L sk PR
FORR S S DRI T RS YR IT & (E 8%,
2015) , TEARMFGEH, S0 = AR T ik S
£E 35 Ok FHIIZ O i AR o = kAl 1) B DR A
SCIE L TE 148 A By e 1 BE P 7 e 3k 45 70 A4~
M BRI, B EBCER L5 46.67%.
ARG T 8 B AR A IR &L, £ 335 X0 3
WA A EE MR E R HE R T A
J¥ 51 5 2 LRSI 5N F(79.37% ) , — Bl
PUm L A A A, FEARM 16 X514 AL
A2 X5k =R FEE R (MT27,MT33) , X 57
NARTE B R s TR e 41 3 LSRR
F—3 (Morgante & Olivieri, 1993) ,

T2 ) 16 K51 H%5 R A I 1L A =i A
WA T AR B, ALY 220 2B
i, KBLLL G F  SEA E ECh 15.938 4,
WEL LA BE K 0.370~0.792 , WHEE R 45 FF 40.724 ~
0.936, X 520 (2010) BRI 45 SR AL, 281
FRFEE(PIC) & VEAN M TR 51 ¥ 2 B K1
FESH,EHR NN PIC>0.5 N £ A5519,0.25
<PIC<0.5 HHZET Y, PIC<0.25 HIKZETY)
(Botstein et al, 1980) , A5 IF & 1) 16 X519
LA BB E N 0.725~0.919, S K {EH K
0.861, KWL E5| W HA B mn) 280k, 7T LIA &L
SN RN 7 NS i L A o 55 o T B - (R 2
AR A 12 AL W E R T HWE, £
Micro-Checker K56 & B, DA A7 5 39 4 WE 55 v &
IFETE (0.062~0.269 ) , 7 WL A5 o7 52 A 7T fiE 2 3
L5 B HWE 19 )5 R 22— HA R 2 ik
FE GEAS B 57 B S A T AR 5 B0 B HWE
A A (Li et al, 2009) .

L5 BFTIR  ARBEFETT A 16 X SSR Z 51T
Pyl JH T = ARG 5 AL o A, i — 2R A SE RS
TORIE R DR A FhRic T, Jy = R B
VEPPAN FNIT K A5 Ja e W FEAT T 1 I Sl
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