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Abstract: The geographic divergence of the Lagenaria siceraria ssp. asiatica were examined
using ITS1+5.8S rDNA+ITS2 sequences data. The sequences were obtained from 23 species of L.
siceraria ssp. asiatica from China, Thailand and Japan. The results showed that within L. siceraria
ssp. asiatica, ITS1+5.85 tDNA+ITS2 was 611-627 bp, the G+C content of the sequences was 54.17 %—
63.26 %, 65 informative sites ( 11.09 % ) within L. siceraria ssp. asiatica are found in the ITS1+5.8S
rDNA+ITS2 sequences. The length of the ITS1+5.8S rDNA+ITS2 sequences of 2 species from Japan is
shorter than the other 21 species from China and Thailand, the G+C content of the sequences of the 2
species from Japan is lower than those from China and Thailand. Finally we constructed the strict
consensus tree of 23 species of L. siceraria ssp. asiatica indicated that L. siceraria ssp. asiatica has
two main prophylactic glades, one including 2 species from Japan, and the other including 20 species
from China and 1 species from Thailand. The bootstrap value is 99 %. Test of the homogeneity of
substitution patterns revealed that the species of L. siceraria ssp. asiatica from Japan are significantly

different from those from China and Thailand.
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HUK [ Lagenaria siceraria ( Molina ) Standl. ] 3 J&#i f" 8l ( Cucurbitaceae ) #if7J& ( Lagenaria ),
s — P HERE R (R — AR R AR . SIUTURD™ THEM (Heiser, 1973, 1979), BRAEAR PRI I AR AH
SIURTEIEAS BRI FAAFEW B 22 5, P8tk sr-h L. siceraria ssp. siceraria 1 L. siceraria ssp.
asiatica WP IEF ( Heiser, 1973, 1979; Decker—Walters, 1999; Decker—Walters et al., 2004 ) .
FURR AL AR 2 —, EIASEEAMEC AL TEL L, FBAEAITH 8 000 ~9 000
AR E A H A A G 09SIUR (Crawford, 1992) o

WHICH R AR 0 R Gt TRURM G Bl . BRI EA S 2 0. i TAE AR N 5 S [R]
X ITS ( Internal transcribed spacer ) ( 185-5.85-26S ) AKZ1EFEE S1/)y, VLR, SEdw
VERE WAL /U ST B A B (Baldwin et al., 19955 A& %5, 2007 ) . % BEC S H T+
ASJE (R 2%, 2002) | BEERE (XIHEFE 2%, 2005) | mifbsk (Rl 4%, 2006) | )&
(4R 4, 2001) . RE (K TE 5, 2004) SFHEYPF RGBT L. siceraria
ssp. asiatica HYHBFRSE T3 TR AR DLHRGE , A B 7Ex ok A Z8EFH AR 23 Gy 0N S
vt P AR A PR 2 g ) B DX A7 TP 900 22 S 0 A, R R G AR, RS S I R 15 SIUTU A 3t 334
DU 4= & 8 AR R GE A is AL 22 5ok, U S Rl & A AR

1 #R5TE

1.1 MERR
PR 23 UM BHE R A R IE T 20
AP BT IR, 51 A HACHZS E A 3 AP vs i,

F 1 HESRR

GiS R KR JE 7 BT

YIS A e R R L A, BAORTE L 1 s e HUR L. siceraria  EILE  FJ951137
FE5 % 55 (www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov ) W3E 1, 2 R 2 R L. siceraria  PIEARIMN  FI951139
3 7 HiL 45 A #K L. siceraria e [ A FJ951140

12 i 2 E4H DNA RE 4 H A K UK L. siceraria  H7R FJ951142
2008 4 8 AFEMIN AW BIARIFEITER 5 spep BUR L. siceraria  "hWEIGH  FJ951143
HERKM, 4 B AR B TR 6  BEFE HUR L siceraria  TEIEM FJ9s1145
[]-'-H—%gﬂ DNA Eq%m%gﬁﬁiﬁ% ( 2009 ) 7 LSRR #i HUK L. siceraria A E b FJ951146
N 8 EIEN | YUK L. siceraria  EMEM  FJ951147
E‘Jﬁ%lﬁ/ﬁf ° 9 HIRA W #K L. siceraria e [ A FJ951148

1.3 ITSFRY E5NE

10 IR EK L. siceraria e [ A FJ951149

ITS %% (% 5.8StRNA #:H ) K514 n VAN YUK L. siceraria  FEAEM  FJ951150
ITS5a: 5'~CCTTATCATTTAGAGGAAGGAG=3 12 Fi5 28 SR L. siceraria IR FI951151
13 4 5hEAR YUK L. siceraria  EEM  FJ951152

(Stanford et al., 2000 ) FIGIH) ITS4: 5'— | Joi i) veoraia FEEMN  FI951S3
TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3" ( White et al., 15 10 255K #UR L. siceraria  PEAEM  FI951154
1990 ) ¥ H#85545 ., PCR UMK ZRIAFI N 50 wL, 16 1SR BUK L siceraria  "PEAEM  FI951155
;H\:‘:P*ﬁ*fi DNA 100 ng, 2 mmol - Lfl ANTP 5 17 12 ShAR #K L. siceraria e [ A FJ951156
18 16 A BUR L. siceraria  HEMEMN  FJ951157

p L, 10xbuffer 5 L, Tag [ 2 U, 514 ITS5a 19 18 %A #UR L. siceraria  HEAEM  FJ951158
F1ITS4 45 20 pmol, PCRYMREFH: 95 C 20 198k 4UK L siceraria %2 FJ951159
ﬂjﬂy’r:ri 5min, 95 C ﬂy’l‘:ﬁz 1 min, 50 C iEJ( 1 21 5] 63 BUR L. siceraria  EILET FJ951160
. . , 22 H B CAR YUK L. siceraria  HEMEM  FJ951161
min, 72 CIEfH 2 ming 30 DRI, ) 72 °C 23 HAK#H 3  #UR L siceraria  HA FJ951162

FE 7 min, PCR F=#14: DNA 4lifbidif & (bt VE: 1) TR R IR EER A, A A M 5 Rk
P H A ARG IRA R ) ik, f FIGE T R IURSRS, ARG
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A TR AR5 A7 FRZA RHIY .
14 F3SH

X ITS FE5) I e 45 1 64T 700, B8 1TS1. ITS2 H15.8S rRNA X, Jf%Ff GenBank, frfd
J¥ 51K F DNAStar #AFEATHET A1 G+C & &0, BR300 [F] B PE AN ( Kumar & Gadagkar,
2001 ) HH MEGA4.0 ( Tamura et al., 2007 ) #47. FIH MEGA4.0 il fT RG LB 4, JFLLA
JE: (bootstrap ) HEATAIN, FEAEER 1000 K, KT 50 %532 S HR BoRFE 4> 32 I ( Felsenstein,
1985), R AMZ9: (Maximum parsimony ) 44" % — i .

2 ZREHH

2.1 30K 5.8S rDNA K ITS F5IHIZE R4S

RSN 5.8S rRNA MUK EEH R 162 bp, A A AIBRIE B, F 08 7 Jm A R i I 3
PR ) e B AR ST . 23 I BIUTRAEBHI TTS1+5.8S rDNA+ITS2 JHFI K AE 611 ~ 627 bp Z[A], G+C &
TTE 54.17 % ~ 63.36 %2 |A] . #iF5 JEAHY) 1TS1+5.8S tDNA+ITS2 JFEF 15 807 S50k 65 4, 5.
g I (2 [e] B R B0 B3R 1 e 2 B 4R TP B 586 M) 19 11.09 %, R A H AR 2 31

R 2 23330 R##IET ITS1+5.8S rDNA+ITS2 BEFIKERM G+CEE

ITS1+5.85 tDNA+ITS2 . ITS1+5.85 tDNA+ITS2
o A e e A e
K JE bp G+C & /% K /bp G+C & 1E/%
1 FJ951137 625 63.20 13 FJ951152 626 63.26
2 FJ951139 625 63.04 14 FJ951153 626 63.26
3 FJ951140 626 63.26 15 FJ951154 626 62.68
4 FJ951142 611 54.17 16 FJ951155 626 63.10
5 FJ951143 626 63.26 17 FJ951156 625 63.20
6 FJ951145 625 63.20 18 FJ951157 621 63.12
7 FJ951146 625 63.04 19 FJ951158 621 62.96
8 FJ951147 625 63.20 20 FJ951159 625 63.04
9 FJ951148 627 63.32 21 FJ951160 621 63.12
10 FJ951149 626 61.82 22 FJ951161 621 63.12
1 FJ951150 626 63.00 23 FJ951162 616 57.79
12 FJ951151 625 63.20
—————— L.siceraria (FI951137)
JREFR (FJO51142 il FJOS1162) 75K B — f-ﬂjcem”jagggﬁggg
— Sicerarid
351k 611 bp A1 616 bp, W4 T3k A fE —————— Lsiceraria (FI951143)
———— L.siceraria (FJ951151)
B E BN SF G G+C &m0 3N 54.17 % - I siceraria (FI951150)
———— L.siceraria (FI951154)
M 57.79 %, XT3k A8 F EFZEE SR 5 F - L.siceraria (FI951149)
——————— L.siceraria (FJ951159)
(%£2) 99 6 [ Lusiceraria Egggﬁig
Sicerarid
2.2 %[/K 5.8SrDNA #1 ITS F 5 R it g L T siceraria (FI951160)
. - . —————— [siceraria (F1951148
WA P25 5, SRR ZEXT 23 iy - L.iiiz:ZZ;ZEFJ%lmog
ESSEN 24 A ——— L.siceraria (FJ951161)
AR IR SURA B ITS145.8S rDNA+ITS2 99 % - L siceraria (FI951146)
. . ———— L.siceraria (FJ951158)
f?ﬁﬂ*@%?*ﬁ*ﬁm s /ﬁ\:ﬂ}ﬁj‘j 145, gﬁlﬁf ————— L.siceraria (FI951152)
" X " . - [ siceraria (F1951153
BH0 (CL) RZERFPER S (RD) 40510 0.833 3 e
, s [ siceraria (FI951155
F10.864 1, FRGL5 3 ERIET N Bootstrap A [ siceraria EFJ951142;
1 000 JAMAERE A5 Hh 1 43 32 SCRE3e (1), L.siceraria (FI951162)
RGLEW ERRINE RS, A HAR 2 B 1 234304+ % 5.85 rDNA 1 ITS & 51 #

Oy IR SR FE [ — 57 L, SRR 99 %, T PR —Bi
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A P RS Y 21 BN ANTE S — 32 b, 43S SC R RN 99 %, TR A 28 FE AU & R AR H
o SO S A RO RBGE, IR A B AU GRS 8 A v E SRS FEE R KE, &
T, TRA HAR 2 350G Fr -5 T8 5 b E AR E ) 21 0y 0 R G T 51 2 ek A R 22 57
WE, BRI 0413 ~2887 2] (£3) .

=3 2343048 ITS1+5.8S rDNA+ITS2 5 51 (8] B [5] & 14 25 #a46 i)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23

£
=
1 0.000 0.000 2.751 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.051 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.913
2 1.000 0.000 2.618 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.043 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.836
3 1.000 1.000 2.887 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.056 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.012 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.998
4 0.000 0.000 0.000 2.751 2.751 2.751 2.751 2.887 2.263 2.589 2.751 2.887 2.887 2.406 2.751 2.751 2.887 2.802 2.618 2.887 2.887 0.413
5 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.051 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.913
6 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.051 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.913
7 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.044 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.918
8 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.051 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.913
9 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.056 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.012 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.998
10 0.053 0.086 0.062 0.000 0.053 0.061 0.098 0.063 0.066 0.026 0.051 0.056 0.056 0.031 0.044 0.051 0.056 0.041 0.046 0.056 0.056 0.621
11 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.192 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.795
12 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.057 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.007 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.913
13 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.064 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.012 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.998
14 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.067 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.012 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.998
15 0.107 1.000 0.121 0.000 0.090 0.088 1.000 0.106 0.089 0.133 1.000 0.089 0.113 0.094 0.000 0.007 0.012 0.003 0.002 0.012 0.012 0.701
16 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.109 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.918
17 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.054 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.103 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.913
18 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.059 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.083 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.998
19 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.109 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.326 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.939
20 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.056 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.458 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.000 0.833
1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.056 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.094 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 0.998
22 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.058 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.110 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.998
23 0.000 0.001 0.000 0.004 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.002 0.001 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

(5]
—_

. AR F8 E] A 22 484 ( Disparity Index ) 2 FXTALA LT, SR RIERE ( Monte Carlo test, T4 1000 4K ) 345 FIA[H] ¥
GIE 255 P T MEN T, P<0.05 FREFRE, KOWRCERNTIIMERRE,

3 GikSite

W SURE AR K IAE RS | AL RE P o T 38 I A5 i 28 S PR I8 A T A ) ) B A A5 2k
B, XA S ) A B R A% Ml . PR T AR 35 R 4 %) a0 A ol 23 s B 1 b A ik
(Wolfe et al., 1987) , FHYIMARNFE ZEFGX (ITS) MK RS (Sass et al., 2007)
SR TR AL AL AFSE 9 - B ( Baldwin et al., 1995; #R&E 25, 2007 ) . F5EIB% (2010)

FF TS AR ST PG AP T o0k, &k B rp ) 7 JICRAE DN U R AE e o B b R 5 . 24 R ITS 7
FIXTEE B YT RGE R EWS, R LR AEE RIS (5 30K TR ). AIRERIET 5.8
rDNA K ITS FPFx ok Ao E L Z8 A H AW 23 (WSO SR AT T et oe, 4558 &
ITS1+5.8S rDNA+ITS2 [ 31 (15 87 s 8L 65 4>, 5 BBEIEEN 11.09 %, HAWBRMAZE K ERH
S, AP E 20 ASURSFANE A ZREE 1 PURS R E R —A 23, mEE H AR 2 4350
JKERFNE T —5332, X 2 AP e a0 B 0 A S R, G+C f it B B I T A

o B Y R BRI B, UR B HARE 2 ASSIUR SRR SR A A E R E SO R
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AR, AR Hh g s L 2 S ay -, X FHLERE A i — D
MEPHBIURAE H B EERAA AR DT 2, BT N T E Rt B AR A SR AS [l v] BB B0M
EAESURM EHE 22 5, XA RFE— D09 TR A HASAZ E /UK SR 2A 34, 1)
T L) IR R G ] A S ST b AR B ke i — 20 58 AAZE e 2 o SIOTC ) B A A b B4R o
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