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Abstract:  Expressed sequence tag-simple sequence repeat ( EST-SSR) markers were developed based on transcrip-
tome sequencing, the polymorphism of markers and the genetic diversity of Cymbidium germplasms were analyzed in order
to provide reference for the innovation and classification of resources. The results showed that 113 780 unigenes were ob-
tained from transcriptome sequencing, a total of 23 709 SSR loci were detected in the unigene with the frequency of
20. 84%. In addition, 20 pairs of EST-SSR primers with polymorphism were selected from 200 primers, and the size of am-
plified bands was in accordance with the expectation. Moreover, 48 Cymbidium germplasms were amplified by PCR, and
the average number of polymorphic loci was 3. 0. A total of 81. 00 alleles were observed, with an average of 4. 05 alleles per
locus. The mean values of observed heterozygosity and expected heterozygosity were 0.320 8 and 0.507 0, respectively.
Shannon’s information index ranged from 0.233 8 to 1.472 4, and the average value was 0.932 1. The polymorphic informa-

tion content( PIC) ranged from 0.110 3 to 0.662 2. The F, population of Cymbidium georingii and Cymbidium hybridum was

close to the population of C. hybridum, and far away the
Y 7m H #3:2019-12-05

BEEWE AR A EARTESH H [ CX(17)2012] 71554
AR BBE IR S H -6 BB H (JSGB2018-01) e - .
FEERA 0 H(1978) 4 ITHRRE AL Bt BIFIIE B, E 5 genetic similarity coefficient of 0. 72, the F, population of
HAEITEAEEFIIGE, (E-mail) sunye9999@ 126.com C.georingii and C. hybridum was grouped into class I, the
BIFUEE X EFf, (E-mail) ggzhao@ yzu.edu.cn population of C. georingii was grouped into class V, and

population of C.georingii. Cluster analysis results indicated

that 48 germplasms were grouped into seven groups at the



682 o9 &b 2 W

2020 4E & 36 % 3 M

class I, class III, class IV and class VII were the population of C. hybridum.
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2R F T E L HAS R SRR
E[VRE P ROCHI L AL BRI AR 70 45 B X A X, B
AR E N ERAETIH KRMME, 2B4H 48 4~
AR A 29 A, EEES AR B AR SRS
HZE B2 (Cymbidium goeringii ) FIRALHE 2% ( Cym-
bidium hybridum ) # 2 = J& o B B AR RSB 2 A
Mt TSI KRR S . 1989 4EA 4 FIH
22 SR A & R ( Cymbidium eburneum ) BZEFR 4L
FEEREAR 2 F 2 ( Cymbidium lowianum ) YEALA,
BT KACE L 5 — AR 22 ek X
B FEN R 4 e | 2% [ R e 7 g 3 45 2
Hu X AIVF 22 RAER AR AR S8 AR A58 3fAs 1 R >
JEBT A, BEE L AR N AN T R
B3 ) Z— Rl A 2 ORAEE L O Rh R 2R 52, ol
ACH == AP TCA TR S EELIT BLAE b = R b X
ARG TRV S A 2 AR 6 B — 2B e F S A —
PSRRI T, AT, 22 AR 2 22 F Rl
FEHE A WIS P s S50 B B8 A B2 o3 Fnic 4
BrEREA 0 EEATE O E,

HAT, 2 EEY R R (5 B LR B = | f
KPS (SSR) FRC I TF AR 8 2 SR A st % 15 8 )
HEFE, =R SSR brics TEE N Fh A
AR A3 PO T A LI 22 SR A AT &
FHE SR A SUF S & SSR bRics 14, Xia 4 HF
KT 9 Xt SSR ARICT 1, IR AE 2 B
AT IZ IR Moe 561 FF R T 14 X424 SSR ARiL

[ AL Z2 M Hyan 555 R SSR ARICHFZE T 3
fief s P ERH AR SRR 2R BRSO
A, IR SSR FRICHIFF A RN st T == J@ A 52
Yo RIS A, BERE TP EOR 1Y)
R JRFIN Py AR BT o, R0 2 sy 2 0 e s I A 1)
EST-SSR bric/E/EYImSE L) 2 i, 2@t
EST-SSR Fric (9 &AM 5 s 7 —E sk, 2%
PINFAAE R 2 T S 4 I B T & T 62
genic-SSR ARICH 19, 4 KA R I 1) 52 X genic-
SSR ARiC [T 1 22 B A 5 A 43 A4Sl &
LS5t AL 15 5t 5 MU AR A E — 2 K &R . Huang

Cymbidium ; expressed sequence tag-simple sequence repeat ( EST-SSR) marker; genetic diversity;

U P M 22 B 7E NCBI A JF 1 36 3K 7 91 b 4%
(EST)%d , JF & T 13 XF EST-SSR #ric 514, %} 6 b
(4 103 A2 @A) SRR EA T 38 A BT, JLrh R 28 by
S5 FAR M S e S S A AR ) Fh PG T S 1 2
. Liu Z5USFIF 13 % EST-SSR #1125 195t 129 %
22 R T IR AL AT, K B EST-SSR ARiCFE S Fh 4328
TRV 568 7 T S FH Pk 0, 43 AR oy o o A7 7
CY2-J ST HEI | Ry 2 A IR DG T B JRE R A 9
PECT S SRR BB, € 24 e SR A I e e
FER )15 % EST-SSR Arica |1 HI7E 15 DASFIHLIX () &
2rhR I 2N, AT TR AR RS, U,
EST-SSR ARiCTE 22 J@ ALY il A o3 28 R B 480 Kbl
(I TIRE ST A5y TR AR e A o, FHAN (R R i 7

B KRACH =25 m A RIS O R BT
IR R TR AR S B ARCR . AR5
FIFAR 22 R AE 3 24 2258 P o S Mg 1 o S 2 0
PETF & EST-SSR Aric, LA R 24 FIRAEH = P B¢
JEL ZAREERE G R AT IEAS , 24P AR S i )
K153 , Z4ACRI I B HEAGI , el 25 bR A B S T
DI R G R B SR e SR 5%

1Bk

1.1 FERAHFIERIE

Bl SR I P A AR AR AT T VL 95 BL T ) b X Rl
BF2ERFFE IF 22 46 Fh 59 U 1 1) 22 s 2% 52 Fh o 4
M, B AR REAS 5 22 RORMG 5 AR KAL 3 22 o
L PRAE F AR EE 5B R IR IR s o
AR R @02 4RI RNA J5 &4 il
HHE A YR A RS A AT R SR AL, 3RS
113 780%% Unigene ,
1.2 &%t

ZHARY 48 R BT ATE (£ 1) BUH VLI585 R
M IX ARV B2 55 T AL S RS2 >4 A6 o S5 0 VR T
48 14 07 (551~ 14) FEERRM 5 R L 284
258 F, ACFIE(CH) (11 6y (JF515~25) KB
EFPEE(DH) (10 3 (5527 ~36) BEHEME K
TEH LB AL P AR HE(XH) (13 0 (JF 5 26 )7
537 ~48) FEEFEE(CL) o
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Table 1 Materials of Cymbidium

75 Eaes E2 75 Gt Z i Fre i E2S 75 %' E2
1 CH-1 F-2 13 CH-13  ##-28 25 DH-11 AN 37 CL-2 BT
2 CH-2 HH-3 14 CH-14  H#-29 26 CL-1 e[ 38 CL-3 Wl #
3 CH-3 FE-5 15 DH-1 BE 27 XH-1 -1 39 CL-4 RS
4 CH-4 FH#-6 16 DH-2  #&%H 28 XH-2 -2 40 CL-5 AT 28
5 CH-5 HE9 17 DH-3 IR 29 XH-3 -3 41 CL-6 FK#E
6 CH-6 HH-10 18 DH-4 5% 30 XH-4 -4 42 CL-7 RER
7 CH-7 HIE-15 19 DH-5 UNZETE 31 XH-5 -5 43 CL-8 KREHWE
8 CH-8 HIE-16 20 DH-6  fdb/MH 32 XH-6 -6 44 CL-9 F S
9 CH-9 HE-17 21 DH-7 H Al 33 XH-7 -7 45 CL-10  EHe4S T
10 CH-10 HH-19 22 DH-8  #[E/NMH 34 XH-8 HrH-8 46 CL-11 A B
11 CH-11 FH-20 23 DH-9  #hERA 35 XH-9 -9 47 CL-12  H54hft
12 CH-12 #3523 24 DH-10 Finpan) 36 XH-10  ##-10 48 CL-13 ES SN
CH: A 22 KRN 5 RAEE 2 M4 IR 438 Fy AVFIHE  XH . AR 220 i 5 RAE B 2 L@ 58 F AU s DH . KIEH S FIHE ; CL. AR 22 PR

1.3 DNA 2E

TR 10 em DA YSAEBAEM A R SR 1Y
Tkt = LR AL 8 (CTAB ) SRR EUE [ 4 DNA,
PR FHRTIMA 2% 1% B-#i3k 2B, FIA 19%305
WHEE RS FL VKRS8 S E TR DNA 40 1 Ji it
W R 25 ng/ul, 20 C FRFEAR
1.4 EST-SSR i [iFiZFA5[ 4%t

FIFH MISA T.HX} Unigene #£47 SSR v & 2R
5307, SSR i AR M AL T R R R N
10 K, “HHREZREE LN 6 K, —#AFiR Y
AR HAZ R SEHREZREEL NS K,
FIH Primer 3.0 51 ¥ BT AF ] &4 SSR i 519
Unigene B3 519, Bt 50 . 51907 91K FE 18 ~
24 bp, Wit# 14 7= ¥ K /N 100~ 600 bp, G+C 7 &
40% ~70% ,iB KR FES5~57 C, b FF51 9 riE
KIRPEM A 2Z A KT 2 C, 3155195 He X} Uni-
gene , 7| YIW oi AN LR IC . BEMLIEHC 200 X} EST-
SSR #Rics 1Y, 1 s AR TR PR AR &
1.5 5|¥ffik

# % 5 & CH-2,CH-10 . DH-8 . DH-9 XH-1,XH-
10,CL-3,CL-10 [ 8 S 42U DNA R4,
AT, PCR RN AR N 12.00 wl, Hr125.0
ng/wl DNA 2.00 pl, 10x PCR buffer 1.20 pl, 25.0
mmol/L Mg2+ 1.50 pl, 10 pmol/L 5| %) Primer-F Hl
Primer-R 4% 1.00 ul,0.5 U/pl ag DNA B4 1. 00
wl,2.5 mmol/L dNTPs 0.75 wl, 4% FH X AKHM L
RIS I 24 GRS AR TR TR (i) ey

HRAF, PCR Y HEFEFH:95 CHIAZEYE 2.0 min,
35 AMIEFR (94 C7AEPE 30 5,51 CiB K 30 5,72 C FEfif
45 s),72 CHEMf 10 min 3B K IEEE H EST-SSR #ric 5|
YIeE . 9 HG PR A 8% 75 1 SR D I IO e 5 i R VK
A3ES 120 V HLE N HLPK 90 min, AR YL i 4, 78 AT WO
KIFE A TS FARRANEEAT
1.6 PCR ¥ iEEIBH T

IRHETH e B 5 1 9, % 48 1 44 BHE4T PCR 97
e geit H 3 2kl AR o i OR/IMRYGIC 2
BRRBHRICECH 99, TR 2B A5, 1
POP-GENE32 3443 4 3G A0 s FNANHE 1 46 o7 5 A
B A RCAE A R I A A T A G
Shannon’ s {58385 FHH 0L 250 LR Nei’ s
FEH ZHERE Nei” s G HEES Nei” s 8 — 208,
FIF PIC Cale 0.6 ARSI Z GRS
H(PIC) . WS RS R (0, 1) Bdami=t, [ H
NTSYSpe 2.10 F A LAAE AL V- 41 (UPGMA ) Xf
48 P AT RIS 1T .

2 HR50Hr

21 ZEREXHESHERAD SSR LR E
559%

T 4 ML S 41113 780 4% Unigene HP H:3H 51 3]
23 7091 SSR {3 &, 43 11 75 18 548 4% Unigene 7,
SSR B9 & A IR R (%4 SSR ) Unigene X H 5 &
Unigene 2% H 69 HLAH ) & 16.30% , SSR 137 5, Hy B 45
$(Kl\ﬂj ) SSR B 5 & Unigene e H Hﬁﬁ) ik
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20.84%, 1% 1 LA L SSR i i 1Y Unigene £
3 96845, & A 48 SSR v 5 A Unigene £72 310

B2 B0 6 Tl &2 S AU EST-SSR (%
2) , N R B S A% T R YA A o BT R |
XA, AT R E E B £, 4 3 di & SSR
1 59. 69% .27. 56% F1 11. 79% ; WU ¥% 15 82 . T A% 1
R ST IR A B m A, 45 & SSR Y
0.71% .0. 13% K11 0. 12% , BT R B 52 3 S A% R
TN EST-SSR # i 2 jf e #
2.2 EST-SSR #Rig 5| ¥ B9 ik

Ph%54 CH-2 .CH-10 .DH-8 .DH-9 XH-1 XH-
10,CL-3 CL-10 8 {3 #4 L K 240 DNA S A4, X B
ML H B9 200 %F EST-SSR #Ric 51 #1347 PCR §”
PR BR O W R RS A 115 X BHERR
H57. 5%, FIFHHLGES 05T 48 403 2% J& F s b4 Rk idk
13 PCR 34, Hrp 104 X599 34 1 T PCR 7247,

100 bp

M1234567389MI0111213141516171819202122232425262728293031323334353637383

AR 3 2K 2RO e S B FEARA S
BRESEPEARIC (1B TA) 355 2R S Aric (18
1B) , Horh BE S|k Rp S P AR 10 RE VA A8 M % 2 5
PEAT RN 3 5 = 2N TR 2 SRR bR IE . AR
PIGHIRIE N 20 X BA 28, S5 T, A
Bl I HT A1 25 R/ 5 BUSARAF 51490
%2 EST-SSR HJE BEM D FINE

Table 2 Type, quantity and frequency of expressed sequence tag-

simple sequence repeat( EST-SSR)

HELR Kot et (%)
BT IR 14 151 59.69
R 6 535 27.56
SRR 2 796 11.79
PUAZ TR 168 0.71
TAZH R 31 0.13
EHR 28 0.12

M12345673891011121314M15161718192021222324252627282930313233343536373839404142434445464748

9404142434445464748

F111 | LEve e

A:35 55[9;B:144 5514, M:2 000 bp DNA marker;1~48: W3 1,
E 1 #34> EST-SSR #RiZ5| ¥ 1L EiL
Fig.1 Amplification of some EST-SSR primers

2.3 EST-SSR #RiZHI S MM B E S ES T
S0 vE 8 20 X EST-SSR FRic 5 | M) 7E 48 14
22 JE PP T R SRR AR AR (R 3) R, YT
4 K/N 149~ 341 bp, 20 XTS5 HI7E 48 141K}
LTI E] 63 AR, Hirh Z R PEAL AT 60 A, A7 51
L (PPL) EYIE N 94. 58% , 20 XF EST-SSR #x

EH 1IR3 81. 00 AAFALHE TR X 519
Kl 2] 4. 05 A5 07 6, P-4 85085 07 56 Ak
2.178 9, ZAMAFEE FH 0,110 3~0.662 2, F
BIER0. 453 6, o 9 N7 sl RNy 5 BE 2 A
(PIC=0.5000), 10 1 sl K Ry b fE 2 51
(0.250 0<PIC<0.500 0) ,1 M S EHNKEZLS
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PE(PIC<0.250 0) , 626744 _c2_g3 v p5 1y 2 51k
FEE, C26744_c2_g3 SN IR S EEAA
K, G34118_cl_gl i i 25K, G34118_cl _
gl FEETEBRSEHNAR — B E A L, Shan-
non” s i BAR B AR 1L I BBl 0. 233 8~ 1.472 4, 3F

&3 EST-SSRIRIESIMFFIRETIBE R
Table 3 The sequence of EST-SSR primer and amplification results

PIE #0.932 1,160 48 #Fh

BURIIES
0. 320 8, WA

o 4] 33 1 Z2 e

A B AR AR B 0. 104 2~0. 645 8, SF-3{E
FE -8 0. 507 O, FEAAR i 3

K2 Ak 2 80F 24 S 0. 160 5, 38 3 S {6 N
2. 190 6, LI REARAEAE — E FEE 138

NG/ REZ MR ey, AT Shannon”s 2t KR
) SN =2 Vope o S g 1 7 t 2o 3
A BIIFEI(5—) L b i zdk S0 s e S BB CRe e s
7 (bp) %K (%) SRSy =7 G <5 (T Y
4 635208 c2_gl F.CACCAGACGAAGACCCT (ATC)¢ 243 3 100.00 300 15541 06318 03542 03603 03161 01641 12730
R:GAGAATGACAGTTTTGCTGAC
9 G29878_c4_gl F:ACGCTGGTCCGTTITATG (CGG)g 236 3 10000 400 30720 12225 01250 06816 06134 02234 0.869 2
R:CACCCATCCTTGCTCTC
10 G33139_cl_gl F.GCCCATCTCCATGTTGT (CCT)5 255 5 100.00 600 28692 12555 03125 06583 05874 00959 23578
R:CCTCCTCCCACTCTTCTT
17 G35113_c0_gl F.:GCAGCAGCAACAACAAG (AAC)5 168 3 10000 400 23558 10750 02083 05816 05301 02297 08383
R:CGCACCATCTCTCCTTT
18 G32905_cl_g2 F:GCAGCAGATTTCATGTTCTAT (AAT), 298 3 10000 400 28322 11608 04167 06537 05804 02056 09659
R:CGAGCTTGTTTCATGGTT
21 G35603_cl_g2 F:GGCACCTATCACCGAAG (ACC)5 216 3 75.00 500 16381 0865 04167 03936 03701 00802 2.8674
R:CAGATCAAGCAGGCAAGT
28 633963 _cl_g3 F.TGGCTCTTATTTCCTCACC (CTG)¢ 232 2 6666 400 1697 07568 04792 04160 03663 0.1568 13442
R:CTTCAACACTCTTCGCTCA
30 634118 c1_gl F.GAGCAGAGCCTTTTGGA (AAT)5 161 1 5000 200 11327 02338 0.1250 01184 0.1103 01090 2044 3
R:ATCCCTTTAGAGCCCTTG
31 G35436_c0 gl F:ACAGGATGGTGCCTTTG (AAG)s 171 2 100.00 300 15732 06707 02708 03682 03333 00339 7.1201
R:TTCGTTGGCTACTTGTGAA
35 G26744_c2_ g3 F.AGAACCCAAGAGAGCCA (CIT)5 149 5 100.00 600 32246 14724 03542 06971 06622 02491 07537
R:TGAGCAACTGAGAGGAAGA
37 GIWI_c0 gl F:AGGTAAGCAAAGGCAAGAA (AAT), 243 3 10000 400 18373 08459 04375 04605 04126 00752 3.0749
R:CGATGAAGCCGTGTCTAA
63 G30704_c0_gl F:GACGCCATAGTTGTTTGG (CGG)g 252 3 10000 400 23594 10096 06458 05822 05018 01051 21287
R:CGGAACAGCCTTTTCTCT
100 G33671_c2 gl F.GATGCTACGGGGATGAG (Ch)y 284 5 100.00 500 21206 0945 01042 05340 04570 05686 0.189 7
R:GAGGAGACCAGCAATGG
103 G51715_gl_i2  F.ATTTCCGGCAACTATGGCT (CT)s 297 3 10000 400 25501 1.0730 01875 06143 05393 01380 1.5620
R :GAACATGACGAGCGAGACC
123 G34324_cl_g2 F:GGAAAGAGCAGAACTTGAGAA (CT)s 193 2 100.00 200 16265 05735 04375 03893 03110 00385 62360
R:CTACCCTACGCCTCCAATC
136  G34391_c0 gl F.GCCCAGCAAGAGAAGAAAC (CTT), 197 2 100.00 300 1591 06214 03958 03774 03176 00820 2.792
R:CAACAAACCAGACAACGAGA
147 G33160_c0_gl F:ATTGCCTTCCTCCTCTTCA (CT),y 293 4 100.00 500 20498 09932 02917 05175 04724 01195 1.8416
R:CACCATCTCTTCCTGTTTGIT
154 28989 c2 gl F:GTCATTCTCTTGGTGATTGCT — (AT),, 192 3 10000 400 33783 12886 02708 07114 06502 03016 05790
R:TGTTGTGGGGATGTCTACTG
155 G33111_c0_gl F.C TCTTAGATGTCCTGCTTTC (CT)s 341 2 10000 400 18149 08487 03125 04537 04128 00624 3758 8
R:GTTCCACCATTTGATTAACCA
176 G30484_c0_gl F:AAGGTTCTTTTCGCCTCAC (AAC)g 190 3 10000 500 22937 11269 02708 05700 05275 0.1715 12076

R:TCACCCATTCCCATAAACA
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24 AEFMBBEESHEEST

XF 4 ASHARREIEAT 0 AE 2R AT, 2
(R 4) WIR, 4 PRI 2 & B ¥E R
0.327 3, B & B2V BIME 4 0.433 7, B 5
BIRF M A=A B, Uk B 25 B N A7 — e R
F4 4 DZEMBESE BREEGTHT

(328, DH FREE 0 5507 LB 3. 35, Nei” s SE[A
ZAERE}0.509 5, Shannon’ s 15 B8 %040.913 5, 1
EZRLA B K0.533 8, PIC SH0.483 7, 27 T Hifth 3 4~
FFE, T CH FPRE (19 45 T46 AR E X B K, % #, DH
PSR AL 2 REE B, T CH R84 ZREME IR AR

Table 4 Statistical analysis of genetic diversity for the four populations of Cymbidium

R SERERE Nei’s SN ZFERE Shannon’s (558 WML AT WA Bz AL e
CH 2.45 0.351 1 0.592 5 0.250 0 0.364 2 0.338 1
DH 3.35 0.509 5 0.913 5 0.327 3 0.533 8 0.483 7
XH 2.50 0.406 5 0.669 0 0.405 0 0.421 9 0.366 0
CL 2.65 0.399 0 0.671 5 0.326 9 0.414 9 0.344 7
e 2.74 0.416 5 0.711 6 0.327 3 0.433 7 0.383 1
CH . XH.DH .CL W 1,
2.5 FhEHEK) Nei’s BEEEEEF Nei’s Ef— 5 cH
E
FI ] EST-SSR ERiC 4007 4 /R RE BT 22 i 19 o
Nei’ s BEREES (GD) Fl Nei” s A& —U¥ (GI) , 45 DH
(R 5) KW, FOBEME A Nei” s /L IE B H
0.114 9~0.301 2, Nei’ s it f& — B & 4 0.739 9~ l ‘ ‘ ‘ CL
0.891 5,4 ANl £ 388 % AP 0L BE ¢ 5 , 8 A% Al e 077 08008 08 08
AL R

/N CH FPRES XH FREERY Nei’ s G & e/, 58
LRI, CH FRE XH MEES CL MY Nei’ s
WHE PR B K, SR O, CH AP BE  XH Pl 5
DH FHERY Nei” s G IE B R/, RGO , T
Nei’ s 5 —BUEM 4 MRBEREEI (K 2) 25
KAEHE I ASE F, P S RACE L PR R
B, S5 MBI RGO R,

F5 Nei’'s#fe—HE(HLR)M Nei’s BEEE(ETH)

Table 5 The Nei’s genetic identity (above diagonal) and genetic

distance ( below diagonal )

Tl CH DH XH CL
CH - 0.833 7 0.891 5 0.739 9
DH 0.181 8 - 0.862 8 0.789 9
XH 0.114 9 0.147 6 - 0.775 4
CL 0.301 2 0.2359 0.254 3 -

CH.XH.DH .CL /L% 11,

2.6 48 MTFRMBES

FIFH NTSYSpe 2.10 43Hr ik fhi15: 48 13 24l
BRI AS R AR AL & 8%, JF I /E UPGMA 2K,
Kl 3 R, ARSI & B EST-SSR FRic BEIX 40 S it

CH.DH XH .CL W% 1 I,
B2 ETF Nei's BEE—BUERN 4 M FBRHOREE
Fig.2 Clustering graph of four populations based on Nei’s ge-

netic identity

(1) 48 /> == J& P T, 7E 3515 AL R R 0. 72 B, 48
PR  7 25, B CH-3 XH-9 #b, CH F1 XH Fp ¥
A 22 (AR ONEE 128 S 25 S I2E S5 IV
I8 BB VIR R ACH S R EE, 55 V 2588 XH-9 4%
R LR, TEBHEAHIRECH 0. 78 I, 25 1 28X
IR 3 RIS, — AWK EZN CH FPHE, 5578 A4~
3 9 e

3.1 ZE#% EST-SSR #ri2F %

ARG, FF 24 IR AL 2% 2 28 9 7 Sk 4
PP LR 123 7094~ SSR A7 5, A7 4 BB R
4 20. 84% , o A% H R H 4 5 59. 69% , A% 1
PR Y 27.56%, “HHRELE N 11.79%, MU
TRESE Y 0.71%, AT REL K 0. 13%, S
HIRE S (5 0. 12% , AL IR U H IR =% H R
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Fig.3 Clustering graph of the 48 Cymbidium germplasms in
this study
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