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unAnga
naawlifundulu (Anoecotchilus burmannicus) Wundeliifunsinuandeayulng Weswndaudied
Ty waziivsinaanadlusssund fedinsdniiuneysndluwe oy 2. dednl widelifisneanuieaiv

4 @ o

ANNMAINTaIENINUgNSsuveIndelidlunufioysny vuideliiingussad ioUssliunnnuduius was

o ¢

AravaInTaEeugnssuesndeliundulwluiiuiieyins wasndaelifluana Ancectochilus Bue i
svniufimamiiovesuszinalne Inswosusseiasmang 1SSR 7 in3esmnegninunadismefusidisuie
Guaqné”aaiﬁunﬁulw naawldl A albolineatus A. roxburehii A. elwesii wag O. lanceolatus fﬁ’wmuﬁy’wm 33
feg9 indemneildaunsanenndeliit 5 aliddeonandu uaranunsadanguld 2 ndu eumainvany
msfugnssnvosundulilufiuiioyindeglussdudiunats Iasild Nei’s genetic diversity (H) uas
Shannon’s information index (I) WU 0.22 wag 0.33 Aua16y @150 A. albolineatus A. roxburghii Wag

A. elwesii 1A H wa | aglugis 0.12-0.15 wag 0.19-0.23 My Tuvgit 0. lanceolatus AP
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wa1nnaes (H=0.07, 1=0.10) $1u3deilidun1ss1a1unnnuduiusnieiugnssy waganuaInmaienis
Wugnssuvesndeliiana Anoectochilus Tulszmalveiduasausn anuilumAdeiionsldiluwumsdunis
ausniienisliusslonindreldinguilseluls

Ardndey: naaeldana Anoectochilus; undulil; LATEINUIBALOULD; AIIUNAINNAIBNIIRUTNITY;

o

ANUFURUSIaTUENTTY

Abstract

Anoectochilus burmannicus, a terrestrial orchid, holds potential as a medicinal plant. However,
due to its restricted habitat and deforestation, its natural population has declined. Consequently, its
habitat in Chiang Mai province, Thailand, has been designated as a conservation area. Nonetheless, the
genetic diversity of this species in the region remains largely unknown. The objective of the study was
to assess the genetic relationships and diversity of A. burmannicus and related species collected from
northern Thailand. Thirty-three DNA samples of A. burmannicus, A. albolineatus, A. roxburghii, A.
elwesii and O. lanceolatus were analyzed using seven inter-simple sequence repeat (ISSR)primers. A
total of 82 bands were obtained, showing 98.9% polymorphism. All five studied species were clearly
separated and clustered into two groups based on genetic analysis. Nei’s genetic diversity (H) and
Shannon information index (1) of A. burmannicus were 0.22 and 0.33, respectively, indicating moderate
genetic diversity. For A. albolineatus, A. roxburghii and A. elwesii, H ranged from 0.12 to 0.15, and |
ranged from 0.19 to 0.23. In contrast, genetic diversity in O. lanceolatus was low (H=0.07, 1= 0. 10).
These results represent the first report on the genetic relationships and diversity of Anoectochilus sp.
in Thailand. This information may be crucial for developing genetic conservation strategies for these

species in Thailand.

Keywords: Anoectochilus sp.; Anoectochilus burmannicus; DNA markers; Genetic diversity; Genetic

relationships

1. umin

ndeldAuana Anoectochilus wioanainuundu Jundelivuiadn erdeuuiiu In1snsyareiugly
wrovguwaziunfauveniIvieide lulssmalnenuamzludildudalunnafinie (Sitthisajjathum, 2007)
n&eliluanaiuareviadasimauniseilasldibuorayulng wu ndaeldl A formosamus HAYATA A
koshunensis A. roxburghii wuindasswaaldinuilsanusiuladings Tsauimau Tsale TsaReadudy

wazle 1Wudu (Du et al, 2008; Ye et al., 2017) Cai wazAne (2015) Tgnwuansvialuide elwesoside daiu
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aslunau flovonal triglycoside 170 A. elwesii lnsnut anselindansnsaifuvionseduradiinesesoslan
Bughu (HepG2 cells) Isigadunglaaldunntu uenaniinisAnwarsatnvesunduly (A burmannicus) i
Auanuinamamiievesspmalnenuindlgnidunissniau (anti-inflammatory) uazgnagnunziese
gosluudugAu (anti-insulin resistance) Tuiwad Jaidnnmierldidusmaden welesiuuazsnuilsa
L%‘ya%lﬂﬁlﬁﬂmﬂmiéjﬂlﬁumﬂs] wu Tsaumnueilad 2 16 (Budluang et al., 2017; Karinchai et al., 2021)
weghdlsfinu ndeldinguidundreliiansdunilfluuiuivesdssmelng ffuodouufusudu
nievidoRuiifimsnfisiuaslul A uasifuidaiissiumings 800-1200 waTINTERUTvsa Loy
nénelsfundulal (A burmannicus) fwanszaeitusuinaidedl an uazias A elwesii wulgiiTedlvsl
UASATIA L8 LATNIRYIUS A, roxburghil wuiidedlml fwaylan tae uazdund A albolineatus wuilTedlyl
fivalan  woruassednn  fesanndeliinguilidundrelifidunzdetufiegSuisisuautiosunnly
5TUMA  wazdidwiuanas  (Sitthisajjathum, 2007) é’qﬁ?uwwﬂ%ﬁ’]ﬂﬁaalﬂmjuﬁuﬂ%'ﬂﬁﬂmﬂa&JNéj’ﬁu
Fududornaumuniseyinsauglusne utlagtunguamthumthuude? nltues 0wy .ot de
Huiudifmundeliundull  Smsssuaiufteyfndinedeilusssund  uiddhifimenuietuany
vannuaneveiusnssuveand e liunduliluuinaeysndi

o

womnefiiuegninnldifievdarudingvionnuunnsemnaiugnssuvesasdTiaesyminead
d nolualidd videudaziyanald annsalimanuduiudseninddidin uasnvanuvainvaionis
WugnssuvesddiTindidnwlidnde insesmne 1SSR WueSemneldlnswesidudduveslulasuemna
laviwasifinvaneduladnunilsdewarindu 1-3 &1 1Wu ACALCTG 5o (AQGA tBudu Fudunisiiu

' ' o w

Uinadidueluuinuiegseuinddulilasuemmalavifinssanedwhilunvesdedidin ullonaliany
VAINNALVDIAURLOULDE fanusnzanzasnuaiiiudluiong i nsweslisimnzanvasde
aafiT3musazuiin (Peyachoknagul, 2009) ?Nﬁﬂﬁm%awmUﬂfgﬂﬁmﬂ%’aEmﬂiﬁamw,ﬁaﬁﬂmmm
vaInMaNENIUgNITILaT ANANTUSN0TUENTINYesAsTiTin 1y n1sldiaTomune ISSR Lag DAMD
(Directed Amplification of Minisatellite DNA regions) LﬁaﬁﬂmmmmmﬂumEjmaﬁuﬁqmiml,azﬁum
\n3eusnefidueiisatesudnvaridfymednaiivessznsilndgaiugues Dendrobium nobile
(1B09LAA) FemuipSe e ue/ LU e TS U phytochemical #78 (Bhattacharyya
et al, 2015) Zhang waganig (2010) liaTawane ISSR iediasvinguussvinindelil A formosanus
HAYATA fildannnsinsdeaiiodon 5T WAEATIVABUAIINARYTNIINUGNTINVRIUTEYINT wonaNil
\3eavang ISSR dagninandnwianudiuduasamnuvannmaiemeiugnssulufivayulsuazndaelivany
wiln 1y NyayulwsdSussiad (Phanera sirindhorniae) Nvayulws Euphorbia resinifera ndaeldl
Oeceoclades maculata na Ulﬁaqaqwaw Aerides maculosum Wagnad alﬁqugqﬁaa (Habenaria
dentata) vJufu (Abd-dada et al., 2023; Parab et al., 2008; Sakulsathaporn et al., 2023; Ueno et al.,

v
o 1%

2015; Yang et al., 2023) faue1uIdeiidaldinTeanung ISSR Useiiluninuvainnatgniawugnssuluy
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v
¢

UszmnsndmgliiunAulnlunuieySndvemydruldes aldues o.uity 2.8esdni wiounaliasenany
nanvaelazaNduTusvendeldfuana Anoectochilus ¥lindu q Anuluusemelngsig eloyaila

nmsAinwiionalvldlunmsnaunuaiiumduniseydnduaglduselovillundrellinguilsely

2. 350115

2.1 frpgaie

v
= o

fiuildlusAdoiidiuau 3¢ free1e Usznaudendagliifuana Ancectochilus wazanalndifes
3uu 5 98a Laun 1) Anoectochilus burmanicus (UnAxln) 9113 17 da9819 Tawn ABUO2, ABUOY,
ABU11, ABU15, ABU23, ABU27, ABU29, ABU30, ABU32, ABU33, ABU38, ABU41, ABU42, ABU44, ABUA47,
ABUAS waz ABUAY Baifiusiusiuanniiuieyindndreliundulrvesiiuuslad o.uitu a.deslnl 2) A
albolineatus Todisl A. siamensis $1u 6 10819 T Asi ST1, Asi_ST2, Asi_ST3, Asi_ST6, Asi P4 uaz
Asi_P5 sausanannituil 2. Weslval 3) A. roxburghii $1uau 5 faegns ¥ ARO6, AROS, ARO9, AROL1 Wy
ARO12 53USIAINTT . fwaglan 4) A. elwesii 9143 3 f0e19 loun AEL ST12, AEL ST23 uag AEL ST25
5705w n#Huil 9. Wedlnl wag 5) Odontochilus lanceolatus $1uaw 2 F1e814 Lfud Ola ST21,
Ola ST22 sausaanivuil 2. Wedmi uarléndrelsl Ludisia discolor Wi outgroup $1uau 1 feghs

2.2 A5ainAHUL

v
a v

L Suemes modified CTAB (Hwang & Kim, 2000) 385l unlundaelfidmindsyanas 100
faansy Wlulpsiauwanlvasiden wdaniuldluaisazats CTAB USuns 1,000 Lulasans uazii B-
mercaptoethanol U3u1ns 10 lalasans thluvuftgumgl 65 esmwaidoa uan 30 w1f ndmniuiily
Humisadgeansazanglavasalyiuazifuiouls RNase A diluniigamgi 37 ssmwaidoa unan 1
Falus anduduiiuea : raslswedy : leluiefiaueanased (25:24:1) Tudasiaau 1:1 ﬂﬂﬂﬁum%mé’a@m
ansazaneduuulavasnlu dlunnnzneudduwelnefuasavareleieuasdian 0.3 luals uavien1uea
Vsunsiu 2 wheesansazanedinundils wdmntuihluiunies uasdremeneuiduedes 70% wenuea
winiuazaenzneulsuesuasazats TE pH 8.0 Usuas 30-50 lulasans iivansazanefuelsi
UMY -20 3 LvaLTYa

2.3 nsifiudSnasiSuesewedemue ISSR

\309Mng ISSR $1uaU 7 13eanune (Table 1) 91n91u3daves Das uwavAne (2011) Taheri uwazAMY
(2012) uaz anmsuazaae (2019) gnihuldlunsifinuunamduelusiogiwing 4 ssduszneuvesUfizen
anlgnedimaisausznouie Adueulfiun 20 wlunu (ng) @15azany 1x DreamTaq Green PCR Master
Mix (ThermosScientific, USA) Twstuad 1SSR 0.4 luTasluand (uM) uazailuySunnsiavus 20 lalasans (W)
UfAsegnisnediueisad 3 dunou fe (1) Unilgaumaf 95 ssmiwaiBea wiu 3 wif S1uan 1 sou (2) Unil

QUMY 95 BIAYALTYE U 30 WY, QNI Ta Barwaldya U1 30 W kAUl 72 BIrwaLTYa
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WY 19 $9mu 35 59U way (3) UNgauungill 72 esriwaldud win 10 wfl 91U 1 58U aeantuls
psv@avaNefuiAduememadawadidninsinsdaluaoznilsa 1.5 Wasidud anusedng 100 Taad vin

ANSNARDY 2 ¥

Table 1 Information of primers and their number of amplified and polymorphic bands

Primer Annealing No. of No. of % of
Primer
sequences temperature amplified polymorphic polymorphic
name (5> 3 (Ta) bands bands bands
808 (AG)C 58°C 9 9 100
811 (GA)C 52°C 15 15 100
812 (GA)A 52°C 8 8 100
818 (CA)G 52°C 10 10 100
834 (AG)YT 55°C 14 13 92.8
847 (CA)RC 58°C 10 10 100
880 (GGAGA), 52°C 16 16 100
total - - 82 81 98.97

2.4 MIAATIERTRYaMIUENTIYU

Ainsedansfinimsuelneisudisumumiieuaranuuanswewauidueiiiatu Trdydnvel
Hu 1 frusinguouiidue waglidydnualidu o Sliunnguauidue thandydnualiildanynlnswesin
AasiznAdriiammdeu (similarity index) avasiaunugiauduius (dendrogram) Ingld3snsdnnay
WUU UPGMA (unweighted pair group method with arithmetic mean) saelusunsu FreeTree (Pavlicek et
al,, 1999) uay TreeView (Page, 1996)

Usziflumanuvainuanenieiugnssuselusunsy popgene hesdu 131 Tasihdeyardydnual
Ouay 1 ﬁiéjﬁlﬂﬂﬁﬂqﬂVLWiLaJE)ﬂU”:JmeﬁF’h polymorphic loci, percentage of polymorphic loci, gene diversity

(H) 1kaz Shannon’s information index (1)

a o a ¢
3. NAN1398LLASIVTU
3.1 ameiuniAuweveandgliunduli wasndieldalddlndifeandnm

PNMSLUSIuRBWelufIRgwdazalTd  wudiwie 7 TwswesiinlmAna uAdue Nunnsnaiuy

5819aU3d TR unTaau wazvingils winzaufazihuiasaefiunmswe taglnswesig 7 iy
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A. roxburghii

>

. burmannicus

Q
=]
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Figure 1 DNA fingerprints of A. burmannicus and related species using primer 811. Outgroup: Ludisia

discolor. N: negative control, H,O. M: 1 kb plus DNA ladder (ThermoScientific, USA).

Table 2 Range of genetic similarity coefficients within and between species of Anoectochilus sp. and

O. lanceolatus obtained from 7 ISSR primers

A. burmannicus

(ABU)

0.491-0.901

A. albolineatus

(Asi)

0.430-0.705 0.646-0.825

A. roxburghii
(ARO)

0.437-0.687 0.451-0.685 0.667-0.812

O. lanceolatus

(OLa)

0.265-0.479 0.412-0.529 0.324-0.451 0.811

A. elwesii (AEL) 0.231-0.559 0.351-0.551 0.361-0.594 0.471-0.597 0.656-0.721

A A
A. roxburghii | O. lanceolatus |  A. elwesii

burmannicus | albolineatus
(ARO) (OLa) (AEL)

(ABU) (Asi)

Note: Genetic similarity coefficients of the same sample were not included in this table. So, the

maximum coefficient within species was not 1.

biAnuwaufiduenfivuinusyana 200 - 2,000 Auwa uaukauAduefmuluudasinseseylulae 8-16
wau (Table 1) Inswwes 880 Tiuaufduegeaafie 16 wau seawnfe luswes 811 (Fig. 1) iuaumdue

dau 15 wau dolsziatefuiAdueriome Juaufiduenainzusuiu 81 uau 91nvisvun 82 uau An
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Judeway 98.9 uansliliiuineSewune ISSR wwnzaufiazihunldlunisinwaiuduiusniaiugnssuluiie

nauil JsaenndasiuemIdoves Tran wazauy (2022) 3oy ISSR MlviArAMmaINUTeUAURLEY

wlundeliingu jewel orchids lwdsauy Aadudesaz 100 wenaniliAiemuny ISSR Siau1sansIany

somaclonal variation lundaeld A. formosanus HATAYA fignueneiugiensimnzdeadedeiduan

111031 5 Ula (Zhang et al., 2010)

Table 3 genetic similarity coefficients between samples obtained from 7 ISSR primers

ABUO9

0.643

ABU11

0.747

0.615

ABU15

0.757

0.625

0.795

ABU23

0.686

0.6

0.759

0.718

ABU27

0.789

0.623

0.8

0.835

0.8

ABU29

0.758

0.679

0.8

0.757

0.771

0.901

ABU30

0.763

0.606

0.824

0.786

0.75

0.765

0.763

ABU32

0.765

0.655

0.753

0.737

0.694

0.795

0.735

0.795

ABU33

0.677

0.692

0.676

0.571

0.606

0.657

0.71

0.694

0.781

ABU38

0.725

0.678

0.769

0.727

0.712

0.757

0.725

0.709

0.817

0.708

ABU41

0.708

0.691

0.757

0.685

0.754

0.8

0.8

0.667

0.746

0.656

0.824

ABUA42

0.735

0.655

0.779

0.711

0.667

0.74

0.765

0.718

0.629

0.594

0.732

0.806

ABU44

0.758

0.643

0.773

0.703

0.657

0.732

0.788

0.711

0.676

0.71

0.725

0.738

0.794

ABUA4T

0.657

0.667

0.658

0.64

0.648

0.722

0.657

0.701

0.812

0.667

0.686

0.727

0.696

0.657

ABUA48

0.571

0.609

0.523

0.563

0.6

0.59

0.571

0.515

0.621

0.615

0.576

0.582

0.552

0.5

0.596

ABUA49

0.545

0.667

0.5

0.54

0.644

0.567

0.618

0.554

0.632

0.706

0.586

0.556

0.491

0.509

0.571

0.756

ABUO2

ABUO9

ABU11

ABU15

ABU23

ABU27

ABU29

ABU30

ABU32

ABU33

ABU38

ABUA41

ABU42

ABU44

ABUAT

ABUA48

3.2 anuduiusnisiugnssuvesndgliunduln uarndiglialadindifea

diodeszimuumiloumsiugnssuanatesfiuimduevesiiegiwing 9 Adinanlnswes ISR fe

TUsN5Y FreeTree wuinnalgldfuna 5 atad flen

o
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'
a

(Table 3 - 6) néneldundul (A. burmannicus) iendudseavaanumiounisiugnssunelualddnineiign

q

a1

Ao agluyie 0.49-0.90 (Table 2) sowmwnAenawld A albolineatus way nelsl A roxburghii Nilen
dulszavsanuvilousglugis 0.65-0.83 uaz 0.67-0.81 @Ay LiloRITUIANUMIBUNNIRUGNTTH
seninaUidnudn nddeldundulnl (A burmannicus) danuwmilounisiugnssulnaldesiu A. albolineatus

%39 A. roxburghii 11nnn sewirsundulniu A elwesii ¥59 O. lanceolatus (Table 2)

Table 4 genetic similarity coefficients between samples obtained from 7 ISSR primers (Continual)

Asi P4 10.492(0.54910.543|0.522|0.585|0.545|0.557{0.507|0.571|0.561 |0.625|0.567|0.571 | 0.59 |0.548|0.706

Asi P5 10.486(0.467|0.557|0.5380.595|0.507 {0.486 |0.525| 0.5 |0.485|0.575|0.5220.556 (0.514|0.507 | 0.533

Asi ST1 [0.431]0.509]0.514{0.521]0.551|0.514|0.523| 0.48 {0.478]0.525]0.618 |0.594 |0.537 |0.554|0.485 | 0.582

Asi ST2 [0.478]0.456| 0.5 [0.507|0.535|0.528 [0.537 |0.545|0.522|0.508 |0.543 0.515|0.5510.567 [0.529 | 0.596

Asi ST3 [0.516| 0.5 |0.479(0.514|0.545|0.478 |0.484 (0.556 | 0.5 |0.517|0.523(0.525|0.531)0.548 | 0.54 |0.577

Asi ST6 [0.455]0.5360.533(0.514|0.571|0.507 [0.515[0.553|0.529|0.516 | 0.58 [0.585|0.6180.636 [0.567 [ 0.607

OLa ST21{0.389|0.355| 0.42 | 0.4 [0.474]0.416]0.361|0.415(0.378|0.265|0.4530.479 {0.459 |0.3330.411 | 0.323

OlLa ST22[0.412|0.345]0.416 |0.395[0.417|0.384|0.324 1 0.436 {0.371 |0.313]0.451 | 0.388 | 0.4 |0.382|0.377 | 0.31

AEL ST12|0.523|0.473|0.514|0.466 | 0.406 | 0.486 | 0.462|0.453 | 0.448 | 0.459 | 0.559 | 0.531 | 0.507 [ 0.554 | 0.424 | 0.364

AEl ST23|0.452|0.346 |0.394 | 0.457 | 0.333|0.328 | 0.323]0.472 | 0.313|0.379 | 0.431 | 0.361 | 0.406 | 0.419 | 0.317 | 0.231

AEl ST25|0.492|0.436|0.486 |0.466 |0.435| 0.4 | 0.4 | 0.48 [0.418|0.492|0.471|0.406|0.478{0.492|0.424 | 0.364

ARO6 |0.515(0.571| 0.56 |0.486| 0.6 |0.507|0.485|0.5260.5590.548 [0.638|0.585|0.559 (0.455|0.567 | 0.536

ARO8 ]0.557| 0.51 | 0.6 |0.551]0.585|0.545|0.525|0.507 | 0.54 [0.526(0.688| 0.6 [0.603|0.525]0.516(0.471

ARO9 10.492(0.545(0.541|0.575| 0.58 |0.543]0.462|0.507|0.507|0.492[0.559 |0.531|0.567 [0.554 |0.545]0.473

ARO11 10.492]0.5820.541{0.49310.638|0.543|0.523(0.53310.478|0.525|0.559 {0.563 {0.597 | 0.585 [ 0.485 | 0.509

ARO12 |0.523]0.5820.514{0.521|0.551|0.457 |0.462|0.507 | 0.478 |0.525|0.559 [ 0.438 | 0.478 | 0.462 | 0.455 | 0.545

Out group| 0.157 {0.195| 0.3 |0.136]0.145|0.143]0.157|0.3280.264|0.298 [ 0.259 | 0.24 |0.226 [0.235|0.269|0.146

IABUO2IABUO9IABU11IABU15/ABU23IABU27IABU29IABU30IABU32IABU33|ABU38IABU4 11ABU42IABU44IABUATIABUAS
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Table 5 genetic similarity coefficients between samples obtained from 7 ISSR primers (Continual)

Asi P4 | 0.6

Asi_P5 10.475(0.646

Asi_ ST1(0.519| 0.7 [0.783

Asi ST2(0.571(0.677|0.676|0.758

Asi_ST3| 0.51 |0.667(0.758|0.787|0.825

Asi ST6(0.582(0.721(0.686|0.7380.806|0.742

OLa ST
21

0.328(0.418| 0.5 |0.451|0.493|0.412| 0.5

OlLa_ST
22

0.316(0.476(0.44410.4480.522|0.469|0.529|0.811

AEL ST1
2

0.333(0.467|0.435| 0.5 |0.455|0.393]0.492]0.535|0.597

AEL ST2
3

0.314/0.351(0.3640.4260.44410.414]0.387|0.471]0.531|0.721

AEL ST2
5

0.407(0.467|0.551|0.438|0.545|0.525|0.46210.507]0.537|0.656 |0.721

ARO6 |0.545]0.525(0.686(0.646(0.537(0.613(0.576(0.417 (0.3240.431|0.387|0.492

ARO8 | 0.52 |0.536]0.615(0.567]0.45210.561|0.525]0.38810.349| 0.4 |0.386| 0.5 |0.754

ARO9 [0.44410.467|0.667 |0.563]0.485| 0.59 [0.585|0.423]0.3580.438|0.361 {0.531]0.738{0.733

ARO11 (0.481| 0.5 [0.638]0.594]0.515| 0.59 |0.585]0.423(0.358| 0.5 [0.361|0.531|0.708|0.667|0.813

ARO12 [0.556(0.5330.6380.563|0.515|0.623]0.5540.4510.448|0.469|0.393]0.594| 0.8 |0.733| 0.75 | 0.75

Out
0.2 10.217(0.327| 0.28 [0.308|0.383|0.275[0.386| 0.34 | 0.32 [0.298| 0.32 [0.314| 0.13 | 0.24 | 0.24 | 0.28
group
ABU4 |Asi_P[Asi PIAsi ST|Asi_S|Asi_S|Asi ST|OLa S[OLa_S|AEL S|AEL S|AEL S ARO1 [ARO1
ARO6 |ARO8 |ARO9
9 4 5 1 T2 T3 6 T21 | T22 | T12 | T23 | T25 1 2
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Figure 2. A dendrogram of Anoectochilus sp. and O. lanceolatus based on UPGMA cluster analysis of

the genetic similarity.
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Table 6 genetic diversity of the studied species

No. of Percentage of | (Shannon’s
Sample H
Species Polymorphic polymorphic information
size (gene diversity)

loci loci index)
A. burmannicus 17 54 65.85 % 0.2158 0.3263
A. albolineatus 6 38 46.34 % 0.1510 0.2306
A. roxburghii 5 33 40.24 % 0.1477 0.2195
A. elwesii 3 28 34.15 % 0.1276 0.1902
O. lanceolatus 2 14 17.07 % 0.0707 0.1032

Note: H = Nei's (1973) gene diversity

3.3 anumainvateneugnssuvendeliunauln wazndieldalidlnalAeifnw
WaRsuIAINaINAIENIRUsNTTuYaILiazalddlaeldan gene diversity (H) (Nei, 1973) uag
Shannon’s information index (1) d§ula3oanune ISSR NdgULUUNSTINVBUATDMINELUUTNANYTA]

(dominant marker) afifin H uaz | oglutag 0 - 0.5 winUszynsfidnwilen H uaz | ge wanvindudszens

Aflarrunainnaleniefugnssugs (Peyachoknagul, 2009) Tuaruidednuin adaeliundula (A

= =

burmannicus) §ifn H uaz | Wiy 0.22 wag 0.33 Aud1du (Table 6) Faflangsiign uandliiuinndeliiun
Aulwl (A burmannicus) mmmwmﬂwmemﬂwuﬁﬂiimwammLUiEJULMEJUfTUﬂmEJim?J%é?iu q fidnuly
sidei efiarlndifseiuauideves Huang wazamy (2023) AfnwiAMUEINVAIBNIIRUENT TG
,A3DIVINY ISSR uay SRAP Tuusem1ns A. roxburghii viangiuiilulszmadu nuindien H uae | ogluti 0.22

- 0.24 Uaz 0.34 - 0.38 MuaRu d1msuAl H way | vesussuininaqwlsl A albolineatus A. roxburghii A.

elwesii waz O. lanceolatus fiAd1 er1ailumszsuumeaifnunios uazsogrsgnifvluuinailng q

'
a

i Luaamnmamﬂ‘uaaa‘dﬁuammuamﬂm’mwumﬁmw“ fiduiiogdnin uaziiusinuleslusssuni fidu

mnFeINsAn¥AMIaINTAIETsiugNsINTendelingud1eiy arsdsrlutinaiiniie wagnainvaty

)

o

wunundu usegalsianu Tuusnaiinddedsnn wundreliivallusssum@desunn windesnisiniiy
nauilunlduselen asmununseysnEamuaiulume amuwmaieduiunsimuaiiuiieusneuayls

UsglevivesndeliiunAulnvesihudslad o.wisy 2.3l

4. a3y
W3OIMIY ISSR anunsalduszdliupurainvatsasauduiusniaiugnssuvesndgliunduliuay
nénelialidlndifeidnwila lnswes ISSR vis 7 wseamuelinnnumaingluesuauiiduegatisiovas 98.9

wazanInsauennaelivia 5 alddeanainduld lnenuindeliunAulniianumieumaiugnssulndifisaiy
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ndaelsl A albolineatus uaz A. roxburghii uazndelifunduluflufiufioysnygs fenunanvanemaiugnssm
agluszAuUuna1e uiliauvainvaneganingelsl A albolineatus A. roxburghii A. elwesii uag O.
lanceolatus fogluaninsssusi NuiTeEIun1sIenuANATLSIMGTUGNTIN UazAMIVAINVATENS
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