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Genetic relationships of the Raohe black bee (Apis mellifera ssp.)
inferred from microsatellite markers
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Abstract Population genetic structure and differentiation among Northeastern black bee (also known as the Raohe black
bee) , Russian bee (also called the USDA-ARS Russian honey bees) , Apis mellifera carnica (of the C morphological
group ), Apis mellifera caucasica (of the O morphological group ) and Apis mellifera anatoliaca (also of the O
morphological group) ; honeybee populations samples from 7 areas in Raohe county (where the China National Nature
Reserve for the black bee is located) were assessed on the basis of 16 microsatellite loci. The results show that the genetic
relationship between the Raohe black bee and Russian bee was the closest (genetic distance (dw)* =0.31 -0.55) and
that genetic relationships between the Raohe black bee, A. m. carnica, A. m. caucasica and A. m. anatoliaca were
relatively distant (genetic distance (dp)’ =0.52 —0.86). These results provide genetic evidence supporting a Russian
origin for the Raohe black bee, and could help inform selective breeding programs and the design and location of reserves
for variety that are more likely to resist invasion.
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i A Ry e T AT R T B S0 B 2 —, AR R
W 5 B (0 M T 2 AT S L AT AR i T
P 30% LA L, Hpms fig ) 5 35 1 o (] jE, 1993
32 KA K LR, 2000 ; B B A% 2001) 5 A< b R
FE K F) % W& Apis mellifera ligustica Spinola 7% A
SRR R E R A, AR L R R e 2 i
Apis mellifera acervorum %A% 3 F1 3 B (x| #t Fir
55, 2001 ; ) H fir AR B % 2001 J5 ka HSE,
2003) o H AT, A< b T OB K o B E 3 A4E O e
T AL 35 T 1K) SCAS B BEAS, 15 8 1 £ DL 4R i 7%
WA RE DT o

ARG PR R R E R T ) R R
AR T ARAE B SR G R R RS AW
FEVG J5 W 5y 28 b, W AMR 2 0F 98 & 56 J5 R B
A2 5 (Ruttner, 1988)  £E K7 /& DNA J# 51 43 #7
H A (Garnery et al. , 1993 ;Smith et al. , 1997) . ¥
AR 2 A5 BT8R (Whitfield et al. , 2006) I
P2 bR d 3 R (Franck et al., 1998, 2000,
2001) » B 7 75 8 0 43 O 1 DY K BEAK 43 35 BITAE 9
KA (A) PHRRFT AL RR 28 AL (M) < b o i 4 30 28 Y
(C) FHE AR K AL (0) o I&4 b, A4l A< b JR i 1)
PP O NN NS DO G 3 R N UB I 27 =R N U ¥
Hrs A R WE 5T N O 2 b B i o U TR g Apis
mellifera mellifera [f]— A~ £ 25 8 (fa] FE, 1993 ; & K,
fRAF, 1996 38— KA IK L B, 2000 ; R B £, 2001 ;
L AN R 22, 2001) 5 A8 A3 BIF ST A O AR L R %
T E &R Apis mellifera caucasica 5% J& 5 i 1
Apis mellifera canica [ 548 (& KR 45,1996 ; it
1,2000) « 2 3CH % (2009) K 45 KL f& DNA J7
F 53 BT B M KL AR DNAJE 5 iy B 5 e . — [
HIvE A BEK B 2 &M (PCRRFLP) 40 #r H R 8 4%
LRI R Ak O 73 30, BT AR KA. O T4
HHE AR BRSO 70 SCH M R 1% 2R IE e
W% Apis mellifera anatoliaca~ 1% % 7 % W& (IR FR
USDA-ARS k%' 1y % i) F1 o) — B g Fp 5 Je 58
Pl (C 53 30) Z ISR 4 6 & AR SCR i AR
P Ac BOARS 2R b PR DR 4 DX Py ) e R A A G Al
ZERARBEAT T HOBLOE 7T, DU O 2R b 28 g 1
— ORI R T R 2l A M RE BE 1 B 5 A
L HE RIS N M D0 457 T 4 3t B 4 4l A0 I S 9 3
=9

1 ##R57HZF

1.1 #mX&EF DNA 28

FEACR AR b f000 S BB VL 48 e i) B 7 A IX 4k
(CA, CB, CC, CD, CE, CF fil CG), ¥ W £ 1.
2 W% 0% RA BEARRT RB BEAR R [ F 4 PRI &
BHGELR Rl M & (0 - C) &2 R FE J8 Wi (O
~A) MRS (C-C) kg T H ML
FEACR AR b 1 DA DI 0 540, B A4S X I8 8 2 Bl
BURAE 3 ~ 10 Mgy (R 1), i3 2 0] i R 25 52 /0
H 15 km, BN LR AR 3 ~5 BFi%, &1 g X
KA1 Ho FEMCREES HEBN 75% 1105 K
M, —20°C 5 47 £5 Hl. DNA [ $2 B )7 ¥ & #
Garnery %% (1993) .

1.2 HIEN=YEMERSH

R4 SCHR R 3E , NCBI U5 e 46 - F 22 i 1)
SEH, AT i Uk 2 2 A M AR E 1 Rl B S AT
MO16 AN, 4 m & AO1L, A113, A107, Al24,
A024, A028, A306, A007, A088, AOl4, A035,
A001, A256, A036, A033 #il A226 (Estoup et al. ,
1994, 1995, 1996; Baudry et al., 1998; Solignac
et al. , 2003 ; Jensen et al., 2005) . PCR & W i
AU 15 pL, Horf DNA B4R 15 ~ 50 ng, %6 bx
WHIE A 514 %% 1.5 pmol, dNTP Mixture 1.2
mmol, MgCl, 0. 75 ~ 1. 5 mmol, TagDNA %E & Wi§
0.075 U, J #4°K H Mastercycler 5330 H 3 1§ TR {3
(15 [ Eppendorf 2 &) o PCR Jz W 444 : 94°C 1
AFPE 2 min, 94°C 4E 1 30 5,53 ~ 58°C I K 30 s,
T2°CAEfH 30 s,35 NEH,4C IR &GPk
W 519 )y 50 F MgCl, ¥ £ 2 % Estoup %%
(1995) A1 Solignac %% (2003) . ¥4 i Bt K F ABI
377 WA (56 H Y AR &R S8 A | BEAT HL K 4
&, 3 # Hl GENESCAN 3.1 % £ f1 GENOTYPER
DNA 2.5 v B #r kb 47 0 #r e

1.3 Fit o

X 1 GENEPOP 3. 2 # ff (Raymond and
Rousset, 1995) %L F-statistics 73> fb Fg %% (F ) , I
i Benferroni F2 )7 71 & IL . 3 M R H DISPAN #&
i (Ota, 1993) TH5 23 b B0 55 30 fh 2 2% a0 B 1
Z IRV [y Nei” s 3504 0 g5 (dp) * 5 R 4845 30 (NJ) Al
FE AL 5 5 AR P 33 (UPGMA) BEAT 2R 26 43 #r
(Saitou and Nei, 1987) , 3f F] ] Bootstrap Test 4
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Table 1 Sampled localities and number of workers, colonies and apiaries sampled

SRR RFEA N i 21
Population ~ Localities Latitude Longtitude
CA 3¢ 3] B (Raohe county) 35/35/9 47.34N 133.72E
CB 2237 S (Raohe county) 35/35/10  46.55N 133.66E
CcC f523] 2. (Raohe county) 35/35/9 46.96N 134.06E
CD 1783 H. (Raohe county) 35/35/8 47.19N 133.58E
CE 130 B (Raohe county) 35/35/9 47.03N 133.33E
CF 173 B (Raohe county) 35/35/8 46.79N 134.00E
CG 7% H. (Raohe county) 35/35/9 47.08N 133.31E
HE P AR B BE 45 Bl 3 (Reservation Station of Mudanjiang Academy of
RA 35/35/3
Agricultural Sciences)
H T A B Bt A 1 3% (Reservation Station of Mudanjiang Academy of
RB 35/35/3
Agricultural Sciences)
H MK IR M BT BP % 3% (Reservation Station of Jilin Institute of
0-C 35/35/3
Apicultural Research)
M IR & T BP % 3% ( Reservation Station of Jilin Institute of
0-A 35/35/3
Apicultural Research)
T OAK Z% M BT Fh % 3% ( Reservation Station of Jilin Institute of
C-C 35/35/3

Apicultural Research)

*CA,CB,CD,CE,CF, CC AR AL B 1%, RARBARMDWEig: 0 -CHRMMRE,; 0-AMRKRLZRIL)EWE; C-C

R&EFR BRI FELFEF.
"R I T 0 S /0 B R W

*CA,CB,CD,CE, CF,CG = Raohe black bee; RA,RB = Russian bee; O - C = A. m. caucasica; O — A = A. m. anatoliaca; C

—-C= A. m. carnica. The same below.

" Number of workers/colonies/ apiaries sampled.

P A3 3R 28 4 R T SE

HT T R G e A W v AN T Jh TR 3890 2880 S ) T
AR P 5% i R A 1) R 2% R RE S T SR Y S 23 23
RENE %5 18 21 A A4 19 TR 2% FE 32 B 23 73 B vl BAAE
KR A 5 AT e AR DAy /b TR AN AT G 10 A S Al
MASERKNZ G B (F K F4E,2009) , A
SEEY K ] Genetix 4.0 (Belkhir et al. , 2004) %At
BEAT T 05 43 M IF 1 AFC sur populations’ option
FEFP 22 1) = 2 1], B Uk SR 2R 45 R

Pritchard 4 (2000) S H 2 J4 A37 1) 56 D5 70 45 415
MR J5 V5L T — Pl e 3 B A A0 A T A i
Ale 5 K6y 1 DL QAR Y, e a) DUIX 9y H A AN [ 45 fir
R DRL A (1 AR o 2R S A BE T ST A 1) R A
GEAL Y B0 K BT K ANHSEE K ASAS TR KR
L 22 R AT 1R 5% DR AT 4 308 708 ey X — i A7 A% 2 A AR
Tt 5 DR 5 K () — B AR 0 AN R0 A N AN [ £

s s ARSI R R AR RS S
K MU — 20, K Fioea e, K UK 745 T 1
(K 550 K1 de R B R T de 10 2 R B 20y
AT I & 35 55 1 0 0 L 49 ok X 43) > K1Y
B fE B 2 1 (Rosenberg, 2004) . A 52 36 AR &
Pritchard % (2000) [f] 77 %, K Al STRUCTURE 2. 1
(Pritchard et al. , 2000) #1 DISTRUCT ( Rosenberg,
2004) AR AR AL g B AR E AT G0 A% 4 4 4 S 0y
Bre

2 HRE5SH

2.1 BEEBEMEESKIBRMGIT

ARAL B 5 AR B 0 A RA B A4 2 IR 11 33k A%
PEE /N ((du)® =0.31 ~0.43,%2) , Hik kY
k% 17 4 1% RB B4 ((dp) > =0.47 ~0.55) , i i
Fb B 5 AR B T W 2 ) IR 0 Ok R I AR
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Je e 5z hr L e g ((dw)? =0.49 ~0.68) - ~0.19 200 (£ 2) , 5 %2 57 3T J& W i [ e 4R 3 45
FNREE ((dp)? =0.61 ~0.84) KM Ais  LIEHAE 0. 19 ~0. 21 Z (0], L5 & hn 2= W 1 B 1
((dp)*=0.66 ~0.86) Z A% K AKIL. & BAEMMLIEHAE 0.19 ~0.22 2 [, 5 F & 26 i
b BB i 5 A% 0T B 0 1 AR AL A LR BOZE 0. 12 (R BRI AL 4 LR B7E 0. 19 ~0.24 2 Jil.

®2 EESUEHFME (HALTH) MREEES AW’ (HR%LER)
Table 2 Pairwise multilocus unbiaised estimate of F_ (below diagonal) and genetic

distance (dp) ’ (above diagonal) in honeybee populations

CA CB cC CD CE CF CcG RA RB 0-C O0-A c-C
CA 0.13 0.24 0.12 0.26 0.16 0.18 0.31 0.50 0.73 0.55 0.70
CB  0.05™ 0.16 0.10 0.24 0.13 0.22 0.36 0.50 0.63 0.56 0.66
CC  0.09™ 0.06™ 0.19 0.36 0.21 0.30 0.41 0.55 0.72 0.57 0.86
CD  0.05™ 0.03" 0.07™ 0.19 0.09 0.19 0.34 0.47 0.63 0.52 0.71
CE  0.12™ 0.10™ 0.14™ 0.08™ 0.17 0.27 0.43 0.52 0.84 0.68 0.82
CF  0.06™ 0.05™ 0.08" 0.03™ 0.07™ 0.16 0.35 0.46 0.61 0.50 0.67
CG  0.07™ 0.08™ 0.11™ 0.07™ 0.11™ 0.06™ 0.35 0.50 0.72 0.49 0.73
RA  0.14™ 0.14™ 0.16™ 0.14™ 0.18™ 0.14™ 0.14™ 0.29 0.83 0.80 0.90
RB  0.17™ 0.16™ 0.18™ 0.16™ 0.19™ 0.15™ 0.17° 0.12™ 0.90 0.88 1.01
0-C 0.22" 0.19" 0.21™ 0.20 0.25% 0.19™ 0.21™ 0.257 0.247 0.44 0.69
O-A 0.21™ 0.20" 0.20™ 0.19™ 0.25™ 0.197 0.197 0.27° 0.26™ 0.17 0.62
C-C 0.21™ 0.19™ 0.22" 0.20™ 0.24™ 0.19 0.21™ 0.25" 0.24™ 0.20" 0.21*

Her FREFEF(P<0.05), *RRERKEF (P<0.01).
Data followed by * indicate siginificantly different at 0. 05 level, and followed by *%indicate extremely significantly different at

0.01 level.

2.2 RFREXRFRSH Az frALJe Vg (0 - A) B2 — 3, R g hr g (C
M Nei PG A% BE 2 A0 &8 vk (NJ) VAR 2 1 &% = C) Sl 2, AT 5 b I AR G R A R I

GeR A R LU (B 1) 52 A 2 3 6 e A B 2R SR R o i 4 R AR B B Al T E R

HTARICRERAEND K HARER R NEER 2.

(98% ) » R IR LR R BIE - i m# g (0 - C)
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Fig. 1 NJ phylogenetic tree
2.3 ERHS T () P 5 2R b R 0 5 4R 20 07 0 6t 1 AR b B S il T

Hi s o M AT A (B 2) 72 = s WAL R i 5 0 2 30 i LA AR LU I 2 2 Rl oy
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Fig.2 Three dimensional representation of the factorial correspondence

analysis based on microsatellite genotypes for test 12 populations

2.4 BAREEEHNES

AR S S ABE WE ST 12 AN HE AR AT Loy D Y
& BRI A LR AE S, Rt K HRE A 2 1, /]
A AR AL PR e Ak 2 e A 0 A% S5 A T
F IR (0 - C) &2 F B JE W ig (0 - A) Flf Je
Fhrwg (C-C) (K 3),4 K=3 1 (FEx 124
HWEREARAT 3 N ILRAE ), AR R i AR B

WA TR A TR O 5 BRIV AR b PR e Sk B — 2 A B M
MR 2R JL A 3 N REAIC IR R K. K =41
(e X 12 AN EIEREAAT 4 DML %), e
P WA O3 1 HEOR B — 3, IR R SR EE R B R
GERAEMM T AR . B K=51, 01
AR P X 2R a R Nk 12 A s A fA ]
Loy ok 4 %, RV % Jr s e 58— 2, im I g g (0
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Fig.3 Estimated population structure
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C) FlZzfr 4L Je Wik (0 — A) 5 — 2%, R Je ¥ hv g
(C-C) =K, HARMARIL BIEHE YK KRy
e o W5 R 1 R G R A R 03 o AT 4 SR A
— 5,

3 itit

2 3 %5 (2009) i 3915k HI 46 KL fk DNA J3 4]
ST BEAR M Z kL& DNA PCR — RFLP 73 #T 4 R, 4
T A AL R A O 43 3, W AR AL R 2 il T
O 43 3V J7 % W 0T 1) 2 K & DNAJP 51 ey 55 A
ABLs PR AN 4 R A DNA T 471 43 A 4 AR AR A 117 45
IF) — 2 R AR 43 S 10 78 7 B M R EAT AN oy o AR SK
R gk LW, 35 JURHIOCI TR AR 16 X 2 45
PR E A LRSI R IR I ¥ €0 43 S J7 %
WENEFN 4 TF o PR, 26K 4 DNA JF 41 43 A7 4 R 45
H R R BRI BAR T BUA 2 Y T
Tofr () Foft JB0 AR AE 43 A7 RTS8 %56 &R 90 T

AL A AR B F AR Bl FH Sk i 2 o BE 2 1] 11
340 B2 JE (Wright, 1965,1978) 1 F, = 0 ~0.05 %
IRAR NI AR B A R R A F, =
0.05 ~0.15 KR PSR gL 0k F, = 0.15
~0.25 RoRRAT migt e 4, F > 0.25 2o
R AT AR H AL . M DL E ) b v
FRAv B R 7 B R AR T R SRR B R4 b
(0.03 ~0.12) , 1fj A b b 15 f B W7 B0 . O 4y 32
NS VEIPERIA SNP4I il ol SV S i
W 2 i) B s AL otk (F, = 0.14 ~0.27) , %
IR b S fE Sl N R B R, &0 KA T 100 4F (1)
N TIEE SR, gk 77 1) A [ W) — e ki
A Gy 310 LAt G 7 B e

RGURA KR M 3 150 o Wt R ase A% 45 1
500 AT A3 BUAH [ 70 45 12 A B e AR B 4 Ok
T4 IR B B I O R (P AT
JE P I & W) R C K BE (R e i) o 22
PG e W Al R g 8 TR @ 3, Ae
TIART T R JE 58 b7 g, % 45 BB & % 2 i ik
DNA J 41 43 1 R AZ 7 1R 2 A5 M 70 B 45 SR A0 — 3
(Ruttner, 1988 ; Whitfield et al. , 2006) - It 4h, X
(1A 77 50 BERE R B - 4 T R AR 1898 AT S
3N R B [ R S N /NG 7 B R T L S
A UK, LA N A A 58 il B A3 DLSEAE T R OR,
R AE (0 25 b B2 0 (] 36, 1993 5 55 KR 45, 1996 ;
T OC 2000 5 3% — K ORI 3R, 2000 5 B 5 5 R

2%, 2001 ; B K R R 958 AR B, 20035 F R OH: 4
2003) 5 A S 56 25 L 3 WH AR b R e R Ak B0 T A 0 2R
H AR R b J8 e T Ak 2 M0 0 O 2Ok R
I, B, 1% 45 5 R I e ) 5 sk T R AT
o

4 iR

ARG TR A R R YR T M B M, S R P M
HIENOR G R R D, 5 R i 2 4t Je W
WS JE T R e 2 TR R OQ AR A B . AR b TR
e AL H O R, L R B I A
b, B2k A T RN L. g R [
PRI MR RS R A EE B E X
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