M4 A 4R 37 (5):425-432 (1999)

Acta Phytotaxonomica Sinica

10 W?&MEEE%E"J RAPD_ v il

H ok 4 1%%& " 8 1% BT

YN gk Ak NEFRRET W ETE 611830)
Y E B S MR E A 46 100081)

Phylogenetic relationships ameong ten Elymus species

based on random amplified polymorphic DNA
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Abstract Ten species of Elymus (Poaceae: Triticeae) were analyzed using random ampli-
fied polymorphic DNA ( RAPD) markers. Thirty-four decamer oligonucleotide random
primers from Opron Technologies were used for polymorphic selection. 25 (73.53% ) pro-
duced polymorphic products. A total of 136 bands amplified from 16 primers were selected
for RAPD analyses. The data were used to generate Nei’s similarity coefficients and to con-
struct a dendrogram using UPGMA in NTSYS programs. The result showed that; (1)
Three tetraploid species, E. sibiricus L., E. caninus (..} L. and E. lanceolatus { Scrib-
ner et Smith) Gould, were clustered in one group, while seven hexaploid species, E. nu-
tans Griseb., E. dahuricusTurcz., E. brachyaristatus A Love, E. submuticus (Keng)
Keng f., E. tangutorum (Nevski) Hand.-Mazz., E. excelsus Turcz. and E. cylindricus
(Franch) Honda, were clustered in another group. The relationship between the tetraploid
and the hexaploid species was remote; (2) E. caninus was closely related to E. sibiricus.
This result supported that Roegneria canina (L.) Nevski was treated as Elymus caninus;
(3) E. nutans was closely related to E. dahuricus; (4) E. brachyaristatus and E . sub-
muticus were morphologically similar and sympatric in distribution, but there were certain
differences between them in the nucleotide sequences. Both of them were related to E. nu-
tans and E. duhuricus; (5) E. excelsus was closely related to E. cylindricus, and they
were clustered with E . tangutorum ; (6) RAPD results are basically comparable with those
obtained from studies on morphology and cytology. It is a useful supplementary method for
assessing the genetic relationships among Elymus species.
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ME FHEINT WL DNARAPD)ER ST T 10 M B EREY, Bl : Elymus sibiricus L., E.
caninus (L.Y L., E. lanceolatus (Scribner et Smith) Gould, E. nutans Griseb, E. dahuricus Turcz.,

E. tangutorum (Nevski) Hand.-Mazz., E. brachyaristatus A Love, E. submuticus (Keng) Kengf., E

cylidricus (Franch) Honda fl E. excelsus Turcz. o %4 34 4~ OPRON 28] + B E&EWN S HTEEHER
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MHEHBEN—X, ENZ A EEEREIE; (2)E. sibiricus ME. caninus RER R, XL
Roegneria caninus (L.)‘ Nevski I3 A Elymusi(3)E. nutans M E. dahuricus 2R X REY; (4) B &
Bl M T —BUA E. brachwristatus T E . submuticus FEE—ERENEFRFINER, ENS
E. nutans RE. dahuricus H—SHBHEE,(5) E. ercelsus 5 E. cylindricus BIRFZ R RFHIE, B
X5 E. tangutorum # FEHFE R ; (6)RAPD 43 5 7 45 5 F 4 T 2% 3 53 At 65 L K — B, RAPD S 47
NS Elymus RHES KRS DNA KT EFEHFR,

XA HWER; RAPD 2H47; REXR, RO4d; ESE

B & Elymus L. B R AR Poaceae /NFEHE Triticeae FH— DM BHEERE, EM LT
HrE Bk, AU RATRE, T i 2008 F RS E/DEM R EY — B F Ml
BEFHREDEFREEZLEYTE RN R, #THEEHT R (Jiang e ol .,
1994; Sharma & Gill, 1983). H 1753 FMZREIZRLE, BEF L B R AR LS, K
SBRABHERAER, REHE ERFASRFRMOLE HHERYEYLERETIKER
Agropyron Gaertn. JEEJE Asperella Humb. \BHIE &R Taeniatherum Nevski. RS W E &
Roegneria Koch BB Leymus L. M{BF H /& Elytrigia Desv. (Runemark & Heneen,
1968; Hitcheock, 1951; Gould, 1947). %@ EBHAE N R & JLA-H AT R (Nevski,
1934), JEAEE, NAIME B EY FEARTE BESRME TESFE YT X8
Elymus #1477 X BH B % (Baum ez al., 1995; Lu, 1993; Jaask, 1992; BRF R, &%
%,1989; XKLL, 1985; Dewey, 1984), H B4 BUIBA Y £ 28 40 222 K5 R X 75 8 5 45 R
BERAHN—R, Bl Elymus (Love, 1984; Dewey, 1984}, RN Ho R4y i ST B (5
BEE, 1997; Baum er al ., 1995; FAIK, 1987),

90 &1t LI, BELY 1 £ 54 DNA(RAPD) /i B 8GE FH S H 82 B AR R
MASETRG— N H AT AR TH(Wei er al., 1997; Demeke & Adams, 1994).
B RAME AT TR MR DNA KRB EEN £ SHEFIESF N (Cae-
tano-Anolles ez al ., 1991), C& S IZ 57 F FFh/R] & F 5] | I 2k 2 BE ok A a] 2 P9 4L [T |
AR GBEMBEAERSFE MR (T EF, 1998; fL 1L, 1998; B FF, 1997;
Wei & Wang, 1997), A X#EH 8 FEF" Elymus #1F (F StH.StYH e H), LIJLER
E. caninus MALEE. lanceolatus NI, #4T RAPD 7#7, B EEABILE (189 K ME
FIFh(R] 5 £ 48 HE BT 89 4 TESE, 3T % 45 58 5 8 #4007 R R SR A AR 4P 0 ) FT R BB B

1 #MERFE

A S8 75 U5 P E OB B 1 R R IR B R AT A SR R R S R ORI R
LR ETM.

10 Fhik o 2 B M A S R ALK R R 2 1, RIER A8 T )Rk R/ Z o
I BT R FE IR .

WE—# 9 F 16 Bki4h#Ot H, B 55 3¢ AT DNA#ER., & DNAKRRESHE
Sharp et af. (1988)BIF . PCR P # R IVAE 20 pl KK Z P #4171 X PCR buffer (10
mmol/L Tris.Cl, pH 8.3, 1.5 mmol/L MgCl,, 50 mmol/L KCl, 0.001% gelatin), dNTP
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F1 HEER
Table 1 The origin of materials
Fs /RSB LEdiE  REEHMAN M L RS B
No. Species Chromosome No. Genomes Origin Voucher No. of plants
N
1 E. sibiricus L. 28 StStHH HAEE Y2906 16
Hezuo, Gansu

2 E. nutans PO 1) 4R 2

Griseb. 42 StStYYHH Roergi, Sichuan ¥9521 10
3 E. dahuricus 2 ssyynn — POBEHERT Y9522 9

Turcz. Tashiguergan, Xinjiang
4 E. tangutorum HliEa

(Nevski) Hand.-Mazz. 2 SSHHHH 15, Gensu Yo527 13
5 E. submuticus Figrog

(Keng} Keng f. 42 Xinghai, Qinghai Y2887 12
6 E. cylindricus _ Fp

(Franch) Honda 42 Aketao, Xinjiang Y9526 10
7 E. brachyaristatus _ PU JIAT R

A Lave 42 Hongyuan, Sichuan Y2709 13
8 E. excelsus B [ PHEANTS _

Turcz. 42 Hongyuan, Sichuan 8238 u
? E. caninus 28 StStHH Motle, Sweden Y2730 9

{L.) L.
10 E. lanceolatus

{Scribner et Smith) 28 StStHH Pulman, U. S. A. D~ 3542 16

Gould

£ 100 pmol/L, 314 0.2 pmol/L, BIH DNA 20 ng, Tag DNA R 58 1 M RAL, XREHESR
TR % DNA BLAMYBL ERLAY, AR KA E S DNA, LR 25 pl MIEEA KM, & PTC
200 PCR {3 FHIBFHTT BRI :94. 0°C W 1 min 30 s, PCR {53 50 1K, &
PEFF 94, 0C 54 45 5,36.0C 1B K 45 5, 72.0C EfH 2 min. 5 1 MEFEHREE
72.0C 4 10 min, L4 1 X TAE A, B MW ESH 0.5 ¢/L EB (RILZ8)
(1. 5 % Tt P4 e o el K, 8 PRI R B -

PCR YW R W EH — &, R T EE A DNA W (EERFHEN IR, 8MER
P R R IR R, “HRERN 1, CTREN 0, ARIE Nei M1 Li (1979)8F
B R L (A A SR A M LB L L 1= 2 Nij/(Ni+ Nj), 29, Ni, Nj A H RO BT ¥
HM, Nij A TR A P 8. #IH NTSYS /¥ (Rohlf, 1993), AL HE X F
M¥WEWEKFE (UPGMA)IHEFHREIES, 8 T AR ERISHRRAE,

2 EXR5HH

2.1 FEALTMEEHTSEELN

FIFE 34 NBENS T B BIEF R, 7 D519 (4 20.58% ) = £ A H WA Tk
B 7452 MBI G5 5.90% ) ™ 4 1 —A9H; 25 (73, 53% ) BE = £ B BEW, UL
SRS B MY 1 A1 B TR 16 51T ER A, 3L 136 R K
DNA#, 8213 2, B/OMTESY OPA-01, Rk 2 &4, BREZMAESH OPR-16, 8
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5] 17 4, THEA M4 9 &4, HeP 3[4 OPD-20 M OPR-16 My B 45 L WA 1,

B 1 th OPD-20(A)# OPR-16(B)}¥ /= £ # RAPD #HE (A RHR S L& 1, M A5 FHRIRL)
Fig.1 RAPD profiles generated by primers OPD-20({A) and OPR-16{B) The materials order was in the same order listed
in Table 1. Lambda DNA digested with Hind I was used as molecular weight marker (M}

136 ZH 1, A 25 & (5 18.38% ) FRETH A ATH 10 T Elymus WFF, 111 5%
(5 81.62%) W EHMEW, XHH T XEHFBEERNERE ENFESEEHHR
& BHH,
2.2 HhE@rExR

Nei BEHI ZRMTEERRE 3, BIEH 0.567 ~0.859, MIEX LML RHA
UPGMA LB 200, B8 — kR X B (H 2), WEEKN E. sibiricus, E. caninus Hl
E. lanceolarus BH— %, MEC RS 7 MAFRAHEN T —X, 3 HEEGHD,
Elymus BIBEAFNE . sibiricus 5 E. caninus FIREL RN ENISE. lanceolatus IR H
T, EREAMBRSALEMNERKNER, E. sibirices BT E £/,
M E. caninus ME . lanceolatus ¥ BEWTHE L — /D, E. sibiricus ME. caninus
TARZE, AL, A T MBI T E. lanceolarus HRRZE, REMLK, SA T
% (Jensen & Chen, 1992), MWHREKMAABKE, EI1FH SH RAEH, HPE Dewey
(1984) 1 Love(1984) iy Je A tR 4 5 KF N, Elymus BB StH REMH, X 3 LR
F Elymus. R, (PEEYEYE 98 3 4 (AN, 19871 E. caninus Ak 38 R
Roegneria canina . RAPD (45 R L 1RE R B Roegneria canina VAR T Elymus .
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0,76 K sibiricus

0.66 F caninus

0.62 E lanceolatus

————— 0.86 £ nutans
1 ———— (.80 E daluricus
0.79 E submiticus

0.70 £ brachyaristatus

0.84 E tangutorum

J—- 0.85 L cylindricus

_— me E, excelsus

B2 F Nei MR R BT £ MWRS XA
Fig.2 Dendrogram generated by using Nei's coefficients of similarity (UPGMA)

EREESFE, X5 HPAH, E. tangutorum, E. cylindricus ME . excelsus A
—, EE M ER LR, H E. excelsus S E. oylindricus IR EHENSE.
tangutorum R FEEE, MESLENZANER EBERAEMKED IR BFEK
MR RBESREEE E. excelsus 5 E. tangutorum B & MIER. H—HN
E. nutans, E. dahuricus, E. brachyaristatus Fl E. submuticuse E. nutans Fl E.
dahuricus BHE—, HAMERERE K, ¥ 0.859, £H X RIEFEY, Lu(1993)H Dewey
(198) M TR StYH ek, E. nutans 5 E . sibiricus R ERE, BRHHEE.
nutans, E. dahuricus FJHLEH StYH BB A HNY] Roegneria kamoji (R . tsukushiensis %
MR E—RAR H — A RBALIE, W B — B MK E. brachyaristatus ME. submu-
ticus BIRAEMHMTLRIN 0,781, FHXLRFOL, HALEE - EBENBHERIFIINESR.
E B 2 MREER S, ZREN, (UEMFHERBA LU RFEREGRA/PRL
FRX4r, BB E,E. brachyaristatus WE . submuticus & — o B AR e fE 4K (BEBR I, 1B
#,1997). E. brachyaristatus,E. submuticus Y E. nutans, E. dahuricus FH BT
PIRERE,
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Table 2 List of primers, their sequences, and amplification results

Gk 5]l B R HER
Primers (5°-3")Sequence (5°-3") Total bands Scorable polymorphic bands
OPA-01 5" CAGGCCCTTC 3’ 2 1
OPA-02 3 TGCCGAGCTG 3’ 5 2
QOPA- 04 5" AATCGGGCTG 37 11 10
OPA-05 5" AGGGGTCTTG 3’ 1t
OFPB-07 5" GGTGACGCAG 3’ 6 4
OPB-08 5" GTCCACACGG 3’ 11 11
OFB-10 5" CTGCTGGGAC 3’ 11 10
OPB-11 5" GTAGACCCGT ¥ 9
OPC-12 5" TGTCATCCCC 3 7
OPC-13 5" AAGCCTCGTC 3’ 8
OPD-17 5" TTTCCCACGG 3’ 6 5
OPD-19 5 CTGGGGACTT 37 12 3
OPL-20 5" ACCCGGTCAC ¥’ 8 5
OPR-13 5" GGAGGACAAG 3’ 7 2
CPR-16 5" CTCTGCGCGT 3 17 17
OPX-02 5" TTCCGCCACC 3’ 5 3
B 1t Total 16 136 111
#3101 Elymus YFEIH Nei HIERR
Table 3  Similarity among 10 taxa according to the Nei coefficients of similarity
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

1 1.000

2 . 690 1.000

3 0.576 0.859 1.000

4 0.645 0.681 0.717 1.000

5 0.586 0.760 0.831 0.705 1.000

6 0.613 0.676 0.686 0.846 0.701 1.000

7 0. 625 0.797 0.791 0.727 0.781 0.768 1.000

8 0.667 0.676 0.671 0.839 0.686 0.853 0.708 1.000

9 0.752 0.603 0.585 0.641 0.567 0.609 0.634 0.637 1.000

10 0.658 0.623 0.5%0 0.649 0.602 0.601 0.613 0.591 0.667 1.000

H 110 FERFHDHIEFFEE 1,

Note: the number of 1~10 refers to the species listed in Table 1.
3 3 ik

#8 L R4y Elymus fI'E#E % )8 Roegneria HITE B4 IR KB R : Elymus M EBH
HEE 2 FLA/M, T Roegneria SR EE 1 /B, RNFIEBMXSEY
FERMIEEMNE D, ERTTNTRIBERK, ERKES TER Roegneria —HWFHH
BRETEE 2 ELNNEWAE, T Elymus ELEBEENTREAZAE TSLAGHE
sy NEB A MR, XA BAF— RS EME R VEE, EFHK, Dewey M
Love SELL 6 i R 1E 0 242 /NE IR B AT HE, Elymus BIBRFIE . sibiricus B StH $ s
{R4H, TT Roegneria BB P R. caucasica B StY Bk H, HEBENEE—EENR
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RUBFFRSAREFEMHARE T TRAEH . EEEELESERD, SRHRBNELS
485, Baum %(1995)i8d $FE B A 04, Roegneria WIPIF25E T 7MFR, & 4 o o R T o8
BEB B T8 T Elymus M IMEER, NRTAR AL, BB (1997) WA %Y Roegneria
HIEFMIS, SR RE (S, A NEAE, B LE, MERBEWIRE S, BmM
i b et S ot AN Roegneria Ml Elymus 17 M. UL DNA 5287 R R A at 5y
WIS FREAERANER, BDENERRKFHEANTRE. EREFRITEHEY
b W ER M BN E R R R R R, B, SRR N TS RA LRSS
R (HEE ENFR O FHREENG T R5%)WRIE,

AP HEAA 16 131437 £ 136 % RAPD 338, BT BT T £, HEEM
136 LR HHRAY 10 N FEEAT TR, SX PR T A MR 40 IR 22 45 AE AT RFLP
FHETCHELANN , EREW Elymus FHUEEAAFEROHZEES XK. E. sibir
icus 5§ E. caninus B EHXRZER, THMAME® R, canina WA Elymus B &8
(Dewey, 1984; Lave, 1984), HHMB WM TE Y, E. nutans M E. dahuricus B StYH
REAHE (L, 1993), EMAERACHTIEEXLEBRE. ENS Roegneria MW R . kamo-
JiR. tsukushiensis MR . humidora B StYH @& H BT RIIE, ) 450X i, 55
TH—BB R DWW Elymus P EE AN RAPD B#EER, BEFEMRE L
B, BEAERE/D, URSG, TTHESH—KM E. brachy-aristatus 1 E. submuti-
cus FHRXRBOR, HIMAE - SRENETRFENNER, BHTWESEDED R, X
MBS R B (EBAN, B, 1997), A FHEEES FFE LSS il
RE TS e R e . Eit, RAPD TR/ FERREFRWARIATR,

#5177 RAPD BT FIHENLSI4 2 10 bp M ERBH 8], [, P KN E 2 SRR
DNA B .dNTP.MgCl, & Taq FEWE 5 £ W E R, B RAPD AR EH T
L(W RFLP)BREWEE, WM T EE 2R, ALREEY M0 RE N &5 &
RO B B, K 5 R R e 8. KU HRERE (FLA 1L, 1998; Wei
et al., 1997; Rafalski et al., 1995). B 2Z, FEMHELM5 2R £, FHIA DNA M7
AR EH Elymus YW RKEH R B EFTRHKE,
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