82—90 L A N H 18 6 M
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F nrDNA ITS F 3T /INEZERE
StH EEABAYMHHNEEZLES

—_— N N= 2 o4 %
Fmw L, LR KA. DA W KER, B ko
CL U ARl R 2 BLER B 2 98 B /N ZE WF S BT DU I SR YT 61113052, PUSI 4l R 24 fr Bl 2 5322 B, pU | FiE2e 62501453, P M|
BE2EBE 2y =B, U M 64600054, DY K2FVEY R VR S5 o B 20 B 3B B A S0 %, D)1 e 625014)

ME/NZHP R StH AN WY MY SR LR . AU 5EH H nrDNA ITS J5 51, R ok i 29 3%
B R R T AL T M 5505 B0 AR 25 44 20 A7 5 oF 16 A A (] b B 2 A R 25 AR AE Y B SeH 56 R 4R iy b & 8
AN St AN H 2 A SIS L5 R MR R 19 AR R M EEAT T R G T M. AUREWL DS R IHE TR
B A TR A P R DR B R R AR S S R TR R 5C AR T L 2 R A BB R P s 2) B S R SeH 2
P Bl SRR TE— R HOR GO R BUE BT 5 BRI Kl 19 StH 5 B2 9 Ff A7 78 B0 AL S F 465 30 B StH 2 A
20 ol A KRR 72 S R 34 5 0 el B A AT 5 5 40 St PR AL R HL 3 A R R g B 4 A A R S
b, [ AR 5T B I8 T 1 BN W StH 3 R4 4 b A S R Ak i el BE LA

KGR /N PO R s StH LR R K F 41k

B4 2S:S512.103;Q943. 2 Xk ARIZED : A XEHS :1004-5759(2009)06-0082-09

T NE R (Triticeae) JE R A F} (Poaceae) — A1 p HE MY AR BE . NEBAEY &H Ns H.P.St.Y W E %
20 A B AR L PR 2H 30 6 5 R A 19 A R I A 2 R [R) K AR R 38 LB TR J T R St 1 3 A A ) ik PR 2 21 B o SeP
StY StH.StYW . StYP % Z 5 R, E B T K2 70 % ~T75 % /N2 iR 2 s ik Fpt- . Hop, A5 StH
B2 Z A5 VRl R A R 1 406G 00 T A ) (St S RN AD R A IR R 2 TR A (H LR 4D 4 505 2 A5 LB
Ao HA StH JEPH Z A5 AR Fh 2 R 294 35 R, 20 A T4 BRI A R IR b I, AR AR B LA VAR LB
Mo G A AR R X e R 22 Sy DR R ) (9 O RBCRE B A i G U R AR S AR LB IR B BTJE BT
5T ER A R L LA B AR e 2 00 R U e R B IR R ORI A B AR R AR e e R
TIPS,

15 StH B F 20 W) Fh i) 43 28 A0 38 AFAEAR KA 43 e B ARG W03 AE 5 0855 8 (Elymus) B8 (Hystrix)
F R (Sitanion) N AR F)@ (Elytrigia) S AR 1Y J& o HAF 2 W R0 I8 VE 8 i L Fh b 21, s 2 1 22 (Ely-
mus sibiricus) JZ 05 B (RS Rl I B (Hoystrix patula) 218 5458 R 2 Fl 5 R 25 (Sitanion hystriz) J& 2450
B g (B s & A MEZ B (Elytrigia repens) 2 A8 R0 & iy X Fht270 0 A8 H A A ] 1 5E R 40 20 0 (5 &5
StH SE AL /N A H) 2 0 R R TS S HRAE . — BB 78 4y 282 bR O E 240 2 A i Motk 3 L AT L 4
T 5 A NS A AR W 25 RS R A S, T RFECE. caninus) (AL I VK (E. lanceolatus) | % 1
2 RN AR 1 BUNE B I RRMR R AR AT 1A A 2 BN I KRB R (E. canadensis)
T A4 3~4 BUME. WFRIER B KZEW R 8 2 858 H A R0 50 2R A0 EE 2 Bk il
AR ) NG e S5 S S S o T (o S 1 RSN 1967 o (I P - 0 N -8 | M 1y 07 O A 1 B A
Pk (E. glaucus) JEE KRB L (E. multisetus) LMK B (E. wawawaiensis) i 75 J& W 5 if 25 (E.
virginicus) PR (E. trachycaulus) 534 T 36 E &K 88 P4 AR S0 ML X, Wi & 1522 R B E. con-
Ffuses FEBPRIFL (E. mutabilis) & A AB & T F R (E. tangutorum) E. transhycanus 534 T ¥ E K2 Hr .

xS H 91 :2009-03-30 5 ¢k 8] H ] : 2009-05-07
AW H . EE QKRB 4 H (No. 30670150, 30870154 ,30901052) F1PU 1| 48 20 E 7 BH 7 18 5,55 H % 1) .
VE& T84 EETR (1965-) , 4, DU I AT BHA . @ 2047 . 76 i1+ . E-mail. wangxiaoli288@163. com
* WIFE#H . E-mail; zhouyh@sicau. edu. cn
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S E G H AR X R N R R StH R R W R B S [ BT AS R AE L S [ A B
A FAE 85, LA KOS TR) 2 35 AN ) 19 43 R A0 B 45 B T 1) A9 O 3R A AR 3 B2 A 40 28 Ak 1 R HE

VLA s 43 F AR ICH AR B2 R 50 43 A 9 vz 0 T /N 22 TR AE W) 3 6 O R W IE 9T, SRy /N 22 TR R A T
Je 2R YR R G5 EAL SR TR A UESE R B L OB AR DNA YA S R]BR X ITS J7 41 (nuclear rDNA
internal transcribed spacer region, 1TS)# H THUIAEY) 7 FE B T0 1 R G0 K & ik R 20 IR MAOR U8 L 2 A5 1L )
TE R e /N R 2R G0 5 AR I R AR B T R R T ARBF X 16 AN StH 3 R 2 A A 1 )
L AR AR ) nrDNA ITS X 34T 90 F R G & 70 H TE THR - D B StH LD 20 W) F (] /Y & 4t 2%
GRF;2) B StH B A W Fh 28 7 oAk
1 HR5HE
1.1 XEHH

ARWEFEE] T 16 Bl A [6] JE2 25 FUAS ) b B0 43 A5 1) 2 StH 56 P 2 s 95 Ff . 5 B3 St ik B 20 A9 48058 0L 75 T
(Pseudoroegneria) —f5RY RN AN 3 Fh 2 H B K24 1 K2 & (Hordewm) A5 R YR AR R (306 8. DU 2 22
(Bromus catharticus ) YERINERE. BT RIM BTN 2 V455 i 's A5 1E R 240 50 R R A ITS J¥ 41 GenBank
ST 1o, PG5 MR AR b 28 [ B XM 4 F 5T %2 (American National Plant Germplasm System,
Pullman, Washington, USA) $& it , FoARBARL i DU 1Al R~ /N A2 W58 i S it . A SR A4 80T DU 1 ARl R~ /N 2
WF5E T bn A % (SAUTD
1.2 &X¥Fi*

1.2.1 DNA f#2EC.2life . o 7 DNA 42 BUR A # M CTAB 3£ . R A Hsiao % #3514
PCR #3345 1TS F 3. 51 ¥ ¥ 5 H: 1TS-4 (5'-TCCTCCGCTTATTGATATGC-3") #l ITS-L (5-TCGTAA-
CAAGGTTTCCGTAGGTG-3") , fy 1 [# k3% TaKaRa 2 &4 k. PCR § 1 2 W 7 ABI 9700 % PCR Y I 347,
RNEBUN 50 pL 4345 3 pL DNA BIH (29 0.5 pg. i Gel Doc ER 3 Hr A 45) 10 X ExTaq ZE Ml (5 L),
2.5 mmol/L MgCl, (4.0 1) 2.5 mmol/L 4 ft ANTP & & (pH 8. 0) (4. 0 pL) 15 pmol/L 1E . 5|9 (4%
1.5 p1) .5 U/pl ExTaq (0. 6 L) Fl dd H,O(30. 4 L), PCR [ R 45 : 94 C HiAS 1 5 min; 94 C 48 ¢ 1
min,52 CE ¥ 1 min, 72 CIEA{ 1 min,35 NMEH ; feJa 72 CLEAf 8 min, PCR ™) 1. 20 1 B g b5 047 HL UK
M OMEGA {5 & (OMEGA Bio-Tel) #EA7HI B M. SR 5 . LA pMDI18-T #{K (Takara) Jy i #8{& . L) DH10B
VER M 0. 0 B Bedb A7 5ok . B0y R I 3~5 AN BIPE 5w e T DNA P00 7. 3 4100 4 el b o = 1
WA AR A A R 58 A 750 3 37 3w . W 45 A8 R B GeneBank 1 (http: //www. ncbi.
nlm. nih. gov/) .

1.2.2 BURAEE R 53 Hr M4 GeneBank T % 5% 1 /N 22 6 22 4F A4 TTS J7 51 %0 I & (19 1TS J 51 i 5 4 47 &)
G, AR TTS JP 50 CLUSTAL WHY R kAT Z Sk . P9I HEGR 5 30 LT LA IE . ] DNAMAN
A4 (version 5. 2. 105 Lynnon Biosoft) #47 ¢ 511K A48 57 i A /8% (IndeD 23 A . TTS F 41 il 55 21 i S B
£ H MEGA4(Kumar S, Tamura K, Jakobsen I, Nei M, http://www. megaso-ftware. ne) #7451, FIlLH
i AR PAUP™ 4. 0B10M% (Swofford D L, Sinauer Associates, http://www. sinauer. com) #1741t .

ITS 4l PAUP™ 4. 0B10""™ B 4, 3R ] # K ] £ 7% (maximum parsimony, MP) #l 5 K 814X i (maxi-
mum likelihood, MID M R G & B . e K20 M1 Rk i & X & (heuristic searches) , 25 43 A by ikt 2% 4k
B, 100 WMLV N 8 & W — 8 41 % 3 (tree-bisection reconnection, TBR) #E{7 &% & B WA, T A BSR4 7
Al B OSBRI ModelTest 3. 077 SEE47 B8 A S 404k 1 36 F hLRT 5 off € £ fol sl & B y GTR+G.
ML FGe ik IR & 48 &K (heuristic searches) FIRF 8 4 ZE# R, MP Fl ML & e $1 $h 25 14 34 1 B e 4y
Bt (bootstrap,BS) ,1 000 YR T & Fli A% LAKE 36 25 73 3 1 8 15 B

i} Network 4. 1. 1. 2 B AF 1) Median-joining (MDD B #£47 1TS 741 WAR 4544 4347
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x1 ks
Table 1 The materials used in this study

R4 MAHTE  REEN ERAAR S5 K Bk
Species Abbreviate Chromosome  Genome Accession Origin GenBank No.
number (2n) No.
1o E. sibiricus ESIBI 28 StH Y 2906 Hil &1 Hezuo. Gansu, China EF396962
KRIE. caninus ECAN1 28 StH P1 564910 % r Russian Federation AY740897 "
ECAN?2 AY740898*
MKW E E. canadensis ECANA 28 StH PI1 531567 &K Alberea, Canada EF396978
E. confuses ECONF 28 StH W; 21505 %275 Mongolia FJ040160
W E. elymoides EELYM 28 StH PI 628684  2%[E United States EF396977
WP E E. glaucus EGLAU 28 StH PI 232259 2 [H United States FJ040161
HE E. hystrix EHYST 28 StH PI1 372546 & K22 K Ontario, Canada EF396971
LT vk EE E. lanceolatus ELANC 28 StH PI1 232116  2£[H United States EF396961
KW ERBEIE E. multisetus EMULL1 28 StH PI 619465 % [E Z 57 M Idaho, United States FJ040164
EMUL2 FJ040165
PP E. mutabilis EMUTA 28 StH P1 564953 1ty Russion Federation FJ040166
I WP E. virginicus EVIRI 28 StH P1 490361  FEEFFIAIIMN Georgia, United States FJ040170
EVIR2 FJ040171
TP E. wawawaiensis EWAWA 28 StH PI1 610984 25 United States EF396963
MRS E. trachycaulus ETRAC 28 StH PI 236722 %K Canada FJ040168
E. transhyrcanus ETRAN 28 StH PI 383579 + HH Turkey FJ040169
SRR E. repens ETREP 42 StStH — HE T T 1% 4% 78 Czech Republic DQ859051 *
EEEE. tangutorum ETANG 42 StHH 7Y 2008 P 3 2 #F Changdu, Tibet, China FJ040167
i KF H. bogdanii HBOGD 14 H PI1 531761 1 [# B 8 Xinjiang, China AY740876*
TR FE H. jubatum HJUBA 14 H H 2018 B 74 BF Mexico AJ607935*
BRKFE H. chilense HCHIL 14 H GRA1000 24 ) Chile AJ607870*
REGE RS I P, stipifolia PSTIP 14 St PI 325181 R Z W Russian Federation EF014240
RO RS W EL P, libanotica PLIBA 14 St PI 228389 ) Iran AY740794 >
g 2 RS W H P, strigosa ssp. PSTAE 14 St P1595164  #i% %% K% Urumqi, Xinjiang, China EF014243
aegilopoides
FESG R P, rauri PTAUR 14 St PI 401323  {fH§Y] Iran EF014244
ARG ML P, spicata PSPIC 14 St PI 547161  SEE MM Oregon, United States AY740793*
i f4E 3 B, catharticus BCATH — — S 20004 = BB Kunming, Yunnan, China AF521898

A" % ") GenBank %55 AT MM F] .51 A NCBI R} (http: // www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov) ,

GenBank accessions with an asterisk ( ¥ ) represent previously published sequences from the GenBank (http:// www. ncbi. nlm. nih. gov).

2 BRE5HW
2.1 ITS 52| 447

ITS ¥ e KIE A 596 ~602 bp, K EARSFA KA X B A TS X, HARLIEHE h 216 ~222 bp,FH GC
H T E ol 62.6%, 1TS2 XK AL EJy 215~217 bp, -3 GC & &k 63.5% ., FrA 288 ITS J¥ 5111 5. 8S
XK R 164 bp, F35 GC E ikl 59. 7%, KREI/FIIP IR 5 & EFE R X, 5. 8S I & MDA F, M
FLAE BRI AL FI L TTS X 425 41 Ho X BAT SR B 605 bp, Horb A7 131 A8 A7 5. 59 A R R 2945 B A 58 70
B4R EIR 21,6 %1 9. 7%,
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2.2 RAAEEFOM

AR MP il ML 2 R 7 33017 R G0 & B WA MP R AT ML R 139 Fh 25 14 58 4 — 30 AU 4 K
EES, mX EMEFRERHINEW AR IEAGME. B 1L BRmE ML 2% LT W, LUK E B 7808
1 831. 606, 4l & 4> £i 2 % {H (value of gamma shape parameter) >}y 0. 448,

fE ML ZGER B R 2 5 3 ADNKREE ZAF KRR (il K &2 8RR & 58K 22 BL 1002019 3 i S
FER RN — /N I WA 1 5 KA B DL 95 20 Y R SRR R N — 3. 2 SR Ik Ik S, A FEARF
I I S P R o B TR B R R RO R B 2 90 gt R RN A 2R R R AE — 30, B SRR 5500,
AR BB R | B, AR LHERNT 50% ., E. confuses BT EBE K, ARLHFRN 0%, K
B 1R UK E RO — 30, AR RN 9100, 22 5 FORUBE R Bl 0 KA — L L A R SRRy 9800, A
8 2 e 55 R AR DA WL 55 A0 5 g 2= ARG 5 3R g — 5. o R WAL 2 M . transhyreanus A SAEATH R
E—i,

98 | T8 K& H. bogdanii
57‘“‘_ 99 RE2E. caninus 2

100 o2 TEM K FE H. jubatum
100
il — & H KRZE H. chilense
73 4 %%?EET&WEIE. virginicus 1
70 96 TNE R E E. canadensis

— JHE E hystrix
— ILIE B & E. wawawaiensis

55 W W E E glaucus
51— MEWWE E. trachycaulus
Kin R ELE2 E. multisetus 2

__L??EEU B E. elymoides
K RE EELE multisetus 1

50 I_ E. confuses
Z1EF E. sibiricus

91 REL1E. caninus 1
TI— 677 VK E E. lanceolatus
— I8 H B LW 2 E. virginicus 2
1 Re & BLRS W& P, stipifolia

— E.transhyrcanus

98 I— F R HEE. tangutorum

97 T BB E. mutabilis
— TRIUREWE P. spicata
1 2 £ EE EEL repens
L 2 RSV E P, strigosa ssp. aegilopoides

oI PRSI B P orauri
— Z PRSI B P libanotica

R %€ F B. catharticus
0.01

E1 EFESHERAYMREBEXZGEEYWHE nrDNA ITS FIMERN ML RELXEH
Fig.1 ML tree inferred from nrDNA ITS sequences of the species with StH genome and the related diploid species
A E AT BB 4y 91368 Bl ML 43 1 MP 20 87 B A8 09 B JB(E (C>50%) , MR 4 58 £ R A 1 1TS J£ %) 25 % Numbers above and below
the branches indicate bootstrap values >>50% by ML and MP analysis, respectively. Numbers after species names indicate different isolate from indi-

viduals
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2.3 FMARZEMHM

B2 T ITS Jp 50 A 3 1 AR 2540 1 (181 2) 5 iR 1 @ K P 1 TTS 741 B Y Chaplotype) Z2 3850 . ABFSEHT T
ST 24 ANYIFIE LT 27 DA AT S . TTS BAE AL 53X 24 AP R4 R 3 H SR St 3¢, H
& T REE AR R g K22 BRI R 2 F K22 MR B 2 96 35 J B B 55 1L 42 K i 5 8
St 31,6 AN B b 35 YN 45 0 TR A B CBL I B e | VAR o 48 Al 2 L R s R B R A 2R P R 9 2 I B e
FIUR R 20 SRAE — A A A RS Sk LR UL B 1) 49 A b T B — W 35 T 40 AR R ) & 1522 VR VE. con fuses R Fi
PR | A A I T R A G A UL O S A AR R 2 () R AR T R L

T EWAWA

y North American EGLAU Q \ y,
®  / : ECAN2 o
/ EMUL2 @ ] I/ ETrRAC \ / 2/ HBOGD
{ ‘ - ‘ mv6 Q‘l
| EMULIQ, 10N~ \ p |mvze 3
\ myes o / ;, HIUBAQ) —mv8#® 1
\ @, 2/ _—~YETRAN / / 4‘mV1,Qn;7
BHLIEM 1. 34 V4 f mvllg-"1 .1 67
mvl & Tl 3 P 20/ -
@ | mvl2g 3 EVIR]@ nenO
EVIR2.~ S e 2
o N mv9e”8 mv5 lo
-— X" e
ESIBL 8 b 1 FCANA
Q.2 mvd T EHYST@
w, RV P &
ECONE @ PSTIPQ 4 \
PSPICy~ ETREP ! ECANI1( '
0 @ /5 Ql \
\ 3 1/ “
L | Q‘mv3
psTRIO. 1 /1 FLANG
St pTAUR O . HX
Clade St 3 6 i\ CladeH
L EMUTAQ \
2
|
ETANG @ b3 W4 A5 B4 TR North American species

O BXIE KL 4 A7 (¥4 # Eurasian species
O = #4445 % Diploid donors

2 ETESHERAYMEEEXZEFEYHME nrDNA ITS FII#HER M) WAREHE
Fig.2 MJ network of the species with StH genome and the related diploid species
PBElRE RS 50 T 3% 1, 2519 ) i B 52 R AR L 8. mv S5 BT 3R7R 43 B P BOE B2k B B A% B4 Abbreviations of species names are lis-
ted in Table 1. The numbers between points indicate the number of mutation steps. The numbers after mv depict missing intermediate haplotypes that

were not found in the analyzed individuals

3 itig
3.1 EStHARMAHAEGRAFL X R

H StH L8P R IR BAG 45 1 308 A JE 25 2 AR AR 3 b PR B R R A9 8 Hh . Love™ Al Dewey™ H 45 Yt
R IEAT 502 5 B StH 6 DR A 4B 40 2 B B g 224 vp 2 Wilson™™ AR B R 1 FRAE B LA PR
AR AE A 1) P R 2 & B R b . AR PFFE T 8 T 205 R 1 R B R (S, jubarum) R kil
BL(S. hystriz) BAE—2 . R ENTEA BT A EE KR CHF Love B T B 45 Bl 55 & b 4 S 24 5800 52 41 ok
AbFE . Moench™ AR 4% 8 1R 1k 8GR T BUERIR B FRAE , #0718 008 . 402 40 F R Ge 2 Wk o 2 W, 1 5 g A X
P8 B (E. hystria) & StH ZER 4 L i HARE S PR A0 Hy. duthiei \Hy. coreana .Hy. californica I B4 #fi
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1)@ (Leymus) ) NsXm e R 2 20 AWEFE L 08 555 [RRE 23 A b 5 Y % i 5 O 48 ik 2 10 95 525 J 37 B¢
Bl 5 R AE — i, AR X = IR S O RO T B S B — 20 StH N A, SCRe s Hy. patula fE
NE. hystric QRBP4 A | U I S0 0 A A0 25 B R AR P A L B R R Y A A — AN R R AE L TR R
TR P R B 2 ROk B LR . ARBESE X 3 DR TE — R R B BT R RO R R
5005 VK ARG A5 b 35 0 BRI 25 A — MU ARYE TTS FAIHES i ML A, BT R —il, B AR &8 X
FER CH RS R =9100) R " H RG R AR . BHEAEE 2 /MBI E R 55 L 1A/ NP5 B
BTG B — 32 SO R AR R CH SRR = 9800) R “ R RGO R BLE .

DA B (E. repens) Je B g B BLF N SAEIR (2n=60=42) . A0 ~7 G O IR BC XS 70 Hr 45 SR R 0]
SRR R A 2 410k A RS VLR 1) Stk R ALA— 410k 1 OR AR i H AL B StStHY . SR, Orgaard
SRR AR e DR AL I 2 S H R (GISHD 43 B 45 28 DAy & A I8 52 B v i) St Fl H B[R 21 5 48 5 ) op SeH B[R]
AP E LR 22 5% . Mason-Gamer™ 5@ i 2 4> AN [7] 5 BT 51 43 A7 9 ]« & 2 1 5 0 g i 78t ) 4R 34 0 A
2 RS 2% B R BR T 1S WL R IR 22 s A b e 3 AR 2 A& . IR, H AT SC T &8 AR B R il o
P2 A AR R B4 8L AW v o A A 5 5 Al 5 StH & 2L 9 )l 3R 26 56 R e A 5 ROR U0 7
SR, LRI 1% 5 % 0L UL R A — S, 3 WD L (St S D) n BB A R R — IR R, B A
B B DL AR S Ho Al StH SRR MAF TR R B0 26 57 o o T AR A B SR . & A 3 AR L. 5
PRH StH K 21 ) R0 AR LL . AT BEAFAE 2 A5 PR i B I 120 1
3.2 A StH A BH@mA e L FFo M

FIAZGE I 28 G 2R 10 53 BT 7 1000 5 7T B 23 1 AL 2 9 2 SR A3 30 T 1 s SCHF SR BAR A IRl >0 IR 52
Z2 0 AR AT 5 0 o ) A% 0 R TR e 97 40 0 2 32 T2 s i S 2R 5 DT 968 s 0 o 6] 119 R 8 2R % 6 R Il fk . M AR
SR E BN T /ANE W5/ (Triticum/ Aegilo ps) Z A% R P Fl 8] 2 52 28 2% 56 2 I Z A5 AL FE B £1
PRI . BRI AL RE S B B A5 B (haplotype) (31 5 ¢ & (genealogical relationships) . RFBESS X 43 F 1] ] f) 5.
AN S AR L R RE 48 718 Rl B R IR 231 B A T i ) AR A

ANZE TR R StH B AL AU Yy Rl o A T B A R OB S VB A AR SRR R R 2 . B
b B B A AN R Z A/ NERY NGB B sRETE B AL s B> A b StH R
Py o HA PR B3 A7 DX RO R RE AL SE U . ARSI B AT A A A L 3 M L 70 3t AR B 388 e 25 AN [ 35 58
o, B 25 SR T il T R 2 A SR AR B StHL i R 4 4 ] B 4 B 43 Ak S AR 0 FPOE ST St H
SERH A L I8 S TE YRR UG e AL R OB i S A7 H TR o Jaaska™" KA ) TG 2528 1A
A DU 110 B o e i 400 e 5 A S Bk S 0 e ) 22 S K HE SoH BE R AR AE — E R EE A A3 fE . Sun STl
ik RAPD 3 FARiE o Al o WU R StH 5 DN 2 2 a1 54 B 55 i 40 Foft 15 5 I 1) 400 ol 22 T80 A7 A 22 55 o AT 57
BRI . WADTIER ARZE A B A L e H SR R 0 A T b 58 09 8l O 85 DR A5 Bl 500 LA 5 A0 9 555 8 SIE 494 s
) () GEAE AV i KR AL W EATT Z 18] 14 56 28 00 5 T 70 A F BRI 9 9 Bk CR 550 5 0 A FAL R AW Fp 22 6] % A4 1
BZ M RAN R RWENZ B REGE ., £ St 3ZP L L StH 2 [N 2419y Ff 8] 258 28 o i 2D E AT Z 18] Y
SR ARG 5 13 BRIV A i A1 9 400 Fof ML 5 93 A 18 0 o T 5 AR o . DRI, AR T 5 45 SR 3R . StH 3 [N 2 41 Y
YR A7 AE — R FEBE AL S A0 Ak, HLA5 W0 9 M B0 A A K

2t 2 BIF 5 e WY StH PR ZH P Rl 11 Stk DR ZHH T 40 00 B S Rl TG G TR 2R IR TR R . Stk
PRI 20 76 S [5] 1 A5 PR 0 o [0 A7 6 A8 53 (A Sty Sty (St Sty 81590 H L PR 2 78 A% (AR 8] o A7 76 e
Sun FHUARYE RPB2 JE R A R GR B W B 40 T BRI R TR Rg A8 56 U i1 O 22 T B 4 ) 3R R
[l 52, W] H ZE A 0 A6 5 B3 A A7 5% . ARBEFE Y TTS J7 5044t 8 AR 4544 [ ] UFE L5 4> A5 1R
R R Y F BT — D R 4L R W] ScRNA B —2E RN L. 78 H 30h .3 D AR R & Yy Fi
[ A 2 28 B4 o7 s 50 FASER A i 2 0 A 7 IRIE K o 9 A1 0 R 22 0 73 A g SR I AR 2 0K 2 VR R R 2 =2 M) e
TIE 17 AR . AERUERIIRZ R P H 2N A0S B A 5 . WABTFE R R 45 F4 B Al 1A
A 5 o > ULIRE L B AT B 40 W 5 (P zaard) A0 TF4Y i B R S 5 2 A0 AR SR D BRI 20 A 19 e StH B 4
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B Ao G A AP A RS R A e R A T R I B S e 5 2 U R L R e AU L ) S R
A T B 19 R 52 3t X3 AT 1 AR R R 2 A UK A =22 8] 9 A8 o7 s B /b - R W BT 56 AR B0t s T A B 56
A T 5 R e A R A 5 JE A e 0 A T S YRR A R 2 ) SRR s D R B AT Z A OC R

AR TTS Fe 5 50 4 345 G AT TE 45 2R FATT 0T RUHE BT B A [R] 2 25 F0AS [ i B3 o0 A f) StH 2 20
Py b HEAE S A AR B B DR AT BE AT LA JL s 1D AN [R) 3t B 03 A 19 StH 2 P2 4 i e HL TR AR 5T A () 3t 2 5
A 1 R 2 T8 A PRl s RO 1y ) el 55 6 ) 0 7 A5 R T sk IR ) e 5 S U i A e ) 2
S5 2) AN [ b B 43 A7 19 SUH e 5L v Stk PR 1t e S T2, A 38 43 A 1 0 R e R b 5 1 S0 0L )
AR ot TSIV DA ) ELRE 0L J A AR ol I B L IR AL RS WL B (P Libanotica) » HE i 0L WL 5 45 DU T A 2 AE I
P Stk DR 2 B 5 3) Stk DR 2 76 DA 0L TR 1) R AR W R ] A AR AR SR A AL 40 HRE TR 2 AR R TR 1
TR () o A7 A8 57 A0 20 A 5 50 He StH S PR 2L B0 W) Bl 78 57 DR 22 A8 (O] i A v o ol 77 AR A B0 05 1) 502 3l B 5
A A S0 B8 8 T 25 PR R A 77 A 1 S ) R 11072 S AL O3k

SE K
[1] Love A, Conspectus of the Triticeae[ J]. Feddes Repertorium, 1984, 95: 425-521.
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Phylogeny of species with the StH genome in Triticeae (Poaceae) inferred
from nuclear rDNA ITS sequences
WANG Xiao-li"*, FAN Xing' ,ZHANG Chun®, SHA Li-na',
ZHANG Hai-qin', ZHOU Yong-hong'"*
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Abstract: Species with the StH genome in Triticeae are included in the genus Elymus sensu lato. In order to in-
vestigate the phylogeny of the StH genome in Triticeae, nuclear ribosomal internal transcribed spacer (ITS) se-
quences of 16 species with the StH genome were analyzed together with those of five Pseudoroegneria (St) and
three Hordeum (H) accessions. The maximum marsimony (MP), maximum likelihood (ML) and median join-
ing algorithm (M]J) methods were used to reconstruct the phylogenetic tree. The results indicated that: 1)
Sitanion jubatum , Sitanion hystrix and Hystrix patula are closely related to Elymus species, and should be
transferred to Elymus; 2) the StH genome species distributed in North American have close relationships.
There is diversity and differentiation between the North American and Eurasian StH genome species; 3) a cer-
tain degree of diversity and differentiation of StH genome species is in good agreement with their geographical
distributions;4) a certain degree of differentiation was found in diploid species with St and H genomes. Mean-
while, the possible reasons for the differentiation of StH genome species are also discussed.

Key words: Triticeae; Elymus; StH genome; phylogeny; differentiation



