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Abstract A total of 27 populations of Arrhenatherum elatius collected from Europe and
Mediterranean area were sampled and scored for electrophoretic variation at 3 loci.
The level of genetic diversity was high in A. elatius and its four subspecies (He:0.325—
0.533). The total gene diversity in each subspecies was mainly maintained within populations.
There were high gene flow estimates among populations (Ggr:0.035—0.1459). The tetraploid
subspecies exhibited higher diversity than diploid subspecies. The result of UPGMA on
Nei’s standard genetic distance showed that the tetraploid form was derived from the
bulbiferous diploid plants. ‘ ‘
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— ARSI RS HT, AT AR R A RORIE RGN, TRMAERENRES L. bt
EAAMENE R A MR ER A, EEREEERENNALEREXER.
SRR T R HP REEEE/ M. 38 Grantfiit, K4 47% M5 X R 2 MHHE.
SAEHERA M — AR B E R, SRR Y. REERIET E o TRBI™. SR
BRAXEMSAN, FERERASEE, EESTEMTEEENELMENTRRD, HEHE

LRy BT R RE LD, -
MERFTSER—NZHEHRESE, EEE AN ZMHKILF ssp. baet:cumiﬁ]ssp sardoum
B AVU4EHRTEFb ssp. bulbosum F ssp. elatius, “ATAFEREFR B AR T EAE,

PO 435 bk I R R ZE BRI S A 5. SBRER, DO AR A T IR AR AL Y E RARER ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬂ@#ﬁ\
TR OEREERN. ERHESED, —NZMHELF ssp. baeticum 1 — AN V045 4k IE F ssp.
bulbosum FEFBAEMKE MHE, ATEEEH.

AXHHWRBAAS MBS, WEREEL SAANBEERKTRRASH, LEAH
WA E B REX R, FHxt A& F1T H.

1 AR
L1 HB RE 4NN 2 ABBANRAKE, BE, BHETREEE. AE—HKY
BER—EFHTHR, KARRHAEMF Thompson P H 4 EE.

1.2 BRAE  BAMENTF, 70 CHBIPIR, BE. BLEE TRNAXD, EA
Tris-HCl Zp¥; ABEREROILPEL, BE LHB, FHRIE -80 CHREFR&M.

1.3 Bk AKTIEREREIK, RREREN12%. ¥ EBERANE 3% 10mm Whatman 3 %
WAL A BB, RISIEAER S, 755 CTF#Tak. %A T Poulik M Second® ¥k Erh R
%, Yefa M Lumaret,

1.4 ¥k

WTERERANBREESMGT FALIT: SERETHEA); FRFMERE(Ae);
BRI THAREMEREK (Aep); BEESHE He), ZEMMEMAT L, LREHENEER
it

MHFRBANAMLER, RAT Nel REEEHEE. H VEERNOERSHRE, Hi b
EEBHNEESHEE, Do Y EEBRAZESRE, Go YEESARE. EHET Wright i)
EE A Nmw), X B Nmw= (1 - Gg)/4Gsr.

HTHEBEREMNESXREEISEERNTRER, HETHABERESHRE—BE D
MBEIER (D)®), xR ER#T T UPGMA B¥%, fEhmwR#iAE.

2 LRER

2.1 BRERBEERE
RATX 27 NERE 6 MERERT T RN, X 6 HEER: Bﬁ&ﬁ#ﬁﬁ‘-’l@ﬁﬁ (PGI).
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Bt 88 (ADH)., #EM¥E AWM (GOT). d 8P EE POX), MU BKME PAC) XM
(EST). BTEZFMAMEERER, ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬂﬁi&ﬁiﬁﬁf%ﬂﬁﬁ, GOT. ADH. PGI
FE—HBAA—MIE. BN EEHARERELREN, X=E=FBHN"REE. H4 PGI
BIT 10 M %E, ADHA 5 MM EHE, GOTH 6 MEMEALE 1).

%1 M4 T PGL. ADH # GOT W% EEME (%)

Table 1 Mean allele frequencies (%) of PGI, ADH and GOT for-
four subspecies of A elatius

- Alleles ssp. baéticum  ssp. sardoum  ssp. bulbosum  ssp. elatius

PGI 133 1 1.5 .
1.25 1 1.8 L3 0.4
1.17 10 20.3 14.9 13.2
1.10 8.2 2.7
1.00 55 73.8 629 619
0.90 31 2
0.83 28 2.1 8.9 11
0.75 : 2 0.4 22
0.60 3 0.3 0.8
0.40 04

ADH 1.15 ' 1.3 0.35
1.10 37 43 438 - 436
1.00 13 60.3 17.1 22.6
0.94 1.3
0.88 50 354 36.5 33.5

GOT 1.18 0.5 0.8
1.09 1 14
1.00 93 92.4 59.6 67.6
0.90 0.7 0.9
0.80 7 7.6 379 289
0.60 0.02 0.3

PGI= B¥R %4 B #J8§ Phosphoglucoisomerase; ADH= Z B &8 Alcohol
dyhydrogenase; GOT= - &EM# M Glutamate transaminase

2.2 FMANEFEBRETRKE
ARSI EETEHE A)RM 1.67 7 467, Ilzfajb =®2 lm*rliﬂﬂ‘mﬂ'cﬂﬁ#ﬁﬂ'
329 HHSMEEH A)RM 118 2.5, Ty 2.0, HESH T Zforsf‘;‘;‘;":gs,:c allozyme varia-
B (He) 2 M 0.084 = 0.558, T4 0.447, — I
B AWFEREET KT RE 2. LT, HAEE ssp. bacticum 4 204 0.396
"M AESEMNERRNMBEREREEYE T AR ERM, K sp.osardoum 295 166 0325

p3/1 D < ssp. bulbosum 3.2 2.16 0.51
PRt G 0 A 2R S ACF ssp. elatius 332 213 0.533
2.3 EEE. TFhEaaiRESL A=Mean number of alleles per

locus; Aep=Effective number of

%ig‘é‘ E‘JEE%#& (HT) 75] 0‘514’ SIZﬁ’ W m § @ 5# alleles pell' locus at population level;
B (Hg) % 0.487, EESEREB(Gsr) b 0.053. He=Genetic diversity index.
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EE—ATHE, EESREXBESBIERANMEZREMEEE. 7€ ssp. sardoum ',
RETRAMBMMBHEESHE H,=0.415), BRE 14.59% (Gy) WEREB ST HEE
B2 IH, Tissp. baeticum BAR MM BEE LR I ssp. sardoum F (H;=0.428), HAH 3.55%
MEREHEREEERFZE. ' ,

FEV Sk TR p, ssp. bulbosum BEEESHEENANEFPRK, HRF 5.95% K&
HE R AMAAEEBEZ B, T ssp. elatius ERMERPEB A —E, K 8.1%.

EMERMN 21 MEUERES, FIASMERI _MGE_TEFHFHITEE, O MFAEEIN
B R EE. b 2 NP R ssp. bulbosum %H . XHBERMREYMRME. RA
Wright A R34 ER 2 E WA HHERE 3. 3P ssp. baeticum WEBZ RIKE B WRA, ssp.
sardoum B/, TEBAFRH, RERMAIHER 4.47.

#* 4 EANEFEA Nei KiRE— R ENRITER

Table 4 Nei’s standard genetic identity and genetic
distance among four subspecies of 4. elatius
(Distance: top right; Identity: bottom left)

%3 BAEMNERSHESBREITTRNERRMETHE
Table 3 Nei’s (1973) statistics of genetic diversity and
estimates of gene flow for four subspecies of 4 elatius

Taxon Hy Hy Dsr Gsr  Nmw

ssp. baeticum 0423 0428 0015 035 6.89 ! 2 3 4

ssp. sardoum 0.354 0415 0061 (1450 146 ssp. baeticum (1) - 0.134 0085 0.061

ssp. bulbosum  0.537 0571 0034 (0595 3.95 ~ ssp. sardoum  (2) 0.874 - 0.161  0.118

ssp. elatius 0489 0.532 0043 o031 28 ssp. bulbosum (3) 0.918 0.851 - 0.007 .

A elatius 0487 0.514 0.027 0.053 447 ssp. elatius  (4) 0.940 0.888 0.992 -
ER AR ERTEE 351 1R %5 OAEHAREAENRE—HENTHERRERER

Table 5 Matrix of genetic identities averaged over populations
from four subspecies

e, FHRE—BUE N 0.847, WHE
M 0.446 3 0.991, XU TRHAR
FE#ZAFEERAMESR. HEDN

ssp. baeticum(1) ssp. sardoum(2) ssp. bulbosum(3) ssp. elatius(4)

ATAEM B —BERM 08518 | 40100
0.992, ¥R 0911(H%E4). —MK 2 o818 0.959
B, F—aABuEREnTygg— |, 060 0 0TS 0530
FE AT 0.9010, g3l 25 YA I Fh 4k (0.576-0.943) - (0.424—0.992)  (0.563—0.984)
4 0854 0.874 0.869 0938

H—NEEGEMHLHEERREGER.

(0.737-0.974)

(0.655—0.981)  (0.675—0.973) (0.858—0.978)

EATFR, K555 F P23
f&—ZHE M 0.839 ZE 0.959 (L& 5), H
t A ssp. bulbosum BIME/NT 0.90, B0 TiX— WA B BRI B9 22 RO, 78 P94 b (6] J& B
R xd B9 3438t 5 —BUE P, ssp. sardoum Fl ssp. bulbosum ERERIFEXTAER/D, RSB
(0.424—-0.992), LA T XBANM LM ERRK.

BERNNEREEW (E 1.2), ssp. baeticum FIVIER —ERELZ R R, &KL
0 BT A SR REWT LAY 9 AN B4 BI s RE iy AN ERP, EAEILNERERES M —AP LR, F—
ANERE, B Pop 117119, B E LRI, MHFAHEERHXRARE.

FENNERTE Range are given in brackets
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Fig. 1 Phenogram of relétionships among populations of Arrhenatherum elatius complex based on
UPGMA clustering of Nei’s standard genetic distance values

0.10 0.0 0.08 0.07 006 0.05 004 0.03 002 0.01
T T T | T T T T T T T

—— SSp. bulbosus

b sSp. elatius

ssp. baeticum

SSp. sardum

B2 xFMAIEFPH Nei [RIRAER 4B UPGMA RER RitL A

Fig. 2 Phenogram of relationships among four éubspecies of Arrhenatherum elatius complex
based on UPGMA clustering of Nei’s standard genetic distance values
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3.1 BESHMNERSHHERE

Hamrick 1 Godt!") & S} YR M SMMEREM T 2EMNSLE, HPEEYYRHKTEL,
FHSMEERK (AN 1.96, ERSHER0.15, EEMEREY 022, HELZT, BEFEST
B, BEMRHRIAE TEENSHELEKTERBEH KT (G 3.4).

E—RINEHBEERKFHBET S, REEESERRA BB RBRBIEERKTHRE,
WA, &R, B EEE,

Hamrick!? i\, BERESUBERNIHHRBREENSCEFHEERAN =Y. XBET
b, BEMEXE ERARKPEYMEERMT SEMT. HRNEH. TEEIEEANR
REEREBEARNETREA.

4% Hamrick™ 3t ppE E K Nmw) B4\ Y, RAZXEFIAHYH, H Nmw ¥
% 0.265, AREEXEETHRNYME Nmw % 4.75. HELTE, BEENERIER
¥(0.053) A B HA HHE (4.47) B HE T FURT 2 91 Ry 28 B 44k R 307 3948 (0.068) M 2 B 3l
R THME @759, XRRTHREENEET I ATHREBENFMIRZ. FTRALTRER
BXER)EY, ZHE TR ARAFEESE, SHE. REERAET ERE AR E
W, BRBBERERESEAT. OFE_THmTRAAFAXESAE, THAX. TXBEE
FHX, BROTERENEAR, BN Nmw E EE, SNAMERNE, ZHEET/DBRER
ssp. sardoum, 3 Nmw {E8/b, FIRE—FERENT/NEERBITRMELME, 55— E T HR
E%%&ﬁ%ﬁ&?iﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁm%&m,ﬁ%ﬁﬁ,%&ﬁ%%ﬁﬁw,GﬂﬁMﬁMﬁﬁmh

ZEHR—FAEYE M-S, BRESHEENIHE. FRERKY, HEERSRBE
HEEW FEAHERAERRNSMERARERRHEESHE AT, KR2hAUEY, #
FENFEEA _THE_FEE_EHYAFRRNSENERBMERSRE.

FEVIAERp R, W4T Tobk A AT /N 25 1 Wb 5 I £ ik R AT A M AR T o/ SRR TEFP A L,
EREEMERAHAUENES. XRE: (DA/PSEHERBEERKFER; Q)L/SE
BT Rh R RERI ALK, A /NBEZE R R B BRI 2L R 0 LSRR, BB LB

REETEEER, MAETEERANEREFTEBREN AN ERSEENRBMNERS
M, #ek H R A BRETERK RS GRA X —EH.

3.2 MfEER _

EE SR RX TR BN, RESFEERCEFSRBPRGELA, W Daceylis',
Tolmiea "%, FEMEREHE SHP, MBETEKE, H0 AR b =65 dH 5 5 m L K
. BkPE, $LEH ssp. sardoum P ssp. elatius, Hissp. baeticum 24 ssp. bulbosum. {HE
RERERPEYW, THEREEN ssp. baeticum MPUFERBEREEZXREOL. A HFEKE
MREFREREEF REHBREN.

MNEMERS G LT, EZHET /b, PGI (0.75) XA B8 ssp. baeticum W) I 15 2
B, WX R BRI, WU T A5 kR ssp. baeticum T B2 I {5 {4

“
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By —4N 5.

Dbk e LA 9 AN B A W A PR, T4 RS R R A BB E
BEFEE. TUHAETALERNRESMHE, 45 TETINE BEaaE RRIE. WX
RRELZEE, REEHTESHITFIRE, RIFRBIEAEHTERER,

FEE 1, BRI A 19 M E B, B8R FHEMEHA %2EM ssp. bulbosum,
#1158, H PGI (1.10) B RME, TW/ER 194, GOT (0.60) M RME. HEBHMY
PGI (1.10) #1 GOT (0.60) SiRHMRME. HIFHET R HIRHEA LT MHHEEE, WRIHE
HRED., XFHAERALEEBRENNREERENRA, T4 0.35 (0.189—0.805) M 0.34
(0.158 — 0.856).

FE 4Bk ssp. baeticum BHBESR, BT WMk ssp. elatius M/EH 26 WEERE. B GOT
ME SRR E) Y 040, EREAERBAPSBENAR, SHENFKERANERRARS. E
MM RAKTERME, 5 MK ERKAE.

VO£ bR 85250 ssp. bulbosum BREBIFEE R KM ER (1=0.839, 0.563-0.984). X7
SR T AR B RE, XRET L. XERRTHART L.
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