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Genetic diversity and genetic structure in populations of sympatric E. nutans and E.
dahuricus

LU Xingwang!-2, LIU Bo!-2, TAO Xiaoyan'-?, DOU Quanwen'-3*!

(1. Key Laboratory of Adaptation and Evolution of Plateau Biota, Northwest Institute of Plateau Biology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Xining
810008, Qinghai, China;2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China; 3. Key Laboratory of Crop Molecular Breeding of
Qinghai Province, Xining 810008)

Abstract Elymus L. is a perennial genus in the Triaceceae family of Poaceae, which is widely distributed in the Qinghai-
Tibet Plateau. Most species are components of grasslands and meadows, and many species are good quality pasture. E. nutans
and E. dahuricus are both belonging to Triteceae family (Elymus L.), which are heterologous hexaploidy, with StYH
chromosome composition. In order to further explore the intrinsic mechanism of the genetic diversity of E. nutans, this study
used SSR molecular markers to analyze the genetic diversity and genetic structure of 58 individuals from two codomain
populations of E. nutans and E. dahuricus collected from the Qinghai-Tibet Plateau. The results showed that there were 163
and 124 amplified bands in 8 pairs of primers in E. nutans and E. dahuricus, respectively. The percentages of polymorphic loci
(PPB) was 89.71% and 76.07%, respectively, and the polymorphism information content (PIC) was between 0.583-0.929 and
0.524-0.830, respectively. The genetic diversity of E. nutans (He=0.69, 1=1.34, P,=100%) was higher than that of E. dahuricus
(He=0.53, 1=0.80, P,=93.75%). E. nutans and E. dahuricus showed higher genetic diversity. The AMOVA molecular variation
showed that the genetic variation within the population of the two species was 80.92% and 63.62%, respectively, while the
level of genetic differentiation among populations was low. Genetic structure analysis revealed the presence of gene flow

EEWH: HiFEERFHINE (2018-NK-A2)

TEH T BEGAE (1990-) , 55, HRALE A, WLRFFCAE, BF 507 i P £k 2 B, (E-mail) 2268013394@qg.com
Fund: Supported by the major science and technology program of Qinghai (2018-NK-A2)

W4 i) . 2020-01-10 08:40:26 w41 % dhilk . httpi//kns.cnki.net/kems/detail/45.1134.9.20200109.1242.004. html



2 PR

between the two species. It is concluded that intraspecific genetic differentiation caused by interspecific hybridization may
play an important role in the diversity formation of these two species.
Key words Elymus nutans; Elymus dahuricus; genetic diversity; genetic structure; SSR

AP L (Elymus nutans Griseb.) J& KR A%} (Poaceae) . /NFEJE (Triticeae) . Ik & &
(Elymus L.) ZFEAYF, 1E75 G R X S AAEEIR ), MK 1000m A Hh 248 5000m 175 1L
YHRA M (Lu, 1993) . MEREPE G 2L 72 00 A 2508 BRI AR 58 P 5 . PrEEME (Ren et al.,
2010), fE/EJEMIX, EAEPE O A K HE B, & S AE N BRI AR, (A B B R N T4k
Ja, TN T E R RS E B IR B DL N TR (D KRS, 2006; RERLE,
2011) .

55 J % (Elymus dahuricus Turcz. Ex Griseb) 5 3 R4l i & B J& P bl 52 g8, #5o0 FUE /S 1%
YRR (2n=42) , fEQEAAHR S R E AR, ik H G SStHHYY . 185 )73 B AR
R RARE, o THI. P W, Sl R EL HE. HAMEEILE (Baum et al., 2011;
B AR R, 2013)) o AHX T HEARPE O, Gk 5 7 4R AR T R A X A A XN, R X
WEEBPEWMEES 2. FIH SSR M ISSR Aric 7R M, FRIEHE N IE S J P08 4L 2 A 1 5%
s TN T I v TR AR A 3 b X R 3R A 5 D R R AR A o S IX 8, HLAE i X R
FERRH A 8 (Z=7k k6, 2005)

e SR T AR O B R E LT R, BIRTERAS S GREPE, 2009; fE3isE,
2011; BRALBEEE, 2016) . 4% (Dou et al., 2009, 2011) . Afk#ric (Miao et al., 2011) , %
F#5ie (Chen et al., 2009; Chen et al., 2013; Yan et al., 2009; ¥4iEi&%%E, 2018) 25751, EAHIL
BB I R AR A . I S ) B R AN AR B AR Z R ERE FOUEA T A D B R IE (ZEK
FEEE, 2005) o H A ZT I A B B4 05 DR 2R 7 e AR B A B s A 2 AT b i s R O A A,
2007; Chen et al., 2009) , AIEHE FAKY B R ERFE SRR P o] LS A RS ZHEEIER, (=
S P A N AR ) 384 22 4 10 T B 4E RF AL AN VD Fh 2 A 1 T G2 A D e AR T, T 06 T3 7 T R B AE
AT R o EH T A RN IR 5 g B O e AR A SRR ARL, L R 0 AR R S 4 T Ak v SRR B
AR, PR b A S 50 e 5 B 2 43 AT 9 A R 3520 A 0 P (1) 38 A% 22 R 1 st AE S5 4, B AEIR N T PR (] 28 22
FE RS i 15 T i i Ji b X [R]) 35k 20 A1 P 3 e 000 0 AR I 1 7 49 el 3 A 22 5 TR 1 ) P AE ML PR AR AR
i B

1 MR 5HE
1.1 il
SIS R BER 1 T 0 SR T R X R — DX, APRERIERI SR 5 A1 3R 1 TR
B1 AR

Table 1 Information of materials in this study

fih4 R FEHh AL E il (N) & (B) R A%
Species name Population Sample plot Site Latitude (N)/ Altitude (m) Sample
Longitude (E) size
S S nwl9- T 7R s N36° 33'/E100° 43’ 3155 m 19
Elymus nutans HF N
En- FHEHIVE HilbFE N36° 58 /E100° 53’ 3079 m 14
izl
ENEYIE L Eda- 2R HilEE N36° 337/E100° 43’ 3155 m 1
E. dahuricus WG N
Ed- TG FHilEE N36° 58'/E100° 53 3079 m 14

AL




B PLHESE A G54 23 A )38 2 A T8 R SRl 7 A % ) 4B 8 A 22 R 3

1.2 Fik
1.2.1 EFHZ DNA 2EX

VT R O B AN A 5 AR R 20 KA, BB E TR R, e T KK HAIRE, Ak
BT, FHEE 3~4 FHFrf, RHME CTAB % (Allen et al., 2006) #ZEUK:[K4 4 DNA. 12
HUAY DNA B A & 284 29 66 EEiF (Nanodrop2000c, Thermo Scientific, Wilmington, DE,
USA) 1 1% B A5 B 8t fise i KA W
1.2.2 M5 ¥ HiE

EH 53 Xf& T3 SSR 514 (Lei et al., 2014) 137 % EST-SSR 514 (Zhou et al., 2016) , LA
JF R AR S B 2k AR 2R, BEALRIE 5 0 TEREBEIR G AN 5 4018 S J1 3% 5- DNA 3H47 PCR §71 .
FEP 3852 G, LA 8% M) 58 PO M I i e Jle H KR I, O e W 97 09 2 i T i ey b, i g R e
HI51Y, .
1.2.3 SSR ¥ t&#n PAGE Eik

ASLIGY AR R MR W R . N EARFR 25 pL, A4 Takara /A ) 10<PCR Buffer 2.5
uL, 2.5 mmol/L f) ANTP 2.5 uL, L F¥#5141% 1 uL, DNA #ifR (50 ng/uL) 1 uL, rTaq f 0.3 uL,
dd H,O #h2E 25 uL. PCR & MNFER: 94 ‘CTIAZ 4 5 min; 94 CAF4 30s, 50 ‘C/60 ‘CiB+k 30s, 72 C
GEAH 30s, F£ 35 MEH; 5 72°CLE{H 10 min. PCR 7437 8% 1 58 T4 45 Ik et JIz FL vk, 300 V HE,
JE N LK 50 min, P4k Z5E (EB) #efs, FfH BIO-RAD H 3l#EK BiAZ 5 48 FEAH IR AT -
1.2.4 BiE S

SSR ML T hrid, K5 PAGE Hyk B SLHUE R B0 i, S HRE FEUKEE (2009) #4151
b1 g (R 2 0 0 5 ¥ oy —On AR BE T VR, KA BRI 0. 1 Zou M BEEUE § N NTSYS-pc B fF. 7E
NTSYS #ffH 3T Dice BALMMIREL (GS fH) , KRHIEMBCEIE (UPGMA) 1EERZKaHrs FIH
POPGENEL.32 MMt B M IR (N « ARCEAMER (N « HEREGE (Ho « MEREGE
(Ho) ~ ARZFEMRE (D . 28U AEDE (P MEZEMEEEEREEL (PIC) 5 FH
ARLIQUIN 3.5 X BEARIEAT 20 T 7 Z 0 (AMOVA) |, 50 & B R A1 S BE N 704k 2580, AR L.

2 EREHWH

2.1 SSR Z &S| i ik
ALE et 8 XA G IEN . ZAMRFHGIY (R 2) , X RIS A i) 2 R4 B E Ak 5
AR AT SSR HLIK 4 BT
#2 SSRE Z AL ME B
Table 2 The polymorphic primers by SSR screen

o . E M/ A B3 BKIREE(C) EX
T5 ElE/ER S . - 5
No Primer Name Forward/ Primer Sequences Annealing FEH
’ nmer Reverse (573" Temperature Allele
| S8 F ATTGACAAGCTCCTTGCAGAGAT 60 .
R TTTTTCTTCTTGGATTTCTTCCC
F CGAGCGAGGTAAAAAGTATA
2 ESGS-117 R GTTGTCACGTTTGAAGCAAGT 30 4
3 ES-176 F GTATTGGTCTCCTTAGCCTGGTC 60 6
R ATGATTCCCAGGACAAAACTGAT
4 ES-179 F GCATGTCCTTTCCAAGAACTATA 60 s
R TGCTCCAATCAAACAATTAATCA
F GTCACGTTTGAAGCAAGTA
3 ESGS-183 R GGCGAGGTAAAAAGTATAG 30 3
F CACAGAGCGAGTTGGTT
6 ESGS-266 R TTGTCACGTTTGAAGCA 30 4
F CTCTTGAACACTCAVGCAC
7 ESGS-278 R GAGGAAAAATGTAGCACTT >0 2
F CCCTTCTGCTTCCTCCCTTTC
8 ESGS-328 R GTGCGTTGAGCGAAGTTTGG 32 3
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2.2 SSR ZHEMES

7E 90 X SSR 5I#rh, ik 8 Xf 4 1 2% i i AR e I 2 B 514, 8 X SSR 5| ¥ 1E T A 45 ik
B8 B BT 100~500 bp 208 (& 1) o 7F 33 ARt EEE 1 RERE 2) JLEIE] 243
X, ALY AN Z A 22~41 %, PFEEAGIE 3038 A, Hh AN N
27.25 % FAEIMEZSME ) RE 57.14%~100%2 [8), FHZEMETEFEN 89.71%, LEME
H& & (PIC) 7 0.583~0.924 2 |f], ~“FI{E N 0.841 (£ 3) . 7E 25 ik H¥bsiE (SR 1 fljE#E
2) i A BAE 100-500 bp 208, FEAGIE] 163 447, HAZEMEW N 124 %, FHEZEMASE
TN 76.07%, FHAGIMFEARN LS 6~26 4%, TG4 20.37 47, LEHMER 155
%: ZAMEESE (PIC) £ 0.524~0.830 . [a], ~FH#{EA 0.708 (F 3) . 453 HH e FH A0 = (1)
P& 25 EEmS TIE S P .

6 8 9 10 11121416 17 18 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 28 29 Maker
500bp

300bp

100bp

v TR Nw-JE 7

Note: The Nw- of Elymus nutans population

Ed1 Ed2 Ed3 Ed4 Ed5 Ed6 Ed7 Ed8 Ed9 Ed10 Ed11 Ed12 Ed13 Ed14 Maker

500bp

300bp
200bp

100bp

Kl 755 s Ed-JE R
Note: The Ed- of E. dahuricus population

P 1 SSR 514 ES-82 7£ 5 A A 55 AIA B J 458 5 AN [R] A eh 7 488 77 1) PAGE Ha ik 18]
Fig. 1 PAGE patterns of amplification products of SSR primer ES-82 in Elymus nutans and E. dahuricus
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3 SSREIMITE BLF RL 1 & 2 35k

Table 3 Amplification and polymorphism of SSR primers in test materials

RPN Elymus nutans 155 )1 E. dahuricus
Mk sE EEHAHIE %) PB LA R B LM BAREE  SAk
GiE-e PE4 PIC A TNB WHONPB  ELE (%) HEE
TNB i PB £ PIC
NPB
ES-82 26 25 96.15% 0.816 15 12 80% 0.804
ES-176 26 25 96.15% 0.867 24 21 87.50% 0.671
ES-179 22 22 100% 0.583 13 13 100% 0.554
ESGS-117 23 20 86.96% 0.867 20 13 65% 0.811
ESGS-183 41 39 95.12% 0.895 23 19 82.61% 0.790
ESGS-266 31 30 96.78% 0.877 16 14 87.5% 0.677
ESGS-278 39 37 94.87% 0.891 30 26 86.67% 0.830
ESGS-328 35 20 57.14% 0.929 2 6 27.27% 0.524
J= 1t Total 243 21 89.71% 163 124 76.07%
1{H Mean 30.38 27.25 90.39% 0.841 20.37 15.50 77.07% 0.708

7. TNB. BEG NPB. 28M&MWHE: PB. ZHMEAWHLE, PIC. ZHMEESE.

Note: TNB. Total bands; NPB. Polymorphic bands; PB. percentage of polymorphic fragments; PIC. Polymorphism information content.
2.3 BEERURBEREESH

£ NTSYS 5T Dice ML REL (GS MH) V15 [R]85 4 Ay 1 Rl Bl 200 Ik 1% ) 0k i
JE BB AR R A BB AL R B (GS) 7E 0.083~0.919 X [f), ZZ#EJy 0.836, “FI{H N
0.434. JEH#E 1, 30 frfHLik 4 kA ) GS fH1E 0.091~0.880 . [A], “F¥4 GS {H K 0.487; JH#E 2, 28 it
B REZ 18] R 38 A% A ALLPE R EAE 0.125~0.966 2 18], ~FHI{E Y 0.489. 3 RELE Wl 5 AN ik & ) 4 B8 358 A%
FHAUTE R EC7E 0.083~0.919 (8], AZlE Ny 0.836, VAN 0.434. TEIEFEPCIREIA R, 38 4L AHAUTE
AHAE 0.071~0.919 (8], “FIMEAN 0.426; TK SR EL A, B MEIE R EAE 0.095~0.966 2
i), ~F¥{E 7y 0.604.

ET B R B GS, R UPGMA V2 AT DA e AR Bl 5 A3k 5 450 s W S 4 JF (&1 2 F
3 .

e nw19-J T RRI B R R T E.d RIS D R S R S .
Note: nw19- is the number of Elymus nutans population; E.d is the number of E.dahuricus population.

2 BT UPGMA 1y i) 2 AR B o Fl ik 5 Dy b 2 R 20 i i (B 1)
Fig. 2 Clustering analysis of Elymus nutans and E. dahuricus based on UPGMA (Population 1)
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BlvE: En- RS E MRS Ed NS DM EHRS .
Note: En- is the number of Elymus nutans population; Ed is the number of E.dahuricus population.

3 JET UPGMA @ 1) 2 AR B S AN Ik 5 Dy Pl s R 2R i B 2
Fig. 3 Clustering analysis of Elymus nutans and E. dahuricus based on UPGMA (Population 2)

2.4 BESHEDH

POPGENE 7t (3R 4) = [F480 50 A7 T B4R B 55 110 &% A 2 R Mk 8 20 8 38 v T 08 3 ) Bl ol
T, JERE 1 AR Z RETE RSB (Na=4.63, Ne=3.00, H.=0.61, 1=1.15, Py(%)=100%) KT ik
1 PR E (N,=2.50, Ne=2.17, H¢=0.49, 1=0.77, P, (%)=87.5%) ; JE#t 2 AP L REMEIRE
(Na=6.00, Ne=4.11, He=0.77, 1=1.53) ¥ K T 55 /I H (Na=2.50, Ne=2.25, He=0.56,
1=0.77) o MRHEEKPRE, =P 18 AE 2 FEPE TP (Na=5.32, Ne=3.56, H=0.69,
1=1.34, Pp(%)=100% ) B K T3k 5 Jy b 5 2 FF 1 48 2P 38 1H (Na=2.50, Ne=2.21, He=0.53,
1=0.80, Py(%)=93.75%) .

R4 FEFEPHRELANL L I PRI 2 FEETRHL

Table 4 Genetic diversity index of Elymus nutans and E. dahuricus

Tl JE R &2 B HHER R HA EZNURANEE
I a 188 %
Species Population A Ne H, 1 Py (%)
R 1 4.63 3.00 0.61 1.15 100%
Elymus nutans 2 6.00 411 0.77 1.53 100%
FHI{H Mean 5.32 3.56 0.69 1.34 100%
PN 1 2.50 2.17 0.49 0.77 87.5%
E. dahuricus 2 2.50 225 0.56 0.83 100%
“F{H Mean 2.50 221 0.53 0.80 93.75%

25 MHEEMANEHEEIL

JE BB AL 25 R o MT R B, A R R ) A A R R AR Ak, SRR 1 B B L R EL (Gsr=
0.034) B BAKTIED HPEARE (Gsr = 0.070) , 7 W IX T Fh 45 ol B0 (0 Bt Py J B 1D B4 A0 S o R Bt A A
S 3.4%F 7.0%, & HMLRKZEER KA THEHN (96.6%F 93%) (£ 5) . RIFEESHR
B (Gsr) THEAS 2PV FIE JE B AR IR AR 2, 2008 NO=9.030 #1 N = 5.053 (k 5) . A
AR R E A 22 5, R mARPL IR R, A7 ES-82 fil ESGS-328 4L /L A2 % i iy
(Gst=0.051) , A% ESGS-117 /L AL FE ik (Gst=0.014) ; TM7EE S Sy Pemi s rp, £ A ES-82
KRR B (Gst= 0.248) , ESGS-117 HJiffE L FEE A ik (Gst) =0.031 (K 5) .
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B R 2125 5 AR 0 B f T A% 22 A

Table 5 Genetic diversity of Elymus nutans and E. dahuricus populations

7 15 TR Elymus nutans 55 IR E. dahuricus

Locus IJl Hs DST GST Nm IJI Hs DST GST Nm
ES-82 0.604 0.573 0.031 0.051 4.652 0.399 0.300 0.099 0.248 0.758
ESGS-117 0.809 0.798 0.011 0.014 17.607 0.650 0.630 0.020 0.031 7.815
ES-176 0.581 0.552 0.029 0.050 4750 0.473 0.450 0.023 0.049 4.852
ES-179 0.626 0.603 0.023 0.037 6.507 0.534 0.500 0.034 0.064 3.656
ESGS-183 0.806 0.789 0.017 0.021 11.655 0.572 0.552 0.020 0.035 6.893
ESGS-266 0.739 0.722 0.017 0.024 10.167 0.517 0.495 0.022 0.043 5.564
ESGS-278 0.734 0.719 0.015 0.020 12.250 0.629 0.595 0.034 0.054 4.380
ESGS-328 0.693 0.658 0.035 0.051 4.652 0.618 0.595 0.023 0.037 6.507
“F#5{H Mean 0.699 0.677 0.022 0.034 9.030 0.549 0.034 0.034 0.070 5.053

i He MERISE SN N BB ZAENE: Do EREMBHEZRENE: Gor. BMED AL Na. ZERE. TH.

Note: H,. Diversity in population total gene diversity; N, . Diversity within populations; Ds 1. Genetic diversity among populations; Gs 1 . Genetic
differentiation coefficient; Ny, . Gene flow. The same below.

Gy F 5 25 65 4y B 3R OH T AR B R R OA 5 ) BB R ) a8 AR R S R AR TR . T R R
HE N AL AL K (80.92%) KTk 5 D BBl B | N (63.620%) i R4 A6 0 ot Py Jo 9 1) ) 388 4% A2
S E AL (Fe=0.19) MK T1A 5 Jy i 5 Ak 9 B #E I (Fo=0.36) , PEAFRFD A 1) & BF 183 % 70 1k 351k
F R EIKF (P<0.001) (3R 6) . AMVOA 431145 2 (845 A8 7 [ 2 Fa 40 (Fso) A Wright 1) F Siit
B Feo A4, #0715 B AS [3) MR o0 A B (R A R RO o ARFE A 30 Np=0.25 (1- Fs) [Fg, 153 AP
Bl o o B TR PR B R (Nim=1.066) {2 25 K T8 3 Jy el B B [R] ( JE R (Nim=0.444) , HF #3311
THAERET Gu tHAEMEREA (F 5 , hUbid B E R R AR RAEE, FEBEREE S
ISR T B L EH

6 AP ERIE L ) PR R RE R 5105 ZZ 0T (AMOVA)
Table 6 AMOVA analysis of Elymus nutans and E. dahuricus populations

A 5K H HifE Ty #F R A i 5 P18
Moy =4 TR%L

Source of variation Df Sum of Variance component  Percentage of Fixation index P value
squares variation

T RIS B B Elymus nutans population

JE ] 1 28.906 0.764 19.08% Fy= P<

Among populations 0.19 0.001

JE#EN Within population 66 213.682 3.240 80.92%

K Total 67 242.588 4.003 100%

185 SR R B E. dahuricus population

JEAE] 1 37.678 1.455 36.38% Fy= P<

Among populations 0.36 0.001

JE#EN Within population 48 123.542 2.544 63.62%

KA Total 49 161.220 3.999 100%

2.6 EESY o BRI R B (B & 1 5 1L

DN T RS ) 358 o A 14 T AR Tl 5 NIk 5 g R P 3 G A ) A ] 2 5 A AE AR A% S5 RO A LR
M, A ST B 68 PR A [ 35K 73 A1 ) 3 BRI B 5 AT R 5 ) SO S A AR REAT TR TT, SRR (R0 A
R A] BB AE AL R E (GLLD Iy 0.054, U5t B[R] 48k 70 A1 0 T A4 Bk B A 3 55 g 450l J A 1)
WAL ZREVE EEAFAE T PRIE AN (94.6%) , U 5.2%70 A T PIVIRRIAL; (73855 A ) Ao ] F) 268 RV
(NLD BB T 4.443 (R 7D, 3X4B7R T AL R 70 A1 I P 0 5 Jed e 1) £ 6 B 8 0 288 DR A2,
ANl XD (735 2 A7 B J A e ) 383 4% 20 4 23 5l 9 0.057 A 0.050, 3 (1 25 S AR BE AN B S, 3 1 b 4B
BRI (NOD WAREE, 308 4.136 A1 4.750, 15 B AS [ My [X. [R] 455 43 A 43X 1R A 48 ik 2 o [ i
PRI B 5 DR O LA R AR T

RT3 A TR AT & ) RSB IR 21t

Table 7 Genetic differentiation between Elymus nutans and E. dahuricus in sympatric species

J& ¥ Population H H Dy Gy N
F&#£ 1 Population 1 0.583 0.550 0.033 0.057 4.136
J&T 2 Population 2 0.678 0.644 0.034 0.050 4750

SE5{ Mean 0.631 0.597 0.034 0.054 4.443
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3 Tt

e Ji b X AR RO R (AL AR R, T 2 b X A R B R s AL 2 R A R A2 B
JFAEREF AN E TR EREM. Yan 2 (2009) XF3K H H# S EA FEREER 14 A B 5
JEEEIL 300 Z /AN, FIA AFLP brididfAT 7 8% Z R PR, 45 RAB R AS [F) R BEAL A5 2 38 MR Ll 7
33.21%~77.80% <[], Akl 73.52%; FEPN ZAEMEFEEL (He) fE 0.2194~0.3592 Z Ja], &S fkAN
0.4285; &% (1D 7F 0.3550~0.5491 x [A], &4AkN 0.6198. Chen %5 (2013) Xf3k A Ak M &
) 50 Z r WREPLIR AL KL, FIF SSR FRic AT T B AEYEVEA, 4 48 /R AN IR Ja B R 47 A 22 285 1 L 43
1E 54.86%~74.31%2 [f), FPRZREVEFERAE 0.1629~0.1987 2 |f], &R IEHAE 0.2579~0.3119 2 [i]. &
IR SSR #Ricxfk H 2 NAIEJE#ER) 58 AN MEREE Z FEGEATRII, 25 3 BoR-FIAL 5 2 5P L4
ik 93.75%, F:NZFEMEFREE 0.61~0.77 28], SKN 0.69, FAIGEAE 1.15~1.53 28], HiEkN
1.34. TEARIUREFT 38 7 1) T RSO 8L 2 FE R b 3 m T ar A5 R, X 5 A EBFFL P R4 T
PRCRBAFA G, FNAFES FhRIcRE, 2EERERAR, RESEMALEREZFHHIL. Yan
4 (2009) FIHE AFLP #rid, 19 H 2 &AL 2 L BI7E 66.3%~83.4% 7], “FH4°4 75.0%, AHFFLH
SSR tric 2 S AL A L BIE 51.2%~96.2% ], P14 90.4%. Chen %5 (2013) FJH K SSR #rid >k
RT3 @/ NE R E. alaskanus, 7F T R B 5 A A7 5 2 S PELLBIA 66.7%~100%, PN 91.4%, {H 2
2 A TE B (7.33) MIEZAEMEREE (0.224) mK T AW SSR tricHnm4 R (45K
27.3 fil 0.84) o FHJFEE, ERFE AT BRI K SSR Aric K H T A1 A 56, 5 [F] 355 A5 138 9
FhzE3 (E. sibiricus L.) , [KUILIX % SSR bric 75 T 4 i 5 b 5E 25 5 3 386 Sk R 2 Hh A7 R 1 2 65 1
(A=

A TR 5 8 71 0 R B 8 AL 2 R PR T IR 20 A (1008 5 Ju B, (ER 7R A% 45 4 S A
A AL . AR A S S R B H e S SR AR, AL BRI EY) (Lu, 1993; %L
%, 2015) . @ AR EY P BEE GBI AT, K RS A A J RAFE T LR (Fahima et
al., 1999) , {H /g A ST 75 il e Jim b [X. [7) 455 40 A7 T R4 05 ARk 5 ) Bl B et A 4 R A0 AT R B, AR
P T B RN Gk 5 A P R R RN A AR R (96.6% A1 93.0%) W FH A TR BEN A A R (3.4% A0
7.0%) , BERFEELETEREN/NMMEAR . AMOVA ZrHr &0, R 5 A FE 1 ) P04 5 B
WAL 55 80.92%H1 63.62%, J&#F Al E 4L AL F N 19.08%F1 36.38%. [FIFE, i AF|HA [Fst L
R 10 AR 8 7 T R B O T P B A 22 R M v T R B (R 1 S AL 25 M4 (Yan et al., 2009; Chen et
al., 2013) . Yan %5 (2010) #t— 5%k iy i b X 3 FEA O 588 A% 5 4 20 AT, ARl 4 i OO B Bk T
P A (1 5 5 DR A T R X i s SR DR R o R B R A 2 R 3 X A S e, AR
Bl B 3 DL R K R 800 S R AL T R T R B sh A R AT AR R, (RS P B L. A
BRI R R LT AR T X FiAL ik 5 2. E e8I R, IR R R e o A
R, BTEFAEANIES LS R AR AL, BN R M MRS % EIX 9 =3 . 25K
(2005) X ESENZTE (AHRAERRNZ TR T T8EEW T, SGRRPEZETEZR/
G HACTR W A B AL 45 M Rr o, R REN L Z RSB BN 0.30, JEEERICY 041, A2 AT
58% . [F) Sy 1 3 AL 6l B T A5 AR ARA PRI A0 R 30 A ol (L 5 0 2 0 T B ol T 0 A 2 M R I A —
o EURTRATHED , vy JE X T A AR R 2 T S I BB A 5 R T BB IR B U Sl R 2 s

KGR N IE G NWRE R AT — N, B PR SRS R, F R
(Elymus tangutorum (Nevski) Hand.-Mazz) . AE#68 % (Elymus excelsus Turcz. ex Griseb.) . [R4F$¥
B (Elymus cylindricus (Franch.) Honda) 45 ( (/54345 1987; Lu., 1993; Baum et al., 2011; Ay
Mk REE, 2013) . Agafonov (2001) XJik % JJ #0552 & BED A IR ) 25 5% . IR 3 Ay
FHEZAARFKE LT T HEMMOT R, @RS E RV N E ORI N KR 25k FE (2005) FIH
SSR 1 ISSR % i 458 N IA 5 I B0 5L 5 & BEFR R SR & ¢ Rt AT TS, 45 5RRBLE SSR A1 ISSR 7K
B JUTF TR X 50 I8 S D S R B A B . R AR TR A IA S 7 R R R Bl X ik 5 g e
HEBRDMZREE At X, RIS A E AR 225, EBRms s, [F 25 R 3% X ik



B PLHESE A G54 23 A )38 2 A T8 R SRl 7 A % ) 4B 8 A 22 R 9

5 DI W S G AR A X E KRR A R BUAETE (7K AE, 2005) , DR IRATIA A SRR A 5

3T B 358 A 20 R R P R84 G A R S SE T RE U PR T IA 5 O O R Y T O A AR I B8 A% )

oo TRVRE,  FRATTHHE NN [ J58 73 A 1) 2 A A B0 o B A A AE ) K IR AR S, T SR U T i AR h A2 A Y

ANREAL LT

P B ) A IR A I POIREACRFAE, AN R A R 2% 2 R RS & i A AR, R IA) R A B R B 8

FE P 5 Jo Wb 22 RE A K asi A% 2 REIE T b 2 % L ELAIAE ) (Sun et al.,2014; Wu et al., 2016) . 75 ik

vy JER L DX O Bl R 0 2 R AT DX, AR XA AE R DA AR AN A AR O R A (AR

S, 1987; XA, 1999) , WFFUR YRR AN 13 B DU AR SBIR SR 4 Fh oS 45 1A S b 5 ) A

AR 5 2 23R4 M5~ (L, 1993) , 55 ANE % IX AN [ 45 B 5 Ja 47 A 1) R SR 2% sy L A A O

thi, 2008; X|i%He, 2017; BRENNESE, 2018; PRXGHESE, 2019) .o [F) M EAS [F) A5 1L M Ao 1) 2 52 AE S5

R4 8 m Qe 4628 5 (Lipmma et al., 2013; Chester M, et al., 2012) , 7EFRATH AT HI#F 78 b &

30 T A BB A P P R Qe (/A ZE S (Dou et al. 2009; 2017) . (A, FRATIA A AL 5

[ 35 7 A1 (30 2 W0 8] A58 () R 1) 2 A2 BE RSB A 7T REXT Tzt iR s AL o lie B g /E . &

TP AR L, 385 B B S M I B RS, B GBI RA 2 XMR: Rt 5 AL

Qe ik f7{E (Dou et al., 2011; Yang et al., 2017) , WpFil 5k 5 G G AR BN N AE 2 5 44T eI I 7E

A% 5 BLA'E vhoek 4 5T 0 B PR RORT B R A AR E Ak B b AR EERIAE A (Gill, 1991) , RIIE S Sy

i M 5 AR Ak e 8 R TS g e DT 2R ALLFR) [ A5 A 0 e, (B 3 55 g 5 0 e e ) A Jo A 2 AL T Rk

55 AN [ BB R ) A ) 2 22 R RS0 B — E IBEASAE AT, 38 15 ) Bl s M i A% 04k B M ) 5 5 & R

P LA A B ) 2 S R RS 0 o AN SCHR 7 1 (A3 00 A 1) S BRI B 30 A% 2 R R T IR S R, AR

X T IR R, X AT R T AR S S A T 2 R R A R SRR B E . AR T

AN ) JoE A v 2 AP B B Ok 5 AR B 2 R) A ik PRI A, (B IS 5 ) S5O0 B 5 ok ) A% ot ELAE LA

] REAE SRR 1 5 3 S50 ) M A s A D T AR DS B A I .
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