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®LIOTEHETUYHA CIIOPIJHEHICTh YKPAIHCHKHUX 3PA3KIB YUHU
PABOI (LATHYRUS VENETUS (MILL.) WOHLF.) TA YMHA BECHAAHOI
(L. VERNUS (L.) BERNH.) 3A JAHUMMU AHAJII3Y AIJISSHKHU XJIOPO-
IVIACTHOI'O TEHOMY psbA-trnH
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Ilpeocmasnuk pody Lathyrus yuna psioa (L. venetus) 3anecena 0o Yepgonoi knueu Yxpainu y cmamyci 6paziugozo
6udy. Ananiz uucenvHocmi YuHu psaO0I YCKIAOHIOEMbCA PO3NOBCIO0NHCEHICMIO 2IOpUOHUX OPM YbO2O BUOY 3 THULUM
VKpaincokum npedcmasHuxom pooy Lathyrus — uunoro eecnanoro (L. vernus). Taxi 2ibpudni nonynayii uacmo noMuiKo-
60 BU3HAUAIOMbCA K NONYIAYIL YuHU padoi, 3a805aKu iX Mopgonoziunil nodionocmi. /[ia eugueHHs ceHemUyYHUX pecyp-
ci8 yunu psaboi HeobXIOHe BUKOPUCTNAHHA MOJEKVIAPHUX MapKepis, K A0epHoi (be3nocepednvo 0as ioenmuikayii
2IOpudHUX hopm), max i n1acmuoOHoi (011 GU3HAUEHHS HANPAMKY 2ibpudusayii) nokanizayii. OOHuMm i3 Hatlbitbw nepc-
nekmueHux mapkepis na ocnosi xaoponiacmuoi JJHK ¢ |GS misxe cenamu psSbA-trnH, sxuii doci ne 6ys npocuxsenosa-
nuti 01s L. venetus ma L. vernus. OTXe, B yiti po6omi Mu 8USYULU MOHCIUSICING BUKOPUCIIANHA OLIAHKU XAOPONAACT-
Ho2o eenomy psbA-trnH ons ioenmuixayii 6amokiecorux opm 2ibpudie midxc L. venetus ma L. vernus. Mu amniigixy-
eanu ma cukeeHysanu nociioosnocmi psbA-trnH ons 3pasxis L. venetus ma L. vernus 3i6panux na mepumopii Yxpainu.
Js nopisusanmns 6yau euxopucmanni nociioosnocmi psbA-trnH 3 6asu oanux GenBank, sxi npeocmasnsioms 6uou 3
Qinozenemuuno siodanenux cexyii pody Lathyrus, a maxooc, cnopioneni do L. venetus ma L. vernus euou cexyii Oro-
bus. Ha ocnoei ananizy supisniosanns écix uxopucmanux 6 pobomi nociioognocmeti Y10 ROKA3AHO, WO PiGeHb MIHAU-
socmi psbA-trnH nepesuwye maxuil 0ns inwux OinaHok xaoponiacmuoi [JHK, axi euxopucmosysanucs y ¢inocenemuu-
Hux docidxcennsix pody Lathyrus. Ha nobyooeanomy namu ghinocenemuunomy depesi pio Lathyrus 3 sucoxoio cmamu-
CMUYHOIO0 NIOMPUMKOIO YMEopioe MoHoPinemuuny 2pyny. Iopisusauns cuxeenoganux nociioosnocmeti 1GS psbA-trnH
NOKa3ano HaseHicmuv sHaynux giominnocmeni mige 1GS psbA-trnH uunu psaooi ma eecnanoi ma niomgepouno egpexmus-
HICMb BUKOPUCMAHHSA YIET OLIAHKYU 0151 MOIEKYIAPHOL i0enmuixayii yux udie ma 01 6U3HAUEHHS HANPAMKY 2i0puou-

3ayii' y niomeepodicenux 2iOpuoHuUx opm.

Kniouosi cnosa: psbA-trnH, JTHK-6aprooine, Lathyrus, ciopuouszayis

Beryn. Jlo 4epBOHOI KHMIM YKpaiHH 3aHECEHO
Tpu BUaM poay Lathyrus L.: guna TpaHcinpBaHCHKA
(L. transsilvanicus (Spreng.) Rchb.), unna rmagesbka
(L. laevigatus Arechav.) Ta umHa psiba (L. venetus
(Mill.) Wohlf.). Ocranniit Bux nommpesuii B Ykpaii
y IIpaBoGepexxHoMy Ta myke piako y JliBobepexHo-
My Jlicocteny. PeansHuii XapakTep MOMIMPEHHS YHHHA
psi001 Iy’Ke BaKKO OI[IHUTH 4epe3 Te, 1o Oarato ii
3HaXiIOK MOXYTb OyTH ribpuanumu popmamu 3 iH-
muM BHaoM poxy Lathyrus ykpaincekoi ¢mopu —
uynHor BecHsHOIO (L. vernus (L.) Bernh.) (Yepsona
kuura Ykpainu, 2009; Tynkevich et al., 2015). Takum
YMHOM, BHKOPUCTaHHS MOP(QOJIOTIYHUX KpUTEPIiB
JUIsl BU3HaueHHs L. venetus Moxke Jacto NpU3BOAUTH
JI0 TIOMWJIKOBOI i/leHTH(iKaIlii 0COOWH IIOTO BHTY.
Jns Toro, mo0 epeKTHBHO OI[IHIOBATH MPUPOIHI
pecypcu yuHM psi0oi B YKpaiHi Heo0XiTHO pO3poOuTH
Uit Hei cucteMy MoOJeKyispHOi ineHTtudikarii. Pa-
Hillle B SIKOCTI MOJIEKYJISIPHOTO MapKepa Il TaKHX
JOCITDKEHb  PO3TIISIaiach HYKJICOTHIIHA TTOCHiI0B-
HICTB MiXKT€HHOTO creficepa (intergenic spacer - IGS)
reniB 5S pPHK (Tynkevich et al., 2015). Lleii mapkep
HEOJHOPA30BO YCIIIIHO BUKOPHCTOBYBaBCs y (ijo-
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TCHETUYHUX Ta MOJIEKYIISPHO-EBOJIOIIMHUX JOCITi-
JDKEHHAX 3aBOAKUM HMOro BHCOKIA  MIHJIMBOCTI
(Ishchenko et al., 2020; Mel’nyk et al., 2020; Tyn-
kevich et al., 2020; Grabiele et al., 2021; Fehrer et al.,
2021; Senderowicz et al., 2022). Ilpore, HeoOXij-
HICTh KIIOHYBaHHS TocmigoBHocTer 5S p/IHK mepen
CHKBEHYBAaHHSIM CYTTEBO YCKIIATHIOE BUKOPHCTAHHS
BOrO MapKepy, OCOOIMBO y MAacCOBHX PYTHHHHX
nocnimkenssx. Kpim toro, ais L. venetus 6ye noka-
3aHUH BHYTPINIHLOT€HOMHHH MTOJTIMOP}i3M 3a MOCITi-
nouictio IGS 5S p/IHK (Tynkevich et al., 2015),
BHACJIIJIOK YOTO Pe3yJbTaTH (PiIOreHeTHYHOTO aHali-
3y MOXYTh OyTH TpakTOBaHI HEOIHO3HA4YHO. Binbi
nouineauMm s JIHK-Oapkominry mpencTaBHUKIB
poxy Lathyrus Burisiiae BUKOpHCTaHHS MTOCITiIOBHO-
CTeil BHYTPIIIHIX TPaHCKPHOOBaHHX crieicepiB (in-
ternal transcribed spacers — ITS1-2) renis 35S pPHK
a00 IUISHOK XJIOPOILIACTHOTO M'€HOMY, TOOTO, TIOCIi-
JOBHOCTEH, AJISl IKUX MOYKIIUBE MPSME CUKBEHYBaHHS
[JIP-npoxyktiB. Ha Bigminy Bim L.vernus, sxwuii
HEOJTHOPA30BO CTaBaB 00’ €KTOM JOCHIKEHb 13 BHKO-
pucTaHHsIM MoseKyisipHEX MapkepiB (Kenicer et al.,
2005; Oskoueiyan et al., 2010; Chubukova et al.,
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2011; Schaefer et al., 2012; Neumann et al., 2015;
Mienna et al., 2020), mus L. venetus pamime 0yso
CHKBEHOBAHO JIMILIE OAHY IUISHKY XJIOPOILIACTHOTO
reHomy - trnS-trnG ta onHy AUSIHKY SAEPHOTO T€HO-
My - ITS1-2 (Schaefer et al., 2012).

Hus JIHK-6Gapkoninry HaifgacTire BHKOPHCTO-
BYIOTBCS TUITHKU XJIoporuiactHoro reaomy (Coissac
et al., 2016). IIpore, yacTo piBeHh MIHJIMBOCTI XJIO-
pomnactaoi JIHK € HemocraTHiM I OZHO3HAYHOI
inenTudikarii Buais. [lle ogHuM X HETOIIKOM € yC-
NaJIKyBaHHA JIMIIE N0 MaTepPUHCHKIH JIiHil, 110 He Aae
MOJKJIMBICTh PO3MEXYBATH TIOpWAHI TaKCOHM Ta iX
MaTepuHChKY TpenkoBy ¢opmy. [IpoTe, skiio ridpu-
JIHA TIPUPOJa TAKCOHA BXKE BU3HAUYCHA 3 BUKOPUCTAH-
HSIM SJIEPHUX MapKepiB, XJIOPOTUIACTHI MapKepH MoO-
KyTb OyTH KOPHUCHHMH JUI BH3HAUCHHS HAIpPIMY
riopuauzanii. OcTaHHIM 4YacoM B 0araTboX JOCIIi-
JDKCHHSX BUKOPUCTOBYETBHCS CIICHiCEpHa ITOCIIJOB-
Hicth (IGS) MiX ABOMa XIIOPOIUTACTHHMH TEHAMU:
psbA Ta trnH (Castro et al., 2015; Intharuksa et al.,
2020; Frigerio et al., 2021; Tynkevich et al., 2022).
Jlns GaraThOX TaKCOHIB I JUISHKA BHSABUJIACH HaM-
OinbIl MIiHIMBUM Ta iHGOPMATHBHUM (pparMeHTOM
xmoporactaoro reHomy (Bruyns et al. 2006, Ren et
al. 2010, Intharuksa et al. 2020). Onnak, s L. ver-
nus, ta L. venetus s minsHKa me He Oyina CHKBEHO-
BaHa. ToMmy, MeTOIO Hamoi poO0OTH OYyJIO CHKBEHY-
BanHs |GS psbA-trnH  xmopormiactHoro reHomy
L. vernus, Ta L. venetus ta aHaii3 MOKJIMBOCTI BHUKO-
pucTaHHS ii IS MOJIEKyJspHOI igeHTrdikamii mux
BU/IIB.

Marepianu Ta MeToau. MatepiaioMm IS JTOCHTi-
JoKkeHHs Oynu repOapr3oBani TucTku L. venetus Ta L.
vernus 3 repbapito UepHiBeILKOTO HAIliOHATEHOTO
yHuiBepcutery imeni HOpist ®enpkoBuua (CHER),
3i0paHi y pi3HHX JIOKaIlisix Ha Tepuropii UepHiBeIb-
Kol obxacti. 3araneny JJHK ekcrparysanm 3a moau-
¢ikoBannM 1eraBiaoHoBHM MeTozioMm (Porebski et al.,
2007; Panchuk et al., 2007).

st amrumidikamii ginsaka psbA-trnH merogom
nojiiMepasHoi Jsanirororoi peaxitii (ITJIP) Bukopuc-
TOBYBaJIM Mapy NpaiMepiB, sSKi KOMIIEMEHTapHI 10
(aHKylouMX MDKIeHHUH crelicep IUISHOK TeHiB
psbA Tta trnH. Peaxkmiiina cymim mrs TIJIP micrtuna
HactynHi komnonedtu: 30 ur IHK, 4 mxn nonimepa-
301 cymimi FIREPol 5% Green Ta 0.5 MkM ko>xHOTO
3 JIBOX TpaiiMepiB. 3aranbHuii 00’ eM ckianaB 20 MKII.
[IJIP mpoBoawiu 3a JOMOMOIOK amintidikaTopa
BioRad T100 (BioRad, CIIIA) 3a Takoro mporpamoro:
(1) mouatkoBa aktuBais JJHK-nomimepasu ta nena-
typanis JJHK — 95°C, 2 xB.; (2) nenarypauis JTHK —
95°C, 30 c; (3) ribpuanzanis npaiimepis — 57°C, 30 c;
(4) cunres JJTHK — 72°C, 30 c; (5) 3aBepiieHHs amii-
midikamii — 72°C, 7 XB.; npunvHeHHs peakiii — 4°C;
3arajibHa KiIbKICTh HUKIIB amrutidikamii — 37. Pe-
3yAbTaTH aMIUTi(ikanii NmepeBipsin 3a JOINOMOTO0
enexktpodopesy y 2% araposHomy rem. Otpumani
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TIJIP-ipotyKTH OYMINAIHA EKCTPAKITEr Xiopodop-
moM. [l cukBenyBanHs [1JIP-TipoayKTiB 3aCTOCOBY-
Baly TIpaiiMepd, BUKOPHCTaHI NIpH aMIuTidikarii.
CuxBeHnyBaHHs 3pa3kiB mpooawiu Ha ¢ipmi LGC
genomics (Himeuunna).

AHaii3 pe3ynbTaTiB CHKBEHYBAaHHS MPOBOIUIN 3
BUKOPHCTaHHIM KoMm'toTepHoi mporpamu Chromas
ta makety nporpaMm DNASTAR. J{ns momryky romo-
JIOTIYHUX TIOCIIOBHOCTEH 3aCTOCYBAIM IPOTPaMy
BLAST (Boratyn et al., 2013). BupiBHtoBaHHS HYK-
JICOTUIHUX TOCIiIOBHOCTEH 3AIMCHIOBAIM METOAOM
G-INS-I, peanizoBanum Ha cepeepi MAFFT (Katoh et
al., 2019). HaiiGinbIn BiINmOBiqHA MOJIENb HYKIICOTH-
JHUX 3aMiH Oyja BU3Ha4YeHa 32 HAHHIKYMM 3HAYCH-
HIM  baeciBcbkoro  iHQOpMamiHHOTO — KPHUTEPito
(Bayesian Information Criterion - BIC) 3 Bukopuc-
taHHaM iHcTpymeHty Find Best-Fit  Substitution
Model B mporpami Mega X (Kumar et al., 2018).
OioreHeTHYHUI  aHalli3  TPOBOAWIN  METOJOM
Maximum likelihood 3a momomoroto mnarina PhyML
st Geneious Prime 2021.0.3.2 (Guindon and
Gascuel, 2003). Cratuctrnyaa miaTpUMKa TiIoK Oyna
po3paxoBana 3a gomomoror Ttecty alLRT Chi2
(Anisimova and Gascuel, 2006). Pe3ynbTytoue aepe-
Bo ekcrioptryBaiiu y dopmari Newick Ta aHotyBamm 3
BUKOPUCTAaHHSAM OHNaiiH iHcTpymenty iTOL v6 -
Interactive tree of life (Letunic and Bork, 2021).

PesyabTatn Ta iXx o0rosopenHs. IlomrykoBuit
samuT MetonoM BLAST 3a HMOBHOKO MOCIIIIOBHICTIO
crieficepa CMKBEHOBAaHMX HaMH 3pa3KiB y 0a3i JlaHuX
Genbank moBepHyBcsi 3 pe3yibTatoM 146 mociIoB-
HOCTEH, 13 MOKpUTTSIM He MeHie 50% Bix JOBKUHA
MOCHIOBHOCTI 3anmuTy. 3 HUX 16 Oynm ineHTHdiko-
BaHi y MOBHUX XJIOPOIUIACTHUX reHomax. s Toro,
100 YTOYHUTH (PiIOTEHETUYHE TOJIOKEHHS Ta PiIBEHb
CHOPiTHEHOCTI MiXK 000K YKpaiHChKMX 3paskiB L.
venetus Ta L. vernus, Mu 3aBaHTaXuiaH 3 0a3u JaHUX
Genbank 35 mocmimosaocteit psbA-trnH s mpen-
craBHHKIB poxay Lathyrus. Yactuna 3aBaHTa)XeHUX
MIOCITiIOBHOCTEH Oyiia oOpaHa 3 ypaxyBaHHSM CHCTe-
MAaTHYHOTO ITOJIOKEHHS BiIITOBIIHUX BHIIIB, 3 METOIO
MPEJCTaBUTH MaKCUMallbHy KiJIBKICTh CekIiil. B
UBOMY MU chupainucs Ha poOoTy Schaefer et al.
(2012). Inma yactuHa mociigoBHOCTEH Oyia BimiOpa-
HAa 3a MMPHUHIUIIOM MaKCHMAJIBHOI TTOAiOHOCTI IO CHK-
BEHOBaHMX HaMu 3paskiB. Takox, s QioreHeTny-
HOTO aHali3y, y SKOCTi 30BHIIIHIX TPYIl MU BUKOPHC-
TalM TIOCTIJIOBHOCTI TPEJCTABHUKIB TPHOX POJIIB
Tpubu Fabeae: Pisum L., Vavilovia Fed. ta Vicia L.
BupisntoBanns nociigoBaocteit IGS psbA-trnH Beix
BUKOPHCTAHUX JIISI aHAJI3Y TaKCOHIB BHSBUJIO ITOMi-
PHO BHCOKHH piBeHb MOAIOHOCTI Wi€l AUIAHKU B Me-
xax poxay Lathyrus (puc. 1). ITocmizoBHOCTI pi3HUX
BHJIIB BIAPI3HSAIOTHCS MK COOOI0 SIK HYKJICOTHIHUMH
3aMiHaM#, 3 SKAX 45 BHSIBWINCH TApCHMOHIM-
iHPOPMATUBHUMH, TaK 1 PAIOM OJITOHYKJICOTHIHHX
iageniB. CepenHiil piBeHb MOAIOHOCTI MidK TTOCTiIOB-
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HOCTsIMH CTaHOBHUTH 89,5%. [loBHicTIO maHi aHami3y
BHUPIBHIOBAHHS MpeACTaBicH] y Tabnwmi 1. 3aramom,
piBenb MiruBocti st IGS psbA-trnH nepeumrye
TakWl JJIs BCIX IHIIUX JUISHOK XJIOPOILIACTHOTO
TEeHOMY 3a CITiBBIIHOIICHHSM 3araibHOi KUTBKOCTI
HYKJICOTHIHUX CAWTIB /IO KUIBKOCTI BapiaOeNbHUX Ta

Schaefer et al., 2012). Pasom i3 nerkicTio amrutidika-
Il Ta CMKBEHyBaHHs Iie poOouth PSOA-trnH omuum i3
HaMOITBII TePCIEKTUBHUX MOJIEKYIISIPHIX MapKepiB
st pinorenernyHoro ananizy ta JIHK-OGapkominry
npencrakHukis poxy Lathyrus.

iHpopmaruBaux caiitiB  (Kenicer et al., 2005;
Taobnuysn 1.
THapamempu mampuyi ma Mooenb HyKLeOMUOHUX 3amin 0ns eupieniosanns PSbA-trnH
Table 1.
Matrix parameters and models of psbA-trnH alignment

Kinpkicts 3paskis (humber of samples) 41
Kinbkicts BHiB (NUMber of species) 40
Jlopxuna BupiBHIOBaHHs, HI (aligned length, bp) 297
I[Nonapna nonibHicTh, % (pairwise identity, %) 89,5
MinnuBi HyKIeoTHIHI caiity, Hi (Variable sites, bp) 83
ITapcuMoHi#i-iHpopMaTHBHI HYKJICOTHIHI caiity, Hit (parsimony informative sites, bp) 45
Monens HykmeoTHanux 3amin (nhucleotide substitution model) T92+G

[lobynoBane ©a ocHOBi BHpiBHIOBaHHS [GS
psbA-trnH ¢inoreseTnyne aepeso (puc. 2) MICTHUTh
20 By3JiB 3 piBHEM CTaTHCTHUYHOI MiATPUMKHU BUIIEC
0.90 Ta 3a 3aragpHOI0 TOMOJOTIER Y3TOKYETHCS 13

1 25 50 75 100

Consensus
Identity

L.venosus JX506961.1
L.ochroleucus JX505942.1
L.davidif GU396758.1

L japonicus JX505931.1 |
L.strictus JX505957.1

L alfaicus JX505916.1 L]
L.dielsianus JX505923.1

L.parvifolius JX505946.1

L.gmelinii FR856879.1

L.faevigatus JX505932.1

L.incurvus JX505930.1
L.niger HES66681.1
L.inconspicuus JX505928.1
L.hygrophilus JX505927.1
L.parodii JX505945.1

L subandinus JX505958.1
L.magellanicus JX505938.1
L.tukhtensis JX505960.1

L.faxifiorus JX505933.1 |
L.aphaca MG947126.1 1 1
L.pratensis JX505947 .1
L.mutkak JX505940.1

L sylvestris JQ886554.1 —1ml

L.fatifolius KP338445.1 |
L.roseus JX506951.1

L.tuberosus JQ886566.1

L.belinensis JX505921.1

L.hirsutus JX505926.1 1

L.sphaericus JX505956.1 11

L sativus MK333227 1 | |
L.clymenum JX505920.1 Hl

L.ochrus X505943 1 — -

Pisum sativurm MK833285.1 1 1 — | ]
Pisum abyssinicurn LT596675.1 | | ]
Vavilovia formosa JX505969.1 [ ]
Vavilovia aucheri JX5605968.1 [ ]
Vicia sylvatica JX506037.1 11 1N
Vicia cracca JX505993.1 1 | B

Puc. 1. Cxemamuune npedcmaeienns 6upieHI0BAHHA
nocnioosnocmeni  psbA-trnH  npeocmasnuxie  pooy
Lathyrus. Ilocniooenocmi, ompumani ¢ yiti podomi, no-
Ka3ami JcupHum wipugmom ma niokpecieni.

IMpote, Ha oTpuMaHOMy Hamu jepeBi pia Lathyrus
€ MOHOMIIETUYHOI TPYIOK, HA BiIMiHY BiJl JJAHUX
(UTOTeHeTHYHUX aHaNi3iB HA OCHOBI KOMOIHOBaHHX
Habopis ganux (Oskoueiyan et al., 2010; Schaefer et
al., 2012), me cexmuis Clymenum yrBoproBana cecrpu-
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(hinorenHiero Ha OCHOBI KOMOiIHOBaHOTO HabOpy aa-
aux ITS 35S p/IHK Tta xmopommacTHUX MOCIiZ0BHO-
creii (Schaefer et al., 2012).

125 150 175 200 225 250 275 297

(M T T INTEWEMEH THE TE " ek

Fig. 1. Schematic representation of sequence align-
ment of the psbA-trnH of the genus Lathyrus members.
Sequences obtained in this work are shown in bold and
underlined.

HCBKY TPyIly J0 BCIiX iHIIMX CeKIii pomy Lathyrus
pasom 3 pomamu Pisum ta Vavilovia. TTomoxenns L.
venetus Ha OTpUMaHOMY HaAMH JIEPEeBi B MEkax Kiaau
cekmii Orobus BimmoBizae cUCTEMATHYHOMY MOJO-
eHuro 1poro Buay (Schaefer et al., 2012). Haro-

41



MICTb, TTOJIOJKEHHS L. Vernus, sikuii Takok HaJIeXKUTh
no cekirii Orobus BimpizHseThCs. 3a gaHuMu (isgore-
Hil Ha ocHOBI PSHA-trnH L. vernus 3aiimae BigokpeM-

1%

0.99

1.00

1.00

Tree scale: 0.01 —— 0.97

1.00
e L.pratensis JX505947.1
0,98
g9

JICHE MOJIOKEHHS B MEXax CITUILHOT TPpajiy 3 TpeJIcTa-
BHHKaMH cekilii Orobus ta Tpeox iHIINX CEKITiM.

L venosus JX505961.1

L ochroleucus JX505942 1
L.davidii GU396758.1

L japonicus JX505931.1
L.strictus JX505957.1
L.altaicus JX505916.1

EEm— L .dielsianus JX505923.1

t. Orob
L parvifolius JX505946.1 sect. Lrobus

L.gmelinii FR856879.1
L.laevigatus JX505932.1
L.venetus-1, Ukraine
L.venetus-2, Ukraine
L.incurvus JX505930.1
L.niger HE966681.1
L.inconspicuus JX505928.1 sect. Linearicarpus
L.hygrophilus JX505927.1
L.parodii JX505945.1
L.subandinus JX505958.1 S
L.magelianicus JX505938.1
L tukhtensis JX505960.1 sect. Lathyrostylis
L.vernus-1, Ukraine sect. Orobus

L laxiflorus JX505933.1

L.aphaca MG947126 1 sect. Pratensis
sect. Aphaca

ect. Notolathyrus

L.sylvestris JQB886554.1

L.muikak JX505940.1

L.jatifolius KP338445.1

L.roseus JX505951.1 sect. Lathyrus
L.tuberosus JQ886566.1'

L.belinensis JX505921.1

L.hirsutus JX505926.1

L.sphaericus JX505956.1 sect. Lathyrostylis
L.sativus MK333227 1 sect. Lathyrus
L.clymenum JX505920.1

L.ochrus X505943.1

Pisum sativum MK933285.1

sect. Clymenum

1.00

Puc. 2. ML cpinocenemuune oepeséo pody Lathyrus,
2eHeposane HA NiOCMasi NOPIGHAHHA HYKIEOMUOHOT
nocnioognocmi psbA-trnH. 3nauenns alLRT
cmamucmuunoi NIOMPUMKU ROKA3AHT YUCIAMU DN 2i10K
oepesa. Ilocnioosenocmi, ompumani 6 yiit podomi,
NOKA3aHi HCUPHUM wipudmom ma niokpecieni.

BucHoBku. Pezynbraty ananisy nociigoBHOCTEH
psbA-trnH s Buzis L. venetus ta L. vernus moka-
3yI0Th, 110 00MABAa BHOM MOXYTh OYTH YCHIIIHO
ineHTu(iKoBaHi 3a UM MapKepOM, 3aBASKH HAsBHO-
CTi 3HAYHOI KUIBKOCTI XapaKTEePUCTUYHUX HYKIIEO-
TUAHUX 3aMiH Ta iHzAEB. OTKe BUKOPHUCTAHHS
psbA-trnH moxe OyTH KOPHCHHM NpH BHBYCHHI
riopugHuX GOpM MK MMM JJBOMa BUJIAMH, JI03BO-
JIIFOYM BCTAHOBUTH HAIIPSM T1Opuan3alii.

Hooaku. Asmopu 6ucio61010Mb WUPY HOOSAKY
npog. P.A. Bonxosy (Yepuiseyvkuii HayioHanvHuil
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Pisum abyssinicum LT596675.1
Vavilovia formosa JX505969.1
Vavilovia aucheri JX505968.1
Vicia sylvatica JX506037.1
Vicia cracca JX505993.1

Fig. 2. ML phylogenetic tree of the genus
Lathyrus generated from the psbA-trnH nucleotide
sequence data. The aLRT statistical support is
represented by numbers near tree branches.
Sequences obtained in this work are shown in bold
and underlined.

VHigepcumem) 3a yiacmo y 002080peHHi OMPUMAHUX
pe3ybmamia.

Dinancysanna. [ocniodcenns npoeoounucs 3a
Qinancosoi niompumxu Minicmepcmea oceimu i
nayku Yxpainu (epanm Ne 0122U001335).

Cnucok Jitepatypu:

1. Anisimova M, and Gascuel O. Approximate likeli-
hood-ratio test for branches: a fast, accurate, and pow-
erful alternative. Systematic Biology. 2006; 55: 539-
552. d0i:10.1080/10635150600755453

Biological systems. Vol. 14. Is. 1. 2022



2. Boratyn GM, Camacho C, Cooper PS, Coulouris G,
Fong A, Ma N, et al. BLAST: a more efficient report
with usability improvements. Nucleic Acids Research.
2013; 41(W1): W29-33. doi.org:10.1093/nar/gkt282

3. Bruyns P.V., Mapaya R.J., Hedderson T.J. A new
subgeneric classification for Euphorbia (Euphorbia-
ceae) in southern Africa based on ITS and pshA-trnH
sequence  data. Taxon. 2006;  55(2):  397-420.
doi:10.2307/25065587

4. Castro C, Hernandez A, Alvarado L, Flores D. DNA
barcodes in fig cultivars (Ficus carica L.) Using ITS
regions of ribosomal DNA, the psbA-trnH spacer and
the matK coding sequence. American Journal of Plant
Sciences. 2015; 06(01): 95-102.
d0i:10.4236/ajps.2015.61011

5. Chubukova OV, Baymiev AIKh, Baymiev AnKh.
Polymorphism of lectin genes in Lathyrus plants. Rus-
sian Journal of Genetics. 2011; 47(7): 813-8.
doi:10.1134/51022795411070040.

6. Coissac E, Hollingsworth PM, Lavergne S, Taberlet P.
From barcodes to genomes: extending the concept of
DNA barcoding. Molecular Ecology. 2016; 25(7):
1423-8. d0i:10.1111/mec.13549

7. Didukh, Y.P., Chervona knyha Ukrainy. Roslynnyi
svit (Red Data Book of Ukraine. Plant Kingdom), Ky-
iv: Globalconsulting, 2009.

8. Fehrer J, Slavikova R, Pastova L, Josefiova J, Mraz P,
Chrtek J, et al. Molecular Evolution and Organization
of Ribosomal DNA in the Hawkweed Tribe Hieraci-
inae (Cichorieae, Asteraceae). Frontiers in Plant Sci-
ence. 2021; 12. doi:10.3389/fpls.2021.647375

9. Frigerio J, Agostinetto G, Mezzasalma V, De Mattia
F, Labra M, Bruno A. DNA-based herbal teas’ authen-
tication: AN ITS2 and psbA-trnH multi-marker DNA
metabarcoding approach. Plants. 2021; 10(10): 2120.
d0i:10.3390/plants10102120.

10. Gao F. Faculty Opinions recommendation of
MAFFT online service: multiple sequence alignment,
interactive sequence choice and visualization. Faculty
Opinions — Post-Publication Peer Review of the Bio-
medical Literature. 2017,
doi:10.3410/f.731078852.793536612

11. Grabiele M, Aguilera PM, Ducasse DA, Debat HJ.
Molecular characterization of the 5S rDNA non-
transcribed spacer and reconstruction of phylogenetic
relationships in Capsicum. Rodriguésia. 2021; 72.
d0i:10.1590/2175-7860202172071

12.Guindon S, Gascuel O. A simple, fast, and accurate
algorithm to estimate large phylogenies by Maximum
Likelihood. Systematic Biology. 2003; 52(5): 696—
704. doi:10.1080/10635150390235520.

13. Intharuksa A, Sasaki Y, Ando H, Charoensup W,
Suksathan R, Kertsawang K, et al. The combination of
ITS2 and psbA-trnH region is powerful DNA barcode
markers for authentication of medicinal Terminalia
plants from Thailand. Journal of Natural Medicines.
2019; 74(1): 282-93. doi:10.1007/s11418-019-01365-
w.

14. Ishchenko OO, Mel’nyk VM, Parnikoza 1Y, Budzhak
VV, Panchuk II, Kunakh VA, et al. Molecular organi-
zation of 5S ribosomal DNA and taxonomic status of
Avenella flexuosa (L.) Drejer (Poaceae). Cytology and

Bionoriuni cucremu. T. 14. Bumn. 1. 2022

Genetics. 2020; 54(6): 505-13.
d0i:10.3103/s0095452720060055.

15. Katoh K, Rozewicki J, Yamada KD. MAFFT online
service: multiple sequence alignment, interactive se-
quence choice and visualization. Briefings in Bioin-
formatics. 2017; 20(4): 1160-6.
d0i:10.1093/bib/bbx108

16. Kenicer GJ, Kajita T, Pennington RT, Murata J. Sys-
tematics and biogeography of Lathyrus (Legumi-
nosae) based on internal transcribed spacer and
cpDNA sequence data. American Journal of Botany.
2005; 92(7): 1199-209. d0i:10.3732/ajb.92.7.1199.

17.Kumar S, Stecher G, Li M, Knyaz C, Tamura K.
MEGA X: Molecular Evolutionary Genetics Analysis
across Computing Platforms. Battistuzzi FU, editor.
Molecular Biology and Evolution. 2018; 35(6): 1547—
9. doi:10.1093/molbev/msy096

18. Letunic I, Bork P. Interactive Tree Of Life (iTOL) v5:
an online tool for phylogenetic tree display and anno-
tation. Nucleic Acids Research. 2021; 49(W1):W293—
6. doi:10.1093/nar/gkab301.

19.Mel’nyk VM, Andreev 10, Myryuta GYu, Shelyfist
AY, Volkov RA, Kunakh VA. Molecular organization
of 5S rDNA intergenic spacer in Gentiana pneumo-
nanthe L. and G. punctata L. Visnik ukrains kogo to-
varistva genetikiv i selekcioneri. 2021; 18(1-2): 9-15.
doi:10.7124/visnyk.utgis.18.1-2.1349

20. Mienna IM, Speed JDM, Bendiksby M, Thornhill AH,
Mishler BD, Martin MD. Differential patterns of flo-
ristic phylogenetic diversity across a post-glacial land-
scape. Journal of Biogeography. 2019; 47(4): 915-26.
doi:10.1111/jbi.13789

21.Neumann P, Pavlikova Z, Koblizkova A, Fukova I,
Jedlickova V, Novak P, et al. Centromeres Off the
Hook: massive changes in centromere size and struc-
ture following duplication of CenH3 gene in Fabeae
species. Molecular Biology and Evolution. 2015;
32(7): 1862-79. doi:10.1093/molbev/msv070

22. Oskoueiyan R, Kazempour Osaloo S, Maassoumi AA,
Nejadsattari T, Mozaffarian V. Phylogenetic status of
Vavilovia formosa (Fabaceae-Fabeae) based on nrD-
NA ITS and cpDNA sequences. Biochemical System-
atics and Ecology. 2010; 38(3): 313-9.
doi:10.1016/j.bse.2010.01.011

23. Panchuk 11, Volkov RA. Practical course in molecular
genetics. Chernivtsi: Ruta. 2007; 120 p. [in Ukrainian]
/ Tlamuyk LI, BoakoB P.A. Ilpaktukym 3
MoJiekyJsipHOi reHetrku. YepwiBii: Pyra. 2007; 120
C.

24.Porebski S, Bailey LG, Baum BR. Modification of a
CTAB DNA extraction protocol for plants containing
high polysaccharide and polyphenol components.
Plant Molecular Biology Reporter. 1997; 15(1): 8-15.
doi:10.1007/bf02772108

25.Ren B, Xiang X, Chen Z. Species identification of
Alnus (Betulaceae) using nrDNA and cpDNA genetic
markers. Molecular Ecology Resources. 2010; 10(4):
594-605. doi:10.1111/j.1755-0998.2009.02815.x

26. Schaefer H, Hechenleitner P, Santos-Guerra A, de
Sequeira MM, Pennington RT, Kenicer G, et al. Sys-
tematics, biogeography, and character evolution of the
legume tribe Fabeae with special focus on the middle-

43



Atlantic island lineages. BMC Evolutionary Biology.
2012; 12(1): 250. d0i:10.1186/1471-2148-12-250

27. Senderowicz M, Nowak T, Weiss-Schneeweiss H,
Papp L, Kolano B. Molecular and cytogenetic analysis
of rDNA evolution in Crepis sensu lato. International
Journal of Molecular Sciences. 2022; 23(7): 3643.
doi:10.3390/ijms23073643

28. Tynkevich YO, Biliay DV, Volkov RA. Utility of the
trnH—psbA region for DNA barcoding of Aconitum
anthora L. and related taxa. Faktori eksperimental 'noi
evolucii organizmiv. 2022, 31: 134-41.
doi:10.7124/fee0.v31.1500

bra L. and its relationship to the Ukrainian Quercus
species. Faktori eksperimental’noi evolucii organiz-
miv. 2020; 26: 125-31. doi:10.7124/fee0.v26.1254

30. Tynkevich YO, Nevelska AO, Chorney Il, Volkov
RA. Organization and variability of the 5S rDNA in-
tergenic spacer of Lathyrus venetus. Visnik
ukrains ’kogo tovaristva genetikiv i selekcioneriv.
2015; 13(1): 81-7. doi:10.7124/visnyk.utgis.19.1-
2.1439Acién Fernandez FG, Garcia Camacho F, Chis-
ti Y. Photobioreactors: light regime, mass transfer, and
scaleup. Progress in Industrial Microbiology. 1999;
35: 231-247.

29. Tynkevich YO, Bushyla KD, Volkov RA. Organiza-
tion of the 5S rDNA intergenic spacer of Quercus ru-

PHYLOGENETIC RELATIONSHIPS OF UKRAINIAN ACCESSIONS OF LATHYRUS
VENETUS (MILL.) WOHLF. AND L. VERNUS (L.) BERNH. BASED ON THE ANALYSIS
OF THE psbA-trnH REGION OF THE CHLOROPLAST GENOME

Y.O. Tynkevich, T.O. Derevenko, I.I. Chorney

The member of the genus Lathyrus, L. venetus is listed in the Red Data Book of Ukraine as a vulnerable species.
Estimation of L. venetus abundance is complicated by the prevalence of interspecies hybrids with L. vernus. These hy-
brid populations are often misidentified as populations of the L. venetus due to their morphological similarity. The
study of genetic resources of L. venetus requires the use of molecular markers, both nuclear (to identify hybrid forms)
and plastid (to determine the direction of hybridization) localization. One of the most promising chloroplast markers,
the IGS region between the psbA and trnH genes, has not yet been sequenced for L. venetus and L. vernus. In this work,
we evaluated the possibility of using the psbA-trnH region of the chloroplast genome to identify the parental forms of
hybrids between L. venetus and L. vernus. We amplified and sequenced the psbA-trnH IGS for the collected in Ukraine
accessions of L. venetus and L. vernus. For comparison, psbA-trnH sequences from the GenBank database were used
that represent species from phylogenetically distant sections of the genus Lathyrus, as well as species of the Orobus
section closely related to L. venetus and L. vernus. Based on the analysis of alignment of all sequences used, we found
that the level of variability of psbA-trnH exceeds that of other chloroplast DNA regions used in phylogenetic studies of
the genus Lathyrus. On the phylogenetic tree constructed by us, the genus Lathyrus forms a monophyletic group with
high statistical support. The sequences analysis showed significant differences between the psbA-trnH 1GS of L. venetus
and L. vernus and confirmed the effectiveness of using this region for molecular identification of these species and for
determining the direction of hybridization in the hybrid forms.

Keywords: psbA-trnH, DNA barcoding, Lathyrus, hybridization
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