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Abstract. In this study, morphological, cytological, and phylogenetic analyses were used to
identify two suspected natural hybrids in the genus Campeiostachys. Results showed that the
two natural hybrids were similar to C. breviaristata (Keng) Y. H. Zhou, H. Q. Zhang et C. R.
Yang. morphologically, but had low pollen fertility (13.30% and 21.20%) and seed setting
(10.70% and 18.60%). Cytological studies showed that the two hybrids were hexaploids
(2n = 42), with StStYYHH genomes. Phylogenetic analysis based on the nuclear gene DMC1
and chloroplast gene rps16 showed that the possible parents of the natural hybrids were C.
breviaristata, Elymus submuticus Keng, and Elymus atratus (Nevski) Hand. -Mazz, with C.
breviaristata being the female parent. Considering the hybrids had no or short awns, we
inferred that C. breviaristata (female parent) and E. submuticus may be the parental species

of these two natural hybrids.
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Table 1 Materials used in this study

Y5 Fh FE PRI 2H ok = S
No. Species 2n Genome Accession Origin
1 Z&Fh 1 Hybrid 1 - - ZY17005 i
2 Z&Fh 2 Hybrid 2 - - ZY17006 o
Tl fE . Campeiostachys breviaristata (Keng) C. R. Yang, H. Q.
3 Jhang &Y. 11 ghou 4 (Keng) 9 42 StYH ZY17007 i
4 %ﬁ;fjfifﬁﬂgﬁgjtachys breviaristata (Keng) C. R. Yang, H. Q. 49 StYH 2Y17009 ]
5 Tor= s Elymus submuticus (Keng) Keng ex Keng f. 42 StYH ZY17003 LRI
6 TP Elymus submuticus (Keng) Keng ex Keng f. 42 StYH ZY17004 [
7 MR Elymus atratus (Nevski) Hand. -Mazz. 42 StYH Pl 619587 hE
AN BT Campeiostachys dahurica var. dahurica (Turcz. ex
8 LGTr%eﬂg.*) E R. Bium, J. E/ Yang & C. Yen ( 42 StYH £Y11033 T
i Campeiostachys dahurica var. tangutorum (Nevski) B. R. .
° £Baﬁm, J.pL. Yang z{c. Yen ¢ ( : 42 StYH v2002 i
L% Campeiostachys dahurica var. cylindrica (Franch.) B. R.
10 .;lalu[ri,ﬁ L. ang & C.)‘/(en g ( : 42 StYH Y0750 s
il ampeiostachys dahurica var. excelsis (Turcz. ex Greseb.
R HEQ}R%Bgum ,pJ. L. Yar{g & C. Yen ( ° : 42 StYH £Y11034 i
12 FEfEM R Campeiostachys nutans Keng 42 StYH Y2086 [
13 £ R EIR Campeiostachys kamoji Keng 42 StYH ZY1007 LRI
14 SRR EEL Roegneria brevipes Keng 28 Sty Y2206 R
15 EINRKEIEL Roegneria caucasica K. Koch 28 Sty H 3207 e
16 L EREWHE Roegneria ciliaris (Trin.) Nevski 28 Sty 87-88 335 E
17 KIGILE Roegneria grandis Keng 28 Sty 7Y3189 [
18 AHIEGIE Roegneria hondai Kitagawa 28 StY Y0362 ERIES|
19 RI¥E Elymus caninus L. 28 StH Pl 314621 piNiiS
20 ZE I Elymus confuses (Roshev.) Tzevelev 28 StH W6 21505 et
21 THEL Elymus hystrix Moench 28 StH Pl 531616 r
22 1% Elymus sibiricus L. 28 StH Pl 619579 I
23 e WHHLIE Elymus virginicus L. 28 StH Pl 490361 B
24 WET IR R Elymus wawawaiensis J. Carlson et Barkworth 28 StH Pl 610984 FH
25 B WL Pseudoroegneria libanotica (Hackel) D. R. Dewey 14 St Pl 228389 L]
26 RIS WL Pseudoroegneria spicata (Pursh) A. Love 14 St Pl 547161 XE
27 FEIR BRI L Pseudoroegneria strigosa (M. Bieb.) A. Loéve 14 St Pl 595164 [
28 FLE RS EL Pseudoroegneria tauri (Boiss.) A. Léve 14 St Pl 401329 |
29 RIS EL Pseudoroegneria stipifolia (Czern. ex Nevski) A. Léve 14 St Pl 325181 1R5% W
30 VKEL Agropyron cristatus (L.) Gaertn 14 P H 4349 [
31 YKEL Australopyrum retrofractum (Vickery) A. Love 14 W H 6723 -
32 BRI KA Hordeum chilense Roem. & Schult. 14 H Pl 531781 BF)
33 K #E Hordeum bogdanii Wilensky 14 H Pl 531761 [
34 Hordeum pubiflorum Hook. f. 14 H BCC 2080 -
35 KF Hordeum vulgare L. 14 | HV-Mba -
36 W& Psathyrostachys juncea (Fisch.) Nevski 14 Ns Pl 314521 piNiS
37 1E 1172 ¥ Psathyrostachys huashanica Keng ex P. C Kuo 14 Ns Pl 531823 |
38 Jei46 4 Bromus inermis L. W6 21403 -
39 H 44 Bromus sterilis L. OSA 420 -

TE: %95, 6, 7,9, 11, 12, 16 Fl 22 M fEEYHN,
Note: No. 5, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12, 16, and 22 were companion species.
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quency), HEARAN: C = L VHFIL  1.2.4 REXRESH

XA, MMURZEEIN DMCT 519yt v PCR ¥ 112
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2 HR55H
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21.20%, T B L 5% A & v il B R (217007,
ZY17009) W16 ¥y & T8 =, 43 Bl A 88.70% #il
86.80% (¥ 2, Ff& 1"), fEFFBHZH HEI T,
Bt 2l S BEUEA /MR ZE 52 % S5 R,
PR I 25 5320 5110 10.70% 11 18.60%, M
ARG T BB 5 AR i 1l R ) 4 S R (82.50% A1

\
| (2Y17009)

e

A Z:Fh2

1 R
(2Y17007)

R AR T
(ZY17009) (ZY17003)

A: ZEF0 1 MERE; B Aot BRE(ZY17009) fERk; C. Z&Fh 1 5% 0 A= (ZY17009) B
JEAS; D 24P 2 A bk; E. M gh BRI (ZY17007 ) A MR; F. 24 Ak 2 5 0 7% il 7 5
(ZY17007) BEAPIERS s G: ZeRh SA2s AT | JoesBmdns e K e,

A: Hybrid 1; B. C. breviaristata (ZY17009) ; C. Spikes of Hybrid 1 and C. breviaristata
(ZY17009) ; D: Hybrid 2; E. C. breviaristata (ZY17007) ; F. Spikes of Hybrid 2 and C.
breviaristata (ZY17007) ; G: Awns of Hybrid 1, Hybrid 2, and C. breviaristata.

1 ZME5RURANESFRFE
Fig. 1 Morphological characters of natural hybrids and their suspected parents
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Fig. 2 Pollen fertility and seed setting rate of natural
hybrids and their suspected parents
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3 ) EL,

2.2 ZMEMEREEMEET

BRI R, Wik Rl & 42 406
&, AR, 2n = 6x = 42 (K 3), BERUEA
ST AR R o T IR R, PS8 A A
W21 AR, HZ AR, C{EA R 0.98 Fi
0.99 (Kl 4. A) . XFPIRRGFN B B8 LIS A 1 it ik
TR R A T e RO R, S5, PN
RRZLFI Y AR FCR AR TERE S-SR 40 53 501 s 2R

.

1.12 1 0.14 BYBAMK, 20.44 F120.93 > ik,
CHE4T %M 0.92 F10.94(F 2, B 4. B~E), %4
P B 2G0T B TR G ik (B 4. F),
2.3 ERARMIEZHH(GISH)

HE— 2B IR, GISH i 9 ik 2 o A 55 PR 2H 4
TR DA O SRS L (S, SR ) FIAR T
KE(H, 206) IRE, PitkZefh hBigt, a@
Mg CfE S aR B B Y 14 5%, RPENHS
14 % St Yl 14 H Q@RI 14 5% Y Yefa
1, BIPIREARh LRI 04180 SIStYYHH(E 5) .
2.4 REREHW

FIFHANRAZ 5.4 DT 51 DMC1 484K rps 16
FE, XTPIRG R S BERUCEAS . fEA D AR
J& (StYH) . REWHEJE (StY) . BEmHEE (StH) K/
FE T AN R BE R 20 ) — AR RN A 43 AP RLEA T 2R
GRB M (BERRIEIKIE 2 V), BT a8
MIEARIR, 45 won, LTI DMCT 3L H
A ML R, PIRRZS R R AE 3 4P, 1A
R StAY S, 24 1 ST il AR (Z2Y17007) |
TCT= PR EL ( Elymus submuticus S. L. Chen) 2 i, 1
/NS FRh 2 St i B (Z2Y17009) H M 7
VAN, B2 AN Y 3, R 2 5Lt
PEREE R A AN, AR 1 FZeph 2 5t
M RE | B EHY B B ( Elymus atratus ( Nevski)
Hand. -Mazz) ®7E—&, £ H 33, 2
FETC IR O R SRR A R 1 A
33, MiZeRh 15 /N R S (EI6) ., LA

A: 241, 2n = 6x = 42; B: Z4Fh 2, 2n = 6x = 42,
A: Hybrid 1, 2n = 6x = 42; B Hybrid 2, 2n = 6x = 42.

3 RAFFHIZES
Fig. 3 Karyotype analysis of natural hybrids

1) JVRE A B B 2 P9 A R S (R 22 410) I3 ( http : /www. plantscience.cn) 2R A1 307
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A gl AEE, 21 T(FR); B: i1, 5 I (HRR) +16 T (FRAR); C: Z&Fh1, 2 1 (HiskPim) +2 I (FAR) + 18
IL(3F4k); D: Zefh2, 1 I (BRR) +20 I (FRHR) 5 E: 22, 2 T (Fiskpim) + 1 LR + 19 L (FR) 5 F: Z=fh
1, JEW T, BRGREEERIR)

A. C. breviaristata, 21 11 (ring); B: Hybrid 1, 5 II (rod) + 16 I (ring); C; Hybrid 1, 2| (arrow) +2 I (rod) +
18 1I (ring); D: Hybrid 2, 1 II (rod) +20 I (ring); E: Hybrid 2, 21 (arrow) +1 1I (rod) + 19 I (ring); F: Hy-
brid 1, anaphase I with lagging chromosomes (arrow).

B4 FMREOFERKEEFET
Fig. 4 Meiotic pairing of natural hybrids and their suspected parents

K2 RAZMRERCEANBHSRPH | REERTERLR

Table 2 Chromosome pairing at meiotic metaphase of natural hybrids and their suspected parents

YL@ A% Chromosome association L
kL DUTCRY N QU 227111 =~ Cfa
) I Chiasmata/
Material 2n Cell number I cell C - value
R Ring ik Rod B Total
R iR R

Campsiostachys breviaristata 42 20 0 20.65(20~21) 0.35(0~1) 21.00(20~21) 41.65 0.99

Z&Fh 1 Hybrid 1 42 32 1.12(0~4) 18.38(16~21) 2.06(0~5) 20.44(19~21) 38.81 0.92

A 2 Hybrid 2 42 70 0.14(0~2) 18.43(14~21) 2.47(0~7) 20.93(20~21) 39.33 0.94

X GISH 733 LABR WIS LR (2n =2 x = 14, StIEN4L, L) FAiAZ (2n = 2x = 14, HZK4,

é’I@)j‘]ﬁ%fn A. %ﬁl‘]: B: ZuFh 2,
Bicolor GISH probed with genomic DNA of Pseudoroegneria libanotica (2n = 2x = 14, St genome,

green) and Hordeum bogdanii (2n = 2x = 14, H genome, red). A. Hybrid 1; B. Hybrid 2.
B 5 XRAZEFMMWE GISH
Fig. 5 Genomicin situ hybridization (GISH) analysis of two natural hybrids
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—— Elymus hystrix (StH)

r— Roegneria brevipes (StY)

Campeiostachys nutans (StYH)
 Elymus wawawaiensis (StH)

Campeiostachys kamoji (StYH)

I Campeiostachys dahurica var.excelsis (SYH)
Campeiostachys dahurica var.cylindrica (StYH)
— Elymus caninus (StH)

—— Pseudoroegneria stipifolia (St)

%\ Campeiostachys breviaristata (StYH)(ZY17007)
| #Fh2-8t-1
AF1-St-1
Elymus submuticus (StYH)(ZY17003)
63 Elymus submuticus (StYH)(ZY17004) S t

2.54) N A1-st-2
Campeiostachys breviaristata (StYH)(ZY17009)
——Campeiostachys dahurica var.tangutorum (StYH)

99 [Raegneria ciliaris (StY)

_67 100 Roegneria hondai (StY)
q| _|_— Elymus virginicus (StH)
Pseudoroegneria spicata (St)

“ Elymus atratus (StYH)
— Pseudoroegneria strigosa (St)
— Pseudoroegneria libanotica (St)
— Roegneria caucasica (StY)
—— Pseudoroegneria tauri (St)
Roegneria grandis (StY)
Elymus sibiricus (StH)
75[0.82 *#Z'Y']
99! Elymus submuticus (StYH)(ZY17003)
Elymus submuticus (StYH)(ZY17004)
Campeiostachys dahurica var.tangutorum (StYH)
Campeiostaclys dahurica var.excelsis (StYH)
Campeiostachys dahurica var.cylindrica (StYH)
Elymus confusus (StH)
ﬂLRaegneria ciliaris (StY)
1.0 Roegneria hondai (StY)
—— Roegneria cancasica (StY) Y
60| ol Campeiostachys nutans (StYH)
— 4— Campeiostachys kamoji (StYH)

Roegneria brevipes (StY)
AR L-Y-1
HFh2-Y-2
Campeiostachys breviaristata (StYH)(ZY17007)
Campeiostachys breviaristata (StYH)(ZY17009)
Elymus atratus (StYH)
Roegneria grandis (StY)
Elymus virginicus (StH)
FPh2-H-1
Campeiostachys breviaristata (StYH)(ZY71007)
Campeiostachys dahurica var.cylindrica (StYH)
Campeiostachys breviaristata (StYH)(ZY17009)

95 Elymus caninus (StH)
_* [Efymus wawawaiensis (StH)
Elymus hystrix (StH)

78 Elymus sibiricus (StH)
0.83 Hordeum bogdanii (H) H
Elymus confuses (StH)
89| Campeiostaclys kamoji (StYH)
Campeiostachys nutans (StYH)

Hordeum chil (H)
ipei hys dahurica var.tangutorum (StYH)
Campeiostachys dahurica var.excelsis (StYH)
HFi1-H-1
F2-H-2

Elymus submuticus (StYH)(ZY17003)

Elymus submuticus (StYH)(ZY17004)

Elymus atratus (StYH)

Agropyron cristatus (P)
99 |: Psathyrostachys huashanica (Ns)
1.00 Psathyrostachys juncea (Ns)
Australopyrum retrofractum (W)
Bromus sterilis

0.99

1.00

96

0.01
S EIT A ERE(BS), X T NERME(PP), TR,
Numbers above branches are BS values; numbers below branches are posterior probabilities. Same below.

B 6 ET DMC1FIMEHRAZRM ML REXER

Fig. 6 Phylogenetic tree based on DMC1 sequences of natural hybrids using maximum-likelihood
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Fig. 7 Phylogenetic tree based on rps16 sequences of natural hybrids using maximum-likelihood



5513

PEFRIEAT . iR R IR AR (9 M S IP T 72 19

4.8 ~ 5.4 mm; I 3 NAREFEA T, Hot il A
HAFETEK 2 ~ 5 mm, TSI FL MRS 2 mm
(Bl 1. BE), BEHBMAIMEER 10 ~ 22 mm,
1 T PIARZ I AR, T PR SR B M
B, BRI HE R R S A S SR AIA DA
BRICIR A b 1) A R S5 A BEAR Ay vt R e AT 2
R
3.2 RAFMHMFEHTRERFA

FEVUNN A R R P S e i R HE bR AR
FEE MR (ZARA YA 5 AR IS, IR A WIBRR T,
PRRE X SERh T BLRR AR AR I, IR R 2
B2 | RRad . ZESCRMRAOMERR, 5 R AR AE
TEWI 220, 2%, NN ENTZ SR StYH JE
PR 2 P R AR R DG P i  [) 5 2 A [R)  52 7Y
JEAR HZ A I IE i F TT AR e A 1 i A A A
1T S MR R (7L BT PO N S RN £ MRS P SR 1 X
PEAT ASRZAE, INITTE R A SR 28R, i T D i) 2%
Fl, BT RREGS, AN, ARIRFER S
M 1~2 45, HMAG BN, HZE 3~54F)5, ZF
BRI IR E R R, O EEE | 1
SO SEREE, S5 RIEAERAAE 825 5, Jefh R
WA ZPHA, HIFEHTRES M <A 5, TRk
3500 m ¥ JiL, /INZE AR ) B ol 2 4F — R e 45
52, HBEHTE AR, MELLE S A B T
N BEEFMEI A AIERS , 28R a2 iR i m)
AR, WRHR, EEL | MbkE RS, Xk
RAVRHAETE HRITRZS 5 Bl

ABIFTE K B IR IR A b HAT SRR 2 1Y
FHE, TEIEZS FIRES VIO, SEB8% ., Ay
Ror ¥ 2G5 7 0, FA T P RR Al o Je vt i A
X b v 4T G PSS =Y A S R R e i = e
BEAS Jo2B i o AR

AW I ATy REVR A AE B 7 PR 25 50
3T A [ P B2 R 4 v, G S AR 45 S R AR A
50%LA b, PRI, X SEFh(a] K AR A R0 i A W A 58
HIRAS, AP EIER . BRI BB
B, AR TSR RO PRI EE

Brigh. BT S = R A W A R 9 IR % ( American Na-
tional Plant Germplasm System, Pullman, Washington,
USA) S it B 52 k1K

SE Lk

(1]

[2]

[10]

[11]

[12]

Arnold ML. Iris nelsonii ( Iridaceae) . Origin and genetic
composition of a homoploid hybrid species[ J]. Am J Bot,
1993, 5. 577.

Mason-Gamer, Roberta J. Reticulate evolution, introgre-
ssion, and intertribal gene capture in an allohexaploid
grass[J]. Syst Biol, 2004, 53(1) . 25-37.

PR NETRBAL G SR R AR [ U] R 2
P, 1995, 3(2) . 63-68.

Lu BR. Diversity and conservation of the Triticeae genetic
resources| J]. Chinese Biodiversity, 1995, 3(2) . 63-68.
Stebbins GL, Vaarama A. Artificial and natural hybrids in
the Gramineae, tribe Hordeae 1. Elymus, Sitanion, and
Agropyron[J]. Am J Bot, 1946, 33. 338-351.

Stebbins GL, Valencia JI, Valencia RM. Atrtificial and natu-
ral hybrids in the Gramineae, tribe Hordeae. 1I. Agropy-
ron, Elymus and Hordeum[J]. Am J Bot, 1946, 33:
579-586.

Stebbins GL, Walters MS. Artificial and natural hybrids in
the Gramineae, tribe Hordeae. IlI. Hybrids involving Ely-
mus condensatus and E. triticoides[ J]. Am J Bot, 1949,
36: 291-301.

Stebbins GL, Pun FT. Artificial and natural hybrids in the
Gramineae, tribe Hordeae. VI. Chromosome pairing in
Secale cereale x Agropyron intermedium and the problem
of genome homologies in the Triticeae [ J]. Genetics,
1953, 38. 600-608.

Stebbins GL, Snyder LA. Atrtificial and natural hybrids
in the Gramineae, tribe Hordeae. IX. Hybrids between
western and eastern North American species[J]. Am J
Bot, 1956, 43, 305-312.

Jensen KB, Redinbaugh MG, Blood M, Horton WH, Asay
KH. Natural hybrids of Elymus elymoides x Leymus sali-
nus subsp. salmonis ( Poaceae: Triticeae) [J]. Crop Sci,
1999, 39(4) . 976-982.

BEDGRE, XU, XHAE, S4T30, T I e IR e 5 s A i) X
SRARI I I A= 4 [ U] ST, 2019, 39(6) : 846~
852.

Lu XW, Liu B, Liu RJ, Dou QW. Cytogenetic identification
on interspecific hybrids in genus Elymus L. of Qinghai
Plateau[ J]. Bulletin of Botanical Research, 2019, 39(6) .
846-852.

Bivt, MR R, NEBEYMRGY: H5HE(M]. deat: i
Al ik, 2011,

T, O EL BN, AR, R 3 R B R IR (Ely-
mus) WHIZEBL R GEMSE [ J] . MIPs G BEE 244, 2015, 16
(4) . 903-906.

De Y, Wu JM, Mu HB, Xie JH, Zhao LX. Study on the



20

L7/ S

5540 %

[13]

[14]

[15]

mating system of three species of Elymus forages|[ J].
Journal of Plant Genetic Resources, 2015, 16(4). 903 -
906.

Zhang HQ, Yang RW, Dou QW, Tsujimoto H, Zhou YH.
Genomic constitutions of Hystrix patula, H. duthiei ssp.
duthiei and H. duthiei ssp. longearistata ( Poaceae: Tri-
ticeae) revealed by meiotic pairing behavior and genomic
in-situ hybridization[ J]. Chromosome Res, 2006, 14(6) .
595-604.

e, B2 B A R e G R 2R 2 R R G R Y
[DJ. me#: Wl k2, 2017,

Petersen G, Seberg O. Molecular evolution and phyloge-

netic application of DMC1 [ J]. Mol Phylogenet Evol,

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

2002, 22(1) . 43-50.

Peterson PM, Romaschenko K, Johnson G. A classifica-
tion of the Chloridoideae (Poaceae) based on multi-gene
phylogenetic trees [ J]. Mol Phylogenet Evol, 2010, 55
(2): 580-598.

Lei YX, Liu J, Fan X, Sha LN, Wang Y. Phylogeny and
molecular evolution of the DMC1 gene in the polyploid
genus Roegneria and its affinitive genera ( Poaceae: Tri-
ticeae) [J]. Bot J Linn Soc, 2017, 186; 129-142.
PRENEE, ek, skEfe, ZRR00, sl H. Sl Ja Kok i
AR [J]. H2E, 2019(5) ; 24-30.

AR LI 780 g S DX /N2 R I A ST R A ) R AR A 1) 3 A%
YE[D]. VT FilERY, 2008.

(PTG . FHE)





