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Pollen micromorphology Qtaxa of the genus Dianthus (sect. Fimbriati) in Iran
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65178-38695, Iran (abdollahpourn1990@gmail.com)
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Summary

The genus Dianthus L. (Caryophyllaceae) with approximately 600 species, is one of the important genera of the
family, distributed across Europe, Asia, and Africa. This study aimed to investigate and characterize the pollen diversity
of 14 taxa of the genus Dianthus (sect. Fimbriati) from various regions of Iran, with the objective of providing further
insight into taxonomic and identification challenges within this group based on palynological data. The pollen grains were
studied using light microscopy (LM) and scanning electron microscopy (SEM). Eighteen pollen characteristics such as
size, shape, surface ornamentation, type and number of apertures, and their dimensions were examined. The data were
analyzed using Past software and phylogenetic trees were constructed. The results showed that, D. libanotis and
D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus were distinguished by their unique features for instance the distance between the pores
(G) separated D. libanotis, while the large polar diameter (B), small equatorial diameter (C), and number of pores (M)
differentiated D. orientalis subsp. Gorganicus from other taxa. Pollen heteromorphism in both size and shape was reported
here for the first time within the Caryophyllaceae. Results from PCA and clustering analyses of pollen characteristics
were consistent and supported each others. The study also revealed that, polar diameter, equatorial diameter, distance
between pores and number of pores are among the most significant variables for distinguishing of the studied taxa. This
is the first comprehensive study on pollen grains of this genus in Iran.

Keywords: Caryophyllaceae, Dianthus, micromorphology, phylogenetic tree, pollen grain, systematics
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Table 1. Herbarium data of samples used to examine pollen grains of selected taxa of the genus Dianthus (sect. Fimbriati)

in Iran
No Taxon Locality & related data along with voucher No.
' (BASU)*
1 Dianthus austroiranicus Lemperg Fars Prov.: Shiraz to Isfahan, 2137 m; 29° 47' 24" N, 52° 4'
12" E; M. Ranjbar 43840
2 D. crinitus Sm. E. Azerbaijan Prov.: Varzagan, 1734 m; 38° 28' 31" N, 46°
37'41" E; N. Abdollahpour 46016
3 D. crinitus subsp. crinitus Sm. E. Azarbayejan Prov.: Marand, 1861 m; 38° 20' 24" N, 45°
46' 12" E; M. Ranjbar 34406
4 D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis Rech.f. Fars Prov.: Darab, Lay Zangan, 1704 m; 28° 51' 0" N, 54°
57' 0" E; M. Ranjbar 32568
5 D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus (Schischk.) Khorasan Razavi Prov.: Bardaskan to Sabzevar, 1537 m;
Rech.f. 35°25'12" N, 57°58' 11" E; M. Ranjbar 42228
6 D. jacobsii Rech.f. Kurdistan Prov.: Sanandaj to Marivan, 1821 m; 35° 40' 48"
N, 46° 6' 35" E; M. Ranjbar 29222
7 D. libanotis Labill. Hamedan Prov.: 20 km before Asadabad, 1972 m;
34°54'36" N, 48° 13' 11" E; M. Ranjbar 29255
8 D. orientalis Adams W. Azarbayejan Provg Khoy, 1417 m; 38° 13'48" N, 44° 44'
24" E; M. Ranjbar@4816
9 D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus Rech.f. asht, -29 m; 36° 52' 12" N, 51° &'
10 D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus (Boiss.) . ov.: Urmia to Salmas; 38° 5' 24" N, 44°
Rech.f. ; M. Ranjbar 42309
11 D. orientalis subsp. orientalis Hagedan Prov.: Nahavand, 1714 m; 34°6' 0" N, 48° 22' 48"
O E: M. Ranjbar 32222
12 D. strictus var. axilliflor Ardebil Prov.: Khalkhal, 1633 m; 37° 52' 48" N, 48° 23' 24"
E; M. Ranjbar 37283
13 D. subaphyllus (Lemperg) Reth.f. Kohgiluyeh and Boyer Ahmad Prov.: Gachsaran, 1234 m;
30° 40" 12" N, 50° 48' 36" E; M. Ranjbar 41548
14 D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus E. Azarbayejan Prov.: Kharvana, 1038 m; 38° 44' 24" N, 46°

8'59" E; M. Ranjbar 37291

BASU*: Bu-Ali Sina University Herbarium (Hamedan, Iran)
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Fig. 1. Distribution map of selected studied taxa of the genus Dianthus (sect. Fimbriati) in Iran.
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Table 2. Quantitative and qualitative characteristics studied in pollen grains of selected taxa of the genus Dianthus
(sect. Fimbriati) in Iran

Taxon PLD ED P/E) ET POD ID oD OH SL SwW DBS
Dianthus 36.02 35.01 1.02+ 2.69+ b5.25+ 11.66 292+ 140+ 0.78x 0.52+ 6.06+
austroiranicus +1.49 +1.44 0.03 0.54 0.54 +1.76 0.62 0.43 0.13 0.09 3.34
D. crinitus 3764 3599 1.04+ 2.61+ 5.81+ 13.73 355+ 1.44+ 0.74+ 059+ 3.20+

+2.08 216 0.02 043 031 *239 059 049 020 012 212
D. crinitus subsp. 4191 39.18 1.07+ 282+ 549+ 13776 429+ 230+ 0.75+ 0.51+ 3.87+

crinitus +1.18 #1.14 0.02 0.36 0.63 +3.09 093 0.71 0.17 0.14 2.89
D. crinitus subsp. 37.22 3567 1.04+ 223+ 4.80+ 11.65 3.14+ 127+ 0.61+ 051+ 4.05¢
kermanensis +1.66 +1.76 0.02 0.26 0.42 +2.98 0.62 0.17 0.14 010 3.01
D. crinitus subsp. 40.87 39.36 1.03x 3.7#0 4.05+ 9.92+ 262+ 130+ 0091+ 0.65+ 5.40+
turcomanicus +2.21 +1.47 0.01 42 0.39 1.97 0.48 0.46 0.23 0.10 3.90
D. jacobsii 40.17 39.22 1.02+ 212+ 532+ 1185 2.62+ 135+ 0.96+ 0.55+ 5.05+

+225 +2.05 0.01 0.44 0.48 +1.16 0.60 0.52 0.13 0.10 2.83
D. libanotis 4233 4144 1.02+ 2.03+ 826+ 1841 3.65+ 172+ 0.79+ 0.59+ 3.83%

+1.86 +1.74 00 0.42 1.35 +3.5 0.88 0.56 0.16 0.08 1.90
D. orientalis 35,6+ 33.78 1.05+ 2.7+0 4.05+ 9.86+ 394+ 273+ 0.90+ 059+ 3.78+

1.33 +1.62 0.03 .53 039 1.23 123 100 019 019 237
D. orientalis subsp. 50.54 4856 1.04+ 3.03+ 6.67+ 1236 3.75& 2.00x 094+ 0.66x 4.49+

gorganicus +4.88 498 0.02 06 106 +184 087 061 012 013 232
D. orientalis subsp. 3273 30.46 1.07+ 286+ 4.65+ 11.08 151+ 0.78+ 0.54+ 210+
macropetalus 425 +192 011 044 026 +1.67 0 044 011 0.08 0.79

D. orientalis subsp. 36.77 355+ 1.03% ¥ 2.03t 0.75+ 0.55+ 2.63%

orientalis +1.74 138 0.02 . 081 015 011 0.73
D. strictus var. 4253 4149 1.02+ 2. 3.87+ 184+ 0.83+ 0.61+ 3.72¢
axilliflorus +153 +1.66 +136 110 056 012 008 174
D. subaphyllus 44.76 . . 532+ 1392 359+ 170+ 0.67+ 047+ 487+

+3.41 133 091 125 043 010 009 258
D. tabrisianus var.  33.42 400+ 8.62+ 3.05+ 178+ 0.66+ 0.39+ 3.64+
tabrisianus +1.26 026 111 087 054 014 006 249
Table 2 (contd) () Y Jgus
Taxon PN GPN SN oS PNU PS OR TPS TPSH
D. austroiranicus 18- 2-5 20 Granulate 0 Prominent Microechinate Medium PRS
20
D. crinitus 14- 26 15 Granulate 1 Prominent Microechinate Medium PRS
16
D. crinitus subsp. 12- 48 22 Psilate 5 Prominent Microechinate- Medium PRS
crinitus 14 punctate
D. crinitus subsp. 14- 37 12 Psilate 0 Sunken Microechinate Medium  PRS
kermanensis 16
D. crinitus subsp. 16- 1-5 10 Granulate 13  Prominent Microechinate- Medium PRS
turcomanicus 18 punctate-
foveolate
D. jacobsii 16- 24 13 Psilate 1 Prominent Microechinate- Medium PRS
18 punctate
D. libanotis 14- 15 10 Psilate 0 Prominent Microechinate Medium PRS
16




D. orientalis 12- 25 24 Psilate 0 Sunken Microechinate Large PRS

-14
D. orientalis subsp. 24— 24 12 Granulate 2 Sunken Microechinate Medium  PRS
gorganicus 28
D. orientalis subsp. 12- 35 24 Psilate 12 Sunken  Microechinate- Medium  PRS
macropetalus 14 punctate
D. orientalis subsp. 16- 4-10 10 Psilate 3 Prominent Microechinate- Medium  PRS
orientalis 18 punctate
D. strictus var. 20- 36 11 Psilate 5 Prominent Microechinate- Medium  PRS
axilliflorus 22 punctate
D. subaphyllus 14- 15 18 Psilate 0 Prominent  Microechinate Medium  PRS
16
D. tabrisianus var. 12- 2-5 20 Granulate 10 Prominent Microechinate- Medium PRS
tabrisianus 14 punctate

ID «(dis ,had) POD (51 coslnd) ET (03,5 SrgS jhab 5 08,5 55, Connd) (PIE) (08,5 SirgS ,kad) ED o055 5,3 ,had) PLD :lo S5
olas3) PN (gl o alold) DBS (gl (2,6) SW o(Jgiume] Jobo) SL (R g ,0 £lis ) OH (S jSg3,0 ,had) OD (ddlis oy alold)
Cunss) PS (10 pm? s 055SGgs 0laas) PNU ol Jgivsl G Slas 35) OS «(10Um? o o Jgiml 8los5) SN (53,0 (55, L g5l 5 olaes) GPN (38Lee

(PIE ol s baos 5 a3l (soinaes) TPSH (oo 5 o3l ulaolyy baos 15 ped ) (soiucas) TPS (0551 Slig 35) OR «(38lie

Characteristics: PLD (polar length diameter), ED (equatorial diameter), P/E (ratio of polar to equatorial diameter), ET (exine thickness), POD (pore
diameter), ID (inter-pore distance), OD (operculum diameter), OH (operculum height), SL (spinule length), SW (spinule width), DBS (distance between
spinules), PN (number of pores), GPN (number of granules on operculum), SN (number of spinules per 10 um2), OS (ornamentation between spinules),
PNU (number of puncta per 10 um?), PS (pore status), OR (exine ornamentation), TPS (Erdtman typing of pollen based on size), TPSH (Erdtman typing

of pollen based on P/E ratio).

100 pm

ol (Gloo F  ASoal glgil odimsylis b 23 Dianthus orientalis subsp. orientalis ;o ouls saslive (glos 3 ISomal - JSC&
Fig. 2. Pollen heteromorphism observed in D. orientalis subsp. orientalis. Arrows indicate a variety of pollen
heteromorphism.



$los ) LSl glgl saimslis s zld Dianthus orientalis subsp. gorganicus ,s o sdalive slos )5 ISonal - 5%

sl o3l Bl
Fig. 3. Pollen heteromorphism observed in Dianthus orientalis subsp. gorganicus. Arrows represent a variety of pollen
heteromorphism in size.



D. crinitus B-B1 {D. austroiranicus .A-Al :Souw iz 03,5 glaails o, S uSUl CoSwg S polas —F SO
[D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus .E-E1 D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis .D-D1 {D. crinitus subsp. crinitus .C-C1
(ying,S0 4 wlido) D. jacobsii .F-F1

Fig. 4. Scanning electron microghraphs of pollen grains of the genus Dianthus: A-Al. D. austroiranicus,
B-B1. D. crinitus, C-C1. D. crinitus subsp. crinitus, D-D1. D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis, E-E1. D. crinitus subsp.

turcomanicus, F-F1. D. jacobsii (Bar in um).
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D. orientalis .I-I1 D. libanotis G-Hl :SGuw iz 05,5 slaaily oK 59,8l oSy, S polas -0 S
D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus .L-L1 .D. orientalis subsp. orientalis .K-K1 D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus .J-J1
(og, S 4y wlifie)

Fig. 5. Scanning electron microghraphs of pollen grains of the genus Dianthus: G-H1. D. libanotis,
I-11. D. orientalis, J-J1. D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus, K-K1. D. orientalis subsp. orientalis, L-L1. D. orientalis subsp.

macropetalus (Bar in um).
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D. strictus var. axilliflorus M-M1 : S iz 00,5 slaaly oK Lo uSIl GoSwg S polas —F &
(yiog,5ue 4y wlie) D. tabrisianus v. isianus .0-01.D. subaphyllus .N-N1

Fig. 6. Scanning electron microghraphs of pollen grains of the genu -M1. D. strictus var. axilliflorus,
N-N1. D. subaphyllus, O-O1. D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus (8ar in

A\ . o el
D. crinitus B D. austroiranicus A :Soue iz 00,5 sbdls 6,8 0sNwy, e pslar -V SO
.D. Jacobsii .F .D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus .E .D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis .D .D. crinitus subsp. crinitus .C
D. orientalis K {D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus .J .D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus .I {D. orientalis H .D. libanotis .G

D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus .N .D. subaphyllus .M .D. strictus var. axilliflorus .L .subsp. orientalis

Fig. 7. Light microscopic images of the pollen grains of the genus Dianthus: A. D. austroiranicus, B. D. crinitus,
C. D. crinitus subsp. crinitus, D. D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis, E. D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus, F. D. jacobsii,
G. D. libanaotis, H. D. orientalis, I. D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus, J. D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus, K. D. orientalis
subsp. orientalis, L. D. strictus var. axilliflorus, M. D. subaphyllus, N. D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus.
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P89S 9 (LM) (595 95y S awgs ol aalllas 005 sla Sy ululp Soue iz (L)L o0 —A S
Past ,l33le 5 5l solatl L (SEM) 6,155 Sg 2SI

Fig. 8. Genealogical tree of the genus Dianthus from the pollen traits examined by light microscopy (LM) and scanning
electron microscopy (SEM) studies using Past software.

D. crinitus subsp. :¥ D. crinitus :¥' D. austroiranicus :¥ (A-B) Suwe Luiz ;0 anlllas 5,90 sl 559 PCA ;LT -4 JSi
D. A D. libanotis :A D. Jacobsii :¥ D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus :# D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis :& crinitus
D. orientalis subsp. orientalis :\Y D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus :\\ D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus :\ - orientalis

D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus :\0 D. subaphyllus:\ ¥ D. strictus var. axilliflorus. :\Y

Fig. 9. PCA analysis of the studied pollen traits in the genus Dianthus (A-B) 2: D. austroiranicus 3: D. crinitus
4: D. crinitus subsp. crinitus 5: D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis 6: D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus 7: D. Jacobsii
8: D. libanotis 9: D. orientalis 10: D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus 11: D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus 12: D. orientalis
subsp. orientalis 13: D. strictus var. axilliflorus 14: D. subaphyllus 15: D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus.
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D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus ¢ D. libanotis :0x8,5 1,3 aigs > ;0 anlllas 5,90 slaa],T FA IS olal
D. D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus .D. crinitus subsp. crinitus slaa !l 5 aias lax Jitwe slhasss o ol 4 plaS o
D. crinitus .D. crinitus .D. austroiranicus slaa,!,1 § a4 < ,o D. subaphyllus 4 D. strictus var. axilliflorus jacobsii

S8 50 abgs> o D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus 4 D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus .D. orientalis subsp. kermanensis

=

RECER 4
shé o3lail) B sla S5 ud i 4 ¢ D. libanotis sjlulax sl (o2 3l Blss alold o3lail) G S5 B UKo olul

k8 C F5g .20e cwle D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus s jlulaz gl (A8l slass) M g (08,5 Sz 55 1had) C (00,5 55
D. crinitus subsp. D. crinitus subsp. crinitus 4,1 aw (52351 Sl £5) S (s g (8le £43) Q Sy (03,5 S5
S99 (B gl o Sluy £8) P (Sig (25! culbrd) E (S sl 18 abg> S o |, D. jacobsii ¢ turcomanicus
59 )T 3L 5 D. subaphyllus D. strictus var. axilliflorus «,!,1 g5 (s5luloz slp cmlio slo S5 (231 Slw s £9) S
D. crinitus .D. crinitus {D. austroiranicus slaal,l 5,513 el (Ul (2,6) SW g (03,5 S48 k) C slo 559
&2 (Ul 8lax3) SN 5 (A8lis olaws) PN sla S5 9 s> 6 4o D. orientalis subsp. orientalis 5 subsp. kermanensis

Al 550 abg> S o D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus 4 D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus D. orientalis slaa,l,]

PCA )..JL’T )9 u_izm o= oe)f 6“;}-&9 ‘_g)‘.lfés -y Jgd—‘?
Table 3. Coding of the pollens characteristics in the genus Dianthus in PCA analysis

Characteristic Code Characteristic Code  Characteristic Code  Characteristic  Code
Pollen diameter in polar A Pollen diameter in B C Exine D
view (SEM) um equatorial view thickness (LM)
(SEM) um pm
Pore diameter (SEM) um E Interporal distance Fe G Operculum H
height (SEM)
pm
Spinule length | Spinule wi Diastance K Pore numbers L
betwin spinules (SEM)
Granul of pore numbers M SRl N Ornamentation O Ornamentation P
(SEM) S between the
spinules
Punctum numbers Q Pore situation S - - -
z .

IS g )5 wndad asile 08,5 slaasls S sl g as laasl)T jo 08,5 ails cwbiscsy, glacalas (LSSus o

Jdo a4 81 cawles g Sws 5 5551 o)y, Cardge g olaws 03,5 ojlasl asle ol g 508 Ggw ol lad e o]

Perveen & Qaiser Arkan & Inceoglu 1992 ) aiius dube badiss S8 ,0 g o0g b))l byl glyls waxgs b6 ol poss

S S5g o)y Sl CEM) 0 K S5 xSl CsSng ;s 5 (LM) (6585 55y, S 3l cdnlllas ol ;o (Sahreen et al. 2008 2006
A oolaul oyl pl 5o S iz laal,T oo 5 s3liscsy,

el g s Ll isgy i oy (oulidicsn, i 5l g oal 5o Soe oy sl 005 slaails 4z 5]

0uds oy 2t ST (s ) ooy 5L LadisS S )0 oS 050d (lulid 1) sialaie (&5 5 (o5 slo Sy 0ad ploxil o yeianiz

&9 w59, CHESs job 4 aS Wog 0,5 ddlie glls ails axlllas 5,90 4T VF 2 slees 5 4T ols lis ol wog duke

Perveen ) o,ls cayllas LSS ;o 08,5 ails cwlidcon ) 0,90 j0 L8 Ollllas yiion 7l L 45 (pantopolyporate) wisgs oo

& Qaiser 2006, Dong & Guan 2008, Mac¢ukanovic¢-Joci¢ et al. 2015, Cui et al. 2018, Mete et al. 2021, Aytag et al. 2022,
(Taleb et al. 2023

Punt & ) )lgo g il awgs a5 D. superbus s45 b g wogs ols anlllas 0,50 slaasl,] 10 00,5 slaasls sl S5y yiios
casllas il (o)l35 (Yildiz 2001, Mete et al. 2021) l,Sen g die palo lawg a5 ] g9 5 g ool Cicogs (Hoen 1995
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L loniz slo JS8) i Oldlae ;o 00,5 o JS0 ISChpal wallas ol jo oo cawlice ASheal (Jlb> cpl b aiyls
Iy oads 5)138 LSS o a5 pantopoliporate L periporate g (sg,5 4o (slood )5 «(59,5—0aulS (ZS6-(55,5 «(59,5 - o>
Chanda 1962, Punt & Hoen 1995, Pinar & Oybak 1997, Yildiz 2001, kllzlplnar et al. 2010, ) ols 1,8 jidg Cod s
S 00,8 ASheal (Y i) (Poyraz & Ataslar 2010, Mostafavi & Mehregan 2014, Ullah et al. 2018, Teleb et al. 2023
Sl e 5 Sufglgiom o S else 1S e ol wisS L o8 G 0 00,5 ails Sl (5wl o G Gleed Sy
aS oy ol 5o ol camline 00 5 ISieal (Marcussen & Oxelman 2013, Lazaro-Nogal et al. 2020, Dilek et al. 2024)
D. orientalis al,] ;0 00,5 ;a8 L ojlail Ll 5l glie 00,5 g5 dus (F IS0 )0 g9 4) 03,5 ails Hlab jo wiglas Ll 5l o
ol o5 s AT 0 a8 Jl> 0wl pxie YA B YT 5l al,T nl jo oo d8lie slaas 045 o osalins SUbSP. gorganicus
00,5 5l glate JSi iy (S Bl 51 g 00505 glite (ylaiz 00,5 ,lad g 03lail jo <glas D. orientalis subsp. orientalis 4!,
Slin i £65 9 04l90 sl Sl 50,050 Cwlbes  ail so yuxio YA UVF 5l oo d8Le slaay a5 cl ol ools igled (V ISK2) 50
slalTad 045 Jb )0 sl g, Sen VIV o,lg00 Coalus ol audy 51 5sglaze D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus 4,1 )5 5.5
Ay &) Cond (5,58 iy <> D, crinitus subsp. turcomanicus ;o Slas 35 £45 9 yieg, S YIA B Y/Y o3gae 4o D. crinitus
ol 02 oy 0yl 5o (Slen 5 (ASCeal 5l el s 4 gulis .l Microechinate-punctate-foveolate ggi 5l a5 cils o)1
S35 sl sloal] )5 1o, slaosls 53 3l Slaglis duygn 5 & 45 331 (lanome 5 Saglyton (S5 Jolse SIS
Slo ASoeal rizen 5 BLS loe s Koo 50 selcuss a4 (ASheal mls b v,y onl mls g oo (86 Jelge cpl
McNeill & Crompton 1978, Dajoz et al. 1991, Dajoz & Till-) s ls JSlges LSGus Ko o iz 51 (F 50 odds cdnliv

Bottraud 1993, Ramsey & Schemske 1998, Imbert & Richards 2004, Katifori et al. 2010, Rdis et al, 2012, Cohen et al,
(2013, De'Qtorme et al., 2013, Quamar et al. 2021
3 ooy dedlas (_gl.aaddjf oo)f

3,5 )18 S5 g Lawgite 09,5 93 0 5 Wisg Dglie (leg e TV/O- VYRR Bl
~ H H ‘ H 1 i
s | oAl b aS wogy (55,5 slees 5 (gl s Fimb IsRg V! 51 BOISS. (sla o sloaiss oIS sk &
g VB, 5 ain lawgi (LS 08,5 slaails asl>

Ol St iz 00,5 sladily (g9, (pin Dlalaos o)ls

(Yildiz 2001, Sahreen et al. 2008) « ..
Yildiz 2001, Mete et al. ) |,Sen 4 4o
FA/ANVEVVA) ol> aslllas ,o D. C
SIS g sieg S FOIA 5 FONOEYIOY Rl 6T)ls ey a0 (Vo) YY) 1 Ses 5 die cpals oy p 55 Js 350 (og ,Scre
,o D. orientalis subsp. orientalis 4 D. libanotis « D. tabrisianus slaa!,l ;o 05,5 ojlasl ¢ puioran .og (555,53 03,5 o;luil
Lol (og,Sao FYIA 5 OFIA FY/) 591 yilo asdllas ;5 05,5 slaails o3l 51 125,50 55 (Mete et al. 2021) ), Son 5 4o aslllas

o b &}55 ‘_thbo)’\..\j‘ 05; 90 e Qﬂ‘ 6L®oo; a5 Klesls
D. crinitus subsp. crinitus sleos 5 o3lail cw) b
NItUs 05,5 ojlail .wiogs Wylaie ol aslllas zuli b il slol (2021

el Sladen iagh pl zls LY D. strictus var. axilliflorus 41,1 o (Y- YY) o], Ken 5 e ;0 03,5 als o3l
AN Wz )l Sgzg LS ST Gash e L oo ,5 s ol (Kiom 3550 50 Glidme (LS sla )15 5
& b yo 0,5 03l (a8 5 3,15 (Sirod (shaashy b b (55 sine 5 Sk y5bo 4y 03,8 o3l &S el T 51 (S lallas
Moller 2018, Lekhapan ) cusls 1) 03,5 o3l eogaome o yiden S shliSe mlaw g glos 00900t 10 aush] 25 5 auslus ok
3045 5975 4 ccbls cillas D. crinitus g D. orientalis slaaisS calizee slaaisS 55 5l Jol> bl b aadly ] (et al. 2024
s sl 8T 3 lite slacabse 3 S 1 0b LS )0 loaisS al slaeisS 1) a0 45l sl> & UPGMA L]
bgsye duo,0 VIV 5 0wshliSe aus,0 £/7 bl s as )0 YAIY woshus bdisS aw 0 Y a5 (5,5b a4 wog 00 ,5ud LSoue 4o
, D crinitus 4 D. orientalis gladisS 15 ;o 5 00,5 o3l g4:5 (Rodriguez-Parra et al. 2022) ¢l alizee (locud g 4
Al oaslive ojlusl Ll 3l 05,5 £45 dw dgeie YS9l 4y D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus 4555 55 ;0 .ol caslice gy oyl
Tl 9 (s055505,5 o9 g5 (1 US8) Cowl g 5 cnl )0 skl 5 Gomshls csamshas Sl 4 by e Yieial oS
D. orientalis subsp. 5,50 ;0 auslos Sl L 2n=30 egj505,5 doc .Cuwl odds (5,135 LassS cpl sladiss 5 10 55 somel
sae .(Ghaffari 1987 & 2006) <ol oas 5,155 D. orientalis subsp. obtusisquameus ,s skl cJl> 4 nassireddini
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Cowl ool 5,155 D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus 45e3 55 ;o awsb! 5 cJl> L 4n=60 D. crinitus ;| oals (5,155 ce93909,5
(Jafari & Behroozian 2010)

D. crinitus subsp. 4 Lgs e d8lie dlaed () ieS 090 pustio YF-YA B AY-VYF 0 00l delllan gladsss o d8lie oloss
D. & by olass o xis 9 D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus 5 D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus [D. orientalis crinitus
aS oal 5,158 VY VY D. crinitus subsp. crinitus dalie slass «(Y++ V) pals asllas o .54 Orientalis subsp. gorganicus
5 (Aytag et al. 2022) ) )Sap g zLoT o), 50 D.crinitus o 3élie slaad «pizan 3,00 Cdisllas aalllas (pl uli b sloss oy
wdd 5L VoY Gl olass a5 (VYY) o) Ken g ate addllas 4o Jg )l Slodeen yol> cwyp bt b (VY- VE1/09)
(Y- £Y) D. strictus var. axilliflorus 4 (\AZY) D. orientalis subsp. orientalis slaa],] ;o 33l olans ¢ piomad .l Sgléze
4 45 D. libanotis 4 D. tabrisianus slaal,] ;o 38le olaxi Jg w,ls Slysan pol> mls L (VoY) o, Ken 5 ate aslllas )
3,5 Slgteas oad (5,155 (Yo TY)) L) 5es g ate bawgs Yo £Y g YFEY (55

slass g 03,5 o, » 1, D. orientalis ¢ D. crinitus slaaisS 00,5 swliscsx , (Sahreen et al. 2008) o 5 ¢y jom
oV Y ladisS ol jo ddlie slaws (Mete et al. 2021) ) e g aite anlllas 1o 055,58 (5,155 A-2 5 2=V i a ) lagy] 8l
g1 ke VY=YA g VY=VA 5 bl T cnl o d8lie olass ol adllae o g 0 b, YooV 8

33 el Sglite b s 135 Giltien sla a0 3lis ailas (55, Jyimm! Slans g ooyl con alols 5 ks ,ad 590 4o
ANY o] i alols 5 yiag Ses YIV-/F o3game ;o d3lis a3 (Ye¥)) o )Sen 5 ate aslllae 1o Soume iz slboayl)]
ey S YV -8/55 33lie ,la (Cui et al. 2018) o, ISon 5 55 aslllas 13 5 Widgs diie ailad (535, Josl,5 F-2 (shyls 5 ieg Ko
5 ey S F-AIOF dilin JaB oy ol 5o o diie ailad (55, Josl,5 Y-V (slylagy s Sre MEYNY/Y laT o alsls
1945 e ladisS (gl oad Lby55 ddlie B aise wlas s, Jgil, 5 V=) yagSae AEY-VAIEY Lo, o alols
ol adlllas o b wileads (3,155 (Kizilpinar et al. 2010) ;L. g 5.8 3 e (Yoo )) ol Slalas
3 59,0 45 0 oalice diu 1y 5 438 9,3 diie £oi 9 ‘Car\quoﬁ S oad 5,155 slaaisd ales o i)l cllas
Moore et al. 1991, Perveen & Qaiser 2006, Vural 2008, C ) Rog 00l e 1, sl sl b o (Operculate) s
3,05 Sy Reallas B sloazsl L a5 (2018, Ullah et al. 2018, Mete et al. 2021)

b oo Sllllae 13 50551 Cosles goubos: Mol o9 e oy o YV B Y/ ¥ 5l adllae ol 4o 02551 Conliess
Ullah et al. Kizilpinar et al. 2010 . Sahreen et al. 2008 Perveen & Qaiser 2006) o ls cillas pol> sloaisl
oyl g9 aw wslllae ol jo (Aytag et al. 2022 Mete et al. 2021 2018

(al,] i ) microechinate 331
o Slo P e 0l saline (],] S5 ,0) microechinate-punctate-foveolate 4 (41,1 c.aa ,5) microechinate-punctate
Kizilpinar et al. Punt & Hoen 1995, Dong & Guan 2009, ) cewl oals (5,155 Souwe (i (gl @l yladore Lawgy 50 M3
.(Mete et al. 2021.Ahiskali et al. 2020 Ullah et al. 2018 Macukanovi¢-Joci¢ et al. 2015, Cui et al. 2018 2010
Van ) wigd g axlis oo )5 adsl o Sy lsie 4 Ygoro spinule olaad 5 o5 38l olowi ¢jlog] g s (52551
a5 ooy o0 B A (Soleiugw o b, Lol (Campo 1966, Walker1974a, 1974b, Takhtajan 1980, Mete et al. 2021
ity JolSS oazeny @ ool byl 5l g Jloglgm @ Jloghigm e Cdl 5l Ll jo S iz cotiie laal)] e Sliu
L D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus .s s gls>een (Walker1974a, 1974b) ,S1y lawgs ouls sanlice Lol slaasg, b as” el
microechinate _zol,T L al,] can a5 Jl> ,o b cpond &l o 5428 iy lgie 4 microechinate-punctate-foveolate !,
0ud (ot ST Gloo ) 05,5 (iud WSdlis sl Gululy iad 48,5 S5 5o (S cnl eloly Ll s alod Glse &
ol ead ploeil glo fdow ol olobis 5 gl sl lgie 4 3V Y-V L alyT aw (ol cpl )0 a5 Wiog Laseis JB
al p oS Qlejis g wlad ganady 00,5 Al ol wloly o Soow iz Glal] o gl ge o5 b
ol |y leasl )Tl sladasl ) b ooloylis SoanSs gollas aadgs S (Jb (ol Lo los 0929 ciloads Ciy po5  sogas  owlihsu
(03,5 SzsS b 103,555 58 e 03,5 sla g o o5 WS (oo sl anllan ool 31 ol b (A 5V slaS) wols
Do eyl 6o Fig xSl Ol 5 £9 3 5 Bl o Slis 3 55 0051 Caalied s olass oo 51 d3lie alols ojlu]
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Sz g9, &5 500 awlision,S Oldlas b gl cpl .aisd oolaiul (gaues, jo sadeid slo Shy lee 4 ally oo a5
Perveen & Qaiser 2006, Kaplan 2008, Ataslar et al. 2009, Mostafavi & ) ai)ls glsoran ol ploul LSore s
.(Mehregan 2014, Ullah et al. 2018, Mete et al. 2021, Teleb et al. 2023

2 5 Sled 5 (ASeal 5 wiag 00dS= (59,8 S0 ok b 59,5 00,5 laails sl i S Gz laayl)]
Sepe i 059 &1 5 GheSoen 10 Al Eoiie b Sl 5 5 Lo dadiie Condge g olasd wlal [ 51 a5 0 sanlics bag)]
Lais (6l (Aeda gl aSly d(somsh h) (Soih 5 (Sbbccn, Oliss 5l QUL S 4 00,5 (ISheals (Fimbriati i)
o3lail 00,5 SzgS 5 S5 b a8 ol i )y p onl @S W liee Sled 4 (ame sla)lad b agalse jo SKegesle o Shas
sl b 6lp oS (e 5l o5 Sl €98 525 9 Ly o Slin 3 g9 (5T Cwlied (Bl slass il alols
e Srde (G0 Sl e a4y S0 Sladl)l SISE 50 Glod S sla S cnl oS )8 s (w2 300

2 lagT sasS ooyl Jolge sy g 00,5 slaails ISioeal dadllae gl (6, cirex slo Jdos oy o i 4
olr Larseis Wl oo (olidicn ) Olalllas ol jem 4y 005 slaails (gl gt Slalllas ogdle 4 5L 5l 950 SSue iz
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