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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.
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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 Provyg 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° 5'
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 +221 +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+ 8.26+ 1841 3.65+ 1.72+ 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 .53 039 123 123 100 019 019 237
D. orientalis subsp. 50.54 4856 1.04+ 3.03+ 6.67+ 1236 3.75+ 2.00+ 094+ 0.66+ 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 +192 011 044 026 167 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 1.38 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 . : 582+ 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 cosled) ET (03,5 S ,hab 5 08,5 55 b S (PIE) (08,5 SirgS ,ad) ED o055 5,3 ,had) PLD :lo S5
olas3) PN (g o alold) DBS (gl (256) SW o(Jgiume] Jobo) SL (diio g ,o glis ) OH (S jSg3,0 yhad) OD (ddlis oy alold)
Cunss) PS (10 pm? s 055SGgs 0laas) PNU (o Jgivl (o Slw 35) OS «(10Um? ;o o gl 8loss) SN (53,0 (55, g5l 5 olaes) GPN (38lee

(PIE ol s baos 5 a3l (sainaes) TPSH (laos 5 o3l ulaol s baos ;5 ped ) (soiucas) TPS (0551 &lig 33) 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

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



$los )3 LSipal glgl sainsjlis 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).

10



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
(o9 Soe a0 wlidie)

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 03,5 sbdls 6,8 0wy, 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 5 (M) (695 9%y S awgs ol aalllas 005 sla Sy ululp Soue iz (L)L o5 0 -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 andllas 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,l,1 § a4 s 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 51 3ls alold o3lail) G S5 B UKo ulul

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! culbd) E (S sl 18 abg> S jo |, D. jacobsii ¢ turcomanicus
¢ )T 3L 51 D. subaphyllus D. strictus var. axilliflorus «,!,1 g5 s5luloz slp cmlio slo S5 (231 Slw s £6) S
D. crinitus .D. crinitus {D. austroiranicus slaayl,l 5,513 el (Ul (2,6) SW 5 (03,5 S48 k) C slo 559
&l 2 (gl 8lax3) SN 5 (A8lis olaws) PN sla S5 9 s> 6 4o D. orientalis subsp. orientalis 5 subsp. kermanensis

DAl 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 .

IS5 g )5 ndad asile 08,5 slaasls S sl g 4 laal)] jo 08,5 ails  cwbitcsy, glacals (LSSus o

Jdo a4 81 cals 5 Sz 5 5551 o)y, Cardge g olaws 03,5 ojlasl asle ol g 508 Ggw el bad e o]

Perveen & Qaiser Arkan & Inceoglu 1992 ) aiius dube badiss LS ,0 g 00g bidal)l sl glyls caxgs B ol poss

S S5g o)y Sl CEM) 0 K S5 xSl CsSng ;s 5 (LM) (6585 95y 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 civgy i oy (oulidicsn, il agh ool 0 Soe oy sl 005 slaails 4z 5]

0uds oy 2t ST (s ) oy 5L LadisS S )0 aF 050i (lulid 1) salaie (&5 5 (o5 slo S5y 0as ploxil o yeitanizr

&9 v (59, CHeSS job 4 4 Wing 0,5 ddlie glls cails anllas 5,90 4T VF o slees S AT 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

14



L loniz o JS0) i Oldlae ;o 00,5 slo JS0 ISChpal wadllas () jo oo cdslice AShpal (Jlb 0pl b aiyls
Iy oas 5)158 LSS o a5 pantopoliporate L periporate g (sg,5 4o (slood )5 «(59,5—0aulS (ZS6-(55,5 «(59,5 - sHhodi>
Chanda 1962, Punt & Hoen 1995, Pinar & Oybak 1997, Yildiz 2001, Kizilpinar et al. 2010, ) ols |8 jidg cod 5
S 00,5 ASheal (Y i) (Poyraz & Ataslar 2010, Mostafavi & Mehregan 2014, Ullah et al. 2018, Teleb et al. 2023
ol o 5 Selstom « Sy Jolse Sy ol is b 0,35 Sy 0 08,8 il 5l ik, w5l i loied S5
aS pol> gy yo oad cdalie 00,5 JSipal (Marcussen & Oxelman 2013, Lazaro-Nogal et al. 2020, Dilek et al. 2024)
D. orientalis subsp. 41,1 ;o 05,5 Jhad L ojluil Llod 5l 7509 4 5 Sglitie 05,5 £45 duw gy 03,5 aily Hhad o &glay Ll
al)l ol Soop s T jo a5 Jl> 10 w0 yuxie YA B YY 5lal,T cpl jo oo 38lie slows (¥ JS&) o sasliw gorganicus
5 00,8 5l glae S iy (S8 Bl 1 Jg 0e8 Sglae plaiz 085 (a8 g o3lasl o gley D. orientalis subsp. orientalis
alyl o 50 Sluy g5 9 0le0 sla Foil 50 les Cwls o9 paie YA B VF 5l po J8Lie slaws a5 (¥ JSCo) ol sols ioles
D. crinitus slaayl,l ady j0 a5 Jl> ;0 g e, S YIV o)lg50 Cuslbes ¢ auhy 5l 5glae D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus
Microechinate- g5 5l (5 548,20 <Jl>D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus «!,1 ;o Sl 35 g4 9 yieg,See YA B Y/Y s050e 4o
Jolse (iiS oo Jols o oy opl 53 (Slo0,5 (ASeal 5l o] Cows 4y gl .cusls laay!,T ausy 45 s punctate-foveolate
3 Jalge ol 51 055 s sloaslyT 53 (5103, (sloosl 13 5, (SIS s s a5 41 45 351 s 5 Sl 55
& > oud oalive sla IShpal (pized 5 (LS slaosd ;503 )3 el Cews @ (ISl @l b (o) 2 ool S 058
McNeill & Crompton 1978, Dajoz et al. 1991, Dajoz & Till-Bottraud 1993, ) s s glsxen LS o slo iz
Ramsey & Schemske 1998, Imbert & Richards 2004, Katifori et al. 2010, Réis et al, 2012, Cohen et al, 2013, De Storme

(etal., 2013, Quamar et al. 2021
M;)‘)Suj)fs“a.wamosjfBQ)éﬁAJQ&JUBLLA()MBJ&AVY/O‘—V\”/ )‘ g
- . . S
R Q"f" 6&435[{[445&3\)5.3 ‘_g).'f.f))'.g LgL&voe)f ‘_g\)‘o Fimb 1SR, Vi
' )3

3 ooy aedlas 6[@43535 oo;
Kod g ao awsgi lSoes 00,5 claals gal>

si Boiss. sl yidu sloaisS « IS jgb 4

Ol St iz 00,5 slaaily (g9, (min Dlalao o)ls "
(Yildiz 2001, Sahreen et al. 2008) & ..
Yildiz 2001, Mete et al. ) |,Sen 4 4o
FA/ANVEVVA) ol> aslllas ,o D. C
LIS g sieg S FOIA 5 FONOEYOY Qlasl 6T)ls ey a0 (Vo) Y o¥Y) 1 Ses 5 die cpals oy p 55 Js 050 (og ,Scre
,o D. orientalis subsp. orientalis 4 D. libanotis {D. tabrisianus _slaal,T ;o 65,5 ojlasl ¢ ruiomad Aidg 555,50 03,5 ojluil
Lol (og,Sao FYIA 5 OFIA FY/) 591 yilo aslllas ;5 05,5 slaails o3l 51 155,50 55 (Mete et al. 2021) ), Son 5 4t aslllas

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

el Slaen iagh opl gls L D. strictus var. axilliflorus 41,1 o (Y- Y1) o], Ken 5 ae ;0 03,5 ails o3l
RN Wiz pe o )lo S92 g LMW (Gomgh grlaw L 0o )5 ils oIl (Ko 390 53 Gliize (it Slo 8,15 5
& by o 03,5 030l 5 5a8 5 ,J5 (Firan sonasly o b 5 o sine 5 Cea yob & 3,5 o3ladl a8 el ] 51 S Slalllas
Moller 2018, Lekhapan ) cusls 1) 05,5 o3l eogaome o yiden S shliSe mlaw g gl 00gaome 10 aushl 5 5 auslus Fohaw
5045 5978 4 ccbls cillas D. crinitus g D. orientalis slaaisS calizeo sladaisS 55 5l Jol> bl b laadl, ] (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 as )0 #/7 wnshl s as 0 YAIY o shus bdisS aw 0 FY a5 (5)5b a4 wog 00 ,5ud LSoue 4o
, D. crinitus 4 D. orientalis gladisS 155 ;o 5 00,5 o3l £4:5 (Rodriguez-Parra et al. 2022) cowl alizee locud g 4
Al oaslive ojlusl Ll 3l 05,5 £43 dw dgeie YS9k 4y D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus 4555 55 ;0 .ol oaslice gy oyl
Tl 9 (s055505,5 o9 g5 (1 US8) Cowl g 5 cnl )0 skl 5 Gomshl csamshas Sl a4 by e Yieal oS
D. orientalis subsp. 5,50 ;0 auslos Sl L 2n=30 egj505,5 doc .Cuwl onds (5,135 LassS cpl sladiss 5 )0 55 somsl
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. a4 Lgs e d8lie dlaed o 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 .04 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) Kan g ate addllas ;o Jg )ls Slodeen yol> cwyp bt b (VY- VE1/09)
(Y- £Y) D. strictus var. axilliflorus 4 (\AZY) D. orientalis subsp. orientalis slaa],] ;o d3lie olaxs ¢ pimad .l Sglize
4 45 D. libanotis 4 D. tabrisianus slaal,l o 38l olaxi Jg w,ls Slysar pol> mls L (VYY) o, Ken 5 ate anlllas )
3,5 Slgteas oad (5,155 (Yo 1)) L) 5en g ate bawgs Yo £Y g YFEY (s

slass g 03,5 o, » 1, D. orientalis ¢ D. crinitus slaaisS 00,5 swlibcsx , (Sahreen et al. 2008) o 5 ¢y jom
SV Y ladisS ol jo ddlie slaas (Mete et al. 2021) ) o g aio anlllas ;o .55, 5,155 A-2 5 A=V i s 4l oyl dsls
g eiie VY=YA g VY=VA 5l laay)T ol o 38lie olaws yols aslllas jo g us Sy, Yo-18

33 el Sglite bt 155 Giltisen sla a0 33lis ailas (55, Jgimm! Slasd 5 ooyl oo alols 5 d3lis a8 590 4o
ANY o] i alols 5 yiag Ses YIT-/Y o3game ;o d3lis a3 (Ye¥)) o )Sen 5 e aslllae 1o Sume iz sboayl)]
oy S YIEV-8/55 33lie ,la (Cui et al. 2018) o, ISon 5 55 anlllas 13 5 Widgs diie ailad (535, Josl,5 F-2 (shls 5 g Ko
5 ey S F-AIOF ddlin JaB oy ol 5o 2o diie ailad (55, Josl,5 Y-V (slylagy s Sre MEYNY/Y lal o alols
1948 e ladisS (gl oad Lil55 ddlie B aise wilas (gg, Jgil, 5 V=) Fag e AEY-VAIFY Loy o alols
ol adlllas o b wiloads (3,155 (Kizilpinar et al. 2010) ;L. g 5.8 3 e (Yoo V) aly Sladlas
3 59,0 45 0 odalice diuz 1y 5 438 9,3 diie £oi 9 ‘Car\quoﬁ S oad 5,155 slaaigt ales o .l cllas
Moore et al. 1991, Perveen & Qaiser 2006, Vural 2008, C ) Qg 00l oduder 1, sl sl b o (Operculate) s
3,05 Sy Realls B sloazsl L a5 (2018, Ullah et al. 2018, Mete et al. 2021)

b oo Sllllae 13 0551 Conles gonbos: Mol o9 e oy o YV B Y/ ¥ 5l asdllae 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 w@alllae (ol jo (Aytag et al. 2022 Mete et al. 2021 2018

(al,] i ,0) microechinate ;351
o Slu P e 0l saline (4],] G ,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 Macukanovié¢-Joci¢ et al. 2015, Cui et al. 2018 2010
Van Campo ) wgd oo a5l 00,5 adgl sbd S5g laic 4 Yooxs spinule ;lass g o5 38l slaws  log | g e 5355
Slig ¥ a5 dy oo b5 4 (Solataws o oL ulul (1966, Walker1974a, 1974b, Takhtajan 1980, Mete et al. 2021
L oS ol azdly JolSS ooz a5 ooles LialyT 51 g S8 jam as o]y e Clls 5l ol o S i cotin slaal,] xbaw
), L D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus .s,ls Jlsswes (Walkerl974a, 1974b) S1y lawgs ool odalie JolSS slaaig,
Olsxe a4y microechinate iol,T b al,T e a5 > ,0 b cpnd al)1 oy 5428 iy laze 4 microechinate-punctate-foveolate
FB oad (o) sl Glee )3 098 (A dlie slans elul p diad w85 a5 s Sy opl eluln )l G 5ol
oly lis eads slol slo fudow wsals oluls 5 plawl sl T lgie 4 3a\Y-VF L wl)l aw ols ol )0 a5 Sogr anseis
Gl & plagisy 5 wlad sanadys 00)F Al wlibcsy, pululy & Soue iz sl e Gl ze oS
ol |y )Tl sladasl ) b oolsylis SoanSs gollas aadigs S (Jb (ol Lo los 0929 ciloads Ciy po5  cogas  owlihsn
Alols ojlul «S>oS § 5y a8 wiile 00,5 sla Sy 0 45 S e anl adllas sl 5l ol s (A 5 Y sla JK) wisls
WSl o0 45 Widgr (saied ) la Sy (31 Olin 5 5 1 g gl o Sl £98 (0351 Sualied A8l slans on I S8l
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OLSEus cilite slagmiz (59, 45 500 (oulidos S Slalllas b gl (nl gd ooliinl (gan00) 50 (casuid slagShy plyie
Perveen & Qaiser 2006, Kaplan 2008, Ataslar et al. 2009, Mostafavi & Mehregan 2014, Ullah ) & ls  Slgseen oo plox!
(et al. 2018, Mete et al. 2021, Teleb et al. 2023

2 3 sles 5 IS apal g ogs 00wiS— (59,5 55280 e b (59,5 00,5 sladils sl iy S uix slaayl)]
gS.?L..a B 0)45 g UL.S.?L..A PR Susew. } 65...».@ @Lla‘.u ul.....u).' 9)L._’>L..u dadao u...vﬁg./a 9 Slows u)l.u‘).‘a))‘ aS o oulice LQUT
Las ol ot glojle asly d((gamsh b)) (Ssy g cliicsy, Olhnss 51 S5k s 4 00,5 ISl (Fimbriati o)
o5lail 03,5 SzgS g 5,5 kb aS ol lid pw,yp ool @l ] oo Hled 4 Jae slo,lid b agxlge o SBege e o,Slee
sl 5les 61y o (Shag n Fpte 3 02351 Sl 3 €53 55 5 sl i Sl 3 £95 35T Cuolbed (Blio ol wddlis alold
St i gA03; a5 5l ep 4 ooy slaal,T LS o gles 5 sl g ol il 10 diud sy D50
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