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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



1517700

VEF (NYF ol dppiin) | Soue iz 5l cdtiie glaal)] 0 00,8 cwlidcsu ) oy p | oo, 9 ymaloe

Ailgs s LSS j0 00,5 ails cwbiioy i,

Aol anslo ‘5‘;>’L;.,i)4i|j zobw SGS&T o ol il
u;‘ 6L5J‘)J‘ LsL.Qu...'..\.} K9, W) r:LZJ‘ Oladlas L) as
Silene B diP RG] B IP R K uLm.A 6{3} LE) &}b}.‘o
5 69 ey S b Slnl slaaiss ael> ow)
le.md.ﬁ‘b as ole UL.».A 0)&3 ‘:5).4-.i” u5i.‘ujji‘._‘o
Sliwy b Slygaul o 0,800 (69,5 yidan 03,5

oS Olas ¢ wiiwe microechinate-microperforate
Gdieym alold g ddie Lyl 00,5 ailo s wile
PCA 4 slaiss slo Lo o a5 Slao L ool s
ads oo Gl 1) leaisd 5 e i SIS o,a8
Ghahremaninejad et al. 2014, Keshavarzi et al. )
oz 5l all oo s 60 5 sladls cwypm ,o L2015
1 oo (A ) pantoporate oo S sladsls (Gypsophila
rounded-) o,5 sloaisd L goguiz IS5 4 dae VY

s

sleools 5l as ols las cwypm cpl @l .05 microporate

microechinate- ol slls  (polyhedral

Seop slall (Sp SSE 0 Gl SSLbes S
.(Nejad Falatoury et al. 2017) 5,5 solazuw!

o Minuartia iz 4 3laioe 4565 Ve axllas o

G35 dowd Dygo A 00,5 Glixe K& g0 ol

(polyhederal) o5 (sub-spherical)

SXTIMT 9
g 09 e YT U Ve 5l ladasse olosy a5 ol canlice
microechinate- cdl> 4 i 1) mhow Sl s i)l
.(Mostafavi & Mehregan 2014) sl Lis punctate
Saponaria oz 3l 4395 Ve 00,5 gy ool o938
3V iz ! lodisS 00,5 wils as oly las lul o
«(peroblate) 55,54 JS& 4w sl)ls gpolyporate ggs
e 5509 .aiogs (spheroidal) 59,5 5 0,5  4zgaiz
ol yorr (diin slo S 5ug g Sl 3i g5 cojlasl ¢ JS) 00,5
=98 B (SaogiguS B o3, co maionis sl JUT L
s lllas ,o .(Dashti & Panahi 2021) o ls iz 9,0
55 s Cerastium iz 15 w3 sloasl,l B5,ae 5 aS
Sl JoSe Slas laie 4y )35 5 00,5 slaosls caslazsls
RIVON-Y B L SP-SYV R PRPR ¢ PLA JEN L S PR U D e A
WS oo aml 1y olpl jels o S lises,S slassls
.(Poursakhi et al. 2013)

doddo

rS,m 3l S (Caryophyllaceae) LS
Gl g8 Vove g iz Voo Joll Klo ol sloo s
ool i a5 (Herndndez-Ledesma et al. 2015)
SzsS sloazis o b g Aoy Wla oSy (il ol
5 sbeag (S laaisls ( SlwasS @l ;o g witun
5 Laloy, ails (I Jisw Kz oad s
yeb 4 oy ol (Bittrich 1993) wiS o o, byl iies
£ 9 Jume bl ;o yidn 5 Lo juliw )0 03 us
30 0l e 351w g cewl oad 0asSTy Jledio ,Sad Joias
Sl )R Shg-Slnl s slalnae St sl @bl
.(Yang et al. 2024)

oS Foo sga> L (Dianthus L) Souse iz
3l 5 Lol gyl 50 (LS i sl 51 SO
Cowl wlinae ol 2aST, Lol adbie Jg ool saiSly,
SLLS > ol slbaiss iy (Yang et al. 2021)
e b ol 0 Al e g wldleas
o> (Assadi 1985) sowl .(Casanova et al. 2004)
Ol @lp 455 YY g ols 1,8 axdlas 0,40 oyl o 1, SSuw
ololy aiie (5iS g WS a5 S o5 olulls
Y 51l sl 1,els jo (Rechinger 1988) i, olallas
AT YV eSde Guizr 5l Gl O jo 4Bl i, 4555
D. pseudocrinitus 4555 « g5 3| L Ngd oo 8L ol p)
Vaezi ) wa> 445 Jlsic 4 Behroozian. & Joharchi
D. pendulus Boiss. & C.I.Blanche . ¢ (et al. 2014
20,5 G olnl Sl wasr a (lge 4 g
eld ;o iz oyl .(Safikhani & Mahmoodi 2020)
Armerium 5 Joiiewe (section) isw g slls Kl
el Verruculosi g Leiopetali Fimbriati Carthusiani

slaiss 0 00,5 slaasls soliscsy; o Sy
Rl Olgre 4 00 mnS b a4 i oL e
McNeill & Bassett ) &loads oy (gaizod, o84 pasic

1974, McNeill & Crompton 1978, Ghazanfar 1984, El-
Ghazaly 1991, Moore et al. 1991, Ismail 1992, Taia
1994, Teleb 2004, Yildiz 2005, Perveen & Qasier 2006,
Vural 2008, Ataslar ef al. 2009, Yildiz et al. 2010, Dashti
2013, Dashti et al. 2014, Ghahremaninejad et al. 2014,
Mostafavi & Mehregan 2014, Firat & Yildiz 2016, Nejad
Falatoury et al. 2017, Ulukus 2018, Ullah et al. 2019,

.(Dashti & Panahi 2021, Mete et al. 2021



VEF dNYE ol doaiiin ) | Soue iz 5l cdtiie gloayl)] (0 00,8 ol )i, oy p | 28, 5 mdloce

VOY/152

IR 0P

olRiils se3a,le slrdiged 59, ol axllhas
3l ol&ivn; VF 5038 a5 BASU) loes s Jess
VEY B AYAR el jo jeis Galize slaliu]
wlobis () Jga2) au0,5 slxil Wisgs cal 6)5“&.0.?
Sold g ! 1els Slolis slaods SaS 4 loasl,]
595 poayliye 53 9z ge slodiges b dwslie 45 3
sladisas 00,5 ladils yl,l o 51 28,5 Ojse
ECIRET GRS VTV W] RS ON P VRNUVEDE S U C R W
jdgiwl 3l e oes,§ 5wl gjlwlas NSZ-405
Sl g S Healgw dl jo asBs A (Il g0 Due a
M) ;9 @ofwg, e huwyy (V1 Cd) Sl
S8 asdlhs 5550 xVee HleiS 5 L Olympus oo
8,8

(SEM) Gg,u8l 595,500 axdllas jshaie 4,
Y L odacolisl g, oolo,l3 5l s 00,5 sladisas
M abhazxe ;0 4l Voo San a4 uid oMb 51 S50
oK Gl CoSg, o hawgs 9wl osle ibgs
&5 5,155 52905 MIRA3-TESCAN FEG-SEM Jue
$r9 Py See boodd angd polal e (S8)S
Imagej 13810 ,5 L (F-F o) 0,155 g ,uSl g (Y JS2)
Sy 8 oslail aile 00,5 o S5y sy slp 1/5
slass g ojlail daails ,lad 5 Job ¢35 o5lasl (S>55 4
g axdllas 5,50 ladils xhaw liyjs g (pores) ladais
@lize S59 VA (S 03lal) wuns 3 18 6,505l
Jgaz) (08,5 ailo Ve e LY [0 o0 iy pad auS g oS
(1 J992) 855 51y (o) 2 3590 Sl Sy (V
Hammer et al. 2001) Past 5/1 )‘}é‘r’r; Lwes
Principal ) Judow (o g 00u0,8 o laslinl lasl o
C 50 e yi g (3 JSW5) PCA (Components Analysis
L (A JS5) UPMGA g, a5 (¥ Jgaz) sslusal)l
Bidarlord & Vitek ) o plil Euclidean cwalids |lxs
oolazwl b Sore iz aaS|y aids pizmes (2020
(O JS5) 039,5 paw 5 ArcGIS 10.8 15816 55 5

2SS iz 005 59 055 U 6 lewn Slallae

Chanda 1962, Punt & Hoen 1995, ) cuul ouls plol Lo

Yildiz 2001, Perveen & Qaiser 2006, Vural 2008,
Sahreen et al. 2008, Dong & Guan 2008, Kizilpinar
et al. 2010, Macukanovic-Jocic et al. 2015, Ullah
et al. 2018, Cui ef al. 2018, Karaismailoglu et al. 2019,

.(Ahiskali et al. 2020, Mete et al. 2021

D90 & SSue iz 59 00,5 sbaails (IS j5b 4
olass .oxiws (microperforate) p, d8l. lylo b (glasiis
g o0y mxiedde Ve BYY o baails ol )0 (pore) ddls
Yildiz 2001, Cui et al. ) cewl 00e V7 U YY) 0 Ygoso
padlo el jieg, e B0 Y o ol ol oslasl (2018
5 Ml M5 slass a5 el ool las 55 (Yildiz 2001)
(spinulate operculum) jlo;l5 g0 slylo a5 Hlaaiss
5 Mle .aipsse YF LB Q51 Gloo, s job 4 caiiun
S iz 5o 00,85 ledl )b xhe oloy
S e SaS ol Slulis @ aS Wy ol sle S
waxie A8l ghils i ol 003 slaails (IS job 4
Lol g IS 5 (ot b 00 Sypm @) 555
Teleb et al. 2023, Macukanovic-) o loakadi- o
.(Jocic et al. 2015

(solaidl ( S libeg Coonl Lo 4 SOus i
8 Ol aegh azss 9,50 guail DS 5 YL g5
Fimbriati jov o9 Lls Jdo & iz opl ol a8 )8
6ol slaasl)l g loasss lls conl ] Lidu o iS5 aS
Wl e b (Swl oglas sl sy, bl 1 as oo
ol 5@ b))l e ol Gudiss o ool plo
Verruculosi idw 5| s al,] &G g 20,5 bkl iso
Sy90 sloo 3 lroslo b cwliscsry, slrosls gllas sl
gl Slulil 5 ogdle yols aslllas e85 |18 w)p
oyl 5380 ol uns g SLba] )] OSeL &3, )0
Gl cogdle 4 anly analy 655 25 Wlgioe 09,5 (il
b, ) s SRy SELALS Baa b egh
Slyp s iz Sl i sbalyl 51 S 008
Ol samaib e S8 jslaie g ol He b eSS
el 00l ploil i



153/) 0¥ VEF (NYF ol dppiin) | Soue iz 5l cdtiie glaal)] 0 00,8 cwlidcsu ) oy p | oo, 9 ymaloe

S il cSiie sleal]l o 605 Al swyp oz ead eolitul sladigel egbye Sledbl —Y Jaus

olpl yo Fimbriati jisw)
Table 1. Herbarium data of samples used to examine pollen grains of selected taxa of the genus Dianthus
(sect. Fimbriati) in Iran

Locality & related data along with

No. Taxon 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. Azarbaijan Prov.: Varzaqan, 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.) Rech.f. Khorasan Razavi Prov.: Bardaskan to Sabzevar,
1537 m; 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 Prov.: Khoy, 1417 m; 38° 13' 48"
N, 44° 44' 24" E; M. Ranjbar 34816

9 D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus Rech.f. Mazandaran Prov.: Kelardasht, -29 m; 36° 52' 12" N,

51°5'24" E; M. Ranjbar 41786
10 D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus (Boiss.) Rech.f. W. Azarbayejan Prov.: Urmia to Salmas; 38° 5' 24"
N, 44° 48' 36" E; M. Ranjbar 42309

11 D. orientalis subsp. orientalis Hamedan Prov.: Nahavand, 1714 m; 34°6' 0" N, 48°
22'48" E; M. Ranjbar 32222

12 D. strictus var. axilliflorus (Fenzl) Ardebil Prov.: Khalkhal, 1633 m; 37° 52' 48" N, 48°
23'24" E; M. Ranjbar 37283

13 D. subaphyllus (Lemperg) Rech.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
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Fig. 1. Distribution map of selected studied taxa of the genus Dianthus (sect. Fimbriati) in Iran.



155/\00

VEF (NYF ol dppiin) | Soue iz 5l cdtiie glaal)] 0 00,8 cwlidcsu ) oy p | oo, 9 ymaloe

38l alols .o D. strictus var. axilliflorus & lbg e
Olise (oS g 0gs o9, Sae YAIFY B A/FY oogaze o
30 Olie i o D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus o
Vo B by lawgie job 4y a5 al oawlie D. libanotis
sl 4 byye ol oS Wog alas g, Jol S
s D.
50 Jgl,S olass p iin ¢ Jol,5 V-0 L D. subaphyllus
Jsl,S -\ L D. orientalis subsp. orientalis 4,
YE-YA 5 VWV YF 5l lawgio jobo 4y d8lie olaws .0l odnlive
50 d8lie dlasws (9 ieS g 0y puiio axdllas 5,50 sl aisS o

D. orientalis D. crinitus subsp. crinitus slaal,]

libanotis  durcomanicus D. crinitus subsp.

D. tabrisianus var. ¢D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus
D. orientalis subsp. & bgs o olasi o icn o tabrisianus
(F-F Glo JSo o ¥ Jgoz) o9 gorganicus
ol Slwy 5 31—

B Y/Y adllee 0,50 slaasl,] jo 0381 Cuolbes
D. crinitus & bg o Cobrs o i g 090 yieg, 50w YV
4 bgye Culbrs (pyeS g subsp
FIAY U Y/FY oogame ;o Lo ailas s .54 D. libanotis
a5 09 yweg, S VIVY UVYY dles gla)l o ey, S
D. orientalis a bg e 38l alas ,hd JJade i
sl 4 by e o eS

g3 D. jacobsii ¢ D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus

turcomanicus

subsp. orientalis

=S o D. orientalis ys 38l ailas glay )l ojlasl oy iy
D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis ;5> ailas glas,l ojladl
)l e /A7 L /7Y b)ls Job ojlul ol cvalice
FLoF LYV 00,5 mhaw ;0 o2 5l )5 alold g /7 L - /YA
2 bl Jsb o ojlil iy wl 05l yes e
D. crinitus subsp. 5 ojlail xS ¢ D. jacobsii
o b, o ojlail iy e o kermanensis
3 o3lal xS g D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus
olin s 0wl Cwws @ D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus
microechinate-punctate microechinate g ;1 351
£y &5 Asge microechinate-punctate-foveolate
D. crinitus 5 laad microechinate-punctate-foveolate
41,1 cda o microechinate ¢4 4 subsp. turcomanicus

D. austroiranicus, D. crinitus, D. crinitus : colw! 4

libanotis, D.
Microechinate- ¢ D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus

subsp. kermanensis, D. orientalis,

D. crinitus subsp. : olwl 4 41,1 &, punctate

Glp Soun iz j0 00,5 &ls il Gaisd o

)‘ Ga.u o\b).';....j axJlUas Oyered g Q‘)"‘ B )L| QM
D. crinitus subsp. D. austroiranicus Jols lsasl,]
D. orientalis kermanensis

subsp. D. jacobsii

&lyp D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus ¢ Gorganicus
28,5 D0 )b G
S50 slaall i wls lis wyp ol @b
B9y 03,5 slaals (i ool
oz ol 00,8 0 5o ISKheel g o (spheroidal)
695 b Jly Gl ss b glees,5 his Jy b cvalie
sebbesy; glo Shs () JS) a8 5 18 w0 050
3 et 4 SO iz bl s e 5 alls Lol
Ll ol 11 Y-9 sla IS8 9 V-9 slo Jgo
03,5 o3lasl g JSi -

0 00,8 SzsS jld 4y S5 jhad Co a5 Ll

30 03,5 sladils ded ames 0 e VoY B V0V odgusne

<l alllas

8555 o5 > PIE pluly) el slosS st
Sy ykd ojlasl ams § 18 (prolate-spheroidal) oo
03,5 S>oS ,had o5lusl 5 o9, Se O+/OF L YY/VY 00,5
Lo ye 00,5 o5lail 1 55,50 . 0g yieg,Sue FA/DF LY -/EF
o3lil o iS>oS ¢ D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus <«
5 ¢ D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus 4 lg o 03,5
ool i)l slo0 )5 sanc ps Gub 035 slaail
Lanigio 00,5 ails o3lail 09,5 90 o P ylen L 00,5 55 lad
don a5 08,5 1,8 (LA) 8,5 00,5 ails o3lail g (ME)
09,5 ,o D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus > 4 laal,]
40 D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus ¢ 3,5 1,8 laugis
(Y Jguz) cd,8 18 55 o5lasl b oo ,5 09,5
Wl o3lusl g o F5g -

Geb 4 A Wog 9,5 d8le sl 00,5 slaails
slls 9 (pantopolyporate) ool xjs8 g (59, 1S
Oz p Bl ©lig s g95 9o .aisg (operculum) aslas
ouslice SEM ,5las ,o (sunken) 4i8,4,5 4 (prominent)
{D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis o QT £y &5 A%
g D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus AD. orientalis
30 g aidye,8 £4 31 D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus
AMOY B ¥ 5l Bl ,had 09 atesp g9 5l Koo sloal,]
4 bgye dde jhad olul (S g g e yieg S

ddie ad ojlasl o iy o D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus



VE-F (VP ol dpeiin,y /oo Soue iz 5l cdtiie glaa])] 0 00,8 cwliscsu ) oy p | o, 9 ymalloe

VO#/156

& odwliw axilliflorus, D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus

crinitus, D. jacobsii, D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus,
D. strictus var.

D.

orientalis

subsp.

orientalis,

Oyl yo Fimbriati jisw) Soua iz ) coxiie slaal)] 10 08,5 ailo a5 5 o5 slo S5y -Y Jouo
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 SW  DBS
Dianthus 36.02 35.01 1.02+ 2.69+ 525+ 11.66 2.92+ 140+ 0.78+ 0.52+ 6.06+
austroiranicus +1.49 +144 003 054 054 +1.76 062 043 0.13 0.09 334
D. crinitus 37.64 3599 1.04+ 2.61+ 581+ 13.73 355+ 144+ 0.74= 059+ 3.20+
+2.08 +2.16 002 043 031 +239 059 049 020 0.12 212

D. crinitus subsp. 4191 39.18 1.07+ 2.82+ 549+ 13.76 429+ 230+ 0.75+ 0.51+ 3.87+
crinitus +1.18 +1.14 002 036 0.63 +3.09 093 071 0.17 0.14 2.89

D. crinitus subsp. 3722 35,67 1.04+ 223+ 480+ 11.65 3.14+ 127+ 0.61= 051+ 4.05+
kermanensis +1.66 +1.76 002 026 042 +298 062 017 0.14 0.10 3.01

D. crinitus subsp. 40.87 3936 1.03= 3.7£0 4.05= 9.92+ 2.62+ 130+ 091+ 0.65= 5.40+
turcomanicus +2.21 +1.47 0.01 42 0.39 1.97 048 046 023 0.10 3.90

D. jacobsii 40.17 3922 1.02+ 2.12+ 532+ 11.85 2.62+ 1.35+£ 0.96+ 0.55£ 5.05+
+2.25 +2.05 001 044 048 +1.16 060 052 0.13 0.10 2.83

D. libanotis 4233 4144 1.02+= 2.03= 826+ 1841 3.65+ 1.72= 0.79+ 0.59+ 3.83+
+1.86 +1.74 00 042 135 435 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+ 3.94+ 2.73= 0.90+ 0.59+ 3.78+
1.33 +1.62 0.03 .53 039 123 1.23 1.00  0.19 0.19 237

D. orientalis subsp. 50.54 4856 1.04= 3.03= 6.67+ 1236 3.75+ 2.00= 0.94+ 0.66+ 4.49+
gorganicus +4.88 +498 0.02 0.6 1.06 +1.84 087 0.61 0.12 0.13 232

D. orientalis subsp.  32.73  30.46 1.07+ 2.86+ 4.65+ 11.08 326+ 1.51= 0.78+ 0.54= 2.10+
macropetalus +425 +192 0.11 044 026 +1.67 089 044 0.11 0.08 0.79

D. orientalis subsp. 36.77 355+ 1.03= 2.55& 5.84+ 10.46 4.83= 2.03= 0.75= 0.55£ 2.63+
orientalis +1.74 1.38 002 054 149 +£1.19 04 0.81 0.15 0.11 0.73

D. strictus var. 42.53 4149 1.02+ 289+ 8.54+ 12.07 3.87+ 1.84= 0.83+ 0.61+ 3.72+
axilliflorus +1.53  +1.66 0.01 095 142 #1136 1.10 056 0.12 0.08 1.74

D. subaphyllus 4476 4272 1.04= 288+ 5.82+ 1392 3.59+ 1.70= 0.67+ 047+ 4.87+
+341 3.1 0.03  0.63 133 +091 125 043 010 0.09 2.58

D. tabrisianus var.  33.42  32.34  1.03x 2.38+ 4.00= 8.62+ 3.05+ 1.78t 0.66= 0.39+ 3.64+
tabrisianus +1.26 +1.81 0.03 049 026 1.11 0.87 054 0.14 0.06 249




157/ 0V VEF (NYF ol dppiin) | Soue iz 5l cdtiie glaal)] 0 00,8 cwlidcsu ) oy p | oo, 9 ymaloe
Table 2 (contd) (%l Y Jguo
Taxon PN GPN SN 0OS PNU PS OR TPS TPSH

D. austroiranicus 1820 2-5 20 Granulate 0 Prominent Microechinate Medium  PRS

D. crinitus 14-16 2-6 15 Granulate 1 Prominent Microechinate Medium  PRS

D. crinitus 12-14 4-8 22 Psilate 5 Prominent Microechinate- Medium  PRS
subsp. crinitus punctate

D. crinitus 14-16  3-7 12 Psilate 0 Sunken Microechinate Medium  PRS
subsp. kermanensis

D. crinitus 16-18 1-5 10  Granulate 13 Prominent Microechinate- Medium  PRS
subsp. urcomanicus punctate-

foveolate
D. jacobsii 16-18 24 13 Psilate 1 Prominent Microechinate- Medium  PRS
punctate

D. libanotis 14-16 1-5 10 Psilate 0 Prominent Microechinate Medium  PRS

D. orientalis 12-14  2-5 24 Psilate 0 Sunken Microechinate ~ Large PRS

D. orientalis 24-28 2-4 12 Granulate 2 Sunken Microechinate Medium  PRS
subsp. gorganicus

D. orientalis 12-14  3-5 24 Psilate 12 Sunken Microechinate- Medium  PRS
subsp. acropetalus punctate

D. orientalis 16-18 4-10 10 Psilate 3 Prominent Microechinate- Medium  PRS
subsp. orientalis punctate

D. strictus 20-22 3-6 11 Psilate 5 Prominent Microechinate- Medium  PRS
var. axilliflorus punctate

D. subaphyllus 14-16 1-5 18 Psilate 0 Prominent Microechinate Medium  PRS

D. tabrisianus 12-14 2-5 20 Granulate 10 Prominent Microechinate- Medium PRS
var. tabrisianus punctate

(3aze lad) POD (1351 caslsed) ET w(65,5 SrsS Jlad 3 550 ,ab Cons) (P/E) (00,5 SzrgS ,1a8) ED (03,5 5,51 ,ka8) PLD il 515
(B gigms! (o alold) DBS o il (2,6) SW (il Jsbo) SL «(diie gy ,0 £l )) OH (daio yigs ;o 1a8) OD (33lis (0 alold) ID
30 pgiSGe olass) PNU (o Joimnl (o by 35) OS (10 pum? 30 b giml slass) SN «(ogs 40 (59, b Jgl 5 olass) GPN (38lie sluss) PN

(P/E bl 5 Wos 5 005 saad) TPSH w03l ool 3 Woos 15 05| siaeresd) TPS (351 Sl 5) OR o(3dlie Cognsg) PS (10 pm?

Characteristics: PLD (polar axis of pollen), ED (equatorial diameter of pollen), P/E (ratio of polar to equatorial diameter of pollen), 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 pm?), 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).

PCA ;LT jo e (i 03,5 sl S5y 6,l0508 - Jgu
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 P/E-ratio C Exine thickness D
view (SEM) pm equatorial view (LM) pm
(SEM) pm
Pore diameter (SEM) pm E Interporal distance F Operculum G Operculum H
diameter (SEM) height (SEM)
pm pm
Spinule length I Spinule width J Diastance K Pore numbers L
betwin spinules (SEM)
Granul of pore numbers M Spinule numbers N Ornamentation (6] Ornamentation P
(SEM) (SEM) between the
spinules
Punctum numbers Q Pore situation S - - -
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Lol (Gloo F ISswal glgil odimo yLis W il Dianthus orientalis subsp. orientalis ;> oois sanlive glos 3 ISoeal —Y S5
Fig. 2. Pollen heteromorphism observed in D. orientalis subsp. orientalis. Arrows indicate a variety of pollen
heteromorphism.

&loo ) LSl glgl sainsLis o ild Dianthus orientalis subsp. gorganicus ys oo sdalive glos,S ISipal —¥ 5%

Ll o3l bl )
Fig. 3. Pollen heteromorphism observed in Dianthus orientalis subsp. gorganicus. Arrows represent a variety of pollen
heteromorphism in size.
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i ) i — I L
D. crinitus B-Bl D. austroiranicus A-Al :Sow iz 03,5 slaails o, S xS GoSws Ko pglas —F S5
D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus .E-E1 D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis D-D1 (D. crinitus subsp. crinitus C-Cl
(o950 & wlis) D. jacobsii .F-F1

Fig. 4. Scanning electron microghraphs of pollen grains of the genus Dianthus: A-Al. D. austroiranicus,
B-Bl1. 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 pm).
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D. orientalis .I-11 D. libanotis G-Hl :Soew iz 03,8 slails o, So oSl 0wy, S pola -0 JS&
D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus L-L1 D. orientalis subsp. orientalis K-K1 D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus .J-J1

(og oo 4y wliie)

Fig. 5. Scanning electron microghraphs of pollen grains of the genus Dianthus: G-Hl. 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 uiz 00,5 laaily o) S9uSl 0sfwg S ol —F S0
(yog, 50 4 wlis) D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus .0-O1.D. subaphyllus N-N1

Fig. 6. Scanning electron microghraphs of pollen grains of the genus Dianthus: M-M1. D. strictus var. axilliflorus,
N-N1. D. subaphyllus, O-O1. D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus (Bar in pm).

, y |
&8 Piws S pola -V JSB

D. Jacobsii F D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus E D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis D .D. crinitus subsp. crinitus .C

D. crinitus B D. austroiranicus A :Soue iz 005 laale

D. orientalis K {D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus J D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus 1 .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. libanotis, H. D. orientalis, 1. 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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u5§.~:5)i~c 9 (LM) 6)5.’ uﬁj)s...a Ja..uﬁ.a ooy dslllao o.))f LSng;fB U»L..u‘).v LS.?LA.A o= LSA’LMAJ)[A—’ u.’>)~) —A N

Past 153l 5 5l oolicul b (SEM) 0,55 g 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.

Component 2

D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus

o' D, crinitus subsp. kegganensj
D icus_@

{
D. libanotis

D. crinitus subsp. crinitus
o

D. crinitus &3

14
D. sugaphyllus

20

D. orientalis subspoorientalis §£

ol5

D. tabrisianus var. tabrisianus

05 13 10
5 D. strictus var. axilliflorus

15
D. onentalis

. crinitus subsp.
o

Component 1

Component 2

o8

13

Component 1

o6

D. crinitus subsp. =¥ D. crinitus X' D. austroiranicus :Y (A-B) Guw i ;0 adllas 5,40 slo 559 PCA LT -4 S

D. libanotis A D. jacobsii N D. crinitus subsp. turcomanicus % D. crinitus subsp. kermanensis 0 crinitus

D. orientalis subsp. :\Y D. orientalis subsp. macropetalus :\\ D. orientalis subsp. gorganicus :\+ D. orientalis 8

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

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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2015, Cui et al. 2018, Mete et al. 2021, Aytag et al. 2022,
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