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Abstract: Several species within the genus Lotus are important forage crops, and many are endangered or rare. Despite the high genetic
diversity of the genus, identification of Lotus species is problematic because of the limited number of reliable morphological markers. In
search of a quick, inexpensive, and steady method for species identification, genome size and cell cycle/endoreduplication intensity of
14 accessions belonging to eight Lotus species were estimated by flow cytometry. ISSR-PCR was also applied to find sensitive molecular
markers for genetic diversity estimation. Genome size estimation revealed that Lotus species possess very small genomes and this
characteristic enables the identification of five out of eight species. However, a flow cytometric study of cell ploidy/endopolyploidy in
seeds and seedlings enabled us also to distinguish the remaining species. Thus, it is proposed here that combined flow cytometric analyses
(the estimation of genome size and cell cycle/endoreduplication pattern) can be applied for screening of Lotus species. Nonetheless, ISSR
markers provided a more precise identification of studied accessions, including detection of genetic diversity within a species. Most
of the tested primers revealed polymorphism between species, and three primers, (GACA),, (CA),G, and (CTC),RC, also revealed
polymorphism between accessions within a species. The ISSR markers revealed high polymorphism between eight Lotus species and

low intraspecific variation between accessions within the same species (L. maritimus and L. uliginosus).
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1. Introduction

The genus Lotus (Fabaceae; previously Leguminosae)
comprises nearly 200 annual and perennial species that are
distributed worldwide, except in very cold regions and in
some tropical areas of Southeast Asia and Central America
(Allan et al., 2004; Escaray et al., 2012). Within this genus,
more than 15% of the species are endangered, vulnerable,
or rare (IUCN, 2015). Several species are important forage
crops (e.g., L. corniculatus, L. uliginosus, L. tenuis, and L.
subbiflorus) since their nutritional value is similar or even
superior to that of white clover and alfalfa (Jones and
Earle, 1966; Escaray et al., 2012).

Lotus taxonomy is one of the most problematic within
the tribe Loteae due to the limited number of appropriate
discernable morphological traits, insufficient genetic
description, and high morphological and biogeographical
diversity (Grant and Small, 1996; Allan et al., 2004; Escaray
et al, 2012). Therefore, in addition to morphological
analyses, karyological and molecular studies should
be applied for species identification and establishing
taxonomic assignment and phylogenetic relationships.

* Correspondence: mrewers@utp.edu.pl

The majority of Lotus species have the basic
chromosome number x = 6 or 7 and are mostly diploids.
However, in some species both diploid and tetraploid
accessions occur, while others include only tetraploid
forms (e.g., L. corniculatus; Ferreira and Pedrosa-Harand,
2014). Genome sizes of the genus Lotus have been reported
for 39 species only (20%), with a range from 0.56 to 2.80
pg/2C (Gasmanova et al., 2007; Bennett and Leitch, 2012;
Ferreira and Pedrosa-Harand, 2014; Tanaka et al., 2016).
Polymorphism and phylogenetic relationships among
species and cultivars have been studied using isoenzymes,
RAPD, AFLP, nrITS, ISSR, and SSR markers (Raelson and
Grant, 1988; Campos et al., 1994; Allan and Porter, 2000;
Alem et al., 2011; Kawaguchi et al., 2001; Kramina et al.,
2012; Kramina, 2013; Tanaka et al., 2016). Several diploid
species (L. alpinus, L. japonicus, and L. tenuis) have been
proposed as ancestors of L. corniculatus; however, it is still
unclear if this species is autotetraploid or allotetraploid.
Studies on phylogenetic relationships in the Loteae have
revealed that the genus Lotus is not monophyletic and
consists of two geographically distinct lineages, originating
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from the Old and New Worlds (Allan and Porter, 2000).
Furthermore, high allelic variability was confirmed within
and among L. corniculatus cultivars and L. japonicus
accessions (Jiang and Gresshoff, 1997; Kawaguchi et al.,
2001; Alem et al., 2011). ISSR and nrITS markers used
to study genetic variability between L. corniculatus, L.
stepposus, and L. ucrainicus revealed that L. ucrainicus is a
hybrid between L. corniculatus and L. stepposus (Kramina
et al., 2012; Kramina, 2013).

Many species belonging to the Fabaceae family, e.g.,
Cicer arietinum, Glycine max, Lens culinaris, Lupinus
angustifolius, Phaseolus vulgaris, Pisum sativum, Vicia
sativa, V. faba, and Medicago sativa, are polysomatic;
in addition to cells with 2C and 4C DNA they contain
endopolyploid ones, i.e. they possess cells with DNA
content higher than 4C (Barow and Meister, 2003; Kocova
and Martonfi, 2011; Rewers and Sliwinska, 2012; Kocova
et al., 2014; Strakova et al.,, 2014). This phenomenon is
a consequence of endoreduplication, a process during
which nuclei undergo repeated rounds of DNA replication
without mitosis. Knowledge of endopolyploidy in the
genus Lotus is very scarce; it has been detected in roots
of L. corniculatus and L. uliginosus, and in root nodules
of L. japonicus, but not in leaves, petioles, stems, and
petals of these species (Blair et al., 1988; Gonzalez-Sama
et al.,, 2006; Bainard et al., 2012; Suzaki et al., 2014).
Endoreduplication is a genetically determined process
and is species-specific (Sliwinska and Lukaszewska, 2005;
Lukaszewska and Sliwinska, 2007; Sliwinska et al., 2012;
Rewers and Sliwinska, 2012, 2014). Consequently, the level
of endopolyploidy is similar in cultivars/accessions of the
same species, for example in sugar beet and Arabidopsis
(Sliwinska and Lukaszewska 2005; Lukaszewska and
Sliwinska, 2007; Sliwinska et al, 2012). Since the
endopolyploidy pattern can be different in species of the
same genus (Rewers and Sliwinska, 2012, 2014), it can be
helpful in species identification.

In the present study, genome size (2C DNA content),
seed and seedling cell ploidy/endopolyploidy patterns,
and intersimple sequence repeat (ISSR) molecular
markers were established for 14 accessions belonging to
eight Lotus species to determine inter- and intraspecific
variation within this genus. The species were selected
due to their importance in agriculture and potential
usefulness as breeding material. Also, they are closely
related phylogenetically, and therefore most problematic
in identification and taxonomy. The usefulness of the
proposed characteristics for Lotus species identification
is discussed and the efficiency of flow cytometry (FCM)
and ISSR-PCR for species distinguishing is compared. For
L. tetragonolobus this is the first report on genome size.
Endopolyploidy in different regions of the seed and young
seedlings of Lotus species was also estimated for the first
time.

2. Materials and methods

2.1. Plant material

The seeds of 14 accessions of eight Lotus species were
used as plant material (Table 1). All accessions obtained
from botanical gardens were additionally morphologically
verified independently by two experienced taxonomists.
Since the mature, dry seeds were dormant, scarification
was performed to permit germination upon imbibition.
First, seeds were scarified with sand paper, then incubated
for 5 min in 75% ethanol, washed with distilled water, and
sterilized for 20 min in 2% sodium hypochlorite. After
washing three times with sterile distilled water, seeds were
incubated in water in Eppendorf tubes for 12 h. Sterilized
seeds were placed on wetted filter paper (65% relative
substrate moisture content) and germinated at 22 °C in
darkness (Melchiorre et al., 2009). To obtain leaves for
genome size estimation, young seedlings were transferred
to pots with garden soil and grown in a growth chamber
under a 16-h photoperiod at 22 °C.

2.2. Genome size estimation

For FCM, samples of young leaves of Lotus accessions
and of internal standard Vicia villosa ‘Minikowska
(2C = 3.32 pg; Dzialuk et al., 2007) were prepared as
previously described (Sliwinska and Thiem, 2007) using
Galbraith’s buffer (Galbraith et al., 1983) supplemented
with propidium iodide (PI; 50 pg/mL) and ribonuclease A
(50 pg/mL). Nuclear DNA content was estimated directly
using a CyFlow SL Green flow cytometer (Partec GmbH,
Miinster, Germany) equipped with a high-grade solid-
state laser with green light emission at 532 nm, long-pass
filter RG 590 E, DM 560 A, as well as with side (SSC) and
forward (FSC) scatters. For each sample, the nuclear DNA
content in 5000-8000 nuclei was measured using linear
amplification. Analyses were performed on five individuals
per accession. Histograms were collected as FCS files and
evaluated manually using a FloMax program (Partec
GmbH). The coefficient of variation (CV) of the G /G,
peak of Lotus species ranged between 2.92% and 5.90%.
Nuclear DNA content was calculated using the linear
relationship between the ratio of the 2C peak positions of
Lotus/V. villosa on a histogram of fluorescence intensities.

2.3. Endopolyploidy estimation

Endopolyploidy was analyzed in each species; however,
when more than one accession represented the species,
only one of them was used after being randomly chosen
(L. maritimus C2.442 and L. uliginosus LE-627). FCM
analysis was conducted at three developmental stages:
(I) mature dry seeds, (II) young seedlings after radicle
protrusion, and (III) seedlings with unfolded cotyledons.
Seeds and young seedlings after radicle protrusion
were dissected into the embryo axis and cotyledons,
and seedlings with unfolded cotyledons into the root,
hypocotyl, and cotyledons. Samples of each seed/seedling
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Table 1. List and origin of studied Lotus accessions.

Species Code Origin

L. burttii Borsos B-303 Kabul River, Peshawar, Pakistan

L corniculatus L. San Gabriel National Institute of I.Xgrlcultural Research (INIA),
La Estanzuela, Colonia, Uruguay

L. filicaulis Durieu B.37 National Institute of I_Xgrlcultural Research (INIA),
La Estanzuela, Colonia, Uruguay

L. japonicus (Regel) K. Larsen MG-20 Agérl—henna point, Miyakojima Island,
Okinawa, Japan

L maritimus L. 3723 Botanical Garqen, Goethe University of Frankfurt,
Germany (native)

L maritimus L. C2.442 Botanical Garden of Faculty of Science,

Masaryk University, Brno, Czech Republic (native)

L. tenuis Waldst. & Kit. ex Willd. ‘La Esmeralda’

Institute of Biotechnology Research (INTECH),
San Martin, Buenos Aires, Argentina

L. tetragonolobus L. -

Botanical Garden, Christian Albrechts University,
Kiel, Germany (native)

Grimbosq (forest property of the city Caen),

L. uliginosus Schkuhr 7 Calvados, France

L. uliginosus Schkuhr 8 Briouze, 'Orne Caen, France

L. uliginosus Schkuhr 203 La Plaine, pond of Thinaudiéres, France

L. uliginosus Schkuhr 204 La Rabateliére, Notre-Dame de la Salette, France
L. uliginosus Schkuhr 205 Saint-Etienne de Montluc, les Perriéres, France

L. uliginosus Schkuhr LE-627

National Institute of Agricultural Research (INIA),
La Estanzuela, Colonia, Uruguay

part were prepared as previously described (Rewers et al.,
2009) using 4’6-diamidino-2-phenylindole (DAPI; 2 ug/
mL) for DNA staining. Analyses were performed on five
biological replicates using a Partec CCA flow cytometer
(Partec GmbH), equipped with an HBO lamp, KG1
heat protection filter, BG12 and UGI short-pass filters,
GG435 long-pass filter, and a dichroic mirror TK420,
using a logarithmic amplification, with no gating. For
each sample (organ at a particular stage of development
in an individual), fluorescence of 5000-7000 nuclei was
analyzed. Histograms were collected as DYN files and
evaluated manually using the DPAC v. 2.2 program (Partec
GmbH). The proportion of nuclei with different DNA
contents, the number of endocycles, and the mean C-value
(Lemontey et al., 2000) were calculated.

The results of both FCM experiments were estimated
using a one-way analysis of variance and Duncanss test (P
< 0.05). In this work, only nuclei with DNA content higher
than that in the G, phase of the mitotic cycle (>4C) were
considered endopolyploid (Rewers and Sliwinska, 2012,
2014).

2.4. ISSR-PCR

Genomic DNA was extracted from 0.12 g of fresh
leaf material from five randomly selected plants per
accession using a Plant DNA GPB Mini Kit (GenoPlast
Biochemicals, Poland) according to the manufacturer’s
instructions. DNA quality and quantity were established
by spectrophotometric measurements and agarose gel
electrophoresis. Only samples of high quality were used
for ISSR-PCR.

ISSR-PCR amplifications were performed in reaction
volumes of 25 pL, containing 30 ng of genomic DNA
template, 0.1 U/uL Taqg DNA polymerase, 4 mM MgCl,, 0.5
mM of each dNTPs, 10 uM primer, and sterile deionized
water. Reactions were performed using a T100 Thermal
Cycler (Bio-Rad, Poland) under the following conditions:
initial denaturation at 94 °C for 5 min, followed by 40
cycles of 94 °C for 1 min, annealing at 47.1-67.2 °C
(depending on the primer) for 1 min, and 72 °C for 2
min. The last cycle was followed by a final extension step
of 7 min at 72 °C. Thirty-nine ISSR primers (Genomed,
Poland; previously reported by Rewers and Jedrzejczyk,
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2016) were tested, out of which 28 generated stable band
patterns and were selected for further studies (Supporting
Information, Table S1). All reactions with the selected
primers were repeated twice. Amplification products were
separated using 1.5% (w/v) agarose gel electrophoresis. A
DNA ladder of 3000 bp was used to determine the size of
the fragments. The bands were visualized using GelDoc
XR+ (Bio-Rad).

The ISSR bands were counted using a binary scoring
system that recorded the presence or absence of bands as
1 and 0, respectively. The number of monomorphic and
polymorphic amplification products generated by each
primer was determined. The polymorphism information
content (PIC) was calculated according to Ghislain et al.
(1999). Estimates of genetic distances were calculated
according to Nei and Li (1979) and a dendrogram was
constructed using the unweighted pair group method
with arithmetic average (UPGMA) by the Treecon v. 3.1
program (Van de Peer and De Wachter, 1994). Statistical
support of the branches was tested with bootstrap analysis
using 2000 replicates. The distance matrix was used for
principal coordinate analysis (PCoA).

3. Results

3.1. Genome size
The 2C DNA contents of the investigated species ranged
from 1.04 pg in L. uliginosus to 2.36 pg in L. corniculatus,

which is a tetraploid species (2n = 4x = 24; Table 2; Figure
1). According to the categorization proposed by Soltis et
al. (2003), all species possessed very small genomes (<2.8
pg/2C). However, significant differences between some of
the species were detected. Although L. filicaulis, L. tenuis,
and L. tetragonolobus possessed genomes of the same size
(2C = 1.16 pg), all other species could be distinguished
based on their 2C-value. In L. burttii 2C DNA content
was 1.12 pg, in L. japonicus 1.24 pg, in both L. maritimus
accessions 1.40 pg, and in all L. uliginosus accessions about
1 pg. There was no intraspecific variation in genome size
among different accessions of L. maritimus and it was very
low between accessions of L. uliginosus (3% difference,
some of them were statistically significant).

3.2. Endopolyploidy

Out of the eight studied species, polysomaty was not
detected only in L. corniculatus; in all the others, nuclei
with DNA content higher than 4C (8C and 16C; an effect
of one or two endocycles, respectively) occurred (Table 3;
Figure 2). The intensity of endoreduplication in the seven
species expressing polysomaty depended on the species,
embryo/seedling region, and developmental stage.

No endopolyploid nuclei were detected in the dry
seeds of any species (Figure 2). However, species varied
in the proportion of 2C and 4C nuclei. In one of them,
L. uliginosus, only 2C nuclei were present in both the
cotyledons and embryo axis of the seed, but in the others

Table 2. Genome size and chromosome number of 14 Lotus accessions.

Nuclear DNA content Number of

Species Hmbero ot
2C (pg + SD) 1Cx (pg) chromosomes

L. burttii 1.116 £ 0.009 e* 0.558 12

L. corniculatus 2.360 £0.029 a 0.590 24

L. filicaulis 1.164 £ 0.009 d 0.582 12

L. japonicus 1.240 £0.019 ¢ 0.620 12

L. maritimus (3723) 1.400£0.014 b 0.700 14

L. maritimus (C2.442) 1.396 £0.017 b 0.698 14

L. tenuis 1.162+£0.016 d 0.581 12

L. tetragonolobus 1.156 £0.021 d 0.578 14

L. uliginosus (7) 1.064 £ 0.009 fg 0.532 12

L. uliginosus (8) 1.052£0.022 fgh 0.526 12

L. uliginosus (203) 1.044 £0.011 gh 0.522 12

L. uliginosus (204) 1.046 £ 0.015 fgh 0.523 12

L. uliginosus (205) 1.036 £0.017 h 0.518 12

L. uliginosus (LE-627) 1.068 £ 0.011 f 0.534 12

* Values followed by the same letter are not significantly different at P < 0.05 (Duncan’s test).
** According to Ferreira and Pedrosa-Harand (2014).
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Figure 1. Selected histograms of DNA contents in nuclei isolated from leaves of Lotus species and Vicia villosa (internal standard).
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Figure 2. Proportion of nuclei with different DNA contents in the cotyledons (A) and embryo axis (B) of I, dry seed; II, seedling
after radicle protrusion; III, seedling with unfolded cotyledons, of eight Lotus species: 1, L. burttii; 2, L. corniculatus; 3, L.
filicaulis; 4, L. japonicus; 5, L. maritimus; 6, L. tenuis; 7, L. tetragonolobus; 8, L. uliginosus.

the proportion of 4C nuclei varied from 3% to 16% in the
cotyledons and from 6% to 49% in the axis. The highest
proportion of 4C nuclei occurred in L. tetragonolobus.
This species also expressed the highest endopolyploidy in
the seedling; it was the only one possessing 8C nuclei in
the seedling cotyledon (2% and 10% at stages II and III,
respectively) and 16C nuclei (2%) in the hypocotyl of the
seedling with unfolded cotyledons (stage III).

The DNA synthesis pattern differed more in the
seedling axis than in the cotyledons (Figure 2). In the

young seedling after radicle protrusion (stage II), 8C nuclei
were not detected only in three species, L. corniculatus, L.
filicaulis, and L. tenuis. However, the proportion of 2C
nuclei decreased to about 60% as compared to 95% in
the dry seed axis of L. filicaulis, while it remained high in
the two other species (87% in L. corniculatus, 91% in L.
tenuis). This proportion decreased further in the roots of
older seedlings (at stage III), but in that of L. filicaulis and
L. tenuis some 8C nuclei (about 2%) appeared, while only
in L. corniculatus did the proportion of 4C nuclei increase
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to 44%. In the hypocotyl of seedlings of L. tetragonolobus
with unfolded cotyledons, endoreduplication was the most
intensive (36% of endopolyploid nuclei, two endocycles).
The mean C-value varied from 2 to over 5; it was
highest in the hypocotyl of L. tetragonolobus at the stage
of unfolded cotyledons (Table 3). In this species, the value
was significantly higher than in the other species, and also
than in the other organs and stages. This parameter was
as high as in L. tetragonolobus only in the seedling axis at
stage II of L. maritimus, L. uliginosus, and L. burttii. In the

seedlings of L. corniculatus at stage III, in both the root
and hypocotyl, and of L. maritimus in the hypocotyl, the
mean C-value distinguished these species from the others.

3.3. ISSR marker polymorphism

The species were screened using 28 ISSR primers, which
produced reproducible polymorphic banding patterns
that allowed for their identification. The primers resulted
in amplification of 438 loci; 437 were polymorphic with an
average polymorphic percentage of 99.8% (Figure 3; Table
S1). Only one primer, (CAG), (ISSR-29), exhibited lower

Figure 3. Banding profiles generated by ISSR-PCR using (A) primer ISSR-12 and (B) primer ISSR-24. M, 3000-bp ladder;
C, negative control; 1, L. tetragonolobus; 2, L. maritimus (3723); 3, L. maritimus (C2.442); 4, L. uliginosus (7); 5, L. uliginosus
(8); 6, L. uliginosus (203); 7, L. uliginosus (204); 8, L. uliginosus (205); 9, L. uliginosus (LE-627); 10, L. japonicus; 11, L.
corniculatus; 12, L. filicaulis; 13, L. burttii; 14, L. tenuis. Arrows indicate bands that differentiate L. japonicus from L. burttii
(filled arrow), and L. corniculatus from L. tenuis (unfilled arrow).
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than 100% polymorphism (94%). The number of bands
generated per primer varied from 7 for (GA),CC (ISSR-36)
to 23 for (GTG),T (ISSR-7). The approximate size of the
amplified products ranged from 190 to 2600 bp. The PIC
value, which describes the informativeness of the primer,
ranged from 0.26 for (GA),T (ISSR-21) to 0.48 for (GAC),
(ISSR-3), (GAG),GG (ISSR-37), and (GTC),GC (ISSR-38)
primers, with an average of 0.38 (Table S1). Three primers,
(GACA), (ISSR-1), (CA),G (ISSR-24), and (CTC) RC (ISSR-
30), revealed polymorphism not only between species but
also between accessions collected at different locations
within a species.

The relationship between the tested accessions was
reflected by genetic distance estimation (Supporting
Information, Table S2; a low value represents a low degree
of genetic distance and consequently a close relationship
between accessions). The lowest distance, 0.16, was between
two L. maritimus accessions, whereas the highest, 0.82, was
between L. maritimus (C2.442) and L. uliginosus (LE-627).
The UPGMA clustering algorithm grouped accessions into
three clusters, but one species (L. tetragonolobus) was not
clustered into any of the created groups (Figure 4). All six
accessions belonging to L. uliginosus were included in group
I and two L. maritimus accessions in group III, while L.
japonicus, L. burttii, L. filicaulis, L. corniculatus, and L. tenuis
were in group II. Within this group, the cluster analysis

revealed a close relationship between L. japonicus and L.
burttii, as well as between L. corniculatus and L. tenuis. PCoA
analysis revealed a similar grouping of accessions (Supporting
Information, Figure S1). The first two coordinates explained
71% (46% for axis PCoAl and 25% for axis PCoA2) of the
total variance based on ISSR data.

4. Discussion

The high number of Lotus species and the occurrence
of interspecific hybridization result in the wide genetic
diversity of this genus. However, the recognition of species
based on morphological traits can be erroneous and cause
confusion during taxonomic classification, propagation,
and germplasm collection (Drobnd, 2010). Correct species
identification is necessary not only for taxonomical purposes
but also to allow selection of closely related species for the
introgression of agricultural traits into fodder Lotus species.
Therefore, an inexpensive, fast, and accurate method to
diversify accessions and characterize their genetic diversity
is needed. In the present research a relatively cheap and fast
method, FCM, is proposed for screening different Lotus
species as an alternative to the molecular method of ISSR-
PCR.

4.1. Identification of Lotus species by flow cytometry
FCM estimation of genome size has been successfully used
previously for the identification of various species, such as

Figure 4. The UPGMA dendrogram computed using genetic distance matrix based on ISSR-PCR data. Only bootstrap

values of >50% are indicated; scale indicates genetic distance.
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those belonging to genera Curcuma, Nasturtium, Petunia,
Lactuca, and Papaver (Koopman, 2000; Mishiba et al,
2000; Leong-Skornic’:kové etal., 2007; Aragane et al., 2014;
Morozowska et al., 2015). Also, as shown here, based on
the 2C-values it was possible to identify the only tetraploid
species, L. corniculatus,aswell as four diploid ones, L. burttii,
L. japonicus, L. maritimus, and L. uliginosus. However,
since Lotus species whose nuclear DNA content is known
(Bennett and Leitch, 2012; Tanaka et al., 2016; present
research) all possess very small genomes, the differences
in their sizes can be too small for the identification of some
species with similar DNA amounts. Indeed, in the present
experiments the differences between 2C DNA contents
of L. filicaulis, L. tetragonolobus, and L. tenuis were not
statistically significant (1.16 pg for all three, despite the
fact that L. tetragonolobus possesses 2x = 14 chromosomes
and the two other species possess 2x = 12), and hence this
characteristic did not allow for discrimination between
them. Therefore, additional FCM characteristics related
to cell cycle/endoreduplication intensity in the seeds and
young seedlings were applied to check if the combined
analyses of genome size and DNA synthesis pattern would
enable an unambiguous identification of Lotus species.
Since the number of endocycles is genetically determined
and species-specific (Galbraith et al., 1991; Sliwinska
and Lukaszewska, 2005; Lukaszewska and Sliwinska,
2007; Sliwinska et al., 2012; Rewers and Sliwinska, 2012,
2014), endoreduplication intensity seems to be a suitable
parameter for species identification. According to our
literature review, such an approach has not been reported
before. Within the Fabaceae, endopolyploidy has also
been detected in seeds and young seedlings of P. vulgaris,
P sativum, V. faba var. minor, and V. sativa, whereas
no endopolyploid nuclei occurred in Olneya tesota or
Parkinsonia aculeata (Sliwinska et al., 2009; Rewers and
Sliwinska, 2012).

As shown here, even without evaluation of their
FCM histograms, just by the appearance or lack of a
unique peak corresponding to nuclei possessing a certain
DNA content, it was possible to identify three out of
eight species: L. corniculatus (lack of 8C nuclei in the
seedling root at stage III), L. tetragonolobus (presence
of 8C nuclei in the cotyledons at stages II and III, and
of 16C nuclei in the hypocotyl at stage III), and L.
uliginosus (lack of 4C nuclei in the cotyledons in the dry
seed). The three species possessing very similar genome
sizes, L. filicaulis, L. tetragonolobus, and L. tenuis, had
different endoreduplication patterns that can be used to
differentiate between them. In L. tetragonolobus, not only
was the presence of additional peaks corresponding to
endopolyploid nuclei evident, but also the mean C-value
was higher than in all other species at all stages and parts,
except for the seedling axis at stage II. As for the other two
species with the genome of 1.16 pg/2C, they expressed
different cell cycle/endoreduplication patterns in the
seedling at stage III; in both the root and the hypocotyl
of L. filicaulis some nuclei had undergone one endocycle
(possessing 8C DNA content), while in the hypocotyl of
L. tenuis only nuclei with 2C and 4C DNA were present.
The mean C-value also allowed for identification of L.
corniculatus at stage III using the root and/or hypocotyl,
and of L. maritimus using only the hypocotyl. As
summarized in Table 4, when genome size and cell cycle/
endoreduplication intensity estimation were combined,
all the species could be distinguished by FCM. Here, in
order to obtain clarity of the results, those two analyses
establishing the absolute nuclear DNA content and different
nuclei ploidies were performed separately. However, they
can be performed in one run of an individual sample (with
an internal standard) by an experienced FCM user who
would not confuse the peaks corresponding to the nuclei
of different ploidies of a sample species with those of an
internal standard.

Table 4. The possibility of identifying Lotus species using genome size, endopolyploidy,
and ISSR markers (+, identification possible; -, identification not possible).

Species

Genome size

Cell ploidy/

endopolyploidy ISSR markers

L. burttii +

L. corniculatus +

L. filicaulis -

L. japonicus

L. maritimus (C2.442)

L. tenuis -

L. tetragonolobus -

L. uliginosus (LE-627) +

1
+l+ [+ [+ [+ ]+ [+ [+

+ [+ |+ [+
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The present results also revealed that endopolyploidy
does not occur in the tetraploid species L. corniculatus.
This agrees with previous observations on sugar beet
seedlings of different ploidies, where fewer endocycles
occurred in triploid and tetraploid plants than in
diploid ones (Sliwinska and Lukaszewska, 2005). It was
hypothesized that in some species a certain maximum
nuclear DNA content is programmed, rather than the
number of endocycles, and this seems to be the case for
the Lotus species (in 4C nuclei of L. corniculatus the DNA
content of about 4.7 pg is similar to that of 8C nuclei of
diploid species). Thus, the lack of endoreduplication in
other studied Lotus species can be an indication of its
polyploidy.

Our analyses of the genome size of different accessions
of L. maritimus and L. uliginosus confirm the suggestion
from studies of 60 genotypes of L. corniculatus collected
from different ecogeographical sites (Soltis et al., 2003;
Gasmanova et al., 2007) that there is no or low intraspecific
variation in the genome size of Lotus species. Although
significant differences were detected in nuclear DNA
contents between L. uliginosus accessions LE-627, and 205
and 203, it was only 3%. This knowledge can be important
for species identification by FCM.

4.2. Identification and classification of Lotus species by
ISSR-PCR

ISSR-PCR revealed high polymorphism of the investigated
species, confirming the high discriminating power of ISSR
markers. Based on the banding profiles, it was possible to
identify all species (Table 4). Specific bands enabled the
distinction even between very closely related species like
L. japonicus and L. burttii, or L. corniculatus and L. tenuis.
It confirmed the usefulness of ISSR markers as reported in
previous studies, e.g., on Dendrobium (Wang et al., 2009),
Ocimum (Chen et al., 2013; Rewers and Jedrzejczyk, 2016),
and Miscanthus (Cichorz et al., 2014). Most of the primers
tested here for Lotus revealed polymorphism between
species, and three of them (ISSR-1, ISSR-24, and ISSR-30)
also between accessions of the same species of different
origin; therefore, they are recommended for identification
of accessions of this genus.

The results of ISSR-PCR also allowed for the
establishment of relationships between accessions,
reflected by genetic distance estimation and results of
PCoA analysis. A close relationship was found between
accessions of L. maritimus from Germany and the Czech
Republic. Similarly, L. uliginosus accessions collected at
different locations were clustered into one group, although
genetic diversity between populations was evident. At
the same time, the highest genetic distance was observed
between L. maritimus and L. uliginosus. L. japonicus,
L. burttii, L. filicaulis, L. corniculatus, and L. tenuis, all

possessing x = 6 chromosomes, although not of the same
ploidy, were included in the same group. However, the
closest relationship was found between L. japonicus and
L. burttii, and between L. corniculatus and L. tenuis. This,
together with the observation of meiotic chromosome
behavior in hybrids between these last two species
(Wernsman et al., 1964), would suggest autotetraploidy
of L. corniculatus, with L. tenuis as its ancestor, rather
than allotetraploidy. Also, L. alpinus has been previously
proposed to be an ancestor of autotetraploid L. corniculatus
(Somaroo and Grant, 1971; Campos et al., 1994); however,
synthetic autotetraploids of these species did not resemble
L. corniculatus in morphology and fertility (Somaroo and
Grant, 1971). Therefore, more detailed studies are needed
to confirm the genetic background of L. corniculatus.
L. tetragonolobus was separated from the remaining
accessions, which confirms that there were chromosome
rearrangement(s) during speciation, resulting in the
presence of 14 chromosomes and not 12 in all other
species except L. maritimus (Table 2). The results support
the classification of the genus Lotus provided by Ferreira
and Pedrosa-Harand (2014), where L. burttii, L. filicaulis,
L. japonicus, L. corniculatus, and L. tenuis are included
in the section Lotus and L. uliginosus into a separate L.
uliginosus group. The remaining species, L. maritimus
and L. tetragonolobus, are included into the Lotus section
Tetragonolobus. Similarly to the present results, RAPD and
nrITS analyses also grouped L. corniculatus, L. japonicus,
and L. tenuis into one cluster, which was distinct from L.
uliginosus (Campos et al., 1994; Escaray et al., 2012).

Although molecular markers are usually reliable, ISSR-
PCR can sometimes produce diverse results depending on
the number and informativeness of the primers used for
DNA amplification. In contrast to the present study, which
revealed the highest genetic distance between L. maritimus
and L. uliginosus, the results reported by Tanaka et al. (2016)
clustered these two species into one group. Such grouping
is also not in agreement with the conclusions of Ferreira
and Pedrosa-Harand (2014). The FCM results presented
here verify that L. maritimus and L. uliginosus should be
placed into separate groups (their 1Cx DNA contents
were different: 0.7 and 0.5 pg, respectively). However,
interpreting taxonomy data, it has to be considered that
differences between individuals/populations obtained by
molecular methods, sampled from two different species
or the same species, may not always represent an inter- or
intraspecific polymorphism, respectively.

In conclusion, the precise identification of Lotus species
is possible using FCM or/and ISSR markers (Table 4). The
differences in genome size alone allowed identification of
five out of eight species; however, additionally establishing
cell cycle/endoreduplication intensity made it possible
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to find characteristics that distinguished between
the remaining species. This combined (estimation of
genome size and cell cycle/endoreduplication pattern)
system of FCM analysis has not been used before for
species identification and our results reveal that it is
recommended for screening of species of the genus Lotus.
Even if it may not allow for identification of all species,
it will significantly reduce the number of accessions to be
verified by molecular methods. For very precise species
identification, however, ISSR-PCR is a more sensitive
method and it creates markers that can identify even
accessions of different origin within a species. One has to
be aware, however, that depending on the primers selected,
the results of different ISSR-PCR experiments may not
be entirely comparable, and supporting them by FCM is
desirable. The identification system reported in the present

References

Alem D, Narancio R, Dellavalle PD, Rebuffo M, Zarza R, Rizza
MD (2011). Molecular characterization of Lotus corniculatus
cultivars using transferable microsatellite markers. Cienc
Investig Agrar 38: 453-461.

Allan GJ, Francisco-Ortega J, Santos-Guerra A, Boerner E, Zimmer
EA (2004). Molecular phylogenetic evidence for the geographic
origin and classification of Canary Island Lotus (Fabaceae:
Loteae). Mol Phylogenet Evol 32: 123-138.

Allan GJ, Porter JM (2000). Tribal delimitation and phylogenetic
relationships of Loteae and Coronilleae (Faboideae: Fabaceae)
with special reference to Lotus: evidence from nuclear
ribosomal ITS sequences. Am ] Bot 87: 1871-1881.

Aragane M, Watanabe D, Nakajima J, Yoshida M, Yoshizawa M, Abe
T, Nishiyama R, Suzuki ], Moriyasu T, Nakae D et al. (2014).
Rapid identification of a narcotic plant Papaver bracteatum
using flow cytometry. ] Nat Med 68: 677-685.

Bainard JD, Bainard LD, Henry TA, Fazekas AJ, Newmaster SG
(2012). A multivariate analysis of variation in genome size and
endoreduplication in angiosperms reveals strong phylogenetic
signal and association with phenotypic traits. New Phytol 196:
1240-1250.

Barow M, Meister A (2003). Endopolyploidy in seed plants is
differently correlated to systematics, organ, life strategy and
genome size. Plant Cell Environ 26: 571-584.

Bennett MD, Leitch IJ (2012). Plant DNA C-Values Database
(Release 6.0, December 2012). Kew, UK: Royal Botanic
Gardens. Available online at http://data.kew.org/cvalues/.

Blair DA, Peterson RL, Bowley SR (1988). Nuclear DNA content in
root cells of Lotus and Trifolium colonized by the VAM fungus,
Glomus versiforme. New Phytol 109: 167-170.

Campos LP, Raelson JV, Grant WF (1994). Genome relationships
among Lotus species based on random amplified polymorphic
DNA (RAPD). Theor Appl Genet 88: 417-422.

12

study can be applied to breeding, conservation, germplasm
collection, and taxonomy of Lotus species.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the project “Development
of Stage 2 of Regional Centre for Innovativeness” funded
by the European Fund for Regional Development in the
framework of the Regional Operation Programme of
Kuyavian-Pomeranian for 2007-2013. The work was
also supported by the VEGA Grant Agency (Slovakia),
no. 1/0163/15, and the VVGS grant (Pavol Jozef Safarik
University in Kosice, Slovakia), no. 2015-494. The authors
thank Professor ] Derek Bewley (University of Guelph,
Canada) for critical comments on the manuscript, as well
as Dr Peter Palove-Balang (Pavol Jozef Saférik University
in Kogice, Slovakia) for the supply of Lotus seeds.

Chen SY, Dai TX, Chang YT, Wang SS, Ou SL, Chuang WL, Cheng
CY, Lin YH, Lin LY, Ku HM (2013). Genetic diversity among
Ocimum species based on ISSR, RAPD and SRAP markers.
Australian Journal of Crop Science 7: 1463-1471.

Cichorz S, Goska M, Litwiniec A (2014). Miscanthus: genetic diversity
and genotype identification using ISSR and RAPD markers. Mol
Biotechnol 56: 911-924.

Drobna J (2010). Morphological variation in natural populations of
Lotus corniculatus in association to geographical parameters of
collecting sites. Biologia 65: 213-218.

Dzialuk A, Chybicki I, Welc M, Sliwinska E, Burczyk J (2007). Presence
of triploids among oak species. Ann Bot-London 99: 959-964.

Escaray FJ, Menendez AB, Garriz A, Pieckenstain FL, Estrella MJ,
Castagno LN, Carrasco P, Sanjudn J, Ruiz OA (2012). Ecological
and agronomic importance of the plant genus Lotus. Its
application in grassland sustainability and the amelioration of
constrained and contaminated soils. Plant Sci 182: 121-133.

Ferreira J, Pedrosa-Harand A (2014). Lotus cytogenetics. In: Tabata S,
Stougaard J, editors. The Lotus japonicus Genome. Compendium
of Plant Genomes. Berlin, Germany: Springer-Verlag, pp. 9-20.

Galbraith DW, Harkins KR, Knapp S (1991). Systemic endopolyploidy
in Arabidopsis thaliana. Plant Physiol 96: 985-989.

Galbraith DW, Harkins KR, Maddox JM, Ayres NM, Sharma DP,
Firoozabady E (1983). Rapid flow cytometric analysis of the cell
cycle in intact plant tissues. Science 220: 1049-1051.

Gasmanova N, Labeda A, Dolezelova I, Cohen T, Pavli¢ek T, Fahima
T, Nevo E (2007). Genome size variation of Lotus peregrinus at
“Evolution Canyon” I Microsite, Lower Nahal Oren, Mt. Carmel,
Israel. Acta Biol Cracov Bot 49: 39-46.

Ghislain M, Zhang D, Fajardo D, Huaméan Z, Hijmans RJ (1999).
Marker-assisted sampling of the cultivated Andean potato
Solanum phureja collection using RAPD markers. Genet Resour
Crop Ev 46: 547-555.


http://dx.doi.org/10.4067/S0718-16202011000300015
http://dx.doi.org/10.4067/S0718-16202011000300015
http://dx.doi.org/10.4067/S0718-16202011000300015
http://dx.doi.org/10.4067/S0718-16202011000300015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2003.11.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2003.11.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2003.11.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ympev.2003.11.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2656839
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2656839
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2656839
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/2656839
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11418-014-0850-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11418-014-0850-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11418-014-0850-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11418-014-0850-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04370.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04370.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04370.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04370.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04370.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.2003.00988.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.2003.00988.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-3040.2003.00988.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.1988.tb03705.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.1988.tb03705.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.1988.tb03705.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12033-014-9770-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12033-014-9770-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12033-014-9770-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcm043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcm043
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2011.03.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2011.03.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2011.03.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2011.03.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2011.03.016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-44270-8_2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-44270-8_2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-662-44270-8_2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1104/pp.96.3.985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1104/pp.96.3.985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.220.4601.1049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.220.4601.1049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.220.4601.1049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1008724007888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1008724007888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1008724007888
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1008724007888

DUCAR et al. / Turk ] Bot

Gonzélez-Sama A, Coba de la Pefia T, Kevei Z, Mergaert P, Lucas
MM, de Felipe MR, Kondorosi E, Pueyo JJ (2006). Nuclear
DNA endoreduplication and expression of the mitotic
inhibitor Ccs52 associated to determinate and lupinoid
nodule organogenesis. Mol Plant Microbe In 19: 173-180.

Grant WE Small E (1996). The origin of the Lotus corniculatus
(Fabaceae) complex: a synthesis of diverse evidence. Can ]
Bot 74: 975-989.

TUCN (2015). The IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 2015-
4. Gland, Switzerland: TUCN. Available online at www.
iucnredlist.org (accessed 18 December 2015).

Jiang Q, Gresshoft PM (1997). Classical and molecular genetics of
the model legume Lotus japonicus. Mol Plant Microbe In 10:
59-68.

Jones Q, Earle FR (1966). Chemical analyses of seeds II: oil and
protein content of 759 species. Econ Bot 20: 127-155.

Kawaguchi M, Motomura T, Imaizumi-Anraku H, Akato S,
Kawasaki S (2001). Providing the basis for genomics in
Lotus japonicus: the accessions Miyakojima and Gifu are
appropriate crossing partners for genetic analyses. Mol Genet
Genomics 266: 157-166.

Kocova V, Kolarc¢ik V, Strakova N, Martonfi P (2014). Endopolyploidy
patterns in organs of Trifolium species (Fabaceae). Acta Biol
Cracov Bot 56: 111-120.

Kocova V, Martonfi P (2011). Endopolyploidy in Trifolium pratense
L. Caryologia 64: 419-426.

Koopman WJM (2000). Identifying lettuce species (Lactuca subsect.
Lactuca, Asteraceae): practical application of flow cytometry.
Euphytica 116: 151-159.

Kramina TE (2013). Genetic variation and hybridization between
Lotus corniculatus L. and L. stepposus Kramina (Leguminosae)
in Russia and Ukraine: evidence from ISSR marker patterns
and morphology. Wulfenia 20: 81-100.

Kramina TE, Degtjareva GV, Meschersky IG (2012). Analysis of
hybridization between tetraploid Lotus corniculatus and
diploid Lotus stepposus (Fabaceae-Loteae): morphological
and molecular aspects. Plant Syst Evol 298: 629-644.

Lemontey C, Mousset-Déclas C, Munier-Jolain N, Boutin JP (2000).
Maternal genotype influences pea seed size by controlling
both mitotic activity during early embryogenesis and final
endoreduplication level/cotyledon cell size in mature seed. ]
Exp Bot 51: 167-175.

Leong—Skorniékové J, Sida O, Jarolimova V, Sabu M, Fér T, Travnicek
P, Suda J (2007). Chromosome numbers and genome size
variation in Indian species Curcuma (Zingiberaceae). Ann
Bot-London 100: 505-526.

Lukaszewska E, Sliwinska E (2007). Most organs of sugar-beet (Beta
vulgaris L.) plants at the vegetative and reproductive stages
of development are polysomatic. Sex Plant Reprod 20: 99-10.

Melchiorre M, Quero GE, Parola R, Racca R, Trippi VS, Lascano
R (2009). Physiological characterization of four model Lotus
diploid genotypes: L. japonicus (MG20 and Gigu), L. filicaulis,
and L. burttii under salt stress. Plant Sci 177: 618-628.

Mishiba K, Ando T, Mii M, Watanabe H, Kokubun H, Hashimoto
G, Marchesi E (2000). Nuclear DNA content as an index
character discriminating taxa in the genus Petunia sensu
Jussieu (Solanaceae). Ann Bot-London 85: 665-673.

Morozowska M, Czarna A, Jedrzejczyk I, Bocianowski J (2015).
Genome size, leaf, fruit and seed traits — taxonomic tools for
species identification in the genus Nasturtium R. Br. Acta
Biol Cracov Bot 57: 114-124.

Nei M, Li WH (1979). Mathematical model for studying genetic
variation in terms of restriction endonucleases. P Natl Acad
Sci USA 76: 5269-5273.

Raelson JV, Grant WF (1988). Evaluation of hypotheses concerning
the origin of Lotus corniculatus (Fabaceae) using isoenzyme
data. Theor Appl Genet 76: 267-276.

Rewers M, Jedrzejczyk I (2016). Genetic characterization of
Ocimum genus using flow cytometry and inter-simple
sequence repeat markers. Ind Crop Prod 91: 142-151.

Rewers M, Sadowski J, Sliwinska E (2009). Endoreduplication
in cucumber (Cucumis sativus) seeds during development,
after processing and storage, and during germination. Ann
Appl Biol 155: 431-438.

Rewers M, Sliwinska E (2012). Endoreduplication intensity as
a marker of seed developmental stage in the Fabaceae.
Cytometry 81: 1067-1075.

Rewers M, Sliwinska E (2014). Endoreduplication in germinating
embryo and young seedling is related to the type of seedling
establishment but is not coupled with superoxide radical
accumulation. ] Exp Bot 65: 4385-4396.

Sliwinska E, Lukaszewska E (2005). Polysomaty in growing in
vitro sugar-beet (Beta vulgaris L.) seedlings of different
ploidy level. Plant Sci 168: 1067-1074.

Sliwinska E, Mathur J, Bewley JD (2012). Synchronously
developing collet hairs in Arabidopsis thaliana provide an
easily accessible system for studying nuclear dynamics and
endoreduplication. ] Exp Bot 63: 4165-4178.

Sliwinska E, Thiem B (2007). Genome size stability in six
medicinal plant species propagated in vitro. Biol Plantarum
51: 556-558.

Soltis DE, Soltis PS, Bennett MD, Leich IJ (2003). Evolution of
genome size in the angiosperms. Am ] Bot 90: 1596-1603.

Somaroo BH, Grant WF (1971). Interspecific hybridization
between diploid species of Lotus (Leguminosae). Genetica
42:353-367.

Strakova N, Kocova V, Kolar¢ik V, Martonfi P (2014).
Endopolyploidy in organs of Trifolium pratense L. in different
ontogenic stages. Caryologia 67: 116-123.

Suzaki T, Ito M, YoroE, Sato S, Hirakawa H, Takeda N, Kawaguchi M
(2014). Endoreduplication-mediated initiation of symbiotic
organ development in Lotus japonicus. Development 141:
2441-2445.

13


http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-19-0173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-19-0173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-19-0173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-19-0173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/MPMI-19-0173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/b96-122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/b96-122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/b96-122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/MPMI.1997.10.1.59
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/MPMI.1997.10.1.59
http://dx.doi.org/10.1094/MPMI.1997.10.1.59
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02904010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02904010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1004086503349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1004086503349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1004086503349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00606-011-0572-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00606-011-0572-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00606-011-0572-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00606-011-0572-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jexbot/51.343.167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jexbot/51.343.167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jexbot/51.343.167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jexbot/51.343.167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jexbot/51.343.167
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcm144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcm144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcm144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcm144
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00497-007-0047-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00497-007-0047-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00497-007-0047-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2009.09.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2009.09.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2009.09.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2009.09.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbo.2000.1122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbo.2000.1122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbo.2000.1122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1006/anbo.2000.1122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.76.10.5269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.76.10.5269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.76.10.5269
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2016.07.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2016.07.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.indcrop.2016.07.006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7348.2009.00362.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7348.2009.00362.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7348.2009.00362.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7348.2009.00362.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/eru210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/eru210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/eru210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/eru210
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2004.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2004.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.plantsci.2004.12.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ers099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ers099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ers099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/jxb/ers099
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10535-007-0121-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10535-007-0121-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10535-007-0121-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.3732/ajb.90.11.1596
http://dx.doi.org/10.3732/ajb.90.11.1596
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00123329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00123329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF00123329
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00087114.2014.931632
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00087114.2014.931632
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00087114.2014.931632
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.107946
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.107946
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.107946
http://dx.doi.org/10.1242/dev.107946

DUCAR et al. / Turk ] Bot

Tanaka H, Chotekajorn A, Kai S, Ishigaki G, Hashiguchi M, Akashi
R (2016). Determination of genome size, chromosome
number, and genetic variation using inter-simple sequence
repeat markers in Lotus spp. Cytologia 81: 95-102.

Van de Peer Y, De Wachter Y (1994). TREECON for Windows:
a software package for the construction and drawing of
evolutionary trees for the Microsoft Windows environment.
Comput Appl Biosci 10: 569-570.

14

Wang HZ, Feng SG, Lu JJ, Shi NN, Liu JJ (2009). Phylogenetic study
and molecular identification of 31 Dendrobium species using
inter-simple sequence repeat (ISSR) markers. Sci Hortic-
Amsterdam 122: 440-447.

Wernsman EA, Keim WE Davis RL (1964). Meiotic behavior in two
Lotus species. Crop Sci 4: 483-486.


http://dx.doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.81.95
http://dx.doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.81.95
http://dx.doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.81.95
http://dx.doi.org/10.1508/cytologia.81.95
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2009.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2009.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2009.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.scienta.2009.06.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1964.0011183X000400050014x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2135/cropsci1964.0011183X000400050014x

DUCAR et al. / Turk ] Bot

Table S1. Features of ISSR primers used in molecular characterization of 14 Lotus accessions.

pime e[ dmetng ool [No spomoric | bl |
ISSR-1 (GACA), 49.0 12 12 100 0.37
ISSR-3 (GAQ), 63.4 12 12 100 0.48
ISSR-4 (GTG) A 58.4 21 21 100 0.36
ISSR-5 (GACA),T 49.0 22 22 100 0.33
ISSR-6 (GACA) A 49.0 11 11 100 0.36
ISSR-7 (GTG),T 58.4 23 23 100 0.36
ISSR-11 (GA),T 54.3 14 14 100 0.45
ISSR-12 (CA)A 52.5 16 16 100 0.39
ISSR-13 (TC),A 54.0 15 15 100 0.36
ISSR-14 (AG),YT 54.0 14 14 100 0.38
ISSR-15 (AG),YA 54.0 17 17 100 0.42
ISSR-20 (TGAG), 52.5 20 20 100 0.37
ISSR-21 (GA),T 60.2 17 17 100 0.26
ISSR-22 (AGG), 67.2 20 20 100 0.36
ISSR-23 (AG), T 63.4 13 13 100 0.30
ISSR-24 (CA).G 61.1 18 18 100 0.32
ISSR-25 (AC),T 56.6 13 13 100 0.40
ISSR-27 (AC),T 56.6 10 10 100 0.35
ISSR-28 (CA)AC 48.5 17 17 100 0.42
ISSR-29 (CAG), 61.0 17 16 94 0.41
ISSR-30 (CTC),RC 52.2 21 21 100 0.35
ISSR-31 (CAA), 47.1 13 13 100 0.42
ISSR-33 (CT), TG 50.0 15 15 100 0.32
ISSR-34 (GA) GG 57.3 13 13 100 0.37
ISSR-36 (GA),CC 54.3 7 7 100 0.37
ISSR-37 (GAG),GG 50.0 17 17 100 0.48
ISSR-38 (GTC),GC 50.0 19 19 100 0.48
ISSR-39 (CT),GC 50.0 11 11 100 0.39
Average 16 16 99.8 0.38
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Table S2. Genetic distances between 14 Lotus accessions established based on ISSR markers. The lowest and highest values are given in bold.

No. | Genotype 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
1. L. burtii 0.00

2. L. corniculatus 0.55 |0.00

3. L. filicaulis 0.48 |0.49 |0.00

4. L. japonicus 0.44 10.52 (0.52 [0.00

5. L. maritimus (3723) 0.81 |0.74 |0.74 [0.77 |0.00

6. L. maritimus (C2.442) 0.79 10.78 |0.74 (0.77 |0.16 |0.00

7. L. tenuis 0.55 |0.45 |0.46 [0.56 |0.74 [0.74 [0.00

8. L. tetragonolobus 0.70 [0.73 [0.65 [0.76 [0.75 [0.77 [0.72 |0.00

9. L. uliginosus (7) 0.71 |0.66 |0.72 |0.73 |0.74 [{0.75 [0.71 [0.80 |0.00

10. L. uliginosus (8) 0.73 10.69 |0.71 [0.71 |0.78 [0.80 [0.74 |0.81 [0.33 [0.00

11. L. uliginosus (203) 0.75 10.72 |0.75 [0.73 |0.74 {0.75 [0.77 |0.81 |0.37 [0.32 |0.00

12. L. uliginosus (204) 0.74 10.72 |0.71 [0.68 |0.74 [0.74 [0.74 |0.81 |0.35 |0.26 |0.27 |0.00

13. L. uliginosus (205) 0.70 |0.69 |0.73 [0.68 |0.77 [0.76 [0.75 |0.79 |0.36 |0.32 |0.27 |0.22 |0.00

14. L. uliginosus (LE-627) 0.65 [0.62 [0.66 |0.72 [0.78 |0.82 |0.71 |0.72 [0.50 |0.44 |0.43 [0.44 [0.37 |0.00

Figure S1. PCoA plot of 14 Lotus accessions, based on ISSR genetic distance data.



