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Fool: "rFenva, 283 ITS, psbA-tmH, rpsl6, trmL

w| 1} 2] o} ) H] BHRanunculaceae)oll &l A& €ilTa v vU2l(R antonienesis DC.)E
A ZA 0 "ol B, SAFL Bt RS FUE 7HAY, AL A4 4T
A JAF= Fo dules AFHE FEFR FOe =dFolH, stere e Fo|th(d,
1985; ©], 1996). /T #ulvele] FAA = 2n=328 RIUH o} (Kurita, 1955), 2n=317
2n=33%1 JHAEo] @A HA dFm e B¥ A (polymorphism)o] AAHATH = H st

« A A AR QB (02)3277-3793, A% (02)3277-2684, A A9-H anemone@ewha.ac.kr
(F4 20043 11€¥9 8Y#, &3 20049 12€¥ 15¢)
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o, A2 MAAd A3E o HZ4 oA BEFTOE FrH(Stebbins, 1984; 1981;
Takahashi, 2003). ]2 o|w|4 & AH(aneuploidy )& Aol A na)] & Ha 2 BE 1985).
G euE e A9 gy g daA ¢ ¥ o olyel A& (Okada and Tamura, 1977),
ITS @7 IMEEM G E B v} Qth(Kang et al., 2001).

g mvele] sgdels, JMASTL 2n=16018 2% FejFow €T nval e}
A A7t S w8 A (intraspecific polyploid)ell 9jate] dojvtia 71484
tHTamura, 1978). A 71EUE 2] AR 32 9 (Matsuyama, Oaru, Karatsu) A TE5L Q1
Ao WA AAN AL wFaE AATEY] E£7HF QANEE 2AES, ) & 4
=7} & Matsuyamad @] diz7tevgo] dtavval e sEFed 73 Jhke
o2 W& rhOkada, 1981). o8& drlFevyiet dAirteghtEe ZdAe i
HWREe, g3 & Sl A A Aoz Rud vk ok, 1985).

et} Okada(1984)= "ATuveizt fA7180n=16)3 A7 2R, chinensis
Bunge; 2n=16)9 wHjFolzte HAHE AMASm, T Fe Ad9FHAd  Fghaw)
(interbreeding) @& Fste] Er/FE Y7t A7 UER A7gUEe wuje] o s)
e s stz eyt 3 k) & A3 1At 2718 AL a2 448
wrh 2l ALAQ A A A9 mu] AF Ax 2179 dAS T2 ZAS
o] ottt A¥E nigoz T T wulE T3k @AFE U (n=32)7} 285
g ¥F ArH(Okada, 1989). ol&]g F7F W@ g defols Wms] dojuin,

& BEF TS FEshe a3 842 A8 glgol €¥A UtHGrant, 1981).

] ribosomal DNAS! T S“r—r]gl' AEA DNATZHS 4 BA3l= Aol 5489 =
EE &9 AT FAEAE ddstey F83% AEE o]gHo sith(Rieseberg and
Soltis, 1991; Baldwin et al., 1995; Downie and Katz-Downie, 1996). &3+ ITSH -9} o Z 4|
DNAH-919] BRE Rubus?e o 5 ZEaAo st ARE AT gohAlice
and Campbell, 1999; Lawrence and Cambell, 1999; Lawrance et al., 2001; Andrea and
Simpson, 2004).

wetA B Ad7E ovEetau &£ A8 F diTFeuvElg FARE GAsEgE, Avket
Ve A u|UE(R tachiroei Franch. et Sav.)E Ao 2 3l DNAS 24 DNAS <
ZIME-E EAMetd FeEtd 9 A A A AAlE gl eive e 2dFEe] B
2L AT wARAE FA D, oy EATFE v 83 /MEe AEStuA d.
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g8 nUE(R. cantonienesis DC)<] tﬁo]% Hazglsly] 98 FHHoz s AgH
& griggnve AAES geded, o9 B/ AV UYE(R querpartensis), A



December 2004 gofzelo|riz|e] 2AASEE FHZA ¥ &S 3

Table 1. Materials of Ranunculus for sequence analysis.

Taxa (DNA accession number’) Collection
R. cantoniensis (1) A8 vyg Jejudo, Sangdeokcheon, June 30, 2003
2 Jejudo, Sangdeokcheon, June 30, 2003
(3) Jejudo, Hangyeong—-myeon, Yongsuri, June 26, 2003
(®) Jejudo, Hangyeong-myeon, Yongsuri, May 21, 2004
12) Seoul, Yangjaecheon, June 1, 2004
R chienensis (1)A7MgJE Jejudo, Hangyeong—-myeon, Yongsuri, May 21, 2004
(2) Jejudo, Hangyeong—myeon, Yongsuri, May 21, 2004
3) Jejudo, Hangyeong-myeon, Yongsuri, May 21, 2004
4 Seoul, Yangjaecheon, June 1, 2004
(B5) Seoul, Yangjaecheon, June 1, 2004
R. silerifolius () ANEFUE Jejudo, Seongpanak, May 21, 2001
4) Jejudo, Seongpanak, May 21, 2001
6) Jejudo, Seongpanak, May 21, 2001
(184) Jejudo, Muryeonga-ri, July 27, 2001
(185) Jejudo, Muryeonga—ri, July 27, 2001
R. tachiroei 78) 7+l = 2 Jejudo, Muryeonga-ri, July 27, 2001
(107) Jejudo, Muryeonga-ri, July 27, 2001
(111) Jejudo, Muryeonga-ri, July 27, 2001
(2) Jejudo, Hallasan, 1700m, July 22, 2004
4) Jejudo, Hallasan, 1700m, July 22, 2004
R. acris var. nipponicus (25)2Fv]yt&le}Alu] China, Jangbaeksan, June 1, 2001,
R. japonicus  (11)v] 2] o}y Gyeongbuk, Gayasan, June ?, 2001
R. crucilobus  (5)vFsim| 2] o} A H] Jejudo, Hallasan, June 10, 2001
R. repense (D71 =0 e ol A v Russia, ?, June 22, 2001
(8) Russia, ?, June 22, 2001

* The accession numbers were designated to each taxon.

YHUE (R chinensis)®t  NTtEIVIYUEl(R tachiroei)®] 7+ BEHTA 5719 DNA
accessions& AFSIAC FYFOE Ranunculus®t AB-F oA 5709 accessionsS AF&35}
Stk AHEE DNA ASE ASAdA AH F &35 2SS Az, d5s o3z
ekal ok o] o] Aulgt A MAE d& AR tHTable 1).

DNAFZZ2 5% Asc 94 242 243 5 CTAB ¥ (Doyle & Doyle, 1987) E&=
Dneasy Plant Mini Kit (Quagen, Germany)& ©]-&3] F#Z%3tgtHDownie et al, 1996). ITS
%2 primer ITS 4, ITS 5, ITS 2, ITS 3 (White et al., 1990)& ©]£3}o] Downie ef al.
(2000)¢] wWHo= Ha3Itt J=4 DNAE psbA-trnH 77+ intergenic space(IGS:
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Sang et al, 1997), intron 1psl6(Oxelman et al, 1997, Wallander and Albert, 2000),
trnl(Taberlet et al, 1991 ZZd9th PCRAES AccuPrep PCR Purification Kit
(Bioneer Inc, Korea)E& AF&3t9x, |G71ME E47]7]+= Base station sequencer(M]
research, USA)Z o]-&3}33t}.

ANNEA AL LATEA: urdko] g7 d-E Clustal X program(Gibson et al., 1994)
& o] &3te] AGA L, AR HAEL FAYS T3 Stk B3R IUINES o & o
A8 A (Baldwin et al, 199904 dwtxgozx 35t 9= PAUP version 4.01b
(Swofford, 2002)2 o]&3te] HHLE A (Maximum parsimony analysis)S 3}5oH,
heuristic search® ©|-&3tth ITSI A= gapS missing dataZ #2320, =4 DNA
HAgAE gape fifth base® A& 3t9th. Multrees®= 10003) random stepwiseZ W83} a1,
TBR branch swapping2 2 #HA 8t th. Bootstrap values (Felsenstein, 1985)% 1008 HtH&
ste] BA1etgda, TBR branch swapping3dle] simple stepwise option2.2 A3ttt &
Aok BMo| o]ojA Maximum likelihood®4-2 103] 918 random addition® 2 Heuristic
searchE 3l o}&8 Neighbor-joining search (Saitau and Nei, 1987, Farris et al., 1996)
S FyPaac. w3 4 BEHTE Alo)e] 9r¥Hol 42 uncorrected pairwise distance® *

Z st

A7 EA:
B AFgA BM FAAY d71E AE ZA7%E Table 29 2o
ITS: 25 accessions®] @5te] 615 positionsd] G717} AE A o)F 549709 F7|+= ¢
AP, YA 66719 7)ol Wyt e, 2 F 617 ASEE sEE 2te g
Foldtt, £ Axpelxd  drlFEuid (R antoniensis)®t AELL AR ER
silerifolius), A7FEUE(R. chinensis)®t N 7-2lvlUel(R. tachiroei)®l 971X B¢l EF 611
positione] At} ZALE BEFTES @719 FwS AVl 234%, C7t 24.2%, G7F 27.0%, T
7} 25.4%019 3, G+Co 97124 & 50.7-521% 2 YEbsth B Ao A 79+E Xty
ZArE wUelol Al &9 d7)Me): 0.000-80920%01 1 TS AlSlg =©s)Te e e
ZAZE Abol9] @7iHol= 0.000-2128%2 YEsth " v -ArEEFY |7
Hol= 0.164- 0.327%°1Q 1, ETEuue-dArtgyEe] d7jHelE 1.316-2.128% <]
o} gshFEev] - tEeivel oke] Aol s 0.825-1.146% 2 WA WEEH
psbA-trnH: 20 accessions®] t™3#+ 381 positions®] 9717} AEHUT. o] F 261719 ¢
e dAsE T, YA 120709 7)ol Wshsk dlen, o F 1277 AT g
o]

b= gAYt B Ao A7IEUE(R chinensis)®t A T-ElvIVE (R tachiroei)d] |7

_
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Table 2. Summary of sequence characteristics and statistics for the individual DNA

regions of Ranunculus cantoniensis and the related taxa.

_ Combined data
Characteristic ITS DSbe psl6 trnl (psbA-trmH,
trn, psl6, tml)
No. of taxa included 25 20 18 18 18

Sequence characteristics
Length of sequenced region (range) 609-611 300-374 830-841 505-528 1635-1728

Aligned length 615 381 848 528 1757

Variable sites 66 120 63 40 1332

Parsimony informative sites 61 112 4 38 205

Pairwise uncorrected distance(range)  0.000-8092  0.000-7.84 0.000-3867 0.000-2.049 0.000-3.679

Mean GC content(%) 51.26 32.43 33.05 34.45 3335
Tree statics

Length 72 129 69 40 231

Consistency index(CI) 0.9444 0.9769 0.9855 1 09784

Retention index(RI) 09792 0.9862 0.9924 1 0.9834

Rescaled consistency index(RCI) 0.9248 0.9632 09780 1 0.9670
Ade] RE 358 positionse® 7H¢ AT 0517]7-/“-3— ZAbE AA BRge BiFe] AU
38.0%, C7t 189%, G7t 135%, T7F 295%% 1L, G+Co €7124& 316-327%%Hth =AY
1ol 0000-T8aISGeIE T Al Evn ARte)sh 2ATE Abolsl G@7]uo)

© 0.000-1.959%0°] vk, " u ] -ArtgEe] grdel= 1.112-1.959%0]19 3 , g

TR -t E, el ATy |97
e A

rpsl6: 18 accessions®] H@71M4Y A<D A3 848 positionsE AUTF o1F 780719 d~
AR, YA 68719 H7lel WEIE den, 1 F 547 AETE 4y
Ao AAVFEUES 71 Do] 841 positionsO.E 7HF AQUTE RALEY BEFE
@724 He A7l 354%, C7t 14.3%, G7F 188%, T7} 315%93, G+Ce |7|*
32.0-34.0%°] 0}, TS E3EIY FALE @7)Holy 0-4.12%0) TS Al
TEHUE & FAMR R ES F71¥olE 0.000-0.742%2 wkth BEEFE Alo)e] dy|wo]
© g/ g -svtenE, Eote e v - el ol uel o) S Zh2E 0.123-0.240%01
i, A ey - Azt e 49 0.000-0.617%% vhERRTH

trnL: 18 accessions®] ®71X 49 HE A3} 528 positionsS BT o]F 483719 @)=
dAskla, wuA] 40789 @r1e) WEsE e, 2 % 38707} informative charactero)] %}
o, Tl %7]1"?‘“4“]‘43]9} FAEFTY G714 o] BE 522 positionsE =T B}
AAar, B-9d AdE 54L Table 29 2tk dr)zAe 2418 AAEsae FFo] AV}

(&
o
T
Sy

N

t 0.000—0.840"0%

J
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37.8%, C7} 15.3%, G7F 19.2%, T7} 27.7% 31, G+Co @724 L 34.0-347%
Tt 2AHE d7IdelE 0.000-2.043%°)Y TS AE T %_L?Twz
ol 0.000-0194%0°13e. @A u v -ArtguEe] @7l 0.192-0.194%0)
gl m v - vt e B o] ol 0.192-0.192% 01tk ') el uvha] - ) 2 )
o] drPdHel= 0.000-0.193%% 71 wokrh

4 & A DNA (combined psbA-trnH+rps16+trnl): 18 sample?] G71449 AQ ZA# 1757
positions& AATH. ©] F 205/ AVIE dAHAT, YA 1332709 dr)d ¥t 9
ow I F 205707} informative charactero]itt, £ Aol A7IEh}E 9 g7a]do]
1720 positionsZ 71 2, H9E FDE EALS Table 29 v} d712AL 249 A
A Rl Hito]l A7) 36.7%, C7F 155%, G7F 17.8%, T7t 299% A 31, G+Ce I7|zA &
32.6-33.6% At TATE EFst] ZALE 7ol 0.000-3.679%010 o), F9ES A9
3 BHTETY d7IEele 0.000-0536% 2 A, T E | ve]- A e s 0.350-0.410%, €
M eive] - a7t uE 0117-0179%, 27w vel 72 vl 0.059-0.175%2 1}
1337420

L K

A3t FadA:

ITS:2570) ITS |74 49 HAd oA (Maximum parsimony) A3}, AE49] do)x 72
AR 29, uninformative character® #9& Consistency Index(CDE 09444, Retention
Index(R)&= 0.9792, Rescaled Consistency Index(RCD+¥ 092482 uveldth 9o]x Strict
consensus tree= Fig. 1-137 721, bootstrap valuest> 66-100%2 - 92%°] ¢t} BA
A3 "ATEeUe(R antoniensis) FAEFTL 32719 synapomorphic change$}
1009 bootstrap value® Y#] ZT% Fejd EAZ(clade)E YEHAAT £3 93U
Abulvte] ot A BI(R. acris var. nipponicus), BIYEeAR(R. japonicus), BF RV o} A H] (R,
crucilobus) &< 3371¢] synapo morphic change®} 100% bootstrap value® o= R&Z 3
=% FEEHJT @riFErvEle SRR v BA2E dAsgon, 535 gy
T uvel = A7 E I paraphyleticdt 2522 287019 synapomorphic change®} 66%
bootstrap value® Z2 EAZXE A 02 ZARFTE B0 6 $418 d7SE e
=3

o) F 39 EFE(outgroup D 71wy olAB(R. repense: outgroup IS+ T+
TEAT ZlervEelAnlE 97 24 370, 47] A 470, E7) A 2790 &) EAT
grujvte] 2 AR EEEAT Ul el A @t n v gl ke e 92w
2079, 225%1, 407 H717F BEE QA UE 2 AFdudEee e EAXE ¥4
sttt Maximum likelihoodell 28k Al%4 A 23 % Maximum parsimonyd 79} A9 o
X3+ A HFig. 1).

psbA-trnH: 20719 QrIMEe HUYHFRHAD AESFY dol:= 1297FoH,
uninformative character® #)¢j% CIE 09769, RI= 09862, RCIE 0.9632% velgt}. 2o
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Maximum parsimony tree Maximum likelihood tree
25 [ R. acrisvar. nipponicus 25 [ R. acrisvar. nipponicus
1 |:| R. japonicus 11 |:| R. japonicus
5 R. crucilobus 5 R. crucilobus
7 7 )
_W_: 8 [] ». repens ___|1oo 8 [] R repens
— 1 1
2 2
3 R. chinenesis —— 3 R. chinenesis
4 —— 4
rn 5 ———— 5
100/33 ‘z’g/ — — 3 1
— 2 — 2
3 R. cantoniensis ——3 R. cantoniensis
8 o 8
E 12 —12
100/32 _ 3
— 4 100 — 4
6 R. silerifolius 6 R. silerifolius
100731 | __ 484 ’ 100 | e
L 185 —— 185
— 107 — 107
— 111 — 111
178 @ R. tachiroi 178 @ R. tachiroi
w2’ |, & | __
L— 4 — 4

Fig. 1. Phylogenetic trees for ITS of Ranunculus cantoniensis and related taxa
reconstructing using maximum parsimony and maximum likelihood method. The
parsimony tree is a strict consensus tree of 72 equally parsimony tree(CI=0.9444 and
RI=0.9792 excluding uninformative characters). Bootstrap percentages/the number of

changes are provided below each branch(white line: outgroup, black line: ingroup).

Strict consensus tree™ Fig. 29} 2.9, bootstrap valuest 52-100% = E 81%o) Ut}
A A Foe 2 HEg 7leEnyE el Au| (R repense: outgroup ID7F ZUEQ €l
vy 2@ 2JEFTH €4 25719 synapomorphic change®t 100% bootstrap valueZ v}
2l ¥t (outgroup Do RE £E® EAZE YUY £9F9 7lem g oAy
+ 23719l synapomorphic change®t 79% bootstrap value® T & A7l E21 2o 2
Zg olFEEAN ITSZE#AS dZA Jvewt g7 vvas dauiavess 34
paraphyletic 28 2 2 el ch
A 1 EAZES 9 (outgroup D& 79 ZAE 9719 57709 4dE 47, 989 @

28l o3 e sl ZlenyElolAlH) (outgroup D), E7/Evivte] 2 ZARFEO
2 5E Z2EAT 2o ZEnvelainlE 14719 AAE 47], 1 AdE @)

S I C I 1 A )

¢

2
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11
178

R. tachiroi

Maximum parsimony - (psbA-trmH) Maximum parsimony - 7rps16é
25 [ R acrisvar. nipponicus 25 R. acris var. nipponicus
1 R. japonicus 11 R. japonicus
5 R. crucilobus 5 R. crucilobus
———— 1 8 [I B
= . repens
2 ‘ 7 P
—3 R. cantoniensis 1
E— 100/26
12 2 R. cantoniensis
3 — 3
_— 100/24 1
100725 ¢ R. silerifolius
184 : 2 R. chinenesis
73/19
————————— 185 | 4
107 51/25 4
111 I R. tachiroi — 3
99/ 184 R. silerifolius
52/24 u
. repens 185
107 I

i

. chinenesis 70/22

R. acris var. nipponicus
R. japonicus
R. crucilobus

R. silerifolius

100/21

R. cantoniensis

71121 e 107
R. tachiroi

R. chinenesis

[l R. repens

60/19

Fig. 2. Phylogenetic trees for psbA-tmH, mpsl6 and trmlL of Ranunculus cantoniensis and
related taxa reconstructing by maximum parsimony and maximum likelihood method.
Bootstrap percentages/the number of changes are provided below each branch(white line:

outgroup, black line: ingroup).
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I3 44T (T— A), 1448(T—C), 1458M(T—A), 1468 (T—C)1e] E71A 3 o3
= @AV 2 fARERELE RE FEIHAD a8y F9Eed YevivE b
1= 1799 71 A4 A, 3708 F7]1213H251(C— T), 252H(T—C), 254H(A—G)}ol 2 &)
i Held AZtghEs 2 £A2E JA sl Maximum likelihoodol &3 A 54
A3 E Maximum parsimonyZ 3¢} A9 A= 3l cHFig. 2).
psl6: 18719 H71M el HAFR A, ATre Zolx 6978582, uninformative
character& #|9)% CI& 09855, RI= 09924, RCIE= 09780%=% uvtelwtth Aol Strict
consensus treet™ Fig. 29} 7221 bootstrap valuest 51-100%(H T 79%)olth Z9T o
2 A ZlevidgepAl=  Fulwel @7 vvE 2 ZAEREFEH 26719
synapomorphic change$} 100% bootstrap valueZ U™z F9Fo g Ry Ead BAzRE
FAsAT e vy elAinlE 24719 synapomorphic change$t 100% bootstrap
value2 "/iveleive] ¥ ZARRTER FEH Eyd 2ARE FAS9E AEUE,
A7t ER AT nveles 474 dAE o2 YElyt

RonunculusS ol Al 1 £A41220 379 #LTE2 6719 24" ¥719 8419 A9 o
71, 21708 @71 A Zkel]l o3 o)l vleuvelobAn], EE vy 2 2AEFToR
8 EYEAY ] @A vde 2 S9RFT 579 AY" d7)4) 570(370
(G— A), 52991(G—T), 49 (A—(Q), 674H(C—A), SMH(G—A)} e G7])x5o] 93] F9+
A Zlev el 2 RE FEEHADFig. 2). Maximum likelihoodd] 98 A4 247
& Maximum parsimony 2 3¢} 7] U =)3}g ).

trnL: 18709 H71MEe HdIEMEH, AT ol 4070921, uninformative
characterg A9 CI=1.0000%, RI= 1.0000%, RCIE 1.00009%% WeElUul, do]A Strict
consensus tree= Fig. 29} 221, bootstrap valuest= 60-100%(H# 77%)0| At} 7o
2 Astdd 7=y ol 21719 synapomorphic change®t 100% bootstrap valuedl]
o8 UMz #Fez Ry Euld EBEAZE dASAT 29T Euugelain s
2078¢] synapomorphic change®} 71% bootstrap value® TW-<l d7i & vjvta], A7t
=3 AguivelE R g EARE A ZievvgelAy], g v
2 AR/ GE 2 paraphyleticd ZAGSE R, AR S dAT R Yyt

A1 BAEJD 3/ 9T (outgroup D2 6702 24" F7]9 2349 A9€ d7], 770
9l G7AZHIOTH(G— A), 114 (A—G), 217TH(A—G), 240W(C—T), 318H(A—G), 470H (A
—G)el 93t o slervE ol (outgroup IDS EFH M UE ¥ 2B ETEY B
Azz FE &8 ¢S 2k FdF AEES 268 9717 AtiA C, 5268 @)
7 T G2 A#Eo] 7lsnvgelAn], gr+tevve, gartguEe Arentgz
TAE EAzxZ ¥ 2859 HFig. 2). Maximum likelihoodol] &3+ AE4 24 A7 =
Maximum parsimony 229} #9] |33t}

Combineddata(psbA-trmH+rps16+trnL): 1870¢] g71E 9] AR A5} AE o
Zdolx 2317192 ™, uninformative character® #1913 CIE= 09784, RIE= 09884, RCI=

ju]

U

343



10 Korean J. Pl Taxon. Vol. 34, No. 4

Table 3. Informative nucleotide sites in ITS (Appendix 1) and combined sequences of
cpDNA (Appendix 2) to infer the speciation of Ranunculus cantoniensis.

ITS cp DNA

Taxa (accession number’)

92 207 407 457 560 585 180

R. cantoniensis (1) C G C C C G -
(AT u) () C G C C C G -
(12) C G C C C G -

R. chinensis (D C G C T C G A
(A7 e 1E) (2) C G C T C G A
4 C G C T C G A

R. silerifolius (3) T A T C T A -
(A=) @) T A T C T A -
(184) T A T C T A -

(185) T A T C T A -

R. tachiroei (107) T A T T T A A
GiTelmve) 11D T A T T T A A
(178) T A T T T A A

* The accession numbers were designated to each taxon.

0.9670%E JeMAT) Strict consensus trees= Fig. 59 221, bootstrap valuest 63-100%
2 {7 91.8%S At FFez X3 d slenyE okbAlH] (outgroup IDE Ll
giganual 2 $A8F7Ed 4 26719 synapomorphic change®t 100% bootstrap
valueZ UMz #9F(outgroup Doz HE EzldE EAZE Jeldd. v 71ev
tE]o} )= 25709 synapomorphic change®t 95% bootstrap valueZ wulwtl @77
v, ArtEuEs rdnve et 598 BAZE AR, EiTervdd e 9ASE
UellE 2A7FEUE, 37EvE, AT 2w vel 9 paraphyleticd A4 %8S WYERAAT

A 1 BAZ 3709 F9F(outgroup D& 19719 AAE A7)<k 879 AgE €71, 37
Mol @Gr1H g oa) T ZleulvaolAn](outgroup IDSF BT Ve B 2AEF
ZozyRy Eeddn. 28 #97 7l=vvE oAbl (outgroup IDE 570 471 A, 5
Aol &7 X3l g FHTER FE EASTES el AokFig. 3). Neighbor-joining®l
o)&t AEFEAZIAE Maximum parsimony 2 ZHe} A2 A X3t th(Fig. 3).

g va e 283 ITSY F71-dedM Eadnua s A7tEtEd gA%4d
ZHmarker gene)& 571 @71, & 92¥(C), 207H(G), 4079 (C), 585 (G), 560M(C)E &3t
A, 1174 FG71o0A fAE Y= CE FHstdrh. d53 DNA 971X dAA Eli+4
nuale Az UEe ZAFAAA 4578 271 CE R tHTable 3).
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Maximum parsimony - combined cpDNA Neighbor joining - combined cpDNA
25 11 R. acrisvar. nipponicus [ 25 R. acris var. nipponicus
1 R. japonicus 1 R. japonicus
5 R. crucilobus 5 R. crucilobus
7 7
—l R. repen:.
—|100 19 8 I] R. repens 8 [l epens
1 1
3 I R. cantoniensis 3 R. cantoniensis
100/26, 12
r—— 1 107
. ) 11 .
96/22 2 I R. chinenesis { I R. tachiroi
4 178
95/25 — 3
pt—— 4 . . .
100720 —— 14 R. silerifolius LU 184 R. silerifolius
L— 185 185
107 1
irof R. chinenesis
34/23 11 I R. tachiroi
m—— 178 =0.001 subst!tutlons/sne

Fig. 3. Phylogenetic trees for combined cpDNA of Ranunculus cantoniensis and related
taxa reconstructing by maximum parsimony and maximum likelihood method. The
parsimony tree is a strict consensus tree of 231 equally parsimony tree(CI=0.9784,
RI=9884). Bootstrap percentages/the number of changes are provided below each
branch(white line: outgroup, black line: ingroup).

T

et

a

g muale] A4 Ao oo sl =3} dEoA X AL AT
v} 2} (Okada and Tamura, 1977; Okada 1981, Fujishima 1983; Kang et al, 2001). £
TFelAe 7P AP0 AR dY S-S Ad driTFErive 5/HAIE d@ DNAS ITS

A A o] FUldA gy Ade] vElga, & A DNAS rpsl6H trnl+7HS vjg- HE

ol 2, psbA-trnHl T3He 2709 E7lelA HFAEE WEY oA drievivie 9

g Adol Jet ¥ opt A FEAAE UvEidteE G4 38 AYgdT AFHE AA

Eig= g
AT e 2AEFTECHAEUE, AVtEUE, AATEeive)d] 44 a8

A Ee r& R
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Table 4. Morphological comparison of Ranunculus cantoniensis and related taxa from the
data by Yeau (1985).

Characters R silerifolius  R. cantoniensis R. chinensis R. tachiroei
Sepal length(mn) 3.0-5.0 30-55 40-50 40-53
width(mm) 15-2.2 21-35 18-2.8 2.0-40
Petal length(mm) 3.3-6.3 42-6.3 35-45 45-15
width(mm) 1.8-2.9 1.8-29 1.8-30 17-26
Plant height(em) 17-55 17-57 18-50 53-112
Radical leaves - 55 1) 25-88 32-83 8.4-150
length (cm)
lobe length(cm) 2.7-63 2.1-64 22-56 42-85
width(cm) 16-59 15-5.7 1.8-46 52-15
terminal lacinia length(mm) 37-5.2 1.0-6.0 2.0-9.0 2.0-7.0
width(mm) 3.1-5.7 20-72 2.0-40 2.0-40
Fruits head shape round round elongate-oblong round
R gﬁ;gesgzi long & hooked  long & straight short long & hooked
hair round oblong oblong round
Stem shape present present densely cover with white
hair Zﬁ’f;fgj:d hair gggfei .y rigid & spread rigid & appressed
Radical leaves digsected into 3 dis§ect£d into 3 tripartite almost to base dis§ected into 3
shape petiolate petiolate petiolate
hair appressed appressed appressed & rigid appressed & rigid

Alsk ARG Fe] FARAE Hlusy] A3 o11986)e] AFHH K] 5L ol&Art
(Table 4). 707 rve] e A7t UES 1770 82 F ofe] J2A(Ee o), 29 4
of, dvjel A7), d& MEAol Yn), dvje B, st ©H A REA H AHAH)
of FAFIAT AtEuE = 2H(E AR Holst sEe °o‘) AT uivel o= 670(%
Sle] du], e yu], Ao w<F, stete] de] £ E7]9 ©, AU mhE Ao
FAE T o1(1985)9] =14t wivtelobAinld: A 148 T Fu), s de), AP F

o g4g E4% EARAME dEe e AR fAR o] AAIFE A
gy olEdt Fejd BAANE EAATEH FadAS dAsA Zurh ITSe 4
A3 ¥uk olygl F=x] DNA (psbA-trnH, msl6, tml)9 combined data #4] Ao+ =
A2 gtk F, A ITS G714 A=EUES 713 7igta, a1 v
ol FElmivte], QA7 UE Foltt. AFFAdARE dEiTFEnYEE AEYES F
A = ATEeive, A7t UES 598 ZARE o[ Rk e BN 2x 24 F
el BEdAE B AFoA ZTdoR HEd slev|uEolAH(R. repens L)ol tEA %
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b7kl ol et &, (1985)9 Held BEAZOA ZlevdolAuE dTErve, A7t
FUE, AEUE 2 ArgndeEe 2 2FoE Hgo), B A7 AAdAME L
psb-tmHE A= 2ol FHAERAE B ITSY mpsl6d] FriMgels g2 FiHol A
olgte] FUite EFTER HH FaEHA

g dEE 92gy 2 dgEAe] o8 dAsEEY FuRE 2 430
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Mg TR FoA @Aty FEs7 fA7tetdE Sluleste] o3 714
(Tamura, 1978)Eths F F7H] %‘J%‘ﬂ‘)ﬂ o githE 71 (Okata, 1984)8 XX &kdct =3
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Appendix 1. Aligned ITS sequences in ntDNA from the 25 accessions examined. Dashes

are gaps required for alignment. Dots in the sequences denote same nucleotide state as

the first taxon. Refer Table 1 for taxon abbreviation.

R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_crucilobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_1
R_cantoniensis_2
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis 8
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1
R_chinenesis_2
R_chinensis_3
R_chinensis_4
R_chinensis_b
R_silerifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4
R_silerifolius_6
R_silerifolius_184
R_silerifolius_185
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178
R_tachiroei_2
R_tachiroei_4

[
R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_cruci lobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_1
R_cantoniensis_2
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_8
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1

»
(3
@
)
=
17
N
%
i

R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178
R_tachiroei_2
R_tachiroei_4

[
R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_cruci lobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_t
R_cantoniensis_2
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_8
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chirensis_1
R_chinenesis_2
R_chinensis_3
R_chinensis_4
R_chinensis_5
R_silerifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4
R_silerifotius_6
R_siterifolius_184
R_silerifolius_185
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178
R_tachiroei_2
R_tachiroei_4

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100]
TGTCGAAACCTGCTTAGCAGACGACCTGTGAACATGTCAAAAAGTACCTAAGTGGATTGTTGATGGGTGCGAGCCCTGATTCATCTGCTTGCTGGATCGT

)>‘)>>>)>)>)>>>>>J>)>>>>>>>)>:)>‘)>
PRI 10

Y Y Y Ry Y Y Y R R =YY
PO PRI ERDRODDD

110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190
AGAGTTGATTGCATCCCTTGGGATCGT TTGTACTTTGCGT TTCTAGCACAACATAAAAATCOGGCGCGAT TAGCGTCAAGGAAATCTTAGCGGAAAC-AA

OCOOEOOOOOODDD

OOOOOOOODOOOOOOOON

PP OOOPOREOPORIOIODOOD
oY Y Y Y e P T R T Y
Foy Y Y e Y e Y Y Y R e PR e

210 220 230 240 250 260 270 280 290 300]
AGCGTTGTGCCTTCACTGGCATAACGTCAAGAATCCCATTACTCAAACGACTCTCGGCAACGGATATCTCGGCTCTTGCATCGATGAAGAACGTAGCGA

S A <A

b P b L e E e P
Rl Y Y e Y oy Y Y e e Ty Y e YT s

PP OOOEOROONOERODODOD®
A A A o o — — — — — — —~ —t —]
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[ 310 320 330 340 350 360 370 380 390 4001
R_acris_nipponicus_25 ATGCGATACTTGGTGTGAATTGCAGAATCCCGTGAACCATCGAGT TTTTGAACGCAAGTTGCGCCCGAAACCTTTAGGTTGAGGGCACGTCTGCCTGGGC 399
R_japonicus_11 399
R_cruci lobus_b 399
R_repense_7 399]
R_repense_8 399
R_cantoniensis_1 399
R_cantoniensis_2 399
R_cantoniensis_3 399
R_cantoniensis_8 399
R_cantoniensis_12 399
R_chinensis_1 399
R_chinenesis_2 399
R_chinensis_3 399
R_chinensis_4 399
R_chinensis_5 399
R_silerifolius_3 399
R_silerifolius_4 399
R_silerifolius_6 399
R_silerifolius_184 399
R_silerifolius_185 399
R_tachiroei_107 399
R_tachiroei_111 399
R_tachiroei_178 399
R_tachiroei_2 [399
R_tachiroei_4 [399
[ 410 420 430 440 450 460 470 480 490 500]
R_acris_nipponicus_25  GTCACACACAGCGTCGCTCCCCACCAACCTAGTTG-TTGGAGAGCGGAGAT TGGCOCCCOGAGTCCTTTGGACACGGTCGGCACARTATTGGTCCCCGG (498
[T oL T L= R R 498
R_crucilobus_5 FR N .. e 498
R_repense_7 TA.. AG T G.. 498
R_repense_8 CLTAL AG.. LT G.. P 498]
R_cantoniensis_t T AL AG LT G T T... 498
R_cantoniensis_2 T AL AG T T G...... T T... 498
R_cantoniensis_3 T AL G- AG.... T G...... L T... 498
R_cantoniensis_8 T A G- AG.......T. .G.. T T... 498
R_cantoniensis_12 T A G- AG. LT G.. T T... 498
R_chinensis_1 T A.. G-AG. LT G.. T T... 498
R_chinenesis_2 T A.. G AG L T G.. T T... 498
R_chinensis_3 T A G- AG..... T G.. T T... 498
R_chinensis_4 T A G- AG... LT .G.. T T... 498
R_chinensis_5 T A.. G- AG.... LT .G.. T T... [498
R_silerifolius_3 A G-LAG...LL T Go.ool T L. TOA 498
R_silerifolius_4 AL G-AG....... T, G......T. o TOA 498
R_silerifolius_6 AL G-.AG... T. .G.. T T..A 498
R_silerifolius_184 AL .G-.AG. .. T. G.. T T..A 498
R_silerifolius_185 AL G-.AG... T G......T. T..A 498
R_tachiroei_107 A .G-.AG... T. G......T. T... 498
R_tachiroei_111 A .G-.A.G. .. 7. G......T. T... 498
R_tachiroei_178 Ao G-AG....... T G......T. T... 498
R_tachiroei_2 A G-.AG....... T G......T. T... 498]
R_tachiroei_4 A G-.A.G....... T G...... T T... 498]
[ 510 520 530 540 550 560 570 580 590 600)
R_acris_nipponicus_25  CAGCGAGTGTCGCGGTCAGCGGTGGTTTATA-—-TCCTCCAAAGACAAAATGACGCGTGCCTCGTTGCATGTTGG-ATCGAAACGACCCTCGAAAGCCAT [594
R_japonicus_11 P .. . 594
R_crucilobus_5 e 594
R_repense_7 G.. 595
R_repense_8 G.. 595
R_cantoniensis_1 A. LGUAL 596
R_cantoniensis_2 A. G A 596
R_cantoniensis_3 A GLA [596]
R_cantoniensis_8 A. L..GLLA [596]
R_cantoniensis_12 A LG AL 596
R_chinensis_1 A. LGl AL 596
R_chinenesis_2 A. R Y- 596
R_chinensis_3 A. .G LA 596
R_chinensis_4 A. .G AL 596
R_chinensis_5 A. LG A 596
R_silerifolius_3 Gl ALL 596
R_silerifolius_4 .. . . LLTT. GULALL 596
R_silerifolius_6 .. ITL T G...A 596
R_silerifolius_184 .. . . Tl G...A 596
R_silerifolius_185 LT LGLALL 596
R_tachiroei_107 G...A 596
R_tachiroei_111 G...A 596
R_tachiroei_178 .. . G...A 596
R_tachiroei-2 .. LT T A G...A 596
R_tachiroei_4 T T AL G...A [596]
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[ 610 ]
R_acris_nipponicus_25 TTATGGCATTCACCC %609

R_japonicus_t1 609
R_crucilobus_5 609
R_repense_7 610
R_repense_8 610
R_cantoniensis_t 611
R_cantoniensis_2 611
R_cantoniensis_3 611
R_cantoniensis_8 611
R_cantoniensis_12 611
R_chinensis_1 611
R_chinenesis_2 611
R_chinensis_3 611
R_chinensis_4 611
R_chinensis_5 611
R_silerifolius_3 611
R silerifolius 4 611
R_silerifolius_6 611
R_silerifolius_184 611
R_silerifolius_185 611
R_tachiroei_107 611
R_tachiroei_111 611
R_tachiroei_178 611
R_tachiroei-2 611
R_tachiroei_4 611
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Appendix 2. Aligned combined cpDNA sequences from the 18 accessions examined.
Dashes are gaps required for alignment. In total 1757 base, psbA-trnH is from 1 to 381,
psl6 is from 382 to 1229, and trmL is from 1239 to 1757. Dots in the sequences denote

same nucleotide state as the first taxon. Refer Table 1 for taxon abbreviation.

R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_iaponicus_11
R_crucilobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_T
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1
R_chinensis_2
R_chinensis_4
R_silerifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4
R_silerifolius_184
R_silerifolius_185
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111

R_tachiroei_178

R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_cruci lobus_5
R

R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1
R_chinensis_2
R_chinensis_4

R silerifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4
R_siterifolius_184
R_siferifolius_185
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178

[
R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_cruci lobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_T
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1
R_chinensis_2
R_chinensis_4
R_silerifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4

R_silerifolius_185
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178

R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_crucilobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_1
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1
R_chinensis_2
R_chinensis_4
R_silerifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4

R silerifolius_184
R_silerifolius_t85
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178

- TAMAATACACTAAGAC

100]
CCATTCTAATTTGAATTTTTTATCTATGTTATGTACAGAA AAAAG ————— A
.................... C.....CARACCAAATA. .C.............. . C.....TAAAG..
.................... C.....CAMACCAAATA. C.............. .C.. C.....TAAAG..
.................... C.....CARACCAAAT. . .C.............. .C.. C.....TAAAG. .
.................... C.....CAAACCAAAT. . .C............ .C.. C.....TAAAG. .
.................... C.....CAAACCAAAT...C............ .C C.... . TAAAG.
.................... C.....CAAACCAAAT...C............ Lo 0ol TAMG.
.................... C.....CAAACCAAAT...C.......... Cooooo .ol TAAAG.
................... C.....CAAACCAAAT...C.......... GG U TAMG.
..................... C.....CAAACCAAAT...C.......... GGl LU TAAMG.
...................... C.....CARACCAAAT...C.......... LGl Gl LU TAAAG.
...................... C.....CAAACCAAAT...C.......... LGl Gl TARAG
...................... C.....CAAACCAAAT...C.......... oGl TAAAG
...................... C.....CAAACCAAAT...C.......... LGl .Gl U TAMG
...................... C.....CAAACCAMT. . .C.......... GGl TARAG
...................... C.....CARACCAMAT...C.............men G C L TAMAG
120 130 140 170 180 9
TTAAGTAAGAAA ARAAA CTTATGC

TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTTTTTTCACT.A..C.T
TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTTTTTTCACT A, .C.T
TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA
TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA
TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA
TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA
TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA
... TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA

_TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA
CTTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA. .
.TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA. .
TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA
.TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA
TTTAAGTCATTTTTTTCACTTAA
TTTAAGTCCTTTTTTTCACTTAA. . ..

TAAAATACACTAAGAC
TAAAATACACTAAGAC
TAAAATACACTAAGAC
TAAAATACACTAAGAC
TAAAATACACTAAGAC
TAAAATACACTAAGAC

TAAAATACACTAAGAC
TAAAATACACTAAGAC
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CAGC TTTTTTTCACTTAARA. .. .. GGACAAAAA. .. .G..
CAGC. TTTTTTTCACTTAAAA. . ... ggﬁCAAAAA....G..

. GGAARAAAA. ... ...
GGAAARAAA .. ... ..
GGAAAAAAA. ... ...
GGAAARAAA ... ...
... .GGAAAAARA ... ...

. .GGAARAAAA .. .. ..

A. .. . CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGGAGGACGTGATC
... . 2GGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC

P222929777972297777

... .CGGCTTGAAGGACGTGATC
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[ 410 420 430 440 450 460 470 480 490 500]
R_acris_nipponicus_25 PGTTGTGGATTTTTACATCCACCATTCATAGGGATTATGAGGTGCTCTTGGCTCGACATAGTCTGTTCTACACGTAACCCTCATTTAGTTGGGTTGTGAA 419
R_japonicus_11 G 419
R_cruci lobus_5 G... .. .. 419
R_repense_7 G... .C... LA G T... ...G o [493
R_repense_8 G... .C... GALG T .6 [493
R_cantoniensis_1 G... .C... CALGoL T. .G [478]
R_cantoniensis_3 G... .C... CALGLL T ...6 [476
R_cantoniensis_12 G... .C... CALLGL T ...G 476
R_chinensis_1 G... .C... CALLGLL Toooo. .6 [477
R_chinensis_2 G... .C... ALLG. T ...G 477
R_chinensis_4 G... .C... LALGL T ...G 477
R_silerifolius_3 G... .C... ALLGL L T .G 476
R_silerifolius_4 G... .C... LALLGL L T .G 476
R_silerifolius 184 G... C... A6 R G 476
R_silerifolius_185 [ Coooeiln LALLGL R G 476
R_tachiroei_107 [ C........ AL G T ..G 477
R_tachiroei_111 G... .C... A6 T .G [477])
R_tachiroei_178 G G A..G T G 477
[ 510 520 530 540 550 560 570 580 590 600]
R_acris_nipponicus_25 TTAAAGTAAATAGTACACGATGTAGCTCGAGCAAAAAGGATTAATTTCTTTTTCAGAGGTAAGGATCTAGGGTTAATGTCAATCAATAAGTTGGAACAAC  [519
B 0N CUS 1T 519
R_crucilobus_5 519
R_repense_7 LA [593
R_repense_8 LA [593
R_cantoniensis_1 .. AL 576
R_cantoniensis_3 AL 576
R_cantoniensis_12 LA 576
R CNiNENS S T Ao 577
R CNiNeNSiS_2 Ao 577
R_chinensis_4 AL 577
R_silerifolius_3 AL 576
R_siterifolius_4 AL 576
R_siterifolius_184 .. AL 576
Rsilerifolius 180 AL [576]
R_tachiroei_107 Al AL [577
R_tachiroei_111 .. AL AL [577
R_tachiroei_178 A A [577
[ 610 620 830 640 650 660 670 680 690 700]

R_acr is_nipponicus_25 TTTGTAAGCATATCTTCGATATATAAATTTGAAAGATTCAATTTGAACAAAA--——— CCCCTTCTTGGATTTGAAACTTTTGTTGGAATTGGAAAAMCTA  [614
Rofaponicus_11 [614
R_crucilobus_5 .. [614
R_repense_7 G [688
R_repense_8 G [688]
R_cantoniensis_1 G 671
R_cantoniensis_3 G 671
R_cantoniensis_12 G 671
R_chinensis_1 G 672
R_chinensis_2 G 672
R_chinensis_4 G 672
R_querpaer tensis_3 G 676
R_querpaer tensis_4 G 676
R_querpaer tensis_184 G 676
R_querpaer tensis_185 G 676
R_tachiroei_107 G 672
R_tachiroi_111 G 672
R_tachiroei_178 G 672
{ 710 720 730 740 750 760 770 780 790 800]
R_acris_nipponicus_25 TTTCGATCAAAAGTGTATCACACGGGAATCAAGCATTCACATGATTTTTCGA-———-—- TAAATCACAAAAGGTATGTTGCTGCCATTTTGAAATGATTC 707
R_japonicus_t1 .. - 707
R_crucilobus_5 e L .. 707
R_repense_7 .. .TAGTCAA. . .. 788
R_repense_8 [788
R_cantoniensis_1 [771
R_cantoniensis_3 (771
R_cantoniensis_12 . [771]
R_chinensis_t . ..T.. . .. .o [772]
R_chinensis.2 ~ ...T.. . . .. [772]
R silerifolius_3 [776]
R_silerifolius_4 [776
R siferifolius_184 [776
R_silerifolius_185 [776
R_tachiroei_107 [772
R_tachiroi_11% .. {772
R tachiroei_178 AL .. [772
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[
R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_crucilobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_1
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1
R_chinensis_2
R_chinensis_4
R_silerifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4
R_silerifolius_184
R_silerifolius_185
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178

[
R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_crucilobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_1
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1
R_chinensis_2
R_chinensis_4
R_siterifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4
R_silerifolius_184
R_silerifolius_185
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178

[
R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_crucilobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_1
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1
R_chinensis_2
R_chinensis_4
R_silerifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4
R_silerifolius_184
R_silerifolius_185
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178

[
R_acris_nipponicus_25
R_japonicus_11
R_cruci lobus_5
R_repense_7
R_repense_8
R_cantoniensis_1
R_cantoniensis_3
R_cantoniensis_12
R_chinensis_1
R_chinensis_2
R_chinensis_4
R_silerifolius_3
R_silerifolius_4
R_silerifolius_184
R_silerifolius_185
R_tachiroei_107
R_tachiroei_111
R_tachiroei_178

810

820

910

1010

1110

920

1020

1120
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o relojuaie BRASEH RAMA ¥ SE3
830 840 850 860 870 880 890 900]
AGGATCACCGAAGTAATGTCTAAACCCAATGATTCAAAACAAAGATAAACGATCCTGGAACAAGAAAACGCCAATTTAAATTGTCTCAATAATTTGAGCA
930 940 950 960 970 980 990 1000
GAAAAAAAAGAAATAAAAATAAGGAATAAAAGGTGGAT TTTTAATGAGACAAAAATTGGT TAGAGAGAGCTCAATAAAGAAAATGTAAAGGAT TCGGGGT
P A C....
... .C....
LT A Gl
ST AL O
T CALC
T ALl
T AL S
T AL e
T AL .
T AL ce
LT A P
P A e
% A e
% P A S
T A e
T A O
T A e
1030 1040 1050 1060 1070 1080 1090 1100
TTTGAACTCTTTGAGAATTATCTAACTTGAGT TATAAGTACGAATGTTTTTTTCTTTTCGGGTTTTTCGGTAAGGAAGAAAAACGAACTAAATTATTATA
GUAL L A....C. -
LLGUALL A....C.
CALGUALL A ..C——-
CALGUAL L A .C——
CALGUAL L A....C.
CALGAL L A....C.
A..G..A A....C. -
A..G..A A....C. -
CALGOALL A....C. -
ALGALL A....C. -
ALGLAL L A....C. -
CALGUALL A....C. -
........... ALG..A A....C. -
........... A.G..A A....C. -
ALG..A A .Co———-
1130 1140 1150 1160 1170 1180 1190 1200]
TAGATCTATATTGTCACTCTAT-ATAGTATAATCTAAATTTGAATCATTCTTTCTCGAGCCGTACGAGGAAAAAA
- G
...................... TR T OO .G
C .G
C G
¢ .G
C .G
C G
C G
C G
C ..G
C ..G
C ..G
C ..G
C ..G
C ..G
C ..G
[ G

21

807
807
807
888
888
87
871
[871]
[872]
872
872
876
876
876
876
872
[872]
[872]

907

1

1007
1007
1007
1082
1082
1065
1065
1065
1066
1066
1066
1069
1069
1069
1069
1066
1066
1066

10
1101
1101
177
177
1165
1165
1165
1166
1166
1166
1169
1169]
1169
1169
1166
1166]
1166]
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[ 1210 1220 1230 1240 1250 1260 1270 1280 1290 1300]
R_acris_nipponicus_25  GCTCCTATACGTTTCTAAGGGGGGGATTTTTGGATTGAGCCTTGGTATGGAAACATACTAAGTGATAACTTTCAAATTCAGAGAAACCCTGGAATTAAAA  [1201
R_japonicus_11 C. 1201
R_crucilobus_b C. 1201
R_repense_7 C. 1277
R_repense_8 C. 1277
R_cantoniensis_1 C. 1265
R_cantoniensis_3 C. 1265
R_cantoniensis_12 C. 1265
R_chinensis_1 C. 1266
R_chinensis_2 C. 1266
R_chinensis_4 C. 1266
R_silerifolius_3 C. 1269
R_silerifolius_4 C. 1269
R_silerifolius_184 C. [1269
R_silerifolius_185 C. [1269
R_tachiroei_107 C. 1266
R_tachiroei_111 C. 1266
R_tachiroei_178 C 1266
[ 1310 1320 1330 1340 1350 1360 1370 1380 1390 1400]
R_acris_nipponicus_25  ATGGGCAATCCTGAGCCAAATCCTGCTTTCAGAAAGCAAAAAAAGGG—- ~--ATAGGTGCAGAGACTCAATGGAAGCTGTTCTAACGAA  [1285]
R_japonicus_11 - 1985
R_crucilobus_5 . . 1285
R_repense_7 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1377
R_repense_8 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1377
R_cantoniensis_1 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1365
R_cantoniensis_3 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1365
R_cantoniensis_12 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1365
R_chinensis_1 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG 1366
R_chinensis_2 .. .. TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG 1366
R_chinensis_4 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1366
R_silerifolius_3 .. .. TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1369
R_silerifolius_4 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1369
R_silerifolius_184 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1369
R_silerifolius_185 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . [1369]
R_tachiroei_107 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1366
R_tachiroei_t11 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG. . . 1366
R_tachiroei_178 ... . TTCAGAAAGCAAAGGG 1366
1410 1420 1430 1440 1450 1460 1470 1480 1490 1500]
R_acris_nipponicus_25 TAGAGTTAACTACGTTGATCGAGGAATCCTTCTATTTTAATTCCCAAAAGGATGAACCCATATACGTACGTACAAATACGTAATAAAATAGGAAAGAGGC 1385
R aDON i CUS T e e e e e e e e e 1385
R_cruci lobus_5 .. .. 1385
R_repense_7 ..G G... T 1477
R_repense_8 .G G... T 1477
R_cantoniensis_1 .G G... T 1465
R_cantoniensis_3 .G G... T 1465
R_cantoniensis_12 .G G... T 1465
R_chinensis_1 .G G... T 1466
R_chinensis_2 .G G... T 1466
R_chinensis_4 .G G... T 1466
R_silerifolius_3 .G G... T 1469
R_silerifolius_4 .G G... T 1469
R_silerifolius_184 .G G... T 1469
R_silerifolius_185 .G G... T 1469
R_tachiroei_107 ..G G... T 1466
R_tachiroei_111 .G G... LT 1466
R_tachiroei_178 ... ........ G [ T T e 1466
[ 1510 1520 1530 1540 1550 1560 1670 1580 1590 1600]
R_acris_nipponicus_25 GACCCAAATCCAAATCTTTATTTTTTATGTTATATGCAAAACAAATATAAGAATTCTTGCGATTCCAAGTTGAAGTAATAATATTCA- TTGATC  [1478]
R aDOM I CUS Il e e [1478]
R_cruci lobus_5 1478
R_repense_7 ..G. ATATTCA. . 1571
R_repense_8 ..G. ... ATATTCA. . 1571
R_cantoniensis_1 ..G. .. .ATATTCA. . 1559
R_cantoniensis_3 ..G. ... ATATTCA. . 1559
R_cantoniensis_12 ..G. . .ATATTCA. . . 1559
Rchinensis_1 L T G ATATTCA...... 1560
R_Chinensis_2 T e G ATATTCA...... 1560
R_chinensis_4 ..G. ... ATATTCA.. 1560
R_silerifolius_3 ..G. .. .ATATTCA.. 1563]
R_silerifolius_4 ..6. .. .ATATTCA. . 1563)
R_silerifolius_184 ....... ..G. .. ATATTCA.. 1563
R_silerifolius_185 ... ..... ..G. .. ATATTCA.. 1563
R_tachiroei_107 ..G. ... ATATTCA. . 1560
R_tachiroei_111 ..G. .. .ATATTCA. . 1560
R_tachiroei_178 G ATATTCA 1560
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Molecular phylogenetic relationships and speciation of

Ranunculus cantoniensis (Ranunculaceae)

Chang Shook Leel, Nam Sook Leel, and Sung Hee Yeau®
(lDepartment of Life Sciences, and 2Depal“cment of Science Education, Ewha Womans
University, Seoul 120-750, Korea)

To investigate molecular phylogenetic relationships and to test hypothesis of hybrid
origin of Ranunculus cantoniensis (Ranunculaceae), the sequences of nrDNA and
chloroplast DNA were analyzed for 8 taxa and 25 accessions including 5 accessions of
outgroup. In the phylogenetic trees by analyses of maximum parsimony and maximum
likelihood for ITS nrDNA sequences and combined data of psbA-trmH, rpsl6é and trnL
sequences of cpDNA, K. cantoniensis was most closely related to K. chinensis, and then
to R. taciroi and R. silerifolius. The molecular phylogenetic relationships were not
congruent with the previous report that R. cantoniensis was most closely related to R.
silerifolius. In the sequence analysis of ITS and psbA-trnH, rpsl6, trnl for R
cantoniensis and the related taxa, R. cantoniensis showed polymorphism. It supported that
the polymorphism also was reported in chromosome number and Kkaryotype of R
cantoniensis. Ranunculus cantoniensis shared the marker gene of R. chinensis and K.
silerifolius in ITS, and one of K. silerifolius in cpDNA. These results supported the
hypothesis that B cantoniensis was caused by hybridization between K. chinensis and R.
silerifolius based on chromosome number and karyotype, and also estimated that R.

stlerifolius might be of maternal origin and R. chinensis be paternal.

Key words: Ranunculus cantoniensis, speciation, I'TS, psbA-trmH, rpsl6, trnL
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