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XM Q: U=A DNA(#nL-F IGS, trnL intron, truH-psbA)St 3 DNA(RNApol2 i23)e] G714 <E
SZHEFAE e ATERTH A+E N/\]-a'}oﬂ C 99N BEaEo g HAzs
HAL, o]EL A BRI FolA T2, G, Frs=d 5 FAEHJY. T, S
A4 s st 3 BARE fREH SAZRE AYH o2 Agd A AGA JH= s2H=
HEe FEIE 248 2 ¢ ATt SZUAETA &ae BRIEL VEIAAFE 7|Fo 2 27)9)
A2TF(x =99 x=1000.8 FEHI gt} v 7]%"3&%11#7} Folte o= Hslele & U EFRLES

A AA A gouk, 2 aFel TR el 4= A, 55 8 DNA 9714 BAAT
1% 7Rl ARSI WAl A DNAL ERwS PR 1ot ) e S 2iese
Asht AFHAE w7 fstel A F o Be AR B AT, Fesrs, ALy A5t &
Hxojof & Roltt

FR0: olFAEY, JAEA DNA, T2 EFA, B2 58, A (RNApol2_i23)

ABSTRACT: The sequence data of the plastid DNA (#rnL-F IGS, trnL intron, and #rnH-psbA) and nuclear
DNA (RNApol2 i23) markers were utilized to study phylogenetic relationships among the taxa in the
Polygonatum odoratum complex (Ruscaceae). European P. odoratum individuals form a clade with a high
bootstrap value, which is a sister to the clade of Korean P odoratum var. odoratum, P odoratum var. pluriflorum and P,
robustum. The formation of the clade with P odoratum var. odoratum, P. robustum, and one accession of P
odoratum var. pluriflorum indicates geological speciation in isolated populations in the islands following
dispersal events from the mainlands. All data sets form two major clades, which are congruent with the
subgroups divided by the basic chromosome numbers (x=9 and x=10). Although it is not easy to test the
hypothesis of the decrease in the basic chromosome number due to scatter taxon sampling in this study, the
molecular data strongly suggested that aneuploidy plays an important role in lineage diversification in the genus
Polygonatum. The cytological data was not strongly supported by the cpDNA sequences. Further investigations
of the cytological, morphological, and geographical characteristics with comprehensive sampling are desired to
understand the evolution and lineage diversification in the genus.
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= 8% (Polygonatum Mill.)> Ruscaceae-Polygonateae®]]
Z5h= A% 0 2 (Rudall et al., 2000; Jang and Pfosser, 2002),
8kx}ol] wh2hAd= Convallariaceae-Polygonateae (Dahlgren and
Clifford, 1982; Dahlgren et al., 1985; Conran and Tamura, 1998)
L} Liliaceae-Polygonatae (Krause, 1930; Hutchison, 1934;
Melchior, 1960)% FH3P|% 3t} & o= o]idt
Adlls T o BRH e vhEeE AEHAR
Kubitzki®] 577415 28819 H(Conran and Tamura, 1998).
2] 7§7J-2 Dahlgren et al. (1985)°] Convallariaceae Horaninow
(1834)5 AME-3F51A19E, Rudall et al. (2000)> Convallariaceae
o] 1314 Ruscaceae Sprengel (1826)°] WPy AP S
7tk 27454 Ruscaceae-Polygonateaes}ol] & 45 #
Tol3Itt (Jang and Pfosser, 2002). & &2 SHHlktoqt oF
6001 ERro] WEE, 1 FellA 53] T sl E
LSHSE FRobaofel] oF 70%2] o]l T oR W
zska Qo] T EE - Yunnan A& £O] BXF
A "l 71X 2 248k l(Jeffrey, 1980, 1982; Jang,
1998). S|l E-et) o] o < T (P odoratum)= =,

O

;O

B
F
3l
o

> RO

e THFTolY. P odoratums FEH|EH 0 F WHolol &
o] o} Wtk 53] T=Ele] FriAol FH-g shike
oAl &2 sHAIE g shs 71o] g atel| weba] ol
24 ALEEY Yt P odoratum®] XA L T=ES
o] AR FAEE e THOE W, e, dE,
| 52 % FEX Algobrlof, fHo] ke A%
BEXFozg FRE 4= Qlti(Jeffrey, 1980; Tamura, 1993;
Jang 1998). T3} A& BE e ST F52 FHol9
HLA7E FobA] tha Aokt N FEHE e A T
ol sgsh= Ao, 53] e FE k= A5
ol Hkst SFFEHE 7HA H 9] R Folut WE
T ERAFoE UolA HA\EaL Itk Tang (1978)
I} Jeffrey (1980)= S0l FFsh= ERvss FHZ ¥
olF Kol &l el HHE FoE FweA @
she] H2 BXHAE 7Ke ERAZA P oodoratum s.
lat 2 F5oFleh Whe] gharo] f3xdhs ERTES
Hlw 2 558 R ejA] AfolE yehdo] =P
odoratum var. pluriflorum), &5 =P odoratum var.
odoratum), =P robustum), 2= (P thunbergii),
=P grandicaule), 35 =2N(P infundiflorum) & %°)
U W 5o ol ERToE FHEEH A th(Nakai,
1952; Lee, 1996; Jang, 1998, 2002). ©]5-< Qg2 o7
=719 4T el B =7] B FollA
2ol Kol Qlar Al o ® ME thE 7R
5 7 o] 209 aF R FEE TEE X
Th(Jang, 1998; Han et al., 1998; Jang and Kim, 1999).

P. odoratum s. latW 9] 750l B o|FFH e
Gl gJalix] FEEe] A7 sHARE FY R el
M 28 A5 A99 Y A delXE G B o}

et &, Al 5 AA7]HelA R FEjel A Wolrt sk
el EFre] &5t syl @85 Zefiato] Sirfel] w
2hA] shg ARGl glojA] sl 2telE Heolal Sith(Palibin,
1901; Komarov, 1903; Nakai, 1911, 1952; Chung, 1957, 1965;
Lee, 1980; Lee, 1996). T=8 & Wl & 79| w5+ A=
skt a3k PR AREo] & o o] Wy}
AA2] Holvh E71F 9 2 5 5 P odoratum s. lat. V|
o] EFTollA BAd&EACRE Yeh Fo] T oH
< udl] gtk 53] Seas o Ao =719 2] vt
o] B it Apol7k w7 witel s=wlel oA
HAY s=de WFeRE AeHr|% shalth A7
T2 FePAe] gt EF7E olFolA oA R gt
AE AR5kl FYshet oMo w3t S RSt
| oA FAIFEC] Qlo] it o= F FEellA A%
e Qe AGARI ERE o] WA o, gt w
o} P2 FaA el thall o]He] Qo] ke 2vlgith.

SEEE UM Fraolv Fehtias tidew st
DNA Fingerprinting *& ARE-$E A= 53] Agha o=
=885 v} 21ThJang and Kim, 1998b; Wu et al., 2001). RAPD
2 Aylef| JsPH P oodoratum s. latd] THYES T=
g U] ok EFrEd vlus] B ), of| Aol &
FeollA B tE Aol Skl ol vl
A o) BEee Ade ke fARAE D
2128 AAFE BE 31tk (Jang and Kim, 1998b).

A=A DNA 4|21 gL intron?} #nL-F intergenic spacer
(IGS)= A71ME theddo] ok Algsdor we AR
E = AR 4eix] 910, Gentianaceae (Gielly and
Taberlet, 1996)2} Hyacinthaceae (Pfosser and Speta, 1999) 5-2]
AgelA 83 FAEN AREHOl At e A5A
DNAS! #rnH-pshA>= DNA barcoding®ll =2 AREE|o]4] gt}
(Kress and Erickson, 2007; Whitlock et al., 2010). ®{DNA
RNApol2 i23(RPB II) (Denton et al., 1998)= Androcymbium<]
AFAT-oA 23 A= EHDel Hoyo and Pedrola-
Monfort, 2008).

wepA 2 Ao M EATASHA AHE ARE-So]
o FRE H] SAE arEstaat ab, mEdk A
Astal ARE ) W AP Wi 3 A
Eato] Fislel g & kAt $ict

xa]

tlo

Mz 3 e

1. 7= +E

B Ao AR Alg = Al 7 25372 10 accessions
I} Austria, Georgia, Romania ‘s~ -+ P odoratum®] 6
accessionsZ} Spain®llA TS Ruscus hypoglossums -9
TO 7 AFEEITHTable 1). RuscussS T=wS0] 453k
Ruscaceae UlollA &2 &3} 71 77k fA8AlE 7L
= o)k 4 A 9thRudall et al., 2000). A3
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Table 1. Taxa included in the study. All sequence data have been submitted to GenBank and are also available from the corresponding author.

Taxa Abb. Locality Voucher
Polygonatum odoratum P10 Mdling, Austria Jang P02010
P. odoratum P100 Mtskheta-Mtianeti, Georgia Jang P02100
P. odoratum P120 Shida Kartli, Georgia Jang P02120
P. odoratum P160 Rax, Austria Jang P02160
P. odoratum P170 Hochgolling, Austria Jang P02170
P odoratum P180 Zarnesti, Romania Jang P02180
P. odoratum var. odoratum P393 Ansan, Korea Jang P08393
P. odoratum var. pluriflorum P335 Jeju, Korea Jang P08335
P. odoratum var. pluriflorum P358 Wonju, Korea Jang P08358
P. robustum P383 Is. Ullung-do, Korea Jang P08383
P, infundiflorum P388 Ansan, Korea Jang P08388
P. thunbergii P398 Jeju, Korea Jang P08398
P. thunbergii P408 Danyang, Korea Jang P08408
P, thunbergii P418 Gongju, Korea Jang P08418
P. lasianthum P351 Goesan, Korea Jang P08351
P. multiflorum P50 Vienna, Austria Jang P02050
P. stenophyllum P436 Yeongwol, Korea Jang P08436
Ruscus hypoglossum L56 Tenerife, Spain Jang 020502-56
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2.DNA =&, PCRI g7 |ME Y AH|S+ B4
A A FAWAREA S A A DNAS)
F%2 6X CTAB ¥ (Doyle and Doyle, 1987)= W& 3517
L} DNEasy Plant Mini Kits (Qiagen, Valencia, Californiays
23131 0w 53 DNAT Beckman spectrophotometer=
Aeksl & 5ng/ulE 3A48ke] PCRS $J8t DNAR ARZs}
Stk DNAS%-2 DNA thermal Cycler (Biometra, Whatman
Co.)= 3313 o 9=A] DNA makers #nL-F IGS, trnL
intron, trnH-pshA % %S ¢3St primeri= Shaw et al.
(2005y2 wWskom,| SIDNA RNApol2 i2 73] 535 §
Sl primeri= Denton et al. (1998)¥} Del Hoyo and Pedrola-
Monfort (2008)°14] ARE-$E H Z1& SU3HAl ARHE-SF3ITE
PCR 2271 94°CellA] 13, 50°CellA] 13, 72°CollA 2%
cycle® 3] 358] WHESE 5 72°CellA] 10827 o] 441
=, 79l W} annealing 258 A3l FEst e
PCR DNA products A3lth G71A <Y 412 BigDye
Terminator kit (Applied Biosystems, Foster City, California)yS-
0]235}] PCR DNAE H|&}d ABI prism 377A automated
DNA sequencer (Applied Biosystems)E ©]-&35}] =35} ch,
A7|Md2 A BLAST searches (Altschul et al., 1997)5

1A B EESEA M1 45

r
r
o

o] 83t target gene®] TAHUEAE Flst
Sequencher (Gene Codes Corporation, Ann Arbor, Michigan),
Clustal X (Thompson et al., 1997)5 ©|-8-3ld FHslal, HF
AF-AELS BioEdit 5.0.9 (Hall, 1999)014 244 E3f
Fskeit). B8 7412 FastGap 1.0.8. (Borchsenius, 2007)
5 ©]-8-3F simple method (Simmons and Ochoterena, 2000)%
indel& 23Fet & FHEGIE AR 714 YL PAUP
4.02b (Swofford, 2002)= A3} parsimony analysisE 5=
A3} o EAAUI S Heuristic searchE ©]-8-35k1l, 19
w2 option® Z+= ACCTRAN, MULPARS, “12]17 TBRS
0]2-5}%It}h. Maximum likelihood analysiss RAXML 7.0.4
(Stamatakis, 2006yS ©]-85%7 GTRGAMMA modell* =
e et st ZF FAES] AAHEE dotry] sk
bootstrap (Felsenstain, 1985)S ©]-8-3F3ltt. &4 -2
10003] & RHE3SIloH, o]& &3t AlgTE Folgith
two-parameter methods(Kimura, 1980)% Aite G7]Ho] 3k
< 7]%= 3t Neighbor-joining tree(N))E AH&3FSITHSaitou
and Nei, 1987; Farris et al., 1996). ¥\ DNAS} S=ADNA A}
£52] WIhtA] o]del 7 A& partitions®] congruences 2
371 I8k PAUP 4.0bS ©]831° incongruence length
difference (ILD) testE 2SI TH(Farris et al., 1994, 1995).
Aol B B 9714 Y AE+= GenBankell Al|lE3t
SATH Table 1).
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Table 2. Characteristics of the #rnl-F 1GS, #rnL intron, trnH-psbA, RNApol2_i23 and combined data sets. The tree lengths, Consistency
index (CI), Homoplasy index (HI), and Retention index (RI) were obtained from maximum parsimony analyses.

Characters trnL-F IGS  trnL intron  trnH-psbA  ¢pDNA Combined RNApol2 i23  All Combined
No. of all characters (Indels only) 376 (7) 550 (3) 678 (13) 1604 (26) 1166 (28) 2770 (54)
No. of informative characters (%) 16 (4.25) 10 (1.81) 14 (2.06) 40 (2.49) 162 (13.89) 202 (7.29)
Tree length 23 11 43 88 224 321
Consistency index (CI) 0.9565 1.0000 0.7674 0.7500 0.9598 0.8754
Homoplasy index (HI) 0.0435 0.0000 0.2326 0.2500 0.0402 0.1246
Retention index (RI) 0.9231 1.0000 0.7872 0.6667 0.9167 0.7701

2

1. F7Ix g E4

7} A 9] 55 Table 20 QoFeGltt. Indelss2 X3+
3 AHg 2F82] Zol= ¢pDNAY] #nL-F IGSE 376 base
pairs(bp), #rnL intron< 550 bp, trnH-psbAi= 678 bp°] ™,
nDNAS! RNApol2_i23%= 1166 bp°] It} cpDNA 34| Folli=
trnL-F 1GS7} 4.25%(16 bp)= informative characters®] H]|-&©]
7V 2=9k0 1, nDNA 349 informative characters®] H]S-2
13.89%(40 bp)i2. "9~ A1 et #AshAEL] EAHAlE
sk Aol 71 Ho] AREEo] 2 nDNA ITSY informative
characters”} 5-59%¢%1 3} Bl & w]Z(Baldwin et al.,
1995; Alvarez and Wendel, 2003), "~ 32 RNApol2 232
informative characters®] H]&2 O 2 o] ¥X|7} & &
Frss oz s Ay Wol] &84 = S
AAFeE 53], nDNA 3E4]ellA] indelo] 4] HHE 252
2.4% vil-¢- A VERSITE

2. ASEN

Zt A= 37418 4] (Neighbor-joining, Maximum
parsimony, Maximum likelihood)ollA] =7 T4 o= H]5=3t
topology®s HOIFTE BE cpDNA A=E HEPS o,
Ab& HAI= 1604 bp (indels ¥ ©]aL, CE= 0.750]9, MP
analysis©l| 4] < tree lengthi= 88 step®| 3 UH(Table 2). MP
consenesus tree|X] Polygonatum stenophyllum (P436Yy= A 2|3k
U] ko] 38 bootstrap(BS = 72%) #O.2 A4
UM (Fig. 1), wiit HelMd= 2 Axd BAEE =
A 99k, ML analysisll A= H]52st A7k A
nDNA (RNApol2_i23)= MP analysisollA] & 224 step°]™,
CI= 0.9598% w9~ 2] Yebstth. MPe} ML B5-ollA P
stenophyllum (P436)= A &gt YA U EF1E0]
Az o2 vl 4 #2 bootstrapS 2 XA = 11 (Fig. 1),
L WellA Aolw sl o] AAE EAEE
331 tH(Fig. 1). 531, P thunbergii (P398, P408, P418)2}
P infundiflorum (P388)°] -2 XX Z(MP|A] 100, MLAA]
93)= wAIZE B3It

A=A DNASH FDNASY AA A2S oz 43338
ILD testo]Al P #to] 0012 F A8E =2 EA A

FAE A= AF7H (null hypothesis)S 8314 X3k
Atk oJH samplesel] 2Jte] 7 Apmgbe] o]l Afol&
el =] ot 7] e 548 samples= #l9]skaL
ILD tests RE2 0% AASE A}, P100 (P odoratum), P383
(P robustum), PA08 (P thunbergiiy= #2313 w, PFto]
02% - A=t wig- H& Asds Al dst
A =0] EAAIE A Aol EAIS] I5AHDNAYL &
DNAS} T2 A7 Yehlls 2= oln] go] d#A] 3l
© 1, lineage sorting (Doyle, 1992) =+ deep coalescence
(Maddison, 1997) -¢] 7FdE°] Alokel vl 3tk F=wl el
Al ol #de] Bare wl= obH glom, & o B
LI FA2E s FElA ol s ddE AN T Qe
THaEE AT 27k 3lrh 3 LD test7} AR
congruence® Y& 4 UAIRL ol gt AN}t AFTE
2k ZFolgh topologys T3t QA= 2 FEL
tste] o]zdo] EASFHBaum et al., 1998; Darlu and Lecointre,
2002; Hipp et al., 2004). ¥+ A4 % congruence”} =4
oro- T 21 (U EADNAS FDNAYE B 3kelo] AL tree
7} SIDNA Al%5522] topologyol = oFf-#1 w37} islar
MP Aol B 52 dPEE HolFqloH(Fig. 1. A,
D), ML 4] Aol A= 712 ANAF7F x=109] 7ol
3SR 54T clade®] BPgko] S71sISiTHFig. 1. B, Fig. 2).

o F

sheral TEdls QA ol ek ATtellA FEE S
A= 71EGAAGF7) x=920 AP falcatum)P} x=10
Ql ZUN(P lasianthum), ZAs= (P, humile) 52 7 &
=2 (sect. Polygonatum)®l £3151 1L, 718G 24|40 uf2}
2709 150 % FEEQICHHan et al,, 1998; Jang, 2002). 3 <
T Ao ME T ESTA A &3t ERres 94
ATE 7oz 7 AAA T =991 AFe = st =
ZH7} shte 2%, x=10% 5Fd), TE5ZY, 9=
= sol vhE ATwe 98I thFig2) FEA R
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A Polygonatum odoratum (P10) B Polygonatum odoratum (P160)
o P. odoratum (P180) P. odoratum (P180)
P. odoratum (P160) P. odoratum (P10)
P P, odoratum (P100) P odoratum (P100)
l P. odoratum (P170) P odoratum (P170)
P. odoratum va. pluriflorum (P358) P odoratum var. pluriflorum (P358)
53 P. odoratum var. pluriflorum (P335) P. odoratum var. odoratum (P393)
%P robustum (P383) P odoratum var. pluriflorum (P335)
P. odoratum var. odoratum (P393) P. robustum (P383)
5 ianthum (P351) P lasianthum (P351)
P. multiflorum (P50) P. multiflorum (P50)
P. odoratum (P120) P odoratum (P120)
100 - P thunbergii (P398) . P. thunbergii (P408)
88 EP thunbergii (P408) 92 P. thunbergii (P398)
P thunbergii (P418) 93 P. thunbergii (P418)
P tnfundﬂomm (P388) P, infundiflorum (P388)
phyllum (P436) P stenophyllum (P436)
Ruscus hypoglossum (L56) Ruscus hypogl (Ls6)
C Polygonatum thunbergii (P398) D P Ob’go‘:':r{%u‘;%’; %’;1'"(})3 35)
2 P. robustum (P383)

4;9 P. infundiflorum (P388)
P. thunbergii (P408)
P. odoratum (P100)
P robustum (P383)
P, lasianthum (P351)
P. odoratum var. pluriflorum (P358)
P. odoratum var. pluriflorum (P335)

P. odoratum var. odoratum (P393)

P. odoratum var. pluriflorum (P358)

P, lasianthum (P351)
67 P. odoratum (P100)
4 P odoratum (P180)
e P. odoratum (P160)
P. odoratum var. odoratum (P393) = P. odoratum (P10)
P. odoratum (P180) s P. odoratum (P170)
P. odoratum (P170) ] P, infundiflorum (P388)
100 P odoratum (P160) P, thunbergii (P418)
P, thunbergii (P418) - P thunbergii (P408)
72 P multiflorum (P50) P. thunbergii (P398)
P. odoratum (P10) P multiflorum (P50)
P. odoratum (P120) P. odoratum (P120)
P. stenophyllum (P436) P, stenc phyllum (P436)

Ruscus hypoglossum (L56)

Ruscus hypoglossum (L56)

Fig. 1. Comparison of phylogenetic trees from Maximum Parsimony (MP) and Maximum Likelihood (ML) analyses of cpDNA and nDNA.
A. MP consensus tree of RNApo/2_i23; B. ML tree of RNApo/2_i23; C. ML tree of cpDNA combined; D. MP consensus tree of all data
combined. The numbers above the branches are bootstrap values. Tree topology from both analyses is consistent overall, and the phylogenetic
tree from data combined data (D) shows similar topology with the nDNA trees (A and B).

=99 RIS F719] B oklliel S7lo) flu E Amshl RARUt BT x-109 £IFS 2719l 9
Ak AR ARoE ek A4S TR, 59) oHi el 3 @) Sl oo
AReEElel eEEls dlolv #7198 fAbdol & & 7)&oA= 54S 7T o] T e=el(P robustum)y= BF
Folth(Jang, 2002). AHs=Ee] A BT FHYSY SR P. odoratum«] S (P. odoratum var. robustum)
e BRatEy)e FHEEHA 45, =5EEds olu} =B (P, odoratum var. pluriflorum)®] 'O 2 3

Bl AIEEFEIEIA 417 45
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Basic chromosome #

Polygonatum odoratum (P160)

P. odoratum (P100)

4 P. odoratum (P180)

1 P. odoratum (P10)

P. odoratum (P170)

I eSS Y, 1 -
VP odoratum var. odoratum (P393) x=10
'

'
16 sP. odoratum var. pluriflorum (P335
'

'
'

;

i

! :

H '

— +P. robustum (P383) :
' :

;

:

:

h

] EP. thunbergii (P408)
73| 1

P thunbergii (P398)

87 14 thunbergii (P418)
'

P infindifforum (P385)

P. odoratum (P120) Georgia I x=?

P senoplyllun (P436)  Korea =15

Ruscus Iypoglossum (L36) Spain [ Je=20

Fig. 2. Maximum likelihood tree from all data combined with basic
chromosome numbers. The numbers above the branches are bootstrap
values. The clade with the basic chromosome number x =9 well
excludes the taxa with other basic chromosome numbers. Solid and
dotted lines indicate European and Korean taxa, respectively.

=715 8t Komarov, 1903; Koidzumi, 1919). & d7-43}
Fejshd AV S ket SA7F 9 9l Je=
735l AA A= RUA R 0] 52 Y2 bootstrap 7O
31 27|zl B2 THFig. 2). E3F RAPDHH S 31 559
FAIE AX|EH] o5 F AT1HE 1HY] FABAE A
3tH(Jang and Kim, 1998a). =4 DNAS E3F HA]ojx=
ol TS FE A AASAE GUAIRE, HADNAE
B3t B ox = o) E WSl XAkt & AT Aw)
I We] FREE FEEH Bl AN, At
AESHR TAL o5 F 1S T3 e 488 ¥4
o] 1=t wEbA] F A2ES FEdlE AU elA
71 7 G| BE QlE) FEle] £73) ¥l
T}l o AR Tamura, 1993).
HHoAA AAHEAZ P odoratumol &8

oA GeorgiallA AHE 17 EF(P120)S> ey oz
Qo] Wi A717F thgQl Foi mFo] AL 2Aof
BXESh= UE P odoratums3H= Kurad= 33 373k

B\ = =
S T

By

B

GoriA|=re] A2]4] g o= <lsto] Fej2] = #2240
2 AgjEo] TRt AEdE L Qs ol A &
Atk AFZ o5 e WHE A4S BIlA TRE
YA RZ ghsjof & Aot} sk Georgiatt P odoratum
0]8)8] P odoratum THTES AL ER FolA W
FOo 7 HFEARE var. odoratum 2 var. pluriflorum™} 55
o] FREo] sl FAZE AusHAl 53 = SHkFig. 2).
o] 7= FF o 2= A9 Afo]Ho] ¢l Ot(Jang, 1998),
A2 A A EE2FHAA A9 o] s o = sl %2
% ztolE YERYIIthaL Als T webs] ofaote] st
T BE sEUE A EFTES P odoratum®] ©]7 S %
23t Jeffrey (1978)°] A3 EFGSHA] rfal i A%}

AN ANHE =[P odoratum var. pluriflorum (P335)]
+ Y9 FErt a1 T2 FEHE 7 e Uise] A
S A7t Qi o5 TR TETEUY RS
S T A=A, o 1tells F-FEHR R ¢
o]]e] FHofA ztolE VFERHIL QIA] Qkobr] A=A Q)
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