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Phylogenetic analysis of alien species of Amaranthus
in China based on ITS sequences
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Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100093, China )

Abstract ; We collected 21 species of Amaranthus and carried out phylogenetic evolutionary studies on ITS sequences of the
21 species of Amaranthus. Through interspecific and intraspecific genetic distance analysis of ITS sequences, the values of
interspecific variation were 0—0.055 1 and intraspecific variation were 0-0.009 2. Using TAXON DNA software to build bar-
coding gap figure of ITS sequences, we could see interspecific variations of Amaranthus species were moderation. And inter-
and intraspecific variation were overlapping in a few. In addition, five or six clades could be separated on the phylogenetic
tree constructed by ML methods (according to the bootstrap value). Such as, A. plameri (subgen. Acnida) and A. spinosus
(subgen. Amaranthus ) clustered together. A. iuberculaius and A. rudis formed a sole clade jointly. A. reiroflexus
(subgen. Amaranthus, sect. Amaranthus, subsect. Amaranthus) and A. powellii (subgen. Amaranthus, sect. Amaranthus ,
subsect. Hybrida) had more close relationship. A. caudatus (subgen. Amaranthus , sect. Amaranthus , subsect. Amaranthus )

and A. hybridus complex (including A. hybridus, A. cruentus and A. hypochondriacus) (subgen. Amaranthus, sect. Amaran-
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thus, subsect. Hybrida) were closer more. Subgen. Albersia was divided into two or three groups, A. polygonoides could be

merged into A. albus and A. blitoides, or form a sole clade (Clade 6) by itself according to the bootstrap value. Therefore,

categories of three subgenus or two to three sections based on traditional classification systems were problematic, we sugges-

ted that classification of Amaranthus in China should be divided into five sections and two subsections, or six sections and

two subsections. The five sections and two subsections respectively were sect. Saueranthus including A. palmeri and A. spino-

sus, sect. Acnida (A. tuberculatus and A. rudis), sect. Amaranthus including subsect. Amaranthus (A. retroflexus and

A. powellii) and subsect. Hybrida (A. hybridus, A. hypochondriacus, A. cruentus and A. caudatus) , sect. Albersia including

A. blitum, A. viridis, A. deflexus, A. tricolor, A. graecizans, A. crispus, A. tenuifolius and A. standleyanus, and sect. Blitopsis

including A. albus, A. blitoides, A. capensis and A. polygonoides. Most Amaranthus Pecies could be discriminated, only a few

allied species (A. rudis and A. tuberculatus complex, and A. hybridus complex) and species under subgen. Albersia could

not be separated clearly.

Key words: Amaranthus, subgen. Acnida, A. palmeri, A. tuberculatus, A. rudis, ITS sequences, phylogenetic evolution

A ORI 70 2 b AR A
TG o A A w8 AT D BORR B B R A A
( Mosyakin & Robertson,2003) . Wi J& A4 3 2 J7 5~
Je3&, E™ AR P AEPATR A, FlE R
TR, U H IR Rk DA A ) ) 5 SR B R 32
AR S8R O3 2 B 7 A T PR B R A0 Bk T
(Amaranthus retroflexus) ZRAEUE (A, hybridus) , VL &
FpEPE A HE A R0 (A palmeri) (PEHRGE(A. ru-
dis) FIURE 00 (A, tuberculatus) | % 4 b PR35 1 1
KAEIR ( Tranel et al, 2002; Salas et al, 2016),
T PR O IS R O I 56 [ b S B B A R
SLLEORAR B EREE Ry R A HEL
Biil , HAh 745 5y BERR 2 50 ) 5 i AL 1 . TR Il 236
Pl R 2 2 11 [ i 2 2 e R A 15 A [ 8 XL
BB R, RZZE AR B 1 B 0 T AR AR LT (FRIG 55,
2013) . HISEZLRA T/, 29 1 mm, JESAM I, ¥
LRI 2878 & 5k o Ja A ) b T e i I 285 22 F
GE, R85 R I RS B B | 2 01| AR wfe
DAZESR | JCHO A | 728 b 0 e 52 B i) DX O3 S50 (A
MS55,2014) o R, 45 & H B I T i Ol Jm Al o
KT A E

A E I Iy AR AR A T E R AL
BH B Py R AR R AR = 94 ( Guan,
1979) AR M S8 H AR [ 00 I8 43 2 3 4 (s
H A TR ) (BEF A E,1995) o R ARARSE
(1998,2000) H 4 RAPD K ITS J3 51K 58 Jg 43 Hy
FIWEH, LM 2 ~3 854, Mosyakian &
Robertson ( 1996 ) AR $5 4€ ¢ FIAE B 4FAE | B =84
BV J& (subgen. Amaranthus) WP 43 FF B850 Ay [V 3k
W J& ( subgen. Albersia ), J& W H A 3 4~ W J&
(subgen. Acnida, subgen. Amaranthus F1 subgen. Al-

bersia) B 432K & . Flora of China (2003 4 ) Y 5%
T JBAEY) 17 F (Bao et al, 2003) , 4> 35k JE 2
JRE 3 41, #uk A, AR e 6 Fir,
AR A SRR O B P X W g IS i
Sk R AT RGEFER, X RGBT R Fh
WEHAEERE Y,

ITS JFAIE )3z H W H T R N AS [ 45 9
R4 Kk B M4r25 0] 81 ( Baldwin et al, 1995) , 3 ¥
Kress et al (2005) YEAEFE Y RIS E T 1], AR A
1E245(2000) B X H E R 16 AN 2RBESE T 1TS 7
S RGEHAL KT A, W ITS 75 46 0 8w )
A RIFHHEREE T, 22 ATHF5E IR 2R 4 17 7E
i S 47 [l R, DAL 7 ot v 00 s A S i ot
TEOr SR, AR SCHE A 3T e BRI D S A ke s v
e S e L W e N N O R E AN SR B e S
FITS JEFI I RG240 5T

1 M5 7%

1.1 #7184

H 2005 424, AT 700 21 F 27 A m
FEM 33 0 FE A, DL Je 2 FP 4R Sy S0 2B 09 3 4
( Celosia argentea ) F175 10> 3% 1 5 ( Alternanthera phi-
loxeroides ) FIREARFNFPFARA . AHMRARASK HE N,
FPFARAR A 1 R BOR R ARG teoh, b
AR F GenBank HLILJE 11 DAY ITS P51,
1.2 #d DNA H94RELF0 PCR ¥15

T TR R R I A R 129 10 mg, ] DNA
PP EEAL (Retsch MM400, Germany) A 1 min
(1800 r + min™) Ji, ffl JHAE ¥ DNA 42 B &
(Tiangen Biotech Co., China) #2HUE DNA, #7448 ITS
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Table 1 ~ Plant materials and origins
) ‘ FATIN () / ] ‘ BRI )/
T4 FRAFEHE R U5 GenBank % 5% T4 FrA TR R I8 GenBank % 3# 5
Plant species Origin Voucher/GenBank Plant species Origin Voucher/GenBank
accessi()n number accessi()n number
H GenBank JF975856.1/]F975854.1 BB T A Sl H. Xu (2012)
Amaranthus albus A. retroflexus  Inner Mongolia, China
JuETE P E NS H. Xu (2012) Hh H. Xu et al (2008)
A. blitoides  Inner Mongolia, China Tianjin, China
GenBank AF210909.1 T E L 7.X. Li (7488)
Beijing, China
LIPY L H. Xu (2012) \H. Xu (0818) B H [ A H. Xu et al (2010)
A. blitum Beijing, China A. spinosus Fujian, China
FERETE GenBank AF210907 GenBank JF975870.1
A. caudatus
FREIE GenBank AF210911/AF210912 EL Hh bt Z.Y. Li (11350)
A. cruentus A. standleyanus Beijing, China
2 T HEF H. Xu (2012) T FE LA Y.T. Hou (2008)
A. deflexus Spain A. tenuifolius Shandong, China
AR HE L Z.X. Li (7610) Ei 2l T H. Xu et al (2010)
A. graecizans Beijing, China A. crispus Hebei, China
GenBank AF210914.1 W ke H. Xu (2012)
A. tricolor Beijing, China
LRAETE e s H. Xu (1113) GenBank AF210915.1
A. hybridus Beijing, China
GenBank JF975858.1/JF975857.1/ RER DL H A H. Xu et al (2010)
DQ005960.1 A. tuberculatus Fujian, China
THA S H. Xu et al (0601) VU [ e H. Xu et al (2010)
A. hypochondriacus ~ Guizhou, China A. rudis Fujian, China
GenBank AF210917 H EYLIR J. G. Fu et al (2011)
Jiangsu, China
Sy b H. Xu et al (2012) £y Wil L H. Xu (2008)
A. palmeri Beijing, China A. wviridis Beijing, China
ESE 1-8-14928 AR H. Xu et al (2010)
United States Fujian, China
BT AR 1-8-14514 HAH b H. Xu (2011)
Argentina Celosia argentea Beijing, China
] A H. Xu et al (2010) ZDIEFHL LRIESIEESN Z. Y. Li (2010)
Fujian, China Alternanthera Chongqing, China
philoxeroides
B GenBank AF210920.1
A. polygonoides
i G SB[ 7.X. i (4161)
A. powellii Beijing, China
GenBank KP318861.1/KC747438.1/

KC747436.1

TE: = i R B DR EER RS R SR A

Note: * Indicates newly recorded alien Amaranthus plants or intercepted by ports of entry in China.

JF5I (1TS1.,5.8S H1 ITS2) 8 5%k ITS1 (5'-TC-
CGTAGGTGAACCTGCGG-3') Ml ITS4 ( 5'-TCCTC-
CGCTTATTGATATGC-3") , PCR SWAAFH 25 L, #&
Z A% MgCl, 2 pL(25 mmol - L) ,dNTP 2 wL(2.5
mmol « L), PCR ZZ W 2.5 pL(10x), 5414 K
1.0 pL(2.5 pmol « L") AT 1.0 U, & DNA 1 pL
(%930 ng) . I HIFLSF .94 CAEM: S min;94 °CAFME:

1 min,55 °CiB2K 1 min,72 °CZEfH 90 s( AT 30 4>
PEIR) 572 CHEAH 10 min, PCR j=¥) LB HR A B i
FL VKA I G A J , R i AR ) TR R IR 55 A7 BR A
RN 38 5 1 4 (RIS 0 5 | A5 8w 0y
1.3 HELLEF %

W J5 Pr 15 06 € 2k - Codon Code  Aligner V
2.06 B PHE . 1TS JPF03E BRI K 25 08 ( GenBank
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315 . KF493784.1 , KC747433.1 1 KP318856.1)
T, HER S8 MEGAG6.0 R 45 % & /0 B4k
F #4740 b, W B KL AR B ( Maximum
Likelihood ) 4B % 7% ( Neighbour-Joining ) | 5 & /) #
A6 ( Minimum-Evolution ) # 8 ITS RGMH, 1E R A
HRAHTH S AEBR AL, BT AR ER
1 000K, LA 56 44 46 i 45 4 19 7T 5Pk, (8 H
TAXON DNA #f4:( Slabbinck et al, 2008 ) 4347 /751
T R IE] 22 57314 barcoding gap &,

2 HER54M

2.1 ITS F5IF A FhiEZFo 0

W E AR B AE Y 1ITS 31 (6045 1TS_1.5.8S
rDNA ITS_2) K FE2E 5 AR K ({XAH2E 3 bp ), 5.8S
rDNA X788 8 oK 22 5, ITS_1 X A8 543
SRR A 41 4, ITS_2 KA 254,585 XA 3 4,
TS B A S AE ITS_1 XA 32 A, ITS_2 £ 18
A~,5.88 XA 34>, Z0HT ITS 8 Fpla] i A48 S5
B, 25 5 2 WA B )28 57 0~ 0.055 1, Fh A A8 57
0~0.009 2, ffi ] TAXON DNA #fop s e 551
FA5 barcoding gap B (1), AR Ff AR 511
SRR, U TTS 3 (4 F a) A8 s v, i)
T 78 St A AR T B )T, 128 58 R
Ay TR ISR -, S AU A B 3 0 S0 8 1) 43
KM EAR.

< 60 1 1 #EZH Interspecific variation
\; 50 4 AT Intraspecific variation
1<T1)
S 404
)
© 301
&
20 1
A
R 10 l| ﬂ
eollhe U

T HIEEE{E Variation distance

& 1 ITS J¥31 19 barcoding gap [
Fig. 1 Barcoding gap of ITS sequences

2.2 ITS B3 RSB EL 3 A0 0 4
FHERA IR B 4B ek | e/ N Ak 1k 0 S 7
ML # NJ BFT ME B, B ML B %8P A2 55 (A, hybri-

dus) F1#% K5 W (A, hypochondriacus . A. cruentus F
A. caudatus) WX 535 NJ W F1 ME # A [6] 2, = Fp
B HAR SR B A PN A A B A — B (A e SCHF
HAR) (F 1), NJBEFT ME #4258 AR — S (A
JESHFRBA AN o =D RGEM R IR K —
M FRBEERE, JREEXFE AR AR IR AITHE K
i ML B, fls ML RS, 00 Jm ) A J S5 R A
75% VL RISt 6 A, Hih— A il
TG — AW FE B (A, polygonoides) . H &L
FERIE 69% VL BRI 5 A, BT clade
2 (K 2),

3 i

i@ B T Ry — BAFE S, RIS AEE
Jr FVHESSE A AR E R 4 2~ 3 2H (Guan,
1979; £k 5F 4 %%, 1995 ), Mosyakin & Robertson
(1996) ML S8 70 3 W8 9 N4, 4G
RAPD 1 ITS J#5U{5 B, )& 70 3 240 (18
A .2~3 FAFA LA ) CRAEESE, 1998,2000) ,
A SCAEF G YR LAl AT Y, BT 1TS R8I WF 5%
ARG K BUTERM, W IE 53 3 L&, IR 2~ 3
WY IR R IEA L
3.1 B¥k WL JE ( subgen. Acnida)

BRIy S Bk D0 S 1 2 D P 0 A SR T
J5 7= S [ T AR AR A 52 0 A A TR IEL . 1M I e
PSS B, Sy v [ O 8 A A 1Y 2R G0 40 R o B A
TR, BT S B, AR Al O A S A R A A S
TR DV J8 A 1 068 5 G 8 T AR SR O T, 5 A
[k 2 00 05 2R O — 32, Ho ik 88% 1 [ & L
R, OBS B KA B 5 A K
HARBIE R i AT 1@ Vv By S 4R E, I
Ab HBEAE T E AN R I HE51) A, 5 B A [) ok o
FOTE] . JDEHEAE 7 Tt IR SOIR AL S, B AR AL T 5
Ui AR A, TESEFP AR BE R B0 i o) M e S AR SIS AR
TP )42 ( Mosyakin & Robertson, 1996)

PEIESUE (Amaranthus rudis ) FURE SR G (A, tubercu-
latus) SETETE T, UL 97% B 2 F5 R I 7 — i A
BRI AL S, 5 B o SCEUO R IRAE AR A
AEAERE 7 0 H e A543 i 52 5, Sauer (1967, 1972) TA
VG B8 AR SR 08 43 JE P AN SE B P R, T Ro-
bertson ( 1981) £ K WML EE | A Sk P 350 o Ee 5 1 36
] 2L 5 4 38 2 A % P PG LT A P R A -



2 TRIGAE . BT ITS FPA v [E AR 8 R AR R 5L R & 20 Hr 143

99

67 Amaranthus blitum
55|i|_: 4 A. standleyanus
A. deflexus
L

5 A. V/'(/'d/'s
A. crispus
16 A. tenuifolius
A. tricolor
A. graecizans

Clade 1

70

91

AF210920. 1 A. taishanensis* _] Clade 6*

_oo—— JFO7SES6. 1 A, albus
JF975854. 1 A. albus

14 A. blitoides Clade 2*

AF210909. 1 A. blitoides
19 A. capensis

5 A. rudis
ﬂz 12 A tuberculatus:|CIade 3
77 36GD A. rudis
95|i A. retroflexus

6625 JF975858. 1 A. hybridus

—— A. powellii

=

L—— JF975857. 1 A. hybridus

100 98

AF210910. 1 A. hybridus

51

40YN A. hybridus Clade 4

DQ005960. 1 A. hybridus

15 A. hypochondriacus
AF210907 A. caudatus

AF210911 A. cruentus
I—|_|: AF210912 A. cruentus
AF210917 A. hypochondriacus |

a8 A. palmeri

A. spinosus :| Clade 5

Celosia argentea

Al 2

JHRRAIR L (Maximum Likelihood ) MR 0 IR ALY 70 1 R G0 5 T W

Alternanthera philoxeroides

# A. taishanensis = A. polygonoides ;

MHRLHFRRT 75%5"J}’E*|‘%*@U\ﬂ‘7ﬂfﬁfﬂ¢,/u\‘ﬁ\liﬁ(/l. polygonoides = A. taishmlensis)%jﬂﬁf Clade 6 Zb3H

Fig. 2 Molecular phylogenetic tree of Amaranthus based on Maximum Likelihood method

* A. taishanensis is

a synonym of A. polygonoides; A. polygonoides regards as Clade 6 solely when the bootstrap value is greater than 75%.

o S D A YR 2% i HLRN 44 P A6 2 R — A
PN ] A S A B 7 A R wfE LA A S g v ]
NH N JE T — A~ BE (Robertson, 1981) , Pratt &
Clark (2001) ZTE A5, HEISCR P50 00 U 21 i SR
o A FAE N A TR AL P, Costea & Tardif
(2003 ) JUPR P4 350 BV Dby i 2R B P B R ZE B (AL o
berculatus (Moq.) Sauer var. rudis ( Sauer) Costea &
Tardif) , A< 3C ITS J741 431 715 P4 #8021 00 A
2SR, BA L, PUA R 2 1 ~2 [k
F MEAEAE T (] AR A /N R B gl g 6 TR R
RURRRAE , SRER O MR R el e LB ALY
AT/ N I PR gk €0 I KA (53 2 1% AR FaE A X
AR A HERREIAE LU 4, 255 %5 K, Costea &
Tardif (2003 ) AR CHE g & 21, B 74 8 DA it S
DY A R AL B
3.2 5l JE ( subgen. Amaranthus)

i P I S A5 A 3 v i ) 3 2 LA
B (HIZ R N e 2P il %, Hoh T Jm sk
J& TR BELH (sect. Centrusa) R 8 -5 50k 8 IV J& 4

TR, B WA (sect. Amaranthus) i3V
2H ( subsect. Amaranthus) W) [ & U5 1 2k F8 05 3V 20
(subsect. Hybrida ) W8T LL 95% 1) SC R R R AE—
A o BRI IG5 L 6% A1 63% 1Y) F R {H
G3RVR S o T D0 2H D0 IV 2 7 R A i R 2 A 0 STV 2L 1Y)
LRAETDE T AT RN BEAE DL L 98% 1) S HF R RAE—
&, 4 YRR ITS J3 51 g 5 2 /N, MELLIX 53
Sammour et al (1993 ) i i Fh ¥~ BV EE 1 19 70 1 24
BOAIT BEAAF Ry ) BE D YA AL BE, Coon (1977)
T SR S 00 o7 A0 45 SR | TR A AR O
RS (2000 ) SCK ZEAEDE | T-FE4 1 2 7 00 &)
NEFEDLFP T AR, 55 SRS 4 FhIAERE A
45 DA AR SRR A TE S AR, AR SO0 5 8
IROE HAT B8 BT TAE9 e, iz R RE 5
LRAE A 4 FOTAR X 20 BORE R AR SCHEBORE SR DT
S ORI, e A 5 S | B0 R
TR I,
3.3 B35 B (subgen. Albersia)

F N D& ( =l 2~ 3 E5dL) iy LA
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75% 1 69% [ 3 F5 3R 735 41 Clade 1 Fl Clade 2 P
32, Clade 1 il Clade 2 8] 47%1) [ & SCRPRIFA L
FEA D JE 5y 2 A, Clade 1 H M3k 5545 8 F
DL A, 8 P T Z AL 7 AER R e R AR A 25 5
BOR, qnzEm s MEAEAE R R B H Sy 5, i e JE A
B, MHARFR ALY Rl 3, i ol ] I 25 R A1E die
Z R, ITS JP 51 22 52 /M AE KL, S 2L Clade 17
FW I ) R G R RS IEE, Clade 2 &
DL T (A, albus) FIALIET (A. blitoides ) AL, LA
69% I SCAFAR K S — 32, o, e AL 56 Bl Y 5
GRRMIT (91%) I HA AL 3 ~4 HEHT,
JHo SR TR LB RRAE , HE I — 35 W] RE R T — AL [E] A A
oo AP ALE NS5 4 Clade 1 LA
BRI —L I,

25 BRI 1TS IR 90 s R 45 B IR %
ik, AR SCIN Ay o (R AR S8 70 5 4 2 AL EY 6
2 WA, S5 U2 W27 TR S R R
J& o AE 2 [ AR T S04 ¥ A1 Mosyakin 1 Ro-
bertson (1996) 7 Uit J& 73 23R R P R 4l 44 ],
KI5V (sect. Saueranthus) (A. palmeri 1 A. spino-
sus) FIRE SR 08 4H (sect. Acnida) (A. tuberculatus
A. rudis) A, JEDEE JE A BY 1 4 (sect. Amaran-
thus) ,ZHIN4R 2 W2, 535 BE I 4H (subsect. Am-
aranthus) (A. retroflexus Fl A. powellii ) F1£5FE 50 IV 2H
(subsect. Hybrida ) (A. hybridus, A. hypochondriacus ,
A. cruentus F A. caudatus) . JRH &R 2 4,
FH 08 20 ( sect. Albersia) (A. albus, A. blitoides , A.
capensis Fl A. polygonoides ) Fl U1 3k HE 2H ( sect.
Blitopsis) (A. blitum ,A. viridis ,A. deflexus ,A. tricolor,
A. graecizans ,A. crispus ,A. tenuifolius Fl A. standleya-
nus) H, Hr s Atk (A. polygonoides ) LCINE
LA B R 1 4 (sect. Pyxidium) , Al JE K 6
H 2 WM TR,
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