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Mema. lNosemoptosaHi oOuHuyi 5S pHK cknadarombcsi 3 KOHcepeamueHuUX OiNSIHOK, siki KoOytomb 5S
pPHK, i miHnusux mixzeHHUx crnielicepie — intergenic spacers (IGS). lNocnidosHocmi IGS yacmo suko-
pucmosyrombCsi IK MOMEKYNSApHI Mapkepu Ons ¢hinoeceHemuyHUXx, ¢binozeoepaghiyHux ma MiKkpoegso-
nroyitiHux docnidxeHb MakKCcoHi8 HU3bKO20 paHey. [Tpome, usi obnacme 2eHOMY 8ce we 3anuwaemascsi
HeornucaHow 0ns binbwocmi podie poduHu Rosaceae. Y uiti cmammi mu npedcmasnisieMo nepuwii pe-
3ynbmamu OOCJiOXeHHS MOJIEKYIISIPHOI op2aHizauii ma nonimopgpiamy IGS Ona wupoko po3rnoscro-
OxeHoz2o npedcmasHuka poduHu Rosaceae, Prunus spinosa. Memodu. [1/1P-amnnicbikauisi, KrioHy-
8aHHA ma cukeeHysaHHsi 5S p[HK, 6ioiHpopmamuyHuli aHanis. Pesynbmamu. IGS 5S pJHK
P. spinosa kroHysanu ma nopisHioganu 3 IGS mpbox iHwux npedcmasHukie pody Prunus. BcmaHos-
JIeHO, Wo HasieHi 8 2eHomi P. spinosa eapianmu IGS eidpi3Haombcs Kinbkicmto cybrioemopis, po3ma-
wosaHux Ha 5™-kiHyj. KoxeH 3 yux cybrioemopie micmums cugHan mepmiHayii mpaHckpunuii PHK Pol
1ll. NMocnidoeHocmi IGS sudie pody Prunus e8osroyiOHyrOMb MePeBaxXHO WIISIXOM HaKOMUYEHHS HyKile-
OMUuOHUX 3aMiH. PigeHb 8HympiuwHb02eHOMHOI nodibHocmi IGS P. spinosa cmarnosumes 96,5-100 %,
modi sik nodibHicmb mix IGS pisHux eudie Prunus konueaemscs 8id 73,0 do 87,3%. BucHoeku. |IGS
58 pAHK € nepcrniekmueHUM Mapkepom Orisi (hirioeeHemMUYHUX i MaKCOHOMIYHUX OOCiOXeHb 8 POodi
Prunus.

Knro4oei cnoea: 5S p/JHK, monekynspHa esonrouyis, Prunus spinosa.

ctyn. [ingHkun, ski kogytotb pubocomHi pPHK (pdHK) Hanexatb oo dpakuii cepegHbo-
B MOBTOPHOBaHMX MOCNIJOBHOCTEN B FeHOMax eyKapioTUYHMX OpraHiaMiB. Y BULLIMX eykapioT

5S pOHK 3a3Buyan posMilLlyeTbCs Y OKPEMOMY XPOMOCOMHOMY rokyci (Hansonetal.,
1996; Shaw, McKeown, 2011; Garcia et al., 2012; Roa, Guerra, 2015) Ta npeacrasneHa knac-
Tepamy TaHOEMHO OpraHi3oBaHUX MOBTOPIOBaHWX OAMHULL (MOBTOPIB), KOXHA 3 SKUX CKINaaaeTb-
Cs1 3 KoflyBarbHOI AiNsHKK i MixkreHHoro crnencepa — intergenic spacer (IGS) (Hemleben, Werts,
1988; Gottlob-McHugh et al., 1990; Chen et al., 2021). YHiBepcanbHa opraHisauisi, TPUCYTHICTb Y
reHomax BCiX eyKkapioTU4HMX OpraHiaMiB, a TakoXX BUCOKWUI CTYMiHb KOHCEPBATUBHOCTI KOAdyBarb-
HOI [iNsgHKM Ta eBostouiiHa MiHMMBICTL IGS 0OyMOBMNIOTL YCnillHe BUKOpUCTaHHA 5S p[OHK
npv BMBYEHI €BOMIOLIT MOBTOPHOBAHUX MOCNILOBHOCTEN Ta Y MOMEKYNSAPHIA TaKCOHOMIT Pi3HUX
rpyn pocnvH (Grabiele et al., 2012; Mlinarec et al., 2016; Bolsheva et al., 2017). 3gaTHicTb 36epi-
raTm y reHoMi ribpuaHmnx TakCoHIB pUCK opraHisauii, Ski npuTamaHHi ix 6aTeKiBCbkMM BUgaMm, po-
outb 5S pAHK BaxknvBMM IHCTPYMEHTOM Yy AOCHIMKEHHI ABULL ribpuan3sadii/anononinnoignsadii
Ta iHTPOrpecii reHeTUYHOro MaTtepiany y NnpupoaHix nonyndAuisax (Simeone et al., 2018; Garcia et
al., 2020; Cardoni et al., 2021; Piredda et al., 2021). TM He MeHLL, 0COBNMBOCTI MONEKYNSAPHOT
opraHizadii 5S p[HK Bce LWwe 3anuwatoTbes HeBigoMMMKM Ang 6araTbox rpyn pocnuH. 3okpema,
Ans BENVIKOI Ta BaXNMBOI y rocrnogapcbkoMy nnaxi pognHn Rosaceae opranisauia 5S pAHK go-
CcrifpkeHa nuie y Hawmx nonepeaHix poboTax ans npeactaBHukiB pogy Rosa. Byno nokasaHo,
wo 5S pAHK Bonoaie 3Ha4yHMM NOTEHLianoM SIK MONEKyNAPHUA Mapkep Anst BUBYEHHS doinoreHii
Ta cMcTemMaTuku Liboro pogy i Tpubu Rosaeae B uinomy (Tynkevich, Volkov, 2014).
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OpezaHizayist ma nonimopghiam mixxeeHHozo0 cneticepa 5S pJHK mepeHy komnroyozo (Prunus spinosaL.)

Y nonepegHix AocnigXeHHsX Hawoi nabopa-
TOpil ByNno Takox oxapakTepu3oBaHO AMBEpPreHLito
NMOBTOPIOBAHMX MNOCMIAOBHOCTEN Ta oOpraHisauito
35S pdHK y npeacrasHukiB pogy Prunus — Bax-
nuBOI Ta cKNagHoi y TaKCOHOMIYHOMY NnaHi rpynu
pocnvH poavHu Rosaceae (Volkov et al., 1993;
Volkov et al., 1994). OcTaHHiM 4acoM reHoMmika,
€BOMOLiss Ta MOMeKynspHa cucTtemaTtvka LbOoro
poay 3HOBY NMpMBEpPHYNW yBary gocnigHukis (Shi et
al., 2013; Baek et al., 2018; Zhao et al., 2018;
Aranzana et al., 2019; Zhebentyayeva et al., 2019;
Alioto et al., 2020; Hodel et al., 2021). MNpoTe, mo-
nekynsdpHa opradisaudia Ta esonouia 5S pOHK
BuaiB pody Prunus Bce e HegocTaTHbO [oOCHi-
oxkeHa. B uin poboTti Mn npeactaBnseMo nepuui
pe3ynbTatn CUKBeHyBaHHSA IGS TepeHy KOmnto4oro
(Prunus spinosa) Ta aHanisyemo piBeHb NogioHOCTI
IGS uporo Ta iHWKX BUAIB poay Prunus, Anga skux
usa ginsHka reHomy Oyna igeHTudikoBaHa bGioiH-
dopmaTUYHO.

MaTepianu i meToaun

Martepianom ans gocnimkeHHs 6ynu repba-
pu3oBaHi nucTkn P. spinosa, 3ibpaHi nobnusy M.
LaBHuk, YopHoropia (N42.97530, 019.08381).
BaranebHy [OHK ekctparyBanu 3rigHO cTaHgapTHOI
MEeTOAMKN 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM LIETaBMOHY B SAKOCTI
netepreHty (Porebski et al.,1997; Panchuk,
Volkov, 2007).

Ona amnnidgikauii ginsgHk 58 pOHK Buko-
puctoByBanu npavmepn 5S-L (5-GCG AGA GTAGTA
CTA GGA TGC GTG AC-3) i 5S-R (5-GCT TAA CTT
CGG AGT TCT GAT GG GA-3), saki micTatb nocni-
AOBHICTb, KOMMMEMEeHTapHy A0 KOAYBanbHOI Ains-
Hkn 58S pHK pocnuH. 3acTtocyBaHHSA LMX npanive-
pie 3abesneuyye amnnidikauito nosHoro IGS Ta
hnaHKyro4mMx AINSHOK kodyBarbHOI NOCMiAOBHOCTI
5S pOHK.

PeakuiriHa cymiw ana MJIP 3aranbHium o6’emom
20 mkn mictuna 10 Hr OHK, 0,5 MkM koxHoro 3 npan-
MepiB Ta 1x nonimepasHy cymiw FIREPol Green
(SolisBioDyne, EcrtoHisi). MNP npoeognnu 3a gornomo-
roto amnnicpikatopa BioRad T100 (BioRad, CLLUA) 3a
Takoo nporpamoto: (1) novatkoBa aktvBauia [HK-
noniMepaau Ta geHatypauia JHK — 95 °C, 15 xs; (2)
denatypauida OHK— 95°C, 15 c; (3) ribpuamnsauisa
npanmvepis — 58 °C, 30 c; (4) cuHtes OHK — 72 °C,
30¢; (5) saBepeHHs ammnidikauii — 72 °C, 8 xs;
NpUNMHEHHs peakuii — 4 °C; 3ararbHa KinbKiCTb LIMKIIB
amnnicpikauii ctaHoswuna 35.

OTtpumani MNP-npogyktv nirysanu 3a Tynvmu
KiHUSMK y nnasmigHui Bektop pJET 1.2, BukopucTo-
Bytoun Habip peaktusis Clone JET PCR Cloning Kit

(ThermoFisher Scientific, CLLUA). OuuwieHi npogyktu
niryBaHHs TpaHcopMyBarnun B KOMNETEHTHI KMiTuH E.
coli meTogom enekTporiopaLii 3 BUKOPUCTaHHSAM
npunagy E. coli Pulser (BioRad, CLUA). CkpuHiHr
KOMOHI NPOBOAMIMU 3a PE3UCTEHTHICTIO A0 amnium-
niHy. HasBHICTb BCTaBKM NepeBipsnn, 3aCTOCOBYHOUU
MNP i3 npanmepamn Forward i Reverse pJET 1.2,
canTu ribpmansauii KX 3HaxoAsaTbCs B NMasMigHin
OHK no obugea Goku Big noniniHkepy. Ha 3aran
Oyno igeHTndiKkoBaHO 7 peKOMOIHAHTHMX nnasmig,
SKi MICTUIM BCTaBKy OYiKyBaHOro posmipy. Yotmpu 3
HUX Byno cukeeHoBaHo Ha dipmi LGC Genomics
(HimewunHa).

[MepBUHHMI aHani3 pesynbTaTiB CUKBEHYBAHHS
NpOBOAMIKN 3a AOMOMOroK KOMMIOTEPHOI Nporpamm
Chromas Ta nakeTa nporpam KOMMoTepHOi 06podKu
AaHux DNASTAR. TMowwyk romMonoriyHmMx nocnigos-
HocTel y 6asi gaHmx Genbank 3gjncHioBanu 3a go-
nomoroto nporpamu BLAST (Altschul et al., 1997).
BupiBHIOBaHHS HYKNEOTUMAHWMX NOCAIAOBHOCTEN MpO-
Boamnu metogom Clustal W (Thompson et al., 2003).

P93yl1 bTaTun Ta OGFOBOpeH HA

EnektpodopeTnyHmin aHanis, nokasas, WO O0-
BXUWHa oTpumaHux MNJ1P-npoaykTie ctaHoBwMna npub-
nm3Ho 680700 n.H. Takun pesynbTaT MOXe CBig4un-
TW NPO IMOBIPHY HasABHICTb Y P. spinosa nuiwe ogHo-
ro Knacy 3a [AOBXWHOK MOBTOPKOBaHOI oauHWLi 5S
pOHK. PaHiwe 6yno nokasaHo, WO Yy reHoMi Oesiknx
rpyn NOKPUTOHACIHHNX POCIIMH MOXYTb ByTn ogHO4Ya-
CHO MpUCYTHI Kinbka knacie nostopiB 5S pAHK, ki
CYTTEBO BiApI3HAIOTECA 3a JoBxuMHOW IGS (Mathieu
et al., 2003; Singh, Ahuja, 2006; Simeone et al.,
2018), npote, y GinbWOCTI AocnigkeHnx BuaiB, Tak
camo §K i y TepeHy, He BUSIBIIEHO 3HAYHOro nosi-
mopcpiamy 3a ujeto o3Hakoto (Tynkevich,Volkov,
2014; Rusak et al., 2016; Ishchenko et al., 2018a,
2018b; Shelyfist et al., 2019; Ishchenko et al., 2020;
Tynkevich et al., 2020).

3a pesynbTaTtamu CKPUHIHIY pPeKkoMBiHAHTHUX
nnasmig igeHtudikosaHo Bicim krnoHis 5S [OHK,
yotupu 3 skmx (Prspi-3, Prspi-5, Prspi-9, Prspi-18)
Oyno npocukBeHoBaHo. OTpumaHi MOCMiAOBHOCTI
nopiBHOBanucsa Mk coboro Ta 3 NocnigoBHOCTAMU
IGS npeacrtaBHukiB pogy Prunus, siki Oynu igex-
TndikoBaHi Hamn y 6asi gaHnx pedepeHCcHMX noc-
nigoBHocten RefSeq NCBI (tabn. 1). 3okpema,
dparmenTn, Aki Bignosigatote IGS 5S pAHK, 6yno
BMSABNEHO B reHomax P. mume, P. dulcis,
P. persica (Zhang et al., 2012; Verde et al., 2013;
Alioto et al, 2020). Ui Tpn BMam pasom i3
P. spinosa npeactaBnsoTb YOTUPKU CEKLT y Mexax
HomiHaTMBHoro nigpody Prunus (Shi et al., 2013).
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Tabnuusa 1. Xapaktepuctuka IGS 5S pAHK Buais pogy Prunus

Bug / KnoH / ¢parmeHt AHK IGS
- GenBank [JoexnHa | Bmict GC- MocunaHHa
cekuis HasBa o
Acc.No Mn.H. nap, %
P. spinosa / Prunus Prspi-3 - 571 52,5 Lis cTtaTTs
Prspi-5 - 571 52,5
Prspi-9 - 555 53,1
Prspi-18 - 563 52,2
P. mume / Armeniaca | Prmum (UGS ALMONDv2, | NC_024126 574 49,6 Lia ctatTs;
42846 - 43442 bp) Zhang et al., 2012
P. dulcis / Amygdalus | Prdul (LG1, 12624380 - NW_02301006 | 554 50,0 Lisa ctatTs; Alioto et
12624996 bp) 3 al., 2020
P. persica / Persica Prper (Ch G4, 23390458 - NC_034012 562 47,8 Lis ctaTTs; Verde et
23391054 bp) al., 2013

IMOPIBHAHHA OTPUMAHMUX HaMU HYKNEOTUOHMX
NMoCnigoOBHOCTEN BUABUIO iAeHTUYHICTL IGS B Kno-
Hax Prspi-3 Ta Prspi-5. MHOXWHHE BUpPIBHIOBAHHS
nocnigosHocTeN IGS MeTOZ0M ClustalWw
(Thompson et al., 2003) mano 3aranbHy AOBXWHY
607 n.H. Ta mictuno 223 nonimopcHi cantn. Ce-
penHin piBeHb MonapHoi NoAibHOCTi nocnigoBHOC-
Ten y BupiBHIOBaHHI cknagas 83,1 % (puc. 1).

Mo BCiN OOBXWHI BUPIBHIOBAHHSA 3yCTpiva-
IOTbCHA TOUKOBI HYKNEOTUAHI 3aMiHW, NpoTe Hanya-
CTille BOHM cnocTepiratoTbes Mk nosuuiamm 100-
155 n.H. KOHCEHCYCHOI MOCHigOBHOCTI. TakoX BU-
SIBMTEHO OHO- Ta OMNIroHykneoTuaHi iHgenu (iHcep-
uii / geneuii). 3okpema, Ha nodaTky Ta B LEHTpa-
NbHIN YacTuHi IGS 3HanaeHo iHaenu goBXuHow 16
Ta 14 n.H., BignoBigHo. IHOeNn Ha no4yaTky cnence-
pa sBnse cobotk ABi konii MOBTOpHOBaHOroO 8-u
HykneotugHoro motmBy GTCTTTTT. Haibinbwa
KINbKICTb KOMIN UbOro MoOTMBY — 4, NPUCYTHSA Y
knoHax Prspi-3 T1a -5. Tpu konii uboro cybnoeTopy
HasABHiI B KMNOHi Prspi-18, i no aBi — B kroHi Prspi-9
Ta nocnigoBHocTaX IGS npeacTaBHUKIB HLLNX BU-
4iB nigpogy Prunus. Mpuyomy, nepwa konia cy6-
NOBTOPY Y BCiX KIOHIB P. spinosa kopoTwa Ha ne-
pwuin Hykneotud, a IGS iHWKUX BMAIB — Ha ABa
noYyaTKoBMX.

MocnigoBHOCTI CyOnoBTOPIB MICTATb Y CBOEMY
cknagi curHan TtepmiHauii TpaHckpunuii — TTTTT
(Douet et al., 2007; Simon et al., 2018). B nepwo-
My cybroBTOpi LeW curHan 3anmae 3BuYanHy no-
3uuito Ha novatky IGS (Tynkevich, Volkov, 2014;
Tynkevich et al.,, 2015; De Souza et al.,, 2020;
Ishchenko et al., 2021). UikaBo, wo y reHomi P.
spinosa OA4HOYACHO 3yCTpiYaeTbCa TpWU BapiaHTU
IGS, gaki MiCTATb Big OBOX A0 YOTUPbLOX CUrHaniB

TepMiHauji. HasBHiCTb OBOX curHanie TepMiHauii
TpaHckpunuii O6yna nokasaHa paHiwe gns npeg-
ctaBHUKiB pogy Quercus (Tynkevich et al., 2020).
MpoTe, 3HargeHe HaMn y reHOMi TepeHY po3Tally-
BaHHS TepMiHAaTOPHOI NOCMIJOBHOCTI y cknagi cy6-
NoBTOpPIB Ta HasBHICTb Binblie ABOX il Koni € Ho-
BOI, paHille HEeBIAOMO CTPYKTYpPHOK ocobrnuBic-
Tio IGS, cyHKLiOHanbHe 3Ha4YeHHs AKOI 3anuiia-
€TbCS HE3PO3YMINUM.

B mexax 3’-kiHueBoi yacTuHu IGS Hamu Ta-
KOX igeHTUpiKoBaHi NOTEHLUiNHI 30BHILLHI enemeH-
™M npomoTtopa PHK-nonimepaswn Ill. Li ginsgHkn y
Arabidopsis thaliana npegcraeneHi wecTnHykneo-
TmaHum TATATA-6okcom, GC-anHYKNeoTMaoMm Ta
LUMTO3NHOM Yy no3uuiax -28, -13, -1, BignosigHo
(Douet et al., 2007; Simon et al., 2018). Y npeg-
CTaBHMKIB pody Prunus BigMiHHICTb cnocTepiraeTb-
ca nuwe ana GC-HykneoTuay: y nosuuii -13 3Ha-
xoauteca MotmB GT, Toai sik GC-MOTMB TaKoX
NPUCYTHIA, ane B nosuuii -15. Y npencraBHUKIB
iHWoT rpynu poauHu Rosaceae — poay Rosa, GC-
OWHYKNeoTua posTalloBaHui B nosuuii -12 (Tyn-
kevich, Volkov, 2014).

PospaxoBaHuin Ha OCHOBI BUPIBHIOBAHHSA HYK-
NeoTUAHMX NOCHiAOBHOCTEN PiBEHb NOAIOHOCTI MiX
IGS okpemux krnoHiB P. spinosa ctaHoBuUTbL 96,5—
100 %, (tabn. 2), Toai sk NogibHICTb MK HUMK Ta
IGS iHWKX npegcTaBHUKIB pogy Prunus 3Haxo-
antbcst B mexax Big 73,0 go 84,3 %. MNpu ubomy
HamBuLly nofibHicTb o P. spinosa AemoHcTpye
P. mume — 81,9-84,3 %. Takui pesynbTat cBia-
YNTb Ha KOPUCTb NPUMYLLEHHS, WO cekuia Armeni-
aca, siky npegctaensie P. mume e Ginbw cnopig-
HeHow [0 cekuii Prunus, Hixk cekuii Persica i
Amygdalus (Shi et al., 2013).
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Puc. 1. CTpykTypHa opraHisauis MixreHHoro cneincepa 5S pJHK Buais pogy Prunus. CipyMu NpsiMOKYyTHUKaMU BUAINEHO MOTEHLiNHI
30BHILUHI €MeMEeHTN NPOMOTOPA; XUPHUM KYPCUBOM HaBeAeHO oniro-T NocniAoBHICTb TepMiHaTopa; CTPikaMy NO3HaAYeHO po3TallyBaH-
HS cybrnoBTOpiB Ha noyaTky |IGS.
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Tabnuus 2. PiseHb nogibHocTi (%) HykneotuaHoi nocnigosHocTi IGS 5S pAHK Buais pogy Prunus

Bua / knoH Prspi-3, -5 Prspi-9 Prspi-18 P. mume P. dulcis P. persica
Prspi-3, -5 100,0 96,5 97,2 81,9 73,0 75,1
Prspi-9 100,0 97,0 84,3 75,5 76,9
Prspi-18 100,0 82,4 73,6 75,0
P. mume 100,0 77,1 78,7
P. dulcis 1000 87.3
P. persica 1000
. . . . . 3. Aranzana M. J., Decroocq V., Dirlewanger E.,
_ BcraHoeneHwii pianasoH pisHs  nopibHoCT Eduardo I. et al. Prunus genetics and applications
Mix nocnigoBHocTAMU IGS 5S p[HK pisHux Buais after de novo genome sequencing: achievements
poay Prunus B mexax 73,0-87,3 % € ontumarnb- and prospects. Hortic. Res. 2019. Vol. 6(1). P. 1-25.
HUM Ansa dinoreHeTUYHNX gocnigxeHb. Lia ocob- doi.org/10.1038/s41438-019-0140-8
NMBICTb, Pa3oM 3 BUSIBIEHUM HaMW XapaKTepom 4. Baek S., Choi K., Kim G. B., Yu H. J. et al. Draft
MoneKynngoT eBOJ'”OLl,iT IGS y npeﬂ,CTaBHMKiB genome sequence 0fWI|d Prunu_s'ye(_joen3|s reveals
3aMiHl T8 BIACYTHICTb SHAUHUX IHAGTIB, SyMOBIIO- Vol. 18(1). P. 1-17. dot: 10.1186/513050-018-1497-y
I0Tb BMCOKUI NOTEHUian noganbLloro BUKOPUCTaH- 5 Car.doni S |'3iredd.a R. Dénk T Grimm G. W. et al
HA IGS y TaKCOHOMIYHMX AOCNIMKEHHAX Liel rpynu 5S-1GS rDNA in wind-pollinated trees (Fagus L.)
POCIVH. encapsulates 55 million years of reticulate evolution
and hybrid origins of modern species. bioRxiv. 2021.
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ORGANIZATION AND POLYMORPHISM
OF 5S rDNA INTERGENIC SPACER
OF BLACKTHORN (PRUNUS SPINOSA L.)

Y. O. Tynkevich, L. V. Kozub, R. A. Volkov

Yuri Fedkovych National University of Chernivtsi
Kotsiubynski str. 2, 58012 Chernivtsi, Ukraine
e-mail: y.tynkevich@chnu.edu.ua

Aim. The 5S rDNA repeated units consist of conserved
regions encoding 5S rRNA and variable intergenic
spacers (IGS). The IGS sequences are commonly used
as molecular markers for low-ranking phylogenetic,
phylogeographical and microevolutionary studies.
However, this genomic region still remains undescribed
for the waist majority of genera in the Rosaceae family.
Here we present the first report of the IGS molecular
organization and polymorphism for the widespread
member of the Rosaceae family, Prunus spinosa.
Methods. PCR amplification, cloning and sequencing of
5S rDNA, bioinformatics analysis. Results. The
5S rDNA IGS of P. spinosa was cloned sequenced and
compared with the IGS of three other representatives of
the genus Prunus. It was found that the IGS variants
present in the genome of P. spinosa differ by the number
of subrepeats located at the 5’end. Each of these
subrepeats contain RNA Pol Il transcription termination
signal. The IGS sequences of Prunus species evolved
mainly by accumulation of nucleotide substitutions. The
level of intragenomic similarity of P. spinosa IGS is 96.5—
100 %, while the similarity between the IGS of different
Prunus species ranges from 73.0 to 87.3 %. Con-
clusions. The IGS of 5S rDNA represents a useful
marker for phylogenetic and taxonomic studies in the
genus Prunus.

Keywords: 5S rDNA, molecular evolution, Prunus

spinosa.
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