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Mema. [insHku 5S pHK sienstomb coboto 3pyqHy moderb O 8USYEHHST €80l Mo8moprsaHux
nocnidosHocmed. Kpim moeo, nopieHaHHss 5S p[HK 6yno ycniwHo sukopucmaHo Ons 3’sacysaHHs ¢bi-
J1I02eHEMUYHUX 8IOHOCUH MiX 61U3bKO criopiOHeHUMuU audamu pocsiuH. [lpome, Ha cb0200HI Mpakmuy-
HO 8id0cymHi daHi wodo opeaHizauii noemopie 5S p[HK y npedcmasHukie cekuii Lobatae — o0Hiel 3
Haubinswux epyn pody Quercus. BidnosidHo, Hawow memoto byno docnidumu opaaHidayiro 5S pHK
Q. imbricaria — sudy, wo Hanexums 00 uiei cexkyii. Memodu. BudinernHss [HK, [M/IP-amnnicbikauis,
KIOHy8aHHsI ma CuKeeHysaHHsi. Pesynbmamu. KrnoHogaHO ma CUK8EeHO8aHO r08HY M08MOPH8aHy
dinanky 5S pAHK. BusieneHo, wo y eeHomi Oybie kodysanbHa dinsHka 5S p[HK micmumb 5 Hykneo-
muolHUX 3aMiH MOpPiBHSIHO 3 makoro y apabidorncucy. [Mpome, 8MopuHHa cmpykmypa 2imomemu4Ho20
mpaHckpunmy 36epieae eci munosi ocobnusocmi 5S pPHK. Y mixaeHHomy cnelicepi (IGS) 6ynu susis-
JieHi momeHUujiliHi eemeHmu 308HiWHL020 rnpomomopy. BucHoeku. NpucymHi y 5S pPHK Hykneomuod-
Hi 3aMiHU 8UHUKIU 8 X00i e8oouii Ik KOMIeHcamopHi, wo npu3sodums 00 36epexxeHHs1 i 8MOpPUHHOI
cmpykmypu. 3agdsiku cymmesum 8iOMIiHHOCMSAM MixX eudamu pisHux cekuit, IGS 5S pAHK moxHa
3acmocysamu 0119 makCOHOMIYHUX AocnidxeHb y podi Quercus.

Knrouosi cnoesa: 5S pJHK, monekynspHa esontouisi, Quercus, Lobatae.

BcTtyn. Y pocnuH Ha rannoigHuin Habip XpoMocoM MOXe npunagatv oguH abo aekinbka
nokycis 5S pAHK. KoxeH 3 uux nokycis MiCTUTb Bi COTE€Hb 40 TUCHAY MOBTOPKOBAHUX OOU-
Huub (Cloix et al., 2000; Navrotska et al. 2018; Ibiapino et al. 2019; Pastova et al. 2019). Lli
OLMHULL OpraHi3oBaHi Sk TaHAEMHI MOBTOPW KOAYBarnbHOT OiNSHKN Ta MDKFEHHOro cnencepa
(intergenic spacer, IGS) (Volkov et al., 2003). KogysanbHa ginsHka 5S pHK e eBontouinHo
KOHCEpBATUBHOM, O HeobxigHo ansa 36epexeHHss dyHkuii 5S pPHK y cknagi pnbocomm
(Barciszewska et al., 2001). Kpim Toro, y KogyBanbHii OinsHUi MiCTATbCS €NTEMEHTU BHYTPI-
wHboro npomoTopa PHK nonimepasw lll: A-box, BHYTpilWHiK enemeHT (internal element, IE) i
C-box (Douet et al., 2007, Layat et al., 2012). Ha npotuBary usomy, IGS € eBOMnoLiNHO MiH-
NBUM, OCKINbKM BiH He TpaHCKpubyeTbcs Ta binbLua MOro YactTuHa He BUKOHYE perynsatop-
HUX PYHKUIN. TUM He MeHLW, y IGS NoKpUTOHaCIHHUX POCMMH BUSIBIEHI BiOHOCHO KOHCepBa-
TUBHI enemeHTH, AKi NOTPIOHI Ans iHiuiauil (30BHIWHI NPOMOTOPHI eneMeHTn) Ta TepMiHauil
(TepminaTop) TpaHckpunuii (Venkateswarlu et al., 1991; Fulnecek et al., 2002; Cloix et al.,
2003, de Souza et al., 2019). YHiBepcanbHa CTPYKTypHa OpraHisaLisi Ta BUCOKa EBOSIOLiNHA
MiHMKMBICTb IGS pobuTh L0 QiNAHKY 3pYyYHUM iHCTPYMEHTOM 1151 BUBYEHHST 32aKOHOMIPHOCTEN
MOMEKyNspHOT eBOMIOLIT Ta 3’ACyBaHHS iNOreHeTUYHMX BiAHOCUH TaKCOHIB HU3bKOTO paHry
(Volkov et al., 2001; Saini et al., 2009; Mlinarec et al., 2016; Bolsheva et al., 2017). lNpoTe,
ans 6aratbox rpyn pocnvH MorekynsapHa opradisadis 5S p[QHK 3anuwaetbcsi HegocTaTHLO
BMBYEeHO. Cepen Takux rpyn i ogMH 3 HanbinbLWKX poaiB AepeBHMX POCnMH — pig Quercus
(ay6). 3rigHo cyyacHux gaHux, pig Quercus noginsatTb Ha 2 nigpogu, Quercus Ta Cerris, ski
BkMoyaloTb 5 i 3 cekuin, BignosigHo (Denk et al., 2017). HanGinblwe BnaoBe pi3HOMaHITTS
cnocTepiraetbes y Ay6is MiBHiYHOT AMepuku Ta lNiBgeHHoiT Asii (Denk et al., 2017; Hipp et al.,
2019).
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MpoTe, HasiBHI AaHi Npo opraHisadito reHiB 5S
pPHK BigHocsaTbCA BMKMOYHO A0 Ay6iB 3axigHoi
€spasii (Denk, Grimm, 2010; Simeone et al.,
2018). B Tom xe 4vac, ocobnmeoi yBaru 3acnyrosye
eHemidyHa rpyna niBHiYHOaMepuKaHCbKMX aybiB —
cekuis Lobatae (Tak 3BaHi «YepBoHi aybu»). He
OVBIISAYMCb HA BaXITMBE 3HAYEHHS, SIK B €KOCUCTE-
mMax [liBHiYHOT AMepuKkn, Tak i B rocnofapchkin
gisneHocTi nogunn (Wright, Jones, 2006), usa rpy-
na Bce Le 3anvwaeTbCA HaMMEHLl OXOMfEeHO
OOCHIMKEHHAMN i3 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM MONEKYNAPHO-
reHeTUYHNX meToaiB. B gaHin poboTi My aHanisye-
MO MorekynspHy opraHisauito 5S p[HK npeacrtas-
HukKa cekuii Lobatae — Q. imbricaria.

MaTepianu i meToam

Matepianom pnsi gocnimkeHHs OyB 3pasok
Q. imbricaria 3 geHgpapito botaHiyHoro cagy Yep-
HiBELbKOro HauioHanbHOro YHiBEpPCUTETY iMeHi
tOpis ®enbkosuya. 3aransHy AHK ekctparysanu 3i
CBIKOro nnCTSl 3rigHO CTaHAApPTHOI MEeToauKM i3
BUKOPUCTAHHAM LEeTaBMOHY $K Mi3yl04YOoro areHty
(Porebski et al.,1997; NMan4vyk, Bonkoe, 2007).

MosToptoBaHy ainaHky 5S pAHK amnnidiky-
BanM MeTodoMm MosliMepasHoi NaHLUKroBoi peakuii
(MJIP), BukopucToBytoun npammepn 5S-L i 5S-R,
SKi MalTb MNOCNIAOBHICTb, KOMMMEMEHTapHy A0
koaysanbHOI AinsHkm 5S pOHK:
5-GCGAGAGTAGTACTAGGATGCGTGAC-3' Ta
5-GCTTAACTTCGGAGTTCTGATGGGA -3,
BiQMNOBIgHO. 3acTOCyBaHHsS UMX npaviMepiB 3abes-
neyye amnnidikadito NOBHOrO MiXKXFEHHOro cnence-
pa Ta dnaHKyl4uMx OiNSHOK KoayBanbHOI nocnigo-
BHocTi 5S p[HK y BuaiB, Aki HanexaTb 40 TaKco-
HOMIYHO BigganeHmx poanH [lOKPUTOHACIHHMX
(TwuHkeBMY Ta iH., 2014; TuHkeBud Ta iH., 2015;
Pycak Ta iH., 2016; Volkov et al., 2017; WenudicT
Ta iH., 2018; Ishchenko et al., 2018).

PeakuinHa cymiww pgna TP 3aranbHum
ob’emom 20 MKn MicTMna Taki KOMNOHeHTU: 10 Hr
OHK, 1 oguHuua nonimepasu MyTaq (Bioline), 10 x
nonimepasHun 6ycgep ta 0.5 MkM KOXHOro 3 ABOX
npanmepis. MNJIP npoBogunaca 3 BUKOPUCTAHHAM
amnnigpikatopa BioRad T100 (BioRad, CLUA) 3a
Takow nporpamoto: (1) nodatkoBa akTmBauis OHK-
nonimepasun ta geHatypauia JHK — 95 °C, 3 xs;
(2) peHatypauis OHK — 95 °C, 15 c; (3) ribpuau-
3auis npanmepis — 61 °C, 15 c; (4) cuHtes OHK —
72 °C, 10 c; (5) 3akiH4eHHs amnnidikauii — 72 °C,
8 XB; NpPUNNHEHHN peakuii — 4 °C; 3aranbHa Kisnb-
KicTb umknis amnnidikauii — 35. Mpoayktn MIP
aHanisyBanu 3a JonoMorow enekTpodopeTUyHoOro
posgineHHs y 2 % araposHomy reni. OTpumaHui
MP-npoaykT niryBanu y nnasmigHuin sektop pJET

1.2, BukopucTtoByoun Habip peaktusiB CloneJET
PCR Cloning Kit (Thermo Fisher Scientific, CLUA)
3rigHO 3 IHCTPYKUigMKn BUPOOHUKa. [dani BekTop 3i
BCTaBKOK TpaHcdopmyBanu B knitnuHu E. coli niHii
XL1-Blue meTogom enektponopadii, BUKOPUCTO-
Bytoun npunag E. coli Pulsher (BioRad, CLLUA).
KornoHii i3 pekoMbiHaTHOW nnasMigol BUSIBIISNN
32 PE3UCTEHTHICTIO 4O aMNiLniHy.

HasBHicTb BCTaBku y nnasmigax niaTBepoKy-
Bann Metogom [MP-amnnidpikauii i3 npavimepamun
pJET1.2 Forward ta pJET1.2 Reverse, siki ribpuan-
3ytoTbcs 3 BekTopHoto [IHK 3 06ox GokiB Big noniniH-
kepy. PekombiHaHTHI nnasmigu BuAINANM MeToaoM
nyxHoro nisucy (Sambrook et al., 1989). OTpumaHun
KINoH 6yB cukBeHoBaHMI Ha dpipmi Genewiz (CLLUA).

MNoniHykNeoTMaHi NOCNIAOBHOCTI aHanisyBanu
3a gonomMorow Kommn'totepHoi nporpamu Chromas
Ta nakety nporpam DNASTAR. lMowwyk romonoriy-
HUX NOCRIJOBHOCTEN ANA MOPIBHAHHS NPOBOAMBCS
y 6a3i gaHux Genbank, BUKOPUCTOBYOUM Nporpamy
BLAST (Altschul et al., 1997). Mogeni BTOpUHHUX
cTpyktyp 5S pPHK GyayBanu 3 BMKOPWUCTaAHHSM
nporpamun RNAstructure (Turner, Mathews, 2009).

P93yl1 bTaTun Ta OGFOBOpeH HA

EnektpodhopeTnyHnii aHania npoaykTiB amn-
nicpikauii 5S pHK Q. imbricaria nokasas, wo ans
JaHOro 3paska YTBOPHETbCA Aekinbka [MJIP-
NPOAYKTIB 3 AOBXUHaMN NpnbnmaHo 320 HM, 640 HN
Ta 960 Hn. Ockinbky AOBXMHA UMX NPOAYKTIB € Kpa-
THoto 320, ue cBiguMTbL Npo amnnidikaLito MOHOMe-
py, Avumepy Ta Tpumepy nostopis 5S pAHK.

Micnsa knoHysaHHs MNJ1P-npoaykTiB 3a gonomo-
rol nnasMigHoro BekTopy Oyno BigibpaHo BiciM
pPe3nNCTEHTHUX OO0 aMmniumniHy KonoHin E. coli. Buko-
puctoBytoum IMITP-amnnidpikauito KnoHoBaHOI AinsH-
KN Ta enektpodopeTnyHe BM3HAYEHHSI AOBXUHU
oTpumaHux MJIP-dparmeHTiB Byno nokasaHo, Lo y
OinbLIoCTi BUNaakKiB B nnasmigax MiCTUTbLCA BCTaBKa
3 asox nostopiB 5S pAHK (ammep). OguH 3 Takmx
KrnoHiB 6yB 06paHui 41is CUKBEHYBaHHSI.

AHania oTpuMaHoi NOCHiJOBHOCTI NoKasas,
IO BCTaBKa pekombBiHaHTHOI NnasMign cknagaeTb-
Csl 3 HACTYMHUX AiNsHOK: dparMeHT KogyBanbHOI
ainsHkn 58 pOHK, noBHWI MiXreHHWUIA cnencep,
noBHa kopyBarnbHa AiNgHKA Ta 4YacCTKOBO MPOCKK-
BEHOBaHUN Jpyruii  MiKreHHun cnencep. byno
BCTAHOBJIEHO, LLIO AOBXWHA MOBHOI MOCIiAOBHOCTI
IGS ctaHoBUTbL 217 HN, TOAi 9K KOA4YyBarnbHa OiNAH-
Ka Mae TUNoBy ONs POCNWH OO0BXUHY — 120 HN
(Barciszewska et al., 2001; Wicke et al., 2011).
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Puc. 1. EnektpodopeTnyHe po3sgineHHs [JIP-npoaykTis
5S pAHK Q. imbricaria. GR — enekTpodopeTudHnii mapkep
GeneRuler 100bp, Q. imbr — TUIP npogykt 5S pOHK
Q. imbricaria.

MMOpiBHAHHA OTPUMAaHOI HaMy MNOCHIgOBHOCTI
kogyBanbHoOi AinsaHkm 5S pOHK Q. imbricaria i3
KodyBanbHow AinsHkot 5S pAHK ana mopenbHo-
ro euagy Arabidopsis thaliana, nocnigoBHicTb SKkOi
HasaBHa y Genbank (Acc. No AJ307348.2), BusiBu-
o pi3HNLIO ¥ 5 HyKNeoTnaHMx 3amiH. Bpaxosytoun,
wo 5S pPHK € BUCoko kOHCEpBATUBHOW, MU BUPI-
WU NepeBipuUTH, YN OTpUMaHa HamMu MocnigoB-
HiCTb KoayBanbHoI aingHkn 5S pAHK Q. imbricaria
He sBnse coboto nceeBgoreH. 3 Lielo MeTO Oynu
oOpaxoBaHi Ta NOpiBHSHI Mk co6O0 MPOrHO30BaHi
BTOpPUHHI cTpykTypyn (Turner, Mathews, 2009)
5S pPHK Q. imbricaria Ta A. thaliana (Cloix, Tutois,
2010; Douet, Tourmente, 2007; Simon et al.,
2018). OTpumaHi mogeni (puc. 2) nokasytTb Hasi-
BHICTb BCiIX TWMOBUX CTPYKTYPHUX €IeMEHTIB
(Barciszewska et al., 2001) Ta BUCOKY NOAiBHICTb
ana obox BuaiB. OTXe, MW BBa)Xaemo, LLIO
CMKBEHOBaHa AinsHka kogye (PyHKUiOHanbHO akTu-
BHY 5S pPHK Q. imbricaria. Lli pesynbtatin Takox
cBigvaTtb, WO 3aMiHM OKpPeMWUX HYKNeoTuais, 4Ki
NpoTAroM eBomnouUil 3’ABNANUCE Yy  KoAyBarbHin
OiNSHUi, Manu KOMNEHCaTOPHUI XapaKTep.
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Puc. 2. MporHo3osaHi BTOpuHHI cTpykTypn 5S pPHK Arabidop-
sis thaliana (A) Ta Quercus imbricaria (B). BugineHo 5 Hykneo-
TMOHUX 3aMiH Mix nocnigoBHocTsMu pPHK o6ox Buais.

MocniposHicte IGS 5S pAHK Q. imbricaria
Oyno nopiBHAHO 3 nocnigoBHocTAMM [IGS iHLWIMX
npeactaBHuKiB pogy Quercus, siki HasBHi y 6asi
paHux Genbank (B gy»xkax BkasaHWi HOMep LOC-
Tyny B 6asi), abo oTpumaHi Hamu paHiwe. 3okpe-
Ma, AN NOpiBHAHHA MU obpanu we ogHoro npeg-
CTaBHUKa Tiel X cekuii Lobatae — Q.texana
Buckley (MN124992) (Tynkevich, Volkov, 2019), a
TakoX No OOHOMY NMpPeaCcTaBHUKY YOTUPbOX OCHOB-
HUX ceKuin popdy, a came: 3 cekuil Quercus —
Q. robur L. (FM243373.1), Cerris— Q. cerris L.
(LT971465.1), llex — Q.ilex L. (FM243809.1) Ta

Cyclobalanopsis — Q. glauca THUNB. (MN124991)
(Denk, Grimm, 2010; Simeone et al., 2018). lNopi-
BHAMNbHUIM aHania obpaHnx MOCNigZOBHOCTEN MOKa-
3aB, WO npeactaBHMKM cekui Lobata ta Quercus
MatTb BiJHOCHO MeHWy 0oBxuHy IGS 5S p[HK —
217 Hn y Q. imbricaria i Q.texana Ta 230 HN Yy
Q. robur, Togi Ak y BMAIB iHWNX CeKUin OOBXMHA
IGS cgarae 319, 316 ta 328 Hn y Q.cerris, Q. ilex Ta
Q. glauca, BignosigHo. Taka pi3HMUS BUKIMKaHa
HasBHICTIO JOBrUX iHCepuin / genedin (puc. 3).

Y IGS 6yno BuABREHO MOTMBM, SIKi Bignosiga-
HOTb 30BHILLHIM pPerynsTopHMM efieMeHTam npoMoTo-
pa 5S pPHK (Douet, Tourmente, 2007; Simon et al.,
2018; de Souza et al., 2019). o Takux enemeHTis
Hanexatb AT-3barayeHa ginsHka («TATA»-box), ska
y pogi Quercus mae sunsag TTTATAA (3a BUHATKOM
Q. ilex: B reHoMi LbOro B1ay € ABa BapiaHTV NOBTOPIB
5S pOHK, ki matoTb 3BuYaHy AT-3baraveHy OinsH-
Ky, abo 3miHeHy — TTTGTAA). La ginaHka po3mi-
weHa Ha 3° kiHui IGS y nosuuii -30 HN Big 5 kiHUA
kogyBanbHoi AinsHkn. Kpim Toro, ©yrno igeHTudiko-
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BaHO iHLUMI BiJOMUA efleMEHT NPOMOTOpa — MOTMB Takox 6e3nocepeaHbo nicna 3° KiHUA KoAy-
GC y noauuii -14 Hn. Y no3uuii -1, Aka Takox 3agisHa BamnbHOI AiNgHKM Ha no4vaTky IGS 6ynu BuABMEHI
B iHiLiauii TpaHcKpunLii, y BCIX NpeacTaBHUKIB poay MOTMBMU, SKi, IMOBIPHO, BUKOHYIOTb (PYHKLIIIO TEpMi-
Quercus npucyTHin Hykneotua T, TOAi AK Yy HaTtopa TpaHckpunuii (Douet, Tourmente, 2007;
A. thaliana Ta npegcraBHuKiB BaraTbox iHLWMX poAiB Tynkevich, Volkov, 2019; de Souza et al., 2019):
MOKPUTOHACIHHUX TYT 3Haxogutbcst Hykneotug C oniro-T NOCMigOBHOCTI, AKMMW MOYMHAKOTbLCS [OBi
(Cloix, Tutois, 2000; Volkov, Panchuk, 2014; Tyn- Konii 4OBrMx TaHAeMHux cybnosTopis (puc. 3).
kevich, Volkov, 2015; Tynkevich et al., 2015; Shely-

fist et al., 2018; Ishchenko et al., 2018).

58 rDNA repeats
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Puc. 3. CtpykTypHa opraHisauis mixreHHoro cneicepa 5S p[HK Bugis poay Quercus. Pr1 Ta Pr2 — npanmvepu 5S-L 1a 5S-R, Bignosia-
HO. BuaineHo noTeHLilHi 30BHILLHI eNeMeHTN NPOMOTOPa; XXUPHUM KYPCMBOM BUAINEHO Oniro-T NOCMiA0BHICTL TepMiHATOpPa; CTpinkamm
no3HayeHo po3TallyBaHHsA cybrnosTopiB y IGS.
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Ha ocHoBi BupiBHOBaHHA |IGS pisHUX BuAiB
poady Quercus 0yB obpaxoBaHuUi piBeHb NogiGHOC-
Ti MiX HAMK (Tab. 1). Mix BMgamu, WO Hanexartb
0o cekuii Lobatae — Q. imbricaria Ta Q. texana —
piBeHb nogibHocTi carae 94,5 %, Wwo nigTBepaXxye

iCHYIOUi YSIBMEHHSI NPO MPUHANEeXHICTb LMX ABOX
BUAIB OO OAHiel cekuii. BogHouyac mixk Bnpamm 3
Pi3HMX ceKUi nogibHicTb IGS € cyTTEBO HWMXKYOH
Ta KOJNMMBaETbCA B MexXax Big 56,7 go 78,5 %.

Tabnuusa 1. PiseHb nogibHocTi (%) HykneoTugHoi nocnigosHocTi IGS 5S pOHK Bugis pogy Quercus

o

®
B 2 % 5 2 §

NO-KINOH £

: £ 8 8 3 3 g
o (of (of o o (of
Q. imbricaria 100 94,5 56,7 72,4 72,4 71,9
Q. texana 100 58,5 72,4 73,7 75,1
Q. robur 100 77,0 78,3 65,7
Q. cerris 100 78,5 67,7
Q. ilex 100 65,5
Q. glauca 100

BucHoBKu

3aMiHn HykneoTuaiB, AKi NPOTAromM eBontoLii
BUHMKAIOTb Yy KogyBanbHin ginadHui 5S pOHK, ma-
I0Tb KOMMEHCATOPHUI XapaKTep i He nopyLlyloTb
BTOpUHHY cTpykTypy 5S pPHK. B IGS 5S pOHK
BMaiB poay Quercus nNpucyTHi CTPYKTYpPHi ocobnu-
BOCTI, Ki [4O3BOMATb YiTKO BiAPi3HATM npeacTas-
HUKIB Pi3HNX CeKUin. 3aBasK/ 3HaYHIA MIHAMBOCTI Y
mexax pogy Quercus, IGS 5S pAHK mae Benukni
noTeHuian Ans BUKOPUCTAHHSA Y BHYTPILIHLOPOOO-
BMX TAKCOHOMIYHMNX OOCIIIKEHHSIX.
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diHaHcyBaHHA. [ocnigjxeHHs NpoBOAMIUCH
3a diHaHcoBol niaTpumkn MiHicTepcTBa OCBITH |
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ORGANIZATION OF 5S RDNA REPEATED UNIT
OF QUERCUS IMBRICARIA MICHX.
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Yuri Fedkovych National University of Chernivtsi
Ukraine, 58012 Chernivtsi, Kotsiubynski str., 2
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Aim. The 5S rDNA repeats represent a universal model
for the investigation of molecular evolution of repeated
sequences. Also, comparison of 5S rDNA was
successfully applied for the elucidation of phylogenetic
relationships between the closely related plant species.
However, there is practically no data regarding the
molecular organization of 5S rDNA repeats in members
of the section Lobatae, one of the largest groups of the
genus Quercus. Accordingly, our aim was to investigate
the 5S rDNA organization for Q. imbricaria, a species
that belongs to this section. Methods. DNA extraction,
PCR amplification, cloning and sequencing. Results. A
complete 5S rDNA repeat of Q. imbricaria was cloned
and sequenced. It has been found that in the oak
genome, the 5S rDNA coding region contains five
nucleotide substitutions as compared to that in
Arabidopsis. Nevertheless, the predicted secondary
structure of the transcript retains all typical features of
5S rRNA. Presumptive sequence elements of the
external promoter were identified in the IGS.
Conclusions. The nucleotide substitutions that occur in
the 5S rRNA during evolution appear to be compen-
satory, resulting in conservation of its secondary
structure. Due to considerable differences among the
species of different sections, the 5S rDNA IGS can be
applied for the taxonomic studies in the genus Quercus.

Keywords: 5S rDNA, molecular evolution, Quercus,
Lobatae.

186

ISSN 2415-3680 (Online), ISSN 1810-7834 (Print). BicH. Ykp. mos-8a 2eHemukig i cenekyioHepig. 2019, mom 17, Ne 2


https://www.researchgate.net/publication/202001805
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/202001805
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/202001805
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Digital_object_identifier
https://doi.org/10.1641%2F0006-3568%282006%29056%5B0203%3Atcooae%5D2.0.co%3B2
https://doi.org/10.1641%2F0006-3568%282006%29056%5B0203%3Atcooae%5D2.0.co%3B2

