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Summary

The genus Amar anthus (Amaranthaceae), with 14 native or cultivated species (total 17 species and subspecies), is distributed
in different regions of Iran. Of these, 10 are known as weedy taxa. In the present study, we selected and analyzed the morphological
and micromorphological characteristics of the inflorescence and seeds in Iranian Amaranthus taxa to investigate the diversity and to
clarify the relationships among them. Scanning electron microscope (SEM) micrographs of seeds of 16 taxa were presented. In order
to determine the similarity of the studied taxa and their classification in relation to the measured characteristics, cluster analysis was
used by Ward method. The evaluation of data by Ward clustering and PCA biplot classification methods showed similar results. The
results divided the taxa into three main groups, which do not fully correspond to the sections mentioned in the classification of this
genus; however, confirm somewhat the close relationships of the taxa.
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Genus Amaranthus L.

Subgen. Acnida (L.) Aellen ex K.R. Robertson

Sect. Acnida (L.) Mosyakin & K.R. Robertson

Sect. Saueranthus Mosyakin & K.R. Robertson

Sect. Acanthochiton (Torr.) Mosyakin & K.R. Robertson

Subgen. Amaranthus

Sect. Amaranthus

Subsect. Amaranthus (A. caudatus L., A. retroflexus L.)

Subsect. Hybrida Mosyakin & K.R. Robertson
(A.  hybridus L., A powdlii S.Watson,
A. hypochondriacusL., and A. cruentus L.)

Nothosect. Dubia Mosyakin & K.R. Robertson

Sect. Centrusa Griseb. (A. spinosus L.)

Subgen. Albersia (Kunth) Gren. & Godr.

Sect. Blitopsis Dumort. (A. blitum L., A. viridis L. and
A. deflexus L.)

Sect. Pentamorion (Beck) Mosyakin & K.R. Robertson

Sect. Goerziella (Urb.) Mosyakin & K.R. Robertson

Sect. Pyxidium Moquin in DC. (A. tricolor L.,
A. graecizansL., A. blitoides SWatson, and A. albusL.)
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Table 1. Amaranthus specimens used for preparation of electron microscopy micrographs

Taxon

L ocality and herbarium No.

A. albuslL.
(IRAN)

A. blitoides SWatson var. blitoides

A. blitum L. subsp. blitum

East Azarbaijan province: Mianeh, Ghaflan Kuh, 1250 m, Moussavi & Tehrani 52648

Tehran province: Evin, Zargani 70812 (IRAN); Evin, Zargani 70813 (IRAN)
Kerman province: Bam, Deh Bakri, Mir Kamali 728 (IRAN)

A. blitum L. subsp. emarginatus (Mog. ex Uline & Gilan province: 5 km from Astara towards Hashtpar, Talab-e Style, around lake with shallow

Bray) Carretero

A. caudatus L.

A. cruentus L.
A. deflexus L.

A. graecizans L. subsp. graecizans

A. graecizans L. subsp. silvestris (Vill.) Brenan
A. hybridusL.

A. hypochondriacus L.

A. powellii SWatson

A.retroflexus L.
A. spinosus L.
A. tricolor L.
A. viridisL.

water, ca. 0 m, Zehzad, Pakravan & Taheri 67314 (TARI)

Tehran province: Ghalehno Hgi Mousa, near Beheshhte Zahra, 1050 m, Falatoury,
Eskandari & Bahramishad 77311 (IRAN)

East Azarbaijan province: Marand, Zonouz, Tahmarz Zonouz 6444 (T)
Alborz province: Kargj, Kalak, Pahlevani 51694 (IRAN)

Semnan province: 10 Km from Eyvanaky to Garmsar, 1002 m, Falatoury, Eskandari &
Bahramishad 77348 (IRAN)

Tehran province: Tehran, 1500 m, Furse 719 (IRAN)
Mazandaran province: Sari, near Pahnekola, Naeemi 6454 (T)
Tehran province: N. Karegar street, Falatoury 77355 (IRAN)

Razavi Khorassan province: Mashhad, Agriculture and Natural Resources Research Center,
1037 m, Torabi 77353 (IRAN)

Gilan province: Hashtpar, Jangal Shafa Rud, Delghandi 47080 (IRAN)
Gilan province: Fuman, Saravan Road, 80 m, Falatoury 76337 (IRAN)
Tehran province: Cultivated, Falatoury 77398 (IRAN)

Gilan province: 52654 (IRAN); Asalem, Gisum forest, -20 m, Eskandari & Ghamghami
75790 (IRAN)
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Fig. 1. SEM micrographs of Amaranthus seeds. A-C. A. deflexus, D-F. A. viridis, G-I. A. blitum subsp. blitum,
JL. A tricolor. A, D, G, J, & K. lateral surface of the seeds, B, E & H. the edge of the lateral surface of the seeds,
C,F | & L. the middle part of the lateral surface of the seeds.
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Fig. 2. SEM micrographs of Amaranthus seeds: A-C. A. graecizans subsp. graecizans, D-F. A. graecizans subsp.
silvestris, G-L. A. blitoides, M-O. A. albus, P-R. A. spinosus. A, D, G, J, M & P. lateral surface of the seeds,
B, E, H, K, N & Q. the edge of the lateral surface of the seeds, C, F, I, L, O & R. the middle part of the lateral surface of
the seeds.
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Fig. 3. SEM micrographs of Amaranthus seeds: A-C. A. caudatus, D-F. A. retroflexus, G-l. A. hybridus,

J-L. A cruentus, M-O. A. hypochondriacus, P-R. A. powellii. A, D, G, J, M & P. lateral surface of the seeds, B, E, H, K,
N & Q. the edge of the lateral surface of the seeds, C, F, I, L, O & R. the middle part of the lateral surface of the seeds.
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Table 2. Character states and codes used for analysis of Amaranthus reproductive characters
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Table 3. The results of the study of the characters mentioned in Table 2 for the specimens of Amaranthus

Taxon 1 2 3 45 6 7 8 9 10 11 Codein analysis
Amaranthus albus 1 900 800 1 2 1 0 2 2 3 1 1 1
A. albus 2 1300 1210 1 2 1 0 2 2 3 1 13 1
A. albus 3 1100 990 1 2 1 0 2 2 3 1 14 1
A. albus4 965 864 1 2 1 0 2 2 3 1 15 1
A. blitoides 1 1404 1272 1 2 1 1 0 2 4 4 15 2
A. blitoides 2 1500 700 1 2 1 1 0 2 4 4 2 2
A. blitoides 3 1083 955 2 2 2 1 0 2 4 4 3 2
A. blitumvar. blitum 1 1150 12056 3 4 1 1 2 0 3 4 12 3
A. blitumvar. blitum 2 1210 1100 3 4 1 1 2 0 3 4 14 3
A. blitumvar. blitum 3 1219 1160 3 4 3 1 2 0 3 4 15 3
A. blitumvar. emarginatus 1218 1202 3 4 1 1 2 0 3 4 1 4
A. blitumvar. oleraceus 1 1420 1200 3 4 1 1 2 0 3 4 2 5
A. blitum var. oleraceus 2 1530 1400 3 4 1 1 2 0 3 4 19 5
A. blitumvar. oleraceus 3 1900 1810 3 4 1 1 2 0 3 4 18 5
A. blitumvar. oleraceus 4 1600 1500 3 4 1 1 2 0 3 4 17 5
A. blitumvar. oleraceus 5 1700 1600 3 4 1 1 2 0 3 4 16 5
A. caudatus 1 1100 1000 1 2 4 1 2 2 5 2 1 6
A. caudatus 2 1200 1100 1 2 4 1 2 2 5 2 15 6
A. caudatus 3 1320 1200 1 2 4 1 2 2 5 2 17 6
A. caudatus 4 1500 1380 1 2 4 1 2 2 5 2 2 6
A. caudatus 5 1121 925 1 2 4 1 2 2 5 2 25 6
A. cruentus 1 1335 1222 1 2 3 2 2 2 5 0 13 7
A. cruentus 2 1600 1490 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 16 7
A. cruentus 3 1310 1200 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 2 7
A. cruentus 4 1500 1370 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 25 7
A. cruentus 5 1176 1095 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 3 7
A. deflexus 1 1000 700 0 1 4 5 0 0 3 1 1 8
A. deflexus 2 1100 810 0 1 4 5 0 0 3 1 17 8
A. deflexus 3 1200 900 0 1 4 5 0 0 3 1 15 8
A. deflexus 4 1020 708 0 1 4 5 0 0 3 1 2 8
A. graecizans subsp. graecizans 1 1288 1274 5 4 1 3 3 3 3 0 14 9
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Table 3 (contd) (aols) ¥ Jgo
A. graecizans subsp. graecizans 2 1000 1200 5 4 1 3 3 3 3 0 15 9
A. graecizans subsp. graecizans 3 1410 1500 5 4 1 3 3 3 3 0o 17 9
A. graecizans subsp. silvestris 1 1126 103 3 4 1 3 3 3 3 0o 17 10
A. graecizans subsp. silvestris 2 1471 1383 3 4 1 3 3 3 3 0 18 10
A. graecizans subsp. silvestris 3 1387 1326 3 4 1 3 3 3 3 0 19 10
A. hybridus 1 936 894 1 2 1 2 2 3 5 0 13 11
A. hybridus 2 945 908 1 2 1 2 2 3 5 0 15 11
A. hybridus 3 849 809 1 2 1 2 2 3 5 0 2 11
A. hybridus 4 936 904 1 2 1 2 2 3 5 0 25 11
A. hybridus 5 1400 1320 1 2 1 2 2 3 5 0 3 11
A. hybridus 6 1365 1278 1 2 1 2 2 3 5 0 17 11
A. hybridus 7 1290 12217 1 2 1 2 2 3 5 0 23 11
A. hybridus 8 1260 1197 1 2 1 2 2 3 5 0 18 11
A. hypochondriacus 1 1000 1000 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 12 12
A. hypochondriacus 2 1084 996 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 15 12
A. hypochondriacus 3 1014 1006 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 17 12
A. hypochondriacus 4 1396 1340 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 19 12
A. hypochondriacus 5 1409 1317 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 2 12
A. hypochondriacus 6 1252 1233 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 22 12
A. hypochondriacus 7 1254 1189 1 2 3 4 2 3 5 3 24 12
A. hypochondriacus 8 1335 1253 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 26 12
A. hypochondriacus 9 1365 1175 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 28 12
A. hypochondriacus 10 1383 1221 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 3 12
A. hypochondriacus 11 1318 1201 1 2 3 4 2 3 5 3 32 12
A. hypochondriacus 12 1340 1260 1 2 1 4 2 3 5 3 35 12
A. powellii 1 1008 998 1 2 2 1 2 2 5 3 13 13
A. powellii 2 1400 1380 1 2 2 1 2 2 5 3 2 13
A. powellii 3 700 650 1 2 2 1 2 2 5 3 35 13
A. retroflexus 1 1079 1013 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 18 14
A. retroflexus 2 1165 161 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 2 14
A. retroflexus 3 1180 074 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 25 14
A. retroflexus 4 1248 1137 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 27 14
A. retroflexus 5 1100 000 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 3 14
A. retroflexus 6 1400 1310 1 2 1 2 2 2 5 0 35 14
A. spinosus 1 982 932 1 2 1 1 1 1 5 0 36 15
A. spinosus 2 780 700 1 2 1 1 1 1 5 0 38 15
A. spinosus 3 840 900 1 2 1 1 1 1 5 0 4 15
A. tricolor 1 1262 086 2 2 1 4 3 2 3 0 2 16
A. tricolor 2 1190 980 2 2 3 4 3 2 3 0 25 16
A. tricolor 3 1230 973 2 2 3 4 3 2 3 0 29 16
A. tricolor 4 1263 1023 2 2 3 4 3 2 3 0 3 16
A. tricolor 5 900 1100 2 2 1 4 3 2 3 2 16
A. viridis1 1087 976 6 6 1 4 3 0 3 2 1 17
A. viridis2 1120 800 6 6 1 4 3 0 3 2 15 17
A. viridis3 1100 1000 6 6 1 4 3 0 3 2 17 17
A. viridis4 1200 1080 6 6 1 4 3 0 3 2 2 17
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Fig. 4. PCA biplot loading plot for Amaranthus specimens shows which characteristics influences a principal
component: A. The first component had a high correlation with seed surface sculpture (traits 3 and 4), B. The second
component differentiated the samples in terms of the shape of the tepal and the fruit sculpture (traits 7 and 10), C. The

third component showed a correlation with the shape of seeds and fruits (traits 5 and 6), D. The fourth component
showed a correlation with fruit shape (trait 6).
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Fig. 5. PCA biplot analysis: 1. Amaranthus albus, 2. A. blitoides, 3. A. blitum var. blitum, 4. A. blitum var. emarginatus,
5. A. blitum var. oleraceus, 6. A. caudatus, 7. A. cruentus, 8. A. deflexus, 9. A. graecizans subsp. graecizans,
10. A. graecizans subsp. silvestris, 11. A. hybridus, 12. A. hypochondriacus, 13. A. powellii, 14. A. retroflexus,
15. A spinosus, 16. A. tricolor, 17. A. viridis.
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Fig. 6. Dendrogram obtained from WardD clustering analysis in Amaranthus specimens.
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