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Table 1- PCR reaction temperature schedule.
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Figure 1- A- Symptoms of phyllodes and stem flattening in Angelica archangelica. B- yellowing symptoms
in Mirabilis jalapa. C- signs of proliferation and phyllody in Ligustrum sp. D- yellowing symptoms in

Hibiscus cannabinus.
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Figure 2- Electrophoretic patterns related to the amplified fragment of a part of the phytoplasma genome
with a pair of general primers P1/P7 (Figure: A1850 bp) and nested primers R16MF2 / R16MR2 (Figure:
B1250 bp) corresponding to the 16S rDNA gene. Wells No. 1 to 4 are respectively related to infected
plants of Angelica archangelica, Ligustrum sp., Mirabilis jalapa and Hibiscus cannabinus, and Well 5 is a
positive control sample obtained from Vinca plants infected with Sesame Phytoplasma from Plant
Virology Research Center. Shiraz university. M: .DNA Ladder Mix (Fermentas).
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Table 2- The available information related to the nucleotide sequence of a part of the 16S rDNA genome
of the species used in drawing the phylogenetic tree, including species name, isolate name, relevant

census, host, and country name from which the species was reported. and determining the position of the
isolates investigated in this research among similar species reported from different regions of the world.

&;CU

species name

wlder ol

Isolates name

)W}

Accession number

s dd BI85 b
The name of the
reported country

Ol e
Host

Candidatus HSD1 MN861357 India Helichrysum sp.
Phytoplasma trifolii
Manilkara zapota' Unknown MK271072 India Manilkara zapota
flat stem little leaf
phytoplasma
Hyptis suaveolens'  Biswanath (Assam) MG821483 India Mesosphaerum
phytoplasma suaveolens
Datura stramonium' Gorakhpur MH393563 India Datura stramonium
witches'-broom
phytoplasma
Candidatus Orissa KY815100 India Solanum tuberosum
Phytoplasma trifolii
Candidatus Orissa KY815099 India Solanum tuberosum
Phytoplasma trifolii
Chilli witches'- IARI KY612251 India Capsicum annuum
broom phytoplasma
Candidatus SB1 JQ730749 Croatia Vitis vinifera
Phytoplasma solani
Candidatus EC-KH-Dezfol KX685881 Iran Eucalyptus sp.
Phytoplasma solani
Candidatus EC-FA-Mamasani KX685880 Iran Eucalyptus sp.
Phytoplasma solani
Candidatus EC-FA-Kazeron KX685879 Iran Eucalyptus sp.
Phytoplasma solani
Candidatus BN-Fc6 JQ797669 Italy Vitis vinifera
Phytoplasma solani
Ligustrum Fe2 HE649495 Turkey Ligustrum sp.
ovalifolium'
phytoplasma
Juniperus excelsa' Jnp-Tr-K1 OP610568 Turkey Juniperus excelsa
phytoplasma
Ligustrum F2\57 HG994080 Turkey Zea mays
ovalifolium'
phytoplasma
Ligustrum F2\51 HG994078.1 Turkey Zea mays
ovalifolium'
phytoplasma
Ligustrum F1\d HG994077.1 Turkey Zea mays
ovalifolium'
phytoplasma
)
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Mirabilis jalapa’ 40C JQ268255.1 India Mirabilis jalapa
little leaf

phytoplasma
Candidatus Kawanda EU315314.2 Uganda Hibiscus rosa-
Phytoplasma sinensis L.
aurantifolia
Candidatus CB01 MT555412.1 India Croton
Phytoplasma bonplandianus
aurantifolia
Candidatus SYDP1 MT555411.1 India Croton
Phytoplasma bonplandianus
aurantifolia

Exitianus indicus' CLY1 MT500683.1 India Exitianus indicus
phytoplasma

NINS16357.1, India
MK271072.1, India

o MG821483.1, India
MEH393563.1, India "1 archangelica

YZD-002, IRAN

96, KY815100.1, India

KY815099.1, India

KY612251.1, India

JQ797669.1, Italy
JQ730749.1, Crotia
KX685878.1, Iran
[ KX685879.1, Iran
— KX685881.1, Iran  Hibiscus cannabinus

100

55 _[ KX685880.1, Iran
84L y7D-0014, Iran
_: HG994080, Turkey
74 HG994078, Turkey
— YZD-0016, IRAN
64l HE649495.1, Turkey

OP610568.1, Turkey
L 58 MN047258, Serbia

JQ268255.1, India

YZD-009, Iran
E EU315314.2, Uganda  Mirabilis jalapa
2 MT555412.1, India

MT500683.1, India
87 MT555412.1, India
98 MT555411.1, India

Ligustrum ovalifolium

K(C222509.1, Bacillus cereus
0.05
p55 3 (A TS § Sl 5 plal it glalewdy b ple b Sl laalia glawdl b daly 150l <5 s Y S
Sl 5 Maximum Parsimony s, 4 r!,fu.m s Clustal X 31 eslial b g 1S 5 sl 5 S3lwdys yon 16S rDNA
el ok a8 £ i s outgroup of e« Bacillus subtilis 16S rDNA p55 5 5 i el 0 s 5 MEGA 8.0
JA\S &L.«‘ .MA& ol I) r‘;}).u: w‘ &Aﬁ slezs ! J.:U Q‘}:ﬁ EXLXY) BOOtStrap Jgﬂﬁ C,."»)A 6\#4"\.’5 BL PR %Y é‘_, slas!
el 0k 03,51 ¥ Jgum 55 Walewsdly gud
Figure 3- Pedigree tree showing the relationship of phytoplasmas of Iranian isolates with other different

phytoplasmas based on the nucleotide synonymy of a part of the 16S rDNA genome. Nucleotide synonym
alignment was drawn using Clustal X and dendrogram by Maximum Parsimony method of MEGA 8.0
software. A part of the 16S rDNA genome sequence of Bacillus subtilis is considered an outgroup. The
numbers located in the branches of the tree represent Bootstrap and show the reliability of this
dendrogram. Full names of phytoplasmas are given in Table 2.
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Abstract

In spring and summer 2023, a survey of plant samples from green spaces and ornamental
greenhouses, along with adjacent weeds in Yazd City, showed symptoms likely linked to phytoplasma
disease. Notable symptoms included stem flattening, phyllody, and yellowing observed in Angelica
archangelica, Ligustrum sp., Mirabilis jalapa, and Hibiscus cannabinus. Five samples from each
plant were sent to the Plant Virology Research Center at Shiraz University for DNA extraction via the
CTAB method. Polymerase chain reaction (PCR) was conducted using general primers (P1/P7) and
nested primers (R16MF2/R16MR2) specific for phytoplasma. As expected, fragments of 1800 bp and
1250 bp were amplified with the general and nested primers, respectively. These fragments were
excised from the gel, purified, and sent to Sinohe Company for sequencing. Comparison of the
sequences with those in the NCBI database using BLAST showed that the phytoplasmas from
Angelica archangelica, Ligustrum sp., Mirabilis jalapa, and Hibiscus cannabinus were closely related
to Indian (MH393563.1; host: Datura stramonium; identity: 98.94%), Turkish (HE649495.1; host:
Ligustrum sp.; identity: 99.24%), Ugandan (HE649495.1; host: Hibiscus rosae; identity: 99.14%), and
Iranian (KX685880.1; host: Eucalyptus sp.; identity: 98.64%) isolates. A phylogenetic tree was
created to compare Iranian isolates with similar global isolates using MEGA 8.0 software.

Keywords: Phylogenetic analysis, Ornamental plants, Yellowing, Phyllody.
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