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1. Introduction
Turkish red pine (Pinus brutia Ten.) is an important forest 
tree species in Turkey for various economic and ecological 
reasons. It occurs in the eastern Mediterranean basin 
(mainly in the coastal strip along the Mediterranean Sea 
in southern Turkey), in the eastern part of the Aegean 
region, sparsely along the shore of the western and central 
parts of the Black Sea in Turkey, in the northeastern part 
of Greece, on the islands of the eastern Aegean Sea, and 
on the islands of Crete and Cyprus, as well as in Syria, 
Lebanon, and Iraq (Mirov, 1967; Ne’eman and Trabaud, 
2000; Fady et al., 2003; Boydak, 2004; Boydak et al., 2006). 
P. brutia occupies approximately 5.9 × 106 ha of forest 
land in Turkey (OGM, 2012). It occurs most abundantly 
at altitudes up to 1300 m above sea level, where it forms 
pure forests or mixed forests with Cupressus sempervirens 
L., Juniperus oxycedrus L., J. excelsa M.Bieb., and a variety 
of angiosperm trees and shrubs. Because of its drought 
resistance it is widely used for afforestation of degraded 
areas in the Mediterranean region and similar climates. It 
is an important tree due to its wood being used for many 
industrial purposes. More specifically, its wood is chosen 

because of its long and suitable pulp production wood 
fibers, and it is extensively used for production of high-
quality paper (Boydak et al., 2006). Thus, P. brutia has 
become one of the most intensively genetically improved 
forest tree species in Turkey. In different regions of Turkey, 
68 P. brutia seed orchards were established from 1976 
through 2010 by the Forest Tree Seeds and Tree Breeding 
Research Directorate.

Seed orchards are established in order to obtain 
genetically high-quality seeds and seedlings for 
reforestation and afforestation purposes (Buiteveld et 
al., 2001; Zobel and Talbert, 2003; Moriguchi et al., 
2008). In other words, seed orchards, established with 
selected materials from plus trees and isolated from other 
populations of the same species, are expected to easily and 
economically provide large amounts of seed with high 
genetic value (Kang et al., 2001, 2004). The seed orchard 
is an important tool for tree breeders to change the genetic 
structure of forest populations in the desired direction. The 
production of genetically superior seeds in the seed orchard 
through panmictic reproduction is important. In an ideal 
seed orchard, panmixia is fulfilled when the following are 
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present: (1) completely random fertilization (including 
lack of incompatibility), (2) equal number of male gametes 
per clone for all the seed orchard clones, (3) equal number 
of female gametes per clone for all the seed orchard clones, 
(4) no fertilization from alien pollen, (5) all seed orchard 
clones having equal self-fertility for all clones in the seed 
orchard, and (6) lack of genetic barriers affecting embryo 
viability (Codesido et al., 2005). If individuals in seed 
orchards do not reproduce panmictically, some reduction 
in the expected genetic gains will be observed (Harju and 
Muona, 1989). Fertilization by alien pollen is one possible 
reason for loss of the expected genetic gain. Pollen gene 
flow and selfing are important factors affecting yield and 
the genetic quality of seeds in a seed orchard (Fast et al., 
1986). Therefore, the estimation of pollen contamination is 
of great importance for the evaluation of the effectiveness 
of seed orchard management strategies to reduce pollen 
flow from other populations, the evaluation of the seed 
orchard’s function, and the determination of genetic gain 
(Torimaru et al., 2009). Previous reports have described 
pollen contamination using different methods in conifer 
seed orchards. Some have used multilocus allozyme 
markers to estimate pollen contamination in a number 
of conifer species (e.g., Paule et al., 1993; Pakkanen et 
al., 2000; Kaya et al., 2006). DNA-based genetic markers 
have also been widely used for assaying genetic variation 
of different forest tree species, paternity analysis, and the 
estimation of pollen-mediated gene flow (Buiteveld et al., 
2001; Plomion et al., 2001; Goto et al., 2002; Torimaru et 
al., 2009). Although nuclear microsatellite (nSSR) loci have 
a higher number of alleles than chloroplast microsatellite 
(cpSSR) loci, due to their paternal inheritance in conifers 
cpSSRs are useful markers for the clonal identification 
of ramets, especially in the determination of mislabeled 
ramets in clonal seed orchards (Dzialuk and Burczyk, 
2004) and also for estimating pollen contamination level. 

The level of incoming pollen flow into the seed 
orchards of wind-pollinated forest trees ranges from 20% 
to 90%, depending on the species, age and size of the seed 
orchards, their pollen production, and their isolation 
from natural populations (Burczyk et al., 2004a; Kaya et 
al., 2006; Fernandes et al., 2008; Torimaru et al., 2009). 
To the best of our knowledge, the related research on P. 
brutia is scarce; only one study has been carried out on 
the estimation of pollen contamination in a P. brutia seed 
orchard in Turkey using multilocus allozyme markers, and 
a high (85.7%) pollen contamination rate was estimated 
(Kaya et al., 2006). 

The main aim of this study is to estimate the genetic 
variation and pollen contamination rate in a first-
generation clonal seed orchard of Turkish red pine (Pinus 
brutia Ten.) by using cpSSRs and to provide information 
that will be significant for developing seed orchard 

management studies and for evaluating the impact of 
contamination on the expected gain from the seed orchard 
crops.

2. Materials and methods
2.1. Seed orchard and plant materials
The first-generation clonal seed orchard under study is 
located near Antalya in southern Turkey (37°01′33″N, 
30°32′57″E, 320 m altitude). It covers 17.8 ha and consists 
of 30 clones (2200 ramets in total) originating from the 
Gündoğmuş-Eskibağ seed stand in Antalya located at 
32°08′00″N, 36°44′13″E and 1000 m altitude. The orchard 
was established in 1992 using 8 × 8 m spacing between trees 
(ramets). The whole orchard was considered as a single 
block and approximately 73 ramets of a given clone are 
randomly distributed in the orchard, provided that there 
should be at least 5 other ramets belonging to different 
clones in all directions of a given ramet. Thus, the distance 
between 2 ramets belonging to the same clone is at least 
40 m. Such an arrangement of a seed orchard is known 
as a systematic arrangement (Van Buijtenen, 1971; Zobel 
and Talbert, 2003). There were no naturally regenerated 
trees in the seed orchard site. The orchard is surrounded 
by a natural (wild) P. brutia stand on the northern and 
northwestern sides that covers approximately 10 ha, about 
170 m from the orchard’s edge. However, the trees in the 
natural population do not show homogeneous distribution. 
There was at least 30 m of distance among the trees within 
the natural population. There are also naturally growing 
individual P. brutia trees surrounding the seed orchard at 
distances ranging from 6 to 110 m. As a result, we could 
select 47 samples from the natural population. 

In April 2008, 1 ramet from each of the 30 clones was 
randomly chosen in the orchard and 15–20 cones were 
collected from these ramets for genotyping. An additional 
4 ramets from 5 randomly selected clones (thus, 5 ramets 
for each of these 5 clones were selected in total) were 
chosen in order to test whether there was any mislabeling 
of ramets. In total, 50 ramets belonging to 30 clones were 
studied (Figure). The orchard trees were 16 years old 
when sampled. Cones were collected from all 4 sides of 
the crown as well as from the upper, middle, and lower 
parts of the crown. In addition, cones and needles from 
the terminal parts of the branches were collected from 47 
randomly selected trees belonging to the nearest natural P. 
brutia population in May 2008. These trees may potentially 
represent putative sources of pollen contamination. The 
sampled trees from the natural P. brutia population were 
located at a distance of at least 30 m from each other. The 
needles were stored at –20 °C until DNA analysis. The 
cones were dried and then seeds were extracted, dewinged, 
cleaned by hand, labeled by mother tree or ramet, and kept 
at 4 °C until further use.
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2.2. DNA isolation and cpSSR analysis
For the DNA isolation, the seeds from the orchard were 
germinated on moistened Whatman No. 3 filter paper in 
petri dishes at 24 °C for a 12-h photoperiod. The seeds 
were then dissected and the haploid megagametophyte 
and diploid embryo (about 1 cm long) tissues were 
put into labeled 2-mL tubes separately. DNA isolation 
was performed from 10 embryo tissues and a single 
megagametophyte for each of the clones in the orchard 
and from silica gel-dried needles or megagametophytes for 
trees of the natural population. Total genomic DNA was 
isolated following the Dellaporta protocol (Dellaporta et 
al., 1983) with slight modifications and the extracted DNA 
was stored at –20 °C for further use.

The genotyping of individuals was performed by 
6 pairs of cpSSR primers: Pt1254, Pt15169, Pt30204, 
Pt41093, Pt71936, and Pt87268, originally developed 
for Pinus thunbergii Parl. (coded as by Vendramin et al., 
1996). Multiplex polymerase chain reaction (PCR) was 
performed for 2 groups of primers (group 1: Pt1254, 
Pt30204, and Pt87268; group 2: Pt41093, Pt15169, and 
Pt71936). The DNA amplifications by PCR were carried 
out using the Nyx Technik Amplitronyx 6 Thermal Cycler 
with the following PCR profile: 5 min of denaturing at 95 

°C, followed by 30 cycles of 1 min of denaturing at 94 °C, 
1 min of annealing at 55 °C, and 1 min of extension at 72 
°C, with a final extension of 8 min at 72 °C. The volume of 
the reaction mixture was 25 μL, containing 2.5 mM MgCl2, 
1X reaction buffer, 4 dNTPs (each 0.2 mM), 0.2 μM of each 
primer (forward primer FAM- or HEX fluorescent dye-
labeled), and 1.5 U of Taq polymerase. The template for 
PCR amplification consisted of 50 ng of genomic DNA. 
Microsatellite fragments were scored in an ABI-PRISM 
310 genetic analyzer and fragment sizes were calculated by 
Peak Scanner Software v.1.0 (Applied Biosystems).
2.3. Statistical analysis
For the statistical analysis of cpSSRs, length variants at 
each locus were combined into haplotypes due to the 
nonrecombining nature of the chloroplast genome. Gene 
diversity statistics were calculated using GENALEX version 
6.3 (Peakall and Smouse, 2006) and CONTRIB 1.02 (Petit 
et al., 1998). The number and frequency of haplotypes in the 
seed orchard and background population were estimated 
using ARLEQUIN version 3.11 (Excoffier et al., 2005). The 
effective number of alleles was calculated with the formula 
Ae = 1 / (1 – h) = 1 / Σp 2

i , where pi is the frequency of the 
ith allele in a locus and h is the heterozygosity in a locus. 
Shannon’s information index (I) was calculated based on 

Individual trees
Selected ramets

Clone 9292Clone 9271

Clone 9270

Clone 9266

Natural Population

Figure. A schematic diagram showing the sampled trees from the seed orchard and relative areas of the seed orchard, natural 
population, and individual trees surrounding the seed orchard.



543

BİLGEN and KAYA / Turk J Agric For

allele frequencies from the formula I = pilnpi (Shannon and 
Weaver, 1949). The genetic diversity was estimated using the 
unbiased haplotypic diversity, He = n (n – 1)–1 (1 – Σp 2

i ), 
where pi is the frequency of the ith haplotype (Nei, 1987). 

Pollen contamination analysis requires the genotypic 
identification of all clones in the seed orchard. In this 
study, we analyzed 1 haploid megagametophyte tissue 
for clonal identification and embryo tissues of 10 seeds 
from each ramet for estimation of pollen contamination. 
All pollen gametes with haplotypes that could not have 
been produced by any of the seed orchard clones were 
regarded as contaminants. Such haplotypes were regarded 
as apparent or detected contaminants from external 
pollen sources. The total of detected contaminants (b) is 
a minimum estimate of contamination. The haplotypes of 
some gametes from background sources can match those 
produced by seed orchard clones and, thus, they will be 
undetected (cryptic contamination). To determine the 
true proportion of contamination (m), it is necessary to 
calculate the probability that a contaminant pollen grain 
has a detectable genotype (detection probability; d). If the 
genetic composition of the background pollen gamete gene 
pool is known, d can be estimated from d = 1 – h, where 
h is the frequency of indistinguishable pollen gametes, 
which can be produced in both the clones in the orchard 
and the background stand. Pollen contamination into the 
seed orchard from the surrounding natural populations 
was estimated using the multilocus estimation procedure, 
formulated as m = b / d by Smith and Adams (1983); 
GENFLOW (Adams and Burczyk, 1993); and POLLEN 
FLOW (Slavov et al., 2005b), where b = the observed 
proportion of detected contaminants and d = the estimated 
detection probability. If the orchard seed crops result from 
fertilization by pollens from unimproved trees, then the 
predicted genetic gain is considered to be one-half of that 
expected under no contamination (Squillace and Long, 

1981; Goto et al., 2005). The expected reduction in genetic 
gain under contamination (GRG) is therefore GRG = [(m × G) 
/ 2], where G = the gain expected under no contamination 
and m = the true proportion of contamination. When GRG 
was calculated, we assumed that G was equal to 1 and that 
external pollen sources originated only from completely 
unimproved trees.

3. Results
Considering all the studied samples of the P. brutia 
seed orchard and the background population, 1 of the 6 
microsatellite loci (Pt41093) was completely monomorphic 
and the remaining loci were found to be polymorphic. 
Twenty-three alleles at the 6 cpSSR loci were identified. 
Table 1 shows genetic diversity estimates in the seed 
orchard, clones, embryos, and background population. 
When all the alleles were combined at the 6 cpSSR loci, 36 
different haplotypes were found (Table 2). In the 30 clones 
of the seed orchard, 12 haplotypes were observed. Three 
different haplotypes [H2, H3, and H8; total frequency (f) 
= 0.66] were widely observed in the seed orchard (Table 
2). Some clones of the orchard had the same genetic 
identity, i.e. the same haplotype, according to the studied 
6 cpSSR loci. Most of the orchard clones’ haplotypes (9 
out of 12 haplotypes) were also present in the background 
population. Nine of the observed haplotypes were common 
to the seed orchard clones, embryos, and background 
population. Fourteen of the haplotypes observed in the 
embryos (39%) were not observed in either the trees of the 
seed orchard or of the background population. To estimate 
variation levels in the background pollen pool, 47 assayed 
trees from the surrounding stand of the seed orchard gave 
rise to 19 different haplotypes (Table 2). Haplotypic richness 
was 10.7 for the seed orchard, 16.5 for embryos, and 18 for 
the background population after rarefaction to the smallest 
sample size. Shannon’s information index (I) was estimated 

Table 1. Genetic diversity estimates in the P. brutia seed orchard clones (S.O.), embryos, and background population.

A Ae Nh Rh I h He

S.O. 2.83
(±0.477)

1.72
(±0.272) 12 10.7 0.61

(±0.172)
0.340
(±0.102)

0.849
(±0.05)

Embryos 3.83
(±0.946)

1.90
(±0.308) 36 16.5 0.74

(±0.228)
0.378
(±0.117)

0.922
(±0.02)

Background 
population

3.67
(±0.843)

1.87
(±0.321) 19 18 0.72

(±0.220)
0.369
(±0.114)

0.920
(±0.04)

A = Mean number of alleles per locus, Ae = mean effective number of alleles, Nh = number of haplotypes, Rh = haplotypic 
richness, I = Shannon’s information index, h = genetic diversity coefficient (Nei, 1987), He = haplotypic diversity (Nei, 
1987), ±standard errors in parentheses.
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Table 2. Haplotype frequencies of the P. brutia seed orchard clones (S.O.), embryos, and background population. 
Haplotype composition refers to cpSSRs Pt1254, Pt30204, Pt87268, Pt41093, Pt15169, and Pt71936, respectively.

Label Haplotype
Frequency

S.O. Embryos Background 
population

H1 71 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 117 / 147 0.0600 0.1467 0.2128

H2 71 / 136 / 170 / 72 / 117 / 147 0.2800 0.1333 0.0426

H3 71 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 116 / 149 0.2000 0.1233 0.1064

H4 72 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 117 / 147 0.0800 0.0733 0.1489

H5 71 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 118 / 147 0.0200 0.0800 0.0213

H6 71 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 117 / 146 - 0.0667 0.0638

H7 70 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 118 / 147 0.0400 0.0600 0.0213

H8 71 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 117 / 148 0.1800 0.0333 0.0213

H9 67 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 117 / 143 - 0.0400 0.0213

H10 72 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 117 / 147 - 0.0300 0.0426

H11 65 / 136 / 170 / 72 / 117 / 147 - 0.0200 0.0638

H12 72 / 136 / 170 / 72 / 117 / 147 - 0.0233 0.0213

H13 71 / 137 / 172 / 72 / 117 / 147 0.0600 0.0100 0.0426

H14 71 / 136 / 170 / 72 / 117 / 146 - 0.0167 0.0426

H15 72 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 117 / 150 - 0.0200 -

H16 65 / 136 / 173 / 72 / 117 / 148 0.0200 0.0133 0.0213

H17 71 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 117 / 148 0.0200 0.0167 -

H18 70 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 117 / 148 0.0200 0.0133 -

H19 66 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 117 / 143 - 0.0100 0.0426

H20 72 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 117 / 149 0.0200 0.0067 -

H21 71 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 117 / 147 - 0.0067 -

H22 71 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 116 / 150 - 0.0033 0.0213

H23 71 / 136 / 170 / 72 / 118 / 147 - 0.0033 0.0213

H24 70 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 117 / 147 - 0.0067 -

H25 67 / 136 / 170 / 72 / 117 / 143 - 0.0033 0.0213

H26 72 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 116 / 150 - 0.0067 -

H27 70 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 117 / 148 - 0.0033 -

H28 72 / 137 / 172 / 72 / 117 / 149 - 0.0033 -

H29 69 / 136 / 170 / 72 / 117 / 148 - 0.0033 -

H30 72 / 136 / 172 / 72 / 116 / 149 - 0.0033 -

H31 66 / 136 / 171 / 72 / 117 / 147 - 0.0033 -

H32 71 / 137 / 170 / 72 / 117 / 147 - 0.0033 -

H33 72 / 136 / 173 / 72 / 117 / 150 - 0.0033 -

H34 72 / 136 / 173 / 72 / 117 / 149 - 0.0033 -

H35 71 / 136 / 173 / 72 / 116 / 148 - 0.0033 -

H36 72 / 136 / 173 / 72 / 118 / 147 - 0.0033 -
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as 0.61 for the seed orchard clones and 0.72 for background 
population (Table 1). Unbiased haplotypic diversity (He) of 
the seed orchard clones was 0.849. Haplotypic diversity in 
the progeny (embryos) increased by 8.6% compared to the 
maternal trees of the seed orchard (He = 0.922) (Table 1).

Originally, it was assumed that all ramets originating 
from the same clone would possess identical genotypes. 
To test this assumption, haplotypes of 5 ramets per 5 
randomly selected clones were compared with each other. 
Some ramets’ haplotypes did not match the others that 
belonged to the same clone (unpublished data). Genetic 
identification of all orchard ramets seems to be necessary 
by using additional loci and by including more ramets 
from all clones in the future.

After genotyping 300 seeds from the 30 clones, 
87 contaminant gametes were identified by their 
distinguishable haplotypes. Sixty-five of these contaminant 
gametes were from assayed trees in the surrounding stand 
of the seed orchard and the remaining from unknown 
trees. Twenty-four different haplotype identities were 
identified for contaminant gametes. A single matching 
father was found within the seed orchard for 104 gametes, 
and more than 1 father could be found among the 30 clones 
for 109 of the sampled seeds, meaning that 71% of seeds 
had a genetically compatible father within the orchard. 
However, only 3.6% of the 300 seeds were produced by a 
distinguishable father only present in the seed orchard. This 
means that 67.4% of the 300 seeds produced in the seed 
orchard might have been sired by the trees both in the seed 
orchard and in the surrounding population. Additionally, 
19 mother trees had embryos pollinated by at least 30% 
of fathers from outside the seed orchard. Out of the 30 
in the seed orchard, only 3 clones (9266, 9271, and 9292 
clones), located at almost the periphery of the orchard, 
had the maximum number of contaminant gametes. Only 
one tree (clone 9270) located at the periphery of the seed 
orchard had not received any contaminant pollen (Figure). 
The minimum and maximum apparent contamination per 
mother tree was 10% and 50%, respectively. 

The contaminant gametes were distributed across 
the entire seed orchard; this clearly means that the 
seed orchard is open to gene flow from all directions. 
The apparent contaminant gametes were most likely 
pollinated by pollen from outside the orchard, resulting 
in a contamination rate (b) of 0.29. The proportion of 
the apparent contaminants (b) is the minimum expected 
contamination rate. The probability that a background 
pollen grain carries a distinguishable multilocus marker 
(d) was 0.738 and microsatellite-based paternity analysis 
revealed that the estimated pollen contamination rate 
in the seed orchard (m) was 0.393. The estimated pollen 
contamination rate of 39.3% corresponds to a decrease in 
expected genetic gain from the seed orchard crops of 20%.

4. Discussion
During the past 25 years, valuable information about 
the gene pools of natural populations and seed orchards 
of different forest tree species has been provided by 
different researchers in different countries with the help 
of morphological, isozyme-based, or DNA-based analyses. 
Several studies about the genetic diversity, mating system, 
and pollen contamination of P. brutia populations in 
Turkey have been conducted using isozyme analysis (Bucci 
et al., 1998; Kaya et al., 2006; Kaya and Işık, 2010), RAPD 
analysis (Kandemir et al., 2004; İçgen et al., 2006; Lise et 
al., 2007, Kurt et al., 2011), ITS-2 region analysis (Tozkar 
et al., 2009), or cpSSR analysis (Kurt et al., 2012). In this 
study, we obtained valuable results for genetic structures of 
stands (neighboring and seed orchard) as well as valuable 
estimations of the level of gene flow from neighboring 
stands into the seed orchard using cpSSR markers.  

Nei’s (1987) genetic diversity coefficient (h), the 
observed number of alleles per locus (A), and the effective 
number of alleles (Ae) in the seed orchard have been found 
in the present study to be lower than those of the embryos 
and the background population. Before seed orchard 
establishment, the ortet trees, now existing as ramets in 
the orchards, were selected based on certain phenotypic 
traits such as height, stem diameter at breast height, and 
straightness. If a large fraction of the associations between 
molecular markers studied and these phenotypic traits 
were caused by linkage, then such associations could reduce 
the genetic diversity after the selection. Therefore, the 
gene pool of the seed orchard might have been narrowed, 
which could influence some of these genetic diversity 
parameters. Unbiased haplotypic diversity (He) was similar 
in the embryos (0.922) and in the background population 
(0.920), and both were slightly higher compared to the 
seed orchard (0.849). However, there are no statistically 
significant differences among the He values of the groups 
(P < 0.05). Buiteveld et al. (2001), working on a Quercus 
robur seed orchard with 57 clones and using nuclear 
SSR markers, estimated He values as 0.84, 0.72, and 0.85 
in embryos and 2 background populations, respectively. 
Fernandes et al. (2008), working on a Pinus pinaster seed 
orchard, reported similar He values in the embryos (He = 
0.784) and seed orchard clones (He = 0.789), but slightly 
lower He value in background population (He = 0.709).

In total, 36 haplotypes were identified in the present 
study. Several other studies on different conifer species (for 
example, Bucci et al., 1998, 2007; Scalfi et al., 2009) have 
reported that the estimates of haplotype number range 
between 13 and 139. The findings of the current study are 
in agreement with the above cited studies carried out on 
conifers and/or Pinus species. The number of haplotypes 
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in P. brutia is as high as in other pine species. Bucci et al. 
(1998) and Cuenca et al. (2003) found 28 haplotypes in 
P. halepensis and 27 haplotypes in P. nelsonii, respectively. 
There were fewer haplotypes (12 haplotypes) than clones 
(30) in the seed orchard. Such results might occur if ramets 
were mislabeled during establishment of seed orchard 
and/or if separate clones with the same haplotypic identity 
share common paternal ancestry (Dzialuk and Burczyk, 
2004; Slavov et al., 2004). A low level of haplotype diversity 
of the seed orchard clones and the sharing of some of the 
haplotypes with the surrounding population could affect 
the detection probability of pollen contamination level. 
Therefore, it appears necessary to keep the sample size 
large, both in terms of orchard ramets to be genetically 
identified and number of loci to be studied.

Pollen contamination and inbreeding (especially 
selfing) are important factors that reduce the genetic 
efficiency of wind-pollinated seed orchards. In our study, 
microsatellite-based paternity analysis showed that 87 
out of 300 embryos analyzed had no compatible male 
parent within the seed orchard, which means that the 
real male parents of 29% of the embryos were located 
outside the seed orchard. Fernandes et al. (2008) found 
that 108 embryos out of 206 (52.4%) had no matching 
genotypes within a P. pinaster seed orchard surrounded by 
Eucalyptus grandis and P. pinea as isolation trees. Buiteveld 
et al. (2001), Jones et al. (2008), and Torimaru et al. (2009) 

also found 70%, 45.9%, and 51.8%, respectively, in their 
studies. The presence of contaminant gametes in a seed 
orchard can be explained by: (1) pollen flow from outside 
the orchard, (2) natural regeneration in the site where 
the seed orchard was established, (3) scoring mistakes, 
and (4) some events such as heteroplasmy, inversions, 
and the presence of mutational hotspots (Plomion et al., 
2001). Pollen flow from the neighboring natural stand 
of the species (approximately 170 m) together with the 
potential pollen flow by naturally growing individuals 
of P. brutia to the seed orchard (at a distance ranging 
from 6 to 110 m) could be the most likely reasons for 
the determination of contaminant gametes in this study. 
Twelve out of 87 contaminant gametes had exactly the 
same haplotype that was identical to the haplotype of 
only 1 individual tree, with a distinguishable haplotype, at 
a distance of 25 m from the orchard. The haplotypes of 
20 other contaminant gametes corresponded to 3 trees 
belonging to the wild population at distances of 37 m, 103 
m, and 170 m. Previous estimates of pollen contamination 
in seed orchards have ranged from 20% to 90% (Table 3). 
In this study, the estimated pollen contamination rate (m) 
was 0.393. The apparent alien pollen flow could originate 
mostly from the scattered P. brutia trees growing naturally 
within the surrounding area of the seed orchard and 
also from the nearby P. brutia stand. This level of pollen 
contamination falls within the range reported for several 

Table 3. Estimates of pollen contamination (m) in the seed orchards of different forest tree species.

Species Size
(ha)

Marker type
(no. of loci)     m (%) Reference

Pinus taeda 2 Isozymes (7) 36 Friedman and Adams (1985)

Pinus sylvestris 12.5 Isozymes (21) 36 El-Kassaby et al. (1989)

Pinus sylvestris 16 Isozymes (21) 21 El-Kassaby et al. (1989)

Pinus sylvestris 12.5 Isozymes (21) 24–40 Yazdani and Lindgren (1991)

Pseudotsuga menziesii 2 Isozymes (11) 49 Adams et al. (1997)

Picea abies 13.2 Isozymes (11) 70 Pakkanen et al. (2000)

Quercus robur 4.5 nSSRs (6) 70 Buiteveld et al. (2001)

Pinus pinaster 11.8 cpSSRs (6) 36 Plomion et al. (2001)

Pinus thunbergii 0.5 RAPDs (28) 2 Goto et al. (2002)

Pinus brutia 11.2 Isozymes (14) 86 Kaya et al. (2006)

Pinus pinaster 4 nSSRs (3) 52 Fernandes et al. (2008)

Pinus sylvestris 13.7 nSSRs (9) 52 Torimaru et al. (2009)

Pinus koraiensis 1 nSSRs (13) 25 Feng et al. (2010)

Pinus brutia 17.8 cpSSRs (6) 39 Present study
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earlier seed orchard studies in forest trees. Moreover, 
another study based on allozymes and carried out in 
another seed orchard of the same species within the same 
region showed 85.7% pollen contamination (Kaya et al., 
2006). The pollen contamination level in the present seed 
orchard was much lower than that reported by Kaya et al. 
(2006). The high contamination level of the latter orchard 
reported by Kaya et al. (2006) may be due to its relatively 
young age (11 years old) as well as to 2 neighboring stands 
located about 100 m away from the studied orchard. Harju 
and Nikkanen (1996) estimated 48% pollen contamination 
in a P. sylvestris seed orchard isolated from other stands 
by about 2 km. Pakkanen et al. (2000) in Picea abies 
and Slavov et al. (2005a) in Pseudotsuga menziesii also 
estimated pollen contamination levels in 3 different years 
and the mean contamination level was 70% and 35.3%, 
respectively. Although contaminant pollen generally has 
a lower breeding value than pollen originating from the 
seed orchard clones, the assessment of genetic quality of 
incoming pollen from outside stands is puzzling. If the 
genes are introduced to a seed orchard via alien pollen that 
originated from populations maladapted to the habitat of 
the offspring establishment, gene flow may reduce the 
fitness of the offspring and seriously affect the survival and 
production of operational plantations.

Pollen contamination level depends on several factors, 
including the amounts of pollen production inside an 
orchard, the flowering synchronization among the orchard 
clones, the timing and duration of female cone receptivity 
of orchard clones relative to other pollen sources, the level 
of pollen production in neighboring stands, and annual 
weather variation (such as wind direction, temperature, 
and rainfall) during the period of male conelet maturation 
and female conelet receptivity (Harju and Muona, 1989; 
Burczyk et al., 2004b; Alizoti et al., 2010). The data related 
to annual climatic conditions prevailing over the last 10 
years in the seed orchard area show that the mean monthly 
temperatures during the flowering season (2006) had not 
significantly deviated for the last 10 years, including the 
year of the flowering. However, the last 10 years’ means 
of monthly precipitations were unstable during the 
flowering seasons of the involved years, ranging from 
288.58 mm (2008) to 1410.20 mm (2012). Total annual 
precipitation of rain in the year of flowering (2006) was 
above average (1159.52 mm) (www.tutiempo.net). The 
timing of the flowering season for individual species varies 
from year to year, depending on weather conditions, and 
this may partly confound the relationship between pollen 
accumulation rates and climate conditions in individual 
months in the flowering year, as a given calendar month 
may in some years cover a larger or smaller proportion 
of the flowering season of a given plant species (Nielsen 
et al. 2010). Many reports about pollen contamination in 

seed orchards have demonstrated that gene flow can be 
extensive, and there is evidence that the pollen of widely 
distributed forest tree species can disperse over large 
distances, from 10 up to 100 km (Burczyk et al., 2004a). 
In this study, the per-mother-tree proportion of progenies 
fertilized by the pollen coming from the clones of the seed 
orchard ranged from 50% to 90%. This means that some 
factors such as flowering phenology and clonal fertility 
variation might cause pollination variation among mother 
trees. Additionally, earlier and later receptive trees in seed 
orchards are more prone to being fertilized by alien pollens 
(Harju and Nikkanen, 1996; Slavov et al., 2005a). 

Although pollen contamination might increase genetic 
diversity in a seed orchard crop, it also seriously reduces 
the potential genetic gain to be obtained from the seed of 
the orchard (Fast et al., 1986). In addition, outside gene 
flow might reduce or improve the adaptability of produced 
seeds. The background pollination estimated in this study 
appears to have caused losses in the predicted genetic 
gains from the clonal seed orchard crop by 20%. Plomion 
et al. (2001) reported the pollen contamination rate as 36% 
in the P. pinaster polycross seed orchard and estimated that 
genetic gain was reduced by 18.25%. Kaya et al. (2006) 
reported that the expected genetic gain in P. brutia seed 
orchard crops was reduced by at least 43% due to a high 
level of pollen contamination. Flowering asymmetry and 
variations of pollen production among trees within the 
orchard were probably the main factors that cause pollen 
contamination and thereby reduction in the genetic gain. 

In order to reduce pollen contamination and thus 
increase the genetic gain obtained from the seed orchard 
crops, some precautions should be taken. First, the 
establishment of seed orchards in areas well isolated from 
putative contamination sources can be one of the most 
practical methods. Second, using a greater number of 
ramets in wider areas might increase pollen production in 
the orchard. Third, selection of clones that synchronize well 
and produce abundant and almost equal numbers of male 
and female conelets might also increase pollen production 
in the orchard. Another approach is the reorganization of 
the seed orchard environment. If there are trees belonging 
to natural (wild) populations, as was the case in the present 
study, the removal of these trees could help reducing 
pollen contamination. Fast-growing and adaptable species 
to the region (i.e. Pinus pinea, Eucalyptus sp., Cupressus 
sp.) can also be planted to establish an isolation zone 
around the seed orchard. It may be worthwhile to apply 
pollen management strategies such as cone stimulation 
(for example, use of gibberellins to increase reproductive 
output), use of controlled pollination whenever possible, 
and supplemental mass pollination to increase the genetic 
quality of the seeds produced (Caron and Leblanc, 1992; 
Kaya et al., 2006; Stoehr et al., 2006; Fernandes et al., 2008).



548

BİLGEN and KAYA / Turk J Agric For

Acknowledgments
This study was supported by the Akdeniz University Scientific 
Research Projects Unit (Project No.: 2008.03.0121.005). 
We thank Dr Kani Işık (Department of Biology, Faculty of 
Science, Akdeniz University, Antalya, Turkey) for valuable 
comments and critical reading of the manuscript. We 
are grateful to Dr John Frampton (North Carolina State 

University, NC, USA) and Dr Fikret Işık (North Carolina 
State University, NC, USA) for reviews and suggestions on 
the final version the manuscript. Dr Yusuf Kurt, Dr Eşref 
Demir, Dr İlker Çinbilgel, and Dr Sezgi Şeref Gün helped 
during the field work in the seed orchard and the nearby 
natural stand. We gratefully acknowledge the contributions 
of all these persons and institutions.

References

Adams WT, Burczyk J (1993). GENFLOW: A Computer Program 
for Estimating Levels of Pollen Contamination in Clonal Seed 
Orchards. Release 1. Corvallis, OR, USA: Department of Forest 
Science, Oregon State University. 

Adams WT, Hipkins VD, Burczyk J, Randall WK (1997). Pollen 
contamination trends in a maturing Douglas-fir seed orchard. 
Can J Forest Res 27: 131–134.

Alizoti PG, Kilimis K, Gallios P (2010). Temporal and spatial 
variation of flowering among Pinus nigra Arn. clones under 
changing climatic conditions. For Ecol Manag 259: 786–797.

Boydak M (2004). Silvicultural characteristics and natural 
regeneration of Pinus brutia Ten.: a review. Plant Ecol 171: 
153–163.

Boydak M, Dirik H, Çalıkoğlu M (2006). Kızılçamın (Pinus brutia 
Ten.) Biyolojisi ve Silvikültürü (Biology and Silviculture 
of Turkish Red Pine (Pinus brutia Ten.)). Ankara, Turkey: 
Ormancılığı Geliştirme ve Orman Yangınları ile Mücadele 
Hizmetlerini Destekleme Vakfı Yayını, Lazer Ofset Matbaası 
(in Turkish and in English).

Bucci G, Anzidei M, Madaghiele A, Vendramin GG (1998). Detection 
of haplotypic variation and natural hybridization in halepensis-
complex pine species using chloroplast simple sequence repeat 
(SSR) markers. Mol Ecol 7: 1633–1645.

Bucci G, Gonzalez-Martinez SC, Le Provost G, Plomion C, Ribeiro 
MM, Sebastiani F, Alia A, Vendramin GG (2007). Range-wide 
phylogeography and gene zones in Pinus pinaster Ait. revealed 
by chloroplast microsatellite markers. Mol Ecol 16: 2137–2153.

Buiteveld J, Bakker EG, Bovenschen J, Vries De SMG (2001). 
Paternity analysis in a seed orchard of Quercus robur L. and 
estimation of the amount of background pollination using 
microsatellite markers. For Genet 8: 331–337.

Burczyk J, Difazio SP, Adams WT (2004a). Gene flow in forest trees: 
how far do genes really travel? For Genet 11: 179–192. 

Burczyk J, Lewandowski A, Chalupka W (2004b). Local pollen 
dispersal and distant gene flow in Norway spruce (Picea abies 
[L.] Karst.). For Ecol Manag 197: 39–48.

Caron GE, Leblanc R (1992). Pollen contamination in a small black 
spruce seedling seed orchard for 3 consecutive years. For Ecol 
Manag 53: 245–261.

Codesido V, Merlo E, Fernandez-Lopez J (2005). Clonal variation 
in the phenology of flowering in a Pinus radiata D.Don seed 
orchard in northern Spain. Silvae Genet 54: 246–256. 

Cuenca A, Escalante AE, Pinero D (2003). Long-distance 
colonization, isolation by distance, and historical demography 
in a relictual Mexican pinyon pine (Pinus nelsonii Shaw) as 
revealed by paternally inherited genetic markers (cpSSRs). Mol 
Ecol 12: 2087–2097. 

Dellaporta SL, Wood J, Hicks JB (1983). A plant DNA minipreparation: 
version II. Plant Mol Biol Rep 1: 19–21.

Dzialuk A, Burczyk J (2004). PCR-multiplex of six chloroplast 
microsatellites for population studies and genetic typing in 
Pinus sylvestris. Silvae Genet 53: 246–248.

Dzialuk A, Muchewicz E, Boratynski A, Montserrat JM, Boratynska 
K, Burczyk J (2009). Genetic variation of Pinus uncinata 
(Pinaceae) in the Pyrenees determined with cpSSR markers. 
Plant Syst Evol 277: 197–205.

El-Kassaby YA, Rudin D, Yazdani R (1989). Levels of outcrossing 
and contamination in two Pinus sylvestris L. seed orchards in 
northern Sweden. Scand J For Res 4: 41–49.

Excoffier L, Laval G, Schneider S (2005). ARLEQUIN Ver 3.0: An 
integrated software package for population genetics data 
analysis. Evol Bioinform Online 1: 47–50.

Fady B, Semerci H, Vendramin GG (2003). EUFORGEN Technical 
Guidelines for Genetic Conservation and Use for Aleppo Pine 
(Pinus halepensis) and Brutia Pine (Pinus brutia). Rome, Italy: 
International Plant Genetic Resources Institute.

Fast W, Dancik BP, Bower RC (1986). Mating system and pollen 
contamination in a Douglas-fir clone bank. Can J For Res 16: 
1314–1319.

Feng FJ, Sui X, Chen MM, Zhao D, Han SJ, Li MH (2010). Mode 
of pollen spread in clonal seed orchard of Pinus koraiensis. J 
Biophysical Chem 1: 33–39.

Fernandes L, Rocheta M, Cordeiro J, Pereira S, Gerber S, Oliveira 
MM, Ribeiro MM (2008). Genetic variation, mating patterns 
and gene flow in a Pinus pinaster Aiton clonal seed orchard. 
Ann For Sci 65: 706.

Friedman ST, Adams WT (1985). Estimation of gene flow into two 
seed orchards of loblolly pine (Pinus taeda L.). Theor Appl 
Genet 69: 609–615.

Goto S, Miyahara F, Ide Y (2002). Identification of the male parents 
of half-sib progeny from Japanese black pine (Pinus thunbergii 
Parl.) clonal seed orchard using RAPD markers. Breeding 
Science 52: 71–77.

Goto S, Watanabe A, Miyahara F, Mori Y (2005). Reproductive success 
of pollen derived from selected and non-selected sources and 
its impact on the performance of crops in a nematode-resistant 
Japanese black pine seed orchard. Silvae Genet 54: 69–76.

Harju A, Muona O (1989). Background pollination in Pinus sylvestris 
seed orchards. Scand J For Res 4: 513–520.

Harju AM, Nikkanen T (1996). Reproductive success of orchard and 
nonorchard pollens during different stages of pollen shedding 
in a Scots pine seed orchard. Can J For Res 26: 1096–1102.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x96-129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x96-129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x96-129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2009.06.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2009.06.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2009.06.029
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:VEGE.0000029373.54545.d2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:VEGE.0000029373.54545.d2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/B:VEGE.0000029373.54545.d2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294x.1998.00466.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294x.1998.00466.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294x.1998.00466.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294x.1998.00466.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2007.03275.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2007.03275.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2007.03275.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.2007.03275.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2004.05.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2004.05.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2004.05.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0378-1127(92)90045-B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0378-1127(92)90045-B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0378-1127(92)90045-B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294X.2003.01890.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294X.2003.01890.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294X.2003.01890.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294X.2003.01890.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-294X.2003.01890.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02712670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02712670
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00606-008-0123-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00606-008-0123-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00606-008-0123-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00606-008-0123-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827588909382544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827588909382544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827588909382544
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x86-232
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x86-232
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x86-232
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/jbpc.2010.11004
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/jbpc.2010.11004
http://dx.doi.org/10.4236/jbpc.2010.11004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/forest:2008049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/forest:2008049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/forest:2008049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1051/forest:2008049
http://dx.doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.52.71
http://dx.doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.52.71
http://dx.doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.52.71
http://dx.doi.org/10.1270/jsbbs.52.71
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827588909382584
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827588909382584
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x26-121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x26-121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x26-121


549

BİLGEN and KAYA / Turk J Agric For

İçgen Y, Kaya Z, Çengel B, Velioğlu E, Öztürk H, Önde S (2006). 
Potential impact of forest management and tree improvement 
on genetic diversity of Turkish red pine (Pinus brutia Ten.) 
plantations in Turkey. For Ecol Manag 225: 328–336.

Jones ME, Shepherd M, Henry R, Delves A (2008). Pollen flow in 
Eucalyptus grandis determined by paternity analysis using 
microsatellite markers. Tree Genet Genomes 4: 37–47.

Kandemir GE, Kandemir İ, Kaya Z (2004). Genetic variation in 
Turkish red pine (Pinus brutia Ten.) seed stands as determined 
by RAPD markers. Silvae Genet 53: 169–175.

Kang KS, Lindgren D, Mullin TJ (2004). Fertility variation, genetic 
relatedness, and their impacts on gene diversity of seeds from 
a seed orchard of Pinus thunbergii. Silvae Genet 53: 202–206.

Kang KS, Harju AM, Lindgren D, Nikkanen T, Almqvist C, Suh 
GU (2001). Variation in effective number of clones in seed 
orchards. New For 21: 17–33.

Kaya N, Işık K (2010). Genetic identification of clones and the 
genetic structure of seed crops in a Pinus brutia seed orchard. 
Turk J Agric For 34: 127–134.

Kaya N, Isik K, Adams WT (2006). Mating system and pollen 
contamination in a Pinus brutia seed orchard. New For 31: 
409–416.

Kimura M, Crow JM (1978). Effect of overall phenotypic selection 
on genetic change at individual loci. P Natl Acad Sci USA 75: 
6168–6171.

Kurt Y, Bilgen B, Kaya N, Işık K (2011). Genetic comparison of Pinus 
brutia Ten. populations from different elevations by RAPD 
markers. Notulae Botanicae Horti Agrobotanici Cluj-Napoca 
39: 299–304.

Kurt Y, Gonzalez-Martinez SC, Alia R, Işık K (2012). Genetic 
differentiation in Pinus brutia Ten. using molecular markers 
and quantitative traits: the role of altitude. Ann For Sci 69: 
345–351.

Lise Y, Kaya Z, Işık F, Sabuncu R, Kandemir İ, Önde S (2007). The 
impact of over-exploitation on the genetic structure of Turkish 
red pine (Pinus brutia Ten.) populations determined by RAPD 
markers. Silva Fenn 41: 211–220.

Mirov NT (1967). The Genus Pinus. New York, NY, USA: The Ronald 
Press Company. 

Moriguchi Y, Prescher F, Lindgren D (2008). Optimum lifetime for 
Swedish Picea abies seed orchards. New For 35: 147–157.

Ne’eman G, Trabaud L (2000). Ecology, Biogeography and 
Management of Pinus halepensis and P. brutia Forest Ecosystems 
in the Mediterranean Basin. Leiden, the Netherlands: Backhuys 
Publishers.

Nei M (1987). Molecular Evolutionary Genetics. New York, NY, 
USA: Columbia University Press.

Nielsen AN, Moller PF, Giesecke T, Stavngaard B, Fontana SL, 
Bradshaw RHW (2010). The effect of climate conditions on 
inter-annual flowering variability monitored by pollen traps 
below the canopy in Draved Forest, Denmark. Veget Hist 
Archaeobot 19: 309–323. 

OGM (2012). Türkiye Orman Varlığı-2012. Ankara, Turkey: T.C. 
Orman ve Su İşleri Bakanlığı, Orman Genel Müdürlüğü, 
Orman İdaresi ve Planlama Dairesi Başkanlığı Yayın No.: 85 
(in Turkish).  

Pakkanen A, Nikkanen T, Pulkkinen P (2000). Annual variation in 
pollen contamination and outcrossing in a Picea abies seed 
orchard. Scand J For Res 15: 399–404.

Paule L, Lindgren D, Yazdani R (1993). Allozyme frequencies, 
outcrossing rate and pollen contamination in Picea abies seed 
orchards. Scand J For Res 8: 8–17.

Peakall R, Smouse PE (2006). GENALEX 6: Genetic Analysis in 
Excel. Population genetic software for teaching and research. 
Mol Ecol Notes 6: 288–295.

Petit RJ, Mousadik A, Pons O (1998). Identifying populations for 
conservation on the basis of genetic markers. Conserv Biol 12: 
844–855.

Plomion C, LeProvost G, Pot D, Vendramin G, Gerber S, Decroocq 
S, Brach J, Raffin A, Pastuszka P (2001). Pollen contamination 
in a maritime pine polycross seed orchard and certification of 
improved seeds using chloroplast microsatellites. Can J For Res 
31: 1816–1825.

Scalfi M, Piotti A, Rossi M, Piovani P (2009). Genetic variability of 
Italian southern Scots pine (Pinus sylvestris L.) populations: the 
rear edge of the range. Eur J Forest Res 128: 377–386.

Shannon CE, Weaver W (1949). The Mathematical Theory of 
Communication. Champaign, IL, USA: University of Illinois 
Press.

Slavov GT, Howe GT, Adams WT (2005a). Pollen contamination and 
mating patterns in a Douglas-fir seed orchard as measured by 
simple sequence repeat markers. Can J For Res 35: 1592–1603.

Slavov GT, Howe GT, Gyaourova AV, Birkes DS, Adams WT (2005b). 
Estimating pollen flow using SSR markers and paternity 
exclusion: accounting for mistyping. Mol Ecol 14: 3109–3121.

Slavov GT, Howe GT, Yakovlev I, Edwards KJ, Krutovskii KV, Tuskan 
GA, Carlson JE, Strauss SH, Adams WT (2004). Highly variable 
SSR markers in Douglas-fir: Mendelian inheritance and map 
locations. Theor Appl Genet 108: 873–880.

Smith DB, Adams WT (1983). Measuring pollen contamination 
in clonal seed orchards with the aid of genetic markers. In: 
Proceedings of the 17th Southern Forest Tree Improvement 
Conference, 6–9 June 1983; Athens, GA, USA; pp. 69–77.

Squillace AE, Long EM (1981). Proportion of pollen from nonorchard 
sources. In: Franklin EC, editor. Pollen Management 
Handbook. Washington, DC, USA: USDA, pp. 15–19.

Stoehr M, Mehl H, Nicholson G, Pieper G, Newton C (2006). 
Evaluating supplemental mass pollination efficacy in a 
lodgepole pine orchard in British Columbia using chloroplast 
DNA markers. New For 31: 83–90.

Torimaru T, Wang XR, Fries A, Andersson B, Lindgren D (2009). 
Evaluation of pollen contamination in an advanced Scots pine 
seed orchard. Silvae Genet 58: 262–269.

Tozkar CO, Önde S, Kaya Z (2009). The phylogenetic relationship 
between populations of marginally and sympatrically located 
Pinus halepensis Mill. and Pinus brutia Ten. in Turkey, based on 
the ITS-2 region. Turk J Agric For 33: 363–373.   

Van Buijtenen JP (1971). Seed orchard design, theory and practice. 
Southern Conf Forest Tree Imp Proc 11: 192–206.

Vendramin GG, Lelli L, Rossi P, Morgante M (1996). A set of primers 
for the amplification of chloroplast microsatellites in Pinaceae. 
Mol Ecol 5: 595–598.

Yazdani R, Lindgren D (1991). Variation of pollen contamination in 
a Scots pine seed orchard. Silvae Genet 40: 243–245.

Zobel BJ, Talbert J (2003). Applied Forest Tree Improvement. 
Caldwell, NJ, USA: The Blackburn Press.

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2006.01.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2006.01.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2006.01.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2006.01.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11295-007-0086-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11295-007-0086-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11295-007-0086-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1010785222169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1010785222169
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/A:1010785222169
journals.tubitak.gov.tr/agriculture/issues/tar-10-34-2/tar-34-2-4-0904-11.pdf
journals.tubitak.gov.tr/agriculture/issues/tar-10-34-2/tar-34-2-4-0904-11.pdf
journals.tubitak.gov.tr/agriculture/issues/tar-10-34-2/tar-34-2-4-0904-11.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-005-0876-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-005-0876-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-005-0876-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.75.12.6168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.75.12.6168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.75.12.6168
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13595-011-0169-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13595-011-0169-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13595-011-0169-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s13595-011-0169-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.14214/sf.291
http://dx.doi.org/10.14214/sf.291
http://dx.doi.org/10.14214/sf.291
http://dx.doi.org/10.14214/sf.291
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-007-9068-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-007-9068-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00334-010-0253-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00334-010-0253-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00334-010-0253-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00334-010-0253-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00334-010-0253-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/028275800750172574
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/028275800750172574
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/028275800750172574
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827589309382751
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827589309382751
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02827589309382751
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-8286.2005.01155.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-8286.2005.01155.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1471-8286.2005.01155.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.1998.96489.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.1998.96489.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.1998.96489.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x01-115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x01-115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x01-115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x01-115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x01-115
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10342-009-0273-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10342-009-0273-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10342-009-0273-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x05-082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x05-082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1139/x05-082
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294x.2005.02620.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294x.2005.02620.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294x.2005.02620.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00122-003-1490-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00122-003-1490-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00122-003-1490-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00122-003-1490-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-004-5398-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-004-5398-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-004-5398-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11056-004-5398-4
journals.tubitak.gov.tr/agriculture/issues/tar-09-33-4/tar-33-4-5-0811-26.pdf
journals.tubitak.gov.tr/agriculture/issues/tar-09-33-4/tar-33-4-5-0811-26.pdf
journals.tubitak.gov.tr/agriculture/issues/tar-09-33-4/tar-33-4-5-0811-26.pdf
journals.tubitak.gov.tr/agriculture/issues/tar-09-33-4/tar-33-4-5-0811-26.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.1996.tb00353.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.1996.tb00353.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-294X.1996.tb00353.x

	Chloroplast DNA variation and pollen contamination in a Pinus brutia Ten. clonal seed orchard: implication for progeny performance in plantations
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1642706282.pdf.VlSQ7

