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I%ﬂ%* 5 BEHHESTXEZRAR
CEEE xaE

( 1. AbTIiTE A2 ARl 2epe, JLET 1008755 2. M EBE AR T R4 5k
WY EZE SR E, JLat 100093; 3. dbRi k¥ A&, dbat 100871 )

4:,

ﬁ

R \

B E. UFE(Euwnymus L) FAIEE ( Glyptopetalum Thw.) I R G X RZA KWLk &Z 4, WEE E12

BB R RIS BN R 12 Fl DO &8 17 Fh AR 7 )& ( Microtropis Wall. ex Meisn.) 2 F, 34431 4~43

J 6 (0TUs) , UHIJE}JF%T[‘T 56 MIEASTEAR, [F A R ZE 70 (UPGMA) R FE AR F5 50 H (PCoA ) B 5 ¥
ﬁT’;’?ﬂIEﬁJ\* W9, SORERH] IR 5 TP 8 B 8 e W R AL A, =38 Z RIAFTE R JE SR RE A
% = . ( Euonymus chloranthoides Yang) 1 iR &% M 1L oF ( E. pallidifolium Hayata) L K 1 R ¥4

[Glyptopetalumfengu (Chun & F. C. How) Ding Hou] . H# W [ G. geloniifolium ( Chun & F. C. How)

C. Y. Cheng] . ZWFFEN 8 1 e A1 o TLoF J& 1) — N2, RIVA AR 2 (Sect. Glyptopetalum ) , TEAEA T TLA 4

(Sect. llicifolia) BT NAH, XHAREFRFHET S BN, “JFFFJK R TE R kB H AR
F GO BH RS IRERE AL 0 B8 T2 AT R B 387 SR T2 5 T R AE 5 2R e A B A TLoF i 7026

T A EERINAE,

KR Dorls, WilkE, AR, B nky, BENr, B8R
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A numerical taxonomic analysis of Glyptopetalum
and Euonymus ( Celastraceae)

LIU Huiyuan'?, MENG Shiyong’, LIU Quanru'"

( 1. College of Life Sciences, Beijing Normal University, Beijing 100875, China; 2. State Key Laboratory of Systematic and Evolutionary Botany,

Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100093, China; 3. College of Biology, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China )

Abstract; The systematic relationship between the genera Euonymus L. and Glyptopetalum Thw. has been controversial
for a long time. In order to clarify it, we selected 31 operational taxonomic units (OTUs) (12 from Glyptopetalum, 17
from Euonymus, and 2 from Microtropis Wall. ex Meisn. ) , measured 56 morphological characters of them, and performed
cluster analysis (unweighted pair group method using arithmetic average) as well as principal coordinate analysis. The
results were as follows: Glyptopetalum and Euonymus had a high morphological similarity, between which were some

transition groups, e. g. Euonymus chloranihoides Yang, E. pallidifolius Hayata, Glypiopetalum fengii ( Chun et F.

WeFs B H#A: 2020-06-02
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C. How) Ding Hou, and G. geloniifolium ( Chun et F. C. How) C. Y. Cheng. The study suggested that it is more

reasonable to place Glyptopetalum as Euonymus Sect. Glypiopetalum, near Euonymus Sect. [licifolia. The principal

coordinate analysis (PCoA) showed the great taxonomic value of some characters in Euonymus, including leaf blade

length and width, number of lateral veins, petals, locules, ovules per locule, inflorescence branches, presence/absence

of aril, dehiscence of capsule, flowering time, and infructescence stalk length.

Key words: FEuonymus L., Glyptopetalum Thw., morphological characters, quantitative taxonomy, cluster analysis

(UPGMA) , principal coordinate analysis( PCoA )

T or & FJE T L X B ( Celastraceae ) T ¥ %
( Euonymeae) , f 45 1% 4 b DA R IE38 R £ 255
M T ST S A4, B IR TP 4 ( Sect.
Uniloculares) IRZ$ T3 21 ( Sect. Melanocarya) Jll
2H (Sect. Echinococcus) 27 B 24 ( Sect. Ilicifolii)
AL 2H (Sect. Euonymus) , Z%JEZ) 129 Ff Bz
JEMR DA ( Euonymus europaeus L.) , 7345 T 4 VAR 2
TR A VAT R ks DX R ] P gl DX A
oS Z R L (MRS, 19995 Ma, 2001)
V8 IE ( Glyptopetalum Thw.) R 2 4 KAt &
FHA 1AM A R FRIE T TP J& oSz ok
(Thwaites, 1856) ,#EF N8 2 103 ( Glyptopetalum
zeylanicum Thw.) ,ZJBZIH 40 F, 7040 T Aty
Ry R4 10~ 13 B, 5040 T 04 . o F i
T R 5 S A5 B ST A B DX 2 Y i 43 A ) L
% (Hou, 1963; U #f 4% 5%, 1999; Meng et al.,
2012) . SR, 18 I8 1Y R Ge AL — BAFTE S,
— LS ARV I R B 4 B A0 AR 1
FoRek B BA 3~ 7 50 k5 22 00 A 5l 45 10 FF
fiE , RRRR AR Ry — Al 7 19 @ Ab # ( Prain, 18915
Hou, 1962; i #H2%, 1999; Meng et al., 2012;
Simmons et al., 2012; Savinov, 2014) ; Ml A B2~ &
AN Ry TP J& A8 S FE B, Y R S 1) e i T
TF & #9728 S35 BBl ( Kurz, 1877; Baillon, 1880) .
Simmons et al. (2012) 45 & T 25 27 1 if 8 1K 3 [A]
(matK, trnl-F) AZIEH (ITS F1 26S rDNA) X T F
ﬁ%(Euonymeae) ﬁﬁ?T%%ﬁ%%*ﬁ, e SN
w5 Doy Ry WA s — R LR, Li et
al. (2014) XF T J& A& 45 48 W M 2 B
W3 F P31 (ITS FETS) A1 3 BEMFLR{ASEH (psbA-
trnH . rp136-infA-rps8 Fl trnC-ycf6 ) f T e S AL SR 7%
(MP) F1 DLt 4347 ( B, BF5E 45 2R Bon 19 38 5

D Jm L R — > AR 2R, AR, AN B
FET DR (2 A3 A) MRS VA R ) b AR B
DR BOEAT Y, T R =2 2R G2 1 A 455 VA
B R BRI 5387, TE A0 B35 BTG, 1 s
HTFEN RGN E KRBT E B R A
Hr( Simmons et al., 2012)

$ 53252 ( numerical taxonomy) H 20 4 60
A Sokal 1 Sneath A1 7. DLk | 28 i 24 I B W
T 54y % 26 2% (cadisties ) . PE b 4y 2K 2
(evolutionary taxonomy) JFFIA2EUR , ik /32 2a AR
IR AR R G, (H T AT LU A 4 25 &
GEHEATIRUE 53 BT, 2 1 — e RS 35U A5, & BR LA
ZAE A AR (B FIBRZSE,1991) , @ %k
SR ITNEC S M T V25028 Y BExE R
(B FIBRZRTE, 1991; B 224E, 1995; SBIRLE
45, 19975 ARG, 2007; KR4, 2010; PRE
WA, 2012) JFEAE DRI s, & PR
G- iz e — 86 gy o 22 ] A AH L OG B TORS 2 A
(2012) X ToF JE R R PP A48 1 B o3 282750 i
WK JE M T F (E. hemsleyanus ) 5 % ] T op
(E. angustatus) JEA T (E. echinatus) 5IoH T
¥ (E. subsessilis) 55 A5 FF; Yao (2018b) HRHEAE
HIEASGEA AT o7 JR AR T $iit o3 28 2% 40 i, oF
UL N B0 B I BR B  SE AR IR AR 4 2 2 rh
HAEEME, ASCH IR M (UPGMA) F1
AEFRAIHT (PCoA ) 55 7 ¥R X L7 Bl b ToF & 510
JRAE Z IR AH B G R AT IR AT, DUIR Y — 3%
Z ARG KR,

1 MHEF*

1.1 #F#l
KBSy ALK F H B 27 B A 90 0F 5% T A AR
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TE(PE) b 5T IW i K 2= A iy Bl 27 B A8 90 A A8 1
(BNU) , &850 4 L Ry 75 & B S0 >R 4 B B & 41 KL
Wb AEE LRV | 2 Fe A P A L EAT TR A
SEHOILEE , ARG TV 2 MR . A SCEk ik B0
Melm 128 DA JEP s Tora 3 f iR T
A3 Fp A 6 ff R TIPAL 3 Fp SR 17
42 m R IFJE 2 B 38 314 OTUs (K 1)
HT ExJE5 M| ITFE (Micotropis Wall. ex
Meisn. ) #f R X8 A2 2R fE R GE AL AT —SE R
B (Simmonns & Jennifer, 1999) . K I, 7% 3% B
i L7 J@ AR T Ja F ik i e i P26
1.2 ik

B PR A ] I RO, 7 AR R RO 58
G, R P AR R AR R AT S 05 . IR S04
25 (1990) B o3 S MR U, 8 B — SR 36
A GESEUEIEIR 9 4> AP 28R 114, 3k
T 56 MERFEPR (£ 2) . HORBEERA Gt 2%
A (2012) FIZ=HE45 (2013) BYTT %,

2oy M A 22 72 4 g B 43 R ] NTSYS-pe
2.10e BAA7E 1743 #1 ( Rohlf, 2005) .

R R I IR EE L S B AT AR AL Ad
P TR AR I AR R R AT IR 2R AT
THIA IR IS G 5 7 3R 2 A R ¥ R B g 6 % T LA
Fe 88 F1 54T Mantel K600 3158 05 22 B 25 40 [ LA &
FHOCE 2R B, LAR 78 12 S A 0] Tt 0 o 285 4 B 1Y)
fOREERE ;2 REW K, 12587715 ] UPGMA
( unweighted pair-group method using arithmetic
averages ) .

2T WG e B (PCA) A A AR 4y
BT (PCoA ) 72 Bt 73 28 A WF 5 b i i Wi i 22 742
PN, BT R AN S T B R R T
fiE53 7 ( Sneath & Sokal, 1973; Schilling & Heiser,
19765 Kent & Coker, 1992) , PRI T 45k 4= 48 b5 43
B b 32 14343 B I FH B 22 ( Sneath, 2000 ; Khalik et
al., 2002; Sebola & Balkwill, 2009) , A~ 3t % JH
EJ:TT Gt HAACEBRUNT « 7 bR o Ak A B il
ESRAR G 2 B SR HE AR G 28 H ) R E 1 ARRAIE 1]
3 15 B AE PR AR A = 4 32 A bR 4 B R Y A7 far
i, FIH Origin 2018 AR 46 1y — 3= A br e s — 4k
AR

2 ERE A

2.1 BESH

X T J& AR A JE LA AR T T8 2H B 31 4
OTUs #£17 UPGMA R Hr i 4528 (18 1) B8R,
RECAT LK 31 4 OTUs 431 8 A2

A KB R T8 )& (Microtropis ) B9 2 4~ Ff,
BIAREE B ILF (M. caudata ) FVAHR AR LA (M.
XK AL RS &
1.3 Lﬁa‘%,ﬁi%%ﬁfeﬂﬂﬁié%,m 5
AR A G, e e, Ok 2, FEEERA 2
AMRER R 2 RO TOER R

B S HE, 4G 2R TP 4 (Sect. Uniloculares)
BB P T 7 ( Euonymus schensianus ) F1 £F i T %
(E. giraldii) . HFZERHAE R X A4 A 47 &
ARG, RPAETF 24, A6 4 B, w01 4,
T A | I 25 R AN A B 4
1 v AR A K A

C M, AL 45 R 2 T F 4 (Sect. Melanocarya)
M T (E. alatus) A B (E. centidens) F12%
¥ (E. dielsianus) , H 3 ZRRAE 04, 48 4
B kmsx, 7 aE BA 1~2 DIREK, A
L ERF—FLL b

D ZK8E, 6045 Do 4 (Sect. Euonymus ) XUKF .
2l (Subsect. Euonymus) W) FH ¥ ¥ ( E. maackii) .
Fide T o7 (E. nitidus) F1 2 ¥ W 41 ( Subsect.
Multiovulatae) B@ﬁ%ﬂ%(E myrianthus ) RIETD
¥ (E. grandiflorus) o 325 RFAEJ& I X 2R 30 %
AN 4% BH6E, FHREES4 1036 ME
SERER, 9 R R A, HOR TR RN B
IR IR U

E &8 A0 45 H 2R T8 2H ( Sect. Echinococcus )
BB T (E. aculeatus ) . JC W T 7 ( E.
subsessilis ) FIIEHEE T (E. scandens) . H: 3 BAHFE
SEREARTEA MRS 18 AT W A, 46 4 5, B
WAM, FHEEEA 1AL R RS, 5 525,
b B 41

F B AT D4 (Sect. Micifolii) BT
B (E. japonicus) . F§)I BA (E. bockii) . 55013

osmanthoides)
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Table 1 Sample numbers of taxon used for this study

75 L T A BURE P L T A BURE
No. Operational taxonomic unit Sample number No. Operational taxonomic unit Sample number

1 AN DA Evonymus aculeatus 13 17 HKOTF E. theacolus 45

2 TBF E. alatus 15 18 L5V Glyptopetalum aquifolium 3

3 B BF E. bockii 41 19 KB MW G. continentale 17

4 BT E. centidens 11 20 B G. feddei 25

5 7 TF E. chloranthoides 5 21 WRITAIR G. fengii 7

6 L TDF E. dielsianus 6 22 FRIEHE G. geloniifolium 12

7 25 PF E. giraldii 9 23 HIHEIE 6. dlicifolium 12

8 KIETDF E. grandiflorus 8 24 WE A G. lancilimbum 4

9 K5 TF E. japonicus 18 25 HKEH I G. longepedunculatum 21

10 HAL ¥ E. maackii 27 26 KA G. longipedicellatum 38

11 KBDF E. myrianthus 19 27 KB G. reticulinerve 2

12 B TP E. nitidus 13 28 B G. rhytidophyllum 34

13 IREEM TP E. pallidifolius 8 29 TF IRV G. sclerocarpum 6

14 JERE L F E. scandens 10 30 REMIBF Microtropis caudata 4

15 BV ToF E. schensianus 15 31 KRB TF M. osmanthoides 4

16 T BF E. subsessilis 9

F (E. theacolus) IRZkWM B (E. pallidifolius ) 14
W8 V8 M 4L (Sect. Glyptopetalum ) V) i Fa 5 i
Ho# AR (G
geloniifolium) B AR X A , %A B
W A 4 B s fbee i, Tl ERA 1A E
2 MBI AR IRER 3R B 6 .

G, LA 1 Fh, BINEE = T ( Euonymus
chloranthoides ) , 3 BLRRAE & 0 X A2 1 S A B
W, AT A 346 A6 5 B, SRa eI %A
AEFEE NG MR AC 2258, T H R E S 1~2 MEA
Tk, BRI S, RS A B B G BB B KR 43

H 2B R, 3 2 0l e J& IR 41 ( Sect.
Patelliformia) #54) , H E BRI X6 78 4 %L,
T hrtEE BA 1AM ERIRER, 5 R T 25 BA 18
i R BANE  IBORh B AL B RD T3 — 2 B o
koo ARZEREN] i 2 AS/NERE — 3 A i
( Glyptopetalum rhytidophyllum ) . ¥ 1 15 | ( G.
longipedicellatum) SRV (G. sclerocarpum) K Fifi
1M (G. continentale) % ) VI ( G. feddei) FN R H:
VA (6. reticulinerve) , & BAFIETTA, M H K
15 cm; 75 —ZNH WM (G. aquifolium) {57

( Glyptopetalum  fengii ) |

( G. ilicifolium) PZEF VA ( G. lancilimbum) FI4NAE
VAE(G. longepedunculatum) , FZHFEEFEA M F
K/NF 15 em,

2.2 FLERSH (PCoA)

FARAR AR (3 3) Bon | 2 D EARFRAY
BUHR ) B A 18.2652% F114.3652% , i 3 A~ FE 4k
PRE REATTHR N 43.3994% , 0] WL, FE AR ARSI
ITERIE A T DA & 8 s i ToF & 1Y o
Bro B4 vl 7258 1 A dr b, ih /K ok R
Bi, KB AEBE AL T E R R T
S AR R B 9 2R 2 15 T 200 17 2 (E 24 X
HBTE 0.6 LA b 755 2 Ml brh i o AR 1
IR BRE 5 BB 48 X {EAE 0.65 DL b R4 3 Bl
AR AR o BRI SR R B Y £ A 2 )
{E#B7E 0.8 L I,

EAPR AR (B 2) B, 31 4> OUTs 53
2R Hh — AR R B &, 5 — DR
VMR D R RG A, ML 152
PRAZ B Y 18.2652% ) , M8 I Ja 18 W it % ) T2 o7
J& , v ] OB W] i R (E B S R A
REVE e T P VAR | B s TP R4 TP IR gk
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Table 2 Code and type of character in Celastraceae

15 PR PR A PR
No. Character Character state Encode
1 A: 5% Habitat 658 5 3L Granite matrix 0
AR A BT Limestone matrix 1
2 >J % Habit WEAR Shrub 0
FE AR Arbor 1
AR Vine 2
3 i 45K 25 Branch shape PUHZTE Tetragonal 0
4% Round 1
4 I ZS Leaf margin shape 4% Entire 0
HE U Serrate 1
5 R i 452 5 B R 4 Spinose-serrate of leaf margin % No 0
J& Yes 1
6 K FE Blade length <10 cm 0
<20 cm, >10 cm 1
>20 c¢cm 2
7 I H- 55 Blade width <5 cm 0
>5 cm 1
8 445K Petiole length <5 mm 0
>5 mm 1
9 i FHIE A Leaf base shape BJE Cuneate 0
[AJE Rounded 1
10 i 43K Caudate tip length <1lem 0
>1 cm 1
11 B H Number of lateral vein <6 0
<10, >6 1
>10 2
12 mHIE (e K
Leaf shape ( Blade width/Blade length)
13 ke BE (MRECH /MR RO
Vein density ( Number of lateral vein / Blade length)
14 P A A X BE (AR B/ I )
Relative petiole length ( Petiole length/Blade length)
15 MR R (R B/ K EE)
Relative Caudate tip length ( Caudate tip length/Blade length)
16 A R R B Condition of upper leaf surface T M Concave 0
AR M Not concave 1
17 R bR R HA IR A Present 0
Stomatal apparatus of upper epidermis J Absent !
18 R R R AT 2 Shape of upper epidermal cells %23i17% Polygonal 0
AHIE Trregular 1
19 I F b2 B R WS Upper epidermis surface decoration & Smooth 0
SRR S Tuberculatae 1
ZORBERL Strip raised 2
20 R 2 R TR B Condition of lower leaf surface Ik ™ Veins prominent 0
ik Veins plane 1
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75 AR HAPRARE PEIR G
No. Character Character state Encode
21 iR 2 2 S FL2ET Types of stomata in the lower epidermis TCHLNH Trregular 0

TR0 0 3 5 A 1
Irregular and circular
22 RN 2 iz L Surface decoration of lower epidermis S Smooth 0
IR ZEHE Tuberculatae 1
RN Strip raised 2
23 1E30] Flowering phase RHE (1-3 H) 0
Early spring ( January—March)
Wi (4-6 H) 1
Deep spring ( April-June)
BX (7-9°) 2
Summer ( July-September)
& (10-12 A) 3
Autumn and winter ( October—December)
24 TEJF 350 H Number of inflorescence branch <3 0
>3 1
25 HEAEKJE Pedicel length <2 cm 0
>2 cm 1
26 AERY B 42 Diameter of corolla
27 EIRA B Petal color F1 £ White 1
FLEAD Yellow green 0
2147 Red 2
28 AEMELCH Petal number 4 0
5 1
29 HIGAE 22 With or without filaments H Yes 0
J& No 1
30 1622 K JE Filament length
31 L HH Locule number 2 0
4 1
5 2
32 MBRE AR B Ovulation status {84 Anatropous 0
BL37 Upright 1
33 B REREL H Ovules per chamber =1 0
>1 1
34 HF A Infructescence stalk length <2 cm 0
>2 cm 1
35 HHEKJE Podogyne lenth <4 cm 0
>4, <6 cm 1
>6 cm 2
36 W R H A2 Capsule diameter <1.5cm 0
>1.5 em 1
37 Wi FEZS Pericarp of capsule JE# Smooth 0
R 2 Strumose 1
38 HiRB @ Color of capsule 7 White 0
# A Yellow 1
39 IR KLU Capsule surface decoration FLA HEREARBE 2% Maculate 0
J6HE Smooth 1
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GR2
P PR PR AR i
No. Character Character state Encode
40 Wi 275 H A H Capsule spiny or not J& Yes 0
7t No 1
41 iR A E A3 Capsule winged or not B Yes 0
7t No 1
42 iR A LB Capsule lobed or not B Yes 0
7t No 1
43 FRIETTIRZ Capsule deeply split or not JE Yes 0
JE No 1
44 iR SE R IT 2 Capsule dehiscent or not J& Yes 0
J& No 1
45 FRIT 25 SR 2 4 [ Pericarp curling after dehiscence % Toward inner side 0
44 Toward outer side 1
46 Wi 25 A A7 J& Yes 0
With a persistent central axis or not after dehiscence % No 1
47 HEFFHH Number of seed per chamber =1 0
>1 1
48 FFIEZ Seed morphology Wi Ellipse 0
BE4T Obovate 1
49 P Seed color TED Yellow 0
214 Red 1
424, Purple 2
50 Pl F K JE Seed length
51 FiF 55 Seed width
52 il 23K Situation of raphe branches 2 Yes 0
7+ No 1
53 ek (Fhr 9/ AT K)
Seed shape ( Seed width/Seed length)
54 JE A R FF 2 Whether there is aril J& Yes 0
7 No 1
55 A5 P Jz 432 45 0 715 L Condition of seeds enveloped by aril 440 B Full enveloped 0
#B43 41 %% Incomplete enveloped 1
56 Pl B2 B, Aril color {4, Yellow 0
21 (% Red 1
#44 Purple 2

HEF X LFMEGTF, RBIES 2854
FRAR ) 14.3652% ) , T.oF J@ F i 3 J@ ) 52 4 1R
T:E#@O

3 W5 Ew

AHFFEXT 56 PR FEAT B ZE 53 B (UPGMA )
MEER B, B R 2 MM, X5 (P

&Y OBE A S, 1999) Y45 R —50, B —44
FMR 4 (Sect. Patellifolrmia ) , 55 — A~ b 18 i 41
(Sect. Glyptopetalum) . 7% J& W R A 6 258,
FoAR I 5 T 20 (Sect. Echinococcus) 38 5 o7 2H
(Sect. Kalonymus) RZTH 4 (Sect. Melanocarya)
2L T8 41 ( Sect. Euonymus) #5453 M R T —
o AT AL, B2 M B 4 R A A AT
(MFRASE, 19995 Ma, 2001) AUBFFE45 5L, SR,
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Table 3  Eigenvalue, percent and cumulative of first seven principal coordinates

F A bR FRAEAE
Principal coordinate Figenvalue
1 5.516 370 24
2 4.338 526 28
3 3.252 410 25
4 2.930 105 10
5 2.264 654 88
6 2.078 629 59
7 1.750 980 12

Contribution rate ( %) Cumulative contribution rate ( %)
18.265 2 18.265 2
14.365 2 32.630 4
10.769 0 43.399 4
9.701 8 53.101 3
7.498 5 60.599 7
6.882 5 67.482 3
5.797 6 73.279 9

TR 5 TP J& A 2 W R 22 27 48 PR B IR A 9 i
PR ST 2 HE R 5 TP J8 28 WAE— e, H
o VAR (Sect. Glyptopetalum ) [ 1 B 14 ¢ A1
W YA 5 2 T8 21 ( Sect. Mlicifolia) JLA R W)
FPERAE — R, 33X 02 IR o =3 i SR S ge i AR AL, 6
BT RIS, & x DA WMRE S, T8k
JEi 2 Az e, it i RS E AT Ve S
PP JE 4 T B A 5 0 R AEAR M

FRAIE 3 A B HE e &L 7 R 1 BRI R
TP AN T J& B 53wl HES A — L (3 2B s 5
PxRAEREA F A bR HE R B HESI IR 5 %
)57 WA i S PR R 1 v T e ) T R
RHE RS 47 B ARkt Tor m il Tor &
H P HEATTF Mg D PiRAE &, A
SRERIT B VR 2 A R T LA B R o BOR A HLJE 4
AL, 4% = o7 28 7 B IR Al 2, i i e 4 1
Tl F-ER A3, 5 R0 B [ €, b 53 A3 B SR 2 1)
JR AR (B2 5 BUE, T s BA 1~2 DIREE
N5 Top JmARRL G 2245, 1999) . R
DL F AR AR HE Y B B R | 45 < 7 WL BN B
TERMER LB, 28 = o A T8 s i T2
R L el N o i L R B E i - R
IR Z [|) () — A, 72 EARARHERE B op, 28 = T
XL E R TG E M L7 J& 2 0], 2745 RAE
RLIHT AN EARBRHE R AT N N 8 = T 2
TF &5V E 2 6] i 3 P, R Tp LU
— HJE B JE Y (Lu & Yang, 1993 ; ik 25 55,
1999; Ma, 2001 ; Liu & Funston, 2008) ,{H T H

A R R A A B — BUIRER T 4 A
BB Meng et al. (2012) ¥ H4] & 20 A& |, A
FEGE AL W R IR G I TP 72 R AR | 510 % &8 T 42
i, B EA 4 B, R A BRRCIREE S,
B B 4 P A [, FOB AN A0 A, FRATTAE
A7 VA I & ) 53 28 2 g i, AT TR A B
INEEELL KR A SR, R IR 5 Tor )& Z ]
FEAE—LE L YR AE DR h A8 T HA 4 4
AEWI RS, Wi A FE T (E. maackii Rupr.) % ;T 55
REANEA 1 AEARER, il ik 2 (E. venosus
Hemsl. ) 55 ; 35 SR # B A BEHLIR BE 40, i mg )1l o
(E. bockii Loes.) ; M HA 2 4008, &% = T
(E. chloranthoides Yang) 55, X5 RIS/ Hr Al 32 4
PRorbrai R —5, Wik, WilkE 545 B Ham
FERARZEHE  Hrh— SR/ B W A RHE

Yao et al. (2018a, b) Xt ToF J& A1 74 3¢ )& 1) 4E
SERBIETE R B, A BA AR AL B 451 18 R e
KA FN 2 5 45 TP 2036 50 B 0 3 L 1 bk
REARBE £ 5 HER L H R R T BRI, # = AR
AR E SR BRI R Vs 5 Tor
JBILHREAH D HmEmIE S B AR
HIRIE (FRIFAE, 2018) , Z5BABIIE S T 0T R ik
TESFE N ZEIE 2 3L 56 MR ERE AY R 2Bt
(UPGMA) AR (PCoA ) 45 0 T R Bi 2%
WFFE 4t S ( Simmons et al., 2012; Li et al., 2014),
DL RGE B3 (2010) ¢ T V8 & 00 A je 801 28 R AR
5¥ @ AT, FeA 1A I e E IF A2 TLor
&, B TAF DA AMNEE G R,
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Table 4 Morphological characters showing the highest factor loadings on the first three PCO
o EX o R
A Z LN Principal coordinate IS 7Y N Principal coordinate
No.  Morphological character No.  Morphological character
1 2 3 1 2 3

1 A 0.1872 -0.3925 0.3008 29  Hfez -0.1778 -0.4084 0.167 3
Habitat With or without filaments

2 I 04032 0.1438 0.116 1 30 fEeKAE 07045 00215 -0.0639
Habit Filament length

3 BB -0.0427 -0.1708 -05622| 31 LEEH -1.0142 -0.0947 0.1146
Branch Locule number

4 MRS -0.8267 -0.0967 038438 32 B AIRA 0.1598 08291 0.181 4
Leaf margin shape Ovulation status

5 TSRS A MR 08263 -0.1792 00173 || 33 4HFEEHREH -0.6704 03358  0.0145
Spinose-serrate of leafl margin Ovules per chamber

6 MAKE 02495 -0.1383 01438 || 34 RIFEERKY -0.0286 0.1720  0.2050
Blade length Infructescence stalk length

7 MRS -0.0054 -0.0717 0.1895 35 RERE -03595 -0.0774 02368
Blade width Podogyne lenth

8 MK -0.5317 -0.0270 -0.1324| 36 WiRWERE -0.4404 -0.6868 0.3777
Petiole length Capsule diameter

9 MAHEAES 03310 -0.0657 0.0885 37 HRREIES 0.0852 1.1772 02131
Leaf base shape Pericarp of capsule

10 MRRRKE 0.0649 02048 02154 38 HIRGIE -0.8133 -0.8760 -0.3233
Caudate tip length Color of capsule

1 Mk EH 05187 -05011 -02116| 39 HiRKmEL 0.2662 -0.1953  0.066 8
Number of lateral vein Capsule surface decoration

12 RO R KR 0.0514 00152 -0.0639| 40 FHFSEAEAH] -0.8431 -0.1397 -0.286 0
Leaf shape (Blade width / Capsule spiny or not
Blade length)

13 OFBKEEECBRECE /M RKEE)  -05973 00018 -01737| 41 BIREFALE -0.9005 02016 -0.1629
Vein density (Number of lateral vein / Capsule winged or not
Blade length)

14 MARHIRHCEE (FARIEE/M R KEE) 08169 00136 0.0380 | 42  SfsRAHRA -0.7162 -0.2204 -0.248 4
Relative petiole length (Petiole length / Capsule lobed or not
Blade length)

15 MR RRMIHCHE (BRKE/M 09023 -0.001 1 0.024 1 43 PRI HRA -0.8056 0.0757 -0.3044
FRKEE) Capsule deeply split or not
Relative caudate tip length ( Caudate
tip length / Blade length)

16 A BFRIARE -0.740 1 0.1899 -0.2398 | 44 HiREEIFH 09315 08291 -0.2436
Condition of upper leaf surface Capsule dehiscent or not

17 MR ERERESHATILE 0.8225 01261 02239 || 45 HIRIFRRRLER 0.1598 08373 0.1814
Stomatal apparatus of upper epidermis Pericarp curling after dehiscence

18 M BRERANIER 07596 01227 00386 || 46 BIRIFREPRET -0.0932 0.493  0.166 5
Shape of upper epidermal cell With a persistent central axis or not

after dehiscence

19 MR bR RIS 04871 -0.1199 -0.1401| 47 HEFMFHHE 0.8353 03801 —0.0035
Upper epidermis surface decoration Number of seed per chamber

20 MRTRERERERE -0.0158 0.1004 -05115| 48 FFES 02279 -0.1303 04023
Condition of lower leaf surface Seed morphology

21 MRTFREAARY 07766 00731 00598 | 49 FFHHiE -0.6359 -0.3204 -0.302 6
Types of stomata in the lower epidermis Seed color

22 MR RIS 05123 -02192 0517 || 50 FhFKE
Surface decoration of lower epidermis Seed length

23 fEH 05262 04368 -0.8073| 51 FhroEpE 0.1082  0.8373 -0.160 8
Flowering phase Seed width

24 PR H -0.6697 -0.1481 00404 || 52 FHIEL -0.0932 0.0952 0.166 5
Number of inflorescence branch Situation of raphe branch

25 AEAERKE -0.2989 -0.1232 0.049 4 53 FFIRAR (B 58/ R 1) -0.0942 00757 -0.0173
Pedicel length Seed shape(Seed width / Seed length)

26 TEMYEAR 0.0455 -07001 -0.2546| 54 JEEHAMBFEK 09315 01940 -0.2436
Diameter of corolla Whether there is aril

27 BRI -0.6382 -0.4337 0.0473 55 fRFREA BT O -0.804 6 -03403 0.7237
Petal color Condition of seed enveloped by aril

28 e H 08720 00547 -02258]| 56 {EFhEiE 0.0358 01720 0.7415
Petal number Aril color
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