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Leaf morphological characteristics of Symplocos nakaharae
complex ( Symplocaceae) and their taxonomic significance
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Abstract: Based on morphology and statistical analysis, we studied the morphological structure of Symplocos nakaharae
complex ( Symplocaceae ). The results showed that leaf texture in this complex can be divided into leathery and
papery. Leaf size varied differently, S. kawakamit, S.tetragona, and S. henryi were significantly different from others,

and the variation of the rest were continuous. These characteristics could be used to identify species and provide basic
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data for the study of taxonomic revision in Symplocos nakaharae complex.

Key words: Symplocos, Symplocos nakaharae complex, leaf morphology, numerical taxonomy, taxonomic significance

R G L& A R [ Symplocos nakaharae
& T i R
(subg. Symplocos) JET L4 ( sect. Lodhra) , FH —
FOESHERARI R PR T, A 2~ 13 B, %K
ST AT T E L H A R B AP SR
& ENEE EDRE VU B R VG 4 f) | %
FER g, 3R VY R b XORT A NAE JRORE S 2R
it R SFFERR IR, i QLB AR 1A o % 1R
B, BB ATE S B ST AT R AT M DX R AR OR
AR E L B A, — S Rh ande £ e va 1] i B
YERATIER , HA B B o (8 (TR 45 ,2012)

FE )2 GO0 v I I LB 52 5 4 110 91 BT 5 A
AERPW, W RZE G RN ERE R G AL E
RUALEE . Brand (1901) & & 56 Hgk 7517, #&A
TEAEENE 4 4%, Handel-Mazzetti & Peter-
Stibal (1943 ) K 4 I JE | b 35 80 H AR e 2R 88, 7K
WIZE AR P IEA 10 4~Fl, Nooteboom (2005) TA
AR IRE AR R 2 ARl IF K Brand il
Handel-Mazzetti & Peter-Stibal 7£ Il 5 & & 1 7K 1A
HFhEAE F G =5 10BN [ S. lucida (Thunb.) Siebold
& Zuce. ] B 5 A4 AL B8 RATF (1986a, 1986h ) fif
3% Nooteboom ( 2005 ) KFHE S N H R IRE &1k
EPEA 7 A~FF, Nagamasu ( 1987,1993) AR #ig i
TIR/NHERIIE R A P R R IR S R 7E H
ABA 6 N, HTZRETHFEIA S ZAFR(S. lucida
Wall. ex G. Don) K 7 15, fll &8 % FKX [ S. lucida
(Thunb. ) Siebold & Zucc.] Fr L4 H (S. kuroki
Nagam) , TE4i 5 & &MY & L L FLN |, Nagamasu
(1998) KN B EA AWt 3 F, T Wang
(2000 ) ASJA] & Nagamasu #9005, , fl 7&K IA 2 Al 1
ARFR ABAE YN LB (S, setchuensis ) FNHEL H A JK A
(S. migoi) 7 A E|[S. lucida ( Thunb.) Siebold &
Zuce. ] B 57 45 25 v, At [R] B KN A 22 K K (S
shilanensis ) FUHR 5a WG LA (S. japonica var. nakaha-
rae) , 5 Ying(1975) 4518 —%, 1 Eal W T B
B RRUD AR B WLGE, v 5 I I B AE A AR  Fo

( Hayata ) Masam.) complex ]

BN 2 FhE 10 RS,

TEAMIR R AT AE P 19 LRl 2 38R
SR 22 18] 56 28 FE AR 7K SF- 10 3 R AR B

Liu & Qin(2013 ) 3 i3 % B [C 1L L& A AR 1Y
TET A W) FR AE T AT K 5 1 B A0 25 58 S AR A A ]
e B RIS G IR BTN 12 F1 R,
I 3 AERT F 6 R Sk U, AN 32 275 MR BR A, 7
YEMY KRG K07 A HEENME, [
BF, i JKOE 25 RT AR SR B 8] K B ) 1 4 28R
P, JC AR BLAE B 1Y 45 %€ J7 1T ( Hickey , 1973 ; Mel-
ville,1976) . H R IR ILELE SRz, 7T ATE
Wl 4500 3 E J e BRI | 32 O PR A 2R IR Y
SLEE T I R 9 08 R R R AT ST
., ABFSEAE Liu & Qin(2013) ¥iZE &K BITHY
FASEAT b X JE I L LR A AR R R S 2
FRAEEAT 42T B IR EE , X it B K R BE B R AT
Gt AT, A il D b JREG L B G M 45 2
()53 25 VA1 ] R4 AT 5 A 40

1 M#EF®

1.1 ##4

AWFGEAEA B T E NS 12 DARATR A A L
DL BR AR Tt 400 430y vh It IR LR B 440 1) i
FRAR g T2 XS R, Wy Fh #4259 Dbt
rageinl & bs A% H & GBIF (2IRAEY ZFEMER
B2 B 2 A L 1, [RIEE, A 2007—2010
AR X437 T E R BGRF M AY 30 AFEAREATAEBE I
BEFRWE, EEA RS =/, I, 5
MV RS L AR R TIPSR (X)) S 1E
SRR R 2T R3S B R RS T b
B2 A 8 A EFEFITE H AR 7 AR5 i
Mikinori Ogisu JE4:H50 T, REE T H AR 5 > Fids
A ABJE, H AR B2 KR (Symplocos crassifolia) |
BRI B (S, multipes ) B 4% LB (S, lucida ssp.
howii ) RAEEFINR ]



11

XSS IR P s PR B 5 MR A I 2

A RE L 1465

x1 HERLAESEYTHBIR.HFS RIrEHE
Table 1

Species names, codes and numbers of

Symplocos nakaharae complex

) A FH FRAKH  ARA
Cod Chinese Scientific Number of = -f3
name name specimens  GBIF
1 NEJEINEL  Symplocos boninensis 11 52
2 FEAI S. henryi * 3 5
3 BEREKA S. lucida ssp. lucida 50 526
4 BB S. lucida ssp. howii 8 5
5 JI i S. kawakamii 10 27
6 PIEIRILEL S kuroki 9 30
7 LsZEATIEnN S. multipes 6 2
8 ML S. pergracilis 6 53
9 ZRMILEL S. theifolia 15 15
10 Uit S. setchuensis 50 295
11 HPl S. tanakae 10 46
12 A2KRAK S. shilanensis 14 261
13 WHAEKAK S migoi 40 300
14 AL S. tetragona 10 13

T SEE UL 3 SRk,

Note: * Symplocos henryi only have three specimens seen.

1.2 ik

TSI KRB0 B AT b T R R
5~10 i HAC BE | 98 B DL SR B, R 5 oK
SEAAME, A SPSS17.0 B4 X6 B i 1 K B A v
JE AT BRI 5 224387 (One way ANOVA) FIZ
G3HT (LSD) K 56 Bh 4 o 5 47 78 22 Sk

2 HR G4

2.1 FRRWLAE SR RSEHEHE

R SRR A R s EG Ll AR A2 5 AR 45 ) ol )
WoAy Hep SOA — 26 22 S5 i A IR 4ol B
M W HE A M R s R IR U, A
WG PR K, A K L RS 0 bk R ik
A TR B TR A R R |
FHEAE - Sein i D ik B sE e . 2

EF L, IR LA S R B Rk E AR
PIHCBREE | B KB o v 19— 22 P9 70T AR 4R

INFR AR R 8 R AR Y B R 47 1 BF 5%
B AT LI I 2R Y 2 W ) o 2R AR AR AR | %
SEe W R A o> 8 AE Pk B BT O N 5 ~
10 F BRI E BE 22 S SR W3 IO RRE
R R BB A #EAT IR S WA L B, an &l 1

N IZE AR R AR R LA =26

Lol o (1) 550 42 M LB (S, tetragona ) ,
JEEZRA(S. lucida ssp. lucida) , Z5M1ILARL(S. theifo-
lia), H& #  0 (S. multipes ), P4 JI| 1 A1 (S.
setchuensis) , 80 H A JK K (S. migoi) , Fv == JK A (S.
shilanensis) ,JR 5a M LWL (S. nakaharae) , 404 1L
(S. pergracilis) , /WAEIRILAN (S, boninensis) , JI| I-1li
WL (S. kawakamii) , HHPILARL(S. tanakae) , 1 A 1AL
(2) 4Lt 52 FHILBRL(S. henryi)

. mpfk 0 Il (S. kawakamii) 55 8 555k
CHCA ok AT o Jik 47 A - 2 T S i B AR ) TR

. mhsngg . I B A (S, kawakamii) Wi 5
SRENN G OB R R R s
2.2 HERSFHIESN

o s PG LU R G Ao T] g R/ 728 S i B
K, KBE 0B A B 2 (R O3 ) 2 4.32 ~
15.29.1.18~6.57 1 0.35~1.85 cm, 2R JG LEFh N 2R
SrE . R G, R KRR
5¢ B WL ( Symplocos henryi) ,17.11 em; HoIR &8
LB S. tetragona) ,15.29 em; f 58 09 J& )1 il
WL (S. kawakamii) ,2.82 em, M F V34 98 % & K
BYJESE B ILAL(S. henryi) ,6.57 cm; HR &4 A 1L
(S. tetragona),5.05 cm; fx % 19 2 )1 F 1L 81
(S. kawakamii) ,1.18 em, AR E R KA
S HWL(S. henryi),1.85 em; H R A £ 1 il
(S. tetragona) ,1.69 em , /N JE AN (S. boninenis)
A 1.5 em FAEH AL (S, theifolia) A 1.33 em, I
A BETE DX 43 W s AT LS 80 9 B R, 2
B (S. theifolia) WG EA KT 1 em, PO)I] AL
(S. setchuensis) W|/NF 1 em, 1M A K %6 LB 7E
2~3.94 Z 8], CMARIX B (K 2,%2), XK
WAL Gkt i K AT 20 (R 3,3k
4), BT EBE RN 13, R E R E R 115 A

(S. tetragona) ,
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Bl P RRIBLE SR R TEA AL 4L, B. LH AR A C. & 22 KA DL JREKA; E. B,
F. Befiil; G. A1, Ho A Le; LA L Jo pa)inb o ; Ko BREIL L ; L. ARFErg Ina; M. Il i,
Fig. 1 Leaf morphology of Symplocos nakaharae complex A. S. pergracilis; B. S. migoi; C. S. shilanensis; D. S. lucida
ssp. luciday E. S. lucida ssp. howii; F. S. tetragona; G. S. henryi; H. S. tanakae; 1. S. theifolia; J. S.setchuensis;

K. S. multipes; L. S. nakaharae; M. S. kawakamii.

= 7.0 A

T -
\Ej 2 g E S. henryi
° 5.5
s 5.0 o S. tetragona
— 4.5
s g g : & S boninensis ) )
30 < oo <5 /uctg/g $peilelis
° o] . nakaharae . oS setghyensis howi i

) AR 3 ssp. hol
= % g ] S. shi /anensTs %.?ufbﬁ"//t'p” - S. tanakae v
o e, S mig/oj

5 1.5+ S pergracilis
{ 1.0 - * S kawakam/ i
.|j£ 0.5 1
=0
2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18

M B4 E Length of leaves (cm)

2 R A R i R

Fig. 2 Leaf characteristic statistics of Symplocos nakaharae complex

Fisson=2.33,F>F, Bl P<0.01, 4548 Ho, % MWz, e JUAE R IR IL L& & 1R 0 A9 43 25 48
B R, PRI E SR R IE2E 5 br. J R E K IR (R 5, % 6) BRI
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Table 2 Leaf characteristic statistics of Symplocos nakaharae complex
g w4 Ty A Bﬁﬂiﬂfftf ?Fiiﬂﬂfﬁ_ FHI R Rigt
Code Common name Latin name verage leaf length Average leaf width  Average petiole length Lenglhjwuhh
(em ) (em) (em) ratio
1 A TR AL Symplocos boninensis 7.49 3.75 1.5 2
2 EJERITN S. henryi 17.11 6.57 1.85 2.63
3 JE B2 IRA S. lucida ssp. lucida 7.81 3.28 0.8 2.38
4 Bk il S. lucida ssp. howii 8.48 2.53 0.35 3.35
5 Jil E it S. kawakamii 2.82 1.18 0.5 2.39
6 LRI S. kuroki 5.91 2.43 0.61 2.43
7 KRR AL S. multipes 6.25 2.43 0.7 2.57
8 B 5 LU S. nakaharae 5.5 2.5 0.7 2.2
9 YHAE 1L S. pergracilis 4.5 1.7 1 2.65
10 AHE LR S. theifolia 9.05 3.33 1.33 2.72
11 pu Il S. setchuensis 7.87 2.71 0.75 2.9
12 el S. tanakae 9.5 2.41 1.8 3.94
13 E=V N S. shilanensis 4.32 1.83 0.5 2.36
14 PLH A IRA S. migoi 5 1.8 0.6 2.78
15 e £ LR S. tetragona 15.29 5.05 1.67 3.04

®3 PERRUAEAUMHARENTESNT
Table 3 One way ANOVA for leaf length of

Symplocos nakaharae complex

285U SEJ5 A df ¥ P
Difference source  Quadratic sum Mean square
2 [1) 1459.184 13 112.245  84.740 =
Between-group
4N 152.327 115 1.325
Intragroup
B 1611.510 128
Sum
#*% a = 0.01.

AWM R Z8, B T E AL (S, kawakamii)
(2.82 em x 1.18 em) MR A LLAL(S. tetragona) (15
em X 5.4 em) 5% H UL (S. henryi) (17 em X 6.6
em) Y95 HALRD 22 7 0 A, HAR R 22 5 IFA W
= YR THEE,

*4 PERLASESEHEHAEENTEZSN
Table 4 One way ANOVA for leaf width of

Symplocos nakaharae complex

2 53 YoM M v
Difference source Quadratic sum Mean square
24 [) 145.553 13 11.196  38.772 ==
Between-group
il 33.209 115 0.289
Intragroup
B 178.761 128
Sum
% a = 0.01.

3 W54

3 HAMERESMBENSEFEENX

MR e R G LI 5 R ) R 28 2 5 vh B
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Table 5 LSD analysis for leaf length of Symplocos nakaharae complex

BON LUC HEN HOW KAW KUR

MUL PER SET SHI TAN TET THE

BON —

Luc -0.75 —

HEN -9.63 % -8.88x* —

HOW -0.38 0.37 9.25 = —
KAW 454+ 529=% 14.17% 4.91* —
KUR 1.68x* 243 11.31% 2.05% —2.85% —
MIG 242 3.17=* 12.05% 2.80* -2.11% 0.74
MUL  0.56 1.31 % 10.19 =* 0.94
PER 3.17% 3.92=%
SET  -0.33 0.42 9.30 = 0.05

SHI 3.16% 3.91 =

-3.97% -1.11 -1.86%

12.79 % 3.54=% -1.36% 1.49=* 0.74

-4.86 % -2.01* -2.75%*

12,78 % 3.53% —1.38=% 1.47* 0.73

2.60 * —
-0.88 —3.49 * —

2.59 = -0.01 3.48 = —

TAN -2.12% -1.37=% 7.51% -1.73% -6.65+ -3.79* -453* -2.67* -528x* —1.78x* =527 —

TET -7.81% -7.06+ 1.81% =743 -12.34% -9.49% —-10.23 % —-8.37* —-10.98 % —-7.48 % —10.96 * —5.69 * —

THE -1.53% -0.78 8.10% -1.14% -6.06* -3.20% -3.95% -2.08% -4.69+* -1.19% -4.68+*  0.58 6.28 * —

F: * a=0.05,

BON. /NEJFEILA; LUC. B KA ; HEN. Z H 1L ; HOW. % I ; KAW. JI| L 1L ; KUR. H1JE G

WL ; MIG. # HA KA ; MUL. B ILEL; PER. 4048 1L ; SET. PUJI[ LA ; SHL 752 KA ; TAN. H P 1Lal; TET. B A1,

THE. M1, FIF,

Note: * a = 0.05. BON. S. boninensis; LUC. S. lucida ssp. lucida; HEN. S. henryi; HOW. S. howii; KAW. S. kawakamii;
KUR. S. kuroki; MIG. S. migoi; MULL. S. multipes; PER. S. pergracilis; SET. S. setchuensis; SHI. S. shilanensis; TAN. S. tanakae;

TET. S. tetragona; THE. S. theifolia. The same below.

FE) IR 2E T M Rl KNkl
YERIZE G I 2oe 8 bn, AR, %
BT HC R R RO BB A R i e KON 45 2R
B, A [) oy Ao ) i) oot 5 PR A T IR 2 22 5
7)1 E IR (S. kawakamii) FEMAILIAL(S. tetrag-
ona) 5 H WIS, henryi) 55 H AW R 25 2 18] 22
W EIN(P<0.05)  HARM G T 20 B, 22 5
JEARRZE  IFARIBLF B X 3 EAT, XU T X
HA B R 34T 7 22558, AT AP XA i B
SRR 38 i AR R R PR AE S i — P 4 2
R T 228 3t fife )RR A 451 48k B, e A L AL
(S. tetragona) 5 F IWAIL(S. henryi) fE M TEZEE N
— 5 TR =EMA 1 & 2 ik, HAr B
HORVE TR E R AR AU T DL A AR R i 2R 5% A
TS HE R X B, BANR G,

Fiy 5~10 HEE MR 2E SRR UL L 1
e B AN B AE (] — oA 0 o s A R R 1, 25 5
VNTE N
32 MARSEMEREZENLR

I R A A3t R S B 5 AR A b A K
H AT R T, R A R b - fE o
PR BE i SRR AR B A7 R R R 15 e 4K
KRB E T R 0K 58 R B v R
200 i B L B 0 5 T 2 A 5 45 R 1 ) iz 5 AR Ak
(HEBF BRI ST T, 1982 22870, 1979) , H
SRR AL R BT AR A AN PR i B AR iR
SR Z A28 S8/ o AN R W el i) it e 45 4 [
25 5 R T iZ Y 5 B R/, e —
SERRBE I S W T i 4 R AS [R) A B A 3 IV RE
I 118 J52 B A A e — A BB G /R IR A% (R I 2
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Table 6 LSD analysis for leaf width of Symplocos nakaharae complex
BON LUC HEN HOW KAW KUR MIG MUL PER SET SHI TAN TET THE
BON —
LUC 0.01 —
HEN -2.82% -2.83: —
HOW 1.44 =+ 143 4.26=x —
KAW 238 237=% 520% 0.93=* —
KUR 1.08* 1.07=* 3.90 = -0.35 -1.29 = —
MIG 1.38 =%  1.37=%  4.20 =% -0.05 -0.99= 0.29
MUL 1.01% 099+ 3.82= -0.43 -1.37=* -0.08 -0.38 —
PER 1.78 % 1.77%  4.60 = 0.34  -0.59=* 0.69 = 0.40 -0.78 = —
SET 094+ 093 3.76 = -0.49 -143=* -0.13 -0.43 -0.05 -0.83:= —
SHI  1.54= 1.54= 4.36* 0.11  -0.83* 0.46 = 0.16 0.54= -0.23 0.60 = —
TAN 1.07+ 1.06% 389 -0.36 -1.30%* -0.01 -0.31 0.07 -0.71% 0.13 -0.47 = —
TET -1.30* -1.31=% 1.51% -2.74=% -3.68% -238% -2.68* -2.30* -3.08* -2.24=% -2.85=% -2.38= —
THE 0.39 0.38 3.21% -1.04* —-1.98+* -0.69+* -0.99* -0.61=* -1.39=* -0.55* -1.15% -0.68* 1.69 * —
* .o = 0.05.

T, AT RE 5 BT IR MR K o3 R AF A DG (X 42 31 45
2006) , FEAHESE T, I BB (S. kawakamii)
R, KX BiA (2~5) em x (0.7~2.2) em, %
B S S A 1 I R U I b A K 52 A B 1
I A FRI BAT B B PR AT RE T, RE A M3
BRYIAEE, 5T B A/ NG JFRE B SRR X
SR AT G AT ARE L, TR TR 28 L 2 S () I
A 455 I T 00K ) JDk 457 A 3 T [T, ok T R
J S, BRORLH: | 2 1T L Y0 0K 5 A 25 AH G P[] 3
b th R SS AR VE L
33MARSEMSBHRZENXR

AN [ o ) §14) 7228 S B e by 3D 4 A B 2
()2 5 X8 TSR HE AR AR R v, et iy 264
FEAR R/ B A 340 55 d e B b 5, EL iy Bl A
TR A 18 =517 42 7N ( Holscher et al, 2002 ; McDonald
et al ,2003) . ¢ H ILIWL(S. henryi) Fefibd A i, i
RIEES R PR K (17 em x 6.6 cm) , £ TiEK
1700 m pyARep 78 5 R R B R, M 3R 320

fE . [Rfk CO, BB (A1 4 45, M4 ] R 3k 34 i - 14
RO R AR E WA AR BRE J7, [/ — > Fb
FEAS )i 3 R AR 22 AR K, anm il il B (S,
setchuensis) TEWITL A ILIAHEEHL1 200 ~1 300 m &b
KB 2~3 m = AR AT L5 5L, 1 76 51 DA
PHBIX AN 2% 71l 760 m AL H KK 6 ~ 10 m & H K
R AR R 28 0o Ktk A 0 T S, AN ()T 3R 7 P )1 o
(S, setchuensis) TR FIIH-K 5545 R 2 g 3R 540 ,
IEEMiARRE 155 .
3.4 &itZ 7% ANOVA #1 LSD X FA B E FEAZK
EYESHRREXENER

T RS0 i 22, A< Rz T — AN Bl i A 4 Jal
SRS Z AR, il R SRR . Y
3 R/ INAEARL AR 0 T AE — S s LA DX 0 I 3 e %k
AT 2253 B0 A LSD 43, v] LA BE B b fff DR 3
— [, HR RIS R R B3R e, R
KB R, 8 R LR R A R R
RGBT 7 22508, 45 B A [ 9 Fh [a] o | B
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AREEZES, B -2 Mndd g X, hhEIK
WAL AR R i — 2D o SR A TR 3R . IR Y
WA DLt R B B S R A s,
JEH SRR AR SR, AT LUE o 7 2 T 48 4
SR A 7RSS, S A (] 4 b ] 1% & 284 1X 1) 4
P TR

I TG A 25N &, Geit 2= 0 B vl LUE &
AR i B 2R B A AN T X b
AT R BB A BT R-IE , BENE 7E B 44t B AR
R B[R RRAE A 4 A R B 1 Ak, 3T 2 0L Y
R R G S LR, SN AR A Y
AR ARG X, — SRR s =R 1L
TR, AU [ 28 |, 76 R S bR A B 8 4 LA
KEHAbRA, R AERK S A AR
S R T AR S, R sk o i R R R TR A
PR B T XoF T O A W 1) 43 S g LA E

B RHBEBTZHRABRFEIREITR
BERLR AR KR A 2 LA 0 B REAE S
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