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Studies on the correlation between the branch and
leaf morphological variation of Diplopanax
stachyanthus and the environmental factors
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Abstract: Nine natural populations of Diplopanax stachyanthus , which belongs to the Grade Il state-protected endan-
gered plants, were sampled from Hunan,Guangdong,Guangxi,and Yunnan provinces. Variation of 20 morphological
characters within and between populations was measured, and the correlations among morphological characters, and
between these characters and environmental factors, were investigated, In addition, UPGMA-based cluster analysis
and principal components analysis(PCA) were performed using the phenotypic data. The results revealed morphologi-
cal variation within and among the populations of D. stachyanthus. Among the nine populations, the highest mean
value of all measured morphological traits, especially that of branch traits,occurred in the two Huaping populations
(HP1,HP2). The mean variation coefficients also varied among populations, with the ordering of NL2>MS2>FD>
MS1>EHZ>HP2>>HP1> DYS&NLI. The variance analysis revealed significant among-population variation in 13
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morphological characters(P<C0. 05,0. 01 or 0. 001, respectively) , with F values ranging from 0. 184 to 31. 788. Pear-

son correlation analysis showed that the correlation was high among vegetative organs. The environmental factors,in-

cluding average temperature in January, minimum temperature, annual average temperature and soil organic matter,

could significantly affect the growth of D, stachyanthus. Cluster analysis showed that the morphological differentia-

tion was not correlated with the geographic isolation among populations. PCA analysis resolved three principal com-

ponents that explained 66 % of the total variation,

Key words: Diplopanax stachyanthus; endangered species; morphological variation; environmental factors; correla-

tion analysis
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Table 1 The environmental factors of Di pylopanax stachyanthus populations
WimgEL SR 8 IR RS B I PEAELT IEXEL ZEEd

g Mangshan Nanling Ehuangzhang Huaping Dayaoshan Fadou
Fop. FEI1MSL Fih2MS2 R4 1 NL1 Ejid 2 NL2 #EuE EHZ fE3F 1 HP1 63 2 HP2 X¥1L DYS 3 FD

1 112°57'078" 112°59'314" 113°00'738" 112°59'542" 111°25'435" 109°54'486” 109°55'479" 110°14'144" 104°47'005"

2 24°55'986" . 24°55'693"  24°55'762"  24°55'199”  21°52'246"  25°35'878”  25°37'309"  24°09'664"  23°22'240"

3 1292 1757 1030 1650 866 759 770 1432 1432

4 0 50 0 45 45 10 5 40 30

5 - [:Fia - 4 163 dt sk [P’ ()23 b |4 b3 -

6 4 k K G th T H $E il

7 75 60 80 58 85 70 55 65 65

8 0. 3410 0.1314 0. 3265 0.1536 0. 2077 0. 2668 0. 2392 0. 2892 0. 3596

9 5.2 4.7 5.6 3.9 4.2 4.5 4.5 4.3 4.8

10 68.6 96.1 66. 3 160.0 28.5 89. 4 63.0 45.5 69.1

11 3.09 4,61 3.25 6.94 0. 89 5.17 3.57 2.25 4,00

12 0.18 0.32 0. 24 0.52 - 1.08 0.63 0.26 0.63

13 34.1 32.5 35.2 22. 4 — 28.7 24.6 21.0 28.5

14 88.8 118.4 89. 6 133.3 — 72.6 73.7 59.6 101. 6

W L&FE; 248, 3. K (m); 4. 48, 5. B, 6. B, 7. £MEE (cm); 8. +EE/KE; 9. + 4 pH fH; 10. AR (g kg!);

11 + 2 (g kg?); 12 L2 (g - kg!); 13, +HELH (g - ke!);
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TAB.0. 859, WL-TBB.0. 857, CLF-TTB:-0. 865; P
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(LP-LL.0.77,P<0.05); M- J& R 50 Bk . < HL
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Table 2 Mean valueZXstandard deviation and multiple comparisons of branch

and leaf characters within D. stachyanthus populations

IH 1 2 g1 MK 2 R 1 EYE2 KIE W B3
Item MS1 MS2 NL1 NL2 EHZ HP1 HP2 DYS FD
LFB(cm) 70.63%+ 53.88%+ 91.75+ 49, 60+ 140.00+  321.50%  386.67% 98,80+ 94.174%

20. 50¢ 28.07c 8.29%¢ 13.46¢ 39. 16bc 217.86ab 32.15a 26. 20c 18. 82¢

DFB(cm) 1.44+ 1.06+ 2.37+ 0.92+ 1. 30+ 6.05+ 4,77+ 1.16+ 0.88+
0. 68¢c 0.32¢ 0.47bc 0.53¢ 0. 34c¢ 2.71a 1.03ab 0. 36¢ 0.12¢

LSB(ecm) 17.13% 19.13% 27.88=L 16.90+ 27.63+ 75.75+ 153. 33+ 51.20% 41, 25%+
4, 44b 7.73b 9.99b 6.09b 7.79b 19.77b 92.92a 12. 40b 16. 85b

DSB(cm) 0.73+ 0.73% 1.31% 0.64+ 0.64+ 3.38+ 3.10+% 0.72+ 0.59+
0.12b 0.14b 0.57b 0.13b 0.13b 0.93a 0.46a 0.15b 0. 14b

AFB(") 36.00f  36.00%  35.25%  35.20&  44.75%  66.25%  73.33%  44.00%  33.33%
3.37b 3.37b 3.95b 3.42b 4.43b 8.54a 10.41a 5.48b 6.06b

ASB(" 38.75+ 35,00+ 32.503+ 35,00+ 50. 75+ 67.50+ 83.33% 38. 00+ 35.17%
7.50¢ 12. 25¢ 10.41¢ 10. 61c¢ 11. 79bc 6.45ab 7.64a 4,47¢ 12.42¢

LAB(cm) 4,08+ 3.10%+ 4,60+ 2.68t 9.98+ 12.18+ 10.93+ 4.52+ 5.77+
1.93a 1. 20a 1. 86a 1. 40a 9. 16a 6.81a 7.76a 3.60a 5.33a

DAB(cm) 0,62+ 0.63+ 0.79+ 0.59%+ 0. 65+ 0.39+ 0.45%+ 0.53+ 0.28%+
0. 14abc 0, 13abc 0.12a 0. 14abc 0. 23ab 0. 09bc 0.12abc 0. 15abc 0. 05¢

LBB(cm) 4,65+ 5,384 6.75+ 4,56+ 3.75% 9.60+ 18. 23+ 5.40+ 6,87+
2.17b 3.01b 1.87b 3.18b 2.98b 4. 96ab 2.40a 4,87b 5.90b

DBB(cm) 0.71+ 0.71+% 0.73+ 0.67+ 0.72% 0.53+ 0.51+ 0,68+ 0.323%
0.18a 0.18a 0.17a 0. 18ab 0.21a 0.07ab 0.13ab 0.13ab 0.05b

LTB(cm) 5.05% 11.50% 14,93+ 9.44+ 6.00% 14. 08+ 8.80+ 3,544+ 2.23%+
2.79a 9.16a 5.46a 9.17a 2.69a 1.94a 7.20a 0. %4a 0. 83a

DTB(cm) 0.72+ 0.73+ 0.69%  0.70+ 0.73%+  0.64% 0.55+  0.72+ 0.36+
0.22a 0.21a 0.15a 0. 20a 0.33a 0.08a 0.17a 0.21a 0. 04a

LNB 10.75% 11.00£  10.00%+ 10,00  12.00%  12.00& 12,00+  10.40%  11.83+
5.12a 4,83a 5.48a 4, 74a 3.46a 2.45a 2.00a 3.58a 3.71a

LL{cm) 11.08% 12.60% 13.05=+ 12.10+ 13.96+ 9.47+ 12,35+ 12.39% 12. 21+
3.17a 3.78a 3.37a 3.5%a 2. 40a 2.00a 3.73a 1.31a 2.82a

WL(cm) 4,19+ 4,67 4.83% 4,40+ 4.48%  3.48%  4.33F  4.68% 3.19+
1. 3ba 1.37a 1.18a 1. 34a 0. 60a 0.78a 1. 24a 0.82a 0.82a

CLF 2.71% 2.73% 2.72+ 2.77% 3. 14+ 2,77+ 2,97+ 2.7% 3.88%
0. 38b 0.38b 0.37b 0.37b 0.51ab 0. 45b 0.70b 0. 39b 0.59%a

LP(em) 2.34% 2,77+ 2.84% 2.60% 3.93% 1.47% 1.77+ 2.28+ 1.84+%
0.90b 0.95ab 0. 86ab 0.95ab 0.79%a 0.45b 0.53b 0. 44b 0. 88b

NN 9.75+ 9.90+ 9.55%+ 9.80+ 8,60+ 9.13+ 8.984 8.20+ 7.85+
1.02a 1.12a 1. 00ab 1.04a 0. 82abc 1. 16abc 1. 00abc 0.91bc 1.23c

ANC) 50. 20+ 49, 20+ 47,45+ 49,48+ 50. 40+ 52.25%+ 45,83+ 45,48+ 45,75+
6.95a 7.19a 3.59%a 6.45a 6. 26a 10. 22a 8.31a 4.32a 6. 26a

NS 27.81+% 39. 84+ 29.964 32.604+ 20.12+ 28.53+ 28.72+% 34.55+ 19. 28+

8.11b 8.52ab 8.29cd 10. 15d 2.43b 7.34a 4,09ab 5.98bc 5.67bcd

LFB.—%& 8t ; DFB. — ki LSB: Z&#i & ; DSB: & A#l; AFB. R4 ME; ASB. " AE; LAB, —F 4 KK ,; DAB, —
FABH; LBB: 44K DBB. 4 BM; LTB: =44 #K; DTB. =44 #8; LNB.—F 48 M H%; LL.HK; WL.H%; CLF.
MRS LP. M ; NN RS AN MBI M NS SAK. Fh8E0 58 8 MR 6 51E LR 2ESD); B — TR R T8

H¥EERARBEEP>0.05), FERAFEHHEER B E(P<0.05),
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Table 3 Coefficients of variation(CV)of branch and leaf characters within D, stachyanthus populations
WH E-JITN 2 Hi1 R 2 5 B pi o EHE 2 R Bt T E
Item MS1 MS2 NL1 NL2 EHZ HP1 HP2 DYS FD Mean
LFB(cm) 0. 290 0.521 0.090 0.271 0. 280 0.678 0. 083 0. 265 0. 200 0.298
DFB(cm) 0.475 0. 299 0. 200 0.573 0. 259 0.448 0.215 0.314 0.132 0.324
LSB(cm) 0.259 0. 404 0. 358 0. 360 0. 282 0.261 0. 606 0.242 0.408 0. 354
DSB(cm) 0.165 0.198 0.433 0.210 0.196 0. 275 0.148 0. 206 0.241 0.230
AFB(®) 0.094 0.094 0.112 0.097 0. 099 0.129 0. 142 0.124 0.182 0.119
ASB(® 0.194 0. 350 0.320 0. 303 0.232 0. 096 0.092 0.118 0.317 0.225
LAB(cm) 0.475 0. 388 0. 404 0.523 0.919 0. 560 0.710 0.795 0.924 0.633
DAB(em) 0.234 0.212 0.155 0.236 0. 357 0.227 0.274 0.292 0.162 0.239
LBB(cm) 0. 466 0. 560 0. 278 0. 697 0.795 0.517 0.132 0. 903 0. 859 0.578
DBB(cm) 0. 259 0. 259 0.231 0.271 0.288 0.125. 0.251 0.195 0.168 0. 227
LTB(cm) 0.552 0.796 0. 366 0.971 0.448 0.138 0. 818 0. 265 0. 370 0.525
DTB(cm) 0. 305 0.282 0.218 0.283 0.446 0.119 0. 308 0. 289 0.106 0.262
LNB 0.477 0.439 0. 548 0.474 0. 289 0.204 0.167 0.344 0.314 0. 362
LL(cm) 0. 286 0. 300 0. 258 0. 297 0.172 0.211 0. 302 0.105 0.231 0. 240
" WL(cm) 0.323 0.293 0. 245 0.303 0.134 0.224 0. 285 0.174 0. 256 0.249
CLF . 0.139 1 0.138 0.137 0.132 0.164 0.164 0.237 0.143 0.152 0.156
LP{(cm) 0. 383 0. 342 0. 304 0.373 0. 200 0. 308 0.299 0.192 0.481 0. 320
NN 0.105 0.113 0.105 0.106 0.095 0.127 0.111 0.111 0.156 0.114
ANC) 0.138 0. 146 0.076 0.130 0.124 0.196 0.181 0.095 0.137 0.136
NS 0.292 0.214 0.277 0. 311 0.121 0. 257 0.142 0.173 0.294 0.231
% Branch 0.326 0. 369 0. 286 0. 405 0. 376 0. 290 0. 304 0. 335 0. 337 0. 336
(¢ #{H mean) '
- Leaf 0.254 0.219 0.224 0. 259 0.137 0.225 0.198 0.151 0. 260 0.214
(E {4 mean)
B4R Total 0. 295 0. 308 0. 258 0. 343 0.279 ° 0.262 0.263 0.258 0.304 0. 286
(#3114 mean)
x4 BEEFESW AR
Table 4 F-test of one-factor analysis of variance
4R Characters F P # 4R Characters F P M 4R Characters F P
LFB 9.267 4,T748E-6* * * DAB 4.08 0.003** WL 0.973 0.478
" DFB 12.812 2.081E-7*** LBB 4. 366 0.002** CLF 3.04 0.014*
LSB 13.434 1.284E-7**~* DBB 2.51 0.035* LP 4.174 0.002* *
DSB 31.788 8.486E-12* * * LTB 1.993 0. 086 NN 6.183  0.00015* * *
AFB 24.563 1.753E-10* ** DTB 1. 565 0.182 AN 0.975 0.476
ASB 13.355 1,364E-7**~* LNB 0.184 0.991 NS 12.913 1,922E-7* **
LAB 1.766 0.128 LL 0. 565 0.797

* <0, 05; ** <C0.01; ***<C0.001,

PO ODBAFLERESMBEMEMRXXR. 1 A
BRES —REHK  — R R B R R —
ROBAE . ZRIEAE . —FAER. CEER
K —FAER Lo 8B R BB AR R
R EAMRHEARZXT] B EFEAKFE(P>0.05), 5 M
T Z BB FATER B E W i X 56 RR (r=-0. 856, P<<
0.0, 5 FEHFEBFENEMRRXER (»=0.775,
P<0.05), 5—F4HEEH. —FAEMKE. ZFER
Bk A E AR B R IEM R KR (-=0. 871,

0.921,0. 902,0. 850; P<0.01), MM BIEE 5K
WA SHERBRAMXRE, HPE5-FEK . —&
B —REH . — RO AE.. R oAENR
MR B B E K E (r=-0. 793, -0. 762, -0. 706,
-0. 738,-0. 756 ; P<C0. 05) , 5 —4E A= $; K 8] i 11 4
KRB B E K FE (r=-0. 882, P<<0.01),
BEAMAESERBREMERR, Kb 5%
K — BB BB — R AE R
BE E) # HH € 3% 8] 8 F K F (»=0. 735, 0. 716,
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0.775,0.769,0.729; P<<0.05), ¥HEH—HHK K.
—BEH . BB~ FERKEAFERERNIEM
¥FkF&(r=0.694,0.719,0. 768,0. 722; P<<0. 05),
EMNRBEHEERENRMEELRERE (r=-0.707,P<
0.05),
2ARESW

T 20 GBS HAREREE, X BT iR&Em 9 A FF

Bi4T UPGMA BE AT SR B/R:9 MRS
HRB AR E R R B R R X B #EE
BB — . HE 7T AMBEA - KPR
RIS FIBA R 3F LU A9 52K 18 4R A0 B (NL1 #1 MSD) /1
BEGRABE(NL2 1 MS2) 451 B2, =R w3} #h
BERN V0 R BR 1Ly Rl B IR O — 25, R B e o B 0 ST A
XEEX 6 MMBERI KA D,

®5 DHSEWMEEEREHESK

Table 5 Correlation analysis among branch characters of D. stachyanthus populations

LFB DFB LSB DSB AFB

ASB LAB DAB LBB DBB LTB DTB

DFB  0.914* *

LSB 0.918** 0.742*

DSB  0.939** 0.991** 0.811**

AFB 0.980** 0.892** 0.903** 0.918**

ASB  0.978** 0.835** 0.908** 0.868** 0.0968**

LAB 0.883** 0Q.797* 0.695* 0.777* 0.855** (.885**

DAB -0, 443 -0. 322 -0.470 -0, 355 -0. 392 -0. 445 -0. 406

LBB 0.877** 0.744* 0.965** 0.820** 0.833** 0.857** 0,603 -0. 403

DBB -0, 404 -0. 280 -0. 464 -0. 322 -0. 285 -0. 388 -0.360 0.919** -0.469

LTB 0.263 0. 540 0.078 0.516 0. 257 0.153 0.161 0. 385 0.212 0. 307

DTB -0.272 -0.127 -0, 384 -0,175 -0.125 -0, 257 -0,233  0.787* -0.422 0.961** 0.344

LNB 0. 666 0. 483 0.538 0.485 0. 607 0.726* 0.822** -0.622 0.467 -0.591 -0.168 -0.491
* <C0.05, " *<C0.01

F 6 HMISHFMEEEFHEXY
Table 6 Correlation analysis between the morphological variation and the environmental factors
LFB DFB LSB DSB AFB ASB LAB DAB LBB DBB

1 -0. 150 0.032 -0,129 -0. 046 -0, 262 -0. 250 -0. 222 0. 307 0.010 0.068
2 -0. 206 -0. 044 -0, 185 0.013 -0.182 -0. 208 -0.437 -0. 026 -0. 094 -0. 003
3 -0.017 0.159 -0.038 - 0.223 -0, 019 -0. 051 -0. 282 -0, 241 0. 094 -0.228
4 0.694* 0.719* 0. 370 0.768* 0.651 0. 660 0.722* -0, 689 * 0, 449 -0.619
5 -0.227 -0.016 -0. 343 -0. 086 -0. 322 ~0. 269 -0.181 0.410 -0. 207 0.219
6 -0. 566 ~0.520 -0. 456 -0. 484 -0, 586 -0.492 -0.610 0.211 -0.414 0.104
7 -0.451 -0.574 -0.434 -0.598 -0.471 -0.424 -0.124 0.241 -0, 539 0. 147
8 -0.137 -0. 082 -0.183 -0.130 -0.131 -0.160 -0. 044 0. 596 -0. 211 0.478
9 0. 368 0.236 0.252 0.233 0. 303 0. 338 0. 542 -0. 268 0.219 -0. 371
10 -0. 168 -0.129 -0.235 -0.178 -0. 055 -0, 090 -0.048 0.775* -0. 335 0.892* *
11 -0. 640 -0. 747" -0.610 -0.779* -0. 627 -0.558 -0.284 0.444 -0.736* 0.403
12 0. 305 0.229 0.116 0.194 0.372 0.403 0.509 0. 357 0. 008 0.474
13 -0.524 -0.597 -0.526 -0, 639 -0, 517 -0. 469 -0. 203 0.542 -0.636 0.462
14 0.277 0.420 0,186 0.378 0. 342 0.235 0.150 0.569 0.196 0. 583
15 -0. 267 -0. 096 -0. 258 -0, 144 -0. 166 -0. 251 -0. 346 0.871** -0.275 0.921**
16 0. 341 0.552 0. 353 0.561 0.363 0.251 -0. 054 -0. 028 0. 486 0. 007
17 -0.793* -0.762* -0. 551 -0,706* -0, 738* -0.756* -0.882* * 0.085 -0, 556 0.132
18 -0. 461 -0.592 -0. 392 -0.525 -0. 368 -0.374 -0.294 -0. 005 -0.502 0.132
19 0.735* 0.716* 0.586 0.775* 0.769* 0.729* 0.598 -0.474 0.634 -0. 340
20 -0, 056 -0. 299 0.116 -0. 208 0. 005 0.023 -0.038 -0. 392 0.021 -0. 285
21 -0.205 -0.099 -0. 467 -0,192 -0. 250 -0. 232 0.150 0. 466 -0. 474 0. 391
22 0.029 0.074 -0. 004 0.024 -0. 084 -0. 059 0. 080 -0. 250 0. 056 -0. 374
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LTB DTB LNB LL WL CLF LP NN AN NS

1 0.348 -0, 083 -0. 204 -0.038 0. 047 -0. 039 -0. 079 0.216 -0.113 -0. 044
2 0. 356 0. 057 -0.414 -0, 340 -0.074 -0, 226 -0. 222 0.575 0.276 0.431
3 0. 390 -0. 140 -0. 252 -0. 507 -0. 270 -0. 129 -0. 467 0.465 0.218 0. 389
4 0.176 -0. 435 0. 659 -0.562 -0.707* 0. 285 -0. 518 -0. 238 0. 326 -0. 307
5 0. 479 0.109 -0. 034 -0.024 0.022 -0. 060 0.201 0.433 0. 339 -0.071
6 0.112 0. 030 -0. 302 0.226 0.051 0.117 0. 337 0. 480 0.233 0.146
7 -0. 439 0.019 -0. 139 0.688* 0.167 0.376 0.679* -0. 448 -0. 162 -0. 465
8 0.327 0.392 -0. 404 0.432 0.468 -0. 242 0.573 0.228 0. 165 -0.070
9 -0.178 -0. 383 0.327 0.235 -0. 250 0. 467 0. 061 -0.593 -0.176 -0.610
10 0. 315 0.898* * -0.192 0.292 0.697* -0. 650 0.725 0.551 0.537 0. 286
11 -0.416 0.273 -0. 151 0.723* 0.314 0.221 0.881** -0. 206 0. 046 -0. 329
12 0.187 0. 540 0. 407 0.195 0. 301 -0.287 0.552 0.193 0. 565 -0. 126
13 -0. 218 0.330 -0. 233 0.729* ~ 0.394 0.116 0.897* * -0.110 0.092 -0. 319
14 0.726* 0.620 -0. 339 -0.034 0. 545 -0.739* 0.189 0.613 0.362 0.372
15 0. 600 0.902 % * -0. 583 0.128 0.775* -0, 856 * 0. 500 0.850** 0. 453 0.584
16 0.632 0. 097 -0. 259 -0. 638 0.034 -0. 567 -0. 656 0.574 0.074 0.611
17 -0. 261 0. 087 -0. 562 0.141 0.164 -0. 019 0.102 0.204 -0.178 0.494
18 --0.405 0.163 -0.059 0.428 0.172 0.148 0. 456 -0. 169 -0. 007 0. 200
19 0. 315 -0. 145 0.593 -0.422 ~0. 268 -0.076 -0. 473 0. 040 0.193 0.252
20 -0. 506 -0. 234 0. 257 0.326 -0. 033 0. 354 0.044 -0. 395 -0. 350 0.174
21 0. 106 0.311 0.020 0.214 0.106 ~0. 009 0. 569 -0. 063 0. 383 -0. 481
22 -0.249 -0. 454 0.038 -0. 225 -0. 408 0. 341 -0. 372 -0. 451 -0.323 -0. 509

FlA & XA, 15.1 AHECC); 16,7 AHECC); 17. HHRMBCC);5 18 WMBFECC) ;s 19. FH/CC); 20 FHHETE (mm) ;
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