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Systematic position of a rare plant species
Scaevola hainanensis based on ITS sequence analysis
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Abstract: Genetic diversity of Scaevola hainanensis Hance is estimated based on the sequences of nucle-
ar ribosomal internal transcribed spacer region (ITS) from five populations distributed in China. Further,
phylogenetic analysis of the S. hainanensis is performed based on combined ITS sequences data with other
species of Scaevola and outgroups available from GenBank. The results shows that the genetic diversity of
S. hainanensis is very low, implying that it is at risk of extinction at the genetic level as a rare plant. In
the phylogenetic tree, S. hainanensis is located in the Northern Hemisphere lineage and closest to the
clade consisting of local species in Hawaii with high support value, which imply the progenitor-derivative
dispersal pattern of Scaevola species between Asia and Hawaii. The results did not support the monophyly
of S. sect Scaevola and the hypothesis that S. hainanensis is derived from a widespread and sympatric
species S. taccada is rejected based on the present result.
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W3 FE BL WM Scaevola hainanensis Hance, X %4
INECEERE, JE T R AR B Goodeniaceae i A &
Scaevola , %@ FL K25 130 N Fh, %)@ B IR
DL BRAF AR TR AR MR R 43 A 2R AT,
ISR 40 AFh, Hph RO S, taccada F
AEYNFCHE S, plumieri LR AiF, HARY)FH
REEHI A FE g B o IX ST g 7 A
JEME— [ — b BRIV, A A A Ik Y 2 e el 0 A 1)
Yofl, A T v R I Ve X DA S R 5 e A
SRRALER I X A T i AR B LD A T
e X[ 38R 43 A T A ) R AR
PN e R AR (1) 4 2R 2 9T D SRR, 1 e A
M4 Hance T 1878 4R IL 744, Wi
DLSR A M g By R A 4 Fh/NAG (A48 240, LA
e —BrH, fffdr 4 ETEN T 2K 28 7
R HL A 7 AT AR B AR X — R 1915 4E H
AFEY) A ZE R SO RR B B TS TR R S A AR
AMIEAEZ 5, ALk HE T R R ek
HBESE LA, XPZR BT RR T, H 3
Carolin™' F+ 1990 4F- 7RI KL R I 11 32 55 43 21
TEBCA WENZFPRA RGO T, %R AR 1
B ELERR IS T Scaevola 2H, {H A RN HATHRTE 25
AR SRR 5 H AT 425 Scaevola 41 19 55 AHAF
#rs 2003 4F: Howarth %5 ITS 4314080 %) 2538
WilJ& () RGE 43 84T TOH9E, JUHIEXS /3 A 7E IR K
AN LAS ) A 2 8 P Al A 24T T IR AR,
XA ME— YOG T RO 8 47 F RGN kE, B
Wb 590 ke Vg v e T A A R R o 1D HRT
A0 ] T 5 R e 0 2 3 A 18— e A e e A A
Yy, e AR R A X S 2 R A, (H
[FIEE Sz AT ) A1 A P —— e BT A S AR 4
TR ? % ]2 Howarth 7£ {153 H
Fr it B EL G A B B — B 5 kA,
W T AR I R A A RGN, H i 1 e T Al
(R 3 A 0 AN W 4 st ,  APEERCE A AR D, LARTA

VT A T 3% 43 AT 1) DX R 4 K 2 B LA R
W, ARGEHES B AR R B (TUCN) IR T H N
IRPEZFE WSS N ER MG (Critically
Endangered, CR)"', 7E KKt #3525 16
¥ ( Vulnerable species, VU)'*', %} % LA I [a] 5
ABIETERE I E A B A S A7 A H s 1) T8 T e T A
(REIA TS P51, —J7 PP P e D) R K- A1
FEAOKT byt fe Z 00, 55— Jrii, 454 Gen-
Bank H A A HLME— 7T $JA5 1Y B AR s 45 ) A 1TS
FeARILF AT T RGBT, BAEHE iR
e YA E S A R Y RGN

L ARSI

1.1 SEIeHrst
MEWNMEFEERX (B3 &R T &
L R ) SREET S AN g R AR B RE (R, It
50 MR (FR 1) RIBTEE) R G IS S RE R
M4 6 A, SRAEEFH GPS E AL sk & 4 B,
JURG R FREEACRAE ], AR EBE B AN T S m,
M B T B AR AS T T RO, IR A AR I
Tl R A Y A Y
1.2 Fik
1.2.1 A4 % DNA 23R RS Ay CTAB 27
FHEE AN 6 B vk D e A R & 1 LA S Wt U A
FH BN R R AR I 5
1.2.2 ITS 53644 ¥ 2Zml 5 AHF55 i ITS 5]
) (ITS4, ITSLeu) |i] Howarth (2003) ( L4
TABOM" o RRIRFR R 30 pl, {5 DNA 20 ~40
ng, 5l# 0.15 pmol/L, MgCl, 1.5 mol/L, dNTP
0.1 mmol/L, Tag DNA B &1 1.5 U, §JIEEF
#: 94 C, 4 min —94 C, 45s — 60 °C, 50 s—
72 °C, 80 s —32 MEFEH—T72 C, 6 min, PCR y~
YA E kARSI i, 3% A S PR ] AT R ]
¥ o

T OSLEMEERERE

Table 1  Collection information for experimental materials in this study

Y KA Hb S A iy 2R SRR SRAEI (]
IR E 21°36'N 109°48'E 10 2012 - 11 =27
LA 23°05'N 120°06'E 13 2012 - 12 - 10
5 T e 19°55'N 110°35'E 12 2012 - 11 -06
T R A 19°30'N 109°30'E 10 2013 -5 -23
I G 5 e 21°31'N 108°20'E 2014 -8 -20
. I AR A 20°15'N 109°57'E 2013 -7 -17
HLR LW AT 22°24'N 120°49'E 6 2014 -1 - 15
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1.2.3 #¥EHH  BHRA Clustal - X S A
POPGENE" 3 i1 15 1) 7 1 200 7 ] 1 55 34 A e A
ITS JP 8475 HES A 22 BE VRGN, 78 FRAAH R
AR RS, Clustal X444 AR A 5 i )
J¥41 5 GenBank EL ) 66 4~ 50 A J& 1 H AR SC )
FP ITS JP 51 (L3R 2) 269 A7 51 k17 [ HE
¥, Fifl PAUP 4.0 b10 {1 gE47 85 K 20 4%
Br, SPEREREHS I Howarth" R 58 v 50 E

R2ARBITEHT RSB EE L B

LEM R AL (gap) ALBRAEERZE (missing) IR
. BRRZM (Maximum parsimony; MP) %
Heuristic 34, bootstrap {E*/\?\IETJ Q"J*Xf[ Dli‘%ﬁj}‘
SCRESEE, AREEGEEEN 1000 %, 1Ak, ZEdE
AR A DUt S s HEWT E:  (Bayesian inference: BI)
HEATHIRY, SR F MrBayes3. 1. 1 4", ] MODELT-
EST 3.7/ BEPEGE AR, AREERE A bR ST DL it
Hr {Z B, #E W] ( Bayes information criterion , BIC ylsl

| J% GenBank 5 (= A3 A MF51)

Table 2 The information of species used in this study and their GenBank accession numbers for ITS sequences

Yy Fh SRAE 5, GenBank = YyFh KA 5, GenBank 5

Scaevola wrightit W] AY102787 || Scaevola lanceolata TRIFI . AY102757
Scaevola virgata iy AN AY102786 || Scaevola kilaueae EEH AY102756
Scaevola tomentosa b 31 1 2 AY102785 || Scaevola humifusa b 311 2 AY102755
Scaevola thesioides by IR AY102784 || Scaevola hookeri R FI . AY102754
Scaevola tahitensis B RSETE AY102783 || Scaevola hobdyi HEH AY102753
Scaevola taccada3 Bk AY102780 || Scaevola gracilis B AY102752
Scaevola taccadad Oy R i AY102779 || Scaevola globosa WA H] AY102751
Scaevola subcapitata B RSTE AY102778 || Scaevola glabral HEH AY102750
Scaevola spinescens iy AN AY102777 || Scaevola glabra2 EEH AY102749
Scaevola socotraensis e AY102776 || Scaevola glabra3 HEE AY102748
Scaevola repens HRKFI . AY102775 || Scaevola gaudichaudii HER AY102747
Scaevola ramosissima iy AN AY102774 || Scaevola gaudichaudiana EEH AY102746
Scaevola procera K H AY102773 || Scaevola floribunda KRR AY102745
Scaevola porocarya by AN AY102772 || Scaevola enantophyllal RIFI . AY102744
Scaevola plumieril BEM AY102771 || Scaevola enantophylla2 TR AY102743
Scaevola plumieri2 EE AY102770 || Scaevola depauperata bl 31 1 2 AY102742
Scaevola plumieri3 E| AY102769 || Scaevola cylindrica Hivk H Z B AY102741
Scaevola phlebopetala R F) I AY102768 || Scaevola crassifolia by IR AY102740
Scaevola parvibarbata iy AN AY102767 || Scaevola coriacea EEH AY102739
Scaevola ovalifolia WA H]E AY102766 || Scaevola collaris A F AY102738
Scaevola oppositifolial HILA I AY102765 || Scaevola coccinea Bk B2 e AY102737
Scaevola oppositifolia2 HILAIE AY102764 || Scaevola chanii M AY102736
Scaevola nubigena KRR AY102763 || Scaevola chamissoniana HR AY102735
Scaevola nitida by IR AY102762 || Scaevola calendulacea HRKFI . AY102734
Scaevola montana Hvg L Z e AY102761 || Scaevola beckii pinl 4 AN AY102733
Scaevola mollis K H AY102760 || Scaevola balansae ik Z BT AY102732
Scaevola microphylla A FI AY102759 || Scaevola angulata by IR AY102731
Scaevola micrantha Y AY102758 || Scaevola anchusifolia by IR AY102730
Scaevola albida iy AN AY102729 || Goodenia scapigera by AN AY102793
Scaevola aemula iy IR AY102728 || Goodenia glabra by IR AY102792
Verreauxia reinwardtii by AN AY102795 || Goodenia decurrens by AN AY102791
Velleia spathulata {ﬁ@j{}ﬂ DA AY102794 || Goodenia cirrifica iy AN AY102790

* Scaevola hainanensis x KM921769|| Diaspasis filifolia TR A AY102788

B/ T'ﬂ/ J7AR/)TPE)
# Scaevola taccada 1 FE (KGR E) * KP877531 || Goodenia scapigera TR A AY102793
# Scaevola taccada 2 i = KP877532 || Goodenia bellidifolia WA H]E AY102789

<

A/TRGRE)

Rt




513

S OKRAE: MY R ROER AL T ITS FRAI B iy R G BT 19

JITA 1 DU 3 o3 e 2 LB VR R G i, 4 k4t
(3 ZRIAGE 1| A% HE) [MIHEfT s x 10° fR, 4 1
000 A REGERHHIFE—TK, HESBMLRETE
HERNE . A 13— 2D 3R PR R RGN,
HEER 22 A BRI P A B 0 A 40, FA T iy T R &K
PRAEAD A A R A LAt R BG4 51 (327 )y
G AN ECE SR, JF SR [R)AE Y 5 Ao 03 A O vk
HATHRIRS , 5 E NS Scaevola taccada N1 S. repens VEK
SRS

2 RS0

2.1 EFITSFIMEmESRBEREESHEN
gl

ABIFFE I 7E B 76 P SRR S S ARELL S0 S
PRI ITS o 58 42—, B fE— 1) B BRI [
B, Nei it & ZHEMEIEHONE, HIIE 24 Gen-
Bank ME— [ %8585 KM921769 ., T A BIF 5 I & ) e
A 2 SRS 12 DRSS PR RS B, AR
ST A KP877531 Fll KP877532, Ko Juj {4 35 [
3 Fh o, Hrp T ARIR IR F N AR 2 R A B
3 FpBEAIAY, Nei 5t ZHEVERE BN 0. 53, wife %
FEPERZS SRR . BV PIrAS: I %) R i A AR 0 A
PRECY B35 /0 T AR, ISHE ZAEMEKF |
W 2w TV P AT A, X — A I &5 2R W] Ho
S X R AR 5 TS R AY ISSR g SR —
2, [RIREE S T SR SIS TE R 4K iR 2 TR
PritKF E s L A IR
2.2 ETXREEE (69 1MFF) B ITS FI 34T

EES

69 B A Jm S H AP R A 51 (A
AFSE T AR A 14 T T R Al 60 v 5] A e o Al 1) 371
TEWN) H TTS 427 51 HE 7 J5 K 803 bp,
PAUP 4.0 b10 #47i8%. ., £ 335 MR 5, 243
AN S, 43005 41. 7% F130. 2% . Heuristic
AR E] 90 I A 2B, M — BB (strict
consensus tree) 1T RS0 Hr. B 370, —3(
PEFEEL (CI) FORFFHEEC (RT) 2351124 0. 629 3 Fi
0.830 2, MP ## [ 55 et FiJ D1 -0 4 o v 2 A A A2 1Y)
RGO RA L, (HA 00 S SRR AR AR, I
1 R8s MP A, HEoR T BEAR & HERR N
HESOTAS (BI) o SEPR B, TR0 AT HOEh 25 R 3 45 Tl
Z IR Y9 22 5, R IS 2 AU ) DL - $8 ks B
A, R TS A IR A A A DL S B
M2 GTR + 1+ G, M BIEHa] LIS, 4 i
i S. taccada A K FF 5 WAL — & (L FFHEH

100% ), 1 F12 R APE"ARKMEE, 3 kA ZE
#H, 43k B KFEHEHH Marquesas Islands,  [7] 35,43
AT B T A R T B B DT A IR R R, 5
FE TV P A 2 ph 2 b DX S — ) e A
KRB, 5 AR ORI, 5 g A TR R GRS
EHHA Howarth S5 @ I )b 3ki% & ( Northern
P03 3 A A AR Y AL i A
S. plumieri, S. socotraensis, S.wrightii, S. nitida Fll
YRR R TIN 8 AR, (A2 ReR H A 0.53,
PR E R R A IR A R 2B, JERakiE RN
TR 7 SR N AT K B o 143 X M 45T Howarth
SRR Subglobulifera ZEHF (3535 0.98)
R T KREH8JET S. sect. Xerocarpa ser.
Globuliferae WITRAFEYIFH A Kok A T4 2 YY)
o
2.3 BET/NEEE (27 1F5) 8IS FA S
RS

B E TV P R LA R SR8 T Subglobulif-
era 5HFJ5, A T #F— 25 i 2 1 B 5V A 7E Sub-
globulifera ZEHFH 1 A7, HEBR R AHE 4 N 22 7 3¢
RUIFTE R G B BT 8, # Subglobulifera 28
RENRI T A 25 YR (R 36 T8 S A, L
1), I EZEEEZ M0 S. taccada FI1 S. repens {ER
SMRRE, —3L27 MRS EHHEY U T RE KT
)Mt T ERR TR 2 SR ORI YRR I ok R4S
SR, PR EERAT T BRI SRR 1
R RGERKER . HAE 2 2R A bootstrap EAlFE
o A5 1) — St MP A, &b ] LU S g R
Wil R 8 A H R U IR R, HA
W AR TR, 70% i DUk R
BI R ULIEN 3, 73 HFR 8, Howarth S5 I AYILF
KGR (CArth) SCFefly 67%, ik &,
ik v e AR 5 S R SR A W A T LR 2 B SRR
83% ,

33

T g T A2 M — 0 A LE RO LS i
T PR DR3BS b, S A T e [ g S
T B X A R 5 AR 2B B LR s X, (HE
JUHAERI BRI 2RI, Ho 451 IO BF I 46 1
P R AE G 7 DR RIS, s RE | 5 X
B X e A WESE, S5 e GmEE S
Rl Ja— AR, HILE G 95 N2 G i
(CR)™ o e AT R 2847 ¥ g 0 A A 10 3% 3 A 1 [X
RN A R R AE L T 4R R, DRt E

Hemisphere lineage )",
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Goodenia cirrifica
Scaevola thesioides
Scaevola tomentosa
Scaevola spinescens
Scaevola nitida
Scaevola wrightii
Scaevola socotraensis
Scaevola hainanensis :] YT B
Scaevola mollis
53 Scaevola procera
54 100) _E Scaevola chamissoniana
99 Scaevola gaudichaudiana

_E Scaevola hobdyi

Scaevola kilaueae
100 E Scaevola coriacea
Scaevola gaudichaudii
100 Scaevola plumz:erz: 1
Scaevola plumieri 2
98 Scaevola plumieri 3 —
— 100 (— Scaevola anchusifolia
Y Scaevola porocarya
Scaevola crassifolia
100 Scaevola gracilis
72 Scaevola lanceolata
—E Scaevola virgata
Scaevola calendulacea
100 (— Scaevola chanii
Y Scaevola micrantha —
100 [ Scaevola beckii
Scaevola globosa
97 LE Scaevola humifusa
Scaevola repens
100 Scaevola coccinea
Scaevola montana
Scaevola balansae
Scaevola cylindrica
Scaevola floribunda
100f Scaevola subcapitata
LE Scaevola tahitensis
Scaevola nubigena
- Scaevola taccada 1
100 Scaevola taccada 2
Scaevola taccada 3
Scaevola taccada 4

Scaevola angulata
100 —E Scaevola depauperata

Scaevola glabra 3
79 -E Scaevola glabra 1
— Scaevola glabra 2

99 Scaevola hookeri
Scaevola microphylla

1 Scaevola ovalifolia
{E Scaevola phlebopetala

BEHEN
&

3
ope[o v1oyInqo[3qns

98

62

97 Scaevola albida
Scaevola aemula
100 — Diaspasis filifolia
LE Scaevola parvibarbata
Scaevola ramosissima
Scaevola enantophylla 1
100 rE Scaevola enantophylla 2
Scaevola oppositifolia 1
Scaevola oppositifolia 2
Scaevola collaris
84 _E Goodenia glabra
Velleia spathulata
Goodenia scapigera
Verreauxia reinwardltii
Goodenia bellidifolia
Goodenia decurrens

Fl1 BT 69 AN ITS P4 (REESR) Prigdny BIME (B ERRRMR, REREER30), EhEammiE
MEZT 1A, RITEYIFN 2 5 BB LR X 23, AR A 00 B AR B B R Lk 1

Fig. 1 The phylogenetic tree resulting from the Bayesian inference (BI) of 69 ITS gene sequences (large dataset). Posterior prob-
ability values are given above major branches. The species name with number means more than one individual for this species were

used in this study. The information for all taxa was listed in the supplementary Table 1
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Fig.2 The phylogenetic tree resulting from the Maximum parsimony ( MP) analysis of 27 ITS gene
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Scaevola mollis

Scaevola procera
Scaevola hobdyi
Scaevola kilaueae
Scaevola chamissoniana
Scaevola chamissoniana
Scaevola gaudichaudiana
Scaevola gaudichaudii
Scaevola hainanensis
Scaevola nitida
Scaevola wrightii
Scaevola socotraensis
Scaevola anchusifolia
Scaevola porovarya
Scaevola spinescens
Scaevola plumieri
Scaevola tomentosa
Scaevola thesioides
Scaevola micrantha
Scaevola chnii
Scaevola crassifolia
Scaevola gracilis
Scaevola virgata
Scaevola lanceolata
Scaevola calendulacea
Scaevola repens
Scaevola taccada

sequences ( small dataset). Bootstrap values are given at nodes

100 —
| .

100 —

67

83

100

100

Scaevola taccada
Scaevola repens
Scaevola spinescens
Scaevola micrantha
Scaevola chanii
Scaevola anchusifolia
Scaevola porocarya
Scaevola plumieri
Scaevola socotraensis
Scaevola nitida
Scaevola wrightii
Scaevola hainanensis
Scaevola coriacea
Scaevola gaudichaudii
Scaevola mollis
Scaevola procera
Scaevola hobdyi
Scaevola kilaueae
Scaevola chamissoniana
Scaevola gaudichaudiana
Scaevola tomentosa
Scaevola thesiodes
Scaevola gracilis
Scaevola crassifolia
Scaevola lanceolata
Scaevola virgata
Scaevola dulacea 7

i

PEE

Hhy
Fil

m EER

T
I ik

BEHHEM

K3 HT27 ANITS Jpgl (UNVEdede) Ittt BIA (R URIERm=R)

Fig. 3 The phylogenetic tree resulting from the Bayesian inference ( BI) of 27 ITS gene sequences

(small dataset). Posterior probability values are given at nodes
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HERSfER (VU TRAT7E 4 B W I A R B
T FE[RIRE DLTIE 176 B R AR R R AT 2k o 7 Pl i
A WA Y D PR AHE DN 2 e T AN, A AR
BB, ARSI EE AR, DRI AR R RS R
PR R 2k ) ABIR SR A ISk 1 P A
3 s30T R VA R TTS R 51, 7R 1 i
BRI A FE 181 Z2 AP L [R)RE T I K 48 R AR, S
B HREET R o Fhrid—1TS J7 41 1y 46 I 25
R, B ITS F7 90 7ERE IR & 09 73 B9 b a5 oA
TR A M TR o AN, FE X HORT ST
Rt RG] ) [ o Y A AR N A AR 2 0 T
g g SRR, HL AR AR 1TS J7 41 bt s B sy
s E ZREME Ko G ZAEPER D25 R B S
Ho 2" FiI FF] ISSR i 5 125 Y5 R 0 Y il B 1A 1k 7 0F
FERYEERA—Z, TEMATITIRTFRY 233 4> kAl v,
R 6 A 23250 o 1 e Bl it A% 22 FEVEAR
ARSI 25 3R DAy 1l X — S A W Y DR 7 SR 42
HEZE L,

KA Carolin' ™ BT 38 H 14 25 S 1) 55 7 A g 149 4%
REG, EEG T 3 M, 735lJ Scaevola
2H, Xerocarpa ZHFN Enantiophyllum #2H ., J5WI4H %
3 A TE SRR ) Rl BT 2 8, A4 1 130 A Fh
IR Z B A (2990 Fh), B EFEZLITSE
KRBz SR RAMIFEA Ny e AL o T 0 A 7E IR
KA LA e 26 KB 73 BVl Scaevola 4, 2%
LHI AR AR IR S A BUAMR K, MR R
HITEARFE B TR A, Carolin'®' F 1990 4F 7E A 57 #
TR R G or e, TEBCH DB g R R A
AR OL T, % TN B 3R K Z R A B T Scaevola
4, AHA RN SRR LR A e S
Scaevola 4 H)FF AIFF &5 SEbr BRI A LK
FATHOILER, 105 g BT 52 0 & AR A/ NEE R, TR
BB BEJE 2T, {H Howarth " ZEA AT TR 5 Hh & 30
Carolin fIr$2 19 3 NHES Enantiophyllum 48 AMEBAS
ERFRZERE, DRI BRI AN TR A0 Ve v e AR
1T RGN E W E & A RKUER ) . ARPFFEIHET TS
73 At 0 SR 26 25 SR O I 1A 7 3 A 37 T Scae-
vola ZH B[ — A~ 73 3035 Z——bF BRiE R (North-
ern Hemisphere lineage) , #F Howarth'" [ 5% Hi%
WEZALAE S. plumieri, S. socotraensis, S. wrightii,
S. nitida FFARTER RN 8 A HF, (H AL AT
FE AR AL B R o ASBIFSE B G5 2R SCf i g
R T —i% &, HIZE R SR D R RIEA
&, 75 MP R} ESCRES/NT 50% , 78 BI R F 3 HE
R 67% , 7E Howarth [RRF5T il 7 X H5E 5 AR

BAK . Howarth' A 2 0K T IO FE Y
Yift S. nitida BRI S0 & LAY, PRI BE S RS S.
nitida FEBRTEAC LIRS R AL, AL BR1E & BT G 4E
LR, J3 A0 H S o SR TR BHRRL S
S. socotraensis, Tt S. wrightii, BERE (Frichy
TR, PEBETE (BREENRE) , HE
Z 0] M R B AR S o T 2R e — 1Y) A el
S. plumieri JRAE T ATAERT SEWAEAED, HER T
EAMEAR SRR R B R TEAIEHE EAATE
24, P Howarth' ' ZEBF 58 A AL BRI 2R Y
MLAEATSRAL TR AR, M BAT A9 25 B3k F 2
K BT 5] A B AR S A BE B BORIE fS AR
TENE, TS R ] AR AR S T B X L Y AH
Se—J5 % ( progenitor-derivative ) WA, H)
AFp Y BRI, Ah, T REKER
BRKIETE S REBUH A Scaevola 2 B 1) 5L Al
S 551 e FEE AR R 800 A, AITE RGeS EAHRR
Bk, X—85 R E T Scaevola ) B RN DL K i
P T AR Jpc A AT BE R REHEAR AR BRI, XS
FIA TS SRR I 5 v A Jas 1) T 58 45 SR A — 2
MATEI B TEUESE 78 B R R & 7 A B A, Ao
IR S G R R H A A AR AHE
G, 4 AT A ROA [a] b 5 ) e T A S AR
BRERE, 0T RER ERMG W& S
(100% ) o 3X—&5 R —0 [k TI%) i IF R TE
3 AT AN [ M sy s A T R B s A B k.
AWFFEEET TS FP A f th i SRR 45 Rk it —
AR T it P AR S AR RN ) B R
JHIEE S. coriacea F1 S. gaudichaudii 3X W75 b,
FhFE RG4S o BRI AS g T
B S S, coriacea FHENR ., R YIHHIEA
FONEAR, ZE¥DEN, MRE, AR, ER
AR R R BARAE R 5 B S /NI, /N
FARTTAERE T, = PR, BRI N ERA E,
HHTFHAET; BRI LTS . HALER
TR 1) A 4K, S, coriacea [AEJZTRAERY; S.
gaudichaudii TEIL SRR i BRI E RZEM, 5
S.  coriacea FITF R FHERR i AN 7] F) H 2 HAE T ) N
WIE. WAESDRE, 1R A AR RO
TR A, TS, coriacea HERAEMFNIT
BRI I, S gaudichaudi W TE BT 2 4 1 ey ¥6F
PR L FEA AT S I 1 31 P4 i P
A SR A S T 3 A 7 A T AR RS ) A 2 A 1 e
PR, TIN5 R 2 1] 5 2R A HO R SR
FRESYHOUWM T3 —AJ5 TR 1 W A A TEAE S
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S OKRAE: MY R ROER AL T ITS FRAI B iy R G BT 23

- J5ft (progenitor-derivative) U219 A1) GE14,
X —HEM 5 Howarth X} RLER J& Jb-F k1% R LB
FhYERC IR AGE B B THe R — 8, X fE—
FRIE B3R 1 RO TE R e AL T ALk ek
F, HFERIR R RFA YIS AR AL
BN ARG R BTUIE, TR geR 250
BABICAITEE" U A v S A3 DR 5K
PEAEATORFE ™ o (E R T A S 0 i 4 A S L
I, SRAESZBR AR I AT B L PR s R BR T TS
FPA, I P JE v S8 B ITS A1 i) o Ath 35 IR 1
Mo A Ja Biik— 2P IR T RE, Wi HoAt i PRI
i, VAdkE— DB IR pg BE AR 1) RGEO S, [N
Shy BT B TR RN R A PR i EE S AE
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