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R, B HREAN, FHULAEE, —FREETE, SR LEAARE, =4 | EEERL0#
REFRFEZA, BoX. TERALFANE, AR EARELRAF sEpEE, | BEFN
HEREL R H AP HEN TR EFRRALELERAN, B0 % Fastn, | PEAX
HEREZEMARILEENEZ R, SWEEE WH M & F W (Quercus tenuipilosa Hu Q. iﬁoﬁifé‘
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etZhouZ. K.sp.nov.). MAEHEEFEN, MiEEFHFNFREFRN N EEZETNE A, iz
SAEBMNT &Mt R ABBE, KAMEFF M URKEMTTNAT, EEHFR .
rHEM TR, EREPRKEEEZRHRY, RAEER PN ARS, B L
HTTHR, ARXAAR, EEMETHFHHNAT. BINFARBEAMRALEEZER
Rrtk B ENRIT 0, KANAEEEZFTNHR K ERESRATAREXE, Hrrk K%
FEMABERZANXRALHFERNAR. BEEFENEAAGHANTELZMEFIHEENR
RZLEGUINAR CO,RERFFERNERFE AR, HhRBFENEEZFRNALEE S AR
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T FB, e W IrE R A AN TTAEE, AN
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i . Beerling 1 Woodward" 5l i3 A\ T 5256 & P H
¥ (Hedera helix L.). m >%(Chlorophytum comosum
(Thunb.) Baker) 35 A8 ) 1) AL %5 BE FIHE R CO, WK JEE
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g, R TARE ISR, ] LURF [F—49)
FhAE A [R) g 35 O S R AE 10 A8 4k, 2 [R]85 B )
1) I 35 R i 55 T8 25 R AE X M 5 25 A8 Ak Y i)
Kouwenberg 45 A V58 T 58 P4 % A [R]35 4k B 404 )
AKX (Nothofagus solandri (Hook. f.) Oerst.)’<,
fL% B AR B AR Ak, R BLRAROKE KA AL % R
AR TR IR, o CO, Wk BEREM ST =T R,
PrlASLEE S CO, E R TAHIE KR, Zhou 7
NP1 % Hu A1 Zhou 5% W BH, #35 HR(Quercus
pannosa Hand.-Mazz.) )<L 280 (% 2 FH8 0 B i
WML, BHSASH SRR CO, WELIE
FHR KR CRAR CO, MR B BEMEAR I F TR AI%). b,
I e 8% A AN [R) 1 5 BF AR ] 53 2% 9 4 ) 1k
P B R RUEE E AR5 AH B I 285 4 1E X A A 722 A 14 g
3. Frank F1 Beerling "t AN [ s 5 pisf 39 [l — 2 e AL
WSS RILEE S KA CO, MR AHE
RIATIGE. AN R, T ES M AL T 72
t, KIPLOR 2 BREE N RS CO, R BE A ek 28 S AT
Yot b SRS EK S T, B CO, W EEREAIR, 4
A A AL RS sl IN T 28 B 3 AR A P 3 2R i O e
AR R LG K CO, JEE, WAL CO,
W R o AT T AT ) 2 B ) S L B A A AR ) ) Ak
RifiE KA CO, MEEEW A, MW ) LA B D ik
AN, T BEAE B AL .

1k J& F X W J& (Quercus subg. Cyclobalanopsis
Oerst.)J&5¢ S BHIH 4 M Bl 20040 T8 W X 2R v
MR L AR MK IR E A A X R AR 77
il SR 62%. T XL JE AR ) = AR A BT
R AR B P AR R R R — ) i X
BAEYAAES, FERHARZE T 250, B
Wt Lok, it = Bttt 2 A EE TN
W R A e sk, AR ER A . RARME A SR
b A2 S e SR | AS T) 5 AR G 7 XD AR
A7 43 8 A R AR A LI B A AR A S AT AT L,
X R B 5T A [R) 1 S5 7y S B 41 7 (XD I R A 4 R i AR
K FL X P 58 g e 07 B AR T ORGSR AL AR SE IR = AE
LW R K B R EoB e o 8 v e B T ARAF S8 4 1)
BXWEM b AanA, 245 x5 k0 T3 Mk
AN eV 2H (W b T ) R T B R T X (Quercus
praedelavayi) A FFEEARL. KL 5B AF R EEH
X (Quercus delavay)JEASFFEFFATXI LG, KA 1T A&
AL A 5H7 8 B XA B BT X E S RE
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21\ O RREERRBRKEEHD
47 === REESBEIRNRE
L RIREE ~ RS HnE
55.2 = o BRE
g A
23.4 RKEE ~ DERRE
U REeE- ORR
271 S BUERE
FEHNTE o RTEE ~ DRRRE
w BYIHE
B2 AP EARREEY
b A A P
1.2 Wik
(1) M fmEE &k SR>

WIELS | RN B
(i) B FET DI Mo 4 . P

00 B 55 2 RSB HB X 27 AR, BRAn A< B
— A L R RS ATE, ]
StaceP Y HF5T.

(iii) HTXF by B0 A: 3 B 75 X3 B 4 vk
% I8 Hickey 1 Wolfe™ [l il 57 .

(iv) MERLZEHEITE. REEBREEET
FHE, HBIEEFE (trichome base density, TD)F/n
MR mm®) FAYEIECE. 78 20 55 T (AL
468 umx351 pm), AR 3 B, GitRAS
LT v B A4 R R R 22 A0 i T S

(V) [RALE IR kMR E.

(Vi) FAFRHT.  FAR Mk 2R T X FRAE
A 9 R T 50 4k R L R A AR AL B A RO v, B
AYEREACSE, FAR BT AT LU H THE YA 1
JEAXT . & e X S A Fifk A ok B 0B &R AT 4,
DI RN IR 2 N B N = S B St G PN
4T3 1, B YES, /W74 0, B NO. fiqn,
WIEE, WH YES, #74r 1; 15 NO, 4743 0, 57
AR S5 B AESSBER X PR, FH MVSP
BAFHEAT A8 BR 43 M7 (principal coordinates analysis,
PCoA)E, Rl A ST 5% 1 1k A S 5 I A 2 J
Ak A7 B IE S AR RIME R S, R R T i B0 AR R 2
A AT R, XA AT DU B ST L, B E
WY E WHERTE, JERETE HW . 0] T b oR ik A
KB RGNS, AR A IR A7 58
U, AT DAAERG O SO SR AT AT 4y, 0t 32 Ak bR
AR IR A A S T SR

JITA bR AR 9 -S54 K ff 2 AR 1B 2 B] Dilcher™,
Luo 1 Zhou""', Ellis % A PUAGHFSE.

2 WEHWEAR
2.1 fenifk

52} #}: Fagaceae Hand.-Mazz., 1929.

KRJE: Quercus L., 1753.

5B H X : Quercus tenuipilosa Hu Q. et Zhou Z.
K. sp. nov., 2012.

TR P TR tenuis A pilosa JRAETR,
BB, 89, FERAE, BEmENER.

FLFFRAS (holotype): HST856A, B, VLIl 3(a)fil(b).

B AR AR (Paratype): HST022, LI 4(c).

HAtbhR7A: HST022, HST151, HST254, HST565,
HST943A, HSTO43B, L& 4(a)~(f).
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F1 HEMHERERER Y
KA 7 L AR EZE0) 3 4K (m) SR AR IA] (4F)
HLT450 ) e, v 25°25'N, 102°51'E 2200 2007
HST856 E W M 1Bt 25°06'N, 102°57'E 2102 2010
DHO008 R A 24°26'N, 100°54'E 1431 2010
DH020 =) B 25°54'N, 100°25'E 1862 2010
DH025 =) B 25°57'N, 100°22'E 2630 2010
DHO029 = AR 25°57'N, 100°22'E 2480 2010
DHO030 = AR 25°56'N, 100°24'E 2050 2010
DH032 IR AR 26°19'N, 099°59'E 2300 2010
DHO034 el AR 26°22'N, 099°58'E 2541 2010
DHO037 (RN ;AL 26°38'N, 099°57'E 2274 2010
DHO044 (xR ;AL 26°53'N, 100°14'E 2442 2010
DHO067 [EERAN B 26°52'N, 100°01'E 2159 2010
DHO074 HIE B 25°56'N, 099°49'E 1932 2010
DHO075 H IR AR 25°54'N, 099°49'E 1763 2010
DHO076 Rk AL 25°50'N, 099°53'E 1689 2010
KUN0094673 A AR ? 1600 9
KUNO0396795 i AR ? 1900 1981
KUN0396899 Hepy AR ? 1920 1981
KUN0449347 R AR 2 1670 2
KUN0449364 bl AR, ? 1950 1989
KUN0449366 (ZPN AR ? 1900 ?
KUN0449389 =] B ? 1920 1956
KUN0449391 XA A ? 2090 2
KUN0449397 B AR ? 1035 1942
KUN0468641 *E AR ? 1900 1982
KUNO0504244 AR A ? 1200 2

a) “? PRINARAS R AR B AR SR L

Frdct s Fp R e B W R BE 5 BT A A

Leaves elliptic, symmetrical; leaf apex acuminate
and leaf base convex to broadly cuneate. Secondaries in
the toothed part craspedodromous, secondaries in the
entired part camptodromous; tertiary veins opposite and
alternate percurrent. Stomata on abaxial epidermis,
anomocytic. Trichome bases on adaxial and abaxial
epidermis, unicellular and multicellular.

M W, K 5.0~6.5 cm, i 2.0~2.5 cm,
Ky LAl 2.5, Biumide, e, g i
VL EARS, PRRK, — bR B, TR T5 )
BEARA, JF T M, R, 9k 13
X, fEM RS A, R E A, ME AT, HE R,
TR E — Rk AL 60°, I ST v 2 N
(K 3(a)Fi(b)); PEATHKT, %0 %k -
5 BRI T (B 3(g)), PRI ZHBKAEAK
IhrEA 3, MR, 41325 B kAR, =

2060

RNk F s ER, JLT 5 kR, X
(E 3(e)).

R PURSIE, RN, K 5~15 um,
$i 5~10 pm, FEJERERCV-H, TTAALE, AORZH
BRI E 2, AN BRI, 24T
M 5~7 M B — DB (B 5(a)). TR 4HHEIE
AR, =fIERNSIIE A HeA 40 f Fn 22 4
B, AN EREDE, ZAMESH 5~7 4
I (& S(e)f(g), HELAHR 250 4 mm™>; H
AH AR, R DAY, B 5~8 ARl P4ty
I, BEHL AR TR N (& 5(c)Fe)), HELN 672
A~ mm™2.

22 RGN EE

JonesP2%f 72 S} B K 5 H I8 25 A0 B 45

F . R OB ASIAT TR SE, IR0 404



B3 BEFSNSHAEEETNHMEUAEERERR
(a)F(b) BLEBHFRMILA, EHIRR 1 cm, frA5S HSTS56A,
HST856B; (c) MAEEH XM, WEHIRA 1 om, 4% DHO37; (d)
PR BT KA, WHIRR 1 em; (e) BiEHE R RERHOK,
FEIRUR 1 em, $RAS HST856A; (f) A BB KIEH M RFRER,
HEBIRIR 0.5 em; (g) BB KIMLA RBoKR, Bl RUR 0.5 cm, 41
A5 HST856A; (h) MAEEH KEWHRFHCR, HAHIRIR 1 cm

Bt g mk. B, AKFRE BERER
R B A PR BV S AL g BRI R X R
e N SR S i R L TV RO B A
AICAAMEEDIE, Ll B, PRk, —%
KL B, BA RN B AT g0k, =ikt o
GG BT, IR L JCEE B U SR REAE T HERR ik
WERURE, B hre B, eSS RH A A BR)E
(Lithocarpus BL)5¥R)E T X8 24828 BAT ik
X—FHE, (HOBRE &2 2%, EWN10 A R
H ¥k (Lithocarpus pachylepis A. Camus). ZL.0> 1k
(Lithocarpus carolinae (Skan) Rehd.)FIHEHE A £k
(Lithocarpus areca (Hick. et A. Camus) A. Camus)% 8
Tl BRI A B 1 B R, R R L i kIR
% . MR B O 3 000 55 5 A SO Ak A I i X,
HOKE AR SO A 7 S T XD I PO, it 5 AR 7 X

B4 BRESNEIEKXREMIRAR
(a)~(f) MK K HST943A, HST943B, HST022, HST151, HST254,
HST565; HBIRPIN 1 cm

Ja& A R LI R AR ST A 1Y 254 5 55 K] (Quercus
glauca Thunb.), JET X (Quercus schottkyana Rehd. et
Wils)FE B 7 XIARARL, 1055 X ANE 75 X i35 e 2R
A AN B R, A SCA A HAT 22 4R S0 i 2 Fh
FAVEEE, WA S 5B MR A L.

Hil, CHESHEEBHFNAEAESZLRN KA
A EFEAWILR GRS T w8 X RS R
(Quercus aff. delavayi)®, = ok g/ e 4
AIE BT KL AR 5 F M, ErHE bk
FEAFAE LT Selnl: 55 X 8 G M BROIR A (5
B, Ky 5, RI N R BB, i H b kg
ol AALAR AR BI S RRAE, B R T A S A
A BT X SA S ATEMIE . gty F#A—2,
AR BAE B R, =Gk TE o T S T AR SO A
(& 2).

AR A 5 HML, ERERMEE L EE
FEAELL T Selnl: 8B MR G . A8 B 7 X ATA S
oA R AL | BEICEZAEF ARl R
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()

Bs5 REFSNSHEREENREMALHLZBMERL
(a) MEHFNX EFRE, WHIRR 50 pm. #H 5, HST856-20120814-upper-01; (b) A BTN FE K, HWHRR 50 pm, #WHSH
DHO030-3A-1; (¢) BiBHFR T EHN, HHIRIR 50 um, #H 5N HST856-20120814-lower-01; (d) B4 #BH X T K, FHBIRR 50 um,
58 DHO30-4A-2; (e) BiBH W TR LA, HAIJUR 10 um, # A 54 HST856-20120814-lower-01; () BAHEEH N T HELK
fLA%, WHIRUR 10 pm, # R 5% DHO30-4A-2; (g) MiBH N TREZHMEE, WHINUR 10 pm, #5524 HST856-20120814-lower-01;
(h) MAEEHEXTREZMMER, AR 10 um, # A5 5 DH030-4A-2

R2 AXMAERGHZRAPHMHEMMRERBEHESR ¥

45 4 R
s LWes Nol0 —UREE —SATAE —akp L ugy DT mm SDCR mm il
ITI (%) ISI (%)
I B X (8 OB ) + + + + - - 282/9 1139/? [20]
HETKRGMOPHH) - - - - + + 192/5.2 465/11.7 [34]
BB X (6 EHTHD) + + + + + + 250/10.2 672/19.1 AL
B X @A) + + + + + + 194/3.6 931/15.2 [20]

a) L WM FRE, w R EE, N h—M ks H; U&M iy |38 2 A B 400 3 (unicellular trichome bases) 142 41 Jitd 6 %&
(multicellular trichome bases); TD A F 3 TR BE; TI A F R E B SD N T RESILEE; SI AT RESILIEEG w0 Fm<”, «
TR <2 FRFOCER P AR BRI EE, BiAE R B E MRS (P ERYE ) 22 BB, HA R iR A

fE—Le2 5, MEBHMREGMMAA ERER JENLEERTAS A, T HR N RE
A2 FBEE, MATEEHNAZHMERE, mMHE  BEENULEESR TR R aER 2). B
WE EAAAEM RS, HEBEHKRGM T RETE TSRS A 5500 2 R RT
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F ARG R, RAEL R e 14 DRk
T ARSI (R 3), ST A ILIEl 6. DAIET 6 HhAT LA
BIEBHE MRS S50 3 KRR RBLE. AL
AT ML 38 B 7 MR AR fieile, AR M5 A P Ak L 1L
B, HRAR SO 5S4 Al A e RS BB RN T
WA BH X, WAL I EMAALEE LR

3 BAEHEE KRG E LR HTER

[ES

LN WE

Hi¥EE
Gia 7

ot
T

W e

z
= B

% £ %

4 [ 9

L=10cm

W=2cm

L:W<5

N>10

Pk E

TR AR A
=k
AFLARAS LI 7Y
REHAPREERE
TD<200 > mm™
SD<500 4> mm™
SD>1000 /> mm™ 1

=T = S = N S G U W
{

SO - - 0o = = o o o o o o o ~ (%

= =T e e e =1 i s

O OO R, k= kR Rk R Rk, O = O

a) LW K, W ORI F L1 N 9 — W ZKBCH : 7D 9
FREBHEHI SD N FREC UL “URR R, “0RR
S BEREHNIER S CRERPE) 22 55518, Hia
H AR BT A

Wl 25 5. XTI SRR AT, (23 A 7 AN [R] 3t
JRIHREIAE AT, R BRI IR R, % T F
Yy R AE 18 K AR AU R AR, 2B e TR L E
H—AFM, ISR EE N BAEREE XA A
THMNEGHE.

3 e
3.1 WMREBEEN R

R 2 B2 B W B L B L AL AR A 4 £ it
JZ EGRAT R, dH SRR AL —
[l 5 A A R AL 3 T IR IE RO bR, DT R 4
R R PRI R W U 40 A AR R M
DX —SE AR A i L HL A X SR AE ST AR i R B
Bl W POA N A R I RE, AR BAERT 1L LK
B R L Bl 1k 5 S0 20 e R A 45y O
Hardin""1xf 3¢ [ R L SRR B A4 1 3R % BB S 20
PEBEAT TS, N 3R B B W ) 52 R85 A AL 3
mi, HEA B R AT, LevinY AR5 th 2 W
R BIIE SIS S5 A BEL | B R A — 2 1
LPERR, (HRAFAEREZE . ARG SR HEH
MG REBEEGR 2), BN REBEEN
A 7). BT FRT LR AT I 3 R
T, UK B BB, 3BT KR B B 2 i
N HEE AR BT, TR, R T
G DX R N, SO RN R K AR i O,

27T

21+
pIEEBN
Quercus praedelavayi
A

Axis 2

0.5+

PCO case scores (Gower General Similarity Coefficient)

BEBN=E

Quercus aff. delavayi

I T T

-1.1 -0.5 0.5
MeEBEFN 05+
Quercus aff. delavayi

WmESN ¢ -111
Quercus tenuipilosa

T T T 1

1.1 1.6 21 2.7

Axis1

E6 HEFNE A RIEGHEELIRMT
PCO case scores (Gower General Similarity Coefficient): FAFRIMHFE, 55 BL A X 450808 b o Ak A B s Fir 25 % B4 A 0L 25 %%
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FER A, SARARE | AR Rt B BLAE, B
T XA Bl A R K /b | TR A 3 i 2R B
BEE, MR REEBHENSE L2 TREE, X
55 M SR W e AR L 3R i B X TR FER B
FK) — i 7 8 s AR — 3T SR R,
XF A v T X 3R R B S K g 22 ) O &R
TR, itk B 27 ASARREIREK X A & B H
IR B, i R R M B H X MR
BEE SRR EZ RO LR (E 8), KUHE
BH XM R B®E MK RIS, K H MR
BEE AW RIS H RIS A FFRANE.
Haworth HI Mcelwain®2: &30 1 i 4= 45
5 I A e bE, Y R A S5 2
R E Z IIRE T I AE R, AR — A N
WhEskst e 5. Wik, A BHXMHR L BEE

goo [
R?=0.06
P P =012
T o0
E *
;& 600 | .. |
& . . /
ﬂ& 500 - * o* .
® ¢ o
I~ 400 —— .
+ // .
= —
Hr .
300 | .
uH& L ] L ]
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100 |

400 600 800 1000 1200 1400 1600
FFEK (mm)
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AR BEAE S HE 7R Bk B 2 D Ry bRAE. R
B2 BT 25 M B 1 2 A 52 P05 IR 3R R AL 3 )
R, A RHY R B S I T 2 Y
KRBA Fritk— LT

3.2 RALBER A

SALZE CO, MY R EELE A, LAY .
LR KN TP AR EEXT KR CO, WRBE AR 4k 43
JEUS H R L i A FL % BE (stomatal  density, SD)
R FLIE$ (stomatal index, SDIX 2 NMIFLSHORE
WAL ERA CO, EZRIMPLR. CAMRE
B, SILSEE KA CO, WY ¢ 2R HAT /& B 1 o
RS A Y RIS EE KRR CO, W Z [
AR R, A RAEIEMHCKER, A NG
FHICAES ) Royer® % U & R 1Y 176 Fl Cs MM
SD FI SIXF CO, e FE AR Ak iy i by A% L AT 1 255 3 #T,
RIS SD F ST Bl CO, v B T8 i AR )
e 5301k 40% 1 36%, MEMARA 1 SD 5 ST FELL
115351 2k 50% 1 34%, AR SD F1 ST [ L)
I35 88%FN 94%, T HTHI A FEYI T, SDISI 5
CO, W FE R IEAH G LN 3d 12%. Haworth 5%
NPURESE TR 6 R 0 AR AR Y ST 5 CO,
WENR, EMHEAP 3 Ffi(Tetraclinis articulate,
Callitris columnaris, Callitris rhomboidea)ZZ L H I 3
RO AR R, BAN 3 Fli(Athrotaxis cupressoides
Callitris preissii, Caﬂhrm'cﬂﬂonga)ﬂﬁ*ﬁﬁéﬁt. 1 H.
Callitris f] 4 MAEY) R BLIFA—2, KRBT SI5 CO,
P 1 DG R Y R P T AR S

FAh, R T HAIE CO, A& M LS AR b
B E SN ZE, Kouwenberg % A1 i i 45 N BE KR
(Quercus kelloggiin) 1A /KT Xl (Nothofagus solandri)
MR ST 45 R, AR AL S B0RE T 34 1 A8 Ak 2 2 T4
YIFE COy MR LW/ 0 T XA VB G N, 31X
3 N 7 A AL BRI, B, M TR
. ORI A, CO, MR B2 7 4 XT3 S b A 9.
Royer "B IS Tk 4y . SBIR | BE | 1)E CO, BEE
GEHRZEXTALSER ), RS RREHZ
W), KA CO MBI A & R .

ARG ET KE AR TR L% E
(F2), 1SA b mE 7 Fras. W7 sha] DIEH B
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