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WRIEE/D2MBEFEIT(1997) & Olmstead Fl Palmer (1994) Fi&Eik , M RGE ¥
2R R84 FUE S R 5 WK . BRI Y188 (RFLP) AL ML N8R 751 . RFLP {5 B
%18 FEA L MAY Southern F 8 BRETPRIC F4 38 R I ML 4ERETF PCR #AH PCR
—~RFLP FRFE. TR0 F a2 E A2 DNA f B4 55k B 44k DNA fili
tDNA. BT#E FEHE rbel . matK ., rpsd .ndhF, trnK & atpB % # A, rbel fl rpsd 55 3
FERTFEERE LBR L5 RBPIE, T matK F ndhF S5 H d T # b E R 5
B, % TR R B X R AF5E ;5 & 845 18S.5.8S #1268 Fix JL-~3k [ i) % % ] [ X
ITS1 #1 ITS2,18S #1 26S EH " ZATHE & EM T RLEK T, ITS1,5.85 M ITS2
W —EATRAMNRBREFESZERNHAR (FRZ i BEER,1997; E /2 BT, 1997)
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R (BRZ 0 B &R, 1997 B B R Ui, 1994 BB, 1985) . ISR FRGR¥ER
REME SN, R T UESFIERE I WAFEYEBERELERRZ(
KB TFAIY 42 & 5 - Thorne, 1983 ; Cronquist, 1981 ; Dalhgren, 1983 ; Takhtajan, 1980)
HTHBIERE SHOBRAR. BT F IR MR 5 A2 E A A E
(/M4 HEAETT,1997;Olmstead & Palmer, 1994); i) XIESFIERN RGN ESH
AbER T Bk (AN H T B 4 AT SER A RINBUT ) ANB B BE . Btk , 430K &
FUREX PRI EEMY R ER T PR —BE e 128 F &2 s e 2L
NEATEMERY R G R E P BIAIEIEAE A B8R A S kTR .

DT RS ESER R — 2t

REREHRMELREEHE T BRNEY T LR FERRGENETR UM
RAEME . RO EZALRBEIRN L RS . FHERS5C R RY) & 85K
FREEHRAEANSEATRRGEN LR, R THYN LRGN S , R4S 0K
FI PRI AT R4 3 N ER

(1) FEBEMRE 73 2% € B P ARTE 785 2 9 AE B 38 40 i % FR 1E , 40 Jussieu (1789) .
Bentham 1 Hooker (1862 — 1883) , Wettstein(1935)#1 Engler 1 Diels(1936) &%; .

(2) GZaF R XS FHFE, Fr A EIRAG 08 LA R AL SF BN S & ML Ik
B . X BB A EEAR R BB 20 4 80 R 4 KFEZ RS, I Takhtajan
(1987) ., Cronquist (1988) . Thorne (1992)#1 Dahlgren (1989a, b, 1980) £ 4t.

(3) 2EMAT XHERFAMER, G640 FibE, HE S o RIEM S ENE, 87
ERALGE S BRI RS ; Takhtajan(1997) i th AR REBRRE T 40 F5 B X
B TFEYTRAETROEEEM, B REDL ESERE RO RAS T
B RAESESF (1998) $2 th B F Y\ W R G0 — B o3 28 7 B 7T LB X — 2R I
W TR REBERN GG T T8, R RBINTBRKFER RS HES, B X
—BEERRRRG M REEL .

DTFEBBIERL 15 FNAKERR, B51 UEEFHRZ H 0 —BtE, 305 L
HAES58 B3R 20 tiH42 80 4FXM 4 R KRG

A THYORETHE, 2 FSRRERRE T8 B g T YR ER, M
L H A EEMRE R R (RZRMBEER,1997) . ¥ FHYAS, 5 FRES¥H
PR EEA M. Chase % (1993) FlH rbel. EFFIM BN F T HYHBTRELFTE
B, W R 499 MFTHEY, AR THRESFH TP, ZUHARE FEERS U
SHREIHN - SEFHETHEY 2L RS, 59 25 Dalhgren (1987) il Thorne
(1981) IR G —3(; rbel. FHH (Chase %, 1993; Olmstead 25, 1992) Bl FHED I H A
53 S ER 5 AT H A A BEF R K5 A4 /85 Donoghue 1 Doyle
(1989 EET SR FRHELR & 43 M 18 9 “ =" (tricopate) i B 505 AR A7 B AL
FM2K" (eudicots) ISR 733 5 BB K AL R AT A RBER A L -R—BW. Listnfi, 4
FHRET SR TR B R . APG(1998) % 462 & LR BT A 8BS 5
953 FFF31 (rbel, aptB # 18rDNA) #4743 /M 3301549 40 AR H K B L Fi—
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SERRR, AT Y T MY " % X — 45 R 5 Donoghue F1 Doyle (1989) 89
EBFEMRERAFZMHMZAL, HE, 5 F RS IERFE bR H 5 8% F RN
W, SOBEF LGS 0GR TFRAR 220, T 4-F 50BN & B A2 B A T4
VEERE 73, FEAN S HHEYEN RS FHEL(Doyle %, 1994) .

Wagenitz(1997)7E 20 1it42 80 4FfX 4 KETHYHKRERB -BE LN —LEE
BABERKTE ERET 4 FRB S SUBSER B Z R0 —3H, Z B LRRET U
SR E LR AEREEEAR 183 T 4 FRORHAIESE , T RARSE SN SR B9 27
PR B E RO EHE (N R B A} Saxifragaceae) SIS A B FRIE B H . Hm#H 548
HEAR 5 Z A BB R i, {H B TR (vegetative characters) MEXHEESE , T RER L
— R E MRS S RE A E X Z (U Myrtales, Spindales 1 Gentianales) .

XKTHHNRGERE R4 T 5RESEIEY S ¥ A SCHREE AR B2, i Yuan 70
Kupfer(1995) % J:fHA} Gentianaceae P J& BEIE# Subtrib. Gentininae BT #Y ITS F31 &
GERH T, G R BV T B AT 4 A PRI BE L . — R th BIBB Gentiana B R FBE
Crawfurdia T XU UE & Tripterospermum 4R E I3 ; 5 — &k B B
Gentianella <5 J& 4 A0 B 02 B SE 55X P AR AL BE SR 55 Ho Ml Liu(1990) %4 # 48 1 72
BA L R REEN BRI R E B REAR T,

SFIERERAEFEY MR TE S UES R EFRB RO S A
ZAb, JTSOBSFFORHESE e BN Y (IR 2 809 h BB F 2L i
B, BUAF RO RD AR/ s T FE He B S BE (INBE W AN) P A B2 (R RO BR 2R R4, R 2k &2 .
ROEHHF(1998) 5t : B FHEY KB KRG, B THEYA 5 NTER IR ERF MR
B, S GBS, FREHAZTE R+ IO B & E 8 F 28, Ak
BN MR Ry 2R F AR ENSE, EN— o BB EE , 72X BER A
“BR-B-ZEH FEMNEN ZR-ZH-ZHRENLE, NEMETFHYOAE,
ERA TR REXIFAFRHL S E, P HE A AR D S ENER, HENS
FHORHIESE 78 b B0 1 B S8 ¥ P W S5 77 72 B B A9 A 5§ v 2 37 4k 43 B (unequal ancient
splits) , W% F} Asteaceae . KA Fl Gramineae FIEF MY Monocots. X X F il EAFH
AL B AR S R ARG (1998) IR MBS FHEYGFE LR B ZH "N 2 R-Z
-2 A S R B 2R, X B  FENFERE;
R, 57— R TEER, W KR E T U RO W — X SAMNEEZH
JRIGFFIE (Wagenitz, 1997), B FRENEE S THABREATH FEYXITE”
AT SO A5 BOR e 32 i A0 UM

FFR S SFRET & b2 .
T RARESAEIRE HE

#14E Wagenitz(1997) . Olmstead I Palmer (1994) . Patterson 5§ (1993), Chase %
(1993) .Olmstead %(1992) .Kadereit(1994) ,Systema(1990) % AMIFR 5 845, N o F
SRS FR N EE PR FEA rbel. BORERIA KB FAEY B K 53 3L B 5 2R 7
FEY AT H TS XA S ERTEYORFE, T VESFENGE IS
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RETFFAR AN, T 53T ORI ) v AR DAY BT 7 3 K2 B
EICth A& AW NN R, | A E PR3 NN R
Geraniales H .8 H- 5L #} Saxifragaceae SRR L R ; T FIEF Cruiferae, G F} Fabaceae,
FHELRAR REERELXF S THREBENRER T SEAN L REGFEENT
JEMZE,

Patterson % (1993)#5 1, FHER SEBFEH RO FE h RA A2 THHEN
AR IS FF IR LA B AT 0 B 75 A — BT i B o Systema (1990) BRIA R 3 5x £
PRAE R U R Z b, A R O S HEREA A [ 2 @ISR # R E ;@
#3E 5 EH B A (gene introgression) ; D ZE LR M TR SESXEIEA —HNE
EHFEHA.

Kadereit(1994) 845 T /0 FiE#E SE IR (R E BB I ML RSE) AV EH
— KB N+ FIER Cruiferae . ©Ft Fabaceae 135 £ 55 73 8 8 h 9 P S UE 38 09 SR IR . 43
i KRR , Z 550 FIEEAY S WIESF I 2 AEE I o R e
BRI B0 B R SR Rp 7R, 2 1 # W =) 28 P4 3 22 2 A (homologous major
genes) R AL FBUT X BT822 PR 1) # [F] 3 4K (convergence) , & B E B HE F )& P& 19
FEER. B TRETESHERMN RS2 500 3X So R 10 7] 98 1 R 15 B 720 1R, Xt
[F128 F AR H R MBS F R T URAT, NA 8BRS T EREEE L
ZRYHEM (Kadereit, 1994) ,

BAVRINEEED, 7 FHRAEZRMFE A BHR B TR U EFRF T
GEaminERe . REBIITHIERG, FIRTEER —SUKF F 2L A T
NI ZEHERMILER 513531, Donoghue Fl Sanderson(1992) th 48 i~ LB S H R
HEFRHRBRAGEHEAENNLRGE Y. ZE—IEBL T SRSFTOREF & b3
B, YEF N AL AN X — BN U SEERHFITES o0, AR T B 28
UEBA S 2 TR S r 2 RGeS BT R A PR s A 2 4R R AR (g T K e o
LT BT IR SE, T Donoghue 1 Doyle (1989b) #4181~ B # 4 IE L5 A 43 X
SRR =W R S R R ERBP AN S, EESHTFHERYE. Hit,
EXFFR T HAN TR SAERREN T ERAER AL TRES S THFE,
T AL RTE S PR B A G B 1T 20588 T R — B Atk R0 L&
B F R A AR R AT T BT B, MR E X, EX MR T TS5BS
R B,

T A E (1978) = BEAKHE 5B S MR AR A AR B R 43 T2 BL B4R M ; Hart (1987)
HIZRE TSR S R A — MR M BHE I T =0, AR bR 2 WA dR
HEARGE ; TE/N 245 (1998)  Tsumura %(1995) Fll Chase % (1993) B9 43 F 4+ St ¥R 4K
BEBR T HR LR ME AR R RE . XRIAR G TER SESEERIF
JBE REFR—F R T HESEERZE S FE, ARG RS2 RHHE
FIEo :

TR BE AR H Z BU SR S 50 B/, DR B TR ARG A L
R £ RSN S I3 16 S SNRIE S A SR M, AT S8 &
G, RAT —HFEBHER BAEG LN TFSHERBOME, HR+
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Barnadesioideac W R} A9 RS B R FRBE IR HE B THLZ —. Jansen 1 Palmer
(1987) K& BRAG A} M- 454 5 (R 41 ¥  — 4~ 22kb #9847, 0 7 B 3% Mutisieae 1)
Barnadesiinae W BH , J5 8 rbel F1 ndhF 2 FH FF) /00 & Bx — BB TR
¥, AR FH b & 25 ; Bremer 1 Jansen (1992) 3 i X JE 75 22 45 1F 49 2 T H 88 9E 5
Barnadesiinae T 7% £ 7 & # 9 ¥ R 5k R B0 B & 5 F 35 F1 a9 1 fl 26 8, B 1 AL S
Barnadesideae T}, H48 X — W R 178 B 8% AT 5 2 R iE E BB R Wi B 3K
HIFEL K FR ., Bremer (1994)#t— i3 LIRS XAFHRR 458 3 18,
X— S KRN RBEERIESTRIENH BRI H 2 M ERBBEEKAME , H
BE A FHEORYIESL (Jansen 4§, 1996) . Harris (1995) X BFHER T L ERF TR RE
HE RN E T A SRR T, NG —REREHT BRI S T RIEMH SRR
SR G EAG R

B AR, S T 5T A OR A phZE A B R B TR B R G BUK MR EHR TR
Jnfa] 4R AT SR A JE R B ARk S AR L R SR ARG X R ERME A R
Gi I — JOER . e E PR R R S R T I REE R G F R+ R

WA, TER FTE S 2F PR HE 5 28 B A SR R R, AR A B HE DL R IR Y
G0 5 A T BERA AT G HEHR A9 05 PR 13 72 (Systema, 1990) . JE 752 BRI TR ALtk o 8 1L
BEREYERETRRPOES 2 —, FTERE A EASRE PR RR A
BEVE AL, A R R IR AL DL B 232 B F] S R A B FE 7E ( Takhtajan, 1976). 4
ARG T USSR N B F B E B R AR 7 #9773 (Donoghue, 1989) . #R T
A 3 EAE R MR B T AR A e A0 R R R B ik, IR T AT REHE 3 — SRR SE MY
A% 12 (Systema, 1990) .

RASAF AR M AL PR R 28 FRSN S B LB 9 4y X F B (BB M S TIE SR
Zhh, BREARMELEZ ERIFRY, B AT A — 2B A = e R m AT ) S AR i 5
WAL RS B T B A9 TR AT H 16T , B R e 3 B i F YA RS2 R A 1 %
FIE F & RTEFFEIE (Doyle %5,1992) X B A Bl F R G F KB ERBER SR
BT LR

ERMTEHSTFERESEAEIEREEELXZEER TRE 3. 2 FRSHA
A TG 2 (] 22 DI R FRATT R 22 B BB 7 43 25 R Ge B T AR A TR 25 S TR A A9 R U L 1T
WP, TR R B TR SR E SRR T . 2 F 5B HR A vhoe , SEPr 2R
A FETE AR HIE .

TR % F % B B8 Vauquelinia A TFHLE TR Quillajeae 7%, 1H ITS
EGERENEBENR T AR ENIERTA (35 A Baldwin %,1995). X —4iRX
% Sterling(1966 ) 7E2E #2577 i B9 &2 L, t A1 Goldblate(1976 ) AR # 3  (RFNH AT A5
RIE LS RE— B0 . IR R SR I R A R — YRR, TR S R R R A
AREH R FRE L HE LM RRRK BT R R

ITS Ykl x & RTE 252 F JB 45 B3 2 S & & Bl F —MIER R Viburnum (7 X
HaTERE Adoxaceae s. 1. ) FUWFSY , Sk B HITE 2 ML BAF= T8 KBl Oreinotinus 4189 %
TR Odontotinus HHFELE R L 7T B Opulus 4 HILLRFRAA Odontotinus
28 LA 1R 52 4% 5 J 4 5k B (Donoghue, 1983) . {B /& cpDNA . RFLP Ml ITS M R AKX H



iR LI E R AP V. acerifolium L. FIFEEETF P AY LT R AP AS A0 56 R e 5 Hoft 357 kK
Fili (I 70 26 96 7R 38 B3I (Donoghue 1 Systema, 1993 ; Donoghue #1 Baldwin, 1993), X fh
BT AEXRTESF A RIATEF R AR , R — L 7E B 89007 b R adEH a R, i
REEROBHGSHE RS FER . XETHEHEARLHENEL LBV ESS
Prev I SE R 2%, T AR FR AL, T 9 R B MR AR RS

R 4 F PORHER R e B RS T g Fd MR I £ I B ST
BEPERE AT . Morgan (1993) .Morgan 1 Simpson (1992) I H] cpDNA il RFLP
i Machaeranthera R RREET XA AR OFRELEEH B AR S HET
WE{BLA M. Sect. Psilactis (A. Gray) Turner & Horne #1435 )8 Aster L. ZEHEHE—E;
QEEFRIELREE . LEETH Pyrrocome BEBXEHLHEE AEEMHH M.
Sect. Arida AR — 3G QB ECFTRE. T ERI SN —FE4E M. Sect.
Machaeranthera . M. Sect. Hesperastrum 5 RIEE G M L2EBILFEEM Oonopsis &
R, RTHRHYAEINE FRESE  EEHE TSR AT 5 kR R AL
FFVRE o SR [ A BT 53 9388 A 40F 48 T IE 5E (Harris, 19955 Jasen %, 1996; Stuessy I
Spooner, 1988; Gottlieb 1 Ford, 1987).

7E Polemoniaceae £, & #1iA N B MR M B Navarretia J& 5 H HlR & F 69 &, w0
Eriastrum | Langloisia T Loeseliastrum SB35 Z 1R (7] BB A R B -5 4R 25
TR #5), T ITS, matk ¥ 31| LA % cpDNA RFLP 43 #7 % B, Navarretia HETEE
Allophyllum . Collomia M Gilia #2EH 537, i g HE BB 4 B HR A H 798 2 4h (Johnson
M Soltis 1995; Steele il Vilgalys 1994; Porter 1993a,b) , X — &5 5 i35 85 #lIR 1 5 B4R &
R —XHER AT RN AR VR MY , 15 FIEH8 4 B SME R 70 %8 oh ok 7% 4 3% — 25 LA RTF
BARRITERATRER — UGB, B X4 89 Phioxr 5 Leptodactylon ) Linanthus 164}
FhaXB ek,

/N5 (1998a) Xt B H AL Ranunculaceae £ 888 Beesia 5 MK B 1TS 51
TR %R B & TR Trib. Cimicifugeae fIBLUR , SHYIL2E TE8 IR G KR B
SEPRES R —B, MASCHF Tamura(1966)RIBIER JEF R SHREZRE Fo XK
Trib. Trollieae BYWAR . TE/N42(1998b) %3 # E & WA Cyrtandroideae ITS FEF 0 , 3
TRESHFHEREINKIESE CEEERNE RE S A RA AR,

Soltis % (1990) Z B R H- 5B A B Conimitella TE cpDNA il RELP ZGM | i
T Mitella IR ; 3P C. williamsii M. trifida FIM. diversifolia @& 1E—i , {H=Fh
EWETHAR PR ENTEERMRL EAETEERX . Sols % (1990) # it
BT 3PP , G55 R DRI SR 52 58 IR 7] A 5 7 T 4 A 7 T 4
Ko

E%%D‘{%ﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬂzmﬁi%LE%@J&@—%W@Z%%?E%HE%%&
EARMERE P TT 0 LA F A TFEE A BAHE. B8 Gentiana ) 3 6, {3
BN X =6~23, 858 RS (AR5 B, Yuan #1 Kupfer(1996,1995) B9 ITS 4447
R X =13 1 X =10 PR R R 6 (RS 30, ARSI RATAE R, 75 Favarger(1987)
Muller(1982) #l Love fl Love(1976, 1975)iA A BMRIH A X=5.6 F1 7 BRA
A o ﬁ}?ﬁfﬁﬁf?ﬁ?ﬁW%@Wﬁkﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ?ﬁ%*E%E(Ho
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4 1996) .

Tsumura 28 (1996 ) % 1¢ it & #} Dipterocarpaceae ##1#) 11 4~ cpDNA EHEH#H T T
PCR — RFLP 2347, #1610 J& 30 #, eI ARG b, ek EH0h 7 28
BES Y EARIEECH 11 SRR R] TRIFA 4308, I H R X=T7 B X=11 #kiik.

KT EFEEPFAER X=4-9 RIEREE, AR LTS8 T R R
k% HERA T BEAEZE , {8 Semple % (1995) FI F cpDNA Fl RFLP iFSE T #%5 X=9 2574
(4 , T LA B B 5 o AR R A T T TR B

b3R5y W 8 4 FUEE AT AR A RIS 22 SR R G# M E B B R B 1k iR
BHATHE . WRHEEAIEERIT A, S ZER ok Ml ek 5ma SR
54 FiEEYANEER , Ei1d R K HEHEH Lt f 1R (Takhtajan, 1991) ;10
R BT AT T A TE 3T P DL B R TR X R, 3o e R S T A At 3 42 BT HIE
S 3k B ¥ R A HE R (Kadereit, 1994; Endress, 1994; Tucker, 1987), 48R, BERPIE &
PR 50 FIESEE AV A BWAREN E . ZRARBNEAF LR, AR PIEEFH
RATREA AR RFEEME, S0 FUEE 5 RS &4 vhoEiT , a0 R — R8I 4 ik
5, ALK | BESEER AR AR IR E |, 20 53X f R B A —1- 5 B #
B REBA TRt TR,

AFSHSIERA R, AR B TR RSV R T 55 207 B i i .
T A B TEE A 4 A B B 3 B 0 R 9 2 XoF A UL 44 R a5t 4 3 47 7E PR X (Donoghue Fl
Sanderson, 1992) , W4 7E] LT A2 AR R R A B i AR A i J T OIS A o R 0 5E 22
M XIS F RS A TR, X i — B &4 T SRS IER Z 6
B J& PP 2E

F AT A2 R 2258 R L T 25 F Bri te TE S bR g Rl 4 i 5 TR A 2
HUS R, A R A K 2R A R S5 3P X R MR E R, B S
ZeA8 W — A UE LI BN — ST S YRR A9 RSB P 0

T & B MO BIFE HE NS WRRIE R A 5 R RIREL T BRI sh Bt 2,
S PEH TE SRR Y RIS R IR L T 80 EE AR (FMH 5E,1998) . TNZEF AL
hE REFMEMNTRIES L EEBERUEERS S5 FUEBFEREPIBSFEER,
% Harris(1995) X7 88 B &4 AORTFT , R BLX SeiR 5 R e 4 A 14, BLAF7E A R Y 2 R
Jrak, M B B T X etk Y [ BB 1 S R A

75 B LR R4S 77 T 8T & B (Coen F1 Meyerowitz, 1991 ) [#BH 1 78 45+ 7] 35 14 5
KB AUEHE , 53X — SO B 506 7 B3R 18 S8 A S I bR A DA B g T
& KB 2 ] T A I TE 45 3040 i R R (PR 2 S M BR 1R, 1997) , Rl L R Ak 7 7
BB 5 ASEREF B W EEIEE 2 —, Doyle £ (1994) 766 K @ TP AARET4E i, 8
AF 5K SEERXTE TR F & RIBER A Z 40, o] BB LATE & B i A5 VA4 77 T A9 ik
X BIERE AR R R A — SO T B2 — MRS FREYE G AR,
i LB TR e A 2526 TR 4B T4 5 SE R I E ) 26 137 157 ph — P R AR I B 1k T
Sk (A2 %64}, Doyle #1 Donoghue, 1986) , SKFE#E E A9/ Bk 24 58 FHE YK £ 8
U5, PR T4 0 S e AP ER B RO B R th A A g A BE R R U8 . SR T 5 KRR
H B, TS A (4 5 2 Bl el A M E A28 ) 00 T 8 F A 338 (Taylor 1 Hickey,

. 7 .



1992; Nixon %, 1994; 4+ F ¥ 8 L HFiX — 4L B, Doyle %, 1994; Hamby I Zimmer,
.1992) , i BA S BY ) 8 TR VIR BB R BAE , B0 B ok B AR AE BT, 1R T 3K Rk
HISMERH AT BB S BTSSR FIIR  H B R B TR S B TR SRR E
A FIREFE KE S EK R

ENTEEE(EIAAPLRG) FUERHRBEER, LR B RBIMNIES¥%
BHZ AP SOB AR (g a0k ZE8 RRE AR LMo B R b 55 HaX SR
ZIEEAREABROEE, ESRNATETFEMNTE UEEEERESE—EM
D EERGE SR WEEFERNESHE  BEEEREARRNEL Y
BACFNEE S TE MR AT SUB A2t 2 L LR &2 30007, LR A F IR
FERRFFIEE A TR — 234N, REER S F S5 SERZ B A rhae Sk

ROk B HE PO TRE SIS #4555

HEVRG LB BB ERBAT 2 F RYGE, T R XOH T RE¥M
DRER LS TFREFIARERZI ERKEYP USRI R ENREEF
(Takhtajan, 1997) H K 5> FHERHE N B R RGBT % B AIEHE 2 —. Stuessy
(199N, BEE RS FRBWERERNEAREZ &I, T HERTERTR A RK
(unnatural) .

A Hedges 1 Maxson(1996) A H HIZ1¥15r F R A4 K RFEMHFEYERRE NS
FHIESBARNS , TR LA FHIE A2 F 30 e BT B 2 YORME 1k 2 (optimized ) 5 2
05 (mapped) 43 F R G ; AT A KT B2 558 B A 8 £ 19 5& 1 o #4 7 (adaptive
convergence), R4 FH B E, S AEMARLE L B 5 BB 2 (less phylogenetically
informative) o XFF“7r FHMER"HMEBREAFT IS HEREBREY L
TR RS A SR S A YT R , WA T “4Fik” R
frEBFR MR EFHE K ZE WL, B2 EFANI R A BTEA , E % 2 &2 5 ki
2 (Lockhart %, 1994).

TR, Lee (1997)FMHA A FHESFSEE NS 54- AP EZRERNE
3o BE, B TF4FEIRNEROALAE RESERBNILEEER 6, —BEEA DX
PRI L 7 BB R G, SRS FEPIFR R G b b ik DL Ab 3R, By R R ek
FERERRMARRR TR FO AN TH0 K B A4 T 5008 2 1 5 285088 Rl it 2 i 9 49 32
ST R I TR S R Y R L TTRRANMEL,

Donoghue 1 Doyle (1989b) \Hillis (1987)Z5iA 4 T 5 4 B A IE4E 0 2 G # A [
AL TR E S P RERE LA AR, — i 7 BIE SRS, 4 FiFiEs
B, T 55— e TS F IR, 2 FIE RS 2. MEIFEFELIRE, ERNS
SRGMAIE . Donoghue (1994) ¥ UL B MR 54 FHERLS & — B R840 47
HIULE , OGS 2 BT T LASE b B Ah R B4 S A9 553 45 S M b TR M SR — AN AR 113
MEEIE; IR, IR S IR A R BE ME L BE— i T, 8RR A AT B R 1R 3
WER,

WEEAT SUBEEMRA D 007, T LW AW DS KB Sambucus M

. 8 .



HRIEIR Adoxa B HL— 4 32, #88 E M £ 25 5b 5] (extrorse anthers) 1 71 #8 7£ & ( Adoxa
type) i) I B 3E & A7 4E, X — 4> 3 41 A i 48 7€ W B Adoxoideae, FE i 5k B b ¥ % R
(Donoghue, 1996; Donoghue 1 Sytema, 1993), #—#% ABETHFR ¥4
R AT EREBARBRHIRM, P AR AL RRERTAEY S AEES
B4 32T TS M TSR Z LR LIS AR R RE, TR I RRE .
MARAERWEES S FHERGEE—RBETH I SR IHES THER, EFA
IR E BT A R ETE R R 232 NFERHAKE ESHE SR BHTE R 0, EBIER A4
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CONGRUENCE AND INCONGRUENCE BETWEEN EVIDENCE FROM
MOLECULAR AND MORPHOLOGY IN ANGIOSPERMOUS SYSTEMATICS

Liu Jianquan
(Northwest Plateau Institute of Biology, the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Xining, 810001)

Abstract

Discussed in the paper is the congruence, the contradiction and the comprehensive disposal between
molecular and morphological evidence in its broad sense. The molecular data are basically in congruent with
major existed angiosperms classification systems based mainly on morphological evidence, especially at order
and family level. Both molecular and morphological data share commonly in revealing the patterns of the
angiosperms differentiating. The contradiction between them are mainly caused by homoplasy morphological
characters to be used to establish the classification systems of some taxa or by the lack of a comprehensive
cladistic analysis of all morphological data. The contradiction infers that the morphological characters used as
establishing systems might be homoplasy, and other non-homoplasy characters should be chosen again. In most
cases, the molecular evidence is the arbitration in a dispute of the systematic values of different morphological
characters. Concerning the phylogenetic reconstruction based on the molecular and morphological data, there
existed three different views: (1) based mainly on the molecular data; (2) compromised between the cladistic
trees reconstructed based respectively on the molecular and morphological data; and (3) based directly on the
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combination of both molecular and morphological data. The direct combination might provide a robust
conclusion through replenishing weak signals of two kinds of evidence. At last, it is pointed out that a
successful solution to the phylogeny of a taxon can not depend surely on a kind of evidence; however, it needs
a comprehensive combination of all sorts of data including those from the fossils and living organisms, and
including those from molecular and morphological researches. The most critical point now is how to augment

more molecular and morphological data, and to discard the irrational elements in them.

Key words: Evidence from Molecular and Morphology; Angiospermous Systematics; Review
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