T LR A
Journal of Plant Genetic Resources DOI: 10.13430/j.cnki.jpgr.20230918002

ET o s aEw B SEARARE
Btk R B R T R

F M, A F, WEN Jun’
CRIT K22 2 R R, WIRIRM 434023; “hB RS E K HR G L EMIERY S, EEEBTRX D. C.20013-7012)

WE: KEAH B Mt B4 (Fraxinus sect. Sciadanthus)d B R 578 T & B 2R 49 3t 5 & %& (Fraxinus hupehensis S. Z.
Qu, C.B.Shang & P. L. Su). & 3354 03[ 69 e+ A4 (Fraxinus xanthoxyloides(G. Don)DC. )A=E M A 2F 49 Fraxinus dimorpha =
AdpApiaps, ZIHAFFRG BB S AEX, BATZANLRAELEIRYRERE ., KA R ITS. pshd-trnH. rpl32-trnl F=
matK 4 ASARIT T G AR 40 N AT I B R AR B XA FAT T 547, L REAM: (DA ITS 57| #2690 et 27 7 pf L &
Wallander %9 2 £ 77 %, BB B R><AE, 9 G, et de F dimorpha #5 /& F#et 540, i 48 5 BR A% 48 (sect.
Fraxinus)¥) & % % A R, FALdkE; Q)T 7T i 2 F dimorpha 5EL A1 69 2235 X; (3)BEAST LA B 27, &
YR B R FACR T 42.05 Ma, e AR -FoLT 21.86 Ma, M ¥ R0 T 11.87 Ma. F & 5 R a9 Bk &AL 7T f8 2
F BT A AT R A A ERRE, 3 QAT R R LR T A F B,
KR AMAA; Meta; A%, ERREY, £v-BE L katkE-dbiE RS H

Molecular Phylogenetic Analyses of Fraxinus Section Sciadanthus

(Oleaceae) and Its Biogeographic Implications
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Abstract: Fraxinus section Sciadanthus is known with three species: Fraxinus hupehensis from Central China, F. xanthoxyloides
from western Himalaya, and F. dimorpha from North Africa. These species exhibit an unusual biogeographic disjunction across
Central China, western Himalaya and North Africa, whereas their origin and evolutionary remain unclear. The phylogenetic
relationships of this section was investigated using nuclear ribosomal ITS and chloroplast genes psbA-trnH, rpl32-trnL and matK. The
Bayesian system tree constructed by ITS sequences supports the classification system proposed by Wallander, in which the species of
Fraxinus were classified into six sections. F. hupehensis, F. xanthoxyloides and F. dimorpha were all resided to section Sciadanthus
and formed a sister group with section Fraxinus. We found that £ xanthoxyloides may have originated from hybridization between F.
dimorpha and a Eurasian species. The divergence time suggested that Fraxinus first differentiated at 42.05 Ma, section Sciadanthus
initially diverged at 21.86 Ma, and F. hupehensis diverged at 11.87 Ma. The uplifts of the Tibetan Plateau in the Tertiary may be the
driving force and main reason causing the disjunctive distribution in section Sciadanthus. F. hupehensis and F. xanthoxyloides are
proposed to be relict plants conferred by this process.
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Fig. 1 A schematic map showing the unusually wide disjunct distribution of Fraxinus section Sciadanthus
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Tablel Species name and the GenBank accession number of Fraxinus included in this study

Eathe o GenBankF 3| Bt 5
Taxon The GenBank accession number
matK rpl32-trnL psbA-trnH ITS

Fraxinus americana L. HM171496 HM222718 HM367363 HQ705201
F. angustifolia Vahl ssp. oxycarpa (Willd.) Franco & Rocha Afonso HQ705262
F. angustifolia spp. syriaca (Boiss.) Yalt.1 HQ705294
F. angustifolia spp. syriaca2 HQ705293
F. angustifolia spp. angustifolia HE602415
F. anomala Torr. ex S.Watson HM222739 HM367380 HQ705209
F. apertisquamifera Hara HM222746 HM367387 EU314824
F. berlandieriana DC. HM171521 HM222750 HM367391 HQ705210
F. bungeana A.DC. HM171516 HM?222754 HM367394 HQ705212
F. caroliniana Mill. HM?222758 HM367398 HQ705215
F. chiisanensis Nakai HM171501 HM222760 HM367400 HQ705217
F. chinensis Roxb.1 HM171503 HM?222766 HM367406 HQ705220
F. chinensis2 HM?222765 HM367405 HQ705225
F. cuspidata Torr. HM222772 HM367412 EU314838
F dipetala Hook. & Arn. HM222778 HM367416 EU314841
F. dubia (Willd. ex Schult. & Schult.f.) P.S.Green & M.Nee EU314843
F. excelsior L.1 HM171489 HM222783 HM367423 HQ705229
F. excelsior2 HM171524 HM222784 HM367421 HQ705228
F. floribunda Wall. HM171492 HM222781 HM367424 HQ705247
F. gooddingii Little HM222786 HM367427 EU314852
F. greggii Little HM222787 HM367429 HQ705231

F. lanuginosa Koidz. HM222799 HM367445 EU314858



F. latifolia Benth. HM171515 HM222819 HM367468 HQ705240

F. longicuspis Siebold & Zucc. HM171502 HM222827 HM367478 EU314862
F. mandshurica Rupr.1 HM171500 HM222835 HM367490 EU314864
F. mandshurica2 HM171499 HM222832 HM367487 HQ705249
F. micrantha Lingelsh. HM222838 HM367496 EU314865
F. nigra Marshalll HQ593300 HM222840 HM367498 EU314868
F. nigra2 HM222839 HM367497 HQ705254
F. ornus L.1 HM171490 HM?222843 HM367500 HQ705257
F. ornus2 HM171495 HM222844 HM367501 HQ705258
F. paxiana Lingelsh. HM222850 HM367510 HQ705269
F. pennsylvanica Marshall HQ593302 HM222851 HM367511 HQ705270
F. platypoda Oliv.1 HM222860 HM367524 HQ705274
F. platypoda?2 HM222858 HM367516 EU314877
F. profunda (Bush) Bush HM171508 HM222862 HM367526 HQ705277
F. purpusii Brandegee EU314879
F. quadrangulata Michx HM171514 HM222867 HM367532 EU314881

F. raibocarpa Regel EU314883
F. sieboldiana Blumel HM171494 HM222876 HM367546 HQ705285
F. sieboldiana?2 HM?222872 HM367537 HQ705284
F. spaethiana Lingelsh. HM171520 HM?222882 HM367554 HQ705291
F. texensis Sarg. HM222886 HM367558 EU314891
F. trifoliolata W.W.Sm. EU314893
F. uhdei (Wenz.) Lingelsh. HM222894 HM367568 HQ705304
F. velutina Torr. HM171525 HM?222909 HM367578 HQ705308
F. dimorpha Coss. & Durieu HM171526 HM222914 HM367583 HQ705319
Osmanthus fragrans Lour. EU409428 GQ294677 FJ527890 EU314904
O. americanus (L.) Benth. & Hook.f. ex A.Gray JX863047 GU929894 HM999667 JX862659

Phillyrea latifolia L. GQ294688 GU120322 EU314905
Chionanthus retusus Paxton GU929896 J1X862626

C. virginicus L. DQ006204 1X862622

Forestiera acuminate (Michx.) Poir. EU314903
Olea paniculata R Br. JX862656

1.2 DNA#REX. PCRY#E5MF

AHIEFER T B R B CTABYE M 3 39l A FH R JBE MR R 15 1 el 55 AU A5 B AS ity S B B T 41 DNA,
BE 5 X HZE IDNAFRE Sk 4T psbA-trnH rpl32-trnL+ matK F1ITS 4NHRAC IPCRY 18, F%F 4718 = 43k 47
¥ o XEFARCLERT AR HRE T RILH B i 2 AR e, ) 2 N TR Re kgl
SRR IERNH psbA-rnH « rpl32-trnl 5 matK 3/ ARIC 1) 5] P91 73 0l 2 8 SR Sang 58119, Shaw 45017,
Costion ZEISHE (1) 7 51 . F T GenBank ™' [ JE Y B (1) ITS 741 53 4, B FE b Bk IITS IE 1) 51 95
HIITSF1: 5-TTCCGACCGCGGG-3', K [A 54741 ITS4Z: I Wojciechowski S50 (5] 47 41 ¥ . 32)
PCR W Sk %425 pl, H A1 L DNABIAR, IE A A 5140 #%2 pl, 2 pL dNTPs, 2 pL 10 X buffer
(Mg?") PLJ%20.2 uL Taqg DNA R &8 . 3§37 FIExoSAP-ITiR 4l 4k« Bt R AR Bk i H ik A6 T DINA 1) 48 i
Al 5E P JE RO, fd H 10 pL 1) BigDye Terminator { ¥ 3l J37 4 51 & 1 ABI 3730 H 3 3 /¥ 1X (Applied
Biosystems, Foster City, California, USA)IZEATHF .
2 AAEMSIHIFFIFIPCRY &M

Table 2 Primer sequences and PCR amplification conditions for this study

SFhrid 594K B¥EF (5°-3°) R B
Genes primer Primer sequence 5°-3’ Reaction condition
94°C 5min
SbAtrnH pSbAF GTTATGCATGAACGTAATGCTC 94°C Imin, 55°C Imin, 72°C 1.5min,
p trnHR CGCGCATGGTGGATTCACAAATC 30cycles, 72°C 10min
94°C 5min
rpl32-truL LA CTGCTTCCTAAGAGCAGCGT 94°C Imin, 53°C lmin, 72°C 2min,
i3 rpL32-F CAGTTCCAA AA AAACGTACTTC 35cycles, 72°C 10min
94°C 5min
matk 3F KIM CGTACAGTACTTTTGTGTTTACGAG 94°C 308, 53°C 20s, 72°C 50s,
IR KIM ACCCAGTCCATCTGGAAATCTTGGTTC 35cycles, 72°C 5min
ITSFI TTCCGAACCACCGCGGG 94°C Smin
ITs ITS4 TCCTTCCGCTTATTGATATGC 94°C Imin, 53°C1min, 72°C Imin,

39cycles, 72°C 7min

1.3 HIESHh



1.3.1 FIEEERFMT RS PCRY TS M7 7118 H Geneous 6.1. 25 - #t4%, Z J5HA MGenBank
R HRITIVM 4RI FH), FEMAFFTH#EAT [FJEVELL X, 15 2] 5 FE 5 A\ Geneous Pro v4.8.53
ITANTRIER, FIH MEGABM-GH 7 S IR SFAL s BT RT2E B P FIHK S Rl 2t 20 pl 55
f=BpL,

1.3.2 RGEAEWMEE KA VU HHER 2 (BI) PRI K 16 2975 (MP) 453 551 X TTS F - 3 4 525 (K] 2H 7 A 44
PEEHTRAKRE 7. BIW I ZEEMrBayes 3.1.2 A HHAT: & 6 FModeltest version 3.7 115 H &%
FEURIE & i A AR OGS, ARG R SR BHREE SR RIS A (MCMC),  LABENLR ARG, 45655 [
i IEARIE $20,000,0001%, AE1000AHHFE 1K, EE 1KEY, &3 (burn-in) i 10%Z M 5, 181 Mrbayes#
1 44 78 %2 20— B (majority-rule consensus tree) 3 11 5L UL 107 J5 46 M %6 (PP, Posterior Probability), *4PP=
95%I A A5 SCATEE . MPRY IR FEPAUP 4. 10680 h 3047 187 FH 10007 5 & A% 2 A1 100 /X BB 2 52
I3 IR RS B 1 (bootstraps values), FFX %733 FIAH N A B 4T B RAE 522,

1.3.3 ERSURTEMERE RABEASTH AL (1 58 #4731 # A 8Y (relaxed clock), I FHITSH %S (4 i
W 1) 73 AR TR HEAT A 5o IR B AR IEAL SO0 20 A B B AT A A R IE . DS IE s A—— & 3T I Chalk
Bluffs (1) 4657 tH i 5 1 2 A (1) b i fs ol 22 PP F. yubaensis MacGinitie (49-52 Ma) 133 FAL A RO 2)%
1E A B—— 7t i A MRS ZH P A R AE R A A (12 Ma)27) . (b i A v 51 A 1 A A ) SR FH R AN S 1)
MCMC 73 #r, 43 711540328 47 50,000,000, FF 1000484 FE — 7k, 8 IR A3 ke A& (ESS, Effective Sample
Size)FI{E K T-200, 44 )58 1t Tracer 1.5k % 55 /2 5 B EL2 . & FEAT10% MM 5, (I BEASTH
fILogCombiner® PH XA Ia AT W HHR HEAT 8 G, 55 8 FHFig tree 1.4.3%F HadFA7 AT AL S G 1251

2 HRSTH

2.1 FFHIREERFITERER

TESONFERLINITS FH ek, LU B0 A P H1HK615 bp, 72398 eAr s, Hodr 1674 s N 1 2
A BAL S 1E =AM ERARIE R 7 Bl psbA-trnH « rpl32-trnL NematK [ At i, = A0 2 20 S K BN
2232bp, E29INME AL A, H 136N AT A MEAS B A
2.2 RBGIREXRESH

ITS Al 444 3[R 7 51 3086 22 FUILD (Incongruence Length Difference Test)f i {lp = 0.01, & W 5 20 5
LR R S A SRR IE, B I FE T8R0T ot T P 4L 1 A4 22 IR MPAR RTBIRY (1) # b &5 1 2k
A=, NTETI®, RFCRIMPIETH R E15 21 DU RG0S5 1 31T R G K E 70 (K12
#3)

e TITS 7 5144 28 1 DU 3 R e (1812) 32 Fr Wallander ) 73 2K 077, BUVE N B0 SN B S5 E
dimorpha’c 5% i — 32 (JG %% 41.00, bootsrapfE A100%), 2R J5 -5 X5 Al R AE — 2 (5 %4 1.00,
bootsrapfE N96%). 1ZH GRS H LG K R, TERRHKA(ERAZ41.00, bootsrapfE N85%).

TE H = AN ARAR i psbA-trnH « rpl32-trnL+ matKFa 3 1 DU R Gip o (K13), B RS 30E 55015 E
KEFNE dimorphaRAE—2, 12 RE WAL (sect. Ornus) VI E floribunda . F. paxianafl F. ornustIt 5 A
TR 90.54, bootsrapfH <50%), A5 5K B WM A AL 3E B 58— 3 (J5 S M2 08 1.00,
bootsrapf{E N70%). HILFFI M, KRILIEH SAKpsbA-trnHERC LT FF I, AR0H#4 5 ok B WO AT A6 52 1)
YIwh EA BN A AT U (Bl4).
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Fig. 2 The Bayesian tree of Fraxinus section Sciadanthus and its relatives using ITS data. Numbers above branches are the Bayesian

posterior probabilities
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Osmanthus americanus ATAAAGGAGCAAT AGEGCCCTCTTGATAMAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus nigra2 ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus berlandieriana ATAARARGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus velutina ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus dipetala ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus anomala ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus cuspidata ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGECCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus latifolia ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus americana ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus caroliniana ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus texensis ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATG/CCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus pennsylvanica ~ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus profurida ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATG/CCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus uhdei ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus mandshurica ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus nigral ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus sieboldiana2 ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus sieboldianal ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus chinensis1 ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATG/CCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus chinensis?2 ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus bungeana ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus apertisquamifera ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus lanuginosa ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGICCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus longicuspis ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATG/CCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Chionanthus virginicus ATAAAGGAGCAAT AAEGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Osmanthus fragrans ATAAAGGAGCAAT AAMGICCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Phillyrea latifolia ATAAAGGAGCAAT ARMG/CCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus hupehensis1 ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus hupehensis2 ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATG/CCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus dimorpha ATAAAGGAGCAAT AATGCCCTCTTGATAGAACAAGAAAGAGTTTATTGCTCCT

F/‘a)(/husxanlho)g//o/des1 ATAAAGGAGCAATEAAEECEETCTTGETEEABCAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT
Fra)(/husxanmo)g//o/a’eﬂ ATAAAGGAGCAATHAR TCTTGETEMAECAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT

Fraxinus quadrangulata A TABRAGGAGCARTEAA] TCTTGETEMAECAAGAGGGEE- TTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus gooddingii ATAAAGGAGCAATEAAGECEETCTTCHETEMAECAAGAGGGEE- TTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus excelsior2 ATAAAGGAGCAATHEAA TCTTGHETEMAECAAGAGGGEE- TTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus holotrichal ATARAGGAGCAATHEAR TCTTGHTEMAECAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT

ATAAAGGAGCAATEAAEECHETCTTGETENABNCAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT
ATAAAGGAGCAATEAANECHEETCT TGHETEMABCAAGAGGGEE- TTATTGCTCCT
ATAAAGGAGCAA TEAAL TCTTGHETEMAECAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT
ATAAAGGAGCAATEAA TCTTGHETEMAECAAGAGGGHEE- TTATTGCTCCT
ATAAAGGAGCAATEAAEECHEETCTTGHETEEANCAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT
ATAAAGGAGCAATEAANECHETCTTGETENABCAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT

Fraxinus excelsion
Fraxinus holortricha2
Fraxinus micrantha
Fraxinus paxiana
Fraxinus ormus
Fraxinus omus2

F/a)(/husgregg// ATAAAGGAGCAATHAL TCTTGETEEAECAAGAGGEEE- TTATTGCTCCT
Frax/huspﬁag/poda1 ATAAAGGAGCAA TEAAL TCTTGETEEAECAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus chilsanensis ATAAAGGAGCAATEAAEECEETCTTGHETEEABCAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT
Fra)(/'/‘]usp/ag/podﬂ ATAAAGGAGCAATHAAL TCTTGETEMABCAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT
Fra)a_hus;oa,e#u;ana ATAAAGGAGCAA TEAL TCTTGETEEAECAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT
Fraxinus flonbunda ATAAAGGAG CAAT.AA-C-TC TTGETEEAECAAGAGGGEE-TTATTGCTCCT

P B AR AT S 55k R LSR8 G 14 AT B — B AR 7 i i
The colors represent 14 highly consistent variables sites between F. xanthoxyloides and species from Eurasia and North America
El4 HER{EpsbA-trnHERIERIER S LE XS 51
Fig.4 The plastid psbA-trnH sequence segment
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BT HH42.05 Ma(95% HPD: 29.99-55.54 Ma)(“fi mi1), £ #rtH 5.14121.86 Ma (95% HPD: 16.00-29.59 Ma)
FEUR 73 BSOS 2H RT RROBS 2H AN 2 S R (1 m2)0 FEMUHAS AL 233 rh, X4 i e o0k T ot b
11.87 Ma(95% HPD: 5.79-19.42 Ma) (715 5i.3), MU FE dimorphasy 1T & 3 1 #14.23 Ma(95% HPD:
1.22-8.79 Ma) (15 55.4).



F. excelsiort
F. angustifolia spp. oxycarpa

F. excelsior2
Age estimates [95% HPD] . E 22122‘222;
L F. angustifolia spp. angustifolia
@ 4205 Ma [29.99-55.54] = F. angustifolia spp. syriacal
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L F. platypoda2

E F. nigral
F. nigra2

F. xanthoxyloides2
F. xanthoxyloides1
F. dimorpha
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F. chinensis2
F. chinensisi
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o F. uhdei
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F. chiisanensis
F. anomala
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L F dipetala
——— Olea paniculata
. __——————— Osmanthus americanu
‘ Chionanthus virginicus
I Chionanthus retusus
; L Osmanthus fragrans
L Phillyrea latifolia
Forestiera acuminata

€ 11.87 Ma [5.79-19.42]

@ 4.23 Ma[1.22-8.79]
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Stars representing the age of two fossils of Fraxinus.
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Fig. 5 The estimation of divergence times of Fraxinus section Sciadanthus based on ntDNA ITS using BEAST with two fossils as

calibration points
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HETITSFIIMEN RS K EW(E2)Ew, TSRS 2 2K R, AU B Fh 32 B9 Bk
P 3, AT T R R, WM 5 E dimorpha i T 575 — 3 &, KT EE L BT RS I
F. dimorpha = YA 2 [0 2IHE K040, B 5 E dimorpha W26 508 2T . FhiEIZAE . K5 H
R allh Rk N RIE T 2 FEEY MAZIE R A AN AT RS R B H LT E M ZE 72, 2
SRR E I R R EW R E3), WS HFASHIT AW Edimorpha fE—i2, MRS EIA
HPTE A PIFIE R T SCRERIBAR I 2232, B S 5 RO 2 Ak B BROFI AL 3 16 T LA 58 1 S 4 3 AE 0 3 v



=3 BeAh, BUHAS I SRR psbA-trn HARC 7 51 5 [ 20 HARY P AAAE RS 70 22 3, R 148 R f i 5ok
HRRE 638 KRB LA R & B —S0(El4), X ] fe 5 B o0 A0 22 5 S BN R e (R B A6 A8 e 7 R0, 254G
R R, FRATTHEMI B A5 0] e 2 F. dimorpha 5 WS H M HA 5. CHEBFLRH, S HY) M 2 (A
[ 4 28 BHL G 8 3 A7 72 15813300, U RK A4 (Fraxinus excelsior Linn.)f14R 4% (F. angustifolia Vahl subsp. oxycarpa
(Willd.) Franco et Alfonso)fE 1 - g —y2: [E — 7 DL R AR EL R 2 B RORRIALER . Baf /R B iy L iR B2 R -2F
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DURER AR, FEEh A A5 4 S RO I 2 0 R S R SR R 4H e 3tk — 28 0 i
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WS RE dimorphatfi 553 0T _FoBT e HA4.23 Ma, [ 00 75 5 = )5 72 o8 i 5 H918-17Ma 10.9-7.5Ma
F10.9Malf) = B [ AP 0] e AE — B FEFE S 80T AR B LRI 2 AL

5 DU 20 Bt A BT 10 DKk ) — 1) DK B 1) S A3 2 20 1 IR (climatic oscillations), IRZIFZM 1 H
R BRI AE . A R DLSCRE A M A A SR I B2 . Al =55 NAEX 2 7 I v i rh o
JZ R BT A JE S R Fraxinus of. honshuensisIIWEFEH, R 3ILE E @ W0 Fh 5 db -2k OK 22 B
A —REAE A BRAGAE VA H E) A 15 45 B35 1 IX [ IR 26 B2 b X AT A B2

T e Ji B FC A0 Lyt A2 A P 3R A 7 B DY 40 oK A (s e P, [ B R UK A S R A B R
Pkh 2 —, S ATE V2 2 0 AR IR B #5305 20 A T 0 = S R R R R AR A H A
1000 ~ 2800 mf¥j 1L 5 ith, 2 2 5 B /- sl H e A,  HBEHOIR Y 43 A0 182 X 55 T2 ¥A (Pinus wallichiana A.
B. Jackson). PUjE K 4 (Pinus roxburghii Sarg.) % 5 Dy hy M 111 X 4 A 10 7 2 A RHEAR AR, Rtk HE I A
I T e A2 AU 5 2H 7E 5 A FE I X B A7 0 a8t Wl Azt DX R ol 52 R — R AE DK IE N 75 i R Tk
B, UK 1803 21 R AR 1R AR 5 T8 b 4% 0 A 1331

Herph MU T 28 = 20 X R 1 B oK B FT 2 —, 02 A R A X R 3 1 BA S 7 I i
LM X, i 153 K K2 (Metasequoia glyptostroboides Hu et Cheng) « 3t i (Davidia involucrata Baill.) v 3 7%
(Ginkgo biloba L)% Z WG M M1 MRIFE 2 4B, 2552308, XKBAESHENRE T S E R E
T A0 ) — AN B BT AR AR X e 1 B 28 20 A XA T Ry o i ARGy, S IR BRI,
2SI LL UK B 52 5/ NB4, - BT s % 47 A 28 DY 20 vk BRI AR AR R B B OCE B E . S50 FiE
GG TRV A4 H oA, FRATTHEDIZ P b AR 7T BE A& 75 78 i R PR B A 52 i) T B 38R, oh [ b i [X
FHX RS SE BT s S5 R 2Rk — B 22k 1 X 745 i 1 04 S5 T
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