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Machilus Fossil from Miocene in Tiantai, Zhejiang Province, China, and Its
Paleoenvironmental Implications
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Abstract: Six fossil leaves with fine venation and well-preserved cuticles of Machilus tiantaiensis Ding S. T. et Sun B. N. sp.
nov. (Lauraceae) were discovered from the Late Miocene Xiananshan Formation of Tiantai County, eastern Zhejiang Province,
China. The fossils were characterized by elliptic shape with entire margin, acuminate apex, cuneate base and pinnate venation;
the anticlinal walls of epidermal cells are undulated, the unicellular trichome bases are mostly found on the veins; leaves hypos-
tomatic, stomata paracytic with two embedded guard cells and one or two subsidiary cells. The leaf cuticular and architectural
features of these fossil leaves suggest the affinity within the genus Machilus. The quantitative traits of leaf morphology were
studied here, and a free data analysis package (palacontological statistics) is utilized for cluster analysis. The leal morphologic
and cuticular features show that the fossil is similar to the modern leaves of M. pingii mostly. The paleoatmospheric CO, con-
centration is estimated through the stomatal ratio between the fossil species and the extant M. pingii Cheng ex Yang (nearest
living relative of the fossil species), and the result shows that the level of atmospheric CO, in the Late Miocene of Tiantai is
about 407. 9X 10" %, The modern trees of Machilus are distributed in tropical and subtropical regions of South and Southeast
Asia, which indicates that the Miocene climate of eastern China was warm and humid.
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T8 (Machilus Nees) 2R} (Lauraceae) #
PWhFh A2 )T R 2 —  RAR o R 2 A
T O BRI R AR Fh (Carpenter et al. , 2007;
Hu et al. , 2007; %k E ¥, 2007a, 2007b). iZJ& %)
100 7, 4347 TV YH 2R R &0 R R 8 B A I FAdy
b IX, HoH DL [ 7Y g S 0 B RE Sy o (AR AR
NI, 1982; K 2, 2007b) , 3 [E I ff JE A ¥ 29 F 68
it AR R A TER T LA 2548 X (AR, 1982).

£ T2 FEAE C A B 8 FH T BB 2R 1Y
S E M X AR B A ) A 2 R ] CHLL, 19865
Christophel er al. , 1996; Christophel and Rowett,
1996). T4 f » 1] 2% 35 ek BEAR e A Jeg AL 40 1) 1 o
R T 8N RE R OEF R, 2002; KE 2,
2007h). f1 J50JZ= AR AR D 45 5 A W Ak A7 1Y T 2EAIE
. C &5 28 R Y = # B E A, 40 Dilcher
(1974) . Kerp (1990) . Upchurch (1995) . McElwain
and Chaloner (1996) ., Kiirschner ez al. (1996,
1997) . Kiirschner(1997) #il Barclay et al. (2007) %l
XPGHAT TOESE. A2 ) iz i 1 T A ikt
Y5328 (Bandulska, 1926; Hill, 1986 ; XI#4 .
19903 Carpenter et al. , 2007; Hu et al. , 2007; Li
et al. , 2009). H5C T J& 1L A7 1 sk 2 B
FERERERIG AN SR 5245 (2008) X = g b g itk 2 A
Tt E A A A R B AT T TR,

1 HbH R b ARk I

WAL TR E AR M i I =M 3. 5
P LU BRI S AR S s e B AR P IR o i, AR R
g%, DIEZHRE TEBL T 2R A A ISR s X X Hb A i
B M2 KB 4 U A2 Th R A R
TR E R Y E R AT (Lis 1984). ik £1 brAs
K HTHITIAREG BB PIAR L) 20 km 4b, 35 Ak
bRk 29°09'NL121°14'ECE 1), i34k 274 m.

MHLIZ R 57 KT ST 2 e B b
LT RE LA LiQ198HO ¥ T LA K3k 3
ML FEON LA R 103, 1 m, Hifa] e 20 m
AR 2 B s BT, S AT JORS
T2 R e 2 ML R Y 8 my B R T
35 m WA, AT A TN R LA b B ik
TR A Ar PSR 6 HL IR R X A RS
J310. 540. 5 Ma(Ho et al., 2003), Xl %5 3 %5
(1992 FIH K-Ar ikt 8 5 K& B8 Rk -
BRREAFWE N 6. 5~6. 8 Ma, A A A7 7™
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Fig. 1 Locality of Machilus fossils in Zhejiang Province,

China
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AP 2006 4E 9 F SR BWIILR & 1S
T RGBT R X E A B B B A A AR A ML
pingii Cheng ex Yang T 2008 4 9 H K B MJI| 1%
#B. M. yunnanensis Lec. T 2006 4 10 H X B =M
B9l
2.1 KIgALIE

N R R R EN DTN L e S vt N
ZRIBK I 8 4R Ja s 43 5 A 1070 HCL i i A
50% HF F R 48 h, Jiids & A 302 HNO,;
VMR 8~10 h, RO S FRLL (0 Bk B ()
Ve Z= Pk, 5% NH,OH ¥ AL B 10 min /2
A AR T el BT R

W BUAE M IZE K U T 5 3 vk s R
M H,O, B9 1 1WA 7E 60 TR 9~10h,
Bt A2 S i R 8 5 P A AR o B
FEm e E e fE S R B s T o bR
L.

WAL PG Ak A7 FIBLAE A ) £ B )2 A O3 2
W53 — I TERR LG G A2 2 min, Y5
Hh AN &= KB I A R 7 Leica DM4000B
ZIIRe A BT LSS I B O —
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SIRERRT 1590.3020.50%6,75%6.,85%.,95%0.,100%%
b P R VA VR MR OB 7K AR TS TE il T B B
(JEOL JSM-5600LV) T WL . I i ({1 HE.
2.2 BRESWHE

AR ELE BRSSP S
T FR L J v ) R 2L 4 A Ml PAST $11F
(palaeontological statistics, ver. 1. 88) ( Hammer
et al. . 2009). H4 75 23 B 0 1 IR 4 AE B0 S A
PAST #01, 248 A 3l s HIECHE 56 1 % 2% > $odls i
FThRAERL 25 AT e BEAS [R] 1) SR 28 Ty it AH DG 1k
BEAR AL AR 1 T B K5 A S i vy A A S I 445
B AN/ NEETS » FRREAR MR s AR R AR i 4
JE A5 B ARAR B R B A D Fh S 4 5. REIR B4
it DX U LA R B RET B — KHEVE IO 2% R
AASCPEAE o 1755 HA R 7 P R A DG PRI

IR AR AR I PR AR A e B A W PR A
(http: //www. evh. org. en/) [FRAE B . EEFAEY)
M 5~10 fpnAs rh BEHLZE X 50 A HE P 7 AT
i B S O EAEY AL 5 31 48 ) (ZERENIL 1982)
K CHTT RIS 56 2 ) CT A% 1992). ke 8
TR AL, Hog b W% 15 A SCR A Gower YA #E4T
R
2.3 SfZH%EITTE

S FLZE (stomatal parameter) (4§55 FL & E
(stomatal density, SD) F1 X L 38 %X ( stomatal in-
dex, SD. LHE (SD) 245 HAL i BN LI AL
H L ASSCUAREF 5 22 K AR N I AL BERR. AAL
FEECCST, Vo) AT B AR N S AL B R AL R R
B AL S H ], A 43 R H R AR
(Salisbury, 1927):

SI =[SD/(SD+ED) ] X 100 ,
Forpr, SICQOO R IALIREL SD $8ALH L ED 544
2.4 SAWRFEEHKKCO, REEE

AL H (stomatal ratio, SR) J& 45 FI| Ak A1 A8
IR B 25 26 (nearest living relative, NLR)
BRI B I X b Ff (nearest living equivalent, NLE)
S a R ALEREr A, RAL 3R R R K
R CO, R ) —Fp2f 2 1 777 (Salisbury , 1927).
1% McElwain(1998) i J7 35 a0 F

SR = Sl /Sy »
Horp, SR 8 SFLER , ST R SALIREL

Reo, — 1% SR
HoH, Reo, #E BRI COMRE S BIRKR CO,

®1 FERERERHEG

Table 1 Taxonomic characters and codes

Frs Iy HHEAR B Gty
1 i (em)
2 - H B8 BE (em)
3 mR /B
4 HEREEAR U (00 5 SEBUE SRIE (1) 5 (2) 5 T IE
AR
5 WT0 . #74 (0D 5 FR 4R (1) 5 4R (2) 5 B sl [ (3)
6 R - SR ATTT (0D 5 T (1D 5 ST (2) 5 JRE AT (3)
7 KB ) :<<7(0) 3 7~9(1) ;9~12(2) ;>12(3)

Wk 55 K 0 I £ - <<30°(0) 5 30°~45°(1) 5 45° ~
60°(2);>>60°(3)

W BE 1) LA

T CO, Miiﬂﬁ’%ﬁ:RmZ X A bR A R 4 2 4
KRR CO, BRI 4L.
2.5 IRAHIERIE

MH-45 #5 3 3R = B ( Manual of Leaf Architec-
ture )(LAWG, 1999) FIF) 3 5545 (1997) , 1 i 24
W2 I8 Dilcher(1974) A1 Wilkinson(1979).

3 REHIA

}ER} Lauraceae Berry
48 Machilus Nees
S8 Machilus tiantaiense Ding S. T. et
Sun B. N. sp. nov.

IE# . LUP147(A 2a,2j,3b, 4a,4b,4e)

B, JTH14276 (P 2b); JTH14271 ( 2¢);
JH14282 (& 2d, 4c); JH14643 (A, B) (K 2e, 2f,
3a) ; JH14585 (¥ 2g,2i,3c)

MR SR T e L2 R

LA REE(E D

TRAFHD 22 MR A ) TS T AS =

TR A AR IR T A R B LR B B

YRR - A (R 4 2, SEFR LI o o o ¥
43, K 4. 1~6.5 cm, 5§ 2. 0~2. 8 cm; PRk E,
JORCRELHE: s 2S alfr B PR S 7 ~ 9 X, 5 ik e A
30°~45°, UL ) b Ai ik PR 3K 40 TE
ARAKLIN] 2 J BE B2 IR, LA AR g B S rh oAl T
JokEs DX AL T AR AL R A AR, i 1
XEORTIANAEAN 1 A E 1 38 @ TR A A ) T2 ATH 7
TR TN — DB O R/ IMHAE AN SE

A ATRAIE SR I < A BT S BRI L 4x 5, B
T, TR, 4 4. 1~6. 5 em, 5 2. 0~2. 8 cm,
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Kl 2 Machilus tiantaiensis 1 M. pingii )-S5 5AE
Fig. 2 Leaf architectures of Machilus tiantaiensis and M. pingii
a~g. M. tiantaiensis THRA sa. bpAS . JH14147 b A S . JH14276 5 ¢ A5 JH14271 5 d. A4S . JH14282; e, A5 : JH14643A5 1. FR
A JH14643B;s g A5 JH14585:h. ML pingii s hiAS . LUP0OS0918;i. M. tiantaiensis, 7K GEAE FRAS  TH14585; ). tb /7 R i
HEACS  THI4147 sk BUAE )7 R A ] AR AR5 . LUP080918. a~h, j.k fIFR=1. 0 cmsi BRI =0. 5 cm

AR 2 9. 0 mm, 552 1. 0 mm([&] 2a~2g) ; H ik
A 7R R TUT, T TP S R s M Bk PR B 7~
9 2%, ShfikJesf 30°~ 45°(50°) , 5 I A Ll
K 1A AN KLU AR A T K 200 e U AR (] 21, 2)).
R TR ALES (& 3a) , K6 41 A TE R AS B
4 13, 8~33. 2 pm, & 8. 9~18. 4 pm, T J& BE 7

PR s Bk A i 2 i AS RN 78 RTE iR
INZE SRR A S RE R R R B LA (B 3D,
3cyda ~ 4de), Bk E) 40 B AN BB, K17, 7 ~
34, 1 pm. 95 10. 7~14. 5 pm. TS RERORES ) k2
YRR Stk (B da~40); K FLEE B R A0 F . K
18~22 #m,y'i—'ﬁ 17~21 pm, 555, A1 T2
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B3 TEGFEME(LM) T M. tiantaiensis M. pingii #1 M. yunnanensis ff 5t JZ 47 E
Fig. 3 Cuticular characteristics of Machilus tiantaiensis » M. pingii and M. yunnanensis under the light microscopy
a M. tiantaiensis 3R ik/nTe S BE bR S . JH14643;b. M. tiantaiensis F 32 )%, §i Sk /RS ALE% - biAs 5 . JH14147 ;¢ M. tiantaiensis N 387,
ST AR BRI AR AS  TH14585;d. M. pingii 13857 57 KR 5 BE AR A5 . LUP080918; e M. pingii &I . & 3k A AR S ALERFI
B ARAG  LUPOB0918 £ M. pingii TFRJZ, Hisk/m bk 545 : LUP080918; g M. pingii T, i hon A ALAR A5 : LUP00918; h.
M. yunnanensis 3Rz 5k NI B BE  FRAS . LUP061012;1. M. yunnanensis N 7, 857 kS fLEs b4 5 : LUP061012. a, b.d, e  hy i [UFR R =
50 pms . f AR =100 pm; g (AR R =10 pm

031 W A W 1 B 2 25 5 1 B 2 O s N
S 6 A S AR R G, R/ A N 45 (1] 3D, 4D,
de) ;s TR H BN EIL, 2501 TIK4% X (B 3c,
4a,4b).

4 e

Christophel et al. (1996) i F-IT & T ERHEY)
A BUZ PRI AATE R 11 N8 70 R FE ) Y i
BT JERFE LSS DA 530 240 B 1) A B AR <AL
i TS LSRR A A A Can B R 440 B RRAE S0 AR
YRR 73 B FEEA B, Li and Christophel
(2000) % 2 ERVEHE A AR ZE 7 & #F 10 NJF 300 24>
Tt T RGEAIWT ST DR W B ) 5T J2 HRAE X s b
KU A AR,

JEZ5 5245 (2002) X 75 3 Hh DX 1) 31 47 Jag A 42 #11 S5

JEHATRRGE SN« K 22 50 Al & AL HL AR B 240 i
T B R AR ZIE BTN , KL 28 A
SEHIARL 1SR AR 1A 1 X ED T4 4
T8 B T A T DR T Y — M sl ma ], /AR
SARGE. FRE S (2007b) Xif 43 A7 76 Wi V144 0V i e
TYIEEAT T R G0 5r 8 05T, JF-46 HX T M2 L)
T A J&@ A4 » TEAE AR SRS B B O T T LLis
FHM R R TR 0E

R AT A2 W B SO IR A B . ) ik oP)
RE ST Hm b gk R (K] 2a~2g, 21.2))
LA RERUE Y R B B WIS SRR T o3 AR AR
MR B A iE AR BB MR A B AR
FE L e K A 52 AN KLDUPAR AL A% S A2 By 1
XPOR TLARBR AN 1 ASBE 1) Rl T 20 i 2H A8 ) T 200
AL TR TR — s AN, SR A L RN A5 5K
A& (K 3a~3c,da~4dc, de) , X e M i B i
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K4 EHRMES(SEM) T M. tiantaiensis Ml M. pingii
1 BUZRHIE

Fig. 4 Cuticular characteristics of M. tiantaiensis and M.

pingii under the scanning electron microscope
a. M. tiantaiensis N2 N, brAsS . JH14147;b. M. tiantaien-
sis FREWNEW, brAS S JH14147;5¢. M. tiantaiensis " 3 J A A
WL AR A 5 : TH14282; . M. pingii & 3 B2 Sb T WL, A5 A 5
LUP080918; e. M. tiantaiensis T 3 . »m K AL 2%, b5 & 5.
JH14147;1. M. pingii SR R8K A4S FrA S LUP080918. a Y
FRR =100 pm;b~d (R = 50 pm;e, [ AYFRR =10 pm

Y M3 Bz i i 454 (Bandulska, 1926; Wolfe,
1977 ;258 Wi, 1982; Hill, 1986; Faggetter, 1987;
Edwards, 1990; Christophel ef al. , 19963 Li and
Christophel, 2000;Z=£EM1Z=4) 3, 2004; Carpenter
et al. » 2007; Pole, 2007). £Z&4 iR M-454 Fl 6 it
JEAE 73 AT - SE B 2 A A i R VTR TR R
fiti a2 2 .
4.1 HiawEEMmLaITtt
RGP HA T2 52 3 A (Hill, 19865
Drinnan et al., 1990; Upchurch and Dilcher,
1990; Eklund and Kvacek, 1998; Frumin et al. ,
2004 ; ZREERIZS S, 20045 Little ez al. » 2009) ,{H.
T JE@ AR Ak A 10 SRAR R A D 28 Ak A 8 4B
T35 [ AR 0 XM 8 1 b 2 (Lakhanpal ez al.
1958) , HA L 17 A 4 Bt 2 (Huzioka and Ta-
kahasi, 1970), DL H AR ERHBIX A AN S22 B A1

Iy B B e i b 2 (Ina, 2004; Uemura, 20053
Yabe, 2008). & ElE A& fb A e 700 T 2= pa e 4
Btz Ch B AR RS 4, 1978) s TE s
B H o T 2 RIS 20000 LR i 1t )2
(CRYEFE,2008) LK PG A 0,0 1 5L 0 b )22
A, 1993) B ki 48 % R

P 5 A Rt b s A ) i 5 A
1978) Iz /INp R G gt R T R . 20000 L ) H
ARAH (Yabe, 2008) (£ ZE (Ina, 2004) Flls B (Ue-
mura, 2005) HUETH A M. ugoana T — % LA £
TE BB DX 5 F M AR A s H AR B (Uemura, 2005)
HUBTE R M. nathorsti B . KNS M FTARAS HL
Fil ARAEL 6 Z50UfiK s /N R T R 7 B 2000) g
Bt M. americana , HW-JE R # RCR 35 41T, )
JKAS B S 5 8 ot 3 2 (5o 55, 2008) B
2FiE R Y LA M. leplophylla F1 M. cf.
longipedicellata W W] 5 LA SCH A6 K HLAN
Wk % 5 SR AN A AN R )P A O A R
Hri 2 K4 (XA, 1993) 19 M. thunbergii
FIM. oreophila W W] 5 Y HT A A A, DKL Y
Rt 2 . I P o] X3 2 i fe A s Bk
OB R LA (GR 2) BRI o AT AR A S, 3
/D A iR A S RITETE - A T IR AT HE. 5 R
FAE(2008) R IH 1) 18 bR AS (14 £ 57 2 R AR A LU A
MRTARAS ELAT B0 AL ) T4 i
A IR AE KIS LA S AN I B AL 5584 5 1 bR AR
HH—2L.
4.2 5¥4iafmEEawt Rttt

WAz 7 RN i RO AR S IR E5H 5 8 AMRFE
PRIR (R D ] PAST Ffont 76 = A g 68 Fiii
Y5 MR BT T RIS R Gower i
RGN KA 7 Z (8 B AE G BT B (B 5). Rl T
Bk Gower 3 AT FE 1%, 28 & BEML R ] Euclidean
M Bray-curtis JEE4T T4 Eb 20 Bt » 45 SR B 45 Fh
TR REFHE B —E W 22 R A Tk
A7 AN ) A 2 AR AR K BRI AR SCA T A 4
Gower I RIEL R

T HE B K e R 2 M AR 5 kA
M. tiantaiensisHIAALTE, B TE A0 % 5 T 40 Tk
A7 W0 B 1 25 AR (BT 5 Hh R 8 R Zebmm) it i
MM 25 M 4 4E. fb G M. tiantaiensis M 5 M.
pingii RETER]— 73 S I SR A i » FLARAE ZR 85 e s
M3 M R R AR L — 3 (& 21 2k o AR <
533X M. thunbergii TN UAHER 73S M. yun-
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Table 2 Leaf fossil records of genus Machilus

i i JoMen  WTU BE mHE MBKGD Y L%k

M. dunbergii BeEbBOE IO e w44 9~10 RmE PWEE #1993
M. oreophila 339 15.2X3.8 HAR BE 2% 15 R EA XA, 1993
M. leplophylla YNNI 15.0X5.0 - BE 2% >10 gttt mElgeh ST, 2008
M. of. longipedicellata KR 18.0X5.0 Wk WK 2% 10 bt mEaEe RIET4,2008
M. americana M ER B 5B 4.7X1.9 — g 4% — R NN 25 S JEHT L 5 2000
M. ugoana o AR AR B T 5.9%X1.8 — BE 4% >8 Moot TR SRR, 2000

M. ugoana — 8.0X2.5 — W 4% — g | AN BL Ina, 2004

M. nathorsti I EGiA 8.0X3.0 wids P %k 6 didgt H AR B Ina, 2004
WETE KT, (4. 8~1L.2)X ., . _ _

M. ugoana e (L 7Tmd. 0) Wide WE 4% 10~12 it HAKAE  Uemura, 2005

M. ugoana PeEHE 9.7X2.3 mAY s 2% 9 bt HAA Yabe. 2008

M. nathorsti — — Wids L% — Hougi: HAZRM Yabe, 2008
SRS . _ _ e e TPEBAREY

M. ugoana B R 7.0X1.7 &% 7 WO MRS e g

M. tiantaiensis  BOUBSREIE 1000 Wik BB A% 7~9 Wbl wiLKA A

nanensis BIRFIEAT I 7 AR 22 53 (EAR ME TR
BRI AR RRAE RS L X A ok, 5 RIS E] T
PLE R EAH LR B M. bombycina K FE L
(4. OB KT A M. tiantaiensis (K55 kb2.0),
M M. melanophylla B F— 8~13 cm, kLI
A (4. 1~6.5 cm) K3 T M. nanchuanensis
B KA D CR#BIE 7 %) s M. lichuanensis BM F
KT, 5~15.0 cm) , HKFE AR (B, D.

A b AR I 5 R R A B SR 2R 20 B AN XE A L ML
tiantaiensis 5 M. bombycina, M. melanophylla,
M. nanchuanensis U J¢ M. lichuanensis 4 Fp7E i
R RN AR 25, &) T X0 15 M. pingii,
M. thunbergii, M. yunnanensis WIFRIE R A H
FHM BB SRR SEAT X FE R BOE X 2 1. PR, 28
G3HT T ST M G R E S O HAOHE DX 43 1Y 3
FhREY) (M. pingii, M. thunbergii, M. yunnanen-
i) A TREERE (36 3) 45 R IB /R M. tiantaiensis
5M. pingii(JH 3d~3g,4d. 40 B4 IR .S AL
R LT 2 B B A B AN R (B S5 A
JOT )2 T 40 ) 3 R A T TR S5 A AR ARLs T ML thun-
bergit(MKE ¥, 2007b) f1 M. yunnanensis (& 3h,
3D R REHTBIREE, Hrp M. thunbergii (1)
20 T S RE P B LA R 0 A (KR 2
2007b) M. yunnanensis B33 Jz 2 i 3 J& BE PR
AR SRR DA DOl 3 2 B A A BT 0 il i R
WU Y SR 28 53 1 0 48 e T A ALY 385 9 TR A 0T B L 36
B M. tiantaiensis 54 M. pingii B .

T B4 HH R AR SCRER M F i 22 4K
55 AT R B FAR PR BRI 8 1
T ERARIEA A M R BT RA7 I R A B 1
WROTHRHE. P A SCR 2SI 48 AU QSR T Al s 4
Yot R ARMIRED - HEAFORH A ARG R,

5 WHIEESER
5.1 HXKRCO, iRE
F M YA A 5 H A i E 26 2 Fh (nearest
living relative, NLR) By 7L kb 2 (Stomatal ratio,
SR) g3t b s B ) RS CO, WRBE S & B0 4117 [
Prap AR A BB SRR Z — . B Woodward (1987)
Van der Burgh er al. (1993). Kiirschner et al.
(1996, 2008) ,Royer et al. (2001) , Beerling et al.
(2002) ,Kerp(2002) , Hetherington and Woodward
(2003) .Osborne et al. (2004) il Beerling and Ber-
ner(2005). 3 T4 (2008) F F R & 2 Y1k
A S HEIR RGN AL R, i T E X E
B KA CO, WREE 48 i R JE AR 2 R
CO, WY RAFHE R4S,
AIAL A M. tiantaiensis S FLIREL SI =
12, 4(F0. 4, EPF RS2 40 M. pingii IS FL
ERST =13, 1(£0. 4) (£ O, ALK SR=
13.1/12.4=1. 06, ¥ 1k K Reo, =1 X SR=1. 06
(McElwain, 1998) ;#k#l5 M. pingii M F REEFAy
KA CO, HeBE (2008 4F KR CO, 1RBUTE R
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Fig. 5 Cluster analysis dendrogram by PAST showing the relationship of the species of the genus Machilus and M. tiantaien-

sis (Distance measure-Gower; Linkage algorithm-Paired group)

384.8X10°°, H g F B4 L W (L WL 3 - hep: //
www. esrl. noaa. gov/gmd/ccgg/trends/) , 3K 1§ K
G R CO, AP ECH 407, 9X107°, 3% —
4R 5P EAE Q00D M 7E - BHR B Y LA 56
T X GRZAD THE Y [F] 312 7l R CO,
W (395, 2 X010 ) BONHE BRI b A7 S e >

1 KA CO, W BE B IR 48 Tk oA iy i K- (K 2y
300. 010" E R £.
5.2 HRIRHFHE

FEBHE W) 2 Aty SO AT BRAR B RAE R, 4
it P S T8 78 2% (Li and Christophel, 2000; Carpen-
2007;Hu et al. s 2007; PRE¥,2007b). i
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®3 EUUA M. tiantaiensis 5 3 Tt EHX REIEW I A HAEEEM M R A RESHE

Table 3 Characteristics and correlations of the cuticle from M. tiantaiensis and extant three species of Machilus

R R
LES ) A o CULEE RALEKE SALERSE AALm RALe L. BEOIOR
MR TEAE AR T JERE Cojmm?) ) () K A FKEE
M. pingii KN RECR R SUB B BRR 430 22.5 20. 6 .09  Eik H A
M. yunnanensis  AKM PR ASH PR 420 17.4 16.2 .07 &Ik I P
M. thunbergii gﬁf FE AN FH 248 15.5 15.5 .00 BRI I *
M. tiantaiensis AN PR AH RPR 488 21.7 20.5 .06 AR H A

T 25 BRI 2007 AL BE A ALAs AL 2% S48 3.

&4 M. tiantaiensis F1 M. pingii TRESFLSE

Table 4 Stomatal parameters of the lower surface of M. tiantaiensis and M. pingii

BN Hmdl Iy SALEPE (SD A /mm?) FE M (ED. A /mm2) LRSI, %)
1 436 2956.0 12.9
2 196 3527.0 12.3
3 452 3115.0 12.7
4 512 3484.0 12.8
M. tiantaiensis
5 507 3646.5 12.2
6 487 3643.5 11. 8
7 529 3811.5 12.2
S A4 488(+3D) 12.4(40. 4)
1 420 2 830.0 12.9
2 439 2864.5 13.3
3 435 2844.5 13.3
1 396 2675.0 12.9
M. pingii
5 439 2767.5 13.7
6 528 3722.0 12.4
7 493 3280.5 13.1
XM 450(£42) 13.1(£0.4)
Tl JE AR ) 3203 A5 T N 2R F 0 AR e AR I AT LA References
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