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Variation patterns of tree longevity in various taxa

FANG Yanming" LI Xuan

( Co-Innovation Center for Sustainable Forestry in Southern China, Key Laboratory of State Forestry and Grassland Administration on Subtropical Forest
Biodiversity Conservation, College of Life Sciences, Nanjing Forestry University, Nanjing 210037, China )
Abstract: Old trees were regarded as “green national treasures” and “living cultural relics”. How long does the longevity of old
trees last? What is the difference in longevity among tree species of different taxonomic positions? These issues are currently
unclear. In response to these issues, the authors collected global tree ring data and sorted out the longevity of 390 tree species in
108 genera from 44 families. Among these taxa, the longevity range of gymnosperms is 64—4 900 years, with an average of 788
years. The longevity range of angiosperm trees is 40—4 021 years, with an average of 537 years. The longevity of trees in seed
plants can be divided into four levels. Level I, exceptionally long longevity, =1 000 years. Level II, long longevity, 500-999
years. Level IlI, medium longevity, 100~ 499 years. Level IV, short longevity, <100 years. The longevity of seed plants shows
evident taxonomic differences, with the top 10 genera of gymnosperms having the longest longevity being Pinus L.(4 900 years),
Cupressus L.(4 021 years), Taxus L.(4 021 years), Fitzroya Hook. f. ex Lindl.(3 622years), Chamaecyparis Spach(3 500 years),
Sequoiadendron J. Buchholz(3 266 years), Cryptomeria D. Don(3 021 years), Juniperus L.(2 868 years), Taxodium Rich.
(2 624years) and Sequoia Endl.(2 220 years). The top 10 genera of angiosperms with the longest lifespan are Olea L.(4 021 years),
Cariniana Casar.(3 021 years), Castanea Mill.(3 021 years), Ficus L.(2 217 years), Adansonia L.(2 071 years), Platanus L.(2 071
years), Cinnamomum Fabr.(1 971 years), Cercidiphyllum Siebold & Zucc.(1 971 years), Prunus L.(1 921 years) and Quercus L.
(1 721 years). The data edited in this article will provide references for the study on tree aging process, longevity mechanism, and
protection technology.
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B850 R, B4 W B AR A IR % i B /ME
64 a, T KAE N 4900 a, I {H Hy 788 a, F2 % 4 i 7E
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TR S 6 B 35 )8 193 F (3% 1), & Bl A i
KRB R 3SR (1) Harri, 18 19, Wi
#2 %} Araucariaceae Henkel & W. Hochst.; (2) 7 fiy H %
ERERK,EE 1. 0. M%, % WA R Podocarpaceae
Endl.. £ & #2 %l Taxaceae Gray Fl#4 %l Pinaceae Spreng.
ex F. Rudolphi; (3) 75 #ir ' 45, 40 & 0 2%, 41 75 A}
Ginkgoaceae Engl., 1 1 A~ B #5544 , {H 32 HAth 7 75 A
E RIS, BT Ginkgo biloba LFF 451K .
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2 G5 3 W, B AE A R A 5 i e/ )MEL 28 a,
e RAH N 4 021 a, H{H Ky 537 a, T 4 P 7E 0~600 a,
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HH 2 2 AT, 9T 4 1 25 B B KB 10
PRGN (1) Bk, B 19, Wi#EFRF Cercidi-
phyllaceae Engl.. #t % £} Elaeocarpaceae Juss.Fll & &5 &l
Lecythidaceae A. Rich.; (2) Fav <, 0 & T 9, W& %
iRl Atherospermataceae R. Br.. # 1% #} Buxaceae
Dumort., £[.J5 5¢#} Calophyllaceae J. Agardh, 1% fii & #}
Dipterocarpaceae Blume F1 # 2 1} £} Nyssaceae Juss. ex
Dumort.; (3) Z i H 4, A0 5 4%, an A=} Trocho-
dendraceae Eichler, # # &l Altingiaceae Lindl., = #& F}
Rutaceae Juss.. IlI 45 B} Theaceae Mirb.fl % H 7 F}
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Fig. 2 Frequency distribution of angiosperm longevity

Styracaceae DC. & Spreng.; (4) 73y 44, £ IV 4%, Un#d
#} Ebenaceae Giirke; (5) At 248, @& 1. 114,
W #AL Lauraceae Juss; Q) Fa i E 2K, &1,
M 2%, a0 A& % Bl Magnoliaceae Juss.. 74 & X #} Notho-
fagaceae Kuprian., ] #k ] Juglandaceae DC. ex Perleb I
2 Bl Aquifoliaceae Bercht. & J. Presl; (7) 75 iy 46 &
S, A IV g, an B 25 B Rhamnaceae Juss.. 17 #ll
Bl Salicaceae Mirb. #ll 7§ B B} Rubiaceae Juss.; (8) 7 fir Ff
Gy, 1. . M4, 0B % K Pl Platanaceae T.
Lestib., . 7%} Fabaceae Lindl.. #fij £ Ulmaceae Mirb.,
KB} Cannabaceae Martinov, % £} Moraceae Gaudich. .
PR A} Meliaceae Juss.. 7 2% £l Malvaceae Juss., 111 %€ 8%
%l Cornaceae Bercht. & J. Presl 1 A ## %} Oleaceae Hoff-
manns. & Link; (9) i 24, @& 0. M. IVE,

%M B} Anacardiaceae R. Br., JG i T #l Sapindaceae Juss. .
J§ JE Bl Lamiaceae Martinov., 11 Jill &l Araliaceae Juss.fll
e K El Betulaceae Gray; (10) Hm A E4F K, B 1 .
I, I, IV, 403 7% %+ Rosaceae Juss.Fl 7% 3} #} Faga-
ceac Dumort.. F i, 251 (1), (2). 3) Al (4) R 1
AN YL, 5 A AR S R B 5 260 (5). (6) A (7) AL
2N G, F5 w7 R LR BE 5 25 (8) A (9) L 3
ANEFEGL, T3 AL S L9 2R (10) 5 4 NS,
AR I R TE . NI B RHECK E, 2551 (8). (2).
(3) F1(9) FH WL, ¥ E S A KU EFE
22 MEMEERHNBARESLBEEGER
PAJEAL 75 2 WJE 4 41 11 41 ( Gernandt et al., 2005),
[ b 32 F5 2H /Y JE IR #F 73 WP 4H. Subsection Nelsoniae 1 H.
B 21 1Y 7 2% 3 R #A I 2H Subsection Krempfianae 4b,
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Tab.1 A longevity list of 35 genera from gymnosperms

7 1y 5

9t 5 A LP)‘Cﬂ-_q‘ZG ‘ f\‘liTﬂ% ‘ ) 4 . %-\‘KTEQ T Fh £ _ frﬁﬁilﬁ/a Sizﬁﬁfrﬁﬁ/a' Longevity
No. Chinese family name Scientific family name Chinese genus name Scientific genus name No. tree species Longevity range Average longevity level
1 AR Ginkgoaceae A )8 Ginkgo 1 - 162 i
2 A EAZ R Aracauriaceae 52K )8 Agathis 1 - 1396 I
3 AR Araucariaceae [EERC A Araucaria 2 1021~ 1821 1421 I
4 LRGN Podocarpaceae [V Afrocarpus 1 - 671 I
5 VLR /N Podocarpaceae H A2 IR Halocarpus 1 - 534 I
6 B WA F Podocarpaceae R /Y Lagarostrobus 1 - 1774 |
7 B A F Podocarpaceae AR AR R Manoao 1 - 836 Il
8 ERVE /N Podocarpaceae B2 R Phyllocladus 3 221~ 653 416 i
9 2R Podocarpaceae e A Prumnopitys 1 - 1321 I
10 ik Cupressaceae AU A Athrotaxis 2 940~ 946 943 il
11 iR Cupressaceae B REME Austrocedrus 1 - 830 I
12 HFk Cupressaceae WA R Callitris 3 64~ 224 159 i
13 iR Cupressaceae AR Calocedrus 1 - 533 I
14 iR Cupressaceae i 41 ) Chamaecyparis 5 254~3500 1136 I
15 ek Cupressaceae Btz s Cryptomeria 2 397~3021 1709 I
16 iR Cupressaceae XN Cunninghamia 1 - 660 I
17 iR Cupressaceae A & Cupressus 4 300~4021 1381 I
18 iR Cupressaceae &R TR Fitzroya 1 - 3622 I
19 iR Cupressaceae (R Fokienia 1 - 979 I
20 IRk Cupressaceae e Juniperus 18 272~2 868 1257 I
21 iR Cupressaceae A JE Libocedrus 2 550~ 720 635 I
22 ik Cupressaceae K AR Pilgerodendron 1 - 470 I
23 iR Cupressaceae dtELaKER Sequoia 1 - 2200 I
24 Jidk =S Cupressaceae FAZ IR Sequoiadendron 1 - 3266 I
25 iR Cupressaceae % PR Taxodium 2 1421~2624 2023 I
26 iEEs Cupressaceae FE AR Thuja 3 604~1653 1276 I
27 LiEEE Cupressaceae R Thujopsis 1 - 475 I
28 P Bt Pinaceae B E Abies 22 109~ 665 410 m
29 PR Pinaceae EX/Y Cedrus 4 471~1024 710 |
30 A Pinaceae AR AV Larix 8 286~2171 842 Il
31 AR} Pinaceae A Picea 19 126~ 921 489 n
32 AR Pinaceae LS Pinus 65 76~ 4900 609 I
33 AR Pinaceae WA )R Pseudotsuga 2 658~1350 1004 I
34 AR Pinaceae BRAZ )R Tsuga 8 138~ 1007 627 Il
35 AR Taxaceae ANGR A Taxus 3 350~4021 1651 I

TE: AU I RRHC R R, ARERNE B ar i iml,  “-7 R

Notes: Genera with only one tree species recorded cannot determine the longevity range, which is indicated by "—".

AW FE I ARAF AN R 9 A2 A B 1 T A BE (R 3) .
M7 i B (E R, S4E 4 R FA WP J& Subgenus Strobus
(1051 a) B i & T X4 % o #a W7 J& Subgenus Pinus
(384 a) . 41848 5 ¥ ¥ h = % A 41 Section Trifoliae
(299 a) <j #2241 Section Pinus (499 a) < £ #A 4] Section
Quinquefoliae (756 a) <Jt LM Section Parrya( 1603 a),
V20 ] AE S ok 5 #S TE4H Subsection Australes
(220 a) <V 1% Fix V. 2 Subsection Ponderosae (354 a) <l
- #5 F 4 Subsection Contortae (411 a)<iff j7= #3 I 41
Subsection Pinaster (458 a)<{i #A V. 2 Subsection Pinus

(519a) <PUJEK [ H2# I72 Subsection Gerardianae(619a) <
T4 B AN W4 Subsection Cembroides(652 a) < 4
W4 Subsection Cembroides (652 a)<db 3% 7% # I 41
Subsection Strobus (757 a) <t /K #f #A M 41 Subsection
Balfourianae (3 148 a) . Giit Wow, A @ 4 F 75 4 (1) A8
S REAR K, A7 R R, R KR R /INME Y
64 % . TELJE . 41 WZH K b, 3 A A W] (1
ol 1) 22 1) BH S, B R R b W 21 P B 2 7 i
Ry F

T SCAR & i s B PR 5 3 19 7 X BR & (Cyelo-
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Tab.2 A longevitylist of 73 genera from angiosperms

P ¢ TR R 4 HTIRA BB e P
No. Chinese family name Scientific family name Chinese genus name Scientific genus name No. tree species Longevity range Average longevity level
1 N Magnoliaceae 1 Wk R Liriodendron 1 - 509 I
2 EN=Y Magnoliaceae NV Magnolia 4 120~ 520 303 I
3 T R HERE Atherospermataceae A#E Laurelia 1 - 721 I
4 TR Lauraceae i )8 Cinnamomum 1 - 1971 I
5 FE A Lauraceae N Sassafras 1 - 500 Il
6 BHARR Platanaceae BBAR Platanus 3 188~2071 920 I
7 B AR AL Trochodendraceae K R Tetracentron 1 - 227 i
8 H A5 B Buxaceae gt 71 Buxus 1 - 568 I
9 AR R Cercidiphyllaceae AR Cercidiphyllum 1 - 1971 I
10 A Altingiaceae A 14 T Liquidambar 1 - 300 I
11 TFR Fabaceae KMa)E Ceratonia 1 - 1021 I
12 2R Fabaceae Ly 4 ) Maackia 1 - 583 il
13 GR Fabaceae LV e N Prosopis 1 - 1221 I
14 2FR Fabaceae g Pterocarpus 1 - 127 |
15 R Fabaceae R )R Robinia 1 - 100 i
16 T2F Fabaceae [ 35N Tamarindus 1 - 1021 I
17 R Rosaceae 1A JE Crataegus 1 - 661 II
18 PR Rosaceae il &z K & Dryas 2 40~ 50 45 v
19 FRias Rosaceae B2 g Padus 1 - 366 i
20 PR Rosaceae Z % Prunus 3 95~1921 755 I
21 A Rosaceae g Pyrus 1 - 521 I
22 s Rosaceae B R Sorbus 1 - 280 I
23 4= AL Rhamnaceae R & Hovenia 1 - 157 |
24 B2 AL Rhamnaceae [y Rhamnus 1 - 50 v
25 i Bk Ulmaceae i J& Ulmus 8 300~ 1121 544 I
26 i B Ulmaceae PR Zelkova 1 - 1500 I
27 PNE S Cannabaceae A Celtis 3 200~ 1004 500 I
28 FF Moraceae (R Ficus 2 1328~2217 1773 I
29 FF Moraceae BRR Maclura 1 - 100 i
30 B Moraceae B Morus 1 - 604 I
31 X R Nothofagaceae =N Nothofagus 6 232~721 436 i
32 5 3 R Fagaceae Sy Castanea 3 300~3021 1231 I
33 583} B Fagaceae HJE Castanopsis 1 - 400 I
34 76 3 B Fagaceae K X & Fagus 4 400~ 559 460 m
35 52 3} B Fagaceae il J& Lithocarpus 1 - 300 |
36 5t 3L R Fagaceae Ly Quercus 40 75~1721 571 I
37 HIBE R Juglandaceae 1L A% Bt )& Carya 4 200~ 354 295 I
38 HIBE R Juglandaceae Bk R Juglans 4 164~ 521 306 i
39 AR Juglandaceae WA JE Pterocarya 1 - 160 I
40 LN Betulaceae FEA TR Alnus 3 91~518 236 I
41 HE AR Betulaceae HEA TR Betula 11 114~ 558 310 Ul
42 HE AR B Betulaceae & -1 )& Carpinus 2 65~ 243 154 |
43 HE A FL Betulaceae BRA & Ostrya 1 - 605 I
44 IR Elaeocarpaceae €= Sloanea 1 - 1021 I
45 LR SEFRE Calophyllaceae FANES A Calophyllum 1 - 500 I
46 o Ak Salicaceae ¥ & Populus 9 55~368 165 I
47 T M B Salicaceae B Salix 3 54~ 85 75 v
48 e Anacardiaceae AR Pistacia 2 28~ 521 275 i
49 TR TR Sapindaceae i Acer 7 100~ 721 351 i
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i " . . 5 e 73 1
R TR R 4 TR MHE GEEs FREGa 0
No. Chinese family name Scientific family name Chinese genus name Scientific genus name No. tree species Longevity range Average longevity level
50 T TR Sapindaceae L s Aesculus 3 80~ 670 386 i
51 =P Rutaceae R Phellodendron 1 - 288 i
52 B Meliaceae VR Cedrela 3 114~ 521 298 |
53 Rk Meliaceae A Y ok IR Khaya 1 - 1000 I
54 R Meliaceae R Toona 1 - 189 i
55 i ZE R Malvaceae M T A S Adansonia 4 1302~2071 1e6ll I
56 R ZE R} Malvaceae Sy Ceiba 1 - 912 II
57 e R Malvaceae TR Tilia 5 140~ 1261 639 Il
58 e i 7 #F Dipterocarpaceae R EE Anisoptera 1 - 721 Il
59 R R Nyssaceae R Nyssa 2 601~ 679 640 I
60 1% Bt Cornaceae W% B )R Cornus 3 110~ 127 381 Ul
61 EHEPB Lecythidaceae W EHE Cariniana 1 - 3021 I
62 il Ebenaceae il Je& Diospyros 1 - 80 v
63 1 2 Theaceae A I8 Schima 1 - 165 Ul
64 w2 B ER Styracaceae 11 = B )& Pterostyrax 1 - 142 i
65 R Rubiaceae A )R Canthium 1 - 149 ]
66 ot R Rubiaceae i el J Coffea 1 - 50 v
67 PN Oleaceae [y Fraxinus 7 153~ 865 364 I
68 Y Oleaceae AR TR Olea 1 - 4021 I
69 B B Lamiaceae il PN Tectona 1 - 518 I
70 JRIE B Lamiaceae R Vitex 1 - 55 v
71 ES L Aquifoliaceae E- Tlex 2 150~ 621 386 I
72 T Araliaceae G 3 Hedera 1 - 79 v
73 FmE Araliaceae 45k ) Kalopanax 1 - 741 I

T A SRR C 00 8, R BB E A dn i, B -7 R

Notes: Genera with only one tree species recorded cannot determine the longevity range, which is indicated by "—".

balanopsis) , B 7% 2 . J& 8 4 (Denk et al., 2017; JLE¢ #F
&5, 2020) . BR AR WV JE Subgenus Quercus 1 A4S #B A5k 4H
Section Ponticae 1 ik £k W J& B9 & X #k 41 Section
Cyclobalanopsis 41, A WF 58 I 3K 45 Bk & 6 4> LB il (1)
T B (R 4) . ERRRR 4 b, R BRA R
T RE I, P30 1021 a; IR AR A IS, -2 587 a;
CLMRALFN 96 35 JE AR 2 77 fi v A5, S 24 (8 20 ) Ol 331
a f1300a, TERRARIE R 2 N, X ERA FHFa ks
K, #1063 a5 BRAR AL 4 1<, -3 0 688 a. 1]
U, 5 JE W b 7 i 0 A8 S i R AROR, RO R R /IME
19 23 F% o 2 A0S [R], A% il 5 i 22 R K, B 8 A
L[], A ol 5 i 22 1) B
23 MFEYHM.EMEGHER

TR 77 o S G AR S, AR TR T 9, T2
MWV XA BB SR, BHE 22 580N, i
g 18] 11 Jes oA 2H 30 )i R) 22 ) A Rk, AR I H I I 1Y AR 4
KBRS TR THYIEE N, A R H (4900 a)
M ME (64 ) 1 76 £ . LUJE M AR, Har i K
10 4 J& 43 ) R ¥ JE Pinus L.(4 900 a) . ¥4 K J& Cupres-
sus L.( 4021 a) , L A28 Taxus L. (4 021 a) . & FI 75

F¥ & Fitzroya Hook. f. ex Lindl. (3 622a) . i #d)@ Chamae-
cyparis Spach (3 500 a) . B #2)& Sequ-oiadendron J. Buch-
holz(3 266 a) . Wl #2J& Cryptomeria D. Don(3 021 a) . }i
i Juniperus L.(2 868 a) . 7% ) ¥2 J& Taxodium Rich.
(2 624a) 1t E LI A2 & Sequoia Endl.(2 220 a) .

B AE W) 1) F5 A S AR BT B, R A T 4k
2%, MMV RAERA B SR E, B
Ja& 18] 11 J& oA 2H 3 J ] 387 22 ) O, e B i — E 1Y
REKBES . EEDHETHEYLE N, ok KE
(4021 a) 2t /ME (28 ) (19 143 15 . LB MR, F i
RRFEKEESTHENA 198, 75 AR BSE Olea
L.(4 021 a), ¥ £ 3 J& Cariniana Casar.(3 021 a) ., ¢
J& Castanea Mill.(3 021 a) . ¥4 J& Ficus L.(2217 a) \ #%
T 6 W& Adansonia L.(2 071 a) . & % KJ& Platanus
L.(2071 a) ., #iJ& Cinnamomum Fabr.(1971 a) . % & #
J& Cercidiphyllum Siebold & Zucc.(1 971 a) . Z2J& Prunus
L.(1921 a)., ¥k J8 Quercus L.(1 721 a) . #&J& Zelkova
Spach (1500 a) . ¥ J& Tilia L.(1261 a) . ¥ Sk J& Pros-
opis L.(1 221 a) , #i J& Ulmus L.(1 221 a), K1 5 )8
Ceratonia L.(1 021 a) . 7 5. J& Tamarindus L.(1 021 a) .
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Tab.3 A longevity list of tree species in various subgenera, sections, and subsections of the genus Pinus
FFfnia /e FHFFAr/a

WJE L 41, WA TR} o K .
. . . Longevity Average
Subgenera, sections and subsections No. tree species -
range longevity
A Y8 RS I & (Subgenus Pinus) 43 76~ 1501 384
I . # £1 ( Section Pinus) 18 76~1501 499
1.3H #4 3. 20 ( Subsection Pinus) : 5 ¥A P. densiflora, | Vi ¥A P. kesiva, By FE ¥ P. massoniana, J5 "] 2 It ¥
P. merkusii, %% 7% ¥ P. mugo, BRI B H5 P. nigra, 2 & ¥ P. resinosa, WK 35 ¥ P. sylvestris, i A5 12 76~1321 519
P. tabuliformis, ¥% 111 ¥ P. hwangshanensis, 111 3% #5 P. uncinata, = ¥ ¥ P. yunnanensis
2.3 7 #5341 ( Subsection Pinaster) : - - HAR P. brutia, FUF|WAA P. halepensis, % 1 J& V. ¥ 6 1651501 458
P. heldreichii, i 7 ¥ P. pinaster, & K F| 41 ¥ P. pinea, Wi J& K M- ¥4 P. roxburghii 3
I.=4f #4 41 (Section Trifoliae) 25 98~ 1021 299
3.4 5 #A 7.2 ( Subsection Ponderosae) : . F| Z& AR P. arizonica, T A P. coulteri, B {23 #25
P. engelmannii, W ¥ 4 7 ¥ P. hartwegii, 1N B #5 P. jeffireyi, 5% 45 75 ¥ P. montezumae, ¥4 % ¥y 9 108~1201 354
P. ponderosa, Y& ¥ P. sabiniana, ¥& H. ¥ P. torreyana
43 M # I 41 ( Subsection Contortae) : At 32 56 M- # P. banksiana, L M ¥ P. contorta, Jin M $1L 1 #44
. - 4 200~ 628 411
P. contorta var. murrayana, $& ¥\ P. virginiana
5.8 J7 ¥ W21 ( Subsection Australes) : 3§ F ¥ P. attenuata, W 3 ¥ P. echinata, 18 Mo # P. elliottii, Y6 A
P. glabra, 7k T 15 55 ¥\ P. greggii, Wi WA P. leiophylla, i ¥ P. muricata, + M- #5 P. palustris, I # 12 98~ 424 220
P. pungens, & %1 ¥ P. radiata, WI ¥ P. rigida, X ¥5 ¥ P. taeda
B.2A 4 5 A T2 & (Subgenus Strobus) 22 145~ 4900 1051
0.5 41 A8 4 (Section Quinquefoliae) 15 145~ 1697 756
6.7 & 11 B ¥ W 41 ( Subsection Gerardianae) : V4 & 1 [ ¥ P. gerardiana, 11 J ¥ P. bungeana 2 491~ 747 619
7.4t 2 7% ¥4 4 ( Subsection Strobus) : 4 J 1L #8 P. albicaulis, 5 1L ¥ P. armandi, % - T E#R
P. cembra, X M H &L ¥ P. flexilis, £ 415 P. koraiensis, §i ¥ P. lambertiana, R " F. £+ ¥ P. monticola, 1t H i 145~ 1697 757

A& B P. parviflora var. pentaphylla, Dy 315 T4 8 P. peuce, 7 i T 41 ¥ P. sibirica, 35 FLFL T & #4
P. strobiformis, 1t 3% F¥ ¥ P. strobus, 7% ¥ P. wallichiana

1Vt 3£ 44 41 (Section Parrya) 7 203~ 4900 1603
8.5 VG B S AN T 4H ( Subsection Cembroides) : %8 V4 B S5 P. cembroides, % ¥ V8 5 %5 P. culminicola, F

B R % J AP edulis, 34 5 ¥ P. monophylla 4 203~ 1115 652
9.[% IR 31 #ix V. 41 ( Subsection Balfourianae) : J| ¥ P. aristata, JK FEH¥A P. balfouriana, K 75 ¥ P. longaeva 3 2110~ 4900 3148

®4 HERTE.AMTEEE
Tab. 4 Longevity list of tree species in various subgenera and sections of the genus Quercus
FHariufE/a  FH i/

W . H T b %5 .
. . Longevity Average
Subgenera and sections No. tree species -
range longevity
ABR I & (Subgenus Quercus) 35 75~1721 542
1 .5 [6] 8% 41 ( Section Protobalanus) : 4 ¥ ¥k Q. chrysolepis 1 - 1021
I35 %5 JE W A% 4 (Section Virentes) : 3 75 J& W.AR Q. virginiana 1 _ 300
M. 5 #% 4 (Section Quercus) : & [E (115 Q. alba, P $i B I #6555 Q. boyntonii, W] /R K F| W Kk
Q. canariensis, 7K 1§ Q. mongolica var. crispula., W 0. douglasii, % SRR O. faginea, £ oF F Kk
Q. firainetto , | B [C AR Q. gambelii, 85 X £k Q. garrvana, Bk WKk Q. hartwissiana, JI1 M £k Q. lobata, 55 75— 1721 -
ZE MR Q. lyrata, KRR Q. macrocarpa, 18 4= T4k Q. michauxii, 5% 1 ¥k Q. mongolica, 111 FE 4% Q. montana, 7
IR AR Q. muehlenbergii, JCFE A6 KR Q. petraea, KR Q. prinus, EECY Q. pubescens, 1 Fiti Ak 0.
pyrenaica , B ¥k Q. robur, Mi#k Q. serrata, 2 A% Q. stellata, 4t 5 IR ¥ Q. virgiliana
V.41 Bk 4 ( Section Lobatae) : fil M A% Q. agrifolia, 3241 ¥k Q. coccinea, TG J7 1A% Q. falcata, 1IN F| & J& . 120~ 1021 231
15 O. kelloggii, 1 A= #% Q. palustris, ZLWi ¥k O. rubra, & B 4% Q. shumardii, Bk Q. velutina
B.JF 5 I J& (Subgenus Cerris) 5 621~ 1204 838
V & F B4 (Section llex) : %75 ¥k Q. ilex, [A M ¥k Q. rotundifolia 2 921~ 1204 1063
VIR 41 (Section Cerris) : -+ B H: A4k O. cerris, FUWERE Q. macrolepis, B2 B¢ ¥k . suber 3 621~ 821 688

W= 8 Sloanea L.(1 021 a) . #M& Celtis L.(1 004 a) | H XTI ¥ (core eudicots) . FEA% O B 7 i HE 4
LI BE 8 Khaya A. Juss.(1000 a) . HUA R B & A 8 8 Sl 44 73 X (superasterids)

% I APG Classification IV(APG IV) & %5, 19 Jg H A% 14 O 8 3% 2% 43 37 (superrosids) o 7 WL, i dF K
1 J& b A 2% 43 32 (magnoliids) , 3 7 4 & 4 301 43 1k 4 K 22 50w Oy 3% i o3 3, B9 i e K s — AR R
FLOW A A ) (eudicots) , 288 A J& FH R 34 R #20 MR A G T30 KA RGE LB WIMRN .
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31 WANMEERHESR

PR A SC S0 B B A o B L, SCR B B Bk RN
YRS TN 32 1 7 A A i B 0T R S AR, SR
B AR 75 i B0 N 528 o AN, e AR A EROHE AR A Y
F3 i A 162 a, SEbr LWL R H IR 7545 1600 a
(F % B 4, 2023); X U1 2 F§ ¥ Pinus yunnanensis
Franch., 77 i WA 76 a, W17 7F £ 48 ik = 0 o) B, AR
it I ARG, #R 1  R B R ) K B 5 i A R
i B 5300 9 76 A5 A 143 A o AR RSB T ALY E Y,
A5 SR B 28~ 4900 a, 35 F 175 4%, X —F(E 5 Wi 5L
W I A, WA YW E AL B 100 fiF
(Kowalczyk et al., 2020) .k fuf 1} A 75 i 48 X1 {E b A
Kmih 2P M ER HAWAKERTRAEK.
PR RTBBE P R A R AR, A R R
BE % A7 7% W K B 7] (Munné-Bosch, 2018) . # K 7 iy
Y LR AT S, 36 AT e S HOA W] 09 AR KRR G, B
002 R AR, AR A T i, 4 AR A K RS BE B
1k 3 # /) & 4 (Munné-Bosch, 2020) .
32 WMAFEGHRZAEME

KAWL R BoR, TR T Y M T b1y
ERHUIRRGERTWIN . YA E A
J& AN TA] S22 22 8] 22 5 K, 47 AE ) M 3 4 00 =X
0 N N S S W S L L I SO 7 N S
BREBIES, AP L 5, BN KR 5 1 1Y
RO RE M B R T UM R A i i i S K % A ST
#E 1k i #2 (Piovesan et al., 2021) . 7E H Z< b 3 19 iR ¢
ARARAY 42 B Ff ey, BIF 500 4 0 B AR S B BR 5 R 58
KT Z I8 % 5 & (Osumi et al., 2023) . il 5& i1 f
AR, HRmERNBREREE S, AR
A3 A1 S T 5 A SR 3 A J8 1 9 7 43 LG (Range filling
rate, RFR) & — & 5F i) P IR (Huang et al,, 2023) . R
BN, O TR F5 4 19 R g8 K B 1) B 9 I
E— A5
3.3 FhFAE Y e e RE B 77 S B (8]

i, B A iy — A B 3 5000 a, (B A1
i 10 000 a A HiIE o X 3 E LA — Pl KRR IR 19 58 B il
T, B AR BE B A AR S T B =, B T
1% 25 S R REAR, AT RE R TR R A o Ll e IR
BHE& D1 R Lomatia tasmanica #% N 2 K F W
W VKR, 4F % 43 600 a(Lynch etal., 1998) . 4R 1M, 1%
HE Y AR 2 a4 b ] — A, B — A foE
R 20 1 1 o e Pl R, 43 A PR 120 hm’, O R g

() = A5 A, P14 33~29 R Qe (A o A IS o T AR 1Y
i BT AR ) 38 A K RS AEBHERR R Gaylussacia brachy-
cerium (Wangenh.) K.Koch il ¢ 22 Bl i H & K Larrea
tridentata (DC.) Coville, M4, 87 Wity Populus tremu-
loides Michx. . BRI =42 Picea abies (L.) H. Karst.( Thomas,
2003; de Witte et al., 2010) . X T v B R BE R Fl, 28 &
A, BEAR B A7 T B 8] AS B B 1R S — R 1Y 5 1
PRI, ol = A ) o 2 R 00 355 BF ), T 6 B A
SE R ARAAK Y 754
34 BEHE . ZOKMEMFREEYNES

B R ) P AR AR 2 L e i R AR A ) P O
BB R B AR RSO Z . BT
Z TR, HA D ER R A K B AR, 75 ar i
ik 300 a, 4N AFEHE B} 4 0 52 5 6 & Phoenix canariensis
Hort. ex Chaub.fll K [] & &t 69 J& L W Dracaena draco
(L.) L.(Rivera et al., 2023; Biondi et al., 2023) , #£FtH
Yy ) I8k Cycas revoluta Thunb., H A= K &1 5 #3114
FH YRR AR AL, 25 T 0 & R AR . Rk
W A I )2 (second cambium) ( Terrazas, 1991), {H H:
AH Fy B 5 K H (manoxylic) (47K, 2024) . Rk HY 7
4 7] 15 2 000 a( Lopez Restrepo et al., 2020) . 4 & T A
B2 B A 7l 95 AR i 3k 1300 a( 5 B T, 2024), 3L %
3000 a( EVLHARSE, 1984) .

4 g

RIS T A Bk 44 B 108 J& 390 Fl R A Y Ty
W 77 iy BHE 4, FLrP AR T AR 6 B 35 @ 193 i, Akt Al
75 B4 40 A 6l 64~ 4 900 a, Y {E Jy 788 a, 76.7% 1
0~1000a. ¥ FHi% 38 Bt 73 J& 197 Flr, B Fh % 4w 1
Gy A JE I 28~ 4 021 a, ¥J{H Ky 537 a, 86.2% £ 1 7
0~600a, #TF Y, W& F K, mHEK
FWIERZ . BT AEY Y b, 8455y 3 b i R R A
J& (4021 a) Ffri i, HEBHH TP RKENBRZ
B 2 AR A i BR8N W7 58 5 IR LE R OR A5 A Y
AR REKRF G5 TSR .
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