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Abstract: Quercus L. is a huge woody genus with about 423 species. As the backbone tree species of forests in the northern
hemisphere, oak trees have important ecological values such as carbon sequestration, water conservation, and animal habitats, as
well as utility values such as timber, firewood, and industrial raw materials. In recent years, research on oaks has been
exceptionally active, with many review papers, but mostly are regional or scientific problem oriented reviews, and there are few
comprehensive reviews at a global scale. This review provides a synopsis and annotation of oak classification, geographical
distribution, tree species and forest resources, ecological and utility value, and the diversity conservation. The main contributions
are listed as follows: the latitude distribution range of the genus in the eastern and western hemisphere was sorted out to be 0~60°N
and 1~50°N, respectively; The data of annual mean temperature and precipitation in the distribution areas for 39 important oak
species worldwide were provided; Scientific data on global oak forest resources, value, and industry were thoroughly provided here;
Emphasis was placed on oak genomes, ancient tree resources, species and ecosystem red lists, as well as the conservation
strategies. This review provides important references for frontline engineering and technical personnel engaged in the cultivation,
protection, and utilization of oak forests, as well as assistance for professionals from different disciplines.
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PRJE Quercus LAH W) HA W w1 A4 S A0 (E, DLH FEROAR Tk 5 BEAR 45 (Gil, 20145 2538 KUAE, 2016; TG
TR ARMOR Y BT R KR [ FRFESE, 2017; 5K 58 2445, 2023; Indcio et al., 2024) o K
BF A AR 22 S g B At T ARG 2 Hb (Tietje et al., 2005;  HEEHT A4 T KRG, BRIE w40 2 W s 8 41,
Diao et al., 2022; 4% %%, 2022) . AN, ¥R)E W) i6 B FE A HA 4 4. AR JE Subgenus Cerris F B H
AHEZZENE, THTE BT S HM A Fix X] #% 21 Section Cyclobalanopsis. 475 1k 41 Section llex
MM AR FER R AR T VB 2 UF AR DL B AR A A FRRER 4 Section Cerris, LA X A% V. J& Subgenus Quercus
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I8 F1 8k 4H. Section Quercus(Denk etal., 2017) , o H 24
BRUR B Wy Z2 FE PN O ' A IX Z — (Carrero et al.,
2020), 2 ik 100 4 Fl s KR BRAR 53 A0 )iz, 1 LA
1610 J7 hm’, & Bl ik 12.8142 m', 43 ] o5 4> [ £k
AR TR R B R 13.70% 1 10.42% (45 7T Jk
45, 2017) o

KTHRBEMAEAES. 0% 2 )7 |0 &2
7, HAH G 98 3T 4F R 45 %2 & 1 . 1E Web of Science
V- £ (https://webofscience.clarivate.cn/) F 2 2016 4£ &
2025 HE ) SCHR, WA A “oak” B “ Quercus” M H:
SCISSCAT AR 5 444 55 R0 3 169 Fi o 7E Hh AT iy
FHR R BN, WA A “BR7 30 “ Quercus”
SCUESCAr R 2 245 R R 1518 5 o X R 4K
V- S8 g A e 2 B BR J8 AR 0GB S SO I 500 F, HSC
WL 200 5 . WESE EBIN O FE, IR TR R T
TEIR, A H 28 3 43 27 38 - 9 308 SC¥b Kl I 1 i 4k
(Kremer et al., 2020) . %5 & % & 5 B ¥ (Bene et al.,
2025) & 1% F %€ & Fl F (Szablowska and Tanska, 2024)
A5 SCIe SO A R T R R R L (ol S I AR
2019) . £LAR B¢ I bal AR R CIERRFE 55, 2020)  ZE P4
A2 Oy 9 A, 2022) AR SRR 428 (X e 45 4
2024) 55

ZEMLBLA SCHR, BT X BR B 09 B2 00 508 T dn 1k
E2 7N R NS I - S N =22 7/ D X Y S
T DA W0 £ J3E 2 e 2 3R L S5 R TR I 41 T8 AR 0 Bk =
JUH e M FARMEE F L R SR — 2 TR+
AN RMESZ WG RE D [F B, BER 0
T RANCER 2, S5 A L. RS
Az Wy B2 G5 2 A AU, AN ) 27 B B W 58 T g
ZRGE W Kk Y BRA RN R o BE & b [ E PR LA
T R L BH A SO ESEE PR G R
WRIE, FiplBTE “ —i — %7 B MEREY 2
FEPEDRAP 935 50 R, AR AR SC R I 55 . JF & 5 28 Tk iR
o B A PR Y . T DL R H Y, AR SCE R X
L ERPRJE AT R A R .

1 RGALE S0k

A Bk W APG IV 73 2K R 458, #F )8 R Jm T 3%
i # H Rosanae. 5% 3} H Fagales. 7¢ | £l Fagaceae,
I3 A JE 1IE #4844 FR 5.4 % Fabids( Chase and Reveal, 2009;
Byng et al., 2016) . % J& 2% % Quercus fx F M M 7% T
1753 A AF H 35 AR (R B 38 ) w4 1 1867 4F Oersted
ST T H X & Cyclobalanopsis Oerst., 1fif Camus ¥ 4= Bk
158 X 4 4 & XV J& Subgenus Cyclobalanopsis F1 45 V.

J& Subgenus Euquercus, {1 EHE Y& ) K& P ERAE)
FRMH X E SHRE . R, BT RS
ST R AR JE B, K X8 I A BRJE (Denk
etal, 2017), X — W &3 1% 2 T 2 3 HF 52 19 4231k (Oh
and Manos, 2008; Hubert et al., 2014; Deng et al., 2018;
Hipp et al., 2020) . #kJ& & — DY F 5 B AR A A Y
JHE, AL 75 2 423 Fh (Denk et al., 2017) 5% 430 F ( Carr-
ero et al., 2020), {H I Z A K T 7l Bk I8 Syzygium
Gaertn.(1 069 Fft) | APk JE Eugenia L.(884 Fft) | 1 )&
Eucalyptus L'Hér.(747 Fh) . #5)8 Ficus L.(727 #9) | #iiJ&
Diospyros L.(726 % ) F1 ¥ 3 J& Elaeocarpus L.(468 Fi )
25 K AR AR (Beech et al., 2017) . 1% J& B4k % 43 Ky
2 /P Jm 1 8 4~ 2H (Denk et al., 2017) o
1.1 #FJE Subgenus Quercus

MRy “H KRB o BUBAE Ry U 2 1A
Al 44 381 14 #1983 Z (receptor-independent sporopollenin ) #§
i, S,
1.1.1 " 18] #& 28 Section Protobalanus

Ak ALK SO S PR RS 2 a WU AR A
58 e HAV MR R =R LM, B SR
AR
1.1.2  J&3E #48 Section Ponticae

NFR “ARRFRMEA” o WG VE M ZEEEAN B SR
SEOY AR B 5T SR A INEL B AR, T AR5 BR AL B
BALAF, A R4 Tl R S AR A
1.1.3 % & R 4% 28 Section Virentes

B ok By P R Sk AR R SO PR 5 SR S0 Y AR
FC 3 Ah NGB R B = A BALM, R E R IIRE
KRR B AR B IR, OB AR .
1.1.4 & #k 4L Section Quercus

T, D BOR Sks Ae A SO DR 5 R S AR L
WER G, TEBEE T E; AN R = ME;
I 2 B 1A 38 R TC W B IR T e HEAL A, A R S E
T R A
1.1.5 2 #R 48 Section Lobatae

ot R Sk HE S AR OE BOY S RN 5% 2%
Ay BOHPEAR s R 52 2 a o, A 2 4F iU P 2R B
WE; o SR A —A “EHERT  EER
FESEE SRR N R eSS INEL R =
B, B, RZu, T, S, Joum v, fnah; i 4
AR 8w B NI BRI PR ALA B I L AT, 1R
ML, Bp S ER A R,
1.2 FR#RIFJE Subgenus Cerris

NFR L HHMRTE” 8 “IHEFR 57 .
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ICAAE K SO AT DL, AL 3 N
1.2.1 # R #k 48 Section Cyclobalanopsis

Ak AL SO I A BOIR R T AR 2 a B
o R B HUB AR, W6 o kAN R [R)G BR R
WAt EL AT W B R A A, =T AL AL, e S A AR
A R
1.2.2 A FH #R 4 Section llex

ks BB SO AR BOIR; RS AR 2 a G N
REHBWR: 523N R = M8, B e AR w6k,
K2, 5T 5 I A0 1A A LS8 i 4 2F 14 R, B0 IR
ARIE A s WOfLAF, Bb IR DA R IR
1.2.3  JR#R 4L Section Cerris

MWK CEEHIEBRA” o b ek s 2
POIR; RIEZL 2 a MBG R KBS 53 AN R
Pe =S, g, aaR, demani . kol g8
AR, H BB R AE A5 3R LA BRI LA, BT
EARIUE, HAE L.

2 MM

BRIEAE Y )2 47 A TRk, H o A IXRT & 43
2 R HE: AR 2 Bk X He (B R WO K Rl X 8 A g
R X (B AR SE X ) o
21 GESHEE

ZRPE BRI H R 56 T AR X RED - Sk X, 7EiX
X 08 3 A8 43, 4 A AL K 60°N, K E AL T 46 g F
i WL 7 3, W0 JTCHEAE AR O. petraea (Matt.) Liebl. #1 & £k
Q. robur L.(Eaton et al., 2016) ; B 5+ £J & 33°N, i T &
L, WInBBFIER O. canariensis Willd.( Mir et al., 2005) ,
T AE I AR 3B 43, JL 249 F 510N, REUNY T H B AR L E8
Y YT, 52 9l Bk O. mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb.(Zeng
etal., 2015); [ 5 JUJ 4 it 22 5% 18 BF T, 44t X1 Q.
argentata Korth FIHL 47 X Q. subsericea A.Camus(Lin
etal., 2023) 53 7i T 0~1°N. Hi 6 A] UL, R J& 41 4 76 7R
4 1R DX B (1 245 2 73 A Y Bl A 0~60°N

PO 2 BR DX 25 8 A6 AR DX RIHT B DX R SE N
Sy e S . AL R AT S0ON, BE g &
KB A B 5 AL v, 2 Km . BB M)
HRCREAE HE W EE A, R B ER O. macrocarpa Michx. ., 18
1 X &% O. garryana Dougl. ex Hook. F1 £1 #it 5 O. rubra
L.(Burns and Honkala, 1990; Borkowski et al., 2017;
Catherall et al., 2018; Desmond et al., 2021) ; Fg A W] 4E fe
EHEAC LW, 2435 1°N, Wt 2 8K Q. humboldtii Bonpl.
F 3 A A5 BFAE L 1~8°N 14 il Y (Kappelle, 2006) .
FH O AT DL, AR R A T 2 BR IX R B 5 BE 43 A

M 1°~50°N,,
22 B iEMERL

TE A BRI N, AR 0 RAR At R iz, W
ik 90 Z A4~ [ 58, v [ R A P B 2 i e AR R Y 2 )
Fif 2 FE P vt (3% 15 Carrero et al., 2020) . 78 4 23K,
o E AR RIS B 117 R, JEm T E AL L E S
TN (11NN - e [ AN I P A = BN B
W TESEUN, BV RFAR R R R R £, 20 164 Fil
(Valencia, 2004; Carrero et al., 2020) . [a] ¥, L)L 28 PG 5F
s, W F 22 R 1) B A ) b 2 A D ) A 2 B
I/ 1Y) 53 A R o

xR 1 HoERFEMFNE

Tab.1 Number of Quercus species in some countries

b X EPWSE LR Ee
Region Contries and the oak species number
p 2 o (117) . HA(15)
East Asia
PN R MR (49) . [ (33) ., Fiifi) (27) . & (24) . BR

PEIE(19) , EDEEJRVE G (14) L3 (5) | Il %€
(3) . FEH-E)

Southeast Asia

iR FHH(17) AR (10) . B EH(T) A% T
West Asia (5)

2R EEE(21) . FmbiE (9) . AFF(9)

South Asia

JtHE Bl /R K RS (6) . 28 Je T (5)

North Africa

A 36 Anp 3 BRVGEF(164) . S (91) | fE i B H7(26) . P

North America and ${ff (20) \ §#/RELZ£ (15) . BF ¥k & m(12) . {AF]
Central America 25 (11) . JE AR (10) . B (10) . HE(D

23 FHHMESHER

BRJE (1 8 A~ 21 HLAT AN 5] 11 b B 43 A B2, a0 20 4
H H A3 AT TV BRI, T F X BR A B oA T ARk
BRIX H (] 1; Denk et al., 2017) .

\v
: ) ~ 4

e

Subgenus Quercus

. Section Protobalanus
Section Ponticae
Section Virentes

O Section Quercus

® Section Lobatae

Subgenus Cerris

Section Cyclobalanopsis
Section Ilex
Section Cerris

E1 #E 8N HMMEN T
Fig. 1 Geographic distribution of the eight sections of
Quercus L.

231 FEARA

FEIRE L N TR R S eSS - TR i [ e
¥k Q. vaccinifolia Kellogg £ 22 7= H 3 [H , ZE18 2 T
Bk Q. cedrosensis C. H. Mull.j> H 8 7§ &, 4 # £k O.
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chrysolepis Liebm. . /K Bk #k O. palmeri Engelm. 1 [ 15
¥k O. tomentella Engelm 1€ 7R # ¥ 45 4347 .
232 RIEARA

A 2B, (8] W74 A T P9 AT AL 3G PE S . P E AR
Q. pontica K. Koch 7= A + H-H | #& & & I, B 0.
sadleriana R. Br.ter.;= B 3 [ P4 ¥ .
233 HEREHA

BT, A TR BTGRP
Vb H Bk O. geminata Small F1 3 75 JE W F £k O. virgi-
niana Mill.7= H 3£ [F , T4 & £k O. brandegeei Goldman
7 A 28 7Y A, 8N AR O, fusiformis Small 7 H 3 |
19 1, 1 32 P B Q. oleoides Schitdl. & Cham. % 43
A 7E 55 75 |F 2 Je i i o
234 @Hka

2y 146 B, 43 A T RO K Bl 75 A . AR dEEE .
b 3E, TEBRE KB, € F FIA% Q. frainetto Ten..
TCHEFEAR . 22 B O. pubescens Willd., HF) 4= Bk O.
pyrenaica Willd. Fl 5tk 55 £ 22 73 A £ B . #i Bk O.
aliena Blume, M ¥ O. dentata Thunb.. 1 ¥k Q. fabri
Hance. K45 Q. griffithii Hook.f. & Thoms. ex Miq.. 5%
B MK Q. serrata Thunb. 58 E 243 AE i E .
o SRR L MEBR L AHARE RTRL AR A 40 A R 1) AR E i
ZEfE . HA, SN HRE ALY R 2| AR K
W R 19 0 A 3 LA A 28 K 1 I, R e e L B L 2
[ . E[RE . 4 fa) RN B 2 R AR b

D113 97 31 7 - o e i o = 10 1 72N [ AN S
A g e, DL R RO R R P BECE

e 6 KB, 2B A KRR ¥R Q. douglasii
Hook. & Arn.55 . XUk Q. bicolor Willd., 3 [E F AR Q.
alba L. 43 A i Bl 1) 36 26 it 22 fm 2 K, R RLAR 0.
muehlenbergii Engelm. 1) 43 4fi 1 [l 4 fift 2= i1 42 K0 55
PiEF . B2V R /DN ER O. microphylla Née 7= H W 32
23.5 AR

29124 F, oA TACSE . AR TVG AR b G AR
LW, LA Q. coccinea Miinchh., ® 77 41 ¥k Q. fal-
cata Michx.. M 2BAR Q. kelloggii Newb.. 7Kk O. nigra
L., # 1 #k Q. pagoda Raf., {R4EHE Q. palustris Miinchh. ,
Wit 4k O. phellos L., 3% ¥k O. texana Buckley F1 & %
0. velutina Lam. %8 /3 #5 7€ 32 H . b 7 £ ¥k Q. ellipso-
idalis E. J. Hill, L #k F1 &7 3 Bk O. shumardii Buckley
S 0 o i ¢ = B N o (IR o B TR Lo | ot NP | B
Bk Q. agrifolia Née, % 2k B ¥k O. emoryi Torr., ¥% 5 R

ik O. gravesii Sudw. . SRR Q. hypoleucoides A. Camus.,

Rt 28k Q. viminea Trel A1 111 Hb % 2% ¥ Q. wislizeni

ADCE R MAEEZEMIME LR, 2t Bk O acherdo-
phylla Trel.. 1515 8% Q. affinis Scheidw., ¥ 75 &k 0.
hypoxantha Trel.. 2 T 88 8% Q. urbani Trel A1 i ik 25
0. uxoris McVaugh %43 5 76 FB VG 57 . S IDAR O. benth-
amii A. DC, 3 ZE ¥k Q. castanea Née, 1 EL R O.
cupreata Trel. & C.H.Mull.Fl 3& Y| ¥l it #% Q. salicifolia
Neée 55 250 A 76 36, Hrb 3 W0 AR 20 A 76 5F 0 ik
Bin. BFR I Z . foh Bhr dEE R ARV e
TR TR 2 A5 1, S8 YN 3 AR 20 A 7E S5 VP8 5 L G
M BB, IR A AR T, S8 N0 RR A A AE 2R VT
B fEd SR, SRR BR R L . BE SRS
D)1\
236 HRHRA

2590 Fifr, 43 A T P AR FIE A B X B
77 YN AT B XA BRI X [ B JE P T
TS PE | IR TS 5 05 Y8 H X Q. keranga-
sensis Soepadmo ;= H 1 & JE P4 3 (9 i B 2 ) 55 #g L
#H X Q. merrillii Seemen 7= H 3 At 22 F1 EJ B J P4 A
S P 5 BIRHE X Q. elmeri Merr.j= H 5 3k 74
V. FTE B 2 PG A B S IR T T

1A X Q. championii Benth. . 48 # X Q. chungii
F. P. Metcalf, ¥ &% X Q. delavayi Franch., KX ' & [X]
Q. jenseniana Hand.-Mazz.. £ JJk & X Q. multinervis (W.
C. Cheng & T. Hong) J. Q. Li fll = 1L F X Q. sessilifolia
Blume /& W EFEA W) Fl . 27 K75 X Q. gilva Blume,
B Q. glauca Thunb., /Nt X Q. myrsinifolia Blume
= 5 X 0. oxyodon Miq. 55 F B 43 A 48 H [, 53 11
FIZR W AAS 9 3 T
237 A HHRA

2936 ff, 73 A T ERE AL AE . 5 RER Q. philly-
reoides A. Gray ;= [ " [ | H A< F 5 =, 4 46 78 =
FEIRW; B FEER Q. baloot Griff.y= A Pl & T 1 4 K
WA, LAk Q. semecarpifolia Sm.y™ H H [E | Bl & T
ANFELENEE g JE A KR B R B 3E A 4, X 2 A
P4 A tE v = 2 VG W, j . JE S LR O. aquifo-
lioides Rehder & E. H. Wilson ;= H H [E | A F A0 4ii fa]
HE AR O. franchetii Skan = [H HE | % [E AR, )
¥k Q. utilis Hu & W. C. Cheng 7= [ H [E FIlH ¥ , i 26 Fp
KW orAteh H 2R, 28R O alnifolia
Poech 7= H ZETH BT, 1 2% B2 99 /R ¥5 Q. aucheri Jaub. &
Spach /= H £y iti Fl + H-H, KLLER O. coccifera L4
TR Q. ilex L™ [ Fg BR A Hb v ifg b X, 35 55 40 76
HRfg b X

8k O. acrodonta Seemen ., 18 T #k Q. baronii Skan,
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AR KR O. cocciferoides Hand.-Mazz. . L 45 Q. dolicho-
lepis A. Camus, [ 7R ¥k Q. engleriana Seemen, K Fdl &5
W#k Q. longispica (Hand.-Mazz.) A. Camus. 2R M5 O.
oxyphylla (E.H.Wilson) Hand.-Mazz. #1 8% %5 ¥ Q. pannosa
Hand.-Mazz.% 7¢ 71 [E Y945 4375 .
2.3.8 AR

23138, S0 A TRRW FndbdE o /NHAR O. chenii
Nakai & o E 45 775 4 2 Ak O. variabilis Blume 7= H W
E . H AR E; BRER O. acutissima Carruth. 3 % 7= H
HE, A Ve AR B R H A wE, DA
SV P ORIET ZE L 40 fe) . B RS R 2R I Uk W AR O. brantii
Lindl., ZEMH-#k Q. castaneifolia C. A. Mey. F1 22 L AR O.
libani G.Olivier j* [ 75 S 4l X, % fft 2 6 + H AR
O. cerris L., BRI 2 8k O. suber LN 4E & 71 £k O.
trojana Webb 7 [ Hb v i 5 31, AL 48 /)N 41 2 5
ELR T2 B mBRAAEAE .

3 RRRE R

IRE LR E R AR MR 2 PR, hE
S AR B UR AL 3 28 1) [ SN A MRS B, A HE
XIBR . B K2 Bk L MRS & 17 il ) SERROD A R T )
2025) . 2) FEARIGE SR A, L4511 Bl Horb, 4
B A AR X AR B2 XL /N IXAE S R VR Y
A IRAE . FUER . 520 BR 5 6 Fl (1R b0l A 2 5 Ry
2017) o 3)FF A GE IR AR, Q0 BOR B ROk R BR AR A
B 52 T AR FUBRAR oAb, 17 2 B R R TR Y RE IR
TR Foft RO AKR BB A

DU %) AR i A A T DB B 3 28 1) O AR A M
T B MR, 7R Hb i DOE B — R AR IR B« R AR -7
IRAE &R ¢, 108 % °F $Fr g 52 3 2 37 (montados) , 7E
VG PE 5F 4% FR A9 5% 5% ( dehesas ) ( Teixeira, 2022; Lyube-
nova et al., 2024; Mata and Dos-Santos, 2024) . 2)# K

®2 =HEZHEHMER

Tab.2 Globally important resources of Quercus species

Wt e 45 6Hﬁﬁl%’<&HZﬂc EHR/C 4E [ 7K /mm T (E AT iR
. _ . Distributed countries and Annual mean Annual Important value
Tree species  Scientific name Section . R
the regions temperature precipitation and use
WHEENX QO chungiiF.P. XAl HEE. W\, M. B ) 16.2~19.8 1408~1770 8t FM . 6% bk
Metcalf
HEHFR Q. givaBlume  FHFXERH PEOE. #. A8 B M. 8, HA, 146205 1189~1770 B 5t H# | fifi 5 #k
i [
H X 0. glauca HXIBRAL hECH . [, EL ML I L B 1SE ), 11.1~205 846~1770 & Bt HIM | fifi £ Ak
Thunb. B, B, gif, H A
N EH X Q. myrsinifolia T XIBRAL hECE L &L 8. M . 58, B B A 1249),  10.2~205 846~1770 B R M | i % Ak
Blume R, Eh, HA
BRHFW O pachyloma HXHRA PEGE.E, 5.8 kB 14.6~20.5 1189~1770 B 5t M | fifi &5 bk
Seemen
R HER O championi  HRARA FEHCE. W, &, 8 . 3H5) 17.7~25.5 1315~1 770 fi# £k
Benth.
WELE X Q. fleuryi HRBRAL o GEE WL B W L B H L 30 14.6~25.5 1189~1770 fif#5 4k
Hickel & A.
Camus
JR AR Q. acutissima BRARA PEGE. &R S REIRE), B 5.5~255 544~1770 B8N | il 5K
Carruth. A, g, W2, gt MR, 28 E
Tt B Q. aliena FFRA hEE R B SR B L T ),  5.5~19.8 714~1770 B 5 HM | it & Ak
Blume H A, =
EE73 Q. fabriHance 1Kk 41 R (PR g, WL SR WL I A 144) 10.2~19.8 846~1770 B 5t HIM | fifi & Ak
R Q. mongolica FARA REE KD FE RS, BA, 2.9~11.9 450~1000 5% A ik
Fisch. ex Ledeb. H, 5, 2
¥ g ¥k Q. variabilis JFR A 4 PEOGT, . ES b, B SE204 ), 55~205 544~1770 BB M . 6 &K
Blume H A, i =
i 0. dentata M ER A PECGE. B, EOR B, 5P EEI8E ), 29~205 544~1752 B HAM . 4
Thunb. H A, i =
R Q. acrodonta AZHEMRA hEE. B H LWL S B ED 8.8~18.2 574~1728 fif & Ak
Seemen
/NHEAR Q. chenii Nakai  JBRARZH  hE(BE. 750, # . B SREF104) 10.2~18.2 695~1 770  fif £ HK
ZHM  Q.ilexL. LFHHRA WA F ., %A, L EH BAM . BE 10.9~17.4 357~858  FHAT. #HR AR A M A
Bk O. robur L. HAERL EE ., ME ., RE . KRR TIEFARRR 5.7~13.8 450~1541 2 5t A AR AR

YR 20 T 0 M X, b 2 46l A B gt
UL R N N L SR N
EXC R
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- . G347 1 5 B L X B AEBR/C AF [ 7K /mm T E &
i A &4 211 51 Distri .
. L . istributed countries and Annual mean Annual Important value
Tree species  Scientific name Section . S
the regions temperature precipitation and use
THEERE Q. petraea SRR BolE . fEE . EE . BRA. T FRR 5.7~13.8 450~1 541 B 5= HIM . A B
(Matt.) Liebl. YR 43 11 5 R b X, b 2 40 R s S
FImE T, MEBERM . &M EEH, R
ERP W
FR YN B2 8 O. suber L. TR AR 2 B R BRI . 3k . R, BRI R LR 13.0~18.0 479~2 400  FOA JF R
A F . VE BT ORI 5e JE W 4, b b i JE
Ed
g F FIEE Q. frainetto Rl 7 A AN ) 5 I AN N T 7 I 10.2~11.7 515~630  JH A4 FER A
Ten. BAA. 5T, £HH
EXEHEM Q. albal. H BR 41 FEPA . KA, PR AR, & 7.0~21.0 760~2 030 5 M . AR AR R
K (KW AL w4 )
XA Q. bicolor R 21 EE(pdb . RALHE) , s K 4.0~16.0 640~1270  JI#f
willd.
& WAR O. chrysolepis "W EIARA  FEE(PEREH) . BVE & - 150~2790  # MR AN &
Liebm.
P41 AR 0. coccinea  ZIARA EE(RKI . KME) 10.0~18.0 760~1400 WL
Miinchh.
MMk Q. falcata RN EHEPFE . KA 16.0~21.0 1020~1270 J#F
Michx.
2 AR Q. pagoda Raf. 154 L (hm . AR 16.0~21.0 1140~1520 JH#
N Q. macrocarpa A ¥R & E (AR A KT B X)) - 380~1270 B
Michx.
WAEN O michauxii  HAR4A EJEIE N b Ry O 16.0~21.0 1270~1520 JH#t
Nuttall
K Bk Q. nigra L. EAR FHE(PE. R - 1270~1520 #5520
78 4 45 O. palustris KR4 e 1 (R 3B 2 P ) 10.0~16.0 810~1270 #1455t M
Miinchh.
M Bk Q. phellos L. £L4R4 I 18 (FR B % R G ¥ 0 R D) 10.0~21.0 1020~1520 1% 4% 5 5t
21 it AR Q. rubra L. 21 HR 4 EHE P, Kb, e AMEE), g 4.0~16.0 760~2030 B AM SR
K #
&7 I AR O. shumardii 2L KR40 S (AR RV R ER), gk 16.0~21.0 1140~1400 F#t 550
Buckley (R )
3 Q. stellata 11 Bk 20 R (PR AR R 10.0~22.0 560~1520 A5 50
Wangenh.
B Q. velutina FA R (P, KA. hE L R, g 7.0~20.0 760~2 030 JI#F
Lam. KB
WERWE Q. virginiana I JE AR 35 B (IR B #BALE 5 7 J50) - 810~1650 WL
T Mill. 7
Wi B KR Q. sideroxyla  £LER4] BVG A (A LR . BB b2 A 6 ) 5.8~14.5 651~1000 Ji#F
Bonpl.
JEMZE AR Q. crassifolia  £TAR4 YT N (O R E A 18.0 700~1300 JH At
Bonpl.
TN EWBE Q. castanea HRA BYG R L DL 10.0~26.0 800~1335 i
Née

T R PR AR MK SRR £ S LU STk T B, 19905 VT A I 4, 19935 28 SCHE R JT 4, 20055 F I 28 4, 20205 BT 4,
2025; Burns and Honkala, 1990; Hernandez et al., 1992; Guan et al., 2003; Gil and Varela, 2008; Alfonso-Corrado et al., 2014; Apostol et al., 2020; Bert et al.,
2020; Bose et al., 2021; Villanueva-Diaz et al., 2021; Salazar et al., 2025,

Notes: The data of annual average temperature and annual precipitation in the table mainly refer to the following documents: Ma et al., 1990; Wang et al.,
1993; Li and Gu, 2005; Sun et al., 2020; Jia et al., 2025; Burns and Honkala, 1990; Hernandez et al., 1992; Guan et al., 2003; Gil and Varela, 2008; Alfonso-
Corrado et al., 2014; Apostol et al., 2020; Bert et al., 2020; Bose et al., 2021; Villanueva-Diaz et al., 2021; Salazar et al., 2025.

TSR AR B, G5 AR RN CREAERR . 3) 8 S A B TRk ORAR . SEAR AN IR LARAE (Nixon, 1997; Oswalt

Flt, T8 A H AR . JCHEAEHR B0 69 F B AR (Eaton et al,, et al., 2019; Carrero et al., 2020); 2) 8 A #f J5 Rl Fb

2016; Mauri et al., 2016) . £ 45 55 B AR 5 RO 09 B BR R0 OJCBE AR BR, JFFR A
BRI N L LR e R S DE 57y = RAR A JEURHM R (Chatonnet and Dubour-

FAMI R BR, 43 R LLBRSE R FIBRSS, O LR ARLL dieu, 1998) .

AR | &7 3D BR A K MR SE, AR S AL AE 55 I AR . X SR VG EF AR BE IR AL A 2 25 1) AR R,
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o 2545 Q. sideroxyla Bonpl Al J& - & W 4% O. crassifolia
Bonpl.( Quifionez-Barraza et al., 2018; Villanueva-Diaz
etal.,, 2021); 2) #H A Fh, G0 FE 0 € PN Bk O. castanea
Née( Aguilar et al., 2012) .

4 FRMRGTIR

BRAOR A AR R . RS ke E
RG24 R (o R 48, 2017), W [ B Bk AR T
1672 77 ho', 3 12.94 12 m’, 754> F 75 bk % 5
B EE 4 518 10.15% F1 8.67%, 1E FiF A W b 2 51
X IR AR AL . IR IRMROR F, R 28 AR A
L1610 75 hm’, & 12,8112 m’, 16 4 [F KR A 5
43 5 h 13.70% F1 10.42% . AT 0L, A5 2 2% bR A
R IRAE 2 EE A T EEA AL, X5
i K, V& M BR 28 K AR Tr AR BRI B G A
R AT B (56.74%) . B V4 (47.86%) . 1L T (35.69%)
AT AL (32.20%) , 4 A48 19 A5 bR 18T AR 53 501 ol 74.59 T
249.17 Ji . 73.64 J7 F155.92 J7 hm’, & F43 5 Jy 3 784.52
Ji. 17084.78 J7 . 4494.85 J7 fil 1585.62 JF m’, % It
LN A R e s T

I AT AR 55 105 A DL 3 40 1) 50 i, 0 AH AR A
2% R A 1& (The Oaks Of Eurasia: http://oaks.forest.ru/eng/)
48, B4 SRR AR AL - AR 1T 370 T3 hm,
P 210 J7 hm®, 5 58 % 170 J7 hm®, 7 [& 90 J7 hm’,
P} 50 73 hm®, 75 % 57 30 77 hm®. BRI FE 5 A BR
MR TED FEUAE AH R ] 58 2% AT R A o BERE X 8,
I 30%., 5 2% 25%. B 2 W 18%. 18 [ 10%
(Spiecker, 2021) . H: iy 3Lk 2% B, 18 = 19 BR AR 5 E
10%, T F1 140 J7 hm® (Klockner, 2021) . #b H i 4T 5
] 5% WU AR Bz MR K T AR 24 212.3 J5 b, H: A 2 O
7275 b’ (5 H 34%) . VE BEF 57.4 J7 hm’( 5 H 27%)
(Oliveira and Pereira, 2020; Mata and Dos-Santos, 2024 ) .

5 E AR 43 ATy BT R IR
B4 AR X, BRAK 32 B0 AT AR L O A 5 2 A ARIX,
eI R o AR A ATl 2 2K, B 5 AR X 43
AR AR 2 A X 38 AR (B G g R R O 2
ANR DX ) 3 A AR AR AR DG 9 2% AR TR b B 5 26 Sy 3 SR
ZH (Oswalt et al., 2019) , ¥ % 5 47 & 4 2 Wi 5 B8 i X
O3 50 A MR -FA PR 1129.8 07 hm?, B -1l 4% Bk Ak 40
5694.8 Jj hm’, #5- 5 F 4 -7% P AZ BRAL 1030.7 )5 hm?,
At 7855.3 77 hm’, 3 AR A AR AR BT A ZR AR
FUMKHL 1Y) 46% ., 5 5100 B 1 0« 3 A BR ISR AL 78 35 [
AR E R HE, A IR E BRI Ry alibk, i 45 1R
LM BEAE B LT 4 58500 DRI AR,

F5 22 B bR SRR KR ER . T8 A AR Q. michauxii
Nuttall F1 25 SR A%, 10.1512 m’; 2) Fe46 L0 HR 26, (45
R MR . ZEMAR RIET FD B, 8.14 12 m’s 3) H Al (1 HR 2K,
AR R RR | TERR AR BAR, 6.52 12 m’; 4) HiAh 2T B2,
BLAE LR . M £0AR L KA L T A AR L B0 AR AR
FRAE 10 Fh, 12.82 /2 m*, 4 B &A1 37.63 1 m’,
P32 DX R BRI 34%

PR T2 43 A1 FE 28 79 5F 1k, 2905 i A
TR 5.5%, BRRE AR B4 2 4 26 74 8F R B &2 1Y 10%
(Galicia et al., 2015) ,

5 HEME

R A 2 b 21 BROR T 3 - i i AR R BT R 2
bR A 2 A Rl 2 — o E WO K B, AR 4R
JPR AR ZH AR ol 32 2 A U i DX e b X2 TR
- ] R, A 2R T AR 5 X AR 2 A b 32 B AE AR
FIZR P 0 1l DX 2 B 4 B bR, 22 DUTR 38 AR 1 T X
I AT MR ZEA A 32 A o S 1L P I A B
b eV R L DX B 2 P 3R sl SRR AR R I o AE
2 [, BRAR A AR - AR . BR- Ll B AR 2 AR - 5
SR -5 PR AR 3 25 (Oswalt et al., 2019) . 75 A& 74 &,
FIBRRE T2 AE AR AL TR, £LBRE 32 SEAE VG H R0 7 4 2H 1K
FRAK, 15 200~3 500 m, £ H1 40 1200~2 800 m, 4N
VAR Q. laceyi Small JEARER T #4798 FFb, T
Ly 3ty B8R 2 o v A L Ml ) O B R (Galicia et al., 2015) .
51 #HHEMRER “HBE”

T XIBRAR I B it 2 78R40 N T 50 @) IR F 42 AR MK
FIEy AR, (AL (KT 50 @) i A2 ARMORN S R
FAMR; 20, 71 F1 100 a 1Y 7 X AR AR Bk 25 B2 439 4 71.66,
237.92 F1 246.10 Mg C/hm’, Ff Fifi b4 % 5 48 K #a 34, %
IX] B bR B B % B = 0 R 100 a( Diao et al., 2022) .
DL L AR A1 v R & X Q. lamellosa Sm. N £t # F B9 5k
MK, Bk fiF 4 127.6 Mg C/hm’( Poudel et al., 2020) . ¥k
ARART A Bk B AT — 2 09 B s T g, 0 B AR AR
R B A (2.61 £ 0.32) Mg C/hm*( Hagq et al., 2024) .
[i] 280 WS o AT i v AR B ) 0k it B, A0 TE A R TR AR R
[ & A Fh 8 1 /R ¥E K Alnus nepalensis D. Don £ 4 [1)
5 0LF, i % 4R Q. lanata Sm. K 9K FBs % B by 485.3~
635.6 Mg C/hm’, fii TS A £ A (14 bR Bsk fif 2t 378.8~
472.0 Mg C/hm’(Joshi and Garkot, 2023) . £ 4K 1% 26 %}
{E AT 8 BRI 22 532 AN 8] 7 7 Az A 22, S B fRT S % L,
fARBE A ARR AR SE LT “oRIE” .

52 #HHEMRR “KE”
FE LT VG L SR N AR R 4 R BR AR R A VR


http://oaks.forest.ru/eng/

8 )

A B ¥

2%

JZ R B B K BE 1 Bk, B R HR/K B IR 21.20 vhm', 5
T ICEM Acer truncatum Bunge., JMHA Pinus tabuliformis
Carriere Il |l ¥ Platycladus orientalis (L.) Franco( 3t %%
G5, 2022) o KA BRAR A B R B9 K IR R 2 RE L A
() 24 78 YR A MR MR 1) B A7 T AR 8 KU TR 5 53 R
T X AERAK 4 807 m*/hm?, JBR AR MK 4 657 m/hm’, #1 #% bR
4593 m’hm’ (5K 5 4%, 2017) .
53 HMAFEDYRERYMERE

& E A48 JE M A 632 Fh it A= F Ak sh i, Hop
300 Z Fi A= £ T AR AR, L5 120 Rl L 301 . 147 Fh
A 60 Fh P S | ICATEh Y, BRAK D HAR R
SO OHV 5 3 T (Tietje et al., 2005) o MR 7™ Hh A 4%
TR RFEDY RN R il EROE LR
¥k Q. liaotungensis Koidz., 1935 A S 45k ) Attt B Nivi-
venter confucianus Milne-Edwards, K #K Wi f Apodemus
peninsulae Thomas, & £k Ui f 4. agrarius Pallas, K &
S Tscheskia triton de Winton, & ¥ f Sciurotamias davi-
dianus Milne-Edwards F1 #& B Tamias sibiricus Laxmann
$2 L ¥ (Zhang et al., 2008) . Hi /KR . VH MR 1H H
MR O. laurifolia Michx., 55 35 J& WV 5 A% F1 32 B A R4
BLHIMEAR, 4 1 RE Odocoileus virginianus Zimmerman
WA B Sciurus carolinensis Gmelin Fl1J5¢ B& Procyon lotor
LAZ £ ¥ (Demeny et al., 2025) o Wi 5 2 S M1 HUCE AR
T HA br v, 76 3 B E AR R 7 b, LB RE
2T MR, U WO AR B BR L e A B 3 KL AR (Pons
and Pausas, 2007) . #8745t 5 W 1 28 B 1) f R R/
A, ZUMAR AN G [ 1 BRAR - 00 RO/ NAE R, S
J2 B\ Peromyscus leucopus Rafinesque ., & /& F P. manicu-
latus Wagner Fl I HR KT 52 89 Junco hyemalis L.55 B I 3l
2 (Clotfelter et al., 2007) o B MR B AR & A FFn B2
SR RGNS, LU AR . 58 B AR AR R
DL T AR AR, HiF 2R AR 5T, IR 5
Picoides pubescens L.. & KW K 5 P. villosus L., 21}
KA 5 Melanerpes carolinus L., 21k K 5 M. erythro-
cephalus L., 4632 B AK 5 Dryocopus pileatus L., 8 [
W T K AR 5 Sphyrapicus varius LANAL 83 B Colaptes
auratus L.( Adkins and Cuthbert, 2005) . 73 H # ¥k ) &
2 ]I S5 K B Glaucomys volans L #4 5 ¥ U5 (Cam-
puzano-Chéavez-Peén et al., 2014) . #k Akt o 7 b 2% |
Toge W S g S A T A RN IR AT B B 4 AL A B, I R
Salamandridae P X 2% ARGl A 108 SRS P T B0
A2 AN AR G AR bR ) B, AR PK Y TR X TG i 5
Plethodon Tschudi F A7 71 Tf1 52 Wiy, Xt F 4] 366 ¢ & 26 7
iE T 0 ( Greenberg et al., 2016) . H1 I ] WL, AR AKZS 5

TORIE B 515, I EARARAE DLA SR L A 24
AN, BRAR A R 7 3w, AT LAVE B A AL 0
N0 BN A BEAIL B8 B AT B 2 09 4 #E 1 O D' i
G, 20215 5K R 244, 2023), BEAMTZ A FALE
5N IE Y/ R IE A =o Co=T  i O A ol S AR 1 O
(Kremer and Hipp, 2020), H: Z A M B B 19 48 B2 A
SRIEFET 3 Hab A 7 AR 255l N Pk i AR B

6 SCHME

BRI ATV S FAA bR 6 46 AR 38 e Ak L s £ 30
LB MRORI M A B AR B B LR AR 45, 2017) o A, 3B
AT LUSE 0] 35 8 AR U8 M 4 BE AR L AR OR AR R FOR Tl
AR
6.1 R

BEAREEWNE FEHTFEM, TZHMEH
(Galicia et al., 2015) o 5 [ {9 5¢ i #R AR 20 T4
FEAR R (50%) Fil v 25 5% i £F 4 W2 (26% ), FH T A 77 4
) 2 5 6%( Chang et al., 2020; Chang and Han, 2025) ,
LEEBEARN FEAEMEOEZ —, B
% E N R K R0 M A (Luppold and Bumgardner, 2021;
Luppold et al., 2022) . 2009—2017 4F, 35 [& 2L ¥ 14 11 5]
I B0y B, B 28% 3 il E] 73%(Bumgardner, 2019) .
o HE R FOBROR 2T AR T AR A L R
PR S OR R R AR By L AR R T HAR A 55 )
AR kA, ZDBRR FZEM T A KA AR
ARG AR FET B %, 2016) o
6.2 EARHEERY

TEVE J5, AR ARAE — B W T 08 A7 00 AR TR s 26 908
PSSR > 7 NI S o DI N v i N B T R T
Bt Z2 Wy, A 20 2 Ak AR b ) A A XUBR R 3
2O HE B AR, WV AR A B 28 8 1 BR R 2 7 H
Wiy B B8R . JC B 6 Bk F 3E [E H BR (Zhang B et al.,
2015; Carpena et al., 2020) . FE™WZF H kS Lk
3 i BR AR S ARL, 2 AR T A Y A AR A ORE(CE S R A,
2019) o ARARHH A 75 oK & IE B AE K, BRI AT
SRECE 292000 A, & 5 a 1Y W05, A3 4E T
B AR A 420 7 A, — > 225 L AUAK B AR K A B
#J5000~7 000 JC (%= 7 K45, 2016) . FROHHESY, 422K
AR T 3 LA S 200 12~300 12.7C, J& — A 1 B i
T .

6.3 HAER

BOR BN g S — Tl Bomg ) B (Gil, 2014) o oK
JrORE A ol S A 2 R WU AR B BR AR K AR . 2020
AR BHAR PR EOR 0 18742+, b B o 0.87 12t
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(2915 46%) . TEHEA 0.61 1 (215 33%) . % F 2
BROR 2w - JH P -2 7 1 T B 45 L P 10.16 42
BRI, 2 5 62.1%, H i %€ 29 15 70%(Mata and Dos-
Santos, 2024) o H [ 4F 7 HOR JFURL 2 5 7 ¢, FOR Al
K 270 2%, A A Ml B AL g i /N, T 07 AR AT
15.7% (R W45, 2020) o
6.4 KRARE

BRI e B MR A 2F R A5 BR AR A9 AR T
BN EE, THRP oKL E Y 5 78.03%~91.92%
(CHH 3 By 3% 1 55.00%) , B Bt 2.02%~11.75%, & F 5
4.52%~7.63%, K43 1.25%~2.13%; [H 3 ¥ & &, BT A
7 H R AE AR T UE R, AR A R A
T8 WU R Bty K 3t v 78 1 5 b IX L Jb S 4 i) 2 i R A
JEWIN, AR Tk & — M e ge ey, H 2 3 20 b2 b
W, BE Y& BF BT R SRS R R A I ZE R 4E T
S5 M B AR T B — ELAR % 8 (Indcio et al., 2024) . 18
TR A A s P SR B A SR ARAE T, R
SRTCAZ BR BT AT, T R e B, R )3 5 A2 Ak SR A4
T BAUR TR 3 A . 2R T A A
& A (Vinha et al., 2016; Szablowska and Tanska, 2024) .
e, R — 78 B RE Castanopsis sclero-
phylla (Lindl.) Schottky, &l ## C. eyrei (Champ. ex Benth.)
Tutcher F1 K 4% C. carlesii (Hemsl.) Hayata ] /F . J# 5§
EAEEH, SRR R AR 7 R B A . e
EWHFERR T 55 1.4 J7 t(Overstreet et al., 2015) . Fiif
#2050 4, T FUREA F 90 12, X 2 BRHR % 4
o ™ IR Pk % (Vinha et al., 2016) o AR AR S — A4~ ¥ 7E
B CORRE RN XS A BROR B A PR — SR AL
AR,
6.5 Zif

JRAR . TR . RZLAR SR AR B4R 1 B 35 A7 2R K
PEA YGRS (4 & 57 KT BT
TR, JLZE RMZEEER ), W& R R4 W is ek &9
(WAEdRE, MR, RS PRMMLE) . KA
BTIRIT Z RN, AR TR IR T, AR Tl T
W SR IR TS, 487 B 2436 be 1 AR s, AR T 0 3R 0 o
R RO RE . BRI K BE 22 0F 5 R B, AR T 2 1
P RAHURAE . Brms . HUAA . PUBE . BRI
8 AT W3 AL Il 21 B P 45 A= W) 7% 4 ( Szablowska and Tanska,
2024) o A5 ZRERIBRAS T HAT T R B 25T KRR
6.6 XHRITE

BRR 2 A 9K 5 S0kt ™ 1 H 220 1 23 (Plomion
etal, 2018) . %%} BE (Notre-Dame de Paris) 14 (£ )
ARHE B S B AR T IR e R AR EZ —, gt

F 12—13 {it 42 ( Dufraisse, 2024) . % # 5 % T 2019 4
4 B — KK, HAg 5 7 MR R ] b i 28 fE 42 v
() #% A 2 (Thibaut et al., 2024) . 7 il % 5 &5, AR T
EWNIES B i Gl M= R%E =S S RE /5,
Bk RAR MR 25 42 i MR i A8l R A R A 7
Ak, B AR 2r, TR A AR W B (E
(Yang et al., 2022; Yuan et al., 2024) , Ji/=FIbE M40
MR A AR AR EL AT AR = 00 L5 H (L, v 5 1R AT 2 A
MR BRIE AR . B AR RVA A2 MR 5 AR HE 4R, 2020) .

7 PR

71 BEEZHEERP

R 2025 4F 6 J, 58 Mk [H 40 A R A
DA 14 (3% 3), R T BR DB AE AR 41 R 9 35 JE AR
HUASME) 6 S 2H o 2H 2K P i 35 4R T, ik 3] i R
(T2T) F1 B3 A5 HY 7K - 9 AR Bk [A 20 40 3% & f 4l il
(Luo et al., 2024; Kapoor et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023) .
[ 22 R R AR L R E 38 8 A, FEARAR 3 [H 41 2%
GUAE TR — BB . R R e Z R E 2
5 B I EE , 3539 H nSSRs(nuclear simple sequence
repeats ) it % b 104 W ) A7 R A% ( Zhang et al., 2018) .
JIEL &5 LU A% (Du et al., 2020) . 1 4% (Chen et al., 2021) |
K HAE (Mohan et al., 2024) . BEEREE ( Zorrilla-Azcué et al.,
2021) . 2 74 & #k O. mexicana Bonpl.( Sanchez-Acevedo
etal., 2023) I KR P #2 J7 45 ( Assemar et al., 2024) &5, R
I 3 BRI 25 R, AR B R R s e 2k, T
J7 22 RER N 5 84%~94%, FEAAH] Y 6%~16%, 1] 4 2%
B 0.52~0.73, WA A& BE 0.37~0.74. LAb, FHOCAT
SEIR A T AR Y 5t A% 450 5k R A . BRRR K
N A R e S U LA - Rl e S ] e )
A7 133 & 500 a LA L (9 7 4 B2 B A0 125 B RR HR (50
REEAE, 2020), THETT 100 a DL F A7 A% 958 & L ol
B B BR 931 K . i 75 X 201 Bk ol ) o g Ll Bk 128 B
(WA SC 55, 2025) 5 3w VR AL TIT Y o BR AR QL AR
B, UnT K321 Bk AR BT X153 bR R B AR 114 Bk
(B T8 A, 2024) o 1 3R BT Ry BR A A 0T 5% U5 £ 4 42
HET BE 2= A, BN SR B A 2 5 A B BR A,
WRRER . & 28R . B AR . ZOMHER FN 36 | A AR 45, T
TR BT IR PR AL L WO L DR A S T T R AR AP AR
(Zhang et al., 2015; Ballesterosa et al., 2019; Li et al.,
2021; Bellusci et al., 2023)
72 Y EEEREP

TEA BRI N, A5G 20 4U4% (TUCN il f& ) Fh 21 €5
2 SR VAR UEXT 430 FPERA iE 4T B PEAL 25 2R 7R (Carrero
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Tab.3 List of published oak genomes worldwide

W A i Lk
Subgenus Section Species References
R A0S Hh Il R & U5 8K Mead et al., 2024
Subgenus Quercus  Section Protobalanus Q. tomentella Engelm.
SE¥i R Wang et al., 2022
Section Quercus Q. dentata Thunb.
IRLRSE S Sork et al., 2016, 2022
Q. lobata Née
5¢ 1 R Aietal., 2022
Q. mongolica Fisch. ex Ledeb.
LR Plomién et al., 2016, 2018
Q. robur L.
FAN FAR Y73 Kapoor et al., 2023
Section Lobatae Q. rubra L.
R E J H KR H X Luo et al., 2024
Subgenus Cerris Section Cyclobalanopsis Q. glauca Thunb.
7R B 7 W Zhou etal., 2022
Q. gilva Blume
PG X Liu et al., 2024
Q. sichourensis (Y.C.Hsu)C.C.Huang & Y.T.Chang
KEHEN Liuetal., 2024
Q. rex Hemsl.
AR [ i 2 75 4R Rey etal., 2023
Section /lex Q. rotundifolia Lam.
JRR AR 4 WA Y A i R Ramos et al., 2018; Usi¢ et al., 2023
Section Cerris Q. suber L.
IR AR Fuetal., 2022; Liu etal., 2022
Q. acutissima Carruth.
e B AR Han et al., 2022; Chang et al., 2023; Wang et al., 2023

Q. variabilis Blume

T BRI A ARRAE RO R 38k Quercus ilex subsp. ballota (Dest.) A.DC(Rey et al., 2023), HG¥EZ FRN N B2 ¥k Quercus rotundifolia Lam.
Notes: In the original text, Quercus ilex subsp. ballota(Desf.) A.DC(Rey et al., 2023), and its legal name should be Quercus rotundifolia Lam.

etal., 2020): 32 W A9 B Rl A 112 B, o5 DA AR B 09
26.0%, il A 32 Ff  WilfE 57 R, Sy fE 23 Bl HRix
VEAG 25 3R, b [ 52 B AR A 36 B, o b [ R Y
30.7%, X — BT = T H A BR R 32 B4 A R 5 8 v A
(19.5%) F1 3 € (20.8%) , ik T #2 F (40.8%) . 7 1 5]
ZEUMARA H, BR S 14 Bl WSS 19 AL B a3 A (R 4) .
CH K R R BF AR MW 48 SR )W VI W5 X)L 30 F AR
Q. bawanglingensis C. C. Huang, Ze X. Li & F. W. Xing
I Bk 51 Sy 6 28 — 9 o i AR 0 A8 ) (Il 2 bRl A
FF R, A AR B, 2021) 03X £E Py B OR3P 44 SR
T Je A Wy el i M £ 4 Y o AR R . N 2 A B
EIR N VAN B S =3 - I D | B e 4 )
RN 7S A e N s S S SR T N =S
BT T A ERARA O 471 156 B ( Global Conservation Consor-
tium for Oak, GCCO), il 2 I S Jiti — T 4 1A1 19 PR 47 %
W, LA B 1k T AR A 42 ol 119 2K 466 ( Carrero et al., 2020) .
73 EBREZHMERIP

WY B AR AR w2, S B0 RO &R L
Kl F- EARHE R . A AL - L HHARRE R . BRI

AJ 2k - T A AL AR B 2 25 (Novak et al,, 2023) . 35 [E AR Ak
A5G BR-A |« BR - LA Bk R - SR A -7 B AZ 3 bR
(Oswalt etal., 2019) o A 27 # ] 22 75 #F i A8 7 2L 5L
LR 3 10 AR AR 25 47 33 BEAY (Lopez-Mendoza et al., 2022)
rh ] 2 v ) BR AR AR S R G AT T A2 R B
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Tab. 4 List of threatened Quercus species in China
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