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A comparative study on karyotypes of 28 taxa in Rubus sect. Idaeobatus
and sect. Malachobatus (Rosaceae) from China
Xiao-Rong WANG Hao-Ru TANG" Juan DUAN Ling LI

(College of Forestry and Horticulture, Sichuan Agricultural University, Ya’an, Sichuan 625014, China)

Abstract Rubus is a taxonomically difficult group and cytological data are expected hopefully to gain insight
into the relationships of the genus. In this study the chromosome numbers and karyotypes of 18 taxa from sect.
Idaeobatus and 10 taxa from sect. Malachobatus were investigated. Among them, the chromosome numbers of 10
taxa and karyotypes of 26 taxa were reported for the first time and mixoploidy was observed new in the genus.
The chromosomes are small in size with a length of less than 3 pm and metacentric (about 90%) or submetacen-
tric. All taxa have karyotypes of “1 A” except R. cockburnianus, R. innominatus and R. ellipticus var. obcordatus
which have karyotypes of “2A”. No aneuploids were found in all the 28 taxa studied. Plants of sect. Idaeobatus
have diploids with 2n=2x=14, except R. idaeopsis (2n=3x=21) and R. parvifolius (A mixoploid of 2n=2x=14 and
2n=4x=28). However, Plants of sect. Malachobatus have tetraploids with 2n=4x=28, except for R. buergeri with
2n=8x=56. In addition, conspicuous karyotype differences existed within the 18 taxa belonging to 11 of 7 subsec-
tions in sect. ldaeobatus, and the differences between some species within subsections are greater than that be-
tween subsections, while uniform karyotypes within subsections and variable karyotypes between subsections
were observed in six of 13 subsections in sect. Malachobatus represented by 10 taxa. Systematic values of the
cytological data were discussed for some cases when applicable to the two sections.

Key words chromosome number, karyotype, mixoploid, Rosaceae, Rubus, sect. Idaeobatus, sect. Malachobatus.
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EATE R A R E, A S I EE AL B R e
FEARAR S, REAEAR RRE b S e Fhele v A LT A%
25t Ik, AFEF GRS H . BB E ]
RSB RGRERRG KRG et
M2 A o At PR T R A LT 406 R EAT T
et R H MIFIT, G R BER 27, A5 Vel
H2%=14x (TXERAR), A AIRPE18x (FREmPH, 1993; 2=
75 224, 1993; MREEAESE, 1994; i 4H 5%, 1996;
Thompson, 1997; Naruhashi et al., 2002).  [E & {H 5
BT BN EE S PO —, CRE2025
987 F(Li et al., 2002; L, 2006), b A 4> [E27
A X (FEE I, 1983), o Z585Ff 1) Gy ta fAcql Wil 45¢
5714 (Longley, 1924; Longley & Darrow, 1924;
Darlington & Wylie, 1955; Z=75>%%%, 1993; Thomp-
son & Zhao, 1993; BiEwPH, 1993; RAKESE, 1994;
Thompson, 1995; JHi#H%5, 1996; Naruhashi et al.,
2002). {HE, 2t RS ERYIW KAL)
HA7 6 R, coreanus Miq. fiIZF%%R. parvifolius L.
M) A5 A 5 DU A5 R 2R AL 258 AN (Pool et al., 1981;
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4%, 1993; MEEAE, 1994), Pool (198157 K ILE
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FH0.002 mol/L 8-FRIEMEMKAE0—4 C T Tiikb#E24 h,
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mol/L HCI 60+1 CHHIfFE 247 min, /5 PIHUR
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Table 1 The Rubus samples used in this study and their locality and chromosome numbers (2n)
EN KA R SEAEFR A AWFH EE(S S 276 30k 5]
Taxon Locality Altitude Voucher VAJERES QSR Sy Reference Figure
(m) This study  Literature
reported
z5 1> & 4B Sect. Idaeobatus Focke
F5UHHE VY112 1250 E % X.R 14" 12, 40
R. amabilis Focke Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) RO1-14
e BT U )IR A 1800  F/h% (X.R. 14 14 Thompson & Zhao, 1993; 1,29
R. cockburnianus Hemsl. Tianquan, Sichuan Wang) R05-1 Thompson, 1995
% VY )12 750 FE (XR 14 14 Twatsubo & Naruhashi, 1993; 18, 46
R. corchorifolius L. f. Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) RO1-6 Thompson & Zhao, 1993;
Thompson, 1995; Naruhashi et
al., 2002
i PO 1 2z 680 FE/hHE (X R. 14 14 Pool et al., 1981; Iwatsubo & 14, 42
R. coreanus Migq. Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) RO1-4 Naruhashi, 1991; Thompson &
Zhao, 1993; Thompson, 1995
[ B4 1 PO ) 1|22 750  EBE (X.R 14 14 Malik, 1965; Subramanian, 6,34
R. ellipticus Smith Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) RO1-7 1987; Iwatsubo & Naruhashi,
1992; Thompson & Zhao, 1993;
Thompson, 1995
it DU 1Al 700 FE (X.R 147 7,35
R. ellipticus Smith var. Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) R01-2
obcordatus (Franch.) Focke
T Y1 5 700 HRE(Y. Lin) 14 14 Jinno, 1958; Naruhashi, 1989; 17,45
R. hirsutus Thunb. Longquan, RO7-1 Iwatsubo & Naruhashi, 1992;
Sichuan* Thompson & Zhao, 1993;
Thompson, 1995
PR HT U 700 EAH (X.R. 21" 2,30
R. idaeopsis Focke Xichong, Sichuan Wang) R03-9 14 Thompson & Zhao, 1993
SR PR 4 2000  FFE (X.R. 14 14 Longley & Darrow, 1924; 3,31
R. innominatus S. Moore Tianquan, Sichuan Wang) R05-2 Iwatsubo & Naruhashi, 1993;
Thompson & Zhao, 1993;
Thompson, 1995
AR T DY 1A 2 1740 F/% (X.R. 14 14 Thompson & Zhao, 1993; 11,39
R. inopertus (Diels) Focke Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) R0O1-5 Naruhashi et al., 2002
BT VU L 1670 E#E (X.R. 14 14 Longley & Darrow, 1924; Jinno, 9, 37
R. mesogaeus Focke Mt. Emei, Sichuan Wang) R02-5 1958; Naruhashi et al., 2002
RN DU )1 2 700 T (X.R. 14 14 Iwatsubo & Naruhashi, 1993; 4,32
R. niveus Thunb. Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) RO1-1 Thompson & Zhao, 1993;
Thompson, 1995
i3 791V 78 550 FNVE (XR. 2x54xi 14 Jinno, 1958; Iwatsubo & 8A,
R. parvifolius L. Xichong, Sichuan Wang) R03-3 TRAEAR™ Naruhashi, 1991; Thompson & 8B,
mixoploid Zhao, 1993; Thompson, 1995; 36A,
of 2x and Naruhashi et al., 2002; 36B
ax* 21 Naruhashi & Iwatsubo, 1993
28 Chen, 1993; Lin et al., 1994
BT PO 10 i L 850 /B (X.R. 14 14 Thompson, 1995; Naruhashi et 13,41
R. pinfaensis Lévl. & Vant. Mt. Emei, Sichuan Wang) R02-4 al., 2002
B & T Pu IR A 2100 F/#E (X R 14 Iwatsubo & Naruhashi, 1992; 16, 44
R. pungens Camb. Tianquan, Sichuan Wang) R05-5 Thompson & Zhao, 1993;
Thompson, 1995; Naruhashi et
al., 2002
BT DY)t 2100  FFE (X.R. 14" 15,43
R. stans Focke Xichang, Sichuan Wang) R06-1
TR T DU I 2150 EAE (KR 147 5,33
R. subinopertus Yii & Lu Mt. Emei, Sichuan Wang) R02-6
R T DU 1S 2450  FAHE (X.R. 147 10, 38
R. subtibetanus Hand.-Mazz. Mt. Emei, Sichuan Wang) R02-7
K& 4B Sect. Malachobatus Focke
VG T 7)1z 700 FRE (X R 28 28 Iwatsubo & Naruhashi, 1992 22,50
R. assamensis Focke Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) R01-10
FERF VU )| 22 850  F/EE (X.R. 56 56 Jinno, 1958; Naruhashi & 26, 54

R. buergeri Migq.

Ya’an, Sichuan

Wang) RO1-11

42

Iwatsubo, 1993; Thompson &
Zhao, 1993; Naruhashi et al.,
2002

Naruhashi & Iwatsubo, 1993
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=1 (48 Table 1 (continued)

Iy KT KA K SEERRA AHTHE B iE 22 SR

Taxon Locality Altitude Voucher get A oA Reference Figure

(m) This study ~ Literature
reported
JENM R T g )1 2 1700 T/ (X R 28 28 Thompson & Zhao, 1993 28, 56
R. caudifolius Wuzhi Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) RO1-16
U B T DU JE 1L 660 L/ (X.R 28 25,53
R. faberi Focke Mt. Emei, Sichuan Wang) R02-4
HERHT Y )1 A2z 700 FAE (X R 28 28 Iwatsubo & Naruhashi, 1992; 21,49
R. ichangensis Hemsl. & Ktze. Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) R01-9 Thompson & Zhao, 1993
6 i 7 )1 680  E/NEE (X.R. 28 28 Thompson, 1995 19, 47
R. lambertianus Ser. var. glaber ~ Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) RO1-8
Hemsl.
R Bt 700 #%%5Q. Yang) 28 28 Thompson & Zhao, 1993 23,51
R. multibracteatus Lévl. et Vant.  Shibing, Guizhou R20-1
LT DY 112 680 LK (X.R 28 20,48
R. parkeri Hance Ya’an, Sichuan Wang) RO1-12
1k PU N R4 2000 FAEE (X.R. 28 28 Iwatsubo & Naruhashi, 1993; 24,52
R. setchuenensis Bureau & Tianquan, Wang) R05-3 Thompson & Zhao, 1993
Franch. Sichuan

EaEH T VY11 % 1700 F%E (X.R. 28%% 27,55

R. yiwuanus Fang

Ya’an, Sichuan

Wang) RO1-15

* 2L T0EAR MWL A I Fh B X o o+ GetapRB H ok 1 R aRiE .

* Introduced to the district from Zhejiang Province in 1970s. ** Chromosome numbers were reported for the first time.

89.20%), i /b £ S i b A 22 a5 Gk A 4R (o
10.80%), #ZEIAKTRR R ECH53.71-60.52.0 T AEAEE
H10NFICEFRN T, KRR IA G Rk, G
AKEH0.97-2.34 um, FIKEHN1.63 um, FK
Pt RS Y AR Z o 1.37-1.90, 7ERZT 52
b, WIET “1A” BUEAL., Yeto A gl il o
L HAAOAR(1792.21%), W/ Bh 3T P A 2 4
P AR(H7.79%), AR R ECN 53.46-58.94.

3 Wig

ABFFUE IRARIE T 10 Fh (A Gt a2 H
FI26 PP (L Fi) 142 8 DA K% SR M A AR IR A A2
R, ARSZIG PR YA X Y R A B, S
Pool ZF(1981)HI4E R —3. FReMfE MR 7 LA F
W, H _f%4&Jinno, 1958; Iwatsubo & Naruhashi,
1991; Thompson & Zhao, 1993; Thompson, 1995;
Naruhashi et al., 2002; ). — fif & (Naruhashi &
Iwatsubo, 1993)F1 DU (MRAiBH, 1993; MK HEAE,
1994) (4R IE, ASZIIEMEE R T 540 kY
VUfE AR TR A AR Y, O B s . P AR A A
4G H S AL P AR T R A RS R S A )
TR 2207 2T FE GRS H NS I AR AT O il
YU (1983) Il A 7R 55 (1985) 48 t, B4 1Y)

EAETCR A AR, I 2 k. el b,
% JE R (1) 22 A5 R 3 i A ICBUIE T 52 R Rl 25 T ik
M AR B A R A A LA — SRl R R
220 B O AR PR IR AT ST T, R P (1993)
MRS (1994) W T 1R DUAS 5 85 I A% B0 0 2R
A7 B ORI BRGSOk, AR 45 R
R I —B, 0 7E R PN AS [R5 P 0 4
o R R I BEAAR I L R . X T] BB SR A 1 SR
AK, MR TFENM) 2. BEEERZHAH
I 2 LA

Raven (1975)f8H, #iFHYIREVFZRHLE
H & 2 R AR, (B 21 2 I A5 R ) 2 5 1
HEAK, T2 A5 AR I % 2 R 1 JB A () — A M i B
% (Thompson, 1997). Bl &h(1983) W4 1% J& A1)
T A FRFAE 45 A 3 53 40 Mo 27 TRk o B 24 R
M) 2 48 1 8 W58 5 43 28 U B AR R 5 21 468
AL, IHFHINK, FEIX8AN T, AR 4L LLER R
R, AREAUE ML, S0Edls A
AL, AHEFE T S 25 0o i 21 1 8 (AR i K 4 )
T R7A L BRI T8 =5k, PR
FEARRDY AR PR AT AR AN, LR 16 R (BT B 4
TAERGER2), RSO A AR RKF
HEE . FTAEEAR R 2 1 OFh (AR R R M A %5
M I, BrIER N )\ AR,
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Table 2 A comparison of karyotypic characteristics of 28 taxa in Rubus sect. Idaeobatus and sect. Malachobatus
FhFTaxon BHAR DR B M AsK™  LeSc” %
Karyotype formula Constitute of (%) Type
relation length
=310 &5 48 Sect. Idaeobatus Focke
1 [E#ERFIF4BSubsect. Thyrsidaei (Focke) Yii & Lu
#erh AT R. cockburnianus * 2n=2x=14=8m+6sm (2SAT) 8M1+6M2 60.52 1.32 2A
U TR, idaeopsis * 2n=3x=21=18m (3SAT)+3sm IM1+12M2 57.45 1.42 1A
19 ™-%£R. innominatus * 2n=2x=14=12m+2sm (2SAT) 8M1+4M2+2L 55.67 1.96 2A
2 @ EFIF4ESubsect. Idaeanthi (Focke) Yi & Lu
2L IR, niveus* 2n=2x=14=14m 8M1+6M2 53.71 1.49 1A
3 45FE R 4BSubsect. Pileati YU & Lu
AL TR. subinopertus* 2n=2x=14=12m (4SAT)+2sm 10M1+4M2 57.72 1.29 1A
4 4§ FE M ¢ESubsect. Stimulantes Yu & Lu
52297 R. ellipticus* 2n=2x=14=12m+2sm 10M1+4M2 56.45 1.44 1A
FHIER. ellipticus var. obcordatus* 2n=2x=12m (2SAT)+2sm (2SAT) 6M1+8M2 57.13 1.54 2A
244R. parvifolius 2n=4x=28=24m+4sm(4SAT) 16M1+12M2 56.52 1.45 1A
2n=2x=14=12m+2sm (2SAT) 10M1+2M2+2L 56.43 1.44 1A
= Y18 FR. mesogaeus* 2n=2x=14m 6M1+8M2 54.71 1.33 1A
Wil B4R, subtibetanus 2n=2x=14m (2SAT) 8M1+4M2+2L 54.68 1.54 1A
5 FEMIFLASubsect. Pungentes (Focke) Yii & Lu
21164 B9 R. inopertus * 2n=2x=14=14m 8M1+6M2 57.20 1.37 1A
5NN AER. amabilis * 2n=2x=14=12m(2SAT)+2sm 8M1+6M2 58.12 1.38 1A
41 BB TR, pinfaensis* 2n=2x=14=12m+2sm 8M1+6M2 56.90 1.27 1A
1 FH¥fIR. coreanus 2n=2x=14=14m (2SAT) 6M1+6M2+2L 55.47 1.66 1A
AR TR, stans* 2n=2x=14=14m (2SAT) 10M1+4M2 58.72 1.32 1A
24 FR. pungens* 2n=2x=14=12m (2SAT)+2sm 2S+6M1+6M2 57.31 1.46 1A
6 %1 EiF4ASubsect. Rosaefolii (Focke) Yii & Lu
HEHER. hirsutus Thunb.* 2n=2x=14=12m+2sm 8M1+6M2 58.97 1.35 1A
7 BRRIF4ESubsect. Corchorifolii (Focke) Yi & Lu
1I%£R. corchorifolius L. f .* 2n=2x=14=14m 6M1+8M2 57.09 1.39 1A
K& 4B Sect. Malachobatus Focke
1 RME£ESubsect. Acuminati (Focke) YU & Lu
Jei i 4EIR. lambertianus var. glaber* 2n=4x=28=24m-+4sm 4S+12M1+4M2+8L 55.37 1.84 1A
2 HMiF4ESubsect. Dolichophylli Yi & Lu
1330FR. parkeri* 2n=4x=28=24m+4sm 4S+12M1+8M2+4L 56.50 1.90 1A
‘H B & TR. ichangensis* 2n=4x=28=24m+4sm 16M1+8M2+4L 57.53 1.61 1A
3 K 4ASubsect. Elongati (Focke) Yii & Lu
74 e & TR, assamensis* 2n=4x=28=20m+8sm 16M1+12M2 58.94 1.49 1A
4 8% M 4B Subsect. Moluccani (Focke) YU & Lu
K %R, multibracteatus* 2n=4x=28=28m 16M1+12M2 56.71 1.55 1A
JI|%%R. setchuenensis* 2n=4x=28=28m 16M1+12M2 56.04 1.51 1A
Ik Ui B #41°R. faberi* 2n=4x=28=28m 16M1+12M2 53.46 1.37 1A
JE#ER. buergeri* 2n=8x=56=56m 32M1+24M2 55.18 1.51 1A
5 E4Eir4A Subsect. Stipulosi YU & Lu
25 1R, yiwuanus* 2n=4x=28=28m 16M1+12M2 56.50 1.51 1A
6 S FFiF4ASubsect. Sozostyli (Focke) Yii & Lu
Je =¥ R. caudifolius* 2n=4x=28=24m+4sm 16M1+8M2+4L 57.49 1.56 1A

FEIAE ORI . ** AsK, AXFRREL Le, KAk, Se, mpgetaih,

*The karyotypes were reported for the first time. ** As.K (%), index of the karyotypic asymmetry; Lc, the longest chromosome; Sc, the shortest chromosome.



510 #E¥)52K244) Journal of Systematics and Evolution 2008 463543l

>
4 $N
a'\ ;;hd
‘ "~ ” q’:'
- -l &
-y ’. /L‘”
”* ~ . /']
\:’ 3pm ‘ ' 3
T - ¥ e }
LY T
- 4 o’ 3
.e .‘
L i 2 ~“
o3
r ‘\ ¢ :}}'
" / P L qu$‘
-~ 0’ »* . -
/7 - o L}
- - : :
pdum e ==
N - i TNt
N / \ - "
7 -
™~
»a "‘ ‘
- ‘f
I S ‘. % :
? ”“ o
F B t
» &y
- |
v '
s e ¢ 2
‘ i' 8B ’ o BA
BI1-8  RHITIRA ORISR RN 2 50 B0 WIS (A R 1. Bh BRI, 2. MU, 3. (ANFHE. 4. ZTiRIE, 5. %

LT, 6. MHRIEMT. 7. BRBUE. 8A B. Fhi.

Figs. 1-8. Micrographs of somatic chromosomes at metaphase of 8 taxa in Rubus sect. ldaeobatus. 1. R. cockburnianus. 2. R. idaeopsis. 3. R.
innominatus. 4. R. niveus. 5. R. subinopertus. 6. R. ellipticus. 7. R. ellipticus var. obcordatus. 8A, B. R. parvifolius A,.
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39.R. inopertus. 40. R. amabilis. 41. R. pinfaensis. 42. R. coreanus. 43. R. stans. 44.R. pungens. 45. R. hirsutus. 46. R. corchorifolius. 47.R.

lambertianus. var. glaber. 48. R. parkeri. 49. R. ichangensis. 50. R. assamensis. 51. R. multibracteatus. 52. R. setchuenensis. 53. R. faberi. 54. R.
buergeri. 55. R. yiwuanus. 56. R. caudifolius.
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