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Abstract; Taking seed 1 000-grain weight as index, seed size of 61 common autumn-matured plants
(seed number above 500 grains) in Tianma Nature Reserve of Anhui Province was investigated and
variation rules of seed size were studied through correlation of seed size with life-form, taxon and seed
yield, etc. The results show that there is great variation in seed size among 61 species, the minimum and
maximum values of 1 000-grain weight are 0. 015 and 79. 370 g, respectively. And according to 1 000-
grain weight, seed size can be divided into five classes of A (0-0.05 ¢), B (0.05-0.5¢), C (0.5-
5¢), D (5-50 ¢) and E (50-500 g) with the percentage of 8.20% , 31.15% , 36.06% , 21.31%
and 3.28% of total species number, respectively, appearing normal distribution. The 61 species contain
four life-forms of tree, vine, shrub and herb with the average value of 1 000-grain weight of 24. 753,
6.884, 6.812 and 1.601 g, respectively and seed size has a very significant difference among four life-
forms. The 61 species belong to 33 families with a very significant difference in seed size among different
families, but there is no significant correlation between seed size of families and direction of system
development. The species with small seed and high yield are Artemisia capillaris Thunb., A. anomala S.
Moore, Leontopodium japonicum Miq., Scirpus karuizawensis Makino and S. lushanensis Ohwi, etc.,
indicating a significantly negative correlation between seed size and seed yield.
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Table 1 Life-form and seed 1 000-grain weight of common autumn-matured plants ( seed number above 500 grains) in Tianma Nature Reserve

# & il e R A R TR/ g S
Family Genus Species or variety Life-form" 1 000-grain weight (Class®
EEF} Ranunculaceae BREEE Clematis L. 43 C. apiifolia v 2.221 C
FE K F} Ranunculaceae EHJE Ranunculus L. EH R. japonicus H 1.454 C
FYTE} Caryophyllaceae 7 ¥ & Silene L. LIRS, aprica H 0.295 B
A1EL Caryophyllaceae W FEE Silene L. H9EL S, fortunei H 0.248 B
FEL Polygonaceae 2JE Polygonum L. IKZE P. hydropiper H 1.130 C
P} Polygonaceae )& Polygonum L. INELAE P, muricatum H 2.990 C
FF} Polygonaceae & Polygonum L. 3L P, thunbergii H 8.329 D
AL Amaranthaceae R Achyranthes 1. DEAWE A, bidentata var. japonica H 2.365 C
Hed- )L B Geraniaceae B HEGHJE Geranium L. ZEE G, wilfordii H 3.884 C
M sE R Onagraceae )8 Epilobium L. KAFIH3E E. pyrricholophum H 0.135 B
HiF 2R} Onagraceae HILEE Oenothera L. FEEEL 0. odorata H 0.328 B
KIFE} Flacourtiaceae A7 FJ& Idesia Maxim. EMILATF L polycarpa var. wvestita T 1.758 C
#i7Fl Cucurbitaceae J:N@J&E Thiadiantha Bunge MR T. nudiflora \Y 25.964 D
BETR} Guttiferae G2 JE Hypericum L. INFERY H. erectum H 0.040 A
TRl Rosaceae £i#d)@ Photinia Lindl. B K P, beauverdiana T 18.746 D
W% F) Rosaceae L )& Photinia Lindl. WEBANEG P. schneideriana T 12.482 D
H Bl Rosaceae BHTJE Rubus L. R R, lambertianus S 0.693 C
FEIER) Rosaceae BT )8 Rubus L. KHEH R tephrodes S 1.668 C
WEIE AEF} Papilionaceae HLF 4@ Campylotropis Bunge HLFHH C. macrocarpa S 12.679 D
WEFEAEF} Papilionaceae PPH A& Crotalaria L. BHE C. sessiliflora H 2.254 C
WEIE AEF} Papilionaceae AR LIS R Podocarpium (Benth.) — ZRM-KAFILIIGEE P, podocarpum var. S 10.718 D
Yang et Huang oxyphyllum
HRKAEL Urticaceae MK Boehmeria Jacq. M HR B, gracilis H 0.097 B
P} Urticaceae MRIE Boehmeria Jacq. BRI B, tricuspis S 1.906 C
F R} Urticaceae K46 & Pilea Lindl. S KA P. sinofasciata H 0.099 B
A F Rl Aquifoliaceae &)@ Ilex L. &35 1. chinensis T 79.370 E
TFF} Celastraceae DX )& Evonymus L. M BF E. kiautschovicus S 14.629 D
2%} Rhamnaceae 48 Rhamnus L. UREE R. wtilis T 19.177 D
ZEF R} Rutaceae RAHE FEvodia J. R. et G. Forst. R k. fargesii T 6.594 D
L WLE Symplocaceae A& Symplocos Jacq. PUILLBA. S, setchuensis T 63.528 E
AREEF} Oleaceae 8 Fraxinus L. NS F. bungeana T 21.031 D
BEERL Asclepiadaceae 18458 JE Cynanchum 1. I8 C. auriculatum A% 5.338 D
P8 Caprifoliaceae B AKJE Sambucus L. FEE S, chinensis H 1.246 C
ZAF} Caprifoliaceae HAA7 {EJE Weigela Thunb. 1A W, japonica var. sinica T 0.093 B
MRl Valerianaceae W & Patrinia Juss. ZEEIEE P, villosa H 0.545 C
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%% 1 Table 1 ( Continued)
I 7 R D TRERE S
Family Genus Species or variety Life-form! 1 000-grain weight Class®
2Rk Compositae & Artemisia L. e A, anomala H 0.045 A
%%} Compositae B & Artemisia L. HIRE A, capillaris H 0.015 A
45%} Compositae YLEN )& Bidens L. KIRMLEE B. frondosa H 1.815 C
%} Compositae K#KER Carpesium L. K&K C. abrotanoides H 0.268 B
%%} Compositae P 22J& Eupatorium 1. 2N E. chinense H 0.377 B
458} Compositae 4248 Galinsoga Ruiz et Pav. M2 G. parviflora H 0.134 B
4%} Compositae TE3ESR R Iveris Cass. W3 1L denticulata H 0.303 B
355} Compositae 2% J& Kalimeris Cass. 2% K. indica H 0.316 B
4P} Compositae KGEEJE Leontopodium R. Br. W KGH L. japonicum H 0.084 B
%%} Compositae A5 )E Prerocysela Shih Z5IMREG P. laciniata H 0.761 C
%} Compositae 5ii %5 & Siegesbeckia L. $ii % S. orientalis H 0.628 C
355} Compositae s Siegesbeckia L. NRAFFR S S, pubescens H 1.195 C
JEABF} Gentianaceae XUHISE J& Tripterospermum Blume HZEXUBIME 7. filicaule \ 0.473 B
RABFALF} Primulaceae PR Lysimachia L. B IR L kattiana H 0.544 C
s FER Campanulaceae g Adenophora Fisch. AU A polyantha H 2.050 C
HiF} Solanaceae FRHK & Physalis L. HAIT P. alkekengi var. franchetii H 1.114 C
il Solanaceae )& Solanum L. TAEREEL S, cathayanum A% 0.425 B
% %P} Scrophulariaceae FAFTHLJE Siphonostegia Benth. JREIATHR S, laeta H 0.072 B
%2} Scrophulariaceae W18 B8 Torenia L. e IR T, glabra H 0.021 A
LB Rl Verbenaceae LERE Callicarpa L. H%TW C. dichotoma S 7.414 D
H¥ERF} Verbenaceae SRS Callicarpa L. ZHW C. giraldii S 4.788 C
ARG HF} Eriocaulaceae AR & Eriocaulon L. AR E. buergerianum H 0.230 B
%5} Zingiberaceae e Zingiber Mill. JEfr Z. mioga H 24.108 D
HAF Liliaceae S EE Tricyrtis Wall. A T, macropoda H 0.454 B
VFEEL Cyperaceae BEFJE Scirpus L. B BERL S, karuizawensis H 0.020 A
VBER} Cyperaceae HBEELE Scirpus L. JEIIBERE S, Ilushanensis H 0.096 B
KAP} Poaceae WA & Lophantherum Brongn. WA L. gracile H 2.341 C

D H, #iA Herb; S: #AK Shrub; T: %K Tree; V: FEZA Vine.

2 A; 0-0.05 g; B: 0.05-0.5 g; C: 0.5-5 g; D: 5-50 g; E: 50-500 g.
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9.994,Sig. =0.000) , 4 Fift A 75 B4 Fh 1 K /MK
UCHEF 1 TR A JEAR FEAS,

TRARRY T TR0 -5 A A= 1% B W) 35 A )
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YR KR 10 ~80 g, tnPu IR &7 /RS
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EA Y7 TR T2 (O 6. 884 ¢, Horp /g
IR ( Thladiantha nudiflora Hemsl.) B FPF-35 K T4
JrHEik 25. 964 g; TAE AR (Solanum cathayanum
C. Y. Wu et S. C. Huang) FIFPFE/N, TR =AY

TEARBIFh TR BT (E 6. 812 g, Hov, &
M T F ( Euonymus kiautschovicus Loes.) . BT F #H
( Campylotropis macrocarpa ( Bunge) Rehd.) Fl142 4
7 L1 8 88 ( Podocarpium podocarpum var. oxyphyllum
(DC.) Yang et Huang ) BFPF 8K, TR Bt A 10 ~
15 g;ﬁﬁ%%?ﬂ(iﬁbus lambertianus Ser.) BIFF T/,
THRLFHELY 0. 693 g,

EARRF TN, TR EAU 1,601 g,
Horp  Fh7 B B ) 5 AT B e AR AR T
G SRR N AT TRIBTR/NT 0.1 g BYAD
JEEAE DA A RN R 9 B Cyperaceae,
2 ). ORR BE ( Urticaceae, 2 1) Hil ¥ 2 Bl
(Scrophulariaceae ,2 ) H ; AR R Z R H AT IS Fh 1
BN, AE AL A /D B A o 6 B Bl R, 0 e
( Zingiber mioga ( Thunb.) Rosc.) . 102 ( Adenophora
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polyantha Nakai ) . /N 2 f£ ( Polygonum muricatum
Meisn.) EEMZE (P, thunbergii Sieb. et Zucc.) FllZ&#4
¥ ( Geranium wilfordii Maxim.) 55 | 5 51| J2& 2 faf 1) Fh
TR iRk E] 24. 108 ¢,
2.3 RBFF KNS

Kb ARGRYIX 61 F WHRCGAAE YRR T 33
BEARF P TR LR 2, WER2 I &%
FF( Aquifoliaceae ) 1 LLIFLF} ( Symplocaceae ) A8 4 1) Fil
TR, T RT3 79. 370 F163. 528 g5
R A& 8 7 B} ( Cucurbitaceae ) | 22 F} ( Zingiberaceae )

x2

FAEAERL ( Campanulaceae ) , Fh T4 5T &8 F £ {8 43
B4 25.964 24. 108 F120.500 g; ZSFF IHRL B
B Guttiferae ) A5 ¥R ( Eriocaulaceae ) MINF3E5)
( Onagraceae ) #1465 778l ( Caryophyllaceae ) A %) B4 Fh -+
BN, TR {E 73502 0,047 . 0.058 , 0.040
0.230, 0.232 #10.272 ¢,

T3 2253 Mr et R B A Rl B 22 6] 1 5~ R /N B AT
W A 22 5 (F=30. 037 ,Sig.=0. 000) , (H M\ R GE %
B RE SR IRNEF 5 R GK F 5 0
A B FA KM (R=-0.16,8ig.=0.905) ,
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Table 2 Comparison of average 1 000-grain weight of seeds in different families of common autumn-matured plants ( seed number above 500

grains) in Tianma Nature Reserve

(¥4 THLF R/ g ¥

Family name 1 000-grain weight | | Family name

B A Ranunculaceae 1.838 SMEL Urticaceae
FYTE} Caryophyllaceae 0.272 £ Rl Aquifoliaceae
SR Polygonaceae 4.150 TP FR} Celastraceae
B8} Amaranthaceae 2.365 FZ2=%l Rhamnaceae
2R LR} Geraniaceae 3.884 2Pl Rutaceae
MR} Onagraceae 0.232 1A} Symplocaceae
K FE} Flacourtiaceae 1.758 ARJEFL Oleaceae
R} Cucurbitaceae 25.964 BEERL Asclepiadaceae
BETE R} Guttiferae 0.040 2R} Caprifoliaceae
Rl Rosaceae 8.397 IRl Valerianaceae
WAL R} Papilionaceae 8.550 %%l Compositae

TR/ g 4 THLF /g
1 000-grain weight | | Family name 1 000-grain weight
0.701 JENAEL Gentianaceae 0.473
79.370 e FHAEF) Primulaceae 0.544
14.629 fERERL Campanulaceae 20.500
19.177 7%} Solanaceae 0.770
6.594 % 2P} Scrophulariaceae 0.047
63.528 L% R} Verbenaceae 6.101
21.031 B REHF} Eriocaulaceae 0.230
5.338 ZF} Zingiberaceae 24.108
0.670 H G F Liliaceae 0.454
0.545 VR R Cyperaceae 0.058
0.495 ARAF} Poaceae 2.341
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M 61 FiAE ) 04 5 5ChE (TR A K g ) R R
FhFH i 7E 20 000 ~ 100 000 AL fr) Pl F A7 42 A HE 5L |
JFi L BE BE ( Scirpus lushanensis Ohwi) \Z010y 7 i &
[ T3 Ixeris denticulata ( Houtt.) Stebb.) K44
¥4 ( Carpesium abrotanoides 1.) . K IR #8 ¥ ( Bidens
frondosa L.) F1 i 55 K 98 & ( Leontopodium japonicum
Miq.) % , Z 808 T35F; FhFEUE7E 5 000 ~20 000 i
AR THEAZL NEM, 2R BRE
( Pterocysela laciniata ( Houtt.) Shih ) | ¢ & FH 17 &
( Siphonostegia laeta S. Moore ) IRAT M ( Lophantherum
gracile Brongn.) .’V &4 & (Achyranthes bidentata var.
japonica Miq.) M 5 5L ( Tricyrtis macropoda Miq.) 55 ;
FhFHURTE 1000 ~ 10 000 KL 14 255 A Sl - i 7|
P25 B ( Sambucus chinensis Lindl.) | 5 3 5 B ( Evodia
fargesii Dode.) . BT F #. H % F W [ Callicarpa
dichotoma ( Lour.) K. Koch) % 25 ( Clematis apiifolia

DC.) FI#S L ( Silene fortunei Vis.) %5 ; #2076 1 000
KLLAR (500 K2 LAE AR SEA e 906 A1 ( Photinia
schneideriana Rehd. et Wils.) . f & ¥ /K £ ( Pilea
sinofasciata C. J. Chen) M-S HIZE

R 20 9 DFE 58K/ NEU N 9
ANFPRIEAT HUAL, R o LRI RS B R AR AR
BEEL A T ORI L B R A 2 e
T TORLET R 5 7 Ei 1 A SRR AT AR DG 7 A
iR TR A TORLE S R RO A P 1 TG
P (R=-0.276,Sig.=0.031) ,

3 it frgE b

R I/ INBI I E 3 A1 A% oy — A 2 b, — ol
e /NP AR 2 R AR AR D, i 56 I
FLSTRI V AR 25 FR G0 A0 e [ AL i R RERE LA

T B g DRUAR 5% Ml DX UL AR 4 Aol 5 DR/ N JBE 3 A
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5 g) RN E 2 /IRl FIR Bl Fp 26880 A5 & I
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AR 10 22 TR i - o e b 3 AR oy R e TR o B
KT 100 g BFRSE T A AT BT R AR (8 26 b de K
Ff - TRLBT R AN L 80 g, AT BE 5 A B9 HURE £5 A
MDA K s APFTEALH K 61 Rt Y, HIR RFIZE
B R, A 7 /N BE 73 A1 45 2R RE A L 52 Bk
Ry [ AR DA YRR/ ING BE 1) L SEME O 3 A
B TGN IBORE it 5 AT 0 — D TR AR .

FpF RN AR IR BUARSG , — S 00 T, WA 7
ARBNFEA, T RN AW K g g2 228 ok
WA RWENIE T iX — s, 7EREER 61 R,
MY IR AIHT 5 AP 3 FONTE AR, BT /MY
5 MM S B AKE Yy, U B A FEE A AR R
A NPT R AR A A R
A T PR AR 3 125 8] o 408 1 BE ) AR B 10 R fi
TR 15 XS o /N B 2 e AL B R AR v R A
AR i 4f B 22 Y A3 ) B O (A RS ) | DAL, b AR G
K R Z 3N 20 A R /b 2 3 A B £
JEE O SR B g 3 AR R T NI SE AL B < Fh
TR HOANE B R 32 2R 7R/ 2R T HL S REA
REAR I 8 BE A G 55 (A R ) R A A M A R I b
TR R g R AR A
FA AR NERP T 5K, TR BTl 25. 964 o, BPAIRAS T
A AR QAR v B A, AT LAGR B 5 m T TARE AN 0 A
20 25 X ) ( Tripterospermum filicaule ( Hemsl.) H.
Smith ) FfF4/N, TR0 B 35140 0. 425 10 473
g, HLEEGR = B AR 3 b 22 S A 4 mT LA A B 1Y)
PSR AR AR 15 B M1 R/ NS R BIL R, E T, G
TG TR R /N 1 52w AL A I8 AT G2 — Rk
W BIRA D2  )CRE) A TE B S R T KON
S22 AAS G2 5 I BIF 5T 5 SR H) oK REIE S A )
A R ST OR/INELAT B A DG

KTFFR/NG R G 5 FR A AT D
WREHGE ™ . WA IR S oK R, RY & & 7 st
TR~ R/ ISR AZ 5307 1) B AT A S 2 i/ T X 5
PR BT 4 SR — 3, (R B S B2 i) R/

AW RFENZE S, P10, AR5 h RESIR 12 Fh
SR 2RO FARTRA R Fh P2 T KL R
Fae /NI A G I, R4 B 4 B R
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