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Abstract

Aims Rosaceae is a widely-distributed family with numerous economic resource plants in China. However, the
species richness pattern and the current conservation status of resource plants remain poorly evaluated. Here we
aim to identify the economic resource plants of Rosaceae in China, estimate the species richness patterns for all
Rosaceae plants combined and for different resource groups and evaluate the relationships between species rich-
ness patterns and environmental variables. We also evaluate the current conservation status of economic resource
plants of Rosaceae.

Methods We first made the species list of all 914 Rosaceae species in China and identified the species with dif-
ferent economic usages, including edible, ornamental, medicinal plants and fruit germplasm resources. We then
collected high-resolution distribution maps of all Rosaceae species, estimated the species richness patterns by
overlapping these maps, and identified the diversity hotspots of different species groups. With high-resolution en-
vironmental data, we compared the effects of different environmental variables on the species richness and species
composition of all Rosaceae species combined and the four main resource groups using generalized linear models
(GLM) and redundancy analysis (RDA). Finally, we evaluated the conservation status of Rosaceae with distribu-
tion data overlaid by maps of nature reserves of China in ArcGIS.

Important findings 1) The species richness hotspots of Rosaceae in China are mainly located in the mountain
areas in the north, east and west of Sichuan basin as well as Hengduan Mountains. 2) Species richness patterns of
Rosaceae are mainly determined by humidity factors. 3) Poorly protected species are mainly in Hengduan Moun-
tains, Southeast Yunnan and Xizang, and concentrated in the genus of Rubus.
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HER EAN A XSSP 2 FE AR 22 e, B4R
MIZFEER S G R o 1K —HE o) B R Rl — B AR 7S
EEFNAE W Hh 3 2 B % 00 7] (Gaston, 2000; Wang et
al., 2012a). B FEAHH 2 FF 1 1) 25 (B0 J) B L R AS
AT AR NS AN 5] DX 5 7 5 SRBSARSE . AR
Wi A RN IE B S EE AR ) o B 2 0 R AR
(Ricklefs, 2004), 4 B T4 AR R 2 FE1E
AR VE IR RE 1. M20TH 20K DLk, Rl atx
KIAEPEAT ¥ KERTT (Wang et al., 2012a), HHTK
TYFh 2 BEPE 2 RIS SR RO A B RFES R U
(Palmer & White, 1994; T EEHEE, 2009), {HA[FME
UL ARX AR AT AE T 12 4 il

WP 2 R A DA% = A DA D A AR PR B A ik
b 7 S 3L R F ) 45 3 (Brown, 2014). FACIAEEA
3 B RE IR SN AR B 5 U o B R (K
R L SRR S ) AT LRZ I — AN 1 X () P Rk
BT KRS AF AT AR ZE T AR A L X AT LA
ARECE Z IR, AT 2 ) il 2 R P B A% R
(Currie, 1991; O’Brien, 1993; McGlone, 1996). Ulft
BRI 43 2 A 4 2 1 Hh XA 42 (1) ' A 1 FH (Schinei-
der & Childers, 1941). 7K4riz%ii(Cavender-Bares et
al., 2005)f14: 58 (Morales et al., 2013)25 i F2#L AT BE
52 BN [F AR L A PR, AR ) 7 3K L b [X 1) 43 A7
27 FIBR M, RILY)FP 2 B PE B AR (Whittaker et
al., 2007; Xu et al., 2013). AE3EF AT R 2 A1k
A AEIREL, IR A SR BT 2 I AR AT, I
LA 558 5 5 A v 1 L e X AT DA A AR A R
(1) I6EHE T, AT 2549 55 2 W) F (Stein et al., 2014;
Shrestha et al., 2018). Y0 2 A% JR ik 52 3t
SR . L DT SRR R BRI R A
BT TSR o 3 (L I8 s S8 5 sh ] Uit
I RR, I ARAE RV Fh PR 24k, b X (14
FhZ BEVE(Fieldsa et al., 2012; Hughes & Atchison,
2015). [RIEHPFRY B2 2 AR SRR SRR 2 . AR
BRI AV 2 PRI 5 32 B HAH S A
AOLTRZIA, kA R A B e TR A A
S FTE B S A AR A, B XS N L S 45, %
S SR RN BB AR S R AT ZE PR R R IX, %
REEIY AP 2 FE 1Bk (Wiens & Donoghue, 2004;
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Wang et al., 2011; Xu et al., 2013). B4k, Ji A 4%
AL A DA R MR RN 22 5 A R 1Y) E
RIZE . WA KUK AR ECR A X 245 58 2 144
FiAEAE N oRIMARIE RS B K, M AR A% 5 0K 3
Z BN X V) 2 AR (Svenning & Skov,
2007a; Liu et al., 2017). FMA R SRV 2 AEPEAS
Jai PRI 2R B R 0 B A 1 95— Bk ) 4518 (Shrestha
et al., 2018), [A—BFAEAFHLIX K 2 FEVEAS Rt
AIAEZ AR AI R R . #ou T4 e 88 FrethX
1M 5 FLWFh 2 FEPEAE = BT AL A E S0 72

PRURY PP AR 0 N SRR 2 A g B BB 7
UM E P Rl 45 BT A AT SO AE A (wild har-
vested plants)F1/EH) 1) B A2 302 2 (crop wild rela-
tives), HI# AT DLEL# A N RIR L B F0 A LA
AEFRIT A, 5 AR S IRAR AR B R 5 8 U AE A
Y& R 2 B K {EH (Brehm et al., 2010; Sher
etal., 2012), TEMFEFEEH. 2. ks
MBS R BERL BEIR. RM. SR, YRS
i, LA RO LB B R (T 2 R ) 55 (AT R R 5,
1989). BRI EH T X AR ATk e m L H
K, MZZEMRR, (BEGRIPAEYFKT
PRI 56 G VT A B8 D TE A 00 52 B T %42
Fh 255 8 5N Z A% (Brehm et al., 2010). flf LA
TR 22 B PR SR B A A Tl X B N % 5% 31 57
DA™ B AER A R T T B S

AR AL BRI A X B AR — A
Bl EERE3WEL, 88-100/&, £13 000Ff(Xiang €t al.,
2017), # [# A 51 J& 1000 £ Bl (Wu & Raven,
1994-2009). #& 7 FHEL & Bk R Amygdal oideae)
T 75 IV F}(Rosoi deae) 1l % A W £} (Dryadoideae) —
ANERY, o kAR % 2O RS 1 2 LK
B (n57 FMalus domestica.  #kAmygdalus persica.
i Ff Fragaria x ananassa). 1t 77 (1 H Z= 1t Rosa
chinensi ) FIZG M 2, X NKB A=A E A A E R
LB (Zhang et al., 2017).  H BTG HRHIHT 5T
FEAE T IR 5k (Amsellem et al., 2000; Fan
et al., 2013; Ru et al., 2015). AH 2% (Wells et al.,
2002; Wheeler et al., 2005; Lin-Wang et al., 2010). %
4i2%(Lee & Wen, 2001; Potter et al., 2007; Shi et al.,
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2013)55 R 72 o SR1M, RT3 ek Fp 2 FEvEA
JR B FARS B AE St T R 2D B R R TE (an A B
R (Peyravi, 2015)FFAE 22 25 W71l [X Polylepis)a
(Mendosa & Cano, 2011)). JCH 2 AAEHE N A
F= 5 1 [ v R R S LR IR A (1 2 R
JR ARG FERAE, 32 R DR D SR Al 40 R 11
B 5 R b 1) A B

EEX IR R, A 50RO RS A o
AAEHE(S0 km x 50 km), 73+ B35 2R R A I BE )5
TP 2 BEPERS R, VRAG ORI R . FLAATT
T, AFAEERZ T DL R 1) E SRR
s ] & G IRRE DT 2 AR VA R 2 LA S
X AR TEAT 4 X 3R o B & AR 2 fe e 55
i A 2 AR AR A SRS R B BRI G
2 2y EREHREY, B2 A R R AR %
PR BPARGL TArT?

1 #HRA7EE

1.1 BIESHHR
1.1.1 &R

AW T T A B AR B 44 sk R H
(Flora of China) #&1]h(Wu & Raven, 1994-2009),
FEAHE H 7 2 A2 2R Rfe T A SCH RS RR}
ViRhiesz 442 5% . (ERIERE b, FRAT B T4 kF
G TGV R AR B A, PR TN B AR
PR a5 R oR, H BB LA 3 R A
914/,

R AT ISR . AR IZRE DT
g, B3 2R M A D & F (B SR AL ek F1 5%
WY TEARERAL . 24 FH AT K SRR o T Y428 B IRAE ) -
Hp, SHEMRSE T (FEEYE) 36386
(BTFEVRZE, 1989). (HEEHART —HEWE) (46
WHEEE, 2003). (HEZSFHEDE) (PHENRILA
] 7 Ml 3 7 R A R R [ R 2 B AR BT ST
2012)55 kL MRS H T (P EEDE)
3638 (AR LS, 1989). ([ AR S A M A
) (FERE, 2010). CEARFEY 10005 (a5 HIA
BEATRE, 2012) (AR SO B S )l it 3L, 2009)
(R EEY) S BT AR R ) —60 46 ) (FE B3R
AIXITE, 2007) LA S KL BT WD) (FHZE5H, 1955)
k. HEYMESE T (hEAHEYE) X
BRI, 2016). (HEZAEEILE) GEZE RS

255 RAE VAR, 1960) . (A E 25 EYI(—))
(A EE, 2014) (HEHEY)E) H36-38G(ATFER
&, 1980 (R EZG L) (R N RILFE
M = I i SR R e R 2 B A AR TR BT, 2012)5%
Bokbe KA SRR YE (P EMEYE) 236-38
B (AR, 19892 ILiT763 () ik, HT2%
TRHRZ, WL

AR B R b e S R ) 2 B ) P 44
) (BT, 2017), BATRRC T E SR A
WG IX— 4 Sk T B i b e 2 )
2 JE A B A T VA o ARIETUCN SR G R 41 1
b, PEER 3 N SE(CR) BFE(EN)F S
FE(VU)o X [F— MR A [F R B A A [F e
S, N 44 1B VU-EN-CR I 7 45 38 5 id (i
EN-CR, VU-EN%%). Z55LE0R, F B kLA 58
A Z AR o

S R AT R 4 5 NIRRT B UR
I T 5% S IR I S A5 B L B SR DL
1.1.2 ¥IMSHmEE

AT A R EdE ke CREARAR
W7y A RI4E ) (Fang et al., 2011; Wang et al., 2011).
] [ K bR A BHJEF- 6 (http://www.nsii.org.cn/) “H
FE] b 7 AEL P B8 2 DA R o B B &, IEH
(Flora of China) f&i] iit(Wu & Raven, 1994-2009)
BT TR W0 o A s 1) 23 () o He e N B4
RN Fh o AT s B AER I, FRATEUCEE YR 4y
A B B, K ] 7 X (e A A B B R R R
JEIB) B AR BRI B 43 2 A5, HARYE
VIR B AT AR IR SR B E PR S L
(1973 A DX 3o A0 2 8] 43 A0 S o I T AR AL 380N
1 960.54 km® s N 1 4 BRI AU 0 bh 22 A M Al S 5
Wi, AHT5%H Arcgis 9.3 (ESRI, Redlands, CA)¥E
G 53 A7 B T A0 BT R AR B4 5 (Ol 4 R ) [
B T B N50 kMRS TE S, AR 245 T 07
Tih S X (B dE R b E 55 i R k) Hoad 5 T
FUNT A% /N —2F(1 250 km) I . 4k,
TEARIR S, A RS G TR 5 LA
fl B . B2, WFFRIX A3 7944 KRS FH T 5 824
P2 FEMA Rl B A Geit AT . BERILE R T84
W 43 A DX R i 1 XA
1.1.3 IMEHIE

AHIE TP 0 A R 0 HE AR B
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AR VKIS A s DA% AR B S o i i, e, 81
RAMWERE T3 AR BRI REETN . BER
T A AT R (MAT) . A ZEF AR
(MTCQ). &R FISIRMTWQ). FE/KH T EFE
T B K B (AP) 1 48 E (M) R A SE PR 28 &
(AET)o S5 ZET 1 R 7 B8 U5 R 230 14 (TSN) A %
KEFEPSN). H1, MAT. MTCQ. MTWQ. AP.
TSNATPSN%; 5 K [ Worldclim M 3 (Hijmans et al.,
2005), JEUR5rHEE A1, TEArcgis 10.0 (ESRI, Red-
lands, CA)H E RAEFI50 kmo TSNE A HFHS
BRFRAEZE, TPSNIUE XA H B K & 128 57 R4
(Hijmans et al., 2005). AETHIMI% H Thornthwaite /1
Hare (1955)[7735 1543, 43 I 1 7 Bk R
1) T M X SEBR AT AR BRI K 9 AR AE 5 B T I E 2R
BUR 7K 2L RCIR L (Mecabe et al., 1990).

AR S It Rl S IR S 22 (ELER) 4F- 18
AR A ] 2 5 (MATR) R AE B K 2245 1) 22 53 (APR) o
ELERFH B A W A% Hh A v A B ARV k1) 22 A8 v BT
K, FHUARILHLIE (1) 52 Z 1% (Kerr & Packer, 1997).
RO R R B BT MR BE A GTOPO30
(http://eros.usgs.gov/#/Find_Data/Products_and Data
Available/gtopo30_info), Ji 4h 7 #¥ 3 K3, FH K
F100 m. 5Ll tth, MATRAAPRH A W k% o 5 i 1)
SRR (R R K ) 5 B IR I AT 3 SR (K
BN ZEEITHE MR, BTSRRI 2R
FworAn, 2% AT FL(Wang et al., 2011), 7£
RS MR, X AR B AL E AR E

KK A VK (LGM) LA SR 1A% AR 40 AL H LGM
PLK B 47 455 iR A8 4k (anomaly MAT). LGMEAK
(AR BE K B A8 K (anomaly AP). LGM LK1
AR AL ) 23 (0] 32 A 38 K (velocity. MAT) A K& LGM LA
ok A P K 5 A2 A 1 73 [A] 3T #% 18 2 (velocity_AP).
anomaly MAT fllanomaly AP ALGM i} #iMAT (AP)
FIARMAT (AP) ) 2 E BN (MAT present — MATLGu) !
(APpresent — AP Gw)](Sandel et al., 2011), kBT LGM
B 3 DL ke 2% b S A% AR A6 B0 B . velocity MAT I
velocity AP~ N T 1B EEMATELAPHIAR (L, W)
MLGME 2B I R AE TR ZIE A I BE B . X it
i b5 FH % Hh X LGME H DR B A fig AR A0 T 2 0K,
[ BN R XM T R B L R SR T A5 DR R O
(Loarie et al., 2009). Velocity 115 /7152 M. Loarie
££(2009) . LGME BA S5 4504 >k H Worldelim 9 3,
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H RS (GCM) T TR, RIS 7 8%
RPEE#| /#4225 (Hijmans et al., 2005). 7EiHH
LGMB BAS A4 (i #2 Hh, A3 3808 FH I GCMAR
A MIROC-ESM (Watanabe et al., 2011), CCSM
v3 (Collins & Halliday, 2005)FICCSM v4 (Gent &
Danabasoglu, 2011). Kimura%s(2014) #5738,
MIROC-ESM #5718 43 [ = i £ 45 0o o 2 A 8 70 A1
(182 JE R s T CCSMAR Y, H 5 72 /N CCSM
R, AT 72 K FHMIROC-ESMAR 7Y 1) 7 7 445 IR
(Wang et al., 2017). &M EiAe 5 2 8] [ PearsontH %
R RAE M RIS
1.14 ®RIFX 7 HEIE

vh [ SRR X 3 A1 B oK H Zhang%(2015).
R BRI T A 201 24F i [ 2 7 13344
KR E RGP X857 % B AR X 1 £ 73
Gt R TR X EIALE . AL R RIS
AEE . ABIEEACE BV RIS
1.2 WRFG*
1.2.1 YMHBHEMIEREEMERFHXR

%%, IATHHIS0 km x 50 km K40 2315 Hd,
5T RN WE TR AR 2 FEME, FF ] Arcgis 10.5
L] T R A R I R 2 B R . LR,
IRIE P Fh 44 55, FRATT 23 Joll ik B0 1 D9 2% 0% A A7 (B
SHEY. EARSAEY) . 25 BRI SRR 5 5%
PRI ZFEERE S . 25 =, FRAUGE TR M
R BEURAEY) 7 AR R L, R T ok
PR . BBV, FRATE AR IR R 2 R
B3¢ 15 [P 5% T A (IR BCR O B IS AN 1) e L 22 4
P X (Orme et al., 2005; Shrestha et al., 2018).
SR e 4 DU R VRS i A M X B AT B o, 0 32 1
TR VA PG X DL R R 28, =2y
KE VY I G, 2 5l 58 SO — A
BRI S RAGT P SRI, FE
BT T X ek DX AR 3 A

BT Z RV R R &R R 7, AHEAR
T B ARATE ZE T S R AR AT T R
RS R ANk LY R CASEAS Y S
TR &R, FFHEEL T BAY I [a] I 22 H5 (B 36 855 A
TR — A AL, PP 2R AR AL KN F
Pseudo-R?, PALITAY — 3% M1 55158 59 (Shrestha et al.,
2018). AE—L MWkl A SR 7K R,
AU P S AT HE R R R AL B, FORRSE IR F4E R
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A R AR BHEHT TUA /M (RDA), R T YA Er 5
I 715 AT AN RDASR, 7 —4EE FEoR,
DIRAY P A SR F IR R
122 EEB/YMAFRPIRSRIPE SO0

e, BATE A E I E R R R R R X
EORIEHE b, A — F PR HOT X 3T S
TFEI L, DLEA M 71 I B8 04 A5 3t [X 52 A 57 (IR
o XFFR—AWE, BATIE T BRI XAER
H T AR AN, LA R 4R AR IS T 32 4R
PRI . DA TR X B S WS AR X T
FAARINTF 5 km® (X — {8 A B/ MR X T A I
WHRZ MR X B i . SEPRIL 131 8494
PR3 X SR . 2)MA% IR XA B, A
TE— AWM R Y X B T2, A8 Hab AR X
AN 3RS X SR R AR TR L] . 4)fR
P11 X 7 i T AR A2 7S /N T RS TR 1 10%0 3% 2845 bR
A AN 8] 77 T B — N WA SZ ORGP R R .
TS HLX, P E PRI T S AR A SR 1 A
RHLIX . S IREAE I AR X DA R — U 2Kk
EHX, RS T A X PR Y B iR 4 PR
TRARIIME, FH DA AN [ 28 ) 4 s [X 52 AR 47 1)
AR

FLUR, AT 543 A i B AN EL A8 4 R
[X 78 5 1) R A R D AT Y R 1) 22 57 25 R L2 AR
TR o, TRATEY A A6 X 4 IR AU N T
Hez, BUAT25%AE kI8 (Jetz & Rahbek, 2002;
Shrestha et al., 2018), J:3RAPedg 22540 HIX,

R RO R 1SS SR AN GRS AR L

KA oA X A IR g OR P X 78 55 O A% O
HEB, HURT25%AE 92 R4 ZE P A, HL3R45226
o B8 =, KB RI Z IRIF L ORISR, 1
FORA ISR, 20950 . FATA NI LEFg
WA ORISR . BETOR, FAMEE T
TRAP S VRN 2 FEVERS R, JRAEArcgis 1054
K, DLRA E 8 R A B DR 47 8 55 X (78 R DR 4700
JalX). [, FAIGE ORISR B BT EE Y,
AR ST MR 53 52 1 1) 35 PR HE A B ke = (R 4P

G, AT TSR A F) & A BRI )
(R SR POIRGLI 2 5o IRAEI R 44 5%, AT
ik AR BRI 15 &, b 17 R SRR A
VIR FEIRERAE b, AR T S 8 fR 5
VIRh AN E L AR A B, LAl BT
VS RE VD DR AFOIR 0 A 75 A7 R 1) 22 57

BT E S 8 TAETER v3.3 (https://cran.
r-project.org/) ' 5€ fill o

2 R

TR TR b AR TP E — Le R R
210 J& (W B 7 JB Rubus. 3575 & Rosal 2% % 3¢ J&
Potentilla) il ) — L& 45 /N () A A P & (5% &
Malusfil Ll # & Crataegus) N (1) JL MR &)
FER PR S A B TR 3 B LUK R
JRR N E, R R E LR M N T, R
SIEEBEL Y NE . BN &N
F B ) L K SR AR TR (R 1)

Table 1 Numbers of resources plant species and poorly protected species in genera with =15 species in Rosaceae

I=E4 LULUDSE 4 R Y Y el AR AR ZiRRY) KRR R RIEYRSE R ES TR
Genus name Number of FhE (L) Edible plants  Ornamental Medicinal ~ Fruit germpla- Total number 47 & (L f)
species Number (propor- plants plants sm resource of resource  Number (proportion)
tion) of poorly species of poorly protected
protected species resource species
HHFJE Rubus 206 74 (0.359) 27 10 63 171 175 51(0.291)
R Rosa 94 27 (0.287) 10 53 37 36 57 3 (0.053)
ZHKE Potentilla 83 11 (0.133) 4 16 36 0 40 0
k%R Spiraea 67 13 (0.194) 0 37 23 0 39 3(0.077)
1eMkJE Sorbus 64 13 (0.203) 2 11 17 22 26 0
)T J& Cotoneaster 61 4(0.066) 0 20 16 55 58 3(0.052)
Fi4JE Photinia 43 17 (0.395) 0 7 9 1 10 0
P28 Cerasus 38 0 5 13 15 19 23 0
¥ E Malus 23 2 (0.087) 7 19 14 20 21 1 (0.048)
11#% & Crataegus 18 5(0.278) 6 6 13 15 16 4(0.250)
F2%HEE Neillia 15 7 (0.467) 0 6 3 0 6 0
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o ] 85 R 4 ER A A R W Ao 22 B A T R PR
7 Ll DA SE DY 1 B g L LB s, T AE P BT
X b P AR EA AL P IR B AR,
R A BRI A R A B DX 1) o R BEUR
T 2 FEVERS R AT TRRE 2 AR (K 2 PSR
HA B — 80Uk, (ARG ZEMNE2). PS5
VDI X BN SR, SR RIEY I
(<Y A L [X 2 B A 8 DU 1 3 (B ER . 2R
FRFIVHES, Rel 2 Zeid . KT LA AR L L ik X3
IR R B R PAERITILX, DL PSR
(R Gtus (K3) . EARREINT 1L X2 4 Al Je 4K
LRI 2 REE R X, E A AT #

45°N
40°N
35°N
30°N . Al
: .f' T —=hn
25°N r y A -
20°N | 'm0 6108 1
1% =190 gs
I5°N|  30-60 AR
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Bl FEF SR F 2 FEEAR R . AR BER R S %

F - Z TR ROk L
Fig. 1 Species richness pattern of Rosaceae in China. Colors
reflect number of Rosaceae species in each grid cell.
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20N | fim A s | B < | e P
. 3058 . B o0 R ososy | LS L o
159 N | 906030 =% i R | sy, —— WA | 0gst km AR
90°E 100°E 110°E 120°E 130°E 90°E 100°E 110°E 120°E 130°E 90°E 100°E 110°E 120°E 130°E
B2 P EEEES TR (Y. ARG SR KR SR Rl 2 RIS R R S X . 5R
— BT 2 FEMEAS R, B RS IX (BB R AR YA F ' FEAE AR MU TR B AL 8, BB =B BRI A 5 R R A
E A LA o

Fig. 2 Species richness patterns and hotspots of the four main resource groups (edible, ornamental, medicinal plants and fruit
germplasm resources) of Rosaceae. The left column shows species richness patterns. The central column shows species richness
hotspots (different colors represent different quantiles of species richness in each grid cell). The right column shows the ratios of
the number of resource species and the number of all species in each grid cell.
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AL RN KE . RS, %
KPR o5 40 AR B (1) LU A7 AE B R ) 2
AR ZE . BN E, SHEY. Eks
A AE AN 24 F R A PE S 6P SRR AR A6 5 ) b A A
e, 7K SR BT B3 5 U AE A b ST 5 2R S 2 5 e
R L) B = (E2)

7R AR M 5 R, Ko R A T A
R TR Fh DA K % R G IRME AP 2 FEEAS R A B
T EFREF(R2). EPTHRERE S, HAKRE
TR BT URAE Y (1) 2 FE 5 IR ZE T HERILGM AR
R B E R R R R R E IR R(ER2). Xt R
Y, LR IR IR X, #%
TREHEY 2 BEVE R, AR R AR
PRI X 45, R 2 A R, TIELGM
DA R (LGM LSRR FE T . B K34
I 55 R) RA B A A8 A = 1) 3 4 3o 22 50 R b X
TRHE ) 2 FEVE N ALIR(FR2). RDAZIREIR, ¥
Tt o AT 2F 2 52 L PR B B I RS e (SR V), E B
FEUW R —RDAH T AIIMAT. MIFlvelocity APZ:[A|
TR 55 —RDA S /7 [ [f10gELER.  velocity MAT
TN K1 (P % IV) o

I 8K v SRR ZR A G DX 1 AR AR IX T AR %
K, MR EEHHIX BAA R X B ERZ, HK

45°N
40° N
35°N
30°N L
iy i
o =1
25°N 1 A o TR e
) .
20°N 3
-4
15°N {74/ [X Natural Reserve
90° E 100° E 110°E 120°E 130°E

B3 b E RS BRSO (AT . T AR SR AL AR )
2R KRR B 2 AR R X B . B
CLIRH AR TR A L X BRI O R B, TR AR T
1.5. SRR IRIE E K PORA 9 5 AR X 731

Fig. 3 The overlaid map of species richness hotspots of the
four resource groups (edible, ornamental, medicinal plants and
fruit germplasm resources) of Rosaceae. The orange and red
colors represent the number of resource groups sharing the
grid cell as their hotspot (see Materials and Methods 1.5).
Green color represents national and provincial natural re-
serves in China.

2 R RS RSB, RS . 25
Y. KRB G BIR) YA 2 R A R SRR R TR &R

Table 2 Relationships between species richness patterns and environ-
mental variables for all species combined and for the four main resource
groups (i.e. edible, ornamental, medicinal plants and fruit germplasm re-
sources) of Rosaceae

HEATRE AR

Y a2 KRB

Environmental ~ All Edible Ornamental Medicinal Fruit

variables species  plants plants plants Germplasm
Resource

AR

Temperature

MAT 14.4 24.1 15.4 16.6 19.0

MTCQ 21.4 20.5 18.0 18.1 29.2

MTWQ 3.7 20.1 7.7 9.3 3.7

Bk

Precipitaion

AP 252 273 21.6 259 279

Ml 35.0 243 28.7 31.1 36.2

AET 232 353 24.7 28.4 28.0

AT

Climate

Seasonality

TSN -19.3 5.2 -9.7 -8.2 -30.6

PSN —11.1 -8.6 -9.8 -12.7 -12.0

A5t T

Habitat

heterogeneity

logELER 21.0 2.4 11.3 10.9 19.4

logMATR 20.1 2.0 10.8 10.2 18.7

logAPR 9.3 23 5.6 5.8 7.1

KRR UKII LA

R

Climate Change

since the LGM

anomaly MAT —-12.7 -1.7 -7.1 -9.0 -17.1

anomaly AP 5.5 n.s. -3.7 -1.8 6.8

velocity MAT 253  -10.6 -17.2 -17.4 -30.9

velocity AP -11.5  -159 -11.9 -10.5 -17.8

B R R TARA [ (9 B Pseudo-RME (%), 115 R i £ REdE 5308
TR, s Fom BURAGHIRA R TR AR 1 L T2
i e, AET, 4FSibrz& e anomaly AP, RV RE VKA LIRAE [ K S48
{k; anomaly MAT, RIREEVKITI LR 2 IRAAL; AP, fFEREKE; APR,
Bk IR 2 5 ELER, WHR® 25, MAT, SE-TEISUR; MATR, SRIEZS
(25, MI, IBIEFEEG MTCQ, RWZFFHR; MTWQ, &IEFEFIIS
i PSN, BEKZTTHE; TSN, EZZT1E; velocity AP, RUCH UK LR
R KRR I 25 )T 8 % velocity. MAT, ARk LAk 4 5iRA8 1k
EHESEIbN R U

Pseudo-R (%) are shown by the numbers. “~” represents negative relation-
ships and “n. s.” represents non-significant relationships. The environmental
variables with the highest pseudo-R’ in each group are shown in bold. Vari-
able abbreviations: AET, actual annual evapotranspiration; anomaly AP, AP
anomaly between the present and the LGM; anomaly MAT, MAT anomaly
between the present and the LGM; AP, annual precipitation; APR, range of
annual precipitation; ELER, elevational range; MAT, mean annual tempera-
ture; MATR, range of mean annual temperature; MI, moisture index; MTCQ,
mean temperature of the coldest quarter; MTWQ, mean temperature of the
warmest quarter; PSN, precipitation seasonality; TSN, temperature seasonal-
ity; velocity AP, spatially migration velocity to track AP change since the
LGM;velocity MAT, spatially migration velocity to track MAT change since
the LGM.
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Z AN, AR IR YA [ P25
DX (B DY 1 2 b0 s R 350 R0 7 50 L X)) B OR3P X
8 55 AR PR v, T At 28 ) 1 A e X (A B
X ZRU& AN AR 25 10308 2 b DXO) e ORA [X 78 5 1)
FREEARN BAR(BI3) . FES A THUIX N, R4 X
T 15 1 R B A7 172 60%—80%, oAb 24 F R A 3 s
AT U 248 A b XA R4 X7 6 1D PR A L A8 B
T G Ath 288 T3t A R X DR A X7 i P L 451 DU A1
(#3)o BRIPGEHIX P, PR A B AR X
ANEUAEL11-2.01 22 Ja]; FrePY 28 $ 50 b X 5 1=,
FoAh R R X AR PR X 78 55 AR LA 7245
FI L X B 2 RIRK, S T6.8%-16.1% 2 [A];
Forp, <DYZRHA S H X 78 56 T A A e, 1816.1%,
ok A [E T A R X AR A B T AR 1 L (14.9%,
DA faFRe 4 B35 K F), i oAt A0 s 3 X P F £
P11 IX 7 S AR T A E P KR, R =k
TR B — B I, H R X 7 55 1 T R
EE AN g 1A 21 42 S 37K (1 61%F146% . £ 52K
A HL X P, PR X 7 5 T AN T 10% 11 XA 20
M T30%-45% (A, Hr, &R APYSE S
X LR, R B OR 3 X 78 55 R (RI ORI X 7
= AV T 10%) R B IR D i — 280,
2R FR SRR SRR 5 TR A X I AR X
R YT 40%, F XL XA 2 — 2R PR
P AR X 78 2 AR T 10%, TR37 B8 JI8E55(3K3).

TEFT A 209 Fh R4 55 Fl rpr, 7K SR 5T B3 U5 LE
Bl L6 15, HIREFERGMHEY12F). 2
Y SFH M YR, W EHEER T
B R (R 4) -

3 MR 2 R XA RAFIR I

Table 3 Conservation status of species diversity hotspots of Rosaceae

PRI YF L BITEA & 2 M 2 7R K. 18
VIR B 2 1SR, R 55 PP 0 F]
46.7% A% . AR TR LB B s S kR
T2 R R B 15 B R (R 1) 1o ARk
[ f KB B T R, RIS A A 74, Ll
11535.9%, HAESTFES 2 B E MR IEYFEED.
TP 55 Rl 22 BEVEAR J5 5 3 AR 4 S B
2 BEPEAR R A R 2 R (B14) . DRI TS A 32 22
ERIEMWTILIX . SRR PEUZR LR G
TS, MRS 2 AR RIS HL X ) LT3
PRA G5 (K43 A7

3 iTig
30 EEMNYMZIHEMERERESTERTH

K&
W R A AR A 4K 2 B AR ) Y 2 4

S VU ZE A AEER . AR ANVE (B ). X AN A Ff
T 1A W 5 B EL A AR B R (AR OR AR A,
Wang et al., 2012a; ft {9 J& (Rhododendron)f& ¥,
Shrestha et al., 2018). ZiA KA, &k IR £ 4
PERS R R I =AM DX Wi %, 2)iF
P PIRR G 2, 3) I X R R A £ . X =
ANRE S5 20 0l 52 A [R] DR 2R s el 1 7 A 1 o
3.1 MRSEMAESETHERRNIER
T, O X YRR 2 R AR A R T A
LGMI H LR A A% A8 4 PH 7 3 (R4 FH ) 25 51 BAR
S R T IR F R B AK ARG« 7T A
AF 2 B X ) P 22 R B 51 (3R 2) - RDAZ AT A

st [X A o4 4 BRI X 78 5 11 AR IX I R X E SRR R X s AV
Type of hotspot Number of [ % L 451 SEIAN$ Proportion of area 10% ) 9 4% e B ]
grid cells  Proportion of grid cells  Mean number of covered by natural  Proportion of grid cells
covered by natural natural reserves in reserves with < 10% of area cov-
reserves each grid cell ered by natural reserve
AR All species 189 0.693 1.47 0.135 0.397
Y Edible plants 165 0.721 1.58 0.102 0.327
FE#AEY) Ornamental plants 187 0.717 1.52 0.124 0.380
24 FIfEY) Medicinal plants 185 0.735 1.55 0.122 0.373
KRFNFE LR Fruit germplasm resource 172 0.727 1.57 0.137 0.424
PU# 5 Type IV hotspot 78 0.782 2.01 0.161 0.333
=S Type TIT hotspot 94 0.691 1.18 0.091 0.426
2RI Type 11 hotspot 25 0.680 1.40 0.116 0.360
H—H A Type I hotspot 65 0.631 1.11 0.068 0.446
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4 EHHRLSTHERA (R A ARG BRI KRR
JBE BRI A DR T 55 R )

Table 4 The number of poorly protected species of the four main resource
groups (edible, ornamental, medicinal plants and fruit germplasm resources)
of Rosaceae

BURET
Resource type

WREE RISV R EESS YR L

Total number Number of poorly Proportion of poorly

of species protected species  protected species
HEY
Edible plants 120 ! 0.008
MRAED)
Ornamental 286 12 0.042
plants
ALk
Medicinal plants 495 8 0.016
KR 5 U5
Fruit germplasm 398 61 0.153
resource
45°N
40°N
35°N
30°N
0 500 km
25°N 1 X e -
2 u
20°N 3-4
5-10
15°N| mm 11-39
90°E 100°E 110°E 120°E 130°E

B4 FHERORL A RIS RI IV I 2 RETEAS R o ORI 5S
VT e SRS R (73 A5 X B /NI 25% W0 Rl 5 52 R4 82
S5 1A e (9 A S TR A DR A7 X7 2 £ 19X 00 /N 19 25%) 7
T

Fig. 4 Species richness pattern of poorly protected species
in Rosaceae. The definition of poorly protected species is the
intersection between narrowly-ranged species (bottom 25% of
range sizes) and the species whose distributed grid cells are
less protected (bottom 25% numbers of distributed grids cov-
ered by natural reserves).

BN R R AT KRG SRR R
TP ORI, HL A5 2= 1 1 I A FH RH K 30 6 A AH IR
(BESRTV) o Forp, ARG A 5 B30 o R i 47 A Y
PR HIEY ) A0, TSR 2R, 0T 3%
R M AR B Y AR B TR, TR ek sEs
SRR AR S R R, IF B AR A
Fr % 87K 53, AT 5% 00 5 & 3 % (Schneider & Chil-
ders, 1941; Xu et al., 2016). X, T RokFEL Al
REE e R AR A VR AN BR f AR A 7E /K 2% A
BOBRAMHIX Ao BAL, TR SR R E
W) 45 S22 (Morales et al., 2013), 1] %A 2 BERAE
R 7K 4318 i R0% (Cavender-Bares et al., 2005),
2 R 1) 35 AR A7) 1) B R - R RN SR 1) X340 A

T A 2 74 1k B P X A e B K, 25 5t IR i
A, T REPI AR T LB R, WO S R AR
W2 REME S A 9C IS AR (Schmitt et al., 2013; Shrea-
tha et al., 2018).

EFTA R T, SFERHEY) 2 5 57K 5
IR 7 IR AH S B i (2 2), 1t 5k T L 5 3R IR -1 R A
KMo X BLGE B PR AR A J % BT SR Y
(RIADFh 2 FEIERE S B B2 K RE M . AT AL R I
SR T AR AR ARG 2 FEERS R £ 2 1
(IR 7T 45 AN ] o Ebdn, WangZ5(2011)F] i o [ 430
RATEWIN 3 AT, 5 T v ER AR Fh 2 4
MR E ST, RIHAFREZ T EARAED
ZREEAG R 2 T, AR B R R
)T DY Aol 14 1) A 5T R AR 0 X (R AR AR
Y Z RS R . X T RS2 R A% R} 2 2R T
Z= 3 AR 7 HB X (Aldasoro et al., 2005; Oh & Potter,
2005; Lo et al., 2009; Dobes & Paule, 2010; Chin
et al., 2014), AW TR B AR SR A RS AL 1)
H(Xu et al., 2013), XFFEA R 2 PR, Hmmxt
M- S R 0] VR 5 s P Rt N 1l 5 g 7 %N
TR AR A KB Ry YR R 2R, SR ) TR B AH 2
(PR AR S AL, W A 2RI A e 55 5 (Wang et al.,
2011). R RGN FRIR, AR X
TR EE ) ES B P 0y (Alldasoro et al., 2005; Oh &
Potter, 2005; Lo et al., 2009; Dobes & Paule, 2010).
Chin%5(2014) 734t 1T~ X % J& (Prunus) &= k8114
Tl B8 1), AL A R, 0T A AE RS
DX IR AR RS, 8 1B TE6 100741 H A4 ik
M XA YR, 3B Bk A X Y B FERNIE
PSR U2 R R AT () TE R L R 1) SR
o, R R IR AT REE A ST T
433Z(Chin et al., 2014), F2J& T 1515 10 3% HRMEY) i
TS AESALR A PR, v] ReE DAY B3R
BRI G HLX (Xu et al., 2013), MR T I
ity L i X R G 2 LG (B 1)

LGM BAK (1) A5 A48 14 A2 52 Wi il 490 b 2 73 A7 1)
HIER R, SRR Xk, YR kAT
T RN K T ARSI B X 35U PT 6 s g e X
YN £ RS FEY(Sandel et al., 2011; Liu et al.,
2017). |~ X £k [l I AIRDA %3 #7 i 45 S 15 BR,
LGM LA 1A A2 Ak A ] 3% 30R P b 43 A R4
P2 BEPERS R B B . TELGM ISR SR
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IR PA S SRR A R (AT R s R R A L X, 3
RMEY) 2 FEE AR (FR2; BRIV, Aidt—H 5
HTLGM DLSK (1) S A5 28 A4 5 35 B R Fil 2 FEVEAS R
MR AR, FRATTIR % H 0T 35 R e 22 1 4 R e 5K
ffJanomaly MAT, velocity MAT, velocity AP 3/
T, B T HAAR )RRV SR ER, Fth
X ZLGMI LISk S A2 A S m A/, T ARIb . T
LA R X ) 52 52 K . ZZLGM LR A2 4k,
SO /N R X35 35 SR P 2 PR R S X A —
IV, E1). XRILGM LIRS AR /N
X P 2 PR . RATIG RE R TR ek
by 1, DX RN HAh S FE A 22 KF 1A% R IR TR 25 SR A2 —
. Ebhn, Wang®(2012a, 2012b) K3, HHE A
T 40 (1) B 3Tt 2 A 32 BE 0] B8 52 LGM PASK S5 AR 4k
) 45 2 52 - Montoya25(2007) ¥EAd T LGM AR KIS
fige AR A% A6 6 AR A 22 AEPERE SR i sg e, R R
LGM &5 o 5 B UK )1 3B 47 I 7] (2 35 5200 13X Ak
Wi AP 2 A VA% R . JEALEY, Svenning M1 Skov
(2007b) K Normand % (2011) X BK 9 B A (1) BF 5T
AratjoffiRahbek (2008)X BRI AP L ANEAT 2304
Z FEIE IO 72 LA K Hawkins flTPorter (2003)% k350
FLEF SR LRI, YIRILGM LRI
i AR A I 2 5T T I S (X b 22 RE RS SR
312 HERRMSHRTER
WX ot 2, W Re E 22 s Ta) b
(1) A= 353 S5 J5 e AR T 7 b 5 - 330 4 i IR0 4 R G )
S H K (Wang et al., 2012a; Stein et al., 2014;
Shrestha et al., 2018). FRATILEF TR, HELIX 2

X AT L DX )k 22 R 1A = (RO A — B0 . Rl
XA A ERAEM ZREVER — DN PO X, RS2
WA Z R R PGS, R IR 2 HA SRR A
RHLIX o X XA 9 000 4 ), H
B AR = R A 1 (R B 7 8 IR 25 A R
% 22BN, 1993; Myers et al., 2000; Wang et al.,
2012a). 1X—Hh X F ORI AR 55 55 5 1 AT ) 4
X HITE AL R 7 EEAEA . R X b A 2 T 4
RS, 56k e R B AT 25 % b X s SR A2 2 1y
TEMZFAFRAESE . SARHIEACH PR
WS (EREVIFISLAE, FERR % IO D)
)38 RE BT (Lopez-Pujol et al., 2011). ST 1L X 25140,
DU 1| 2 b a0 L X R LA B S 2R T, T

www.plant-ecology.com

PUAN SRR RHEY IR AL SN 2 AL A A RS, AT
HYNE L IR (Lopez-Pujol et al., 2011). A3 5% T
YiFh Z AR AT IR TG R I A R BOR,
A i SRR A 2 A A AE IR R R R
(GR2), RUFHh S FE T RTIAM A Heah, B TR H
AR S UM, WL X AR T ) s B2 T B
FUt 7 224k (Zhong & Ding, 1996), M1t 74
FRIRIRTE R, BN HIRIR“REIE (Fjeldsa et al.,
2012; Hughes & Atchison, 2015). LtLUl, Xing#liRee
(2017) 43 M7 1 19 ED R BEAERE T L [X . 7578 e
DN AR S HoAth 1 X e AL, R BRI L1 X 2491 000
FIAERISR— B2 AR 0 XA A 22 1 1) SRR 15,
1R 2 FE WS AE AT T L) X R A PR 7044 I 1) ST 320 4
X4 H

3.2 EBRBMEIFRED

AHEFNCER T RO S TR}, 78 [E iR}
T2 S AL b, 478 1 & PRhH WK 2255 H id
(BFEEH. kgt 25 HFK PR 58, LR
kI, ] PLN S R ) B IR T R S R fR it 2
%o RAFAE TR WE AT LBk (Amygdalus
davidiana). %1t (Malus spectabilis). H Z=(Rosa
chinensis), WLH 1471~ #]+ (Cotoneaster horizon-
talis) . £ /% (Photinia serratifolia) . 1 #k (Sorbus
pohuashanensis), # L 7K 5 1 #k (Cerasus pseudo-
cerasus). Z=(Prunussalicina). 7b%4(Pyrus pyrifolia),
W 24 #4 B 1 & (Potentilla discolor) . b 4 (San-
guisorba officinalis)%, XLEtEY)7EH BN B AE =4
EHEHEEEM A, @R UESH, T E
SR RA AN E, &iL40% 0]
PLRS A G B K SR BT oM i b st B, R A7 30% 1)
Vb BAT AR ERAL MO A, 7T AR BS &8
At APLES T PR B A T B (R 4)

H T A 2B 7 AN TARZF LS H R A X
TCIERAE RIS Fh, Kb BA R ERAET AR R i
P BEANNAIT T 56, AL4E 35 2 4607
JF ¥ % (Malus < micromalus) «  # {£ (Armeniaca
mume), 1% 417K Bk (Amygdalus persica). 75 (Arme-
niaca vulgaris). HtAt(Eriobotrya japonica)%s. L4k,
4 [H 7Tz PR 3 R (Malus domestica) . L %
(Fragaria x ananassa)Zs /K 8 J& #h K Fh (Li, 1999;
Liston et al., 2014), HATEAWFHIH LT Z K.
H EdRFERE RN ST A EEEEH. i
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TR 2 A Bk KISE R AR = [, Fr= =it 4 00077
W, A HT TR G, R LA
HEIE3 00012 T (F A2, 2017), MRS =4, BT
W% BAG KR (AR, 2017). X 15 B3 7R}
28 G AT REAZE A HIF 78 VA KT, T B AR S A
BHEYIE R RIS R AT TR, HAR B H 5
P AN, KT AR BRSO E R HE Y,
JEREY) HORMEYD . TR 4R S 45,
BT B b s Rk = SRR, AR ST A
P o 0TI B IR 1 2 FE TR 7S S R 1
i R N
3.3 EEMFFEREYERPICRARIFSE S

£ FREA) 22 BE P AR s DCORD A W5 YRS 40 5 %
KER(E2)., X7 FEAIAE: SHEMEE
PG IX FEERAERE . KEW . ARLZE ik,
EAELEREWT L X (B2). %R A e = 2K
Mo FEHILERERLIX, FEREATZmX =
SRR X E(E2, E3). 8 HEY 2R
TEREIT L XEK AT RE 5 AR BB i A 0. &
S N ST IS YN~ e S LY/ NP S
HSP R YT ORI DY | S PR B e, ANkt
T I KA F T R e AH R, AR Ll DX AN
R A T S PR N 2R SR SSAE R e DL, B A I
YR, (EHAIIE NS YRR YR fE L
IR,

T BRI X o0 A 1F 25 18] b AN E 1l 1 (11 3),
T e S RN AR b DX R T AR K, T AR 3 R P 0
i DX AR AP T R A AN o AT R R, fx R

FE AR R (13, 3R3), PR X 78 5 1 AR g s T
A E KT (HFEER R, EPUSEHRah
1576 20%-30% 11 X 33 A ARy X 78 o o % T oAt

YokioRAE, AR DO o I AR L BT B0 A i 3 4x [
AT (3), X5 ORI 42 B O 4R S A DT
[

ORI G5 PP 0 22 A PEAR R o, BT L0 DX R
PGSR A B B I DR (B4, TS B R
I DX AT Bk Ok, X% 5 ORI 53 YR ARV
fith)o IX VLR, LEREMIT L XA X e 560 4 38 7R
BHRR . ol SRR B DR R . SR, =
e 2N T 0 T P A o S D 78 2 X R A2 DR 7

SRR AT HLIX . SR, AT AR R R AR
S0 X 1) - H R AR X2 R X PR AR ) 2 R R
TR ™ I BN (Salick et al., 2005), #H X s
X [RI B AE 22 B M s s X RGP S 55 R B v 4y
R X, fEREY 2 AEELRT, Rl & B IR EY) £
FEVEOR 37 77 1 75 22 5] A2 5 2 5CE (Forest et al.,
2007).

TEAEY 2 FEVE R AP LRI, 25 RE ) 2 [a] [y adk
1658 Z A BT 5 A B OR 47— > i X A SR
(Laity et al., 2015). {H i1 T2 R ], AHfF 7t 3 28
IRT YR Z R, KRB R 20 SR . IR
PGSR ANR Y XA 1520 (Faith, 1992), 7EAK
KA T R SLE— 35 23 A3 SR A B FEXT B R AE )
PRIFERI VR F o AN 5030 I 0 35 3R 5 1) B2 R
TR LR S 32 R PFOIRBLIR 73 A, 27 H R R AN
[F) Ja [ B R SR K 22 (3R 1), X R BTN 1%
KT IR, 75 ZARE &8 I - AR A £
S Hu3E 4T - 97 (Araiso & Dunford, 2005). 4R, i
A ORI A R IH A B e 35 kL SN @ Ry, &
ZAEGHIRPIFR LR IR 8 R B TR IR
PESSYF (R TIE, £1). B, &R
EEXHEORT, B 785075 i & B I BE IR BT IR, 5 %
THRRB T RS, LGRS X ORGP DI BE
JIIRE L=

gt Rt KE A R ArcgisH B T+ 4
F 6445 8h . Bt 7 K ¥ Nawal Shrestha 72 7R 47 X 45~
Mk AT e H B,

RPN
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http://www.plant-ecology.com/fileup/PDF/cjpe.2018.0091-S1.pdf

MRl

FXFEANERRITER . UMERRIREN RHRFRSHRIFHE
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Supplement IV  Spatial distributions of variables of climate change since last glacial maximum in China
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