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Abstract

To find the interspecific relationships of 10 Magnolia species, pollen morphology was in-
vestigated under light and scanning electron microscopes. Pollen grains were monads, boat-
shaped, distally monosulcate, and foveolate. On the basis of foveolar distribution and the
surface feature, the species were divided into three groups; Group 1 in which foveolae are
evenly distributed—M. heptapeta, M. x soulangeana, M. x keyensis, M. denudata, and M.
obovata; Group 2 in which foveolae are connected to each other—M. sieboldii, M. kobus,
M. liliflora, and M. stellata; Group 3 in which the surface is unevenly areolate—M. salicifolia.
The result supported the hybrid nature of M. x soulangeana by the intermediate surface pat-
tern between those of parental species, M. denudata and M. liliflora, and the synonymic treat-
ment of M. heptapeta to M. denudata by the same surface pattern. It was also found that
the size of pollen grains was positively correlated with that of flowers.
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KM (Magnolia)e < 1008E2-2 =l A2 HolAlolol A 3 Hetol, xpulgFel] 4
e, dEEEHAM pERAT 54T (Willis 1973, Lawrence 1970), @Bl & a3
V(M. sieboldii) &} 5 (M. kobus) o) 2zt 2Bz HME €5 BASZ o, BREH
oz th@EEs WE (M. denudate), A (M. Lliflora), AAED QR 20 (M. obovala),
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LRES NAE (M. grandiflora) §-o] HBHIT Ao, 8o Bl THIBHARS =
WENEE T Aok (FE 1980), BB EAMS HAY B B&Ax 2 ol =HA 43 #
Fo = R 1ol (% 1981) ¥iel Nakai(1909a, 1909b, 1914) b Eske] #(1958), %
(1980) 5ol 243 FL@E olololv REABERSZ BIRE v fich, <A ZAEI RV
7L v} (Schizandra), ‘3 2.v)A} (Kadsura), ¥} (Liriodendron), Z¥-% (Michelia)
53 A BEEERGRE e el sl& Foln (& - 4 1983) o122 B e
BN A EEES] o] Fo]al w} 3l ch(Canright 1952, 1953, 1955, 1960, Hayashi 1965, Agababian
1972).

Zdge] fEkrE w2 (boat-shaped)o] i1 HBRIBF1E 71 #FHPhalA 712 |
thgel o) ok (Muller 1970, Walker 1974, Walker & Doyle 1975), A& 2 8ol disiA+=
Agababian(1972a) ©] el ALE3 Drimys winterii g st £ W7 Rl ¥E Wil
3, ZHE 128 e WHastd BMEMEMES o3l 2 (Agababian 1972b), e
el sl A= 8] 82 A Wik (Erdtman 1966),

A WRe BEE REHE TS R BRN FRY —3E gEdA RETRED 54
BEES M ZHEMS HEMEE ks 94 HEEAY. B0 EEEFRRKe2
e BEstd e SEEdAdA ZEMS BrRsta sde wHE 1984, fhS 1984,
Graham & Barker 1981, Nowicke & Skvarla 1974), #& JjEo 2 E@e @mBIa4HE
20 ARESHES My 1 ERE WEsax @,

ME " FHE

ek 19854F 4 ~ 5 Athell EiilEs Sk, 2ALRB|RS B ARK KE Axx, TH
HEHAES AN RESAL, £HS 1091 B8RSt (F 1983) 70% ethanold] {R#E

Table 1. Collection data of Magnolia species

Scientific name Date Locality
. sieboldii K. Koch. May 17, 1985 Kumsan, Namhaedo
kobus A.P. DC. April 25, 1985 S.K.K. Univ, Suwon campus
denudata Desr. " "
liliflora Desr. April 28, 1985 Jeonbuk Univ. campus
obovata Thunb. May 27, 1985 "
x keyensis ‘Wada’s Memory’ April 15, 1985 Chollipo Arboretum

" "

. heptapeta (Buchoz) Dandy
. stellata ‘Royal Star’ "
. x soulangeana ‘Coates’
. salicifolia Maxim.
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st REHRAS &4 EH8A2Y Fol Au-Pd2 ion&#FAIA (JEOL JFC-1100 jon
suptter) £ % T#fs (JEOL 120EX SEM) o2 @#st (1500—15000X) # 3t 7%
W 2719 BES AMAE T0% RER ke slide glass$ioll ¥ glycerine jelly®
#ig8led paraffine 2 HAY ¥ WS (Leiborlux 12) 2.2 MBEE 3 o (600X),

& R

A B EHhe BRo 2 wRokoly HENBFOE et AEY EwNs 27e F
o] 20~35um, Zol7t 36~72um A Eel3 Filel ZRst A M E RS WHEY
B(M. sieholdii) ¢t AEEA ((M. obovata)ol i 7+3 =& W& M. kobus, M. stellata, M.
salicifolia’%-o1®, YW MEL 2 thilfa71§ Zevh(Tab.2), M Bk L)
B e EETFHEA 25 ALK (foveolate) o]} v (foveolae) ¢ EMPIRIET R
o] MfhikEES] AT XBs QldAch(Figs. 1-20), £ 8 Llstd o3 2,

M. heptapeta—E¥pRIe) Z7|E i 22.82%50.68umel . 2MkHS 2 ket Soi#
B (x15,0000 AHILkelth, FHe ¥ 10em*% 24MAE, AEFL 0.02zme] el
(Figs. 1, 4),

M. denudata (R 52)— fEBEIe 27l FHge] 21.42X43.54umel REFHE LiL#
7 vkt e $£u A7 £% 107, 0.25umelch(Figs. 2, 5),

M. X soulangeana—iEMBIS] 27 & o] 22.93x45.64ume| . EETHE LiLEE
vl esyd e 9 277 47 2340, 0.20pmel ) (Figs. 3, 6),

M. obovata (QEZ)— b9 A7lE 34.30x72.10emAEE 713 2w RE-LS FHIUK
olu} it MERT AR Helth, FHE 10um* 7 167 FEeolx AFL 0.20umo]ste]ct
(Figs. 7, 10).

Table 2. Pollen measurements of Magnolia species

Scientific name Grain width Grain length Foveola#/10um? Foveola diameter
M. sieboldii 30.80+1.76 59.22+3.47 29 0.35
M. kobus 20.02+2.38 35.98 +3.89 16 0.25
M. denudata 21.42+1.82 43.54+2.58 10 0.25
M. liliflora 22.82+4.17 45.50+2.49 29 0.20
M. obovata 34.30+2.16 72.10+7.00 16 0.20
M. x keyensis 22.40+2.66 36.82+£2.83 25 0.50
M. heptapeta 22.82+2.38 50.68 + 3.84 24 0.20
M. stellata 20.00+2.04 35.84+2.27 16 0.13
M. x soulangeana 22.29+3.05 45.64+5.10 23 0.20
M. salicifolia 20.38 +1.68 36.40+2.35 37 0.25
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M. X keyensis—{E¥PRI-S Fi¥go] 22.40%36.82umola F-H& FHIKLH FHmS FHAE
7 7 Soi7t e e S EXES ), FHY £ 1W0um*% 267 A%, AEL 0.50
um A 2ol }(Figs. 8, 11),

M. Llifera(Rp%8l) — ek el 27]1& 22.82x45.50pm A 2ol AURERES 73L& AR
Ra QT ks EiEEdE BE @eukelth, THE 10xm*F 29MAE, AFL 0.204
me] 5}o] o} (Figs. 9, 12),

M. sieboldii (8} E5) — bkl z7lE R 30.80x59.22um 2.2 & Heolx, ALK
Bye 2 2~377 kR 22 s dx REI AL ARAT moke] R}
BB ANY 2ol A, FH-e 10x4m?* 3 2978, AFL 0.35ume]ste] v} (Figs. 13, 17),

M. kobus (B-3) —fEkpkrel A7) & 20.02X35.98um A2 2x, T FE 104m?® ¢
1648, AEE 0.25ume]stolt, FH& 2~377 Bef Qi o] FL oA v AE
Fo 98 dAH] FEALZ ehdr)(Figs. 14, 18),

M. stellata—1E¥E18] 271 20.02x35.84pm 2 23w Fo] d4¥ AE FA3} wix3}
o "R Fo| P Ml Ae AHel B, 7Y FE W0um*F 16/4FE AFL 0.13
umA Zojt},

M. salicifolia— el 2271 20.38%X36.40pmAEE g1} 2oy FETHE AVIEE
3 ¥ dzo, @iie]l s 2AKEGE Kol ksl LIRS KHE °lFx &
PLEER AolollE e ko) 2L A Feo] 7o) Utk FHE W0pm’F IIAAE, ANFL
0.25um.o] 3}o] o} (Figs. 16, 20),

LLEe ERE fANRd M salicifoliart 744 ARZ R FHE WEES T3
EAle] =3 (Figs. 16, 20), 3E 3+ (Figs. 13, 17), =3 (Figs. 14, 18), M. stellata (Figs. 15,
19 s 25 Fro] A2 A%E Foz HgT Hol nmxaA Ml XKES HE
#®ob =2k, A (Figs. 9, 12) ol A& <zt 7o) dZo] vehpd F3epA] 4L,
Yea] EES o] Rojux 9 @& w2 B Kol THRLE vehid MoX
keyensisih-& (Figs. 8, 11) AfUke2 Ralg, ol& THE® thge 3HRE vEF ol
c},

1. F9o] ¥—38tAl srfisks BE—M. hepapeta, M. denudata (M 57), M. X soulan-
geana, M. obovata (J¥Z7), (M. X keyensis).

9. 7ol N2 AASE BE—M sieboldii (FtFEIF), M kobus (57), M. stellata,
(M. Liliflora (A53)).,

3. am e ZLIERE BRstE B—M. salicifolia.

% =
WMED BEL HRBNSS ZHEY HEE 7HH 74 (foveolae) o] MASE Mo 1% o

& B, Em A LIk Mo vdded, € MR/ dle AR 49
A (Erdtman 1966) 4 M= EWBMo2 Firg |l d+e oA Add AR EFS
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1985) “Huh2i B (ZF 1984) 5ol A Mol %P & 2R/ ot EHEFEMSe
FHAA F3F EHY B B 5 ddRel, A B vEY gL SEHY ZEFHY
BEEME H#FEN ok stelat Az, gy & B BARK S BEEsh7] e KRy #@E
7} MRS LESl,

ALY HoE SRR KA B 8 MRAIE AL ey 3o ang
Ewme] z7lde TR ES HMRMEE 2 5 Ao B 2o 2 Ed, M stellata=
7hA AR fERRE, 9 277 & JEZHL PR & RS /1A Lee(1977) 9 1E#
2] BERERY BZTALRel A —FEo},

M. x soulangeana’s W22 (M. denudata) &} 52 (M. liliflova) ©) ZHMEo. 2 dejx gle
¥ (Hay & Synge 1975, Pizzetti & Cocker 1975) ft¥rkiel =71 A o] w3l el
e e mBlel PR A B i S ol RS #Edl &
¥R RS FRIE A @R Aloldh (Fh 5 1984, Graham & Graham 1971),

M. heptapeta= W52 (M. denudain) @) RIFEREZ 2 BURE 2 ol=d 8 A E R
#9 ZA7I7E A o F B EKifTHE A9 nxdAd FERLY EHE KA 94E
o},

T & Bel e B A9 EoMY o B8Rl Hel 15599l 4 (2 1983) 10
a2 &Sl kel FaEEA Wtk rElv 154 EMIGE KE FHE &
ZE7F el o] BhlA KRy A tEJTo EkEm (Figs. 17 o} 22 [#
HIRE Roko| BTl RMHECl € &t A MY st oM E #r gl AL
2 ulFo] AYHELS ol AR Helx old BidA 2 IERE BWiv AEH, A,
M. stellata®t= A A EHEcty A7 d, =3 b T o|e HEFH 2 K
o Al Me Fol prasel ¥ M A9,

¥ =

EdgoN Falv 108 EMEES X8 2 £5EFRMESE Beste BEMpEeE #
ek, EF Mo e Bao R wRofoln FMARZEC HEXY BWFIIE AW KET
He fAiRelvt 749 v i@ Ml whet Al ez ¥ 4 ddd (1) FHe)
¥)—3t A Auste Magnolia heplapeta, M. X soulangeana, M. X keyensis, 958, UL EHA;
(2) Frdol AR s PUEY, F, ALY, M stellata; 3) 23 2L PLEMS ¥
B3 M. salicifolia. A& &%+ M. Xsoulanyeanaz} WBiFE M. denudatas)t M. Lliflora2)
pRIBERETHE A CEEY S XRAFE, e FHE ke M heptapetart M.
denadata®) [WHER%Y A= XiFstdd., &9 T =27 ¥ =9 Eo HMMES
ZdE o4 5 AU,
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Plates I ~ III. Scanning electron microscopic photographs of Magnolia species.
Fligs. 1, 4. M. heptapeta (X900, x 8,900). Figs. 2, 5. M. denudata (% 1,190, x6,000).
Figs. 3, 6. M. x soulangeana (x 1,190, x6,000). Figs. 7, 10. M. obovata (x 600, x 6,000).
Figs. 8, 11. M. x keyensis (x 1,190, x6,000). Figs. 9, 12. M. liliflora (x 1,190, x 8,900).
Figs. 13, 17. M. sieboldii (x 900, X 6,000). Figs. 14, 18. M. kobus (x 1,780, x8,900).
Figs. 15, 19. M. stellata (x 1,190, % 6,000). Figs. 16, 20. M. salicifolia (x 900, x6,000).
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