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Pollination biology of Caragana sinica (Buchoz) Rehd
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Abstract: The anthesis, visitors, pollinators and their behaviors, nectar secretion, breeding system of Caragana sinica
(Buchoz) Rehd were investigated in Sichuan Tangjiahe National Nature Reserve. The results showed that the flowering span
of single flower and the population approximately lasted 5, 20 days for C. sinica ( Buchoz) Rehd, respectively. Pollinator
functional groups were consisited of Anthophora, Bombus, Aethopyga. According to comparing difffrent pollinators of
visitation frequency and pollen deposition on stigmas, the Pyganthophora rubricus Dours and Aethopyga gouldiae were
primary efficient pollinators, Bombus was secondary efficient pollinator, formicidae and Apis mellifera Linnaeus were main
robbers. The largest amount of nectar secretion of bagged flowers occurred at around 16:00 in diurnal, and the maximum
volume of nectar occurred in fifth day, along with anthesis; All of them with an increasing trend. There was a positive

correlation between nectar secretion and visiting frequency. Detection of breeding system indicated that pollen-ovule ratio
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was about 3779+320.9. The most suitable time of stigma receptivity happened at 2—3day after flowering. In conclusion, C.

sinica ( Buchoz) Rehd needed pollinators and belong to melittophilae and ornithophilous cross-pollinated.

Key Words: Caragana sinica ( Buchoz) Rehd; pollinator functional group; breeding system; pollination efficiency; nectar

TRy A A T AR R O BE B B A RO RIRE D B AR 38 BB ARG (B 0 B AR Y Z R A 3
NAME ., EERIR 2RI ADE T2 5K (generalization pollination ) ™, 7EAE 21 A I [a] RUBE I, 1628 A B 2 A5
AEAT LAGRIE— R o0 — 3% B R (G B S | A R Ak R GEZ AL 12 A by BER TR R I % by 3 Dy B
# (pollinator functional group) ™, B4 HE SR (1) £ 493 A= 427 A4 ( syndromes of pollination biology) ">, BlJiff
it — R GIAERFAE , L 5EHR N4 T JE 7 0 A2 2107 (BN A5 0 25 ) RE AR v R [R) ol S 403 2 % A0 55 R R 5
W B AT S i ELHE RO TIE | AT 58U 2 A P T X AR ) 1) 5 | o S e e 25+ 00 OG5 . AR 2 BT LA E
Wes ARy, T EGE Y AR, AL T AOE S A% 8 5 45 L 3R A6 Ry 1 E AR IR, FE #E REWE R HRE R T
SRE L BRI B SR A A B A G T U e IR T A | A B b AT I R AR DG R AR
AL B IUAF- i (Nectar standing crop) ™, 5Ky E AR ELARA, OBAL R shA5 " 3k s i T AE %40 W 5 16 by 2
R CR WA MY BT RS, RINAEE R - 205 DR B RE UL r & W RE UL
U DR s AT DASS AR (A Ak, DTS R AR IR A TN e G A I R G

5 5%9 JL( Caragana sinica (Buchoz) Rehd) 3R J& T 58} ( Leguminosae ) #5%9 JLJ&E ( Caragana Fabr.) , X 24 [H4E
o ERAEAESED ) AR AR B B R 2 A, B2 R R AR B IR R A R R | 2
FIRAG S, B M B S VR TRl it A — 2 9 A T, s o 40 L 1) S e D B A5 IRl g LY
FE it AEIERR H S, A B LT M BB m 0 e Z A 008 70, BT, A OCH B E 2 th7E A B 24
PR GYAAF T, MIAEAH Ty A HOE , EARRGE . JawI2L 1 i, FE G AR DX A BB X ) LR 43 A AR sk
75 RS LAV A T B TR TR . PRIHAS SCLARE G [ 22 [ SR DB XN R 38 Lo BF 58 bR 3 e F AR
B NS LI A A AR I ERXS LR AL R RGBT T LAl
F1 ZWHAERERHEREF

Table 1 The environmental factors of experimental field in

1 #MREFE

1.1 ﬁi‘mﬁziﬁt different times
ARURBFSE M 5L T R 50000 [ SR G SR A K g g M IECC) - RURRRE(%) - SEMRIZ (umol/m /)
Time temperature  relative humidity Light intensity

I_I = % SEBi . ° ! . o I “ ; .

HUGR 47 3 S BT 1L bR (N2 320577, B 1040795 4k — - -~ -
1311m) o JE W AR AT AR U 13.7°CL4F 11,00 288 312 1080

Y H R 1303 /N, AR FEFR B 1100— 1200mm , FHXT1% 13.00 31.1 30.5 1401

J¥ 78% , AE ¥ TG R 180 K1, JH FIELDSCOUT3413  15:00 234 44.2 688

FEJE 1A KIMO HD100 3 3 B 1M A8 ke R g i 1 12200 189 50.3 169

OGRS RS ) Wk 1,
1.2 AF5EA R
R MR 2 W9 )L ( Caragana sinica ( Buchoz) Rehd)
1.3 W5k
1.3.1  fEIuLEE
PIELPRICHEIC R LR SAAEAEI FREAEI . WL S B A (0 732 Al B [R] AR 0 (5 47 2 KB, AN [+
FFEAEIHAE B Lo A1)
1.3.2 VidE#H Ui AR e
FH R HOR A3 AR HEA AR U e E B (n=5)  HIBs A, B P67 ARG & HOB A8 248, I 0]

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



6 5 Jetens A5 B8 )L ( Caragana sinica (Buchoz) Rehd) f5 8 A 9124055 3

SR R HAP A TYE E . Vil B Ui SR R U3 W U5 A8 B2 (L3 . SR U st 18] 5% B8 BF 1) 1 B4
VIAEAT HAE) o RIS, M 8:00-18.00, LA/INGS A A7, DAL —FPE A a4, Gttt R Ui R Rl Ui 63y 4t %
FAEL ITE VAR  RERE BB 1R] (/NG ) |, FFLLBRGE U5 AL i 300 0 s ) B

1.3.3 ey E SEmECE

LB PRI LA, AL S 1848, RS ALKy B ViRl 5 , 57 BV BT T 4 Ui A6 i S8 s T2 00
TN FAA 8 WARATE . 520028 OG- BAMEE (LEICA DM500) 48t Fibmvs &ak. e vitbsisit
A ROR UL R T8 B AL
1.3.4 EF RGN
1.3.41 fEMmIRERLL(P/O)

BEALAEHL 10 BT 58 T FAA Hh A I SEI0 %, A2 B 28R AE 245 B T 22 1K B s 51 0T
EAT Iml BEOE P, 5045 B BACEUE Tul 76 B00E T4, B4 5 WK, a2 b ek
BH ., FIFHHEER T B, 6 WA (LEICA DM500) F4eitIREREe H . SA4E0 P/O iZAEIE R B8 IR
HHH
1.3.4.2  FEk AT 204G

PR e -5 A BRI A A Sk nT B B FE AR IS AR TR R B A 3k 43501 58 498 Y e B A -1 8 AL U
PR R Sk ELAT AT DA Sk J L A S 1 Yk B B € A R A B, 75 0 TG A e A R AR
o % Fif e B ARACHE T Sk B e AR A S A Sk nT B2
1.3.4.3 AR[RFEH LR

WA BEHLPRE BDE T OAE AT LA 6 T3 (B RhALEE 30 %) - AAANTIR b sde ZeEde L
IFEELRATN , HIFEERN T R AR, ZEER N T RIMR AR, RIBUE e R R R Sy
EDE ey pis
1.3.5  JESE 53 WA A

FRACHT LA 3, 6% 5 1 H R A B ARG I . BRI, 43 IHE 5 s [H] 45 . 800, 10:00, 1200, 14:00,
16:00, 18.00 FANLAHL 10 46, (65 0 WA Bl B AL AR S0 A8 A A . O AE AT 1 R B IFAESS 5 RINAES 10
o TEIE E I [ B2 (9:00) F Tul F1 Sul Y56 BANE IR AL, I i i fe — D B4 h B T G K
THEARR,

1.3.6  SCERE a3
ARSI 1 T A B Y Spss19.0 GEit 4k AT o0 T A B

2 TLEER

2.1 EERIEA SEWIIEE
2.1.1 fEFIBESHIE

B JLAE KM 22 BT | 43 AT — b R A i ) REE IR AN R0 , JEC e 5 0 i) LS SR | 3435 1) RHETT
BHRITFUAEE < ERG, o B RAE ISR Z 8] A6 TF L) AR AR T, Bk AE R IR , REfl A7 K AL % 5 4L
22 FMAEAERCA , BELFE [R) A6 , M8 R S5 A 38 T P e i R N, 8 M, e — A, BT IS & R 8 T e 2, HL3Y
] 3, RESE A R M BNE R & . R 1P67 MR A 53 XS LAEFIE A 1) — S A S HFs AR e L3R 2.
2.1.2  feliigg

RS LB BALEAE N 520.42 K FPREIEII N 2042.15 KA, AL FETT AL R B3 E 28 AL B B AR R
R OB (VLR 1) RS 1-2 ROHE, 5 3-4 KA E 5 4-5 RoOVB 26, ik, il
FAEAEIA A A 1.2 3 BB, ARPEFIE BT AEEORIAS [ A6 B0 20 1) L A9 ] b B A6 309 40 A TR AE RT3 A6 3
BEACH AL, 73 A T I AR 2 0 . 1-4 .5-15 Fi1 16-20 K,
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x2 HRESETSHE(n=30)
Table 2 Various morphological parameter of flowers

A6/ mm A 1/ mm IR SE/ mm FLIRSE/ mm BRI/ mm K/ mm 1224/ mm AR TE/mm
Flower length Calyx height Vexil width Ala width Ala space Style length Filament length  Basal diameter

32.77+0.81 11.65+0.26 15.51£0.61 14.71£0.82 3.77+0.01 27.6+0.48 21.06+0.41 6.59+0.07

1 BREHAENE, NEZGHHA 1.2.3 B

Fig. 1 The different phase of single flower, from left to right: one, two, three phase

2.2 UileE R S ILUTAEAT RIS
221 UidEEFE LS

ALV E G 5 H 8 & 12 F, &k £ 2Ag B4 (Anthophora melanognatha Cockerell) |75 4%
¥ ( Pyganthophora rubricus Dours ) | 5 A& ¥ ( Bombus flavescens Smith ) | 8% £ & % ( Bombus sp ) 1 Mk K FH &
(Aethopyga gouldiae) ; %5 3% B UMY ( formicidae ) F1VY J5 % W ( Apis mellifera Linnaeus) , A& 40 251625
PRBITR A, DY e R RN /N (W, EEDIRFH LSS HIER 3,

®3 FEHAERS

Table 3 Morphological parameters of main visitors

FHYj ) H A /mm %A/ mm 54/ mm 3k 98/ mm JA 38/ mm B+ 3L K/ mm
Main Visitors body length Head length Tough length Head width ~ Shoulder width  proboscis and head length
HikE . 15.2+1.11 4.79+0.07 6.3+0.47 4.75+0.03 5.42+0.07 11.1+£0.5
Pyganthophora rubricus Dours
PR
Anthophora melanognatha Cockerell 15.17+0.25 4.53+0.01 4.74+0.01 4.77 5.04+0.01 9.27+0.12

. 17.92+0.43 5.66+0.2 7.81+0.62 4.61+0.03 6.61+0.1 14.06+0.44
Bombus flavescens Smith

fE

HALARKE 20.77+3.5 7.46+0.26 6.65+0.08 4.98 7.16+0.06 14.11+0.22
Bombus sp
PEJTE

10.58+0.26 3.61+0.12 3.09+0.22 3.67+0.01 3.74+0.17 6.39+0.23

Apis mellifera Linnaeus

TE L BSOARIE AR R S | BRI 3 A 8 (ORI, IO AR TRT A B g%, T IR
2. F T MO FH S TR i, PRI T 200 R AT I

222 VifE TR

JRMG R RE e B B BE B 1) RATRE T, IAF BB AE AL T 1 2 BYBe A, B0 5 TAE A 30, Ak
(B2 a-b) B — A4 BT A] 2.4220.35s, — M RRR T 7.23+0.81 Z=4E, e 2 AT 15 18 =, WL B 0 A vty 122
fil e MERS . AEIE (1K 2 o-d) BT — R AEASE BRI E] 4.11+0.29s , — B AT 15 5.69+0.60 =46, I 2 Al 17 12 2=,
WG S 2 | BME R . R RN RE VDT AERT S REAE B I 5 B B A A HDIRAS A TR K
T, 8 R ERRESE NI B A B B TR R, KBS (1B 2 e-f) JEHE B CATRE ) A0 o {558 T
e XA R B B AR P4 IR U2 — B B i A, 45 B I TG GA 72.76£11.57S 5 250505 Ui 4K 13.49£2.
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61 JeAEaR 4 B30 )L ( Caragana sinica (Buchoz) Rehd) &4 A= M1 247 5% 5

41 =LA b BB M THR S, KB ST AE R A A AL PR A4 [ IS F (8 e 15 0 D1 ) 2 A S
£23 L E2I NS A

VU758 (1] 2 g-h) BB S WA T O S A, (L ply o T 50 %, AT A e i 8, e i A6 7 000 T
AR D 2 A AE R OB 2, HLOW 22 2.3 B BEAYAE AR AE I 2 Rk D7, Wl (P 2 k) Je o — 3
B W R I G AT TR L N S OIS, 455 B8 I 8] ] 3k — 20 h DL L, OF e e I e A, o fi 4
2.3 BrEeryAE  RAEWI R B, N EAT AR Ky . R IE (Xylocopa) (81 2 j) BB RAIR A, ALy, B Ufi
(Syrphidae) (P2 i) J&: EEZ LN, BT B I [ B (DR VI | BASBEAR ROL M BIMESS , 817 A
Rt A RA MR

2 a ;b BIKE; . HARE . ELRRE e, LIEMERPAG (48, 1) ;¢ h. THAE ;i QUFIR;j. ARHE; k130
Fig. 2 a. Pyganthophora rubricus Dours; b. Anthophora melanognatha Cockerell; c. Bombus flavescens Smith; d. Bombus sp; e, f.
Aethopyga gouldiae ( male /female ) ;g,h. Apis mellifera Linnaeus;i. Syrphidae;j. Xylocopa ; k. formicidae

2.3 ViR
2.3.1  UiEAER RN AL A5k

Bl 3A 255w AN R Ui 6 = WA 38 A 7E 15:00-16:00 5 Horp SR AEHAA W 4> Bisf (] B % A 1
AU AR BI7E 11:00-12:00 F1 15:00-16:00, ®IAEWI-BAL IR AW, SR DAL 2 B2 a3, H2s 5
F(F=5.785,P=0.005) , & 3B W/n , NI VIAEE Vi AL 3R B A EAE A AR 10 B | A8 012 17 (0] 2 D7 A 401 %
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WG B, WIAE A BRAE A 1) = B UG Ry 4k i BB FIR PH S R A I I =2 UL My & K 5
ER S BRI W B SR R, BAE RS Ui AE B e R AR Ak
2.3.2  UHEE PUERRE

HA AW AS IR 5 A6 S DAL 6 (BN D5 A R ) (1 L UL 3C, 4675 Hh 28 e TR i ) S
PV AEA R 5, 430 R 3.41£1.58,7.60£3.78 (HE TR LUER A B I, 1Eky &, P64 -3 Ui 1600 % e
B0 2.27+0.59, ARG ZEEERERE 2R W (F=3.519,P=0.015) ; ZE LA RV B 544 S
WL REWE 22 AN 5 AN AR G RIS E A A R 2 R 3 (I 4)

R4 FREMENTHIHERE

Table 4 Average visiting frequency of different pollinators

. . O RENE SRS W% Anthophora H{AEWE Bombus 5% K BH A
1E 834 ZQPollinators . ' '
Bombus sp melanognatha Cockerell Sflavescens Smith Aethopyga gouldiae  Pyganthophora rubricus Dours
PN
(%/h) Average  0.83+0.13* 0.97+0.38" 1.20+0.21" 1.4720.17" 2.27+0.59

visiting frequency

25.0 B
2
e =
§ § 20.0
= 2
E E” 150 B P
g % 0o B A
= £ 10
P ) 50 |
= =
:RE 0.0
R
C 70 - D

807 60 |
8 70 B #RiE &
5 o | T oss 2 50| I
260 | O 344 bl - i <
& 59 | SEFRE  C oy | O Emsk
u%b 4.0 2y N 'g ziﬁgﬁ
g " T R = 30 | Z
Z 30 | B & O M KPR
s OESEE g, |
g2 O sy =

00 0 sl 2

Vit Visitors t&4 Z/pollinators

B3 ARSEFEFIEHAE N E R I ENZE ; B. AR LS R FHNHEEE, C.isEE LRI EME/ /N D.EEEHENEMRE
Fig. 3 A.Visiting frequency of populational anthesis in different times; B. Visiting frequency of visitors in different populational anthesis;

C.The average visiting frequency of visitors per one hour;D.Pollination efficiency of main pollinators

2.4 fEHE BIERITE EAL
NGB AEAE N V8 BB EAF AR 25 5 A B 0T o, AN R A% 453 327 18] B A M v B R e e 3 (F =
6.252,P=0.001) ; Z 5 LLAAT I, [A]— J& PN A by % ) 64 A6 03 v ' 5022 S A 38 W D ORI 55 5 2% e D A e 1]
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ZESR L AR SRR IR 22 N 3 (AN 5) o MK BH S AR Ve B RUR 2, T 40.56+4.95

R5 TREBENEHEEY

Table 5 Pollen deposition on stigmas per visit of different pollinators

lie b S Anthophora b Pyganthophora B REME Bombus BT 4L REI WM K PH
Pollinators melanognatha Cockerell rubricus Dours Sflavescens Smith Bombus sp Aethopyga gouldiae
¥y i B (R IR
BB R/ R) 22.66+1.83* 23.67+1.41* 30.78+2.80% 31.44+1.88" 40.56+4.95™

Pollen deposition

2.5 MBI

CRE VBT FNAE R T4 B AL, V6 450 5 1 Wk OK PH 55 28 32 20 38UL B 3, A5 M 3R (DT AR TR < ALK V%
B0 415 55.94 53.62, AN[FEAERE LB RCE VLK 3D,

2.6 FEH RGN
2.6.1 {EMIIREREL(P/O)

Cruden " ACHAEMEIRER L (P/O) BEACIF I B F R G022 57, LI 45 SR 2 Y, g %8 )L AE Ay it A8 A el
FEREK, 2920 19600—72990 i, 4153 S AL FIAE K2R 57860+4024.67 Fi , IRERBCH 8—15 , FHIRERECN 13,
P/0 24 2290—5615,°F-3 P/0 4 3779+320.92, 4 Cruden MYARIEHIET , H5 XS LIS S ALY o
2.6.2  FES AT BRI

P4 O FFAERTIRE SR LT B2 FFAEER 2.3 K AH: Sk T B2k ey, HEAx et [l ¥ 441K, FFAE e e —
KB AT 2

F6 RBILELFEME
Table 6 Stigma receptivity of Caragana sinica( Buchoz) Rehd

HAETFAERTTE)/d JFAERTIH 1d 2d 3d 4d 5d
Flowering time Before flowering First day Second day Third day Forth day Fifth day
FESk T 24

4+ I o + +/-

Stigma receptivity

2.6.3 RIAIFZHALHLR i SR 4 50R

HARIRAS TR, B3R LAY JBE % 60.6% , 25525 K 66.2% ; SAb | 20 15 1S 48T 6 HEAS SS R F52 05 Ak 380 g SR %
TZESTRIA R 05 N TSR SEAE BN RN 75.3% , 45525 K 78.2% , N TRIRR AL AGE R, 45 R K0,
S LA AR S5, H A B e ToR A R A AL

KT TRZWHFHTHEREMELE

Table 7 Fruit setting rate and nutlet setting rate of Caragana sinica (Buchoz) Rehd under different experimental conditions

PR Pollination conditions . :iiii:”:ate nuii il(n”: iate
[ 44 %t B8 Natural pollination 60.6 66.2

PATE A4S Flower isolation 0 0

Z AL Flowers isolation 0 0
EMEEL  RF2H Emasculation isolation without pollination 0 0
FMEEEAS N T Sk AL Emasculation , isolation and artificial xenogamy 75.3 78.2
FIEELS N T FMRFAEBZR Emasculation , isolation and artificial geitonogamy 0 0

2.7 AEESTUWTTE
2.7.1 fEESWHAZL
AEE W H AL WLIR 6, fE BB A FFAES — K, HARb  FEE M T 1600 iA 2 £ | oAt IF &k
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BV AL R W 0T, FE 5 53 WA Bt o [ 4 2 S 2o M 4
2.7.2  ARE ST UAREERAE AL ARk

AT UAREAE AR A UL 7, G55 3R 0 . BEAEIHERS | fL BB RGN , 1 %8 o WA AR 0 B J — R 0 b o e
K, BRI DRI LR BORE e 58 = B BAb 8 sk S K B G T AL B e it | i ik 4%
A AC R L5305

9 r -
g LB
5 L
& 3 — & EE AR ul
© 7 = 20
o P
g 6 S}
= o
o~ 5
Z, E s
E ga
S 5L ]
< ~
g o = 10
Mo L ~
¥ &
0 8:00 I 10:00 12:00 14'00I 16:00 18~00‘ & 5
i} [A) /time 0
#\_ 0 L 1 | L | ]
Fig. 6 Diurnal viration of nectar secretion 1% #)/anthesis

B7 HESWHEAEEHTE
Fig. 7  Viration of nectar secretion along with anthesis of

single flower

2.8 ALESWT RS UIERN R

AEEE Wb H 2 A5 AN [ s T8] Be D AEAT 3R (14 5C ZR 40 B b (T8 8A ), H T-7E 18:00 B AEATA-ARMR , ICFE ARG
PR3 BT s 22006 M (8] B, 25 SR Bl | 4628 43 Wbt B K5 U A6 00 238 B vy 1) J A I ) B — 35, 38 & AR 7E 16.00 /2
MR (R=0.939,P=0.018) , L2 53 WA RH B AEAE A5 A0 S5 [R] A 4G I D5 A6 28 1 OC R e b eh (&
8B) K FIEEAEIA SR 4 BB AR ETI WIAE BAE ] RAEIA , o3 AN B B AR AL R B 55 0.1-2.3
-4.5 K, GR TR AR 53 WA BE AL AE I 0 28 1k 55 AN [ R R A6 300 1 7 A 00 3R A48 Al — 3%, FE R 4B B s — KR
FEAR IR B R MM 3 (R=0.998,P=0.002) , £ F3RI Pilal & UifE 5 % w1 3 B B OG, It
A, 482 AR IR B 5 K 1 I TR 5 AR AR I s 2 8 ) R o o B TR W) 65

3 GipSitie

3.1 fERRERAE SR

XS L WA A B AR NEAE T A2 TR AR SR AE R (o fip e HL R AR DI 2R AL I i fEB R
Rl & s T2 A, BAERRAS BN RRIE , SCHE 75i X SERFAEAR S U5 1B BORUTA & VIR & BE 5
ZHJIRIE I R 3 RE ST BRI TIEH . EX AEE S AEH R RN 51 3 25 IR 3 i SMEIN R | W)
IS AETE A JRTE DAL W& 25 R OB R e T HAE TR S L™ . 3X 71T, Nilsson' ™ 1 5255 26 B, W K
e m S BUEE R R IEL , FESXE LA R, oA B R by 2 H K i B LIRS 24
WREARAFAHELIE N, HE AN, AR by 2 B BT R B A B A B | DLORAIEREAT S5 4 i B AL 25, X L
FEBEOIERET BN S| 2L M B R R Oy, (B RELS AN [R5 T B A28 (55 | A6 (Bl [R] i 2s 18] (19728 1
TR I 3N, b TR ) Tl R e T A R WA 2 B R L, BRI ANAR
P51 o 25 1) B 12 2 0 2 B O AR -5 S b R A A T 5 A — SR E Al FE I BB 45 17 ) 2 £ (AL A P
Wy RERIE AL JE VIR REREA T UTAE M A IO FLIE N TSGR 3R XS L™ A B Y i A 0 5[] 2 5k
VURRER R LR RS LA ol 1 B RN 2 — | R R & 8 IR A TR & Ui AT
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6 1 Jetens A5 B8 )L ( Caragana sinica (Buchoz) Rehd) f5 8 A 9124055 9

14.0- i i) g ha&- B B i
OK . Hicm
§ 12.0M 10 ) 81-‘ f[
E F 10.0 25 o & /i
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