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Anatomical Characters of Leaves of Malania oleifera
from Three Distributions and Their Ecological
Adaptabilities
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Abstract: The leaves of Malania oleifera were sampled in the natural fields of Longhushan,
Bama,lLeye of Guangxi,China. The results revealed that these leaves from three places were so
difference in anatomy, but they were all characterized of xerophyte. Compared to other two
places, the leaves of M. oleifera from Bama are thicker in cuticle ,and have more stomas and
vessels, but the stomas are smaller. It is showed that the individuals of M. oleifera in Bama have
stronger adaptability.
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(pm) (Y% (pem) (%) m) (%)
7.4 119.8 42.8 104.8 37.4
11.6 110.4  40.6 98. 6 36. 3
10. 0 84.0 38.2 81.0 36.8
3
/ /
2 2
(mm?) (mm?) (No. /mm?)
0. 05350 0.05125 1. 04 560
0. 03655 0. 0407 0. 90 1094
0. 04945 0.0377 1.31 708

A.

(X40);DB.

(X50);C.

(X

: (1)

3 (2)

33),

[1] .

24(4):434-438.

,1982.106-107.

[2] ,
840-847.
(3] .
(1):35-42.
(4]
1987.
[5]
L6]
21991.
L7]
,1972.
[8] ,
[9] .
»1995.17-18.
(10] .
219-227.
(11] .

[l

(1.

;(3) s s (4)
2~3 ,
[l ,2004 ,
[Jl. ,1991,33(11):
[l ,2005,23
¢ 1 H[MI. : .
— (M.
,1992.
[M].
[M].
[M].

(M.

»1994,18(3):

,2005,25(1):39-44.



