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Abstract: Based on literature, field work, collection, examination and identification of related specimens, 28 species
and 4 varieties of the genus Rubus L., belonging to the family Rosaceae, are recognized in Medog, Tibet, China. Among
them, R. lineatus Reinw. var. glabrior Hook. f., one variety distributed in India, Sri Lanka and Malay Peninsula, is first
reported in China. And R. columellaris Tutcher, R. wallichianus Wight et Arn., R. taronensis T. T. Yu et L. T. Lu and
R. efferatus Craib are reported as newly recorded species to Tibet. Some inappropriate names in Flora Reipublicae Popu-
laris Sinicae and Flora of China, such as Rubus laxus Focke, R. reticulatus Wall. ex Hook. f. and R. fragarioides Ber-
tol., are revised in the present paper.
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38 &

S B AN T VG AR T S, b A HE R A VTR
WA S Shr e L p 38, R (78 db =T oy e Ll
WG w5 BN EE BT B A 2g S b A E AL, A

AT VLN BT g I, e e U R a0 B O U TR G
7 782 m, Fe AL 4 B R MR A 155 m,
A e b EL ARG RN SR T SR R, B
Fei, AR RN AR B RR 16 °C L ARRE T i
7E 2 350 mm DA b (FER A, 1988) o AEBE L HAT
Fr e ST N 3t Y o N K e Y Rl N e
A, 380 v LR PN | ) O A A B 1 R 8
Ly by A DY 1 (2R AR, 19845 KR 4E S, 1999 ;
PR JE T L, 2002)

TEX B, 18 22 I8 A 9 i 43 313k 43 A 1y b
F T — SR B A3 Uk 3 A0 A 1 e 2%, 2 R
B EE 1 ok X ZR B4 R0 12 A6 AR 8 A S A W 1L X
FOFAR B SHRHE X 2R 1 28 I b (AR 5 A4 25
1985 ; FMIT AN T EL 1996 ,1997 ) . A X MY X &
(B 58 X 48 7 T i R ) X R IPE R A E S
PIAEAE D X ZR T 28 4R W AR ) IX 2R 009 e U B T fL #
BAEEE (SRR &, 1992 ; 70 it A
W, 1996, 1997, 2002) , 20 1 42 %) 9% [ Y
F. K. Ward % % 75 7R 5 5 5 HE 52 74 8 AR 1 55 b [X
TFJR A 8 A (A5 75 U R A 2 1992 5 PV AN
Wil ,2002) , 1935 4R 1 T 5 J0 % 78 Rg ibn & FC
gt DX SR B2 AR W) A A (AL AR i AR AR A 1992)
Jei I RL 2 B T = SR 2R B R A B g B b LR
BRI ST 40 ) F 1974 4E 1 1980 4FEAEAS X
FHRET 2R E 5 IE TR EEY X R
TR (PR LS, 1981 45 25 i A RE B 7, 19925 9
WA T L ,2002) o B4 v R AR B R LR
2N T 1982—1984 4F 41 414 & B0 LK Al e
e A 30 B B U Ml DX AT T AR KRR 5 A
KR 2 5 IR B IR T — & g 3 B B s L R
S22 GNP e R A B U b DX A O
FEW X 2R ) (i Al B B 04 i IX A= ) (g L B 0
Hu DX H SRR S AR BT IR S5 (TR R RS AR Ak
1985 ; 1 2% B A FE A4 5, 19925 P AT AT E H B
2002) , 1990 4FEWk i S5 XA X A ) WS R AT T
3 A A B AN T 5E 2Z JE R BB AR A 9T IR Y
R B A AR ) O R S RS AT TR A (R A A

G5,1992) o IR AT 1) 5 282 il v R B
& WAL BOF 5 T 608 NP J0 b B N o K 2 T
1992—1993 4F 75 A Jid by DX J& 1y, P i 3z 9 A
HRAFFRA 7 100 4375, AHICHIFFE IR Sz e 7 (e
B AT VLR e 25 Y] 2 b, DX T AEL ) (PN RN T
F,2002)
(Rosaceae) # 1% V. Bl ( Rosoideae ) ( Focke, 1894 ) ,
N R K8 Z — B SRR B W 2= 2
9 7002 ( The Plant List,2018) , B &R & 1% TG &
W, A B E N A 900 ~1 000 Fi ( Thompson,
1997) A W58 % Ik A 249 700 Ff (Lu & Boufford,
2003) , ) A TBR A Al AP ) 423K 45 1 ( Mabberley
1997 ; Lu & Boufford,2003) , 4 43 #i F R AL 36
AR, HAREL B AR, Bt
TCRil G HE FE B A 58 77 A o 20 A R T A Ao 174 5 BR
BOR, B2 RE S 45 0 9 R 2Ry BRI
XE 2 B 22 — ( Robertson, 1974 ; Lu, 1983 ; Weber,
1996; Alice & Campbell 1999; Alice et al, 2008 ) ,
[Fi) i A — 28 B B B A, B T, e
BN REAEY L 01 2 — TR BRSE 45 [ T 2 3% K
19 blackberry .dewberry F raspberry ¥JJ& A JE&HY)
LB A B AN AR TRCR % R R
A (ATIEYR ,1979) 5 25 F J7 1T, Rubus idaeus Al
R. chingii £ 25 FIAE Y A I E A (A, 1992 ;5 BR
WA A ,2006) s WE 7T, R. odoratus \R. spec-
tabilis 1 R. calycinoides T 9% — %l [X I H A %1k
OB P (AR, 1992 5 BREGA TAE %, 2006) .
AT HA AR FE VA I DR A B A AR ) B DR
JHETH , FRATT 2015—2017 45 88 i 2L (0 4k 4%
TV IEAT T8O A 78 5 3 B bR AR 8% 30 g
RIVF 2 84 T B R AR A X DL R A A,
IR T ST, — 2 Ry 1T A DA W) b S 4 it
TNPESEHY X R BERE, 2 B RE N A X B IR AR )
F 5 BT A1 FH SR L LA 5T

1 M5 7 &

TESCHR G IE AR A £ 18] 9 LAtk L, FRATTRS
AT R T S DR AR A AR AS BT o [ R
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B ML 5E TR bR A48 (PE) | R 27 B S 1)
WY RIPR AT (KUN) BT ERE 2 F R 5 947
I5% L B9 5 AR 00 b A A ( NALS ) 322 X s A 3
17T RS 5 SCHRAE 17 1% B B0 Ok BB D M IX LA
BT IR 28 Fh 4 AR BLKINR

o (M) wEXR

LA P HEA FORDHE B ol sl of
2. FLM MR G AR BOBAE g, AR A AT
3R
4. R T T,
SN (5~ )T~ TR corereeneeeee 1. L85 Rubus niveus
5./t 3~5 M,
6.5 AP ATI 7 bk R AL A

TR ITE | TSR 22 JR0EE 282 <veeeeeereereememeneee e eneneneee s 2a. WFIEST R. ellipticus
7.0 R EIBIE Wi IR B ERTE e 2b. ML R. ellipticus var. obcordatus
6.8 HARANI R K B TS E R E
QIR LB AT R LT B L EIMERE T o 3. B BT R. mesogaeus
8 RSLLL A 0 M,
9 FEREHNHDEHE T R ILT O, TR B0 A TR AERE - 4. ¥3HEE R. biflorus
9. AEHEANE R BT  RELLA OO G,
10. RS IR FAGLTE -+ vovovrvemrrreeeee e 5. G4BT R. hypargyrus
T S e T & o cO TR USSR 6. M BHT R. subornatus

4.0 R PSR T
11N 5~ 11 A4,

12 /R AN 2 B MG A SR, TE AR 5 AE SR OB LL (0 s /N (5~ )T~ 9(~ LI AL woeemmmeieeeeins
....................................................................................... 7. BT BT R, subinopertus
12 /PR AL I R BMBA AE O /N 5~ T AL weeeeneen 8. LI B4 T R. sumatranus
L1/ 3 4L,
13. 100 Az /N B 5 A B /NI 1~ 3 A8 I i 2 DT e 9. /IMEEFIT R. columellaris
13, TH0A= /N 500 B /N B2 JC I A 22501, i A B o
14 KU LG ORI TR, BB BRG] vveeeremeeerneeeennns 10. ZLEBEH T R. wallichianus
1445 b JC2LAE (0 6, AHEE B B
15 /NEE AR FERERIAE AN L ZE BRI 4~8(~10) cm  weroerrerernemrnenieiiin,
................................................................................. 11. 84 24T R. sikkimensis
15. /K A AERERIAES AN B, IR B MR A LT 1.5 em  ooeeeeeeeseeeeee,
................................................................................. 12. 2098 249 F R. macilentus

3.EMRE A 3 E 5 Mt
16, R 3 /N AR AR A R G LT e 13. # BT R. pentagonus
16. 5 AR M 5 /it Al R/ M TR B R CHA TR - 14, BT R. quinguefoliolatus



1414 O MW 38 &
2 FCM IR B A BT R, W 2 e A s %
170 T AR T (0 T K AR ),/ EL LR, — S0k 4 T4

2 L 15. WL EH)F R. calophyllus
18. 5 R MR 3 55 /i
19.3RE M B 3 /N FERELZGIRT oo 16. MBS T R. splendidissimus
19. 4 RE A 5 /8
0. F TS T ARITE «evverveereeemmenireneeeeeeeesiee e e e, 17a. BEEHT R. lineatus
20.M A P BRLTE  ANTERK EAIREY ---eeeeeeens 17b. M H BB T R. lineatus var. glabrior

17.0 5 FHETGLREBE , /N2 R
21 B3 /N
2 AR TR A/, HAR 1~1.5 e B K Z) 1 em; MEZE /D -oennnns 18. BB T R. metoensis
22 MR EARE IR, HAE 3~4 em B K 3~4 em MEREIRZE  -ovoeeeeeene 19. RAEEH T R. wardii
21.5nf,
230 P BB T,
24 T A A8y B AR 5 1 1< BRI s BIR B BT | T AR = B AR s K
25 MR Gl AA ;i R SRR BE AT BOY PSRRI KRR s
................................................................................. 20. My B 49F R. taronensis
25 MERTC B G AR i R AR R R e 21. BiAA R T R. efferatus
24 48 2-3 SRBUE Z WA BRI AR 5 i R 3 B | T o 2 AR BB el , T 1T B 3R 6 5 /N R AR
FHA,
26 MR TCHE TR HFBLE R oeeeeeemmeee e 22a. VBT R. hypopitys
26 AR IR E MR R 243 22b. TUEEAET R. hypopitys var. hanmiensis
23. M NS
27 WL BT, it ORR A B SO (R | 320 G A 0 28 B0 I i 3 v 28 5 Al o R T 1
ey ABTAH JCAEIE o eeeere 23. FiF B4 F R. assamensis
27 W ELIE R R I AR IIE | IR K 2~9 em AEHAER
280 BRIE B A DI | i G OIR BOAS BH S T 2R 5 TOUAL: B B AL T T oo
........................................................................... 24, B HEE 4T R. paniculatus
28. []-{—H‘ gﬂﬁjﬁ‘j .ﬂé Z"{P‘"%E 5 /J/é?'l ]ﬁﬁz%ﬁ%%jﬁéfé .................................
........................................................................ 25. Mk E 4T R. kumaonensis
L IGE IR NI T S NI o9 - = 2 1 S S L o X L I B 5 L S - R
29.5 0 H /i 3 505

30. /N 5 M, IR 3 MU, 2R S, B 2R BRI BUMAR A oereerrerermreee
............................................................... 26. ZZFE 7 BT R franchetianus var. pubescens

30 /NH# 3, G AR B BB AR VT B EE AR T <o eeeee e
.......................................................................................... 27. IR IES T R fockeanus

29. Hint:

31.25 AR AEREAIAE S B BRI = 5 vk S i B 2R 14, N5 R e | e G ml Bl 1A
.......................................................................................... 28. IWE BT R. calycinus
31.25 AR AEREAIAESE HL S B LIS G ORI S R SRR AT, T TR AR 5 AN 2R e

....................................................................................... 29. ﬁ]g%%’j% R. pectinarioides



11 AESCAESE . PR PR A T R A /N 1415

1. 418 % ik
Rubus niveus Thunb. in Rubo 9, f. 3. 1813.
Sy E (RS CBETE H R I S v
) BE T, s OR R ML X B B
BRI, AP, gif, RRE, ER, B, 5D
KVGW, EPJEJE VW, JEHEEE
TEUERR A . L —8 2% & [ BE S5 4 958 (CD-
BI) |; Wik & = AR 12558 YLZB0OOS1 (CDBI) ] ;4%
MR ZE 03716 (PE) ] ;35 #i—Pb JE #5 [ A
#2964 ,965 (CDBI) ] ;5 51 [F1—P J& M [ 4% ik 1 g
Jefe YLZB1106 (CDBI) J; K H K [ A& %54 1038
(CDBI) ] ;A ik[ ZEi#h b A & 04050 (PE) 1,
2a. BEIBHTF
Rubus ellipticus Sm. in Rees, Cycl. 30: Rubus
no. 16. 1819.
S E (R PE G, < R ), B ST B
JE BB 22 R R NP, g, 2R B4,
L ENE RV, JEEEE
TEUERRAS . BB [ AESE4E 953-7 (CDBI) ],
2b. F#ia
Rubus ellipticus Smith var. obcordatus ( Franch.)
Focke in Bibl. Bot. 17 [Heft 72(2) ] 199. 1911.
A E (P BN TEE P ) B
FEJeinsR, aht, 28 M
EUEbRAS . SRR [ REZEAE 953-1,953-2,953
-3,953-4,953-5,953-6,953-8,953-9 (CDBI) ,
ZEENEFIRE B S 3462 (PE) ] HIR—E% S [ A&
S 953-14,953-15,953-16,953-17,953-18,
953-19,953-20 (CDBI) ] ; XA —F8 5L [ 1%
% YLZB2334 (CDBI) ]; ¥F % [ B H 51 10775
(PE)]; # 3¢ [ 2= 8 4 M B W & 3190, 3294
(PE) ] in#Ag® [ 2 MR # 8 02012 (PE) I
e pE—H B [ | s &K A2 5 YLZBO165
(CDBI) | ; 751k [ 2584 IR 35 4053 (PE) ] ;%
E—Hb R [ F3 FT SO YLZB3164 (CDBI) |,
3. EfHEHF
Rubus mesogaeus Focke ex Diels
Jahrb. Syst. 29(3-4) . 399. 1900.
T A ES NG = RN I eI [N it I & 7
JI B VUL =R ) , HAS BRI AR BN EE, Jéin

in Bot.

IR, APE,
SEUFARAS  $LAR A 62K [ 430465 STET2648
(KUN) J,

4. THEHF
Rubus hypargyrus Edgew. in Trans. Linn. Soc.
London 20(1) : 45. 1846. —R. austrotibetanus T. T. Yu
et L. T. Lu in Acta Phytotax. Sin. 18(4) . 496.1980;
T.T. Yu et L. T. Lu in T. T. Yu, FL. Reip. Pop.
Sin. 37 57.1985; L. T. Lu in Z. Y. Wu, FIl. Tibet. 2.
615. 1985; L. T. Lu et D. E. Boufford in Z. Y. Wu et
P. H. Raven, Fl. China 9. 209. 2003.
O3 R (VU R ), e AR IR LI B
B IR, A FE
FEUEFRAS ¢ WERAE A7 1) 171 pg 0 [ 2 s A 2 2
299 (PE) ] ;LB\ S8K[ AESE4E 949 (CDBI) ];
Z e VG 5 [ AEJG4E 1003,1007 (CDBI) ] ; ZHEfE
WIE A M [ Ano. 2345 (PE) J; A% [ F BB 74 -
3776 (PE)]; i A&—IF % [ A€ 5E 4 1013, 1015,
1018 (CDBI) ],
5. X BMTF
Rubus subornatus Focke in Notes Roy. Bot.
Gard. Edinburgh 5(23) . 77, pl. 69. 1911.
O3 R E (P VY S ) i
FEUERRAS : L 38 A B 60K [ RE S5 4E 1041 (CD-
BI) ]
6. HE
Rubus biflorus Buch. — Ham. ex Sm. in Rees,
Cycl. 30: Rubus no. 9. 1819.
pai T R ES QI I E 7 N DL ) LY
), SO KRIRHBIX EDRE  JEIHR , AP, i)
TEUERRAS 4% 24 [ ABSE4E 1415 (CDBI) ],
7. RLABHET
Rubus subinopertus T. T. Yu et L. T. Lu in Acta
Phytotax. Sin. 18(4) : 497. 1980.
O3A R E (P PR SR ) o
TEUE AR A L 85 A B 62 - 72K [ 5K F5 7R 4§
STET1662 (KUN) J 5 #1%5 [ A= YWt 5 v 4 e =% ¢ BA
1688 (HNWP) ,BEfli £l 10731 (PE), 75 HEBA 74 -
4042 (PE) ] ; ZHEWPH R [ BESGHE 977 (CDBI) &
W RIRESEE YLZB1167 (CDBI) |5 BEM L[ 4B =
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2 11349 (PE) ] ;4% X4 [ BE 4548 1407 (CD-
BI) ],
8. LAREHTF

Rubus sumatranus Miq., Fl. Ned. Ind. Append. 1:
307. 1860.

AT RN N AN B =S R ORI LN S ]
[ i =2 T L L= 1 I o= I A I B SO 1
w) L EIEE, HAS BN, JRIAR, AP, R E 2,
W gE B, SO TE I, ENEEJE VR,

EE bR AN M AR [ BE JE fE 1390, 1392
(CDBI) ] ;4 30 [ % % %% YLZB3553 (CDBI) ];
51— R A [ BB S5 1R 963 (CDBI) |5 1% [ Bifh
110691 (PE) ]; BER D[4S E &4 11318
(PE) ] ;4% 24 [ BESE1E 1400, 1417 (CDBI) | ;#ik
[ FER R ANZ= 4 4725 (PE) ],

9. IMEBHF
Rubus columellaris Tutcher in Rep. Bot. Dept. Hong
Kong 1914 31. 1915.

O3 E (R TP e )l SR =
FLTVE AR B, P A R I R

TEUEPR A . 48 bR [ BEE4E 1389, 1391 (CDBI) J;
IR BT = A% YLZB2730 (CDBI) |,

10. IEZHF

Rubus wallichianus Wight et Arn., Cat. Ind.
Pl. 61. 1833.

Sy E (B B B R i S =
BV EDEE SRR, AN RS v P R A
AHTIE %

EAEAR A, BLIR—F5 2% & [ RESE 1R 953 - 12,
953-13 (CDBI) |,

11. 5E&EEHF

Rubus sikkimensis Hook. f., Fl. Brit. India 2
(5): 336. 1878.

Gy T E (PEE) L EREE RS

B E bR A, £ MfE ] P R [ AE JG 4R 984
(CDBI) ] 5 K i —¥F %5 [ #9 SCH 55 YLZBO0576
(CDBL) ] ¥ % [ ¥ SC# 1 XE =2 7% YLZBO0833,
YLZB3318 (CDBI) |,

12. BESHF

Rubus macilentus Jacquem. ex Cambess. in

Voy. Inde 4(Bot.) : 49, t. 60. 1844.

O3AT R E U PR, s ) e AT R K
X, BRI JRIAUR AT,

FETERR AR . FL 88 24 [ 62 - 80K [ AE S 4F 1382
(CDBI) , & = A MZE52 YLZB0191 (CDBI) , 3k 45
K% STET1664 (KUN) ] ;4% [ RES54E 1410,1418
(CDBI) ],

13. EMEHF

Rubus pentagonus Wall. ex Focke in Bibl.
Bot. 17( Heft 72(2) ) : 145. 1911.

S3A R E (PO SR PR, SR ) BN e
THR AP, ghife) B

FEUERRAS 4% 24 [ BS54 1409 (CDBI) |,

14. AM2F

Rubus quinquefoliolatus T. T. Yu et L. T. Lu in
Acta Phytotax. Sin. 20(3) . 306, pl. 2, f. 1. 1982. —
R. pentagonus Wall. ex Focke var. eglandulosus Yu et
Lu in Acta Phytotax. Sin. 20(3): 306.1982; T. T. Yu
et L. T. Lu in T. T. Yu, FI. Reip. Pop. Sin. 37;
111. 1985; L. T. Lu et D. E. Boufford in Z. Y. Wu et
P. H. Raven, Fl. China 9. 233. 2003. syn. nov.

O3A (BN P R ) AR R

FEAIE bR A M bR [ A2 3 E O A 14142
(PE) ] ;B[R Hi—F4 [ YLZB1151 (CDBI) ] ; H %
[ A AESE4E YLZB1151 (CDBI) , BEA: %1 10700
(PE) | ; Z M PG 12 [ BES4E 981 (CDBI) , 4 A0
ABSEtE YLZB1174 (CDBI) | ; Koa i —it 4 [ $93C
W% YLZBOSS2 (CDBI) ] K5 ¥4 [ fiE 45 4 1405,
1406 (CDBI) , Bifli%l 14582 (PE) |,

15. BAZHF(EMHEHTF)

Rubus calophyllus C. B. Clarke in J. Linn.
Soc., Bot. 25: 19, t. 7. 1889.

Sy hE [ PEE (A v AE 2012 5K B AR,
2012) |, EREE A FE,

FEUEPRAS T 1 F 68K [ FE AR 5 Al 2= i A=
00083 (PE) ]; FL & 2\ % 52 - 80K [ AE & 1¢ 1376
(CDBI) ,FLPH Tibet Expedition 12—-1885 (PE) , 4>
AAE4F STET1633 (KUN) ] Fu v H—VF % [ 93¢
WAIXB =7 YLZB3891 (CDBI) | ;7% [ # SCHE A
A= 7 YLZB0828 ( CDBI) ]; 4% 24 [ AE JC1E 1414
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(CDBI) , 2k 7 B Fll 4 4: JC YLZB4563 ( CDBI) , 78
A FIEER & 01295 (PE) ],

Ji 4 SCHIR T 2 AS b SR S B Ry B 65, i B Ak
WLEE | S B (0 RN AT (P SR S 28 7
16. KmEF

Rubus splendidissimus Hara in J. Jap. Bot. 40.
327. 1965. =R. andersoni Hook. {., Fl. Brit. India 2. 333.
1878, nom. illeg., later homonym, non Lefevr. 1877.

O3 [ PRIk A AR, 2012) T EDBE, JE
THIR A FE,

TEIE b A L8 A0 B 62 - 72K [ 4 AR 4
STET1632 ( KUN) ] $i #s—7F %5 [ A& 55 48 1031
(CDBI) ] ;7F4% [ B3 SCHMIXE = 7° YLZB3326 (CD-
BI) | ;1% —J A [ AESE4E 991 (CDBI) ],
17a. HEEHET

Rubus lineatus Reinw. in Blume, Bijdr. FIL
Ned. Ind. 17 1108. 1826. —R. lineatus Reinw. var. an-
gustifolius Hook. f., Fl. Brit. India 2(5): 333. 1878
[as “angustifolia” ] ; T. T. Yuet L. T. Lu in T. T. Yu,
FI. Reip. Pop. Sin. 37; 129. 1985; L. T. Lu et D.
E. Boufford in Z. Y. Wu et P. H. Raven, Fl. China 9.
244. 2003.

o3 R E (PR R ) BN JETA R AT
iita) R, SR VUL, BB JEPE

FEIEARAS IR R 1L R 68K [ 44 25 A= i 2
00078 (PE)]; #L 88 A % 62 - 12K [ & & & %
STET1661,STET2169 ( KUN) , A& %z 4 1381 ( CD-
BI) 175 B—H& MR [ T CBAAE 2 2961 (PE) ] 54%
AR S B 4H 11577 (PE), Anonymous 2411
(PE) | ; Z MW V4 /7 [ RBSE1E 976 (CDBI) | ;P4 JE
FAZ[ Whis: 55 3289 (NAS) ] ;4% 2 [ A& Jc e 1401,
1419 (CDBI) ,Z=EhE ML 35 989 (PE) ],
17b. ERMBERBF (HM)

Rubus lineatus Reinw. var. glabrior Hook. f.,
F1. Brit. India 2(5) : 333. 1878.

Sy A EREE BT HL 2R SOk, P E A
Bridsk

AR R ALK EA AR, HR A
JIE,

FEUEARAS . L5382\ B% 80— 62K [ 7 &= AR A1 A= 5¢

YLZB0190 ( CDBI) ] .
18. EREHF

Rubus metoensis T.T.Yu et L.T.Lu in Acta Phy-
totax. Sin. 18(4) : 498. 1980.

Gy T E (PEE) .

FEIEFR A ; FL AR 2N B 52 - 80K [ AB Sk 1039,
1366 (CDBI) , k4 445 STET2616 (KUN) ,FLPH
Tibet Expedition 12—-1892 ( PE) , M i Al 2= 4
00372 (PE) ]; Bl J& ¥ —F % [ 9 SC M F X = 7
YLZB0744 (CDBI) ] ; I %—K 75 1 [ BE JE4E 990
(CDBI) ] ; Z M3 P4 f5 [ AE SG%E 982 (CDBI) ] ;4%
M A AR R 01255 (PE) 1 P M £ [ B
%45 3299 (NAS) ],

19. XTEEHF

Rubus wardii Merr. in Brittonia 4(1) . 84. 1941.

Gy E (P, =) BREE AN i

FEUERRAS . Z2 M) VY /2 [ B 54 980 ( CDBI)
WUk FAE AL YLZB1175 (CDBI) |5 K AR—IT %
[ ¥ SCH 55 YLZBOS73, £ I At J& 387 8 YLZB1829
(CDBI) J; H & R % #b A 3¢ [ B A 51 10716
(PE) ],

20. BT

Rubus taronensis C. Y. Wu ex T. T. Yu et
L. T. Lu in Acta Phytotax. Sin. 20(3) : 308. 1982.

O3 E (=) o P PR AR E R

SEUEARAS . BT JEMF—TT43% [ ABSE4E 973 (CDBI) |,
21. BRAEHF

Rubus efferatus Craib in FL 1(4);
570. 1931. = R. ferox Wall. ex Focke in Abh.
Naturwiss. Vereins Bremen 4 ( Heft 2). 196. 1874.

Siam.

nom. illeg., later homonym, nec Vest ex Tratt. 1823 nec
Weihe ex Boenn. 1824. —R. kurzii N. P. Balakr. in
J. Bombay Nat. Hist. Soc. 67 (1): 58. 1970. nom.
illeg. superfl. —R. laxus Focke, Biblioth. Bot.17 ( Heft
72(1)): 68. 1910. nom. illeg., later homonym, non
Sudre 1900. T. T. Yu et L. T. Lu in T. T. Yu, FL
Reip. Pop. Sin. 37; 137. 1985; L. T. Lu et D. E. Bouf-
ford in Z. Y. Wu et P. H. Raven, Fl. China 9.
264. 2003.

O3 E (=B BVEE JEIA R, AP,
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EAES I T e S PR RSP 0 T T (R o

TEUERR A . B —1E 2% & [ B8 Je 1k 960 (CD-
BI) ] ERT [ Wk %5 3446 (NAS) ]; KA [ REJL4E
1377 (CDBI) | ; L&A —FF A& [ ABSE4E 1396,
1398,1422 (CDBI) |,

R. laxus Focke (1910) & R. laxus Sudre
(1900) MG A1 44, Ry —AR LA R, SRR AS K
SCHRISY , % BE R. laxus Focke F1 R. ferox Wall. ex
Focke JC B i 22 3|, R A ¥ = &, (£ R. ferox
Wall. ex Focke (1874) X /& R. ferox Vest ex
Tratt. (1823) f¥H 1744 , Craib Al N. P. Balakr.
A3 F 1931 4E 1 1970 4F &K T R. ferox Wall. ex
Focke % X 24 FKX R. efferatus Craib 1 R. kurzii N.
P. Balakr. , ¥ Ay 4 180, H T R. efferatus Craib 1Y
KB T R, kurzii N. P. Balakr., [H Il R. effe-
ratus Craib /& R. ferox Wall. ex Focke (1874) W&
ERICK PR, T R. kurzii N. P. Balakr. h —Z 42 %
Fo (R R A ) (A 7R R G B8 6 1985) Al
Flora of China (Lu & Boufford, 2003 ) Xf R. laxus
Focke BN 24 N H R T LAITIE
22a. HE2HF

Rubus hypopitys Focke in Notes Roy. Bot.
Gard. Edinburgh 5(23) . 72, pl. 64. 1911.

O3 R E (PR, =) .

TEE AR A B M—TT [ AR St R 1027
(CDBI) ] ;774 [ B3 SCHMXE = 7° YLZB3269 ( CD-
Bl ), & f %1 10711 ( PE01494495,
PE01494496) 1; £ Ifi 3] ¥4 )+ [ AE JE 48 979, 987
(CDBI) J; b 94 H [ 8 SCH FIXR = 7 YLZB3428
(CDBI) ],
22b. FTERHETF

Rubus hypopitys Focke var. hanmiensis T.
T. Yu et L.T. Lu in Acta Phytotax. Sin. 20 (4) .
458. 1982.

O3 P (PE D) o

FEAE bR A% . Z2 1 0T 7Y 52 [ RE SE 4R 986, 1011
(CDBI) , TR MIFESETE YLZB1199 (CDBI) | ; K&
il —FiA% [ AESEtE 1012 (CDBI) ] Ptk —IT# [ A&
St 1021,1023, 1025 (CDBI) | ; %5 [ 8 S0 fn
X = YLZB0810 ( CDBI), [k {5 %1 10711

( PE00020757) ],
23. R EHTF

Rubus assamensis Focke in Abh. Naturwiss. Ve-
reins Bremen 4. 197. 1874.

O3 TR E R BN VU, R L)) | B
&, g,

FEUEARAS : MEZR A /N B L [ B4R B 25 %6 BA SET
-ET1117 (PE)]; M R [AE & % & R 41 11129
(PE) ] s &R £ J5 F1#9 SCH2 YLZB3214 (CDBI) ,
T M B\ M Bk 2H 2937 (PE), Anonymous 2412
(PE) | ;#8853 [ 7 M BN 745068 (PE) J; B2
Mi—H2 [ BE 4 968 (CDBI) ] L v H—H %%
[ %1% YLZB1273 (CDBI) | ;4% 4 [ 2% i 2 MR A
01098 (PE) J; BEM L[ A& %= & R4 11403
(PE) ],

24. RESEHT

Rubus paniculatus Sm. in Rees, Cycl. 30;
Rubus no. 41. 1819.

O3AT T E (VU =), SE A K R b X B
& JBIHR A,

TEAIE b5 A B Je A BiF 5 [ RE S 4R 1032
(CDBI) ] ; Bl Je #r—¥F % [ BE S5 4E 966, 969,971
(CDBI) ] ;4 4 [ ZFEh4: AR & 00935 (PE) ],
25. MRk EHF

Rubus kumaonensis N. P. Balakr. in J. Bombay
Nat. Hist. Soc. 67: 58. 1970. =R. reticulatus Wall. ex
Hook. f., FL. Brit. India 2(5) : 331. 1878. nom. illeg.,
later homonym, non A. Kern. 1871. T. T. Yu et L.
T. Lu in T. T. Yu, Fl. Reip. Pop. Sin. 37, 167. 1985;
L. T. Luin Z. Y. Wu, FL. Tibet. 2; 623. 1985; L. T. Lu
et D. E. Boufford in Z. Y. Wu et P. H. Raven, FL
China 9, 256. 2003.

O3 E (PEE) L EREE JRTAZR At

FEUEARA : S8R [ AB S 4R 952 (CDBI) , BH%
BA 1596 (PE) , A 74-4604 (PE) ] ; H-hf—7%
NS [ RBSGAE 961 (CDBI) | 3 FEMAS —farFLAS [ F3K
45 YLZB2256 (CDBI) ] 5 B8 UK [ AESE4E 1394,
1395, 1397 (CDBI)]; &% A1 [ Anonymous 2520
(PE) ]; ¥ Ai—3b 75 [ 3% 5 A J] B %8 YLZB2154
(CDBI) ] ;4% MK [ AESE4E 1393 (CDBI) , # 78 BA fH
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B4l 2902 (PE) ]k H A [ &4 1035, 1036,
1037 (CDBI) ]; % Je 5—5 JE % [ Fi i 21 10865
(PE) ];#%24 [ B S1E 1408 ( CDBI) , 2k 2 W Fl [
470 YLZB4562 (CDBI) | ; #v 1h—Hi 4 [ £ I F 8
SCH YLZB3162 (CDBI) |

R. reticulatus Wall. ex Hook. f. (1878) N R. re-
ticulatus A. Kern. (1871) WyBE H R4, h—IAF 4
B, i e A ) (i O R R B 85, 1985 ) AN
Flora of China(Lu & Boufford 2003 ) X} H: A A4 24
IR T RAITIE
26. REEMBHT

Rubus franchetianus H. Lév. var. pubescens
(Franch.) C. Gupata et S. S. Dash in Nelumbo 58:
46. 2016. = R. fragarioides Bertol. var. pubescens
Franch., Pl. Delavay. 203. 1890. nom. illeg. T. T. Yu et
L. T. Lu in T. T. Yu, Fl. Reip. Pop. Sin. 37. 216.
1985; L. T. Lu in Z. Y. Wu, FI. Tibet. 2; 624. 1985;
L. T. Lu et D. E. Boufford in Z. Y. Wu et P. H. Raven,
FI. China 9; 283. 2003.

O3 R E (PR R ) L EDRE

FEUE PR A 22 1 17 7Y 2 [ € Yo 4E 1002, 1008
(CDBI) ] ; 2 Hf $i db 3 [ 75 8 B\ A5 B 240 3273
(PE) ] s RAAR—Hhitk [ AESE4E 1014 (CDBI) ],

R. fragarioides Bertol. (1861) K R. fragarioides
(Michx.) Dum.Cours. (1814) fJBgH [R144 , A —E
AR, JA K Focke 78 1910 454 H 45 9ty Fp [
AZFh R. arcticus L. var. fragarioides ( Bertol.) Focke,
2 B[] B A ) i 44 125 0L, 3k — 8 o 4 Pk s S Al 1
B AN, ¥ B8 [ B AL ) a5 25 75 B0, R, fragarioides
Bertol. T 19 P > 22 1 24 X R. fragarioides Bertol.
var. pubescens Franch. ( 1896 ) Fl R. fragarioides
Bertol. var. adenophorus Franch. (1890) 1 /& 3F &
f. H. Levl. T 1909 424 T 4 & ML) # K A.
R. Franchet 5 56 R. fragarioides Bertol. var. ade-
nophorus Franch. $& F+ 24 F 0 58 9% Jf v 4 N R.
franchetianus H. Lév., ¥t R. franchetianus H.
Lév. /& R. fragarioides Bertol. var.
Franch. 1Y f - o] [ % FR., T R. fragarioides
Bertol. #ll R. fragarioides Bertol. var. pubescens

Franch. 1 B X 44 F% Wty B0 £ 2% % C. Gupata FI

adenophorus

S. S. Dash F 2016 &E&eH# 1, 7054 R. franche-
tianus H. Lév. var. fragarioides (Focke) C. Gupata et
S. S. Dash #l R. franchetianus H. Lév. var. pubescens
(Franch.) C. Gupata et S. S. Dash,

e AR A ) (AT TR FIRE 2 066, 1985) il
Flora of China(Lu & Boufford, 2003) Hic #k (19 « %
BT R BREM RS T MRS
T Y 2 24 KA R M N AE BN R, franchetianus H.
Lév. var. fragarioides (Focke) C. Gupata et S. S. Dash,
R. franchetianus H. Lév. var. pubescens ( Franch.)
C. Gupata et S. S. Dash fl R. franchetianus H. Lév.,
27. mLBHETF

Rubus fockeanus Kurz in J. Asiat. Soc. Bengal
44 (2) . 206. 1875.

SR (L I PR s ) L EREE JE
THIR AP, i,

SEUEAR A : 4L B8 20 60K [ RE S5 4E 1367 (CD-
BI) ] ; Bl JE AT —F i [ #0 SCHE RS =2 T YLZB3925
(CDBI) ],

28. HEBMT

Rubus calycinus Wall. ex D. Don,
Fl. Nepal. 235. 1825.

oA TR E (U VYR =) L BB JE VAR,
AFE, diita) T

FEUEARAS 5 /R 51 [ 7 = 2 2F YLZB2744 (CD-
BI) ] 7F4— KA [ A Yotk 993 (CDBI) | ; 21
TG 7 [ RESEAE 978,983 (CDBI) |5 4% 24 [ BRfi &1
14509 (PE) J; 75 Ju #% 2 [ #k ¥ 5§ 4030, 4830
(NAS) ] Aik[ ZEih A A Ak 04363 (PE) ],
29. AEBHETF

Rubus pectinarioides Hara in J. Jap. Bot. 47
(4): 111. 1972.

Gy E (P9 =/ ) ERRE AT

FEURPRAS Pt [ 75 A B4 3235 (PE) |5
A% —F 45 [ RESefE 992,1017,1020 (CDBI) , #
SCME A YLZB0572 ( CDBIL) , % 9 Al JE B %
YLZB1819,YLZB1863 ( CDBI), 75 7k BA 74 — 3902
(PE)]; o 7 H—IT % [ ¥ ST f1 X = 7
YLZB3854 (CDBI) ]; ¥ % [ ¥ X # #1 XPp = F
YLZBO815,YLZB3267( CDBI) | ; @il [ ZEEhA4: fife

Prodr.
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5 04460 (PE) ], franchetianus H. Lév. var. fragarioides ( Focke )

3 Wik H 4

LRGN, H AT A W AR I M X A B
JRAEY) 28 i, 4 A5 Fh, 2 i VG DX AS B R 2R
80% , H: ' R. lineatus Reinw. var. glabrior Hook.
£ ok A A T SR A, /NE R T (R, columel-
laris Tutcher) (ZLE 24 F (R. wallichianus Wight et
Arn.) o W B ) T (R. taronensis C. Y. Wu ex
T. T. Yu et L. T. Lu) Fl i #a B4 T (R. efferatus
Craib ) 4y PG 553 A1 B0 sRAR , Ry 45038 A DA ) o
FPRHE T EMTE SR X R BORL

e — K EER Y, &80 R EY 1
BT 7 R —E IR A, 455
BRI LS, K IAEA XA 70 A 9 83 BUAE (R,
biflorus Buch.—Ham. ex Sm.) (ZE#{ 18, M5 )5 26
W) LB F (R. calophyllus C. B. Clarke) (4£
w3 W) | 4 B F (R, splendidissimus
Hara) (PR B ZL IR B M 3600 (AHBEH T
(R. lineatus Reinw.) (320 )  KAEE I F (R
wardii Merr.) (AE3K) EA 3 KT8 78U BE 08
AR L TR TR T[ (R franchetianus H.
Lév. var. pubescens ( Franch.) C. Gupata et S. S.
Dash) | 0 1L & %) F (R. fockeanus Kurz) | ik % &
#F (R. calycinus Wall. ex D. Don) FIH] & &8 1
(R. pectinarioides Hara) 8 7341 4R 35 , (HAE TR
WLBE s 281 b T T TS B — R B T A A 5 0 36
B (R. niveus Thunb.) ZBEZE % T (R. lineatus Re-
inw. ) FIELLLE ) F (R. fockeanus Kurz) i) 5 SR
A — TR I i A B U5

(PR YA ) (AT TR R RG22 56 1985) AN
Flora of China(Lu & Boufford,2003) Hic 2 &5 it
B4 F (R. fragarioides Bertol.) | B &f M & 4 T
( R. fragarioides Bertol. var. pubescens Franch.) . i
EH M & # T (R fragarioides Bertol. var.
adenophorus Franch.) \Bi¥A B4 T (R. laxus Focke)
Jo M ik B 8 F (R. reticulatus Wall. ex Hook. f.) fY
FAREZ AW R £ He BRE PR ) 24 0, X
Se 7 FR 34 Ohy AE Bk 44 BR, H SO B M B B R

C. Gupata et S. S. Dash, R. francheiianus H. Lév.
var. pubescens ( Franch.) C. Gupata et S. S. Dash,
R. franchetianus H. Lév. ,R. efferatus Craib Il R. ku-
maonensis N. P. Balakr. ,

Hig TEAFRIAEDITLIKREE
FE Sk & 08 AR AR B, WA R K S AL A
#14% Botanical Museum, University of Oslo, Norway
(0) # Bjgrn Petter Lgfall 2 4% 32 4 38 o 4 X A7 A
Bk, EFF AL AT T AL AT A AE (PE) A=
W & A B S A AL A 50 BT AL M AR A48 (KUN) A
AR BT AR, b — IF B,

B2

ALICE LA, CAMPBELL CS, 1999. Phylogeny of Rubus ( Rosa-
ceae) based on nuclear ribosomal DNA internal transcribed
spacer region sequences [ J]. Am J Bot, 86(1) :81-97.

ALICE LA, DODSON TM, SUTHERLAND BL, 2008. Diversity
and relationships of Bhutanese Rubus [ J]. Acta Hortic, 777
63-70.

CHEN X, WANG SY, 2006. The resources research and to ex-
ploit using of Chinese bramble (Rubus L. ) [J]. SW Chin J
Agric Sci, 19 (suppl) :351-355. [ Bfls§, TA:E, 2006.
EEHTRAYRIEMR EIF LR [1]. Wl
#Z, 19(suppl) :351-355.]

CHENG SZ, 1988. Motuo Nature Reserve of Tibet [ J]. Plants,
15(3) :6-9. [ FRfks, 1988. PG I I 1 4 o W 2k
B F A RIPIX (1], HZRAE, 15(3) :6-9.]

CHENG SZ, NI ZC, 1985. The outline of flora in the Mt. Nam-
jagbarwa region [J]. Mt Res, 3(4) :284-290. [ #E# &, 15
A, 1985, R L FC IR DR X AR AR (0], L b
5%, 3(4) :284-290.]

CHENG WL, LI BS, WANG YZ, et al, 1981. Vegetation in-
vestigation on Motuo in Tibet [ J]. Acta Phytoecol & Geobot
Sin, 5(3):232-233. [ RARZ, ik, EM K, 55,
1981, PURASMERIRIB B 5E [J]. A A 5 H )
MA], 5(3):232-233.]

FOCKE WO, 1894. Roaceae [M] //ENGLER A, PRANTL

K. Die Natiirlichen Pflanzenfamilien nebst ihren Gattungen

und wichtigeren Arten, insbesondere den Nutzpflanzen, unter

Mitwirkung  zahlreicher  hervorragender ~ Fachgelehrten
begriindet 3(3). Leipzig: W. Engelmann.

GU Y, 1992. Rubus L. resources and utilization [ J]. J Plant
Resour & Environ, 1(2) :50-60. [ i, 1992. 24T /&
ProeIR BRI ()], MBI S35, 1(2) :50-60. ]

GUPTA C, DASH SS, 2016. Nomenclatural notes on Rubus

franchetianus ( Rosaceae) and two new additions to Indian



11 4 RESCARSE . DU

B ES TR /NG 1421

Rubus [ J]. Nelumbo, 58.44-47.

HAN WD, YAO G, XU FX, et al, 1992. Investigation of plant
resources in Motuo, Tibet [ J]. J Plant Resour & Environ, 1
(1) :62-64. [BRAERR, Dhid:, TRIKUH, 4%, 1992. PURLAEJG
PR S IRE A (] ERIR S, 1(1) .62-64.]

LI BS, 1984. The vertical spectra of vegetation in the Mt. Nam-
jagbarwa region [ J]. Mt Res, 2(3):174-181. [ Z=if A=,
1984. T L BU 04 b DX AE B I LS (0], L HbBIFSR,
2(3):174-181.]

LU LD, BOUFFORD DE, 2003. Rubus L.[ M] //WU ZY, RA-
VEN PH. Flora of China; Vol. 9. Beijing: Science Press;
St. Louis: Missouri Botanical Garden Press.

LU LT, 1983. A study on the genus Rubus of China [J]. Acta
Phytotax Sin, 21(1):13-25. [ 346, 1983. IR EE 4T
JEAEYIRIOITE (1], M3, 21(1) :13-25.]

MABBERLEY DJ, 1997. The plant book, a portable dictionary
of the vascular plants [ M]. 2nd ed. Cambridge : Cambridge
University Press.

NI ZC, CHENG SZ, 1992. The flora of the vascular plants in
Mt. Namjagbarwa region of Xizang ( Tibet) [ M]. Beijing:
Beijing Science and Technology Press. [ fid s i, R,
1992, PHFETFE I FOE X A A X AR [M]. bt
SR EROR I . ]

ROBERTSON KR, 1974. The genera of Rosaceae in the south-
eastern United States [ J]. J Amold Arboretum, 55 (2):
344-401.

SUN H, ZHOU ZK, 1996. The characters and origin of the flora
from the Big Bend Gorge of Yalu Tsangpo ( Brahmabutra)
River, eastern Himalayas [ J]. Acta Bot Yunnan, 18(2):
185-204. [ FMIL, JEIHTEL, 1996. 5 B RHE AR FS e & A A
VTR ISy 25 iy DXAE ) X R A RF s Bk TR ()], m R
YIBFSE, 18(2) :185-204. ]

SUN H, ZHOU ZK, 1997. The phytogeographical affinities and
nature of the Big Bend Gorge of Ya Lu Tsangpo River, SE
Tibet, E Himalayas. China [J]. J Appl Environ Biol, 3(2) :
184-190. [P, JETHTES, 1997. 5 BhRHE AR A & A

VTRl 25y 25 by X b ¥~ ) DX AR A9 T RO 2% G 3R
[J]. N SFAEAY R, 3(2) :184-190.]

SUN H, ZHOU ZK, 2002. Seed plants of the big bend gorge of
Ya Lu Tsangpo in SE Tibet, E Himalayas [ M ]. Kunming:
Yunnan Science and Technology Press. [ #fiit, Ji #7 &,
2002. HEE-HUAT TR B T A b X Fp a4 [M]. B,
=R . ]

The Plant List, 2018. Rubus L. [ EB/OL]. http://www. thepla-
ntlist. org/tpll. 1/search? q=Rubus.

THOMPSON MM, 1997. Survey of chromosome numbers in
Rubus (Rosaceae: Rosoideae) [J]. Ann Mo Bot Gard, 84:
128-164.

WANG HC, HE ZR, SUN H, 2012. Rediscoveries of two species
of Rubus (Rosaceae) in China [J]. Guihaia, 32(3):315-
317. [ EMenb, MR, FMIT, 2012, PIFPEAY TR A 7E
THEEHTAIL (1], T PEY, 32(3) :315-317.]

WEBER HE, 1996. Former and modern taxonomic treatment of
the apomictic Rubus complex [ J]. Folia Geobot Phytotax, 31
(3) :373-380.

YU TT, 1979. Taxonomy of Chinese fruit tree [ M ]. Beijing: Ag-
ricultural Publishing House. [’Fﬁf%%ﬁ/ﬁ, 1979. TP EERE
ML dent Aol R ]

YU TT, LU LT, 1985. Rubus 1. [M] //YU TT. Flora Reipu-
blicae Popularis Sinicae; Vol. 37. Beijing:Science Press. [ﬁj’
?ﬁ?fi REFSI, 1985, BHTJE [M] //aTER. HEmEY
A 37 & duat B AL )

ZHANG SD, 2012. Notes on Rubus subsect. Lineatt from China
[J].J Plant Sci, 30(3) :301-304. [ K14, 2012. [E7=k&k
T RA TR [J]. P2, 30(3):
301-304. ]

ZHENG WL, 1999. Analyses of the floristic features on the fam-
ilies, genera of Pteridophyta from the big bend region at Yalu
Tsangpo (River), Xizang (Tibet), China [ J]. Acta Bot
Yunnan, 21(1) :43-50. [ FBAEF1, 1999. FE & A T K3

Ll X FRISAE YRR X R FHE ST [J]. = Eiise,
21(1) :43-50.]



