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Abstract

New advances in legume systematics are reviewed herein. The Leguminosae, being the third larg-
est angiosperm family with about 751 living genera and ca. 19,500 species, has a global distribu-
tion as well as a key ecological and economic importance. The Leguminosae might have made their
debut since the Late Cretaceous, boasting an abundant and diverse fossil and extant taxa in the
Cenozoic. Recent molecular systematic studies suggested that the traditional classification system
of legumes subdivided into three subfamilies (i.e., Caesalpinioideae, Mimosoideae, and Papilio-
noideae) has not been evolutionarily reasonable. Instead, the currently proposed systems of clas-
sification for legumes with more than three subfamilies are better supported despite the uncer-
tainty for the concrete number and delimitation of subfamilies. In addition, proper phylogenetic
relationships among the four families (i.e., Leguminosae, Polygalaceae, Quillajaceae, and Suriana-
ceae) in the order Fabales have hitherto been poorly resolved, and the basal nodes of phylogenetic
tree topologies in Leguminosae are not well supported. How to reclassify the paraphyletic subfa-
mily Caesalpinioideae and its own pivotal taxa (e.g., Cercideae, Cassieae, Detarieae, and Caesalpi-
nieae) desperately need more detailed researches.
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AR T IHERSREY REFHAWFHE . EhLeguminosaelE M TFHEYIE=KR, LH751
MEJEA19,5005, &BRTZ 040, BEAEERBENESHAFME. SRHEY T REEE T 5248,
HUFMRESRBEETERTEEESH. ERNSTFRAFHARY, FAHEZR3ERN(RI =T
FlCaesalpinioideae. FZEE . Mimosoideae LA Papilionoideae)7I5 R 4t st ik it
AEHE, MERFREWERNE TR RAGNRBETHR, REER R4S E MRS TR FER
K. o, SHFIFBRABTRER. @EF Polygalaceae. A} Quillajaceaefl ¥ A\ £}
SurianaceaefIHEH RA R B R RMIABM AR, MEENRARKENEERT SHXRHEBART, F+
R =LA R N EF R — e oo 43 58 (B In K i Cercideae. ¥R FH % Cassieae. H Eji%Detarieae
M= 3Li% Caesalpinieae) i) B H R 4R 7B FELURF 5T

KA
TR, LA, SHETR, WRETH, RA% STRSRRES

1. 518

T8} Leguminosae 724 fir B 3 A= [ % (symbiotic nitrogen fixation) 2 & 15 oK BRI 1 AMEYE
FEL [2], eEs AR T 228 Orchidaceae 125Kl Asteraceae, :it£1%F 751 MR, 19,500
B3] [4]. SRHEYI IR A, RN B TFRX - FEHETRX . R AR R A S R b H
PIX RARLAT[5], EAVEFRLFERE 2, MATRARMATBEAREE, WARER, B0 A R AR
[6]. SRHEYIFTREEE T AL, EMHEmERMHAICRTEE 28, FEQFTARM . i, A
JERL FhTL BT AEFERM 7], BRSSO (ER) KL T FHE LU b B i 2 (FE 44 58
HIERD)[8], AHAT & TR AR ) My B YR 17) B 4+ L5] [6]. IR 7> 7 Bh Bl SR TR ER R
ECYRIN A 24 60~70 H FI4EAT, TifE4 EXI7 8= s F Caesalpinioideae. 25 %% V#} Mimosoideae #ll
W AE V. R} Papilionoideae ek FB A RS YR I ) AH ZE AN K, 2978 39~59 H JI4FHT, KT R 3 MERHE
T AR K I TE) A bR 43 T [9]. hAh, SRHETE 1) 6000 74 B — MK TR A A
i, EE P Y BRI E——K K8 Astragalus(£) 2900 ) AT — e (b 5 B 11 43 32 [6] [9] [10]

GRME R NEFI YN 2 R —, BRE— S A ERVE R MBS E[6], Bk
7 Glycine max. %% J& Phaseolus. 7% 7. Vicia faba. f£4= Arachis hypogaea. /)i 5. Lens culinaris. [& B
5. Cicer arietinum 1% . Pisum sativum 25, DA & 55 % 8 A7 A EORLEY) , 914N 7 78 Medicago sativa.
B & Trifolium FI4R-A W Leucaena leucocephala 2. & RHE Y i34 [E BE R AR AR A AS &
GUItft T EEMAERZORIE, (Edk T AREY AT FM A = Ik AR S RGOS ThRE[L] [2], Blank28 e
J& Calliandra. F§V:H% )& Gliricidia. EIINAJE Inga AR A X8 Leucaena A& s RAKMIIEAR A K, HFIF
AR A LI R o B4, 3 Vi 2 SRME Y B A W25 FHOME, Bl an#R)E Sophora. KUEAJE Delonix.
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FlH J& Erythrina. 2155 5J& Lupinus. & X Albizia. 4 &% Acacia. % 3HIJ& Cercis. 23%)& Gleditsia.
3% )8 Gymnocladus. %5 )& Wisteria. % )& Pueraria F1H 58 Glycyrrhiza 2. A4k 7 S RHEY)
ARG LGB A RGUR BT AEAE R 5 ) 8 DL SR L e B

2. BN 3 TENS ARG

SRHMRE - B E R A5 PN RS YR (R SR DURIERRHE) ST LASE, RS EPE L
MM RGEKE . AYMY 0 RFFLTREYRI A 3 MMALE, RIS ZEEF Mimosaceae
752} Caesalpiniaceae M1t {£F} Papilionaceae [11] [12], {HIX AW S AR 72 #52[6] [13]. 1648 L35
KIETESTERIE G R A 3 MR, Bl =52l RF Caesalpinioideae. 2 25 ¥ E & Mimosoideae A1 7L T
#} Papilionoideae [6] [14] [15]. 1%, EA 3 WA R RGN NAE w2, 1 HESDH: . REFAE—
Lol G RTE, EREME . BAMEY S TR G2 MOk v 1 OT R 2 KA 3 NIRRT, VF2iRA
TEVESEAR AT 2 i, X EWE SRR L Ny E

PRI T REFREN, FGR A 3 AR T Z M EfgsFA G . BN 3 MER—=
SR S EE AR A RS RGN RAE K ERR, &% BRI AL R A
FII R = SEM AR [6] [14]-[19](14 1). 2001 4, FEBAFT IR R AT 02 4 Ja E xS RHEY 2 L,
MTEHES KGR R RGO RN, (Bl T 2406 = 080G I RS KE N7 AR SR, HaE
PN BRI KRG EFR, T ERNEZ RN 7 758 g A R4k & o Hh J7rik mek
o, HRAGHEHRA TIRKHE. AR, BEHEEST 1 MNFRGRERS, BE R EEN, Wamih
EOR Bk [3] [4]-

3. ENSIEMI ARG

1981 4E, RINENE (SR RS F3E) (Advances in Legume Systematics) i H itbr &5 AR F R R4
SRS DSHEE[20] - 2005 4, Lewis S5E7E (71 525 (Legumes of the World)H £k | Advances in Legume
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Figure 1. A simplified phylogenetic tree of Leguminosae (colors represent different
subfamilies and black dots indicate the nodes with a low support) (after[4])
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Systematics 1% th i 25 FELURIM G R R G K B U FRUR, BR[| SRHEY 7 BB IR AR AR IR 2
[6]. 2010 4E, GRI&R4 A E TIE4[Legume Phylogeny Working Group(LPWG)]&o 7, 1% [H br 1A% /1T
WA GR RGBT, HEFALS RN TR RGR G0 M E AR 22 HE DL 7 R A% o il
2013 4%, 356 JmH bR S RHE S WAE R AN TR H T, HEEN “SRBRRR” , TRY
By R RE M EHBIHIERE BICFE A3, RTERMI KRR, WRRIEHE 5K 2 a5 K
Kby, TRRAIELH DRGSR AR Z . KTWAIEH, V205 aniE s it
e Fe bk, Gl E . BFAMEEE UL Y B . AT 2 SR 15 NERHOH 2R RS, 1 i i
THSAT LSRR 3 WA KRG . BV A RERE LA WRHEER WA, A& B &%
FLARL, JF HilE g — 2/ NOIER . Ra BT ZATRER AN 1 e A R ERAENR
TR, AHXFP T BAAR R, FAWRHER, WEERHE ER I LA e, Rl X =58 F .
HATEZRH T 3 NMNERZ WAL E. 1) 9F 15 MERSERG, B8 & VRS Y
W ARHRA =92 RHE 2(a)). XA RFEA 2 I FEOFAE HIE L a) “Umtiza 25487 , B0
3 AN PAT I R . XA LG R % Cassieae. T % Detarieae Fl1 5L Caesalpinieae 111 7 4>
B, i EETREFEMSTHEIELEIEA 14 “Untiza R [21], HEHND T R2RRE T EN
BIHARRR[15] [22]. AATREBHE RS R BB M4 WREE. Fit, “Umtiza 2540”7 1 3 MER R
HREE R 1Rk 4 AT AT b) & 25 5507 B Mimosoideae Jil1_I Pachyelasma A1 Erythrophleum(#
if 19 €5 4% Diptychandra A1 Moldenhawera[22]). WIS AR LG & B AR, TR 38 hn ) WA} o) g st 75 2
PN ERER R, XA R SCRRRBAR, IR RS K E ot h AT E[15] [22] [23]. [ER,
EATF B A S SRR, JL PR AETESIER XM RA K E KRR ¥ REEHEE TR E U
1/MRRTT S, IXFEIG L ALHE Dimorphandra S54¢ i — L6 g, {HIX 218 il Fr 25 B ISR ) IR R (1 20 Ak
AR, X2 Dimorphandra = & H e — L& A& 7E Tachigali X &A1 Peltophorum X &, M5
Diptychandra, Moldenhawera, Pachyelasma #1 Erythrophleum 77 ] Dimorphandra 52z AHLL, EA15%
Z5 ESAEI O AR, BRIBE, SO R S e bR AE AT e THIIG T 5E . kA, Dimorphandra SC &
KEFHARR, ERD B GBS BRAZ R RR UL TR RE TR R AR 2) SR 10~12
MR R RG(E 2(0), BRE T & HEEER, BEAEELT SAKRGER B REAGE, IR

Duparquetia Duparquetia Duparquetia
Cercideae Cercideae Cercideae
Dialiinae Dialiinae Dialiinae
Papilionoideae Papilionoideae Papilionoideae
Arcoa (Umtiza grade) Arcoa (Umtiza grade) Arcoa (Umtiza grade)
Ceratonia clade (Umtiza grade) Cerafonia clade (Umtiza grade) Ceratonia clade (Umtiza grade)
Gleditsia clade (Umtiza grade)  Gleditsia clade (Umtiza grade) Gleditsia clade (Umtiza grade)
Cassia clade Cassia clade Cassia clade
Caesalpinia clade Caesalpinia clade Caesalpinia clade
Diptychandra Diptychandra Diptychandra
Moldenhawera Moldenhawera Moldenhawera
Pachyelasma Pachyelasma

rthrophiet Erythrophleum

Mimosoideae
Dimorphandra clade Dimorphandra clade Dimorphandra clade
Tachigali clade Tachigali clade Tachigali clade
Peltophorum clade Peltophorum clade Peltophorum clade
a b c

Figure 2. Three schemes for the multi-subfamilial classification systems of legumes (colors represent different subfa-
milies containing various taxon components) (after [4])
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HOH ¥, 40 Arcoa 1 Peltophorum FiT7E 5y SCHEIN AR 1 ANMOLIERL, (HE R SCRER AR, #%
TR NI R, 3) BR 6 MR RLE(X 2(0), B A I 5Lk Caesalpinieae ) 3 F1ik B & Cassia
YRFAAREE, SEERTRMAR 1 MEKRIER. SR10, X R0 RA TSR & 25 5 R
oA L AREBMEZFARITR, BAASUAAESN 2SS TREE %, (A28 T A RE AR A 5
E . FRTEIEHTA B ZREPPRE i S RME AR — ik, H I H A — 3l R —RIRE s
(R SPPER A2 SR F iR AR [24]

MR, AT SRR E R SRR . 55 6 mERRERMEY S L, KAHE M
LHRBERGE 6 WA KRG (1 2(c). HREHXKZMIA TS5 3 6 NMER, |7 X =L WwF-52%
TR SCEAE AT, WA R VR A

4. ERHVERRIH

SRR o S0 AR R AR R b, B R —— LR A, TR
FEHL LA BT 5 ——%8 90 %% Cercideae. H Ej% Detarieae F1 Umtiza 2525 ()73 2 4b 7 DA K e i K& 14
73 AN - 10, 45 B 30 % Cercideae H2F 1 H1 JB Bauhinia (70 28G5 5 VE . SRNE R BB 5
M FFREA T . HAT, =92WAR 171 ANE. 2250 Fiaf koA 4 ANk, RI45H % Cercideae. H &k
Detarieae. &% Cassieae FllzSZj% Caesalpinieae[6]. #R1M, Zr T UEHEAN SRR I0I AN H 52 5 2126
B, oA R TR AR R BRI A R A [15] [18] [25].

4.1. EHj% Cercideae X &

ST BT IR # SRR IR E N B R [15] [26]-[28](1€] 3). ZHR R 2.3 ML ASRHAE A Iy 5
2 2 2 AN, T ELBA WAL S5 [26]-[28]. SRR PRAISC R LEIE A, BostiI A SR
J& Cercis &k A HLE /- FERE AU AR , 72 #vils ] —— i Y& Bauhinia s o9 AT, K445 150~300
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. HE¥Detarieae T &
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E.l.'ythm,t.:lh.'eum . Barklya
Mimosoideae - Schneila
Dimorphandra clade Lystohylium
. Ehanera [Asian)
Tachigali clade L asiobaia
Peltophorum clade Griffania
Erarngria
- Pilicstigma
Eauhinia 3.51r,
Adenolobus
EHMECercideas® &

————————————— Goniowhachis
——————————— Bamabydandron
Scholia . ) )
—————— Prioria clade Resin-producing
: Brandzeia Defarigas
- e Daniedia . _

Duparquetia Detaricas 55 HHAREERE
Cercideae Saraca clade
Dialiinae Afzelia clade 7
Papilionoideae T
Arcoa (Umtiza grade) ca, 20 addifional genera | Amherstieas clade

BRERETR

Figure 3. A phylogenetic tree of the basal, paraphyletic group Caesalpinioideae in Leguminosae (after [3])
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i, EF R LA KRIE[27]. RIEIERTESD T REAHTFE, | AR H & Bauhinia sensu lato Jf
AL R, H AP Barklya. Gigasiphon. Lasiobema. Lysiphyllum. Phanera #1 Tylosema 5k S 2 i
1 J& Bauhinia sensu stricto A T AN FI[28] . 1 k42 i, 59173 AT 1) Phanera Mg i V-8 1 A4N57 1) J& Schnella
1M 5 390 43 A7 9 Phanera 43 7F[23] [28] [29](14 3).

4.2. HEjE Detaricae X &

I RH R G R B /AT #6352 F Mackinder[30]%1) 4 H S % Detarieae MR R . |~ X HIH % Detarieae s.
LEFE 2 Ko, a) H— =R 2258 “WIEH S (resin-producing Detarieae), ‘& 3% Prioria 32 & 1%k
SCHH % Detarieae s. s.” 1% 2 NI (1 3), EAMERS FHRKESR, (HRZHFRRE~E
AL A W[31] [32]: b) H R “PEFRJE Amherstieae 32 27, &= “ WA gH SR 7 FIGHEREE, Hi“Saraca”
WEM “Afzelia” L REZNMF).  “Brownea” 3¢ ZR(FZHtHFFN) A “Berlinia” 43 (F 2Nk
INFR IR [33] [34]. PREEAE Amherstieae H & B Ak 1 ANERIIZ 4332 (K 3). Bb4h, FHERT Schotia
i3 [1) Goniorrhachis i1 Barnebydendron (117 2847 B I E , (HEATZ “ W H T ” FPEE AR X
RITAHIATE (] 3).

4.3. Umtiza X &

XANT R 3 NN TAT I R AR, B HE B Cassieae. H 5 J% Detarieae Flz5Lji% Caesalpinieae
7 ANE, HAS RIS R B GRS R R G TR H AR . Umtiza 32 R BA —LILREIMIR, 4]
wfe/N G, ARZEBOUMEMERE, XD SSURTRSBFEN. Bk, & ZETREM G b
AR LA R, HI R AR EATF IR &, R4y Arcoa. KA1 TJ& Ceratonia 3¢ #1232 & Gleditsia
K A[15] [22](14 3).

4.4, Dialiinae ¥ &

XY RZAHE T Wk Dialiina. Labicheinaee( #& BH % Cassieae) f1 Poeppigia, 72 i /& 1€ 1 &
Papilionoideae. 7 Zi %P £} Mimosoideae. k% %1 5L j% Caesalpinieae LA Kt HH % Cassieae i 5 AT K H
1 ANPER Gy SRR FE[15] (/%] 3). Dialiinae 3¢ & H1 i 2 P B ARFIR AL 7 R 8 (A 147 B4R 7 . B IR Bl
THCRAAERR), JERRER, PERRECER, REERIE AR T E S RMEY)[18] [35]. Dialiinae 32
RPBHK RS, B T7TOHIA, HEEEAMRGFEL, BT RREE R,

4.5. YREAJB Cassia T RF SR Caesalpinia T &

Manzanilla 1 Bruneau[22]F] FH B A& F15% DNA BURE > BTN N, =558 Caesalpinia 32 & A1t J& Cassia
ARG R SCFRR UL, (HIX 2 NS RIFIAE— L /& = S Caesalpinieae 73 3¢ 12 8 1
F 25 HL R Mimosoideae 1X — K73 SC IRk (14 3).

4.6. Peltophorum, Tachigali #1 Dimorphandra 37 %

K RHIR R H AT AR IO 3). HRHETEEMoFuEHE, Haston S5[36]1AN “Peltophorum”
XA ER “Tachigali” 32 &2 2 N CRRE R &, {H Dimorphandra 32 & SE2Fx b & RI8HE, Hp
Burkea. Dimorphandra. Mora. Stachyothyrsus 1 Dinizia(F] 8% Campsiandra)fZk 7 1 MESZFHRHI R

[15], 1 Dimorphandra 523 'e 4 4~ JE(14 3), BJ Diptychandra. Moldenhawera. Pachyelasma #i1
Erythrophleum & & Z& B RHE Y 1 AN I 2858, EA1/2 Peltophorum. Tachigali 1 Dimorphandra 3 4

SCARIF R K SR AH IR A -
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5. SR AGFEMRRE

AILER T IR G R RGO R R . SERERRE, & RN TE 3 TR KRG (H) =L
L%} Caesalpinioideae. 7 25 % 7. #} Mimosoideae A5/ 1€ V. Papilionoideae) T 20 ik I 31| 24 i i) SR 22 1
BB RG[3] [4]. SR10, FieHM R Z RV KRG MA A, WA H 12 AT o — 25y
SCHIRN Gy, SR SRR I R BB — = SERHI A 2 FHUH I, (X 8 ) 852 4 0 A [ i o b4k,
G HFRRBNEDIN 4 ANF—5E R} Leguminosae. iz &R} Polygalaceae. 2 El Quillajaceae Al A b
Al Surianaceae HIHER R K B F R ELS A GL[25] [37] [38]. A %GR A Hh AT IE 1) 8 3% A ik
F— B0 L, R HRR B T BT 1) B X B A AT BB OC FR AR S RHE I IR AL SR 446 [5] [6] [26],
(XA ST TE R 1t (Tethys Seaway hypothesis)if /5 BB A /11 R4 K B % AL AEYE S iF. [,
SRFRG S AKNIE LT MR HEE S K028, BEE SR T RA Y. BEY. KEEMEME
TV ER S AWIRN, KR REWAEANH TR Kk, A0 B SR K REAE L
RLRAGKE R FR, WEFELSTHME.

B

A 2 J 0 B [ R B ST R I A0 . R RS A AR T s A R . EEE X
Y Brian Schrire {8 -+ F13% [ 22 K520 37 K% Mattew Lavin 18 45> EE CER, FFiHe S RHEY
AR B YR ). AR TAE 2 B 2K 3 SRR AR G 00 H (kiS5 41372029, 40972015) FIELA & A4
A 2 2 [ R R 5 S (v [ R 2 e R B SR A AT AT BT 00 (EHES 123106) 8K A B B, R R !
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