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SUMMARY

In this paper we investigate the pattern of wood anatomical variation in some groups of Rubia-
ceae (i.e. Cinchoneae, Rondeletieae and Condamineae) by using a numerical pattern detection
method which involves character weighing (HOGEWEG 1975). In this method character weights
are obtained iteratively on the basis of the distribution of character values in previously gen-
erated classes; these classes being generated by agglomerative cluster analysis, initially with
characters weighed equaily and subsequently with characters weighed differentially as indi-
cated above. The result of such a study consists of a sequence of dendrograms together with
the character weights by which these are produced. Our biological conclusions include:

The so obtained results confirm the conclusions drawn by KOEK-NOORMAN & HOGEWEG
(1974) that the pattern of variation in the wood anatomical structure of these taxa is consistent
with the existing classifications at the genus level but does not warrant the higher level classi-
fication in Cinchoneae, Rondeletieae and Condamineae as each of these groups show two major-
ly different woodtypes (differing most conspicuously with respect to libriform fibres and fibre
tracheids) while these wood types constitute the major pattern of variation in the sampls.

However, during the iteration, the Rondeletieae and Cinchoneae tend to be distinguished as
separate groups on a level below this main bipartition. The Condamineae remain scattered.

The genus Cinchona becomes sharply separated from the other groups during the iteration.
Its intermediate position with respect to fibre tracheids and libriform fibres was noted prior to
this analysis by Koek-Noorman (Koex-NooRMAN & HOGEWEG 1974).

Rather surprisingly, ambiguities (in the sense of being differently classified by different
authors) in the existing classifications based mainly on flower morphology reoccur in our
iteration based on wood anatomical data in the sense that these taxa change position in the
later steps of the iteration.

Finally we note that character weights obtained by our method do not spoil the grouping in
genera as did character weights obtained by considering the literature on evolutionary trends
in wood anatomy (KoEK-NOORMAN & HOGEWEG 1974), and that the character weights obtained
by our method are not counter to intuition.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we elaborate on a numerical taxonomic study of the wood ana-
tomical variation in some groups of Rubiaceae, i.e. Cinchoneae, Rondeletieae
and Condamineae, which was published previously (Koek-NoORMAN & HoGE-
WEG 1974). It was shown at that time that the close resemblance which is gener-
ally found between the pattern of variation as expressed in the existing classi-
fications (based mainly on flower characteristics) and the variation in the wood

* Mededelingen van het Botanisch Museum en Herbarium van de Rijksuniversiteit te
Utrecht No. 424,
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anatomy, breaks down, at the level of tribes, in these groups. The main pattern
of variation in the wood anatomy was with respect to fibre characters, resulting
in two major wood types. Both these wood types occur in all the three groups
mentioned above. The genera were, however, clustered quite well indicating a
similar pattern of variation in wood and flower characters at the genus level.
We also reported in the above mentioned paper that working the other way
around, i.e. starting with the above mentioned tribes we could find only a very
few characters which were unevenly distributed over the groups; these charac-
ters were moreover intuitively not very satisfactory as they show a large within
specimen variation. Especially in this latter i.e. “supervised’’ approach we should,
however, keep in mind that the classifications published until now are contro-
versial in some points (see e.g. BREMEKAMP (1966), KOEK-NOORMAN (1969),
VERDCOURT (1958), STEYERMARK (1972)"). The present study employs therefore
entirely “non-supervised” methods.

All details about the material used, as well as a complete specification of the
entire character set used in this study, may be found in KoEK-NoORMAN & Ho-
GEWEG (1974). Here we will continue this analysis by using a numerical method
proposed by HOGEWEG (1975), which generates a weighing of the characters
during its execution.

2. METHOD

The method was described in full in HOGEWEG (1975).
We will here confine ourselves to present the general motivation which led to
the formulation of the method together with an outline of the method.
The method was conceived with the following points in mind:
1. Cluster analysis (as well as other pattern detection methods) is not feasible
without some kind of weighing of characters, as has been proved by WATA-
NABE (1969). The opposite has often been claimed in the context of numerical
taxonomy. It may even be said that the use of numerical pattern detection tech-
niques in taxonomy has risen from the desire to ban character weighing from
taxonomy (SOKAL & SNEATH 1963, SNEATH & SokAL 1973). In practice, there-
fore, the character weighing in numerical taxonomic studies has been kept
largely implicit and is confined to a “zero—one” weighing, i.e. to whether a char-
acter is included in the analysis or not. However, as character weighing is un-
avoidable we might as well incorporate it in an explicitised procedure.
2. Closely connected with point 1 we note that the form of the results in a nu-
merical taxonomic study and a classical taxonomic study are quite different.
The former emphasizes the procedure which led to a grouping of the objects
while the latter is mainly concerned with the evaluation of characters with

! For instance, the tribes Condamineae and Rondeletieae as circumscribed by SCHUMANN
(1897) are combined to a single tribe Rondeletieae by Verdcourt. Bremekamp splits the Ron-
deletieae sensu stricto in Rondeletieae, Simireae (with the sole genus Simira) and Gleasonieae
(to accomodate the genus Gleasonia).
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respect to their power in distinguishing between, implicitly defined, groups. The
latter point is stated explicitly by LEENHOUTS (1968):

“‘the material is sorted into groups prior to careful analysis and description.”
The grouping may be adjusted later on in accordance with the description.
Looked upon this way, the analysis as done in numerical taxanomy and in
classical taxonomy constitute two dlfferent steps in the entire taxonomic ana-
lysis.

The method which will be used in thls paper combines both these steps in one,
numerical, procedure.

Starting with a fixed ‘scope of observatlon (character ch01ce remains
implicit here) we weigh the characters equally for lack of further knowledge.
We obtain a grouping of objects by agglomerative cluster analysis followed by
optimal partitioning of the dendrogram and evaluate all characters in the scope
of observation as to the extent to which they support the proposed grouping, i.e.
to the extent to which they are unequally distributed among the groups. Next
the characters are weighed accordingly and a new grouping is obtained, again
by agglomerative cluster analysis. This is repeated several times, the results
consisting of a sequence of dendrograms together with the character weights
which generated them. In fig. I the method is shown schematically. It is imple-
mented in BIOPAT, Program system for Biological Pattern Analysis (HOGEWEG
& HESPER 1972). Properties of the method were shown to be (HOGEWEG 1975):
1. The pattern became more pronounced.

2. The resulting classification converged to previously proposed classifications.
3. The method sorted out conflicting patterns of variation in the dataset.

Here we will apply the method on the wood anatomical dataset mentioned
above and compare the results with our own judgement on the affiliation of the
wood anatomical structures and with known classifications based on flower
morphology.

3. RESULTS
3.1 Protocol of Iterative Weighing Procedure

The results are given in the form of a protocol below and in fig. 2and 3 showing
respectively the sequence of dendrograms and a profile of character weights.

Step 1

Weight = 1
for all characters. =

Dendrogram see fig. 2a. : /
This dendrogram is different from the one pubhshed in KOEK-NOORMAN &
HOGEWEG (1974) because then invariant characters were left out. The exclusion
of invariant characters yields a different result because the characterset contains
not-observed characters, which gives rise to locally diminished dimensionality
in the analysis and therefore renders it dependent on total number of dimen-
sions. :
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Clusters:
Optimal partitioning (Beale’s criterion, see HOGEWEG 1975) of 1 cluster yields 3
clusters (value = 112)

Step 2

Weights (fig. 3):
High weights in several characters: arrangement of the vessels, fibre characters,
and the presence of apotracheal parenchyma.

Dendrogram: see fig. 2b.
The structure is the same on the level of bipartition. The most striking change,
as compared to step 1, is the emergence of the genus Cinchona as a sharply
distinguished cluster. The aberrant wood anatomy of this genus had been noticed
by Koek-Noorman prior to the analysis.

Clusters:
Optimal partitioning of 3 clusters yields 6 clusters (value = 17). Good partition-
ings of 1 clusterisin 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9 clusters with optimality value of 409, 407, 367,
345, 345 respectively. (Note the high increase of these values as compared to
step 1).

Step 3

Weights (fig. 3):
Large increase of weights as compared to step 2 are mainly in shape, diameter
and number of vessels, cell wall thickness, ray-vessel pitting, and the presence of
scanty paratracheal parenchyma.

Dendrogram: see fig. 2c.
The 4 largest groups remain equal. A subgroup of Cinchoneae (Ferdinandusa,
Dolicholobium, Capirona, Macbrideina (together with Chimarrhis (Condamineae))
emerges with very distinct identity.

Clusters:
Optimal partitioning of 6 clusters yields 8 clusters (value = 11). One cluster
may be partitioned in 2, 4, 6, 5, 8 clusters with respective optimality values 340,
322, 300, 298, 296.

Step 4

Weights (fig. 3):
Largest increase in weight as compared to step 3 occurs in the size of the vessel
and wall perforations, number and diameter of the vessels, length of vessel
members, width and height of rays, sheath cells, the presence of square/upright
cells and of crystals, and of paratracheal parenchyma.,

Dendrogram: see fig. 2d.
In this step the Rondeletieae s.1. tend to establish themselves as a separate group
in both clusters of the above mentioned bipartition (only 2 exceptions in each of
them). This was true for one half of the bipartition all through the iteration.

Clusters:
Optimal partitions of 8 clusters yield 9 clusters at value = 7. One cluster may be
subdivided in 2, 5, 8, 6, 9 clusters with optimality values of 240, 223, 221, 220,
216 respectively (note the marked decrease as compared to step 2 and 3). How-
ever, the iteration was pursued one more step.
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DENDRGGRAM (WARD AVERAGES) BF MEAN CHARACTER DIFFERENCES IN Q@-MODE
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RUBIRCERE, WOODANARTOMY CY=0

RALSEIS BLACKIANA

SIMIRA FRAAGRANS

RLSEIS FLBRIBUNOA

RALSEIS PERUVIANA

ALSEIY YUCRATENSIS

SINIRR BDLIVERI
CONOANINER CBRYMBOSA
SIMIAR SALVAOOGRENSIS
SIMIRR TINCYGRIR

SINIRA SAMPRIGRANR

SINIRR MAXONII

SIMIRR RUBESCENS

SIMIRR GLRZIOVII
CHIMARRHIS TURBINANTR
CALYCOPHYLLUM MULTIFLORUN
CALYCEPHYLLUM SPRUCEANUM
REGONBPUS SPECIOSUS
CINCHONA PUBESCENS
MUSSRENOBPSIS BECCARIRNA
PINCKNEYA PUBENS
CINCHONR LEOGERIANR
CINCHONA SUCCIRUBRA
CINCHONA CALISATA
CINCHONA OFFICINALIS
DBLICHOLGBIUN LATIFOLIUM
DOLICHBLOBIUN MACGREGBAI
DOLICHBLOBIUN BBLONGIFAL IUM
0BLICHALOBIUN OBLONGIFOLIUM
DALICHALOBIUM ACUMINATA °
DELICROLGBIUM LONGIFLBAUN
JBE3IA UMBELLIFERR
LORETOA PERUYIRNA
MRCBRIDEINA PERUVIRNA
MACROCNEMUM GLABAESCENS
MACAOCNEMUM ROSEUM
BATHYSA MERIDIONALIS
ELAEAGIA MAGUIRET
WARZENICZIA COCCINER
ELREAGIA ASPERULA

RUSTIR FOAMASR
FERDINANDUSR CHLORANTHA
CAPIRBNR SURINAMENSIS
FERDINANDUSA ELLIPTICA
FERDINANOUSA HIRSUTA
FERDINANOUSA UAUPEN3IS
FEAQINANOUSA AUOGEGIDES
CHINRRAHIS CYMB3R
CHIMARRHIS LBNGISTIPULATA
CHINARAHIS HOOKERID
BROUSA PRLRUENIIS
NCRIERINA MONTANA
LROENBERGIA RAMAZAONENSIS
LADENBERGIA HEXANDAR
LRADENBERGIR LATIFOLIA
CRSCRAAILLA MUZBNENSIS
BIKKIR CRMPANULATA
HYMENADICTYON EXCELSUM
HYMENBOICTYON PARVIFOLIUM
REMIJIR RMRZONICA
REMIJIA ULEI

REMIJIA FIRMULA
GLEASBNIR OUIDANR
GLEASANIR UAUPENSIS
EXOSTEMR CARIBAEUN
EXOSTEMR FLORIBUNDR
EXB3TEMA MEXICANUM
EXOSTEMA MATNENSE
PORATLANDIA GAANOIFLORA
BIXKIR PRLAUENSIS

BIKKIA TETRANDAR

GREENEA CORYMBOSA
AONOELETIA AMOENA
RAONOELETIR ARBORESCENS
RAONDELETIR BUDOLEIBIDES
RONDELETIR COBPERT
LINDENIA RIVALIS
HENOLANDIR AMOCANA
WENOLANOIR DASYTHYRASA
WENOLANDIR FORMOSANA
HENBLANDIR BLABRRTA
WENDLRNDIR NOTONIANA
WENOLANDIR DENSIFLBAA
WENOLANDBIR RAUFESCENS
HENDLANDIR EXCERTR
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Fig. 2a. Sequence of dendrograms; iterative weighing procedure.
A: Cinchoneae B: Rondeletieae
C: Condamineae D: Gleasonia Rondeletieae sensu lato

E: Simira
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DENDROGRAM (WARD AVERAGES) OF MEAN CHARACTER DIFFERENCES IN Q@-MODE

RUBIACERE, WOODANATEMY Cr=1

4

ALSELS BLRCKIANA

SIMIRA FARGRANS

RALSETS FLORIBUNDR
ALSEIS PEMUVIANA
LORETOR PERUVIANA
DOLICHOLEBIUN LATIFOLIUN
BATHYSA MERIDIONALIS
WARZENICEIA COCCINER
ELAEAGIA ASPEAULR
RUSTIA FBAMOSA
CENOAMINER CORYMBOSR
SINIAA OLIVER!

SINIAR RNPAIOANA
SIMIAR GLAZIGVII

SIMIAA SALVADGAENIIS
SIRIAR TINCTORIR

ALSEIS YUCRTENSIS
SININA NRXONIL

ELAERGIA MAGUIREY
MACABCNEKUN AOSEUN
9IMIAA RUBESCENS
OBLICHALOBIUM RCUNINATA
CHIMRRAHIS TURBINANTA
BOLICHOLOBIUM MRCGREGOR]
DOLICHOLGBIUN BBLONGIFOLIUR
QOLICHOLOBIUN BBLBNGIFOLIUN
DBLICHOLOBJUN LENGIFLOAUM
FEADINANOUSA CHLORANTHA
FEADINANQUSA MIASUTR
FEADINANOUIA ELLIPTICA
FEROINANQUSA URUPERSIS
FERDINANDUSA ANUBGECIDES
MACBAIDEINA PERUVIANA
CRPIAGNA SURINAMENS]S
CALYCOPHYLLUM MULTIFLOAUM
CALYC@PHYLLUM SPRUCEANUN
PINCKNETA PUBENS
REGONBPUS SPECIB3US
MUSSRENDOPSIS BECCARIAMA
MACRBCNEMUM GLABRESCENS
CHIMARRMIS CTMESA
CHIMARAHIS LENGISYIPULATA
CHINARRHIS HOCKEAT
CINCHONA LEBSERIANR
CINCHONR SUCCIMUBAR
CALISAYA
CINCHONR PUBESCENS
CINCHONR OFFICINALIS
BROUSA PALAUENS!S
EXOITEMA MATNENSE
MORIERINA NONTANA
GLERSONIR DUIUANA
BINKIA PALRUENSIS
POATLANDIA GRANDIFLOMA
EXUSTEMA CARIBAEUN
GLERSONIR UAUPENSIS
EX0ITENA FLBAIBUNDR
EXOITENA MEXICRNUN
LADENBEAGIA MEXANDAR
LADENSERGIA ANAZGNENSIS
BIXKIA TETRAANDAR
CASCRAILLA MUZENENSIS
LROENBEAGIA LRTIFOLIA
BIKKIA CRMPRNULATA
HYMENEDICTYON EXCELSUM
HYSENODICTYOM PARVIFOLIUN
JODIIR UMBELLIFERA
REMIJIR RMREONICA
REMIJIR FIAMULA

REMIJIA ULES

GREENEA COBATMBEIA
WENOLANDIA EXCERTA
NENDLANDIA RMOCANA
HENOLANDIA ORSYTHYASR
WENOLANDIR RUFESCENS
NENOLANDIR DENSIFLOAR
NENDLANOJA FORNBSANR
NENOLANOIA NBTENIANA
LINDENIR RIVALIS
WENOLANDIA GLAGAATA
RONDELETIA AMOENR
RENOELETIA ARBOAESCENS
RENOELETIA BUOOLEIBIOES
RONDELETIR COOPERL
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Fig. 2b. Sequence of dendrograms; iterative weighing procedure.

A: Cinchoneae B: Rondeletieae

C: Condamineae D: Gleasonia Rondeletieae sensu lato
E: Simira
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RUBIACERE, WOODANARTOMY Cy=2

A RLSEIS BLACKIANR
£ SIMIRA FRAGRANS
A RLSEIS FLOAIBUNDR
A ALSEIS PERUVIANR
A DOLICHOLOBIUM LRTIFOLIUN
C AEGONDPUS SPECTESUS
R LORETOR PERUVIANA
A CALYCOBPHYLLUM MULTIFLOAUM
A CALYCOPHYLLUM SPRUCERNUM
A MUSSRENOOPSIS BECCRRIRNR
C PINCKNETR PUBENS
A RLSEIS YUCATENSIS
E SINIBR MAXONI)
C CONDRMINER CERYNBEIR
E SIKIRA OLIVERI
E SINIRA SAMPA[BRANA
€ SINIAR GLAZIOVI]
€ SINIPA SALVADORENSIS
£ SINIPA TINCTBRIR
R MACAOCNEMUM GLABRESCENS
R MACABCNENUM RBSEUN
1 € SIMIAR AUBESCENS
8 BATHYSR MERIDIGNALIS
8 WARZEWICZIA COCCINER
P/I 8 ELREAGIA MRGUIREL
8 ELREAGIA ASPERULA
€ RUSTIR FOAMOSR
€ CHIMARRHIS HEEXERI
R

BALICHOLOBIUN RCUMINATR
CHINARRMIS TURBINANTA
DOLICHBLOBIUN LONGIFLBAUMN
DOLICHBLABIUN MACGREGORI
DOLICHOLOBIUN BBLONGIFOLIUN
DOLICHOLOBIUN BALONGIFOLSUN
FEROINANDUSR CHLORRNTHR
FERDINANDUSR HIASUTA
FEROINANDUSR ELLIPTICA
CHIMRRAHIS CYMBSR
CHIMRARH]S LONGISTIPULATA
FEROINANDUSR URUPENSIS
FERADINANDUSR RUOGEOIDES
MACBAIDEINA PERUVIANR
CAPIPRONA SURINRMENSIS
CINCHENR LEDGERIANA
CINCHONR SUCCIRUBRA
CINCHONR CALISAYA

CINCHONR OFF ICINALLS
CINCHONR PUBESCENS

BRDUSA PALRUENSIS
NERIERINR HONTANA

GLEASANIA URUPENSIS
EXBSTEMA MATNENSE

BIXKIR PRLRUENSIY
POATLANDIR GAANOIFLOMA
BIKKIR TZTRANORA

GLEASONIA DUIDRNA

EXBSTEMA CARIBAEUK

EXGSTEMR FLORIBUNDA
EXOSTEMR MEXICANUM

R CASCARAILLA MUZONENSIY
C BIKKIA CANPRNULATA
A LAOENBERGIA RMAZONENSIS
A LAOENBERGIA HEXANDAR
R LADENBERGIA LRTIFOLIA
A HYNENODICTYON EXCELSUM
A MYMENODICTYSN PRAYIFOLIUN
A JOBIIA UMBELLIFERA
A AENIJIA AMAZONICR

A REMIJIA FIANULE

A REMIJIA ULED

8 GAEENER CONTYNBBSA

B WENDLANOIA RMOCANR
B WENDLANGIR FORMOSANA
B

8

L]

L]

L]

8

(]

8

B

B

B
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WENOLANDIR NOTANIANA
WENDLANOIA DASTTHYAIA
NENDLANDIR DENSIFLORAA
WENOLANDIR MUFESCENS
WENOLRNOIA EXCERTR
LINGENIR BIVALIS
WENOLANDIA GLABARTA
RENDELETIA BUDDLEICGIOES
RONOELETIA COOPER]
RENODELETIA AMOENR
RONOCELETIA ARBBAESCENS
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Fig. 2¢c. Sequence of dendrograms; iterative weighing procedure.

A: Cinchoneae B: Rondeletieae

C: Condamineae D: Gleasonia Rondeletieae sensu lato
E: Simira
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DENDRGGRAM (WARD AVERAGES) OF MEAN CHARACTER DIFFERENCES IN Q-MODE

RUBIACERE, WOODANATOMY Cr=3

ALSELS BLACKIANR

SIMIAR FAAGRANS
HATROCNENUN GLRBAESCENS
MACRECNEMUN ROSEUN
SIMiPAR AUBESCENS

ALSEIS FLORJBUNDR
ALSEIS PEALVIANA
DBLICHALOBIUM LATIFOLIUN
LORETBR PERAUVIANR
CRLYCBPHYLLUM WULTIFLORUM
CALYCOPHYLLUM SPRUCERANUR
REGONBPUS SPECIBSUS
MUSSRENDOPSIS BECCARIANA
PINCKNEYA PUBENS

ALSEIS YUCRTENSIS
CONODANINEA CORTYHBESA
SIMJAR GLAZIGVIY

SIMIAR SAMPAIORNA
SIMIAR OLIVERI

SIMIRR MRXBNIL

SIMIRAR SALYROBAENSIS
SINIAA TINCTORIA

BATHYSA MEAIDIONAL1S
ELRERGIA MAGUIRET
WKARZEWICZIA COCCINER
ELAERGIA ASPEAULA
PUSTIR FORAMGSA

CINCHENR LEOGERIANA
CINCHENA SUCCIRUBARA
CINCHENA CALISAYA
CINCHENR PUBESCENS
CINCHONR OFF ICINALIY
DBLICHOLOAIUM ACUNINATA
CHIMRARKIS TURBINANTRA
MPCBRIDEINA PERUVIANA
OOLICHBLOBIUM LONGIFLORUR
DOLICHBLOBIUN NACGREGOAL
DOLICHBLEBIUN CALONGIFOLIUN
OOLICHELOBIUM OBLONGIFOLIUN
FEADTNANCUIR CHLOPANTHA
FERDINANDUSA ELLIPTICA
FERDINANDUSA WIRSUTA
FERDINANDUSA UAUPENSIS
FERDINANDUSR RUOGE®]DES
CAPIRONA SURINAMENSIS
CHINRRRHIS CYNOSR
CHINARRHIS LONGISTIPULATA
CHINAARMIS WOBXEAL
BADUSA PALAUENSIS
NCAIEAINR WONTANA
|LROENBERGIA ANAZONENS!S
LAOENBERGIR HEXANORA
LADENBERGIA LATIFOLIA
EXOSTEMR CRAIBAEUM
EXOSTENR FLOAIBUNDA
EXOSTEMR MEXICANUN
EXBSTEMR MRYNENSE
GLERSBMIA DUIDANR
BIKKIA PALAUENSIS
POATLANDIR GRANDIFLOAA
BIKXIA TETRANOAR
GLERSOMIA URUPENSIS
CASCRAILLRA MWUZONENSIS
BIXNIA CAMPANULATA
NYMENBOICTYOM EXCELSUN
HYRENGDICTTON PRRVIFOLIUM
JOBSIA UNBELLJFERR
REMIJIR AMAZONICA
RENIJIA FIRNULA

REMISIA ULET

GREENEA CERYHBOSA
WENDLANDIA DASYTHYRSA
MENDLANOIR DENSIFLORR
WEKOLANDIR EXCEATA
WENDLANOIR ANBCANA
WENDLANOIR FORNOSANR
HENOLANCIA NOTONIANR
WENOLANOIA AUFESCENS
LINDENIR PIVALIS
WENDLANDIR GLABRATA
RONDELETIA SUBOLEIOIDES
AENCELETIR CEBPEAL
RONDELETIR AMOENA
ROMPELETIA ARBERESCENS
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Fig. 2d. Sequence of dendrograms; iterative weighing procedure.

A: Cinchoneae B: Rondeletieae

C: Condamineae D: Gleasonia Rondeletieae sensu lato
E: Simira
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/] 10 20 30 L0 50 60

arrangement 1. nearly solitary

2. short radtal milt
. long radial mult.
4. balterlike pore c
5. drragular pore cl.

distributions 6. radial pora chains
7. tang. pore cheins
8. dieg. arrangement

parforations 9. simple

intervasculsr 12, scelariforn
pitting 13. opposite
14. alternate
15, conflusnt
16, size
7. vegtured

VESSELS

tyloses
inclusions 19. gumlike
20, calcereaus
21, other, coloroured
cell wall 22. thickness
23, spiral thicknings
diam. of pores 24, angular
25, round
26. oval
27. const.or
26. dtam. of 1. pore
29, dtam. of sn. pore
l.of vessel mbs. 30.
number/sa.mm. .
trachaids 32. abundance
structure 33. all septate
34. septats, in bands
35. septate, paratrach,
36. septate, diffuse
cell wall 7. thickness
38. spiral thickenings
39. galatinous
pitting 40. small bord
41. large borders unl.interv
42. lorge borders like "
presence of pits 43. on radial cell walls
44, on teng. cell walls
length of fibres 45.
form 46. fusiform
47. irregularly pointed
inclusions 48. starch
49, coloured substances
50. crystals
51. procumbant cells
52. square & upright cells
53. sheath calls
vessel members

FIBRES

cell tyoy

width

5.5 12 - sertate
multiseriate 60. procumbant cells
parts 61, square/upright cells
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Fig. 3. Profile of character weights belonging to the sequence of dendrograms shown in fig. 2.
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Step 5

Weights (fig. 3):
Little change in weights occurs.

Dendrogram: _
Invariant at the level of 8 clusters except for the transfer of one of the two re-
presented Gleasonia species to the tribe Rondeletieae where they are generally
classified. This close affinity, however, has been doubted by BREMEKAMP (1966).

3.2 Discussion and conclusions drawn from the protocol above

We want to stress that the results include the sequence of dendrograms, not just
the last one. By examining these together with the profile of character weights
the characters responsible for changes in pattern may be discovered.

The pattern variation shows only minor changes during the iteration. (This is
not generally so as may be seen in HOGEWEG (1975) where is reported that in
the Myosotis palustris complex the pattern changes dramatically from an un-
interpretable pattern via a pattern consistent with prior classifications to one
based on the number of chromosomes.) From the absence of major changes we
conclude the absence of a conflicting pattern of comparable strength in other
subspaces than the one of the characters which are responsible for the biparti-
tion i.e. the pattern of libriform fibres and fibre tracheids.

The emergence of Cinchona by weighing of the characters connected with the
tripartition shows its intermediate character with respect to fibre tracheids and
libriform fibres as noted by Koek-Noorman (K 0EK-NOORMAN & HOGEWEG 1974).

In order to appreciate this result fully we should keep in mind that the notion
libriform fibres and fibre tracheids was not given explicitly to the procedure
which received as input the ‘“‘atomic” observations relevant to this notion
(among other characters). Thus the procedure has generated a notion compara-
ble to the one used in the woodanatomical literature (REINDERS 1935) and sub-
divided the dataset according to this notion.

Another remarkable feature of the iteration is the emergence of the tribe Ron-
deletieae as a separate cluster in each or the major clusters of the dendrogram
(i.e. a group of Rondeletieae with libriform fibres and one with fibre tracheids),
as this involves a convergence of the pattern of variation of the woodanatomy to
the classifications based on flower morphology. The separation of the Ronde-
letieae is, however, not perfect (several ‘misclassifications’ occur) and on a low
hierarchical level (the Cinchoneae are subdivided in several groups at higher
hierarchical levels than the one separating the Rondeletieae).

It is, however, striking that ambiguities in the existing classifications may be
traced in our iteration. Thus we note that Bremekamp has tentatively split off
the genera Simira and Gleasonia from the Rondeletieae and placed them in two
separate groups. In our iteration Simira joins the other Rondeletieae with libri-
form fibres only in later steps of the iteration, while only one of the species of the
genus Gleasonia joins the Rondeletieae with fibre tracheids finally in the very
last step to which the iteration was pursued.
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With regard to the Condamineae no convergence to the existing classifications
occurs as they remain scattered all through the dendrogram.

The next question which arises is whether the two subgroups of Rondeletieae
have any characteristics in common or just represent incomparable subgroups
in our dataset. This question cannot be answered by the method described so far
as it only specifies the importance of characters for the separation of groups in
the entire dataset and does not generate a characterisation of the clusters other
than an extensive definition (i.e. the objects belonging to the cluster).

In the next paragraph we will examine this question by generating new com-
pound features which optimally represent the variation of the clusters which are
generated by the iterative weighing procedure.

4., GENERATION OF FEATURES WHICH OPTIMALLY REPRESENT CLUSTER
DISSIMILARITY RELATIONS

Initially characterisation of the clusters which were generated by the iterative
character weighing procedure was attempted in terms of single ‘atomic’ features,
but this did not yield satisfactory results as all clusters were very variable in each
of the characters. Only the major bipartition could be characterised in terms of
atomic characters (as well as in terms of the wood anatomical notions libriform
fibres and fibre tracheids).

We therefore had to try to find compound characters in terms of which the
cluster differences could be expressed.

This was done in the following way. The first seven clusters of the final den-
drogram (fig. 2d) were represented by their centroids. We felt justified to do so
because an approximately spherical shape (in the, by weighing transformed,
space) was ensured by the clustering method (criterion minimum increase of sum
of squares, WARD 1963). Principal component analysis was next performed on
the centroids.

The components may be seen as new characters; they are linear combinations
of the original characters, independent of each other, and represent the varia-
tion in the dataset optimally.

The first component represents, as expected, the differences of the two major
clusters. In fig. 4 the horizontal axis shows a separation of groups with fibre
tracheids (left) and libriform fibres (right). A large number of other characters
support this separation; these are: vessel arrangement (solitary — left, radial
multiples and clusters — right), simple vessel end-wall perforations large (left) or
small (right), rays 3—4-seriate (left) to rays 3—12-seriate with sheath cells (right),
ray-vessel pits < 4 um (left) to 5-9 pm (right), presence of crystal sand (right),
slightly longer ray margins (left), parenchyma diffuse-reticulate (left), with
coloured inclusions (left), and vague growth rings marked by flattened fibres
(right). Cinchona occupies, as expected, an intermediate position on this axis
(KoEK-NOORMAN & HOGEWEG 1974).

The second component is very surprising as it splits off both Rondeletieae
clusters on the positive side and two subgroups of the Cinchoneae on the nega-
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Compare fig. 2d
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Fig. 4. Scatter diagram on the first two principal components. The horizontal axis represents
the first component, the vertical axis the second component. The clusters 2 and 7 consist
nearly exclusively of Rondeletieae. Cluster 3 represents the Cinchona species. The clusters
1, 4, 5, and 6 consist predominantly of Cinchoneae and Condamineae.

tive side. Thus we see that we have found a pattern of variation of the wood
anatomical structure similar to the one found in flower morphology, but that
this is not the most conspicuous pattern, and independent of the most conspic-
uous pattern.

This result was obtained by iterative weighing which caused a superposition
of the globally important pattern of the dataset on more local variations as in-
dicated above. It was obtained by an entirely non-supervised method, i.e. in-
dependent of the known classifications.

The new feature, as expressed by the character weights on the second compo-
nent, shows that the Rondeletieae are characterised by numerous small solitary
vessels with round diameter, by short vessel elements with large simple end-wall
perforations and with coloured inclusions, by intervascular pits < 4 pm, by
short fibres with coloured inclusions and by small unilaterally compound ray-
vessel pits.
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The following points seem moreover of interest and beg for re-examination
of the flower morphology of the present groups.

a. The same compound character which splits off the Rondeletieae from the
Cinchoneae splits the Cinchoneae into two groups, i.e. the group of Ferdinandusa
and Dolicholobium (showing libriform fibres, cluster 4) together with cluster 6
(Cascarilla, Joosia, Remijia and Hymenodictyon) versus the remainder. The first
group differs most conspicuously from the Rondeletieae.

b. With respect to the generated feature the genus Simira is more similar to the
Rondeletieae with fibre tracheids than the other Rondeletieae with libriform
fibres are. This is opposite to the conclusions drawn by Bremekamp who splits
off the Simira species.

The third component splits off the genus Cinchona once more, i.e. this genus
is not only exceptional in respect to the intermediate nature of the fibres and the
other characters correlated therewith but has some other specific characters e.g.
low multiseriate rays, diffuse and terminal parenchyma consisting of strands of
24 cells.

The fourth component lacks an obvious interpretation. The fifth component
should be mentioned because it seems to be responsible for the misclassifica-
tions of the Rondeletieae. In this (compound) character several parenchyma
characters play a role.

5. DISCUSSION

In the present paper we have used the existing classifications of the groups of
Rubiaceae under investigation as reference for the comparison of the results.
The pattern detection device did, however, not have any knowledge about these
classifications, i.e. the pattern of variation of the wood anatomical structure is
not molded onto the existing classifications. Independent attempts to do so (by
intuitive means or by single character statistics) failed utterly.

It is therefore quite remarkable that a pattern of variation was found whlch at
least partially resembles the pattern of variation as expressed in the existing
classifications, as second most important pattern, when our method of iterative
character weighing was applied.

The method was designed with, among other thlngs the example of classical
taxonomic practice in mind. The obtained results seem to suggest that we have
succeeded in simulating the type of pattern processing as done in classical taxo-
nomy. In our method (and we hypothesize that this is also true for classical
taxonomy) “important” characters are generated on the basis of the variation
within the dataset, rather than selected on a priori grounds, and the more global
pattern of variation in the dataset under consideration is enforced upon the
more local variation by weighing the important characters highly.

The enforcement of the more global pattern of variation (evidently strongly
dataset dependent) seems to be a fruitful method for describing the pattern of
variation of organisms as it yields (at least to a certain extent and in our case as
the second most important) a pattern which is consistent in entirely disconnect-
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ed character sets of the same set of objects. The latter being the best (and
only) reenforcement systematic studies can ever obtain.
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