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How to select morphological characters for inferring systematic phylogeny

— The definition of morphological character and the four basic precepts of selection
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R AV AL, WRIEAF D H R WnHER RS @RI RBFEHE LS
PR, BEA B MR A R YEX ] PR R Ft RSt EE — 25, (HARBI1RIE
/N TN RGO o IR BEIEAT i PR 3 A A R PR 2R e E AR 2R i B oA L EITAEE
P T HERT R GEREA AR 5 SR B RS FTENE R VE . BRIEPIRT ZeE 4 DR
(1) PREMSLIESRIIVEIR: (2) M PENCIRS R I (3) MRS E S S s ot
s (4) TRIRAENS S Wb SA5 2 . Sl ST AR GUab AU (1 H b2 2 n] BE 22 3R BT 5 EVE
PR MALAUESE , R E BRI THRL N i tH SCRr R UL IR SR L UE T

XgE: IR, BEY, KRG, 3K, Kimfoo

1. EREH A
T2 HRBL O, R E ol ad e SO R e BARF Y, #FR S Pk kIR
(character), ¥+ b, ARG RSN E SCH A B8 o PR IR s e =R P 1 o A i
(essential properties) (Harris and Mishler, 2009). {H—6¥ 2252 35 H BT 1549 52
XBRIATE LA, AN ERBRFE R A B PE (Kripke, 1980). 7EA 45745,
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4.

RAEAF ) H R ERT RGN @A R RE . X ESHESHE IR, £
AT 5 IR . SRR T RIAE MRS H T A R RO 7 B i, AR g 2 A
X5 (Harris and Mishler, 2009).

FTHEWT R GEREAG I IR 5 F T 400 23 SR I PR 1R s 4 22 0l

FITHEWT RGEAEAC I PERFI T T o R IR A ) g . Bt s, R4
FHRHHE LG, T [F 7 25 Jo NIk SRR AR B IR AR B O 1k 4 AR e Ik
H SR HE AL FE 1 3T B IR (@apomorphy),  BAARIE 20 250 G B R 1 (Mishler,
2009). M T KA MAGHNTL NG — R R, —&B50 T8 8RN —# 5 H
THEW R MR EE S . FEEER, AT 000 MR E T8 X
SrAEPEEE (Hull, 1978), F T-HEWT 2 Guidk A6 i R0 =5 T- 487 B 2R3 A 7 52 Rtk
WRAEFT AR B K, F—tRESAEEEZER. i XC8H B APk
YR, TERF T RN R G AR v S XGH H ) 3EE d ok, it B R ANEAT 73 2%
KN A] DAVE 003 H R BIE (diagnosis), X —F AR,

A ¥ LT

KRG TSR MR R ST R G (Mishler, 2009). 1%
RPGE AR E B AR AR R AW 5 8, & KRG ) 2D IR,

WA DAL R G S VR FE R 1) 55— P Ras T7 2, AR A5 38 (10 OV izt izt /) T 57
ALY (Pleijel, 1995; Mishler, 2005 and 2009). 14k Bk R .76 (TUs:

terminal units) #EMAH B EIUE: — AN B IR BEWEFR B R im 5.0 Z R SR 40 R,

[ BN A 2 — AN A BT SN TE IR e 2 R TR I MIRIRES (character states) #H[F]
(Hennig, 1966). % 5tk A6 1 1 3 A K i B 0 AN 2 R BE BN, 17 o 1 R 304
(semaphoront). 4R # AR $8— N AEWARLE TR & | B A AR B R A
(Hennig, 1966). f.— f IR B i i F-EAR1F BAS 78 BEAN AT RE S o — S R i £
TG, RIHR 3 B TT H — 2H AT R A M ROIRZS B PR B AR 2 . RSy BTG AN & S 50
FFAER, B RGO #0 7 BERAT DR AT . TERZ 050, SR B IoH
FRONERVE /IS5 850 (OTUs: operational taxonomic units). X Ff5E S IZ Ha G fE £E
TERN NI KRG RAE ST RGN 2 BTk C 2 g, T Skbr EAFh 5 28 5 e
A R I HERTZE R (Mishler, 2005).

PRk MR 4 AV
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HEAF R BRI S, P e p R sm st 2 AT, DRIk ak (5 1 - 4K R
AR G R IR (Mishler, 2005 and 2009). Afi1—HE 23R8 R Ge itk MR
BB S, FFN T Bk A T 5L &R G AR ) MR TR B — A ] B R
(Coless, 1985; Grant and Kluge, 2004; Harris and Mishler, 2009). i & (# ¢
BLAIE T Hennig (1966) & H H R4k 77 5038 4 45 S ONIB W1k A4 ) sh 4 (4
I B AR P B S5 56 SR A AR ST R GEHE AR I AR A 1 SR BR 2%, RIAT DU iE
WA JE T IR EIE S PR E AR ic B 7 323 #2E . Harris A1 Mishler (2009) Ayt
Wr KRG MR B 2 B RS FEVEYE (phylogenetic homology) J&1E, RI4Fd
) A A R PR S UR EA TR B LRI e . X AW RAFE T R — Ak N 1)
52 Z[AJE (paralogy) 1% [¥E (serial homology). Sereno (2007) 5&ifd T Bk
W RS IR B PG (1) BhaZtEs (2) B RPE. AN, flidRiE Tk
REEWHEATER, Bl WIRAMFAF (primary locator: L1), —Zifi#F (secondary
locator: L2), AZ& (variable: V), ZEEZMiiE (variable qualifier: q) : ZEIRE
(VO, v1, ......)o SNSUREA IR BE AR E S 2 dn i (proposition), PR (RLHEAL
. ) WHEMIZAET (subject), MEIRIRE (BIEAEEMBME) MZ&i%A
(K515 (predicate) (& 1),

L1 L2 V vO, v1 q
A A
) ) s N7 - N\
Maxilla, anterior process, length: shorter (0), or longer (1), than the posterior process.
| . 7 N e’
subject predicate

B 1. EREEHER TR GBS

4.1 M7 (Independent)
ANTE] B PR 22 1) LA A58 4 TR B 28] 56 AR I O R IE B AR . AL R G
BEAAY 5 222 AT BEPR IR ST s IR o TX e ST PR W] BA 23 il VR D 5C
FE— PR S R SRR, TR SCR R 2035 L R BARVE S € ) BB 8L
RIS R 4%k (Mishler, 2005). Maddison (1993) Afii otk A B g Fr S 8 )
K205 45 R 2, BN R BB A B ARSI — AR, (HX


http://www.bio-protocol.org/e1010201

w <
bl0_1 01 www.bio-protocol.org/e1010657 DOI:10.21769/BioProtoc. 1010657

FERIETS 1 IR B2 5 (Sereno, 2007) (F 2).

1. Tail, color: red (0), blue (1).
2. Tail: present (0), absent (1).
3. Tail, color: red (0), blue (1), absent (2).

& 2. Maddison (1993)iR i IfEIEFR. fh5iE: One possibility is to code tail
condition as a single three-state character that incorporates both tail presence
and color. ZHFE¥REZE (HR 1) MBRERAERES (R 2) AHA—
AR (AR 3), 3BT T IR TS JFE

4.2 Hjx! (Mutually exclusive)
PEPOIRES BA M TE MR8 AR ES R AR, MR B ARR A5 3
e BAE ARSI IEIR, By RAT @& AR PR S A B i 1 Dy B
ARG 7 L EARIE (Mishler, 2005). R, MHEPRSBAUR H R, LUE
PIMERIRAE AR (Freudenstein, 2005), il — & MRk KPR R AFTE, BEABER
A AAERRES . REEBEEHFRIESMAR LR EJE T W MRAE — A
HASLHEIR (Sereno, 2007), N2 B RIETEARAS Z B2 B FH, (HBELR
SEEERSHALF (B 2).

4.3 B (Discretely describable)
& 7 BRI FE, Mishler (2005) 45 Hi MRS E g 5 M HUE L, BIOVBELD)
SRR DRSS N E RS R . Hean Al F i 8 AR v R 6 A
% 8 RGBT ASHFE, 7T 0 AR R L B EE 10 SN -4 i 58 2
HHEAT 7 Z B (ANOVA) ML EELEE (multiple range tests), &G it it 4 4
PEPROIRA (Mishler and De Luna, 1991) (& 3).
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BASAL CELL
WIDTH

A 3. H4iE R 4 MEWRIRE. 5= 6 FhiliikéE Tortula papillossisima

(pa)~ T. caninervis (c). T. norvegica (n). T. obtusissima (0). T. princeps (pr)

20}

15:

10

25 |

STATE
RECOGNITION:
1. 4
L fOUr @ ce-ceccccas
[ character _I, 3
states:

-----------------

pac n O prr
SPECIES

M T. ruralis (r) &:FP 10 NSRRI TE L, #EAT 522 0 A A 22 3 Nl
FHEBT HH 20 9T R 1 4 MPEIRIRES

4.4 JiiEtk 845 B (Historically informative)
BEAh, IR ERE S R EL S S SR S A5 o AT AR DAAT: 20 56 (s ) 6 £ 2L AT
A AL A B EEE (homoplasy) ATREMERIMEIR . BT 20382400 R 455
R GE—R R, TR0 R 2 k[ 2R bk #2 (Mishler,

2009).
5. MRS

WRE Lik 4 SFANERRE VRG22 T 008 A AR [R] A PR DRR S R A7) 2 ) 3

(primary homology) (de Pinna, 1991). @37 24t bpy, EPYERIR it e, 2fH

BRI L1% B ORANSRIER S FIAR A Y R HE T R e AL [P E R A, HL e &
(1) R G I 75 B A5 2 B KB R IR SRR (Harris and Mishler, 2009). 457
RGN B AR R AT e 2 B FF S G I MR TE A HET RGEFEAG RS, B
W PRgs i/ MEE R (Mishler, 2005). 7ESCIE R, A AR R PERAR A A IF 52
BA RPN, BR8N 27 (secondary homology) (de Pinna, 1991), =i# #iF
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SEIEYER (corroborated homology); 4 5 AH [F] F P RIRZS B 36 268 B A R VR PE L RR
. FEFEEDR, SREVE A RROOMESRIESE, iR BEA E T, A
SR U] B — PR AR B .

Bos
J&f Brent D. Mishler ##% (3¢ BN K A0 50 M £L) $RBEAIZS 530k IR IR
WEFE 5L (h E Rl =B sh Yt FERT) XA SCHIAR A B R B 44 A A SCE 3 Y A

===~
V=9

L

g i Eaa
RIXAAFAEL T AR LB T4 R 28 o
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