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Research progress in the diversity and evolution of bat pollination systems

HU Chunlue, TONG Zeyu, JIAO Hengwu, HUANG Shuangquan’
(Institute of Evolution and Ecology, School of Life Sciences, Central China Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Bats, as proficient night-flying mammals, are effective pollinators for flowering plants in diverse lineages in

tropical regions. The interactions between frugivorous/nectarivorous bats and their foraging flowers provide a valuable

system for studying interspecific interactions, adaptation, and diversification. In this review, we firstly summarize the di-

versity of bat pollination systems, and then construct the evolutionary relationship between bats and bat-pollinated

plants. To outline the adaptive characteristics of the chiropterophilous pollination system, five aspects are discussed: bat

vision and flower color, olfactory and flower fragrance, echolocation and flower shape, body and flower mechanical fit

(morphological match), nutritional requirements and floral rewards. Perspectives of ecology and evolution in bats and

some issues worthy of further exploration are proposed.
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T A5 358 0 T AE ) S AL A K AN P 5k (Fae-
gri and van der Pijl, 1979; B XU MER AL, 2000;
Ollerton et al. , 2021), HITAI/HTRI, B FHEY)
90% HY AP T S W15 Ky (Tong et al. , 2023). B
HRTHMESIY T, &SRR ZERE, U
il 5 . RS H YAk & 24 (Kevan and Bak-
er, 1983; Ollerton, 2017), TifEBHESHIH, #HT K
171 5 2 RN i 76 A AR S R e P 35 AL By
YEH . BERR A 294 Fp L B i & (Fleming et al.
2009), A 500 Z FhHAGHTAE P 535 2 58 MM D
by s P Z I AR B IAERT . IH KRB E ) 1
TR, Wil e— 2838 T ATRIRAT PRI FL

Yy, H5EHEYZBIE R BEEICR, HIA]
MBS . A3 A7 M BRI IR S s ) 2 18] 1 B
B GRS st TR B R G

2B ph W AL B AR PR A B i 25 (chirop-
terophily) fH ¥ 5 “ = @AY " (Bat-loving plant)
(van der Pijl, 1957; Raymond et al. , 1974; Montgom-
ery, 2001), Wil 55 A% A3 1 A8 ) W) £ 7E 52 2% 1 B
ERZR, RBLTE IR ZAE R oE . WRaE . [l 75
. ERFRIE SR ZHEMEI6A . Ak, ES
LA AE A B3 Y (Fleming ef al. , 2009), i i
L) 305 I Wl U 3 PR AE , AL R AR [] L 43
FEAE DL S AH X = F 1Y 8 F% i B (Tschapka and
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Dressler, 2004). A L& Wi i B4 ) (49 16 4 FIAL 2 5
TRt I T, AR . MR SR Tl
ZAMR Re S By W R AL A T R B R R R, S R
WA B 142 BR800 7 FL B (Montgomery, 2001),
2 Hoy W I ) AR XoF A2 493 P A ) 28 30— 2R R AR Y 3
N, ATASEARRAE . MRGEREE . LAY SF (Tschap-
ka and Dressler, 2004), 1% ¥ Ui 5 31 A #5080 00 40 7
RGNS, BEAE RIS B PR EE v A 30U 2 B )
B, BT T S e AR AR HE A A S 0 IR SR
B, RS ALK AR A — S b i A AT
PELT AR RE S 25 Fh A A A A K, (AR X A
W A6 A W I A T B ORI AR, B R “HE
% 7E i (Nectar corridor)” (Montgomery, 2001).

TEMAEAS 7] Zh ) % By (R D 2 1 v, W s A
P HABAL # 25 T g AL K 808 . AN R} (Fabace-
ae) KM ERIE S (Parkia biglobosa) WfE¥ &,
D 2 e TR T e, o R A R AR Y R S SR e T
2 ~31% (Lassen et al. , 2012); 5 Ei & Fl (Gesneria-
ceae) Gesneria pedunculosa ZFEAER Y, i iF
B A e G s R B, HAE VAL BEAG 20 Al
ek, #EIAh & B 30 (Martén-Rodriguez and
Charles, 2008). X Fh ALy RCR M0 22 S AE #aiy 1L X 4%
R 2875 ol as o SN > § Y S b5 B2 828 S L S fe
B FEUL K B AT R Ak, QB A 1A = B
AIBGIN, LA SRR B o 2 ) S 1 5 A2
By ka3 (Dellinger et al. , 2021), TEME A A 55,
Tty W AR LU TG Zh 2 R R AL, RRag #2400
¥, PRALKEEE LR I SS , T WAE Y S R AL
(Cruden, 1972; Renner and Robert, 1995), M ififdi 4=
WS A S REN RS DI iRy . ILAh, Wil
1 RGEAESE = 2 TR AR 7 S R0 it Jo ) T A A 4
FHEEAEA (Tremlett et al. , 2020, 2021).

TER I B AR, R/ W) ) Fh 55 08 7 1) Wl
IEPROIE L T RRBR PR F DGR, BlindEd iy
W 5 J5 P (1Y VE D (Heithaus, 1982). B K E S5
Wi i 5 K P (Muchhala and Thomson, 2009) .
A6 I 25 5 W 0 (0] 75 2 57 FEAE A VEE (von Helvers-
en and von Helversen, 1999), | 1% 453 W s 55 s e
HELAE ) P 3 07 AR A R T8 A O R R T B A A% oy i
A RS LT Sy AL AR R IR S5 B OCE EE, A
() 325 07 AR AIE 1) 22 R Pt Sy AT B O ) AR 0
HAERZRUGEESRES %

- 9 00 22 2] B 05 AL ) (Moseley, 1870; Burck,
1892), WG LM R R ZA5TA 1S4
Wi % A% K 25 B4 (pollination syndrome) A% U5 44 A W
W TEEAE ) 1 0 S AN BEE T BEAl (Faegri and van
der Pijl, 1979). T 4F 2k I/ 1 1 3 i W 1) 1% 43 24
R (X #& B4, 2001; Bumrungsri et al. , 2008; Bum-
rungsri et al., 2009; Acharya et al., 2015; Aziz et
al., 2017). & ¥ 41 W (Bumrungsri et al., 2013;
Thavry et al. , 2017) % J7 I BYHESE, (HiXLEp5E £
Jry BRAE B — X 2 5 IX 5, A D X % R A
(2001) fRIE KFHE | 2 KK H RIS (Macroglossus
sobrinus) N WA (Musa itinerans) W8 UL K& -
O A 1% by i i 5 i 08 AR ) AR L AR OC R B B
%% (Fleming et al., 2009; Muchhala and Thomson,
2009; Muchhala and Tschapka, 2020), A £ i 7E
B R BE I O s A (Phyllostomidae) A4 45 i, [
W5 ZIH KRBT A DG R A 2 (. tesh, A
AN AT RE I, B AN A% R e 08 A B £ P X 4%
TS 5 R G AL L W o R 2 SR Wk I 2 49
FEA PR o A KR A TH K Bl £ 8 i i 5 4 S5 AR AR
1) ] Je A AL 45
1 BRAMRIESRIERED
L1 B DAL R W

Simmons (2006) =45 2Bk T HA 188201 )8
1107 F 5 1MARYE Reeder 55 (2007) IIGTTES R, 4
KOeMME T HIY 1 1335 Burgin 55
(2018) T 3 - 0 2L 2l W) 2 FF R B AR =R
(MDD3) fy i, SeifRaka®E T H 218
227)m 1386 Ff, BLIZEE il A T H 21 7
231 )8 1 437 Fi,

20 Wi R R AR P W, S B R IR IR (fru-
givorous bats) FIE & Wil (nectarivorous bats), £ K
110§ B AR s B (Pteropodidae) #) #1 (Simmons,
2006). M HEERF 2253 A1 7EL I YN RS R e SN AL
Hb [X (Villalobos and Arita, 2010), 4= Bk 3t 62 J&
236 7 (ASM, 2024), Hrh BALH DIRE Y B ) I 7E
M BIE)E (Carollia), W IRE (Brachyphylla).
AL R R (Erophylla). 1688 )& (Phyllonycteris). 1+
BE & (Anoura). K WIIEJE (Choeroniscus). 17
205 8 (Glossophaga). #EWEJE (Musonycteris) %5
(Villalobos and Arita, 2010; Pinto ef al. , 2013; ASM,
2024; GBIF, 2024); Mg £ 2040 TAEM . W
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A A N A H IX (GBIF, 2024), 4 Bk4k 45 )8
202 Fh (ASM, 2024), JLF¥IRER . BEERIE,
45 R WG & (Cynopterus). BKFUE & (Sphaerias).
HAEE (Rousettus) . /M RIEJE (Macroglossus) .
KEFHREEE (Eonycteris). JNIg)E (Pteropus). %
KRG R (Plerotes). ETRIINIEJE (Styloctenium) %5
(ASM, 2024; GBIF, 2024),

1.2 DL i AR )

b R AR ) LR S L fBRE L ek R A
ar BRI, T A% R W R S IR 55 . EATIAE
TE T8 FHEY) 28 H 67F8F, Horb 26 BH Hy it 1A}
i i 7 0], 23 B f JRE R b 0 7 7], 18 B2
it 5 44 A 377 1) (Fleming et al. , 2009), M 1 g R} i
WG AT 5 10) 44 8L 159 J& 360 FA %) (Geiselman et al. ,
2004), PR0E B b i 0 £ P 0ok I T 41 R 100 8
168 FIAE Y . 9110 Z [RA & SR UT (Macroglossus sob-
rinus), K75 RUE (Eonycteris spelaea) g HUE 45 Fh
FEACAEYI AL FAL Ry, LU ZERHREE IR (Durio).

SRLERAE S8 (Parkia) 10 RS R (Musa) 1Y
TEE R E, JFRBER AL S 24 # Ik 55 (Wilson and
Mittermeier, 2019; GBIF, 2024); %4 W) i (Cynop-
terus sphinx) AR FEHCE LI S, 2005;
KOCEIEE, 2007), HIBEN ARSI LR IR
B KIS (Pteropus conspicillatus) f. N B R UwlE,
e b SR BE SR (Pteropus conspicillatus) ., B4 IR
Bl (Myrtaceae) i Bk J& (Syzygium) %5 ¥ W) 1£ ¥
(GBIF, 2024), JCJE K 80§ (Anoura geoffroyi) T8
LIl A 2B} (Cactaceae) Espostoa frutescens. K|
2P} (Asparagaceae) Jo 7 2 & (Agave). #iZEFRLH
VU (Ceiba) S HEPIIAEE . AEH MR Tl AR
(Phyllonycteris poeyi) W& Y45 B 2 F} Talipariti
elatum . FEHF} (Arecaceae) ¥y (Roystonea regia)
SR BHR KBS (Glossophaga commissarisi)
W) 58 A A2 A B BB (Calyptrogyne ghiesbreghtiana)
&y (K 1) (Simmons and Voss, 1998; Sanchez-Losa-
da and Mancina, 2019; GBIF, 2024),

BT DA W B 0] B (i i R ) . A K SRR IR AL B B RIEAEEREMLR: C: WEIE MR GHLH; D: &
K 58N Espostoa frutescens f¥1s E: 1 ELALWE N Talipariti elatum fehy: Fe BHRA Bl vy B8y . B KIE: Merlin D. Tuttle, Bat

Conservation International

Fig. 1 Common bats and their pollinating plants. A: Eonycteris spelaea pollinating Oroxylum indicum; B: Cynopterus sphinx pollinating Musa

sp. ; C: Pteropus conspicillatus pollinating Castanospermum austral; D: Anoura geoffroyi pollinating Espostoa frutescens; E: Phyllonycteris poeyi

pollinating Talipariti elatum; F: Glossophaga commissarisi pollinating Calyptrogyne ghiesbreghtiana. Photo credits: Merlin D. Tuttle, Bat Conser-

vation International
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FEZEE R, T AR 322 DL ER G O Jw A
EIRMHEY AE, EEE KB (Oroxylum indi-
cum) . FABERZ (Bumrungsri et al. , 2013); £ W
ZE, K& REW 2T 8 FHE RS (Sonnera-
tia) MIEERMY N &, KRB fBIURRZ
(Thavry et al., 2017). AS[a] 38k 43 A3 B 5] A s i
BVEAFAE—E W 2200, 4 P PR 1 4 A% ) ) e g
ST FRRL ) SR W R R M 15 | ] o s S
2 IRIEMEMSEYTEEL
2.1 BRI

g B4 0 P 0 R o i 08 53 S T B 32 T 0
HFMHAEFWH, ZHEEZLRRIE; 7T RS
AT, IR b 0 174 S Y5 [R) e L e
Bl (Jones et al. , 2005; Teeling et al. , 2005), &)
AR WAEAE 22 55 o PR R AHSE 1 B sy
PR, AR R s o TR b g Ak TR B R (Fer-
rarezzi and Gimenez, 1996), &M AER A
T, ME 3 YOS A MR AT O, R
HAE R (KK & RIE R Eonycteris . AF K 3
I J& Megaloglossus . JoAE R UF & Syconycteris. /)
K & R & Macroglossus . 1 B 18 J& Notopteris .
I8 B8 8 Melonycteris) W, i — 32 5% & (Giannini
and Simmons, 2005), FEHERRE T RERE.
b 11 AR i R 1% 4 HRUA T A 0 I ST ) R R R R A
BEE. SRS NI A R, (Ferrarezzi and Gi-
menez, 1996), Z M 1R R b 08 475 1 B8 & Bk,
RPffi 2 & P 2SR, W Anoura. Musonycter-
is. Glossophaga % , 15A H & B & Wid &
(Muchhala and Tschapka, 2020), F&FAc &P E &
MRGERKE KRR, MMUENERE. EEELE
P H Al T AR T R (Rojas et al. , 2011; Baker et
al.,2016), FLUNE RIS S H I (Antrozous pall-
idus) (B /R 2 IAE S Ab R B Y . (HIE, RiEsn+
EHE 2R I W g A S R A B s W, AR TR PR Y 25
e EOL R R B R A T ORI D7 1 44k (8
2) (Lietal. ,2023),

SRy 3 AN [A] A PR oK, AN [ W i 1 2 1A
T TR R AR A ARG W PR A . A S DL S A
ZHE g, G2 R, BT Uk,
TR AT A . B iR o R A, WK, DA
PIE REH. &R RS S hmiEE, (2
VS O T ARUEE R, R S G BB A Ak IR % 2R

52 (Freeman, 1998; Muchhala and Tschapka, 2020).
WAk, Z2HOIN s R b 3 Bk = [0 75 5 2 RE ), mlAE
S W HCAHAE , B2 0175 5 057 B ) ZE IR A 73 S
TR, HIREE (Rousettus) BY U s 2 5E 1
N [) B33 1 7 02 Bl & R mA RS L 3 A A L
5 280w IE SR AR (GBIF, 2024); 2800 g R
i %, 555 L PR B 1 W B L R RS E L RE ), X AR
—EFREE F AR T AL YE B R Y35 B (Jones and
Teeling, 2006).
2.2 WiE A R A

Wi 0% £ 3 0 BT R VD TRAE ) L 2 A T 3
BLARAE, ZHEPEEEAE . ALNER . 2R Bk
SURRL FZERL . EAERL. T X SR P Y
T[] 78 L T2 Ry W 0 1) 14 BB ] (Fleming et al.
2009) (&1 2), HE0] a  BHE A 00 10 AHL S 2R OF AN i
Wl 0 A0y o IO A i % A7 7E P TH R i, s 88 £
by 22 58 0T BE 2 i B AR By R ok, 0 R
(Nyffeler and Baum, 2001), #3 ¥ #} (Luckow and
Hopkins, 1995) H {14 i i8 A& K A9 5 16 iF 11 i R
i A BB RBG AR AL R SR, A RUBLEL
T 2 PR W A )RR ph U . S OCHE
W 5 A5 Ry R W) 8 A2 1T K (Endress, 1996), {H X &
AT A 1 R 58K & BF9E Y i — 25 55 3IE (Fleming
etal.,2009),
2.3 W b A AR ) A 1B AR

Wit 8 5 % 19 RS L ) Ay L ) =2 DA B R IR
1% (8 2) (Fleming et al. , 2009), {HIE%E PRI IME &
R R DU, . U Anoura fistulata B T HB
(7 ~ 9 cm) i Z W HHEFERL Centropogon nigricans [
MRy, XY AEEE N RIEE, oAl
& % m 55 A9 5 9% A 3] (Muchhala and Thomson,
2009), FAN, LERFAWIE A T A B A] KR R
WE T S I AR B &, ARG 5T SRR
JEAFHEA B IEAC, EAEHE G2 h bk, H AT
PR, DA L o B £ ) W i HEBR A AL 5 I ik
R A DR 5 E R AR 9 — 30, IR
TR JH A ol s 8 HE R AE A1 5 A6 56 N S AR 4 1 4
BAESKERERENTMANCEIEEYS,
R 2 &)y i Al 2 DL AT A e AR 0 SR, T
W A A /0N 11 HG Al b g 5% R BR 7E Ab (Heithaus,
1982). SEBr b 280 5 S5 AE Y 0 BAE, XU AR W]
REELIE Z D WRh (1812),  [RIb i 8 ARy 18] 4 3 [)
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2R DA R W 5 i SRR ) ELAE AR DG R . BE T Fleming 55 (2009) FA 7R 14 HUAR K0 i 0 5 Wt U AL ;. T Almeida 25 (2020) [
W TR I R IE I R SR E KRR 2T Rojas 5 (2016) IR ST HIERHRIE N KRG R B R R BT TEM ARG L EWFH (The
Angiosperm Phylogeny Group, APG) (2016) 37 B4 -4 43 28 22 ¢ 55 VU WK de i Mg AL VD 1) R 8K B K &+ %5 T Bat Eco-interactions Team
(2021) J 57 ) B0l o A7 FLAE 5 2% 1R A M s i R s AL ) LA SR 20 12 . 22 BB R IR (K R B R &R, BURRE8TE, DISHOR
PRCIATER EEALmvife#, LA O ARG K N2 U4 (Fleming ez al. , 2009); 41 EUAMRIEGBMIN R AR E R R, URA
IrRETT

Fig. 2 The evolutionary relationship between common bat pollinators and bat-pollinated plants. The bat pollinators and bat-pollinated plants are
from the review by Fleming et al. (2009); the phylogenetic relationship of bats in the family Pteropodidae followed Almeida et al. (2020); and in the
family Phyllostomidae followed Rojas et al. (2016); the phylogenetic relationship of bat-pollinated plants based on the APG IV classification sys-
tem; the bat and bat-pollinated plant interactions are linked following the Bat Eco-interactions Team (2021). The left figure shows the phylogenetic
relationship of pollinating bats, with genes as the classification units. Genera marked with filled circles are morphologically specialized flower visi-
tors, while those marked with open circles are opportunistic flower visitors (Fleming et al. , 2009). The right figure shows the phylogenetic relation-

ship of bat-pollinated plants, with family as the classification units

KRB AN UR Y [F] 3 4L (diffuse coevolu-
tion)” (Heithaus, 1982). il 4l Glossophaginae i 1%
FREE IR T 20. 3 IAFE ~ 23, S HTAFRRET, BT e
22 @ HE ) B PR 1] (Eguiarte et al. , 2021), 1H
Horp g g, JUH I R IR 08 & 1R I

8] W 5 J5 # 17 76 % £ # & (Flores-Abreu et al. ,
2019). XTE—E B b 3CRF T W Z R R )
BALRIOCH
3 R HYiRiE S e i S5 AE W B 1E R 4 AE

Wi W AL ) ) A A 2 B AE — M A R TR T AE
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PO (FEsisRe), RARR, B4 TR
E T ECEHEAE R ZEAT B, AT AR AR A X R
Wi R RIS (B03), JRRE A OO G

M. BB F B WK L% (Faegri and van der
Pijl, 1979; Ollerton et al. , 2009),

3 MRS RS . A TR\ EM Duabanga grandifiora, 1625 HIZURIRAES], FESTXFR, K E FIEHER (Sritong-
chuay, 2016); B: JUEMAL, AL KELE (Fikbsh); C: #ZERYRIE (Pachira aquatic), TLZiFIZRIRHAET], $REHFR, /MK Gl i
(L. yerbabuenae). V&35, WiI1LH) (Hernandez-Montero and Sosa, 2016); D: 2 F T W (Kigelia Africana), TETEE R, 78] B b g 4%
¥, HIEH S48 (Newman ef al., 2021); E: )R KL 740, LEFEEKZF 3kt L Fo @B W (Crescentia cu-
Jete), TEIEEIR, AT ZET (Fiktr), dH#EK T (Glossophaga soricina) 5%} (von Helversen et al. , 2003); G: EEEHEY, Kit
B BRI % AT RS 2 A i IE A4 (GBIF, 2024). P $A 3588 20 9 B 4in%

Fig. 3 Morphological traits of some bat-pollinated flowers. A: Radially symmetrical flowers with ‘shaving brush’ anthers in Duabanga grandi-
flora, pollinated by E. spelaea (Sritongchuay, 2016); B: The flower of Duabanga grandiflora showing a large amount of nectar (an arrow marked);
C: Pachira aquatica, radially symmetrical flower with ‘shaving brush’ anthers, pollinated by L. yerbabuenae, bee and moth (Hernandez-Montero
and Sosa, 2016); D: The tubular flower of Kigelia africana, pollinated by bat at night and by bird during the day (Newman et al. , 2021). (E: Long in-
florescence axis of Kigelia africana with flowers suspending on stalks (marked); F: The tubular flower of Crescentia cujete locating on tree trunk
(marked), pollinated by Glossophaga soricine (von Helversen et al. , 2003); G: Long-perianth flowers in Musa sp. pollinated by a variety of bats,
such as E. spelaea and M. sobrinus (GBIF, 2024). Photos credit: HU Chunlue

3.1 e A BE - i A 4E
AT A1 53 Wi 0 E ol 9 5 5 25w S R O

WIS, (B & B [l e AL RE T, IR AR M
WAE ZHEYIRIR, BRIEE . Bk R,

/B A 09 KUK (Graham, 2001; Thomas, 2013),
JU-F- A i g 127 245 — 2 190 0 g ) 325 107 12 1]
{3} (Graham, 2001). JC 2K S @7 -6 2 88 K1)
SRR 7/ NN E S 2N R e e Y A |
FOENRY, BRI HE BE 7T (Suthers
et al.,1969); Wil CATESLHRW], B K LI
(Anoura caudifer) FJC FE 1 5 15 68 M\ fa] LA 58 H 1Y
(kT ETEREHERK RN, maEmy kst
F) 3RAF A B0 58 15 5 (Muchhala and Serrano,
2015) AR A i AH LG i E R s, HRTE K H

S ALFET /L (Anta et al. , 1967; Fleming et al. ,
1972; Ayala and Alessandro, 1973),

i B WA ) 2 FEC R TE AR, 5 4%y Wl I 1) 355
S AR S, 2500 IR AT ) B A ik . 19l
WAL A, BAENARILAOIIRE
o, RMAEEREEOSE (PEMAYE, https:/
www. iplant. cn/), BEIRAY . RIRAIEE B {6 G T g2
WG AR YA VT AL P2 (Knudsen et al. , 2006). B
WG FLAT S AMILSE (Miller er al. , 2009), I, Bl
WA ) A6 0 n] BB 2 L AR AN S R (Flem-
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ing et al.,2009), MH ., i, SEIHE . 5
21t . B {0 AN % (von Helversen et al., 2000; von
Helversen and Winter, 2003). g 22 B} #i ¥ Ceiba
glaziovii WAL ] BEI 1 ISR ARG AR B 7 B B
MR e iy 20 €8 Bl B, DT 2 e X6 W I 1 T 51
(Domingos et al. , 2021),

3.2 Wi ML uE g i IEAT ) A6 SOOR

Wi R LR A A 11%) A SR 2 LI 73| i R 1)
B% (Faegri and van der Pijl, 1979). AH kb £ 4 i 5
1 SR g T S R TR B MRERTE K
[RI T W58 B A & 3K (Baron, 1973; Bhatnagar and Kal-
len, 1974, 1975). A HAETE AL O AEIENE S, W
s A A ML B2 AL (14 £ {5 5 (Muchhala and Ser-
rano, 2015). T — Dl 0% DRLBE 38 BEAF AT o, A
TP Y S AL TN, SRR AT R R, AR
55 G 1A 7 A ] AT BB VAR AT , i 5 AR 2 )
WA BRI, I A R 0 A R AT B Ak R
(Brokaw, 2021).

Wi U AL ) %) A O B A RSO B L R
ERE 4 S Ui = o V3 S N o e o A
Bauhinia ungulate . ¥EHFEHME . £ ZLEL (Polemo-
niaceae) HL 4] fE (Cobaea scandens). 4557
(Crescentia cujete) 1 XL A (Parmentiera alata).
JBLEL Vriesea gladiolfora WAL WAL &Y FE AL
el G &Y . A EBGREY . SmikaY.
521k 5% (Bestmann et al. , 1997), A< & 1 %)
HA S &8 (W 5 ik A ) 2 0
Pl 8-, 3 Tl J5T T B A Sy Wi PR T T 1) G )
Ji ., Jf 5 A {6 % /) it i (von Helverson et al. ,
2000), 481, SwALE VTR YLK T I
ANE UL, TR R B 0 A ) S | e ) — SR
{55 (Knudsen et al. , 2006). 74 3 I LY fi) ifs s
T ER2ERLE D (Ceiba pentandra) GEWS =/ K &%
itk 5% (von Helversen et al. , 2000), T7EIEIM ,
AR A R SRR S, U R R AR Y 7R
AL b 1 25 5 PR IR T A (7] bl W 0 B £ 24
BEMZE 5 o mE SR DN 1 0 R U 0 1) DR B IR B A A
TP AT, DRI 4 58 7 ML 15 5 i 4 v L B T &
2, TR Y ATCE B i 17%) B £ P R X i B, IR
Bt A5 5 10 BE B VB FAH X 48 55 (Pettersson et al.
2004), HLARD Y TH R £ % W S T R AE xR Ak
YA B H B A9 4 (Carter and Steward, 2015).

Ak, R —FEE N S RMEY) Parkia pendula '
FEBAT R ) 5 B A A,k B AR R i 0 A 2
Al RE T Z2 MUK O e AN Bl L R, R R
) 5 A5 AN H 2 (Piechowski er al. , 2010), 78 HH &
NP R LR, A% R U I T B T A TS R 2R
RIMAESE (55 (Carter et al. , 2010). MAh, MR
P B W A DB U 2 S MR | [l RS AR 22 T Y
fflE, HE&MEEMTTEA It AR (Gonzalez-
Terrazas et al. , 2016),

i LTIk, R imIE A L B R TP T e & e
KIS R RELR, WEBYWRENE, FHl
FHALSE . W5 | (8] RS S5 S i AR
3.3 Wil el o i AR IR A

et 10 A R W Sy ] P A W L T R g
fife = 3 g 2 A T R A A AL (Zubaid
et al., 2006; Thomas, 2013), JA# R, —LLiify)
P A B A 3 Wl % ] 7 L ) SR o R e R
JikBE (Mucuna holtonii) [ BEAAE ,  TEEHE ] S0 B2 T
FEAE 6 N TR B IR, 7T R A% oy il 6 1% 7 8 e S
N BE TR ] 7545 5 (von Helversen and von Hel-
versen, 1999), X F {5 5 b1 5 5 K (1) 15 46 4 B AH
o, i A5 W wE B S 2 b 17 ] (von Helversen and
Winter, 2003); #543 B f8 L5 AH ) 10 B OE 46 568 7 42 1t
TUK HE MRS ES, 5k AE B R Rl
FAFTERTR 2251, AT 5 |5 4 1% B8 £ (von Helvers-
en et al., 2003); FiFW AL RE AR, W ST,
FIE 50 TR b S5z ST i W A 1 0% 6 7 30 DA S s A 2 B oL
‘® (von Helversen et al. , 2003). #kifi, FAEprAHE
VAR LA s AR 0075 0 5 B 0, oA A 4 LA 55 4k Il
KW SR, WM—FAN%E E. frutescens BITEIT 3
T LA 55 40 B 0 101 75 A 55 X, R R v A 1k
M2 AL, Mo Bnts . BRAEIESSL, FaEY)
R A M A AR A SR B IR S S R HHE
1] 4n % 4% f£ # (Marcgraviaceae) Marcgravia evenia
FRE A BRI I 7 ) 2% 4> D7 [] I 35 56 20 1 4 282 114 [m]
7, RS Bl E 7 /£ (Simon et al. , 2011).

Ry Wl B B8 AR B RRAE, TR LS E S
e B AT, DU A AU T (Ko-
rine and Kalko, 2005), 7ELEH, 1%kt GEAE 5L
AULGE . WA, R E AT E S EAEY
(Gonzalez-Terrazas et al. , 2016), §iJE K & I & 2
Al REIE BT PR TR, A R P R A
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PRI 25 BfE &Y, LI 56 B YRR H
#& (Rose et al. ,2016). BEEWIIEIIKNE, HAEZ
TIE A5 485 7% W W 454 ) B2 43R 10 25 015 5 19 51 AR ]
L HTTHR

3.4 Wl B RS R 5 W R A0 A6 11438 N AR

Br 7 ALSE . MR [ A AR S AN, A% i A
it g TR A BT S5 AR L A

A EE P W R L R A R T, X
fifi FLAT DA 2 B AL R AL A AL, B 20
AE4) (Graham, 2001; Thomas, 2013), L% % il
1 4 AT 3k 4R K ) 60% (Muchhala and Tschapka,
2020), M EERMESE A fistulata GEXF F KA
TR, FHRERBUAK M 1565, ZRWMILsmz
5% (Muchhala ez al. , 2005; Muchhala, 2006). X Ffi
TEAf 2 5K K 8 ~ 9 cm FIAE W) C. nigricans &
BT %M B PR C & (Muchhala, 2006; Muchhala
and Thomson, 2009). 4k, Foit 2 BHAL Ky b i A9
AR BE 5 W I AR A 1) A e B 2 B T A
K, T, WEEK, HE . Wik,
oAt it 11 BERHE Ky W bR ARV WA, fistulata i)
K&, BHEHTE NE S (Fleming et al., 2009;
Muchhala and Tschapka, 2020). KU BHZ ¥ b 5
BRW . K&, HEKERTEA L H @ EHE 6y
Wt , Al RESE TR E Z U5 Rk i AE
o, EHEMUIRXTZNZ 8 “EAR” (Fleming et
al. , 2009).

PrREW) . KE AN, SR B U 0 R s 2 AT
VFZ LA R E . a5 Je g, J v 5 A 224K
FLAETM G R E S B R, HERIL
RBETE T TR =M BRA BT R, DA AT &l
4 16 % (Freeman, 1995; Muchhala and Tschapka,
2020). A THEME RKBER, MZHEEX S (&
ALk JUT A R R, R R Y
Fth KNG B AR LB IS A, WA T
N GRS, 2017); HELEfLkydig , et HiEfl
i A W8 (Lonchophylla robusta), T i 3% T % 17
s, Af 2 AT R A R R T Sl A O
A BT 22 AR5 T RO R S A il 4 D)
AL . PR AL A RCR 43 AH 1L (Tschapka
etal.,2015), ZWIEWE)S, EERBZHIE/D,
Wiy 0 2 A T LA WG A el B R A AR, TR
AR, PIRNHLTH A ROR AR B AR, TR RS

RN T AR p i, M BRI
554k T 4% 1912 2068 1 (Muchhala and Tschapka,
2020). BB R R L, LRk B
oAb, HRARFLE . MR gE, B T
BRI, SR (REEE, 2013).

AT R AR, PO AL By W 0 ) B 4T
VSRS TR o I 1 R g R R U 2 I B BT
AEAN 17T AT A W I D) 5 AR A b TR AN
RESREHHITIRE, XWIREGEIHEVINNZ
R B A AT ) SE R, T AV T 22 B A 2R T
S FF A (Fleming and Muchhala, 2008), Itt4h, £
O 1 R O 0 0 PR LR R R R A 4R, et
HASEFHY A, fistulata /R LAR BN E, FFAELL
b 2 b R R AU B g R s = 0 ] E 7 g
(Muchhala and Tschapka, 2020). A& &V b5 10 & &
A—EREMS M 5scH, TS . #Hi
TER I TIBE (Vogel, 1969), AH L HoAth 2h ¥ A6 4
ZRR IR Y AE R TR, RIMAE A4S
&) (Stroo, 2000), {HZEAEHIEASRERAE I E
L) A7 W I A% oy 1) 2 AR AT 1 1 — 2D O 5
(Baqi ez al. , 2022). BRAEMAIEEZE AN, LA
— A R W B A A, AR RE R AR A T B B U
WE AR RN RIS, B IR A B AR B S5 R A
MES T, PRUEE R B A 21T (Muchhala
and Thomson, 2009; Stewart and Dudash, 2016).
3.5 Wl e R oK - W i LA ) ) A1 P

U Wl I A ) 8 D A R {7 5 TN A 0L 45
FAI R 55 | W 8 A% A, (LS B 0k 2o R 87 TR A% 3 Wi
W5 A8 T 3SR M ) 5 5 i (Fleming et al. , 2009).

Wi R TR ) 10%) A W S i AR AR R
P b T AR Y, RBLURHEY) B AL o
2 B AL R RIS AR 1 25 A%, Tl A% A W 0
(1) B 12 75 oK AT 5 175 HAR AL 43 I 55 (Gottlinger er
al.,2019), 7EFEHISE T, HKFHEE (Lepronycter-
is nivalis) RE3E NN A6 4 $5 B LA DB v B i 0% 11
AN, /MK SR BREE (L. yerbabuenae) TEHF4E
PRI AR T 15% AL %R, AT 3 T BRI
RGBT RANMESAMT, MY
() A SEOM v B I, PRI P T AR e /IR 5 B
MR, TEIE N TR L SRR B (Wil-
son and Mittermeier, 2019), 873 1% ¥ b We 14 7Y 43¢
N, AR R (R A ) A AN DA R R A A B



160

ik

S

¥

45 %

I§ B9 fiE & 75 5K (Fleming et al. , 2009), 3ZPFr I,
W 12 53 () A6 2 BEAR AR B i R, (4G S8 W v 2 O
%, PR, 2% i BE LA 45 R 2 B 75 oK
(von Helversen et al. , 2003; Muchhala and Tschapka,
2020), TATE R BB AR B O R Gk, K
7K 43 A BT 4 08 1 B I TR AR, LSRR AR
WA FBOK i Z B B4 18 3% (Casotti et
al.,2006). WAL, ZHCIEGAEY), Q0RRAE S A
Y, JFAEMARIAEE SRR, FER A B ik
FN TR (Ng et al. , 2020), 515K U 88 A4 35 20 B 1)
G WA AL K AR KRR ORE, H
TERH RGBT AR T2 5K kW
T BE 3R 5 B0 2 BE A W R AR N S (Liet al.
2018), FEANEERILR T, RERKSERE B
bR A CAT R M e iAo B R E AR
(Orbach et al., 2010), P £& 0 Wi i Bl Ak HLAG 48
SR 1) £ WE T 322

Wi I A ) A v OB CROBE L w9
i TR, (AAT SRR, AHIL OB,
1 b 0 1 TE M (Aguirre et al. |, 2002); IR
WEGTHE Ak O s Rl i U7 ) A b, B
H Ca™ & 2 = T AR MR IR AT ALY (Barclay, 2002),
T A6 B2 75 REAE AL A Wi 2 22 1) Ca R IR 75 IR
ARG, I, DCT AR . AR S5 T 1 18 53 F
FER MR I AT M S I AT 225 o

Wi U AR TE R 5 AR B B R B, OO —E 2
I BRI A LR G AR, (R IT
TEBCREAE N . LIRS — M . JER B THW)
T (M) 405 T 0 IR R b i & I sl Ak A T 2R
S DI A s R B AR U7 ALV I A SRR, L
F A 1 U s GEAE Y (Fleming et al. , 2009).
4 B2

Ty W g AR R K, BT AE M A RE T 08, A
RIS, B UTRUR BOR A SE R A8y s 515
ZHAMAGR E, e | BERAH L, DRIE AL R AR
KRy FE R G , i HOAN B 2 B A W AR K
(AT R, T8 B SR L AE R A W% A0 R
B, MR AL A 5 28, 3K J2 A% 40 i R AH
Fe T HA AL By & () FZEHL A (Fleming et al. , 2009).
HE MR A A . KA., 2k, R, =
REZTAEY PRAAL K R 55, 78 AR FALO A28
REMHEAAESRS DGR, Al E KRS

e

KT WL, ATHAVE 205 B DR ) A«

(1) BB Wl B0 SR W e AR A 7 < ST U s 2k
bR R

(2) 1E 3 B sURW] Ok Arfe . JLsmss), &
Wi 8 BT MR A IO B (A T B ) e

(3) SRS GETE ALy b B 5 W W8 S AEL ) 1) ELAE
AR SRR ?

(4) 12 Ho Wi o] 22 AT S 2R O B0 7 BT
Bl 2 A A R R 2

(5) AT 2 Wi AE ) ) AL 2 PP SO

(6) U B . e AT, TE4RHIEA1L K I
5 Bk AT AR B 200 2

(7) TH R B A A5 0 i P 1 11 £ 2
W PR R R A A LA A A2

(8) Fh HR L 1) s g WA o A 2 ARG 1) B0 )
seftAr HAERKIEAA Al fE 2 AC UL 7 4 15457 1
I RESE) 7

AR ] RS fifg pe A BT B A W 0 O A v
2 PR BAPE T S Tk, B — 25 HOR R A
W 5 i B A A R B 2250, I S AR TH R
TR i 8 W s 114 [ T P BTL o 482 B 10 RELiG

Wit 85 15 493 28 8 O AIF K% S 48 7 Wi g 9 2 25
SCIRBETE T BI85, I fifp A% o i % A o] i
S (L RO A2 0 iz 55 S (IR, T JRe i et 5 B A
AL Z AL S LR S 2R AT IT O B R LR W) 24
PERAERR L ) F0 AR 25 OR P B85 S

B« SRR AR v T DR 2 i R A S VAT A DI A K B
BLHRG TS50 GRS,

SE WK
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