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ABSTRACT

The flower perianth has various, non-mutually exclusive functions, such as visual sig-
nalling to pollinators and protecting the reproductive organs from the elements and
from florivores, but how different perianth structures and their different sides play a
role in these functions is unclear. Intriguingly, in many species there is a clear colour
difference between the different sides of the perianth, with colour patterns or pigmen-
tation present on only one side. Any adaptive benefit from such colour asymmetry is
unclear, as is how the asymmetry evolved. In this viewpoint paper, we address the phe-
nomenon of flowers with differently coloured inner and outer perianth sides, focusing
on petals of erect flowers. Guided by existing literature and our own observations, we
delineate three non-mutually exclusive evolutionary hypotheses that may explain the
factors underlying differently coloured perianth sides. The pollen-protection hypothe-
sis predicts that the outer side of petals contributes to protect pollen against UV radia-
tion, especially during the bud stage. The herbivore-avoidance hypothesis predicts
that the outer side of petals reduces the flower’s visibility to herbivores. The
signalling-to-pollinators hypothesis predicts that flower colours evolve to increase
conspicuousness to pollinators. The pollen-protection hypothesis, the
herbivore-avoidance hypothesis, and the signalling-to-pollinators hypothesis generate
largely but not entirely overlapping predictions about the colour of the inner and
outer side of the petals. Field and laboratory research is necessary to disentangle the
main drivers and adaptive significance of inner–outer petal side colour asymmetry.

INTRODUCTION

The flower perianth, particularly the colour and shape of petals
and sepals, is essential for plant reproductive fitness, because it
aids in attracting pollinators and/or deterring potential floral
herbivores (van der Kooi et al. 2019). The perianth can also
protect the reproductive organs, particularly the pollen in bud
stage and during pollen presentation, against the elements (e.g.
wind, rain, radiation, extreme temperature; Galen 1999;
Burns 2015; Pacini & Dolferus 2019; Yu et al. 2021).

A flower’s shape plays a well-known role in mediating how
pollen is placed on the pollinator’s body and limiting nectar
and pollen robbing (Benson et al. 1975; Krupnick et al. 1999;
Strauss et al. 2004; Caruso et al. 2010; Koch et al. 2017; van der
Kooi et al. 2021a), but it also determines how the reproductive

organs are exposed to the outside world and what parts of the
flower constitute the visual signal. For example, for erect
flowers and inflorescences (e.g. buttercups, poppies, roses,
composites), the inner (adaxial) side of their petals or ligules is
oriented upwards and visible to approaching visitors. Con-
versely, nodding flowers are typically bent downwards (e.g.
snowdrops, bluebells, fritillaries), and present the outer (abax-
ial) perianth side to the outside world. For zygomorphic
flowers (e.g. aconites, orchids, papilionaceous flowers) the
functional relevance of both flower sides varies, because both
sides could, in principle, be visible to the outside world
depending on the specific flower morphology and the pollina-
tor’s angle of approach.
The colours of flowers are caused by wavelength-selective

absorption by floral pigments and scattering of incident
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light by floral structures (van der Kooi et al. 2016). The
perception of flower colours depends on the observer’s
visual system; for example, many insects can perceive ultra-
violet (UV) patterns, whereas humans cannot. Remarkably,
the flowers of many species exhibit a clear colour difference
between the inner and outer petal sides. This asymmetry in
colouration can be prominently visible to humans, particu-
larly in species with open, erect flowers, where the outer,
generally downward-facing (abaxial) side is commonly paler
to the human eye than the inner, generally upward-facing
(adaxial) side (Figures 1–3). Floral colour patterns can also
differ between the inner and outer sides. Colour patterns
mostly occur on the inner side of flowers, which is typically
viewed by pollinators (Figures 1–3; Lunau 2000; Gronquist
et al. 2001).
The inner–outer side colour asymmetry is interesting in sev-

eral ways, because it hints at an evolutionary trade-off. On the
one hand, the pale colour of the outer side is due to low
amounts of floral pigments in the outer epidermal layer.
Low pigment deposition at the flower side that is hardly ever
visible to pollinators seems expected from a plant’s economic
point of view (Stavenga & van der Kooi 2016). On the other
hand, despite its pale appearance in the visible spectrum, the
outer sides often contain a large amount of UV-absorbing pig-
ments (Eisner et al. 1973), which suggests that there still is an
adaptive function of having pigments at that flower side. That
is, even for flowers, of which one side is pale, this flower side is
not entirely released from selection on pigmentation.
Studies documenting the extent and diversity of this outer–

inner side asymmetry in petal colouration are lacking, and so
are explanations for colour asymmetry, which appears to be
widespread. What ecological factors could explain the seem-
ingly widespread phenomenon of differently coloured flower
sides?
The aim of this viewpoint article is to present an overview of

our current knowledge and formulate testable hypotheses to
explain the phenomenon of differently coloured flower sides.
Focusing on petals we first discuss physiological, ecological and
evolutionary factors that contribute to this widespread asym-
metry in the colouration of petal sides. Drawing on our obser-
vations in different geographic regions, we present an overview
of the phenomenon of asymmetrically coloured petal sides
using UV-imaging cameras and spectroscopy. We further use
existing literature on the optical properties of flowers as well as
the ecological significance of flower pigmentation for pollen
protection to delineate three hypotheses that provide evolutio-
nary/functional/adaptive explanations for petal side colour var-
iation. We furthermore discuss the importance of the flower
bud stage in determining colour asymmetry.

FLOWERS WITH ASYMMETRICALLY COLOURED SIDES
ARE FOUND IN MANY PLANT SPECIES

To expand on the very limited literature on flower petal asym-
metry and to illustrate the diversity of species, shapes and col-
ours that occur in species with asymmetrically coloured
flower sides, we photographed the flowers of more than 100
species with a UV-sensitive camera setup. A selection of 30
species is presented in Figures 1–3 that covers the entire spec-
trum of the phenomenon. The plants were photographed
from 2019 to 2023 in the botanical garden of the

Heinrich-Heine University, Germany, in the field in alpine
areas of Switzerland (Natural Park Beverin), and on Yulong
Snow Mountain and Baima Snow Mountain in Yunnan Prov-
ince, China, a global biodiversity hotspot (Liang et al. 2018).
The photography method is explained in detail by Verhoeven
et al. (2018) and Lunau et al. (2020), and was found to be
efficient to process large numbers of flowers in the field
(Lunau et al. 2021). The reproducibility of photos was
ensured by white balance for both colour and UV photos
(Verhoeven et al. 2018). More sophisticated (camera) equip-
ment is needed to quantify reflectance in more detail (e.g.
Garcia et al. 2014).

Although our sampling was neither exhaustive nor system-
atic, our sample of plant species reveals that in numerous spe-
cies, flower colour differs between the inner and outer side of
the perianth, with some patterns apparent. For example, we
found many species with clear colour differences between inner
and outer perianth sides (Fig. 1A, B, E–H, L, M, O and
Fig. 2A–C, E, H, I, K, L). Furthermore, we observed that outer
flower sides more commonly absorb UV than inner flower
sides (Fig. 1A–C, E–H, L, M, O, and Fig. 2A–C, E, H, I, K, L),
which is in line with previous observations in the literature
(Eisner et al. 1973; Gronquist et al. 2001; Stavenga & van der
Kooi 2016). We found uniform UV absorption on outer flower
sides is typical for most species, while inner flower sides typi-
cally exhibit a UV pattern. Notable exceptions are Gentiana
verna (Fig. 2A) and Hypericum calycinum (Fig. 3 displaying a
UV pattern on the outer side).

In addition, the appearance in either human-visible colour
and/or the ultraviolet wavelength range between the inner and
outer flower side differs in many species with disc- and
bowl-shaped flowers (Fig. 1). Examples include the ray florets
of Calendula arvensis (Fig. 1G), Rudbeckia fulgida (Fig. 1E),
Bellis perennis (Fig. 1O), Senecio jacobaea and S. vulgaris
(Fig. 1F). Also, differences in human-visible colour between
the flower sides are found in Convolvulus tricolour (Fig. 1L, M),
stronger UV absorption of outer sides are found in Ficaria
verna (Fig. 1A) and Potentilla anserina (Fig. 1B), as well as
between outer sides of buds and open flowers of Verbascum
nigrum (Fig. 1C) and Chelidonium majus (Fig. 1D). In contrast,
the nodding inflorescence of Cremanthodium nobile has ray flo-
rets reflecting UV light at both sides (Fig. 1I). Papaver rhoeas
(Fig. 1J) and Geranium pratense (Fig. 1K) display similar col-
ours on both sides, excluding the floral guide. In Stellera cha-
maejasme (Fig. 1H) the buds are reddish and UV-absorbing,
whereas in Platycodon grandiflora (Fig. 1N) the buds are green-
ish and UV-reflecting and undergo a colour change when the
flowers open.

The different appearance in either human-visible colour
and/or the ultraviolet wavelength range between the inner and
outer flower side is more complex in zygomorphic and tubular
flowers, since their inner side is visible to approaching flower
visitors in some but not all species (Fig. 2). A UV pattern is
present on the outside of the petals of Gentiana verna with
only the UV-absorbing part being visible during the floral bud
stage (Fig. 2A). The beak of Pedicularis flowers covering the
stamens is UV-absorbing in P. superba (Fig. 2C), P. gruina
(Fig. 2H) and P. alopecuros (Fig. 2I). In Pedicularis gruina
(Fig. 2H) the petal sides differ in human-visible colour as well
as in UV reflection. Examples for the diversity in the colour of
both flower sides include the papilionaceous flowers of

Plant Biology © 2024 The Author(s). Plant Biology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of German Society for Plant Sciences, Royal Botanical Society of the Netherlands.2

Asymmetry of petal colours Fan, Trunschke, Ren, Wang, Pyke, van der Kooi & Lunau

 14388677, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/plb.13680, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [01/07/2024]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



Indigofera heterantha (Fig. 2J), Cytisus scoparius (Fig. 2K) and
Colutea orientalis (Fig. 2L). Different UV reflection between
buds and outer sides of petals is present in Primula bulleyana

(Fig. 2B) and Myosotis palustris (Fig. 2E). Colour differences
between outer and inner sides are small in Salvia lutea
(Fig. 2F), Viola delavayi (Fig. 2G) and Iris reticulata (Fig. 2D)

Fig. 1. Diversity of disc- and bowl-shaped flowers exhibiting flower colour asymmetry. Outer sides are indicated by a white arrow; buds displaying outer sides

are indicated by a green arrow. Colour photo (left) and UV photo (right) of (A) Ranunculus ficaria, (B) Potentilla anserina, (C) Verbascum nigrum, (D) Chelido-

nium majus, (E) Rudbeckia fulgida, (F) Senecio jacobaea (left) and S. vulgaris (right), (G) Calendula arvensis, (H) Stellera chamaejasme, (I) Cremanthodium

nobile, (J) Papaver rhoeas, (K) Geranium pratense, (L) Convolvulus tricolour, (M) Convolvulus tricolour, (N) Platycodon grandiflora, (O) Bellis perennis.
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but exclude floral guides. A UV pattern is present on the outer
side of Gentiana acaulis (Fig. 2M). The lateral petals covering
the anthers of Corydalis cava (Fig. 2N) strongly absorb UV
light on both sides, exhibiting different human-visible colours.

Perianth parts or sides can vary in their importance for visi-
bility from a distance and at close range. For example, inner
sides of petals are generally viewed en face from short distances,
whereas the flower’s outer sides of petals can be more

Fig. 2. Diversity of tubular and zygomorphic flowers exhibiting flower colour asymmetry. On colour photos, outer sides are indicated by a white arrow; buds

displaying outer sides are indicated by a green arrow. Colour photo (left) and UV photo (right) of (A) Gentiana verna, (B) Primula bulleyana, (C) Pedicularis

superba, (D) Iris reticulata, (E) Myosotis palustris, (F) Salvia lutea, (G) Viola delavayi, (H) Pedicularis gruina, (I) Pedicularis alopecuros, (J) Indigofera heterantha,

(K) Cytisus scoparius, (L) Colutea orientalis, (M) Gentiana acaulis, (N) Corydalis cava (inset with some flower parts removed).
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important for long-distance detection (Dafni 1994). In these
flowers, the anthers are generally not exposed to the outside
world directly, but covered by floral structures. Examples
include papilionaceous flowers as for example Colutea orienta-
lis, Cytisus scoparius and Corydalis cava (Fig. 2). For
bell-shaped flowers, the outer part constitutes the visible dis-
play. This is the case for both hanging bells, such as snowdrops,
as well as for erect bells, such gentians. For erect bells, the
reproductive organs are partly exposed to the elements.

SPECTRAL CHARACTERISTICS OF ASYMMETRICALLY
COLOURED FLOWERS

The inner–outer side colour differences that we observed with
our photography (Figs 1 and 2) are likely ecologically relevant
for visual signalling to flower-visiting insects and protecting
pollen from UV radiation. Incident light that reaches a flower
can be reflected, transmitted or absorbed. All these three
aspects are relevant for visual signalling and protecting pollen.
Reflection of light occurs at the boundaries of cell walls, vacu-
oles and other scattering structures (Kay et al. 1981; van der
Kooi et al. 2016). Absorption is caused by pigments, which are
deposited in one or several flower layers (van der Kooi
et al. 2016). Light that is neither absorbed nor reflected will be
transmitted.

Colour asymmetry between different flower sides is primar-
ily determined by differences in pigment deposition between
floral layers. Floral pigments, such as chlorophylls, caroten-
oids, anthocyanins and flavonols (Narbona et al. 2021), can
be distributed in the inner epidermal layer, the outer epider-
mal layer, both or throughout the flower (van der Kooi
et al. 2016). When floral pigment is concentrated in the epi-
dermal layer at the side of viewing, the visual signal is more
modulated and hence the flower more conspicuous than when
pigment is distributed throughout the flower or in the epider-
mal layer on the other side (see figure 4 in van der Kooi

et al. 2016). In addition, the (surface) structure of the epider-
mal layer determines the degree of glossiness of a flower, with
very flat and smooth surfaces creating a glossy (shiny) appear-
ance, and cone-shaped epidermal cells a more matte appear-
ance (van der Kooi et al. 2014; Stavenga et al. 2020; Wilmsen
et al. 2021). A comparative study covering 46 species in nine
plant families revealed that, in general, the adaxial side of
flowers is significantly more structured than the abaxial side
(Kraaij & van der Kooi 2020). It is likely that this structural
difference between the two outer epidermal layers bears a
function for visual signalling. The structural and pigmentary
aspects of flowers are not only important for the visual signal,
but may also be important for how light is reflected to the
reproductive organs and how much heat is accumulated in
flowers (see below).
Illustrate the spectral characteristics of the inner and outer

flower side, as an example, we examined the flowers of Hyperi-
cum calycinum in detail (Fig. 3). The different flower sides of
H. calycinum are not only visibly different to humans, but most
likely also to insects and highlight notable differences in the
reflectance of UV light. The reflectance and transmittance spec-
tra were obtained as per van der Kooi et al. (2016). The reflec-
tance and transmittance values are high for wavelengths above
500 nm, regardless of the side of viewing. In contrast, the
reflectance in the UV wavelength range (i.e. <400 nm) is differ-
ent between the flower sides (Fig. 3E). The inner side, which
generally constitutes the display to pollinators, has a high
reflectance in the UV, whereas the outer side features a stripe
with UV-absorbing pigment along the edge (Fig. 3A, C). It
appears that parts of the outer epidermal layer contain a
UV-absorbing pigment, which also filters the transmitted light
(Fig. 3B, D). The part with low reflectance in the UV wave-
length range is what is visible during the floral bud stage, which
does not reflect UV (see the bud right of the flower in Fig. 3A,
C). In the blue wavelength-range (between 420 and 500 nm)
there is also a small but noticeable difference between the

Fig. 3. Spectral differences between flower sides of Hypericum calycinum. (A) Colour image of the inner side of the petals and a flower bud. (B) Colour image

of the outer side of the petals. (C, D) Corresponding UV images. (E) Reflectance and transmittance spectra of the inner (R ad) and UV-absorbing area of the

outer (R ab) side. The measurement area is indicated in A and B (dashed circle). The transmittance (Trans) spectrum is identical for both sides, because of the

reversibility of light rays.
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flower sides, which is probably due to differences in the epider-
mal cell shape.

THREE EVOLUTIONARY HYPOTHESES TO EXPLAIN
WHY FLOWERS HAVE DIFFERENTLY COLOURED SIDES

We propose three non-mutually exclusive hypotheses to
explain the asymmetric colouration of the inner and outer sides
of the perianth, focusing on petals of erect flowers. We refer to
these as the pollen-protection, herbivore-avoidance and
signalling-to-pollinators hypotheses.

Pollen-protection hypothesis (PP hypothesis)

The pollen-protection hypothesis assumes that significant pol-
len damage can arise from exposure to UV radiation and that
under some conditions, plants are selected for protecting their
pollen from this radiation. The need for pollen protection
against UV radiation is based on the fact that pollen is partic-
ularly vulnerable to UV radiation, causing damage to the
DNA (Jansen et al. 1998; Peach et al. 2020). For example,
Zhang et al. (2015) found that among 21 species at high alti-
tude in the Hengduan Mountains of China with exposed pol-
len, only eight are sensitive to UV radiation during pollen
germination, whereas among the 21 species with protected
pollen, 17 species are sensitive to UV radiation during pollen
germination.
Structures that protect against UV radiation are especially

likely to be selected for in high-mountain species. UV radiation
increases with altitude because of decreasing air density, surface
albedo, clouds, aerosols and ozone (Pfeifer et al. 2006). Given
the plant’s fitness costs of damaged pollen, i.e. reduced viabil-
ity, natural selection will select for pollen protection, especially
in species that are exposed to high UV radiation.
The PP hypothesis also assumes that pollen damage by UV

radiation is more likely to occur during the bud stage than
when flowers are open. Pollen grains might be directly exposed
to UV radiation during pollen presentation in open flowers,
following anther dehiscence (Scott et al. 2004), but such open
pollen presentation would usually last only a few hours or up
to few days (Steinacher & Wagner 2010). In contrast, during
the development of pollen grains (microsporogenesis), UV
radiation transmitted through buds would usually last for days
or even more than a week (Pacini & Dolferus 2016; Vanhaele-
wyn et al. 2020) if not protected through petals in the bud
stage. In addition, during the flower bud stage, pollen will
likely be especially vulnerable to UV, because the protective
pollen walls are formed last during pollen development
(Szalay 2006).
The PP hypothesis assumes that petals can protect pollen in

flower buds from UV via either absorption or reflection of UV
radiation. Protection of pollen from UV through
UV-absorbing pigments is common, for example some floral
pigments, such as flavonols, absorb UV light (Thompson
et al. 1972; Iwashina et al. 2004). In the case of flower buds, UV
radiation that is transmitted through the bud may reach the
(developing) pollen. For transmission of light, the amount of
UV-absorbing pigment is important but not its location in the
petals. In our case, for example H. calycinum (Fig. 3), a part of
the outer side contains a UV-absorbing pigment, which modu-
lates the transmitted light (see also figure 5 in van der Kooi

et al. 2016). Alternatively, scattering structures, such as vacu-
oles and air spaces inside petals and wax and hairs on petal sur-
faces, can reflect UV (van der Kooi et al. 2016). One of the rare
cases is the flower buds of Pedicularis gruina that strongly
reflect UV radiation (Fig. 2).
The PP hypothesis also assumes that, in open flowers, petals

can protect exposed pollen from UV radiation through the col-
our of floral guides or other areas that surround the stamens.
For example, in the case of erect bowl-shaped flowers,
UV-absorbing floral guides (named after their guiding function
towards floral resources for pollinators) may protect pollen
against UV light that is reflected by the petals onto
pollen-bearing anthers, with both the size of the UV-absorbing
area, as well as the amount of the UV absorption being impor-
tant (Kevan 1975; Koski & Ashman 2015). These
UV-absorbing floral guides that protect pollen in open flowers
could also protect pollen against UV radiation in the bud stage,
provided the floral guides cover the anthers during bud stage.

The PP hypothesis also predicts that there is an overall
correlation between vulnerability of pollen to UV radiation
and protection against UV radiation. Vulnerability of pollen
to UV radiation varies with altitude, mode of pollen presen-
tation, exposure of pollen to sunlight, and pollen traits such
as thickness of the exine, colour and amount of pollenkitt.
Quantitative measures of UV protection for pollen, such as
the amount of UV-absorbing pigment, location so as to pro-
vide such protection, and the number of (protective) layers
are expected to be more prevalent in species that are exposed
to high doses of UV radiation as compared to related species
that are not.

In summary, the PP hypothesis predicts that:

1 At least one flower side contains UV-absorbing pigments.
Exceptionally, the petals can possess UV-reflecting
structures.

2 Differences in colour between flower sides are stronger in
the UV as compared to any other wavelength range

3 At least one UV-absorbing layer covers the developing pol-
len grains in flower buds.

4 This UV-absorbing area is located on a structure that covers
the anthers.

5 Vulnerability of pollen to UV radiation is correlated with
the degree of protection against UV radiation among
species.

6 Pollen fertility and/or survival is lower without the above-
mentioned adaptations.

Herbivore-avoidance hypothesis (HA hypothesis)

The herbivore-avoidance hypothesis assumes that herbivory of
flower buds has significant adverse impacts on plant reproduc-
tive fitness and that certain bud colours can reduce the visibil-
ity to herbivores. The outside colour of flower buds represents
a visual cue for herbivores to find their host. Flower buds are
particularly vulnerable to herbivores, which includes florivores
that eat the floral tissue, and organisms that deposit eggs on
the flowers (Ashman 2002; McCall & Irwin 2006; Rusman
et al. 2018; Tagawa et al. 2022). Plants are thought to avoid,
rather than resist, herbivore attacks on their buds by means of
camouflage, masquerade, and aposematic colouration
(Frey 2004; Lev-Yadun 2021).
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The HA hypothesis predicts that flowers will have inconspic-
uous colouration during the bud stage, because that should
result in reduced visibility to and/or deterrence of herbivores.
First, many insects have colour vision with sensitivity in the
UV wavelength range (van der Kooi et al. 2021b), so UV is sim-
ilarly meaningful for herbivores as it is for pollinators. Green
or pale-coloured buds are thus expected to be relatively incon-
spicuous, because they contrast little against (green) foliage
(Ruxton et al. 2004; van der Kooi 2021). Second,
UV-absorbing buds may also repel herbivores, because
UV-absorbing pigments, such as flavonoids, are distasteful
(Gronquist et al. 2001; Treutter 2005; Roland et al. 2013).
Thus, through reduced detection associated with a pale colour
and/or increased deterrence associated with UV-absorbing pig-
ments, there would be reduced herbivory, which would be
advantageous to the plants.

In the case of temporal differences between pollinator and
herbivory activity, the HA hypothesis predicts that flowers may
exhibit nastic movements (opening/closure behaviour), with
unpollinated flowers open when pollinators are active, but
closed when herbivore pressure is high. For example, we expect
a flower to be open during the day and closed at night when it
is pollinated by diurnal insects such as bees or flies and when
it suffers from herbivory by nocturnal animals such as snails or
tortoises.

It is furthermore expected that species with nastic move-
ments have more cryptic colours when flowers are closed and
more conspicuous colours when they are open. Evidence sup-
porting this prediction has been found in an empirical study
on 77 Asteraceae species in South Africa by Kemp &
Ellis (2019). Their study showed that flowers that close at night
have larger colour differences between inner and outer flower
sides than non-closing flowers, which is consistent with selec-
tion by herbivores for cryptic colouration of outer petal sides,
and different colours between inner and outer petal sides in
species with closing flowers (Kemp & Ellis 2019).

In summary, the HA hypothesis predicts that:

1 For flowers facing potential herbivore attacks in the bud
stage, the inner and outer side of flowers will display differ-
ent colours, with the outer side of the petals in flower buds
being inconspicuous (green or pale), and/or containing
UV-absorbing pigments that are distasteful to potential
herbivores.

2 For plants that experience high herbivore pressure after
anthesis, and herbivores are active at different moments
than pollinators, flowers should exhibit daily opening/clo-
sure behaviour.

3 There is no specific colour for the inner sides of petals, as
these will generally not be visible to herbivores during the
bud stage.

Signalling-to-pollinators hypothesis (StP hypothesis)

The StP hypothesis assumes that flower colour is mainly deter-
mined by pollinator-mediated selection for high conspicuous-
ness. Specifically, plants have evolved flower colours that (i) are
attractive to pollinators when they are open (though not neces-
sarily during the bud stage), and (ii) allow pollinators to dis-
criminate between non-rewarding flowers/buds versus
rewarding open flowers (Armbruster & Steiner 1992).

Investigations of species that exhibit post-pollination flower
colour change suggest that colour change enables pollinators to
discriminate between rewarding unvisited (pre-change) and
non-rewarding visited and pollinated (post-change) flower
colours (Weiss 1991; Lunau 1996; Weiss & Lamont 1997; Oha-
shi et al. 2015). A similar effect may occur when buds and open
flowers have different colours. This might enable pollinators to
avoid visiting flower buds that are not yet accessible for reward.
The StP hypothesis also assumes that flower buds contribute

to the overall floral display, and so increase visibility to pollina-
tors from a large distance. The simultaneous display of many
flowers in an inflorescence or any grouping of flowers increases
a plant’s attractiveness to pollinators (Harder et al. 2004), but
requires open and potentially rewarding flowers to be visibly
different from closed, unrewarding flowers.
The StP hypothesis further predicts that flower buds will

have colours that are also visibly different from open flowers.
This means that for erect flowers, the inner and outer sides of
petals display different colours. Specifically, we predict that the
outer side is less conspicuous to potential pollinators than
the inner side, although it is still detectable. The colour con-
trast between flower buds and open flowers would then enable
pollinators to avoid visiting non-rewarding buds, while buds
might contribute to the overall colour display and long-
distance attractiveness of plants (Gori 1989).
Simultaneous high flower visibility from long distances and

low visibility at short distances could come about via differences
in the chromatic and achromatic channel. Insects generally use
achromatic contrast (“brightness” differences) at long distances,
whereas chromatic contrast (“colour” difference) is important at
short distances (Giurfa et al. 1996; reviewed by van der Kooi &
Kelber (2022)). Following the StP hypothesis, buds should have
high achromatic contrast to foliage but low chromatic contrast
to other flowers, and flowers should have both high chromatic
and high achromatic contrast against the foliage and buds.
In summary, the StP hypothesis predicts that:

1 For erect flowers, the outer and inner sides of petals should
display different colours.

2 The colour of the outer side should be less conspicuous to
potential pollinators than that of the inner side, although
both sides should be differently coloured to the foliage.

3 Flower buds are expected to be less colourful than open
flowers, yet not green, so buds contribute to the overall
visual display, but are visibly different from open, rewarding
flowers at short distances.

4 The above differences are expected to play a major role in
species, in which open flowers and buds are not easily dis-
criminated by size or shape, e.g. in large inflorescences.

Comparing the hypotheses

The petals of many flowers exhibit flower colour asymmetry,
which could have a function in the protection of pollen from
UV radiation, in the deterrence of herbivores, and in the sig-
nalling to pollinators. Although these hypotheses arise in dif-
ferent contexts, they generate largely overlapping predictions.
Consequently, as the following examples illustrate, there are

a few possible scenarios that would distinguish between the
three hypotheses. Observing that petal sides generally have dif-
ferent colours would not favour any particular hypothesis, as

Plant Biology © 2024 The Author(s). Plant Biology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of German Society for Plant Sciences, Royal Botanical Society of the Netherlands. 7
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this result would be consistent with all three hypotheses. How-
ever, the same colour for both sides would only be consistent
with PP hypothesis. A conspicuous outside petal colour would
be consistent with PP and StP hypotheses, but not with HA
hypothesis. Only the PP hypothesis predicts that the differences
in the colour between the two sides should be particularly
prominent in the UV wavelength range. If both petal sides
reflect UV, or there is no UV-absorbing area covering the pol-
len, or there is no correlation between UV vulnerability and
UV protection, these observations would be inconsistent with
the PP hypothesis. Finally, finding both petal sides UV-
reflecting, as well as highly and identically colourful and con-
spicuous, would be inconsistent with all hypotheses.

CONCLUDING REMARKS

In this viewpoint we have made the case that flower side colour
asymmetry is interesting and ecologically relevant for several rea-
sons. We have delineated three specific hypotheses to explain this
colour asymmetry, which we refer to as pollen-protection,
herbivore-avoidance and signalling-to-pollinators hypotheses.
However, because these hypotheses are not mutually exclu-

sive, it is hard to distinguish their effects in nature. It may none-
theless be possible to quantify the relative importance of
different hypotheses in specific (model) systems by considering
that only one of the hypotheses is the key driver of flower evolu-
tion. For example, if flower evolution is driven only by pollen
protection, flower colour in the visible wavelength range would
be unimportant, and only their UV reflection/absorption would
be important. This would mean that, in the visible wavelength
range, flower colour is not subject to natural selection and the
flower petals should be dull. To protect the pollen from UV irra-
diance, the flower should exhibit high UV absorbance at the
inner side. At the outer side (the exposed and visible side during
the bud stage) UV light may also be reflected, to prevent it from
being transmitted through the flower. In species, in which UV-
absorbing floral guides on the basal parts of the inner sides of
petals contribute to the protection of pollen from UV radiation,
as for example in Rudbeckia fulgida (Fig. 1E), it seems question-
able if the dull outer side additionally contributes to protection
of pollen from UV radiation. Evaluation of the PP hypothesis
will benefit from studies testing damage to pollen in buds.
If, on the other hand, flower colour is driven only by herbi-

vore avoidance, flower colour is expected to evolve in such a
way that the flowers are inconspicuous to herbivores. For this
case it is more difficult to make testable assumptions, since the
visual cues as well as the flowering stages that are relevant to
herbivores (i.e. flower bud, open, or faded flowers) are poorly
understood, and chemical cues seem to play a major role for
herbivores in identification of host species, stage, and suitabil-
ity for attack. Evaluation of the HA hypothesis will benefit
from observations of colour choices in herbivores and knowl-
edge about flowering stages that are susceptible to herbivory.

If flower colour is driven solely by signalling to pollinators,
flower colours should be highly conspicuous to pollinators.
However, there is no specific prediction as to UV reflectio-
n/absorption, as many types of pollinators can perceive UV,
but UV reflectance is not a prerequisite for high conspicu-
ousness (Kevan et al. 2001). In species, in which the outer
side of the flower does not have a visual signalling role to
pollinators, the outer side’s colouration is not subject to nat-
ural selection, meaning it is expected to be inconspicuous.
The validation of the StP hypothesis will benefit from beha-
vioural tests.

We encourage more research on flower colour on different
flower sides. Such research may gain from investigations on
leaves with colour asymmetry, the function and evolution of
which is also poorly understood (Hughes & Lev-Yadun 2023).
Especially important is a better understanding of the anatomi-
cal properties of flowers, how different structures and pigments
reflect/transmit/absorb light of different wavelengths, how
visual signals elicit behavioural responses of pollinators and
herbivores, and how vulnerable pollen is to UV light.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

We thank the Kunming Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy
of Sciences, for the opportunity to undertake this the research
and the staff of the Lijiang Forest Biodiversity National Obser-
vation and Research Station for kindly hosting us. We thank
Yuan-Yuan Ling of the School of Life Sciences, Yunnan Uni-
versity, Dr. Shristhi Nepal and Hai-Ping Zhang of Kunming
Institute of Botany for their help in the field. Open Access
funding enabled and organized by Projekt DEAL.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Collecting flowers: XF, KL, Z-XR, HW, JT. UV photography:
XF, KL. Spectroscopy: CJvdK. Plant identification: KL, XF,
CJvdK, Z-XR, HW. Conceptualization: KL, CJvdK, GP, JT.

FUNDING INFORMATION

This work was supported by a grant of the Talent Young
Scientist Program from Yunnan Provincial Government
(YNWR-QNBJ-2019-055) to Z.X.R., the National Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of China (No. 32271594) to Z.X.R., and the
Strategic Priority Research Program of the Chinese Academy of
Sciences (XDB31000000) to H.W. Visits by G.H.P. and K.L. to
China were funded by the Chinese Academy of Sciences Presi-
dent’s International Fellowship Initiative (Grant No.
2020VBA0004 to G.H.P.; 2019VBA0037 to K.L.). J.T. was also
funded by China Post Doc Committee and Post Doc funding
from Chinese Academy of Sciences and Yunnan Government.
C.J.v.d.K. was funded by the Dutch Research Council (NWO)
(016.Veni.181.025) and the German Humboldt Foundation.

REFERENCES

Armbruster W.S., Steiner K.E. (1992) Pollination ecol-

ogy of four Dalechampia species (Euphorbiaceae) in

northern Natal, South Africa. American Journal of

Botany, 79, 306–313. https://doi.org/10.2307/2445020

Ashman T. (2002) The role of herbivores in the

evolution of separate sexes from hermaphroditism.

Ecology, 83, 1175–1184. https://doi.org/10.

1890/0012-9658(2002)083[1175:TROHIT]2.0.CO;2

Benson W., Brown K., Gilbert L. (1975) Coevolution

of plants and herbivores: passion flower butterflies.

Evolution, 29, 659–680. https://doi.org/10.

2307/2407076

Burns K.C. (2015) The color of plant reproduction:

macroecological trade-offs between biotic signaling

and abiotic tolerance. Frontiers in Ecology and Evolu-

tion, 3, 118. https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2015.00118

Plant Biology © 2024 The Author(s). Plant Biology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of German Society for Plant Sciences, Royal Botanical Society of the Netherlands.8

Asymmetry of petal colours Fan, Trunschke, Ren, Wang, Pyke, van der Kooi & Lunau

 14388677, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/plb.13680, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [01/07/2024]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.2307/2445020
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083%5B1175:TROHIT%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083%5B1175:TROHIT%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083%5B1175:TROHIT%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658(2002)083%5B1175:TROHIT%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.2307/2407076
https://doi.org/10.2307/2407076
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2015.00118


Caruso C., Scott S., Wray J., Walsh C. (2010) Pollina-

tors, herbivores, and the maintenance of flower color

variation: a case study with Lobelia siphilitica. Inter-

national Journal of Plant Sciences, 171, 1020–1028.

https://doi.org/10.1086/656511

Dafni A. (1994) Note on side advertisement in flowers.

Functional Ecology, 8, 136–138. https://www.jstor.

org/stable/2390122

Eisner T., Eisner M., Aneshansley D. (1973) Ultraviolet

patterns on rear of flowers: basis of disparity of buds

and blossoms. Proceedings of the National Academy

of Sciences of the United States of America, 70, 1002–

1004. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.70.4.1002

Frey F.M. (2004) Opposing natural selection from her-

bivores and pathogens may maintain floral-color

variation in Claytonia virginica (Portulacaceae). Evo-

lution, 58, 2426–2437. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.

0014-3820.2004.tb00872.x

Galen C. (1999) Why do flowers vary? The functional

ecology of variation in flower size and form within

natural plant populations. Bioscience, 49, 631–640.

https://doi.org/10.2307/1313439

Garcia J.E., Greentree A.D., Shrestha M., Dorin A.,

Dyer A.G. (2014) Flower colours through the lens:

quantitative measurement with visible and ultravio-

let digital photography. PLoS One, 9, e96646.

https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0096646

Giurfa M., Vorobyev M., Kevan P., Menzel R. (1996)

Detection of coloured stimuli by honeybees: mini-

mum visual angles and receptor specific contrasts.

Journal of Comparative Physiology A, 178, 699–709.

Gori D.F. (1989) Floral colour change in Lupinus

argenteus (Fabaceae): why should plants advertise

the location of unrewarding flowers to pollinators.

Evolution, 43, 870–882. https://www.jstor.

org/stable/2409314

Gronquist M.R., Bezzerides A., Attygalle A.B., Mein-

wald J., Eisner M., Eisner T. (2001) Attractive and

defensive functions of the ultraviolet pigments of a

flower (Hypericum calycinum). Proceedings of the

National Academy of Sciences of the United States of

America, 98, 13745–13750. https://doi.org/10.

1073/pnas.231471698

Harder L.D., Jordan C.Y., Gross W.E., Routley M.B.

(2004) Beyond floricentrism: the pollination function

of inflorescences. Plant Species Biology, 19, 137–148.

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-1984.2004.00110.x

Hughes N.M., Lev-Yadun S. (2023) Why do some

plants have leaves with red or purple undersides?

Environmental and Experimental Botany, 205,

105126. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2022.

105126

Iwashina T., Omori Y., Kitajima J., Akiyama S.,

Suzuki T., Ohba H. (2004) Flavonoids in translu-

cent bracts of the Himalayan Rheum nobile

(Polygonaceae) as ultraviolet shields. Journal of

Plant Research, 117, 101–107. https://doi.org/10.

1007/s10265-003-0134-2

Jansen M.A.K., Gaba V., Greenberg B.M. (1998)

Higher plants and UV-B radiation: balancing dam-

age, repair and acclimation. Trends in Plant Science,

3, 131–135. https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(98)

01215-1

Kay Q.O.N., Daoud H.S., Stirton C.H. (1981) Pigment

distribution, light reflection and cell structure in

petals. Botanical Journal of the Linnean Society, 83,

57–83. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8339.1981.

tb00129.x

Kemp J.E., Ellis A.G. (2019) Cryptic petal coloration

decreases floral apparency and herbivory in

nocturnally closing daisies. Functional Ecology, 33,

2130–2141. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13423

Kevan P.G. (1975) Sun-tracking solar furnaces in high

arctic flowers: significance for pollination and

insects. Science, 189, 723–726. https://doi.org/10.

1126/science.189.4204.723

Kevan P.G., Chittka L., Dyer A.G. (2001) Limits to

the salience of ultraviolet: lessons from colour

vision in bees and birds. Journal of Experimental

Biology, 204, 2571–2580. https://doi.org/10.

1242/jeb.204.14.2571

Koch L., Wester P., Lunau K. (2017) To be on the safe

site – Ungroomed spots on the bee’s body and their

importance for pollination. PLoS One, 12, e0182522.

van der Kooi C.J. (2021) How much pigment should

flowers have? Flowers with moderate pigmentation

have highest colour contrast. Frontiers in Ecology and

Evolution, 9, 731626. https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.

2021.731626

van der Kooi C.J., Dyer A.G., Kevan P.G., Lunau K.

(2019) Functional significance of the optical proper-

ties of flowers for visual signalling. Annals of Botany,

123, 263–276. https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcy119

van der Kooi C.J., Elzenga J.T.M., Staal M., Stavenga

D.G. (2016) How to colour a flower: on the optical

principles of flower coloration. Proceedings of the

Royal Society of London B: Biological Sciences, 283,

20160429. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2016.0429

van der Kooi C.J., Kelber A. (2022) Achromatic cues

are important for flower visibility to hawkmoths and

other insects. Frontiers in Ecology and Evolution, 10,

819436.

van der Kooi C.J., Stavenga D.G., Arikawa K.,

Belu�si�c G., Kelber A. (2021b) Evolution of insect

color vision: from spectral sensitivity to visual

ecology. Annual Review of Entomology, 66, 435–

461. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-061720-

071644

van der Kooi C.J., Vallejo-Mar�ın M., Leonhardt S.D.

(2021a) Mutualisms and (a)symmetry in plant–pol-

linator interactions. Current Biology, 31, R91–R99.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.11.020

van der Kooi C.J., Wilts B.D., Leertouwer H.L., Staal

M., Elzenga J.T.M., Stavenga D.G. (2014) Iridescent

flowers? Contribution of surface structures to optical

signaling. New Phytologist, 203, 667–673. https://doi.

org/10.1111/nph.12808

Koski M., Ashman T.-L.R. (2015) Floral pigmentation

patterns provide an example of Gloger’s rule in

plants. Nature Plants, 1, 14007.

Kraaij K., van der Kooi C.J. (2020) Surprising absence

of association between flower surface microstructure

and pollination system. Plant Biology, 22, 177–183.

https://doi.org/10.1111/plb.13071

Krupnick G.A., Weis A.E., Campbell D.R. (1999) The

consequences of floral herbivory for pollinator ser-

vice to Isomeris arborea. Ecology, 80, 125–134.

https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658

Lev-Yadun S. (2021) Avoiding rather than resisting her-

bivore attacks is often the first line of plant defense.

Biological Journal of the Linnean Society, 134, 775–

802. https://doi.org/10.1093/biolinnean/blab110

Liang Q., Xu X., Mao K., Wang M., Wang K., Xi Z.,

Liu J. (2018) Shifts in plant distributions in response

to climate warming in a biodiversity hotspot, the

Hengduan Mountains. Journal of Biogeography, 45,

1334–1344. https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.13229

Lunau K. (1996) Unidirectionality of floral colour

changes. Plant Systematics and Evolution, 200, 125–

140. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00984753

Lunau K. (2000) The ecology and evolution of visual

pollen signals. Plant Systematics and Evolution, 222,

89–111. https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00984097

Lunau K., Ren Z.-X., Fan X.-Q., Trunschke J., Pyke

G.H., Wang H. (2020) Nectar mimicry: a new phe-

nomenon. Scientific Reports, 10, 7039. https://doi.

org/10.1038/s41598-020-63997-3

Lunau K., Scaccabarozzi D., Willing L., Dixon K.

(2021) Remarkable floral colour patterns in the West

Australian flora revealed by false color photos in bee

view. Annals of Botany, 128, 821–834. https://doi.

org/10.1093/aob/mcab088

McCall A.C., Irwin R.E. (2006) Florivory: the intersec-

tion of pollination and herbivory. Ecology Letters, 9,

1351–1365. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.

2006.00975.x

Narbona E., del Valle J.C., Arista M., Buide M.L., Ortiz

P.L. (2021) Major flower pigments originate differ-

ent colour signals to pollinators. Frontiers in Ecology

and Evolution, 9, 743850. https://doi.org/10.

3389/fevo.2021.743850

Ohashi K., Makino T.T., Arikawa K. (2015) Floral col-

our change in the eyes of pollinators: testing possible

constraints and correlated evolution. Functional

Ecology, 29, 1144–1155. https://doi.org/10.

1111/1365-2435.12420

Pacini E., Dolferus R. (2016) The trials and tribulations

of the plant male gametophyte – “Understanding

reproductive stage stress tolerance”. In: Shanker A.

(Ed), Abiotic and biotic stress in plants - recent

advances and future perspectives. InTech, London,

UK, pp 703–754. https://doi.org/10.5772/61671

Pacini E., Dolferus R. (2019) Pollen developmental

arrest: maintaining pollen fertility in a world with a

changing climate. Frontiers in Plant Science, 10, 679.

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.00679

Peach K., Liu J.W., Mazer S.J. (2020) Climate predicts

UV floral pattern size, anthocyanin concentration,

and pollen performance in Clarkia unguiculata.

Frontiers in Plant Science, 11, 847. https://doi.org/10.

3389/fpls.2020.00847

Pfeifer M.T., Koepke P., Reuder J. (2006) Effects of

altitude and aerosol on UV radiation. Journal of Geo-

physical Research, 111, D01203. https://doi.org/10.

1029/2005JD006444

Roland W.S.U., van Buren L., Gruppen H., Driesse M.,

Gouka R.J., Smit G., Vincken J.-P. (2013) Bitter taste

receptor activation by flavonoids and isoflavonoids:

modeled structural requirements for activation of

hTAS2R14 and hTAS2R39. Journal of Agricultural

and Food Chemistry, 61, 10454–10466. https://doi.

org/10.1021/jf403387p

Rusman Q., Lucas-Barbosa D., Poelman E.H. (2018)

Dealing with mutualists and antagonists: specificity

of plant-mediated interactions between herbivores

and flower visitors, and consequences for plant fit-

ness. Functional Ecology, 32, 1022–1035. https://doi.

org/10.1111/1365-2435.13035

Ruxton G.D., Sherratt T.N., Speed M.P. (2004) Back-

ground matching. In: Ruxton G.D., Sherratt T.N.,

Speed M.P. (Eds), Avoiding attack: the evolutionary

ecology of crypsis, warning signals, and mimicry.

Oxford University Press, Oxford, UK, pp 7–25.

Scott R.J., Spielman M., Dickinson H.G. (2004) Sta-

men structure and function. The Plant Cell, 16

(suppl 1), S46–S60. https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.

017012

Stavenga D.G., van der Kooi C.J. (2016) Coloration of

the Chilean Bellflower, Nolana paradoxa, interpreted

with a scattering and absorbing layer stack model.

Plant Biology © 2024 The Author(s). Plant Biology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of German Society for Plant Sciences, Royal Botanical Society of the Netherlands. 9

Fan, Trunschke, Ren, Wang, Pyke, van der Kooi & Lunau Asymmetry of petal colours

 14388677, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/plb.13680, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [01/07/2024]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1086/656511
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2390122
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2390122
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.70.4.1002
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2004.tb00872.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2004.tb00872.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2004.tb00872.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0014-3820.2004.tb00872.x
https://doi.org/10.2307/1313439
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0096646
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2409314
https://www.jstor.org/stable/2409314
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.231471698
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.231471698
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-1984.2004.00110.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-1984.2004.00110.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1442-1984.2004.00110.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2022.105126
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2022.105126
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10265-003-0134-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10265-003-0134-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10265-003-0134-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10265-003-0134-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10265-003-0134-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10265-003-0134-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10265-003-0134-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10265-003-0134-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(98)01215-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(98)01215-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(98)01215-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(98)01215-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(98)01215-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1360-1385(98)01215-1
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8339.1981.tb00129.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8339.1981.tb00129.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8339.1981.tb00129.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1095-8339.1981.tb00129.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13423
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13423
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13423
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.189.4204.723
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.189.4204.723
https://doi.org/10.1242/jeb.204.14.2571
https://doi.org/10.1242/jeb.204.14.2571
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2021.731626
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2021.731626
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcy119
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2016.0429
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-061720-071644
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-061720-071644
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-061720-071644
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-061720-071644
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-061720-071644
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-061720-071644
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-061720-071644
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-ento-061720-071644
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2020.11.020
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12808
https://doi.org/10.1111/nph.12808
https://doi.org/10.1111/plb.13071
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9658
https://doi.org/10.1093/biolinnean/blab110
https://doi.org/10.1111/jbi.13229
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00984753
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00984097
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-63997-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-63997-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-63997-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-63997-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-63997-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-63997-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-63997-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-63997-3
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcab088
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcab088
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00975.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00975.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00975.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2006.00975.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2021.743850
https://doi.org/10.3389/fevo.2021.743850
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12420
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12420
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12420
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.12420
https://doi.org/10.5772/61671
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2019.00679
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.00847
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.00847
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006444
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006444
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf403387p
https://doi.org/10.1021/jf403387p
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13035
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13035
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13035
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13035
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.017012
https://doi.org/10.1105/tpc.017012


Planta, 243, 171–181. https://doi.org/10.

1007/s00425-015-2395-0

Stavenga D.G., Staal M., van der Kooi C.J. (2020) Con-

ical epidermal cells cause velvety colouration and

enhanced patterning in Mandevilla flowers. Faraday

Discussions, 223, 98–106. https://doi.org/10.

1039/D0FD00055H

Steinacher G., Wagner J. (2010) Flower longevity and

duration of pistil receptivity in high mountain

plants. Flora, 205, 376–387. https://doi.org/10.

1016/j.flora.2009.12.012

Strauss S.Y., Irwin R.E., Lambrix V.M. (2004) Optimal

defence theory and flower petal colour predict varia-

tion in the secondary chemistry of wild radish. Jour-

nal of Ecology, 92, 132–141. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.

1365-2745.2004.00843.x

Szalay L. (2006) Comparison of flower bud develop-

ment in almond, apricot and peach genotypes. Inter-

national Journal of Horticultural Science, 12, 93–98.

https://doi.org/10.31421/IJHS/12/2/639

Tagawa K., Osaki H., Watanabe M. (2022) Rapid

flower closure of Drosera tokaiensis deters caterpillar

herbivory. Biology Letters, 18, 20220373. https://doi.

org/10.1098/rsbl.2022.0373

Thompson W.R., Meinwald J., Aneshansley D.J., Eisner

T. (1972) Flavonols: pigments responsible for ultra-

violet absorption in nectar guide of flower. Science,

177, 528–530. https://doi.org/10.1126/science.177.

4048.528

Treutter D. (2005) Significance of flavonoids in plant

resistance and enhancement of their biosynthesis.

Plant Biology, 7, 581–591. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-

2005-873009

Vanhaelewyn L., Van Der Straeten D., De Coninck B.,

Vandenbussche F. (2020) Ultraviolet radiation from

a plant perspective: the plant–microorganism con-

text. Frontiers in Plant Science, 11, 597642.

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.597642

Verhoeven C., Ren Z.-X., Lunau K. (2018) False colour

photography: a novel digital approach to visualize

the bee view of flowers. Journal of Pollination Ecol-

ogy, 23, 102–118. https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-

7603(2018)11

Weiss M. (1991) Floral colour changes as cues for pol-

linators. Nature, 354, 227–229. https://doi.org/10.

1038/354227a0

Weiss M.R., Lamont B.B. (1997) Floral color change

and insect pollination: a dynamic relationship. Israel

Journal of Plant Sciences, 45, 185–199. https://doi.

org/10.1080/07929978.1997.10676683

Wilmsen S., Dyer A.G., Lunau K. (2021) Flower cell

surfaces and colour signal consistency influence free-

flying bumblebee choices. Journal of Pollination Ecol-

ogy, 28, 71–75. https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603

(2021)606

Yu Y.-M., Li X.-X., Xie D., Wang H. (2021) Horizontal

orientation of zygomorphic flowers: significance for

rain protection and pollen transfer. Plant Biology,

23, 156–161. https://doi.org/10.1111/plb.13197

Zhang C., Yang Y.P., Duan Y.W. (2015) Pollen sensi-

tivity to ultraviolet-B (UV-B) suggests floral struc-

ture evolution in alpine plants. Scientific Reports, 4,

4520. https://doi.org/10.1038/srep04520

Plant Biology © 2024 The Author(s). Plant Biology published by John Wiley & Sons Ltd on behalf of German Society for Plant Sciences, Royal Botanical Society of the Netherlands.10

Asymmetry of petal colours Fan, Trunschke, Ren, Wang, Pyke, van der Kooi & Lunau

 14388677, 0, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1111/plb.13680, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [01/07/2024]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2395-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2395-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2395-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2395-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2395-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2395-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2395-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00425-015-2395-0
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0FD00055H
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0FD00055H
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.flora.2009.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.flora.2009.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2004.00843.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2004.00843.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2004.00843.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2004.00843.x
https://doi.org/10.31421/IJHS/12/2/639
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2022.0373
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsbl.2022.0373
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.177.4048.528
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.177.4048.528
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-873009
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-873009
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-873009
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-873009
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-873009
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2005-873009
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2020.597642
https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2018)11
https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2018)11
https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2018)11
https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2018)11
https://doi.org/10.1038/354227a0
https://doi.org/10.1038/354227a0
https://doi.org/10.1080/07929978.1997.10676683
https://doi.org/10.1080/07929978.1997.10676683
https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2021)606
https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2021)606
https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2021)606
https://doi.org/10.26786/1920-7603(2021)606
https://doi.org/10.1111/plb.13197
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep04520

	 Abstract
	plb13680-fig-0001
	plb13680-fig-0002
	plb13680-fig-0003
	 �Pollen-�protection� hypothesis (PP hypothesis)
	 �Herbivore-�avoidance� hypothesis (HA hypothesis)
	 �Signalling-to-�pollinators� hypothesis (StP hypothesis)
	 Comparing the hypotheses

	 REFERENCES
	plb13680-bib-0001
	plb13680-bib-0002
	plb13680-bib-0003
	plb13680-bib-0004
	plb13680-bib-0005
	plb13680-bib-0006
	plb13680-bib-0007
	plb13680-bib-0008
	plb13680-bib-0009
	plb13680-bib-0010
	plb13680-bib-0011
	plb13680-bib-0012
	plb13680-bib-0013
	plb13680-bib-0014
	plb13680-bib-0015
	plb13680-bib-0016
	plb13680-bib-0017
	plb13680-bib-0018
	plb13680-bib-0019
	plb13680-bib-0020
	plb13680-bib-0021
	plb13680-bib-0022
	plb13680-bib-0023
	plb13680-bib-0024
	plb13680-bib-0025
	plb13680-bib-0026
	plb13680-bib-0027
	plb13680-bib-0028
	plb13680-bib-0029
	plb13680-bib-0030
	plb13680-bib-0031
	plb13680-bib-0032
	plb13680-bib-0033
	plb13680-bib-0034
	plb13680-bib-0035
	plb13680-bib-0036
	plb13680-bib-0037
	plb13680-bib-0038
	plb13680-bib-0039
	plb13680-bib-0040
	plb13680-bib-0041
	plb13680-bib-0042
	plb13680-bib-0043
	plb13680-bib-0044
	plb13680-bib-0045
	plb13680-bib-0046
	plb13680-bib-0047
	plb13680-bib-0048
	plb13680-bib-0049
	plb13680-bib-0050
	plb13680-bib-0064
	plb13680-bib-0051
	plb13680-bib-0052
	plb13680-bib-0053
	plb13680-bib-0054
	plb13680-bib-0055
	plb13680-bib-0056
	plb13680-bib-0057
	plb13680-bib-0058
	plb13680-bib-0059
	plb13680-bib-0060
	plb13680-bib-0061
	plb13680-bib-0062
	plb13680-bib-0063


