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;crsi ;‘3’5 T CO, B i Z (stem CO, efflux rate, F,, )E%‘aﬂ‘im RGBT A K
AR B FRER AT 14% ~48% o T Foo, 0 B R HAT AT, 3T T A RKAME T
UJ@WHQ% AR LRERNHNAAEEZRL, AXGRTAEYHEEZFELDER
XF F oo, B9V, 36 Hi 32X e @%TTXE%% [ H R Fo,,, T H & & EEAFAR IR, b
S EREEN B HEE M SR EM, AlvEa b AXRE TS EARLEY
ELTILF®E (1) ZERA T =0 BHTRE CO, AN, AN EN A5 B oW
B 8% A TN Fo B AAUBL (2) MRy e R R B P, 30 A B
FEOE, H AR B R LBy A 5 (3) RNARTY Foo, WY i B3 B0
KR KT Co, Bt x, T8, £MWHEx; FLEHHR
RESES (945.19 XEAFRIZED A XEHRS  1000-4890(2010)4-0790-08
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*College of Geographical Science, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350007 , China; * Faculty of
Forest Resources and the Environment, Nanjing Forestry University, Nanjing 210037, China).
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Abstract: Stem CO, efflux rate (F, ) is a key component of the carbon cycle in forest ecosys-
tem, accounting for 14% - 48% of autotrophic respiration. To study the affecting factors of F,
would contribute to the understanding of global carbon cycle and of the responses of forest ecosys-
tem to global climate change. This paper reviewed the effects of biotic and abiotic factors on
F¢, , and indicated that these factors not only directly or indirectly affected the F, , but also ac-
ted interactively. Their contributions to F,, varied temporally and spatially. Though a considera-
ble advancement has been achieved in recent years, some issues are still needed to be further
studied; 1) partitioning the F, with effective methods, and analyzing the relationships between
the F,, components and related affecting factors to reveal the F, variation mechanism, 2) in-
corporating the biotic and abiotic factors into F',, dynamic models to improve the accuracy of sim-
ulating F, , and 3) further approaching the temperature-adaptability of F, .

Key words: stem CO, efflux rate; stem respiration; biotic factor; abiotic factor.

ARGk E S R AES RSN WHFRWTRE 14% ~48% (/45,2000 ; 1 &2 B

56% ( Dixon et al. ,1994) X 4EFF BRI Hi A HE. % ,2005; Vose & Ryan,2002) , HAE F 5 £ 4 o i 1op
ER . FRMOPREAR A FRITIRIEFE A 56 E e ik Wi i (5 k45,2007 ; Wieser et al. ,2009) ., [A]
50% L) I (Ryan, 1991) , o B+ CO, Bl A W, B TR AR A W A= W i R B3 4, e A I

FEORI A . 5 H RTX AR 1 FRIFI AT 22 4R 1

*%Eﬁé A SRR S IR 4 B H (2009J01124) i, SR CO, BB (stem CO, efflux rate Feo,)
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BRI CO, A 2 AR — 873 i B4
JHLIFE R 57 A 5 — 30 435 T S IR 7 A T A R i
FEIR TR CO,, X 2 ARIEEY CO, RETE—Y
Al g A TR R RS (Teskey & McGuire ,2007
Moore et al. ,2008) , HH BFIE0 =419 CO, H
EANEAE RN IR, 53— AR T
TR AL i 256 )2 (ransport flux, F,) , HiAF 45
PVSSAAER T A7 (McGuire & Teskey,2004)
AT UL TR CO, SRR RN 25 )+ 40 B 4%, AT ]
S AT W 33 K (stem respiration rate, Ry) , Wi
XTHPIAN CO, imHfe ) K/, LLRA T CO, 1]
HMTHEEF I R R O R R, DETITRZ MR kA
KA CO, W, WIFERW, N Fo, BINR 5
AW R AR W PR R & Qs T AR 4 il vk
W 7KALE W) ( nonstructural carbohydrates , NSC) 75 & |
LI AN = R B S SN B T - B S B
BYERIAR X CO, BESE, J5 4 MR TN AH
a7 BTRE R CO, WRIE | SRS R
4 AERTBIGE R R F o 05 25 1
AR, 2% IR X F o 52 Wi Y — 265G B i R AT A5
TRFEB . ARSOM AR F o, LA BEEE A R Y
HOULE BRI TR, B7EB F o 54T
IR FR X AR HER PE AL 4 BRI 10 O TR 2
il 5 VR 42 BRAZ AL SR Y B —

1 Fe, ®MAE

L1 EPHE

S F oo, AP N R A B NSC &4 &
i BT AR W AEE R TR T
SCEVERIFIRETXF CO, iBMESE, Hrp KT NSC &
Y& 1 22 /0 VR TR ) (AR AR 1 I 2 G 40 3K 7 1 22
D BT AR HR TR T R S = 2 DRI TR TR
K HERPACINT BE B FIBI A 75 R 1 220 s A T
WRE WTOC BRI T XF CO, 7 I 52 w7 1
M CO, %In],
1L.1.1 M+ NSC & XJ VU B HS ( Pinus pondero-
sa) FIAETEHS ( Pseudotsuga menziesii ) &5 KB+ F co,
AT IR, il T B AR T NSC R 52 BR ] BT
F(;()25 NSC 1 5 IEA 2 (Pruyn et al. ,2005) ; 7R
( Pinus sylvestris) ZLAN ( P. koraiensis ) ¥ T ¥ 3] J5
MGG VE TG U EWE TC 1 12 i R R AL LT
JLRJE IR AT NSC 38 T B, NSC

R B BR A 15, P, 0 BE Z FE AR ( Ogawa,
2006 ; F AT, 2007) 11 28 F IR R 5T 2
i, RO R o NSC & A BT el e, AN 23 R
Feo,o 01, Martin 45 (1994 ) 3 i3 9/ N RS CO, ¥R,
FEAK KBRS (P. taeda) MYGERE ST, Mg /b A+
HNSC B Fo, I W E FEAR, 22, AT LA,
T NSC(JUHE BEREFITE R ) J2& P AE FH AR, 15
HATE NSC HERIAS I 44T NSC & A X F,)
AR,

L1.2 MPAERER T IR a6 AR K A
HERFIPIR , A= KPS 5 FR L RE 5 BUBT A 2L AR
W, AERFIT MR AR DR RR B4R 47 15 20 I 1 A= A T B
({1t ( Ceschia et al. ,2002) . B, B+ Fo, 58
AR AR O, A0 A RO R 2 S TR o WY
W22l PR F oo 25122 A e et G BRAE A 2
K HE 225 (Zha et al. ,2005; Maunoury et al. ,
2007 ; ™ 1 55,2008 ; E 25, 2008 ; Acosta et al. ,
2008 ) ; [AIF, F o H AR AU ARt HH BAE — K b1
AR H B B 2 ( Saveyn et al. ,2007a,2007b;
Steppe et al. ,2007) . H L& AH ] H 2 HENE )
ANFEREEH R F o BTSRRI A A RO R 22 5
S BRI F o, 8 Al ) 3 B EA ( Stockfors &
Linder, 1998 ; Maier et al. ,2001)

LL3 WHRSE WTASES F RN
SRR, RIRFETHAERSET M TAS RS
F oo X3 IR DA A PR IR 45 A ) 0B
FRARWAW T AT /G Foo KRR, FORIR
2T R T DA AR R O R B B R
SOHTHAE T 4E R IP I 60% 1Y RE =, 1T 40 HE P Y A
90% VA 25 1 i JE s A7 7 ( Penning de Vries et al. |
1975) o AT AARIR Z= 95 AL 3E TR 45 ( Pinus trobus) . K
YEFA Fe, 58T & & &A% ( Maier et al. , 1998 ;
Vose et al. ,2002; Maier et al. ,2004) . {H FCOZJ\-JFZ:
SEM T TR R, HA TR e Ry Fo, AN
W TR TAEREFE e, PR, — 2858 K AR IR 2= 1y
WrHa&ES szziﬁ‘ﬁj@([‘avigne & Ryan, 1997 ;
Bowman et al. ,2005) , TARBLANME A K3 A0 K
I 5 44 T 0 & 6 SR EE &R, W Liberloo 55
(2008 ) WF 5% A& BRA:= 4 2715 2847 ( Populus nigra ) B+
R F oy, R

L1.4 BT WO B BT W0 o R i
Fo BT ARBER G A CO, HREE B4 Bz 356 A
T R A 3 =7 MW F o, o B, k5
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ARGS9 % H4

F1 —XHHTFRAEF CO, THEE S TIER™~% CO, #ILLE

Tab.1 Relative contribution of transport flux to stem respiration during the day

Fr/Ry(% )

gl o i AR FEBR A CO, R 52 J7 vk Bt e IR

% [E BAy Populus deltoides 3.0 1.0 JHAE LT AN AR A AN B 4200 2 Saveyn et al. ,2008

—FBREIE K Platanus occidentalis 50.0 13.0 H CO, Tole AR L Teskey & McGuire,2007
57.0 24.0 H €O, i E McGuire et al. ,2004

TR ME Betula pendula 40.0 - T A A TR A LR IR BB BT CO, BB 5 Gansert & Burgdorf, 2005

WS CO, B2 (AT

I ERE Fagus grandifolia 25.0 5.0 H €O, T B3I e McGuire et al. ,2004

JLENFAE Liquidambar styraciflua 20.0 6.0 biil CO, Tole AR L McGuire et al. ,2004

HKHBEIIRS Dacrydium cupressinum 18, 1 1.7 T 3000 R VR A X BRI AR T CO, B S

T ST CO, BERCE 2= (H AT

Bowman et al. ,2005

BT B R e, F R, BT R0 25 B v I
di R PO, T T~ R0 24 8 O 2 s R X AR
W, /Ry FIEBUIN(R 1) o PRI, R T it 25
BERSE I AT IREI 2 A 1 K CO, B Tl iz
FETTARBERCEN KA, J& T B T I R] w5 R
R EZ RNz —, HK, HEEwR 1 co,, L
HREIR ™ A HLS T AROR BT g co,, ¥
RO T U D 32 i B T ELRBE AR 3 R A ( Teskey
& McGuire ,2007 ; Moore et al. ,2008) . 1 H +3EH
WO A BTIR I CO, WA T TR CO, #
J¥ (Teskey et al. ,2008) , I Ui % B RN,
i R R AR BT ER T R AW (& €O, ),
Wi T T AR BT T T Co, , M T 5K COo, 41
FEZEWIN, F oo, TRE, BAh, FUR BT W0 K, 3
B AR AE UZ 897K 73 WA AR W e — &8 0, 1) B 7
FUE W2 LI TR T B A8 T2 A0 46 /N 1) K AR FnIE
L2 240 RELA I 2l DR S K T TR A 5 78 (1) 8 e AR W 7K
AR IE2K 7K S 1T 20490 B AR AT U2 | BUips+
HE B A R R R A 1Y R e, RS T I R R RS
(Saveyn et al. ,2007a,2007b) .,

L1.5 RTOCEER BB Sr4aiirE 220 i
AREIE UZ B ZHZL W1 BB 2 R T (Y ZH 2R %
A g R B O B BE A o JR] e i R 2 i AR
T, 5 AER T A ; ILAh BT T 7 CO,(Pfanz
et al. ,2002 ; Berveiller et al. ,2007) M, BTt
REHEAT G A VR HIHE A T (9 co, [, AT AR
Feo,o HAT, RZHFFTUN A BEEIE E 60%
~80% i TRFI BRI CO, (£ ,2007) . fH
AT LG BRE —E 255 (K 2) X
55T SE R Bl B LA R A G AR et
BEGET K 50% ~70% ( Kharouk et al. , 1995,
Solhaug et al. ;1995 ;Schmidt et al. ,2000) , K, #f

TICEVEFAXT YN F o ST, 5 R
THALE, JEHR B 0 ~ 1 AEIIREAR F o, WD
55% ~126% (22) . {ABEERHESIEA, B 1 it
BB (Planz et al. ,2002) B TCE1EH
W55 (R2) S TOLA MR WA ZE T AR L,

F2 WFREER
Tab.2 Reported values of stem CO, refixation rate ( refix-
ation rate is estimated from [FCO2 ( dark) —FCO2 (light) 1/

FCOZ( dark) x100)

) Sy .
R K 3 X 87  AZF 0~1 Damesin, 2003
Fagus sylvatica 74 HH 0~1 Damesin 2003
60 HE 0-~1 Damesin, 2003
70 Pz 0~1 Damesin 2003
TR HE 123 &2 0~1 Berveiller er al. ,2007
69 HZ  0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
50 7 1.5  Matyssek et al. ,2002
FHAEA 122 £Z%  0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
Alnus glutinosa 81 HZ  0-~1 Berveiller er al. ,2007
45 - 10 Steinborn et al. ,1997
TR 0 126 %75 0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
Fraxinus excelsior 67 B2  0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
B 72 K2 0~1 Berveiller er al. ,2007
Quercus robur 69 BEZ  0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
BRI /N 75 %75 0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
Tilia cordata 68 B2  0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
A 57 4%  0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
Ginkgo biloba 67 HZ  0~1 Bewveiller et al. ,2007
FWlitg 85~90 &ZE 6~8 Foote & Schaedle,1976
Populus tremuloides 90 ~92 H%  6~8 Foote & Schaedle,1976
%ﬁfl}ptus globulus 7 Pz 10 Cerasoli et al. ,2009
W =42 50 475 0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
Picea abies 71 HZ 0 ~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
L elINN 55 &% 0~1 Bereiller et al. ,2007
Pinus sylvestris 69 HZ  0~1 Berveiller et al. ,2007
45 - 2 Linder & Troeng,1981
5 - 12 Linder & Troeng,1981
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SR R A IR R 5 (R 2) , X
SRR e R A F /F, B MGG
AT AR A KA T B IR AR (Berveiller et
al. ,2007)
L16 WX Co, @M T 240 0T ™ A i
CO, BB RS FEZ M T AR JE U2 ) e &8
FIR 52 BH+4 ( Sorz & Hietz, 2006 ; Lendzian , 2006 )
WL, F oo, ZW T2 ZE5HXT CO, Bt PR/
e o e AR UM 17732 Bl BEL T Rk, WF
FERW AR CO, (] Hik 26% ) MLk
=TI RE FH) B 58 (0. 06% ~ 0. 17% ) ( Cernusak
et al. ,2000; Wittmann et al. ,2006) ., M T A[E4-E
()R A I B2 ) B AR s R AN TR] , DL K B
A (R BUR ORI IR BT iR ) | B LA
U TR AR AMER T2 R S5 X o, i
PEAFAE 22 5 (Steppe et al. ,2007) . B )& /] — 4>
PR TXT CO, 1 P 22 3 2= A8 fb i H A8 4k
W, S5FZEAHLE 12 FAETEAN A BT ER | ) K 740 4 ff B
JEH. 40 B o A5k R, XF AR B PE 22 (Joseph &
Kelsey,2004) ; 36 [& A7t T~ 2 B0 40 i & /K B2 18
B XF CO, 3 BT % H K K ( Steppe et al.
2007) , A TAJREEXT CO, BT 2k
I H ARG F o, 21240 H A Y T 2
[HZ—(Joseph & Kelsey,2004 ;Steppe et al. ,2007) ,
L2 AREPHR

SR F oo, BYARAE B N R A AE T IR E
BB R CO, WS | 3 KA A 1R
S, ARIBEFE R S F o, 2B ACR)IE A B 25 A A
], i ELARAE Y R A AE A AR R AR R R 5
i F oo R AR A W) R SRR AR BT 3 52
HAE 45
1.2.1 WTHNARIER WTHAISEN 2%
~8% ( Mancuso & Marras, 2003 ; van Dongen et al. ,
2003 ;Spicer et al. ,2005) , ANE|RKSH M 1/3,HA
IR TR A PR SR B A G] F o, DAFTESFHL
Kimmerer F1 Stringer (1988 ) 7EM T 2 L8 T
Kt CE——TC NP 74, PR AT A T
TR SE PR I 1 U2 A S, T Spicer 55
(2005,2007 ) Xf 5 Fofrifi ol B3 b A 0 50 % 9, A% T N
AMREARR BT A BE I F o o XPPER AR R
JELPRII: 6 2, RIS P 400 €5 3R S AL Bl R S 4 AL
it HA R R ) AR SR PR B R R (i b (AR
W F) HL T A% 32 A2 B R ) ( Millar et ol ,1994) {HR

[7] A A P A0 R AP 5 ) SRR A ] 3 54
AR T ) 5 B A4 20K /N 22 5 56 ((Armstrong et
al. , 1994; Bidel et al. , 2000; Lammertyn et al. ,
2001) ; Ak, A TF N 5% ~10% W, 241 il il 38
PR )G R AR AR AT T R RE AT | AT
S 40 1 A5 3 B AIG 4R B ((Geigenberger, 2003a;
2003b ;van Dongen et al. ,2003)

1.2.2 AFTIRBE IR R A b AR S R
SR R B OGN R — 7T TR
U PN TR B 9 2 55 WP WA T A 5 A | i e A
TP A 5y — 7 TR REFEAIR CO, 7EK i
ffE (ERERE) 38 CO, RN B ARE(FE
ER) RHR TN Z Co, HE B R Srh, B,
— LRI FERI] F o, MR Tl RE A G, 20 H
2R TE A 2 R 48 BUAH 5% ( Stockfors et al. , 1998 ; Harris
et al. ,2008 ; ZEH 7% %, 2003 ; ™ £ 755, 2008 5 F &
%%,2008)

F oo, 9 0, (HLF 75 FARLE 45 1 5 10 C F HH
MEREE, HEGOFSERM, Foo, B9 Qo (EAAR I A
B XU 1.5 ~3, i 42% , T 90% LA T3¢
ZERHRTE 1.0 ~3. 0 EICREE,2005) o (HXF i) —
PRI F oo, B9 Qo [EIFAZ—AE(H, RS2 |
AR R, REDFSERI, 9 QKT
AR Q [l m TIRIRET (£ 3) . 72

;E 3 FC02 E’\J QlO TE
Tab.3 Reported Q,, values for F co,
T RERE WEFEY #BE) pyeinp 3l
R X 1.57~2.10 4KZEH  25~35  Damesin et al. ,2002
3.2+0.2 R 3 Saveyn et al. ,2007a
1.50 ~1.80 {RHRZYT  25~35  Damesin et al. ,2002
2.23 PRARZ 3 Saveyn et al. ,2006

R 2.0£0.17  HRFY 3 Saveyn et al. ,2007a
2.09 PRERZ 3 Saveyn et al. ,2006
ey L2~17 HRFEW 60 Lavigne et al. ,1997
1.0 PRARZ 60 Lavigne et al. ,1997
B Rz A AR 2.10 AR Z - Edwards et al. ,2002
Liquidambar styraciflua 1. 90 PRIRZE Ty - Edwards et al. ,2002
B A 1.89 ~1.96 ERFAT 50 Zha et al. ,2004

1.79 ~1.94  JRHRZY 50

[iiGin 2.30~2.40 HERKFE -
P. ponderosa 1.60 ~1.90 FRHRZETT -
N A 2.55 ERFEN 30
1.95 PRI TS 30

Zha et al. ,2004
Carey et al. ,1997
Carey et al. ,1997

Stockfors et al. ,1998
Stockfors et al. ,1998

BPBTRIN 1.5~2.4 HKFYW  60~75 Lavigne et al. ,1997
Pinus banksiana 1.7 RIRZTT 60 ~75 Lavigne et al. ,1997
P S LURIN 3. 44 LA 17 FMIZF4 2003
Larix gmelinii 1.96 PAE 31 FEMJT 2003
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$29% 4

— Ty BT, 2 S A T A IS P
R ZE | Q, /N, W ARERZETY |5 °C ~ 10 CHHPE
BRI Q0 9 6,15 °C ~25 CIFEAES] 1. 5( Pruyn et
al. ,2002) ;Larcher(1983) ABF 53 th 2 MH , IR FE AL T
5°CH Qi RT3.0,5C ~25CH207%EH,25
C ~30 CHHET 1.5,

ERWFTERYL F o Z BT IREEZ W (H i T3
T JZHL P, B T I ™ A4 CO, BEEIRA
H e TG I, B F o, ST IR B AR A TR
WG . ANFEIRF Fo, 50T H SRS
JiA—E 25 AR Fo, B H AR SR i
12 min; BRI 7K 7 XI 18 min ( Saveyn et al. ,2007a) ;
KAEFS 35 ~ 120 min ( Maier et al. ,2006) ; B A 2R 2R
F ( Manilkara bidentata) 6 h ( Harris et al. ,2008)
HAF A Foo, 5 R EE B AS A B iR AN [
( Stockfors et al. ,1998) .

AELF o, A Ja BP0 X A3 1 i 7 3o T
JUANE 2 A AR A G B L RV 5 2%, in HL G i
MK F A 2% 5 ZR rpr ot o B o AR T IR R T A AR
W, G, Kaipiainen %5 (1998 ) BF 5% A& BHL, i KRR P
TR FCOZE#:XTH:?I%{IEZ:*H%, Saveyn % (2006 ) YT
TR IRIRZETT WU KI5 IR ERR F o, 5T
JEAHHR,

1.2.3 RACO, W RACO, IWES F, IR
FUEA —EATEE, A TR BT AR ER
BEREAR B 45 R Z AR A, 2000—2001 4R, A KT
L4 f5TIEHR RS CO, HRET R ERER F, 1L
AR TIEHR RS CO, MR 33% , b AR K Py,
Hahm 23% , 4E5F Fo, 30 33% (Edwards et al. |
2002) , HEFRTE CO, MR AR 2 ~2. 5 5HEE T 5
G RN TRHD Foo, ER oo, ZEFRF Foo 2000380
T 17% 9% F122% (Zha et al. ,2005) , FEGXFh2
RIS CO, WETHR I , W4 K dU R
BT A BRIT o ) BRI A T AR BRI R
i, T F oo 380, AELIRLBE R 38 B AR AR KT
AR R APl JBE I, R $i e KX CO, HREE X F o L
M, FERA CO, MG OLT , HA T B K
#20 °C ~25 CHf, KEPYEAR Fo, A WIS TIE
BB (1S TR 10 °C ~20 CHE, 525
HGXH Fo, JCW] 522 57 (Carey et al. ,1996)
FERS CO, MRBESR &, AR T A5 3 AR U2 (Y i
YT Foo BT REREAR, Griffin 55 (1996 ) #F52R M,

T CO, W, VH BN Fo, R, JonT fig il
N R CO, BT &M T AR E IR
AN BRA T A T AEREE IR

1.2.4  HHESKE HOK A T A AR K
AR, LU mSGE AR Wy i iz f i 7,
i L EKE S Fo, BIAAEEEEDIRCR, BT
AR Z W T 08 I R /N 82 W ( Daudet et al.
2005) , Ky T RS EOR T A0 1R R R
e O AR R S A (21 e R e e o e
PR A TV, F oo ARFEG, Saveyn %(2007h)
WFFERI], BRI ZARE IEBOK S, th ARk 3k
-0.56 MPa FFEZE-2 MPa, B 115 1L 4K F,
2. 66 pwmol - m? s EE1.85 pmol - m?> s,
(B4 £ HOK 7 58 I, FE RSN BESE N F (., (Maier,
2001) o [AIR, A= 337K 43 75 e g A 1 24 455 AR 3
IS5 , T AERFRE IR AR [ (Amthor et al. ,1990 ; Ry-
an, 1991) , BEAh, 5 G S0 o ) B iz i =4+
8 S W BT 0 /b, T I B 3R B ((MeCree,
1986) ,

1.2.5 H8EFRSy LIEFRXE Fo, RIS SR
AR BRI R P A OC . Maier (2001 ) & B it AE 5
55 3 AR JHERR Fo, WA, 5 ZAERER R TR
KR A AR T N SR,
SR TSN B A SRR T A KR TS T, F o,
WHA B AL (Ryan et al. ,1996 ; Stockfors et al. ,
1998) .

LR BFTIR, F oo 5852 W0 R 3R 19 56 5 BAT S A
FUHENE, Rl ORI AR 2810, B T EfTZ
FSCRIEINE, Foo, TN R KR E Z4bE
FERIAE R — I ZX F o, ERREEEAR], AR
PR AN B TS 1, S IR RS F o, BT
WA AEAEAFAE— B, R TR (B N A 7 A5
FOR A R F o, B2 MR R E S A 9 AR OIS
A, BIVAE AR I ] S B P, #4501 B9 €O,
HKIFE A, HARIE LU 22530 B i 1 LU AN )
IJa BN R BB, HHT, B
C 2Rl BT 5 2 1) S 96 4 2 R R, PR Y
{8, I BAEARI R Eatr & ME RS Fo, K
FETFR TN RS Z R BT X = SR
By RS F oo AL, 5 H T, 38 A — b
J5 B BERG 0 Do B TR CO, 25 20 0 1Y e 9], X 25
GYBT F o, BEALIEAA S T — 2 AR
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2 HIREBE

AT F o, WP R LU SR LH, BEAS
A EEARA S R G A | DA R e B A
BB PR PR A R . T IA
FERUR- SN, A5 s LU L5 T AR 5E .

(1) Jnss A o X404 T B CO, 45 4 73 it
Feo HHT F oo BASAHLE] AR, 3 2 A
BRI CO, RIEE 2%, Hik A —Fh kg i
s e £ N o | R P s 3 = A N O S 2 e ey
Tk A R s .CO, T Sap flow ZE45 A, 1
BIX AR TR CO, M2 A 53 L], s e A4
S5 R I OC R B IR ABR F o B AEHL
il o

(2) gAY AREW R R A H W F o, 3175
BRI . BRI F o, G5B Rm 5%
JEAR AR R (AR ) B4R W) PR 2R (CAnss A Kk
F) R F oo WISEN , ABRTREL CO, RN A2 A9
AN R B p AR B, AR A Yk
EEW N TR F, BAT— 7 Jo BRAE, 3k DL 7R
Foo, SRR TR 2 S8 NAERLE, TR
B HERR T, AR 5 F 22 e [mE 43, 7+
BEY AR S Fo, RERRIBRL,

(3)RAIRYS F o, BORBEE M, HATHFFEAL
W ORI Z=, R 300 N IR T 8, F oo, X IR
BUSHE TR, Bl B R R A S, P, 25 R B
R BEE R E 7 AN F o X il FE T35 107 i S 5
FEAERESE T FEMIRIY) F o, Yo VR JEE 338 1V G2 14 DG BRI
BURAT 47 TRAFET F oo % I B 38 17 2 JEE S L
AT T AR BRI 5 AR A R R G IR

s,
BE 3k

LMY, AfmE, HIGHI, 45 2003, AN[RAEIE 242 7% iy
BRI K H 53R T o6 R ST, MPIIaT, 23
(3): 297-301.

Rk, WAk, AR, 2007, MRAM T IR0 A 4k K Ho
R Z BT . R SR, 31(2) ¢ 403-412.
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