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Abstract; Peatland is an important carbon pool in global carbon cycle. lis oligotrophic environ-
ment, ecological processes, and ecological functions are affected by nitrogen deposition. This pa-
per reviewed the effects of nitrogen deposition on peatland ecosystems from the following aspects
(1) the production in peatland is generally nitrogen-limited, while nitrogen deposition can
change the peatland soil environment by increasing nitrogen availability, altering microbial com-
position , increasing bacterial quantity, and improving enzyme activity; (2) in high nitrogen dep-
osition peatland, the nitrogen interception, translocation, and tolerance abilities of Sphagnum
will be decreased, leading to the toxic effect on Sphagnum and its replacement by nitrophilous
vascular plants; (3) nitrogen deposition may change the oligotrophic soil environment, and pro-
mote the productivity of peatland; (4) the increase of nitrogen supply may improve the growth of
vascular plants, leading to the inferior position of Sphagnum in light competition and the alterna-
tion of interspecific relationships between Sphagnum and vascular plants; (5) nitrogen deposition
will change the N/P ratio in plants, and then, affect the reproduction and regeneration of Sphag-
num , which will bring about the changes of vegetation species composition, and therefore, vege-
tation succession in peatland; and (6) through the interaction of above- and belowground biologi-
cal components, nitrogen deposition will accelerate peat decomposition, and weaken the role of
peatland as a carbon pool. Some issues in the present related studies were addressed, and some
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suggestions for the further researches were offered.

Key words: Sphagnum; carbon pool; productivity ; decomposition; biodiversity.

Ve M AR KB AR KA R R e
BB A RS, SBER— DL R R TR
i ( Sphagnum ) T BLH, o Bili b Bk 6 55 19 10% ~
15% , Wi AEAE 55 8 S LFR AR i Al , L g4 [ 2 7E
Fiti b BT A7 AR v ) B i 38 22 (Clymo & Hayward,
1982) , TE 2 BK A G 24 b R ¥E S EE 0 FEAE . e
KRR EREE T 3000 T A0 A 0 4 ZUME Loy i
HA IR TR 18 i - e 3 = SR e ok
b X 50 A b A 25 AR G ) BB E 2 —

AN ad ke, AT AR TR IR AN BRI
SRR AL T SR, KAEEAED H
1860 49 15 Tg N - a™' #n %) 20 tHh22 90 44X
165 Tg N - a™' 42/ 10 522, KRK#E B 2R A R
Il F 7 4a7 ( Galloway & Cowling,2002) . & i & fi
NEFERDORE A0 BRI BEE L 2 N iy [EVAL, DL
AL %505 R (Limpens et al. ,2006) , Hi 4%
H AR e s A= 38 R G0 Al A F 2ok H AT, A
TR U T 6 o M AL SR 50 20 2 I BRBE R A, DA
X AR 2 e A AR R R

20 42 90 AFEAR I LA, 20T A X e ok b 5
M) PR RIF 5% — AR 2V | 30T AF e 12 T AF 9 ik ok i A2 )
KVE, AN TSR G HEY AR IR R 5T
Z AP T AEPAH BLAE R TR e e R
BN K 256 3 A R AH M 5 2 i T LA 25
IR S A AE R R B 7E R A S 40K
RS

1 SITREXT e 2 ith + JIRE Y 7500

1.1 HHERS SR

A2 RGN R TR i oy 7E AR R AR B I e T
B A E LR, Freim A A S 1A UL 4S
B WG R AL, I - B ALY ) 43 i TN 37
SYPRE B R, RIHR R 4 4 b 0 0 8 A R
( BEBHESE ,2007) , WL BRI & S, Bk
—#R 4> NH," 76 A F= 40 B 0 s b V8 F T 5% 48
NO, ™, f#i15 1- 58 & R4 8 & A= 22 1k ( Vitousek et al.
1997) , BRI X H* A [ 45, 3 B - 3R Ak, 59— 5
i, ISR B AR AE—E 1Y LU B OC R (Sterner
& Elser,2002) , i & 1 &4 A H 0 FE R LSR5
(4 N P) P2

L2 IERGEf

-3 R 2 5 A BB S5 i A o
AR — A B b, L R AR 4 BRIk
B TR B 58 U e 1 () B Aif 8 ( Freeman et al. |
2001 ) o - IEERETE P B IR RE S e R O (U
J& N.P) WAk sm 55 (REBRAE S ,2005) . Jem & A
—E MR AHE Y AR, PR s B R BT R S B
PIBRARXE LA 53 o e et r () 1 EC TR M) 7 A R T
AR PR TR S . SR, B LB
TERZ BRI SN T A AR R nG . kR
Z I 5 3 Y R0 Y 0T R 1S o i T - S Tl
( TR A 5T 5 R AR A A S5 3R VS A T8 55 ) 1 R Y
FEAIG ( DeForest et al. ,2004) | R 5 2R T KR/
(RBTR+LTHE R ) W B2 L, AT 1 9 o b 14 43
fi e

TR TR P 174 52 0 PRI B Ao AN [ i 5
WEER TR (BN & 2 Wy o, ol R & BE
V£, S EUFH YR o fife A2 B L 28 0 o ARAS 445 A
¥ ( Verhoeven & Liefveld,1997) . 2R, H3EF A%
1y S AT T AR 2E 22 1y O3 ik, X6 e i 1) 3 i kS ) [ 422
HIHEEVE H ( Freeman et al. ,2001) o &R IR %
b A B Wy A AR T MR R e B Bl A
XF0.2gN-m?-a'HKFERE2gN -m” -
a”! B RTRE AT 5 3 22 B U AL i 6 R O 3 A, 3 30
B Z W i 4 RS T B ( Bragazza et al. ,2006)
Z W A AR AR 22 B 1 % 5 05, 23 R o 1) K i
YEF (Freeman et al. ,2001) . RV T B 38 In 22k
AR K TG, LA AT AR e R A TS L T
AR EE 7 S T ) o R R 2 R PR AR 1 AR AT AR
AR BR A A K A AR A 2R 7 DRt X T
DMIR AT A A R ik 0 W 5% U o b & #5022 2 g
I3 R
1.3 BEyeie

e 1 B T B A, TR R B ATTRE B 3 ke
AR E I ( Verhoeven & Liefveld,1997) |, 31 H AE
8 53 W AU R B 1 26 5T, PR s Z k4 ) 1
T W0 43 f#AE F ( Berendse et al. ,2001) . AU
REA AR Dy AR B (1 A0, I3 aod 05 8 e o 4 T
v S B DT N e ¢ -

A= W AN R T 11 R oR 2 S R Tl
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MM, TERA AP ik R L A T B A AR
RZ WS INE R 2RV Al BE A 7 40 18 A= ) AR K (Fi-
erer et al. ,2009) , Bragazza 55 (2012) 7£ 7 4F IR UL
WAL Sz v, AR AR A 107 TR A 48 A A8 20 7 A= )
SN, K AR T B Y B 1 30% 72
i WA, RUUERS I AEE R A 7 T1 ), REHY
JARBRUTER, AT AR 32E A s 48 B 1Y 2E 4K (Kramer &
Gleixner,2008)
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2.1 MY REWRES

Ve L3R5y 35 2 Jy EERe 22— L3R
(an N) 1 = R RCR AR DA DU TE AR AR BAIIE
BB X 0 75 53 i R FH AR L A el 2
YL AR, HJGEE B, e RE B R % T AKX
DAl B A S 32 A i b 2 LTl 1Tk
AT 50% ~70% (Li & Vitt,1997) , H B AL/
FRAVYE e TR A AR 1 2R = 58 80%
(Damman,1988)

20 HE2E LIk, Bifi 5 SRR 1 finJ , e Jic i
XTRHE BE RE 1 BOR B 5S (Aerts et al. ,1992) , 7E
I AN AL SE R4 T 1) 22 T00 R I I 52 6 35 26 I, IR LU0
BT, Ve EE TLF- 08 58 Wl A SR VTR B &L, 1
B LR 2R T 184 T, 8 e B A R SR B
TR 55 | Fe 29 = A W AP B (Woodin & Lee,
1987) .

2.2 HYIRNRENEFERS

AR TR S Ve i M e o+ o 2 1) R0, (5
A 2EF N KRRV RATS TR e R A K Y
72K (Aldous ,2002b) , Kt , R AERL YA P9 1) Fi-43
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) AAN RETH B HAR B AR R i —/ N o . HAR AR
B H R EIEIR , BRI 5 41 2055 i 2 8 AR 21
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JZHE R AU Yy s e A R G R A
TR AR P G IR, 5532 2 & #E R (Al
dous,2002b) .
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NTHEAE A AT R A 9K e A mT A T 80 ) 1) 35
FEIREE T AH 9 [ 2 KA B 2 72 (Vitousek et al. |
1997) . Al ATE— & R FRBfE Y ny R K
— HR B, A B A ARSI, DU 2R A )
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P s B A KSR 8 i HCIE B ) (Magill et al.
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LA EURY e A 19 i RS B0 ko s ol 38
FERL N (Aerts et al. , 1992; Gunnarsson et al. ,
2004) . Vitt % (2003)#EH 10 g N - m™ - a IS
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Wef B I AL, Ve o B A FORE S2 B | g SR DT
Vencaf SRR B il 15 mg - o7 HARF TAE
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PRRIE IS 52 061, P67, 2Bk B HEA LA MR 2
95 Pg, 1 At J5 Ue s M S % S 35 8 ~ 15 Pg
(Schlesinger,1997) , 5 £ EK B H AT 9% ~16% ,
{1 1 J2 (catotelm ) 1 (1% - 359 260 B B 3 oK 1] 3k
0.42 ¢ N - m™ - a”'(Limpens et al. ,2006) , TEZ 4%
REL 1] 1) e e b v AP Ve 1) R0 R X 5 B A 1)
FE IR A A AR w0 DT R R AT BRI B AR
A RIS I B8 < B 1] ) 20070 e A A1 ) 25 i
FEH 7= H: AR FFEE ( Rochefort & Vitt,1990)

Vitt 55 (2003 ) Fedg T AR Z TR K P W F72 e 2k
RS e B LR 7= ), AU Ve IR 4= 7 7
Af3K 600 g« m™ - a”' AIRADTFEAL WAL A 100 ~250
2t (HRIEAE R R X AR R LR K
R A i RN, A S0E i Ve e vk 4
YRR IR, S AR A A T A )
) A K R B BIR ) 5l B R B BR i) ( Bragazza
et al. ,2004)
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Ko REARTFE IR EZR AR REHR Be ™A
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(2011) 7EZ /R == A UTRE S0 & B, i 28 B HE
W AN, BEAT 7= HE ARSI (B TR b 2 2R B SR
IF, B EEAE )L ™ E A2 B 2R A T4
AP RN, DE RS B AR R
ARBUR,

4  FITLREXFHEIFE E(E AR RNT

4.1 FRopsd

PRl ) RE A P 2 VA2 R R 7 %) R A5 A8
Heme 7 A EEEMILAR] , TETE S AR A A A5 ad A — )
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et al. ,1994) ,
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EAL10% . 15 DAJE ETIRRREIR 23R BU5
THT L, Je sk S 1 BRI R N R 63% o Hil
AR R B T R 2 2 U 7 1 U 7 85 %00 LY
W AT, (ELHE TN A4 A5 R W B, JE AR AR R 0 458
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DR T AR R I 37 23 3R,

4.2 HNEg

Yo e i 5 BERE ) 5 AR A ) () A E D68 i X
PR RAIG TR AN TR 3 TR 8 2o el 28 A ) R I 285
SR IAT LA Al BRI S A PR . 2 4 8t AT 52 56
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APy BRI LA R R TR B W) i B HG el A
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Gunnarsson 5 (2004 ) BF 57 T s HiL ¢ e 18 Vi A
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(Bragzza et al. ,2004) ,$L 28 0] GEXF (L S AE P 119 A= 47
PR S (Aerts et al. ;1992 Vitt et al. 2003 ;
Gunnarsson et al. ,2004 ) , 275 I8 7% #b 08 A= W) £ k¢
Pk, e BT 2 AR R M AR ) B X R PR A AR
FUA RIS IV  (E 2 A A A S IR TR 1Y) 32
WO Z—  HEE AT AN A A0, B S 5E 3R,
— B AR L AR T TR R0 N A 20 e o s 1 A 4
FEAE RN (Austin & Wieder, 1987 ) , 881, Tlki5
Yl S B0 R T 0SB ] 95 7 L JoK i 5 00 o = A= £ T
S s, 50 AERT P ek B R 18 Fil
/D F 5 Pl (Tallis, 1964 ) , 2 B A58 R M (1) R FN fiE
BRI e me B AR BRI K

FAL b, RAR DR A3 058077 2 e i 1 e
RBETE N ZAEE T % (Woodin & Lee,1987), —
BV s b b g 2 e A B X AR DT I A E AN
2R R AR R U T AR R R, 1 T s R
AEFHEY AR, T 2R A U8 I L A= 8 R G A=)
ZREVE MW A% )5 ( Bobbink et al. ,1998) , Bedford
(1999) K, F2 00 B0 S HUAE S R G YRR AL
AL IR AT B MRS A I O . ST
T3 R A R RO b A ) 2R R SR R 2
W FEAE ) ) ol 43 A T B A9 A2 58 T ( Wassen et
al. , 2005) , RIIL , EUUTRE T W 9 b Y L4252 i AR
/N ABAE T L8 T BT A 2 D0 A A AR ) 1 A
e BETE R 22 IR A Rt 0198 4 s A A0 0 T O 9 2
IR
5.2 FHBEHE

U 1 1l ()R A A 1 R e R e R T R PR IS
R IRBEAR LA AR 22 6 i H O 15 A b i)
YRS} A - ( Charman , 2002 ) , 1% Al it (19 1 22 % )
SRR, A UTRE AT LAk A8 U8 s M A ) AR L AR

Ty MY Z R MR DGR B HORE-S EE ak
TR YR ) A8 AL, 2 5 | A i, 2t
FOLRY], B/KF A E SISO 1985 L
IR0 A< BEEAFLAE , BT AR 22 i) S 365 o7 P 45 A K i 0
FERL /N FE KR 55 2E 45 FH W) ( Limpens & Berendse,
2003a) .

RUCRE AT LU FEJe e B R ) 10 s BE A G (H 2
RREATR 7259 B2, S B0 o 8 o) e 2 AR T T R AR
EVRE I e, B8 e Atk DL G2 i R DR 1Y
XA (Fritz er al. ,2012) £, F 2%
W B B ZE A TR DL B O L 7
HBE 9 55 BE R B, B & K 8% ((Polytrichum stric-
tum) JREEBEAREE (Aulacomium palustre) B4 N &
i b B ) B AR ) A 01, — 28/ NRE R RS B R HE Y
Wi RN XA R R G R ALY
I 5, S AN R Py ol o) 228 A B B 17 e 1 2 S T
BHIZE R (Bu et al. ,2011) . Berendse 5§ (2001 ) 7%
PURK 4 AR S S5 0 e o gk A7 R TR I 9T
UESE RIS NG K AEE HE ) FI 4 K B ( Polytrichum ) 1Y
T PR B R B T B B ALY
Tt FEDTRERYIB AL . Xing 27 (2011) AN, BK &
Tt I B BRAE S, A ) e T AR L T e [R] Ak TS AL
ROFHG I [ E AR Ve e b, Je s b 1Y 8 SR ) o
FAEHEAEE R0 AR NITTH I 35 B A )

TERCYN (1) — L8308 7 1 b, g U0V 155 ( Mo-
lia) H- A JE Y 12 AV B M, 3 AR B, %
IR TSR BN A 4 AR R SERR TSR SE T KRR AT
AR HINE T RS AR 2 36 1 12 T 5 8 Jfe o b A
W JR Al ( Tomassen et al. ,2004) o Bi/R TR
b3t J2 A RN A A IE AR R B A DR VR R
FIKMAZAL (Hughes et al. ,2007) . fE4 2%, M-I
HEERY GG KRBTGS B — B, 4
Ve pe bl AR 6 /R N, B R DURE A 2 1 ki
Ve LY (Limpens et al. ,2003b) ,

6 RILREXRAKRRBSM

6.1 HhvE¥ o

Ve e 53 fiff R 6 S AL VR )AL F FR AR A B 35 0 R
(Aerts et al. ,2001) , NH,NO, 5 0] £ )4 I v 7=
AR OME ST R AL W) . Bragazza %5 (2012) X
AT R TTREA IR S0 & B, T 1 4R J5  #EJ5h
PS5 B 7 4 v %) v TS T 22 B R T 3
AL AR X
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I RAARR T ARV B2 | DKLUt 532 Mt 5 400 9 i 1 3 R o
G K 2 19 8% SE AT ( Johnson & Damman, 1993) , 1,
A BN R JBE X8 i MU 7 ) 3 i 33 1 5
i) K TR B (Hogg et al. ,1994)

LU I 8 S A1 4 4 1 e o b 2 4 e 3 38 o
fiX Ve B m A S RGBT R KoKt
FEFIREE SR AFAN, Ve e B R A Iy ik 18 S I AR 2R
A5 25 T IR EE TR IR A2 W o, AR AR )
PR TR FN 22 By 55 RE A% 100 il Sk A= 40 14 o i A Bragazza
& Freeman,2007) . 1 HH Je e & 0T 43 fi b o 5L
FIVRFIR ) 22 T 4% S A FRATT A 00 0 52 T AL 00 R A 1)
it MAERYH 11 Ab TR 7 RLe et LU BOR R BiAE RS
RUTRERIHG I, Je s rh 2 W & & R, H 9 &b
7 LI < G i 3 A8 B R0 B 15 7T 14 K ( Bragazza
& Freeman,2007)

6.2 JESAHER

Aerts 1 De Caluwe (1999 ) 38 iz FL AN [R]85 75
RUK-ZER e o L, % B — AL Bk HE S 13 pH
[ S IEAHC R, T &L Al LA B0 s # pH &
K, ool — AR A HE R, 75 BUK AR A9 I8 2
Je R o BRI, #8735 4 3R I TR X e < b 4
fiE A FRE W AR K (Keller et al. ,2005) , Y 4% i — 4
Pt 1 HE i B S 3R 2 A OC. Wendel %%
(2011) BFFER I, BEE Ve o b 2 B BT AE By % m
AEAE R Ay 1 1IN I 0T b 2 3 e T, IR -
T H i AU S BEEBUR B N & R )2
Ve s b - ST FE T B, BRI BUR DT X8 i L —
SRR ) HEC 2R AN R, Kivimaki 55 (2012 ) f8
WHE R, fE—E R N BB I fE BB R G
P, e o — S A 0 HE T, 24 1) s it i — &
Y P ALK XA R R TR 2

e 7 b FR e HE i 55 TP e AR Ak B AR T ) T
5K, AR R AT e 5 0 1 8 e 42 v e
Heso , (B A A Y HEGE A 2D ( Nykanen et al.
2002) , TESFZEATFRALYE b, 2 A A A AU AL )
AL B A HE R 4 5 0, Ty LR i AT 5 Y 5
1M A% A% 34 4K ( Silvan et al. , 2002) . Granberg 5%
(2001) AR, B DTRE AT LASE e b 7 52 45 784 11 e i H
BEHER, (R i HAT 7 U6 e b AE 9 55 B Gk 3] —
FE BB A SO B 2, Y95 RE o5 B BRI,
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(2010) Zid Kk 12 4F (4t A 52 50 45 Y, Y8 5 i
RUUEIE I By i, KM AT BT B
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cinium oxycoccos ) Fl /N1 i ( Andromeda polifolia ) 55
FERYBEIN, Sy e M B B A ) A A, 1
IR BTk R K 5 e ) R B

6.3 REM

Te B R FR I8 AT ML A 77 R o3 e 2 [ 4 T ) 245
A Ye b EL I B P B RE I AR U5 TR w8 1Y) v 2B
1, T RAC T AR 0 B8 o B 8L, A ML Y AR 7
FNI RS2 KGRI 8 A R ) A B
A W R0 JC A HE S ) AP S R B 92 ( Chimner &
Cooper,2003) ,

RTREXT I 7 e 2 ARSI 1) 25765 S5 B B9 ik
B EAEARAE R B F S AR BACR . AT
PLSH IR TR AR 7 A 7% 4 3 ik S0 18] 4
AW E SRR Ve MK AR 5 B2 AE ) AN 4E
EHPNATES-F, 4 g N-m™ - a” FRTIEF
Hpsib 40 g - m™ - a”UHIARTE ) I B A, S B
oM ) ik R AL T BE K K R B ( Bragazza et al.
2012) .

Ue 1 e e R 3R %o BRI A8 Ak -+ o URk e
TEIGBR)Z RIS G55 09 P 58 A8 Ak X i 9 A 7 7
AR AR 23R K . Gunnarsson 55 (2008 ) 1
IAARAER LT E IR R PR A AREA BFE I 40 AE N AT
e Xl i L VG g P R 7 R U0 e b I i RR RS, R
UURRERIALIE T M v W) B2 U 7 00 it , RORFEAIR T
Ve L e BRI fig , KA 1% BIA B E ™
REBETENEPEZ N LR IR R T oK

DL EWFSE SR R B W IR A e s, AR 57
R e e b 2 A FH T Sk . TEXS FE A3 R AR
23 s 22 50 4F BT 14 2 FK | Turunen 55
(2004) A3, 75 e g TR RO L FIAE AR, %
RV 1 AR AR AE R E TR R L IX, &
UURERIT- S i 1 )8 e b 1 ik 228, 3% FT fE2 / TR
RGN < HAH B 26 7 0 B 85, 5R/F I 5 A2
WA G, SRS, o R UIRERE S b AT A=
Y ZAE R ZH 3 AR EAE T, T HRTH 2O ik R AR IE A
N7, Jak Joir e e HAE SR B I B9 B8 7T ( Bragazza et al.
2012) .

7 HBMERE
ARXT BRAACRN B 0TT 5, B T A 4 5 A o3 i i 5%
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BZ LIS, e s st A OTRE AT OB AR 55 AR 2 AR
PR AR AR 25 2R U0 50 B8 SCRRAEE Tk, DR Ay
V227 TR AN NS, AR ) A 2 T TS
AR I A AR 2SR L (DG A R AE T ) W5 A
8, FREGETT W | B B B L AR ) R
SEWFTEALERAR D, H TR A R 1 T T s I )
G- I B ST U = B T NG = T 2 o R e
FEREH R ) BRI o AELR A 7 ) R LR v B T
WHoEdiE B F B EEAE AL, H L
PR BN T, NI AAE YO 5, H.
HT AR RS B HGE SR, T 4R A A=
Yy AE U6 o b 2 A B 2R (Murphy & Moore,
2010) , Bragazza %5 (2012 ) BFAMHAESS , #5 R Al 3k
Pt b AT S T YR A R )
A8 SRR (ELSC AN B /R KT 273 ik 0 7 6 Al 5 400 s 2> e
ORI R | TTHE T A V& ) A4 7 22 KRR BE ERE TR A
b b AL 7 AR AR AN

FIHTAF 58 I T 7 i 28 BY | 3 38 26 BE ( Aerts
et al. ,1992) RULKEZ5E MLHHEY) A= 15 TS5 2 A
FOBEXT ORI ST 1 BT R0 e 7 L 1Y) 52 0, AEL X [ —
T 1 1l PN A ) A B 52 Wi B 6 LU SEATS + ke = ()
W, ARG R o2 2% B — D R ] e
Wel R 22 A A R . 2 iU Ak b THT I A 3R AZ I K
Tl AR Aol ks Y S e R B IR B R
SEACIRYE M A TS X 8 F AR e AR
S AR5 A UTRE XS Yk ™ A 1 S BAE i R A
e

Ye I b AU 5 R S 55 R R i 8] RUBE A A
] FFEAE R AR, IAh X T A S R e F
KENBL S PR EA e, F5k,
DR g 384 0 2R PT AR R 5 e SRR MRV B0 4 R
TR TIRE , e s Sl 0 16 e | U A I AG VR )
P A2, 525 Wi Y1 7 L ) ik 3R ARG A ( DeForest
et al. ,2004) , I LA, 2y 3553 LSRR R R DT R X e
MUV W) o A A 2R RS2 0, 4 I S BRI S
B bR AR

Je e 3t A ITREDTFE 32 208 5 U I T AL & A
EARNOREANR IR, 52 b RRA TS
FULRERIR TR P Fl (Sheppard et al. ,2012) , Ak
TN, el H 822 K 1R HAZZE R 2L, 5 T
Fa K BELS . T UURET BB TOHLIR A T 85 AR F
TH B AW, R R R R T REBE AR
JRVe R BEAEE AR . BT UIRERA HLR DR

i R AR AR AR 2l i R
AT REZ X U8 2 AR 25 R GRS Jmy F et Ay A
Wi o Sy 4, e sk i e FL B K rh AT LAY 3 i
AT 80% LA I (Rattle,2006) , 7 54 UG I i
e B EAE N, SR Rl AR S R G
Pyl DLW R A HLA (Jones et al. ,2005)
B2 HATX 7 AL A AT 7R AR H B = Mg s
HOAE O A HLEA F 7 T RTS8 A WM 25

124 V208 i R TR 52 45 R 40k A
T% NS5 ( Bragazza et al. , 2006; Xing et al. ,
2011) . HAREE NS A BF AP S50 — K BEE P E
I RS I e A B I R A Bl IR AL B
XA T AP 22 AR . BF b B SR VR 254
S BRI BB o5 035 BRI i 4 45 A
P AR, DA BR i e A Y Bk % 2 BE ( Juutinen
et al. 2010) , % 14 550 HE FUR R B 1 25
TEVEEATINST , 0% 1 5 BEAR W) ) 24 45 AP 1] A L
VT 3 ) 2 A AR 7 ) AR ek, HLAS D
ARG i B X8 7 B JSC Y S0 T OB AMER AT A K
FI AL S5 B S IR PR, 78 28 N 50 4% 26
B2 PR A EAE TR Wi 5 65 Xof 28070 3 i 1 19 [] B, 32
AR EAT B AP S5 18 Ak 4% 52 W A F ( Limpens et
al. ,2012)
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