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Abstract; Climatic conditions in a long history have far-reaching effects on the modern distribu-
tion pattern of biodiversity, while analyzing the distribution pattern, regeneration type, and adap-
tation strategy of relict species-dominated populations can reveal their remnant mechanism under
climate change. From the perspective of relict species community ecology, this paper reviewed
the connotation of relict deciduous broad-leaved tree species, their distribution and habitat char-
acteristics, inter-species relationship, population regeneration and community maintenance, plant
traits , and functional response. It was proposed that in the studies on the diversity of regional rel-
ict species, it should start with the relationships between micro-landform and vegetation, and
then, analyze the habitat characteristics, population structure, community dynamics, and plant
traits of relict species communities at micro-topographic scale, reveal the spatial differentiation
pattern among micro-landforms and the coexistence mechanism of many relict deciduous broad-
leaved tree species in local area, and elucidate the remnant mechanism of relict species commu-
nities by the analysis of community phylogenetic structure, which would enrich the researches on
the biodiversity of subtropical mountainous areas and the theory of protection ecology in China.

Key words: habitat characteristics; inter-species relationship; regeneration strategy ; plant trait;
remnant mechanism.
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AV SR X RWWA T LR ALY 2
(T RN ZAE L AR A R BFE H A 32 22
PN (Krebs,2009) , F i5t & I i) i A ( LR
F A ) B XA ) 22 hE P ) T TR DS
KZFRAF T 1L Hb i 2 P 1 ) IR SS AR (TR 5=
44,2000 ; Tang & Ohsawa,2002;Da et al. ,2009) ,7E
AN T2 5 e R R R T BRI, Ay I A 1Ly b e
R, (TR S 452000 ) 5 345 R 2l AT 43 A 7E
iz b DX ORI Ly ARV 1) 5 R R I A e | SR AR L7
BEEBE AR (X RRE,2004; 47 7K )1 45,
2005;Da et al. ,2009) , i #AHF H X K52 AR
TGS H I b T4 5 ) FRMOK SCRE R
WU SO A BT e AR R (R kB RTBR /N B
2007) , #2K T LY # UL AR A 10 IR A A2 5% ( Brook et
al. ,2003 ;Koh et al. ,2004) , i DA Hb [X 5 0 ¢
HJH (Da et al. ,2009) , F BRI FSCH ST 42 ERS
AL T HE W) Z2 B P OR3P B 5 1 3 22— (Root et
al. ,2003 ; Lopez-Pujol ,2006) ,

F BT A S 2R ST Z R T RASR,
HE X (Milne & Abbott, 2002 ; 5 1iF 4 %5 2006 ) | b
BRAY AR SR (5K BRI AN 5 58 37,2008 ) | LAF Sk BRLA
IFIHE ST A 282 (B 4451995 5 Sakai et al.
1995 ; 4 WIHT ,2002 ) | FE Tt A% AL BRI EE S A HL
il (Li & Jin,2008 ) FIEH H AT K (EAGHERZRRE
PR ,2002) S5 5 1, A3 K X 38k Y 2T 45 S F 15 Rl
1K) 43 A s Jey B FLTE I AN R AL i B 9t 4 32 31156
(M3 24,2000 Da et al. ,2009; Wei et al. |
2010) , FFH4 28 8 B DX I A ) 2 4 1 4 5 O
ST 7 ],

PR I, 5T 3 10 44T 2k ) I R e X F 5t
P AL AR BOIR , e 531 55 AR BEARRAIE | il i)
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F BRI AR, 75 T 0% i X A ) 2 R R R
HIRE .
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F A, FEASIR AL , FEBT AR S = 20 s R
IR 07 404 Tkl Bk , J R 5 RS A AR Ak fi
HAM G X B Wi 45 /N ( Fryxell 1962 ; Denk et al. ,2001 ;
Calleja et al. ,2009) , 7EAEPysRExE i Of B8 T R (10 )
(Tzedakis et al. ,2002;Calleja et al. ,2009) , g H:
AR E AT RI A3 A 58 = D RTAY B =48y vk

EOINIETIR W = N S I = N QR T i
2006) , Horf LURE M 553 SR F2 0058 =40 F st ) IX.
FENEE, BT, B L2 FBAEY X R EEN
FEARE AL IE 2R e F8 R PG 38 KU PG P 0 1 I 1 IX.
I, A AR TR SORA MBI 3 REHE; LUk
M ARAR TN R 2 | R0 AR = 20 A IX 2R 10 2
4% (Milne & Abbott,2002 ; Calleja et al. ,2009) ,

F IR R I R L K4 (Denk et al.
2001 ; Calleja et al. ,2009 ) , KFB4> N Rl B JE Ff,
PRER Tt i LS 0 Js AR IR B S B A 4
(fSrF,1989) , KHEAHEALIE R b, F 350 22
SAEAZ AL S A JR B IR BT Ok ((Tzedakis et
al. ,2002; Calleja et al. ,2009) , 5 A~ 3% 25 4 i) 7 43
?ﬁ%ﬂ%{ﬁﬁ:}‘?ﬁ(Tang & Ohsawa, 2002 ; Oztiirk et al. ,
2008) . HBITAHEE A H9IE BN, AR AR P RRA,
ZOorTE TP E R4 BEYE (Sakai et al. ,1995;
Denk et al. ,2001; Wei et al. ,2010) ;% 5 5 W] 1k
) BI RN EAE 35 4+ 5 & (Tzedakis et al. ,2002 ;Pulido et
al. ,2008) , Ffi it HEHT 55 554 BE ) (AN AR ) B2
(Garcia et al. ,1999 ; Hampe & Arroyo,2002 ; Garcia,
2003) , Hl %) 32 3 N &35 3 1Y 52k ( Hampe & Ar-
royo,2002) ,,
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F AR AN A b RS 2 S 1Y 18] W40 A1 5
BAC A ( Tang & Ohsawa, 2002; Oztiirk et al. |
2008) , WAL EMFF ( Liquidambar styraciflua) A
(L. formosana) W (L. acalycina) | IEWNE
(L. orientalis ) T 035 - A< V.- 1 A if (1] W 43 A3 ( Oztiirk
et al. ,2008) ;& F W ( Cercidiphyllum japonicum) F4%
HAJE ( Euptelea ) W 0] W 4345 F A [E Fl H 4 ( Tang
& Ohsawa,2002) ; MR 75 ( Ginkgo biloba) HtHi ( Da-
vidia involucrata) 7K B B ( Tetracentron sinensis) .\ 7%
B ( Emmenopterys henryi) | Wi W ( Nyssa sinensis) |
HEMI( Cyclocarya paliurus) 75 18 ( Pteroceltis tatari-
nowii ) 55 Z2 B AN RAT T FK [ 1Y SE BT o 5 il
MHL X ( Lopez-Pujol et al. ,2006) , H #5375 32 &
G, 5 R XN K AR R (TR R A,
2000;Da et al. ,2009) ,
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Peninsula ) KX {4 ( Frangula alnus subsp. baetica) F
BARAEIE A (Hampe & Arroyo,2002) . %5 4
M ( Prunus lusitanica ) 2= 76 18 1 AR B A1 25301
1E N KA B A 2S84 (Pulido et al. ,2008) , +H-
FA IR S 200 A AE TR 150 ~ 450 m 3547 5
LA (Oztiirk et al. ;2008 ) , i 36 [ (1) Bl 240 7
TR 800 m DB BERE 1L b, 5 R S R
A AT ) 3 A A AR L e B VR A | 5 M R AR AR
(RIS ,2011) o BEAR E 20076 & A KERA
A R TR A PN = B 3 | (B 462 2 55,1995 ; Tang &
Ohsawa,2002) . AR AE K TEBESE 4 S5 A Fa
H:3% (Kubo et al. ,2005; Wei et al. ,2010) , 2 & K
( Eupetlea pleiospermum ) W KARA: K AEA AW £+
PRV AT 10 A L REAR S (fi] 455 ,2009) , 77 2R
B3 A8 L AT Ml T L TR AR IR0 (R A A
2007 ;Li & Jin,2008) , {HIXIH AN Z R+ 14 Fh o3 5+
F RO BIFFE B TFAS 22 0L, AHE 3 [ o v o L Ay
A 58 438 (TR 2 %, 20005 Tang & Ohsawa,
2002 ; Wei et al. ,2010)

VE NS Ry A AE AL BBt , s IE B B 5%
Jo A= SR AB B 0 S W8 SRy . TR 32 W) 32 381) R G
(Hara et al. ,1996 ;¥ 7k JI| Fllik K 42,2006 ; Wang et
al. ,2009; Poulos & Camp,2010) ., #17E i i3 & &
(AR 55 ) 1y 28 Ak b A AR (3 35 | s R o AR
A5 P 7O B KR R 3SR 3 A DR R A0 4 ) 03
fit ( Nagamatsu & Miura, 1997 ; Kikuchi, 2001 ) , JE i
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HORUEE MBI B, Fe b | Ll ] ik — 2] o3y B
TR TS PR A 4, b B T AR T | E R
B Ak M AE R BRI A AE T AR R
PEB L A TR S5 3 IE 57T (Kikuchi ,2001) o i
TEHTCZ 8] B T AN [R] A i 500 ook A K S5,
B ISR 7K o0 AR I3 4748 W 4 22 52 (Kikuchi &
Miura, 1993 ; Nagamatsu & Miura,1997) , fill_F AN [A] 2
R KBRS 0T, ADE BCRA AN R L3R 0
MO A 53 54% Ja) (Sakai & Ohsawa, 1993 ; Nagamat-
su et al. ,1997) o " EZR AR 1L B B2 4l
I ARAE B 70 S S IO TR DG R BIF ST 3R Y, i A o
22 il bR B T R 30 3 A AR E ) R R
JC 5 T 35BS 1 ST o S ) i AR bR B A, 2253
AGTE T PR SBCTAT A B 3 2 T o b B 4 PR S AN R e
A TCHBIE BT, TP e R 7% Ak 155 52 B 3R T 00 1
SRR SR B W0 (7K )1 55, 2005 ), 2 WF 58 A 1

o3 S ST R XS 5, Rk, AR -1
PR RAT WFTE AT T B JEE A S o 14 73
St Jas B PRI T | 2 AR REAS M IX ) 1 4% 57 - 8t
MR A R E R 2 —
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(Pulido et al. ,2008 ; Calleja et al. ,2009) , & PAFEAL
SO L 5255 Al ) A Ao b TR S b (B
M 1995 5 PR SR 452000 ), FE— S Jey R R AL
TR LA I A e 35 ol (3% ToUB B 7% ( Tang & Ohsawa,
2002) . FRACHRILIX A BER K TR % A S5 S A
T AR RO AR S | U Ry R 2 A K
Pl (Wei et al. ,2010) , 7€ DU )1k Ji5 11 4 BESE bt A7
FEAAELEHEYS (Tang & Ohsawa,2002) , —IBRRZ I
iy XA SR SRS M ( Tapiscia sinensis) , 3R | 27
B4 ( Pterostyrax psilophyllus) A 5T £ MR Fi 1]
BOE G HE (kP & 4, 2000), 7E H A Jb &8
Kanumazawa {i] F2 MR B35 A3 L H A8 L B (Aes-
culus turbinata ) F 7K EABE ( Pterocarya rhoifolia ) ¥ i,
FLAE T BE VR (Suzuki et al. ,2002) ; F# Chichibu-
Tama PR 37 X, ¥ & W K B3 8 T 52 B A ( Fraxinus
platypoda ) TE W] & Ak Ak 5k J2 3 A= (Sakio et al.
2002) ;3% X1 Kiyosumi L1, 20 A ( Euptelea poly-
andra) B fi) ( Mallotus japonicus ) . k] 5 B ( Cornus
controversa ) JAIAE ( Weigela coraeensis) F145BR J& —
i ( Hydrangea involucrate) TEVE 3530 S AH T BN
PEPE A # A ( Sakai & Ohsawa, 1993 ) . & [ g 1] gk
JE Ly B AR) Ay DG 3 Aot () R v D 0 R A 5 T T A
J& (LA 4 2R Bl ( Tang & Ohsawa,2002) . #7
1L R & I F1E ( Heptacodium miconioides ) Bf V% 1 %
W55 B A ( Toxicodendron succedaneum) & ' 3 1F
HFEIE R (4, 2002) , HR K2R 20
42 (Taxus chinensis) ZL#5 ( Toona ciliata ) F1)I| 8%
B¥ ( Phellodendron chinense ) %5 22 # 22 Ffi Wi 1 48 4y 46
A7 (B N4, 2011) o 18 BH - 524 Ao (] K 5 HC At 4
Ao TR JEL A 6 51 T ) AR AR A 28 A7 o e | AR
H—E MIEBREE R B A R

F S Tl 22 A TR N A R TR AL, R ] 5
GrRE i 5 AR Tl [ 5 98 A 3 A HE 5 5
FEAS . HARILEH Kanumazawa 7] 52 AR IE T
PosApp 1 B 145 7K 75 X ( Fagus crenata ) 7223 | 5
PELHE(Suzuki et al. ,2002) . HHE Kiyosumi LI Y45
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FAGEE IR 2 s X ( Quercus glauca) |
AR (Eurya japonica) Fyg B B INHE 4k ( Acer cra-
taegifolium) MR ( Q. serrata) fF1E4 1 L H) %R
(Sakai & Ohsawa, 1993) . WIEF /\ K2\ L) 7K 75 Wt
STHLR R O 2 I DGR, A R A AR S =
A ITC R IR (REPUE A5 ,1996) , WITLK H I
TR R TR R SRR T R T ]
FATE 35 ORI OC 25, 5 At v A% b Ak 7 14
( Platycarya strobilacea ) | 7 7~ 38 H-Ali ( Carpinus vim-
inea) B8 ( Dalbergia hupeana ) 5 i 35 1 FCBK &
(R ,2013) . WL R G IL-E TR L 1L
5 AR FP GRS A W2, RO R b Hh et Ay
(3B ,2002) , 1B F 35t il 7 Jm B A= 5 o, )
FHAS [ i B 5 52 1) A g o 10 5 4 1 e, R BLH
PO S E R €285 VA TUB A L/ 2 €A B VA3 o F

AL 352 7 i i AR A 22 1] B G5 A R A
AR 5 2R PRI T S, JHG 55 0 300 38 A 8 8 Al 1) B EL AT A
IR A28 2T AP TE R WS Ve AT U S i
AR R R ] ) 52 4 G R AT A Bk —
A REHORRIPLEL, PR ZERE VR NUBE | 3 5 )
KHR AR AL TSR 5T A 35 i ) e 5 H Al B b
AORIE] G 2R | AT AR A SR BT B AR ) 22 O R 7R ik
TE HAER I S AR T

4 FEEMFMMMHOTREET R AR YR

TR A SR BRI A 3 SRR DL K 4
FRffig e B A 0 /R . A LE Rl N B SR ST
FE 138585 B2 B FR 58 TR 0 52 ), A B ¢ i 7 1T ¢
HAbPy R s IR A L6 ) b )3 2ok 22 b 5y X SE 25
P dERE L AERE VR P Y ML S BE V% Fa € ( Kubo et
al. ,2005 ; Ky-Dembele et al. ,2007) , A[EH)FhEZE
[] — WA TEA R A AT, B A (] A A 355
KM (Garcia et al. ,1999) ; B o8 3 7 8 LA PE
GEFHANTCE BHH P AT DR E |, B AR 7~ 251
( Hampe & Arroyo,2002;Pulido er al. ,2008) , o L Hf
FiHE BN 3 (Sakai et al. ,1995 ; Mejias et al. ,2002;
Kubo et al. ,2005)

I, 350 i 22 52 9IS AR T e o3 A, e S
BI85 22 H X A0 T 30 UK ( Gareta et al.
1999 ; Hampe & Arroyo,2002) ,{HZEFh S B T )R
WG PR (Lloret er al. ,1999) | 74z K KUK
A B S 2L AT, H B3 A (R A4 e 1 25 U5 X
(R 1), S KA 28 B 2Kt fi, 5
MEE IRVHICA £ 3 T A% K35 M S AR AR L, BAT ¢
A JL % R AE KL 4s (Tang & Ohsawa,
2002) o 3% A AT LUE o KUBCA B9 /Nl 9 iR A

F1 TRERMFEZFHEAHHHOHFTIRE ABAXNTEEEAR

Table 1 Seed mass per 1000 grains, dispersal agent and vegetation reproduction mode of main relict deciduous broad-leaved

trees in subtropical forests

F & I Ay A R THIE (g) At 7y X otk A
IEA%Ak Annamocarya sinensis - % S T LR WAL ; FRAE AL
SR Bretschneidera sinensis 591 Wi FAE BT AL

B Camprotheca acuminate 33 Wi R T LR A

HEFW Cercidiphyllum japonicum 0.5~0.8 Wi R T T A AR T BE
TN Cyclocarya paliurus 200 Wi RS T A A AR BE
BEHA Davida involucrate 6431 o T TR A ; ARAR B A
T BB Emmenopterys henryi 0.2~0.3 Wil BT B A A AR
KA Eucommia ulmoides 102 ~120 Wil M BT BE ; FOAE Wi A%
A Euptelea pleiospermum 1.8 Wi BT R A AR
¥R4NAE Halesia macgregorii 111.7 ~124 LS BT SR A A

K Handeliodendron bodinieri 201.6 Wil *X‘fﬂ:%%ﬁﬁ*i,'fkﬂfﬁﬁ*i
LTI Heptacodium miconioides - 5% MR TE H AR A

WFF Liquidambar formosana 4.5~6.0 Wil T SR A A

RS2 Mk Liriodendron chinense 17 ~111 Wil TRAR B AL

WA Nyssa sinensis 180 ~200 5,25 T LT B R

H 1 Preroceltis tatrinowii 7~18.7 K1 T LR A A

22 Stewartia sinensis 8.5 Wil T L T A

BRESH Tapiscia sinensis 40 ~55.8 5,20 H T BE

IKFEW Tetracentron sinensis 0.1 Wil ARAR B AL

BORIRIR - (57 [ (1989) MHiE % (1992) MNE AL HERIZELE K (2002) ; Ttk BIHTT KB Ky-Dembele 47 (2007) , =" RAFIHIIGIL R,
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BB K 45 B #E o AE K A2 B8 (Sakio et al.
2002) , AR SRAY B B R R AR
Tl R S BB R B 5 BT Y B (3R RAR A
2004 ; B Z HFAE, 2004 ) , 47 5T 4y i 2 52 BERR 5
M,

S EERAR L, WA R B AR A A A ST
Pt (Ky-Dembele et al. ,2007) 411 5409 %5 #6555 fip 30
LT HLRE Ty o M AR ] 24+ b 5 FSF L A ( Beau-
det & Messier,2008) , XJ Fl o 8T BE V% 4k +7 DA A
P SBAEERN B AR ] g — DR AR
B BE 41 B AR S R | A BT A B T B A Wi AT
255 PhIEHY  XIAE W) 1) 454 00 18 S R R 44 457 45 A G
45 (Lloret et al. ,1999 ; Ky-Dembele et al. ,2007) , 43
AR (Sakai et al. ,1995) FF M ( EAERESE ,2007) |
B (Kubo et al. ,2005 ; {1] 75 %, 2009 ) & ELA7 R
BYBEIL G, AT 3 aok 0 2 %) AR S B BT R R 5 B
T IKE W Bk (Annamocarya sinensis) A SR
( Bretschneidera sinensis ) . ¥ 2£ #k ( Liriodendron
chinense ) T F8 5 A% it 22 LA 1 350 i S s £ Ak i
BOAEGER D) W T RAEGR N IE N GE S ; &
R R A T B B B 3T B AL (Sakai et
al. ,1995; Sakio et al. ,2002; Kubo et al. ,2005) ,F
HAREERE A . AR UIE BOT AR A B AN )
AR ARV V48 A BE W RO 3 5 T 1 R A
EEHE (B4 ,2011)

TEATRE A B, A 35t A b (5 ml 3l ot b 240
T3 =€ FE B Y0 A 45, 758 A i i ot 5 5 kb
FE A B B A SR BT PR 45, § R R A
2 (Sakai et al. ,1995 ; Kubo et al. ,2005) ; 7EFH X 52
SE BB P — B T R, ot 2451
W HUE S MRET | 4 AR ARAR E 10 E 207 =0 (T
5LEE 2000 ; B ZAMFEE 2004 ), I, 78 A (6] o
AT b A A s A i S5 5 2 R R ALK SRy
e HOXE 2 () S 0 A 5 g i 7, %o ) B A AR ARV % 1)
AR HLT B A B AR,

5 FIETE M EE R AR IR B A 0 R

F I8 AR A 4 BR IR B AN W A S 1Y iR B 2R
#, B ATE A th 2 BRI A Y EEAAH R, DR B T
T AR A B R LG R (Lloret et al. ,1999) ; 77 K3 Hf
P R rh AP A= 2 AR A SRR R AR AR A AT
AR R TV 2208 PR IR R AR A 1 DR A s B
A DX ST AR REV o (EAT OG- Sst A o B LR

T R PR 53 4 T BB AR, DA 2 1 A
JEGET R fE AL (B 4 2R 55 ,1995) . 28k F st
BRI RR = A 22 PR R A — B
BAS I PRAR G , - 1] 40 B 55 AR B HIL 3G T i)
s>, 2 D Btk b £, S BGRIE L
FEMEE — 25 T B (3 4 2E 5%, 1995 Pulido et al. ,
2008 ; Calleja et al. ,2009) ; FHEE/KF- b AARBCER
b TR RE ) 25, K IR B AR 1 1 ) 4R ( Garcta et
al. ,1999) . MICABAR 14 R 48 bR H8 F H X IR BE 1)
M 1 35 o7 P BIF 2 i 470

F 3R LR AN W7 R 5 AR A6 AR MR R AR AR
I8 BT AN [A) 1) 3 1 3R W ( Garcefa et al. , 1999
Denk et al. ,2001 ;Hampe & Arroyo,2002 ; Wei et al.
2010) , K& I ( Georgia ) T4 10k T8 25 R0 11 1)
5 20 F Y X RS, 38 1 o A A A 43 A R
PR, R RS AL B R SRR E R R A A
TR AL 32 SCRBE , 200 A ZEAE by eV 7
A LIRS s iR AR BB RN TR LS &
SR B S AR ZS R RP 2 05 H B, A b P R B A A
PRI ZE P (Denk et al. ,2001) , [E P — 26058
W I UG IAE Y TR AR BERR T T F st v 20 5%
FRII R7 , JOE ST AR b X Bl 4R T 5, A SR o i
I AR T SR EREE 98N T L I R (R AR A
2008 ) 5 HEAR f) Lt - AR 2R R U B A A A
R, A DA ROR R A A e 8 B4 xS R A=
B 1 (O E A, 2010) 5 Wb T 0 S ] L IX 7
o 18t Pl LA 5 38R A 2 AL ) B VR R ORI A
FHEE T, 380 38 05 I PE) AN [] A 4K S W ASUAr T A7 ( Liao
et al. ,2012)

PR T A el A e 3 A ) A
(25 | BE BE 2 0 26 35 HE 4 %o 0350 A B8 190 3 1
(Diaz et al. ,1998 ; McIntyre et al. ,1999) , L EEFME
e N W) Fh e 4 g 7 1Y 58 55 ( Sutton & Morgan,
2009 ) , F-SuAE vk i 2 A B HL R A AT YA M e g
TR ie e — A P e R Ok (R
4 2007 ; Cornwell & Ackerly,2009) , 4R i 202
T K A3 1132 52 i et R B PR 4 oo T LR
R G TR T = 2 AR 3 ( Craine & Lee,
2003) . 1A 56 A FK 4325 V1A G, 1 3% B A
1 AR ALK, T3 L BRI T AR R A Fol
(Ackerly et al. ,2002) , 307 W X' BB A5 14 K 3 A
F  EHERRRE T AN R AR AR A s (LA
BT S0 A A 9 8 HAE L TRRUVN (RN 4
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N Fra/ M Bia ok AR R LR 5% B S
REFAE (Han et al. ,2005; 4 7K )1 Al ik K AR, 2006 ;
Kraft et al. ,2007) ; VA4¥ BIFE D) R FF 40 SR (ex-
ploitative strategy) , M & & i B4 L S35 07 &
(R ARE A 38R R AR R TURE PR ST T Y S B A AT LA
A M IR A R SR S N DA R LR = 1Y
AR (B RER RARZ,2006) .

BUARTEVE A 52 0 A e A R g kA HE)
PR FFEE YRS AEDL R AR 25 A, R Ak ) s ) R
JEE RN DX 358 81 e 0 114 255 ) RUBBE WA T il e — A T
I A LERF LS, 1 F DNA J3 91 B 1k ¢ &
AR B L5 0C R AN RE A 25 Hh g o
BES IR AR, 38 W] LA A VR 15 R 454, RIR I
) 22 G5 2 B DR SR AEIN g o PR 28 % B TR 52
i ( Webb ,2000 ; Webb et al. ,2002) . 7EHIFH-K 3
AT RE Y PR o R RN 5 A HE S BR ) T RETE N
PRI I EA TR RE &G A RIE
(Emerson & Gillespie,2008) . EZ K F T 1) EA
ol A= PRI 27 56 F1 FtE Ak A S A PR ST PR B P B, BRBE
T/ R AT AT {3k e A b O B R O 5 T e e HE SR AR
FH A5 =2 AR AL IR 9 0 o S e 20 A ] 9 D5 T
oA, T B P B8 B — W Fh Y UK (Ackerly &
Cornwell ,2007 ; Kraft et al. ,2007) . FinttaiHEyss
DI AN A AL 5 5 B T ke, W R i) A= 0 A S 2
PR AR TE LT 5 IR A A X A H
PEMREER IS | SR 5% 05 i B0 A E b A A0 AR
P U] B FRAE T 2

I, AR AR5 R i 458 AT B, F 5 0 b
THLIE - st S H AV 0 MR R AT 38 75 A
438 IO X 5 5 DAE A A B8 TR A L 0 BT 1 7 0 v 4
PRARAN A, W] 32— 2P i L 43 S A S Y BT i)
H3E WAL A EEAEAIL ]

6 FEREMEMHMMBEEZHATED

B TR — R A B SR R, 2 I R
B AW AR E Wi (4 L W) L 25 S e R A A B
T 5 JEORAEIS WEAT DX SUA U B R IR I 7
ORI R AT E R, SE R 54T
TYLRE 1 25 05 10 45 i I A A AR () A7 A S 3 2
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