41 % 6 W 2N Ni% ) 2 Voll 41, Nd 6
20054 11/ SCIENTIA ~ SILVAE  SINICAE Nov., 2005

o B BRI AR 57 538 ol BT

21,2 3
i A 1 b A
(11 DI RAMRBOR A dr Bl 2B Wik 712100, 21 el LBtk TRA  E S 22005
31 T ERNE B KRR BRI M 712100)

AR B BRI A B AR R/ < B0k IR R 23 A R P 8 R PR 2 W LA S ARE B o R, MLEE
PRI AR KM AN [ A 58 A3 NS 55 o AT 2 17 0 A1 5 DL A, 8 A 3 DX 2 1 (R A2 0 /IR BRI AN AE 28 0% o)
AR oy, B A BB AT B0, T AE B JE R B e iy X, JUPRE AR D HA — 2 B0 R AR S AR gl e
B yRah TSR A R (AN AL, A5 BAR R MRRR R RE 4 B B, AR RERES IR BT, AEANIR] RIS R AR SRR Bl
RERVBCAC 3B A 2 70 03 A ik RUA R A R 055 YIRS Bt e 2B T AR 5, Mo A vl B 00 Al 2, 44 28
B 2% (KA ST BTN, 11 235 A LA (6 S 0 OO 3, 2D )RR R, Ry MUEMA P HER R, A7 AEW] S ()
225 o EST\SOD 2 fift il (1 5 DA A2 5 B A< S B L 4 7 9 /)N A %, 10 EST \SOD-PGLLACP A1 ATH ] 734k 2 H0U 5 B
BRI H o IX AR AR B ARIR Y S S0 F A58 18— Fof i A o

e BeiR; FRE 225, JENOH

:QL4512 tA :1001- 7488(2005) 06- 0016- 07

Variation and Adaptive Countermeasures of Quercus variabilis
Population in Shaanxi Province

Han Zhaoxiang?  Shan Lun®
(11 College o Life Science, Northwest Sc2Tech Unhiversity o Agricuture and Forestrty  Yangling 712100; 21 Gollege f Engineering  Huai Hai
Lianyungang 222005; 31 Indtitute  Soil and Water Consavation, Chinese Acadany o Sciences and Ministy ¢ Watar Resource  Yangling 712100)

Abstract: The research demonstrates variation and adaptive countermeasures of Quercus variabilis population through a
discussion of its size, nunber of seedlings, characters differentiation and interior gene arrangement and offers the ecological
strategies of Quercus variabilis population answering different habitats from mechanism. Both siz and number of stumsprout ing
vary from place to place seen from its distribution and the number of stump2sprouting is relatively less in Qinling distribut ion
center, whereas almost every size class has a good few number of stumpsprouting on north slope of Bashan Mountain and
Huanglong Mountain. These stump2sprouting offsets the shortage of seedlings, and help Q. variabilis population get through the
pinch period thus regenerate themselves. At the same tme, the branch length, ramification angle, ramification ratio, allele
frequencies and differentiation coefficients of Q. variabilis population give birth to variance. From distribution center to margin,
the branch length that every year diminishes while ramification angle and leaf obliquity takes on increscent trend, gradual
ramification ratio R 3;, Rog; and total ramification ratio R, are also distinctly different. Gene variance frequencies of EST and
SOD gradually diminish with that of POD gradually diminish along with age class augment, whereas the differentiation coefficients
of EST, SOD, PGI, ACP and ADH wear increscent trend. These changes are adaptive response that Q. variabilis populat ion
reply to environments, and thereby, open out the ecological strategies and evolutional mechanism of Q. variabilis population.

Key words:  Quercus variabilis; population; variation; adaptive countermeasures
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B2 1840 IaHh .

e e MR RAT AR AT AR ), BAZE AN PEAE TR AT 5 AN TS, KR 1A BRR AR HRAR AR5 T4 A
IFRIRE J1( RIAE, 1998) o T S0 A2 B ARSI AR v A BAZE 1 IO ARZ R /N B IR 23 A AT #48 J EATJZ 2
SR DN E MVBITT, PR SRR U A4 BEBRRE 73 A Lo X 200 A1 G X (1728 S AN BEAR R, it —2b
WP AR B RIORIARE X b A 5T DU SN 8 AR RS 77 ) B0 B ki o

1 WFFEX AR DA ik

1.1
RS A B MR PR 7 9% 8 40 AT PRV R R, KT St T A B AR B 20 A Lo ) 2808 TR (A FF 1) L 28 0% P 3

(B FfEHE) , L3 s 1) B b 3 C R M) oy Aiiids Setthaty (R R0 X (D FfHb) , 4 AN b DCAE A2 8L 1 3R

R S5 7 PR IR K 257 (3R 1) s

1.2

11211 K FRE 703347 BP AN A, 76 A B C.D 4 FE 435l ik #2E KO8 &b 45 B 0EE

PRI R B BT B, 23 i B 20 m @20 m [AIFE J7 20 A, JLBEFETT 80 Ao MFREM Py (R4 3 M 1 KR 2, £
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Tab.1 The physiographic condition of research region

Hiy X ZEe b ZIE T (SRITE]3 B X
Region North slope of Qinling ~ South sbpe of Qinling ~ North sdope of Bashan Huanglong Mount ain
7 o HE B B SEVE
S HA Climate type 1D I iy ﬂET‘ﬁ‘ ]ET‘E 1Dt i
Wam2temperature zone Subtropical zone Subtropical zne Wam2temperature zone
. - YRR
o sal e Bkt LT . " )
- + Sotl hype Brunisolic soil Yellow brown soil Yellow brown soil Y C mnamomc.sm A
cinnamon soil
WER i PrecipiatioP (mn#a” ') 60313 85410 9508 56314
HESP 1) i Mean temperature i a yearP e a6 1315 151 1012
7% K 1 Evaporating capacityPmm 114211 61114 6072 17759
Je IR H] SunlighPh 169117 161016 17535 21538
\ 10 e Fii Accumulation temperature( \ 10 e ) 3 600 3786 458 3549
JCRE W Frostless seasorPd 170 198 255 182
F-34) 1 3 )5 ¥ Mean soil thicknessPem 533 418 567 4313
1 HL# Organic matteP% 1154 165 1183 1157
pH {8 pH value a6 614 613 11
11212 FEAE KT 1 AE AVBLC.D 4 FEfh ik $2E KR &b 45, se R &4

B ARV J42 4 11.14.18.22.25 em FUARARSS 2 K, FEAS IR 5 m DLk, 9005 SRR e B, M08 1
R I B B A, B 2 AR 3 RIS B B A A R SR S A (0 SR P S AN
Warren2Wilson A 3715 A arctgOf 1 P2# sy, (F15~ 220 W AE 7001 1300 52b 1 5B J7 I 45 19 1 2 o A3
), AL R P v b 2 R ZRH ), FH R BECORSEE R 011b) Skl 2 ( 2257 HHAE, 1991), [R5 ki 7
FF IR E 5 h R G B BT AR, X B0 775 ARy Srahler 725, WAt AN, SN2 B3 1 /B AR
12,2 A5 T AHIE RIA 565 2 9%, 2 AN 58 2 AHIE B R 28 3 4, AR HE, WiAT A RIS M, N & JE IS
TR S THE YR A% % Motomura #1520 Ro= (Nn- Ns)P(Nt- Ni), Horb, Ns by fieih 20kl 4680, N o
BT RE P A2 B EL N 3 1 IR . B0 0 B3 Ry o= NiPNGL, LA, NGN308 56 1 i
i+ 1) W RS SRR AR, 1999; 212315 45, 2001)

11213 2003 4F 7 F1, 75 AB.C.D 4 Ffth 73 5 EHE 50 bR AN [ BRI AL S BRAN K, 43
SR B BT R 3 /N 15 om [RORE 2% (AN AR 2 0] T1E, S0 m LA, &), SR F303E P56 HE 4% 1 AE R4S
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Fig 1 Size structure of Q. variabilis population for pot A, B, C, D
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H4fE 4 AN X 80 /MEE 5 IR AT TORE, X A S AR B FRIA2 20 23 ol e SIE A= VeRT i 2 B QYR 64T et 20 BT
FIEEAR R/NM% 0~ 5 emi S5~ 10 an, B:F7 5 om K117 1 AN (TR 2R 48, 2001) o DAARZE /N R ARRR, DIAS
AR PAARR, A A B BRFRE (A2 g 1, DL 1

TR S5 R P (1) T SRG I, ANIR] ARBE 4% 1 (RAh A A I A0 28 ) R i B, 21 % R e ) i A2 453 15
R Ul 5, 2000) o NS BRI A1 GLLA P8 1 ] LU e FE A B AR AR7E 0~ 5.5~ 10,10~ 15 em
A AR R 141 3%, T 2E 4T BB Y 816%, 5~ 10 em WAZE AT 5 B 1 219% , S22 4 T AMA
BT 1114% . TR BOC A1 D A B2 BRETAE 40 B O AR 0 ) 7 s o 1Y 415% 2 715% ~913%, S2E %)) Hi T 4k
T R 213% 2 517% 213%, 3 NHLIX 5~ 10 em [ BAZE 2 20 59 5 S 8001 911% .2816% 816% « M
BT G, A O (A BERR A A Iy P 4R 00 Bl /b 1 SR IR £, 1T CLD R, B AR AN
o7 SR A . el TR S AR B BER AN OE, 2 IR IR AR K, ARAE BIBE TR AN
PE, A2 FAR L 5~ 10 om [ 5228 FIHT A8 1 AT FhE 15 7B B, R B ARFIREIR £l 37 B oS 1 s 2t
Wbz A RAS AR o B 2RI Y0 BB RIS AR B g LR AEAE ) A BN 78, BE AR TR BEAR
PRSI A I, SOAFI R BT BEE N T BTG 7 o W 2EAE A MEAR BE 0 —Fh A 28 1kh 78, A7
KRR 1A R BRFP RS S PR e DT
2.2

TR IR R 23 A EE AN 3 e 30 S50 el T ) TR ke 45 o s AR, A AT b e e 4 ARG L R e AR,
AN K BB EAR D S A e A A e R S W TR 1) 80 A A A R T (X 7 4K, 1986;
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Halle et al., 1978) o AXSTXIAN [ 50 b dak b B A B PR R K« 20 A 8 R o B 20 AT T, 45 SR L3k 2
R 3,

H3R 2 1] LA H, SEAMIE SN (R A2 SRR PR 1) 1 0 B 5 2 A 3 B4 K FE S AR B AN
AT NI A VB o3 A 3 2k A A S AR R ST RN, o B A B R G B AEL R AT R
TR, I A H s B 53 A1 320 S, F RO TR (R 80 EAH N3 9o 0P B IR (R M DX, R 4% IR IO i O 34259,
2T DY JA it 2B K, DATE 400 AR 25725 1), B 4000 AR SRR 5 AH I, 6 B85 KIS, R T 4 25 06 BRI LA S B4 i
JRE T 1, T PR #4i, K 4% v b A, AT A9

3 2 38 AT LA, [R]—F  ARAEL AR 0 A AN 1 BRI 3 A% R i K o X ol 3 AT A3 AR g A 1
(ot 8T 0 K03 A B, IR AT TR B A Sy A R I 2 T S Frss RS e F, S ma ) et )2
X PRI AR FH 25003 o o AN L DX A4 7 AR AT 710K 8, A 231 HR O B3 A1 100 2k 5 L B Rt DAL e
B RELE AR A3 v ok T 4 U 60 U5, AU TR03E 4% 1), mT L S P b 338K -1 RROK kA5 f K (10
WS IR TR A I 57 A ) A2 3% I BER L AR (o IXSBPRIR (90 1k, 38 7R T B Bobh JF 0 e A1) 2]
AT A MERIRI e )y, A8 SLRE 8815 Bl py Sl in] (R 7 AR RE EL MR 2 (R 8 J5, Fe A e 3 v (AR A0

IR IR ZINBR A s WA REAR BIRE (1 A2 TG ), /0B 3 K, AR K% ) B (g 4%, 2002; Halle ¢ al.
1978) o« I 3 HH] LA H, 23 A1 w0 B3 A1 320 Sk, A [) 1l DX AS ) 1 428 (100 A2 B2 R PIEE (1) 38 20 70 H R R
Row AILE S B Ro R0 3B 08N a3 . e [R]— M Xk i3, Bl 48 0 IR Z 3 14 K, B0 0 B % R
Row I HHE RS 34, 1117 Ry S22 I TR 1, MR 2 DR A " S I 1) A e B R P A o 25 1) A KR L, 22 S
Ao 748 A2 /N R S A R bl 100 Bl /N 5 2B A7 b 450 T AT 45 s, KA R B 08 117E R R
TR e TR
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AEBEIR 26 5 S T Bl R TR B R IR SN, PR B R s g 1R ARk, A AR A TE N S AR AN [R] (B
BEFH, 1997; Comps e al., 1991) o & FEHR Jy4E HUBE 28] L I8y Bk PR 4k, 5 S0OE BRUTUR sl JL DR 2340 7 4%, TR
—ANAR SRR BE( 2R T, 1995; Hom, 1991; Hanrick et al., 1992) . M3 4 S5t (5040 & 1, Belg 5] LHg(EST) .
FBAEAb A1 A ( SOD) (1) i D] A S5 403 i A= S5 R0 BRERE (10N, MR — s R AR AR A, I3 A1 Hhols 3 43 A il
%, 3K 2 I K13 DRIAR S0 52 TR R0 Uk I D 38, T /N B 20 81 DR 4, ) UL HR I8 3 184 K o it
SEALI T POD) (18 e D8] A 53 % U 55 16% 290 PT84 K S B Y /DN 1) A, A il (13 PR A3 S5 A%l o 25 74 58
L5 G AR T e A AR FE B AR 4K

MK 4 3BT] LA H, 5 # B BR 0 A Ca ) Z8 08 38 A RGN0 380 3 SRR i (ME) 1A A7 AL, 17 6 38 b iy () By
U3 A St s e L DX UG 21 ME (¥ 4748 5 7650 A 3 10 3 0 LK e K00 21 156 746 ) 1 (EBST), e 2L
fih 3 AN HUDX AT EST HIAFAE o IX 0] PR A PREE 4P AN R)5 | S S5 ik R /D 5 22, o578 T e g AR PR RE A
T A3 AT DX PRI AR 4, A e RE R P AR T 2 g A7 ik DRI (1) 35 . 7S, 8 7 HR AT A v (1) RE e il iR
R SR SRR R AH DG

Ty, AR SR (1453 4k R HEORN Sl R R v] DAVE B R[] MK R B AR A RREE o AR 5 nTRLE T, AN
HILX A4 Bz MREROE DR 93 4k 28 B077 A0 88 K 25 57, EST .SOD PGILACP F11 ADH ) 43 4k 22550 M 20 Aii vh 0 3193 A7 34
S P BIOO- A, BITE 20 A ot 123 W8, 4 B AR AIRE BAT 58 IIB AL 2 M, TOAE 0 A1 1A 2k i3 Ll X, st
% FEE B

25 LI IR, @Ik ST BT, R CATE SEAN (R 43 A1 DX B AR FRE (¥ 3548 A ADURE R st A% BF 25, 380 0T T8 e
FRPIE (RIS NLBE J) - Tt AP RIE AR A, RZR e B MR B (V007 72 BEJE 5 1645 1 g % AR Ak 2 TR O R,
T 57 A4 B AR P A AL R N6 3
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Tab.2 The comparison of branch length and ramification ange of Q. variabilis populations in different regions
) B1ERK B2 BHE 2 K FEERR g b
Hh X ik ] ) . The branch o
Region DBPan The firs main The second main Two class Jength in the -Ha.nch ‘Lc?af T test
branch lenghPem  branch lengtlPan  branch lengtiPcm obliquityP(b) obliquityP(b)
same yeaPcm
11 187162 312 159142 27 91137 212 4118? 116 60? 16 587 14 *
ZUG b 14 183142 216 158182 21 4 90182 118 41162 119 60? 16 58? 14 *
North slope 18 185132 215 162162 119 87142 115 41142 115 60? 16 587 14 *
of Qinling 22 191142 215 164172 116 86122 115 4552 115 60? 16 587 14 *
25 186172 213 157192 26 91162 117 4492 115 60? 16 587 14 *
11 193157 216 162132 25 87167 118 43157 118 61?2 17 599 15 *
ZRUE I 14 180132 215 167182 23 95129 115 4412 116 61?2 17 59?15 *
South slope 18 1901 82 210 164142 2 1 92177 116 4407 115 61?2 17 599 15 *
of Qinling 22 191162 118 166172 115 96112 115 4532 116 61?2 17 599 15 *
25 192132 115 171192 118 97122 113 4497 116 61?2 17 599 15 *
11 196142 115 172162 116 95137 116 4318? 115 632 18 61? 16 *
Ealrdb 14 195122 118 180132 115 97182 114 43142 113 637 18 617 16 *
North slope 18 197152 113 185182 112 91162 2 4 43152 116 632 18 61? 16 *
of Bashan 22 1961 82 117 180162 216 93142 216 43152 212 632 18 61? 16 *
25 194132 217 181142 23 96112 24 4317? 211 632 18 61? 16 *
11 208127 215 196162 217 100122215 43122 213 65?2 19 632 17 *
#oE X 14 207197 213 198192 28 104112210 43132 112 65?2 19 632 17 *
Huangbong 18 2101 17 112 200147 115 103152 114 42082 211 65?2 19 632 17 *
Mountain 22 2081 87 114 199132 116 10612115 4277 118 65?2 19 632 17 *
25 211167 116 203127 114 105172 117 42157 116 65?2 19 632 17 *

' ox o P< 0105, W% Significant. T[], The same below.

Tab.3 The comparison of ramification ratio of Q. variabilis populations in different regions

) ) ) B L2 BE TR )

A BLAHH Rie B Ry BB R SRR R S EE R MR R, "
ﬂﬂ].ﬁ fiy Gt.a.dueq Gl,adm‘l Gr.adua'l Gradual superstratum Gradual substrate "l."otal.
Region DBHP an rmflcat:m ran'lﬁcat*nn @1ﬁcat1m ramifi cation ramification r@lﬁmﬁ x:n

rato Ry ratio Ry, ratio R, b Ry ratio Ry, ratio Ry

11 2185 2135 258 2155 2160 2117

ZIE A 14 3100 2155 270 2165 2165 2130
North slope 18 3117 2167 245 2188 2170 2150
of Qinling 22 3150 2188 265 3120 2148 2165

25 3167 3125 275 3150 2160 3100

11 3100 2150 245 2160 2175 2155

ZRUE I 14 3125 3100 238 2175 2148 2166
South slope 18 3148 3125 255 3120 2165 2175
of Qinling 22 3175 3167 21 40 3150 2155 2188

25 318 3163 267 3165 2170 3120

11 3133 2182 2057 2167 2158 2160

el bk 14 3145 3124 284 2183 2145 2175

North slope 18 3156 3120 295 3126 2163 2180
of Bashan 22 3188 3144 263 3133 2175 2185

25 4117 3155 28 3150 2160 3133

11 3125 3100 2 80 2183 2155 2155

HOEIIX 14 3160 3133 2 67 2190 2161 2178
Huanglong 18 3167 3148 21 46 3114 2143 2192
Mount ain 22 4120 3155 2 60 3150 2155 3104

25 4125 3163 275 38 2148 3120

Dk P< 0101 M% 55 Extremely significant; n: Ay -3 No significancel
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Tab.4 The genetic frequencies of different tree age of Q. variabilis populations in different regions
WK S i WK IEERK i
Region Gene loci reeagda Region Gene loci Tree agda
[ 10 11~20 21~30 31~40 \ 40 [ 10 11~20 21~30 31~40 \ 40
EST 0236 00277 01279 01318 01333 EST 01006 01122 0115 01169 01203
SOD 0198 02011 01237 01226 01245 oD 01018 01103 0118 01235  012%
ZI&Jby PO 032 00287 01252 01237 01198 POI21 01 723" 01688 01603° 01572°  0158"
Notth PO22 0297 00282 01255 01213 01188  [Eilidb#  PODR2 01497 01304 01267 01208 01154
sbpe PGI a517° 0396  01556° 01478 01425 Noth slope  PGI 01333 01487  01506° 01441 01611
of Qinling MDH 0158 0175 01096 01064 01217 of Bsshan ~ MDH 01008 01452 01321 01146 01308
ACP 036+ 045 01163 01561 01347 ACP 01734 01380 01612*  0I574* 01329
ADH 0569* 01832 01765° 01682  015%” ADH 01715 01593 01566* 01443 01678
ME 0 0 0 0 0 ME Ol 111 01234 01200 01335 01215
EST 0208 025 01274 01288 01236 EST 0 0 0 0 0
SOD 0023 0127 01143 01159 01248 oD 01002 01007 01120 0122 01265
POI2 1 0 547% 01382 01361 01377 01311 POI21 01400 01374 01343 01331 01381
ZIRFY  POR2 00419 01415 01401 01309 01255 #JEillX ~ POIR2 01753" 01584° 01467 01458 01565
South PGI 0063 0186 01217 01394 01227 Huangong PGI 01817° 01765 01367  0159%8" 01690
sope of MDH 0027 0138 01235 01106 01329  Mountain MDH 01228 01673 01432 01567° 01453
Qinling ACP 531" 060" 01404 01495  01579" ACP 0181" 01688 01488 01777  0168"
ADH 675" 763" 01812° 01592° 01733" ADH 01457  01690° 01555° 01646 01544
ME 0 0 0 0 0 ME 01008 01222 01197 01208 01121
5
Tab.5 The genetic differentiation coefficient of Q. variabilis populations in different regions
LRI 1 Rl b3 ZRUE T B e b db 3 ORI X
Gene loci North slope of Qinling South slope of Qinling North slope of Bashan Huanglong Mount ain
EST o 121 01135 01 167 01000
SOD 0 303" 01361" 01385 01402°
POD o 108 01006 01 023 01100
PGI 0297 01333" 01412 01435
MDH o 322" 01216 01381 01260
ACP a431” 01555" 01 674" 01785
ADH 0l 300 01378" 01410 01516
ME 0l 000 01000 01 142 01128
Mean 0 235 01248 01 324" 01328

3 e

AR OR, K BERR 32 8 N0 R L -0 7 8, P AEAE B K i H 2 € H, A Thi AR 1 2 oib, i
SAVECR AT B B, R R RRR R BSOE PEIESZ 207 HLB, BT R R AR SR 3 . Xk S 6 A Sl B 1) A
FR AT EZE IR Lo M AP Z3 AT 10, A AHE DX AR 1 A4 ZOK IR B R ANR), AE28 08 53 A i
PEETTR AT B i AR B BRI R X, LR R b AT ORI i A, R AR
B G EEBIR K. AR 4l A R B R RN TS AR B0 RN, A Bk BAR PR LI 4 B I Y,
AR RS T B BT o DAL, 2R VA AT AR (K AT Skh 78, SRR BRI XS h SRR AR A ) — Ff
AN HE, SX PG WAL B (1, & AR KR PEm 1A B AR XA 358 A2 b (1 Jse 3158 AT3dE W AE 77, %
TYE R KRR A B ) 304 2 REE L PR O RUE PR R AT B A S

I AR (PR B 5% PF, M BRI IR A A A AN B SEPRIR SRR L T AR5 S rhol
(U2 WS 21 3 A1 1A e 3 R X, 2 AR AR B AR FENTE 20 0B Rups « R DA SR 70 E %6 Ry 289 5 T80T ik
N REEA, T3 RS EAT I 1 DU IR 1K A B A 1R 2 B PR mT SR DR e Rt A5 S M) bV, Tk
LGP ATAG LA AR RAIL, AEAS [F) 2R B A AR B BT 73 B Ak i 41, BLORIE B DG 5
ROR, TR R AR — gAY PERE AT 5K
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M8 (R 22 5 AR BT AL T2 I AN (1 1R) I, 0 O A T i DRI 32 B RE TR 434k 1R A%, T o —
AN SRR BE o AR B MRAE I PN, B AR BG4 A0 ANT, A R BR rfy % Tl (10 HEER] A Ao A0 7 T i B
EST . SOD (135 PHAZ 547 26 7= 358 RIS AN [, B — 52 IR AL B, B0 A0 A b0 1) o3 A 11 2%, 1% 2 Fof
PRI s DRI e e S A 5 T DRI /N (17 B AN /N 088 20 380 K08 0, WU S 300 38 3 1 K g e e, i i 464 0 g
(POD) W) Bt W22 119336 S B N B 3 o RN, AN ) AR B4 1 e B AR 1) BE DT 3 A0 2 A AR R K 22
5, EST . SOD.PGI.ACP 1 ADH {153 1428 BN 53475 Hhts 1193 1710 2k S0 H 38k 34, 4871 H AR B2 R v f e
Pt 1) B DS AR A 734 SR B AR A OG0 RS A 98— S8 S5 JEDSUR A (1) AR 1 5 42 A8 4% AR I AR
RN, AEN AT I SCHRA R, ol BRI AR 2R A 36 SRR IR B0 S5 IR AR Sk 7K1 F o3 A (A1 SEAE A0
K ME( 25 P14, 2001; Hanrich et al. , 1992) .

MEL B9 0T LU, BV s (4% e BRADRE B T4 AEAS R AR5 A, B BEZ TRIE AR — € 104
MBS, 52 BV 3 HOB L AR RO A ANIR] DRI 3R SR, b B AR R AR AN T A2 R & P
AR RIS A 485 R 55 T TR AR T AR AR Al A8 ARG 45 1 W7t A PR 28 ) A, D R s DRI 6 i B3 Ao
FERIAE A, AR AR A ShAS B BLIE 30, S M AR R AR AN IR A2 958 5 A1 1 5 A5G 1K 31 B 0 EA G 1) 45
Ro BARIEREM Ty w2 Fike BEAL 1R15)) 7, 3X Py 1 AW 2T 502 A R R FRE 1) B8 1R A, B AR )78
SRR Ll AOER . D, FERI KT L, A RO IR £ 8, 32 s PR G i s P RS AN S A 10
V0, B SR R 1 R AR S OB 73 Bl BB DR AT LA, 5 2k, B 7R TR SR P AR S R B
W, A RIRE SIS 570 T ah NI AT BE T B4l .
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