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Impacts of alien plant invasions on biodiversity and evolutionary res-
ponses of native species
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Abstract: The impacts of invasive alien species on the genetic diversity and evolutionary responses of native
species are poorly understood. Accumulating evidence shows that invasive plant species can lead to genetic
erosion of natives directly through hybridization and gene infiltration, or even affect genetic diversity of na-
tives through creation of new “genotypes”. Exotic species can also alter genetic diversity of natives indirectly
through habitat fragmentation and modification, processes which influence gene flow within and among
populations and result in inbreeding and genetic drift. On the other hand, some studies show that native spe-
cies can respond evolutionarily to invasive plants, thereby reducing or eliminating invasive impacts. While
interacting with invasive species, native species in both above- and below-ground ecosystems exhibit a series
of evolutionary events such as adaptation, speciation or extinction. To more comprehensively evaluate the
ecological impacts of biological invasions and the adaptive potential of natives, here we review the impacts
of invasive plants on biological (genetic) diversity of native species, and the evolutionary responses of na-
tives. We also discuss relationships between the genetic and evolutionary responses of natives and the suc-
cess of invasive plants, and propose topics for further research.
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R EARAES RS AR 2 FEPEITTN A 25
Zour A N 2RI A B 7 A2 ™ T e T (Sala et al.,
2000; D’ Antonio & Kark, 2002; Dennis, 2004). #X1f],
MR IMRAENZ KRG T, THEANZX T
WAL 22 AR RE A T 1 TR 52 e S L B e
AR IPIERE . ORI R R Y], AR
ONAS BTG JE b P e R e 2 DR A R R B 1 A,
XM AR ] i 1AL AR e M ARk B AL R R F I
50 RN, SRRMYIZIRATHE T AESRAIRA
(P4, T TE B AR G R Ga 4 Al A AR
S E R R, BE N B U A TR
IR e e -+ 2 B (Simberloff, 2009). 1 4%} &bk
FhBA IR N, 25 it 25 T WO (1) 3 3 R AR
fIE(Whitney & Gabler, 2008). (K, FEbti#E EYINIZ
A, e AR IR TT ) 1) e 25 A B
(Maron et al., 2004; Hierro €t al., 2005; Maron €t al.,
2007; Bossdorf et al., 2008; Feng et al., 2009). Hk
St R AL R I TR IR, AT S, A
2 PR R PR R . DRIk, AR AT
P T — XA (microevolution) BEAT T 57 1Y 44
I Hl4>(Lambdon, 2008; MacDougall et al., 2009).
KIRLK, AT 2 0 AR N b 2
FEPEOU IR WG YR (R 52 e, T 200 T oA %2
FEPEEM . fENR A 209, 2 1
AN, TR 2 T AR ()3 WM R AL BEAAS
g, VEN AREFESA TN GBS RSN 3%
Folr, TGV A I DI B PR P, 3 R YR KR AR A
RGNS E A e L I, R
TR NAZ 7 BUK L2 Fh gt A 2 FEPE I AR A LA K
T B, R ORI AL 2 FE IR AR 2
R A A RE R L. U7, HArvE
W SRR NAZ LS 5 R 2 e E AR S
ARG LIRS, T RS RGO B
(1) AR 22 FE P B AR 35 2R G0 R 5 ) R IF 5 AF R A
o ANRIEPAT AR W)V G5 R R 50, A AR T
B RS ARG AT RE R AR, XA AR
AT REA A TR AE 5 2 M) I 38 4 v 3R
RS, TR SNSRI IR 6 . K TAk
NP AL CA PER D R85, 2009), ASCA
PR o ADCERIR T AN RAE I NAR NS A A=y (35
8 22 R TR 5% Wi LA R AR 1 A 4 () 8 A i 2, 51
TAHMRAEMNAZ T B s AL AR S N

PERIOCR, FFPEH T LS T L

1 SMREMNEI H EE YRR HE
ITAvi 4

N FEY) AT LLTE ok 5 4 55 H8 A b ) Fb A2 2
REARAEB A AR, DT A AS It A Al 10 o 2 R B0 8 i
b B FEYMBSEECK YL, BESFHESRS
LB A, SR B R Y b ) B AR SO (A 1A,
2001; J7 774545, 2002). i N oK — ks
(Solidago canadensis)ifjf 7, g L& A7302 F +
LR RERI O, o B X R /10, H
¥ K %5 (Spartina alterniflora) A 4 4t 25 b Y5 i
W, PELR IR AR S R ST BIR, 2D REARIN
2, WMEUR AR DI DL A AR A e 2R A7, IR
(112002 FhAE 59> 120 2 Fh (A T4, 2009).

11 ANREYAARHEYEE S 0

AR FE )50 A ol 1) 36t A 22 5 2 1D 53 W ) DA
R HEBN, Wi 2438 (hybridization) 1 & X 7 12
(introgression) (Rhymer & Simberloff, 1996); tH1] LA
JE [AIEEIR, Qnid o A 1 AR A% PR AR A AR M e o B
P ECRR R (] (R SR PR AS oL . AT 48 AR FE A e -5 [F) e
SRl HLRAFBIYIRNAAT, XM R A i fE
AR MY AL SRR ZREE, SR AR HFp
PRRE [ 3 DR RO Ok, 3 BUHE PRLAR ol (genetic ero-
sion). N, HALKEANRZLEPGHEEE, feSA
T AN A AR JE oK B(S. foliosa) A AL A 4R AL,
T HAK I A BRI RIS A R, Mriasas §
FOIA AR JE MK BRI RERE DR[| Ak, BRI T Hoagi Ak
ZFE1E(Anttila et al., 2000). ANZAEA) 5 A HFH 2 7]
M RATIE e AT WAk, L5 A Ui 58 4 9%
Y5k, TP AN Hi MR B VR 2 1 (1n) 7 1 4, 2001),
T2 Re T BUA RN WAL 5 K48 . 1, McMillanfll
Wilcove (1994)ic 224 Mfapieh, A3/t
ST T AN RAE Y A K A 53— T71H, N
WA Hh R () 22 A A W] B SE InAAR HU R A4 2
FEPE . w5k —H s e fig 5 158 58 %6 (Aster
ptarmicoides) 74 A, 7 A= — T (1) 4& 7' Solidaster
luteus, EI| H HIA 1k, 1AM i A BREE 7 AR AT AN
K52 R MFSE, 2006). New Flora of the British
Isles it i (KRNI 0L 12,834 FoB Al 4 H 151,264
Rl AT, QT FIE SRR FI A L Fh (707, B
AP FN SR AT B Q1) (8] (1) He A8 M, XKLL AT Tl A7 3T
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—2 2R IfI(Abbott, 1992).

AR R DATE o 2% A 7 2 30T 1R < DRI 23030 A
T AL ARG o 28 7 A2 1) Je AR AT BESHEA XEKE 1)
HAMER, & AT 5 AEXCR A B A& RPHTRE, &
fIIAT LA BIRCE A BEAAE A EE, AL 54
A I ORI R ), B A U K 46 (Ridley &
Ellstrand, 2010). Qi 15 [ () AR W) KK B
e PN ) B AR K B 5 O K FL(S. maritima) 2248
PAGLARINEE UG TE R o ROK BN B8 ) B
SR, BEdT R SEAA R A B RRME AR 8, 6 A
A AR E R . i, Castillo®$(2010)
FEA EEARINE A 5 B FloBr IR R 2 A, B AR A
YRR HL(S. densiflora) FlA AR 42 KRG K 5 (1 2%
T, Az R AT B AEASTR . APRAREIRIA
HARAEY) 2 8] R 2248 M RE T2 BOFT R 4 Ad, fin—Ff b
S H 1) H 2&Helianthus annuus ' 24 Hb i —Fil -+ 25 i)
H2%H. debiliaZesg 4 7 — A EFH. annuus
texanus, i A%« A% A K (hybrid  swarm) Bl %
(Mooney & Cleland, 2001; Snow et al., 2010).

AR P AR ] DLAS 8 sk B DRI AZ A0 0T Aty Fofr =

S, ARRPIFR AR T2 B8 Ak, K

TE L IR AR B AR s TR) ARG B B /N AR, Y
VIR o B S A R B NS, AR
AR A7 L DR 22 B PE GG B AIC (Fitzpatrick et al.,
2010). Bl AL Wik, SRAFIIRAERE R HE AR
oy, R ANSE, L E YRR RE R
b, R LR ) )T S B0 (inbreeding) M5 A% 15
¥ (genetic drift) (Mooney & Cleland, 2001). ITAZ4>
{5 5, AT SO I IE S NS )R
R, BRI BT 55 S AR (MRBIE AN ™ 253, 2005)
TAEE R WA HORE S5O, /NI b BE SO R A7 457
FE R AN “HURE T A ARV 2K, 3 st A5 AR,
FELAR A A AL IR A5 A7 S DR a6t A 22 A P 1Y) o R AR
7N, BN T8 Y A R A B AR L 2 (Miller, 2010), 3%
A H R ) A AT W ARANR
1.2 ZRi4FhI NMZEHE R 13 L

AP SRR AR IS B S S 7 2 o i AR
AL, WA NP b AR NR F AR AT
AN, T AL AKAP R L3 Foh 2 8] 5 A7 A AR
SR BRI FES . SRR RRITE T A2
RGP A B A AP, s i b R AR OC R
(BT e M27 AR A0 R BT BRI

AR ERE S i B U AN a7 k87 7S i e L i )5
(8] 32 152 W (Mealor & Hild, 2007). 1E A4 KFh 2
SRRy N, 5 bt 25 T T IR AE N 1 O AR AR
(Whitney & Gabler, 2008).

LR —Len] AR AR FEYIIN, ABSE1—Fp
+ 2% L i Jadera hermtolomadé L H A 247 1) 404k 1T
FEAE T TR M IE N, A OSSR R Bk
AT IENAPEREA . 7RSI RS, SRR R T L
TE R AR, X R R HE 2SR B e
KR EAl s AR AR 6 [ p E 0 o 2 Hak, ARl Ai 4 A
TIARRUAN, X P B BRI A & k4, BP 48
KRG AN RAED) R BRAAE XM B AR TE A
oRAE TN, T HIE SR T e B R
PIIE R BRI I 2 AR, RIE S T IE P
SRKAEDY IR T, IX AR AE 20504 (40150
MHAR) 58 I (Carroll & Boyd, 1992; Carroll &
Dingle, 1996). Phillips#IShine (2004)%& 3, H it
14 (Bufo marinus) A2 IMS04E f5, B & el [ A by
KITEERAE T B2, PR RO IS b 5% (1) s
Pseudechis porphyriacusf!Dendrelaphis punctulatus
PRTUAR I, 1T SkFWAHNT AL AN, 117 A 55 s e 42 ik o 1)
I 2 Hemiaspis signatafll Tropidonophis mairii [/} 4%
AR /N o Kiesecker fl1Blaustein (1997)HIHF57 & B,
ASTRIFhAELT i i (Rana. auror a) (I eE 6k b kil &
(R, catesbelana) it O M. AN [R] o Ao 31 4
LS 5 ), &8 I A e N AR (1) 20 JhR ek o 11
R S B> TS SIE O S HREE P, R
28 [y 3k A el N AT T 20 T e o A PR ISR AT O A R AR
AR G NI /42 . S 1 = 110 Sy NP [ =
TR AR ANAZ PSS, A AR )1 e R I 2R A B0 )
(38 N M REA . AR A SR I B £ 2K %2 %6 (Centaurea
macul osa) §& 18 It B JECA B4 T L 25 1 400 1) AN Hb o
A, 5RE P RUR 5 N2 5% i R A6 56 A 3
FAHLL, 25 R 2250 N AR5 M 20-304F J5 [ A
HOAE AT ) L2 1 ()R 52 e 0 S o, 1 HLAR e S 4 1
IS X K [ BRI K it (1) At #1 >kl (Callaway et al.,
2005).

IR I W A M o — R E— 2R AR
RPN ONAR L) YA )37, A7 O A Hb ot i 28 B
Z RIS NP A T FNAR B H 55 BE A )
NI FEIEAZ . Lau (2006)8F 5T T I 5 J5 A 1
B =45 7K T kAR (Lotus wrangelianus) 7t 5 Jim 18 i 4
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KAHYI v 1 fi(Medicago polymor pha) Fil4hok £ B
th % & i (Hypera brunneipennis) AN (N . B
FAE AR 19 L N AR BN B, 1 % 5 H7E20
HZ60FEARNR FNZHIX . X & IR N FIR LT
T NAR ) 2 R T KR EAT IR A BB il S 96 3R B,
2 IR T KRR AT Ah KA ) F0 L HUI) R 1 AR (serial
invasion) ¥ AR A I N, BT R 48 Py ik A AR 52 )
() 22K IR T AR FIREA L, e A2 R 2248 R
JORAR A B I AR I S5 e L FA e R 5 FH R L B
R % S B I, 8073 AR 0 2248 2K F kAR
Fhp e, Bon RIS NE . Y, 75
M EAE N R WATR0Z A B, 2k /R T BKAR L& ™A=
TEN L, (HRERITN40FE, SRS
Eb A NAR K X a4 7 5 AR T TR
RS EZ E E A ANRIG, MR ARKIRE T T
T =i AN 112 S22V U DN 4 e - 7 I E ]
JKAR 5% 4 8 S s, A FAGHE B, T B AR BE ) BRAIK,
IXFEG B MR BNZ I, Ik AR
B2k R EORKR, 1 B LE N RS . T34k, B
S AR R E AE, IR T R E R A K AR
(e 4 30N, BRI T 22 A% JR T R (19 3 2 1 A 1
7). IXFE, A RRG S RN 5 L4 T r
T AE ANAR RS A R Aty ke 1R 38 B 1 2R AL o

2 HNRIEMNERX T EME IR E R
iRMEM

HHT, ARG T 1A 2 e A
A R Gk B 5% w16 6 5UAH X 42> (Levine et al.,
2003). Bl %A R GUH T b E IR
N, R R I A TUA R A
XF T AERALPE T TR Z AR AR S RS
HISE I (51 4 A2 4%, 2004; Callaway et al., 2004; War-
dle et al., 2004). FFRIAYINIR G, LIRT I H3EL:
DRGSR R AR . XM SR AR v] fe A F)
TAMKREYIE S LR e g PR A, T
TS KA ) NAR fe (R AT %, 2005; Mangla
et al., 2008). KL, TFIMRIMI AN IS
REWE, TR ANZHE GRS EANR
VIRV 5 2 I AR A R A R R = S
21 ANREYX TIEHEIRIE N

T EM E S 5 0 IERFR TN
W& IS RGIRE, K2 AT RS

DIRe MR EMEA B W . T AR YR &
53 1Y) (root exduates) ¥ 14 27 41 Bl S AR 2R i 4% (root
turnover)H FAEAE 22 7, T AMRAED AR + 35 1l
V5 o SRR 0 IR FRPI BRI, AT R
T IEHE I 45K 5 T RS (Kourtev et al., 2002). 4k
SRAEY) 55 25 R A R v 4 B R o R T 2 e 4y
s T 3EAE ) 2 FE 1 (Saggar et al., 1999). LAk,
AR AT 25 78 N AR b A 358 1R K A3 BRI K A 38 4
Py S FR e O T 2 3t ) - S A= W 11 22
P (Kourtev et al., 1999),

TP A YRV SR D) e S M B A
REVEIE R %) (Wardle et al., 2004), &I A&
RBRFR . IKRAEYNAZ RES 1N AR b - S i 4= 4
TV AR, SO AR F AR A AT LU i A KA )
ST nE 3K/ 1 ot i s A 5 M W K 3
XA R LS I Sty A S mRT R P i, I
TR 7 1) B R T NARE 1 SR AR 1 A% 0 U AR 5 7 AR
(R AR 5 SR A I AR BT ] S0 S oAt AT 25
S5 T 2F A A5 7 AR ) I RN R A R 5 55 (Wolfe &
Klironomos, 2005).

KB IR AR N AR 7] AR 1 358
W) 22 REVERNE 1 . Belnap A1 Phillips(2001) b 5
TR S LA 1R S Sk 4 42 52 (Bromus tec-
torum). +FCsHEH(Sipa comataf!S. hymenoides)
K CtEY)(Hilaria jamesii)fif i 4 o 5B A2H AL
¥ R A AR 2 R, A RR
CyHCHER IR ELF AR 5 5= 1) 8
FHrn TR, L C R LT B R
(1A ) 5 I8 0 35 e T A RAE Y, B C I VR 1%
AIRE TR B I A ) = A B AR T Ak HEY . Duda
25(2003) & BN A7 52 [ 74 36 1) 3k 2 %5 (Hal ogeton
glomeratus) (1) T34 R e 2 AL B3 = T H
Y. Batten®§(2006)K H 8 i /g [0 B2 (PLFA) L8t T
P N AR A 4 #5449 (Centaurea. solstitialis) F14%)
) 111 2 % (Aegilops triuncialis) 5 5 A i 4 1 AR
BRid A E R Ak 22 5, RIS AR AN AR
—AE, AHEANIREE S A R KRR 2 A, A
CUEA iR AN DN 5 = A R A
(2007b) K HHPLFARUE G B FRAR 45 55 1 7 iR T
BREEVE N N M SRR T A R s, K
IR NGRS T HEAAE A E AR A
B K, B TR TR R A
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HE— 2 5 B IR SR R W, BREEPE A g
AR 6 I ST B A B I B, X e 3840 1
JEAE T 7 0 ki 2205 B R R 3 TR A ()R T
FEPUER, XA AE SR 283 22 2 LA RN
HEFHZ —

ANKAEMNAR T 300 L3 A iR, oo
L6 T BT AE P RV R A Ak W] DAY i A5 R A 10
IRACE RS, HEmg SR INAZPE . LisE
(2006) % B 18 H %4 (Mikania micrantha) A\ 13 & 2% i
BT AR A AT RE, HC. NAIPSE
A VI SO, A7 7R BRI PE T e X1
WSRO0 TT R I, 48 25 25 N AR A - 3ol 1k
MR FOIREE PE, AL, A% &, 28, K
fiff RN A 0 e DA R pHAEL B /r, A 1 PRI,
R BOIFRBES, BUIRZFEEANRZHE
TIRNE A G, TR T 0 A AT R 3R
Bi (IF JSmiAE A, X5 24 2085 45 N (2007a) 45 R AH
Lo 2 HA(Sapium sebiferum) A2 B2 T 42 b+ 43
AP R AL, ket T AR
A S SO, X AR R I N AR A DR A
2 —(Zou et al., 2006).

N EYB R IA T E Y5 LR
WIS AR RS NIR « Vogelsang5(2006) 4 5
FEL M0 e 0 B A T IR B, AR BRARRE A AR
FEAK T AR Hh B B4 AR B4 (arbuscular mycorrhiza,
AM) [T B, AT A 8 26 i AR AM L B 1) AR
PR AE 5 N R I HE R AR A ) 55 4 i B op ik T
DI, AW HEB . StinsonZE A (2006) KB, 2T
(Alliaria petiolata) \ 12 Jb & ARARAEZS R Ge i) B vk
DT NR I AMETE, HI59 T HOBAMEL TE 1) 2
AR AP A, ANTTA R T BB AR ANRIE
Wy ] DU I 38 B S N I 2 R AT B
“FAEXRRILINAR « W NAZ IR I s i 2 5
il 2% % 4§ (Cetaurea melitensis) 5 1 & i 4 Fh
Nassella pulchralt [a] A= K inF, A i iy 1 3% B R 40
Nassella pulchraltil i (#1065 7 iz gy 2 HAl k4=
5, T T IER R R AERR, Xl R
I HAh R 225 I AR 1) JR R 22— (Callaway &
Ridenour, 2004). WA RFF R IN, N HEY ] DL ik
B ARG AR B A A A S 1 S 5 B i A Hh A )
A, T SEIL I N2« Mangla®5(2008) & IL{E
ENJE, KAl (Chromolaena odorata)n] LL & #E A 12

Mg AR S AR G b ) b AR B0 B R ) B
(Fusarium semitecturm), 3 A% 1A 42 1) 5 5%
WATER, A AR, (EREAR
22 NREYX T IESYIRI S

i T R AR B AR A D Re b B e
YEH, DA BIF 90— s - e B i AR 25 o)
R, 10 2N T LIRS RS R R AR
F(Bonkowski et al., 2000). sZfr b, T3Egh4ILIH
SR S ) (n 2 d 55 ) A A= 2 )
(IR B AR o L AR 28 R Gukd 4 T B 1K 1 4
W Griffiths(1990)HF TR I, KL 30%M 1354
WECRIE T T ok, BRIk, A% &+
YR, BN AT REXS e A R R L
AT 4 TH A 1 (Bonkowski, 2004).

BWEFRW, SkAa N2 0] LA 0 - 38504
ZREMEEUEYIE . Aplet (1990) ELIRHITST T N7 55 [
KSR I KB (Myrica faya)ff ik 5 & i ek 1
b il (A, RIS RAEINAR BRI T
B R R . KourtevA5(1999) K L 52 [ 53 4
(100 VR il 10 KA A0 A v B AR TR A8 1) i ] B
BEmT LMY . A — S ORI R A
WINAZ B D T3S W% . WiBelnap A1 Phillips
(2001)F1E F A2 NAZ L E AN F 3T LT
HMEZ) Py £t B, D FP Bl i Js S R 19 R 3 178
Fho FrenchAIMajor (200 1) &I, AAZ B FE <4
(Acacia saligna)fFEvs 5 - E M BETE A LE, 3
SR PP AR AT B 22 e, (HI A AR BL
I E D, BRI R A AR, Samways
ZE(1996) B 7T T ANAZ B A 19 6 Fh 2% H0 56 b ¢ I 5 Al
YIER, IR L3 b o E HES ) (1)
F 5 M 2 FF 1 mE AIG T & Bl . Ratsirarson 5§
(2002)7E Fa A BIF SR B, N AR AE DA FIAA B 21
FRICARRIE GBS H . H R H A 2 H —2K00
A HESH W) Bl El D T 1 25 0 ) AR bR B v 1R 4

Ho
A RN NAZ RS - B W) 52w (KT 50 3=
Ui L NIt ik7/[Q/OL RGNS LYY SEith s
Sk dy. W a)AE, Xt LIRS, gk i
SRR . U LR AR LRSS, B
R 706 BPEZ R, fE e M h Py H 2l
fith, JEIRRIE A S LR R Gd e
AR B, AR R ROIR DU R A (R



5 6 3]

FIEE AT HRRMEII NI R A4 2 REVE IR S e A 4 (R 308 A i 17 627

JEFME T, 2007). Chen5:(2007) &3, & L3l
% (Phragmites australis)f bt, A2 Fh B ALK FLIH 7%
YEAESPINS EFKACNEL, /i d Tk,
PEHE T2 A K, 5 80k U ) A FR BRI 2544
fed, Woon T MR Y MARAS . K UE
PINAZ AT LIGE i 5 3 B W IR o) i, 2k
25 MR E R RGN S5 T GE « Biedermanfil
Boutton (2009)%f A\ 12636 5 i 15-864F: 1) R HEA)
[l A4 (Prosopis glandulosa) 5T & 30, iR s
PR A Py iie KT L2 AR, ROLRR 27 A 2k
A L AT A, I g R 4R R L
1 AR AT 930% 1T 870-80%, & B7E 5 + 3%
TG AR e A L A B 5 R
B b 2, TR NAR G B e g
b ATTIN Ay £ H 22 R PR RS 9% 45 M 1A AR AL L AT B
MASENX: Bk, oA iR 2Otk
B0 BREAIG, 2 TR A S Bl D AN AR ) — A T AL
LUK, B g v 26 dUR 22 BRI A A= ) JA A 1 e
B, AR N SR AL —Ff 1E s 15t i 1
EH

TR RGN S IR W AT A
. P SEERMIMEAAER, WIS Rk
(trophic cascades)fEH, T %5 2 AV KRBT A
R FED I A AN . Belnap APhillips (2001)fK)
TR, HTFRELNAR, LECHY LIEH
HoNE M T E WIS &, MWW fe s Lagerp It
SO BLTRFP R FIE R (AR A O, 1T WS AR
(AR T — A5 55 T S s 2 P A B R B A RS
SR, IR (IO LRI G N AE LI IR ER 1)
ST AEAB BRI T (1 3l b, Bl RN AL AT
FIHAIE

3 HESRE

EINAR BiE K 1 2 T3 IR D, (R I
BB BRI AR TR . 72 B
AR L RE LR AL AT e R B2 B 2 sl oI 1k
g i B, M ReE Y BB RS, H2
SEHPFIHITE . SMRAEDIN N M E AR )
B2 ALOBRIVA R AN DSPN Ca = Tl IR -2
BOllZ —, RIS RPN AR (g A S, B
I N REAL AR AR, % 5 NR AT SC I D e Ak

et al., 2008). AHLLZ T, A7 RAPKAEYIN AR A
MRS A% 22 R 0 52 Wi LA B AR s o 0 338 44 Wi B 1)
WFUAR D o (EARE RIS, RN, 2
AR REX AAZ BRI R, AT S5 AR A
AR P — RN IRIIE L AR
g ift . DI, HAL A B S AR B R AL,
JEFC R 25 b R U B 22 H AR ok A AR I () .
PEREAL, BRI A AR RGEZ AN, Mok
Pl B A4S S (Lau, 2006; Fitzpatrick et al.,
2010).

ERLIN 5] N AR N A AR 338 25 ) (1) 5 Wiy
AR, (AW IR AR IR 3 3 I
YIRER S5 R D e 22, L2 S BRI )&
PEPEEAL o TSR0 TG YA I I N A AT R
18, WiRoanefIPepper (1999)iH X DNAF 55 #T, 43
It 52 B 4 JE Cd i G S Te TG B i) 3 R
BEATRLIN, R I — BB 5P A 1T B A VA J32 F) 1
PP . Mitchell55(2009) th & IR
T I A A A K B Y B  R AR A I
XA AAAE U . st g, RV H ATV T
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