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FE: AU BN FRL Y R AR, 1R T 2004457 A TE A S SRR 2 Wm IR B 5 R b H AR
AT IR3FI LAY I B (Artemisia ordosica)~ ¥7453%Y )L(Caragana korshinskii)s 2 UakbF(Cynanchum komarovii)
HRBR T2k M BEVR AT T R A o LR 2k 116,098%%, B T 1981438, FIy4100 g T rp A2 d11694%, Ll
R JE (Acrobeles) B35 J) & (Aphelenchus) HLJie )& (Rotylenchus) 7 2% )& (Dorylaimus) /iy W EMFERL R, BE
PIRZE . MR MR A R L8 . TR RV AR S RS, 3P AR By 1 g8 2k Ui
R FE A WAEME RSB BRI BN E R, AR, Re2 i Eoh dife Bu(SDIFE B
ZE e, THEEFEE(CT) & RS ED AN AETE 535 75 e 3P AT LB 38 2k LU U v &% 78 R 4 L W e i
FRW . ARSI AR, TET SRS R TR Y RIS AN X e ) R vh 4 R I A R IR S A S — )
AR

KRR b ESY, IR, BERALN, EIREH, 2R

Diversity and community analysis of soil nematodes associated with three
plant species in Mu Us sandy land of Ordos Plateau

Jianbo Wu, Weibin Ruan®, Fengxing Xie, Jing Li, Yubao Gao
College of Life Science, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071

Abstract: The objective of this study was to investigate soil nematode communities associated with three
naturally-distributed plant species (Artemisia ordosica, Caragana korshinskii and Cynanchum Komarovii) in
Mu Us sandy land in the Ordos Plateau, Inner Mongolia. Total abundance of nematodes was 6,098, mean in-
dividual abundance was 169 per 100 g dry soil, represented by 43 genera from 19 families. Acrobeles,
Aphelenchus, Rotylenchus and Dorylaimus were the most dominant genera in bacterivores, fungivores,
plant-parasites and predators-omnivores, respectively. No differences in the diversity, richness, evenness and
the total abundances of soil nematode community were observed among three plant species (P > 0.05).
Structure index was significantly (P < 0.05) different among three plant species whereas channel index and
enrichment index were not. Plant species not only modified abundance of plant-feeding, omnivorous and
predatory nematodes, but also percentage of each trophic group. Bacterivorous and fungivorous nematodes
were affected most by the differences in plant species. Results presented here indicated that plant species
modified nematode community structure in arid ecosystems.

Key words: sand dune habitat, soil nematodes, community composition, trophic structure, diversity

AR, iSRG B EY 2 TS W4 Ty RE O A B A AR A A S T I R 2 —
Mo R IR AE Y 2 A EAE SR U A LI EY) (Wardle et al., 1999, 2003; Hooper et al., 2000; Spehn
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et al., 2000; Stephan et al., 2000; Korthals et al.,
2001; Hedlund et al., 2003; De Deyn et al., 2003).
FA FIREIR L3 A RIS SRR EWR e, A1)
TR R 22 AR R B R AR 2 A A
BV IhRERI 5L, BE— D B L)
N AR

L) 2T ISR, & TEAEY
TR RN —, BAREEKR. MRZ . Mg
I8 WP 5 254 55 (Dropkin, 1989; Bernard, 1992). £
QU A A YIE R EZ 2R T, I 2
B, AE LAV MR YRR R
Tl BTSN 7 TG FEEROE T, B A 5
Wi R A R B S R AT U S5 F AL 1 (Chew, 19745
Ingham et al., 1985; Griffiths, 1994; Ritz & Trudgill,
1999; Wardle et al., 1999; De Deyn et al., 2004), X
BB A AR G0 ) P S R A ) 22 R AR AP ) R
8 (De Deyn et al., 2003). HHT, EAMEEXS YR
W 22 REMERIAN[R] Dy BE S TR R 0 iy 0 2 HURE v
FIsgma i 7R 2 TAE, Wiwardle%$(2003). De Deyn
2£(2004), Viketoft5(2005)F1Viketoft (2008)% 7L
Uik 3 AR B0 FH R HEAT T AN () Ao e A2 o0 - 38 v 4
TE VK 52 W 10 WF 97 ; Porazinska 2% (2003) Fl Viketoft
(2007)WF 5T T 45 2 H 8k (semi-natural) 5 J5 25 5 R 4
TSR RO 0 2 U 52 . DA L BF R )
TR SRR ) A B B Re 1 T e B AP R Uk 2 FE
PR 2 JOREVR 7 AR IS BE R . (HRE, pR Tl =
T FH DL HARGAT (R R, S S8BT e Il (14 #48
SEARNS R AN, IR S Ay Tt — 2D AE
H AR AT N REATRAIE

FEHRGAE R, RREE o AN R AR AR
AT IIAT, LA AN R RE )R RN AR s 38 4 T
REVRIISEm . DL, SRR A . MR A
AR ST R RE AT T X — WP ST I T 2 i 32
geid i )L, SRR 2 W i)z A A
(Artemisia ordosica)~ Fr 4554 ). (Caragana kor-
shinskit) FF- L Fb1-(Cynanchum komarovii). SEHFER)
PR 2, AR R AL, FEAR AR 52
WAL/ o IX 3R ) o3 A R HARR ST, JLF-58 4
R T, ) A2 05 3 e A I 56 2 400 1) 5% i) T
PEARAIC. i4h, 3FEMAL T A B8, BN AT
POARX D, KR4 T — AR A&, AR
WFFCAH PP HR B 30k BBV 1 . AN S

LRI AN RAE YD AR B L 32k HURER I AL E 7
FRFRFHEAE TR R FE M, AEAT R SRR B 2%
PER, AE BRSO R B 5 R 22 5
Xt L R (R, AT B D B
FRE AR S IR AR A R R

1 AR XEREYHEHE

AFF 50 b VA TP R A7 B A A 5 I SR K 2
Wb B A= 25 95(39°29'37.6” N, 110°11'29.4" E),
ISNSE-SEE Ve RIS S0 NP vt 2
1,300 m, 4EFEKE H350-400 mm, &+ T7-9 ;
R N6-TC, 1T EA-12"C2-10C, 7
HAPEE ) 21-22°C; JeAE A 130-150 d; 4 H
TN 2504 2,800-3,100 h, 132 X4 A 3-3.5 m/s, 11 /]
FI5HZ WvadbR, KR IA20 m/s. HURE M AT T
TEAZR SR 7500 mif [E e v i, ¥ ol RN K,
1510 m, ¥0 e 3 BT 32 KU R4

EORE A T o Bt A e, A R 2R b1 R
X, HRFr &AL, MR D IIRAEL 2
BEFIZERVEREY) AT W a2 R, CBRER, &
50-70 cm, FEAUE, oM, HEMRR, AR
A ARIE, AR E S [ e b b B A 7R 2045
emiK M) R, AT IR ER, A ZHEER
3 PR ESZNAERCARREY), H30-50 cm. HRATIR, FH
H, maMm, FAETRRZE . ir&mn)LES
Bl VEAR, BEE1.5-3.0 m, Femnaliks mPL b, RA
ek, NEiiES-6m, ACTHERE20 mLL L.

2 MRAZE

21 BWERZE

1200447 H (W Z) 15 B 5 2270 Ml 2 11 ] o
Vb e BRI [A] (100 m X 100 m)Z3 AlE B0 E . 4
AN RTINS L3P %5 128K, IS R AR )
(Feb i . BEFPRLYIRR I BE>4 mo HUREIS Bk 135k
T PR T, (ERERRAE ) AR X A5 T 0-25 cm
(1) LAE300 g, FH36MFF, HId HARAT [l 5L =
HEAT TSR PRI 500 B R 2 e o) B 85 .
22 HiERIBUERS

50 gt X IE, HIERAm, AEEE, 48100
Hi, H T2 Ao, HIEa PR
TR TR INFAEI &, A BCR H - L I € 0
WsE, e g5 R U3 FE S (- 5 2000).



5 6 3]

SARPAE B FYPH PRI B L R AN 2 FEE A 549

23 TEREHMSEIEE

B LAERRIN200 g, SR FHVEUE — i 5 — vk
B P2 L 1 Lo 23 S R SR (R 4 A, 2000)0 75 St e
UG GRS R B A R 2 RO, JF R
([ L PR R I %) (FFICTE, 2000)F1 (A4
Loy (B, 2000) %, — RS RE, JF
WA LR L, K Rk AR I S RE 100
g T B AL B FE . RYGTES R LM e
B, g IR Ry AN E IR A w R
i (bacterivores). £ H pH S 2L L (fungivores) . THY)
25 A2 28 28 HL (plant-parasites) F fifi £ — 2% & S 2k It
(predators-omnivores) (Yeates et al., 1993; Bongers &
Bongers, 1998; % 2%%% . 2001). AR #& Bongers
(1990)475 H (1 £k Hie-p ik, Rl 3R 1) 3 ol 2 s ¥
— € Hc-pfH . c-pfEARGRE HUH) A3 S0 S (r-K0) 3R
), EBN, AR SR T S EEOR, AR
SR 1) T KON
24 LHESESWN

(DS R 2 LRI R 7 MR B S
10%LL E# R IRARE, 1-10% 05 WAEHE, 1%LUT
AT RRECRICRAE, 20015 AR, 2007).

()2 UK I 2 FEME TR L

Shannon-Wiener % #¥ % 5 #{ (H') (Shannon &
Weaver, 1949):

H'=-YPlnP; (1)
Fo 5 BEFEH(SR) (Yeates & king, 1997):
SR = (S-1) /InN Q)
Simpson?) 2] & 540 (E) (Magurran, 1988):
E=DIS,D=1/L P} (3)

PLE 2 U, N 2 BORE 3 b 2 Ui B A 1A
SN P 355 SR 1) B POA S AR B L
o

Q)L IMBEHE DR fa e F AR B(EBD R R 2

F1 3MEYIRR LR FIERIEDER

SRR AR B U AR e N S AR A (CD R s AT
WU o i e, 2 AR BRI A 0k 2 DAL B R 35, 4
A EIFICIRT Lt B IR R G0 8 54 o i v] A
FHPERIFR I3 IR s SRR (S )k +- 5 &r )
WY 25 R L TP el 52 I R v (1) A2 A (Ferris et al.,
2001), HAxHE AT

& B35 (Enrichment index):

EI = 100(c/(c+b))

1B 541 (Channel index):

CI = 0.8Fu,/(3.2Ba;+ 0.8Fu,)

254 ¥5 %(Structure index):

ST = 100(s/(s+b))
DL B2, b (basal) AR &) I T i 2R Al ke sy, 2
BHEBa IFwiX I JEHE; e (enrichment) SR )
W R R A A, B FE Ba FlFuy X AN EHE; s
(structure) LR Y)W Th I 544 157, f0.4fBas—Bass
Fus-Fus. Om;—Oms. Car—CasZ#f. b, e FlIsfH
HEAKX DRI = Ykpnp, € = Ykee, s = Y kg, H
Wky ko R kg Ry 5 S BT oRE IS 1 0 A £ (B A
0.8-5.02[8]), np~ n MmN 4 25 BEHI 2
25 Hitoin

Ky e PEAESPSS10.08 A itk AT, 484k i
2 JELR In(x+1) e Jo AT S 3807 2250 B o AR A
AL AA) AR s - S8 v RS 0 1) 11 £ He () A7 BYOJE R 26 HU
2 J&, WA Jacccard AHABLTE 23 AFr AT H40 501 23

3 #R

3.1 3FEYIRRR LIRIE IR FNEY E IR

TR AR B ST WURS 35 8 S v /A
FrAE g L, T2 ok AR 25 B8 L2 TR 22 5 A
B2 WE R A RS B R AR R T A PR R
Y, HRZEFALRE . 3FHEYI iR 75 5 2257,
Frocting ) LK, R, AT B R D,

Table I Chemical characteristics of soils and plant crown width associated with three plant species (mean + SE)

i RNV Fr 4 HNG L
Artemisia ordosica Cynanchum komarovii Caragana korshinskii
A HLEE Organic carbon content (mg/g) 7.17 +0.48" 520+ 1.46° 5.56+ 1.20°
4% Total nitrogen content (mg/g) 0.35+0.08" 0.28 £ 0.04* 0.32£0.03*
KA CIN 12+3° 10+ 3° 15+ 5°
H¥) 70 Plant crown width (m?) 1.608 +0.267° 0.035 + 0.006° 5.385+1.501°

7] —AT WA R - B R 72 5 12 % (P<0.05)

Different letters in the same row denote significant differences at P=0.05 level by Duncan test



550

4 ¥ % ¥ ¥ Biodiversity Science

16 %

w2 SMEYIRER IR HERAAR . EFXR ScpE

Table 2 Composition, trophic group and c-p values of soil nematodes associated with three plant species

HIESA 5% c-pfi” i AT s L
Trophic group Genus c-pvalue  Artemisia ordosica  Cynanchum komarovii ~ Caragana korshinskii
TR & MR JE Acrobeles 2 o+ T+ Tt
Bacterivores NS JE Acrobeloides 2 + ++ +
ISR Chiloplacus 2 ++ ++
k)& Cephalobus 2 ++ +
LM 8 Eucephalobus 2 + +
REft)E)E Cervidellus 2 ++ T+ -
/NI Rhabaditis 1 + +
WA B Prismatolaimus 2 + +
B Mesorhabditis 1 - + -
JoWH g Alaimus 4 + +
FME Amphidelus 4 - +
THERERLH HIH 7)) Aphelenchus 2 ++ ++ T+
Fungivores W 71JE Aphelenchoides 2 - + _
N T) 8 Paraphelenchus 2 - _
Z2J& Ditylenchus 2 ++ ++ +
HWHJE Tylencholaimus 4 - + _
Elisye Leptonchus 4 ++ 4+ —+
W55 J& Diphtherophora 3 + + +
T2 AR 22 B JE Filenchus 2 + ++ +
Plant-parasites FIERI))E Psilenchus 2 - _
58 Heterodera 3 + +
£)@ Paratylenchus 2 ++ +
FifkJE Pratylenchus 3 - 4
A& Tylenchorhynchus 2 ++ ++ T+
TLE)E Rotylenchus 3 +++ +++ -+
BLIER Pararotylenchus 3 + +
WRTEJE Helicotylenchus 3 + _
/NiRJ& Criconemella 3 ++ + T+
)& Hemicycliophora 3 + - _
JWAJE  Belonolaimus 5 - + -
KEE Longidorus 5 - + _
WEBHJE Paratrichodorus 5 - + _
A fr ekl X )@ Dorylaimus 4 + + +H
Predators—omnivores LR Eu dorylaimus 5 B - B
WWHJE Disclaimium 5 + ++ ++
#4WA JE  Discolaimus 5 ++ ++ .
HEJE Labronema 5 ++ 4+ +
BiWAIE Carcharolaimus 5 ++ T
LA Aporcelaimus 5 ++ T
B8 Pungentus 5 ++ n
Wik J& Mononchus 4 - _
450 )& Axonchium 5 - _
KFJ& Enchodelus 5 - + 4

-+ ARHASERE; ++ W WSEHE + WSS - Be L

+++ dominant genus; ++ accompanying genus; + rare genus; — not detected
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3.2 3FEYIIRPR IR HENEMVAER ST
3R A 2 UV (RS e 2 B A s
T MR Z DS KB OI AN F . 3R PIR
B 1 b SR WU 3 2k 6,098 4%, S T 19143 )8
(3R2). fEahiE by b, Sk 3 2 1130 )=,
2,649%, MR H22045/100 g Tt A
FE 5 J& (Acrobeles) HLJiE J& (Rotylenchus) R 2k
J& (Dorylaimus), IMAEL T B IR A B 55.23%;
WIS FE AU JE (Chiloplacus) 5514 )&, AMNMAEL
MRS 39.75%; AT R TS EL kR
(Eucephalobus) % 13 J& , A0 2 1l 3R A4 £
5.02%. AEFOAN AR B g, ARSI 2 2 40
J&, 1,684%%, ML 14055/100 g T+ LF
FERES W AR, 34 JE AN Kty B SR A
60.25%; i WAL HE PN 52 )& (Acrobeloides) 5516
Ja&, MBS SRR E133.55%; M R
TS a2 )E, AMAELS SR A E16.25% .
TEFT 26 H0 0 JUAR Br 3 b, SRR 3 2 29 )
1,765%, MACF Y% 14746100 g T4 PL3ARE
AN R i A e Ja, A A E R RS R B
48.15%; H WARRFOHEAUS B 55 108, MARLY &
TR REL1)44.92%; FafT FEBF RN 5 8 5517

3 HMEYIRIR IR HEEEIEE

J&, ANAEL T S IRANMAEL16.90%
3.3 3HEYIREE LI R BERIE RO
HFRIPTLAE H, s 0Fh T Fr4caa L
3R WA B 1 438 28 H B V% Shannon-Wiener £ £ P
e ¥(H) . 5 (SR &) JE ()N AFAE
26 5(P>0.05) . JHE B - 1B LR U VA 2 FEPE RN
SJREER R, AR R AR NS J LR B 1 45 4k UpF
W 2R RIS LR, AR OAh AR B e 2 1
TR () F & B e, MBS R 4 R ) LA b 1 e 2k
HOREYE (1) F & B LRI o 1 3P A AR s 1 3k
R AR EL(SDAFE 2 2 5, R AR B 1
38 2% VR T e K (81.60); 1T 3FRE AR o+ 35
2 HUETR (1008 TE 45 20(C AN s B4R B (BED) AN A7 7E 1
FER.
3.4 3EYIRPR LIEL REEE ARG
HR4n] DU, TE3RIRE AR by 1 384k iU vk
R R S ORITRE ) 27 A SIS BTy LA A
WEEZER, M 2Lk R BUR R Lk
BT by LB R e S o Al e R Ut 2
(R FRASHE, FEAT BN JLAR By 1438 v B oy Lo Ao o
K(54%), (EHEAFR -3 Br o el B o il Br—
FR B ek dUAE A= Do Fb 1 FOAT 40 B0 09 ) LAR P - 398 2%

Table 3 Indices of soil nematodes community associated with three plant species (mean + SE)

S PO P L
Artemisia ordosica Cynanchum komarovii Caragana korshinskii
ZFPEFR % Shannon-Wiener diversity index (H") 2.07+0.07" 1.87£0.11° 1.85+0.07°
F-'% & Species richness (SR) 242 +0.14° 2.81+0.20° 2.46 £0.13°
Simpson#4J~] 5 Simpson evenness (E) 0.78 £0.03" 0.72 £0.03* 0.73 £ 0.02°
#4840 Enrichment index (EI) 10.78 £3.77° 17.37 £ 4.68° 927 +2.39°
4EHREL Structure index (SI) 81.60 +3.19° 70.91 + 4.09% 58.22+6.51"
T TEFE4 Channel index (CI) 73.00 £ 10.14* 64.47 £ 9.60" 76.91 £7.73"
[F—A4T W AR BER R 22 5 2. 35 (P<0.05)
Different letters in the same row denote significant differences at P=0.05 level by Duncan test
F4 STIEYIRFR IR HEEREFRARELLG
Table 4 Composition of nematode trophic groups (%) associated with three plant species (mean + SE)
T RNV Fr 4 HNG L
Artemisia ordosica Cynanchum komarovii Caragana korshinskii
EYNE 2L . Bacterivores (%) 34£5° 44 £ 5% 54+ 5°
TR AL Fungivores (%) S5+1° 12 £4* 7400
FiY a5 2Lk d Plant-parasites (%) 31+5° 18+4° 18 £ 4°
i —A4 frJS2k 1L Predators—omnivores (%) 30+3° 26+4° 21 +£3°

i) 47 W AN IR 7 BE 7R 22 3t 1. 35 (P<0.05)

Different letters in the same row denote significant differences at P =0.05 level by Duncan test
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WE Artemisia ordosica
B E0FNF Cynanchum komarovii
a O ks )L Caragana korshinskii
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RMHRER M RHHRER  EYFERER  fHR-RaRRd

Bacterivores Fungivores Plant-parasites Predators-omnivores

El 3#EMRIRLIREHBFEPAREFRLBELANS
E (/100 gF1)

Fig. 1 Abundance of nematode trophic groups associated with
three plant species (number per 100g dry soil) (mean + SE)

5 SFPIEYIIR PR L1 Lk R BF & A JaccardfB 1L
Table 5 The Jaccard similarity indice of nematode community
associated with three plant species

e ERIVY IS e S Y CYIN
Artemisia  Cynanchum Caragana
ordosica komarovii korshinskii
S 1
Artemisia ordosica
AOAh 5 0.651 1
Cynanchum komarovii
> A2 L L
Fra i L 0.788 0.707 1

Caragana korshinskii

HOREGE T o ) LA LU R A 27 A SIS g B K, T
TEME AR BS LI b R SRR e n . R
RS 6 AR A0 b 7 AR B 1 338 rp P o L AR oK
(12%) -
35 J3MIEMRMRHIEERBEREFRRBESZENN
3FMRLDIMRL bR i rh, 2 U S 2 B (P=0.128,
F=2190) A B3 225, (IR AN AE IR R 1L
ZEH B ER. MY AERL AR S — a2k
LR 2 2 e T, I G R R RUR Y B R
LM Z ERERARE . L E R IR A
W RE P AR R — AR R R 2
fe, AR AP RRE IR B T g8 2 B I oA 22 A
K(E).

47 @ ¥ Artemisia ordosica
A FPRARRG )N, Caragana korshinskii
a3 m kb Cynanchum komarovii
2
5 A
E 24
N
==
SE )
B2 _ e ‘e
®E %1 ° /
g / [ ]
= A | @
3 : oA
! ® . "
_2 T T T T 1
-2 -1 0 1 2 3

Y B ThiE 1

Canonical discriminant function 1

E2 EMRIRTIRE RETE S HSEH R DTSR

Fig. 2 Stepwise discriminant analysis: soil nematode comm-
unity associated with three plant sepeices defined by canonical
discriminant function land 2

3.6 3MEMIRERTIRL& HEEEBAMES T
3R AR B g8 2 s B AR AV FR B 3R
5, Forbt AR by 3R OB VR B XS LR B 45
4 JUREVR 11 Jaccard AHARLYE 1 45K (0.788), 1 W 9 i
REWIRR B 26 SR 1R R A 2 R E LM o
3.7 3TERER TIEL REEERFI B DA
AR 4 BS540 00 23 A TH%%T@W%%WW
R L OB VR B A LRI 4 3N R 4y, A0
A0 R AR o - g 2k LR v T LUV A b R o) Ol
PR, MY 45800 ) LI - 38 2 VR o 20 B, G
WY HEL 40 Ao 8 ) - 3 2 HORE v 2H AT E 1R RS i
(E2).

4 g

4.1 AREEYIXIRPR IR L R A MBI
R Tt IR AN [ 2 51 S - A B3 A8 IR AR L
IASTR], DRl s ma 2 dOREvE 4Lk, 65 Jk43 )%
geb, Hpofs HIBLE A O AN AR B L3, 2
J& R B AR B g b, 1 L A A A XY
JURRFR L3 h o AE3BIRAMINR s 382 U lie i b, W
WSBERRR A SR e Ay 22090, o HL, AS[RIAE
YIRS E AT — € (RS2, A e R AT A5 NS L
MR B LSRR AR AN OUHIEAE, MuAE M E AR L
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A AR B A I R L AR . XU R 1)
AN 255 AR s 38k B VR 4 i P 22 5%
42 FEEMITIREE T IEL BB R 2 R A B0

KT8 e 2 AR PR BT R, SRR
B L BFIE ) ZAEVEZE AN W, BT R
W)t £ dBEVR 22 REVE () 5% W AN 5 2 (Porazinska et
al., 2003), IM{EDe Deyn%(2004) /() SE6 . AN[FIH
W e OBV I 2 FEMEAEAE R R, F 2R
RAF LAY FIR AR LAY 2 (R AETE W3
# 5. Viketoft%(2005)FViketoft (2007, 2008)] 5L
Yo 25 R, RHWA B RRIEF D e S L HS 2 0
B 2 AR EW . (12, Viketoft
(2007) 75 F AR BB IR 4 VA TR 2, IV T8 g
M, K2 Lk 2 R A 200 gt T HEAT 2k
BEGE 0T, AP AR A R M. BAR B
R 25 AFAT 22 5, ARHR S W HA AR ) A B R AE R 2k
BRI 2 FEEAT 2 3

SE R FE B (ST) AE % S it 1 338 S ) &5 Mg 8 T3
B ST RE AR A, AR SO ST S 25 22 S Ul B A
PR RS HIR YN S5 —E . 5
AN, B EFRBED/NT50, STKT50, 1 HIZ X T
P, MY E) IR YN IEAE B BT (2 K H A,
2005), X 5 iz X (1) A A PR A TPk 2 B B )

I

43 AEEMIRIRLIRE RREEEF LS
AEREAT

RV P RAS RS ) 25 R L M 2 =
B O, TR AR SRS L L (R 2 R A —
2, RIAS [T AR 1358 B ) 9 P AIE TR e 58
M gz K, 1T A 3 1) 2k L 52 W 4R 99 (Wardle
et al., 2003; Porazinska et al., 2003; De Deyn et al.,
2004; Viketoft et al., 2005; Viketoft, 2007, 2008). A
SCWT TR I3 MR YIRS 2 dORE V& Th M) 35 2 SR e
M & — R RN 2 A B, A&
AR NI SCPE 2R U 2 AT B 5
PR REA) 5 AR e, 9 IR ) AR AR I
MZ >0 AW CHICHY) . WRARIAEHL
SRR R RS B R A, MR R R R
R R AR L EZT R, FrUA R 20
T 27 AR 2R e i) 22 5 7 A 25 1R 52 Wil (Wardle er
al., 1999; Hooper et al., 2000; Porazinska et al., 2003;
van der Putten,2003). [F] I, 3FRAE )/ ATE A 40 25558

K, Aoth R ZHEAERA, mE LR, F745

RS LEHEAR . fET MG T, MYHENAT

AT KA AR A SR, T S AR A L

HVE FRE i, HET 35 R 2k DO vs B 77 R

% J¥ (1) 448 (Jiang et al.,2007).
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