A& 2016, 40 (12): 1344-1351 doi: 10.17521/cjpe.2016.0167
Chinese Journal of Plant Ecology http://www.plant-ecology.com

THEERIS AR AR AR E Y RIS PO it
RSk

wintr ERE EAKT EHAM

ARAEMO R MR 2R, W5 /RIE 150040

W E RORIRAA RS DIRER 5 B . 205K, AMTZHAR BRI — BARRME R T AR IFIT R BT TR
JTE(RVEARIR) A REAE T L FIA AR R AR P2 VRS2 1 R . B BOROM 22 RO T FEE SEAR R DD RE 5 H SO JUEDIARG, R
Feddl oy (A (RIAR PR FER AT S P AR 2 E 2 IR o (B, SRATR AN E MR Th BE R ME AR B R AN UM 6]
ik, AW FEAEL & BEAREAIR AL R iR A SR T DhRERI 2 7k 2R R S AR X 7 R SOR A R, 72
FEI3 B AR ARG AN DI REIBC AR (K [RII,  SCREARMIIE 7E T A KA RS R 8] (R mT LAk, Reoplid TR R B S JA #e 1w 7.
R TIRERN 7 T7 R TR R A B (OE AT Re R vE) & — N ECH AW A, TS5 SR B R AN 777 1) 3 2 A A A
45 o SRR I A BT AR R S TR T A IR S iz SR AR AR R R AE O RO 22 5, H R ISR B A
EERNE LA FAR R I ATEE, WO 5 I H AR T 4R £ B A ARDR STk Fp PR 7T, B SR AE 7 BRI Bk
il PE e ZSCRJETHE TR AT NIRRTk LA 5 AL, IR T

KA R, s, AR AT IR R

Sl By, ERE, HAE, Tl (2016). ThRERISD I A ARGIRAEYIEHT TP R SR SR, EAE K, 40, 1344-1351. doi:
10.17521/cjpe.2016.0167

Applications of functional classification methods for tree fine root biomass estimation: Ad-
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Abstract

The morphology of fine root branching of woody plants is highly variable in their forms and functions. In the past
two decades, researchers have increasingly recognized that the root-diameter-based method, using an arbitrary
size of root diameter, failed to precisely characterize the physiological and ecological processes involved in finest
roots. The number of publications using root-order-based approaches has increased regardless the fact that root
trait-measurements based on root order are time-consuming and labor-intensive. A new approach—root functional
classification method—was proposed and had been applied in the literature. The functional classification of fine
roots separates roots of <2 mm to absorptive and transport pools, making it more feasible for studies on root bio-
mass and turnover. This new concept redefines fine root guild and has great potentials for future studies. Our lit-
erature review of the topic indicates that less is known about the inter-specific differences in estimates of biomass
of absorptive and/or transport roots, with a large variation of absorptive roots on global scale. In addition, our re-
view emphasizes the importance in: a) precision estimating of the absorptive biomass of fine roots, and b) proper
definition of the range of the transport roots within and among forest ecosystems. Finally, after compare the
strengths and weaknesses of the functional classification method, we propose several specific suggestions to im-
prove the applications of this approach.

Key words absorptive root; transport root; fine root; root order; root turnover

Citation: Gu JC, Wang DN Xia XX, Wang SZ (2016). Applications of functional classification methods for tree fine root biomass
estimation: Advancements and synthesis. Chinese Journal of Plant Ecology, 40, 1344-1351. doi: 10.17521/cjpe.2016.0167

Weh H #Received: 2016-05-09 357 H #Accepted: 2016-11-27
* E-mail: gjcnefu@163.com

O 4= A4 Chinese Journal of Plant Ecology



BWINFFEE: DIRERI 2 I IAE MR AR A BAT S P ORI AT bR S51FiR 1345

M — TR B <2 mmR R4y, 2Rk
W TR FK 7 B4R o B T AR AN b gk 47
AL L ST BAKI R R, ek
& R G (C)MIFR 731 34 vh K 4% %5 55 24 F (Norby
& Jackson, 2000; Strand et al., 2008). #iftiil, 4=Ek
RPE L, QRIS e — IR, B2 VE FERG AR
ARG WI A 72 J1(NPP) [1933% (Jackson et al.,
1997). LMER Z8OUE 78 &4 AR/ T2 — BB (1
802 mm) M RAE Jy— >S5 R AN Ty g — 30 B4k
KA TT, SR, ISR B SRR B, PR
ELAR KA AR AT R 23 (1 702, AR KA FE 220
TAMERERRG L B AR, BIARF
(branch order) ¥ 5« AR T AMAARIEAR S . TE
AHEBThRE EAAE R 2R, BFICRH BRI
B RK 3R R I3 TR B Z R R DI RE I AR 707
E(RAMEE TIRRDIEEE BEAAKRNEXK), EaM™
b BH A FRATT 0 4 AR 45 R 5 T e i A 2
(Pregitzer et al., 2002; Guo et al., 2008a; Valenzuela-
Estrada et al., 2008; McCormack et al., 2015).

1 ETINEEXI S HIR RIS/ 7ERR Y

WARBAHE KRR RS X RG, ARRFAE
WRAEfFIAIE . TSR AE B IhRE DA e B 2%
5t o Pregitzer%(2002) 1 7t & I, 9L ERFHA [FIAR
JF (RN LR, FREAR20AR, DLt 24 ) i 24
WERLSHNERZ). AN SR LEEEREER.
GuO%§(2008c) % H [ i 17 23/ B AR F i ] 27 (1) it
FLE— RS BOR A3 e A E A B 4k, B
WIE R IE SR 7 R AL, AR R B s, £
BE BN IR KRS D RE; 4. SR ZHC
AR, BIZEHLSUER, BAESTARZFIR
AR S, FERSCFREEAER o Xia% (2010) %)
7K Hi#i(Fraxinus mandschurica) (T FTiE s, (KR
(1-3Z%) K 75 fim (AR M HH AE 2= SE T )R] ) R4 2
I, TE24F BN IHA N A R I 90% I AMARRBE T, JA
BB (AR ARG I B, AT B AR AR 5 1R 20 1R
ey ORI, R (4. 540) I AE TS R A £ 10%,
Ji i eI

ZRE VAR IR v WL, A% S B 4BRE B 2K T
e AN A B M A 2H B, BP IR Wi AR B (absorptive fine
roots) Fliz AR B (transport fine roots) (Joslin et al.,
2006; McCormack et al., 2015). Fij# HIK AR Z4H 1k,

e IR Ak, 5 T R DR JE A Bk
R, FEATrah Sk, 7 arKm fa 1g (&
1). WY R, Kk G R R 7
AR 73 A [5) 1) P2 (1) 77 1% (order-based  method),
oy % oh & I 4 19 J7 ¥ (functional-classification
method) [X 73 AW ISCHR Az Sk 24N e, AT DL SE HEfff
HPEAN AR 7E AR S R 40 1) E ZE FH (Guo et al,
2008b; Gaudinski et al., 2010; Parton et al., 2010;
McCormack et al., 2015). 4R, K4 X 43 %A~
WP EATOEIE, WA EMT, FEEFERE R
RN DT, 2T, DhRERI 4 (77 V2 RE Re v/ T
TER, XAEA BT AN [F) A B 5] SR Fh AR 2 2
W Je F At AR R0 FR (L AR R IR AN ) R B AR, AE
AR ZR 5 B B M T R AT 1 s BT G ) T
(McCormack et al., 2015). [At, R IhEERI 5 T7i%
REFR 7 ZIM AR R G N AE S/ ThREI S i 1%, A
1 B N2 PP AR R 32 3 i AR A 2l R LR
M, McCormackZ%(2015) il 3 T ThAg Xl 4 1 7%,
FAEGE AR (B A2 <2 mm) X 2 R SRS FE i
20N, FHASEAH R AR AN R, 25 BRI gH
R 8 4 FERE Hb A2 25 RGENPP [ LL I 4 22%, BH &
T DA 40 AR 2 B8 B4R BRE X 2 N AN FEAS 51
45 5. (£133%, Jackson et al., 1997). 4R, 5164t H
FREMBE AL, ST Ihae ko 727 iR &
T | S A7 S

2 ETIEEX D AENRARMERENEH
Rtk

T HERR AL TR LE A 2 R G 43 B A 5F 4y
PEI ERIER, W 5E 3 f5 SR 4R B A V) E AT
B (BT AR KT 5 &) AR %4 2 (Norby & Jackson
2000; Majdi et al., 2005; Guo et al., 2008b). [Alitt, un
TR FH D RERI 53 (R 71347 R 28 A A R ) 2 1) il
TH, T 20 il 3R AT R SCRR I AR X N ) 2 8
(McCormack et al., 2015). #&1, BTSSR
BRG], MNMNRRRASHAETSHRZ . £
McCormack®%(2015) [ 5T+, J&7F LAfEJackson%%
(1997) 2 F HAABE /7R L, K EA<2 mm
(1) A Py 42 IR LA 9 IR WORR g AR i AR ) =
EC 5 (AR A M54 910:90.  33:67F1160:40% 3Fh AN [ L
), FFAEE BSOR A % 2O LA R B LR, T i Hn AR
JE e 26 1R 0. LI AN0. 2R I AP B 5, KT SL4HAR
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Fig. 1 Root functional groups and the corresponding variations of root diameter, branch order, absorptive capacity and longevity.

HAYFEMINPP . McCormackZs (2015) (T 7t 45 5 &
7~ 1R Thae Kl 43 J7 1R FU AR AR W s AN AR S AR
AR EEME R, AR REH S H IR, R
RS AEYEMERRRER, REERITIORT
A 1S BN A P E A (Wells et al., 2002; Guo et al.,
2008c; Strand et al., 2008; Gu et al., 2011), @14, &
AT R WSO A IE SR A= ) & (1) A8 S A . T AEAL
AR IR AN AT . Sk, AT 4R E
SRR R DIRe X 73 J7 5 TF AR R A= A 7k
17 14, DRI S i1 78 - AR 1A 2 AN AR
Ff R Py 1, 76 R T VAR E AR R A, DA
PR E AR RAERFH P KE.

B, BAMARMREYERIERZ, (Hik=
WSO 5 i AR A= ) ) S s, T HL O B
FEAEROR B FR ) 22 57 o [ M T LA Fell i 1
AL T AROSOR AE F R i AR E A7 &, 1 H Y
FEFE TR 21l 43 1 772 (Pregitzer et al., 2002). 241K
SE 1= MR N R . 4-5 2 1R 3 F AR (4 M-
Cormack et al., 2015)iF, AJ DLA IRA [RI 2 [A]
R Sz A& (4 E)RME T BRI £
5o KouE(2015) %) H [E VT FU¥g 4 (Pinus elliottii)
M7 R, TI3ERZ(0-10 cm)M AR FiE FitR 1
I REYINE3 g-m A RI14.8 g-mE, T HA BT ST
SRR H6-150% . %11, Guo%E(2004) % 3% [F R
J7 K H-Fa (Pinus palustris) N TAKKHF 50 £ 0, +4%
FJZ(0-10 em)AREW B LI N37.7 g-m™, BH
MRZ17940.7 g-m™% Wang?5(2006) % 7K Hi #I R - H
(Larix gmelinii) N AW 72 £ B, 0-10 cm3gE
5 W WS AR A IE AR AR ) &, K e 4 ) D 75.6

www.plant-ecology.com

g-mH160.2 g-m™, JEIHHAS>H/E48.6 g-mHI57.9
g-m% XIE R (2012)% 3 1| P4 7w 1L LR 7 A
(Picea asperata) A T.#k0-20 cm--35i% B 78 K B,
R AR R 3G B AR () A 4 B 9120.0 g-m2 R1221.5
g-m’%  Liao % (2014) %} % [ 42 & (Cunninghamia
lanceolata) A\ Tk fIAfF FCiE s, 383K JZ(0-10 cm)
WS SR R 3 i R 1) A= 4 R 4y B0 34 g-m P A5
g-m72, AN, AW e A B (CERITAE L), K
ot 0 R WA AR A ) R Y AR 1.5 6% (Wang et al.,
2006) . A~ [FIB AR [ Dy RE AR HE A= 47 B 1A st oK i 22
R IR KP 3T Dhae X 7 J7 it S 4R A 4

Feik, PROAWROSONR e 2 0y, vEERA Al T OO
AV E R R RS R TG AR ) 8 2
FeR o SR R 2= (minirhizotron) WL A AIF 7T ESE,
WA RSCAR 1 R B 7 o R 0 LA, KSR, T i
Kt AN 1 2,54 (JA #% 2 2 /b 9 14F.0.4 IR ) (With-
ington et al., 2006; McCormack et al., 2012; Liu et al.,
2016). #ATM, 183 (A7 2R BB AL S5 7 VAl T
18 AR (£ — LeAE 70 AR K T3 A AR ) ) JR) e e e
TR, K#8 4 N 14£0.1-0.2 %k (Matamala et
al., 2003; Lynch et al., 2013). 5 F B 1), 24HERRHT
FITE E 2RI, Xia%5(2010)K FHAR &2 i
MR FAR A FEUE S, 7K HAIR ISR (1-320AR ) 1)
H{f %y 9510-692 d (JETZH> 90%), Ifiis il
(-5 M) BT % <10%,; Liu%s (2016)il i AR &%
Xof [ 5 sES A A 4B AR A3 i (R BIE 7T B, RT3 AR
HE 75 i N95-154 d, Ti4-52¢HR ¥ 7550 d.
I, WROSCRR A BR R GEAR Hh d5 A T BRI 2H 53, AEC A
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FEAEST R REE EENAEN . Bk W,
McCormack =% (2015) 14 15 x& W AU AR o] 4% 28 i 3 i AR
152105, TE/RKFERE FR A BN . B TR pf
5, KA BRI AEY) BT 22 OOR 5-10f%
I, 0T AR AR S B DU A A R AH A, B
HELMBEHR iz A ERN 7, 2iRS
W SCAR 1 A5 A2 44 3 FEl 4 0.80 (ZK HEAT, Wang et
al., 2006)%:1.85 (fiti =12, xiEkt&E 2012), im/h
T AT RE tH I ) FE R AE F R (Wn5-10). % T DA iEad
AR BV IRAT 1 32 W AR SOAR 7 i (B0 2 22) )
H 5 (Anwithington et al., 2006; Espeleta et al., 2009;
McCormack et al., 2012; Chen & Brassard, 2013), "t
WORR A= 4 2 B TRE A e R VAT AR ) e o AR R
NI R R A ) O

PR, T WO S i sk =, TRUSORR AE
Yy EAE XA AR RUEE 7R R AR i L A fr
BT, DMEXRT AR (A B AR <2 mm)EY &
A7 BRI A 7= AR S P ALY 48 22 SR 14 F 9 (D Vogt
et al., 1996; Jackson et al., 1997; Finér et al., 2007,
2011a, 2011b; Yuan & Chen, 2010), NFEA LML TR
WA R ER, FEARBAEYIX R,
AKX R E], 4B AR IR R, H2HK
HEI A AR 2R Ak (Vogt et al., 1996; Jackson
et al., 1997). IEFRMAFFLRIR, A% Bk
FRIE RS BT R AR AR D B A e AE X R
% k., YuanAIChen (2010)7E 4> # -t J7 % #k (boreal
forest) U AL W A% SR i 48, IR A= S5 4F
R K FE AN RE 2 [A) 2.3 IEAH G (r = 0.4, p < 0.001);
MeierfllLeuschner (2008)% KR HH b Jifi 35 i 5
144~ 1L R (Fagus sylvatica) bk 73 R AE 72t % 0,
HMR(EAT<2 mm)A= 47 & BE A Pk & 038 oy 3 b,
{H /& Hertel 55 (2013) Y 45 S & AE WP 4 T IEFEAT Bl
BB A YR A K ST FEAC. ERERR
g b, RE SRR T ICIEAR i R R A AR AR ) A
5, AH AT H A (basal area) FlAK 7 HE % 43
I RE S R AR 73 7K - AR A2 ) 5 30% F1 B 7K~ 4
HRAEY) B 45% A5 5 (Finér et al., 2011a). 5L EAfF
FUAHLL, B AT ToiE R A sk RBE F IR SOIR A 4 =
(1) S E s, AR R ATS A 2D B B AN B ) AR A
(BRI AR LB 1R G 1) 1-2 0 hi) A= W & ROR B % [R) A
5 B 5T (Helmisaari et al.,, 2009; Ostonen et al.,
2011). HH T RIS (BB L) AE AR 2R BT IR ST r i) B 22

YEF(INGuo et al., 2008c), iXLLHff 7T 4h FA] LAFE—
SEFRRE B BIARAT T AR SO AR P K RS ()8 S
¥ J5 . Ostonens (2011) X KK i 124~ )8 = 12 (Picea
abies) bR 73 (£ B AH 25 20°) FIIF 7TAIE S, #R 20 7K T 1
EARCRES 708 T 1 290R) A V) B AE =y 2 FE L X L
IRAR L XK, M ELRE B8 B NI & | 4138 <R A
T HECNEL R T M B {H 22 Helmisaari 55 (2009) %}
AFIRE /0N 0 25 1) Y0 ] (400 B2 AH 22 9°) O 72 S, 5%
== BRI A2 B ZR 2 (Pinus sylvestris) iR A=
YrE 5 HIR AR B BB 2 T,
Zadworny %5 (2016) % 7t 7 JLEKHLIX 2 000 km )4
(4 FEAH2219°) b BRI ZRAA W SORR B A5 Fr 748 S B4,
RIN2-5G i B AT W T e AR AR S e A7 2 B o
SRS YA P T v 1T BT (LR 4 30 A TR UACARY) , i B
FERHLIX AR 3T S 2 AR R A& T35 40 Al
KA. TR IR AR R TR
RRPEZS 8] EAFAES W35 A8 S bk, 1 ELAS 5] # h
R 58 AR KO0 PR B AR S 1 e )9 A A7 7E 72 57 (Eissenstat
et al., 2015), il ISR A= A A IX e 4 3k B
(1078 S R AN 2 e (R 2R, A 7% 76 502 1R 2 X 0
IR REE R T

e AN, RTRR ] SRS T AR IR WAOR A ) i 1 AR
SRR, BAREHFAERE. BT E T
S (Un B AURIARES, Finér et al., 2011a), &AMk
e R, WAIRASIEAFERE. #Hig b, TR
4 53 AT LA R 2 K B A AR 7 AR AR (W11-34%
R E i 5 HAR AR R MARIEES o
SCEE (LA BEARS I 7 AR 250 FH 43 S B2 (B AL K
BERRDGT R AR 20 A 0%, AR A E S HAk
TR L A Ok, TR S AR AT B A 40 %
(BE MR R NI REAA) o DR T LSRN, WR SO 26 4
5 BRI 5> S EE A2y SCRR P, R AR P 0 SRR
KR, BAR. HEUE AR, JRIM, WELSE Fxt
W WSORR A 47 B 1) P ) A% S A B L () 520, T R AS
TG . Kong%s(2014)5%F H B #hy AT #iy 96 1 A A
YRR R T RERFIE IR 7R B, AR R PRI 5
BRI AE P ANEJE (dimension), BIVRE B 4% A1) 52 45
Flo T PRRRIR ISR AR ) R K 2 S 51X A
AR SRS HFEAR X ? f i Eissenstat%:(2015)
XA R I AR, EAH. A3
(R, IRISCIR A= o o T B 7 S LR
(TR, AE 20T 5B X 4070 3 E AT ELAR XTI
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HRAEYE AL . GuZE(2014) MIRE e & B, TR
23R S ELAR I AR S R AN 29.7%, /T
PO 27 N RI60.7% . 2 75 IR NI AR PR B 4%
RSB, PR AR AR R 22 S 2 B 5 S
sem, HArHFA. Valverde-BarrantesZ5(2015)7F
FEVE KF B3N RIRMR BB TR R, 4R (A 301k
HE HAR<L mmgiiR) Y& S A AR
PR S35 A HUAR K (SR AR ) AR B ) B35 £
FHOG, TSR ZH 2% B B 25 IR AR G, (HA2 R H 5 2
[k e ZB AR (R® < 0.15). S, WLUSHR LA AN
SHFHES RAYEL R HRBR, AR T—
I FEREAT R o

e, JBHR ) T E LR SRR N AT SR A AE A
e Mo X BLIRATTHE B I8 SR 2 4 [F) i) 4 A a8
R T RERIR R4y, HIIX AR 2 1 e A xt
BMES RGNV GG otk . BAR CAIRIR
FE AR R G AR i R AR (n11-2801-3 24 R ) 21 ik,
R W RIS AR 40 7 8 SO EAR <2 mmf 2R
rh B IR WS AR DA B S 4y A 2 o T T AL B (G
McCormack et al., 2015), DN E 42> 2 mmiR 555
I ATRAEAE A W R H A i . 97, Matamala%(2003)
KR ITSCHIFACE (free-air CO, enrichment) % %;
KA 5T A AR 1 F B b B, 45 B R OR KB A (Pinus
taeda) EL1£2-5 mm1JAR & H C1)~F 3547 B )R] 6.3
fE, T EAR1-2 mmAl<l mmiHE & CHISE 1R
I 8] 73 79052 5. 74 F14.24F, RHIEHAE2-5 mmiR R4
I3 XNIHR R C A et B A M EE Y viwk. B4, anfi]
JE IR e HLAA AR B S AR R e ? B Tk
&, AILLREC e, JarET T SR MR E
R 1) 75 i 5 WA 1) 25 AR IR (i L H R 2 )L E
), HE A RV TE A ) TTERIR /N, T8
2, XK AR AT N A B e — g, T
AR 58 A iy ) MR MAUARE DU ) ol Jod e B oy — ™, R 1]
T AR AR ZR2H 53 W2 AT TE B 18 Fa Al . H ]
DL, i 2 X e e 15 () K i AR ) B A4V [ B G E
o X452 (2008) 08 F [ AR A5 7 A A o8 BE AR R
G0y SCEE R IBE T o, AR AR AR R I 4 1
PAR(RLR), LA H8-9AR 7. ik, WifR
FMC R 25 109 7 25 B % B 2 v AR 5 Pk o J T
Kemil, nT DA kA b )OSR e . A,
H ATIE AR W EIAE S B E iE . thah, iy —L
T 52 7 R % i S 21 1 18 AR Y I () B 7T

www.plant-ecology.com

ks

3 RN FEEMREARFEENTE
AN

AR BB TR~ T AR RRAE 25 K A D) e
AELEA i B I S A PR e ST, X O FRATT v fff R 2
fRANARAE AR RGUKT- EERZEE T 2t 1
Wt 70 35 SR FH AR A 1) 7 3 0 B AR R RE AR X 43 T F
K, WRAFER HELWFIRE FAAEZE R,
AR R AR R 43 0 7 VR UE S Fh— BEAR B )
RN T AMERIENR R EALEWANE, FIT,
FETAR P A 7 vl S K AR BE /N EURE BT N
1) 57 J5i P (Pregitzer et al., 2002; Guo et al., 2008c). Hi
TR X 7 N AR T AT AT, R & DLIREL
A H T RIRE A, 6N TR R R SR EOK,
SEOZ AR R . b, REUR R IhAE
R0 077 i — AT S R 77 1 (MeCormack
et al., 2015). {E2& N MINRE], 7ERARIIR RAFF
TS DI RERI 53 B T A AR AR A — Se PR, X LR
TR EAFAE R LA 2, P tH— g it
WRES%,

5, KA RIhEER o 1 7 VEAE SREUR AR
AR A& E R T 1R K AL () 2 Kong
& Ma, 2014), i HixX— 753t n] LLR A 24l v AN ]
KEWAE . HEUL R a5 ) 1w
(Eissenstat et al., 2015; Liu et al., 2015). {Hj&, E
JE LR R DR & 1 IR AR &l 43 1 7 VR T Rg
WAL, I ANAR ZR fE AR (WGuo et al., 2008c; Gu
et al., 2014; Kong et al., 2014), X &K A% AR
J A B RO PR B VR I BT 248, WA SR )
AV S T EATRE S AT I R 2 .

FLIR, TEREFUSORR AR Ay A A T e S 1
— 5 LS AN [ AR e W ST Y LR AT SRR B
(B /E4%, 2008; McCormack et al., 2015), iX N i%fE
N APRAER A FERA T2 B E A . AT LS AR
S ) JaE P D U ) D A Ak RS LA B R P S T
A, BT TANER R &, HAA IR IR &R
FIT AL 45 4 AR 5 38 BB T B a2 A R [ (Long et al.,
2013). fi1, Valenzuela-Estradas(2008) % R E. 421K
4H K 7 I\ W5 % (Vaccinium  corymbosum) iF 5T &% B,
USRS A I A AR, H B2 B EH R 4,
Long %5 (2013) #f 7t UF 5, R B A2 B I & R oA
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(Paramichelia baillonii) " 1-5 2 #R ¥ 7775 56 #E 1 J2
JEH LI BA WARIR AAFE . {H2Guos%(2008c¢) it
FEHI23 M R BT SAR R AR JZ A4, HAzw
PR SRR BELAR /N B AN B R o (R, BRI i
R ELAR TR /N TT B8 I AN A2 5 e W SRR 57 5 3 ] (B0 45
JUZAR ) i BB B[R -, 3R B A 7K1 AR AR A 51
R e S S E R, JUHR A S A FE A SR
(B AAE A7) B 5 S tk (Dong et all., 2015) . {E 15
HERR, HATIEAE R BORIEHR 2 5 R
DX S5 AN [ 17 A B R B AR Ak, o — 8 A
FhWIERE), &M EAF B PREHE B~ aFE 17 A [
HMRARSHE o DRk, RSO T [F] — e, g b 2
T AT A BE 078 (1) A [ 1 e s 36 R WSO AR e
LS AR 775 Bl (Zadworny et al., 2016), F:LLE A
FERB SO AR M B AN D Re JE 1 AR A

PR, WHTTH A, AR USORR A 4 B AN AR
XFRRARAE S R Ge st R CAy BT I Al 18 BA B BRI
R B P KT IRSORR A 4 ) SR AR 2, AR
BRGUKT LB E R = . A, DR
ZRGE TV AT BARME< 2 mm) 4R A4EY)
ORI % (1 K B U (WnVogt et al., 1996; Gill &
Jackson, 2000; Yuan & Chen, 2010). [A 1, 4 Efg 7
S FNECAE RS RGUKE EIRSR A Y& S 4R A4
BHZEMBEXRR, B TERESRGEE 2R
JROBE MR WACAR A 7 B 0 ) B P78 S JR) A2 I L

I Ja, ACEEE TR YIRERI 73 J7E T
AU A E S R R e, B Thaekln Uik
P AR T8 0 1) SR A R . i, ZHAR 43
fif 72 B8 A ) - 48 v g N R 23 A BB ) B IR AR
(Silver & Miya, 2001; Freschet et al., 2013), {HZH
A H DRI 43 7 153047 B AH 0wt Fe i D (Fan &
Guo, 2010; Goebel et al., 2011); R % 5 £ 5 Wg
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