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Abstract: The regions invaded by alien species are normally disjunct from their native ranges, so it is diffi-
cult to understand the reasons for successful invasion through studies conducted only in native or invasive
ranges. Many researchers have engaged in whole-range studies of invasive species, i.e. studying the exotics
both in their introduced and native ranges, in order to explain the present geographical patterns and invasion
mechanisms of alien plants. Here, we review progress in whole-range studies on invasive plants by summa-
rizing their main contents, achievements and significance. We also point out the problems and shortcomings
of existing studies and provide prospects for further studies. There are two main approaches in whole-range
studies: (1) comparison of phenotypic traits (e.g. growth, reproduction, and ecophysiology) between invasive
and native populations through direct observation and common garden experiments; (2) genetic diversity
analysis and phylogeographic research using molecular markers. Such studies have tested major hypotheses
of plant invasion mechanisms, and provided advice for management and control of invasive plants. However,
the methods and contents of existing whole-range studies are imperfect, and further improvements based on
increased international cooperation are needed.
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I NAZ S FR F A AR ) L B8R o A X kA
JE& 21— A BT 1 GEL AR A R (1) M X, 68T 1 Xk
B, LRSI ¥ BOFERE T &, AR
Wk T BRI AE S R A 5401 K (Elton, 1958; 1RiLH
R JTRE, 2003). 41T, BEE ANISIESI AR
i) PRI AN BTN, DA Bt S5 [y 22955 52 2 A2 A 1 H
EY], ENR IR A R, Sk FhNAZ
BTt R IIIAEE . 0% AW ad 455 ) it LL DAAEATAr]
IR ™ 0s, 251k 7 AR BHER. e HF
A FIBURT T e 55 S AN (R g R 5 R, 2003) 6
HRAM KA N IR I A O ROk 1T 4 BR
FTAE I, HATWE BB PR AR N AR ¥

12 P (invasibility) f1 4 ) AN AR 1 5 92 548 B = AT
[fii(Pimentel et al.,1984; fRILAEAIT J7 5, 2003).

W RS 2B A N A2 A 1 it ERTRTL ) ] EAAT 2%
R AP TR S F, H T O A V2 AR5
(Barrett & Richardson, 1986; Maron & Vila, 2001;
Bais et al., 2003). #A1, FHIWI 2 & OGEANRAE
WHE NI IAT R 5 a5 R L 5 2E, AHAE
D= s (RIS HAH 2R = o AR — Be 2 I IR G
T RAE 50 NAZ A 5= AT AR B (1) 2 IR (7] e
HHAT LT 9T (S8 8%, 2002; Bossdorf et al., 2005;
Hierro et al., 2005; Callaway & Maron, 2006), B[4
15 PERIF9T (whole-range studies), iX#EA GEMARA |-
TENR G PIRI R ARA, Fa s A NAZ IR A AE AR
HURF 1o A7 AR NAZ B FR 32 ZEAB 3 (Cln R OB T
it 9 omze 4 Re ) B R UG BT I U 55),
75 BEAE A BE VR Al b AT LU ARy B A
K 1F (Hierro et al., 2005) . AxBE LTS 1 T 2T 4
KAENZ AEY) AW TR A 220w, JFHE
JA A Ja NS AR A I R T A

NAR AL 5 B 28 5 K 5 A=y A A
W RIAHEAE, 4T BORE ) B IRl i 2
NUEASFE. (H2, SN RBFNAL S, H
] 1) 40 Al DA B M DA A A7 () A A P 055 45 0 A
TH, HAREREH RS R EUZMY R A1 —
UG TR P PR AT R A A 5, T B AT R
FE 8T 38 58N [ 52 Ja AP L (Maron et al., 2004,
Bossdorf et al., 2005). Kk, L NAZ HbRhHER] R
PR PR AR K | B RN A B AR R AR T IR (WA
BRI B, JFAERSIR) . Bl e 45) . ik

& Z REPERIEAL 2548 . DA B F A A Pl (R 5 B 58 4
) BB DR SR A & T K 22 R, AT LAB AR A
HENHT PR G R R IE A T 0%, DA S AR A
A2 K, BEMAENAAZ R 1) 1 353 AT ks Jo) T 1k
(1) J5 AN S BRI R R AR O 32, AN
2R BB R A A .

U JUAER, EERPAMRIE Y N AR LTI 4 B 1 L
BT T4 £ (WReinhart et al., 2003; Vila et al.,
2005; Lavergne & Molofsky, 2007; Alexander et al.,
2009; Seifert et al., 2009). AL 454 [H P} AT AR
MR ERE T IO RCR, FRIAT T 5T 0F g
ARG, BUII A k20 o B o A2 R RT3 14
>,

1 EYANREREMRNEERNS

A N AR TR 4 B3 VAT 02 LA N AR b 0 A
S A 22 o, R EAFEAK . B
AEERIIMEAR 22 e A A ZAEPE L JE DR B REAE 25
ARSI 2 5
11 FREMKAY LB R

AT 32 T2 sk A T LI N [ 5 e [ s
563X 1 i 7 VR LA U NAR ) b A AR b R iR
PR RIPR 1) 22 e, MR BYREAE 7 THI RN
R AT W) Ji BRI
111 BRI E

I FH B A 9000 (1) T3 325 L) Rl A N AR R Ji
7 LS Bl MR I 2200, e DL HE A I AR 1
FREIOLEY, AT 7ML SRR E fa i e, ik
AT DL 73 AN AR P o) B 5 P52 (1 g 12 2 A5 5 )
H & i3 (Bossdorf et al., 2005; Hierro et al., 2005;
Alexander et al., 2009). 1R Z 7T L&KL, FhRA
1RAEWIAE NAZ Hh LG ™= s A S0 R R, B )
FHA R e ) R REAE RE o N, ORI £ R
(Buddleja davidii) A {5 s it B 5 50 7= Hb Bl B0 AT L
REPR S v, 2R3, FROR, B 1% (Ebeling
et al., 2008); “EA%MEk(Prunus serotina) A\ {2 Hufl 2%
JEE A L Jir = b e B S 8 K, D B PR s A
Z RN LA S Bl A A 2 18] 1) g /I B S 0 ) 2 FLAE N
12 Hu1¥16.18418.73f%(Reinhart et al., 2003).

2, X MEIFAEH T I A N2 .
Thebaud f1Simberloff (2001)73 745 v 7 BRI FINAF
e JE M AEP AR RO, FFAR R IAR [ &3, 4
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SRIX ] HE A DA A 26 A M ) 2 A7 2% 8 X S8URE e 4K
I (region-specific effect), W% WA+ Ho A H
SR 2%, AlexanderZs(2009) IR 5T R IR, 4% 5
TR IR L A6 26 1 A2 HiWallowas (1) A K 3% )
HR A A J - UG, ARATTIA i Wallowas 1) A AH %
T8, ST KE K.

BRI, FRATIN i 255 7% B8 X s S AN, A H]
5 Ay 2 1T ) 77 V2RI R ) 3 2R MR e 1) A7
SR o B aT DLAE N AR H A g7 S B e 2
AN AT LU I, B4 9 i T 45 R 0 IR A
WRSATAT R, 00 B A R s B PR S5 AR DL A AR
iR i e DS R AR AR A, R AT RE R R X iy
RUNEIFEN o 34, — AN HERA I 5102 E 5k
S I8 1 T 1 DEDANG G L i1 5 A 4 Wb LN S & 1 N/
JE R P TE A R PR LE IR 7T

307 S EE S B N L7/ b N2 1 O i == LW VO K ]
TG ANE], NZHFPRETEA & A P
AR A . L, Lewis%s (2006) A& B A I+
(Alliaria petiolata) B AR 12 AR J5 52 B BE )W) (1) 5 1)
BEWRD, MIFEAIEZREBERANREKT
[, e BRI ) b, R £ E R HY
Toh R (R~ Sl 2 KT Jid = b Vila%5:(2005)
W IR, MY AAZ 215 [ 1) BF 32 %8 (Hypericum
perforatum)7e A\ 12 8 52 £ F 3 PR B Lh 5= b
I 2 T Ui N (RN T 7 N YR
No AT AT, R AL NAT M N 3 52 R B A
IR T A2 FH MR, 1X 3Rk
TR AR Y 1) SR S N0 B A W I 1 7, RO 2
I fEFH R, RS UROR
112 RIFRMERERESE

FURWE 0N, YA A= BH A B 5 0 )
TR 25 TS 1 P Jir DR R AR P I (R VR, SR A AT
IH P TE R N Ny a2 AR R B BT AN A5 ) B G B R 3R
(Williams et al., 1995; Sultan, 2000). {H#iT—LLhf
ORI, PRI A B — PR T ] LUK AR PR
(R 38 N PR R AL, i W 3 2 AR A 2 3 A 3 N ) &5 2R
(Lee, 2002; Leger & Rice, 2007). [k, Hf &b E 300
DU AR B8 BT HE AR A Ji ™ R N A2 ) 2 G
AR B AR R AR 0 22 5, R AHENI AR b A
AP T 3R AR ] TR 2 St ) T, T Rl
DA R 3 A o) R0 ) g T 42 7 ¥ gl A2 () ot e A el i
5 (Wolfe et al., 2004; Ebeling et al., 2008).

7 5] SR [l AH [R] (0 FR B8R i >k H AR 1
F ™ M AR, T S 5 R B MR B R I 22
S, U BRI R R N AR HOFP R (AR SAAS 5 T 15t A%
A A, A SRR IR R B 2 A 2, AN
g IS AL AR ) 45 5 (Wolfe et al., 2004). 41T i 3%
(Lythrum salicaria)#1 S A i1 %% (Silene latifolia)
MR AR b 5, AR SR B s AN A
BORTEAR R S )y, SIS T
WAL AR K 45 S (Blossey & Notzold, 1995; Blair &
Wolfe, 2004). {H & WillisZ%(2000) 7% —A™ ] JioFf A
TOMRARI R, JERA RIS S5 AN A
BADS, B e AT R 8 2= 5 n] g FU2 ks
TR A AT M . LavergneFlIMolofsky(2007) 5 & ik
i (Phalaris arundinacea) N2 J5 &1 T 2 Ik iuiAL &
M, RAEBIESE, R8T HRIER AL, REEA
()08 P52 Aofs JEE 4) [) J b A [ 52 360 v SR B NAR 1 (1)
s DR R ) 3 B W) 9B P A KT D b, B g
W EEYE T . L, ARRINR RN T
SCNA S TEZ WIS 8 (iR R i AT R R N = =Pt B
AR R, i HAX AN 7 A5, Hea gk
[ RE e s T a5

[F) Jo R e el S 56 LU B A0 UL 25 2 ¥4, IS A
PR HER S aG, R DU I AR A s AR AR R 2R 0 R
BATR M o (2 AR ANAZ P i M E A PR DR 326
T AR Wi J7 T (Maron et al., 2004; 157
JeAE, 2009) . Horp—ANEE EE AP R RE,
JI5E 5 I ) A PR DR T R N A2 L A £ i o ) 3
AR R EEE ) 1R 77 ) PROdEdE Ak, IR0 A 1 i o
fie 11 kAL AR (Evolution of Increased Competitive
Ability, EICA) (Blossey & Nétzold, 1995). F% [ )it
e [ WS A Sl T A S X AR B, AER AR
HUPIRE A T 5L T AR A R SR (W R, 1
TE TN RN R F R Wi B SIS, ~PAT LLERL T i
PN AR R S HOR B IR G &R . e, T
Ji i 0 SRS e 1~ 2 (8 N A b R R T T A% AR 1Y
AR AT BT AL FA by R R TR IR A ) T B AT R
(Blossey & Notzold, 1995; Blair & Wolfe, 2004).

bR T RBOXAN IR Z=AE, NPT 5 4
11 S8 e e L AR IR R AR e, R 1)
AN 7 1S N HEA . Pl -3 i A P mT DA A
T HAL, W n] DU 2 ) ST e )
() F 3, A& BF FURE P i) AR ELARE 0 — AN SR B DR 3%
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(Sanon et al., 2009). ReinhartZ%(2003)F) FH 42 i 546
PO T FERERR S LT A ) IR S R, K
IR 7 b S ] P b 33 B AR WDV A T R A
RRER, PR T 40 BOE 2, M, AR
TR A DA T B K RS o Seifert 5
(2009) th, i I T 132 5eM 1) N AR M Bp A gk 2D 1 oRF 3L A
R T TRT PR ARHSE, 1) 384 0 5 43 C P 7 ) A

TN, A MRS SRR AR DR R s ek
MNAZ PRI B PR EE R Pod b id N ek . Leger Al
Rice(2007) KA A48 Jé YA [F A BERE & R A2
Fi¥) 1t 25 55 (Eschscholzia californica), e+ —4
[F) A el P, A LU 7 ) A 3 e B P Bl 1 9% 7
B AE St LB, M7 R A F e, 156 ]
MNRJE P H AR T R & A o

AL, N R B PR A R SRR AR
RS FEER T, A SO AA B A A R
s o A — o I N AR, DRIV &35 (1)
A A, IE B R AR H

R AT R Z, KA~ sl N AR H AT
) [ Jo A A el 532 560 ] i 4 2Rt A AR B3 IR 38 )
T LB ma s 7, AT S0P b ) [ 5T 4
) 45 J 22 SR K (Williams et al., 2008). WilliamsZ
(2008)[Fi] I 7141 f£ 37 3 & (Cynoglossum officinale) [t
Ji ™ SR AR b 3 3 [ SR AR el A AN [ 551
S G5 R SE A ANIR], AR T ) [ JBOM A [ v
IRNAZ RN B R RN ey B ), T AR
i AR B R Y IR AR 2R . DAL, [R5l el s
BRI 9T BEAE N AR RN i 22 b p R I e, L
230 T SR ) A 1 M) [ JSOR A el A BB A,
SR WA RS, I NASEAEL ) 1) AR A 02 5 5 T 0 AN TR R B5E
P A IR 3E N R B (Sultan et al., 1998). 244K, [ B
HNELHERLIN A, [ J5OM A el S 56t doe A BT 06 AN A
PP RN SLYR PRI R LU o, DA NAR
S 7 A R E Y AR A o
12 BEEMMILRAR

B 73 AV BRI R R 2 N, FIH
53 T FRAd T BOS AR A2 st AL FE R 1K) IR A 708
WG 2 o AHOCHIFIT 202 gL ZAEPER 3 1 R G
H B AP ANTT IR, ) ANAZ Tl (8 Ji 7 S e R AR
FRHETT e B 1 R bt A% A8 e LU LT 9

1AL 22 FEVE ) LU BRI 50 A B T RENLY 3 2
AVEDNA(RAPD). ¥ 14 Jv Bt K i 2 A5 1 (AFLP)

LA (SSR) S5 A% DNA 43 T b i, 8k 43 7 Fl i
() R N R J5 A% 2 FEE, LR NAR S I 54 2 4
PE G G 2 17 A AR AR, SRAHE IR BE L AN K
RO JE R RAEZ G IR BRI EERIAL, A
B NAR A TR IS ) 0 2 ) S 464 JEL (Sakai et all.,
2001), A= s D AASZ 1 i DRLRIATL Y o

H, 80 A A 300 g i R 154 22 AR R B
B, BEIUE FESEH T AR R L B AR 1)
IR ANAZ IR R o e, A7 LR N\ A s R ) gt
& 2 FEVE W EACT B A, SO T W3
PBEIEF RN . (EIX LR T, AR 2 e i e b
SO AT SR () A P ST R E s Y. 9]
n, FASSEAE) =7 1L 3% (Aegilops triuncialis) I
7 T 13 3 (Cortaderia jubata) i 7 i
TG AL 2 FEIE BB G T ™ MM (Meimberg et
al., 2006; Okada et al., 2009 ). IISHIYILE J5 7 1 (1)
KIHE A AR T, BRSO RN = A A D & b
R, BT BB B K, R n] e = 3528
R EE N I B, RIME A BN AR e
Jii K (Baker, 1965, 1974; Husband & Schemske,
1996). MtAh, TS Y, XY ] AE
S TE i 9 KR 2R Y R R T AN S B A AR S o
N335 (Ward et al., 2008).

L=, Uy R I A N R HL R 5t 4% 2 FE 1
TR T X YRR vl B i 2 k5|
B, AT RREIR AT B 5 b T G R ) 2
TG, M= T 35 st 2 Rk, skes T 28
FEF RN, NENR I IE N FEE T H 2 P&
(Lavergne & Molofsky, 2007). /11, GentonZ(2005)
KN Z R 51 Fh S 2K 5 (Ambrosia artemisiifolia) A
1% i M RE 16 82 A4L 2 A 1 IF AN T TR MR
Lavergne Fll Molofsky(2007) th & B i1 T £ Ik N7,
R AR AR M ) 1A% 20 FF 0 S 3 v T D o SR,
WA BRI 2 05 | BRI A8 B e g i N A=
P EAE Z Rk, R Be i Js ™ R R
B2, Henry%5(2009) & Bl kK & (Spartina anglica)
2 A F B YR A, SR Ings S oy HA
BomsE e I INR A, RN A 04 2
FEMEAE 2 B BT = B i o X nT BEE I AR
iR AR A8 Iy B RE S AN, T EL AR S
IR, 948 B RE PRI BE L RNy, (L ASEHfE v B
HAEH .
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TENZ YA EZDNAST AR id s, ibn] LA
A AR 5 DR 28 01 3 S A 5 A AR b MR S 5 O R B
W IAPEFPE . 4, OkadaZs(2009) 1 It T A2 brid
3 B3 =15 ik DR R A I N A2 38 56 B AT HT Y
=2 [R5 5 () g AT RESR I e R 2 K M fl b X . H
JE DNAZ 25 73 #r Jo VA4S DI 2 DNA T 41 (1) B A% AR
b, W R AERIE SR | SR EER AN T A AR
FARLEEANT B R AR e sl NS, MELL R TN
R (P4 AR S B A B A AR 1) £ s . B I
FEAR AN 5 35 R 7> A (R AN I B AR, Rk 22
M2 F RS T 7 T R S 3 2% 10 SE Al 3848 R0 vk
(Avise, 2000), LLi#fitH 2 it (Coalescence Theory)
FEnh, A GE v 2% 07 10 MAS 1R 5 A% 2 4 s
(a2 AADNA) 2 47, B WA DNAJT 41 L I LA
KEATZ T B BEAG G ZR, R Ja R R ) b B A JEL 4
ke, e ZAEWT NP 5 R P s B Hh
RO Ak R e, FENR .

i1 T~ 1% DNAFI I 25 48 DNA (1) 5t 4% 77 XA [#],,
PrARR I IR AL AR EARANIR], Py LUK Wy 45 Gt ke bt
G, AT LA D A b s AR ) AS [ e B ) 2 0% 1) ik
DRI AR S N AR P Rh 4 S )2k 40 g e o Williams 5
(2005) F1J JT] £ DNAFI - £ A DNA P Fft 731~ 5 ic 4
N T NAZFEY) ELVE UK (Schinus terebinthifolius)
HATPIASAS R, S22 0 P IR ST 5 [ g N A
% HLk ) Meimberg%(2006) i i 5 A 2> 1-FRic
R = L 3 B T I PR O 5 | R e IR A
JEMLIT; Nius (R A 2 Ecdla) A P b 23 5 Fr i
I HH AR 31056 [ 1) R D A (Ardisia crenata) (14 75 > i
AR 1 R U5 b 23 ) 2 b [ B9 1K R BT L )
[iipTiR

A T ] 73 AFr AN AR AR ) Ji 7 b R N AR 1 A A 1)
(R TG4 A S R S 2 Ok 2, TRt d W] RE TR 5 Aok
i, AR AW B e e BN B A B2 (Goolsby
et al., 2006; Okada et al., 2009), KITix A2
FRIB 6 FAT BB X, R IN o0 S PR ) B
B AR SYEH (W Zou et al., 2007, 2008), it
T RE VA AT 250 46 7 A0 R NAR 5 B0 3 N A 2 A
ROLe BRI, SRAER A Th R R T, F 55 AN
2, VA A REHAN BN APRE, EE A ek e LR A
FENR YA N M A T 3845 A8 il S ok KR
BUPEAHEIFE o

2 EYMARSREMRIEX

21 AAYEIREMNEIE BRI R

FIHAT AL, MAENEPUH T DA T R
TRETAE, IR ARZHUL, HEIERAMAME
VLIE FH BT NP L AN AR PR [ = M F N A7
iy F 4 8 LU AR S06) T 56 LR AR BIL A ) AR 25
P4t T HIEHE (Hierro et al., 2005).  H B T () 4385k
T R F R RO R AR UL . 590055 4 5E ) 1) 2k
AR UL (EICATR ) BT sl B AR AT Ik

X gk 3% {5 Ui (Natural Enemies  Hypothesis)
(Williams, 1954; Elton, 1958)\ b #fhfg s ik A
B Topenss, FEERA MR 15 H A k4L
()5 — PR H . EICAE U (Blossey & Notzold, 1995)
ST AL B R B AR U8 (1 Al e i, B HEIIAN
A T2 A R, RE A R AR R,
TR R B () fie 2 e B B AR KRB 7 1, ) A5 4
INsE 4 e I3 07 [ PROd EAL B UEEICA U 75 2E L
B MR N AR LA 0 1 3 R PHOIR DL S R T 5%
Wij, 3K A RIS 6 T R SO AR it

CA VF 2 BE I R SR UE T EICAR 3
Ebeling%%:(2008) 18 i LU 4R 2 2 B R I 1 B4 Jit
77 i RN AR H A ] (R 104 B AR ORI
YA RIS EF KR, KINRHE R
Y SR el D5 T T ANARPIRE R REAR S 0, ARG MBIk
T RBOERARVEREICAS . F3 5k, B4R I [F] 5T
o b el 5K 56 OV & 50 UE T EICAE Ui B 1E H T 2 41
(Sapium sebiferum) (Siemann & Rogers, 2001, 20033,
b; Rogers & Siemann, 2004; Zou et al., 2007, 2008).
WFSCRIN, 78S M R0 NAZ H I [R) BT Rhie bel y,
FELNASE SR D AR 1) A4 28 /N R -7
AR, EXS R E BB ) AR R, FEM
H RPN S8 SR R I, BARNR MM B &
FENP G FRN, HRVRBA B 584

SR, H AT —2emr e as RA SRR .
HIFranks%5(2008) FI Cripps 4 (2009) & I 7] Jii A A
W A T /2 (Melaleuca quinquenervia) fil B iL» 3¢
(Lepidium draba) iy A A= H R B X R 14 )5 180 fi
K )5 e R (RO 3 72 5, Stastny
45 (2005) 7E Jit 7™ b ) ) J5 A A2 el <2 56 1 & ILEICA
Tt A e 58 AR B T HL % (Senecio jacobaea)
(INARE B DAL o 31 B DR A A 50 7 2 1 2 S (W AN )
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B R EL 75 a4 S v R B IR £55) T 34s
RAwE, BFEARMIFREYAE A FBAR
GINEIE®

B, — AN BT B e —— 500 O R 2 A A
(Hypothesis of the Evolution of Nitrogen Allocation)
# #¢ H (Feng et al., 2007a, ¢, 2008, 2009; Feng,
20084, b; Feng & Fu, 2008). i1 Ui & XTEICAME
HIRAL, BT B T EICAE Ui o 55587 70 I 1Y) e &
MEAE, IR G, A (BEE) I 73 AL
RAETUAR, B 1) T DA I EE (197 55 A ) e 3] e A
(CCERFAL), M A= NAZ L A0 508 21— A
Bk Feng % (2009):8 st 7E [F] TP A e % 45 25
P% % (Ageratina adenophora) A= HuFf A JE 7= H Fh
FER EEIAH T, XA BRI B A i 1 I s i 2
fiho AR BT U4 tH (IR A, H e %
ok A N AR AR R N AR S AR R D b A A 1
WEFCUEE o [RIUL,  AORIE W] LAAE [ 5 A [l S 46 v
LU 38 A A N AR R 40 ) D 77 A A4 RN AR AN
A o2 N IR 3T, S b iz it .

Bk 2e i ik (Novel Weapon Hypothesis) (Calla-
way & Ridenour, 2004) 1A AMZ AR ] LAy A s
A 5, T8 SR A ) T B TR A RN
{2 TR 2 el T Dot ] ] P A4 o 3K S Ak Jk
WSt A T N, 2N K BT AR UE
AR VLI, AN EEE I 5 P SRS I A SR AR B
ST Re A B A IAE - A& o, i B 224
B AN LI NAR T ) A5 N Az 10 i b (1) 44 S ) ot
WREZE e S5 P Rh 2 R &R Eetn, R4
34 & IRV B % 253 (Centaurea diffusa) B 55 2 425
(C. maculosa)/™ 4 1] )L 7= 1% (+)-catechin g B W il
NAZ A A DR ARG, T B B A e A A
REAAA R A 5 A AR, BPAM LB S iUk ] T
N A2 1 8 TP W) B R R KT R T
(Callaway & Aschehoug, 2000; Bais et al., 2003;
Vivanco et al., 2004; Thorpe et al., 2009). Jarchow#!
Cook(2009) ¥ 7K 4l (Typha angustifolia) 5 A 12 #1 +-
=4 #Bolboschoenus fluviatilis— & Fi ke i, & B
FKHbORE L7 A2 T iR B A AR, 3 R B A K
VI E — Ry W o, & AN AR M 3 (] S el
i A7 (T, latifolia) = A2 (2R YA ] o X — W ST AE
B B SCFE T O A UL, (R T XA
{52 bR Ji = il LG AT 9, T S 0V A R 5 I %

1Bt

PRI, M ANAZ R RS RSO0 T T i AR AL
i, B UE SRS R BT R L. HE,
KT EMNEAR UL TR SR, S5 7L IE A
e, M H A BCH L AT SR AT e, M
A EAFFEA R AP  NAR LS AR 2 10 )R
B o JIT DAFRAT 75 B0 2 P NAZ R AT R 9T,
AN 3 (1 S0 VR R e B N . AR
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