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ZEiRe

RUEGAR ¥ B 5T 73 SRR 0T

N —H’ *
KT 4n ZEfeiT
(ERDUR A iy Bl 2 2 Bt 4 A8 KRG [ X B A s Qi 430072)

R TR &8 W2 AL AR R Y, SEME AR b, B R AR A R BRI 32 232D
Kk SR, HRHRBRTHEMIAN 2D 10% M TR U By, AR A 20 KA T 65 MBI B 1)
IR AL Ry i A2, T EL R A ) KR 5 SR R A7 VR A b L B R AR IE . DRIk, a7 SE N 5 2 B 5T 07
EUHR RS RGP KB R I KGR LR AP, AT e 1 AR A IR A AT 2 FEE, LAWY
T ALKy BT FEVE I . AESBLEERE b, 1838 172 BF AR S AR i a8 B FH A8 00 il SRR (R 1R 38 Py B UKL IR %)
WEZ PR SR, RN RS HEREMERE . RUES A AL B, 8 UBAE By B0 A2 FE ok K/ A
VLN BB B ATCEE AR REE . WREFANRAT IR, RORIEARSHMA L, #8588 = FI A
PREE BT 1 AR I TR AR B AHEDN UBEAR Ry B T REPE, IR X S B AT SEN USRI AN R 261 R 1
R R R AN R B J) 22 3o (RN, SEE— D W T2 A B AR OB B 3 S D) AR AE IR R, BUR
TR R AR R A AR S 5 R e BLETTEIFASREAR B AN, WF 0 MR R A T A & 2607 ik DLE R ik
IR Hoy B R A R LI LR o

REEIR: BALRY, P, Ak BPANTIR ERE

Methods of wind pollination

Yaru Zhu, Yanbing Gong®
State Key Laboratory of Hybrid Rice, College of Life Sciences, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072

Abstract: The transfer of pollen in most seed plants relies on diverse pollination vectors. In comparison with
animal pollination (zoophily), wind pollination (anemophily) has long been regarded as an inefficient mode
and thus has received relatively little attention. However, the majority of gymnosperm species and over 10%
of angiosperm species are wind pollinated, and the evolution of wind pollination from insect-pollinated an-
cestors has occurred at least 65 times in angiosperms. Furthermore, ambophily, a combination of wind and
insect pollination, is also reported frequently. More refined methods are thus seriously needed to explore the
existence and mechanisms of wind pollination in diverse ecosystems. In this paper, we explore the scope of
anemophily research by describing the species and habitat diversities of wind-pollinated plants. In field ex-
periments, we recommend using pollen traps (sticky slides or airborne particle samplers) to quantify airborne
pollen, and conducting pollinator exclusion, bagging, and emasculation treatments to explore the reproduc-
tive contribution of anemophily and the possibilities of zoophily, autogamy, and apomixis. In constrained
field conditions, researchers can bring relevant plant tissues back to the laboratory for experiments examining
aerodynamics, i.e., measuring the settling velocity of pollen using stroboscopic photography or drop towers,
calculating the pollination efficiency using wind tunnels, and evaluating the aerodynamics based on computer
models in different simulated conditions. Furthermore, the abiotic and biotic factors (wind pollination syn-
dromes) associated with anemophily should also be studied to explore the causes as well as the ecological
and evolutionary consequences of wind pollination. The above methods cannot substitute for one another, as
researchers should use them as a comprehensive unit when possible to reveal the details and mechanisms of
wind pollination.

Key words: wind pollination; seed plants; pollen; field methods; aerodynamics
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Pl AEY R AERD A5 1B A R SR A,
PREAL R (1) 22 R 7k A AR vy PR L 52 B KoK
VEGEW A FNZR AT, 2000), T 7K GEAN XL Ry 14
BN ABFRBARTAE B RESRGE R T 53
{37 (Darwin, 1876; Faegri & van der Pijl, 1979). #ATf,
BB SR, RIREAL Ry I A an A2 R R B AR RL,
TERELE IR BS S5 AR B SR ) K b, AR HE S
T ALKy (Friedman & Barrett, 2009). H#I, # 1
TP EL 22 I 22 /0 65 U BN A 38 ) RSB ) A Ky
7% (Linder, 1998; Friedman, 2011). &5 M
BRI AR SR AT, AFDRE 3 ad PR 5 R T BEAE TR A 77
BETE AR H AT a7 5 A6 SR AR P DLIE S RVE; (H
R A Ry dUBEAE AR SR HVR A7 AR, T REEA
N EEE ORI S WG] RIS B B R U AT
FIAE R AL T RFAE, 248 [ 58 K (1) 3R A0 FR i1
(Huang et al, 2013). [KlLt, 38 % DA A HLIE 380 KU
A% By 3 G A8 AR R RE B2 B2 AN W] i) (Cox,

SRR NS R IR 55 /K7 B XU B AZ Ak (Hegland et
al, 2009; Ollerton et al, 2014), fEHY) 7 ¥ M AT e
T = EEAG AT 22 A I AR R I 5

1807 A2 W) 2 B 98 ok RS B R 1 2 A AT VR
EOMHIE 787 1B AE F B — R X St Le i
VIR SRR 7RI, $E B A E i g
FERY IPIRFAE, TR Sk B EFHEE6ASE,
A AL 1, (H OB 7 8, HL DL B A6
I 1) 40 SRR R 8 (Gnetum) F1 2 3k & (Aconitum) FE
¥y, WAEAE R R 2 X(Gong et al, 2016; Wang et
al, 2016). UtAh, 5 UL A TR, I L5
A THI ) SEBG I AN Re 459 BIHER 4 T ) 25 18 (3R ke
AIFE R4, 2007); Wi KSR AT T B UL Ky 5256,
FE AT 23 Bt 1R VF Al A A 0 XU A% ) 2503 (Niklas,
2015), IXEERE TV ERIEREE, HnTRE S EHEY)
WAL Ry AEAENE AN IERf R, AT ™ FLARA E 2R
F e DGy 1 3 ks P A 22 A IR XU A% R SR B
(Owens et al, 1998). T LA &, ACR85IFF
W 7 RBAE R I 7T 73, DA BE T R AH S )
LSRR AR 22 B IR TR B S,

1 REEEREIR SN

11 MM
P -7 HEIAEAS R 3% 15 70 T Ak 2 FEAE 1

FER AR, o AR R R A 1) ok 1 2 B K&
K, T REAL R DRI 2 FEEAT AT AR AS o TR
17 RS Fh-F i ——4R75 (Ginkgo biloba). FARAZE
(conifers)s 738k (cycads). KRk B AgE Y+
(Wang & Ran, 2014), #8C5GfEHRIE 7 AN Ho il A
5 277 7E (Ackerman, 2000; Cully et al, 2002).

R AN 2 WAL A s i, P AR Ay
FIAR AR A ) A2 K GEAL K7 11 (Owens et al, 1998;
Jin et al, 2012); FRERSSAEAY) Hh HUBERD R4 ¥y 32 R
RIFVER(E#2%, 1997; Kono & Tobe, 2007); Kbk
i H b U d AR K T7 2, (BAE 2 @ b EL A
H BT A [F (Ickert-Bond & Renner, 2016). W5 )&
(Ephedra)LAALEAE ¥y 5 32 (Bolinder et al, 2015), Tf
T % 2% (Welwitschia mirabilis) W) 7 2 4 HUE AL Ky
(Wetschnig & Depisch, 1999), F-HHHH FCIA A S bk ik
J& & T AL R ) (Kato & Inoue, 1994), {H&#HT
W TR 7~ 1 H R K 4775 (Gong et al, 2016).

X T AR Ry B R B R, AR R B A
i I\ Ay e AR T SR AT AR B, b R I
TRV 22 SR b UBBEA B 2 8k 37 3 A0 T oK 1)
(Friedman & Barrett, 2009). Ackerman (2000)f) & 4¢
WA N, WAL KI8T 3 A AR = I
SN AT AR 3572
FAN . FEEI BRI RS BA BN AN A
WA 78 HBIKF, BREG B4 b XA H
() LA =ik 85% Ak, FAt & AN MM ER A AN B —f
0 E I T A A T BARE H U A B R
BRI AT B, W R I AT B 0 B S A F
A, B R4 B H AR AR 024N B () R A A2 R
fexn ), LR T H, ARESMEHE
W EA WA . BRI, &R
A 18% I BLF1 10% ) A A2 XU A% ¥y 1 (Ackerman,
2000).
12 HEEHM

AL Ry AR HO IR B IEA R BEAL /AR I, 1
A& FL A B 5 1 Hh R A 25 8 %A (Whitehead, 1969;
Regal, 1982) RUEAEH) 1 BRI AE 388 AN B X T 5,
VFZ W5 e A M DR 2 0 RIBEAL B A o B R
Wi, AnAN[R) AR B AR S5 2 eV Btk
W R 25 B K AAR e 1 RV R AN TN A, AR
3 2 FE A2 AR B v XA R A ) L A9 (T L3R 1R
T3,
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Table 1

Key factors associated with wind vs. animal pollination

AL Wind pollination

FIWIMENS Animal pollination

JeEYIRZE Abiotic factors
43 Aii Distribution
5 fEX# Optimum wind speed
F#%F Precipitation
B Humidity

R EK Biotic factors
JE S Surrounding vegetation
[EFf# % Conspecific density
FFAE—35 1 Flowering consistency
FF1E3E Flower number
17 E Flower position
12K Flower type
164 Perianth
1EFifs Floral colour
1<%k Floral scent
I Nectaries
3k Stigmas
FIEIREREL Ovules per flower
ek & Pollen grains number

1643 K/N Pollen size

1R FE Pollen viscosity
TERRIMLT Pollen ornamentation

iR Temperate

k&= H% Low to moderate
A% Infrequent

& Low

FFFE Open

P& 5 Moderate to high

[M2> Synchronous

% Many

B4 Held away from vegetation
Mt Unisexual

BRILELH /N Absent or reduced
ZEEX [ Greenish or whitish
ToaiB4k Absent or reduced
BRI/ Absent or reduced
JPIR Feathery

—a{/b One or few

% Many

BN, —#10-50 pm
Less variable, often 10-50 pm
+ Dry

Jei, TER B DGR L
Smooth with reduced/absent pollenkitt

Har e Tropical or temperate
FEZEA{K Zero to low

ASNE SN Infrequent to common
I ZE % Medium to high

FFiE 248 Open to closed
K% Low to high

NS Less synchronous

b A few

TR Variable

Wit Hermaphrodite

IR Showy

[ Constrasting

4 Often present

A4 Present

fAi #. Simple

% Many

/b Few

KR, —MH >60 pm
Highly variable, often >60 um
# Viscid

SR IF A

Often elaborate with pollenkitt

E SR Faegri & van der Pijl, 1979; Culley et al, 2002; Friedman & Barrett, 2009; ik k5, 2004
Key references: Faegri & van der Pijl, 1979; Culley et al, 2002; Friedman & Barrett, 2009; Zhang, 2004.

TR TR B, R R R (1 LA A 4 B 24
FE R 4 BT BoAT B3 1) 4 # (Regal,
1982), iy iy X AE A7) J= FfAE X SR AR I LR 4D,
DRI 1T A6 R T A4 7E 2P A% 1 9 B 2 A% 3 2 [ o
ko G4, W R IX — AR 2L A A 1 T
AT ML X LA AE KB, IR AR 2 4
i ok LA ARG 0 AR K TR), [0 A AT ek 4
TR AR e g, SR, 35 HUBAL R AR 25 AH
S Z AR GE, 851X LR 4 A AR 22 40 XU A%
¥1(Elzinga et al, 2007). 1E R ULk, W57 OV AR AK
TF R 5L TR R ey L b X S A HE XA
IR (lns2 48 1145, 2012) . Regal (1982) LLALE A
TV R, Givt T AS R A 35 o R AL B A 42 1) L
], A [0 B 7 1) JRVIEE A% 4 AELA) L A1 AR AR B0,
Forp R o i AR AR #E —F LA R K
BEAERY I o

YiFpE g R HIX RN 2 . RO, W
I3 DL R ) 3 B A S AR T U A, I
S TR SR AR AR MY AR R (15200 0 ™ B . SR, Vamosi
2(2006) [ K B A £ SR, I8 AR ) 22 B
DX PR AL D] D R A 0y 5 4 T 22 1 2 B 77 L (P 4K
R BRI T A6 R i) (16 3 s v] e/t A A RS A2
X FEATFI I A T R HE 1k H XU A% K B L
KA AR FE(Cully et al, 2002). Bawa (1990) 5 1]
WA R R, PR R AR A 1-4% B9 40 B X
BEALR R
2 XEERBEMARTTE
21 TEMIEIRE

PR IR I R R, T 2 S A58 FH A0 4 3R

% E (pollen traps) W BT AR Fl 1= b 2 B 5
ek, BRI B ARE AR A S IR, R AL
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R EIR/N TN R T SR SRR 0 3 3R A 47 3t
ITTHEL(UnGong et al, 2016). fLFH IS B FHEH T
MR BT P& PR R, RES 24T REOT, 58
ASETg A En v B, Atk ] S XUEAE R
PIFERERE 7. WRIEAEHT. Hom AL LT B24E o, nT
PR ORECE I ERAER A BN B E . R
TR XU B ik AR K, (BAERE L AR 5%
A4 R B U8 2 079, AT BUX B PR A
[ EE 254 T B AL K 0%

T A By B 7 B A R A T 2 A R 2 B
SERMEEIE A (sticky slide), BII&A ML, HhE
FoARARATREPEY) BT ) B B o R B AT A
i 2 Pz DR AE R, ann]Pa TR R0,
PR A AR ML, oK 28 0L B T 50 v B A b AT T
Uiig, QA AT USCAR R T A LR VR I A
Ay WA RE PRI K R e RN 4 28 B R
B, DR X ) ig sh i Ae Ky, el B
b A8 0 ) AF B A e, AF R R R K & e B
(Ackerman & Kevan, 2005). £ KZ:%%(2008)7E1LE
¥ (Paris verticillata) JF A8 F ¥k 1Y 7= 5 P4 AL4A J5 4
SAEIR0.2. 0.4, 0.6F10.8 miT P B BEE 2R
JLEARBIEE R, A2/ 9] Bl s et fe s
gk E, TS iz Y AR AL F 6e 1 A1 H
UEITPSE

{8 BA b D7 3t AT B T I — L6 [ @3, G0 R R I
P A A8k VT RE AR MK p R R FE R R R
T A CA U, B v B 5 e 45 SR AE A
PR PR T A 3B 2 T T o JEE S {00 T
[ 147 5 %% B P (W Durham sampler, i L Ackerman &
Kevan, 2005). Ak, BF7REAE N HEATER 1) R HUAT
RERAIL IR T 2 SR 45 58 o DRIk, 78 SR Aovt St 3
FENE B — L B B AR . TER  A i AN )
B3, FEACER 70 2 I AT 2% R FL N B, ab mTaE
NS 8 B AR R Al X B 134T B M BAE
B2 HUAS I R BA (40 &2 18] ) &2 HE 3% fr (Dafni & Dukas,
1986)55 J71%, i/ B H BEATLIE Bl o0) UK 47t 3R )
FHi.

FEPESE 7 R BT 7 S B AR B R S A% iR R
BT RN E RS R T A B R e S
2SS PRI EURE 2%, 1N 9% [E Burkard Scientific A &) F
€ B 2SR H B U SS A1 3 [ Sampling Technologies
2\ F] (I Rotorod HUFE 25 o 1% L4325 B A B AL I |] Py

I B[] R L) 2 A DN T S B0 A A 35 55 XD RS A
SE o BT TENSE 10 pm LR AR B 203885 i, T Jis &
FIE A E KT 10 um I FEH; (Frenz, 1999).
22 fEMEHRE

i85y 2 HEBR T (pollinator exclusion) 2 36 i1 XU
Ry B BB R 5 i, —RBOkE, RT3 T e
PIFF LRI A S LR I N AS, 22 I RS 268 7E A6 8
FRARVF LR HEN, B ERH O S B R
FR L ORI+ o 00 ) A SR e N 80 2R AT LU, [
A 1Al RBEAL Ky () AR B DR 1 0l (Kearns & Inouye,
1993). Culley%(2002) /5145 1 {8 FH 1% J7 2% XU e,
IR ALK 22 G5 (ambophily) VI AT 7T, & IUAS [
TP, R ) A5 K BTk b A1) A2 16 50K (8-93%),
R T AR fESRIg I fE v, LR =28
DR 25 1 5 e T 8 5 50 S 6 & SR A B AR B DA AR
FAE ARG E .

H—AMEHEE. —HROREHAEIR, 17
¥ Mt I AR A AR B 5 AR ) B A v 2 e
AHEAEEEE. vl IX AR, 750 M AL
BT WA BRI 8 2, N R
A S PR T (R 40k 22 W B AT (W Fang et al, 2012);
WA B e W AR B AR A A by B, S (i
TRk 22 IR SO SCHE M AR, FRTES M Ak P 48 2R B
MR 22 B (CEZFEAE) 2007428 154 55 631
). dAk, MESHIRIARECR T Re E s
TN, fH15 8 M A5 e 3R £ 1 KBEAE R
R PSS, REMSILER T B, METE
FFPFERE BT AT e B RS AL R 1 B thidAT .
I, RERIEELE IO ) E BT, FAEEEN
G BRI LU B R, DLW R 5 2 B
5K & 5% (Sacchi & Price, 1988).

HRNWRER . B TCIERR 4L /N Y
B2 A7 1) T 52 SR 45 5 o s FH S /N LI R 4%
B Z B AT LA oo /N B B A gy il (R BEAS, (HH
AT REEZIA TR B33E N . BakerACruden (1991)f%
FH 2% HRGRIR PG REL ) DA o ] 5 T f e I HUA 7 AN
FIRR . eAh, 8183 (florivore) FI & 3 (frugivore)
IR A6 S AT e s i G RO RO SRER, T 76 3 Bk 4
T B, T s e R A AT R

HEAEMR R R ROTERGERKRH,
2004). ZHECRGL(HR/N 55, 2004) FIALH) 2 40 (5 W4
FNEL AT, 2000) BT G IS 56 4 BAR L1 & At .
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HIF T 75 70 X (1) S it 89 im 2 408 () ) o 4t XL
T L BRE) RN 2 Ak B IR R AT LA, KT E B E A
(autogamy) F1 G il & A5 JH (apomixis) 7F XU £ 47 18
Vb R A AT BETE (BOR R 2 LI
23 EEH|HEF

AL Ry B FUATAT: 5218 22 52 B e i 1) B,
N FIEAHN L) R BRI IAER v, I TA) A
H 2Ry FHFRRIE BT AN T RE, R N R Ak 2 5]
G5 SRR P A 7R A RIS | o AEIX ARG
B, ARE R MR BT BER
& R T SMGE BT UM R, i
TG B RSG5 0 OR AT S5 e [ S22, T e sk
S EpAr, ARAESLIG A N e B AR AE S P Ris
BRI L PR A + 73 INAER), BN R 2 AR &
i B2 B (L Ackerman & Kevan, 2005). {H gt — Bt
UM 5, PUBEAL R 28038 32 52 T0 Ky 2 ity T Pk ookt 52
(terminal settling velocity, Uy)F1E Bl g% w
AR R MR (Niklas, 1985). U A] ISR K
ARy AT e, XU (wind tunnel) SEE6 AT DL S B
WE 8 A [l s b th ARk I B SEIE I e, T
iR AP AT Loxt FLBE AT T SV £l (Niklas & Buch-
mann, 1987; Bolinder et al, 2015).
231 TEMIRERY

UGt R AEFF LR, 16 5 B T & A 313
SEARAS, BN E ) HIRE 5~ 5 (112 )8 B (Niklas &
Spatz, 2012), RIEAHAEYII U— B H2-6 cnvs (55

Fomi AR

KUF, 1994) % FEAR . ARBUINRTER AT U,
T E A 5K A% 7% 25 25 (Cresswell et al, 2010). PATF
SR U R T 732 B At H g ) RBRI gt
L

(BN TR . ELHE AAE T RS E vk, —
HFEHEARL, R R MER e B T s 3
BEAE: A/ N R Bk LD e B
) 46 7 (Niklas & Buchmann, 1987), J&#& 14 FH =
FETE ) 3% B8 15 137 (Bolinder et al, 2015). 5 A
KRR Rk FVE NSRS RR . SRB
5 75 FR I IR PR o i B i T DGAT AU LA Sk, 4 A
FEXT FUAHALIR T THT - B R RS E A, < I fideqe
s sh G . A SE T R T sk S ENR
(%) 6] 2 3fe DA IR A3 3 (5 7] 3K 45 Uy Bolinder?$(2015)
A5 FH 3 365 54 15 v2: 00 #3 Ephedra  foeminea ) U AT 4.7—
21.44 cm/sZ IR, TXAHOKH)ZE 72 ek B9 AS [A) 5%
SEFERE SN . HiroseMOsada (2016)1) 3 1 5 1%
WREEA, HA I 7 B 15 5 i o 22 28 R SRR K
9635 nmfHOGRE, FACRDGAT FEBH LR B AE Ry
B AR BRI T B SFRE Y 0 U508 55
AI{E1.03-3.2 eny/sZ 8], 1EBBORIIYIRY, UK.

QOUTFEIEVE . DibEIE s F EZ AN (F
IL.Di-Giovanni et al, 1995; Borrell, 2012): {£7 R
R B WUZ B A @R HEER T % B 7 B LSS
BE). Rt AR m RS () SR R LR AR
P, FESAER R IBURIE HEAT) ) T AR (FR.Bh AL

TR G R b = A S

Apomixis Emasculated & + * Apomixis

Apomixis EEEMALHE };&; Ly bagged treatment P

ERAEEN Emasculated & & 7 ing.facilitated

Wind-facilitated outcrossing outcrossing - &L%%ﬁ{?%d

R B e 1E 4 | ind-facilitate
PIYEAE Wind-facilitated selfing - m‘ﬁ A ﬂ:‘ﬁ%}{%} outcrossing
Hermaphrodite B3 A Wl_nd-facﬂlte‘lted selfing
flowers Autogamy B3 B1EfEH

Autogamy
Eiﬁ%'iﬁ{l
Insect pollination TR Bl
BARAb A + /' Apomixis
_ Bagged treatment
Joh A AR
£k Apomixis [P,
o 7 R TN o
Ij?m%:%jfl Netted treatment Wind pollination Wind pollination
female flowers
TNUREEAER
Insect pollination

E1 EHEHREESEMCIERIE REEMIRAREE. +RREIFE> 0, RREIFER =0,
Fig. 1 Technical routes to test wind pollination by pollinator exclusion and pollination treatments. + indicates seed set > 0, — indi-
cates seed set = 0.
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P, AT DR A ). 2R, e E T
PR OB, ARAE AR 7R 5L BL B Fr B URR A B R
B AR E T VR TH], R %R13 U, Borrell (2012)
%I Di-Giovanni %5 (1995) FJT 4% 35 ¥ 25 i DA ek, i
F/N B HR B RS Sk i 78 < BRI, XY
OFf R AL F4F S KA J& (Cedrus) FE PN I Ugdh 47 PLik
Wig; RIMARIMUZE SRR, RAFHEYI U,
SPIMETES.81-5.29 em/s 2 (7], W EART T in @Y
HIU, (6.72-9.18)0 A3 TR X Foh 22 57 0 LA S e 4240
{140 % 3 P 5 38 1T T 2 T S [ R 0 1) st A 22 M
HJE R L o

Q) I AR . ATRIERFTE, UM E
I3 R R B B R A7 DR B (1) 46 4 (Karl Niklas, #A
NIER) o AEXS T —LE BT AR A J5 Mk DLOR B 1487,
4 vty YT e o P R R AE B A SIS e o 48] 2 SRR R
(Gnetum montanum) ] 46 25— B 25 AR B FH 77l fir
fESE R R, BERE-20C % A7 BTy % (R
Wi, NAMEL). Foh, VRS &AL AME A
{, NiklasF1Buchmann (1987) 1 S 48 112 58 hnfg 4 .
{HFESE PRl I R, BRATAR I N FET R A
AR, TR RO B . AT AR N BE
HIVE— LSRN B 26T 5, B T RAER TR MBS .
{8 FH 375 o AR LS S48, 0 SRAEM SIE R
VIR EE B A [, B AT SRAZ Ure
232 MXEsELE

KT R SEL, H TAES ML w2 LA R 3
AN A (1D #4533 XU » NiklasFIBuchmann (1987)
15 FHAZ 56 BBl 90.20-15.5 m/sHIXUE; () TAE T
AU AR E M o R R BCE 7R RS R PR R,
T AT DA BB U SR BR HE RGP0 R )
(Niklas, 1984). I[N CLA, ZHARIE A F K
RS UESE . SEIGH, AT £ Bh RGO SR
FEREAT JE PRSI (3)AEN 3 5T 4B R 2 o S
HORE TSR 2 0T B AR T, BRI A XU A,
A6 VR B O] 3 aok 3 4 M ) 2 ok 40 B X ) FE R B
H W . NiklasFIBuchmann (1987)%2F fR 35 (Ephedra
trifurcafE. nevadensis)I A SLI0 45 R WoR, H—
R RGN, AR A I AR o B 5 52 A A A
#1 o Cresswell55(2007) 15 F 8 5 176 K0 FHMEERTE A4
BE, AE KGR R 25 R ¥ e 1 KGR R, S 3 b AR
BHEWAS FERRAL I AE 232 Re 10T T HUR, 45258
I3 FhOAE A 13 XL THT 3 e 45 32 20 70% B ek, 1

JATH R Be 2 52 292% (M 46K, T 2 A I T B2 52 (1) 4
Lo 5] 75 2 Fh A J& (Pinus) #4906 2 7, H1E
Cedrus libani H 2 5 2.3 .
2.3.3 HEERIN

FE T R S 56 I 58 ) AS [R)0 Fh 46 8 12 3l 1) 22
i, AT E R B AU R DAl S BUX PR R B) J  E
S SR (Niklas & Buchmann, 1987; Cresswell
et al, 2007). FHUIXIEILL AT 7 IRHU4R AR A (DAER Y
EREL K/, QMEMEATERS B RN TSI i
FIEA T ; (3) F#4) )X # (Bolinder et al, 2015). {1£47 % &
W 5E 7] Ad % BE B FE 55 0 25 (Forster & Flenley,
1993), {HAnR U5, Waf DR PR A

= 923—;; + Py

Hrr2 e A2, gre B IINEEE, pfllposr il ieie
AN BRI, wes [ sh IR R, UR%
ST B 18 [ (Niklas, 1985); T MEPE AR P8 & B RS
FI /N AT R4 SR LA FH A 40 8 . MicroCTH
A B AT H H 85 0 %2 (Cresswell et al, 2007). HEPEA
FA %R B HEAER AT 9 B0 7 W Niklas Al K erchner
(1986) ¥ it I FE 5. NiklasfIBuchmann (1987)fi f
HNASINE. trifurcafE. nevadensisIEEk ] Fl <37
AR IZZNAT A, 193] T 5 X SEES AR BL ) 25 5
FEE TG, ARV FRAER R ANANE FE ) 2 5, FE
FANFRAERY B R R RRAE, 456 ARk
BRFTTE B R S 2 R IR, B A T KUAR
W R S 5 $E2 [F B AE R L4 . Bolinder 55
Q015 LB R BLE. foeminea A~ B 48 AT Aa] X 1
TER PR I DI REHFAE, 1X 405 L HUEAL 4 1 5 B
M5

3 NEEEMENERNMARTG A

R R R e, O SRl IR Ak I 5 o)
8 7 At oy LB R A% oy 326 3 A T R 00 110 36 o2 i
WEETT R . TR, 70 s UG 1) PR 3R gk
ATHETL, DA RN BR AR XEA% Ky 5 2 1 JL TR A s
o WWINGERIRRRZ, DU E D AR
VPR, AL E > HE N R AT IRE, Eaim
DS ESEEY IR I
31 FEEMEE

WHRARAEMR R, —BAEA RS XM T,
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T I KA R 35 R (3mSR Bl LA o6
AR R R BAT IR RD), PLSFHRIH 5.
RUH . BER R R AL A AT AR RS
uhiy BPAN TAE G Ui SR A (RN AR T S50 Ja A
TR BT P (AR S B, U 20T b 1k g ST AR A 2% 3E
il . ndRA1E L FODY TEMPUS Pro/MiA
G, e R W R 2y 5 e AL B TR AR AR )
K.

JATH A2 52 10 JRBREAE A ) — AN B B R 3R, AMERE
MDA KPS PSR B 85, ) R S B M e S kA6 P 2
(Whitehead, 1969). 4 XUig K 2| m] LLys lRAEK: HIU,
B A 2 B A S 88 ARSI, [0 b/ Ak ]
(1) A€ K7 4% 326 250 % 5% =5 (Niklas, 1985; Culley et al,
2002). B 5 3CEF(2008) 18 F XU THFI R PR3 iR
08 I X V0 Bl (Hippophae  rhamnoides) R UGAL Ky BE
BRI, IR LA B e A% 1R R B — AN
125 m; HXGEBE3.5 m/siF, 5 REE R A 36 0 5
A %85 m. Molina%:(2001)f# i Burkard & 455,
H 3 BURE 23 W 70 42 50 J& (Plantago) e Ky % 5 5
WER R MR R, KOUEE . W8 ARG X 2= A
IAER: % B3 B E .

e A T T R PR Y 88 0 AT S e A6 R ) SR 4
FREE, REAER 70 0 2= S ik 5 2 6 5 3 U3
I VR EEIE AR R IR AE 25 I OKFR B, M Sk
RS (Niklas, 1985). [ N f B 42 IR 52 M gl 2 T ¥
TEERTILG, BIE A KIS I W I AT 7E 35 e I TR) P 3
B 2= S 4 BT A 1468 (McDonald, 1962). Gong%%
(2016) 11 It Ry P P R Ak A T /N SEBR IR (Gnetum

parvifolium)MEHERRI T B RIVEIL Fr, RIIE RIS,

TSR PR 38 B e S B 46K, (LR R I Aok PR
I EATCAERl 3R
32 HYIRE

TER RN B FE S TEAS IR TS 1) #S RE S
PIEAL R R0, RRAE R B KN — AE20—40 pm,
K118 DLk > 168 2R 82 (Ackerman & Kevan,
2005), — L& R Tl () 46 R B A A7 AR OR B
X1k, HF|F48h0H7F J1(Wodehouse, 1935). FJH
FL 5 T R 50 BB T A8 WU 45 B4y 2 IR PN 3 4 A 22
(Tekleva, 2016). BolinderZ:(2015)7 Fi §14 fli&
SR R R RN JRR B JE AR AR R HEAT B AT, K INAE
o1 B 1) B Ak 25 ) 5 2% i e B P2 R AH DR TBR ), 4K
BETH o N J2 725 18] A RIURE A0 J5T FR) AFDRE B A7) R 48 3

A e ek % 1, 58NN —RikEU, #
S 6K BUE e

A 1 HE, ekt RaE . Mk
Za0 11 R0 2 T AR ) MG I R A R T e AR A i R
ROR, W TR RE LR RARHEY AP
BAR A BPREE S %% (Faegri & van der Pijl, 1979).
AR SLEQOIFI R B H AR, RIH HEA
FHE Y AEAT 2R B A e T AL 5%, A T3 e
A2 AR T B2 i RVBEA 2

B LA BB R 24, A8 2Rt R XU
FEKy 7= A5 B B (Friedman & Barrett, 2009). —
SKut, XU BE 5 = B AR 03, 6 T KA A
(T B (R AR o, EAEAL T8 v b B A R T4
() H4% (Bickel & Freeman, 1993). Niklas (1987)%]
TRV S, B SR R RN DR BB [ B A Y CE AR $2
TR A, RIS B R HEAE 55 SR B R
K, BrAAER fEAL T 1 F R Al 5, T 7E T AU
Qb I T RS A T R SO [ A P o =i ) B
J1BUN, PR o e 76 bR A b 5 18 7 Al i
H e . FriedmanMHarder (2004)3% F 1654045
[ 7 2 LA 7 (1 B RS B, R I i Ak 3
iX TR ERE LT e &, EARA Sk
ek 2 &, METREEAET F, g HER
SRS, AR SKAE R B2 B A 2 PR AIK

4 5B

£ B ARG, DUIR 48 A% B 25 & ik (wind
pollination syndrome; 3 1; Faegri & van der Pijl,
1979) > 1 W XU A% Ky B0 To 2 AN 4 THT ), A L8
PIRIMEEAS 76 42 B2 X S8 SORVRRAE, 7] BEH AT AR
Fe i a(Gong et al, 2016). 7EABR AL ALk
A, AN BRI T, S s
TICRFALE /Y 2022, H A T BE 7 ok A% H R R e AR
(Friedman, 2011).

HXS Taifern ot 7t, H ar3E XEAL R 5T
ProREE IR+ A IR S RERIRITRE
AR KRR 18 MR E (ISR AR A, 2014), B
ik 7 A1 S8 5 AT T DA% ey £ 5 i ] 2K AN AR
FHTTRR(E 55 3C5E, 2008; 4 KR4S, 2008), HAj
AR WL 25 B0 732 J7 VA F B KA 3 BT 7 v 1
RLFS . BEAh, (A 0TS B S S F
IR T ALy 36 A8 13& N 7= X (Huang et al, 2013;
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Gong et al, 2016; Wang et al, 2016),

AL 338 AR R AR A A RR BN T AR XE 9, AH
X TR B E RS R, HAEET A 7
RSk PE BE 55 . EETAhSREG T, BIFFE 3 N e A
“Aew i PR+ H R ERIET AL G T ik, WX
WALy BT BEPE A AR TR TR R /N o BF A T 78 2 1N,
JREAE 5 A A S A T A A 2 6 T 0k B R
BRI R . INEFANEAF IR, WU NARE Y AR
MR HL IR, 1S5 = AT e 23l 11220
Foo IR, BFAMILEG IS A T I AN REAR HLEAR,
PSR TT 12 I 5 0 e i A RE 1 R e L a6 7R
ARG AN R AN BB 42, 2012) 0 [R5
VER, AT R AL Rl I A T — P, SR
FCNLEE A F Ak B B AT D8 BOBIE 5 05 ik (SR A e A
PO A, 2007). ASCHUREEAL R AT TU AT T
FEORS 4T RS SE AN PEATY, Ay B2 BEXS B DT R AH SR AT
T EEH P .

BUst: R 3R A #H At AoKarl T, Niklas# A% 32464
I RA A I
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