TLIRAOL B

2017 4E45 45 445 18

— 145 —

WAL Rk B TR R g o T R M v 2 (] ST ARk R ,2017 ,45(18) 1145 ~ 149.

doi:10. 15889/j. issn. 1002 - 1302.2017. 18. 036

A T it e I WA P 0 e %k T 5 B 2 9 g i 2 S

oo, xae', h B, ki

B, Er=", Fuk, miR

(L AR BRI S PR B2 B , =R AR 11 6780005 2. {11 EE 25 5 S5 L Bh4 4%, =i 1L 678000)

E U s AR Z AR /RIS R R L SR 2 QO ARL, BB T 3 Bk 4l
TET5WE T 20 E R AR RS B B 10 I 22 5, IF 5 TR SGAR AR A AL AT I . 45 R B, Tl g

Rk HE R T % (malondiadehyde,, fij ik MDA) & B f i

ORI AZ AR 5 B 53 b A AR R ARV AL 22 5 AN 10

F AR R SN BHOE LR TR R R B BT R R TR MRS, b il =R &8 TR R
B, AT S RN TR A RS . R ER s, R 5 R _2 ROy — 28, BREE R MR Oy — 2K X —
KRG 3 ARG R B GUERRY,/NRE-R 85 0 RS0 738 R R 5 AN /R o 5 e
VIR SO A7 A 22 5, KRR 22 S S TR 572 0 56, T 52 ) B0 S PR R R A R

SRSRAA) /DRI s S0 5 4 5 B BT s R s i 5

HESES: S571.201 MEFRERG: A

JINBLIINMNE ( Coffea arabica L. ) S}y 35 E A} ( Rubiaceae ) HiiHE
J& (Coffea L. ) /NHEA, B iR 2R 5 ) % T R g™
TET/ARmE TS AR AR & AR U, P iR, S 2
BT o TS /IR A AR A R R fil Hokk
T MRS T e B MR R BT Rt T
s A R A A A AR S 25 v R, o e e
TS /N R Rk B R kY B
B R AL g R e Tk
FERCR e iR G R R AR
WM T 52T B a2 SR i B 7 L SRR A L TR
HEPE AL BRI A2 R B AR IE sz B i 528
DA BRI FAS M e T ST R e A &
AH AR S, D R X A AR e S
RLIHE S B RS AT 24K, A B B0 E T 50 AT B B
PR BG4 T AS A2 | T4 K, o
UPEAETE S AL B TR A

= g /DRI DR o5 B ) 44 R R B R A
HIZTAEY), B ATz i AR 7= PR R i) /DN Rz e it Fl oA gk e R
('Typica) J - #48 ( Catimor) F 8145 ™) . 2 3 Wi 301 19 B 75 %
W, T 5 T3E X/ LN E S B3 80 L SR T 5 A 7 A
SRENE L , A1 BB AT S 3 T BT A AR
TR (B INREIEAR [ S R T 527 1 AR5 2, AR BT
FEANI Ik FAREA [m) /IR A o5t Atk 52 kA e iz £ 22 S, T
AN SR TR 52 7, 3 PR A o 7 2 S5 7 DR/ 5 o ]
TG R R BT — B, X/ NI e F i Bl 4B = B

Wik H 41:2016 — 04 — 06

LT H: = ™A WA 5 (45 2014FD057
2015FD056 ) ; A4 PR ILTT A —HEFF AR AR B ARk A (45
bszqnxshjsdtr2012 —04)

fEZ RIS MR L(1985—) , 53 IRGHR AN Wi, Bha, R oAl
WA A A WF 5K, Tel: (0875) 3115198 ; E — mail; kchenl985 @
163. com,

XEHS:1002 -1302(2017)18 - 0145 - 04

—E R
1 #Rl5AHEE

1.1 H#

e F 25 T A DX R T AR R F) /N 5 Rk B R
1 78677 (M _1) KR W 7963 (R A _2) VE N IR T
AL ANRINMERD T 2 2 AR L B B oy G B E I 5 It
Sz e B BR2A ml B4 ; BT AR50 A B e =
BR  JAC S e B R 45, 34 [ 7o it 11 2 Wl s 2 B o A 4%
LB 51 aa
1.2 F&*
12,1 /NRimmeERh 05 & R A g 4 B R it e ol
2015 4£3—10 A, 10% H,0, FunHEFr+ 714 7% 30 min, F-H
T K (=0 ik 3 K. 1RF 24 h JERENLA M HE A AE 3 B
VT P BRI R 1.5 em, ¥ B K B i 35 °C, e b e
IR 1S °C, R4l 5 PR & 50 d, A i A b 4 3 d
WG 1 YOK, AREO B AR 1 L
1.2.2 TEA e A B Okt X 1 181 HF /IR ) i 3k
1T AR T30 (FREe AR5k 4B 15 d, 45 3 d B 1 RAFEL,
R 25 RO, I R T R RR T i
1.2.3  AIRTESIARIE  FIKA B i 5 AR & 1k
B R B I8 ARE
1.2.4  AHRAFEARIGE S E 2 k™ e N —
i B, AR L 0 3 Y 0 T YA A R K A R
I TR
1.2.5  BORACIR AT SRR ERE 3 0 R3.2. 11
stat SN R T7 22081 2 3 L RAE K,

2 HER5H

2.1 FFmhiaxt3 A ko g ey 45 F
TR SRR S EUCE LA L
W e 90 7R B I 105 2 2 7R 79 = B ( malondiadehyde, fi



— 146 — TR

2017 4E45 45 445 18

MDA ), M3 240 i B i s 1 7 R T it A0 2
FROGFMATZ ", HUF SR E T S T R Z 0
FRPEME L N EET TR0 6 3 /NSl 1 i 4
FREE A5 43 0 e T S B i A vh 3 Fh gl i MDA &
B L, BB T - A B F B a0, R
L R 2 e gh i it i MDA & 48 2 AW BT+
G TR 7 22 53 A R WY, NVR el 5 A& (F = 7. 606, P =
0.016 —— W 1 A
| =R 2
PR
- e R 1% R

| R 2-%F
—e—BREER-XT R

6 9 12 15
AR ] (d)

0.001 4) iP5 (F = 84. 14, P~0) H . & S ma 4y i
MDA 7 4 ; Z W LR R Y], T2 6 d gkEeR A
MDA it i3 (P =0.04) & TR&W_2, 5 RHHE_2 19 1. 35
& AEME 0.3.9 12 15 d, BREE R R _1 RoRaEI_2 W
PIZIA] MDA & #2255 A B35 (P >0.05) o ST Pid i v
MDA i Ag 4, 6 3 AN AR M e R (1811 - B) £, K
AL SR 2 RO —2 R R IR O — 2K

0.004 | B
fu
S
0.0034 %
0.002
| | |
0.001- . N
|
& &
i i
i i

EES

E1 FRimadEHsH/MImbihEt I BESEBTN (A). BE1T (B)

2.2 3 AP Aok 4 AR R AT T T A 69 e

MRAR S i B R B AR pT I EE 2R AR, KR AR R
PR EIOK AR, I A . IR R IR K
FLEE SRS I R IEARSE™ o I8 2 - A T Y, b6
A DB 5 BE I, R A1 AR A2 Bk R AR R
IR BLSE B THIA T AR 3 IR 307 22 0 B 2T, /I ke

A

0.40 —— R 1
—=— R 2
0.35| —a—ghEeE
> REFEE 13
0301 ——K7E4 2-%F 8
—e— bR Xt iR

0.25

RAEF (cm®)

0.20&

0.15F

0.10

0 :I’a I6 I9 1I2 1I5
AEBREF ] (d)

fhAP(F =6.383,P=0.005 8) Ml sk (F =26.129,P=0)
AR A 25 5 TR 40 AR R AR 22 T LU AL R R FE A 0 ~
15 d, 8RR CRFFI L B R A2 PP Z AR ZR R PR 22 S
AEE(P>0.05) HEESHER (K2 -B) K, R
W1 SR _2 RO BREER IR O — 2K, R A1
5 R A _2 BRI i 1 5 2 R

0.09 - | B
A4
0.08 §
0.07
i
AE 0.06 -
0.05
]
0.04 - ) |
o =
i i
i ¥

Rk

E2 FEPmMETES 3 MUMImMEELERREREL (A). B3 (B)

AR AR R 3t b 500 R w0 A Y LU AL, B
i AUE LR B A R IR BRR  BUEHOE L 5507 0
SIEMX™ . W3 - A WA, TR, R
LR 2 BREER 4l i MR L , BP0 5 5 5 S Bt b
THE TREREE, RH 1 5R A2 7EPrE 12 d 4R
o HE IR B (L, Bk EE-RAEMMA O d AR (E s P X 507 22 0 M7
FW/REIE S B (F =8. 43, P =0.005 8) | Jipid 58 5 (F =
20.45,P~0) 53 RN 4y v RO LE s 22 3 FU AR SR AR T, 7
38 0.3.6.9 d, 8RR R AL BRI _2 P Z TR
2 AR (P>0.05)  fEMHA 12,15 d, RHFW_1 5K
W2 Y MO HEAR . (P <0.05) & TR AU H i K
E BB R A 163 1. 49 A% iR #1454 _2 i)

MZEFAEE(P>0.05) . BEDHER(E 3 -B) KW, +
i R R AL SR A2 4 A EE AR AR
TR H R
2.3 3 APk T RS ERTHRATE ALY
v

BB T S0 T 8 A 35 40 g
PP SO L, AR B 15 4, AT PR 40 M 119 7K 23 L 4 I
WA S, AR P R R A B B R
JEEE A T R AN T R R 3 0 Y
L0 S

IR AN RESR s A0 M O PR UK BE ), i RE AR 3P 454 , 2
FERPRE o (YT R AT SRR KRR, HAR



LAl BR2E 2017 4E45 45 55 18 1 — 147 —
0.50 A 1 B
J4
00874
o I
] £0.06-
= £
0.04- E—
o o
. . i ; i #
0 3 6 9 2 15 ¥ Y-
KbEERSFE] (d) P2

E3 TERHmaIES 3 FuhiimtEs siR/E L TR (A). BE(B)

ARFRBLR R 22 5 R 4 - A AT TR R
R AR 2 B R AR R R R R
BB ETHE T RS 3 A a2 R
PILEMIE 12 d IRBVEEA; P 3R 5 22 70 W1, /N KL o
P (F=3.515,P=0.038) | JPid 55 BE AR S 25 (F =29. 67,
P=0) FuH 7 il 5 i 2 R AR R I 1E A 6 d,

400
350
300

250

2R & (ng/g)

200

1504 3 6 9 12 15
AEFRIE(d)

BREER AR SR (P =0.04) " TR$EM_1, R
A1 118 7% TRk R S R A2 R R
1295 RN (P >0.05) ,7EA 0.3.9 12,15 d,3 4~
ol A 2 [ i R 5 R 22 SR B A I (P >0..05) o iy AT 4 -
Bl i, TR e R AL R 2 4l
W A AR

901 | B
8042
0l
60
2 504
40
o %
# #e
i 4
RA

E4 FEEpaEERSHNIMES SN FREBRSEENA). BEIH (B)

AT PERE AN A 5 e FR R AN & 1 R
BETTERE , 30 O 0 P P G e e, [ e EL AT (R 7 L 2
WA PER . IS - A ATE T REE s e, R
W1 AR 2 B R A AR S R R B TR R
R f a5 #RAE NS0 O d FTIA PN & ek U (e; IR 3R 07 22
SIMTRI ANREIIHE A B (F = 9. 423 P =0.000 4) | Jirid 55 &

——REW 1
3or +§%§§3 A
25 :%%—z_x:jﬂa

B X

] A R (mg/g)
—_ %)
9 S

—
(=]

1y

H

W

o 3 6 9 12 1
AL B F(d)

(F=14.559,P=0) ¥t B R Al v & i 2 H
BASRAEI] EWA 9 12,15 d, RAFW_1 R _2 f T3
PERE S R B (P <0.05) ¥ TR, fi i & 4 0 Bk e
R 139 1%, 7EMME 0.3 .6 d,3 S ahFlZ Bl 22 5 A B35 (P >
0.05). 5 -B AT Wit fe b al i vEpE & AL R, 45
REW], RFW_L 5RHFW_2 B, R n 2K

| B
IO-EL
ik
B
w ¢
4-.
2- — o
2 2
= &
i i
ok

E5 TEiMaEESR 3 FHuhkimEEs e F A EESETH(A). RBHEB)



— 148 — LAl L2 2017 4R55 45 4555 18 1]
. [J]. Journal of Plant Physiology,2007,164(12) :1639 —1647.
3 itig

AN EAR S BR b e AR BT S R — AT
P TR ™ A MBS W, P i 5 A e T
TRRBELE MR E ™ o T X/ IR RS 1 2 R, 55
LA RS 35 30 | PR A8 S MDA & RN L A
WFERW], T RMHE SRR R R AL R R _2 2
V1% 200 [ SRR 473, Pl 2 5 58 AR S JEE 52 4 A7 e JEE K, ot et
R gk B R Al A R B R

VRS SR ARt S, 4EL ply T b o IR 1 52 0 4 22 S
TR AR — 80 LR /IR A B 4 e A
AR MR AR, S R R AR RS A R R
W], BREER R I_L SRR 2 A AR AR AR AR LETE T
SRS SR e S s IR R e e R AR R AR
AUERARE(P>0.05), K& _1 RHFEE_2 MRE L
RFEREEA, RYIRAFM_1 R HI_2 f93t EAE Y& ke
R KGRI AR, Xk LK S T SR AR 1R
HF e (9 A LIS A I W 5 R X SR A 5 2R
JRE R IR F e A SRR L R K
BURT | HAE I A [ B RS (i B R T . A
WFFEARRW], T M B B R i o A i 2R
F TR L R 2, T R AR T R AL R
W2, i T T PR B i AR /RN HES) B R T
FR, R R A2 B R B BT RE S, g
Rt AP BER YRR TR R 2, %W
BREER X T F M0 AU £R 5 IR T T 3 R/ VRIIES]
A T AR B R A AE TR IARAR B BT R A B
BB N/ IR FR) 1< 5 1 2R 9] Bk B R BT A

PEARAE A2 AN [ AR o DT SR ) A AL G TR e A
WIZ ALRA —E BRSO A HI AL B AR ST 9 D REdE R
U R 3R 56 2R 00 Uk 7 £ 2 B P DR AR 01
R A B BT AE AR 0 A 25 2 T U T ok B Sh RE IR . A
WFTCHI BT RREERR W, R R _2 O —2K 8k
BERBR O —2, X — 4R 3 ARG RN T —
L@ et il E/ININEVIESES: S PO S- S Sl
i 5 T, o LA 87 3 2Bl

S0k

[1]da Matta F M, Ramalho J D C. Impacts of drought and temperature
stress on coffee physiology and production;a review[ J]. Braz J Plant
Physiol ,2006,18(1) :55 - 81.

[2]Alvim P T, Kozlowski T T. #H /R E S APEA[ M ], o E
Ve ae 3. JUT: ARl AR, 1984 :225 - 228,

(3132 4@, 08 2 i, 4. ARTER TR0 1L /R k4 3
BR[I]. ELFEH,2002,18(1) ;117 —119.

(4152067 5864, Ak, 4. FIBLARRIK NS 2R /R i 4
KHOCEFFELT]. BHA A4 ,2004,15(7) 11207 - 1212.
[5]Tesha A J,Kumar D. Effect of fertilizer nitrogen on drought resistance

in Coffea arabica L. []J]. The Journal of Agricultural Science,1978,
90(3) :625 -631.
[6]Dias P C, Araujo W L, Moraes G A, et al. Morphological and

physiological responses of two coffee progenies to soil water availability

[7] Worku M, Astatkie T. Growth responses of arabica coffee ( Coffea
arabica L. ) varieties to soil moisture deficit at the seedling stage at
Jimma, Southwest Ethiopia [ J ]. Journal of Food Agriculture &
Environment,2010,8(1) :195 -200.

[8]Worku M, Astatkie T. Dry matter partitioning and physiological
responses of Coffea arabica varieties to soil moisture deficit stress at
the seedling stage in Southwest Ethiopia [ J]. African Journal of
Agricultural Research,2010,5(15) ;2066 —2072.

[9]da Matta ¥ M. Drought as a multidimensional stress affecting
photosynthesis in tropical tree crops [ M ]. Hemantaranjan A.
Advances in Plant Physiology. Jodhpur: Scientific Publishers,2003
227 -265.

[10]da Matta F M, Maestri M, Barros R S, et al. Water relations of coffee
leaves ( Coffea arabica and C. canephora) in response to drought
[J]. Journal of Horticultural Science,1993,68(5) .741 —746.

[11]Cavatte P C,Oliveira A A, Morais L E, et al. Could shading reduce
the negative impacts of drought on coffee? A morphophysiological
analysis[ J]. Physiologia Plantarum,2012,144(2) 111 - 122.

[12]Caramori L. P C, Caramori P H, Filho J] M. Effect of leaf water
potential on cold tolerance of Coffee arabica 1. [ J]. Brazilian
Archives of Biology and Technology,2002,45(4) :439 —443.

[13]da Matta F M, Maestri M, Barros R S. Photosynthetic performance of
two coffee species under drought [ J ]. Photosynthetica, 1998, 34
(2):257 -264.

[14]Cai Z Q,Chen Y J,Guo Y H,et al. Responses of two field — grown
coffee species to drought and re — hydration[ J]. Photosynthetica,
2005,43(2) :187 - 193.

[15]Dealmeida A F, Maestri M. Characteristics of slow chlorophyll
fluorescence emission in four Coffea arabica genotypes submitted to
water stress[ J]. Photosynthetica,1996,32(2) ;161 - 169.

(1618 A, 2=, skt , . mmllRd BB U A0 5 20E 9F 5 K R Y
[J]. =R fERHE,2002,25(2) 1 -6.

[17]Carr M V. The water relations and irrigation requirments of coffee
[J]. Experimental Agriculture,2002,37(1) :1 -36.

[18]dos Santos T B, Budzinski I G F, Marur C J. Expression of three
galactinol synthase isoforms in Coffea arabica L. and accumulation of
rafnose and stachyose in response to abiotic stresses [ J ]. Plant
Physiology and Biochemistry,2011,49(4) 441 —448.

(1912, T4 D/ RL I MEFT 574 35 7K 55 50 58 B o 8 7= A B B R
[J]. ZRERHYE,2001,24(4) 41 -42.

[20 ] ASC T , SR, AR08 50, 2. M /IVRE kA 4 rp 77 A 1 1] 2
5XELT]. hE R Al,2012,44 (1) 232 - 34

[21 )25, TR MER B B RS [ )] = IAERHEL,
2000,23(3) :36 -37.

(2218 A, 2530, 25040, 5. = M /INVRIE DR B Al i 50
Be A= BRTELT] . AL RHE,2006,29(3) -1 -5,28.
[23]8% Bl 02,1k 2,5 /IVRIIE L) i X 57 M3 B o i

[J]. VaREA 2442 ,2015,28 (5) 12004 - 2008.

[24] 5K R BT, 2005, 5. YA RS IM]. 3 M.
JEoC A th kL, 2012229 - 30.

[25 ] etmpk. MM A B2 SC IR [ M. U B2 i ik, 2004 .
89 -90.

[26] s il FLIEI, B0 45,55 MY ERSinis (M. Jtat:
AR H R, 2011 0142 - 144,



TEIRAL B 2017 4245 45 545 18 )

MR . B A A AR B AR T BT X4 R B SR AR AR PR AR B o (D] LA ARk B ,2017,45(18) 1149 - 152.
doi: 10. 15889/j. issn. 1002 — 1302. 2017. 18. 037

e T I R AR L T X A (] o A AL AR P At B 5 1 522 i

ALAR I
(P RF I 27 B A P e TR, PO 5% I I 4 010051)

E OV UCEEIR TSR T IRIRSE SR TSR AR IR, LU WL AR AR 22 0T 3k R A7 REAE =R
ATEG IR, SR AR I AT T M BAR LB (AM ELR) 4 MO0 AN R S AR PRBOCR B o . 45 R KW, S
PSR SR AR o 3 22 S LR AR Y iR I AT IR QR IR IR 31 72. 1% 5 48R AM HR S, AR AU A ) pH (3 2
TR Al AML BT A % AR R AR s S Al A 0 500 ot TR S 5 8, 926 5T 4 o A0 R TR I R i
K, 93510 56.54% \70.83% \72. 51% 5 Hefft AM I (AR RAR B - SR I P 500 1Sl 28 00 0, 325 6] 46 77 AR TR WY L 2 19
Til 0 U | TR TR N 2 5, 20331 h 18.95% (43.64% \41.46% (17.17% 5 He bl AL RRAR P L 3857 70 75 00 IR
LI, 3 E AT A B AR S R R f K, 23 1 R 10.63% (11.51% \5.99% 9. 87% 5 $% 7
LR AR AR RO IR 2 0, i [ 4 oy st B T BRI R d R, 29 23.29% (41.07% \26.73% . X it
A DS TR AR T T R0 R AR ) A AR B P 35, 488 o H3IE 7, AT (e S A A A KR

KR ABR R s ARPRBORSE SRR s 13 BE s ook A KRR

— 149 —

hESHES: SI182  THEMREER: A

IAEE MR B (arbuscular mycorrhizae, i ff AM H 5 ) J&
TIEP ) IZ R R S KRB RS
B B LR - MR 0 TR AR 92 2
BN, B ARG R D R R s g
S 2rAE AR e S b AT T ORI
WEFE A A AR AT BEARAB AR AR B (1) pHL B, 208 1 SR
B/ S w5 e O (B (L7 2 28 KBS /IR ULK SN T8
DR EATH FEAE =R AT 2 R A WL IR T SR AR,
TE T A St R AR H EEAER, I AR AL T 3
W] ARREAATG 2 S TAERR L, I ARk, B kT fb dlt ik
PG R R 3k T ARk - AR AR H ARk SR A R AR
K= 7 E R, AR R Al A AR ER B LR 2
52 REMFFRFRY], MR IR W] s 3R 5T (R B AR

Wik H 4:2017 -03 -20

SEETH : NS BB RAETHH (45 :NJZY16451)

YEF TR ALRI(1975—) , %, NG RAMSFI, B0 1, 0, WF 5T
J7 1 N E EAEY S . E - mail ; dujunqing7511@ 163. com,,

< e e R

(27 )3 FHE. T XA W 45 35 KA Bt AR LT ], ROl
Bl2£,2009,37(22) 10370 - 10372.

(28138 Wi YEMPCS RS Oy i Sebs ML WM ()], =/
Aeh K224 ,1989 ,4 (1) .73 - 81.

[29]H 5. ARAEY B % E T ERAE R [T]. 1EW ah Rl BT,
1986,8(4) :36 -39.

[30]Yang S L,Lan S S, Gong M. Hydrogen peroxide — induced proline
and metabolic pathway of its accumulation in maize seedlings[J].
Journal of Plant Physiology,2009,166(15) :1694 —1699.

[311BXTLE, 2ol 2= i, 55, AP AE o S AL AR 4 T vy
AEFIVERIT]. LRI 2006 ,34(24) 16423 — 6425 ,6427.

[32 JRBEHL, TSR, ERLZ, 45, KT T S il mpe v ii (1],

I I I I .

NXEHS 1002 —1302(2017) 18 - 0149 - 04

A FETHERRGTIEE  (EAHSERT TS R AR AR rPAEA AR 2507
T 11 5 T MG T AR BT 2 A ) AR P BB 5 180 2 ) 1 AR
DUARSRARIE o P, AR UK DL R S A r ) R ot ik
A5 AL =R ATZON B BTSE AM B RO AN [F] 4
A A i FIAR P L SRS B 2 W), FF 0028 X0 AM LT
e BEER AR R A AL B BEAT £R35F , LA N e ikl v Ak £
eI fE SRR A AR B 4

1 #RETE

1.1 RIeHH

HESAR W ol 5 DA I T SR AR AR )« Rt 4 0T ( Ligustrum
lucidum ) |, ¥ & 3 ( Viburnum odoratissimum ) . £ £
(Osmanthus fragrans ) . = M ¥ ( Galium odoratum ) |, Aj 2§
(Paeonia lactiflora) , 8 AM B Fh A EE 74 Bk 3¢ % 7 ( Glomus
mosseae ) , FH 65T T AP 58 AL PR 2L D i BT P43
1.2 &X¥7i*
12,1 3Bt a8 7 2016 4E 3 [ 20 H 44 5Lt , Ll
KA—BO R Lo o7 R E AT AL MR RN 2G4 H %

P SN

K E R, 1987,6(4) 1277 - 282.

[33 TGSk, Ko sE T /N2 A Ia] L% 325 18] 35 1) ST B 2R 119 L
[J]. =Rl R4, 1987,2(2) :107 - 122.

[34] Westoby M, Wright I J. Land - plant ecology on the basis of
functional traits [ J]. Trends in Ecology and Evolution, 2006, 21
(5):261 —268.

[35]Felsenstein J. Phylogenies and the comparative method [ J]. The
American Naturalist,1985,125(1) :1 - 15.

[36 ]Swenson N G. Functional and phylogenetic ecology in RLM]. New
York ; Springer — Verla,2014 ;147 — 150.

[37]dtehs A f, £EZE. EYREIER S HEMA B R
[J]. HYHES¥R,2007,31(1) :150 - 165.



