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On methodology of foraging behavior of pollinating insects
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Abstract: Foraging behavior of pollinating insects can directly influence plant—pollinator interactions in
many aspects, thus studies on pollinator behavior are important for understanding plant diversity and eco-
logical processes of plant reproduction. In this paper, we describe the characteristics of major pollinating in-
sects and discuss the methods for studying foraging behavior of pollinating insects and factors potentially in-
fluencing pollinator behaviors. We also suggest some practical methods for studying the roles of nocturnal
pollinators and how to conduct studies of insect foraging behaviors at community level. The purpose of this
introduction is to provide some useful information for future studies on this multidisciplinary research in
China, particularly for botanists and entomologists.
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A e AR ) v, HAE sk
T A A o B — LR 2 A B JXUR K R
FEREACH AL, K2 EH Y B DR . Tk
WM TP ZRE ST AE Ak, G S8, il
e L MR (ERANE 2 U e A S
FR 5 Wilson(1992) ffi i v, & HURI: 1 AEL 40 73 30l v
CL 4 A 1 2E W) Bl 25 (29140 J7 Bl B — 2 R 1/6 22
Ao XA ISBEN B 2R S e 2 T AH H K
AT Bl AE S R G R R IR AR HOCR
B, A ARG AT R T AE A2 (AR AE I
| = B S 1) Ak Ky 3 A TR R R A ik 22 TR AR Ry
(EZ W 5| R SR i (1) A1 K03 2 1R A S R AR ] 2
SR TR A B SIS AS T,
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N T BEARAR I (0 2R B8 D) o A IO A ad et AR K )4k
B, AVFRA KN R R R i 1 fe 3. H
A&, VIR R n] DA S T A T () AR T
AMEHAER . B, INREE— R IR k4L, BE
B TR M) 5 A% Ry 1 2 18] () B 26 & (mutualism),
122 B A RE I FE BT H (antagonism) .

FE18HH AR, 18 [F 2% 3% Sprengel A 1 2 i 1¢
PR DIRE, I e BB A A 2l N, T 18
MR . PIE 290k, AMITC@ IRk 51k
W E A BEAEHWTIT, RERR AW 2 R R R A
YERF— KBRS, AR, FEADZEHWIT
CRUEAT TAHRHEIE . R ML TR H B, H 5]
T2 HEEH DG BT 58 KA
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KRR 5 808), BATANF T S5 105 5 Aewk
T AR T W T BEAT WFTT I . R, 3K
IRl 12 A0 ) 27 5 K 22 e LURE A % 52 T JERIE 91K,
DAL R ) o 28 T Ml AR o 2 AT 0 R IG5 Tk A
SO AR B LRI S VA AT R, A SR RER TT
R 5 A oy 2 A LA IR S IR 2 BT o

1 #hA

S HUAR R AT A T 90 de S il 1) A w2 i 3R B
46 B a7 ) R SE R 4 (Real, 1983), K, 5G40
AR B UM — 0 T IUAE, XA R
AT M BT AN T2 ] B SR A M 3 Bk, SR
(IIF 5T S B FE AN 7 1T, BRIV AL AR R (/] 12 5)
B XA 5 TH AT DA E #2 R A4 (1 e ) R
IR RY H R R . FIAMA. BER. B
T ) B A5 6 DR 35 A o] LUK B AR AT R e R
M.

T Uife R — st b, 752 e Ui
TEF IR TAeh, FHAEA ek A% 18 204 Sk 1)k 7
Wl TR . e SR IR R , EORE T
AP AT AR ) 2 AR o A B P (R R
ME, 85t TR AR AL Uite & &
. AT E AR AR, RN T s A
FEIAENT 6B B AR 7R 14 M (Heinrich & Ra-
ven, 1972; Pellmyr, 2002) . A VRAE BBHFAE 1] NP2
AT, BRI AE &6 1 s A T 46 20 FF (Barrett &
Harder, 1996). f& ¥y & (floral design) & 4&1¢ i) 45
P B ARORFNGS U A S B IR I 55 P A7 B A
FEAE; 1T 2RE (floral display) A& i 1678 I 1)
TR AR E Ay L HES T 5K, AT VR e
PR 2RI BRFAIE (B A AR AL, 2000) . B
BbZ A, FEAD ANV RN B 1) 2 g DA S e o
HABTF AP B AL Ky EAT =g mi . S54h, 3
SR . WG ORBHERSS . PR R AR
A A A B R 44T R

2 fE R EAIFE R HEREHE

fefy BRMRE 2, F2 0 THR#H. X
WH. BHE. FEH, S8R HEEH N2
Forb R H by A AR o B L 43.7%, XU H fdy
28.4% , #HH 14.1% , FHH. S5 H . 2 H
AU H Py LA /b (3800 7255, 2001; 25,

2005).

W E S K H, L4350, iR
(e = MO 636, 1997). 7EFT A ek Bt
A T 2 R — o HARBE R A B i Ak
¥ (Kendell & Solomon, 1973), H KATHE 82,
WANREHER L B ZEUT M e 2 b D3 EA
Syt A&, RIE A T ek o DRt ik A ft
WG R 2 M i o] 5 ARRRAOR . AR ANER S A gt
R, B — RS aEUK A6, JLTR R BT
TER, (ARG MEMRE S| B A, 1653 Y kb
f7 & 5 T K (Feegri & van der Pijl, 1979). /1 dift k3
(PIRED— e R T 2, WK 2% 8 (Magnolia)« A&
fili & ) Zygogynum J& 1 Degeneria & 4 4 (Thien,
1980). {H f&Steiner(1998) & I A dith GEWE by — LLhit
HEAL () ) Fh 4n 2= Bl i) Ceratandra grandifloraf% #5,
I SR S T e 0 F ARG A

g H o BN K H, L1408, 434
WRERINER P R S (Xl = RO, 1997) 0 ISR S
AN T, PRI B MA R 2
HFE. HESHECAUTN L, % TRt fe s, Ky
) AR 2 BRI . ERTE RIS, AT
PR A A b, BRUGH R AS SR, LD AR &
RS AN A, e FBCAT I U i) €0, B 8 {H <R
PR Ao o T 2 B g3, AT ER
WORACALTE, MBLIE FFIRUR B Bk (2 4 1 () Al
T ORABI e NI R, Uife & I R,
G AR AL PR AE K (Feegri & van der Pijl, 1979).

S H o RN =K H, fhig, BERE R,
FLRD /b 1 40 H R0 H (a2 FO Ok 36,
1997), HAE HAR SR RILh Rk R 2 . B R
KIGSEHE o WS H T LA T TR Re PR L £ 1 TEA T e
J1, BAT 2 ALK E R . Hickman(1974)1E 5 T i
2K JyPolygonum cascadensef% ¥y, Jf & Bl i i 2
R IR — M AR KA T HGhIX, B ER D, A
DAWR 51 R A By B H, AEAR /N JF B AR A, 1 B
[ I TR B CRAR D o BRI s A 1A R 2%
BE, AR 3 RUREA (10 KM 45 79 (e ks 75 A i
Bhil). HEWELE, KRS TS TR, £
Il Ay UYL R H 91 DLAE Ry R %0 &, BRI
XTAERy FIAE 2 R 75 KK, 6 B 1) V7 fe A 2 Al
S A A RO o W ERERE ) — FBCRFAE R DK R
(T B A vk), (BEHEEN (O s (sl (1), e
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BRI A AN Z1 2 (Feegri & van der Pijl, 1979).

XA H B A iRk . K2 HOE H
B HEE 7 0] e A LR (M) R+ AR S TR AR R
T, AR VE A BRI 1S, 1987). HoA s WL
rwphg, FEEE RN . 7EF IR, Nemestrinidae il
Tabanidae B KW e LR SRR
BE— LL K W) 1) 45 A AR B 3 (Goldblatt & Manning,
2000).

AW H 1 RS FR NS (true bugs), 1 5 i
Bl HIERN KGR SadRHRE R AR
DITERHERY IR IBCE T IFAL AR (IR 18, 1987).

2550 H (R 8 SRR U AR, B H A
%, JFEEAALLN T, FILR& 2tk
(Terry, 2002).

3 RHEIFITANMRAZE
31 ATRIE

EL U7 AR 22 2 8 FAL N TR) P B PR D7 R IR
o XERE DU A, (B0, B
TSR AN R VT AR VT AE IR B, mT LA U e
FIAER S G SR g & B U R U fe vk B AR Sk b
RIAER e, HURT LU ) (A 250y o R &5 5 32 3
ATHERT. AL, VideAiZait & ko R U e &
Tt AN HIRE B 4 81— /> 48 br (Wilson & Thomson,
1991; Kearns & Inouye, 1993).

ME UK AR BRI, Ui 4EAZ 2 th =M A2 i vk
SE I (1) B vy in) $ A48 s S (0 IR, w] L4l 25 o4
B AT A AT A (Bl N A TR ) BT 7 11
I R) I AR 2 T 5 42 (4 I8F ] (Harder, 1983); (2) &
B ZAE BT BT R 2 AT EE RS, (3)RH
—Z At CEBI R — 05 Il (AR f5 EE N ). A
KRATER RS A UV LT — 50 (3.271) 0 X T35
AN TR AR B, A G =R T

SO R E AR R R . R
Oy 7 2 Sl AN RN (R SR A U ) ) TR), 4R 5 Y
P, B R R, SRS AR T a] I
B], SRFEBRLABT UG ) AE4 . w— Moy Xk s
3 21 (1) E s ] AT AR U Il B[] 1R 28 A A Dl b AT
I3 H . GIlMIWOIF(1975) 73 i) F X py A7 2l o 7
AEF I AT ) IS TR], 492 T AR S R . AElm] &
AT IS Ta] Py 0 T DA R R 7 2. 534, kT
DLEE PR AP 3R (RIS S P AN I TR) s — D R B

— R, HdAC ANV e L L BT IRk a]
Ab— AN E S B BAE T W) R, 3 At 19 3
T RRAER] AT IS A (Pleasants, 1981), ) K LAV
FeG, A B B U ) A T R ) AT I ).
FEAEYT 1) I (AR EAME ISR, A Ll sk Aem) kAT
ST T], SIS TR) 9 25 AR ) AT R B ) A5 21 TR
4617 In) S N 7] (Catar, 1991).

55 R T A O B S ML B AR MR
B Ue R AT REFEFAER T ok, $BBGR G0 T LA
P30 A HERf 1) B )0 5% &5 B (Strickler, 1979; Wa-
ser & Price, 1985; Catar, 1991), iXFER LA 4 N7«
Washitani % (1991) K F () 77 v & FH G ML HE BT
WA, o 2 sthfi—ik, 238 T {51 vi
Tegh i, MIEELO st ARk & R Ui o X Rl i 1)
i S T R, B LSRR &, I HEF A
Bé 7K FH BH O 0] ¥ £ R AR K, I8 BEER 7 & %
o 0T AR SGIE I RE AR A K A D), Wi SR AE
AR I FE B A0 25 T R 0 7 5 5 e AT R
R P S ANHR], AT CATE o S LA 22 o8 Kok
WY A A 4% . Cane M1Payne (1988)fi 141 4 = 14
FEHT B BRI MU ZE TO R, s R LR gt
FEAE AERL B & (Vaccinium)FE 47 0] 144N 1 R 11
P, I NS PO T DAA SRR R A
PRI EAAE YT IR I TR) SRR R B () B S Al
WP AR AS iR b 22— SE B IR, A
T AE BT AN RO AL B 1 IR ) 5] £ 4 (Pyke, 1982).
B W Rl 715, N AZ AR 8 ST B 155 D0 R 5

ERZHIGOUT, HAeRH EE MM ik
WFFT R VAR, 1K 28 = FP i, HEW
AT IERBERE o BT — @ KN
FEJT 805 DL B0 H A E W EE B bx, d K AT
IS ) Py (GEL 3 /2158130 min)k i AT A B AL, 47E
AN B 2 IR E R MER )G, v LT fif B 4
bt I 1) (%) 2 25 A8 4k . G Sun 55 (2007) 76 8 51T BE A
(Davidia involucrata) 1 jj #& B Hfh 2k & 15 fe 4 %
I, BERAE B BV 46 i 14 499 (10:00-15:00), 2EHK
— BB AT, RS ETE VI )X SR I B )
FhREANE B, NI4T 320 AT IS 8] P Vs o] A2 1)
R R AR . BRI R, Rl
REE S SR LA DI TR 7R, FFid sy ]

32 fiEiEshH
B H AL )32 s R A 90 2 BT AT 2 JiR A
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AV Ho—, ¥ieniash SEDERS . i E
OIS A S5 A AT, AT DLW R R AR
YRS oA X (Harder & Barrett, 1996); 3=, E.Ht
TEAR 7 P B R — AR P IR A [F) 46 1 1) 1R 38 3l 3 A8
SRAFEPI B AS R A 3 AR TR, B[R]
P 5 46 4% B (geitonogamy) 2% 5 Z AL ¥ 7 #2 (pollen
discounting) &5 AEFH IS AE(BE X4, 2004); %=, AILL
W A ST BT A B O A R) A B AORE SR R T B
712 (Kearns & Inouye, 1993); 5V, f¥[aliz zhUFf
AN B MUK B B R, TS M) B L PR A 4
g, i HLAE T A6 AT A A IR A

SO ARy B UK fE s s AR AT B AL, K
AN H: — & TR, B RN —24E K
B fe M BHZ PR 5, 2T Ak, RIE BN
BB e AT M e R ek
F 77 T#) BT B £ 2 (Waddington, 1979). J7 16 284k, i)
TH AR A RE, ) Ao e e SO AR A E (=10 2
—180°), [r) A7 e 5 SCh IE A 2 (M 1°5180°), i |
AT05 A A2k, wiid/E0°. Waddington(1979) Al
Pyke(1978)%f Ui £ B HU i 47 A I LR B, ik
HASE G B TR A O, oK)
PLsgm B U e AR N . 28R, Tellig g ke
(AN [R) 3 3 %o 4 6 9 7 A 5 22 5 i (Levin et al.,
1971),

PLR 3 0 48 =Tl s FH 0 B A0 A v il i
Htelmizs s ke B S EU T

H— AR SEIHB BV . Woodell(1978) 5% E Ht
VA FEREAT T SERHB S . Ab F R s AT Skl & B
HORAT A B T ) AR Ak (A AT LA H R R B A ),
B GRS S5 v MU S Y Ep i BURC Y g K
BIFRATIOT )y BE BRI T B0 (E . B AR EEAS
I FEFE ARG, AH A IR AR 4 A A2 R B A I [
HhERER B B A

F RO BT e A R A B AT AT
Ji A T B brc B AR Ui e 2 % . ARt
JEAE B AU ) 1 AR 55 b AR AR bRl
(Lewis, 1989; Turchin et al., 1991). 41 %%} B HUK) K
AT LR BRI G, 3B mT DAYE B HU AT RS i 15 B
Fride SRAXFOITERE WA NS TEE, —DA
PRERR A, S3Ah— A AAE B R e R R B
W EAEF, Dbt . RN, AN ANAEsE gy
G b I bR ) R B B . A% R B AL YE I )

AT LA A ) R ) U A e i, T A
AT .
H=mHON G ENE . R Edl b I e
WRED AT, AR5 e B EARid BRI sl 72
Heinrich(1979) H 4 2k /et JUFF s Bl i K215 em
(A&7, ARG RN A BLTHI AR 1R 20 AT Bl AE I 5%
A ok, M E R UTEI, e R
R U U R 2Rk, kT LAAS B AT O ARG A
T . OlesenfWarncke(1989) % KE s %143 411 mfK)
ANFETT, Rl T A BT AR T e R, 7R
Wk T RRM Ve R, 55wkl LR H RATER
N0 R S AP B 23w =y N e ] v

4 FWERBIFEITHERMARAZE

S B TEAT MR RIR 2, SRR ER 2
AR R B LU AEAT A P AR R, IX TG AR A 3K
IS R U5 AeAT A 38 0 1 eSS, 228 A R 3=
HB 2 FEAE N K 0 BE & — 1 A B 52 A% M LA 58 I
TAE. — AT SRS, 7RI R R AR
THOLT, v DAE R — e R R AT, ULE IR
NHET L e B U AR AT A AL, A SE v
Aff s P0I EL ER UARAT N o RSO B R ARAT N
HEATRIAR, AR HE WA A R R e i A 5 ) B AT
b FEAER .

41 TEEBMIRL

AIF ST A6 FB A R B B U5 1647 A 5% i 1Y) J7 vk
W N TR SO AR 1 458 . i Johnson 4%
(1995) %} Campanula americanaffj ¢ 34T 1 3Ff 4k
H, ST 2:0%. 50%F1100%, SKALEETE
KRR FE L G5 S AU AR B AT A IR 50 o
B ST B B U 64T A 5% e () g FH IR 7 vk
JEHARFEIFE R NG A, A B AN R B 1
.o Dafni%(1990) 45 15 48 K /NAHAL IR AN [ i €44 1) 2
RIS ] i 3 55 ELACAH [R5 B2, 0 sk vk B B R AN 9
B F R BCR . Sun®:(2007) 2 T 56 UE ELAR 1K) T
ISR A 7 F0 i W e e e B O S | 2
HHAT T LU R AR BE: (L) LB R QSRR
ERARARUSAR R TIRFN NN T a s Jr, B
WAL QY E BRI T A G B A
SRRy ()BT R A o 45 R A I A B3I L 1) B
YA S 2 TR B LR AR 2, 3 W B (¥4
R TETF AR R o NG (A 4 1 €, 3808 T B R
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T BRI AR ARA—FE, BATITE
S BT REAT BRI PO Sy A —Fh i, X
AN T 758 (18 773 A2 R L A € P B S D16 v i T 3
F7 A (Chittka & Menzel, 1992), 485 F3EA T4 o

T Ay B T S 118 PR T 2 LU R 2 5 kAT 1
VEAR BRI, ] LRI AT A A 3ok L 4% B 1t
AT A SR o TGS A B (R A BE 7330 5 4 1) 4k
JEE R N TRERIRA . Thomson(1989):KF359% 4 ¥
WEANAET, RILAERE (Bombus spp.) S XK 1 i) i
LE T R A, BRIV AE A5 1N TR v A
JE AR . hy 255 2L B K S A B 2 5
DT [ERR SR AR R A (1 R] BedE, Johnson%%:(2004) 18 it
7L G % () Anacamptis  morio s I B i E AT 5K
565 o S A4 s T DA i i 448 R R U ) SE IR
WA 48— By IR), SR ) B s B
ARG B AR T LA 5% B OGS X e (1) ) 1
#(Cibula & Zimmerman, 1987); 1] LLE S A ka4
GEAKCOK B2 B N PR e % B (Zimmerman, 1983). Ji/b
AeH (0 7 V0 de o, A B e AR 1 X R A AT 2%
HEALFR o AEE ZEHE IAE R 20 LU R ME, — T v
SRR AR SANEH — RO R R
12538 4 HJT %4 (Buchmann & Cane, 1989).

eI gs AT b, AEHR A 3R T e X
VI P SR, X T5 S A5 ok e A
#5491 (Fenster et al., 2006).
42 FriEH

U AR B S B R W, M) (1) Ak 2URE A 52 )
FENy 47 9 b EEEAF FH (Harder et al., 2004) . 7] LA
P AR RN RE, B4 B C &80T
AT AL B, SR AL AR D, bRk # ok
1E$E(Thomson et al., 1982). My 25 £ LKy I HUGH B Ik
[ ) 26 1k (Sagittaria trifolia) i MEREDE 7 17 )
0L, Huang®5(2006) M 7 A= R AR H 0 il ki T I 4k
FER3AE. 625, ORI AL I AL P (BB BT 6
Sy METE) o BT B AR A HEAR IR T A R — D T
62, AR HETE 7, A AT S (5 et K 2-3 4
HEFEFPARGRAE— L, HR 8 N e m A K R RF
FEE (R U A HOKREY), A —R). 4K,
5 ARIFILIARAR LG, B A X e N T A BEAE (1) 1
] B A k> o

FEAN R (R RE A T R TEAS R ) TF A 2CUFE, 7T B

o T 75 B 5 Aok B (B AE AR P P Ak 1) £ = AN
He 77 50), KRR B e 250 vT LA 4 k45
EL J k475 19 (Thomson et al., 1982).
43 FFIERTEIFOMEE S

AEHI 51 ) HAEFF UM I A A OC . AN FAE
(1) A3 fir BB AR )22 0l LK, AT I == AR AR Sk —
HAER, ANDHIA AN o b T AR IR 3
MAEAESE R Bt R EAEAEAR 4k, AT R A
THAT M. HiWeiss(1995)45 i, 2/ D77RHEYM)
BN RN AR o AR AR AT AT Pl B H T 1) A2
b, gvitea et TR E 5, AR TR e AT
e IHAERI VT ), AT A R R

OHE e S AR B A% 0 B T IR U AR AT A P AR R
(180532 Wi o HAE A [ A L A P e A 1 D e (B A6 15 A 1
RSk T SZ M) AN ) BRI 5 88, 7EeN . e/ el
RIFE K T4 H B (Barrett, 1998). Wyatt(1981)44 H!
B HOIFAN BURAE— AN R B EvAE, T2 7 iR ]
—AMefr R 2 e, BT AR U AT A X
P11 Jir DR 5902 e U AR 400 Ay A S 8 o/ 22 W ] 4
TEHIMEREKAEE 7 1 350 i A 2B AR T, i ]
FERIP LG, 167 WA BT e, Ptk B dugi AR
fE BV xR E NI BRI X AG R TR 2K
IR A 37 FE(Proctor & Yeo, 1973; Corbet et al.,
1981; sK#EUESE, 2006) . 3 4h, £EHAEKP I,
Langenberger Fi1 Davis(2002) 71 % —4F A= 5¢ 4 14 56
AW Carum carvilAIEFE I, WEPERT B )
feE W 2 THEVERY By, DRI AE PR BOE A
e 1 e U ) A

Bk, FEREAT B AL R AT M BTG, 75 2
2% JEMERE 20 DR 3R, AN BB LU B G A [
AC IR IV 94T R o IERRIRAGZ S, ZEXT—AM
YR REAT AR W) U0, TSR T A
FhE AR e AR e 1, DL B I TR] IR HERS 14
PE AR AR R R A TA A8 4, AT
A LA DA 50X Lo AR A B i S 2 1 B ERL VT Ak
TR Z MDA
44 WEHERBEBARAE

FHAEEIE12 hif I AE) sk v] R 52 24 TR R R
TN IAR R U7 ), SR W] e U ] — LB SR
&85 467 (Cruden, 1973). PRI, 3R A SE AR
(ALK 2 R A% R B A B S DA T 5 2 1 ot
R, TFERRAVE A ST B L. I EE R T
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WO MATAR LSS, RIS 8 AL R 2 IR M 52 070
16 B3O O T A, ARG LN TRATTHAT IR
(AL 87 R T AR IR R A o A FH 20 Ah A AT BLAAS:
T M T )i AR a0 R A 3K, 38T
DU 78 Y65 1) Tk o 0 TR AR R B M 32 B R K,
[IEEPNE I T A o N U B N A DS AR
B 3 3 40 B A1 O U 1 AT R ] (Willson &  Bertin,
1979). Erhardt(1991) %k I H T HL fa) B3 S Ui 1 11
IR AT RE AT A2 BB, FE ' IR 5% A BSOS HH PRl
TeA RV iE, VRN DG . 1 2RIR /D
AT ALK - Somanathan Al1Borges(2001) i i Wr 4§ #
A (Xylocopa tenuiscapa) & 1T I 7% 5 38 B (1) 7
Kd s HVTAET O, 18T i R IO R 5
HAALRY & o FIHME W] LA TE— LE B R A 4 7]
Vidt B, Bl Al A RO B S LA S
AN IE) B U A B R, R o U e B R AR

e IR VAR B U A A E R, nTELR
MR EE S . B ER R 0 )
AT IR AL B — R e 2 B RS BT, ik
SLHZ LRV 1) & TR U7 el 28 — b A B 2 A 2
Mo b4 FORATIF, kL4 R 5 1 U7 ) o
TH Ik MR LA AR AR Sk B AR IV B E A R
oK BRI 1 DR AR D) R A8 A Ky = o R 40 (1) A B S L
151k 55k (Young, 2002; Huang & Fenster, 2007).
45 HEKFELEBRITHMARAZ

24 PR e 2 Ao R S AE ) A E S A N, AT R
2 5 P RIAE) 5E A% K ¥ (Levin & Anderson,
1970; Caruso, 2000). 14¥p 554+ 1] G 2= BRAR A AP ek
Ak I E R AT E, 26 ] GE R
A LR A8 % (Campbell, 1985; Harder & Bar-
rett, 1996). AH)x, HAFEWMEEDYF, FThHe
US| T 52 1ALk, AN s iz IX 4L
K I AR B2, R A R] s 23 A PR FEAd A A A 3 T B
U B AR K, 3K 0 ) B RN (magnet species
effect)(Thomson, 1978) k I & ¥ {& it /£ H
(pollination facilitation)(Feldman et al., 2004; Gha-
zoul, 2006). k¥ 564 FIAL K (i 10E 1 P T 2001 (1) 2
J£ 0 S B2 h AR Ry 5 A [R) 38050 A R AR 400 B A P
HEva Nz AREYOER, B, e /K-r bk
AT BT R A 90 B A T 1 R R 5 B A S

T S MG IR B HO U AR AT Rt R  A
) ) AR B S D PR SR, — P X R A kAT B A

He 42 S ERHEATHES - BellZ(2005) % [/ 358 4341 -
HR 77 A W A0 PN X FRAE AIMimulus ringensfilLobelia
siphiliticailf AT THFFT. AATIR9EE T DUFP L4 HEZIFE
77, Hh AT A5 Mimulus ringens, 111 73 4h
ANFETT MR T 3X IR FE Y o 38 U5 AL S R I,
A2%IVIHE ) IR) 1) B RS B R AR AR A ], B X A
WA A IR17 i) S EMimulus ringensti sk b (1) [R1 F e
W R A, AT RRAIG T LA s AT %

Johnson4% (2003): Jc # 1) = B+ #) Anacamptis
morio % 2 (35 2 i A IS T, R
5 MRZ MY R AR L, 23 TR 2 AR
WU, AESIER VR BRI R Z .
flATTAE [F] I HEAT T BRSNS, 5 102<A. morio
BEELE AL P ORETAR b, BRSO A
Allium schoenoprasumFH &% (4 (1) 45 # fi 4 Lotus cor-
niculatus#-20 cm, & B FIIR S5A. moriotH
JABL. S5 A SR, UilnlA. schoenoprasum i (1) BE i
BT ) 25 5 r) 22 (0 (KA. morio. X UL IFAN BT
(WA B AR A AR (e VR
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