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On reproductive strategies of invasive plants and their impacts on native
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Abstract: Non-native plant invasion imposes great threats to global diversity and ecological safety, and now
is a hot-spot of ecological studies. Understanding the reproductive strategies of invasive plants could provide
insights into the invasion mechanisms and be helpful for proposing prevention and control strategies.
Non-native invasive plants generally possess following reproductive traits: hermaphrodite-dominated sexual
system, autonomous selfing-dominated breeding system, even asexual reproduction and apomixis, and high
proportion of resources allocated to sexual reproduction, which may facilitate the success of some invasive
plants. In turn, non-native plants could alter native plant—pollinator interactions, and in most cases decrease
pollinator visitation and fitness of native plants. In addition, non-native plants may act as environmental
stresses triggering rapid adaptation and evolution in reproductive strategies and phenotypes of resident native
species in receipt communities. Studies in this field mostly have focused on rapid adaptation of invasive spe-
cies to their new environments, while how native and non-native plants co-adapt and diverge remains largely
unexplored, in particular from the perspective of plant reproduction. A better understanding of competition
and cooperation between native and non-native plants will shed lights on rapid responses of native plants to
non-native plant invasions. Such community studies of interspecific interactions with or without a competitor
could provide evidence for displacement of reproductive traits and species coexistence, and improve our abil-
ity to predict and manage non-native invasive plants.

Key words: biological invasion; breeding system; reproductive strategy; invasive plant; native plant; remnant
plant.
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DRBHBNFAERE, TN IS AR R
fidt ¥R 1 1) (Pimentel et al, 2000; Ludsin & Wolfe,
2001; Weber et al, 2008; Jeschke et al, 2014). fEfEZ:
TR Gy A BRAG R (AT pR, 4= BRI Bl N ok
2 YA B B UG = 9 BT,
— 8 W) b AT e A B I NAR B W) (Weber & L,
2008; fif#%, 2008; ‘41 K55, 2010; Webber & Scott,
2012; Jeschke et al, 2014). [Frf , {4 AR EAR L
A RERE— 2B IR A NAR B G T 5 m B AN
12 1 XU (Walther et al, 2002, 2009). Xt B4
KRR NAZ B 32 s NSO ANE BENAR AW
BEJy, A& H B # [ A5 AR P i BB 1) (Ren &
Zhang, 2009).

NAZ A A 8 33 L 8 v 1) AR A T
R HRAI AR R IPER R B A i 57 e
1145, AU SR 43 (Sakai et al, 2001; DeWalt et
al, 2004; Meyer et al, 2005; Sundaram & Hiremath,
2012); [FIRS, —S8 N AR N AR e v i B2 95 4 i
SR AR IR AL 975 40 45 7 TR K AR A DR A 1 £
45 (Blossey & Notzold, 1995). UiAH X T Ji 7= Hy fh i
FENAR 1 — S8 A0 SR (9 L MR B 22 B 40 i T 4F
KEOGEIEH . AN & — M R B KF, M
MmHe 354+ 71(Blossey & Notzold, 1995; Feng et
al, 2009). ZEHE FMEAE AP AT s ) — AN EE
WA, fEMEYMREE AT B, FESMAAES R
G Dy Re SF AR A T AR v X B H AR (Brown &
Eckert, 2005; Barrett et al, 2008). C.A W7 LM, 1
VB RIS LW G AR ) AR R S LA A
RUNE, AH H FTA B FOR R B> (5K K 5, 2004
Brown & Eckert, 2005; Barrett et al, 2008; Li et al,
2012). WIRAAIRAE ) () B0 g DL SO A )
FARISENE, B A R Tk — B R AR N AR L
i, AP AR YRR 3. BT, A
SO NETERI, AT, HRFEE T, MAE
KA RN AR A BT HEM S H A 34 2 R R R B 7,
AR TSR — DTS B A

1 NREVIRIES

11 ANREYIIBEZSBakerE#

T RN AR AE Y T R 5 N AR RE S 18] ) A
KA R T ANATFIM N A P RS . H A SR
(self-compatibility), Jt H & H s) B 1€ #% ¥ (autono-

mous self-pollination), »& ff ¥ B X 52 Bt PR i (mate
limitation) F1 4% ¥y & A & S EL 77, SCHUE A
FREEPUR IR 3 HIOM A% RR 1) B B S0 S . Baker
(1955) F IRFE H: RE H AR A HNRAEY), Rl
ReHEAT B 3h B AES 0 A0, 5 AT B8 € M 1T O A
2. BONHEDI N EA Bt K e S Ak 5
— MR, mYIR AR ERANME, fFEE
P B () A B PR A B 2 AN R SO, R B AR
M), BeEAT B3 BB A ES B RE T,
A RE BRI 7 iR A B Y RS . Stebbins (1957)40iX — &
ILFR ~Baker € 1 (Baker’s LawziBaker’s Rule) . f#&
Baker & (1) K I, A K& 1 S50 B4l £ W 3 25k
R L B ASASSEFN I RE P 525 5 R N AR
BN, SRR Fhod B ZA SRR, B2 040
TIRE 120 N2 FHE Y A 8% B 2E 551 (2/3),
1M 4= 3£ 36.8% 1 4 B N R AE Y H A2 55 F (Hao et al,
2011). 734 TR AERI LT A N AR M) A 13 R A
Y5 6E B 3 B 1642 6 (Rambuda & Johnson, 2004);
N AR A AR S F 93 7 55 74 (Rosa) i 4 v i B 3 B
Bk . ToRlA AT DA S ARG A R 45 52, BT 1
FE g A B S AL R 1 25 2R 3R T8 2 R (Mazzolari
etal, 2017). {HZ , G ADNZHEIE B A E
T RS, 584 X FrBaker 2 (B4, Jesse et
al, 2006; Hong et al, 2007; Elam et al, 2007; Lafuma
& Maurice, 2007),

DA _F A5 IE W] e AE 75 35 [R5 5 3 44 O 2 B
PP A1 IR AR R 2, N2 HIX 2P S
I3 M 45 S 8 T AP RS 50 Baker e . T35 [H 142
Tk NAZHE A ) #8553 #r, Sutherland (2004) & 31
H 22 R A NAZ Tl L) B A T AN R P, ASSCRR
Bakers&fit. #RMiPysekFIRichardson (2007)4&H, 7£
XU FT R 3 A2 SRS B 3 B ek 1 1 T
i, MASESLE R, FIARAMX 7 &EEE
Bl HAC K (R AR E B B AR B B R, H
R, WHFEN TR REFEBR MM R] RS0 K B K R X4
48 BT AE R4 . van KleunenAllJohnson (2007)HER
T R PR AT RE RS2, X SRR T BRI 3614 4
KAMPIBEFE L B8 SR A AR YILE S E A B R
AR, CFFBakersg . van Kleunen%(2008)
IEHCT >k B SRR B O 1 10X Pk (3 48 V4
e tvs A B R A4 ), I B 26 A% H 2 0 D 2Ok
Tor N B HE S, 45 R B B AR AR B R A A A A
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BHHE AN ALK, JTHRBurns%:(2011). van
EttenZ5(2017)f1RazanajatovoZ (2016) 3 T 5 K FEAS
[ME G IR B B A AR E B R ALt
T AR o
12 ANREVYHNEH(EE)EESTMEaEE

T B T (e ) B3 5 T Rl 6 28 5 7 2UmT A
Ui A Baker & 2 1 B o 15 400, PR A S50 U7 ULE BEAG
EORIE T A — A B AR AT AR A B b E
MR . KREVTTERY], LIEEEMIcH &L
o N R A (Yu et al, 2009; HRS,
2011). nfEFRIH 51550 NAZAE ) ve B R4 196
Bl B 201038.1% (7%, 2016); JLSEFIRRIIAN
2 RE ) Hh 1 B B R ) 1 46.9% F166.7%  (Py3ek,
1997) . fgJC b A AR BE 1YV ¥ 5 2 95 (Taraxacum
officinale) J& K 24 T KR WK Fh, BLAEC /26, Jk
PHEE S BRI BT P 22 55 Hh 1Y) 2% B (Kandori et al,
2009) .. iff 7t 3% BH 70 b HE AT Al & A S e IR m )
TE S RIS N RIUBT IS BE 7, T B2 A A S 2R
SR8 1) R 72— Lo AR N AR B L.
J = B N A 3R G O TR E I A R — R
i 3% (Eichhornia crassipes, 1A#7/KH ) A = A4
T, fENRHAL LN B AP A R —
FRAZEC AL, T T 58 4 MO TG M S50 >k i A A9 B
(£ %%, 2004; Ren et al, 2005; Barrett et al,
2008) . fEFRHE & FH RN ENE RE TR
(Alternanthera philoxeroides), 7£ 5™ 3w 55 AMELE
PRI AR, ReAT ARSI, HAENRHGHE
R RN ERE T AT M R E R =
4%, 2006; Wang et al, 2009; Dong et al, 2012).

R4 v B BB Bl A 3 B A B A, s
JL 3 (genetic bottleneck) T £ V22 45 A i) ) o Ff i
K. SR, AN BOL R, m R R A ]
I T AT 280 TR R I A A DR B A 22 A 1t PR AR B
KBIA R, PR AR S A A AR, AT I S 2
FEH B 2% 1 A8 55 (K 5 5 55, 2004; Fifi 82 g 45,
2007). Xf TS e fE 2 ARV LLAUR . R S 4R 2
FEACA BRI NAZ Fh, SR AL ] BBV AR B8 7 1) IEAH
IR e — 2 a2 T (k52 G 5%, 2004)
13 ANFEMIEERZHNT

SR E S RAENR G RN, F2E
T M A8 (BN P ) O A A 1 A (BTG )
BA, BOAENAR SR rf b T a8 A V5 A8 0 B 3 AR

XA — M2 B A 4 AR BE T R N T 8 2R AT B 22 (6
P£) 25 (Barrett, 1992; Philbrick & Les, 1996; Brown
& Eckert, 2005; Barrett et al, 2008). #1Ward%5(2012)
RILNAR 213K TF f 35 B 2 )& (Asclepias) H 4%
BIHAHZBEMNES 25, X758 H AR
(8 B P AR T, BRI K 2P A SR
HH AZ SR, HH A URAE SR O B AR
AR K R I () — 4 A A8 4 42 i i 35 i (Echium
plantagineum, &7 R I 4R e 08 Rtk HH g 2 X)) R 3
K- Z£. % (Centaurea solstitialis, J& 7= #1745 75 b ) 1
HE LSRR, ABALE JE = H 35 H A2 A 5% A (Petanidou
et al, 2012). Y& H EPKTE IS PRSI
16K %i(Spartina alterniflora) B 7/ N AZ VR 19 B
A2 4 S LU R b s 25 (Davis, 2005). 4R,
M AE B B A2 B RGO R T N R A AE
B AEBE e R, MO S HF T Baker g £ .

AVINZFEAFESIN BB R (HARE
L) RO B AN B B R G ) B AR AR
FEAERY B, R ILLE R 3 (lag-phase) 19 HLH T EX .
78 I AT RE A B R K B g A B A 4k
(Barrett, 2015), LAfH o7 i A\ A2 it A% R a4 SR 3 2
I AT A8 7 SR 3T 28 358 (inbreeding  depression)
(Ward et al, 2012). X BAREEE 25 (H LM
AEYRINARAE UL, IESF i 4 2595 e N 28
NEBNRZNEMES RALCE, N ELEHH
SRIE RS HETE 2 84548 7 (van Kleunen & John-
son, 2007; Barrett, 2015). XA A ¥ E E R4 Al i
FNRAEY SR IE N NR G NMZRE IR
LN E A KR AL T NIRRT B R
PO E AT, AR5 E A B 758 1 HAE SR
Pem T AR T R S ) PR A RE ST . SR H
AT I 7 T BT 78 85 5 41 7 (Barrett, 2015). Burns®%
(2011) 2 T 1AVMAE ) 0 b, RN RAED LA L
TV = 1) B A 45 SE Pl (B NAR AR AT SRR
ENBED N HEA XA X—0FEH: B0
R B T NRPF PR @R, (H H A S ANRE
BHEYINIR, TR EE RGNS N Y 1) H
B,
14 ANREVWEFRESHRS

2% A AEAEY B AR, i MERE R (G PR
A6 P PEAE [R] (5 ) R AN EREAE PR 1 A8 6] () PR S5 VE R 4t
$£ 528% (Huang & Guo, 2000). #5147 b oA 14>
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BRI 5 S A A, B HAE B A S >
SEHCRT G () B IR KT, A AT REEENR D)
T2 A0 Gt 45 R SR TX —HEW, divan
Etten%(2017) R 4t /3 A 1 32 [ 40 A5 (1 1,077 Fh A 4
HIPE RS, KIMNAZEY) EA 55 Eg) i P AE &
gt A LAEP N 2 M R bk RIREHL, SEE
RANAZ Mt B A & L) i) e v e 1 & 4
(Reichard & Hamilton, 1997).

NAZED A LA A 3G A R 40 Bt
TAEESR . BESHT G RCFE TR AR SN
2 1A WIERIZ% & . WRazanajatovo%s(2016) 41 F &
GRE) MBI AL A 07, 08 74
BRL752FMEM I E B 240 AL s SRR K 35 i
IR AATEHE KRR, WNEBLEERGH
2t AR — AR AR A, X )
HAF W Aya L 1 28 5 2 I 2 A
RAEY T . NZARAMEY) % 11432 52 (obligate
out-breeder), 582 ML SR 45 52 (Traveset &
Richardson, 2014; Mazzolari et al, 2017) . X/ #i¢ F
W EETS BIMRE: R 75 ar fRUE 1 56 3|
KT AR R /D SR R R I K T AR AR S R
DL /D A2 P FR i) ) AN 1] 52 1 (Barrett, 2010) o
1.5 NREYIHEIRAC & RS

K k%A Ui (Enemy Release Hypothesis)fl 3
4 7334 B 5RE5 (Evolutionary Increased Competi-
tive Ability Hypothesis, EICA)E: M RAEYILEN
{2 T M T D b R A SR AR R ) £, e AR
JER 77 L5 4 B T R0 R WK B U T 20 T B IR
AVETARSE, MM N AR 0] 87 PR 55 1 3 B A
P BERE 71 (Blossey & Notzold, 1995; Barrett et al,
2008; Joshi et al, 2014).

58 1E 5 ™ i W] >R H [F] 5 [ (common garden)
FRAE SR, DA LGECAS [ RV (S5 77 H 5 N\ A5 i) P
MR, H T 2 R S R MR A 24
PG, FHXTERZ ZHE MR (Chun et al, 2010; Felker-Qu-
inn et al, 2013). 7T JE PR A] B A& BB IR 7F AR TR
BF 5038 B AN [R], AR5 1) 72 IS 5 A 30 A R A S 52 ol
BS B TCBRAET (P Fh; ok, R4 S
A2 B 2 4 [ 5 el R SRS R A S R SR, R
YR SRIE MR AR P AE AN AP R o Do Sl
YRR B RO FE S R T R NMBE, iR D)
TENAZ Mo AE £ U 7E JE 7= i p= A2 30 22 (R AE 2 FLRp 7

(Blair & Wolfe, 2004; Brown & Eckert, 2005; Mason
et al, 2008; Gonzalez-Teuber et al, 2017). 7 J5i 7= i f5
Rl B A B SR T X M RN SN2 .
S e S5 R 1) SO 0 B (Siilene attifolia) 75 W 5 7
A BUE R B RGP AT B g, (BAESR = R
R 5% W N AR L R B A8 O 7 AR B KR % i f 1
(Blair & Wolfe, 2004). ¥k ELET 5T 45 BE % &N
PN B IR AR 5 AR B AR A TA) DL R B I A 5 4 o
575 1171 7T B A7 75 FO AU 5K 2 (trade-off), 45 BRI
W 555 4 HEA SR AR AR S AT RS

X HCRGAL Ky 5 52 K 45 SE R AR AR TE, RS
S Ty B 380 A b (1) A% oy ) 24 v I B A £4) 4%
HRNHAH, &R E S RAE Y RE A B N AR 1 G Bt
(McKinney & Goodell, 2011; Powell et al, 2011). H
THEEHEEN . BHARGAERRETH S A LE
YIMFAE 2R, SMRIEY)— BEES B 9L KA,
KT RE LR A Y Sk BARRI M 28 45K, 5%
Wi A% - A8 40 1Y) %5 5 M IR % 3 4K (Bjerknes et al,
2007; Mitchell et al, 2009; Yang et al, 2011; King &
Sargent, 2012). HfFFEM, NZHEY AT TR =4
JE URFIIK 520 A5 - A5 o
21 ANREVSAIEDENEHEZS/CEH
1ER

NAZ B AT @ 1AL ¥ # 55 4+ (pollinator compe-
tition) Bl {2 Bk (M 252 AR LY B TERE J1. &k
Hr YA R RNREY S A LY A R
AR FRARAS LAY 0L K 2 U IR i 5, g
MApsIA LE A S EE R fERE RS, T
JE 32 (Lythrum salicaria) ] N A= 3 23671 [F] 45 73 A7 11
A HE WAL Ry o U5 0] A 3R P 38 R IR 20% LA B
(Goodell & Parker, 2017). Flanagan%%(2010) & ¥l T
Ji 3% AR S 3 B AR A - A 0 VA TR % (Mimulus - rin-
gens) Y45 SE 2 . J 7 B Ly h b X ) iR R A48
(Impatiens glandulifera) Az £ Kk (Chittka & Sch-
urkens, 2001) LA K T Ji S F1 TG V9 A TEAE AR H B
AR T I G AR L HEAE R & U5 I s, tIEAK T
H 4k sz (Brown et al, 2002; Kandori et al, 2009).

&85 42 3E (pollinator facilitation) 2 fig N\ A2 48
W) 8 T K R AR RN 22 (1) A6 B R B s A
WG] 77, BRI A S S AL R 2 U 1)
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AR FNFp-1- 77 £ (Bjerknes et al, 2007). 1Bz KUl
1 F14x 4R 2 & (Lonicera maackii, J& 7= i1 [E) 4l Ny
FEREAT WA (magnet species), PIIFR O BIAE AR b
o [E A7 BT A S8 AR Z RN 5] TR EAE R
w7 A EY MR 4R
(Lopezaraiz-Mikel et al, 2007; McKinney & Goodell,
2011). HJRRALAE S AN [F] 38 1 A LA ) AR I
R H ALK 2 75 4+ (Chittka & Schirkens, 2001)F14¢
i (Lopezaraiz-Mikel et al, 2007) /5 A [7] {505

JiR = A6 3% W B N 22 K — A 3 {E (Solidago cana-
densis) £ A Ay H [ 1 Hh 2R BAR 5 RIS
(Sonchus oleraceus) L1 #7 3£ (Ixeris chinensis) H A
AL TEAS, (HE 5w B 2 (A s 2L ALk
BARFERLRE, T 1L SEAEAE L A R o e Ok
Z(Sun et al, 2013). X Fh—1E— A ARV T3
TR R g2 % 2 5 A+
TYIMEEE T, XA BEY ARSI AT
T A% 4 7 2 3E 0 R AR A S 2o AR R s . R,
TN R LM 5 S AL Ry 2 ) ) AH B
YR, Sl @ N2 AP B 5 DA be AR EAE M) AR5 5K
WA 48 7 S o AR NARE XS A = A 7 A [ 22
W R AN, 2B SPFIRPSEEG R R Lt
ARBIARIE . AR BT DL K AR I AE PRl oA 56 &R,
A5 R A A = R (Charlebois &
Sargent, 2017). FLHr, YA 4% () BE B B ) A
1) %1 77 XN N — € 19§ i (Charlebois &
Sargent, 2017),
2.2 NREPIX AT LR

AR )R] 38 3 SO A% oy ) 245 14D 485 ) oK 5 i
ALV EE SIS HY-LhE TAEMN
2% S5 K IR BIE 98 A2 0 A SR AE [ B b AR I FURE T
PN 58 R B 7 18] (O 9 R0 3 L4, 2012) . XA 25
W) 2% 1) B DR i B M B T IRATTIR N B AR S
TR AN A A % & (Tylianakis & Morris, 2017).
0 2 G VR N TR TR AR A 5 A% K 25 ) B R
GERIR R, A BN ZE T 1 7 VR E M BUE B4y
PRSI (S . B KT
SRV AR LA K RG4S K1 R0 (Memmott & Waser,
2002; Lopezaraiza-Mikel et al, 2007; Kaiser-Bunbury
et al, 2011, 2014). VAR E, BEEHAFE YR
JIT AL 1) AR LR AN [R], /D H) B i) 3 B2 A A (A
HAER IR BIR 2, 1K S 0 2 4 4

IR, TRRAEAL Ry M 2% b At I e (A —
o AR 5] A B U R A A DL R RE VG 1) 24>
Wl B Ay 2 R R T A E IR A D e R
B 1F FH (Bascompte et al, 2006; Bluthgen et al, 2006;
Véazquez et al, 2007).

i T A%y I 2% SRATE ST N AR AR AR VR Y
SR H ATE B 18 . dLopezaraiza-Mikel£5(2007)
H1Albrecht&% (2014) WL 5¢ B NAZHE ) P 5 A4 1932
AN 5 A R AR E IR, RN AR5 K I 2 &5
Yk, g R SE RN, SFEIFZ A TEYT
FHH 52 B SR ELAIAER T4 . 1 Padron®E(2009) A
— L N BN G2 A B A M T e e A,
RN T A AR Ry 28, (HIRZANBE BN RIS %
OWIRh, XA 23 035 B MR AR Ay DX 245 11 &5 Ry MRV
IR Kaiser-Bunbury%5(2017)70 87 7 2615 /R BE 158
A B (A SR ER T AN R I DK S R ) 64
FEVE -5k TAE R ES, A SR
T8, kB mpEceE. U RSO BLAE 2 R 1
WERT, BAEEGEMIREEAESIIR. Larsonss
(2016)7F 3% [E 5 5 of 2 #% #i] (Cirsium arvense) N2 1
RNREEEA Y B PG HEAT T 004, RIMANREE
% B Pk (modularity) 72 2 BUIE, T B EUE A,
MR & T BRI A E . PR, ZERF I /K
B A NAZ T AE AL K X 2% 25 40 E 1 Dl R A0t 7,
AT TR NAZ B, T A s YR V& 1K
BN Z FEER SR AL BRI AR o

CA MY 5 15k # BARE T 2 R &
ViAE A RIS, AR D e & o M A R i Ja R
RIFEAR AL e B R AN T . AR, A A X 2 R A
FUTT 06 EE T U5 46 W 52 (A 40— 1% B 2 ELA X 4%
B TR N B A%y 25 AE AN [R) 0 M 6] 1 VR U5 A0 5 R A
T A 36 P 4% BOAE A 5 R4 2 18] 1 0% &R (Fang &
Huang, 2016). #nFangflHuang (2013, 2016)7t 1 [
7P L DX L A T R R A A P 2 A SR, AR
&K 8 AEAS R W Fh (B AT v TR U7 8, ABIR VA% 3
MR B ENAZ . X255 R 1 1E | R
wp, BB AR R TR R AN AR AR B
—; SO VT AEAT AN BE S L SE I AE R
B Emerd$(2015) 1 A T 104 KL AL &
YImpatiens glandulifera \ 1= f#E 7% 110 A< + 7%
B ML AR I N 45, 45 SRR RS b 45 0y
T RENREWACK, H2 00 Rk BAEDH
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AL B, NRHEYHEA SRR A 15
FhAE By A% o X 2% 45 # . Arceo-Gomez F1 Ashman
(2016) 73 T 2R BA NAZ A A 51 A2 1) 53 Al AL B TP 4 5
IR LA T AP R T I E . KRR
HIF 7 Gn S 40 AL B4R K 3 VR DT AT AN 3 R A A A% 328,
AL O M AN ME PR IE B RN, K R R A
SN AZ P B AR A B AR BT
(AR TR I ) 2 AR
2.3 ANREYRHATEIEEEREN S
NAZ LV R A 220 52 A NAR B
s — AR IR 4> 3 (Hanfling & Kollmann, 2002;
Blair & Wolfe, 2004; Z={&4%, 2010; Zenni et al,
2014). FEPINZ(RPHT 7255 W BR) iR it A L il
YIRS A, IR s AT R . SR 2 A+
TR, A RAEPI I AT B AR & — AN e
Bl A, ARk AT I 2R R 43 A0 RN P 8 AL (Oduor,
2013). XA M AIEEPR L O &P, HarilE

TE #3564 10/ (Callaway et al, 2005; Strauss et al,

2006; Leger, 2008; Leger & Espeland, 2010). A\ 1%
1t 25 IO BHE 15 25 22 3 (Centaurea maculosa) BE 18 i 11 J&
fER#HIA L EY ALK, 5KRE T (naive) NMZ 1)
AR EL, 2 N2 125" (experienced) 20-304F Ji5 11
A T AE Y A7 AP EE (remnant population) $H A 5 5 1)
PRI 320, RITA A A KR I (Callaway et
al, 2005). fEAL R AALTEI AR, —FhA L
KAli{E (Impatiens capensis) I 3 i F A F Ak van - 3
A 1y 3 A BN vy 465 B 1) 7 v SR AR v U
4rHE 71(Beans & Roach, 2015a).

TR ONAZ R P AN JE M () AR A Y () 1 3
G EAEAC T B AR AL, A4 4k
YRR L AEY NI A T Re L 248k, FEWFh
(B I FER AL o ek AL B AT AT 2 0 A A )
(A A S P T4, X T R R AT AR A A
E AR AL T HA e S 7= AR Ak, T 3G 506 N 1R
AL Ry 70 4+ BE 11 (GRAE 5 Z5, 2010; Oduor, 2013;
Beans & Roach, 2015b). 1T NZ W) 55 4, — Lk
A LR PAE — B 1) P ] g R A K 2 A 55 ek 20 1
ToiE = A JE CLAERE R RE S B M1 2, ifi A B
LHIEE RS (Fishman & Wyatt, 1999), ok
I 38 0 [E] sk AR R (BRI AE RE 7 K/, floral display
size) SRk $2E = X A% Ky 3 1 W 51 77 (Wassink & Caruso,
2013), @ o R 1 DLk G B> 5N R A A

(1€ 391 5 S (Barrett et al, 2008), sk iE it 1€ HA4FE
& 18 (character displacement) /)N i) 35 4+ KSR HX
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