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AGV, BIEMMARPANRFEMEHN AGYV BE
MEBNEAHTFARRN, MRIARFFE
T R R 298 AGV K EMTBEMARIKE
REABEEY, BUEESBAERN, ERA
WY Lineeithema humile B3B3 R LR Z 815 B FF
MEBZMA RS NILENMASEER “BHRER
7, MEHABIILEMMHES, B, HE
— R RIS R HN B (Dominance) 1 L
fii74E 5 (Epistatic variance) 7] LAE B &R
e AGVEY, B A fn o 8 4% A5 S bt 1] B MR B
WHRE, BEAWTAGRLRPHINER, HE
BEE R AGY AR AGV 30N A T 4 B
EFREEHF BN,

1.3 %

AGEFBER 53T B A st Rh A SR b g
RN 2 S W RE R D B B B AGV 9
RIFEFHERE, KEMBIIEA T &K H
FHTAR, MSBAKER, MEHAES, A
RUEERS, XEATREERRE MM T BEER .
FAEFNEREE, B EERE FH R SEE
(Recessive alleles) BEFHBAHMBREES, H)
In—2eZeBE I 54 Y TREY 238 T RIGERE
T AR E I
1.4 SpRMEERBSKRENEEER

SRRV EEXFBOMEREARRF
R I SR Y, AN SBERRNFE
M-FBEYE Phagoletis pomonella TETESFAET Y
43 5o BRI AR BB R T H B BT SN IR TR BE
B, TEERBM M TERI3I~-4ANETH
ST SRBEEEEN . EREXZEY, BEBER
WERP RSSO N 4 MR R R 26 «C, ML
AR ESEAEENRAZE 17 C.

1.5 fHEHE

DREFERT Y AR E AR
HARMB) TR 60 FRIMEEAREZE R IHM K
998 Solenopsis invicta , FH— 1~ H W% A R FH
Mt S H LR HIB, RRE, SRR BN —
HEY Y 5k W E ., QTL-mapping % Bl B | £ %544k
Jonsongrass Sorghum halepense B)/VBERE S WK E
ERFYE (MEK, 2HLUREFE) BEFMH
9&[1410
1.6 BEMAEH

ERNAEHREARBHPRBENEHHEER
RIFERE . B anTE 2 BE 6 BE =~ KRG SR8 Drosophila
subobscura IR IR R 2L AR AR, IR
XEHES MThREf o, T3 —F R D. buzatii

H—MEERGAEHNAE S HREENER
%[4,15] .

2 ARBHHARMREMEEEE
SHFFEA L

ABRHHEAFRAER S, —IF ik B REFET
MrEVER T B A EHZ I BAEEE S, FIIAR
FYIFPE Nt BRI SR ERE A, &
R, ks, BT, BF. &£
YENE. EEGEHWMEKSEEETHE. AR
HEHPARMERFEOEEE N T EAEN, &
NMAFBXNFESEIRE. LAY, KBEREHE
EEEMESE. BEEURTEEFED KR
B, B, £, YRR ATEENRE,

2.1 T#3235E (Range of tolerance)

AEMEAZEIEHRELE (Range of the
optimum), WA B FIREATE, BEE RMFH— L ME
BOETEE, £YBREREEK, HERAEMEN
Z2hE. BPARHELAHILEMREERL
THAERR, T EL AR AT R A RS ST (9 2 4
WEEFB, ARFMHEA—-TFRAERE, RIFFHR
IR A A EENRETLBERAREYREE
TREXTINAE AR R, FARBISERE. AX
AR B0 X 3 5% B BE AF AL i R R 89 B ST AR
Z1L10.4]  p AR EE (Cline) 2% BRI A0 Tl 48 1 %
SRR E IR 25 R . Drosophila suboscura M\
RIS IAJEE AT, ZYFRIL B SIHFEX 2 E
T RMEBRAMINL, I35 10 FAERBKE
WHEREAERHERE, 20 FEGELRHAR, X
MAKEZEMENERENBRMNE LS KUEA
UL i Capsella bursa-pastoris 7 [F) B9 4 55 8
MAEBIEANER: HLMHESHM Callifomia
SIABMSE, EAREETH BREET EZYHY
ERENERFEMEAMERX NI, RAR®R
I RER (Divergence adaptation) (17]

—B#EAFNAEE, MELEMARRHBESE
BARKAIZESES . —ARFEAX RMFMEAT
AW LY o 483 M Abutilon theophrasti (Malvaseae) &
1700 -TA B ST A X BEH . R EHES P X
AR XA R 2 G R4 H AR B AE TS B3R
HHRGHFR, BEREXDCRA —MatE K
RL, XHEEREBERS L. B, ESEXKRE
PR AERBEE RS, FBAEEEKEHERERRE
4 ¥ (Canalized growth) #E 46167, Maillet J& C
Lopez-Gareia (2000) #F5% T bR BB Z HILFEF
A —BeRE AL . MK IR L B A o ) [R) S b
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FFE/N, EREES), Crawley et all %) % 7 4 3k
MMEBETE NGB TEELE, XL
REPSPRFTRER AR MRS, T HA R4S
HIERE N TS S RERE . FARL S
HABABAZ, 7GR TRk FAET
PRET AR SHAMICFAPRENSRE, T
ENMEBERBEYT S, ARMYATHEAERHEN
HERER (RGR), MHEHK RCGREIMEERE. AR
kB % Mikania micrantha S EH R B M.
cordata FYRFSTREA, ARFHFF/N, SEIFRAK,
RGR. BABMICERENI MR TN AESAL, HHEE
MEFE LA EREE S RN, BEEMAR
moal o A RR o AR BR BB L, a0, ok
Wi FBORE MR 2B TR, —LRER
BRI STEMARML . — BB GBI T 51
YR BEXMEINAN. SBEUNEEE

Echrinochloa crus-galli W j2 18 1 +< 3 #9425 T 3#E 1k
R FRBEREETSRE TRIEYNE
BRI RABH N, &N R EERTF EYFfPT
e B AEAL R, FlN, R.pomonels Hik#F
AR 2 £ Y 7 E BLIR B T 32 ) F ) 1% B 4
g[l]o
2.2 XHHHR AR

BARMBE-TFHRES, RAVEIHK
M, FRERBER T ERAGEMTEZRER
THRKMEE, XEMREEREER, BRX
Fh BT Willis et 2P IBRER, WITER B R
ISEI R b, TR KA MM FIARRELE £
Fo BREET —MEBRTHUE: EARKAE
BEHEBR A B T S I8 AR 1 B R s B A 4 Y BR
M3%E! (Canalization phenotype) HEiLFFtERE FH
PREFEIL?
2.3 WML (Speciation) FHF

AR INRFIE LR, REEeTN, &
Z R S5HY3E B P B T BE R KRR R IR LY 45
rEtElY), WEAENEERNETFSREE
MERBSHETE, MXEREIYHER. A
BERBEFVNERERESIIEYHIEN. B
RAH X THRERBE YT RMEYARKRE
FHBEFEL,

3 ARMH %Eﬁzﬁf“ Ptk 5 %R

S RAEY B BT KA AR RE BN E LR
X, BHEHSHYHARENREEMREZ, A
REYNERERERE EY R B XR A M
K%, MEHEEMEEER. RS REDIEE

TR, AT TR, HR R
A JERAMERBE BRI, WARE ., FH g
2y 22 25[20,25,26]
3.1 ANREMHNITHEEEN SR
ABHEYHEFEREMITIHER, BHRAR
FEFERZRAMRBENTHEEREE N TR
Y, HEFREWRREATEFREH, WRIUT
EWMBHAMTIEN AR EREE, FFEEREY
K, TEAIRI A SR WY M EF ( Species
persistence) , HHEREH B FHEMENIZE, 0E
BETE, MERX-SHEMRNRESYE TX/
KB, REBARHEYTERMNAEHTHEE
P, AtEMMBERE, ABEY P
THEHMMAEELZTHEEHE, ARHEYPEE
AT B FREFR LB 2 515 44% T 45%, T4
THYUE 23%F 14% 22,
3.2 ANBHEYNEMEAELESS
HEYMERKBAI AN EREKAMEREK
Ho. MATHYLETE, AREYKERENE
pBtiE (BRREBEM) M, Ml KBk ER
T, WA FFT ARERE, DBRARMN
BEF AR KA RPN LT RBWE
WAL HYES, FILE, KERARHEYTEHH
4a, MALTHEDHN 6.9 a; FEMERET, AIE
3.8a, MGHENS5.6a; ANMBHMBBHEYH—F
AREAEY S EA L IR, HEFERER
PUE AR 2, A e T R M X AR A
Yy, mAHY, REAEPKEAGRYE, LEL
ERREHITEFERK, AANTHESKY REE, 4
FEMER, RELSLED, AREYBRRNE,
K, 5L, NTRSIEZHNRAEN, ™4
F L2007,
AREYRIE MG LK TALHEY), X
BRI TR TFEEY . AEEYERERAERNE
ME, FRKEZ A —E R, BE—R
HNZEL L, BRARENAEEYSA LEY T
BHFR A, siEEERREFETER, il
ABMEE £ AWM E LM T, AREY
FEMREERFSRERE KIS, AdREARK
JEREAE SR, FHEEER, HRFAFF
EERANBREERE, NfHS. RIRE, 8%
W8] L A\ RIEY R A E R
F, AEMFAREEAEYN S, B TEFAK
HAHEERER, FhSEHEmEXBNMT.
HABEERKKAREY EE5B T HF.
HERAAAR, BT TRERE N2 mskH %
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THREEARR 0.1 g, RMBE/NREFT. HPF
SR EFRRARARNY, MTTHED, HTES
&1k, BHEARRKAS; MTFHRES, Am=4E
REPSBEEZ ML, EMBRIEYT, AR
THRREEEBA LR, R4 E LR
T, SZAREYHIRAREENFHTFH LR

ARERFAE B LITHARIR, MHEREESM

AW R B 4 T8 & Reichad (1997) B3 %
B, JhEMMA BRSSP, A S1oMEMTFE
KIRPTE L, MALHY P RE 30% KR
HEEHE; ENMERREEMARHEY S, 0F
50% WFME LT L BITHARMEERERE R, KE
A+ YR E LSRR RS VR BB R
MR, HIRREIFRAREY ., HMTNE, ARHE
Y—RAEREHMFERE, HREFR, gL
AREYAKRIRSE, BEGHGKEZRRZ G
FIBRARIR G Bk, R AREYERELEK
B, RFEERE, EFOEFEENSY, HRANR
B, FEPR RSP TR Xt

4 ARFSE N AL B R

Y ERCETEERIARMIE RN At
HY A S RG> B K2,

SIRFEA—NHASE, MEHEFHARE
BEF, NRRRT AL YR SN Y ERBE 003E
R, YR B B R A E BT A
B, X EHEEERXRRNEEYHMARE B4 L/
RN, X P BB A AR R (163035
4.1 ANEMEMNUHENEERR
4.1.1 NEHEBAZRGAHeyH AL &
W R S5 w1 AR — e AR R L R R
RIEHRER, AR RS R HE RN A BRF
$%. Huey et all'SI3R T ETG8 5 — R R W81 5|
ML 20 FEFBH BB MR : BREZF
W M, M Southern California ¥ British Columbia,
P — R A/ EAERE . LR R T RS
BRI SR s o MR FP AR R . B R, ARHf
IR AR R R BB R, (BRIhAEME
A—H, &8 —S8HEH X AR RS LIE N
HEERIRSS, Fian 1852 ESIAEMHAREE
WO E R, Ak 4 B R/ R B B B 7 AR
#o Losos et al* & B0 — R i 7 45 85 5| A Caribbean
H—SEBU5/5 10 ~ 14 a R —BFENHERES
W, AIME—HRENABEIRERREHETREA
FERMERALREERENER . AFEERERGE
FEWRAFE Bufo marinus H I RER RGN E

EHRED],

4.1.2 ARFFNANBRELGOR  ABFERELL
ML RBEILRY RE, AYfEaEn
AR —FWMMR R, Jadera hematoloma T B¥
7E 50 E I RL AT LA X AR JRI S R 2 3 0 i i 7= A A R
HIFFRE, 1 Euphydras 8188 7T L& R A R A
REEmMREHR L AFKERE, Zimmerman it
F T — ARG BRI ST X T H0 K T AR W [ T 4R 2
bR 4. AT 1000 F Y4 EAES| AE B R,
oM 5 R EFEMRRD, KBIXRIDH
THEMARKTH (BERLTH) w7,
n— B BRAREY, MUENSREME
SHEHILEMEYHELY, MEENNMHFESNEME
XA B EBIRPEE 5

4.1.3 #X5ABEAN RTWAREVHEE
BRI EA — il AR SHEMREXRRTS
HEAEHUE, ABHSLEMRTERSEE
RMEEEREZESHEEKAL", Ruymer J Ml
Simberloff D (1996) XX TG KIBIFRAE T 4538,
Hb ¥ RBLAEABMN, Memilan i Wilcove it
BRI MBI 24 M0, HPEIHZE
RGEERHA I FIRPRZNGER . RNREILERFE
EARLEIFE, Flin. 5%, Mallard B M i FA
FX5] EAERARMRERW, BihEdR
RAEFRHTE 2 K0S, B EUSRNE LA B 5 Bk i)
BRAW A ; WE3Y, Cervus Nippon 100 Z4FHij
MEEFIABAG B FAME Cervus elephaus F2
RREREE— LXK AKESRME
MEE, AMRXHERBABGHES, spEH
FRHF 22— RIUES & 2 834 YA
1 26470 AR, HAp 70 MR 7R3 T RSk Fh
SARMFZIE, 21 FRISEMAIIRAZE, X
WRFILTF—ERF LY, RREBRERMA R
FEE WK AR, ABR/DNEIEEN 2 i i)
BMEKR, REARMEED LA MMMAHES
MR BAEEE S ELSEEERNER, W/
BUAEZHN T NEERMHAET XA M B
EEEB#}[“’”JO

4.2 ANBHENEHEHIERRER

4.2.1 ATAFBKEE BRTENHAEMIE
ABRTZLR RSN, AREYAE SR
S AR I ] th 27 — AT R BB 5] . Holway
1 Suarez ]t T — 48 A (280 X3 F EA17E T = H A
$54£134) . Solenopsis invicta 1 Linepirtna humile £ J&
FEPTRE M BRI DY, #RH I — AR E TR 1
BOFT o, 3 o b R B 2 S R A R 3 N P Y
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%40 %

I AERE, (B EIT AR EARMBIR
PEBEADTRITIARIROEMR, HIE
EMMABRFIMENERME R ME, KZ
HABRMBNMAEEER, XERNENER™
WEZIHE LK YHREN R, e
%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁﬂﬂ*ﬁ%%?iﬁ?ﬁ%
R T IS h R RO, BRI & B
B F, ERMAEIEARBIERAH L Z AR
FIE A 2 3]0 548 JE T i A (2 Ff 4o 1 3 28 R 3
th

422 A5E%R ABRBBRHERZ-BRESMK
B, NEWMARBKRBRIXENEHR
THEERTRANIMRR. XARRBIMHHE
PIRIFTI SN . FINEARBTEMB LT e
W IR Cerithidea californica —M ML L K TG
ARIMISRE Ilyanassa obsolete M THAME M X B X B9 B
%o Douglas et al ¥R T A8 Meda fulgida F15H
Ak Cyprinella lurensis 37765 & 4 B & 0 £ AL F
38,30

4.2.3 EHHFE HP—SRET TS HET B
KA RO N, AR B K 85 8 Solenopsis
invicta XTE1FTBE 0T B sh Y R0 B R 9 FOEVERY
B, —NMEAMBIRRY, B S KIE Rt
BEY R T0% , WA HHAMEB 0% LA E,
VR 40 WA 5 B Bh ) S RE D 30%, AR
B 70% . 8RB R K8 SR A 3 89 4 A AR
WIRE 4%, HWEARBIMGIEERKEBRAF
7, FRETFEHMB KA,

4.2.4 EZAEA (Mumalism) HBFEARAES
M4 B REE N —FHEEER, X P—Y
ERARBINE— S, RMXMXRIFAME
IR MIEERE, 2FERTERBIEREA
Sh—PRp B R AR FIE AR RIS MBI, 7E
HHAEF RN ERXREREIRELE
¥ Richardson R T JLMXHER BT, WA
WHR I E BN T EREX 98, MBS
R B —F Ty, TR RN E @ SR
EWRREEBH T, BF —LYRFEINRA—9
FEIAR, IN—pET I S 0k —fk 5 R
BEENEAAREARE, A -EABMBAE
FILAMRR, PRSI T L s
J& , HRERAS b 50 W HCAT R L BR R B IE H SE AL
FhFAEHE, B K 4>,

5 4 ®
AKBAEHEE RIFRE EA MK ME

YIEKR, EMARABATRME TR PRsE N
FALMZHIRR , A30HE T AMRMEFNAEYS
JEAE VDI o 38 R A MR BT LA S AR R
AR BB R RN, e O LR R AT
HEEARFE SR F R . ERAEREN T
EIRUABGE R LS . ASCERFAARFRIHE
AR NTERRE LR AR S HETALE
YRRV AR, X5 BHR B T R
ABEHPEMARBRMHRBAEAR, EHEHN
FIRBEENT, ANERSHRE D —8E N
L, ERE/EENRAERISHILAA, R
LA R R REXT AR i R AT 7E 5 AR FH A
HAERAER AR . YRTE LB K4
Bk, KEBEARGRTE TN ESHELRSN
55, BAOBEBELRERRGRIEEL. [
BE— RN, X —ERE LR
TRBEL T MARF FRESHHIEREE
REFFAEMABEN
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The Adaptive Rapid Evolutions of the Invasive Biology and the Impacts

DENG Xiong , YANG Qi-he, YE Wan-hui, FENG Fei-ling, CAO Hong-lin
(South China Institute of Botany, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Guangzhou 510650, China)

Abstract: Biological invasions are quintessential models and dramatic cases for the adaptive rapid evolution. Here, the
researches about the adaptive rapid evolution of the invasive biology were reviewed, which covered four aspects: (D the
adaptive evolutionary genetics @ the eco-physiologic characteristics @ the reproductive strategies (@ the evolutionary
impacts of the invasive species. The status quo and problems existed in the studies of this field were summarized, and the
intriguing characteristics that push the invasions and the interaction between the invasive species and the environmental
factors were given more emphases on. All these may be helpful for the understanding of the key factors that affect the
invasions.
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