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Progress in the assessment of ecological effects of insect-resistant plants on non-target arthropods

Yuan-yuan WANG, Yun-he LI, Xiu-ping CHEN, Hong-jin WU, Yu-fa PENG
State Key Laboratory for Biology of Plant Disease and Insect Pests, Institute of Plant Protection,
Chinese Academy of Agricultural Science, Beijing 100193, China

Abstract: Development of recombinant DNA technology has resulted in creating several lines of insect-resistant crop plants. Various
crops expressing Cry toxins derived from Baccillus thuringiensis ( Bt) have been grown on a wide scale in the world, and they are
playing an important role in pest control. However, one ecological concern regarding the potential effects of insect-resistant GE
plants on non-target organisms (NTOs) has been continued to be debated. An increasing body of laboratory and field studies is now
available on this topic. By summarizing previous research, we here briefly elaborated the general procedure for assessing non-target
effects of insect-resistant GE plants, and analyzed the potential effects of Bt maize and Bt cotton on non-target arthropods. The re-
sults indicated that the currently available Bt crops rarely had direct, acute toxicity on non-target arthropods. In addition, the use of
Bt maize and Bt cotton often resulted in reductions of insecticide application, thus increasing the abundance of at least some benefi-
cial insects and improving their potential to provide natural control of specific pests at a reduced damage to the environment. Conse-
quently, Bt crops can be a useful component of IPM systems to protect these crops from some targeted pests.
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1EF RZE B (IPM) BOR T RS ER B 1.9 A23E0RI A (Smith,2005) o {HE, FilH]
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KA T EORHYAE ] (Dhaliwal & Singh,2005) , 3% $UiEIEN B AL AUR T AE B0 RO AP W0 b 2Z [4] 5
PRI D AR TR AP A ARG R IR A . 38 =, — S8 AR AR BBV R R T F AR A )
4 A B WA S5 J7 1T ( Barfoot & Brookes,2010) . IR Fk sl G P A= Wl , JL-F- B4 ml BE sl AR ME 5
YAt AESE [, Pr AN E BRI ERAR AT IO AR R RO Se 5 PR iod S AE 54 75 U A AR
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el Pl 45 - 70 A R DR AR X A 1 S B 0 A AR M (R BT - 101 -

FEAE AR E 8L RIS 5 5 =, Mk LASRAS B0 i 4t
JuRtE, Sob ARG M AR R A B R ) .

FEH H 20 $7 R (recombination DNA technology )
B, (VR 75 Al B fR] B PR $E ., 1987 4F Vaeck
et al . TG T =MW Bacillus thunringiensis
AU AR R AU S, R4S B AT T B K Ik
Manduca sexta L. W5 3R Bt B 5 &, B I, %
FERAE Y H ARG B T 58 WAL I KR VF 2 i A
HURE (AN Cry #5190 H 0 R FAR A B B R
85 ) (BT R R B AN [ AE ) (Malone et al.
2008) ., H 1996 4G 3L Br VR 1E 35 Bl Rk
AR IR, 5 35 PR Bt H V7 4 3R ) oA T ARER
SR K (James,2010) o %% Be $it HUAE Y 19 A AR
REA RO/ 3 Ak 27 Ak He Rl By P, ORAP A2 B
A 753185 147 ( Barfoot & Brookes,2010) . 1441,
B M AETESE R AR IS , T T4 A 48 35 i
A% B it FH BN AP 2 B 4F 4.6 (1992 ~ 1995
) F R 5 0.8 ¥k (1999 ~ 2001 4F) ( FAOUN,
2004) , TEFRIE, Br A 4k 0 FhorE fel AT HH Ak 24 St ]
BT 60% ~80% (Fit,2004) .

FESE T AR Y 0O A =R AE Y RUBiR BOR
) — KB RER AL o, SR, A5 H A 3 By v it
— A, H R N JE R ) 25 04 [R] B, A AT R4 ) PR
T BCTRRAE 0) A2 25 RV o 7P B DRI AR ) 1) B 458 XL
Iz e R = ) 4 % B ) T PRV RS AR R AR 2R
Yrsgne BEERF mBTvE A 6 A2 W) Z2 R P R 5 e
o 20 AESk, ENAN TR T ORI SE I & M
FE TR0, PPN B R7T B 0 0 A S PR 1 v
TERURS: o e B R e He /R 0 AR A= 1 52
— H g AH GBI 5T G T Y £E A (Romeis et al. ,
2008 ; Wolfenbarger et al.,2008) , #iiF 5% T A/F F H 4
HRE X A FH AR 2 A R 4 D R 1Y 3 1R R (Al
BEMAEE) ALK (MR 8 ) Fn2e T B i
(KA ) S SEm T o R, ZEAT AT 25 R 0
b AR FH 22 i #0420 25058 2ok R 8 R N 8 PR B e 4
PEAT (Romeis et al. 2008 ; % F % %,2008 ) , 78 3
SV G 56 RV P 04k A 4 719 e sh 0 5% el 7 ThD
(IR 7k R R A A T 2R 45 A i, O %k
R C 2R AR Y 2 B B BT A (B &
KA Br A AL ) AR AR A W 52 e Jy T ) 0 SR AT
RS AT AR, LU S e FEAH GBI A 25 2 1
2% I e 2 F I I 5 BE D) KU PPAN B8 A

DX BT VA S A AR

1 BT — A R I8

JRURS 2 P s 6 7R S5 333X A e 6 114 T 8 1 2H
), P Bk — RS AN BB S o PRI, IXURS: P4 el
JE M A B 0 NS BRI Y 3 M K% e
KA R AT HEME ( Garcia-Alonso et al. ,2006) , E AR
PEUT BT AE Y AR RE AR AR W 5, 2
e BEDR 2 35 1Y A% B 0 2 A W Y M (toxdeity )
HIZE W) %% B (exposure ) T~ 2% MU Y I 442 FI 72
JE AR E AR 2 D5 T Y BF S 25 03 e B I
VEV RO R IZ AR SEAR A= W 7 AR AR SR 2R (Dut-
ton et al. ,2003; Garcia-Alonso et al.,2006; Romeis
et al. ,2008) ,

1.1 RHAZAMIELREDHETEEE

5T e B R AR ) AN A HURR O 2 W 1
PE, eI 5 R, FRiE R B Ay Ve 7 =L
BEIRARME CAns A PIPE TR R A B A ) |, 08 15
TE R BBURRAE W) R A IR 2 HUER 1 RT RE A RS IO 45 45
RZ . MR L (5 B, T A E e Iy i, s 4%
HAREMEMZIRAEY) #0572 3804 Yy e A A &R
Hh R g 1oAY HUER 1 09 B[R] DA R R A 1 I T 4
#5 (assessment endpoints ) 45 ( USEPA , 2007 ; Romeis
et al.,2008) . N, AN [A B B 4 AR FHALEI AT 6E
AP HHRE AR A — B, Wl 275 50
AT 0 T DL R 0 0 2 R, ) E i
PR e S
1.2 FFEFEMRBTREZANEESTE

YR ARRERR T R sh Y R R T MR R BUE B
WM R — DR R, 75 B85 % BT
Wb U 5L VR 00 A= B AR AL st AR REPE R AR R
355 R 5 A #0 AR AR W 0 L R 4 G R AR R
(USEPA ,2007) , —PARSEARAEY) 25 55 TAE Y SN
A% HUAR AR BB 7 i 2 fih A% AR P R
I AR, AR AR A 1) 2 R T L AR 1 R 5k
AN IR A R R AR A A 4 2 Aoy
By AR R A H A (L e
al. ,2008) ; ] 4% 75 X an 3% R & (hli 2 & f A A
) A A R A AP E Y H A i
PEF L5 (Li & Romeis,2010) , P, P AR bR
A ) 7 R T SR AR W A IR B R, B
BTG A BB 7R A B R R W 20 2 b () B s Rk
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R T 2 0 T R TR 1Y PR, I S i A G B
SN BUER AR TP AL 18 A L R A AT
AR AE (Li et al.,2007; Zurbriigge & Nentwig,
2009) , LA K HBRHE) 0 LR W2
2 FERETENER

T, ZERITSE 5 R DA 0k A1 #E b A8 0 ) 52 W)
3T, B AU PP A 5 ARAR DG A ik PR A ) T

R i

1 REEENESIR

2 REPEEZRZETRREA
3 WA, PREAMEARENE
4 LR S AT 5

Iz 32 W 53 2 RPN K & ((Garcia-Alonso et
al. ,2006; Romeis et al.,2008; USEPA,2007), f&
L, R O R e R Al W 2 AR
SRIG U TT Je P52 55 25 106 (lower-tier ) 3|2 H [A]
i85 ( middle-tier) , -3 H [8] i 4 ( higher-tier ) /43
JRR G BaE T RGN (B 1)

-

H= HR =R
HYm W AR
= - H A FH 8] R
T T TR
sk %k ik
B L Ly e
FIRRMRAK ATHEED  BUERE, mavrzik HMH#SEE
“HEFRAR A EEEEY LR
ZHEFAR
1 N EEER RIEMT IR RRE M e — R 2
Fig. 1  General procedure for assessing the non-target effects of insect-resistant transgenic plants

2.1 AEEEARZIXEWRIEE

PRIA TR RSP R K2, Al e B
FERHEA T2 A e, R, e 5 15 A9 B A A
ARSI G SR R R S W R AR D B R AR )
(indicator species ) J& WA e SE AR Y AR RL bR A= 152
Wi ) FL LT (Romeis et al.,2008) o BEFEFR /NI
PP T REAE LA - (1) Fr i 1 32 1) 1 1%
BATHZARZSIIRE, o 3 BB P T A RS
PRy R IR S B i AR M A (2) BT e
TIPS E T AT s R LE I p 5 (3) PP G E 1A
R R ARSE AR A W) 0 52 R, 2 O A9 R R
PSR A= 0 00 RS W), AR e RE DA W) 3
IBRINIEA R AR W 00 B RE I, DL, 7k
HI R Geh A 20 2 T8 HUER F1 AR AR A2 ) B0V 2%
VAN IS G 5 (4) FEIRGGARAE R HAT A A A
Frtk, —okid, 5 e S0 50 2 i 37 AE e b ) Ak
BN A ERLRRAE M 2L e 7% FEAE i s 1k

A4 (USEPA ,2007 ; Romeis et al. ,2008) .

S A 1Y 3 H A SR TR B A A R
KA A Z A YR S B A S, 1 —
FRCEERAE AT M PR A5 b R AT, W B 2R
B, 15 N 1% 58 42 AT DL B & (Romeis et al.
2011) o AZAalA: Wy — w2 i 1 L A FH () BRd5 v
S B fi 1 % HUER VR B R Y S5 T (worst-case
situation) . £EAE P E 125 b, WIFSE# — R FH Y
AW PR T A b d e AR R Y 10
5 (USEPA,2001) , Gy &3 i N T ARDRE, — R
FHH¥2lAR S 09 A% HUER AN Tt B4 ] W 52
IR ) 2 3647956 ( Romeis et al. ,2004; Li et
al. ,2008 ; Duan et al.,2008) , USRI A S1E KA
TARPEL, AT DL JEGE of = 9 SRR R AT, B
U v ) 1) R M AR P R 4 52 A ) 0 A ) AT
FLEEEY A SR E N R RO H
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el Pl 45 - 70 A R DR AR X A 1 S B 0 A AR M (R BT - 103 -

K& (Dutton et al. ,2003; Chen et al. ,2008) . TFiX
FERIRIR IR R b B SR IE R W) el 2 EAE R 45 R
TR S B 7R i MR BB R AR S AR . 534,
IF5E v 2% B 17 TS 52 ) A) R IR TR IR T
2B (direct toxicity ) , 0] R Z R FHCE T A W
PSP L PF 32 97 Ui T B (prey/host-media-
ted effect) ( Dutton et al. ,2002 ; Hilbeck et al. ,1998;
Romeis et al.,2006) . [HH, 1R 2 0 5% & @ B3LGE
X% B N Uk 2 28 A v 0 B A A R
W18k ?5 3 ( Chen et al. ,2008; Li & Romeis,2010) .
2.3 FHERAE

TSRS = i B S A2 1l AR AR A W) X
BEAE) 235 10 A% AR AU, — ROk U8, PFHr
TAERT AR 28 0k ;{8 Gn SRS 2] £ 115 i), 5% %
XIFTEAE A 58 40 5 , N R i, JF R ™
MR S8 3 1, B0 E A — NI B B, T
5K H I 3230 121 H (8]0 56 ( Dutton et al. ,2003 ;
Romeis et al. ,2008 .2011) . X 56 — R P 15
= MEERE P HT, K, %R FIEZ
AITE B AR 55N SEPR R 68 T8 JUR A iR 12
R, X0 25 R T RE R L F AR BRI Ol . e
A L Ao A MR 2 A ) P B TR ) A 4N A
¥y (Li et al.,2008 ) By IR i 2 B DR AV ) 1) s )
23 (Li & Romeis,2010; Alvarez-Alfageme et al.
2011) W77 dhAT . AFSE h BE50E 52 1A ) 56 B 2%
P T A HUEE R MR, — i o AR AR T
(ELISA & Western-blotting ) 3B 5 ALK 5 % B 85 (1 7F
AW DML MAEYEERES (L &
Romeis, 2009 2010 ; Alvarez-Alfageme et al. ,2011)
2.4 HERKE

R, AN SR A2 T TR rh oA 4G I 3] 4 B DR 1
PYroxof S0 DAY B TR 0, B R R 1 2 n] LA 22
Mg AT, B AT &0 PF 4 T A€ ( Romeis et al. , 2008 ;
USEPA,2007) , {HALERFFEH IR, 5240 = i H
T 22 T SR B0 3L 55461 4
(]38 () 3531F ( Andow & Hilbeck ,2004) . 7F H a3t
B b, — i o i A B DA ) AR B B D S A A
Yy R R AR A W RO RE AR S 25 I A e 2 B2 R 22
FEPESE SR, BIF9T 5 B DRI ) ) ik P s il ) A
SR (EA U Y2 , B T R AE R 3h 5 32
BN AWy e AR A Y A S 2 R R AR R R
M) , AREHE AE R AR 1 A8 5 A B — S i PR 22 R

FALK R, AR FH 1] 8 A A5 0 4 A 1 53
ARG B M B . XAERIIEE — R 2 &
iR 5 (Perry et al.,2009; Wu et al.,2008; Lu et
al.,2010) ,

3wk AR E E S R AR XY IR ER AR
TR H SR
3.1 Bt ERMIEWIRHNG

B, AR BT 2R 3k S HUAE A AR HORE K,
PR BRCIE N HE B JE BT F oK SRR 2
%, (1)#k Cryl (Cry2 5 Cryd KA IUEF . W17
IR\ 7] ( Monsanto ) 4 77 1) MON810 3k Cryl Ab
HE 1, DeKalb Genetics 2> &) 4 77 ) CBH351 ik
Cry9C 4 [, Pioneer-Hi-Bred Az 7= 1) TC1507 % ik
CrylF 5 (145 (Hellmich et al. ,2008) , X£& Bt FE A
X i 0 H O dan M K OK B8 Ostrinia furnacalis
Guenée 55 A7 7 HUIG £, (2) £k Cry3 | Cry34 5
Cry35 28 % HUZE (1. W Monsanto 72y ®] A= 7= 11y
MON88017 F1 MON863 ik Cry3Bbl % H , Pionerr
Hi-Bred 7\ #] 4 7= B9 DAS-59122-7 & ik Cry34/
35Abl HEH, X 24 HUE FO0 B H O AR
H H Diabrotica virgijera Leconte HA R B iE M (Hell-
mich et al.,2008) . %% Bt £ KT 1996 4 7F 3 [ IF
LR R ALFIHE , 2 2008 4, 2Bk FIE Br E KM EK
B 13 A4, Ml S A5k 3.5 T-J7 hm® (James,
2010) . 5K, FE LD Br K B FiE A &5
Ml T EREEF R RS TR E, AT
Al 2 FH 2 920, AR T K AR 72 AR, 42
e AR, [R) I B8 TR A S BB, R A
T FAE B9 ( Barfoot & Brookes,2010)

S FED BT L T RIS HEAEAR T B sh e ol 2 %)
TEAR H R S8 3 224 ST RE R hRe AT, 13 ol
KE S AT R AEFR W, 5 T YR
FER B KUK VA & 19 ) 12 )T (Romeis et al. ,
20062008 ) , K AFFREUR R, Bt £ AKKIKW
Cry A% B D03 R EOEA 8% (Hellmich er al.
2008 ) ; [A] it , FH (] 30 e ik 52, 50 FH A 24 iy AR 7%
BN FOKAH I, Br FOK ARG RES = K A
Z Y (Romeis et al. ,2006; Marvier et al. ,2007 ;
Hellmich et al. ,2008) , T E KA = IR, 1E
— LB AR MONSSO17 #6453, Br % BUR A 1Y
FAREAR G, —LE DL F KR B B A 15 kW 25
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PR KB T2 85 T Bt ARE M (Li et al.,
2008; Li & Romeis,2010) . fH2 8% 2 12 5 4
B, Bt K AL 85 X 5L Coleomegilla maculata De-
Geer (Duan et al. ,2002; Lundgren & Wiedenmann,
2002 ) 3 54 Chrysoperla carnea Stephen i 11 ( Li
et al. ,2008) 28 W 4h B A1 HL ( Duan et al. ,2008)
P sk

— LS EWARIE T Bt B RXTAERE AR T i B
YIS R . 40 Hilbeck et al. (1998) #23H T Br
FORFIRA Cryl Ab H 0385 50 #0% 4)) H A 4 T 52
Ml o fHIZAHE S R 1) — R I 5 2B E ], Cryl Ab
Xof 7 3 s 4 U H 5 EE M ( Dutton et al. ,2002;
Romeis et al.,2004; Rodrigo-Simon et al.,2006 ) ,
JHHUE I Br K 1 Z5E g (XF Cryl Ab R BUER)
FIVEE I B ik (X Cryl Ab #50E% ) ] M 5 4 4y it %
R, R i R M4l HU I e A K R A2 B B T
S TR e Y e AR KR B R AT
Wi, A8 ELISA A6 I 45 5 W 78 — B6E i i 4K 1 1
Cryl Ab f 1 & 2 B 12 & T 15 K33 % 8 ( Dutton e
al.,2002) , LS5 R, IR & IR 57T B 0 I
ANJ Cryl Ab 385 R, 17 A2 H 3156 o BT A8 0 0
Cryl Ab 2 PR KA KL B 2 352, 2 1m0
[ 4 M 5% ) 14 B R AR KK F (Romeis et al.
2006; Lawo et al., 2010), It 4, Losey et al.
(1999) s & 9, B R MHA Br F oK AEH 1Y E A
e E £ R Danaus plexippus Linnaeus 4 L BE
TR R, S AR B EOR AP AE AT BB < &
o ERER AR PR A 458 . AR, — RS
TEAHAAIT T A B, T T BEMR &) dUR B8 T oK Ak
KRR BEA A R, B B T K AR 0 X B4R 40 de i)
BEPERAR, Br FOKMBIMAE JL-F- AN 2o a7 T BE 0D i
BE 7= 4 700 52 ) ( Hellmich et al. , 2001 ; Ober-
hauser et al. ,2001 ; Sears et al. ,2001; Zangerl et al.
,2001; Wolt et al. ,2003) , RGN, i T Bt £k
event 176 fE#;h Cryl Ab 25 F3RIA AR &, nI B
Xofaty ERESE ) A 2R REPE 2 IR ( Zanger et al.
2001 ; Hellmich et al. ,2001) ,iZ E KSR E B H T
Yo 535b, AW I, WU S EEf 2 Cryl Ab
8¢ Cry3Bbl % M 4K [ 0% i FP /G BENE Ephestia kueh-
niella Zeller YR 1) — B 3 H Adalia bipunctata Linnae-
us 2 MAET- 2RI 325 (Schmidt et al. ,2009) , 4K
1, i %I P A2 R R 8 TR HUEE Ry SEBR

WA BT S BRA P ) B TR (21 % ) | A5 AR
Z R M I X U T AN 4518 7 A2 J5 BE ( Ricroch
et al., 2010 ), B R 4 1Y W 5% 3F W], CrylAb Fi
Cry3Bb1 xt — BB H IF %A #Mk, P i i 6 1 52
AT R T 1R 06 R 9 0 R 523 ( Alvare-AL
fageme et al. ,2011)
3.2 Bt fRtErYAEERAR RN

H i, 2 BRFE Y Br ML S Rl E A 2 KK,
B3R 1 ANAMIE Br JE TR Ceryl) 955 1 AUEE BE R BT
HORRANERIE 2 DNHMEIEA (eryl +ery2) BYE 2 AU5E
BEAGTH o 2R 1 AR B ARG FEAR T L 32 S A
& 01 Helicoverpa armigera Hiibner A 2135 1 Pectino-
phora gossypiella Saunders K1 22 Fh # 4 Wl % Earias
spp. S5 SR, 5F 1 AR5 36 PRI e MR A X it S 44 gk
Spodoptera exigua Hubner B£8Rk Spodoptera litura
Fabricius /N3 [ Agrotis ypsilon Rottemberg 25 (1]
BB RORE 22 o 8 BURE R 25 2 A0 S A X 6 3
HARAE T HUr % i 58, W o 1 2 Fh—ACHT AR
ANREA R TR AL T B, IR 1 XA R HU By
% (Naranjo et al. ,2008) . 534k, T4 2 fU5% 5L
HrHARLIRY 2 A Br B2 (eryl Ac Fil ery2Ab) 54
b P S S ALER R, —BOIA A 27 AR A
it Pk, SCRE PR HOR 4 ) AT e 2 Rl
FERFEHR F HOxF Be K5 48 B9 PP AL (Liv et al. ,
2005) . H 1996 4F Br K AEAE 35 [ WK A1) 3 A5
PURF R AL AR AR , oA 42 BR 0 Ml i AR AR 1
i, 2009 4E, 2ERA 11 ASEZ MY B fi4E, Ml
SRR 1500 J5 hm? , K2 5 4 ERAR A SRR AR
i) 50% ( Naranjo, 2010 ) , Bt i ££ i 7 F A7 20 4%
il T AR AE B R RORBEAR T ek 245 1)
i, Gt 1996 ~ 2008 45, Br A 46 1 A s 20>
T 1.4 42 kg 224 25 15 P 153 19 it H ( Barfoot &
Brooks ,2010)

10 ARk, [ P A XURS: BT AR 35 X6 3 [
Bt AL RYARREAR A W il T B SE ST, B
A FARAMHCCR KR, LG X e pF 5T
Bl I L BL R Br A AE 2R IR B SRR R HUEE Y
Fe— VAR H R, GRS AR AR IR R B R e
(Romeis et al. ,2006; Naranjo et al. ,2008) , {HtL A
WIS WFSEHRIE T Be A AR X B M R B A8 i
Orius tristicolor ( White ) ( Ponsard et al. ,2002) F12%
Az PR B 2% 8 G % Cotesia marginiventris i} M 5
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el Pl 45 - 70 A R DR AR X A 1 S B 0 A AR M (R BT - 105 -

ZxBk/INE&E Copidosoma floridanum | 3 4% 81 15 = 1 14
Campoletis chlorideaeUchida ( Baur & Boethel , 2003 ;
Liu et al. ,2005) 250 ST 5200 . 534 2 B, 33X 263
Bk R R BORY) aar X B A AE T Rk 3%
HUR R, TAE R FE X B 8 1 U B PR
RO YA 2F 32 A BIFE v A A S B 67 T 52 ) ( L
& Romeis, 2010 ) 3 15 B JH: 670 1T 52 Wi 2 1 Tl 30
TR A R 2 X Br B 1 RRUBR T 3R T A
TR T o B R O R4 S e, AN I B
AR B R O™ A (9 B 5 % (Romeis et al.
2006 ; Naranjo,2009) , BR T 3240 %40, b 92 # ik
FEIE TR RS, DAY Be Al A6 % i H A
F P ARSEAR A W) Rl B A 19 52 ( Naranjo ,2005)
KA R 53 Bt ( meta-analysis ) 1715, 5 2R i F 4%
BV EAE B K5 EHAR LG, Br AR AR A FH AR SE AR TS i
S R | T A B A R AR AR A W Y
ST i Bt #5846 ( Wolfenbarger et al. ,2008 )
B S8 RO SC 8RR B, 5% B A AL R FAR
XA 3 RO 25 3t L Y B T 0 ( Mar-
vier et al. ,2007 ; Wolfenbarger et al. ,2008)

IR R BT B R 5 R A SR b 3 IR Y
R A 24 A R T BE S R B AR
YIRETE S5 A8 4k, B0 Wu e al. (2008 ) i, Bt
RRAE B AT R 7 AR B8 Uy & A4 (Bl TR
PEHIAR S A AR 20 ] B 1 B, S BURATE
A A AN T R B R G AR £ R (Lu e
al.,2010) o XULHT, 5%k R 4T B E YA 22, oA a)
ABJE— 27 /IR A T BRI , & R REAE ) TPM 5K
W v () — SRR, 75 A T A2 a1 e A AL
G55 0 F BRI T A RO
4 NG

B PR 2H F R Y R Sy R R A T — A
AR B . 8 5L A R R F R R T
WAEYIn Br #AEAT Br EARC Rt R 2 EK
THUGFRA, B T AR LB AR 1S 22, n AR ok T
EROF &, Mol TAESHE, (HE, AR E
Prxd BR45 Al e IS LAY AR S KU A 2 A TRt
s 091 2 DRI A 0 e o P B8 T3 T #4020 308 o T A%
MPREE 22 A VPN o AR VT e B R T H AR 0 #E
B A= P KU ) 5 78 0 7% DI e RLVE ) S 33k
MRS U 1 B R, SO S AR bR A2 AR Y
KA E G B 583 B AT ERAEE T R Y

T 58, 2F A AT 58 0 LR L SR 20 W g 5
BIRTFE 4518 ( Alvarez-Alfageme et al.,2011; Romeis
et al.,2011) , KA {256 28 F E] a0 e I, 4 iy
C 8 il A R il i) % B PR 40 HR AR W) ( B A AE I Be
FoK) AR A AR AE AR A 4 A= 97 A2 LAY B TR
S, [RI, Br AERIR R D 1T IS AR 2 1Y
), BORHR R B 2 A2 0 a0 3 O R By Fh R 4
J& s a il F B T RE . Dk, B BRI T AR
FVE Sy TPM S rh 1) — N2 R 40, A B 5 A
B RIREMEARSS G, s X 2 A R

5% Uk

T % R, . 2008. 5 MK A 2 4L R )
HE R HOR Pp 22, 2007 — 2008 AHP) R 727 24 BE R R A
oAbt R EBREROR 1, 165 - 190.
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