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Progress on the research on the invasive west Indian Lantana
( Lantana camara, Verbenaceae)
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Abstract: Lantana camara L., native to tropical America, now has spread to tropical and subtropical regions of the world. It has be-
come a serious threat to the growth of native plants and is considered one of the most problematic invasive plants world-wide. Due to
its ornamental value, it has been introduced into China in large quantities, and has developed into an invasive weed, causing serious
harm to agriculture, animal husbandry and the environment. The invasion mechanism of L. camara has not yet been fully and system-
atically understood. This paper reviews the biological characteristics, invasion mechanisms, ecological impacts, prevention and man-
agement of L. camara, and summarizes the research progress, in order to provide a scientific basis for the control of L. camara. The
key factor of L. camara invasion success is its unique combination of biological characteristics. The main reason for its damage to ag-
riculture and forestry is allelopathic effects. The control methods of L. camara include physical, chemical and biological control
methods. L. camara has been applied in pest control, pollution remediation and a a source of medicine. Further studies are needed a-
bout the adaptive mechanism in natural environment, application potential and additional control methods.
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AR Y G ALE AN Fh 4 B0 (IENES A,
2012) , 4 g A B i XU A A0 R AR 44 %
(A ,2011)

Lh PSR F1 K SE A SR, A R AR
PERIAEZSGE N, H AR R 5 AT Fh T A S ik A =
Az (AR 9 A K 2 B0 30 B e R AR A
KON SARETE (REEMZR PRI, 2005) . TH28
FHO AR 251 A AR Rk £ 2 3 2k | IR ™
FERINAES RS, EAZO R 5 0 B3 3 R Aol &
JB 1 AT IR (ARHESE,2008) , MR 4
VE R S HAE ) 7E T EETR AR 0 D P 75 2 A 2
FHOANR S BE T WE FhlE BERFAES RS
AT HORIR T H AR 1 st AL b A 258
PE S S AEAIL ], DI EA TG 35000 38 1, Bl 1k ik — 2
fEFEARMON, A ORGSR
SEA AR AL RN Az 25 24 8500 LA K B 3 11 FH 45 4%
Tr AT 2R G0 A4, JE B AR R (0 i 5 5, DAY
LAY R} A PR A TS D

1 SENEYFHY
1.1 Y4

LI T SR HER T A SR S rh 25w DA DU A%
TEAEAE , ELAEAT S A 450420, T2 bR G il e 5 i 2 i
RUROIE s B8 BT, i R R R I A R R
A /N R G Rk TR, v (sl B (4
(AEIEE R L 2 B AE TF AL, A6 78 7 IR A8, 4
AEFFAL s SR ERY | i A 25 Ba (v Rl 2 B v
FEAE Y w2 5125 ,1982)

IHPR P B Ty, A PR AR SE LK B
B, P R RS, bR S 2
e 7 29 12000 Ki A ( Swarbrick & Hart,
2001) , 528 MBEAERHRE DB )R @
A B CHE G O SRR A5 LUK, Ricdk, D28
FF Pl 38 0 & R E R 2 L TR Z A6 (Lake &
Leishman,2004) , Zh 28 PIFP 1) & 28 3 8, #& Fh 7
JAJGH 15% e K2 AR, — N 4 A [FA) 3
524 2 A A ZEL IR, LR T 4L, KAk
ARG T 28 PE S BB & (Morton, 1994) , Jo
O, AP A A AR R R T, 4R
AL AT BOS AR AR, - 3F 388, 30 ~ 40
d SERTHT 2, B2 R RR A M AR, e T
A TE BHOG 78 I FIUAST 28 O 3R B8 i A= 77,
WARKIRE R 20~32 C, E 3 E & T 35 CHHA

AR AR A FEMARRERNERT 5 C K
F 0 CHEEZIRIET: (B 415 ,2003) , 2R
AR R AR, B 2n=22 33 44 55 .66 %
Z R 7 ( Branddo et al.,2007) , 5 HAh — {5 A4
YIAH EL , S 28 A o e e HC EL A 5 %) o 9 T
AR BE ST, DRI AR
1.2 =R

H T, & T S PHb2E o AT 5T 32 2245 h 7
IR 2 AR, BLE M 20 8 5 5 Hh 2 R k29
i, XU/DREFIET I % (2002) M T 284 i He rp i 45
R SE S 19 G, 2N o F T FH M
B-T T &M, 43 i B 4% &I 5 5 W 16.29% Al
22.29% , U R4 B B A4 HA45 D, 435005
FER IS BN 9.73% M 11.85% , 1T57 % (2006)
AL PR i R A 1 43 Fh Ak 2 Bl A, A
WP 5 i g R (11.76%) , Ho2 [ - A AT i
(10.48%) B-MEIRIE (7.51%) , 53 AP A0 3% —S6 &
BRI R AR (R B HakE FE ) ik
SERAY, W o-TRM (0.29%) | B-TEHMS (0.98% ) Hafiki
(1.71%) A IFHEWE (0.80%) . T 1R — % T &
(0.88%) %5 JEME (2009 ) 175 B 48P 1% i 4% % 3
oA 48 Pk s gy, o 5 PR R S Y
80.66% , Horh & B R IR a- AR (15.22%) A
Prld (15.07%) B-EFEMG (8.73% ) ; NAERIHE K
ST 45 Bk 2E gy, R e
63.34% , AL RN o-FE RN (8.55% ) FLA P i
(7.68%) , Misra & Laatsch (2000) [al¥E % P, % %
PR EAEY) EE R o-FF T4 (8.11%) Eudesma-
3,11-diene(7.12%) . a-#E 54 (5.75%) | B-EEFE i
i (6. 73%) | 8-FE ¥& fii fs (6. 47%) . = £ M I
(7.79% ) % 5l f5 b &9, b o7 745
Eudesma-3, 11-diene o4 5005 | B-EEFF i s 45 f5 2
i b7 TR 65% , R MR AE Y SR A Y TR
WREH) 85% , W 4255 (2006 ) I h 2R P 5 %
AT Eg 27 Bh Al oy, o R TR R A A R
) 88.17% , I 40 A 13 Ff ) 3250 aroma-
dendrene IV (18.63%) % T &4 (15.9%) ,o-F ¥
(13.43%) .[ +]-Aromadendrence (9.07%) ., Junipene
(7.09%) B-FH%E(5.77%) .
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H =164 (Ghisalberti, 2000) . %] H A4 1k, A
LBy B T =ik G WAk 40 250, N
ZEPERE R R U B =R R A N BB PR R
(1) 5285} 2% (1) A Lantanilic acid( IT) \ =578
REARR 25 K A A M B R 2P R (S
F57A%,2004 5 7% SC3-45 1993 ), Hov T 28 ) B2 AN
2P O E B ARG PR H 2P H 2 AT DA
H TPA 755/ Raji 40 b 2 U5 88 1 1 M S 228
P IEIR /N BB R FL Sk 98 T B, B AP A I8 2%
R AR (RN RN ZE 2T R ,2002) , Eh 28 ) 250 Al
REPESHLEPHE A SPGB B2 PHE 2K
PR S R R A e L R B A AL
BV R, BEHE A S5 RFL RS
H1# ( Deena & Thoppil , 2000) , 1A BF 58 & 30 o 42
FH& A FSEPT G B 2l i 3L 3 P9 7L Sk AR08
AR R B IR (AR5 ,2011)
2 AEHH
21 EHMRB

RPN 4 5 S5 1 55 A KON Ol B IR ) 4 3K
AEJIHcom , RN RIS 05 (2016 ) Xof 28 P) 1=
P 1 | TRy A W R T RE Y S e i AT
THESE, R B AR BE BN T 3 A AL
BT A B VB A Yk R B B AL
ARG EY CK(LSEHE KT R Z 135 A1
L, 4303 i 0.47,0.38 ,0.30 £ ; R P - 3 4
A3 CK ARRBR 1339 0.65 1 0.58 1%, [F]
i, PR T A e 0y 25 A (R DR
LA W o AL SR R A A ) M | IR
PIRETE TG PE B A T 38 FORT AR AR B - 438 1Y) 4
YEFMIR T AR PR I

RE S EAH (2009) i T S 280 K HAE A
T W% 5 Bidens pilosa L. . 3EKAE Urena lobate 1. |
+ 21§ Achyranthes asperav L.FEAN[E] CO, HeFET )
HeE AR, A5 R IR SR, SR R R
WA T 30E N 0.05 wmol » m™ -« s7' IR T W4
T AERAL, U S 2P S RE R )
B TERA I A N AR KRR T e B2 A
BRI R AR BRI G REESR, E2P B K 4
RR I T 540 3 Fiaad , Koy FI R # k45 CO,
R BE 0 T v 1T T v O AR TR AN = R BE %t
GERY, LT L A 3 i A T oAy T 98 A 35 1 g
J1 XA ARSI

22 WRMEA
LB ZE IR A AR R I & A AL BT, B
AN[E I B AR AN [R] o B 28T K 4 BB X
BSE BT Lolium multiflorum Lam. K& 7 Eichhornia
crassipes ( Mart.) Solms ., Hi % i %% ¥ Microcystis
aeruginosa ( Kiitzing ) 1 #4 H7 & Bl #5054 78 &
Stylosanthes guianensis ( Aubl) Sw A {LEAEH | BETE
N i 1 1 B/ S e R N S e N
2013; Kong et al.,2010; Sing et al.,1989; Zheng et
al.,2006) , SEFPEARITRAL K SR —HEL Salvia
splendens L. RN T8 & 4 AR AR B 52, Hoh 2R
SEAKPRIENS — HR LD 1] AR gl AR R
MV R B B . e ZERYMERIE Rz AN A
PR ARIBO0T — B 21 25 25 Heng 3 i) 4 P R D it
A >HRSZE T (A E W4 ,2009) , AR KA,
Ly 2P 5 RS 7K 32 W0 5% Brassica campestris
L. JKFE Oryza sativa L. FI/NZZ Triticum aestivum 1..%5
VEVI TR R AEEAMHRIVE T, B R K R HRON 1%
3 FVES AN TRIVE R TAR BRI, [F]I Il =g
LY IK I8 W A AR T e SRR (1) R A
2013) , H*FZE55 (2013 ) 75 NI 2P F K 2
WALHEH G Pisum sativum L.FHT N L0 00 5E
THRARAN M AZ S Fh 15 7 L 4l A A Tl
P N R B R A0 B R A 1 1 AR Ak, S5 R R
Tl -0 I FN&I) AR B S R AR, AR R N
TREE Y 2 R 24 L B2 9% 37 1 W) Y it v, 7 4 7K P R A
PRSI AR 7 1 S PR 38 2 i A B T (il
VR o HeAh, THEFH Fr £ B3 U DG IR 2%
PETAINE 55 B Lactuca sativa LA~ W & K 41 i
A H 2 G IR B ORI FE AR T 250 pg
- mLT XS B AT R R A R KA
PR HEVE T T IS A5 21 SRR IR R B = T
250 g« mL™" DU B RD 1 1 ke 4l AR
K (Ax4nar sk, 2014) |
ILAPHIE AR & S i e v Rl I A8 PR 5 K 1k
YRR AR S AR AR ) AR AE D R AR JF EL
PRI T B 8wy T AR ) e ™ i, R/
SE(2014) FH S 20 7 #5804 b 2 b LT

e e

Al Raphanus sativus L. HE3E Lactuca sativa var.
ramose AT NBAUSZ R | & I S22 7 88 &)
REA ] 3 AR RO M T K S 4 e AR G HLBEA i
F ¥R RE RGN A AR b s, ST
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R, BB & AR T E B AR TP AEAR 2K
AR b B-JR M O . R R (1, 8- i
R OBUELRR | R R AR A R | p-% R R TR U TR A
A WGt 5 & K IR R 2R 43 6 56, X438
AP AR HA 2 0 ARIEAE T (Mishra, 2015) .
3 DEFRANEHESERM

2P NAR 23 K R L 0 ) A AR Hb ) o i) A
Ko, A A b i) = 3 R0 6 B KR B R R, S5 oK
N AR HIAA L 3k Al Py b 25980 70% , HE AR Py b 5=
&AL, HEEAR R AE AR MBI Z 10 £ ; R
FEYFA LG FCR YR A K, B AR G
IR AR FPZ 1.2 ~2.5 £5 (Gooden et al.,
2009) . TEL R VG AR T, E 2P 52 e 9 {2
PP T RN T5% ~ 80% , h R PTE w5 R T 75%
B, A b b S T T R, 28 55 R AE 25% ~ 35% %
BRI R BRI A R A5, B 5 R AE 55%
~60% [1) 1 53 FEA P A ) B i e 205 B 7 R AE 0~
60% , 51 ) Fh £ 5 BE 20 W RGO, 7 5 R
60% ], S Py b = 5 B D) T B 5 7 56 R 75%
DL b REA 2 TS W b A SRR V% mh G B AR
Wb BT R R SRl AR M R A
M%) 76% (Ben et al.,2009) ,

FERMAE (2009) 38 3 1 5% 5 22 PR AN [R) AR
JE (B RAR VBB ARAEEAR) N L1
PR 5T S 4% T - 398 ity (AT A R ot A A 11 Sl ) 1Y
R R 8 IR T SR N ot w1 K
IF R AR AR R - S e & IR A, K AR S
HTRPR LAV 25 28 S5E HEA
FACER Y & 3G =, 2P AR HL A 1
RS EONEREE A 4.1 F1 2.3 1%, R AR
(1) 2.0 A1 1.7 15, SR SR 205K A
fRASE 1.9 Fi1 1.6 15, LR HL Y 4.1 F1 5.4 £%,
B B & 1 R AR TE i 9.4% , LU AR 5% L 5
38.8%, HTHEFHARFET LI 28R
AR Y & i KRR, TR B AR il 5 i
SRR MR LR AR T 51.2% , T R W A 5 43 ]
AR A H AR R H I BEAIR T 43.5% F165.5% , Uit
A, - 1 v A PG S 2 5 3 pH A LA
ARG R, 5 LI & aff
FEREN ALK R . HA I R, FEIR T Fik
2 ASFEE S R ) H AR b S 2R AR 4k
Wi = 28 F () T AR X T A, 9 e s 22/ 5 o A

FHECE T AR B 2 AR O R A LUk T £ 25 i)
W WSV PR AR X R B S S P AR Y B UE L, B
L AEAE B 2 M 2 A5 BT W e R (3—5
) FZRJE (9—11 A) HBL— 4wl 724 2 A
Hh 2 I ] B D 28 P AR 1 B 1S i R AR
(Mukherjee et al.,2015)

4 SAEFWEMIE

TERZ HEPHIRFLE dorb 2 H KRB
HH /i Teleonemia scrupulosa Stl. %y B2 1 A%, HL 7] W
JoE SENL N K i E PN 4@ SRR SR J
s I HURHE BT B 0K R R B PR AR S, i AT LA
5 2 5O W R, i T B Rl — o
Ao by fa F AL AR A YY), dcnT T 5 o 5 2
( Simelane, 2005 ) ; 2238 H B W %] & Frankliniella
lantanae (Mound et al.,2005) ##MHE 4 ffh
H Aspidomorpha sanctaecrucis Fabricius F1HIWE H (1
2y O R R 8 DL S P i R O B O 2
55, Al M S 2 5 Heshula et al.,2013)

LB PR S Puccinia lantanae Farl, E—FP i
NETE LR 6 d J5ITIA 1 IUAEAR | REAR 4% R
PR R R 2515 d B R
T , e Al it e ST F L7 (Jorge & Ellison,
2004 ) ; V. #4447 981K 55 B Prospodium tuberculatum
(Kuntze) J&— 24, B2 78
ZRVEIT Sl U TEAR% A T Hefh 2
SlE M A B 7% (Thomas e al.,2006) , A4 4
WIR NG Alternaria alternata ( Fr.) Keissler Ji i /4
(¥ AR 4 55 B ( CFCF) fff Th 88 PR B 2RI %)
HIRAE, 22458 5E , CFCF " AA7E R PRI 40 52 5 £
WAL, 75 75%CFCF W T, B FRE PRI I AR
JENA 6 h N BRIRSEBES | Bt b PR [R] RS | H
™ E IR IE WG it 12555 (Sanodiya et al.,2010) ,
AT IR A B 2P RIRBR ]

5 DRI
51 BrHRFBRBRER

I P34 Y B 16 A bRl 3 dL 32 A
FLHKGEE B DL AR B AR, DAY LR
B RE A ] € PN BKEVE MR Liriomyza sativae Blanchard
PSS G, F TR I 48 B 0.136, 1S5k G
SN XSS BETR R BT 1A R A 3] 86.40% ( U4k
ARAE,2003) o HA K2 IHXT 5% P BE VA H 1 7
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A SR ZU AR T, U 8 A B R
24 0.37.59.70% ({137 =% ,2005) , H: 2 4L HL
Yrtefm R IKEELL KL Solenopsis invicta Buren (4-F
H A5 2008 ) FIEE L WL Reticulitermes flaviceps Os-
hima ( PMNIIZRSE,2017) o SHZP 4 JBORY Hh 10 6L
RN XT /N Plutella xylostella L. B8 Spo-
doptera litura ( Fabricius) FIAH M5 Eutectona macha-
eralis (Walker) W4l RAFEIE BER (E 5 2 5%,
2005) , HXFHREE L L Meloidogyne incognita ( Kofoid
& White ) 1 E K% Sitophilus zeamais Motsch iy sy in
IARAEH (B = TR SR, 2007 ) 201 FH R
LR Mg AT FUKSZ B %) 45 28 e B Orthosia
incerta Hufnagl DL St 35 RO Apocheima cinerarius Er-
shoff FA7EMAAEA , Horb , ¥ 100 mg - mL™' B9 &
P2 TR BB 4 28 JE 0 Mk i A% W 15 5 1T ddH, 0
AP BB B 0 i 2 b B e ELA R ] A4 ik % 95 1
fl AR IGLE 55.00% Ze A7 AT SRR 2 Fh R
R Al A5 PR AR (kRS AT E T, 2013)

AN (2010) FH 12.5% S P30 K 5
1.5%5% H45 7K 2171 ,0.3% ENARFLIM 7.5 % 6 jie i 5L
TR B A B A 70 X 25 th 25 Bk B Phyllotreta striola-
ta (Fabricius ) B AU B % P AR #EA 700 5E | 245
SR, e ARk BT 12.5% S 2L i ) 5
B R AR R, e 200,400 AR R AR T
U I3 REIR B 76% (68% HIAE L . 12.5% T2}
FLIMS 7.5% kS AR EC R, L5 - 5 iR G
P )l FH I A3 R o W ., AR R i o 5.25
pg - mL™ IR RBOK 213; DAPHELIHS 1.5% %
HAGKFLAILA 1 = 9 B3] TR e e P i 34 2%V T i
Z AR R 4.49 pg - mL7 3L EE R EON
14955 0.3% ENAR LA 18 LU A L 451 15 1] £ 1
if, AL R BN T 100, X8 il 5Bk H G/
ML BRI EAEPUE . A5k, S28HE
¥ RE 5115 th A2 O H % Campylomma  chinensis
Schuh WAL, HAE ¥ LWk Bk S 15 2487, B %
ARSI B S5/ N IR ) o T R ] 4 L 4
PYREF AT (R AR AR, 2005) o
52 £MEE

ELIRPT X A AR SR A 52 M S m SRR fg
B g X LR RSB B AT R R
VREES (30 mg - kg™") AbFRRE A T AP A K
171 = VR BE % (60 myg - kg™') AL FRAE W 4L}

A (TR EESF,2013) . AT R, Uk ¥ <
90 mg - kg™ I X BB A KR B A AT AT S ]
MERE > 150 mg - kg™ BF 025 B i) 25 2R A K
FAMRIE R E] 210 mg - kg ' BT, TR P4 (AR
=5 M) B R IR B R, 20 165.2.,123.8
1 112.0 mg - kg™, APFIYZE AR E AR I L A
REY 91.15% (J7 45245 ,2014) , 754k 52(2015) HF
FEIRIN AR BE (4 5 A B 25 A1 3 S 28 i A= K
VRS U ] S 2B A A Bk T 2P M R e AR
IR ORME AT IA 1148.5 pL, fHFHSE(2018) BF5E T A
[RlEaHe BE ™ MR N BREEBE Glomus intraradices ( G1) X}
LIPS s iR, SRR BB
155 3 (10 mg - kg™ ) R AT LR 1 52 HURL
MK R 50,100 mg - ke B SRR P R
B2 25 4R o ED PRI AR AR U, R |l 50
mg - kg™ AR P BRI R A b [ AR B 2
Cdso 19 5.51 4% [INHEAT BIFFE & B, A58 15 G 1+ 8
B A A AR AR EL A (arbuscular my-
corrhizal fungi, AMF ) F1S il i 5], 327 68 42 = 25 22 %
by S R AT (] P B e 0o R Gt 4 Y
B RCR (HFH5E,2018) .
53 ZRAME

A (2002 ) WLEE D 2T AR A 7K 2 4R U
Xof /I B AR AR TR UM 132 W, 5 45 2517 L 22 57
By % W] AR IO B B n B LR
B ERE (2004 ) [RJAF RS2 B 2R3 HR =k 249 oot
W R S0 HL A W 2 1 IR 1 T[] I 3 e 4 ] — Y
AR, TR AFL/ N (2000) % 30 E 22
PRt AT 75 & K BB B A, Hawas (2012)
R, LT H B U e B il BRVE BR ( DPPH)
SEEG R R B 2 P A AR, 1C,, 27,2 wmol -
L7 SR WTh 28 PR P Y e 2 PR X & T 28 2 19 15
SR LU B2 M B 7 50, RIS 2800 B )
XXk b = A I 7 | R 1) ST B A DR IFVE T

Zhu et al. (2014 ) B G A= W) 4 B (078 % 2K OA
Staphylococcus aureus ( MRSA ) FC il i, 2.40x107° mol
o L7V, FERRTE M-H BUIS R SEI0_E 43 500
CLAPEZE M CRISHEEYI AR T8 35 CIRE
24 h, JFIE SRR B RIS 25 SRR B, S 2K
I RSP U A O A X B 00 7 4 BR TR
HA—E IS, HME A S a8 )m A & &
RIEHK R, Han e al. (2015) WF5E % B, 220}
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ST N 2L i A 2R MCF-7 R30S 4 i 5
T4 5 MCF-7 P8 12, HUIZ 40 1= /1 Bel-2
FIGEAEE , AT R B PR AE . Pour & Sasidha-
ran (2011) FH S 28PHR 28 v 48 R B R S O )
i BHEAT L S, 25 SRR, T AR AR IR
XF i B LCy, M 3.5~26.5 mg - L™ (FRifERI P2,
RWEBERE N 6~25.2 mg + L") | MU 2P HR #E L)
T REEDUE YL
54 HAEA

LLARPI R HEBUGR 2 XK P Eichhornia cras-
sipes ( Mart.) Solms j= 4= % W38 ( Zheng et al.,
2006) . PR R ERIOR M A A P 2 il K
AR K A S PR K SR R R EE R 6
d MFERRTHEFET (5 IR 55,2006 ) , Eh 28 PHE UK
XTRG B ZEHUAT B Bacillus subtilis Cleveas . 45 75 0,75
IR MK FFH Escherichia coli (VTEC) %5 3 Fp
20 R P41 A ] A R 1 4 0 4 (R SR 2 P,
2009) . PRI, ERZEPF AT T 7 A8 i S ARSI R
et i 55 D7 T BIF 5T . Th Z8PH4% R il A4 e B
FEGRVIE BR ABTS™ A th 5L B8 ) F A h B0 BRI
4 (DPPH) , 528 PH% & % ABTS' il DPPH ¥4
FRER I 52.50% ,21.05% ; [FlF+ ABTS* il DPPH ff)
IR JELRE ST BE A T P45 R I AN I A I RE 1 R
IG5, WD 2P ] ARy KRR (585 50 5%
2013 ; Mahdipour et al.,2012)

6 RE

CHBPHEAO. B B AR 1 b B 2838
T—RIEE , HAiRba FLE A E T 0 5 )
JEOR I ABABR ) o ) B A Rl i A K, LR g A s
WAL DL K 55 - HEAR AR W A v 22 (] 9 AH SC AT T a8
MCIEANE LRI K T BER F- W TR S 2}
AR AAE R AR 5 14 P AE A T PLEE, O B
B P AR — R B A Bk AL ITAER, TR
HY) 15 Je S 3t 0 LE W AE 52 25 T (E A B 23R
SEJ7 A BT M, VR 22 VA 1 R (8 A R ik —
A R BANIRTT

FURTE AT 89 B 16 77 120 S 280 Y By i w] LA
B —5E IVERT (B B AP AMRIE SR IR
I, AR 4R St B By 36 7 vk (NI e Ak T e
R 5 OB AR 1 R A AR A 0 B 6 Tk A
L X BT L LR IR ) ATT E XS S 2Pt A7 B

ARIBTIR , RN HAl SR AR R B7i5 52

AN o

S 3k

WR3e, ZEHRIE, 2005, HhRAE P AR 04k B A R AL il 45
. AEHFE, 24(1); 69-74.

WS, SKIEHT, VUK, 2005, THEP: A SR /NSRRI AR S
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