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AR L AR Sk AR A I SE AR AE . HhER B2 Ay
4 35 LM, 407 7 iR S5, fijp
B E R KA BB A T R s
(evolution) & 5 Mt ¥ P 5t A% 1A A8 4k, LB SAE T E
1IE 1¥) % 4 (transformation) F1 1% & 431k (diversification).
B KIS R, ARt AT A B 2 A
L FL AT AT T A A7 108 5 1 AN PR B v o, i ) A
24T R AR S M ARAT, AR A7 PR BT 56 A8 5 1) 4 B9 A
R A TR IEAE . 2 A ik 1 L R 3R IR gt e L a5t
FEAR S A FARIEFEIME T T, A R S g i i R,
AN TR A% S5 P 448 KM T T 8 11 4R A8 It 1] B 1 A= i
BTG, MR (R TR B TR RS, 23 22 SR X S8 2 iy
BRI ICE T oc RIS, Kk & i
FEARM S TC. YRt AR A B 2 FEVEAE A
BEEARRTE A, AW 5 KE 4 o 32 R I ) B

SEAR [y e, R BT AT A 2 SR AR B el ()
15 AL #4800 T8 T 4 IO ) Pl A 4, AR EEE RS Hh 5
PRI RES, R B — MR K AN bRAE, 112
FEAET 2 14T, R 0 S V8 4R o BT 188 1
“) %l 7] {9 (species problem)”t™],

WRYM RS NG E ISR, i HA
RSB SEANE. 1758, YR i) 8 A dr B2 i —
AN B B A F ) FI TS SR — A A A SR AT LR i)
AR b, PR AT AR 2 b i B AT Al A AR
A7 WU b A E ), R G o T A
(7 A, JL g A R R R LK
Py 1) AN B — AN R ), A AR ) 2 A S 2
NS R AR S A S A e T MO A S B F
Wi E 2 A S R AE b B R N B AR B S, A
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(Y R, 22 i R B 7 22 300 H AR IR AU DNA 260
s 2 Bl BT, T I AR T R 6 ) A s A )
A, JZLL DNA [f22 5 0 bRifE, 2 LRl 2
SEAFRE? TAZ OISR T LA 45 0 Y Fof 16 R 72 1] il

AR SCAE BB Fft Bk 2 4 12 D S i Rtk B, 20 A
Yot i) JEL AN R B RV, TR WIS M OCHE, JF
EARE R K7/R0 A1 Rt h R Rl /o VR S
AT YIRS B, 5S4 2 5 R 1) AL 0%
T, AT 1)L i o

1 Wi 4o e I St 1)

ST Bl S A 2, Mayr®2 Davis 1
Heywood™, [i]5 3cP2, e p i gt 4, 5k
T2 K Leel® Stuessy?™145 N\ #4565 HEAT T
faj AL PR RI A 264, LA MaydenB W s i %2, JL g
T 22 MRS, A8 20 AR, ST RIS 1Y
G 1K B T — UOH 1 e PR A g o i 30732
Hennigian A (A& R 40K 75 it it B0 An
T L ol AR B39 0 530 £ 0 e MR R 1 [ I, B e
AR TP 25 G, AR D A
FEMA A FEG T T R i 8, Wl de
Queiroz ™4 A INRINILZFE . R RI S
56 S YA ORE & 1 BB R IR, SRS AT REW] 14
OB T A, T A )RR 2 1) O B 2 ) P b
N 3L ) A

FIHFCY b, HEACEY) AR T 3 I )
OB, B U SRR IS A HE S ) o S 1
J&g. BB U LUK IR SCI KRB U5 ) I ARE, 2
AT R AR AR AR S, B R S f] s
JARCR F AR IEBAE A A 13 075 55 R0 BL Mayr
F1 Dobzhansky % A\ A A%3 1) 254 3 4 & (Modern
evolutionary synthesis) ¥ it 14 5 4 & 3k 3 6 A=) 2%
MNIBAE 2 1 2 T ] SRR ;28 =22 LA Hennig
AR 53 353 22 e B (R DT vE S NG AR ) 2
(evolutionary biology) 57, M3 177 i B o ik
A 2 i — 0 K R B e T L. BRI A B
AT B AR AR 1) AR Bk R R A T RN
PRI, O A B L) Tk & AR s L B e UK
TR 3 Ay 4 AP B BB BUEIS IR ST ()i
P RERRT, EAP B 1 B 2 A S
(Typological species concept); 5 — [ Bt Mik JK 311
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COMRRIRY KR BIZEA RN, drien) 3 Tk
B AR 2 (Morphological species concept);
BN SIS ] Hennig 17 30 25IHE, L
Mayr [112E )24 P H% 2 (Biological species concept) 4
AR ML L e B 7 A7 A0 1 A2 0 2 B R S ) T ok
BUEL S0 B, X 2RLCR, BLARSIR B i
= (Phylogenetic species concept) gAX3, [ B FNE &
GKEKER.

I3 AT BRI S %) 400 Aol At 2 0 T L 4R 2 B AR
W (MY AR, BRI T, AT
HRAE T 4R P AAZ ¥ 5UFF (pattern). (PRI JRD 7L 2T
W B TR RS, ST RNE I
WG R0 SR IE B AR M EA R Bl g, TR B4R S 13
SRV I DL FRTE 2578 S5 (1) 1) W 4 A i 37 T2 28 i 1R 44
. BHE A SR S R R G IR AR &, IF
DLgE A% 27 i W kA R I AP, AR 3 DL AR B B 29
77 R ORI L DA E I A= 2 o & 3 S0 o R A
SRR AT EAUHTE R T UL SR RE KB M
AR PR R 2. BN BB = A e
RS, SHT— B BOE IS I 7, B 2 S
500 & A e v R R Y BOHT B RCAS . BAE AN [F] 27
R AT SCHE A A AR AW TE BOFT 1) MR & 5Ot 2 8
B R, sy AR A I SRR RO R
2 A T AN 2 AN T DA P2 ) ) R 2, B 22 B8 TR A
SN BRI BT EIR LR G

1.1 JR/RICHTHS ik

U AATBAT DGR BN Rl A 2% e B k.
AV HL -+ 22 8 F1 Theophrastus Ak, — R4 R BE
g g R A 5 A — R L bl TR i R SRS
e, MNTEAREMH EBARE e, BFE— ARG
AR AR, EHP 16 e, W B
A AAE W (species)” I AE FH [ 52 Tk, 4 Al [
S ANAR TR RE A A 4 B, i 20 B SR A AN A A A
PR SAE 2 i QG ik, BRIk, #Fhd — A EliE s
JG(the unit of creation). 4k 22 B W a4 2% S AR
FUET A R A A v B B A RO AR B e SO AR
G, ETRRE A, HLAE I AR [

AR 16 W 1K 1% 2 (Essentialist species concept)
BB BUR PG SR PN A 1R b 4 A 1 11
it RE, & FIREEA W BAT AL RAE, I Had il
iy 10 ) WA DX 530 P AT Al 2, RS AT ) B A 5
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(essence) (¥4 4 Jg T il — B EL Rk, B R AL
TAY, WAFEALEAEEY PR, W . AT
AFAEE R AR SR AHED, DR tk, Py baiese SO A ALY
AMERE, EAE HARD R AT, A BT M R
A JE AR I AR Bl B 43 28 2% 5 (W Lyell, Michel
Adanson)#5Z, IXANMEGHE AR ) AR (1) W
T B AT AR [RA ST AR AR G (2) BEANR S
HAbP R Z S L5300, (3) RSN AS Bl I 1) 2 A=
AR, (4) PRI AR S A R e B2 L4 Buffon
it T 2 2 P s SR W Ao, LTS 8RN Sk e 2
ROEAAB [, B2 AR PR L5 2 M A
TN 2 i i B AT A B SRR AR IX 1) T H At Ao (1 552
M, AR NPT IA N IR AR SRR AIE 22 57t 56 48 e T
(7. B U AR R M 2 S B EARAAS & — A, T
PG BN R 1 T 0. I A T A I 45
s B A A m AR R A SRS

ME 4% 1 Bl (R M2 (Nominalistic species concept)
S (A AR P R I 2, ME 44 18 (nominalism) & H {H:
LN AR, LRSS, SRR
I AR — T, X HE I AAMAE, Bt AT
RGN LR AFAE, MEAZ R BRI BESAE 18 A1 19 it
4 LR AT

12 GR/RCBIGEHGR I 4t

IEIRICH) (O RoR ) e NS IS AR S B — ke
AL AR S, %A DOk 3 A AN
PyRtoE rIAR IR GEEALIN), A RIESE DAL N3 7,
SEIRAH G I B, BIR] —3 AR  SRAEOR YR T — AN K IH]
AL e, IXPIANHESE RIME AL 150 4F )5 194 RAAT598
BOAT M. EARR 0, AR SCRARAG SR AT R
A EI A (OIRREYRD) |, (AR TA 22—
Fft ) 1) il 3 R SO 2 A BRI, 76K
SCHRE IS IR, A g A3k
REGUTE I B A b d 1 ) b AR B AR I, AT 4 4 )
LTPARIIE S el TR/ o 0D SN VS S VA B S
I — R A2 L R, IR SO W R R
AAF A 2RSS, fbAE COIRREIED B
VLR I S A2 LA 285 22 St i EE A1 D W ot 1) 40
PRAEI LS P, B Ly Js B2 8] A3 W] G A0 308 ot
S, MBAAAFRAR. MR EE. JEas
B, B PE ERNR T, @K TR, R 2 R
SORTREA i 2 TR0 22 53, 1 Jess -2 1) 1R 22 5 KT

JeE A R 2 ) £ 22 S 3K R SCRRAR B R IR Tl 5
BRI, A B ER A (W)
FRECYR ) g ? XA ) AR (E A3 2R

IR IR ST A M & AR AR Ak, el L 9 a0 A
R RS A AR JL (R B
(RSP S — B 24, Cronquist™EE], #)
T HA AR E 22 S BT 30 07 20l mT RAR Sl £ 8 /)
FEAA ;4 25 b MK 2 (Taxonomic species concept) A
Sokal 1 Crovello™ =5 5K (a1 R0 (4B 43 7 1A e s
AFBLIE 2 AEFh (Phenospecies, Phenetic species concept),
FCX T HAB P R A T A8 S ) () W AT, R4 3
FHETTH PR AR TR 2 R I

1.3 ZZEERR 5320 KEHH S8

IR IR ICAE CORPERIE D 3 B R T A R &
AR BEET T b P AR S 10 3% Sl AR ) A S (1 [ 7, (H
ARG H AR AR S A R AT 4 LA g T 5
fEAE. SR O IR R AL AR U M3 & B3k 18, I
R AL TG AU b IE 1. K 0 b Ak 2 438 B 17 v
)2 SR A AR I I LA R A, Bl Dob-
zhansky T, Mayr E, Simpson G G, Stebbins G L 2§ A.
19 0K 20 gy, 28R A M 8 2R 50k Jn
FEHEY AR S, L MayrPO ) A 2 Rl &
B R B M A, O JE R AN A gt i i
L

Mayr & Ji T 538 Buffon RN IS, A kb
J& B — 41 J5 B (population) #4 B, 1% 28 Jx AR b 2 (1]
HCAE IS AR 2 WA E, XS )
ol O A 0L BT AR S R A G o — s I ) RN ) A
S iRt F L R AN B S 31 A 1 R S W EEp e X 2
RIAZ I, PR e — AN B2 AN IXRE I R B AL R, 1K A
SOYIRRRE T AN I W RR A, S A B RS
5 (reproductive isolation)04%), A Bl g B Jt — AN B4
Wi 2% (Population genetics)ME %, Fi 19 240 b #2 fk 1)
2 AP B SE A I, IR IR 102 2 A Rhis
i JE P T U g R, AN & A B A BH L iy 5 |
AL, AN, Mayr®hAy, Wik A A 2 )R
[F) 44 52 () (non-dimensional), {H J& FLAA (1) 4 Fl S 45 4
FERER 0. A2 PR IR 5 N 2 A A T JL R A
L5 2545 T Ak 1 5 A 1 3 DR R S S84 P A — 5K
T LT A 6 1,

AR RIS T R A A — N 2
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N AW, AN S AR L %, AT
KW FIAELE? Mayr WAk, R A s A
TR RIERE, R FEREG AT, — &5
AR AT I R, O TG T B 1 G kG AR B
(Agamospecies); i/, Wi i A GE R 25 15 LAAEAE,
BIZS AR ). Mayr®Us skl by, Jeridi i &
A5, N PP AL AT B 2 1 — S S AR
A, i BAE FAR S e AR, DAk AR B R
FUVEZS AL F AN 2L, s — AN vy
T —FE. AR IR] S S8, A7 1 A 58 1 ol =5 18 1) e A B
R, i LA R N AR B B B AR HE I, e Tk
SEHAEYIT, A A A A bRUE. Mayr AT Ashlockt 132
WAL T RO R ARARL 1 5 T SR DR 1 4 ol b
A7 B 25 A 25 (1solation species concept). it A% F ik
7 (Genetic species concept). N & 4% 2 (Cohesion
species concept) & 4= A5 15 4% Fi ik 2 (Ecogenetic species
concept) &5 1047,

AR N R DA FIAEAEA D I 8. 1%,
W2 RN B R 2R, T A L T T
(1) 2 A B 2481 ] b 5 A g 2 b 3 B[R] B A7 48 i
— AR, BIJClA A2 5 AP (Agamospecies  concept).
Te A A TR T AT R I AR D R A
Y, MIEMTRIrAATROR M) . OB A, X
T 38 5 o T 1) 5 e ) AT (R 45 IR, I B Rl V7 AR
BCF, HHEHAZHE, BT AA84h. TaRlG A p b
VEa — AR ARy, X & At A P AR
BE AN, X SRR HA T H RS, AL
N EH AR/ N T 20 km B AVERL — AR X,
MR AR PSSk i, A= BB s A N - B TR e, 3t
VAT TSl sl I TR RfoAe e B R, R, SERs L,
FEVE 2 A7 A5 W8 D300 (0 A A0 4 o 1) A S DR AZ 3t (HL
UM REARFE O 5 Bl R RS, AW 24 b A i R
XA ) B E S AR R, DRI, RV A AR 2 A B
0 R AR OB RO, MO A M A 4R
G, A ARAT AN TR IR W A B AN W7 T 1o 1) 400 P Ak
T I A7 L N~ SPS P i

ZEA R I I ) — AN E M L - Simpson
M7 S R (0 e 5 e R b, At TG A SR
P4k F (Evolutionary species concept)™®, #EAL T &
HE—— R B R A Tl it &=, A A5 50—
(Y TE A A 3, ol ) PR A [t AR 4 T 2 BT [R] g 1)
WSk ST Y, AT ARK IR R, IR T PRl 1)
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AR, 5SS IE IR 2, WA Rl (Succe-
ssional species concept). T Fl(Palaeospecies concept).
i 8] 4 (Chronospecies concept) Al £ & Ff (Phyletic
species concept) 24210221,

1.4 5320 RERURNSIE

Hennig® () 73 57 73 2 % (Cladistics) 1 ™ % [ 1%
BWITRGINEY Y, BRI EYERT — 1,
AR TR, i HAEFES B, R Ja Rk ay 2 W
P e 7 AR, — b Ly S Sy R i B
W LA Koy TR 2 B R R B AT T L oy
oy am i B R MRS A4y 3 &% A (cladogenesis). T
1H 5. & (monophyly) & FR s Ak EI—AN 9032, & —A
SEIRIRH S B L BT A 5 6 R B — /N gk 4k 3 (clade). HH
SLIRIRH S 73 T8 P AN Wb IR b (1) i R R 43 SR

/% 3¢ Fh (Cladistic species concept) & — /> i &
(lineage), SEPrtudh 3 FiGIE, — &M IKDIFIE R
2 1) () —EA= 4, BBR Y R A (Internodal  species),
TR AR S A RN — R 4 oK AR 2 1A R
R, L IR R TR A i — R A AL,

Hennigian FJ'(Hennigian species concept) /& 45
R — AN R AR R B — 4R AR R R, R T —
UCORRTE A o TRl (RHLSE R I 20 2, Tl 4K
BT 0 Bl AT A5 1k A7 AR B AN M R R T
Hennig® ) Fh Mt & (¥ — A LI RR A, B Meir Al
WillmannC3158 Jin 25 B b 85 Py 25 1 10— 20 R e

B 2 98 K B % 4t (Phylogenetic systematics)
MR RE, N EDFAT — A5 i B R 16 w] #R 4
()i Z WS, RSk F MM S (Phylogenetic species
concept) KL ™= A2, ARG FRL AR 1) n] ) AR A HE
PE 3 AR RRAS. JAERR A (Autapomorphy  species
concept) 1) 5. Z8 br sk — AP Bk U T AN 3R]
LS J B () T A )i 6 I 7T e AE >k %8 %€, i1 Donog-
huelH& . 7] 3% 51 il 4% (Diagnosability species concept)
(10 AT e BARHE SR — A R G B Pl fe /N 1 s e
(F7 T A B ) Bt R AR CE Mk AR B, A LA AN R L T
DA Ik — AN BRRE R AR S AL Aok 0, X2 — A
FETHRERIME St Nixon F1 Wheeler®H2 . 1t
Z WA (Genealogical species concept) fit) 3 it £k & 4
(basal exclusivity)Fr#ESEFr b 5 R AREF ] HEn bR
HERIZ5 G 77 I — AN RS, e — RN R 2
() G 28 T2 LU ARE P A 0 55 H A o, 7 1) ) O 3R B % 1)
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AR — AN TN AR TR [A) A A — A dp i S ]
MLSEHE, H1 Baum A1 Shaw #2111,

FEFERKST (R 0P 8 AN [F) - 25 400 2 ol
. 25536 N A (Differentially adapted concept) Bl Fx F
[X #f (Genome species) R4 Fh & 7 7 il N A, YRl 2
V) 484 b2 fl B A % 30 3o L 4 0 W B W) % () 4% A8 i
T T G 2 4 1 03K S I AR ) 35 DRI T8, 2 S 3 7 e
FAVFYIFRIR] 248, (R & F T RE R FF B OB E e 2
R A, AW P i A B R 5, LD 24T 35 40 1)
TR E PO L R A () 5e SE PR IR . IRk, 22
S N R T AR B R S AR P AN (A, T
5538 IR SCR W Tl 8 M s 430, BRI ol A2 ) AN [i] B
B (AR 0B AT P 10) 1) 22 5238 . Noor®®& A T
WulShU 82 8 (R 3, B4 RN R e AT BT E
Y)eE PR I k. D BE IR, JERR RN
YR LI BE R TE IS T — s KT, 4 il it
i e LR T B i SRR BT RV B 2R IR Rl B BL
IR A 2 BTS8 H  WulSIZE W Rl b A A AR AR T
[ FNIR CEB AWM TR RS, YRR
T ORI A SE DR PE (1), T A o e 2R DR AL A 1 PR AT
T, B 10 A B B 25 2 1 P 22 538 N R sl P ). X
NIRRT B RF G BR I oL, U R e T

de Queiroz"™R P WP B 5 & (A2, ALK
YR e — A A T8 BES & (metapopulation  lineage),
R 42 & Ji 4 Bl i 2 (Metapopulation species concept,
MeSC), AT & &t Mayr 442 Rt & 5L 1Y)
— 2 JERE HIXAMS BT R T Mayr PR S %
A 2 (R RTB ) o 5 A v

1.5 Wit il 5% bk

(1) DA RE S P EE.  AHT TR il e A A
RIL, DFhie) B K AT, 7 A A E A —
BT ME S [, Sy T T AR A H AR R
(RITA A, AATTS 10 I ) 0] J T R A, AR —
FORIE R, RN YN W ) S R
PoRh B e R R 2RSS 3AN T T PO MR oM
—ANEEE, PR R A, IR TG T
P B AR FAFAE I ) Rl FLAA ) B o (R Py i i —
ASHARR) . FEA e 1) FF2# R 3 (scientific hypothesis),
ST RSB & M IR B A 8 S A R AR v,
Y B — AN A& — AN AR R, Wi A (Ginkgo
biloba L). 7K#Z(Metasequoia glyptostroboides Hu et

Cheng). #Lfi'(Eucomia ulmoides Oliver)%:. 154324
B Y N R R, AN E (S 2 )
PR AT — SBR[ I AT AR S U B
e T F 8 (RS, S LEURE 1R P 2 22 BT 42 159 i
KW ES, SU2 A, WiRR 58 (Ephedra L)TE
Wb 4 B K 7 (Ephedra rhytidosperma Pachomova),
= #K ¥ (Ephedra triandra Tul), #%F}(Lauraceae)fs
Mt (Lindera glauca BI), 7 3}-F}(Fagaceae) Hi#s:
J Bk (Quercus variablilis Blume). AN XKL ) 4 it
XF TR AR BE. HhE 30000 £ A
FEY), xR T 30000 ZAMEC i, XL BLA R 55
AR TR

(2) VIR AR L. TR A & 7
[ ) BRI A M B,
T2 B ARG FE SRR 2 18] (R AN S P T AN SRR AR
W FRR R — A LI AR 7 XISl & R A AR W)
FAFAE B LB A S Bl S S ) P R AR 4 3
DRI JZE, 40 o ) P A AT T 2118 5 DR A 3t #4041 47 e
(ARG RE B, R, il i) o A et s g R 4R
Y27 Wy MR T R 3R DR R RS S AN [R], R OR
BORAFAL ARV & 1 J7 2, BV R] o] AAE AR — 58
TR B R AT e, FLEEM) T I o A 1) 8 6 5 P 4 5
BT AT,

Q) WM —MMES M EEIE. YRS
RZ, ARRRENLE], e Em . PR (Reco-
gnition species concept). P 2 Fi1#t 2 (Cohesion species
concept) S AEASFIMES, A aRIE s, s A
E2 . R G K E B AT 5 ki A (Diagnosa-  bility
species concept). i R P K KA AL 7405
BT ER, X et A — 2t ) X, RIBT A 1) i
S T UM E R A B, WIS T Y
R TEASREAE, EAG MRS L T M i i) 1B) Jeg ik, A=
Yyog R B TR ) S JE M, ARSI T AR
PE, M REKEHET UM RER G AR ]
Wl B H 4 )5

AR P MAE I AFAE T BRI — AN S8k, 2
A ] 25 ) FVREAE J& 1 16 = (22) 4E 5k, Rk, A%
SR ZEENE. YR EEARE AR, 1 AT AR
SERE W Y 0 e 2 AT EE g, Rk,
TH Z AR KT BRAEAE e w22, HETE AATTIAR
APREANAR I ANHERA. TS b, RSN G R R A
(10N & R0 A AT A (R Py A 45 ], XAV 2 P Tl
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AR R R 2 —

Ve — MM, EEER T, bR IT,
Sr e AR TR OMATAE IS A, A I 1) A0
A AR AR, XA R — R E M
AN TR R ) Tl 1) 1T 68 A2 A 4 ol 22 A g 1tk v () — N Bl
ANTHAFEES, AR EmErE. BEEE. 3
g AERFIRIESE. R ZE R AR A H)E T
Fe—RE v, (HR N LU R i Uy U S, AR
AN S R AT LUIR B, Herif 3, A AMTTIAR
BT 22 7 B SEAR 1 8 A2 R MAEAE (R P 1 Jag ik 22
Sz —, R B PR i AR 2 0] ek VA
MNATINIR 2, s 6 58 [F] L (incipient species 2%,
sibling species), 5 221 it — 52 1977 X 2L UGR. R4
TEFERIZKE BRI, Y0 B 4EREHLEIAS 576 40 2R
T BRG B Rl, T T B R A 1A e,
Stebbins BRI P AL ERS b4 Br el 2 /b 7 B
ARSI B ARG, I R 2 2 R s AR
HephleY,

Woh, PR B e MU BT 4k &R ) B — e
R PR RIERA G I IRAE 0. XYM S
LG 3 ATTT R, 1556, PRl — ML R 41
B ARAT BTG, AR 2 Pl i R 1 A B R DR )
YIMIGE N, e A e, ok, — e ik
KA A 7E AV S B BV IE B3R — 2 &
B, ASTR] ) 2 PR 20 6 2 B HH A () 1 8 25 R A B2 4K
FEAE, DAL, Ao T DL RO FRIR, AR
B 5 DR A 55 TR R A7 R0 4 5 5 22— 2 I LRI, ORAEAL
A 75 ZLR N HUATE ST A BE e A )R B B

2 tAYH AR AR S 5 56

2.1 MYt

— LG R BE MW R ) S AEAE, YY)
Tl VR 2 AR 5 AR 192831 i R AR R AR B gk
SLI TS R B R TT R R . U SR 4E. Riese-
berg & NI T WE R SIX R, 2
GE vk J7 143 W B IR 3R TR AR R 6 Y. OC R DU 5
b1 R B HU 2 IS AR, 2 R e i 52 K IS B
1) 2 A 4R BOR A B Tl (PG R R Y 1% ) =& 5 O 4B E
BTk &L ABATI I R 24 43 B (phenetic analysis)#& #,
K 2 053 B S A7 A0 32 2 E 1) W) 1B (discontinui-
ties), Bl &% (discrete clusters), ¥4°h 83%, )4
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k) 88%, AHL & Bl S RIAX S8 B U R0 B LA A1, A
Wb 52.8%, FWIh 52.1%, Hb xR OCRESE F
& W Tk B 40 73 (over-differentiation), 244r25. %
SRNZRAT AN G N 5 R I, T AR 2 A Ak D
TIXFIX R R R ZHFFE KRN, 2438 (hybridization)
FEAN I 2 5 RS 43 2 0] L, T A B R S A O S HE
()T R AE + J7 1A AR A, AT bR AL RS S
Kl T HAMRBER R, ABR0E, SR
K2 BAHY IR (R R AR)AR T AT BT % &R,
JUH I BRI B SR AR G AR 3R T AR B B O
R, SRR EEAL, FHKFE L, MO
SRR AT RN . XK, U2 YR
SRR T AR FARST R R, B, AR T AW E
FLIE R SEAR. BT 508 H ) 22 A8 48 B 0k T2
R 5 B, T AR B R R AT SLAR AL, Rk, SERR B
R AR AT F A7 i 1 2R R A 2 LA mT e
JCRE AR B SR 5 R A R R B ), R, oA
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