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Abstract: Autoparasitoids ( heteronomous hyperparasitoids) are parasitoids whose males and females are
parasitic in different species of hosts. Female eggs develop as obligate primary parasitoids, while male
eggs develop as hyperparasitoids. The sex ratio of offsprings produced by females depending on the type of
hosts is affected by host density, as well as the relative abundance of the primary and secondary hosts.
Autoparasitoids can suppress the population of pests by parasitizing and feeding on the primary hosts.
Also they can parasitize and feed on the hosts that have been parasitized by conspecific or heterospecific
females, leading to the lethal interference competition. The window of secondary hosts for
hyperparasitizing is at late instar larval to pre-pupal stage. Autoparasitoids prefer to hyperparasitize and
feed on heterospecific hosts than conspecific hosts or have no obvious parasitization tendency. As a
result, the specific reproductive pattern has led the application of autoparasitoids in biological control to
become the focus of controversy. We should evaluate both the positive and negative influences caused by
autoparasitoids before using it in biological control. In this article, we reviewed the recent advances on
the reproductive traits of autoparaitoids, lethal interference competition effects on secondary hosts, and
their influences on biological control. This will provide a theoretical foundation for the optimum use of
autoparasitoids in integrated pest management.
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LB (Culliney, 2005) , A2 RIMMAEE RS
H A E BRI, oA ) AR 2 2 A Wb
1A R E 0 AR W S 2 — (A5 IR A I
1997) o HorpJBS#H H df /N R ( Aphelinidae ) 27 /- 1
TEA 5 1L 07 BURORy A5 3 1R A= W B i e b
P T HZE M (Williams, 1996a) , A7 S8 7502 1 A B
Wef/NWE Aphelinus abdominalis ( Dalman) | [l B /]>
Encarsia formosa Gahan F1 52 [K 3% f B /N &
Eretmocerus mundus Mercet 28 B2 £ 347 T B s AL 4
7= (van Lenteren et al., 1997; Yang et al., 2014 )

FI 52 %7 E 4 (autoparasitoids ) JE3F /NG R}27 A
H—2eap A 7 SRR A A, T2 AR AE T W /)
W@ Coccophagu, Coccobius J& , Coccophagoides Jg Fll
B WF /N J& Encarsia ( Hunter and Woolley, 2001 )
I 52 7 A e RE A% - B[] b R S Ao 9 A= e &)y HL ) SE
T, N AR B T A AE A e AR i
PP, —HR P RO E SR, A AR
LM AR B R B T TE VR T B AR )
Biia AT T 2504, A J5 22 IR AT 28
FERERN, O B S A A AR LR I BT 36 TP R N 3R
PEFIS A o

1 BEFEBREERSHE

FI 52 27 A B MR S A R 7, RIVHE L e A AN )
A ST SRR T M e ) S A A 0, 1h 2
K& OR R B A, 2 A TR A7 T AR B 1R s e ey
RGO CIR ) RE MR, WE T A, H4T =
oAy 1, A4 [F] B B B AF A 1 4 e ((Walter,
1983) , A I 1 &2 2 A& e 1 4 Bk Oy 3 Pk o 9 4E i
( heteronomous hyperparasitoids ) , 2 #§ — 2% 27 =11
ANTF), B2 A5 A ] oy o R v A R A AR RIS
SEAFIE N Hrp e B A A AR g KA AR R R A
F=, etk B A2 5 A e B8 A A TRl R AN S D R HF
F (Mills and Gutierrez, 1996; Hunter and Woolley,
2001) , ASCHIRY B A7 A 6 Qi TRy S 1 B 24 45 3
(ESN-RARER <
1.1 BEFEEMNEREITE

FI 52 2 Az e LA BROBURE R ) e ) B e —
FE, R KGR AR RN K B UME R , 32 A Y — A7 L B0
K E MESRE (WIS, 2010) o RAZHCHY HESE HfE
7P P JS A e S eSS IR R T A A e
WY SORE SR A 52 R 9 IR AR T RS 7 kS 8 Y
HEH , BETT D E I 725 320 , I B 52 a7 4 i Re s

E 77 B g 3k 7 v AR A 2 S 2B T OB 7 A5 S A T
7T A 5 1 J5 A (Colgan and Taylor, 1981
King, 1987; Werren, 1987; fi] g % F1 Z # &,
2003), LA B mf /Nt En. sophia ( Girault &
Dodd) 1, A 52 25 Az e 7 ME S 7™ I 1) B A4 A 5 5
FRALHE 4 AP Be: (1) RS ok Ff 6 U 27 325 (2) 77 B
i SR 2 AR N EREE 5 (3) HEBR; (4) 4k 77 5P
o TE R %) A B 2ok AR e e X AT 3 Y A
A1 ik RS I B (1] TG 22 S, T 7 AT Sy 14 7 B i Ak
RGN + 7 B I () 22 4 T 7 MEA T O ( E 4R 2L 4%,
2012) ., fEMEL = {0 Bt /N En. tricolor Forster £l
i B /NWg En. pergandiella Howard H & 2% 4 4 58
TS AR SISt A I A R A A ) AT R
it 1 I ] 2 2 KT E 4T O ((Williams, 1995
Huang et al., 2009) ,

1.2 BEFHEHEAELL AT

F A A7 L e AR A AL N R RIS Y IS
A BRAF A, B b A HAL K R | & a7
RS AAIELL? Fisher (1930) &t 1 M0 Fh 4k L i 5y
(R LA e , Mg s FE ARG AR [R] AL
SEBCAY LA b R AR b 5 R T P JE AT
PTG (AN [ FIRE 345 ) 1Y OB e A G, O B
P e AR 1 A 0 — P AR E 1 2R AL SR, DR I 2
A TP A A5 AR [ (8 905, 5 AR F iz oy
Ll A, e R mE M T A S48, LKA
S A A e 1 M TG R AL A7 A i (Harvey e
al., 2013)

Colgan FiI Taylor (1981 ) £:F Fisher {1 FHi5H4 &
TIa b e B BIRARAY  5 H B B A AR e R
R D 55 ) 7 B S ) OB R r =1/ (e +2pg +
1), ,p =p/p,,py Fm BN & 3 A A REVE IS A
5 SRR BP0 R, p, FORIE H A
A A MENE S AR ( ZH ) 57T 198 0 M
G ) LUARL, ¢ 873 7 ME Sl P 55 7 M 3 7 e e % O
P (I FNRE ) /Y FUfE, ¢ FRonMEMEE A A &
WEVE S AR i 5 52 A7 A B i 1 LU 5 5 0 i HUR ]
3k B B MEPE IS RAE N % £l ,q=0,r=1/(c +
1) B8 q BO3Gm, r BEAK, PR 24 A 52 2 AR 8
KA B B MEVE S AR, J5 A LG O 1] BEVE: (female-
biased sex ratio) 8% . A, V& A W I ik 2
Bop SEAMERZEINSCR, X—Hig AT H
FE SR SRy, oA IR A5 RO R R )
RN A B R — R A & A A e L
7 s B Z M (Hunter, 1989a, 1993 ; Donaldson and
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Walter, 1991a, 1991b; Avilla et al., 1991 ),
Williams (1996b ) £+ %F iR #E h 1S40 ¢ D=
R/ N RN G, K MHTE A B IR R %+
FEE B S5 7Y b i ™ OF & TG 18 3 1 25 S
P =0 BE /NN RE U 2 b R A

Godfray % ( Godfray and Waage, 1990; Godfray
and Hunter, 1992, 1994 )% Fisher A4 H 8 75 #Hi5
N B &2 R e b 48 AR IS T2 I, 202501
BT B A BR ) N R e A4, TR ARl B T
25 F BRI (host limitation ) 1 5P BR | ( egg limitation )
PIFPEOLT B 52 27 AR S PR LU LA o AT
T Gar AR SR, A A AT 78 R I TR
FHRFIVEAL AF FE I, FR ) S A PR 3R 2 A A Y 4
G, SR 0 RIS DT PR ] « e 17 2 00 A7 BIR ) D £
B AT , KR Al Fisher 1 38 1 K B 45 5 43 o 45
PIVESS AR, PRI DR B A 15 00 T, JS AR L 1 o 1
Sl A FERGDE R A ERCE A R LT, BRI
L YIEONPSE R At < e e e e LT P R s
ForAGTEA A (4 A ST i), A4 Fisher (1% 3508 it 16 1
AR TR A ] - Fe P AP 2 3 5 A L 5 M i
1B PP AT SRR A O 5 2 PR AT 3220 A LE AR )
(18 A S N, e R P A 2 Y S RS R I AT 1Y
IR B8 28 AN 5 ) R i) PR 3% M0 AU A, Fisher fY 2
VAN, PRI 00 T M e 2 ML 405 08 3 1 2y 2K
RIS AR 0 5 Ao PRI, 76 2 32 BR A A 155 0
Iy T e o o i R VR N A 6 e AW 4
L PiRpar ERAHR B, RS2, A E
PRI E COMRRE) M1 00, B A2 25 A e i e A
Fo ok 10 15 MR A RS IRARRT B = (35 FBR ) 191
LT JE AR R R — % A 2 A R R A
Hunter Fl Godfray (1995 ) X = &, B /N i b8y J5 A0 4
FEAT 7RIS i S A (] 27 32 A R0 AT 32 L ]
(1877 G AL AL 2 = R ] R B R ) P R 1 O, 25 SR
RUIL A FRCE RN S AR T 101, 275 8
AR, R RIS £ B LA AR 1, Ah,
Aol A AST AR ASEAD) 2 = IR ot o0 59 R o I R A it 55 2L
W IE T Godfray 45 3 i 19 1F # 7 ( Hunter and
Godfray, 1995) . #RIfi , 75 H ] HTZ 3BT  ARMEFT AL
SR MEAL T AF TR W DR, H AR A A A
FEYE b A0 FETR) AR A2 3= IR 40 DT B i F v 1) 32
SRR, R e, FH TR) B 44 L 9 19 ML) 5 Ol &2 9%
(Rosenheim, 1999; West and Rivero, 2000) ,

A6 F Godfray 4 ( Godfray and Waage, 1990;
Godfray and Hunter, 1992, 1994 ) [ ¥t , Walter £

Donaldson (1994 ) $& ) F 52 AF A= B 75 2 32 BF 5 78 /2 Y
LT IEAE A g 10 1, A5 2 B 52 25 A i
BN DY E I, S HE 2T 3 AL T AR S X,
X ] 1 SRR SR, PRI, TC IR TE 2F BT
FREGLZ T, A& RN E S5
PR ZFEA TR LA S W27 2 AR B O %R
5 Godfray 42 H 9 PE IR 1 S S 19 £ R R TE
ThEAE A E ARSI, A & AR R A R R
F#fa) 1: 1, Donaldson Fll Walter (1991a, 1991b) X} C.
atratus Compere #4728 NBIFFEAT FH [EJRIAR N, A2 A
S A AR I JE A SRR Y AN — R A FE AN
JERAEARSG (HZ A 0 Sz e P2y 32 1 L], e
XTI AY AL BRA T AN IS A RBE T A ] 55
ESU 0N S AwE R Aaa sy 2l

WA BEIE XS AN [m] A 3 0 g g B2 02T 32 1 25 R 43
A8 ZR oo B 52 2 AR e LU IR T, 2o =6
RLgp /N R 2 A7 32 0 W] b — 2R A7 F2 I, e e
n] T AR AT 3, PR JE AP o PR 22 .
SR T g A E R R R TS, S A
WE BT S — G AT T 0 I B R e A B ) e
1} (male-biased sex ratio) $42 (Avilla et al., 1991) . 7£
Xof R RELMEE /N 1) FH TR 8 v i B, 50040 AT EARLE 7%
e BRARR [m] T2 A R R — 2% %7 35 (Hunter, 1993) , Hunter
il Godfray (1995 ) ZERFSE A B, AHXS I HF F A1 —
Gear F oo AR TE P i RS IR AE 32 A T
R W I T S R G A X R S o TIE (Vi
G, R o AR, = 0 RNl (g e 5 A
AR

B, A & A AR — PR iR 0 AR 5 7 U2 &
& TSR LR AL R4S A R R
TGRAF E AN R MO [ AF RS A A
TS A3 AT 7 O R R A B AR A 7
Az B B ETE S BB SR PR R 20 B R A A Y
JEARPE L AR5 . A BIRIFSE USRS I R R
JETFERIT, R R 2 0] J A b A 52 min 8 B LA %
FCTR T AL N E R ZE RN TR TT B R AT 42
T BFSE o

2 BEFEBNBETHESIER

S A e T 0 114 S0 A A [ o S ol 2 2
sy O A TRTIRE AT DUIRCED B 9l A A= 1Y 25 321
BOUMRIFE T, L AR % A S AT IR 22
X B B FHAB RS A7 A e 0 R RS A BT IR AT
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(52 ( Heinz and Nelson, 1996; Rosenheim, 1998 ;
Sullivan and Vslkl, 1999; Collier and Hunter,
2001) o AR, B WA WX B B K H A TP 2 A
A B EAE TP SE P AR 1T 2 AT
2.1 BEFEEN_REFEMERFEMHE S

H 52 A AR SR AN ] A 3 14 e B [ 14 25 1 ]
— A YIREE I B AR Fh B AR T T 2
Wi 2 AE 0 0 AF R ORE A 3 AR T (IR o 5,
2011), AR AFABERBOE T3 A E XA
9 A RO At ol 25 2 2F W ) T4 T, 24
52 A A i S Al ) A A SR R AT I, ]
YERIEEImZEH: .

CA MRFFE S /R W], Y[Rl Fh oA b —20ar 3
(6] I AEAE N, B A A A e S A ) 27 A S o — 2097
F BTG 3% B0 ) 4 ( Williams, 1991; Hunter and
Kelly, 1998 ; Bogran and Heinz, 2002 ; Huang et al.,
2009; Zang et al., 2011a) , {H i R % B0 H 55 40 (1] F
A AP A ERBR .y = A0 B /N [ I
BEFEFp AN S A A5 F ), B = (0 R /N A AR
T F A B /N En. inaron ( Walker ) B[ 5F /[N
LS T B2 0 T N oY WA N 2 [ ) B R B2 B
2 £ ( Williams, 1991; Huang et al., 2009 ),
Bogran A1 Heinz (2002 ) 3 A A0 B, 45 /)N 1 Sk BT 28 %6F
G, T/ NI RN 552 R 2 A W0F /)N e 2 3 A 27 328 S ol
TREF PRI E T SR A ) M
B T fu ) A A S P T RF S BRI AR £ 3
it A IS MESEXT 3 Bl T Ar FEORRI M e
B I) 1 o 24 b R ar 3 A T A /NI R T R /N i
En. meritoria Gahan T 274 23 0, Al BLIEF /)N s 5[]
Foft 1S i — 2 AF 2 1A] R 4 B M i 4 1) R
(Pedata and Hunter, 1996 ) , % V& 2 B 5F /)N e pd)
FEH, LLOmE N s R R R 2K A BN 8 B
melanoscutus Zolnerowich & Rose & 274 27 £ N 5 Fp
TERAY TN, P RO /)N i B {6 T A A S D R
ZFF (Zang et al., 2011a), LIV M BF /N Er.
eremicus Rose & Zolnerowich B %74 F 0 Ffh — 4
AF E B, R 2 B0 L 28 B 00 o] ¥4 ( Hunter and Kelly,
1998) .

i FIRWFIE AT A B A2 A R A ik
P ) 1 5 A A RS S RCARAS IR AT N )
A FME DRI R S A A G AN A
)RR I B 52 27 A e o) [ o 0 S i — 20 25 =R B
TR R e P, X AT RE S B A AT AR X Y
AP RE ST A7 — E I K R (Avilla et al., 1991;

Pedata et al., 2002)
2.2 HEFEEASEFEMSERNEREA

Sy IR %5 E (valnerability window ) J& 48 37 3
TE LAY AR M A AR I R B B A 22 I ] ( Hunter
and Kelly, 1998) . [ & %5 A= 1 5 IR} ] 77 1 32 %
LTS M BRI B e R FH L
B AL F B BOH AT Rk A5 PR LR 2 Y
B ML AT DL 58 A KR, T TE S 4
TR 7 I 1) 69 [ i i v BB ) SR RE T, kT ik
FI AP N ZLH K () e Ko AL (Jones and Greenberg,
1999) o R AF FAL T Ty RIS [A] 1 11 I 4 27 A= 3
Fen T HAM A B B, e 1 2 P A i A 48 e
Ko Hunter(1989b) Xt fifit &L Uf /)N e B Je& i 1] 7 11 3
TIORFEm B, ML U B 2 7 -9 Hil (B4
R TR I o By DR A AR N R /)i Y
WFFEA LI, [A] HAt i B B BOA LL , 27 AR e 4 Uk
H AL d TN, 8 5 T 9 95 A2 (Chen
et al., 2013) . X = {0 5 /N b i F 50 P 0 45 2]
TR0 %E F (Avilla and Copland, 1987 ; Huang et
al., 2009) ,

&2 aF AR W AE 2 AR R P 37 ) AR A3 AR
Dy SIS ) B 11 LASM I 2 8 W B, BRIV A At B B A
PEERR R PR WARG, 5 R R g &
FALG, S — 9025 310 B St B) & 101 AT RE B 4K
Hunter F1 Kelly (1998 ) ZEAF 57 H & 30Tk BT 005 /) e
A4 A By, R4 K E 22 2% 2 1
A4 a5 52 2 A T A W /)N e, A 28 4 AR T
U VS0 AR S S %) T B B T A A A LB e
RERS TP , B3 1 1F /)N W 1) oy JRSS (W) 6 10 2 e
B R/ NI 2.4 5 IZBIFSE R BT R B SR /)N
WA B AR o /N0 R T, LAt A2 B A2 35 AR Y 5
JEE [B) 5 R ST AR ie T B — P ik
2.3 HEFEENNR

A AN AT DAFEAF 7 R E A AT RATE
TR IEATBCR, X R AR AF 3R (host-
feeding) (Jervis and Kidd, 1986) , ZF4: 1 A =0 a%
R AF 3, A B i 2 LB T 75 B R
PyJ5t, LAPRAIE B 5~ BRI 4E 15 73 iy ( Collier, 1995
Giron et al., 2002 ; Burger et al., 2005) , X FPEUEZF
FRATHETE 17 ADF 140 Fhay A b 2 9, JEHAE
i H 25 A= 433598 (Jervis and Kidd, 1986)

CA MR Es /R, B 527 A e 2 R S
TRAF XA g IR M RAR D KA
Zang %5 (2011 ) i i HF70 e o R /NI 1) 2F £ IR
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1309 B, 1 R /N e A 24 h AT DLIRCEE 1 ~2
Sk Sl R 3 (I o /) e R 3R A /N i
A ap ), D BCE [E BP 4k AF . Huang 55
(2009) X = {8, K& igF /)N 6 (%) IF 58 045 31 17 4H [ 1)
458,

I 52 2 A e 5 A b 26 2 A e 2 B A7 AE Y 27 A
FIICE 5 &R 5 A H N B A (intraguild predation,
IGP) +/43#HL( Polis and Holt, 1992) . FriEEER N
THEAE L, A6 A AR AT R % 5 Ty A T e 3
KA Y Z 18] 1 58 4 | 25 A= FOBCE AR T IR &
(Polis et al., 1989) . P, H & 5 A WL AT AR FR
RAE P B, T S Rl g AT 0 AT LR R A A
HINIEY) . ARE T A IBFE s R mT LR B, A7
BEURTE 0T T, B A7 A e RR S A T 38 o 3R AR
MESEFIE 7 , B AT /b 5 4 2 ) T AR A5 i SO R T
H SR RE A, O BB A2 3 AR 8 5 fl ) A A A
WA e b — 2 25 3, AT sRE SRt B B RPN , X
AR R —Fh - B A0k

RZRF TAEE X A & ap A ) B AR P
BT TR ISR S B Y B 5 AR AR X AF IR
S| BE 3 ) b — 2% ¥ AR 1) By St [ 723 11 S
EETXE A SR YER . — e E IR XA B
FRARAF AL 5 2 A= e &y e Al il g 1) SR ARAE A K
(Pedata and Hunter, 1996 ; Huang et al., 2009) , {H
Gerling 1 Rejouan (2004 ) A1) A 1 75 Bt /N Bk B
ok /N W AT A B B F /NE En. lutea (Masi) Shy SEE6 X}
BN BALAE R JE A BA DR aF A e 4 T 9 A AR A
B PE RS T T 00, 45 3k LA R R & L %
PRI B by 32 3 25 AR FNIBCR, 28 A0 i 8 B 1)t e
J1 5P RAEFTE O, X B A Ay B Feft
LR RAFAEAR 2 Bt ], —LE LB 4R it HUZ
15 B TEAR BRI HE I B B, Gk = HAR 1Y 52 30 45 R B 1t
PR SRR, P, 6 T ) B R R A e EE AT
ZM% 1,

3 BEFEEXEMIEHR

A2 A AR IR R 14 A B 7 3N A A T U A
AW AR BN 8 B AR AN TR 2 AR
AR BIETE SRR T AN A
3.1 AEFEEXNEYENIERIT

WG B2 A A e n AR B R FRAT] TR R, AR
P AR ST A B MU A P2 A AR M ) SO e A
M BB AR A A n g B, A 2 %4

BT L3 5 A A AR B R AT S MR A A= )
PRI o ¥ B TR /) e 5 T M /) e R L 2 A F
/NIERAEL , HoA 98 B2 FHUCRTRE J) (Zang and Liu,
2008 ) , W BEE ) A R 285 R £ 40 i S0 1 45 8 1 1]
SN B LI /N e 1 AT S BUCR RE ) 7 AR ) ( Zang
and Liu, 2009, Zang et al., 2011b), Yang %
(2012) 7% 4 5 FELUF /)N e 2 3= 4k B SR g 1) F 5 v
R LRI DR AT T 1 2 L RN B e 27 %
JEE VS8 T 2 H A, O LA A 0 Y A AL PR
REAZ Pl 27 3225 P 0 A [a] T A7 BT 8 8%, 76 27 1% FE R
AR, 77 BB AF A= Tl e 1 Y 32 (3 F 4 i ) B
TR PR AR AY 3 (1 A2 4 1) 5 BE AT % T
T SRR frci 0 0 1 A B T T A A 4K
TEIEARYERFA AL s A7 8 RO I, LAY AR IR
Pyl 1 & i 125 32 . BRI, A &2 A AR W HA g
TR EHAEYBR I .

R ks R 2R A, b 0 B0 IR A £
PR ERF R X H AR A PR A AR
AN o Zang 55 (2011a) FEAF 5 48 42 1) 3 R
I, MESE RN T H R AP A e B E MR,
21 v SR /[N ) EREE LU ISR T 3+ 1 IRF RS LU TN
UF /NG 4 B 1) 77 9 S8R, 5 T v R I /N e ] AR
AR ) 5 b AT AR 0 [ IR N R L SR AS B 2 A
U e 55 5 AR A T e A A Y AT TR AL
L R R e A2 T i 2 FA SR B 7 BB A B SR ) A
REJy, RE 6 OF 4F Mh & 5 A= W) Wi i AE o Dai %%
(2013) 7EMF 5 v i BT T B 58 M e e 1 4] 0 2 2
TS 25 X001 B JELIF /N0 2 A R W) 3 E YRR )
FEAEEE , T W AR MBI B A H

A, Hassell 55 (1983 ) §2 1 724 T B AL A= ¥y By
A, BEAE A5 v ] A e ARG At o 24 B 2 i R
AR s b, T 52 A A 1 —9ar AR WA
P3G B /b, B 52 AT A e B8 i ik IR 1Y 2 A AR
P AR L)) B ORI B B AL R S Ay A i
AR AR , AR IR TE — AR B2 E 1 B 25 P 1
Hh, N4 s A2 P 7 16 AR 3% v 2 32 R0 2 AR e A 4
YRR E I, AR T AR YIB IR B T RS R R, A
7 SE R A R FERT I A AR
3.2 HEFLEEXNEYREHAERI

I A2 27 A B R AEAE 230 B B FLUHA AN 2R 1Y 27 2
W P A BT 0T A L BRI A W B I A &R
Hh BRI AT AR W I R AR B, DT 52 i) %o
AEAYMBIE R . Mills Fl Gutierrez (1996 ) 4
=28 FRAE A (tritrophic model ) TEHY 3 Fh 37 A 1
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(AN [) 2H B A O A B 2R P B i ROR , B 485 —
o B TRY ) 9% 2 A W — b L M B A2 A AR s R —
FerE B2 A AR s 45 L 0 B ol P AT A e T
DA R il Ao s i) ol 50 6, T B £ P ) A9
AR BN, iy A AFAE RS B B R R BRI 5B
BRCRZ B 1w EARA A T AR R
A W R EPE B P AR RIS 5 | IS AR ) B TR R A
U, I G B 52 25 AR s 2o 0 ) H At ol 26 2 2 i
BT I6 T RE, X AR W By iR AR R B T 6 T R e .
Briggs Al Collier (2001 ) i i 44 7 B Bt &5 4 #5 £
( stage-structured model ) W 2% B & 27 A= W 1 A= ) By
TARCR 45 /R A 5 25 e 5 A A e Gl
PN, #8ARA T B U Rl B30 v T R A P 2
AFA W AN RN B 5 A A e 2 A T A B TR AR
ST ] — b B A A AR, BEIRUERET B Y
A Ml T A 2 A AR AR T SRR T B B BTR R
S, [ ARG T oAt 2 A e Y A R RS, A A
PRI BIT IR RO ™ AR B TR

2 2 AR B e A B A T S 4R T B RERAE
1 S B % L T T 52 i R0 £ T 52 il PR RS, AR
—ME RIS T E T A A AR BG
M E. 7EC A MIRFFE 4SS R x| 52 77 A e ot R
BTG FERR T B RORIPI A — o TR LR SR ARy
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