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Geographical variation in body size and sexual size dimorphism in insects
KUANG Xian-Ju"*, GE Feng” *, XUE Fang-Sen' * (1. Institute of Entomology, Jiangxi Agricultural
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Abstract: Body size, a fundamental morphological trait in insects, affects virtually all physiological and
life-history traits of an insect. Body size always shows a significant gradient change among different
geographic populations of the same insect species. Many environmental factors including temperature,
humidity, photoperiod, host plant, and population density contribute to this gradient change and also
affect insect body size within a population. Males and females differ in their body size, a phenomenon
called sexual size dimorphism ( SSD). There is also geographical variation in SSD. The ways those
differences formed have been comprehensively analyzed, and the formation mechanisms of these variations
caused the formulation of many hypotheses, which had been proved in many insect species. In this
article, we summarized the ways insect body size varies among different geographic populations, the
environmental factors affecting insect body size among different geographic populations and within one
population, the phenomenon of sexual size dimorphism and the geographic variation of sexual size
dimorphism, the ways sexual size dimorphism forms, the ultimate cause of sexual size dimorphism, the
environmental factors of geographic variation of sexual size dimorphism from the three levels of inter-
population, intra-population and individuals of different sex. Suggestions for future related research were
also given.
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POPR A PR AU BRI — R A AE D]
WAL 5 L BRI ] FORR R A EL AR S 1Y)
UG DL B PR AR A — AU 1 AR S () IR AR 2 il
B X S B A 77 ok A b ) PR 05 PR R AR B 3
P R P AL R, A A0 U 22 57, BRI A o i
FOTT WA B 5 1 /N 425 UK A 2 2
55, BCAB T EEAN RN RE ) & 7 3R 0 748 545 (Berven
and Gill, 1983; Peters, 1983; Atkinson, 1994;
Sandland and Minchella, 2004 ) ,

Hi Bl 2% % Blanckenhorn , 28 [E F} % %% Stillwell
L R 5K Peter 55 PR R EE P 2 EAEY)
FFP e 55 S5 2 R BF B R 5 T X 3
Scathophaga
( Blanckenhorn and Hellriegel, 2002; Blanckenhorn
2005 ). JK B Aquarius remigis
( Blanckenhorn et al., 1995;
Fairbairn, 1995) & & H H Stator limbatus ( Stillwell
et al., 2007; Stewell and Fox, 2009 ). P4 &l & 4
Callosobruchus maculatus ( Stillwell and Fox, 2007 ) 45
22 Tl [ AR TR A AR TR TR 1 b AR S 114 5 M S
A REHIFEREGS o N B AR R AR — R
BIRFFEAN LK 3k 4 08 Chrysomyia megacephala K144
YLk Mg Lucilia sericata ( F JT.04 45, 2002) , 2 o iy
Aphis fabae (ZEHRMEFIZE LR, 2006) S P K 15
Ostrinia furnacalis(I5 /D= 55, 2011) DL K KR B
Colaphellus bowringi ( £ 54 5%, 2012) 46, A SCM
EL SR P A [) bR ) | ] — R pA A ME A th 22 1) 3
ANTKF-Xof B Ha Aol oA AR 8 A S5 11 Oy R R ) S A
TR S FURPE P B R B 1) A8 S s R R, R IR
PR AR R b PR AR S (R IR, PR AR AR
T LA i A% e AL A5 5 T A [l N AMOTSE 64T T 97
A IEX AR BEFE SR T — S,

stercoraria  Fll  Sepsis  cynipsea
and Llaurens,

Blanckenhorn and

1 ERFEZRMWETR

B WA I 2 ARl 7 G [V P 1
L2 AN A k8 (Masaki, 1967; Landman et
, 1989; Mousseau and Roff, 1989; Roff and
Mousseau 2005; Berner and Blanckenhorn et al.,
2006 ; Bidau and Marti, 2007) , Frp{&RBIFELE B/
PRI 3G AR Ry DA 274 0] ( Bergmann” s rule )
(Bergmann, 1847 ) , (RZU[H A B2/t 44 18 0T 08/ D
FR M S D #% & 15 | ( converse Bergmann’ s rule )
(Ray, 1960) .

al.

1.1 DR ERNF R Ui 8k 0

1847 4F , fEFE R} 27 5 DA% & ( Bergmann ) 15 K 7E
FE IR B4 b R I — > U BBt 245 2 39 i T 48 O 1 AR
U, By DUA 35 U] ( Bergmann, 1847) o fift & K
RAZ) YA 5 2 RS IR FRY L 2%, 708 7Y
DA AT DR 3 SR, 4 DUAK & 0] i 3
RE—FAELUE , XA W 78 42 16 3 W b k31
(Ray, 1960) . WNRANFIEIRES FAIILERR) 65 iy
WG R 110 S 2 I 2 32 1 o iy 4 2K ( Cushman er al.,
1993) , JdLIEZRES, WS Myrmeleon immaculatus [
BN T B A 2 3 E TF 3 (Armett and Nicholas,
1999) o I A b b () FE PH R U5 170 %88 e 1A R Bt 2
JE B4 5 34 K ( Sheppard and Smith, 2000) 4§

SR ASOR 8 22  UEF Uk AR 22 TC Sl P i Ak
AT Ay S VUM f5 125 U], A B8 sy 43 3 R B s Y A IS
A B FE N ( Masaki, 1967;
Hellriegel , 2002) ., UN7K & A. remigis 5 & 26 B p N
SRR 5 (46°N) Bl S A 8% K TR E 4l 2y
(43°N) KB PG I (41°N) FpEEAS A, IF 7 Bt/
A% PP ( Blanckenhorn and Fairbairn, 1995) , MFYH £ K
W 0. furnacalis WEfE 85 = HR Bl 25 B2 14 R 800 (9%
INEEE, 2011) , KRB C. bowringi V1.7 J6
(24°N) JLPUE/K (29°N) (INARZE4 (36°N) FIlG /K
6 (45°N) 4 A iy BEA R 1) 1 5 B 445 B2 1) T s i B
WA (ES4E S, 2012)

KT YW RE 2 1 1 AR S 1) SR R R N A 1Y
B, 51 T 32 A 2 Z A AL F Z AT T2
I E RN B B g 2% i, Blanckenhorn FlI Demont
(2004 ) Z1J 1 7 11 4> H iy 46 Fh L iR B it 43 3 A8
FERIEOL , A B 37% 545 DURS &k U], 8% i L
H 63 % B DUAR Sk
1.2 AEMEMEEERERTREIER

DA DUAR 2 3 I B2 L AR, Sl Ak 720 ) b 2
R MRZEN T THZMRE BT AR A
VI IR BE SR AR 22 5%, — RN R 1
NP ¥ ik L NI ) S P S e 578 {iS
FLARIREE IR A EAEY) SRS
121 R i TR SR RELE B P S Y, i
WARE N SR BIE 45 B S R R . A
245 3 [ AR 552 RS [ O Sl Y PR R B AT
TEH 04 AH SC M, S 1E AR G B8 17 FH ¢ ( Sheppard
and Smith, 2000; Stillwell et al., 2007) , UITESEM
T PRI Ay 2 A YA U510 e 1Y) o 20 B AR LU AR 6
JE B R R T K Y 32 2 % J A ( Sheppard and

Blanckenhorn and
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Smith, 2000) , 3¢ T 309 45 B #AE, DUA% 2k
FEEIR S R s Lo/ N Sh A T8 /N B AR 3R T
TR, S BEh YT SRR Y BR 5T b RE G2 T 41 1
HEG R (Bergmann,, 1847 ) i I 1 fH iR 374
AR DUAS S s o BRI, BORBRZ 127 A, 22 T 3
Py e] LA T e A 1) P 05 0 B R A T R R AT,
AT ARG 3 7 R AR IR ER B, O A e 2R 47 A
B o PRI R 43 R R S ) 1A B AN R ph
R FR ks AR 40 RO R Re . A,
FEIAFR-IRFR LL 3 — {150t T 12 A ok B AR AR 11 s
DU Sk A8 S

1.2.2 WA BRIREELASM W5 (B R AT <) 8
SR — AR R A P AR A T AR Ak s BT b X B K
ek T e TS T, O 5 R I 2 2 1 MBI, Telonis-
Scott 45 (2006 ) A FE W], 1 B2 AT LA LG 5 gy Fel
PR TR AR S5 T g B A G, S 7 T 1R ] BB — N kb
Tt S S AR R R 2R o bl TR BRI T
FA-ATRLL, IF HAG 7 4a %p 7K 43 1 & & AR Ao
D 1 ¥ 72 0 T RE - BT R B T I A Y ) A
% (Le Lagadec et al., 1998) , 7ERM@FpZE, U5
HE W W Drosophila melanogaster F1 ) J g D.
simulans 1A B F T 45 1 38 KR Bl 25 B2 5 0 1 2
( Hoffmann and Harshman, 1999 ) , 3 H 7£ B Sk fh ¥
Hr & A5 3¢ & ( Van Herrewege and David, 1997) .
TR A8 A B 5 ARG KA G (Telonis-Scott et
al., 2006) , 3 FLIC 1% 14 2 Fifi I et J82 2 A% oAy v ot J8 1
T 3#H 3 1k ( Kennington et al., 2003) , XLE4E R R
R AT AR BB B R B B
1.2.3 Sl SERBIAT IR i 2=
5% kAR B EK LK E (Malaquias e al.,
2009) , 17 HAS [F] 1 3 25 B2 (1% 't Jo) 39 [) 3k B, 0 FE —
FEAAAEI RIS 5o SR, G EE h— 1
P T BB Ho (A b A S %) 2 0] PR R B AR —
Hoh P2 A AR b AR S R AT A
YER D7 Aanfar? A A A NTEDL 7 33X 28 ] @iR AR
AN EAFHE— 0T

1.2.4 FEMEY: G50k, 5F%F FHEWFTRNA
Ko HTIRZHEW RIS F R 4 E 12 5,
T Y 58 AT AR BLT Y B A R 2 B
mA, Stillwell 25 (2007 ) A& G H LS. limbatus 1
PRBY 5 R0~ /N B 35 A OC , R B A7 /MR- T
ZHAK . B EK/INAT D R BRI R
AR C L an A AR AE /N Bl AN AT AR AR AR K)
G I 4y BT A B 1R S e R R R T AE—

SRS R EPAE R R HE R A, A AR R R
AR S Hod AR R F )R /N 2 i A 2
) — 28 P4 K 2% ( Mackauer and Chau, 2001)
Fh, 5 EMY I BEALEA G, AL TAE
YA PT IS  HUFE Y RE A E W A X
FEIHCIE AR B T ) S50 1 R I ) £ e R A
R AR o H A WX S S P T AR
NEFE YA FENLRE AR L AT N A SOE SR —
MRZNAIE PR R o YR — R YL B A
P PERTAR L AN G , s R 0 B R AT LA e B L AR
Y2 63k (Levin, 1973 ; Bernays, 1991) , H:
Hp— > g R 5 A SC 8 R PR B A RN, R 2
WIBE & B R /e AN, B 5 S Thaumetopoea
pityocampa YRR /IN i B AR S 5 2 SR A0 O A B
FAE B 1IEAH 2 (Zovi et al., 2008) ; B EFEME Parnara
guttata YRTR/INBE X 2F 3248 ) M R 1 A BE A e
J ( Mizumoto and Nakasuji, 2007 ), 32 W i R
Battus philenor %)) HUFI S 3L /N5 2F EAEY) 2
A BEAFEN B AH I (Fordyce et al., 2010)
1.2.5  POHERSRE . Bhfe s B0 B HORh e i 5 ma AR
2%, ASRFRIREAL T — D2 A0 I HAH BAE
BRI Fr 55 HEAR B Xof oA 114 5 Wi A0 205 1 g o8 A
A BOR X3 TT 5 TP B 1S K — 30 B IR S
[EEES AP S g i
AL, B U\ — R LAy g — Tl
FERUET , 25 BE AR 1 By Bk 22 B B 25 B, AE iR
FH(Acrididae ) B durp, X AN BRI % 36 . Jannot
&5 (2009 ) 3IFBA T 4ditt Romalea microptera 45— [ifi
LA AT A G, PR R EE S AN TR
FRFPHE A . ALATIN R A A~ 28 B 1) 42 2 H O T
HERELIE . A 2 x3 (2 DR x 3 A%
) SRR A8, I A T RIRE S R RN X
FHEAEFXF 5 A4y Hu A K e 30 A= 3 s e v (3
K i RIPR B A AT ) AR TR R
SO, S5 ALIRWT, % BE AR IS s RAE TR I RN
o) A 17 S RSB T B (N A5N SAH F AN Y o o 2
JE BRI s B LT3 P AR AP RE LU AR R
A T /N B H A T R ) i U S e AT
1.2.6  F=hif: —Lopfoeda i, =0 P e AP
— AR R R R RE BT AR Ak, AT DA B IR R T G
il R R A2, DR O A 2 1 P R v B R AR
TEIREE S AN IE BN A B B LV BE T ()
SR A ek ke I g 25 ) ( Cushman er al., 1993 ; Arnett
and Nicholas, 1999) , 15 B Z= 5 P U e th 2 e B At
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AN EZER R, NS SR C. maculatus 1
A [ i B B R L O 5 2 A P A R A OG
(Stillwell and Fox, 2007) ,

1.3 #EANERERENZmER

AN T B Mo (A B 2 X6 24 A [+] (4 BR3P 73

NEAE SR, T Ak HL SR A S 0 = A ] 17 PR
FARBLIRAZAE OO, A B T AT B s 3 3
A5 St TR Y A AR 1 D7 A BB R AR
I —RINERIEY], fER Tl AR —4
B2 v e R A T = 8 = e N R N N R Y F A
WHEHNROFEEE RE LR gy, BEFE
(Davidowitz et al., 2004 ) ,
L.3.1 R X TIREZW PRI L 4%
B TR, TR AE Y R R 28 07 T 2 2 UG
THERHERE . B IRN B & A A Al RS2
Je Bl PR F) S B T o B 8 A A i ) 4
[DEEERIS e iy N WP &4 L IR 8- i <
T2, B AU R B s A AR Z2 A 5 ., gk
Sk Lucilia cuprina MIHEETE 15 ~30°C Z 0] Bl IR
FETFE IR /N ; 10 Chrysomya albiceps 11148 25 [ ik &
THE 2 25 CME 2R T, L cuprina 1 KA
HIAE 15°C , 1 C. albiceps 15 AR T H BLAE 20°C
( Gomes et al., 2009 ), /N B& B[ H1  Delphastus
catalinae J{HAE 22°C BHAR T i 8, 30°C IR 2,26 C HY
5% (Legaspi et al., 2008) ,

SR, Atkinson (1994 ) /R T 109 NA5VE 304
M5 2 T 80% 1) 32 B AL UK Y I 2 Ik 82 T e 1
SR KLU, Bl B A i BE A BB ( temperature-
size rule) ( Walters and Hassall, 2006; Kingsolver et
al., 2007) . ZAWFFEAEAN MK b X il B - AR
AT AT 1 AR, A G TE e TR B8 R |y T4
R T 2 174 A= 4 A3 TR ARR ( Portner, 2002) 5 A8
[ it 2 T 200 A KA XA ] (Van: der Have and
de Jong, 1996 ) ;/IN ) 2 Jifd 55 BB N7 B /8 19 3 52, R
F1%) 240 i, B3 7 BTG ) T B2 ( Kozlowski et al., 2004)
%% Blanckenhorn F1 Llaurens (2005 ) % PA, % 7€ i
S. stercoraria [¥JHR i 13 % Bl I R ARG R, IF &2
MR o HP R 3G K 2/3 2 4 o Kl 1 im i)
DURR, 1/3 S0/ DR SRS 1S O 3/4 S 4
JO RS N i DTRK, 174 2 AR /N R STk 4 H
T X8 440 L R/ N RS 14 S Wil T LY A e e e e
XA IR N S, S B BB 4 s/ v L
H e T RIS T 4 b i 36 A T A L R A RO A R
( Blanckenhorn and Llaurens, 2005) . % 2b2E BRI~

U AR R AT R I A A R

1.3.2 Sl B AURAR N w5 Z= 1 Mg Kt
W, S5 A A G A ORI . /NAERE Podisus
nigrispinus [i 3515 28°C 1 15 h % IR i 1A B g ok, Ol
WIRKFB/NTF 15 h (R BVER 8 /)N ( Malaquias et al.,
2009) , LA EEH 1 Leptinotarsa decemlineata 154556
HRR & & B0 X TAE KOG I & & 194 ( Dolezal et
al., 2007 ), #H [A] ¥ K 89 /N B B T Anopheles
quandrimaculatus WK TERDGIUE IR KOG
T HAEAH R B KRBT A, quandrimaculatus
e, KOG AR R E & T RDOE T A
( Lanciani, 1992 ), %t 3k & W Chrysomya
megacephala FIRFFEZRBT , Ot Jo] B0 ¢ 3k A5 s 10 K
% W BB ( Gomes et al., 2006) .

1.3.3 ¥ SWE IR T 2 R SRS )
KN, A0 el TR ASRA A ARG 7 b
5 A 78\ B = % 1§ = o7 o B ' N D VAS Y
Dendrolimus (/KB /)N T UL 2EAA AR A A4 B L () &
S, 1994) , SRR AE H AL F BN AR, I
JNUgE Blattella germanica 5 5 ) 748 54 iy T 4 BR il
1K 8 B/ NARTY (Young et al., 1999) . I
TR L2 52 M AR B K /N, E B fy B Tenebrio molitor
24y AR VF R RDRL S K S Y L B R K B Y
T, B0k Hu gl B A B A 0, 1] K 43X B
Fydugh MR AR KR H B A BRI (R8T,
2007) .

1.3.4 . BARXHHEA RO 7 &S,
M DAT Sy 1 1 A2 Al ke i B 28 1 T 25 A H At s
Lo BT IS 53 G o AR I S0 f)— 1
ek (G, AN H % BE T EL H B 28 g 1 Ik ] A B
BB stk o W50 Bz B A iR I 28 25 I A
MBS, BT e TR SN SR S A R
SAREAS R T, R R A R] AR 2 R B ek
A I HZJEARN R A . BRI 5 |
TR 1) DA i B R A A 1 22 A 2t <7 A BE R 7
A Jay RT3 R bsf 408, (L6387 174 PN 9 R S0 A B 1 2
S RAEENE L, SRENIERY, R
T 1) 22 B S ELSEAFAE R, SR, T8 S50 28 N IR R
PRI B8 1) SO AN [ 1 B A i WL 31 A 4 B0 4%
JERY SO o S50 % WA 3 B R Y B D 22 57 A B T
T AR AR REAAR Y K A= % s Y 22 57 ( Applebaum and
Heifetz, 1999 ), GA7ESE 50 % S5 F T, By dL T
molitor4f) RAEAILEE JE 1) IR B8 vh A K 1%, 1 %% B [
FERI 2 ek A AR K R F (RAf, 2007) . £
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U5 (2008) W2 T G- W% Spodoptera exigua 7T 5
T B (1, 5, 10, 20, 30 Sk/Jf) 4 UL B A
W A I O, R B0 1 S/ %) i o 1, 5 T A
WY, AR BES) Hu s B Iy R R
1.4 DNREZEMNE R U275 N HE XYL IE
Blanckenhorn FiI Demont ( 2004 ) M E #1247k
SV b X DU 2 ik DU 2 DT A o Ui T A e 4 L I
AT 7 AR 1) EE SR S R A T e o AT 1o Dy il
TAEREH A A R (B B, DY T s kA
SEPR A AR R R AR S A, 3 B I AR R B A 2
I, AMEA P B DU 2B B R T — A —
PRI AR s, PR A E AN P . X — BB R
TR T AT B AR 2 1 i PR A i — 2D IR B
( Blanckenhorn and Demont, 2004 )

2 BHMEEHER_AMRHEMIETR

W B Sy W AR 2 HL AT R ) P AR B 3 o e A 22
Ry 22 R PR O M AR R R (sexual  size
dimorphism ) ( Blanckenhorn et al., 2007 ) , —J&7E K
A 7L 3l 4y v M A 1R 88 K (Fairbairn, 1997)
T 7E B He o, e R A R G R SO T M M A R
( Stillwell et al., 2010) ,

WE AR TR 114) 22 S 7K 30 s DA P A — A
PEFEE (sexual size dimorphism index) , A~ [F] b B
TF L Ho e Hn o el A B0 A S B E G RN —
(Stillwell et al., 2010) , PEAARAY — FUPESE R R B
—EM 25 1950 44T Ay (Rensch) B S5 H — 1
T HR AR B S 3 A Y R PR O AT A i )
(Rensch’s rule) . ik 76 M5 K0 shdy b, o4
TR i AR ) 38 DR ), BT E T S )
REBH v, A 2 e e o e 2R % 1 A T s K
RZECE o e RO ol an SR Rt B SR AR AL
R, P A B R R O, A A A R
(Rensch, 1950) , W k%En 1 C. bowringi R | .
U ERIE 0. furnacalis W5 F A 2 M BT HE L, 14
RUBAG 243 5 T v T o0, M R B 22 s (2R
INEEE, 20105 FESGHAE, 2012)

SR SR BRI R B, 5 ZAH R Sk AR Y
FE S e A ) S A K LA A, B O AT
Z5EN (converse Rensch’ s rule) . #I& & F W S.
limbatus W BUAR T T e L, LR A FEARRLTE /N, 1
PRI TUPERIHE K ( Stillwell et al., 2007) o

1E e B Melanoplus sanguinipes 1 M. devastator

( Roff and Mousseau, 2005 ), Omocestus viridulus
( Berner and Blanckenhorn, 2006 ) , Dichroplus vittatus
(Bidau and Marti, 2007 ), W& ¥R Teleogryllus emma
( Masaki, 1967) , Allonemobious fasciatus ( Mousseau
and Roff, 1989 ), LI A & ¥ Ephippiger terrestris
(Landman et al., 1989 ) s & BUAS[] R FRHE 6 P
PR R PR AE 22 57
2.1 @B CREREENRE

M B AR IR e e S PR R 22 S5 1 i 12
HA 3 A HEREGR I R/ NS S AR R 28 SR K
B[] 22 % ( Tammaru et al., 2010; Stillwell and
Davidowitz, 2010)

Xof g H — eSS 1 WIS A B, ) th 7R 22
AN IR K 7 I (] 5 B AR 1Y 22 5 (Esperk
et al., 2007) ; FfXf Horp— AN 28 1 B AT 170 &
B KM B G, 45 R 7R 1 BV ™ R
S HH TR HR R T BRI I T A AN — B &)
HAEZ A A0 & & I R 8k 7 R A —B0E
B

PEAR Z2 B Horpy, s T f 2B 1K R/ I J] L fE
TR, AR £ B oky 3 BE ( Pieridae ) A1 IR 35 B}
( Satyridae ) 1] 1 ( Wicklund and Fagerstrom, 1977 ;
Wicklund and Forsberg, 1991) W8 it 0. wiridulus
(Berner and Blanckenhorn, 2006 ) Fll &% #8 Decticus
verrucivorus  ( Wedell
(Simmons et al., 1994) , Blanckenhorn £ (2007 ) %f
7 ANGLEY 155 Ff R SR B O 5T A B, A — SE Fp
B B b AR R AR TS JSUH B b P A
T B B SEAC I ), 5 B R M R SN (AR
PEZ RIS R B I [E] 2Z (8] B —4> 55 (1 TEAR G,
N ZBIERE i K B R A—BUL R T
A lE] A — 300 B 2, 4R 1M, Stillwell F1 Davidowitz
(2010) M5 T M EL K gk Manduca sexta B J5— 1%
$0 2 5 N ) A AR SRS T I (] N A B O e i A=
RESTIE ST A R i T KR K A R
B A A RN B I RN R MR B — R IE i F v
HREAE ], WEMEL) B AR K 7 0 1R] A0 A P 7 22 S
SRR AT ZAETE AR AL
2.2 MHBE_AHRHAETZEARRAEIS

B Wy A A — A 2 S )T OB ) S BOK B2 11
LAY HE S (Andersson, 1994 ; Abouheif and Fairbairn,
1997 ; Fairbairn, 1997; Blanckenhorn e: al., 2006 )
Dale %5 (2007 ) 44 A4 71 — R4 A8 5 9 I AL i) 051
R EACRR ] . B SRIERRFI MRS 3 K FE (Dale e

1992 ), Requena wverticalis
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al., 2007)

2.2.1 gEAC BRI Ak R ] ( evolutionary
constraints, Fairbairn, 1997 ) 48 H , $4 {4 Y — 70 4 &
SEIN p a a EN i Bt £ R A = I N DS A 8
WHE I v AP A B 22 0 T o g A% 722 B 1 R T o
XFRESRA SRR ZL 0 RN, AT DA B A 78 — A
72 5 ( Leutenegger and Cheverud, 1982), David %
(1994, 2005 ) ) FHI 5 2% (42 (R 0 2% ) 141 45 F AR BF
% T HNE WG D, melanogaster ) B SR FPHERE R AR 7
R -G HAE, TR 1A RUAE 5G9 R PR O e B
ALY, SSD J&—A> P AR , O FLMEM: AR A
i 2 E A 5% (David et al., 1994, 2005) , Karan %5
(1999) & B, BAE RWE D. melanogaster Wi 5 14
F14) 35 DR A S 38422308 0. 8 1, IR, A AT TN R 7
MG D. melanogaster 1,2/3(R* = 0.64) [ 3E
PRI TR IR B A S 11, 35 1) T 0, 36 % 1YL A ] RE
RIE—ERI bR as . XM REIL P b 22 5 45
SSD AR T T A RIS (0] o SRTIT X — WL i L
TEAEAR K4+, Reeve Al Fairbairn (1996 ) 1) FJ B2 i
W D. melanogaster [1]—2F[m] il Rt , $ 2] T
— M MERE PR 22 1) B i AH OGP (r = 0.93) o TITE
HoAth— LW Ry, GUAEFE R M. sexta , WEHESE ] AE
K& & WA F e 58 4 A [F B9 ( Stillwell and
Davidowitz, 2010) ,

2.2.2 HARVEFE: W] BT IR T A B B ) 1k
PR AT ARG K AR 7 — R (Fairbairn, 1997) . L
0, A SRR TG A el TR ] 5 A Y R I AR Y
PR T ReAT B KA B i PR TR — M H RG]
)58 3k B IE AT 2 B8 IR TSR T S &
93 56 %8 i AT 2 — 25 3 ( Stillwell e al.,
2010) o AN T EAE S 0y B AR Pe bk B AR HT T
PEUEL, R 2 K 0 b 24 A SE /N i P — B (AT
AL ), BH A M BORE o R A S N Y 2 AR SR
(Head, 1995; Fairbairn, 1997 ). Ul 5 £ g D.
melanogaster F [ ME B A5 5 22 ) 72 B & ( Boulétreau-
Merle et al., 1982) ,3f H W] RE7E A FI B IAEE 54
R

2.2.3 VEEPEELS . PR PR UL B 0 M
PEXS— AR A S R BYPE T, TR 55 b —A 1 1]
A T /N AE ] ( Andersson, 1994 Abouheif and
Fairbairn, 1997 ; Fairbairn, 1997 ) . i 5 Kk 52 1 I
TSR FUAIERE R ), IR 4 S A K i i S 45 54
A VBN O R IE 2/ DR IR BIRE e 8 ) o M,
TSR 2 B R Y R IR R AR S M R R

K e, Lehmann I Lehmamm (2008 ) % ¥,
EEY TS, BRER Poecilimon thessalicus 1)
W P P05t 5 A R AR i ) e AR T, I L 2 e o
T B PR G M IR R A S I o R v s
R W) J5T 45 e, G 2 i 5T AT D e R Y
30% , W7 1 PR PR X > W i 0 1 A A — A A
P AR KR, SR Blanckenhorn 2§ (1995)
RIAEGTIRAT R DL R, — Bk s A remigis /)N
AR ety T S S D ), T DA B /D Y I [ B
1, A 522 W] R SS I , B2 5 S e i oy, 7™
A /N JE LG4 ( Blanckenhorn et al., 1995)
2.3 HGE_AERIMEZIETF

AR ART— 15 M (A 28 ) A5 DR - PT e X B s e
PR Z R A S A TR R A BRI
231 RE. F—-MEMBEMNSES C
maculatus , P AR — FIVE Y 22 S A0 IR S 22 5 5
JIN S IXAN 22 S ok %o R A P A K 8 1 5 i 7T AN
S A F N B] S MR 3 R o I A 1 B e/ ) 7
ARG T 0 e I 100 Y 3 32 A 3 ok 5 e e PR %o B
(I Bl ML AE T 28 O el A28 P — 8 1 7 ( Stillwell and
Fox, 2007) ., Stillwell il Fox(2009 ) #f—# 1 24°C ,
30°CH 36°C 3 AMRLEE B ML 1A AR 6 A
[ s PN LA IR S, limbarus iR [H) ) 352
12 705 S R R 72 S (18 4 P ) 980 R A A e 1) R X
DURR , A BUAS [R]85 SR A — A
2.3.2 PR REH IR — A B R R AR AR N )
Ak, R i IDXCH A R AR AR, BE S B R B m
(= LT3 i DS A P 1 L e e =% € RNk i
WA AR Serh A% T IR B AR . B R
HUS. limbatus (/)R BYF0PE (A RS — RUPE A7 A 26 3 A2
S, FAR IR S B fie/ME 25 SR, I i [X.
TRLE , T R R 45 5 TR B e v — AR P 8 R O R
TRV S T Bl A B 2 B — Sk
TR A5 S R 6 1 B85 IR (Stillwell et al., 2007)
2.3.3 %fF: Gianoli £%(2006) 735l HIMFF g AL RHE
W) Convolvulus bonariensis Fl C. chilensis Mz —Ff &
LB JL Megacerus eulophus H)%) 8L, & T EATHYN
HUARBY R HAFIE 3, KIAT C. chilensis 1) 57 i fE L
S U PR e B 25 K FHUE C. bonariensis (1)
HUHERRAEB . $8HIRE C. chilensis R
R B R AT AT REJEAE SRR I AR S IR T A
FE X S AT R BB 25 2 . SR, ZE U4
£ C. maculatus WP, P — B A 254k FHEZ IR
M 53 E B ICI (Stillwell and Fox, 2007)
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3 HIESRE

IR T B MU [] b, B 1A A o A5 1 SR, E i
FFAEAR KIS, IR EEHOA N SR 2 B IR AL 4
JE AR S f EE L TR R R AR, PR O TR FE AT B A AR
KL WA W0, 58 AT R m A T B
HUpR P St 25 T B ) B HUR B (2 ORE R 4 DR
2006) , K1, W30 H 5 il B — AW B 2 2 B 7 A
W As , I HAR S 2 AR 22 B AU IR Af SR 2
AR B AR AS 53 77 A 52 (Le Lagadec et al.,
1998 ; Telonis-Scott et al., 2006 ) ; Telonis-Scott %
(2006 ) WF5E 2B, M B R FE 1Y) 45 G bE i BE 5
DB B B R - AT LA S e 0 000 SR e Y A TR, 2% R
JE A B AN A PR A B R A A R .
Ah,ZFEM TN (Stillwell et al., 2007) , 35 F 4
Y B AL 22 53 (Fordyce et al., 2010) , Rl i
25 (Jannot et al., 2009 ) HLHIE W] 2 B 1 AR A2 5
EZH R . Cushman S5 A& B 219 P 1Y) 22 7
P T2 119 2 S T DA G M e B A (] e SR B o
IR 26 15 19 17 2% ( Cushman et al., 1993 ; Arnett and
Nicholas, 1999) . FfH., HA A & a2y £ 748 55 &
F% OGR4 454 (Herrmann et al., 2010) , B{E %
5 PR ) 26 e 2 S A B S T B T A R e 3 AR
S, IR SO ZO AR B S A LA R A T 7 U A
e — 2005

E MM 2 R B — 4> ik Z ) ol oA AR R (] 1) A2
S, e R PERR ST BAR A L, B 1871 4EIR R 3
X P R A AR A HL I BEAT T e LR
RIVERBFR C UG TR KM . PRI — R
{18 L B AR S () S AR AL 1) 22 MR A 22 A e
15232 ( Andersson, 1994 ; Abouheif and Fairbairn,
1997 ; Fairbairn, 1997; Blanckenhomn et al., 2006 ) ,
AT B Bk PR 87 S ] R R R AR T R AR
FEVIARSC , A R B Ho e A3 — R 1) 722 S L il ]
REAEA—FEM . PRI, 76 B BRSPS X FA
B R0 01 — B AR AR B BIE T P R
S IR TR R B . FERREEIR R 5 AR AT
ST BOMEME ARG K - A K R iy 22 S Y R TR
YRR AT LS v i e L de 2R A, B A 5
I HPER TR Z R VERR RO R o A, S R R Ry
SRR )35 A FR 25, B AnSE T (alhl
T FE4) A AR BRI S B 55 Wi 98 WA A Fe AT 58
— BT
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