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Fig. 1 The main issues of alien species in different invasion stages
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R eIt i AN PN S A DN -
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2009),
34 fENER

ARG RT LLIE i 5 AR I AR SR Jir R 1Y) b
AR HEAH B X3, o n] DR S AR T 80E
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WA Z T, s BRI, X PP AR A%
IO AFEAR TR 1) R P ARG B 1 , 78 AR B At 38 o
KR L B/ AR AR A AR R R 234
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3.7 NRIER

BRI ARSI FA By B C St T
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drome) DA J ik Se) i i 2[Rl FRAEATD AN TE 2 , X 7 22
I REERIR N A SR AT B4 . SRR
F BN ANAZFFOE AT A] AAZ PR 2 RISFFE, 55— 28
YR ARG ARRE I, 5 R ARFHIES
AR RGFAEZ AR 31X 2 KISFHE A5 g
b5 A R R A0SR A 0 AR R AE AT AR P (Lloret
etal.,2005),
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BER AR Y TR DL SR A b i 11 52 ) AR
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ANTRIRRAEBEALIE 22 18] B AH DG4S (Hui et al., 2017)
RXEEHFST 5 ] AR A A2 AR B R A A4 DL
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—HE#
3.9 ABMBEZNE

HMRYIFN R AU S — P AS i b 2 (7]
PR AE AP B OC R, T2 A fr — A5 42 0 AR 2 I 4%
(ecological networks) o 31X >4z 25 W 2% AN {H By To %k
AHEEAE A AP ZE B, 38 5 H B i AR S N 45 7
O PRFNA A A5 A _EAHIE . ARS8 454 5 1)
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REANA TR 5 X IR AT PS8 & R AHE . Rk, 2B A
RT3 ) A 2R 2 B 2548 5 D RE L 283838 o A
1A 548 = 282 A S RTHIT /7 1] (Hui &
Richardson,2018),
3.10 SRR IR RE AR R

KA Z H R AR 0 X BT BE 238 BB A5 1)
A1k Py A Py b B VK (alien biomes) o 3% SEHF 7%
AT BEA 55 A M R 7 A ) 3 A A AL 5 0o
P, R 208 BOE [RIRS & sl RE A b B 3 A o 1t
TR HE Py b B2 5 AR AR W) 24 A Rl B 22
7% 77 4] (Hui et al., 2013 ; Roura-Pascual et al., 2016;
Latombe et al.,2018),

4 ZEFRIE

USRI C I T 2R Fh A
=T AIBN  TE AR R 2 A2 A2 30
SRR HE SR, BN 24w SR RT
HREEST T —HEAPRY A AAZ DT HATBA , K Hb I 7%
TANRAESZEHR LA EE T . AR
IRIFFEIE 5 A U VR AR A2 R SR AT 48,
SRR KRB, 2G5 E BB
(RAESZI AN, 4 Davis et al.(2011) &K T
“Don’t judge species on their origins” , 7£4= 9] A 245
WHIRE RSP, BRI LLET)
R B FE A B2 . Vilcinskas et al.
(2013) TEWF S AR AT Harmonia axyridis B} 42
T A A R , A S € B A 1 R o
BN T A= e B 5 R AS 0 2R ) 24
PERYFER o TEAEW 2= 3 1 HOR G & e i) 75 5
T NS A G NAR AR G I A
BN S E e A e BT O UNE LY B % N £
ROHFRRE T R RV DL S st AR AR R B3
SUN IS PN e N E Y W N iU Re
AR I D7 T, SRR TR 456 3S Ml HoA |
FRARALIE ATOCAC IR FRALIR FREE AR 2] AR B
1B R B st Biia S HORT-Be  IRE IR
FRAPHE AT REELIA BRI SRR (X 584E,2016) .
HAFE A AR M A 5 R Y IR AL
SFREAIFSE A, Tilman (2004) gt T AR A 93t
TE PR AV BRI St . W I ENE 5T IE 2
H AT RS , JEH R S AR A 2 RV A A1)
456 RS N LR AR IE ST I AR 093 7, 49 4n B i
IR R 1 2 0 SRR R T B ZhAIL 3 b
PESHA AR EhA AL Y (SIR)BIAY S i (1) 2 Y

FNEIS TE A2 S A 2UTT DI %) 5 S AT O 1] . B
2GRN Tk CRERAECE ERYISE, REfE RIS
FHRASRYIF S CEE AR AR, IR
BB AR X SN R YA AR i AT A B S
DA RGIRERAE R RGNS A% ORISR P
R FR , AT S B AP R b o4 1 A 8 BT
7 (Sharov & Liebhold, 1998 ; Hooper et al.,2005) ,

AL X AR T 5k goR T LA A, A
REXTAE ) N AR S 5 T A s o PRI R v, 3
[ 7 K 2% Ben Ashby [+, 8 [E 7 /K K2 Yerim
Lee {1, m AR (247 {1 K% Pietro Landi -1+, 2%
IR A ZE YR AR AR E AR SR 2R =, v
U RIEIAEXN AR B TSR B N R e
Bz KRR, E A K R B e
¥z AR R A, MOl R AR I R
A, T ERRE B AR DU S A A= AT T E
SEH, o ERLE B G A T R R
Rl Be sh Wit 5 B R BH 5 11, v S A e B
“ERe ik i R F R R R
BRI AR T R AR R R R R, T E R
BE PG At AR IR IR 5 Be S0 ZE 11 AR A bR
KRR, DL E R RS 5 T ELER
2 5 A M Tl K 2236525 I3 “Population Ecology
and Biological Invasion Workshop”, J- 2L T 5 5t
WL R . R0 B S L AN W, U2kl
CHE PR 24 G 58 38 A B 55 Sl RIS S JEatgh oK
KW TCFAZ R
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