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Abstract: Spider is one kind of the most spinning silk arthropods. Currently there are 8 kinds of silk glands
discovered, each with different biological functions, which are used for some behavior activities of weaving
nets, predation, escape, dispersal, woven eggs etc. Spider silk is a natural animal protein fiber, the result of
400 million years evolution of the spider, and it is also designed for the survival and reproduction of the spider.
Adaptation and evolution of spider silk make itself have a variety of biological functions. But spider is not the
only spinning arthropod. Besides animal of Arachnids, there are many other arthropods, such as animal of
Insecta and Myriapoda, also have silk glands which can spin one or more kinds of silk protein fiber. Compared
with insect, this paper will summarize the origin and types of spider silk gland, the composition, structure and
varieties of spider silk fiber and their biological functions.
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1 [N AMIFFEBLR

Wik 22 J& — R R AR i 3 FEh R A 4T
4k, BATI0 R B HLARME RE (40 o 3 B pE 3R
P AT 2R RESE ) DA K L /N (T 2 A 4R
G ANGEE7/K S o S SO Bk /I S O R
S AR RS R 2 e NIRRT 4 5 &
LT 4k Br JC 5 L #8L 1%) ( Gosline et al. 1986,
Hinman et al. 2000, Kubik 2002) , WMk 224 B
AIPERE SR 1 T B 2% [ B 2 S 0 24 A 5 3
NATTX Wk 22 (g B 58 R T RE 22 BROS b AYE
Ab, Hg 2 H Y 2 5 A U2 3z i vk 22
AIZE A SIEREZ A A &, DAL HARAT /Y
S5 Ok ) & AF G N AT A B TS oK Y 2 Rk AT 4
(Viney 2004 ) , X E6£F 4k a] 3z b I T AN T %
B LB UL P A N 2H ZURT A% B Y 2 21
TREMRL L BETEE AL A BRIEF R
&5 3, ( Grip 2008, Agnarsson et al. 2009,
Lammel et al. 2010, Brown et al. 2011); /=¥
REIY 22 27 4 2% Ry 95 80 R0 55 25 bR
HH A 5 s A8 2 4 By 47 B R By 5 A
% 4 %5 [ By 451 48 ( Vollrath 2000, Grip 2008 ) ;
e PEBE A 5 % 5 Y O A 22 T 4k R (Mayes
et al. 1998) ; K= ik 55 Ml KAt 25 Gk ( Vollrath
2000, Grip 2008) , Wik 22 E A T & B9 W H i
5t (Buehler 2011), B F W5 W, k22 1
RAHTRA AL A KA AR 4549 P % BE
AWy D RE L8 B A Z AR ((Vollrath 2000,
Gatesy et al. 2001, Tian et al. 2006,
Vasanthavada et al. 2007, Mattina et al. 2008,
Blasingame et al. 2009) , Wk 22 & W~y — Fp Ak
FUET YERERL S5 A PERE 5 T BE Z W] 5% & By R 4
BAXLF 4, ATz Y Mok A B
A5 HOR T B A BULAS R i ik 9 A ik
R 22 2T HEFEAT T REEWESE, A0 £LBE 5wk B PR E
9 ( Latrodectus hesperus ) . 2% #r 10 J& W wk
( Nephila) i el Wk ( Araneus ventricosus) .+ 5
W (A diademetus ) . = 7 4 Wk ( Agiope
trifasciata) , GLFE Wk 22 () 8 1 HE R 454 5 R GA
(Hayashi et al. 2004, Hu et al. 2006) & &%

2H 1% M J7 %1 ( Savage et al. 2008) . 2203 1Y
Fh2 4 Bl ( Gosline et al. 1999) £F [ it — 2% 4%
¥4 B 43— W 1) FUAIL ] (8] SC 4% 2006, Silvers et
al. 2010, Nova et al. 2010) 2 & 1 H 4H 3
(Krishnaji et al. 2011) #@ME N 5 55 W
(Putthanarat et al. 2004, Schiifer et al. 2008) |
WL P fiE ( Blackledge et al. 2009, Keten et al.
2010) . HE (Guess et al. 1998) Wik 215 22 ¥l
J8 (Knight et al. 2000) | Wk 22 25 14 %% 3L A K 4k
%4 A ( Hinman et al. 2000, Rising et al.
2011) {5 i W0 Wk 22 Ko HC B 45 5 T ( Shao et
al. 1999, Zheng et al. 2010, Wei et al. 2011,
Tremblay et al. 2011) . 3T 4 3 d 4 4k I ( Tian
et al. 2006) /N IR IR ( Mattina et al. 2008 ) |7
IR B ( Vasanthavada et al. 2007 ) . Yk ¢
(Blasingame et al. 2009 ) 45 25 H i) ik 22 25 3 T
Y AR A Z BANTHYOCTE , Rl 2 DR AS i) &=
B LT AEAE IR IR 22, B R A R HK &
AR PRIR AR, U R AR 22 2 R L —
e LIS FH ¥ T 008 Bk 22 £ AE b ) (X SE B
G B v TIE SR b T S5 A1 0 45 I AL A AR
Wk T DX At AN 45 ) ok e G 7 A i B 45
T (v € D oK B BSK T AR TR R ) ik
W) 22 i 5 2 SR R R D

] OG- ik 22 i BF 58 20 T 20 HiE 22 90
A, B, AXSHE S, BFR AL T
I K225 U5 e e TR 2 B ik iR g B4
5B R 5y AR R AR IE s B A AR 1 R
RULH , F VP Mk 22 R Wk 22 55 R
B LA K L FH LRl BB 5T o 73 ANRAR RS 4 R T
FE 5B BE AL 5O R AT = K2 I R
DU R 7 D4 g R S5 A S e BT A — 280050
A AT — 86 G T W1k #6422 101 D9 4% 22 1) 8 Ak
TR 2H 1 45 A8 M B DL B i e R 45 O T | F o
(EE 24 55 2000, F gt bk 45 2002, % & 0H 4%
2003, 2005, J&CE 2006, 342003, 2006,
2008, 2010a, b, ¢),

Wik 22 52 — MR IR I S W) 85 47 4, 2Bl
Wk 4 ACAEFEAR SR, B e fF 5
BT BCTE Y, Wk 22 10 3 W 0 AN A W 4 T RE 2B
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W7 OHRR A B 45 4 A0 PE B2 (Hayashi et al.
1998, Opell et al. 2000, 2009, Blackledge et al.
2006, Swanson et al. 2009) . H T gk 2 —4>
JERBIZ R, MEEZ, k), A%
FER A 05 S, B A i A B R B B B A%
fFo P, JCT8 R 45 0 1 1 IR 3 2 AN 445 I 1 1
WA — 2 2 R o fi T 2 Yk 22 2 2 By
IRK Y ZAEPE, RIWR RE 25 1 BAT AN W] 4 i &b
g PERE 5 A W 2 RE T B R 22 SR A, DL AN
) A 16 PRI O T oK o X AP 2 AR 0 1 2 P RE
Y EIIRE, R NATHEAT Wk 22 2T 420 A 254
J1PERE S e Z [0 R R IR AN 5T LA K BA
FE IR VR BE 00T AL 22 2T A b HAY 0 A= B E e 5
AMSRAE TR R s ) o AE AR AT AE
L Y Wk 22 () 25 4 VE R Y R I, 75 L 5 A
Wk 22 g %) ol 2 S YR a2 A N ik 22 21 4 1 b 28 K
HAEY IR . MRS 2 ME— BB YT 22 1935 B3
Y, BRkIEAILIAN, i A HARAR 29 K sh ¥
15 B N Z R W Sh YA HA 22, RS
H—F R LT ALY, RSO LR BAEN
T A5 ohe HUE S Wk 22 iR P BB SRR R, IR 22 7Y
TR0 22 Jig ok AL 2 4 R S5 A 5 AR ) o
Ik

2 R 22 R

(EA k7 ROREA: SN SR IE
NP BAT—Fhal 2 P22 i, REST I — b el
ZRezEAS Y, HATe e Mz 20 4~ H
AR ARt 22, o AT R G 0 R 8
&y HF e B [ U T R R A 2 22 i)
i Y B AR 22 2R 1 £F 4E (Danks 2004) , 40 %
2, ERMH, HEl K2R EEA 8 K. 3
Ji TR I 95 2 B RS HRY AR IR (3L
J) R H R R B PR IR B XL
o H RS A 22 B HUAT AT — b
B T 22 IR AA, AN TR Rh 2R B R 22 iR 2 A5 B
RN ZE S o A7 LE TR Bl B HL 4l BRI R 0 22
AR B, GBS E L CH BB F R dugh
A2 P U 2 IRAR, TR AT — Bl 22 iR
R——H iR . 25 & E i B R AR SRR AR Wb 22, &)

ORI R H R TR R A 22, A BLAT 22 R Y
WY, Mk E 2 M R R 2, R
e —2, BATdE A MA 8 Rl 2R (O 2
g T A R () I R B AT X 8 b 22 i), 45 el e
EERA R S NG VN A N R N N TR TR TN
[T RE R NEA = ININ | RN SR IN NN LS
G, BB T R RRER 22, 2% BAT AN
AR Y%7 P BE (Dicko et al. 2006)  ixX 86 22 Jjit
I RE A2 H [] — 6 284 J 1A 382 AL 17T R 19 ( Vollrath et
al. 2001) , BEATRABMS B, R ENEE
2 Fh BB i 38 A T > ( Shultz 1987)

23t T 2 Witk WA BA R 2
EIMRES) (Craig 1997) o R G KA o0 M A
FEARWY, Wk R B He 22 19 0 W AR S8 TRl IR .
22 IR A IR A R it (R 1), —Fhi2
P B0 Js i A T R Y PN AR 22 B, 5 A — A
TR EAMOR SN 22 i, e ft A KT
B, BRI ARSI e 58 2R A, B A4l 1A B
HUER ] BE HL A S A 22 iR A, R B4 A R
HATRE R A A RA, HERAEOKRE R A%
FTMA 22 (R N AR 22 i o IR TE AN AR 0 s h R AL
A3 9 T R YR ) 22 B

1E 2 B J7 T, X 4% B 15 %k ( Nephila
clavipes ) ¥/ W R ¥/ 56 IR L 7N 28 IR 55 22
HREA — 2 38 T /F ( Candelas et al. 1986,
Rodriguez et al. 1995, Ortiz et al. 2000) , {H#£
220 8 A SRAT R 58 22 57 TH o 22 IR K
HAR SR IF 5T — B2 U BF 5 R 2 —
( Dicko et al. 2004, Hayashi et al. 2004,
Sponner et al. 2005, Hu et al. 2006 ), [& X}
Wik 22 B 5 22 BB A E R B D, O 4
(2006 ) XJ 79 Fh 25 [0 Y e EH WA ok 2 5 10 ) A 4%
B (N, clavata ) FE ik BB H 4 4k (Argiope
amoena ) JEERHEAT T ), TEWI Al A R
16 Fh 22 JR IS AR, S DY Ak 22 iR 2
I BIF 9 H AL 5T 0 1) 22 it fige ) T, DA RE VE A
PR R BN IR 1 % TP 22 i, BIESE R B, MR
BRI E 4 Wk 1) 22 JIR R 25 4 HE B 23 A BEAS AR
oL, A= FHHARIE e SR IE AR K 2 57, H
PRI A ECR WA, X5 ZF & H AR
A A7 T BB X SR DA K
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F1 2nFE£5UEE&EN (7] A Craig 1997)
Table 1 Patterns of silk-producing system and proposed pathway (from Craig 1997)

3 %%E@ﬁ%@f{éﬂm K Jk i Bt . MaSpl | MaSp2 | MiSpl , MiSp2 , ADF-

Ik 22 IR 2 1 it b gy | ADF2 ADF3, ADF-4l?kFlag\ CySEl % TuSpl
WEELS g, B AR U kg CySp2 AcSpl AcSpl-like PySpl (2 2) .

R2 HBKSRBLBR LAXESHLOLEAWTE
Table 2 Types of silk gland, silk fiber and fibroin

BV 94 F Sk Warwicker 1955, 1960, Hayashi et al. 2004, Hu et al. 2006, Tian et al. 2006, Vasanthavada et al. 2007,
Mattina et al. 2008, Choresh et al. 2009,

This table reviewed from references of Warwicker 1955, 1960, Hayashi et al. 2004, Hu et al. 2006, Tian et al. 2006,
Vasanthavada et al. 2007, Mattina et al. 2008, Choresh et al. 2009.
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RS B AE K TTHEHES Y 1 Tz Y
ST R AL, (H — RS K T Y 22 R G W
(Craig 1997) , AR ZE (5 19 A1k 4 28 7 11 ) 1
Wk T (8 AN [ B AR B PTG Ok
ANt IR S5 A G5 M Wl E AR K 2%
S (Vollrath 1992) (& 1), BHH, AIHE S M
WK P18 ] — e A i - 0 ) WA 2200 B 1 Y 2
MRANER S BEA — BN LR, KR FER
TR B R ER R,

A [5) Al 28 e [] 258 i 0 ] o 258 i o A ()
JERAA 3 0 B 2200 B VB R TR A A AE 22 57, B

A [R] 2T /N Y R (an H R RN
WRR) W& EFE (B 2), RS k2
45 DY E B o SR 10 8 Wik 220 B Y
X R BRIk 59. 6% , S AT 441
i 4% AH L AR AR, R 22 0 B AR
207 MEAER S EA G H SR 90% , B
I3 H &R (42% ) N R R (25% ) 4 A TR
(10% ) S @R (4% ) K AR (4% ) | g TR
(3% ) 225 (3% ) 5%, e 22 R ik
BAEBRM ST EBAN 27% EH (EHE %
1994 ) M7 AWK 22 .0 25 1 ) A e 0 e 2 R 1R 5

E1 SBEGHTHENREREARSEREM (Vollrath et al. 2001)

Fig.1 The seven specialized glands and their different amino acid compositions of

a typical araneid orb weaver ( Vollrath et al. 2001)
TR R AR /N AR R R A DR R AR SRR HEIR B RER A BOIR R R A R B A R D R A R
(%), BEAAR A BN, AR HER NER 28R AR EE R KRLE R HER AR AR

TR S AR (R VAR RN AR AR

Seven glands: Major ampullate, minor ampullate, aciniform, cylindriform, flageliform, pyriform and aggregate. y-

coordinate; amino acid compositions (% ) , x-coordinate; types of amino acid (Gly, Ala, Ser, Pro, Leu, Asp, Glu, Thr,

Tyr, Val, Ileu, Lys, His, Phe, Arg).
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B2 +FE%7MBREHNHESBRIREER
B 5 &= (Andersen 1970)
Fig. 2 Silk glands of Araneus diadematus differ
in their amino acid compositions
( Andersen 1970)

Minor ampullate. /N R Bf ; Major ampullate. g iR i
Flagelliform. ¥4k Bt ; Tubuliform. 45K ; Aciniform. 4
ZARNE 3 Aggregate. FEA IR Piriform. FURNRE, K€K
H&RR, HONHER,

The sum of the percentages of glycine ( gray rectangle) and
alanine ( white rectangle) within a gland type are indicated

to the right of each bar.

B4R 30% ~50% (¥ F4 2010c), & T4
22, Wk 22,0 8 R PR PR B IR 70 R AR
W2 AR L B IR IR RIR 5 P 2 R 7> i)
NIRRT AR . Wk R AR
B, 4 FRIER Wiy, a2 mIEN
PRk A TR, L RE b %) e FR R 3 - [
EE A 1 RNk, filf 22 27 2 HLAT 509 1) D 4 i
J3 5 T =R A R T 0 R R LT BB
R PR BEAR G54, 2T 4 Y s B . b
AT DL, B R R 1) 22 /0 R S i Wk 22 £ 1
) A5 5 ) 2E PERE (G F-45 2010a) .
WAk, (A — 4R A2 th e R AR 97 Hh A A% O
24 2 A 5 55 53 WA W) T8 WA /N VB ) S 4 A
P22 AN [F) Foft S W A 2 /) YRS TE SRR TE AT 2
(K 3, Opell et al. 2009) , XFH/NKTESH
5 mol/L i ik BV B, X 4B I 5T 5 41 22 1Y
BIERAR, SHEBFARKLR, e
1B AT A SOK R, I y-E S O TR
AT B L B B AR £ i R ( Vollrath et al.
1990) . fHve B2 A9 3 o AT ~F B 2 2 (20% ) | B
W (2% ) 22 A TR (2% ) GEIREN (7% ) FIE
WK (8% ), F34b, AT IR B RO WEIR — &4

fis iR 0. H & R DL K BE A R Y R D R
(Vollrath et al. 1990) . & %5 Fl -2 3 T R
RBBER, ERRWENKIEBEER, @5
ORI BT E E A BAE R . XA L
R A WA 810 BT 1 [8) I A 45 0 2 8 35 7 1Y
g, KL% A A T W0 A RORAS E ,
HENMNARKABEMAEYIER, 2
H B YR M RS, RRISRY .

4 Wk 22 9 R W) D RE

WAL IR 22 S — b il 22 IR h RS I 22 385 1 28
SEYE Y5 AR AR Sh W) & A £ 4E (Kerkam
et al. 1991, Vollrath et al. 1999, Knight et al.
2000) WK AT S5 AR A OXORE =R AR
YA, LT B AT B HRAT 45 1 Rk o XF T
S5 M Rk T, MADOR R TH, Al
A B A R B TR AR B, oA s
# BB S A A WO A, 25 Rl TR Y 9 2
H AN 5] B Bk 22 4 1 o XoF 1 S 235 ) 25 0 ek T
T8RS 5 s AP AT SR B AT Z2 R AN [R) Zh g 22
SRR AT, kIR AT 8 Rb A, E W RE S T
Z PRI R 22, AN TR] 1 B A 7= A A T ol 2 114
22, PInGE kAT 7 AR, BETE T 28K W) A IR
ez, % BAAFKAEY (R, K4),

BAREB BB R EZ M2 ER, HREDH
Yo 7 e — R H . WK AE ™ 4 8 Rz 2
Ak, R, Wk R 22 2 4 1 D) e el ]
IRILAHFHPL(FR 3) o WK R4S 5 Ay A K HoAt —
S B H R AR 2 T 22 B T R AL A R
(Danks 2004, £ % 2004) , A2 EATH4
Yoz O Re AN Ta], B iy R &l B R R
B A R R e R AR U B g B B S A £
JZ (Danks 2004 ) , T 1k Y O 48 S — i 28 AOR
KIR 22 L7 A 3L 35 SR SR, g O B sl ko
TE — A FH O G E B O B DLk SR IR iR R B
ARS8 e o i v 2 1) 3 B 45 R0 TR R U B Y Y
Wi, O R R — A AR R T, H BB
IINE Hy Bp 42 (i #) (4 WJE 1984, Austin
1985, Hieber 1985, 1992, #7 B JH 1993, ¥
45 2008)
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B3 6 kb 2/ i% A (Opell et al. 2009)
Fig.3 Morphologies of viscous capture threads of some of the species
(Opell et al. 2009)
Cyclosa turbinate. L8 ; Argiope trifasciata. =i 42k ; Argiope aurantia. 43k ; HA R E MM G R,

4 TFEBLEFERLAHERTESINEE (Dicko et al. 2006)
Fig.4 The silk glands, threads and its biological functions of Araneus diadematus
(Dicko et al. 2006)
Flagelliform gland. #PIR % ; Aggregate gland. 44 I ; Cylindriform gland. #:{RJE ; Minor ampullate gland. /NaEIR I ;
Major ampullate gland. KAFAIRMF ;5 Aciniform gland. % IR AR ; Pyriform gland. FUIR MR ; Auxiliary spiral. % Bl 12 ;
Dragline. i 4 ; Structural silk. & 412% ; Silk for swathing prey. JHZ5 55422 ; Core fibers of capture spiral. 2 e 2%
#0225 Tough outer silk of egg sack. ") ¥ P 4% 4p 22 22 ; Aqueous coating. 7K ¥ 7 3£ 4 ; Cement for joints and
attachment. 3§ F1HE BOHGZE5H 5 Soft inner silk of egg sack. ZZFIYIILENIZ 24,

R E — DR ETG, R EL, &2
2013 4F 6 A geit, A mskc s ma
44 032 Ffr, 4»sRF 112 AR 3905 8, Wit —
TR a0 KBHA - Bk bk B} ( Salticidae, 592 J&5 615
Ff) LKAl ( Linyphiidae, 589 J& 4 461 Ff) [

WAl (Araneidae, 169 J& 3 030 F) I8 Wk &l
120 J& 2 396 F ). Bk bk B}
( Theridiidae, 121 J& 2 356 Fh ). % wk &}
( Thomisidae, 174 J& 2153 # ). ¥ JE Wk
Bl ( Gnaphosidae , 121 J& 2 147 F ) | I =} Wk B}

( Lycosidae,
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®3 BERS R B2 A E TR L B % 6] (Craig 1997)
Table 3 A comparisons of the functions of spider silk fibers and insect silk fibers ( Craig 1997)

(Agelenidae, 68 J& 1 156 Fp) . & R #k Bk
( Pholcidae, 90 J& 1 340 H#¢ ). B % ok B}
( Sparassidae, 84 J& 1 132 #p) . [& 5 Wk B
(Corinnidae, 91 J& 1083 f) ., 4§ Coddington %
(1991) 5, BRAETH A [T fiv 24 1 Bk AL o5 4>
HRBI A 20% , R 4x BRI K T A7 170 0007
Horbr, PURR (JUHZ S ) FH A A ik X2 AF
FEARIRIE R o B AR Mk X R Cac iR ] g
1 80% , FivhE Al e R 60% ~T70% , WK FI|IL
AIREN 20% o HiAth M X, JUHERL T L9 Ak
U0 V- 36 s DX ) W ik DX R i 2 b R Y
WEFEFEH, 33X 26 My DAY /Y B 4 R o3 #8 J2
Fift o & Tt A Y 2R F R B b SR RIAR A A
PRSI, pg AU 2 PG I A R AN
e, HIRFRME I, 228 T 5 0wk v I3
MEFhZ M, HEAJE fiKZ ., #= 2011
£7 0 30 Hrygeit, 1 ECMA Wk 67 F
674 J& 3 714 i, Hrh 3 DNEEAJE 48 R AT b
(x5 2011)

S0 T2 4 ACAE R HEAL , Wk BB AR 4 b 35
P& MRS TG, WAz, A&
RE B A 1 B DAL R e A 0 ) i A
WE, PR Y E e X N A rh B R
72 1 2B E A9 75 AT ZRAR B FE 18 1 DK
R HARRE W2 Wk i) 552 . AR AAE R

JUAS/INI N 2852 5 30°C 1 70% 1Y AH % I8
254k ( Vollrath et al. 1999) . i T Wk B8 &
LA Al AR AR K B A A R BE A, TR, TE W
ik — A 2 P2 ] (TT R S 4 I 170 W ek i
AN 25 T ) Wk ) B ) vk 22 £ A H A IR RG22
FEPE, WESEC R BT, Mk 22 70 & FE R 40 A 2R
P02 254G LA BB R AR W A 252 Tl RE
H8 R B £ K4 (Foelix 1996, Casem et al.
1999, Madsen et al. 1999, Gosline et al. 1999,
Vollrath 2000, X% 2003, Hu et al. 2006),
RV a5 ek BB 77 Hh LA AR A A PERE S AR
PR R IR 22 2 4E, LUIE A [ A= 3 R 0
Ko NI, R 22 C R — TSR OR 25 A
PERE S5 DI RE Z 0] G & R AF AR 27 4k

5 WHBRZZ S5 . e RE S AR SR

P

AR — B[] Pk, AT — B0k o W ik 22
e 22 4 2 2 11 5T b A R A 2 1 B AR T
B & A W ( Gosline et al. 1984, Vollrath
1992, Hinman et al. 1994) , {H3X W0 & F 2 gk
e o WIICRE, Wik 22 F1 fx 22 60 & K B Tl &F
22 F1 A 73 WL 45 #4) ( Mahoney et al. 1994,
Putthanarat et al. 1996, Vollrath et al. 1996,
Frische et al. 1998, Miller et al. 1999, Robson
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1999) o X Ik 46 4% 22 25 11 cDNA F1 & P A
Frae ], Wik 22 38 o> T uE Th 2R E 2 2 K F
IR, ZRKFS15r 4 25: (1) (GPGXX),/
(GPGQQ),: (2) A/(GA),; (3) (GGX),:
(4) £ & )% %) (Hinman et al. 2000) ,

K MLLAMG3E (Dong et al. 1991) (HLLF X
iR 9F (Bram et al. 1997, Riekel et al.
1999, Valluzzi et al. 2004) $7 2 5% ( Shao et
al. 1999 | Sirichaisit et al. 2000 ) . #% ff 3 ¥ 45
W5 F Bt ( Simmons et al. 1994, Eles et al.
2004 ) X 1ok 4 2% 22 — 90 25 1 1 R 1 BSR4 A
K], Wk 22 MRS RIS T RED,
TG AHAESS A S A T A, B
(GA), 2 IR Jk Fy # il i T 22 2T 4 K Bl 7 10)
HES B 547 B-Hr S A s IR 231 18] AH E. LA
AL, RN ST RN R RS,
oy FEAEHI ARG, T 1 Ak 22 LAy 5 5
R AR S A i TC E R 45 R RN B AL
(Frische et al. 1998) ¥ hY,, B-$hrB K EZ A &
SH A MM (GGX), 3 ( GPGXX ), ik
(GPGQQ), MFFHIM T B MK, (GOX), 4
FPRl BB W 3, MR € 45 #, i (GPGXX), B
(GPGQQ) , FEFFIE L B 5% iy i 5 1k MR e 45
¥y ( Hayashi et al. 1999, van Beek et al.
1999) , X SL45 MK T 1 WA Wk 22 R4 Y 4E R 1
AR Hy T Wk 22 2 Oy R ) AR A S AR R
A, BRI R A R S5 A PR RE 2 5 E R AR
I Ee % Y AH % 1 ( Vollrath 1992, 2000)

Wik 22 R B S5 R Ak e 5 AR W eE D fig
DA K i ke R A7 5L 19 2 25 PR B8 85 DI AH OC (Opell et
al. 2000, 2009, Eberhard 2001, Hawthorn et al.
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