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EFFECTS OF FLORAL LONGEVITY ON MALE AND FEMALE FITNESS IN
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Abstract Aims  Floral longevity is assumed to reflect a balance between the benefit of increased
pollination success and the cost of flower maintenance. Hedychium is the only large genus distributed
from the tropics to high elevations in the Zingiberaceae. Members of this genus vary greatly in floral
longevity. The floral longevity of H. villosum var. villosum is 5 days, which is much longer than other
sympatric gingers. Our objective was to assess the effects of floral longevity on male and female fitness
of H. villosum var. villosum through manipulated experiments.

Methods We reduced the functional floral longevity for female function by clipping stigmas and
measured the fruit-set of different treatments to test whether long flowering duration increased female
fitness. We compared the pollen grain number of flowers in different stages to determine if long floral
longevity benefited pollen dispersal.

Important findings Fruit-set increased with increased female functional duration. Flowers with func-
tional floral longevity of 1 day had only 1.85% + 1.59% fruit-set, which was significantly lower than
20.96% + 4.13% fruit-set of control flowers with natural longevity. Mean pollen grain number was
similar in unopened flowers and flowers 1 day after anthesis, but less in flowers 2, 3 and 4 days after
anthesis. These results indicate that long floral longevity is advantageous to both female and male fit-
ness in H. villosum var. villosum. Long floral longevity may contribute to exploring new habitats and
spreading toward high elevation areas from tropical areas in the Zingiberaceae.
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PE W7 R SR 4% 7, AEAR DL R I v
FERAR bt . A AER LA Y it 2 A i PSR A
i RN TR B A H M —— A8 B 2,
AT e o SR M Sl 22 B P U L i VR
i, U G F A e MERE T B TR, —E

2003; 5K KB, 2004). HH4) 2 R 46 Hy R AT 2% A% 3t
FEAR KRR B IR 1A% M0 2 () b SR R A 0] A%
O EAT IR, AEER AR S AR AT AR
K LR AR ) 3 A U 0% 3R (R K 56 A A 4k
1994) . A& HFAE T 20 A AN =k, B4R BTt
(Floral design)#14¢ & 7 (Floral display), {1l A&
FRACI G5 R BUtE . ARG Vs 46 5 S 1L 11 T
(6 B NILE by 45 ) 55 DT A B AR R AR, T A6 R 7R 2 4R
AEAE B — I 20 FF 7800 £ = AR e e B HES 7
X, W FAE AL AR AR K BRI B AR
(Barrett, 1998; % X{ 4= FEE A 4f, 2000). + LA
K, AR AW 2 A LN SR R AR (9T T
YER Z A e eyt 71, JUIL AR A 1R 238 1 1)
T E SR, FGS A i s R A0 A 25 22 B AR R
/b(Schoen & Dubuc, 1990; Fishbein & Venable,
1996; 5K K55, 2004). At 7 G4 48 o % |
1.7 i FUAE e AR A6 7 N 1 205 8] HE 20 45 J LA 7 1T
W2, ARAR DA AR e AT R AT 4 1) 25 A W 5T
(7K K53, 2004).

W 7KW () 4% 75 i (Floral  longevity) 35 16 £
FF T IBOR L Dy RE 0 I TR o AN TR R 0 (1) 4 75 i
H A W& K 2 5 (Primack, 1985; Ashman &
Schoen, 1994). A7 [ FE 4 46 77 fim 18 F0H) (T — 48
= RHEY), AR R — L2 RAEY), A
TR R 25 5, Ashman#liSchoenZ JE i 7 — 4
MRS E N SR PR B, YN Y I AE 75 i 2
FHOME R A 1 9 R A 45 A6 T TR AR 9k 2 T]
MR ~F- 17 oK v 5€ 1Y) (Ashman & Schoen, 1994; Schoen
& Ashman, 1995), A2 ¥, 1£74F A B A E
SR S, HYEFR LTI AR D AR A
i B R ) S AT AR A, TR IS e TR T80 e 2 R
. AshmanfISchoen (1994)H 4 ix AN 4 1l 1
LUMFE Y A6 75 i, R IR e AT S B L 42 1R Ak
A R IR A DG . fEAR R AR B S

XF T B R AT Koy 1 T A6 B R AR SHL R, AR 2 WF 5T
OV Tk 1Y I A R (R RS ok W AR Ry
(Bell, 1985; Caruso, 2000)F1 18 i3 44 358 14 %4
PE. K5 vk (Campbell et al., 1996) () 4% FBRHE, %
A 75 i A5 DR UE AT C G Dy B i s P P 35 T2 77 1 T
&I AE AR D . — 28Iy, KA 77
T A A Gk Z A% Ky 2 BAT By 2 AN T AE RIS &L T AR
A T 1) — A E22 [K] 2 (Primack, 1985; Ashman
& Schoen, 1994; Khadari et al., 1995), 5¢ T &1l
T AR 22 B 50 SCRF WL AL, A g dR b X
R, A E D> ATEE, H Rk X
0 R P H AT B 1 A 77 i (Arroyo et al., 1981;
Stratton, 1989; Bingham & Orthner, 1998) . Rathcke
(2003) %} # B AL BHAE A 1L H #E(Kalmia latifolia) (1)
WFFTIN R, LA IR A6 3 dim i 3 o 5 % B 2 10 5
r MV TE DR B K — AN LB

KIILR—H A, LERHE A H I E R
FEY)—FE, A #8/>T1 d (Endress, 1994;
Kubitzki, 1998). i1, 2J&(Zingiber)—LEFi (1)
HEAE AR TR TR, AXRE 22 # /s I (Holttum,  1950);
1 22 J& (Alpinia) B Fh 28, 6 AE 5 R IT I, 65 W 94
W, 21714612 h (Li et al., 2001); Sakai (2000)7E %}
L RELLIE A5 AE 4 1 2 58 49 Ak 1 0 = F 5T b K
W, XEELRHEY) — BRI, D Eh IR
EAE24 hpy P35 . X K i 8L 22 35 (Curcumorpha
longiflora) () M ¢ K B, HHRAT2 dif4E % fr, X
W2 AR IE AL 77 A KT 1 di 2 RHE ), K-
LML 2 df 4677 i R 5L I HE 1 2 #4(Gao et al.,
2004).,

Z:A6 & (Hedychium) 2 £ RBHT— AN K&, 4150
AR, R A B B v I AR M DX ) A )
ME—— Mg, HBERES R OR . JRATIX 2 4E m — 18
T2 BRI R, HAR A dr K T
d, H&AMIE. 202246 (H. coccineum)fe 1766 H
28H, feFm N2 d; FMEAL(H. forrestii){t 1]
EOHFIL0H, e/ 43 d; MmEIEILH. villo-
sum) 24 A8l g AR Fil = 22 {6 (H. villosum var.
villosum)F1/NEZZ{E(H. villosum var. tenuiflorum),
HAEWIE2 H 23], A7 dr A5 d, 1M #H LW
EI0H 2111 H, f5drha do A4 Zqe 8
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ffe s dn b IL e ZAMEY KA 2 7 KL%
iy X A PC Sl T A P AT £ EAT AT SE M 2 AE A
L) I ARG Ji g i AR M X B L R R, AE T i
BRI AR ? AWETE LA 2k S AL A
i, Tk N TR RS, W78 LB A A A7 i h)
ME M R R TR, K IR A A i 13 Y
SR S

1 #RFAAZE

11 MRS R G 5

AT B 2 AL AR MR R, oG 2R
B AEROARR Y, AT TECE A R RIE
PCRR 2L, i B 2208 sl A bk = 1~2 m, T
AR RECIR TG Pt 22 A 1 g e IR 3R A /N A6 e 4
BN NIEFPAT2~355 48, WKIRTFF IR BZ=AE AL
JTRZ A AT T AR X, AR TR R . T
PR AR AT A0 AT . B AE AR TN A 54 H AT
SRR, M5 Wb W B R B AT AR Ry, AR R
FEAEAE ™ E Ak B (R =, 2008)

WFTH A5k 2w 48 PG RUR 4 M ST Bl R &
[ — S FGT LRI AR(21°27 7 N 100°25" E, ¥
#1500 m), FEEHRD N = B AEAR
(Parachmeria yunnanensis). z m #£ £ (Gymnanthes
remota). /J\ &5 HL % %< 85 (Mastixia euonymoides)-.
K ¥4 (Phoeba megacalyx) %5 (R #2455, 2004). £ %
e )5 AR M e X LR B AR AR i RITR R b, T
IR BE S AT — SONE T 484, ASHIEFT T A7 45428
5 R A — BREIMR R E 1124 B 2278 AR FhAS
P EIEAT I o SEUEARAAE T o FEURE 27 Bt V5 XU 4
Pl M Py e Ar AE A (HITBC).
1.2 Afedgdn e MO, 16k i ) Mkt Sk vy =z
P s

AT LB LA AR T 46 75 o WAL 6 42
7T, AN 46 25 5Ok B 3 46 0 58 42 25 35 X B
(] o o 64N HE A b BEHILIE 5 1) 28 2% 41 MEAT 1875 i 1)
ML, Te7E N HEAThRIG, e8I T 46 e I I g R 1
hWLEELIR, FE M58 4 F1 T I #ok Ja, 114 %8:00.
12:00F118:008E 4T WL 52, 16 IT 4 25 25 ) [ KE 45
1 hALEELIR, BF O SV 4010 A8 TR FPR A I
B AR mEh . kR AR BT
0 U F by A1 25 B A By 0 6 75 i A5 AT SR, X S
AN 1) 25 2 A A0 T IRUG S REEAT S A6 428 T 25 B e
¥y, ARG EAT [RIRE (A7 dr WL 4%

FEACTE AT P, 53 59 AGE I AS [ B 3148 (90 46 0 3
PERUKE K AT 520 o e i A SR MTTIL
(Rodriguez-Riano & Dafni, 2000), 43 %I7r12:0041
18:00Fifi A1 2K 4 Ab T AN 1R 3 (R A6 B, 39481 BT
WP B, N WMTTHW, 70RA, KT
Je BN 1§ 0.5 % PU G £ 0 R (MTT) %
W, R NSRS AR kLR R
TR R A H, feW bLAR S W B0 A VG P, &
AR M (O TE NG, BRI 125518, K E
3K FELWTZ RN N T RN E2 hi
ASr AT Sk b A6 Ky w4 R A B, 43 0l 41 12:00 8118:00
BEMLIZ RS 1225 LT B4 1AL, 2 hjE R, 4k
FESL B HIFAA (FEE  UKEGRR : 70%I1 &1 K
5:5:90 (V/V))[HliE THrEH, 24 hfEH#3170%H)
WiKG b, B S e NUKFEORAE « RS L% S
Dafni (1992) 75 %, #4776 K 25718 mol- L™ i
SAAN AR T A12 h, FEROKEEL h,
0.1% 4 % W 1110.1 mol Lt 2R v i de 144 h, H
B R AT R, 70980 AR T R AT 35 B b
W52 B A6 K i K RAER B AR KA Bl AR BT K
DU B AT Sk PT SZ MR, TG AR K 1T A T 2R BH A Sk AT
Mk ZE, LAWK AR EORAG I A Sk T 52 1
1.3 #HERK
1.3.1  F6 75w 0 MEPE & 4 FE (1) 5%

AR B Y B A Sk BT
TR, AEAC ATy Ol N TBY B B A A Sk
SR A T4 24 L M S B 1 s ) N Oy b 0 A %5 1)
WA, LU A T3] A 3846 2% R 6F A 2 (1 &5 512 % ok
PRI B 22 A0 5K AR T3 iy o) &5 SI2 % (Ml 1 35 75 15) 19
M. 20064952 H22H =3 H6H, X124 BEEA
b Bl P L BRI 504 16 7 EAT T BLR 5N b
FEANKE BRSO 104N 48 7. D)JF eI dBY 24 3k,
i e Th RE 46 4 24 h; 2)FF AR )E2 dBY 2543k,
o MfE T T e 46 4 A 48 h; 3)FFAEJE3 dBY XAk
{FMETE S R4 T2 h; 4)FFAE)E4 dBY 2543k,
{f M ) BE 45 4 9 96 hy BT I ARG AN BT (] Ak
BROREPE ) e 0 I 1a) R A6 77 4 (120 h). BBk, A
T IR BY 2 AT Sk A 26 AR I e B A B Bk
X IE IR ER RO Rl 7 AR KOk B G o, AT T
DLR B0 s 56 %3416 )7 3L 85 2 {6 78 IT 4k )5 ik
AT A2 M, 1 dja AR EY ek, B4R
A ol ) T A% I 18] £ 76 18:00, B 25 KT Sk 1 £ 41 %68
FEAH N R $ 11 18:00 £ 22 A7 AT, LA T A Ak B
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LA G (AH2H) G h g5,

DA L5 Ak PR 25 SE AR REAT 2 N BT A AR
Z ¥k 5 (Kruskal Wallis” nonparametric test, SPSS
ver. 13.0), HLASAFEA Z 1) 1) 22 e B 35 o [R] I,
oF Ak B 1) T A B 5) JE AT 24N S A A Al 2 B0 5
(Friedman’s nonparametric t test, SPSS ver. 13.0),
T AREAT K2R A (R EE L, 2 R A XK
ZHEEREYINACAF A oL d, AL B L) IR 1 FME
PETHRERI I TR R 1 d, RO B HEAT L%
1.3.2 e i b e 5 88 )5 T

A 56 30 3 A 36 B 22 4K 5 AR Bh AE AR A i
Ay 1) A H R A B A T A IR TR] F S T 19
KAl WA 7 i o BEVE S S FE IR . K A
A R T AR (R, AT A M I S B AT DL 3R
o BEHLARIC1202: 4k, fETTAEIG K124, 48, 7241
96 h, 73R AM3021E, LR HIFAA
WO E T4, B S A8 9 5 = F I Bk v o
fzDafni (1992) ) 77 V£ ) 46 24 HL 38 42 1K) 46 K WEAT
T, TRV 55 40 25 302 A T I AL I 4K 1
JIT AR 2% 4146 B A T JCAE 1R A6 K 203k AT F A
#7223 M (One-way ANOVA, SPSS ver. 13.0),
EU A 45 A1 B8R 2 T ) 22 Sk

2 MRER

2.1 BEACTVRMIACTT G A8 IE Ak Sk )
Z

MG S R, B LA AR 48 75 6 5
d, fEFFAE SR B, 4678 NNERFE i, I
AW R, 6 IT aa A IF, AEAERIAE 22 A
Wi, d e i AR e 2 Ah, BN R O b T
FIFARAS, A58 4 FF U [A] £ 76 18:00~20:00, [H]
I A8 25 T 4R 0ky, e N2 TP HOIR S . WEE Kk
B AR SR P AN A AT MR e o I % . AR
AIFFEE TS d, fEIFAE RSB R B e T 4G AR
. FE, 218:004 47, BACEE, 45k
FFf . HULE RPN RS, AT TR A
PR, feddn A e, vik6 d. [FRIE, %)
5 AR 25 2 8 AE T 80U 37 R HEAT S e 50 A e B
Te K (11675 o WL SE 8 B, 4320 F0 22 BRAEH 0 B 2%
A6 )5 AR (1) 46 75 i e A 5% o

TEBZAR RIS diffe A N, e # 2
B s, RN ET3 d BN AR I AE AT
IAEAT ¥I7E90% LA b, Ji5 2K 14 46 18 46 K i 1 s
A NBEGERL; BIL) o ik Sk 7EHEA A 77 Ay B O RE
1009% ) W] 32 1 (K1)

Rl EZXZRERTMAENBEREHIELE

Table 1  Pollen viability of Hedychium villosum var. villosum at different flowering stages

R B (1) 8 28 75 iy S35 LI 3 A 4 e EIEleA | K4 4
Floral longevity (h) Pollen viability (mean + SD) (%) Range (%) n
18 96.47+18.52 94~99 12
24 96.22+3.74 89~100 12
42 92.63+6.28 74~98 12
48 94.21422.12 92~98 12
66 91.68+6.67 76~97 12
72 84.57+8.79 69~96 12
90 82.61+5.99 70~89 12
96 78.33+14.15 53~90 12
114 88.07+4.13 82~91 12

2.2 AeAF A on BEPEIE A B 1) 5

TEM ks b, A M G 1 dBY A Sk I
W45 5 % 5 92.59% (n=3, 85251¢), M [H I IT J [
N TR AT M I 4552 %2 91.58% + 1.51% (n=23) 4]
(L2, 2008), oA T BY BR AT Sk OF A2
X A M IR A R A T BN I 0 (1) JUR R A b1 11
KR E 1 A

TE T AAN B BRAT Sk I b B, 45 S A B e 2k
W Ly BE I T ) S T 3G, (R AL 53 J
GESIR(H2), SAMEH G SR A B E R
(Kruskal Wallis’ nonparametric test, p=0.006 <
0.05). X 4b 1) F1 Ak FES)HE4T 2N Sl 37 AFEA IR B 8
Lo g R W F el d)E 8RR A Sk I 45 50 % 8
FAK T A Sk 45 52 K (Friedman’s  nonparametric
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t-test, p=0.003<<0.05),
2.3 {edF im0 HEVE IE A R ) 52

B A R R S T R T R R S
4 786.87+292.21 (7 {7 [F] A 2 800~8 234, n=30).
TEFFAEL dJE AR 1 e te ki oh 4 624.27+
257.50(Z2 1k Ju il 41 834~7 550, n=30), ATy
AR BN A W =R, T G2, 3F14 d)5,

Tl 4% (1) 1 359 B 0 AR A HU 0 A 42 25 /0 T S 3 s fk
1641 %(One-way ANOVA on pollen grains, Fy 145 =
25.87, p<<0.001; [¥l2), 43’42 434.80+2 587.08
(A2 1k Ju Bl 4 884~5 634, n=30), 2 767.50+188.58
(A2 1k 5 il 24 750~5 100, n=30)f12 314.80+217.37
(AL VE I 4617~4 417, n=30).

R2 EEUARTHEREXILEEHELTNNBOHELER(THEHRERE)
Table 2 Fruit sets of Hedychium villosum var. villosum flowers with reduced functional longevities created by clipping
stigmas and with natural floral longevity (means + SE)

Qb P A 75 i (L ME P Ty fie 1 I (1)) FEA 5 ghs A
Treatments Floral longevity n Fruit set (%)
1) 16J5 1K %43k Reduced longevity to 24 h 10 (305) 1.85+1.59
2) 16 )5 2K %43k Reduced longevity to 48 h 10 (289) 3.69+1.43
3) 1€ )5 3K %413k Reduced longevity to 72 h 10 (216) 7.69+2.79
4) 16 )54 %43k Reduced longevity to 96 h 10 (209) 10.90+4.14
5) IE# %#r Natural longevity, 120 h 10 (378) 20.96+4.13
Fruit set = (fruit/flowers) X 100% n: {£J74% No. of inflorescences ({£2<%% No. of flowers)
o 110% p —— K% YE Pollen viability
g omes KESLAT SR Stigma receptivity 6000
g‘; 100% I I T e é o
EE2 T 5000 I a
AN ) t
& 2 5 4000
o S 8% g = \
{1 =1
b = =2 3000 b 3 b
Mg v & £ { {
= # g 2000
o ]
= 60% £
% 1000
g
= n " " L L L J
0 1 2 3 4 5 6

#3K Third day 12:00
3K Third day 18:00

2K Second day 12:00
2K Second day 18:00
4R Fourth day 12:00
#4K Fourth day 18:00
5K Fifth day 12:00
@5k Fifth day 18:00
6K Sixth day 12:00

HUPEI ) Sampling time

K1 B2 A8 A Ml ) A6k 3 M AR Sk mT 52
Fig. 1 Pollen viability and stigma receptivity of Hedy-
chium villosum var. villosum

3 W it

HT A 1 P 0 2 AE DRR (8RR 112
B LA AR AT R, AN AL PR A
Al A8 A, TR, AT R I KB —
B, B oA HAT S A (0w A0 2 Uy i (B2,
WAL U, A7 i ] BE 2 52 W16 2% 45 SEMTE A i

{E#4# 1 Floral longevity

K2 BZAEIRAR P I AL A R RBUR 136 42 A6k 2
Fig. 2 Residual pollen grains of Hedychium villosum var.
villosum with different flowering times

1: KFFMFE Flower buds 2: F{E1KIM4E Flowers
1 day after anthesis 3. FF{L2 K11t Flowers 2 days after
anthesis  4: JF{£3 K1t Flowers 3 days after anthesis
5. JF{£4K 4t Flowers 4 days after anthesis % %4k I
LRI ERF I CEA)ESING S Wi ari g T iR & S BT 5
T Z 74l Statistically homogeneous grouping based on
a one-way analysis of variance are indicated by the same
letter (a or b) above the bars

AR — PR 3R o AEAANBYBRAE SR AR B, s
B A 21 L ) R I TR) Y S T 38 0 (6 2) . 7R )R
WK EBZRRABMM ARG LEN
18.59%:+2.29%, A7 114 ™5 1) 46 Hr B (AL =,
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2008), Xf e 4k B &5 S % 0 20.96%+4.13%, 1M
FEARL dJE B BR AT Sk 1 45 92 %A 1.85%+1.59%,
A A AT 0T IR 45 S e (e 2) . IX MBS LR T
B LA R TR A R A6 77 1y 8 0 2 AL Ry 1) R
Dy g SR, HAKIRS diffe 75 i A AT 1 S
A BEIP 4 o A0 0] I X B 1R 5 W T, T AR
d 5 ) 42 19 P 38 40 K BOR R P I e R Bk o e 3
ZESe, MIFALSE2. 3F14 dJE F8) 43 (17 546 8 2]
W 2 DT RS Be e B (K2), B BEA 1673 fi 1)
ahn, ek i E AR W NN, B R AR
K5 dIf) A6 A3 i [A) ISt A R T G e P 3 5 ) 4
I o

126 224 5 AR o ] 455 40 A 1) 22 R 4 A AR
Z, wnh 2. s (Amomum) 12 & 1) L
K, RLELRHEY T > T1d. hZ @
Y— e 73 e 12 hicds, W= ITIR, 455 M 0 i,
LR (0 78 FE 4 il M (Flexistyly) ML A 5 25t
bR A HE . HEDRE O TH (LI et al., 2001;
TR RIZEER %, 2002); 5 JE YA L2 8 Y
W R ARACL, - SE R 2R A B R AT A6 AT A il ML
(Ren et al., 2007); 2 J& #54 WIAX A /N i) 1R 46 75
i (Holttum,1950), *I 22 J& 4 #) Zingiber chrysan-
thum L% i IR, HeAEAE b7 IR0 78 Ja 5t 0
T, A BN AR AR, R AR R A A, HoR
O 1R 247 08 B 8 4 1) 1 A ol A R R A Sk R
R M TR AR X 8 e Kb iEl
PR AT e 1 10 48 92 3 (BT 2, 2008) . i ¥ B A6 25
(Globba lancangensis) 4 i 4> [F] Bk FE Y, HELE (7%
Zfw h10 h/cds, PITEAE4e A4 v A 24~27 h, H
H AR Ja B A () AR A Jm A AN Fa e R e R T — €
TS 1R Dl e P e fE P 1 A e PRI S, AT 389 0 T
Fr AT 1 L () 35 Bk A5, 2004) o K 22 B
(Curcumorpha longiflora) Uil k2 dif)4E % i S B0
HEVESE R, JFRCA HAR TR B b AMARERR L dIFL2¢
e MR PE, A8 E T 548 (Gao et al., 2004).
X L8 [F] 45 50 A (R Z2RHEY) W& AR 2, B
A S AR b B A= T KR b, R R AN AR
ZIN, T ST g R R R g 1 A oy K A P A 0T LA, A
13 B 240 AR M B AR Ja B A AR 5 ™ K A R BR
il MY B TETF A A pH RIS A B2 IR G A
FEACTT W) AE 2 2 18] 1R - 47 2K ¥ E 1 (Ashman &
Schoen, 1994; Schoen & Ashman, 1995), FE31t
i A T I K PR A 7 i S 2 S0 T AR A

(RIS G B . ZERHE YA 35 ML 22 FE I IR AL R
ARG, RAMNRERE A RSB LR HEY)
A& BRI E T RS, ka2 F}
DGR NS T R G 2 FEPE TR e b FL kA
VR HEEAEM .

Rathcke (2003)7E % 1 H B BT I A BE, I
B QAR 21 dIRf) A6 A7 i 75 [R5 20 A1 (1) ) Jag 2 22 [+
B Yy b # 2 8 —Jc 1) . Rathcke X It 1 fif B¢
21 K. latifoliafl 7248 TARD I AE %, 7646 e 7~ F
X ALK 25 1) (Bl ) b B A Gn e (R 9 T A6 () FE
W, A I AR 7 A A 8 G M e i) 3
&K 2, TR IS S RE 3 I 25 OR B 0 A RHL i .
Rathcke (2003)i& A 2y, HH T H FLAT AR 98 (1) 1T A2 3
1B (Inbreeding depression), X FH{& 4R YY) /N AE e
IR VAR 73 A FRORF SR, R 0 389 I e 1 3 5 2 1)
[F) I A 250 BRI (R PR S AE SR R B . B4k it
ARPAEN2 H TR R4 EA), IXAE [ 3k AR
P ZRHE Y R — e ), e ZRHE Y
TWINKZE4~9 ], B4R B2 B K14
T 7 A A A2 0 AN - T AR 0 1 3 B B HL A e
()3 B i A Ry T 4R SR T

ZAC 8 T L RME —— > AT 21 5 4R M X
I KR, XT & N R I AR 75 i R o Rk aE
Al TATH— Lo 2 W8 R I, 2240 8 f
BIEA K, ASEFh S 240 8 A Y46 75 iy 22
TR K o 43 AT T A5 Hi X ED JE Jé it 0 I RE 5 1)
Hedychium hasseltii, {6 Z A 1.5 d, HAL)55
/NI, T AR AT IR 22 AR AN [R], AT AT AT
Sk ARy TR, i S8 B AR AR R, T E N AR
ERy SR A e (T B % e T AR =P Y (o
coccineum) A Zdn 2 d, 16)7 LR AR
FA N e r B3~42: e, /NEIF N IRAE IR T,
BRI — AN /N 7 18 75 i A 6~8 do T 20 2246 /M E
J¥7 PN A 2 B0 38 0 O 98 A7 7 380 1 B OR B 1 4R
M, R AN e RIF 1248, RN A8 75 i 384
h6~8 d, WAL RE 7= K /N ANAR ) [A] I X REfE 9 4
T IS Z e B BN . L2 EA R
DB KACTE dr I SR, T SR H X Rl A AR
KAV B RE T AR, 4673 A ORI S0, AN n
TR AR R W], TR AR T AR R g3 e
BT ek B HE R, B T S R I IS
(L2, 2008).
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Firp, ez il Ag BRI AR 2 — S5 E 50N
N, B B AE A7 fi S AE SR = A% by 2 B Ry AN ]
SERINE DL N MR AL R BRI — A EE PR
(Primack, 1985; Ashman & Schoen, 1994; Khadari
et al., 1995), XJ 7~ i HL P IR AR 22 F 98 S R okt
MR, R X AR, BT AR D AR
€, HOAR U 4R M X R ) H A B A
(Stratton, 1989; Bingham & Orthner, 1998). Arroyo
S5 (198L) X0 2 5 J4fr 1L I ¥ 4 i DRI v ¥ £ 4 DX A
YA ZE ar AT TR, RIVCHFR X (2 320
m) FE W) 16 1 ) 48 75 A 4.1 d, s AR B X
(3 550 m)FE ) 1)~V 3416 73 fir 9.0 d.o

T P B T 5, 46 & 23 4k ik 1
f1 B R BE S F 2 )& (Roscoea) K 4, 40 A T 5 3k
2000~3 000 m, 5 Ik 5 2 B AT o 5K A 9RAF COR
RSO 2= g VU AL R A (3 R |
R ) B AR A 2 AT T VEAAIE I, 193] TR
AR ) 45 < IX 3N G 2 (A6 7 di #8 bE L iy
SR A TR o B R, RAERT S
(R. cautleoides)fjfe 4 7.7 d, KIER A Z(R.
humeana) [f] 1¢ %5 fir 21 46 d, IX24NFf i 4 11 4B J2 5
A6 M, HARGE SERAIRAC, BFHPUEE
MR EATR ALy & U5 W BRARAC. TR T2
(R. schneideriana) 14 h7 A H) 28 H, £ 75
{4 d, HEREG LR EE K, RATE3A
AL, A SR AR TR ek R TR B W K ARG, JF
BN A, AEAETT IR 20 hAe A A Sk i A T
ZLMAER FE, T S8 E AS o TR AR SR A A R K
AL 75 i AT RE & FAE B Z M KIE B 28 S AERUR
(1) A1 K5y 25 U A6 AR FICAL By R0 1) AR B rh 4 v
FE ST RIS, T JCA S S AL IEAL T2 3
FY 2 1) g e U, Aoy B S Dl A /b, TR T 2 A HY
T EB) BACHILE A TR B %L, B AIFA
LR A . B4 S @i W2 B 77
A B H AL, T RE 2 3d DY e 1A R B ()
— T T S

BEIM2AN B R —— A5 RN B LA
VO s 44 (0 Ji AR M BT AN [A) i) A8 75 i, B2 AE AR
TR 4E 75 dw A5 d, /N BZALINAT4 dITEF i .
DU {5 AR B2 A0 SR AR Fh LE 5K N B BT 8
%) s B 53 A 30 AN 22 A A0 1 A B 0l N A, [R] N
B LA AR R B A B i T B e (R
2008), B A 146 A3 fir A7 F) T 6 22 48 il AR B b

B AESE, 1) B i X T
MR ) 1) 3 B AT DU R, AN AT

DB R iE RO DX, A T i IS B, iR

M DX 73 A (0 2R BT A L) M ) A1 S B R 2R

BE Rty o A et B 93 A i [P/ R SR B B3

BACHIE F5 fir, B AR A7 i A RO e sy 1 MEE

T A SN ME RO A T, AT A 2 R AR A e M A

BT, A RO X Y. AR A AE LR )

M FACT i X5 s v b DX 23 A T R R A
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