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Abstract

Drosera indica is an annual herb with many glandular trichromes, which could
secrete mucus to help capturing small arthropods. Currently in Taiwan island, its
populations are only found in the wetland of Lienhwa Temple and maintained by
artificial disturbance. There are 3 aspects of this study. (1) To understand life cycle,
morphology and anatomy of leaf and root of D. indica, | observed wild populations and
made histological section. (2) To investigate whether D. indica uptakes nitrogen from
captured prey and to estimate the nitrogen (N) sources, derived from root (N;) and prey
(Np), I analysed stable nitrogen isotopes ratio (6"N) of D. indica, accompanying plants
and potential prey. | also grew D. indica in two environments, control and prey
excluded, to examine if N, has beneficial effect on D. indica’s growth and reproduction.
(3) I hypothesized that the overgrowth of accompanying plants in the wetland inhibited
the population of D. indica. To test the hypothesis, | conducted weeding and weeding
then rooting treatments at the habitat then examined the effect of these treatments on the
population of D. indica and microclimates. | also studied the effects of light and
temperature on seed germination and growth of D. indica to evaluate the underlying
mechanisms responsible for the inhibition effect of accompanying plants on the D.
indica population.

In the wetland, D. indica started germinating in March, flowering in May and



continued blooming till October. The height of D. indica was about 15 ~ 50 cm, which
was different from previous reports. Its flowers have 3 ~ 4 bifid styles, of similar height
and entangling with stamens. Self-pollens might adhere on stigmata due to daily flower
movement. There are many long and short stalked secretory glands on leaves. Long
stalked secretory glands consist of stalked structure and head glandular. Short stalked
secretory glands consist of eight cells. The §°N of D. indica was significantly higher
than that of accompanying plants indicating acquiring N source from prey, which was
estimated about 46 ~ 58 % of all N content. The capturing of prey increased leaf [N]
and the production of seeds of D. indica.

Results from field experiments revealed that pattern of variety of photosynthetic
photon flux density (PPFD) and soil temperature differed between control and treated
plots, and treated plots grew significantly more D. indica plants. Growth chamber
experiments showed that seeds of D. indica could not germinate in dark, and remained
dormant at low temperature. D. indica grown in high light environment had highest
biomass and produced more seeds; those in medium light elongated and produced less
seeds; most of those in low light died before flowering. Consequently, these results
suggest that D. indica in wetland might not receive enough light for germination and
growth due to overgrowth of accompanying plants. In conclusion, light is an important

factor limiting the population growth while soil temperature plays an important role in



starting the life cycle of D. indica in wetland.

Keywords: Lienhwa Temple Wetland, carnivorous plant, D. indica, microclimate,

nitrogen derived from prey.
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PE R -AFAE TG A BRI P %Y F (2013~2015) B P L EF
FTEILELAFNEE P Ka Rl (B1) -3 43 eiss A4 (Leersia
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HpE ke % 200 0 40CC B ONMNG A Rangarg 715 B SR 2 F 0t 8

e =% cnF R % 5. % PDB ( Pee Dee Belemnite) 5 § «hfe =% B8 2.0 %

w2015 £ 10 B K Ve BB 25 KR EFFERYT B TE o
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fetio3% (one-isotope, two-source, end-member mixing model) i& {7 2 I Kih g F
FREVBIGE o SRS R §AGIINR T Y 2§ o 4 §AUAP RS F - T
S S AEFZ TS f 0 R kR IR U P T g et b
(Schulze et al., 1991; Moran et al., 2001; Millett et al., 2003 & 2012) - p* 5% 1 *
B Sk R FendON g A0 A B kR e B F R R

BN AR F o TN TR G EMBE RS o 25T

I\ldfp % = [( 815 Nbrosera - 515 NReference plant) / ( 815 N Prey ~ 815 NReference plant)] X100

Narr %= 100 - Ngf, %

Narp % (percentage of N derived from prey) = ikt T Fhg & £ 7 34§ £
gt B (F%F )5 Nar % (percentage of N derived from root) & jE4338s jzeg &
EYRd 2] (1B F )5 8 Nowsera s & EF F FA0NE © 8Nprey &7 it 3
PO O ONE o 2 PRI Y S T AR B T e KA AT 7 e
TR A EFEERET R A - B MW REFTEF T ROTRAS £7 - 0
Fot kR sk kR IETE A R LR R (56 0 2015) R R E o

SBMmMmmmé?Eugﬁfw“ﬁiéﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmNﬁ’MmmtEKHZEémﬁfiﬁ

*RR LAY FUETS RS P A R R iR
2 * *”' m615N IR Z B~ B~ T¥HE2E32 B J :E’L.f% 615 NReference plant ’ = %'J;J‘Er Ndfp %2

ii;]’:é’_;&”\\‘/»]ﬁ%

3 hE A AEHEEFTEHHI LBy
31 BFRLIXE g2 N
2015# 1 11p aLEFTEFAL D25 NERLSBY e kv g LF

FEE%HEAT 24 (R 7% A2 T BIRA B2¥2 22 242 > 1



B FE Y 2 B0 Sl (C ploy - iﬁﬁiﬁﬁ%KQE(WMW‘
R fﬂﬁv%w 232 (W + Rplot) o 32241 % e AERK AT AR R B
R S R IV ;K/T‘_\g'_-é vt g%jﬁ;ifﬁ’# PR A 20

cm st R (T H o

3.2 BRFF ~LEFT T FEEZ A EF L L RIRE R

L

S ARSI G e AT L E RS B R MR R B

® (S-TMB-MO002, Onset computer, USA) ~ 3 # & /B & @ g % (S-THB-MO008, Onset
computer, USA) % ki @ gt ® (S-LIB-MO003, Onset computer, USA) - & * HOBO
Microstation 2 U30 data logger (Onset computer, USA) = = & 45 18 |- =x ~ L]
PFfa— =t T3 N zedk o ¥ 4e X B At %% (SOLAR-W6, Onset computer, USA) **
b T A B AT o rF MR B R A AT F T EESES £ 10 om o 52015 & 2
PR R ARBRIVEFBRSPEET T FERE PR HRESR S MW

IR BRI

3.3 3 R AEHEEF T FR - FETSE 0 F PR
FEAlE R T AILE Y el RIS Y A UBEREETFESRE

oD SRk E R P RS R ALY R BAUES R 0 r B0 C il

Sy,

T2 LB B g RSN T 7 B R AR S F A R R N
=9 F4lEfEtin=5.
2mg LEFFFoR AL AR AR (O F (V) F A

EBC)F BUN) FimEitim o A5 22 E R () 2 2.3
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Ik

(

1§22 F2p 0fhis

fn

) EEFTFL PR BEE 220 L

TIER U P BB E P g 0 202014 £ 110 f TR BR L
FE5FE BIRFEP IR ARMEL4~5mm 2] B on=5> M- sk
wikggE e 0 B~ %3 2.5 % Glutaraldehyde (in 0.067 M phosphate buffer) =g
B v R E B F 2 30 /) BF &2 0.067 M phosphate buffer i {2 * TBA
AR PR ROR S JRME &3 o FMGRES 0 B BT BT ARY
i@ * gEds ;N2 28 (rotary microtome HM320) *» 1B B 8um 2 £ 2 1 > o
(transverse section) ¥ F o BogziE gt 3 B3040 C2Z 4B H ¢ > F L P F B F A
(Sta-on) » # Kl F R B F A BT o FRE FARICE 2o - 7 F (Xylen)
s 0 FF * 1% Safranin O (in 50 % Ethanol) 4+ 1 % Fast green (in 95 % Ethanol )

B4R R E 3 4480 B8 * Assistant-Histokitt (Hecht Assistant Company,
Germany) #t % (3% - 1975) - a ks (LeicaDMRB) T mzsr 3 # fedp (DS,

Nikon, Japan) -

;

2014#8% AEFTCH AP RELRET T F LAY AT RBFEINBR TR T
FRFA Cokfh > HRF HRER TP RET P T F7 265+ 14 % A AT
FRBERAT 22 FP ML EFTTEAIHALELLom-F9cm £ kR

2 (Klasmann-Deilmann GmbH, Geeste, Germany) 12 4% ¢ »#-2 $3x ~ £43cm ~

\yu

F33cm~ Fllem 2 d » X AR 2P 4RI RIFHE M > R E S SR
oo &R 2E P aRI00 AT 0 B E 322 AN re BipES2 R o B
4EHERTE v % /g =30/25+25/20~20/15-15/10 C > km ik 5 12/12
JPEe A RBAEfRE ABZR o L RBELIERE (N=4) fv2 % (N=4) 2> 2

WA AELAM I R A G F A 2 AREBMIEMR S EHP R ER

13



g ® (TM-947SD, Lutron) > TRz F B AR Z kBB T PR P o F
Y FAIE2 ~3p @ ¥ FRAERFEFL LBR > DRBREET T 2R
25/20 'C2 15/10 C» =R R 9 %k * fh¥ERFE% T2 2 £ 48 (FAAE L®E)
B RY 52015287 F2015210% ;30/25 C2 20/15 Ca @ st * 5+ 4 5%

srend L g0 &P F S 2015 £10° $]2015& 127 o

#2014 e ETHIRFHFEZEEF T ERIHMA A RS (Klasmann
Deilmann mbH, Geeste, Germany) 2 <% *¢ » B3 S X B3 85 o FREF pF L
¥l wHBEIIEZLLem s B 9em G2 & (A FRFT* 28 R 1) T2 483
~EH (PHimE£635cm-~ §£355cm s g2lem) ¢ oo FR PRI RE (EiE25
cm) 2 F IR R A 0 M-FH Ao bk TN EEE A INI6 Cm B A KB 0 M2 B
BB 2 P U REE L e B AL R TR T P ERY
ERr EEAET (F4A) NEFEAS A add o S R ERL L F
B+ Rk = TRYFAF R o2 SRR RS ik AR R S
(Hyponex 2, N: P : K =20 %: 20 %: 20 %, 2 gL™, Hyponex Corporation) * % — = -
PR BER Bk o FHCE AT R ERRI A IRE DB R RR
BE BRI G CREFFIRED RLB P KRB RY - KT0% EE

P (BISA) ; MEZERF 55 K70 % LR (BISB) - = AL REE A W%l - ¢

%*t

H o FRERFABRP T R2P A REEFTTEF -2y L2 RYRA -
®* 2§ RBAEBR ® (S-THB-M008, Onset computer, USA) %2 % & & g =
(S-LIB-M003, Onset computer, USA) #_+ CR1000 data logger (CR1000, Campbell
Sci. Inc., USA) 2 HOBO U30 data logger % | & RJZIR B ™ thk & (5% § »if bt
P & (Photosynthetic Photon Flux Density) % % § B /& A& o

14



WA B EETFHFLEH B AR RAFH A FERHEET T2
PRI ETEONELERF TS S E E AN S LUT VE TR
WEH BRARATH  #AHEET T FEAD PAARLE v 2573

"ﬂ: o

v

W5 AR : - KEEP B BB 25 K EE PR -

15



3.2 EH A EAH
T ERERN3 ~ 5 ¥ S RET o R LRI (30 ¢ TFL LRk

B REE HEYFRIBR R B RE N pRE

s
a‘
[EEN
a1
3
—
B
4
-3
:
v

ImLz 5B (95% o fiF + 47fo MgCOs) > 45 & B I 152k » 4 Crk i85 A2 24
hro EEFTTEZF Vs ¢ 2Achd 7©2 % (plumbagin) » & A& 5 5 ¢ * 2
EEZ oD o %75 eS80 ¢ 2%~ ps i (Eppendorf Centrifuge
5415C, Labequip, Canada) r# 7000 rmp .~ 15 & 4 fs B~ b g i » 1 A %k
B 3+ (Spectrophotometer, Heliose, Thermo, USA) B & & & »* 665 nm (Aggs) ' %
649 NM (Apag) 2= iTie » T AN EEF%F a(Chla)~ £5%% b(Chlb) -~

2548 (Chl) 2 £% % a¥tE % % b (Chla:Chl b)snt & (Wintermans and De Mots,

\F‘b

o

1965) » d f6 FURAFIE 5 3 B Fmnd L E B A 4

Chl a (ng mL™) = 13.70*Aggs —5.76*Asag

Chl b (ng mL™) = 25.80*Agsg— 7.60*Ages

A

;‘Ii’,_/z\"); #Q%ﬁq%ﬁ'u’??ﬁ#m EEIDN 60 CJLTE] ) L#Lfbfl‘ﬁ- 5 Ij“J-E,j":Bx;'—f’Jﬁ_

PREE  MESAREEUEYE T B et ER A A SR DR E
2k

BPEIA P PES o BESE Y LRI LK (MINI-PAM, Walz, Germany)
WA IEHRELEEFFTERLEY - ks (PSII) 25X kit * 2k (FFy)
A E S BERAE - PR K DT E B PR R RRRKT 15

k¥ pxd (Dpsn) % 7+ BifshiE ¥ (ETR)» ¥ e i * 4434 X % &3 (Model

Li-250, Li-cor, USA) s4rie ¥ % 2 ¥ Lp|E 2 LA o & 2Pl E S 40T

16


http://www.nist.gov/ncnr/centrifuge-eppendorf-5415c.cfm

(Maxwell and Johnson, 2000; Ritchie, 2006):
Fv/ Fm=(Fm—Fo) / Fm
®psn = (Fow—F) / Fiy
ETR = PAR * a * 0.5 * ®psn
a : absorption coefficient.
Fo : minimal fluorescence yield of a dark-adapted sample.
Fm: maximal fluorescence yield of a dark-adapted sample,
F.: variable fluorescence
F.: maximal fluorescence yield of an illuminated sample
Fi: measured fluorescence yield at any given time
EFEFFE o BIEA L FP - B2 THE0.841 ~ 8 ETR g ¢
PAR & ¥_¥_datalogger 2~ 3 % p| £ R B/ 17— £ e bk 5 72k B
B Z A BB LR datalogger e dRE G ATEEL o Tl € H Y kAR
B2 KR > F datalogger >R E BN A L FTHELRTLEL > BRF T

BA LR R LR A~ o FEF LA n=6; MEEI n=3

ﬂi’;—{ﬁ%&f‘ ﬁtﬂ}’ﬁ_-f}\l,l(ﬁ J\/m/a:&, ’ ,é’;{—ﬁw\-‘u qN? ‘;I..,_v]:“l ~ '5:‘\ ﬁ}i '{C}f},;u"l? %‘t
R 2260 CR4a%Fc72 hr i - Boigan R dicd » 29 Fonid £

ERE NI RESFIEEIR IR EZLAITREZEL F INERS

A g o B TIER SHIIUCE A PR DS R T AGE

TIPS NBLRIE FRERZ TR R D 0 FIRS AHETAE T A %
BEHT O RTHET AT AN  RUPE AT T 5 o AT A
Wefa Y I TP 2RI AR Z ST F v PR AR EET

17



BEFFBENET A E R I NABI AT AR 0 K RE B
FHAST (3 kA7 %) TR
AL R EARHT BE s o BT BB Y 3 EAIL n =43 ¢ kdgm n =

37 -

3.5. f&+ &kl

BA P RRARIETEES T EEOET A SLlem s F9cmeng £ ¥
(BEASL n=4; ¢ LA n=4) 244 kP sk B2 8% £43cm -~ &
33cm B lleme 3 2@ >3 G 2 ¢ sk T RIEHE My L RERGE B U -
& 2100%F#8F 223t E A 25/20 C (v % /feh) ko ik g 5 12/12/) e £ 4 o

FH2~3p R A HF R LG LBRE > L RREES [T 2T

4. 3~ EFRBFHEHPELEETTEFL2fod LPP
4.1 7wk fEfEIE

B (2)3.1-

2. M2

.

Bfpy REF T F a2 £ 4R A FH KB (T2 F2E 52

ox B3 5%21 %) 7 5% 2 (Preyexcluded treatment) snEH# % + B3Ry IS
BAZEA R il (Control) Rk ¥ SR RS RS A kR

ELRFRBREAR  LAYREERARAT IS ~20emE % B B AEK 0 @ F

18



4.3 SPEREFELAFFRAIA - FRUF LAAFET v IS

PR E o Rt AET A (FI6) o R e ip RE Y kS A58

WG T2 ) > TR E 0 RO RSP TR A B AR %
WA LR E L 2.3 50 o
¥yxAdamec (2002) %7 7 > 4 & Bt - HEF  (senescent leaves) T

g R 29% e P Ew ek A= £ 2§ 3 RFEL 071 kkE o

FltE P E S F e d ity o5 L
Reutilization (%) = [(Nmature - Nsenescence * 0.71 ) / Nimature ] X 100
g8 24 Adamec (2014) 33t -k 24 % B4 Ja ik (Utricularia sp.)z & 4 w iz
F2FE on=6-¢
ErESFZE EEFH R -T 5T EFE AP ER AT BERE
FAELRHLEEF T F2 422 LERE  FAHpE>2 (2)32 2 35

19
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(-) B 2EETRE

1 2ETER R F 7 EZ2R - FRETHERFEZA

W ET S RF A EF T E %P owRE (D+, Southside) 2 2 £ F
3 F £%¥ % (D-,Northside) » 3 FH T RN I HFALE > A0k

55.4+14.9 uS/cm (D+) % 55.9+219uS/cm(D-)> & % 2 3E i~ § 2 £+ 2

&?:g i$ (%‘ 1) v FRA Rl 513(:) 'fr'gg (515N) i &t im b E]J»ﬁ &‘F

B oD+ERBIE SPCHFED-FRIHE INAF > L D-RE L HEF

)

J-’\ D+ ‘_g‘_! g
%\»1‘53“-1*;3;,%73 OHa& O) EEFTFTF2ERBE228K C)F (N) 2
B2 3°C) - § (BPN) fE it g :é\%(mean+SD n=5 %k 3* %
T R E2ZPIEGREFLR ttest, p<0.05 S HEFALR)
C content (%) 8"3C (%o) N content (%) 8N (%o)
D+ 0.47+0.04  -20.28 + 1.58° 0.05 + 0.01 -0.39 + 0.02°
D- 0.47 £ 0.07 -26.24 + 0.56" 0.04 £0.01 0.71+0.21°

21



BEFRE > N3~4V BB EINLEFT T F v o e#k@2 2 5 25
RERY EHEE A A5~107 BHREBEET E- HERTTH T i 2~
3BT 10 FEAMAREA: R EFEFFEL-E4 P A EFLYT~
8" - Wel{EthB B+ H40~50cm > 22 k@R @ 5~6cm (B 7A &=24) -

EEFTFEFEET 2 - EX1-3mm> & 4~120m - &350 F 5
A ETENe 2 EATESRPFAINEE ¢ Rt E B F R K 50cm ik
LG F G ERT e 10om AGnE S 8¢ (R TA&B) s H e S ane 2§ A4
B EFIEG AL R LA T &A%l (long stalked secretory gland) (i
7C) = —'té”}ﬂi’*fjlﬂ?ﬁ (short stalked secretory gland) (®] 7D) > = ﬁjrjw*g" R AR LY =
?%%(*%ﬁh¥ﬁﬁ%@$ﬁ%¢%%ﬁo*ﬁ%%&ﬁ BECEER R
EIME G PRI F (BTC) f A B EE rr+ﬁ’9:]wé"v T ARES ¢

'{:]_:5,%\ E‘Tr.t-""(; %‘é‘l{li 4 vﬁ F_-F )7 mfp*ﬁg?rgﬁ (%] 7K) ) \3 _:Prg—»}'i Av\/u/‘év/& o

Y
|
=
Kt

SRR ANES (RTE) TR AT R § RS B

w
3=
=t
3=
]
Kt

T
TEd LARANMEESTTRTERBL - BEALIERFTEF 2~

EABPEG P REHEL > 5 (7:00~800) EEEEE 5 ¢ = (11:00 ~ 13:00)
SLEFL o R HEd AP AR LT e S TR R R L

o3 e BHLAES (RTF) 287 o> FFE I (B TF) 5 spgi
LRI ~4wd (B7G&H)> 1L 3~4 2 A5 Y 3k (B71) s
R e HLER 0 M B 3 Y R AP (stigmatic papillae) (B 7)o & F 5 H % E 3~
A > FRPFEAEREL LI (RTK) LATENRH > SF P A HERE X

g3 AT Ak 7100 $4E - A3 5 24 R Emih

%3 02~03mm- £ 5§ ®E (R 7L)-

22
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CEEFT R R M S S IR AR R
s 122 %&'B%}éiﬁ“‘C@{ F%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ",w?;f

Bl 5 o i o #iﬁ‘ﬁ-%l’ﬁ FL R fnve (stigmatic
paplllae) K%] CREE S EI R ERAMILBIAET o (K I B4 A

24



TERERART VHEEY
LHE O BEEFTTEE LS > A A A4 (Gramineae) * 7 ¥
(Cyperaceae) » H ¢ — fa+ »F4e 4> (unknown species 1) # % F2_ (& 2)° izt
o2 PN A2 2147 ~ -3.05 %o 0 T 391 18 ] 8 NReference plant = -2.33 £
057 % * EF M EEFFFEY 2 °N(L14£017%) (% 2)° JEfLs
Feg R (N) < 1% FAFHEF %S0 BWET 2 NS4 e iz 5 N
AN 1% ~2%2 L AEEFTFEPIELNEE (22 FknE - wmFE -
unknow species 1 % £ £ 5 F £2 8C A3 -27~-33%0 2 B> ik 4 st g drig (7
Cak & iF# pejs » His PR LI fEH & F30 £ AfL2 #1F FEFHEH 5H3°C 4
S -10~-13%0 2 > AT ipsEd R T Cuk & iTH BT (£ 2) o
EEFTFEVRSHTESE 5 8 B 2 HEB I 0 AuR R A2 B
m(%moﬁﬁ%éa&ii%@’zk&ﬁﬁﬁ%%%£ﬁ¥%¥ﬁﬁ%&?ﬁ
P - o T At E 5 Nprey T AR A 2 3PN e {1 AR Y 0 T H R 2
BBSHE R ek 28%  bekk P B 25%; fEAep 2 Eaxep b 8% Lip b
T%; 832 p (b 4%; BR3P (b 2% 11+ B E L 82 % 4k 18% 4 i yn (56
2015) F it 7 P Aot pldE S 100 % 5 4o fE et B o HBji 4o R i 14 50 8N
A0 4e 1 18 P 20 8N (8 Nprey) 5 4.23 %o (% 4) o 3= 8" NReference plant 2= £ ¥ 18 (=
-2.33%0) ~ 8N prey (= 4.23%0) * 3" Npyosera (= 1.14%0) # » end-member mixing model
HEELEEFTENT 53 %en§ hk p M RIS - FIRH4T % hi R E
FAaRiE 4 e afe (B 8) e 1 * 5" NReference plant 2 3 = & (= -1.47) % ko] i
(=-305) # » model » 3* 8 2 %7 EEFFENAMF B MGL 6% BB ¥

£ 58% -

25



A2 EEFFE2LARSF 2 (C)F (N) 7228 (°C)~ & (BN) bl =% & A 45 - Reference plant 5 #73 i 2
42 SN T35 (mean+S.D., N=5 %k 3* 47 &FFFEe Referenceplant 8°N i § 235 ¥ £ B, t-test, p<0.05 % 5% £ 8)o

C content (%) 83C (%o) N content (%) 8N (%o)

7 % 44 (Cyperaceae)

#H 48 % 7 (Cyperus globosus) 42.64 + 0.52 -11.12 £ 0.37 0.68+ 0.04 -1.47 £0.19

# + B4 % (Fimbristylis dichotoma) 37.11+£1.16 -10.97+0.43 0.66 = 0.05 -1.66 £ 0.39

BLEp B4 3 (Fimbristylis nutans) 39.50 £ 0.44 -11.44 +0.04 0.58 £ 0.05 -2.91+£0.04

-k & (Fimbristylis tristachya var. subbispicata) 41.11 + 0.50 -11.11+0.10 0.93+0.06 -2.71+£0.28
+ ~ 4+ (Gramineae)

#zvge % (Ischaemum sp.) 40.40 £ 0.20 -12.68 + 0.05 0.82 + 0.06 -2.4+0.03

¥riE % (Isachne sp.) 39.17 £ 0.77 -11.44 + 0.04 1.30+ 0.04 -3.05+0.59

sk # £ (Murdannia spirata) 36.26 + 0.57 -32.63+0.27 2.08 + 0.58 -2.14+0.15

1% % (Sphaerocaryum malaccense) 41,52 +0.72 -10.95+ 0.04 1.42 + 0.05 -2.74+0.91

Unknown species 1 39.15 % 1.47 -30.11 £ 0.26 1.79+0.26 -1.91 £ 0.62
Reference plant -2.33+0.57°
£ ® ¥ T ¥ (Droseraindica) 41.18+ 0.34 -27.24+0.14 250+ 0.11 1.14+0.17°
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23 EEFTFTET N
Liep - i

FhESF 2 C)~% (N) 7228 3°C)~ %
B2 ESP N7, WARP Z Lekk P n=6, B2 p 2 5P n=3)-

(ON) #£ T F =%t @A 45 (mean+ SD., 2P

C content (%) 813C (%) N content (%) 8N (%o)
¥k % (Arachnida) #mkk P (Araneae) 47.89+3.18 -21.42+1.70 12.52+1.22 4.89 +0.70
. & 4% (Insecta) ifs=p (Coleoptera) 48.65+ 0.69 -22.62+5.13 11.07 £ 0.17 4.04 +0.95

g2 p (Diptera) 48.21 + 2.58 -23.42+1.13 10.53 + 0.86 6.52 + 1.73
232 p  (Hemiptera) 51.25%5.57 -19.47 + 2.68 11.44 +1.03 2.21+1.48
W p (Hymnoptera) 48.35+ 2.03 -23.21+2.35 11.98 + 1.01 4.46 + 1.84
wize p (Lepidoptera) 54.97+6.12 -26.54 + 6.98 9.31+ 1.40 2.92+0.73
% s2p (Orthoptera) 47.74 +2.42 -19.20+2.71 11.86 + 0.66 1.24+0.85
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FACEET TV ARSI REE 2R GON) SRR
0 $

8N (%0)  Weighted % Weighted 8N (%)

brkk B (Araneae) 4.89 0.30 1.49
#H iz p (Coleoptera) 4.04 0.05 0.20
g2 p (Diptera) 6.52 0.10 0.64
Ljzp (Hemiptera) 2.21 0.09 0.19
spde p (Hymenoptera) 4.46 0.34 1.52
w32 p o (Lepidoptera) 2.92 0.02 0.07
¥ 2 p (Orthoptera) 1.24 0.10 0.12

8" Nprey 4.23

28



015N (%o): | -2.33 1.14 4.23

Contribution (%): 47%

B 8- Bl fl* 3 =388 & ;% (one-isotope, two-source, end-member mixing
mOdel) ;'L-Er = E ¥ ¥F KRR o 815NReference plant 815N Prey * 815NDrosera
% » ﬁ:i\: : 515NDrosera =X 815NReference plant+ (1'X) 515N Prey ;‘L-P-r ’FJ P ’3; (X) % ﬁ
wE (1-X) 20061 E‘}Ekgﬁéﬁ{ﬁ;fi& A F o b B2 5" NReference plant = %

&2 fEg §ON T390 o
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3.1 &BF+ FTHREEZ LA P2 L RNE R
2015 & 1 * =412 (Cplot) 7] j%iﬂ—ﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁe@@k%i%’

A4~ K 15~200m B ins it 0 T 560 L4 fd Bask B4 LPE o fa i

RENI L (HBD) - “,*vas;’:sf_ (W plot) 2 %i’ﬁt};ﬂi &2 (W+Rplot) 17 @2

m

B AMA R RIRG 0 T EEPL AILES o LA R R T 2
SRARE S PERTA S a4 L E R L (HE D) -
EBEFFEREEET CrdHiaF P BEFSPPFD % E P A MW &
2 W+R e (F9)°C et #4255k % PPFD %% %4 4.1 mol m?month™ (5
1);7 0 2 i5d A r R IR (MY -WEE WHRE A 2~57 3 4%
Flent PPFD 4.8 4 % 500 ~ 800 mol m?month™; 6 * W %" PPFD %8 & "% =
319 mol m?month™ » W + R 2 p| 4 & 640 mol m?month™ ;7 * {43 = * PPFD

%
KN

(s

WA hgTE 591 A w0 PPFD 4B 44 7.6 ~ 13.7 mol m? month™ (8] 9) -
JEpHETAS 6 FWEE W+RE%Z>C e (B10)> 2w 7 >3
EARF A FHIMERAP R A O WEE WHRER2~6" FFd 2l
BRI EP I R IEEARAF4~8 CoCRIBBRP REMLET 2
1~2°C (@ 2) -

FAECBRAEZ TR ALR ) o - BP0 2 P F PEER K
2> %15C:2~6"2 pogix? 24, 3714929 CaimERENE ZLH
i T (B 1) 2 F PERA 2~9 0 ¥ aH A 85~95%2 F (M) 12) -
WA BB AL B L EF T E v WaeTos g £

)

25+20tk W+ R %23 40+ 12+ > C 2Rl 5 0 & (B13):5 * £ &=

£ ok
EFFTE WeaTias B> £ 0128221 > W+R 25 i 196+ 59 & » 12}
BRI EE AR E A A EAER SR A E ) P35 K kR

BB C L EFFEHREY - B e v L2 R B

]



o) | 18 44 (H) 13);
I MER B
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L5 ARG RN EETFEER C)F (N) 7 228 0¥C)F (B°N)
TR =F v @447 (W plotand W + R plot, n=9; C plot, n =5, mean £ S.D., 7
PF* A7 2 fAad2ih> 2 HRBIETF B2 F 4L £, One- way Anova, Bonferroni

comparison of means, p<0.05 2 58 ¥ % )

C content (%) 8"3C (%o) N content (%) 8N (%o)

C plot 4269 +1.81° -28.20+0.33 3.05 + 0.31° 3.19+0.42

W plot 44,97 + 1.24° -27.89+0.32 2.48 + 0.41° 2.64 +0.37

W +Rplot 44.84+1.13% -28.24+0.45 2.55 + 0.24 2.76 £ 0.52
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cylinder) (B 14A) o A K #cp 3~7 & 72 % (B 14) o 7 1p &g d s> 5
T A ¢ gh (protostele) - % 24 A FI% (protoxylem) ip st & IR (xylem) A #
bl A 3% (phloem) 2 4530 A FIR2 /o pb bR g b A ] RIE- i G
=l 2 (parenchyma) (] 14A) - 134 4 + 5 3= ([l 14B) -

EVfra 220k (B10A) ey R et 728 dzg 5 F & 4 >
Wiah T AL P T AL FF FAb (R15B&C) e E AL P A PR e
e fria Wimre 2 A0 0 BRIT Y A A iTe ] ¥ BT T A A HiTmre gl & P o
54@%‘ % (MI15A) - £4 53 A7 255 > 22 Efssial (short stalked
secretorygland) + TEA A Y G A F > FABmeES > BT EA B i AR W
2z (basal cells) (] 16B) » # & B e % 45,4 wmre (stalked cells) » &+ = v /%

$ e LB 4

DM

Eite 74 iy 2. & e (secretory cells) 5 & 4m B;ng (long stalked
secretorygland) 2 & & =3 R4 ; 2 L 4F2 @ ﬁiﬂ # e ek i (stalk structure)
¥ bk chgp sk g (glandular head) o dmktEig Ao b 1~2 B 5 E BRI
(parenchymatic cell) » p #% 5 # B 2 Té;ﬁi%]:% w e %2 (tracheid) (B 16A) 5 2Kk Hi2
Fap g p ekl o BB 2~3 kiFEd i > ¥ 4 Ak (secretory cells)

¢ i te Lo e (tracheid) (B 17) 0 Sk HEd & ek i @ d e neck

area °
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FEHPERATRSEEET 2EPRIHMERNRLV T FERE R A
ERPZFEALY TRRF AL 2B IEERAGTL~6 P €8s
BARZITH (F18) - @ * spib B EFRHAIIY X7 HIMER ST -
SRENY XA/ ERK L3025 C22Ep HIEERGHEITTFER 1~
2°C 025285 C ot ¥23C (M18); 243>t d A/ FARK 5 25/20
C~20/15 C%2 15/10 C2 2 £ > 2 HMERR A RPELIELHRTZER (B
18) -

Bhk2Z 28 LARERAILT AR I P Y o BRRIZZLEF T ER
A T F (mean+S.D,n=4)> v 2 /st 25/20 C 2% B (642 %)
> 4.30/25 C %45 (53+5%)>20/15 C &% (35+10%)>15/10 C %4 (0
%) iz RBERALE > BIARS Y 5203025 C ZRHETEETT ERLT
Bw 16 X B4epi 5 > 25/20 C % 20/15 CHE T > # B>+ 5 21 X 2 % 26 %
BA4aF T o #4850 15/10 CHRET > AAEYF 80 3) p %227 A5 8 (B

19) -
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797 % kBB T ZpER2 T PPFD % 1150 pmol m?s™ > 2105 4k sk @ %
iz %Kécﬁui B2 3 59 2 2 PPFD 4pif 5 ¢ kBB T ¢ TRz Ti5%
500 pmol m?s™; £ 4 % 180 umol m?s™ (K 20) > 22 89 » Freb P 5 @ %3 =
F¥ Avfmd Eam e 2 PPFD Apig s e 354l > &2 PPFD;8 " 3 ~¢
MR TR BT 2. ¢ £ pEET 352 PPFD A % % 900 pmol m?s?+400 pmol m?s? 2 150
umol m?s™ (M 20) - = BRI T 5 FEAR B ABF AR 000 R KRBT 5 F R
BRWHB 2BAEITH1~2R2C 781 X2 7 XBEETZFEA Y T35 2
BEVE3M~37 Co A MEN26 Co KERBRTZFEA Y T30 2 &
BHEH3B~35C> rokb™MiE25 C (M20)- 2 BELERET 24§ M REL
B4 =08 2 FARERAES I 50%2 % 0 gt Bl42iE 90 % (B 20); 8 ¢ ¥

ZFAPERAR Y 60%=+ > 8Lt 424 90 % (] 20) -
RERFER R TEREF2ZICGEESF 78 FRY XBELLER

BEP T HIRFDESF I E AR RE ML R R B aFLE (B

FHEFTE2 AR (B 21B) > XA = fEk AR L2
PSTI &+ k@ *»ck (FV/Fm) 2% 5 1 ¢ L4 ERBEFF M LE 3 £

S
FiEth > A F 2 FuFm Eadf¥ 2 3 (B 22A) - 2015 # 8 * 31 p3t o~ R

J
I

=

P2

RERTR

kA EfRE P AT TR Qe 035 MAtH S 2 (0.6 ~0.7) (B

B 23 kg * s (Dpgn, effective quantum yield) » & % 2w B

Ji
|

22B) o # Qpsu ¥ » SN E I F 3 Wifesig F (ETR) 2 E BB E Y 4v = pF
233k (ETR) 3 ¥ L8 (Bl 22C)» ¢ “prp B %5tk ETR &
47 i 230 umol m?s™t s ¢ kIR B 4 E 4R 140 pmol mPsT o A MKk TRE 4 £
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Htha b ML RBFAMES Bk L RHPRZ S PINER 0 B K AMFL

£ (£6);mp TIE R D REREFDANKLS LRk gL AR
WA F Fangd k2 Mkl AR AEFLR (£ 6)-
ZRAERERRBRT WG RR2Y RBRE T AL L EEFT T FERF B
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LB o F ok d 2 MRS L2 fiHh BN E 2R B 5 6%
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2 5@ B (fruits per plant) BEE 3507 TR 4 £ then® e 15 5 Bp 2
FRIRE (2 6) MA B KB ES AT B LS LRI T KR
(seeds per fruit) 57 ¢ k2 £ ki en® F p A BB X MFLE (46)-3-4
B E S0 B k2 R HEHRT R o i o (seeds per plant) A ¥ < ¢
Pk 4 £ 8B RS TR BT B (R 6) o

B2 R RBHEL L ZERTAL DB HE LS 0 T E Y X/ RA
25120 CA &40 M3 B i 7 F{ckRplfa+ S S5k 2%
BRAL 2 BT ERF 2 XBRFTT > R US XFT A0 F L2 LA 2

B A% 70X E B Ay (605+£64%) (B223);° k2 LftAd2 b

-

»

F_‘-

65 % EFld Y F (623 % 9.6 %) A F ekt Y L ANFLE(F

23) -
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(Control plant, C plant) * sy LyEafeth > T > F 5 &M > & (B
4B) R A ARSI R 2 R EF T EVHAES -l L EFTFFREKRSH
E P2 [N[o o N B g A% itk (A7) L B%A75 FF RT
T oo PRl Ao EHREY2[CI2 SPCEYAEELE (7).

i * pair-test vt iyl 2 F B etk 5 (half withered leaves) £ >4
# (full withered leaves) » % % 373 %2 [N]2 N e+ g E 48 (2 7) A

¥ AE P EARR & F TR E R (senescent leaves) 2 [N]fE i3t 8 & & w T o

A

S ak- Ear gRffiisat  Flet R INJEXRF B+ P ESvef o 39

ok~ FoE R0 2 B o 1945 Adamec (2002) Ty o A S FHEF - hES

(senescent leaves) T 3= ¢ &> 29 %€ o FlUt et B el - £ 2§ 7

N

BFF 071 kel o BT EE o2 B 2 [NJE & ¥ ¥ o
SHE (A7) FHAEKLF v cF 2 542008%  mF A2 F ik s 43+
004 % (% 7)c * frdliez Fshie2 fithA- F 5 dON EEF MO HE P 2
BN i (% 7);

Hle EEFFTFEEYE L ESZ 78 (223 £ 019 mg/g) % ¥ 3%
W B ez R (1512013 mg/g) (Bl 24A)- 7 £ H £k astE %% b 5 £ @R
A F %2 (316 £0.21) & ¥ 3 v ipdletEtk (2.80 + 0.22) (B] 24B) - & ‘e je fh2
PSI & + ki * »xk (0.750 ~ 0.752) (FV/Fm) & % ¥ £ & (W 25A) - 2015 & 8 *
3l par S BHRIES mjpth2 F 525 sk g s (Dpgn, effective quantum
yield) » & #-pt @ » 258328 ETR %873 22 F Opsut ETR ¥ £ K F L
$ (B 25B&C) #i77 =3 % Yield 0.4~ ETR ¥ i& 200 ~ 210 pmol m?s™ (%
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25B & C) -

BEI IV B 2R S BAHRME R A 2 EME R A
WA B2 PARFAR  ARKRERERZENLEEFAVEFF el
W(A8) FREZF A RARF - el kB F 3 > F Rz futk (& 8) -

B f T th2 F $RE 47 - B B P (inflorescences per plant) & 2 ¥ £ & (%
8); il en% F &P (fruits per plant) % PR E NS F P (&
8); ¥ AL EFTTERIEIHRErIRIVIAIERLI BRI e
R GE BEF P A BE (seedsperfruit) EF F > F R efEhRE NS F 24
F#® (% 8): 3B frdlefEthen® kg d cnii 485 & (seeds per plant) & ¥
BRI S BE (£ 8)

Bprdles %2 EEFTTRFERAL BRI BB P T B39 A /R
25/20 CAE P BT FIVRBFIFNE > 5T - EF RIS EHRA L 2
F PR 2L AR T 2B FREFIERAZ 2B P T @ 5

A5 H 56 % (B AnARiE (B 26) R HEFEIRA S 2 BT Y A g R

4»+

Bt RSP EBRAL 285 0 A% 63 RS EKRAEL 2 BT EE
FrY g (86.5+ 3.1 %) (R 26); mif i tEthd 4 2 83 &% 70 X iE 55

Y (86.8+44%) A Kb A Y X RFLE (W 26)-
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06:00 10:00 14:00 18:00

Time
Bl 22~ % % (Hlight) 2 ¢ % (Mlight) % i<k (Llight) %54 E2 EEFFTEE
P OPST & + ki * »xF (Fv/Fm, Max yield) ~ 7 »xk & * »x5 (Dpsn, effective
quantum yield) 2 § 3 @viskid & (ETR, pmol m?s™?) 2 p S B - A B = =2
FV/IFm B Bl % 2015 & 8 » 31 p ip|iF2 Dpsu P %1 s CHB 5 2015 % 8 * 31 p B
#z2. ETR p i (%% ~ ¢ kg2 n=6, <& n=4, One- way Anova, Bonferroni

LA

comparison of means, p<0.05 53 & ¥ £ %) -
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FHE M B TIER (MmeanxS.D., BRZ A FHE I F K -
EJ2E n=4, ¥R 2 %73 & n=18, &+ & per fruit: F kT n=42; ¢ k2 n=37,
One- way Anova, Bonferroni comparison of means, ¢ 3 # % = 22 B #icE 3 8 ¥
£ 32,p<0.05) -

High light Medium light Low light

Length (cm):

Above ground 2027 + 897° 4877 + 376 3098 + 11.19°

Below ground 6.77 + 052 792 + 179 512 + 1.49°
Dry weight (mg):

Above ground: 461.71 + 40.07° 33438 + 39.44° 5414 + 26.60°
Leaf 237.03 + 20.16° 160.86 + 24.77° 30.12 + 15.25°
Stem 105.75 + 9.97° 12163 + 11.76° 24.02 + 11.39°
Inflorescence 118.93 + 21.86° 5198 + 1568 —

Below ground:

Root 31.12 + 443 2105 + 3.85° 325 + 154
Total biomass (TB): 49283 + 43.20° 35553 + 4254° 57.29 + 28.00°
Ratio (%)

Leaf / TB 4815 + 241° 4517 + 344 5216 + 292°

Stem/TB 21.49 + 1.42° 3432 + 2.05° 4225 + 1.96%

Root/ TB 6.31 + 0.60 590 + 0.65 558 + 1.10

Inflorescence / TB 24.05 + 3.51* 1460 + 4.14° —

No. of inflorescences b

7 + 0° 5 + 1 —

(per plant)

No. of flowers

. 10 £ 2 8 + 2 —

(per inflorescences)

No. of fruits a b

70 + 11 38 + 6 —

(per plant)

No. of seeds

] 87 + 29 99 + 28 —

(per fruit)

Total seeds of plant a b

6142 + 953 3737 + 588 —

(per plant)
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4 7~#4)% (Cplant) ~ FE A F % = (PEplant) 2 £ £ 5 F £+ R E (mature
leaf) ~ £ 4= (half withered leaf) % 2>43% (full withered leaf) 2 [N]Z & % & = F
EE L EA T T E L e F 2 [N]SSPN & o 2 w e S (Reutilization) -
FPEEEARERY pairttest ko AR F* AT EFLE p<005 i EF
AR oA EPS I RELE2BETS =10 Hle iRz FARESER
= Fgi o ttesbmean £ S.Do 7 B F A A7 2 BFciEy A2 F £ £ o pair t-test
p<005i%FLE  n=b5-

C plant PE plant
N content (%)
Half withered leaf 125 + 011 1.18 + 0.06
Full withered leaf 142 = 0.37 1.23 + 0.07
SN (%)
Half withered leaf 036 + 054° -352 = 1.17°
Full withered leaf -0.53 + 0.71° -3.63 + 1.17°
Mature leaf
C content (%) 4259 = 0.50 4192 + 1.88
8"3C (%o) 2884 + 057  -29.37 + 0.27
N content (%) 2.16 + 0.20° 152 + 0.09"
SN (%) 199 + 056  -0.14 + 0.98°
Senescent leaf
C content (%) 4424 + 191 4393 = 2.22
8"3C (%o) 2098 + 0.89* -30.73 + 0.10°
N content (%) 134 + 0.28 1.20 = 0.07
SN (%) -044 + 060* -357 + 1.10°
Reutilization ( %) 542 + 7.7° 427 + 42°
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Time
Bl 25~ #r4le (Cplant) ~ AP (PEplant) £ E5 F £HE 5 PSI 5+ k@
s (FvIFm, Max yield) ~ 3 sk i * st (Dpgn, effective quantum yield) 2 ¢ =
BvhsiE & (ETR, pmol m?s™) p & - AB G442 2 §5% 22 Fv/Fm;: B @
2015 # 8 * 31 p ip|tH 2. Dpsu P Fi* ;CHB % 2015 # 8" 31 pip|t¥2 ETR p %
it o (n=6, t-test, p<0.05 2B ¥ £ 3) -
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“";'i_° £ J% %’23%"“?5

PRI~ E3 S EIZE TR E B A RES o E
A PR TIMER o (AP EN=6" /2 &F
£ n=18-fa+ & per fruit: ¥ 4% n=26; F 2% 2 n=32,t-test, # F F* &7 % B2
Rt lELE, p<0.05) -

C plant PE plant
Length (cm):
Above ground 15.28 + 1.99° 22.27 + 556°
Below ground 583 + 1.70 6.37 + 0.95
Dry weight (mg):
Above ground: 304.80 + 65.00 316.90 + 86.29
Leaf 135.53 + 36.89 175.57 + 56.09
Stem 68.90 + 11.26 73.63 + 10.01
Inflorescence 100.37 * 26.56 67.70 £ 36.27
Below ground:
Root 1730 * 1.76 21.09 + 7.40
Total biomass (TB): 322.10 + 66.12 337.99 + 91.98
Ratio (%)
Leaf / TB 4170 + 5.20° 51.17 + 7.99°
Stem/TB 21.66 + 1.96 23.67 + 10.11
Root/ TB 554 £ 1.07 6.14 * 1.66
Inflorescence / TB 31.10 + 3.98° 19.01 + 5.75°
No. of inflorescences
6 +1 5 £2
(per plant)
No. of flowers a b
_ 13 £ 2 10 1
(per inflorescences)
No. of fruits a b
78 + 16 54 + 18
(per plant)
No. of seeds a b
. 110 £ 22 81 + 20
(per fruit)
Total seeds of plant . b
8535 + 1712 4326 + 1487
(per plant)
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CIEEESS SAES 1T S0g SISt A SRR LR

SHEPR L s R R o BB E - (1920) i S B E T F F

S
5

BRH9~13cm; SRy AEs 38 (Huang, 1994) wéfitke 2382 & > B &

wE15em; ¥- B A %8F T £4 (Droseraceae) {84~ iz )I;Je (Van Steenis, 1948)

VFHEKREFRL5~30Ceme A BBRETE RS 2 LEFTES RS Bl kB B

7EL0cem (B7A) *F RHERAE DT A2 F ) 25 B2 ko

WA 2 ERBET o H10~20ecm EE 24 £3/40~50cm & EE KRG (6
(

TFFEF AT A RERE 2 L0

’ﬁ%%ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁiﬁ* o7»%{i%*’:‘i’“*i“{‘J_Iiifﬁ'fi\?féi%ﬁf’{%%"%‘;Z!,fi
SAFER WG AR UB~1/T 24 (W75 46&8) BT L FR
CHRITEE DD TR S A RFNMAFE K R Fla

B

BERMIIAES 507 LT (B 27A) 5 ¥ A L

T

POREB IR AR TR E o B2 X R E sl N2 27 ([
2iB) > R AH AR EF T FOR LA B preniE o 22 P IS B0
FRAAA

Fpaftid Tt g et f2H 85 484 > Takahashi (1988) # R4+ &
£ g¢ % (Drosera capensis) 2 f-¥F% 4510 g+ R KR & - 42 0 f2R] D,
capensisit i& {7 f -4 ; Murza & Davis (2003) %= % 45 #1D. anglica, D. linearis

% D. rotundifoliazi= s #4923k 1+ | (Pollen to ovule ratios) %% » &gt = fEte 4~

AR TR RS J RS REAAASR B
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(Zamora, 1999 ; Murza et al., 2006) - Jayaram (2006) w5 & ¥ 5 ¥ %% 1 S8k 4
Bzt FERED TRE CEEFTFFOTIIREAIYF A LT e w P
4 o f Rwe (stigmatic papillag) P>t igghae (R17) & B128) » 0 g ¥
e TR TR R EFTERAL ] PEDETEMER £305 FF

TP e d RGP R TR Y A A BR AP AR

=k
!
=y

R¥ 5y 1
FRmeaIEL Y T E > A E p T2 T8 (B128A & B) - A.D. anglicas#=2
T ¢ #FRe A8 (Pollen tetrads) ¢ *t4iff b 2 54 R % pi #F o4 ¢ (Murza
& Davis, 2003) - }3 5 AP 7 LR LS R L EF T ET v § 70 TEE > £

kTie- HieiE RS IET -

WAFTRERTFFAT T ERESF R E A ERE G 7 RS
;o B § (74 fgenikdp (Stinescu etal., 2005) » F ¥ *r B % %
B RA Y gh (F] 14) -

FTEHiEF 2 & %aaﬂ:ng (long stalked secretory gland) ¢ i< = A L
# 7 (Ragetli et al., 1972; Gilchrist and Juniper, 1974; Haberlandt, 1982; Outenreath
and Dauwalder, 1982; Stanescu and Toma, 2009) - 82 #8 % I+ 3~ faep ik 2 2. 5K € 7
A3 P PNER ARk Dk 2~3 K 5 4wz (secretory cells) - ¢ R 5 F
#¢ (tracheid) » Ad&iTimkfEdtsa 7 @ @J wm*e (transfer cell) - a;]w@ SRR RS

- & p & o2 (endodermal cells) (Outenreath and Dauwalder, 1982) - *» 3 & %
MrEEFT F AR E D A ik %%Ejf;’%%ﬁ”fjwﬁil’ﬁ T £ 3 (W29
BRIRp A e R PR BV AR N A A N2 pH il o Eie Al
(short stalked secretory gland) 2 4= T Ap%t > » Fla A ke ] - 3 SARFZ &
it H;jw& (sessile gland) (Outenreath and Dauwalder, 1982 ; Stanescu and Toma et al.,
2009) & g A AT g S R AT 0 B R G sk 2 g 0 Bt A 5 ‘24w ML - Stanescu
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and Toma (2009) #* ¢ % # RF T FHiES L Bl 5 6 ~ 8 B lwie lo = ihjf
g & 7 2B AA Mm% (basal cells) ~ 2 w1k iwm?e (stalked cells) 2 2 ~4 & & &
im¥z (secretorycells) 2= » A FHFREEF T F2 3@1‘%”:11%& 2IRMEF 4B
M@%(@1®’ﬂﬁﬁﬁié8%@%%£$oiﬁﬁﬁimé£ﬁﬁ@iﬁﬂ

W RS RSP f@%agx?\%};' Al E 7 sdo i A ) 1t e 48 (Juniper, 1986;
Hartmeyer, 1998; Rivadavia et al., 2003) » §.d & 47 & {5 5L H & i 2 Jbi% 5 BEZH

& f2p% % (Amagase, 1972; Rost and Schauer, 1977; Dexheimer, 1978; Aldenius et al.,
1983; Matusikova et al., 2005;) = F & 15 a:ngg 3o TR 2 # 5g 0 2R @ Plachno et
al. (2006) Ffd & % AHIF R G L S [ F 2 B RS § 4R FE
(Phosphatase) > ¥ + % & ¢ *tagds H:ju*g B TRy e > H 3 fﬂ/&%;}ﬁﬁvﬁ@%ﬁﬁt
L RO S SR e AR cR R K e A Rl R R N A
WA 2 A A R B R M BT g 2 A s 27 K R 2 A
wimte K gk ApREEd (B 16) 0 @ 2 Rap R el TG Ak (R 7D)

MrtEEFT %‘,’rﬁf@%ﬁ’?ﬁwﬁ? fox B OARIVEER R o
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Bl 29~ & ’Fﬁ‘f‘]&fﬁifﬁﬂﬂ#i% RIS HERE - ARG & %ﬁ”ﬁi’?ﬁ P R B RS
a A 7 %% (Gilchrist and Juniper, 1974) - a: 4 ;& m% (Secretory cells)~b: p A
fm¥z (endodermal cells) ~ c: ¢ ## (tracheid) ~ d: @ﬁ%]:@m’?é (transfer cell) -
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FRSATEF A FRBETHEETARE 961 € 3 973 F > Millett et al
(2012) 45 &1 D. rotundifolia 73k 3t & 4 L LHRT € BAEE R R A (A
M 22%) BRBEEASD LT A §RFHLREFER S (LR ST %) TG
WHEEARE DT AR EHEET T FERD SRS 2R F ORR o
BB R SR T AR ETTEF 6% ~58% hF RkpHF AL S EKES
Millett et al.+ P 740 EE B HAF > A2 2 ENBRE 2 LEFTF ¥ HARG

FEBARR DRI o KAt FER (2014 4+ 2015) 2 2 R EF T EF R
SN B4 BELB(£2-45) "R FIARF ORAV B AETF 27

WOF R RIS 2 SN § R PR B A F L BRI A TR R

2. BRFHELEFTFTFAEZ2 2 LA R 2T
Bt BHaR kSR F R Cplant) EEF T EFRE2 SONKEF

B0 IR A Y S 2 (Prey excluded plant) (2 7)» & 7 #dliefitht 304 § .54 3 #C
B TR R AL Y 2 6N 2 [N R G AT H A F 2 B BF L A
BO(F30) CAEEFFEETNARG RS > HHRUP SN §45F - o7 5%
PR ARy Zhwie s R sk FREPeE P2 INJEFF T ReE
PET)ERMREFART AR S - BEEEF T FoRma s £

BF A s itk DIN] v A e T R RS A L F

T‘-'S'fﬂ

re[N]#® 5 % 2 B R FIEC I fTd > B2 F I NE RS AESF S EE
AL F R §HEH PRI TS 5 R AR [N] IR R R AT e
zE % 16~27 & (e.g., Hanslin and Karlsson, 1996; Adamec, 1997 & 2002) > + it &
EF P& S0 225 o &ipdlet g FIN]- 22a A9 %7 Clez Rigd &
et ikt G40 qe PE it § BE £ B Flub C i 4o shf R0t T S 3 UK
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FEE -

Fodlie 2 gk m s HE (Mature leaf) 2 [N] > #8875 % >0 %= £ (Senescent
leaf) 2 [N] (2 7) > Bgm EEF T E /- ahE P v ek~ @ CfoPE 23t
F2 PN BB FhF A= £2 N E (27) fAjEkg BLwic "N @
= F2 3PN T o I [N] 228t frdlmehf wick 95 54 % 9 5%
25BN AFLE HFLE (X 7)- ph R P aRRET o 1
¢ {7 >S5 ez & > (e.g. Chapin and Kedrowski, 1983; Berendse and Jonasson
1992) » @ F ok HirdpF > B L HRF 2 FHREF PRI H LA RE
dhiydlie o fpile s e hay - FIN[O S 12~13% A FFG FL
PoRmasREDNPrs BFLE (2 7)) 7o %S Bl - P LML

TR g e E o TUINJER F LR > e m kT L AR > RE
5B N] o R S A € F RE PE v e

BER C e RE ¥ 7 8B [N]> = H Maxyield-ETR~ &3R50 & 2 4 4

l“‘b

3 PE o myom CEpdROR P EE gp e [N]Z 2§ B4 At 4 &

<k

23

?J

PR 2 R o AT I LN RE T G ek g T R F R AT kg

?Y
»
e

(Thum, 1988; Thoren and Karlsson, 1998; Adamec, 2002) - ~#* 3 ¥4 f
&

3

ERp A g ket EREDEFTERE CHE- 574 E 2 B

(]
I
=k
X

PR TR R (£ 8) BB AL AP B BT A AU B IN] (& 2
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BETHERF P R Da R EEFTTELL M RPME > KEIEET AT

FRARFIETHERZF I EAFHEFLE AR EAONEHEFF

e
et
~—~
o
[N
N—r
A=
s
<
o7]

&
z
J=
Rulg
W
b

B CIEICIN S SNTEPE PR

% (Unkovichetal., 2013) » H ® 2 3% £ ) £ 5]k f] e 88> N 22 NO; ™ 2

NH, ¢ £in4 & PNz 848 > 23 3PN i+ 2 (Yoneyama, 1995) 1245 7

P € R IR A SRR F 2 32 (personal communication) o At s F A e i< o

T A pFEE A, i o Jayarametal. (2007) G#T g L ¥ I AE R R FF ken

SERRERLETFEIR IR A BE PR IERIGEL RS 5 R T
%

RAKS o SEE N F g% 0 R A TS RS A RIAPRT 3 R

)ﬂ.\

%
=
bai
el

ENSIRGEES S e DESSLERIER £ aof S IE S 3
ARl B R R PR RES L2 M RS R
HOPC 5 -30.25+0.38 %0 @ & RIHPEES 37 5 Cofidr 0 8°C 4 5 430

A1~-12%0 (4 2) 47 = 5P EAt 2 2420 # F a4 )2 HendBC B

F_*

TR TR R SRR P EARETTE oY (W) 2%

Fhcgt m (WHR) #7297 & ) afa #\ﬁw FRAFHFLE (128~196 tx) > 4

»m
t

¥ rdle (C) (20t @ P & BadLawi i) Bt e K £ T ¥

WE AR Wi WHR - FForE e hiicil 3 BF LR g Ak hfgr i

sl

T R

41
=%

B EIE T iE PIH 4 R H R hp o (B 13) -
KRZABERLECEW - W+RE2Z B3 P iDL E (B9&10)-Clh
P EABT 2 ERIATIRR L RLFI AL LA SR E SR IR
ok (ML) IWE WHRES FRRA QB A5 L BNBLETE
PW T iR WHR e (R 9)y st SRt A v AR g 5 Mo
2~4" 2 BRI FRPM O FUOEF SRR DLARS > 2 AL EX D
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EBES Y A EA SR BAE S BEER S RF 4282 AV R
ZRBERATE AP WeLA EHFRERRAW+RELRE > FW el
Fo P2 B R T MR R P T P2 iRt R AR o RIFE AT
FFIEA (B L) Cli A RELfHE B S miprti] > gEFFER
o RAT R A REBREPE S (FR2) AWEWHR B gt

BEREL Clapir > LI o AFEREPH I > PR AT 00 B 4

e
v

TG AEE 0 A CRRET R IFEA LA > K 2~52 % T ER A
WGR'EF I A ERARF  FEEAR LD FRL R4 060 ZBIHERD RE
IRl 28V RIEERS L E Cladpin (HB 2 L RS RARL

Tas AAUA BB R E SRS B LA S BAL L E R

iir ARNFLEFTTEP T AT T2 - P AXRZBERZETH (L7 7%

()) ¢z - daipl -

i ’ﬁ%az'ﬁfu FE el IR SR F R e 2 R [N]EL ety

4] 2t *E, ﬁ\ (g\ 5), ] gL 4 ,}E, P4t K ﬁj:}"%: %**‘ﬂ»i%;gti ﬁv%-"g‘f,@;éﬂ g\
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() R -BERHEHLEFTFTF2ARZ2 2 L2 R2PE
1. 465 i g

B E € X PHRBE TS 2 KRS 28 (Conranetal., 1997) £ £ 5 F 3§
B LR RBEIER T RIS MALAI FH SR RB A EEP X
BET70~130 pmol m2st 24 » M A& AT M A A 1B TLRAE K B iF T
70 pmol m?sT L LM LEAE C EEFTERI PRI IALFT 0 AT AR
PC A G ot P gk B <30 umol mPst A G s R WP L e Cery
U e A RBARE A FEABT Y FLBAS AR LEEYT
FEMBFFHF2BRL0 ak 2520 °C o v 57 i 65% (B 19); @ &4 £ %
BER Y A/t 15/10 C TRFFTF 5 00 v 2/ 20115 CTH# ¥ 5~
3 25/20 2 30/25 CA e (M 19) A2 EEFTFEEF AMERBR TV ¢ 1k
BB 2F T FRG AR RES AR R MOk T AF ¢ kAR (Nakano et
al., 2004) ; &2 ERBE R 9 X /at 3025 CT > A+ H T 3 gare X/
ot 25/20 CHREmp#F2 A+ X g7 g Bs vl (B19) A& ER A
B L 28 R 0 Jayaram et al. (2006) HFM L ERFEEFTFEE T L E

RFREPIL G » AP Rz 5 o 2 E NP HREEI T it

ni\—

AP 2P WA T R EEFTFE (W XIEERTLC) WA %HEA3ZI~4
FEdIR (0 X 2P RMIB 2128 C) 25" oHkEddhr 67
ZASIMERBARDFLEBT P 0 R EHEKE TG LR T AT S

ke B

P
(i

@

w

ARG EEF T

T

2. itk merd £

LEFFFEPI e 2E8% 52952~ 5mg g" (F21) (Pavlovic et al,
2014)» 7 1 @8 {5 4+ 4p vt Be il i 15 Gl4cRe b & (Setaria palmifolia) 3 15~19mg g™
(¥ »2014)> ie § 72 5 45 21 e o454 Droseracapensis ¥ ¢ 2 E %% 7 .4 53~

66



amggty B AISF T ERESESE TR ARG | B fEF BRI RE
T (shade) s EHFHR IR L BESEFF o UM H RS T E LR ¥ g o H
BrfEafpEsz s 2 3LmBRE2 LB L § (Osmond et al., 1988; Dai

etal,2000)c 4 kBB 4 L2 EEFFEHELCE ot EE %2 S B ER 3

®
LBt Ltk (F2IA) B 2 A BHEBBE T EAFA s B a MERBEL £
EHRES2HECGESF R FANY £R5 2 Lk (BI2IA) 7 i 5 %8

KRB AELET

<y

Frat kR PR REKRI LD o BEEDE
HAME o 2 EFM? § F =gk 0 light-harvesting complexT (LHCI) %

Aot safpenE 4 (grana) b ALHCI P £% Zbez £5% 0 o ABERE

\-\3

TAE2ZPHES R ERpESS > U ondfckn o A E Y ESFalE

b B¢ Mg kRIES 4 £ etk (Boardman, 1977; Evans et al., 1991) - 7 2%

it

SHAELEFTTRENES ZaHES RO EV B EF 2L ERBERTE - @
FTREZARE (FI2IB) RAREFTTEREL G AN EBA cEHRE PETRP ¥
PSR B R > ¢k > Mk (B22C) M A AR RBEBE THERT LG AR
B EEITH 4 2 F b EPESF S FPL R EF DL ST EFRR

KR TR L 42§ PR @SR R RS BRS (&

AR Y REBRBALZEETTEERBATHFLE 3 EBREY P £ F

p

FTFERBIE N2 E - BALH20em(£6); ¢ kBB TEET T ER KL S
ERCERQS0Cm A EEHRECER2ZGGEER S PR KRR TERI P E
P E oK PMECERIEE S S B4 Btk (1966+1.86mgemt)> ¢ ok 4
Efk (6.86+£059mgem™t)> k4 £tk (1.672036mgem?) s &7 a kR
PEEEETTEEAFERDFRA CKTRI DAL E AT (£6) 15 ¢
EERFER  AFHRESS WP AT EEFFERERZALIEA

B R S BB B 540 ~50cm -
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AP LEE (900 ~ 1150 ymol m?s™) 4 £z EEF F E 2 % B F N

PIMAFRA LR YRR A FRINEFERT A

\F‘kﬂ

L& hF RRE
T A ERRE 4T (£6); 7 kkE (400 ~500 umol m?sT) 4 E2 EEF F ¥
RO T UL EY > LA FEEIFEI AR MG RREL R 2B A4
W g e kTR 0 NALE LR £ (£6); @ 4 K aiikkE (150 ~ 180

molm?sy) TEEFF LA PR ) A T A AR RS T T o s
o) * L i = L

FFFE L2 L F % (900 ~ 1150 pmol m?s™h) ks 0 fd LHH A £ RS
£4F 82 LETRE-AME #2583 AR5 67 £33 (400 ~ 500 pmol m*s™)
EPE R AL BR 0 T TR A e S A kg

AR EH K AkakE T (150 ~180 umol m2st) > A H B BT miE A4
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2.6

2.5 - y= 0.2869x + 1.5703
R%=0.7543, p < 0.05

2.4 -

2.3 -

2.2 1

2.1 1

2.0

Nitrogen content %

1.9 1

1.8

14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 3.0 3.2
0"N

B 30454l (Cplant) EHE ¥ 2 § ek i@ OG°N) 2§ 7 £[N]
% B % H o
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E

EEFTTVTFRALHAGIEET R N FITETI R 90RE > A B A

FEFEFAFLHE " c AFLHFEFHEEFT T FLEL - A H - 530
Bk UM TR EP IR Al £ BET REEFLE AT
L R
)ﬂ\fﬁi__l__g7 Flz—r}g.

FERR O RE LT 2EAEL 2520 C (6 A/RH) L ME RS L
PEFEFFELERLZIRE L LT ORT -

2. EEFFE¥E &4 £ £%5 (PPFD:1000 ~ 1100 ymol m?s™) ;

-

F
B LR P e HEE M EPESF P E N RER
P AR EPER S KLREM (PPFD 4 %3+ 200 pmol m™

o EEFTFRZRIAFEL o

3. BEFF BRI PR A RATR KR A U & T Fohd

T
adt
!
bl

B U2 ERE L GEFRAC R Pl R E T

bt

<

Fefiy e d

AU EEF T ESRHBEEPTT 2 - 5 AR T 7 0 oo d %

4, 4 ENIERSRP 2 EEF T E > RPN X 46 % ~ 58 % T
PO A RE - EET T FEBHAMF A ETF (R Ly ED)
FHREEGRAEF A AL

5. hETE R S R TR ETF MY T H A R ik

-

‘ElH-

GRS A R

4o

R F RS AIHRT oo
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