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(1. P R e B 22 5 BEURBIE T, v R i M 2 J2 A sy S DL B S 063, b st 1001015
2. R EBEEBER:, AT 1000495 3. AU B E A BLaAoBE , NS ARIE 024000)

T AT U R SRR S T AE ) SR R R A TR B e B A AR A ISR R A A f 0
JERPEAT TS5 531 5y 52 SAGAE AR D o IRA DG T A A8 1) T 3 SRR B A 9 2 B4 v R T 1 X, 7S AAGHS
XA o AR SCRME T3S (4 5% BH RIS X, R FH 1980-2014 4F 60 F i A AS AR 497 (4 B AE 30 UL R, 43
B T % X R AG AL AR A R 34 KO SR AR A A BB PEAL T REAR S K/ NAHBURRBE Al RS e e s . 45136
B : OB B BB & 2R T B B A A28 ik, AP R T & T E BRI L AR, Q4K
Z2HAE ) (88.3%) W I AL I AE A 58 I B PN S AR T A 3, FL v S 2B 4R T Y o5 0 S5 80 21.7%(P<0.05) ; 60 FIAE 4
TEI AR BT 44 2.89 d/10 a. B4 K ZET(88.3%) MG AL AR PRB b 5 e R B AP X Sl 2 3 1
AHIE(P<0.05), FIFA A1 44 A8 3 10 SRR Jy—5.75 d/°C, @REAS F /N R iR 8 SRR Al T i R e A 52
], 15 A4 5 51 R URREE A 125 Sk I T LA 99% I E R 4% I #E 2 d/°CZ

XK B R AR W s AAKE Y ; IR AE I 5 IR ERRUEREE s St BH

1515

1880 4 LUK , 4EK [ My FIAE v 2R 1R TH i 1
0.85°C, H1E AR Al BEFF £ T+ (IPCC, 2013), RilZ!
AR S A A Al i b A 25 R G A R RE AR T
52 (Walther et al, 2002). 1 R SR A8 A% A4 245
ARG Y T B 2 — , Y AEAS [A] X 3 4
FhECRHE ] 1Y 22 A2 B]) 2 K (Rosenzweig et al,
2007; JEAE 4, 2016), T Hi 1 - WL K5 i)
5% F W, 78 BR P (Menzel et al, 2006) . W7 P (Ho et
al, 2006; Doi, 2012; Ge et al, 2015; Fii% 2455, 2017)
AL SN R 2 Kb X (Wolfe et al, 2005; Gonsamo et
al, 2013), B ARAHE ) 1Y Z= W () dn J -
W1 AR BT DR AT AR A, S
T SR i A A K B TR LR AR AT R Y
FYAE, 2012), 1% S6 UL 3 1 9 e AR Ak 5 3 55 R
WM . U2 BRI i X 0 5 T o 0T 3 i 3

KimBEE:2017-01;181THEA: 2017-06,

T AR T 51 (Rosenzweig et al, 2008; Polgar
etal, 2011), JGJEIXTAE W% 52 mATh A7 AE 4 I
(Chuine et al, 2010; Korner et al, 2010; Way et al,
2015), Bk X e Ak iy s i £ Sy AR S R gl
J9HH i (Cleland et al, 2007).

ROV B Y R A e A LA R 3 L H R
AR BE A AE ] 0 A ) 22 5% il , £ 5 ) 4 bk
Yk AE I 0 ST, HP YA 1.9~4.4 d/10a 2
[](Szabo et al, 2016), JtHT 1963-2007 4 48 Fl KA
FEP UG AC T P R E 0.19~5.31 d/10a 22 [8] (Bai
et al, 2011). JIEE K 19 Fl A 49 14 4R 46 193 7 2001-
2012 4 1] () 48 Ak 3R AE-22~2 d/10 a Z [A] (Gonsa-
mo et al, 2013), TERIFEASMEASILTT 50T, 1 o
(i) 4 A A e 2 S ) = 8 Dt DR AN [ A 0 40 A 0 o)
G T 7 A RSB [R) B, P 4 42 Rl ) R i
AC IR U R 7E - 11.44~-2.84 d/°CZ |H](Dai et al,
2013), X B2 AU EE 1Y) 22 S B WU TAENY)
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T U (PP &7 81 45, 2012), XF 55 [ o 5% 4% 2E
(Massachusetts) £} (Concord ) B 1 ZE K ) 4 i K
SN R B, A AR SR SRR s ) ) R A i 2%
150 4[] FffHE 4 12 W 35 AR (Willis et al, 2008). %
55 TR A W) 30 1) T BB 5 A ) R R A
RIS R RE A G Rt WFSEAN ] ) b 40 fie S0 1)
ik JE SRR RE AT ] 2 01 gy 52 A AR AL W YA
i, DT M AR ST 57 T AR S AR G B AR
(I

FURTA 1E , 6 T3R8 A Tl B R T 5 2 28
A Hr R IR H X, ) 40 [ 42 G b X (Bai et al,
2011; Dai et al, 2013), H A< & #fi [ (Ho et al, 2006;
Miller-Rushing et al, 2007) . EX PG b % (Fitter et al,
2002; Bolmgren et al, 2013; Bock et al, 2014; Wang
et al, 2014)F132 [ A b B b X (Ellwood et al, 2013)
o TR R R A T R ) 2 4 20 ) T
JREEWF R . Z T — TS R F ORI (Robiniap-
seudoacacia) 181 T # (Syringa chinensis) MK T ¥
(Syringa vulgaris) UG ALIATERE, & BLUR AL T I B2 )
O F14) R 7 05 R A AR ) T Ry s DX L s 3 X
5 (Wang, Dai et al, 2015), {HiX—&518457 FH
HoAt R ) FERDINLASGAIE .

AU T, A SCRA T A 1 B¢ BH A IS
X, 5% H 1980-2014 4F- 60 F A A 4 49 1) iy 46 19 9%
L T SR ST T 5 25 R I AE 011 e
R3S D ICINE B Ter s s MR 7/ PR f e = R0 0]
AR L RBURR R o AR SO UG TE 3R )
ik 25 30 2244 Bt BHAR ) b AL 9T Fifi A 1] 1) 22 £k
P PRI A IR s AR AL Yk B 1 17 Fr) SR
AL s QR AR 51 K/ X BURBE A T2 R

W
2 BlES5rik

2.1 MARXHEER

PR AL T 5N 2 B IX 35 P9 IR = BEAE
1100 m 2247, Mo ALl M e A = e i o5
D7 F 5 R 2E AR i AL DX, Ak b B A o b &
26°25'44" , 445 106°40'09" , & MV HRHT I T 1R AN RS,
gt . ZEH B LI B P (1980-2014)4F , 4R -1 /< i
F14.1°C, &FHRA AR 1A FR3.6°C, ik
WH KT ARSI 22.5C(F 1), KR
$}11076.5 mm, H:i 5-8 HRFK £, 524K

T 63%(I1 1), 5 BH 1 HuAf AT Bl Ay o 37 By 1
TP o e bR (LR X i A A 2 5 A B R
BRUAE AR A (5, 2014).
2.2 MRS SIREHRE

AR SCHT FH A 0 A BBk T v A 0 08
R 5 B, A 35 1980-2014 4F 60 Fft A A A 4 114

BAEIH ORI R 28 PR B g LRI 2 3K 1), iR

] A ORI DO ORI A , G 4 01 SR 30 7 ()
BRI, B W—2F DAL A — ek R
JUZR AL 0 A6 TF 4 50 4 FF 0y H 1 (56 B0 45,
1979), TEREASFFERT BN, 1992 4FFl1 1996-2002 4F-
BA AT I (B 2) R ORUEA RS FEAS JE AR
PRUERf R R FAG T2 T i A a5 6 2 LA T 2%
F : D 1980-2014 4F (6] 2 /A 15 4 W IAE 5% 5 @
1980-1995 4EH12003-2014 4E[] 45 22 /047 5 AE WL
o YR IR ULI Y 126 FPAEH e E T 60 AR
ARIYIER )o TIHN, PIERIAS 74 S T U B
W FpEL H AR, 78 38~60 2 A (141 2)
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Fig.1 Climate conditions in Guiyang City, 1980-2014
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Fig.2 The number of species observed for each year
in Guiyang City, 1980-2014
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Tab.1 Plant species investigated in this study
4 P T4 # PURIIESS 4 RES) iy

i Platycladusorientalis Cupressaceae 25 2-16
PO Cerasus subhirtella Rosaceae 27 2-19
Exuria Forsythia viridissima Oleaceae 26 2-19
EHAIK Chaenomeles cathayensis Rosaceae 26 2-21
L Ulmuspumila Ulmaceae 28 2-21
YA Acacia decurrens Leguminosae 23 2-22
oS Armeniaca vulgaris Rosaceae 28 2-28
DTV Chaenomelesspeciosa Rosaceae 27 2-28
7 ISR Distylium dunnianum Hamamelidaceae 25 2-29
i 147 Populus adenopoda Salicaceae 23 3-2

A Salix babylonica Salicaceae 26 3-3

s Prunus salicina Rosaceae 23 3-7

ey Populus yunnanensis Salicaceae 20 3-8

VU i3 Malusmicromalus Rosaceae 21 3-9

VAL Pyruspyrifolia Rosaceae 24 3-11
HBE Magnolia liliflora Magnoliaceae 22 3-12
i Cercischinensis Leguminosae 33 3-12
AJK Chaenomeles sinensis Rosaceae 26 3-14
Wz Pterocarya stenoptera Juglandaceae 27 3-15
PFAEA Zanthoxylumsimulans Rutaceae 24 3-16
F AL AR Paulowniafortunei Scrophulariaceae 27 3-20
bap| Salix chaenomeloides Salicaceae 25 3-20
EL Fraxinuschinensis Oleaceae 24 3-21
TRRERAAR Platanusacerifolia Platanaceae 25 3-25
AR Quercus acutissima Fagaceae 24 3-27
TRHHRAE Cerasus yedoensis Rosaceae 27 3-28
TN Pinus massoniana Pinaceae 27 3-28
Lk Wisteria sinensis Leguminosae 22 4-3

FR A Lindera communis Lauraceae 24 4-4

FEIHH Broussonetia papyifera Moraceae 25 4-4

= Caesalpinia decapetala Leguminosae 27 4-9

s T Ligustrum quihoui Oleaceae 24 4-10
JIRE Robiniapseudoacacia Leguminosae 34 4-14
biogi Cinnamomum bodinieri Lauraceae 23 4-14
RS Catalpa bungei Bignoniaceae 25 4-15
T Cinnamomumcamphora Lauraceae 22 4-15
K Pyracantha fortuneana Rosaceae 25 4-15
Tl Meliaazedarach Meliaceae 23 4-20
LR Gleditsia sinensis Leguminosae 25 4-22
it Punicagranatum Punicaceae 28 5-4

TR Catalpa ovata Bignoniaceae 28 5-15
AR S Ilex fargesiivar.angustifolia Aquifoliaceae 23 5-18
R Ziziphusjujuba Rhamnaceae 26 5-20
IINBRAR Swida paucinervis Cornaceae 26 5-21
JeATHE Nerium indicum Apocynaceae 25 5-22
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1B Alangium chinense Alangiaceae 21 5-27
A Hibiscus syriacus Malvaceae 17 6-7
Rl Ligustrumlucidum Oleaceae 28 6-13
NHE Serissa japonica Rubiaceae 21 6-18
Je S| Sapium sebiferum Euphorbiaceae 24 6-19
A Firmiana simples Sterculiaceae 33 6-23
KA Clerodendrumtrichotomum Verbenaceae 25 7-1
o Lagerstroemia indica Lythraceae 27 7-12
R Sophora japonica Leguminosae 18 7-14
BEiER Camptothecaacuminata Nyssaceae 26 7-17
EE7] Acanthopanax trifoliatus Araliaceae 16 8-2
NG Osmanthus fragrans Oleaceae 25 9-3
N Hibiscus mutabilis Malvaceae 29 9-6
RIIES Camellia oleifera Theaceae 20 9-16
A Eriobotrya japonica Rosaceae 16 11-3

BEF 8T b R % 5 M (http://data.cma.cn/) . 3
B F IR = 5o T S0 4R —40 P s AR
B AL (7 25 5 BE 1951-2004 4F) A v [ b 17 4 fig
POREH A BUE 5 (V3.0)” (B 55 I BE 1951 4E 24,
X EE X 2 s 4 & B, P4 2000-2004 41 (1<, i
PERFTE A — 2, M2 AT AR —8, X 5P T
20004F 1 A 1 Hifhk, i X GHT AR )i 2 381X (46
AR, S BUR IR R TR EE A —PE(Li et al,
2004), FHBE, 4% 3CHT FH Y 1980-2004 47 ik 58 FHIL
A HT— B4, T 2005-2014 455 e BRI J —
B , X REMIE AL T 38— IR E .
23 RAE

A SRR AR S AR A B, T e R A
S B AIR S AR Oy B LR M nD I Ay B, T T SR
1980-2014 445 H 5 &4F AR A e ia s, Hak,
F A R 16 AE 995 4003 (R 2k TeT U5 434, ST
TR IR ARk R, KRR )
GRAEIAT HNI & AR Y, 4 ilUHE V)P 3, 3K
HH R T AE SR S ) R, 75 3 3 A AR I R - o
B350, 18 R Bir A A AL SR AR e AR 3R .
A, SRR B B B W i AR AL R B s, AR SC
T T 1980-2014 4F [1] A 10 4F bz 54 B B 1) 4y
pia Ul R AL VA T I S5

SIS A X S IR 7 ) B, 1 e
i E R LR AL e s B . AR OGS R, BRAE
38 W 5 17— B A) N A AR 2 AH DG (Bolmgren

et al, 2013; Dai et al, 2013; Wang, Ge et al, 2015; £
WIESE, 2017), A4V 1 i AL (EP) &5
H . LLLIS RABK, 3 B [EP-15xi, EPi
BL(i=1,2,---,16) -2 Uil 5 M A A AH G R &, 18
FEAH G FREhde XA B R IIR— I B, AR Ryt e i 4
B S B, U, X AR I AR AE 5 B pt
I Bt A T [P0 73
FFD=bxTEM+a+e (1)

Ao Horp FED ARG AL P 41 s TEM AR B Al
BP0 a N ETE s e MR ZET; b MH &R
B AR B A AR TR BRI A bR . X BN
o, R BT A A0 A A (DA T 1 46460 Y 1R
JERURIE o F350 KB YIRI A SR LI B X <l
P9 25 Z2 45 SME, et U P e 9, 3 3R A
FF A SR PR 15 3R AR SRR T E Y
G AR BieA R Gl AR e A

I FEREAS 1 KN U EE A 125 SR py s
EPE LR AE IR P th H 7 S R EE P TP T8, 1
SR )T B A R R BURBEE (ba) . IR,
FI I BEALECA: B GE AT Matlab F44 5281, A2 %
ANFIFREAS S IR AR 5 00 IR B e 4 . il an, X1
SAEMYREA T, DA AR 19 B2 Rk Hh B AL 18 H 5 A
AEASy , A5 AR L A8 B AN I AR S BRI, OB Uk
JiE . HE PRI 1000 U, W52 — 4 S AEREAC R T Y
TRURRBEA T2 5 . DA AR SOREAR [FREAS i
17 7 BURPERAL, JF LU TR R R A 5 A U
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FIBRAEZE L B P AE bat ] IX[R] N IORE S . T 1R 48
TR e 31 B0 SR A B (BRI AR50 Ry 27 4F, HR
ANBREAR AN BTS2 [B1UA43HT IO LR, RO REAR
HEANRE S B S 1) 3 OB, BIOAR SO R AR 1 1 B
JLHIE N 5~224F,

LRS00

3.1 SRTiEE

1980-2014 4%, 5% fH & A8 T 35 (1 S e A8 k.
AR S IRAE W B L 0.36°C/10 a Y A 4 i 2 T
15 (P<0.05, ¥l 3b), HAKREH 4y, 2-11 H <R E
ThEn (& 3a), Horf 2-5 J F17-9 H <R T
IR F i 3 K- (P<0.05), JL L 2 A AR Y 1 i
KL IAEN 1.02°C/104F . HAT 12 AR T H AR
BN SR (ER N T
3.2 HHIEEREARENERNMT K

60 FAE ) T IR AL I 2 A 16 H (IlA)-11
A3 H @A) Z |, Hod2 A4 9 fh
(15%);3 A T LM A B i 22, 3K 18 F1(30%) 5 4
A AR A 12F0(20%) . 31X 3 H FFAE A
H B R ) 65% , A H A JF AL AL Y B
*ﬁxﬁﬁi D). FEPHFEY AL R H SR A0 A

SRR S SRR EZE 9 10.87 d(1F] 4a), AEBRZS i

J NIREA) M L T (b 22 4.28 d), 1T Fe KR SR 7 -

12
1.0
0.8
0.6
0.4
0.2

o HHHDHHHHD

T2 T 5 6 7 %
At

a. A PSR B (*: P<0.05)
*

s

AFESIRESEY (C - 10a)

9 10 11 12

550 b sppsy sy

i M P

130 3=0.036x-57.93
Or R*=0.42, P<0. 01

12.5 '
1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2015
G

3 1980-2014 4F 5% B2 1k
Fig.3 Temperature change in Guiyang City, 1980-2014

(DDOY/(day of the year): Bl[¥* H ,

RER (i 22 17.29 d), ST, ihAE AR PR AR 1k
E@ﬁr&%%%i@ﬁﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁ*ﬁa&a@%m——o.m, P<
0.05), B IF LB (A , LR 16 i 4 PR AR 1k
i

ML 4b 0] LU 3R, 5% BHAT A 0 G A6 30T LA i
FONE, 60 FHEYI T, 53 P (88.3%) B LR 1L
I7E 1980-2014 4F-[A] &, Horb W 2E $EHT A9 13 F
(P<0.05), A 7 FEYI B4 A6 0] A 35 A 3R
R Oh AC R TR SR YR R AR (-10.27
d/10a), 255 A9 R RIRE , #a38A R-0.27 d/10a, KZ
BRI AT ATE-4~-2 d/10a Z[H]

A 60 FiAE P b A6 3 B (B P 51 B (] 4c),
7 1995 4211 , A6 117 DR B o0 3 CF Y #EEh
3.53 d), {XAE 1987 4F H B 1 A st i - 119 s 46 301 (BEE
F-—14.48 d), £ 2003-2014 4F , £ B BE LU 5y
F, 124 A 8 AF 1Y 4R AL IR (8, -3 R
H-3.15 do XS B S T 00 B LA AR AL ARRAE
SEAAAEWITE 1980-2014 42N BE N 5L 2.89 d/10a

a. bR
= 18 ° °
H olore
& l4-e® © ] « ° . °
g 121° %gg,%, g0 °
g 1(8) ’o‘. .|$ o ° o ® .
& 6 hadd %o °
4, ! ! ! L ® ! ! ! ! L
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SEURTEBI(DOY)®
L op DO .
§ 0 @ (% @ e 0o o °
z 2 O@@ Oe ~ "o o
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= g| . o P>0.05
® 10t . ® P<0.05
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Fig.4 Temporal trends and standard deviation of first flowering
dates for 60 woody plants in Guiyang City, 1980-2014
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ISR A &5 WoR T R[] i B A A8 1A S
AR Ak o 20 R B B KT 10 48 (1 B B bR AL HAAR
EIRATAE ., HA IS T 1980-1983 4F 453+
2009-2014 4F 1 B Bz , 4f £6 BH 52 1k 345 5 2 (P<
0.05); IA 18 81 IF 1A T 1996-2003 4E . 45 3 T 2012-
2014 AF (AT BE, BN R H . % 3] 1996-
2002 4 JCILIMIHCH , PR G AE 30T R A s 4R R Bk
HEAE 2003 4R LU -
33 S5 RERXAR
FEl 6a f 7R T 520 45 FE P HA A6 I 0 Bt BE K
& BT YR e B S EE A 83.5 d, k&£
B (66.7%) WAL BE K BEAE 45~90 d Z 8] .
PRI, FEAEE AP R, S I B 1 1 B i ) B8
Ko FINE AL CEFA LI 8 H 2 H)I 185, H
A BOK (165 d)7E R 2801 O T & F HAb T
R B8 6a), A 2RI B ARSI —M
A SR AEINTE 9 A 6 H AR IERS , Sttt BEK
IR 15 &5 FERAE 80 11 H 3 H B, Fe it
BER ALK 30 do 3X 1] fiE-55 P R4 1A 48 391 [
AL PSS S YN TEX PSS )R
Pl 6b SR 4 fre O B B A T A5 20 0 £ A 4
TEAE I B R L 60 ALY L AU 7 R A
(11.7%) i s A6 359 X6k 5 A0 B B A A< g oy A g 3%
X BE AT W) 10 s A 309 A0 X5 i i, ¥4 Ok A TR 2R RN AR
75, 1A S3 AP A R A1 (88.3%) X A IR i)
N7 i 3 (P<0.05) 0 H: i R i 5% 119 S A (- 12.76
d/°C) 5 Wi o7 B 55 v N 1, R -2.73 d/°C. M
T B SRR A R o A SR R, KB (75%) i
AE I B TR R A -8 ~—4 d/°C2Zfa] , it B A A
2014
2012
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22000
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i

£tz
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Fig.5 Temporal trends of median anomaly of first flowering

date for all plant species during different time periods

Wyl A6 BT P 5 e U B B AR RS- L A [l
I3, AT LA 5 BH 60 R A B AR 1y A A6 9] 575
IR ZE A (R=-0.95, P<0.05), S A B 1 B8 AUk s
(bu)H=5.75 d/°C, IRV IR A SR BT 1°C, 5t
A48T 5.75 d(Kl 6¢0)
3.4 FEHAEIFERE G
BEHLIHFELS S R, e i A SARRT, i
1000 Y A5 21 5 SO /Y bR i 25 R 1.08 d/°C, 7
a1 DX A] N B HE RS2 70.5% (8] 7). Bl REAS B 1Y
BEAN , R vE 2B TN 7 bat1 X 8] P B4R R 12 7
B, UREA R E 1SARRT, ZUCIRR bR IE2E R AR
#10.33 d/°C, 99% AL T HE RE V& FE a1 X[ o 1%
SEILF REAS AR/ A T R R e
MR,

4 1B

A SR ST R IR, 53 BH K 2 800 W 1) 1k A8 W 7E
1980-2014 4F 4R EFH . T2 FT A5k Rk
B B[] 3, S B 1978-2007 41 5 BH 1A 44 A 52 45 iy
(IS SR, 2009) X R 7 AR FR0 S
TS IF AR i ) B AR A T RS (1 3b) . JE

o 20T o WA AEMIAIE R B
B 200 o °

M 150 o oo "
% 100 - ..o.:' coo ¢
R solufeliacTee e .
oz ol 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 * 1 1
50 75 100 125 150 175 200 225 250 275 300
EHIIRIEII(DOY)
L (2)_ b. IRAEIXT ER A BEP-H SR A AU
é —2r % o © ° °
—41-e® ® .
g 6 oi..‘.'.:\;: ° ‘.o o o
8 o ®
g -10+ . R e P<0.05
& 12+ N o P>0.05
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50 75 100 125 150 175 200 225 250 275 300
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15 C MTEIBEF A E S it BeBEF rPE R S R
) S °
e - REAL
g 5 Ve, e y=—5.75x+0.32
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Fig. 6 Temperature sensitivity of first flowering dates for 60

plant species in Guiyang City
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Fig.7 Impact of sample size on estimates of temperature

sensitivity

60 FAE P 4 AL BT (B P 51, & B 5t FRIG AL 0T
KPR N 2.89 d/10a, LG5 R 5L
By rh EAR 2 =Y AR L E H(-2.75 d/10a)H
R (Ge et al, 2015). 7340, WFFERT BN ) A8 1k
BT R AR K. HA TR T 1980-1983
AF 2T 2009-2014 4R B ARSI IR 6], A
EPERTER AN E]F 5 A B A 2003-2014
A BB FA I HER 5 R (R 5) . il
i ) 17 sk 0 e 30 F i st 3o, TR 22 D s
A 30 4F 19 4 4 A2 Ak BOAK [] (Rutishauser et al,
2008; Ge et al, 2014), iX f& H T SAEAATE I 2 [ 4F
BRFNAEARBRAS Ak, AN [ Be (1) S i A2 Ak T BE A7 AE ]
2R K, Y8 2SR RS
AT 4 ml A Bk RUBE (1 ) 0 A8 Al ke S5, b0
% RS [ s BEBE PR AN ], 75 A5 B 45 5 T
2R K(Ge et al, 2015),

FLR AR SR AR 2 i i A 5 1R
2R OC, T AT R e 46 01 1) P Y BURR R 3K - 5.7
d/Co X—HUER TR X AR5 B,
VG 22 42 TR ) s A6 30 %) ~F- 350 U B U R S - 4.34
d/°C(Dai et al, 2013); AL F 22T ALY B9 4 AL
JE FURGE S-2.7 d/°C(Bai et al, 2011); i 21 4> [
FAE 2P 0 23 B U E S -2.5 d/C
(Menzel et al, 2006), H it , FF— 2050 A0E 726 B M
DX L e 20 8l DX 3 % B v 1 o 52 (D et al,
2014; Wang, Dai et al, 2015), & HUSE AT [z
W (G B S A A R RE B L R A AR Ak, iR

TR SABAR A 38 R B DA G o s S AR A
A 1 N EURR B P, AR K AT BB 2 a2 B BRI P
A AT e L 5 A A P A A (19 g
HAL Ry AR 5 B OB A K AR AR A (A X T
Yy A 391 B2 17 T I BE 2 1Y 35 4 3) (Cleland et al,
2012), WEINE A UEHE L B, i 2 150 4R, Wi A
M iy <A A5 Ak 0 1 R BV T ) T R I 3 R AR
(Willis et al, 2008) ZM ARl lir £6 1 0 I8 155 A50RR B L
A MR R PR TR RUBE (R R AR (Wil
lis et al, 2010), Cleland %5 (2012)%5: 4 1 24 WA 5%
o ST ANEIRR AR ., R B A 7 1 Wi 1 SRR 1 4
Fiote A= 7 55 LB RE SRy A BT . X
SERIFSY B BH , G A6 3 1) Tk BRURR P 5 e e o X 4Bk
RERIRE I G TR, BUBEE A 145 2R T S Aok
AR 50T AR S RS BARIMKYE . #ildn,
FEAE AR T AR el ARk Ak, AR e e B BURR K
Py LA G b o AR AR A, Ak, ST IR AE
LIPORTY R f il DIVE SR S Sa N PR (e )
Bt BE ] 2 b DX A6 il U B4 B AR IS ) P A B i, AR
S AL MR E 5t BH R RS A T i B AR
ol it 0 A B o T AR A X A A g i ] 1 46
B PR BT () F R AR ST T 4% 20 (9] 40 5 o 5 2R A4 AE
W LT R

T FE BUER B 5 Wy el o R ke A A A 1) 3 3 g
FIAHDE, PR I 5 B v b SR A5 45 o IR R 1Y)
KN, MBS T A a5t e, Al U T A
2 s, A5 5K 30 4 XU ) -4 ) 52 56 (Wolkov-
ich et al, 2012), A SCR S —Fh 7 ik, B FHA If
[ 5 G S AT E T 5t BH 60 FARAAE )
TR AE I A TR B SRR o I R B 1k ) B
1125 50T B () ) 3 ) B A ol sk . A i
1S AF 1 B RE A B A T B SRR B i A T AR 3
DL 999% [ HE 45 I 7E 2d/°C2 o PR IHGTE A Sl i
JE U EEAG T, 0 AT RE 4 A A s [ 51 LA
3B R E I RUR A TS5 3 . o) — Fh R A
THI7 3 by 388 3k S 30 4 A P 4 TR AN ) %) A5 T
T, LA 25 S 5 YL 2 S 1 B (0 S TR UK
JE o 2 R R ] — A S ) U A T
45 SRAEAE 1 35 2% 5 (Wolkovich et al, 2012), 1 Jii 3%
— 25 5 1 S AR AT AR 5 0 o UL SR A A
ZFPIE R T B A EAE A G BA RS 5
— 5,
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5 énlb X, X 2, $HE. 2012, 1982-2006 41 K5 7 i i 4 A

ARSI 7R T 1980-2014 4F 5% BH 60 Rl #1916
FE A A Bt S IR e o7 ) SRR, R PEA, T A B
KN U AT T4 R s A3 B LR LA £ 2
inb

(1) 5t FH B A7 S0 A 1980 4F LIk B 2% 7t
1o LU AR AR B N Tk B K1 2 2-5 A
7-9 H IR TR o

(2) B FH 60 FAE -2 e AE I FE2 H 16 H—
1MHA3IHZME., Hb2-4 AFEMNEY &£
(65%). 198051%15'@ WRAEI LA T B B Ak, 53 F
41 (88.3% ) ) Ly A6 J 76 42 i, L v S 35 R AT I A
13 #1(P<0.05), 60 FiE P 4f AE1H 1980-2014 4F G fk
PERT N 2.89 d/10 a,1H 2003-2014 4E 44 1F WImE A7
R

(3) 4 K ZBUHY) (88.3%) I L AR 2R 1b 5
B A I BE PSR B A OE . K2R Y
(75%) U AE 0L FE BUR A -8~—4 d/°CZIH] . T A
fE%MAﬁE’Jﬁi N -5.75 d/°C, X R e f s B

TRAETF 5 1°C, e 04827 5.75 d.

(4) BEAS S /NG B SRR B A T RS A
SRR, UNSREEEXT L 2 AR A A R ) 22
ST RS A A LA SRS R Y SRR £
Tho ISAELL L0750 BE 4 SRR A 125 SR 1 I8 o
TEEILL 99% AR FEHIAE 2 d/°CZ M
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Sensitivity of first flowering dates to temperature change for typical
woody plants in Guiyang City, China

HUANG Wenjie"*’, GE Quansheng', DAI Junhu', WANG Huanjiong"
(1. Key Laboratory of Land Surface Pattern and Simulation, Institute of Geographic Sciences and Natural
Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China;
2. University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China;
3. College of Life Sciences, Chifeng University, Chifeng 024000, Inner Mongolia, China)

Abstract: Temperature sensitivity of phenophases can reflect how and to what degree plants could tract climate
change, and is related to the ability of plants to adapt to climate change. Investigating the temperature sensitivity
of phenophases of different plant species could help us to identify species that are sensitive to climate change. To
date, the studies about temperature sensitivity of first flowering date (FFD) mainly focused on the temperate
area, and fewer studies focused on the subtropical area. We selected Guiyang City, located in subtropical China,
as the study area, and analyzed the temporal changes in FFD of plants and their temperature sensitivities based
on phenological observation data of 60 typical woody plants from 1980 to 2014. In addition, we evaluated the
impact of the length of time series on the stability of the estimates of temperature sensitivity. The results show
that: (1) Guiyang City experienced notable climate change with significantly increased annual mean temperature
during the study period. The warming of spring and autumn was stronger than summer and winter. (2) FFD of 53
species (88.3%) advanced during the study period with 13 species (21.7%) significantly advancing (P<0.05).
Most trends of FFD were between -4 and -2 d/decade. The overall advancing trend for FFD of 60 species was
2.89 d/decade. (3) FFD was significantly and negatively correlated with mean temperature during the optimum
period for most species (88.3%). Most temperature sensitivities of FFD ranged from -8 to -4 d/°C. The overall
temperature sensitivity for FFD of all species was -5.75 d/°C. (4) Sample size clearly affected stability of the
estimates of temperature sensitivity. The time series of 15 years could make the difference of estimates less than
2 d/°C with a probability of 99%. Thus, time series should be as long as possible to be used in estimating the
temperature sensitivity of flowering phenology with a stability that is sufficient for interspecific comparisons.

Key words: climate change; phenology; woody plants; first flowering date; temperature sensitivity; Guiyang

City



