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KZNMIRKRGE, S RESREEWA AR
KL Rl & B M 5 1B (Pomacea
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A MRREAR G ™, Y RT R A BL, an 3
5o s A AR A e AR A B R
bR U2 22 T i A R AR S A AR
X 8 T 11 A5 52 A K A PR 158 FH M R 7
AEGAIE . FRRIE LT 2001 ARG IR SE AL 4G
T AP AR 58 2 ; FLEMING %5228 38
TREUK AP AR EIPLE . PAPACOSTAS %5
PRUT T K IR A AR AL . SR, 217 %5
KA R G A AR PR B R 1 R 5
FLELSRELZ . AN —28 1 AR IE 3 T
TSR, 45 AT N B ZE I AR A B2 HE e
PE— 2 VA9 T KA A AR AL B R % O
Pt AW T7 1), B 72 K AE A AR BIAL
55 S B SRR I S5 W IR I AR ) e
Ty A EEE L

1 AfZHLH

1.1 ZHMAENE

TE L FAL TR R A AR OB S
Z— R AR AE XS T A b ) T 7R B R AR IR
A5 I B A K A A5 TR B AR L, 3K
P BER TR S e R = VA Lk ey 1 T | SE N )
FEFE LYY A B 0 A S L R - B
FEMEARACLL K 53— ast A 3K S AL 3 A J7 I, AT
TEAPLRAAIIE AL
LI AR BEE N 5

IRAE AR A ) BB o AT AT 5 T AR
W AR vy 1) PR 52 50 /% VDA G, X R P
ANRZFAER) I 58 S v B E AL T A MY A, iR
(Cyprinus carpio) W Tiif 5% 2~40.6 °CHY 7Kk} 5.0~
10.5 1) pH Jt [l , 2 2 RBAE AE =y 3 R4 VK A4
TR XA R T G i R kR AR K IR K R
5 RV IBT | O L RSN <307/ IEA N E N <<}
(Trachemys scripta elegans ) ¢ {5 18 J5# B %) 25
B 0T D RE , S AR 7K A BT A A= B PR R
P 8 AR H B AR B TN (V.
obtusa) RETEARS 0L 58 IR AR K o B0
i s ) R O BRI R 4 A O 5K AR AR
B PR A R B o SOROK AR AR KB . B
IK I (Ludwigia peploides) W) 3& B H 22 5 W 38 ij
P, FZEFRAE K X B A7 AR, FE TR K DX A i)
5 9T [7] B0 7K BT 38 B A R PR B A
e i 32 M, DA N7 22 it 2 His 25 1, R4S 35 4
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R

AR KA A= %8 S5 o B8 %) T 45 348 N g 1Y
F 5RO B AR I G TR Y 38
AT AR AR 22 E BRI 38 Y 3 )N AR
SRR ARG 1 5 RS KU DGR N 45
112 BH-E RN

T3 A= i o B 4 SR e B R SR Y
etk , FEAR R AE S A h 4E R 5 i I AR A7 %, A
i PE LB B AR A (Tilapias)™ & B fa
(Gambusia affinis)** %58 J7 7 ERK P H B A 24
B, A S R e G rh 3R PR T
FHEIE I AR o BT ( Coilia brachygnathus)
TEAAR =K e 2o A5 v 308 o 40 e P ol 2 ) 40 (<
1A 5 ey B s (7 B 6 2 kL) | VI 58
FIBFEERE 525 MY #0 . RAR AR Y EFE
¥ (Urochloa arrecta) BARAE S| AW ECE AR
(RASEAE TR PR B rh i To M B R, SC B Tk
Yok S5k e, MIEE(Ampullariidae ) ANY
BRI EEAE T, BEAR IS A5 A8 Ak 72 1% ] B
HARK KB MERER, EBAT 2R EE,
M R 22 b A 28 S5 P OF Dl 17 . B S
BRI AR HE B K A ARG S ik 1y
OCERAIL T - PR3 5 5 ) O R A B R, e B
AT R mT SEVE 9% o PR E U B e 0y, A R R
AR IR R R
1.1.3 s imfE ALl

Bl & 5 A W= R B AR AT 8 N AROW
ST — DN K A Y AR RS A Er N
TEMLT o A A7 08 10 B 8 20 53 A7 2 W], DNA/hAT-
Charlie 7 JFETC/F P450 FE R 94 e AN AR S &R
0 1) 3 3 e B R e AR AT I 5 N K Y
TR ) O N B T VAR il BT o %
(Neogobius melanostomus) F. 75 T 155 1) 5 5% R 16
P | 8 PR SR 3 N R T RE e B X Y
W B A AR R T, T2 B LU TR & 79 2= B 5 )
WR 2 1 ( Proterorhinus marmoratus ) 55 5% i A2 78
SR KRS (Styela clava) i i Hsp70 #A4EE 1
F N R 35K DL K& PR e 81 118 7K P 356 PR A
3R B AR S YRR T, 0 5 4R TR P R
T IE N 7E R AR R B T OC AR
7N I 7K B (Ludwigia grandiflora subsp.
hexapetala) M\ 7K A= 21| fifi 25 0 A= A8 G A G A8
DNA H AL S AR T OB N i R 38 , FEAN R
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AR AE PP RGBS S BT SR ] i
e (Hydrilla verticillata) 18 17 15 % 35 W) R s iz K
(NRT2) , PR3 i 1oz 19 20 1] 1 il 2 48 (NR/GS)
K B0 e A U R4 L TR WO i R 32k %
TR o Sa G e, TSI A K AR A2 25
Fa . LIRBER AL A E B P IR
EH R RESEZNZHiER T RKEEYA
12053t AL L SOW o1 HIL I 9K 2h A=K AR
AW R AT FA A 5 4K B[R] Y BB A N in
AR o A 2 H 28 AR SN R A
=2 By Be 431 VR FR-AE , A8 A F 100 21k 2 F i
ANAZ W I AT R T
1.2 ERAIMEH

A AL W RN AE A A R e TP BT o R Y B R
SYiRen A a2 B CE IR AT R E A
et SMRIKAAEM A AR R T R A
s PR T A B A AR A, S IR A b )
B R B4 55 4, AT FE B P45 rh i 7 AR E b
BEOF P 5k . SE R SAMLR S A B AP 7E
—EBRE LA EX N S5EE, AMRYFIE AR
TR b R A PR AR ERE ) PR A N R T 45 e
e A, AR AR AR R X AR S A ) o A S
MTTHE S H R AR 51
12,1 =AY K S HE

AAZAE YY) 32 S5m0 2ok BH A, U HR 2R B
I HIOR ™ 5K 43 A1 e 1], Pk o 9 ) AR A6,
MIMEEK R AES RGE T L IMARETH . M
M5, A MZKA: SRS 23 18] A 280 /9 5 =X B
TN R BN 2% 5 ( Carcinus maenas ) 8 3 15 % &
Ta 1 B 5 B0 7 S5 A | S S YA B
TR A, , ARG A b 47 ol ) A9 2 1t P ) I 3
B B2 ) A= 257 o7 9 L 345 2 TR R % £ (V.
melanostomus ) W R B A B0 BN 2, 54
b A ARG 2 T vy B S Y W] I, BR RS AN [R] Y
IR KA T R R fEAE S ), Blcfa
(Gambusia affinis ) W R s PRI T B2 46 B2 Bl A5
HAT R 55040 09A% Jmy , T R A= 25067 58 B DAGE
N 22 A8 B AR ASIRR T S A ARSI IR A
R AL ALy PG IR A, 717 3 R A A Y A DU
i — 20 i A LR R FHR0R
122 BFAEBAMWFESEWY

AR W) ol o 7 7 R e A A A A A A%
Jey : B YN 1 8 ( Coregonus lavaretus ) TETR i 7 48 1

TERERR B E RN 76 N e o R (LR
TEsh Py ol &) 52905 7R Mo Bh i B AN AE  FE L Ui
DU SEAET g AR R 1.3 % 1) e 1 i 30 T 42 S i AR
PN IKE P (E. crasslpe) 18 1 & 7K 35,
A A AR S R e 3 Ao el A KA B AR 1 T (Cn
f% BODy/COD, {8 ) 15 & /KM & 85 F24k , [ H2HEF
AR EEA R T BB AR E R
B (H. verticillata) W3 2 A= ¥y i o3 Bo A U AL
AW, P05 & S i a5 R AR AR R ER 41, B AR
X R 5 5 Mot 250 7 1 T o A K A =, AT
e B UL E SR AR 2 SR H
REAI T R )55 5 0, AT S AR AL B R] 43 T
Wk Z2 YR A E R T e

1.2.3 A7 RAEBNN 2 RS P E A

AR TP ] 19 £ 2557 45 4 43 T A 7T 3 AP e ]
TG, AR SRR N AR 2 Tl
(Pseudorasbora parva) 5 WK 1 fa (Alburnus
alburnus) BAEEFESN L EREES HHTH A
AT ERE  EY RA Ea E RE T
TR BT A AR T A A R — Akl A
FEY S ARSI SR AE TR IR 5 25 (Al iy 25
S AT o AR, AR A Y A S A T R AR A
AP AR SE— Ak 0 Ak 2E 0 S AR s T
o]

A Az Wi ik 2 A A 25 A0 R W S B B U
P SR R e Sk . AR S A
RIEGK A B ARBE LS, XA R Py A
5 Wi ML o 250K 58, A i) S B 4 SR g B2 AR
P o
1.3 FhiEl EEHLH

Fofi T AH B AR R AR AR 25 2 v 8 SCSEAIL A
Z—o TERKAELEBRG D, SR YF S5 P
(il FL A A AR B ) 22 18] (4 48 A FH AT A 38 i i
(R A ERS E FR SIBASN A i AR B
.

A AT AR A e BT R 5 5 At
PRI W B R OC Z , U A3 5 A2 R 7. i,
PR ELA BT 1 22 )R L3R T R B R
BEJS X A FESENE (Limnoperna fortunei) 2L T
R B 25 R i L ST 5 TR AR -
HRRASEIR T, BeAh , AR PR AT BB
FE YR AN, A% 176 T B[R] 224 1 LA A g A
1% o WNTE R FEAR (Procambarus clarkii) 8 i3 J8

http://www.shhydxxb.com



998 B S (32

PN 34 %

T A X SE AR LRI B2, RO = 8] 5
GO, AR A M Rh rh AR G . (E. sinensis) I TE 4
JE 3 BEAR T B8k o K AR B S Y a0 A7 g
(Stonefly nymphs) %) 1, 75 £ £ B i /K 23 %
(Elodea nuttallii) i 7= AE A YIRE B, 1 R otk B58
PRI AE R AN I MRk A A P I AR R

A A2 B ] A AR AT 6E ik A %5 5 5% 9 B
5 BT () GO0, TR A= 28 R G 18 52 AR XL
5 o a0 52 YN BE A5 SRR (Ietalurus punctatus ) 1%
B VP H (Elaeagnus angustifolia) 3 BURE & Y [F] B
SN VD AR - 18 RAGRE# , Ah) i — 5 K el
O AR B & (Carassius
auratus ) BE 8% 38 328 O U A WDV S5 A ) 4
$& 5 v [ 87 H R (Cipangopaludina chinensis) %))
PR 2 A3 5 — RISk A B A2

IKAE ARy i 2ok B4 R | B2 a2 A i
BRI A5 Z A A R AE BLAE AL, PR
R AR E R RGP 0 E M S5 . ARFHE
& H. K FR B G AR RRAIE B LB A8 8 AR, BORE AR
RN BT B 25 1
1.4 LFENEH

FH T K AR IR () 5 8800 19 BORE I L T2 A
SR KA AR BAR B AL O AT, KA
WA A S E R A B B ST ek
AR I 7K A A A D i Ak B R e
S

IKA AN Bl A RS A B Ak 2 SR A 2R
% TR (Dikerogammams villosus) EL £ 1% 19 1k
FIERNEE T RE RS IR B R E G AT
HAH &K T e d &, m e 2 A
. RERLKE s ( Tarebia granifera) 73 W G 28
BT THA L IR b I SZ 3 | R AR
R SIS b, AT HI 5548 9 i 52
Gt MEPE /N e MR RIS PE A B R T
T8 AR W 5 HEPE A S B A A L BRSO
Feh AR A B (I fb 2 b S AR A B 3 4
WAL Y A2 6 R 2% . T R AE Y S
W K 411 (Ludwigia hexapetala) i 335 B it 25 [ 25
A 8% o 0 ) A AR A A AR R R) SE A RO K
“AeEBERE Y, B AR K (Spartina alterniflora)
HEZR 3 1 1) 13 PR IS A B T, B8 410 o o 1017 ¢
e A, DT 55 A8 H A R e 4 L B
Yy A2 BB 5 7K A AARAR ) ) Ak B il
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T SRR B R FH 243 5 AP [ 5 4 iR B2, K
KA AR A AT S SRR TR .
1.5 REBERLE

KRS THOHIL ) A2 i B A2 ) AR B A0 B e
Z—, SR A AR P o 30k B i A K PR ) (4n
A A A B B A ) SRR AN A LA
Bl , 5 ta (Cyprinus carpio) 7 & B 3= AL H1IA
SBUBLEe et 3= WL bE )t shve i Y AT & Ny
FH R AT SO, TR B S R,
PSR REY 1L 2800 R AR (Gmelinoides
Jasciatus ) B AZHRAT A PR, IEH AL 27 IRk
o7 BEEATC T Bl o B (U 2 FH 5 St s T
) BB AT R - WU B AL, e A AE S
ARHFR G. lacustris W) 5a 4 i O B RipXT 7K
A= R AR R OB BAIL R o A R e e 57, i
o I SEUE SR

o LR IS, bR A ML IF AR IR ST A
T, W58 D0 35 mT BEARCOR 26 00 153 1% R 4, T A= 25
A7 o 4l 5 38 L Fh EDAH AR S Y ETEE IR
VR A E RS, a0k 2E AR AL —
BUE— AR 4], A R i AR PT Rl 2
KA B AL AT e b i R AL 1 A AR
fbo 2R ECIEH , ABBEER I ZFA
f AL, DL 4 T M A RS AR ) AR 1Y B A A
X', W CHABRERIE %5 48 1} T — /> il & Ff
BT AIAE S R NE B AR HESE ;17 DALY
LERUNAN T 51 A -k - AR HEZR XS R A Y
MBI Z AL P R AR B 58 A R T i —
AR TR NI 5 I Bh 2 28R

2 IKAAI AR AR N 3R

21 WETR

SRR T, A KRB R Ak
Jo 385515 e 25 R R GE S [R]n K AE A A=
2100 47, RAL B 1 A Bk R R - TH 1.2~
4.0 °C7M o A AR WA SE o KR TR KR
oAy EhEE BTG K AR R AT g — b
S K AR A ) ) A RN o3 A AR SR BRI
G ST SUR W (7 o] - S o I R =18 B 7
P IE P R A AT, 40 7S I 3 (Ludwigia
hexapetala) . ¥ 2k JN BB ¥ (Myriophyllum
aquaticum) JK# 77 (E. crassipes) 55 7K A A ) B
B ARSI T, o0 A L 2 K
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Az bR HAg e P 22 M 0 G g P 0B
MEZH 25 5 175K B AR KRS S As i
SIEAC Y r S M DX 3 TR L AT REAT R T AR T/
W Aw (Chthamalus challengeri) #t—L 9 KIL AR
R AR AR T BEE— 2 R AR Y
R A i W) e 1) 5 2 TR T o AN AR R T v
BB (H. verticillata) B A WAE P HE T 1~2 Jil 2 A
AR, 38 R AR B IR A T A K
FEGER , AN EIA A i ke SRR
1y (Arundo donax) WHR 25 R G HAT L T A oy Wy ol
ALK I it BB ), XA A A AR W 5 | R Y it
JKEREE B AR AE , DT AR 1 LA T e X3l )
T AR 17 2T P G o ok = VR A
(QnPR V> UTAR E FRER G ) 2 3k AR AE Y (Ani
e BAF I Urochloa humidicola) #15 J , R A&t
AKI A B T R LR AR M SO (K S
] 2 A4 5 40% ) PR HAS I 5Kk 77

G 233 o 7K A3 2R SRR G 4 2l A
KT AR T 55 A W ) b 22 I B 5
KERVA7 . TE5rZWnh , AMzA (nkn
fifi Micropterus salmoides )i 1 % #5722 W 1) ¢ )2 7K
A, S RS S b 4 1) 5 B s o R VR S A
T, T A DL S B TR BB Bl s T 2R )
SR SCRFAE (ANt 3 3 32 ) 388 5 3 75 o A A ™
Y& S N AR SE g J7 . i, AAZAR ) i 1
B 1 TE AR U 3 1 5 A X B AR 12% ~ 15%, H
55 HAR AN BE 7, 100 7E K DX AT 5 I i
EPH ALY R Y

AN, KA G el AT B8 5 M A0 ok P A A
1% AnfdCE R AT o i AR DUAR ) R AR i 42 T
TR B V% Z AR AR IR AR A4 (R R A SR DK A )
AR R RIAR ™ o 7KK & 8 A0 AT e il 4 b
P B A= A T R s R A ke A ) Ay S
W B ¥ (M. aquaticum)™ | %5 > 3 F W
(Alternanthera philoxeroides)™" | 1% 1 (Lemna
minor) ™ [ AAZ o AR 2515 Ye IS v, 20 K
(Artemia franciscana) 3¢ 8 X =55 e B S A7 e
(AT S DT LA o A b o ) 35 7 L 3, 7
YA RGP IR SR IR T A
T B4 A R AT RE 1, FBH HAE 75 4L i M AR
AR A 1) A 25 R BL A

I B A A PR 3R AN AL B4 5 e K A R W i A
ARSI AR R L 5 AR P RS VR R 4%

KB A\ L BRI . AN, SR AR B S AR Y)
FhE BT () AR A 28 1], Ak T AR < AR AL
7T BRI s KA B S IR A R T
HPRIFIAE T OB v i B I 3K B g
15 e 30 AR T A T A A B A SR L AR B
AR AR BILE " 55 b B ELAEBLE B B S A%
N7 5 T B ol 38 S AR Ml R B i sl /b, A —
FEARPE LTS T COREOROILE " o P, PR AR
TRAE R R Bl R 3R, AN A g A0 ok 4 o 41 A3k 5 A 2
1, B o R A Bk A Z2 B AR AL i A
R 2 5 ERE
22 HtTF#

N5k B2 5 38 5 SE R 4% SR Ak i i) gt
Tl SAE RS 1 2000 B AR ) AR AU o 394
Hg & fif; ( Pterygoplichthys pardalis )i i 7K % 52 5
A A F AL -1 Bl I A B R
A S A IR W 3 DN g Y SR p
TEN R TARA B B P e B P m B gL A2
T 3 8 R RIS A TR A B R s, A A S
RGREW 4 WS . £ H @ (T scripta
elegans) B30 8 NS0 R 52 Ty AR 15 2 ) 1)
FERCEAT AT AR A4, R i PR B
W Kk AR R 22— A 3 PR
(Alternanthera philoxeroides) il i+ N JE ) [l 2. 5|
Fifr K AR FK B0z i 55 16 sh s i 4 ek
ZAHIX, B — B AR K A A

WA, RS R G A R E (AW 2 1
HE RGP T Im A BE 1), LA S A SR
PRI 2 4 3l Chn i 50 3015 | & i A= 84080 ) , #4s
XFAKAE AR Y AAR SRR 7 A L, X S ]
FR 08 5o A B O IR /Y 5 A VR HIBLRI , 7 A= P ) 2L
N o AR AL 52 ) R 2R 22 (B 1A 58 R P
[FAER , 9152 B AR B Bt PRl Re v B S B
AN Gy vE TR s ) 4 2 AR R T .
PRI, B — AL ) X DA 4 T K A2 AR A
2, AR ENZ P 2 R LG A
R AGBARAE BRI R R R .

3 Ry

UTAEK , KT A ARHLH] 5 WK B A 2 1 iF
AW, B R L A 1 RE R 50
AR MK RS RZRGE T ARG E 15
) R AEATI A AR AR AL R AR A R AR 5 35 o
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FEEVERUE, S HOK AR YA AR BTN 55 48 BRATS 1T
I Bk . PRI, RABT IR R A TR AE YA
AL S BRI I R R R, QT A
TRAILT 55 K 2l PR R AT A PR R, PR
BT BERAE

5815 YA g e K A A M AR Y 5K B T
BRI S , 5 AR SRR A S AT v ik = A
GO BT BV IR I N 0 LY R A
PEAHLTS G PA: IR K A A AR
AR5 MRV RTS8 T I, 2 400 il i 2 2 R TS 5
WIT o IS Y Xt AR A= Uy 95 i AL mT AE B
HNRAG BB HT R o G R S R A
12 B8 Bl ) BEL, A B R K AR S DR P A 2Ty
6] o Ak, BETR I I DX A A AR Rl 8] Y 5 4 5
HAERRII UASEN" B A SV T B, w1
SHIERSE

SRR FR URAERE . COUE T |
A0 s A S 00 e A DR BRI A T IR AR A 2
R YGuhs e, I ] BE S BB TS B B L K A 2R )
AR R o e i A AT RE ) G B e X ok A=
A=W I AE R AN AR GE A 7 , 2k 10 B 42 5 A
R IE I RE T o a8 X 4 R AR B A
(R FIMAS Y 1) Bh 2SR , % S8 R BRAE A AR SCIA 1
s, IR THE BRI 9 ATIEYE . 1 1] R
ok MR RE A IR I A RS AT T AR S RS RB
AL A A SR AL A R " B FERE 2R R A B
TP AR LY AR B EAS HETUE 5 R GLih
i,

PR, AR AR AR AR W) A AR BELRE AL R 3R
MAZRE T, R R GG B, M Rl A=
N CIREE St IR L7/ L EAiVE I A ISR iap L]
HEZR, S THK AR A A R BRI PR IP AL

Y B A RA B0k 5,

SE
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(Fujian Key Laboratory of Coastal Pollution Prevention and Control, College of the Environment and Ecology, Xiamen

University, Xiamen 361102, Fujian, China)

Abstract: The rapid expansion of global trade and transportation networks has escalated biological
invasions, posing critical threats to aquatic ecosystem integrity and incurring substantial economic costs.
Compared to terrestrial invasions, research on aquatic invasions emerged more recently, with limited
systematic analysis of their mechanisms and drivers. This review synthesizes advances from the past decade
to outline key mechanisms-including competitive advantage, niche occupation, interspecific interactions,
chemical invasion, and enemy release-underlying aquatic invasions. Critical drivers are examined,
encompassing environmental shifts (e. g., climate change, hydrological alterations, pollution) and
anthropogenic disturbances. Future priorities emphasize mechanistic validation, predictive modeling
frameworks, and integrated management strategies. This review enhances understanding of aquatic invasion
dynamics and provides actionable insights for ecosystem resilience and evidence-based governance.
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