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WE o T T A N R LA U LA U SRR 1, 2 R A IIOFR e 0 4 S5 A A K 2R G2 5 P AR R AT T g
e ZICEER T K R GEA K S DI RE R BOT I UL RS o Gl S AR Ik 2 2 AR e IS5 A 5 Th RE S SLAE I R 2 B (LES)
(K EE B, MRRE I KPR 5 e DR PEIR - IR DG R AL o AN [R) 55 2 K CE LRI 4385 7K 2332 i THI A7 AE DO RE 234K,
Hor 13 MUBKAE 55 et P PR et 3R T AR UL S D B SO 5 T A S AR, AT R T4 RR it B o KRR, 448 [ UL -4
KA KT DR, eSS E D, W Aok sk, ABBEADEEEER, AR RS KR E R
BN A R E MK BE, IR I KR LS R RN 2 TR RS A AR SR T R R 2 O R, SHKEAR R R
FHIEHR, TS TR . 5B ERAR SC B Fr DR S HE SRR T, oo K B By AR e U, i
Fr e KRR R L A R DA B SR IR 48 77

K

kR, EPIThRE, AR, HRKY ISR, R RIR

R—F FIF2 HE (2022). MKEE S IR R T A A& TSRS, YR 57, 388-398.

M ThReHOIR 2 48 5 i 32 E D R 5 AH G 1)
— ZRAIEAR, HgmaEY e A BRI
BN R s DL A )0 PR ()3 N (Violle et al.,
2007; XIBEGE AL 50, 2015), Jf7F T iE B
AEREAEARA DL R A 2SS R G R R EEAEA .
R T REPEIR (I T A SRR X B — PR Bk
AUPRAR R FEAT EE AL, 1T H O AN [ MR 2 T] ) 3 ZE B
F O WL D) REAL AT 5% & (Wright et al., 2004,
2005; Osnas et al., 2013). M- ik & 51 2 76 H- A A 8 1
Y M R SN EINU A 2R, A5 A T g B 2 a1
FER WK A AT SGE AR AU S 4 55 5 22 D) R,
U R ) AR SRR AE S R, T S A A B AR RS
A4 )R (Amakawa, 1981; Blonder et al., 2011).
I, R ik 2 A AN Dl g A 5 i D R MR 2 [ 1)
KER, AT RNGINTH e RAE A& B, A
TM=E & R M Fr 251 (leaf economic spectrum,
LES)ER FIAEY) DI Re L I L N 25 . Ak, 2T
WAMGEEENEY “DReER- LR (trait-en-
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vironment relationships, TER)Hi& 301, FJ F H ik
PR & B AT A PN B I DhRE MR . BN, ik
S RE (BRI AR b B A KR R ) T T T
V& 6 & E FH I 22 DL R ¥ Ui Rr 1E (Blonder and
Enquist, 2014); Mk ARFR AT F T TN VA 2 1Rl
ZX(Brodribb et al., 2007; Sack and Scoffoni, 2013;
Blonder et al., 2014). [k, fEAMA, FREEFIEETEK
b B AT ik e D RE IR Z 1A K &R,
V] R EVR S5 A AN Th RELE R AL, ANDONPARES RS
) D RERR s AR AL TR o] SE R IESE, T H o9 R
AL THE R THEHDEESREINRS S
REA A A 45 1) B A R (B J B

MK EAS B AR & RN B R
WA ) D' e oK oy A Thse, JF i I K )
JOBEE AR 48 32 S RS R . B Y2
FEECE M 18], WK RS M1 B w2 R
P, A TR K 28546 A0 D g S e 5 IR DR 1 2 ) FR 0%
F gl TR Y R ) e AR A AU A AT I AT %

JR 254 50T 48 (N0.2019QZKKO30L) Fil [ 52 Rk 4 FE Atk % vt 8 25 & 13
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. MWL I TEREL R R A, MK 2% Lo
gh i) 5 A BRIA B AR 4k 2 18] %5 V) #H ¢ (Boyce et al.,
2009; Brodribb and Field, 2010). 1, M-k .
AL LSS S B RR A K R . e A4
A FTERM SR EEATJT M), Y HEY) 535 2 18] 7K
Gy e, RGN T 3 e 32 B 2 B R85 D] 1 I B AR
. %40, Blonder:(2014) T, ™ Kt 5
T A IR BT 7K 23 75 SRAHULAC o A A7) 0 S48 B
SR, PR B R B AU OR R B
K 7Kg AT A BA RO B I kR R AL Pt A7 AR B
B o P F R 1 R e Jk B 8 T 000 A K 21 i B
KACOME AR pi o Sk b, Sk B IRBR A%
X A R ) TR I RO B (Sack and
Scoffoni, 2013; k¥ K5, 2019; 184, 2020), 55
JEIAEL T WA e D ) TR ik B2 (Murphy
etal., 2012). {HA LehfF 72 o HAH S 1R 4518 Bk G
B §5(Dunbar-Co et al., 2009; Blonder et al., 2013;
Jordan et al., 2013).

7K 0 B8 A% S 7K M e oA S 240 ik 281 L 22 (1]
PUEE R, FACRE I T ik LA L . RS b,
R FEROK, K BRAR R, K s AR
i (Brodribb et al., 2007). #Rifi, Hfk5HEH ATl
RETER 2 (B AFAEAH B 2 H, B D e A 4 ok &%
HEWK g s i, Beas R kA A T 1
SRARPUF AL ), ANITAEACH Fy Ao T
v At SR B B B R AL A 1, X REE R
52 85 P R 4 R K (Navas et all., 2003). HE 4T il
EAHH R 24 i AR 4R B I M e A e,
B R AN I T N 1) R | o SR e e
FH )X (Coley, 1983); =, Hhnrt 7 B, #ft
A=) (B P B ) B 85 IR 3R (XU ER VR ) 3 A 0
(Niklas, 1999). IX2/~i R 5 M bk 45 44 % AN A7),
M oK AR K .

4253 Bl gt ik S LES Z [ i 28 REEAT T
KEWTE, A EZE S A FE R BEFAS [FR
BEo A T IR, X B IR JR 8 1 4548 5 T g
MIERRELES. AHRAT T IR BON R IR, 18
4¥3R(Blonder et al., 2011; Sack et al., 2013)F1[X 1
(Blonder et al., 2015; Li et al., 2018) R J& LA 1 A
I F 2 AR s o HITSUIRIE 8 B A B AL L YR A5G
DR 5% I Jik i B DT LB, R R K R e 1 i) 2 AN

Fe— %A I RKEE A 5 D RE S BRI R 389

RYGER, KUK R GEE AR ) L Al e A5
SRR NIEF P (PR 55, 2015). fEIRIEE
VI A AR S AT SO, BT I IR R D e 2
WHIRAEHE AR N TR R RS e 72
REVEIR Z B AR LR R, AR GHH 1 IL204E
K R GE AN 5 D RE LA S e B IR F AR 9% SCHR,
WNER Tk RS S LES A B R R L HMLH], +
FAASEIANTTIM: (1) KA K PR 5 LA fE 1)
FI AN G R Ll (2) K B2 5 i TR 2 TR
KE; (3) MikRGHHEM A IIRMIRZ AR & .
AR H R IR K S R 5 T Re S AR LES TR IR AL A
FIIMEM . RIS, ST B3R AT BATHR 2 Bk 4h
P RIZ REWE FEAFAE (I OCHE R, LA B [RAT 243 S v
XTI R LS IR AR, FFAS RIRATT A
K FLIRMAR T

1 MERRFHEE. FHREIGESL

K RGEAE N b B R E AR, B . 4E5E
T Ik e 308 5 A7 DER B P AP AT Bk e PR 2 . e
WALIR K 5 78 70 AR B T K RIS R AIE, 25 0 JTKAN T
g3 3, TEW P IE B TE BN 45 45 14 (Hickey, 1973;
Sack et al., 2012). 7EMIR FR G4k 7 (3 k)i
ML T 4B R AT A K S TRT R 43 S
S22 RGIKEAR IR, 5B EAI 5 kA
SR, VLML HE B ORI K . A [R5 R R ik
SERZE YR, FRKMECR MRS B E 2%, b
ANIY I K 5 K B T B (R 1) o ~FAT K P FiR ik 2 8] 43
Ai 75 ROE T 14T, K K (R 32K A 5 k5
5K ) SR AR IE, B A A kR A . BN R
BRI = XK PP s A7 AE T BRI AR T o TR
AR TR ) e Py 38 8 B A AR A e bk
FLEW YR, B AR T A A )
BEA AT JORTS 3 1 20 SRR AR K o AR kR A7
Fy 25 A e L AT Y 285 v T LR Mk e S TR R S
I R e H R R 8 e A A 1) 32 i BE T (Hickey,
1973; Beerling and Franks, 2010; Brodribb et al.,
2010; McKown et al., 2010).

AR SR Jik 5 44 3 D e Tk R 5 ) AT I fik X 2%
SEK, T 2 AR (AT 355 4L ik ) 15 4 ik (448 K VA b
SERINK) B AE G oy e 5 U Ja O B TR LA ik oK
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R AV RSP I 450 5 ThRg

Table 1 Structure and function of different vein orders in plants

FELIK Ik
ik 23 4% 1-3% Ag UL
CEMIRE SIS, SHREIEEA, [EMH B AN, SRR, Bl 4 R R B I R R B A 4, — R

HA BN s, SHINSREAEE R, K BRE, F5HRERFEEZE

SRR A B R R)H BT RUR, 5 AR R %R
- 30[ 1
EED T

KERE K I8 %, HUMGRE, 4Rt Te; IRGUEMIE L EIRK @, 5L ER BRI 20, AT R 2%

MRS &1L TRIRIRR, Dok is i 4 ik it iz

SrIgHiEe ], Fo 5 KR 4 KR R bk PR 2% )
MIZE. MK EBEIREAFE KB . AHE.
MU S FF R A1 45 (R 1) o IX LE TH REMEIR 2 TR] R AL
i Rt AR BRE S I R B [H % . KawaiflOkada
(2016) 5% 52 - BHE A (R TR BH, R KRN 48 J5k A7 76 )
R fh, JHrbof ik s B 5 i g MR (kT o =
B AR RN ) 2R S DA O (Hua et al., 2020); S
JkAR L, ke 58 RE BE R ma i F K 4y iz # (Sack
and Holbrook, 2006), i ifii %} i A28 3 A 7K 53 F)
SRR, K IEETIGE L, A0k
SERIFIAL 2V LA K K o i B AR AL
AT AR F A R, R U 32 BEAE KR B s b R
¥ 4F [ (Turgeon, 2006).

1.1 MRKSEH. XEENSHEKRGELEEH
KA

K 1R 5 ik 3R 48 % UTAH 5% (Brodribb et all.,
2010; Sack and Scoffoni, 2013), H: - ik B 7E g
FE W oK is Ty R ¥ EEAE A, Hszmm A Ak
PRSI I 1 o o 5 S I K R R I i B UK IE I
ARPEE, T st e HMZARER RN
BLERFIIK, PRK 5318 5 8 =i (Amakawa, 1981;
Niklas, 1999; Roth-Nebelsick et al., 2001). /K57
b A I 0 2E R A5 1) 3 B0 T e 5 I Ok s AR P
)M 5% (Tyree et al., 1999; Sack et al., 2003,
2004). SackZs(2013)%} BLMFERE Ny v ik % B g
Y R R AR SR, ANTTASE 7KL HH P ik () el 92 %
PER R, B A OC LA RS 7K ) 28 R BE B ks o A
R, Koris KT e IR KRR E e T T
K /N 4R ik %5 B (Sack et al., 2012; Sack and
Scoffoni, 2013), J& P 47K M A S 4 kI 17 <AL D
PR B 22 5 7K 3 4 HIOH 28, 3K A 7K 7 B A% 1) R 43
(Brodribb et al., 2007; Noblin et al., 2008; Brodribb

and Field, 2010). L4k, HHkTE H & 5" Ak
3£ (Scoffoni et al., 2011), XXt TF 5N HIEDA
Flo AETFWMETN, SR v I 0 AR o 2 21
77 AR ZE, (R DU 4 ik 45 1) B0 1S Jm 4 ik 2%
J5 B8 A A R R A R K A DG T B 1 L
(McKown et al., 2010; %t/ Fi%%, 2018).

AL ik S 4E ALY OSSR I K 5338 B
JeE AR R, A WA DAGERE T K -
CENAVA, T A fe A B SR BT, TR X
oo, AL A R K S 2RSS e 1)
FTR S WO S i ok DhRe SR B A oG, ks B 2
W AR SE e BE ) 1 B L e DR o Pl ARl ] 1) LG
BT TR, bk R R A T AR e KR () A R
(Aarea) 2 % IE M 5% (Sack et al.,, 2003; Sack and
Holbrook, 2006; KEi{E4%, 2015). KZH4EE Y
FAAE E R I ik, A= AL B il i ik i g /N~ 35 7R
B SFLR/N AR . XF 8BS I (Arabidopsis tha-
liana) RAZAR IR 70 &, LRI A RE ™ A
MR ALIIRE, RA M KA S ALAE T R i 54
i~ FL B BEORFRE P I T R B 4R 17K D118 il R Gi it
A BEE SEELNT B U5 1) B £ R F (Dow et al., 2013).
Fiorin%%(2016) % T- 5 2 5 A M JE(5 B R Ge4b 7
EREIT T 3LM R TR ik 5 AL o A 2 1 ) E
KER, RIWSILKANZAKITHERL T, XFiET S
- ik DX 8 A s 240 ik o3 A 07 A 0%, ARALAS ik T8
PR B R YRR e 8 SRR R I RALE B . Xk —
A U IR A R R KO R v B 4 %) Pt ik 3 A A
TN R K B 28 R R BE B BE e T A A
fiho X ERAL T 2 %KD EER AR, AR I 3+
T Rk 2R G0 0t S 2 0 B8 08 (1) T AR PERRAIE

1.2 HENEIIESHKRFEHBXR
P R TU AR 1 i S A 0 E 75 R4 M A B )
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(RSB o K LR 30 I Lk 5 A R A 208 o £ BE 5 )
B 55 07 IE K Fr Ao, DAL S e T LA AR 3 S 3R
% (Kitajima and Poorter, 2010). C.f3 7% 35 5 M 2
TR 1) £ PEE F R I i ML R A CE AN (] 40 B 2 ) A
Wy &R ) A2 1k (Read and Sanson, 2003; Read
and Stokes, 2006; Onoda et al., 2011), *fifik &5t
PRSI R FH 0 S0/ o W B S A P e 2 A BCA R 485
¥J(John et al., 2017), XFHEANI B (& FIHLARAT N 7=
AEEEMEH. HKEHERZ N EREHL ., M HLE
eI, BB RAUE ) A, X SRR Y
S ML BE 7)(Kawai and Okada, 2016).
wi, FRRAAK TS i i COREZE” M A
&, RPN T e ), ORI A TS EE B
RTINS B KA AR AR, 78 40 1 FH O B R A0
HEAT R B (Niklas, 1999) . 4K AE I F Y BB AR
1 5 EL AR X 858 /N(Sack et al., 2013), Hok/b 48 R
S L) M ] SRR A 2[R, AR R AT LA S FRe R A
PR, FLAE AR 5 AR T T A FH B8 2 i A4 IRLAE Rk
ZINPRIASE [ RT3 it 25 it 7 (R 4R 4T(Niklas, 1999).

TEAEL ) THT Wi 550K T e e 400 5 RS B S
(R BT e SRS, BEAT 43 S I F T B () K 9 4% T
Xt & N A 35 ¢ 45 A (Durand, 2006; Katifori et al.,
2010) . 3X i F BT I 42 1) K O 2 42 vy 1 R
15 5 ) BB I 7 AR 2 5 22 1) g B OR VD T BE 2 ik
(Read and Stokes, 2006), A\ i i i 42 i B i g
1o SR, 4t R E—ER, R 7 A EEE
PN 2 21 B A B 5R ¥ /K 4312 i BE /1 (Banavar et al.,
1999; Durand, 2007; Dodds, 2010), iXA] gEi&E M 4k
AT IB NI

2 MHARRKEHKEEHXR

W TR AR 32 2 Hh i K R R B R D B AR % e A 1
1 B R 5E (Hickey, 1973), 53R HIFZ YIAH G . 0F
FLRMA, HRIEAR L ORI PG R R A K 0T
Ko B, MR AT EBERR, SAL—HECH, Bk
B HK A3 3 R AR AR KRR B R Bk T i 3R B KB T
FOUR, T ORI FL I 23 A 7E B 28 SR AR T 2
HIHEAT, A1 0 Pt 2 T R 9 5 P fik 2 FE RS S L % FE o
& ¥ 1F H (Schoch et al., 1980; Zwieniecki et al.,
2004), R ARG 05 B0k R AFLE FE FRAR

e %A I RKEE A 5 D RE S BRI R 391

(Sack et al., 2003; Brodribb and Jordan, 2011). X{¥
ARELI T IOk P R D 0% 5 g ) v B2 22 e W] E S L R
AAFHIH TR Ko R TRAR I 22 57 iR T A
T ik 3 B AE AN [R] W00 ) A7 A R AR SR it 1 26 1F,
AR A B SR S R AR TE 75T
VT IR H 354 5 (Wright et al., 2004). [
I, WSS [FRE A Ik D 8% 25 4] PR AR A0 R DR B
TEARAN T BE 2 A DL 1y B i S (AR 4

Price % (2012) F| % 73 #% 2 48 X 33914 Fh
BEAT 3T, I kR B S R ARG R . (HZHE A
& 7k &g, HARX K-S 4k. Sack
£5(2012) R I Jhk S e, L ELAR MR SR H
IR RS, 40K B 5 R T AR TG 2 2 A S
SR, REL Rk 2B 40 B 5% 9% 0 ek v 3R T RS e s MEAE
Bon M Ik EAS S M R AR B B IEA O, BLACRE K
25 i 5 I R T AR 2 fUA 5 (Sack et al., 2012; ZN#
&5, 2021) 0 KH bk 255 2 AR 18] R AH SR A D /)
Jv e B b TR A SO SR R A T DT A
Feo AN R RLBK RS B, X K is iRt 1A
AR EEEERAT, REH SR mE Y R Rk . A HT
R, TUAR M ERARAE K 7338 Hi R W ETT H + 5 SRR
Ji # ¥ ZE(Choat et al., 2005; Nardini et al., 2008),
[ B PR 37 7K 77 58 Gt 4 32 W bk 453493 149 5% Wi (Brodiribb
and Jordan, 2011; Scoffoni et al., 2011).

A AN A B G R S A LA AT A R
ik P 5 R T AR TR R AH S o 4 TR IAE4E
ZAEVEROEAN b, B SRR S MR RN B A
A (Kang and Dengler, 2004; Kang et al., 2007;
Rolland-Lagan et al., 2009; Sack et al., 2012). 7£ /&
M, O3 AR AU R i A R 24 B
F T 200 84 5 1T 6 42 18 ) A 5 I BORH E T 4 AR K
T AR R R TR B ARG IATE], AN [ 45 202 1) et ik
ER B RGN M E AL E ERES S KBS
&, ERI M2k, AT BRI, &
Ja EPRE R B W A UL EAik. 458 Uz 5
R AEE AR, HLAEE H S, X 5 A R ik
VB RFSE R 4 KT SE e, ERLLAE Iy A A [
22 [A) T OBARR () HE A AR 3o 13K Ik 1y 85 P82 o 45 iR
TEHZ BT BT IA B AR, 2 J5 BE A ik 4 5K 8
R, A LA L 4 Bk i R AR K sk AR A
ERR, FEFFE—wHE. ARRM, A RERE
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W, BRI RE S (e BE T BRAA I K bk, (EK AR 0
DAL A KOsl #m ik & 4t Hi Bl (Kang and Dengler,
2004). e PROE S TR BT B BKAS W3 i e
3¢, ALAFARIKE FEANSE M TARFE W o /59 58 B RK PP L
(I a1, — BRI TR A oK NI 2 S RS 7K

3 MBKHEARX M F 25 &R S0

R &GS (LES) eyl A i D REMOIR 2 TA] ) 5% &
SRR B (AR R, L B Jo e K Bk
7] 46 3 2 (Amass) ~ HH v 73 i o H i = A0 I 5 0
(Wright et al., 2004; Chen et al., 2020), 4 #RE T
T GE R AR, X P S T 7E 4 3k RORE A X 4 RS
EAEAE, FRAEMN L PPIRIRIRETE K1 A AL
% J7i(Fajardo and Siefert, 2018). M-k At &
ARG Re A PR AN IS R I A S gy, HOGT i
AEFS R GUE TR AN I PR SIALE] B LES B i iR 1 )
W& A5 AL S B (Reich et al., 1997; Wright et al.,
2005). B Fe & B, M ThREVEIR K L S LESTRIR 2%
FZM KT M 2 5 2R . [ A2 2 AR
fl BELESH I T RE PR IR 5 & (Meziane and Shipley,
2001; Wright et al., 2004; Shipley et al., 2006), &
Tk 5 LES 2 18] 7] BE 1 S% AL I BL S FE 4 1
fmi(Blonder et al., 2011, 2013; Sack et al., 2013).
FRAILT Z Pl RE R G R, Wik 5 LESZ (7]
MG Z A AN TR T, ANTITAS HH D e IR 2 1) R A 56
PEo AT LA, R TLESHIM BB 7AW & J I A
—EEHT R, (H T LESHIRT FEM B T LES TR R Y
] Y R AE S (Ji et al., 2020; Martin and Isaac,
2021), KTtk e wiE A T A [ RBE Pk S
Thfe IR (5 2 (Kawai and Okada, 2019; Blonder
etal., 2020; Xu et al., 2020), i %Mk ELESH 1) 5
Wi S AL 2 ) 3L i 0 5 R ZE AR SO0 JE THD, A G S
g5 R IE IR AR R
Blonder%§(2011) #2 th & - fik ¥ 2 ¥ (vein origin
hypothesis) i & AR (F1), 51 N HBkE L -k
Vi) P (Pt Jk P B v Ay 42 [ ) AR ) 0 B 2 (RS v AR
WK PR L) 3N ECORERELES, WA IR S
Amass MTHH & A 2R IEA R, 5 5 e Al H 2
FHI o XL 1 ¢ 5252 K X 4 T1LAT TR 1) PR
il Pk A FEE N Il ) BE AE R P A B (] A £E B7ORE 0%

(Uhl and Mosbrugger, 1999). ik 35 & f& 145 7 1)
KA R, MK R R g 6e R, &
Ko EAL R AR R B, R FEER &S
. KA RS R R B IEAH S (Noblin et al.,
2008). a0, FEOAEAG 4 A A IR K o)
Rafs ST . ity B AR REROR, Ee sl s,
B K . % A kK (Wright and Westoby, 2002;
Onoda et al., 2011). (A, Blonder%:(2011)iA M,
Bk B et K D S A R S ik MR 5 B = A
JEFELE R PAPAE ORI, U@ LESH MR,
FLESHRIRZ MR FR . WAL KN, KITEEEKE
TELESTE R H W] RE K F5 BL i ik 25 B2 8 = A /E A
(Blonder et al., 2013), ‘& /&5 kA s B Fr P 1
K4z %t #2(Brodribb et al., 2007). £ 4577 FE A
B, T KT B AR R M DU &, 08 o s
18 ) & A ks AR . I E AR E ] e 54 S 4
JEEFI AR LA 2<(Blonder et al., 2013). HR 4 HHkAH
R, WA RET &, FEHIKE . Anass XM
TR T, A A R E E G . Blonder 5
(2015) %} 48l ¥ 7t (Arabidopsis thaliana) 748 /& LESPE
RS S B T SRRz &5 S . itk 4k, Blonder&s
(2016) X HR 81 5 S A i D REMR O BIE 70 R IR, Pt Bk 26
J5 55 i E R 2 T IR R D0 P b R R T () 55 A 58
EATEAERA A

Bk IE AR U AR, Sack%E(2013)42 H 1 &k
W £845 1t (flux trait network hypothesis), M k7K 5
12 i DY RE 0 # B AR et ik O e A HEPELES H I 1E A
(K1) ZABRUEIAN, FEMIRIKE, M RKEIR S 7K 4
B AR DR AR R S 22 18] B A G VAR B,
X G PRI 5 K o A B B G RS 2
K HLESH K1) SLIUF 48 S HFF (Wright et al.,
2004; Sack and Holbrook, 2006; Brodribb et al.,
2007; Dunbar-Co et al., 2009). it 45 R EoR, it
FAR A &P ) R B AR, A DGR
PR JEL R ) PR AR A F 2 L % 4 i e R JER A J5 Bk K
WEYve g (Vanarendonk and Poorter, 1994; Ro-
derick et al., 1999; Shipley et al., 2006), i35 H ik
B B KR EE G B K &R (Sack et al., 2013).
I, LESAZ Ht ik HoR B0k 5), 12 i e R
(Clr i 55 P A0 L B ) e s iy 2 bl i L 2 e 3R B 4T
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Figure 1

Correlation between leaf traits and leaf vein density

The yellow variable is involved in the vein origin hypothesis; the pink variable is involved in the flux trait network hypothesis; the
blue variable is the part involved in both hypotheses. A black solid arrow indicates a positive association, while a red arrow
indicates a negative association; the dashed arrow indicates an indirect association.

J e £ BLAB M IR b, By I Jo R 1) A AR o 8
B, AT X Amass~ 25 280 BRI BALAS 7 22 P PR 3ok 2 =
A BT o AP R B S0 -SORUAT G Z ok B, U B
KI i) T4 Re A i o BAR I ik
LI LE SR 5 A2 18 f2 1 DR D00 265 100 1) B B3 ), HIX
FRIDE R 02 (A1 B2 1, R i b i ik s 2 s oK 43 18
AR, RS FL S B A Agrea, 3E TR T
Amasso

HH GRS D, RS AR SR SR B0 E 4 T ) HE R
F2 Ik 5 55 3 T 5 M) P 7K 7 38 Hin 25K 3R ) 2 R ) e [+
i . HZ, CABEFAE KR LES TR 1
& 77 _EAFEFE Sy B (Blonder et al., 2011, 2013; Sack
etal., 2013). 4, BRIEAER S50 A ik L B A Y
JSCFR) JUART &5 R 6] W 7K A i ol S 0 LU P B (0 520, A
NIk S AN LES TR (Amasss 1A F iy ELI
A R E) A OC . AR, IR 2 A R 9%
FIAELESHER Z A G R I T BER IR o i kIR T BE7E
SE B R PRRAR ORE, T P K ) 4% 4 B LART T
ARZ G i DR IR [A] AL AT o 368 5 1A bR DX 8 Al 5
DU g it ik X 24 S R A 5 B s A 0%, Tfi 5 e

At Jy A ook

Zx ERTIR, KR AE P MK 4338 i D e U T
BAHEEEM, 8 BR A EE BT 352 &)
LESTEIR T AE /7 (Sack et al., 2013; Blonder et
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The Structure and Function of Leaf Veins and Their Influence on
Leaf Economic Spectrum
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Abstract Vascular tissues inside the mesophyll and peripheral mechanical tissues constitute the veins. The diverse
orders and network structures of veins contribute to their functional diversification and differentiation. In this review, we
summarized the research progresses on the structure and function of the leaf vein system. We reviewed three aspects of
veins and critically evaluated the characteristics of the leaf vein hierarchy system and its important role in leaf economic
spectrum (LES), and explained the mechanisms linking vein traits and other functional traits of the leaf. Leaf veins of
different orders show obvious functional differentiation in terms of hydraulic conduction and mechanical support. Among
them, the first three orders of veins (major veins) play a major role in maintaining leaf shape, leaf surface area and phys-
ical support, and which is conductive to the growth of leaves with the largest light-receiving area. The higher order veins
(minor veins) have the function of water regulation, and their coordination with the stomata determines the rate of leaf
water transport, transpiration and photosynthesis. The patterns of dynamic variation in leaf spread and leaf vein devel-
opment explain the relationship between vein density and leaf size. Leaf surface area is negatively correlated with the
density of main veins and positively correlated with the diameter of main veins, but independent of the density of minor
veins. The framework model of LES linking with vein traits predicts that leaves with higher vein density have short lifespan
and smaller leaf mass per area, which explains the better leaf carbon assimilation rate, metabolism rate and resource
acquisition strategy with higher leaf vein density.
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