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Abstract; Bryophyte is a kind of higher plants with small size and simple structure, being the
transitional form from aquatic to terrestrial and the most original group of existing higher plants.
With the development of scientific research, people realized more and more the important roles of
bryophyte in the structure and function of ecosystem. Some researches were made on the roles of
bryophyte in environmental bio-monitoring, water and soil conservation, and forest regeneration.
Aiming at the hotspots in environmental sciences research, and from the viewpoints of global cli-
mate change and ecosystem carbon, nitrogen, and phosphorus cycles, this paper summarized the
recent research progress in the ecological functions of bryophyte, which could be helpful to deep-

en our understanding on bryophyte and to promote the researches of its ecological functions.
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1 BEEYELSHESESENESARTS (W A4 ,2006) , SMEAS IR ] 422 5 200 3% N/P Af
. . s N F MR BN, 58 AR R R S 800 KRB DR
ORIV AL SRRMOTERAVID B sy o i 90 25 500 85 e e
TEFE SR 43 BRI A AR 25 R Gt R A 7= 0 R BRI L

T, BRI RARSRAS Z 52 i, B 2 REIE WUE 34 10
~20 cmfFZ (Chapin et al. ,1987) , R TVFZ R
HEERGEHAEE TEENH 5 Z — (Ingerpuu et al. |
2005), BHEHAHYIECU ZNSEEALES RSP
P 5 EE LAY, — SR TR MR b T R 1 T R IR
F] 62% (Delucia et al. ,2003) , FLEFHHRAR R H 2
JUT-a N B HER 35 (TEIREF ,1999) , X 46K i 7 35
FEHLER A A JEARTM T B R RN E S RS
FENATEZ —, PRHGE , R AT &
BERYAR AR 100 g - m72 5 BUAR G A R R
6.7% ~50% ( Chapin et al. ,1987) ; i ZEAK K AE
HEPERE R 400 ~ 2500 g - m 7, HAp B EE R AR PR R AT
15200 g - m™(Leith,1975) , & SEAEY) 0947 1L RE
TR G HLVEY RN 41% ~ 145% ( Diaz et al. |
2010) . HEEEEAE Y SRR R F O\, Fl A H
A AR S B A Wit A 500 ~600 g » m™2, SR H A
Py 4.6 ~5.3 £ (M5 4E,2004) o B2 1L i
BIMREEA YL 915 ¢ - m™2, SR T A&
195.3% , 29 i H AR EEY I 7. 2% (1%
R4,1998) . tRi&E LK AT &&= EY &
H2418 ¢ - m”, T HIBE)ZE W 99. 3% , B A YR
9.95% ( F4:M4,1998) ,

2 EBEHEYNSETLHNmEIETRER

Bl A AR AR ) 2 A IR, & B AR ) ) i 2
B A3 AR Z R R RS T T T I A ELR
B4k ( Callaghan et al. ,2004 ), {54, Dorrepaal 4
(2004) KB, SR IG 2> B HEE ( Sphagnum ) TE
AAFEE A, Whinam I Copson (2006 ) 7F 8 K
A2 IR i & B, 7E 1996 AEHEATARIC Y
23 e AL, 2004 AF IR AEAE e A i 1 AE b
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MG R W, — ST A Y eI S B Y D
ZAEVER A T RE B TR E Y AT 5K M8 b (van
Wijk et al. ,2003) ;T Bl & 1 R RGN, AR R
G —SE R AR AR S AR Wy R RS 0 (Hil
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P AL AT BE - BOPK T /NS¢ G e 59 45 1 A2 4k, 3
AR A ARS8 I B RS ), — SE
ANAE S IR AT g S B S AN A TGRS

AL T IR I Y & BRI ( Cornelis-
sen et al. ,2007)
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TR LUA & & C/N A K (Heijden et al.
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AR EE (R, squarrosus ) FIHLANEEE (C. chrysophyl-
lus) 5 FEA T8N ( Bates et al. ,2005) , IF2HTA
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HEEYRLH R RS SR AT T K AE U (Robrock
et al. ,2007) . FIREE FRE K WP K R 1 5, Asada
45(2003) AN WK 0k B 2 K 19 50 K T I
FRISZ I, 7K SCARAF Y 722 AR S B0 88 70 A1 3 Bl kA=
46 ( Robrock et al. ,2007)
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3 BHEVERMESREWERREA(C.P.N)H
HI1ER
3.1 HEYIEA S RGWIEE T HA E 2R

F BEAR 3 e A AR A BRI R )
RBRGRE R, FEAYE S E MR
W CO, , IR ik LA A= 9 9 TE X B DE EAR N, A
WE5E & BLALIT BT MR B8 1)1 2444 7 1 (NPP) fiE
iKF]20 ~80 g C - m™ - a”' (Bishee et al. ,2001;
Swanson & Flanagan,2001) , MZJbAK M X B #] Fil &
REEEAHYIIY NPP 53552 0.37 F10.46 g - m™ -
d7 T A — A I AR A ) NPP 43502 3.6 FI 1L 1
g-m” + d'(Campioli et al. ,2009) , XFH 6 HaE
P ZAES R TR A Y i sk ok, JuH
TE AR BT MR I8 B AE B A B 1Y 25% . AT AR
MAEBRGE B EENE ™ I B REA R s Bt FR
FEBE Y A2 7= 71 ( Chapin et al. , 1987 ; Gower et al. ,
2001 ;Ruess et al. ,2003) . &7 F bR M TH 7 &% 1)
CO, HIRIR N 103 g C » m™ - a”' (WEBfHA: B AEMY
CO, WM , A [A] PRI e 5 8% 19 NPP RE K
F]16 ~1656 g C - m™ - a”' (Turetsky,2003; Vitt e
al. ,2003) , Moren Fll Lindroth (2000) & B, & #% 5%
BRI BR824 AR B AP P 1 5% W)
ey CO, 257 L3 CO, U 16% . 120 a BY7R
miitke 5—10 A HEOCEEMKIH COo, fEik
F|+HE COo, HEE M 36% ( Swanson & Flanagan
2001) . HZF=—LEHh X 75 E#O6 G AT I L 2= fE
BATRMOEEAVEHAY 50% ( Goulden & Crill,1997)

5 ERAYEIE O AR, & 85 08 7% 4 1) [
fifp R R I L I T AR A (Liu et al. ,2000)
SHEHYIAR, BEREYANRE S AR TTR | (HidE
T2 AR M R gt 19 HILA) 5T ( Turetsky ,2003) , &
T REZEHMAER S Y, X i & YT & 6E
HL iy DL IR 19 45 4 77 7E ( Williams et al.
1998 ) , ML 47 40 i 5 AN 55 5 Tl 21 40 4 f i ¢ A
(Turetsky,2003)

R 73 i i R AR TR A 03 ik A5 2 R
S R GEBRARER | 5 B A 1) 140 38 1ok 2 8 TR W) A
Pk, & #9508 WA PR M (Basile et al.
1999) , M52 W Gl £E W) 3 % 45 48 AN TG P ( Turetsky ,
2003) o & EERE PR A T 1 3 b A
AL & 8 By 9 U8 75 4 I A T EL AR 1O
b R 0 %) 53 e, 2 T 5 M e ) B i R A iR RE A
I B] A AE T U P W P b Wl 1 1) AR

WA, BRMRA S R G h B SRR 2 B
TR R pH AL A R AR, AT B2 i) - 58
R LA K CO, 1) KA RETIOIF I 0 A 25 R G i
PEFATE B E FZ IR ( Turetsky ,2003)
3.2 HEEfERiAE S RS N R EM
HEEAEY) HAEAR N BE G Az o T R R
o3 B R R R T AR TR BRI 55 AT
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Oy & EEAE Y B SR o0 B R IR (R MG R,
1998) , & &EAH Y H H AN W A0 B U0 & 2R 3 ( Nostoc
spp. ) 32k, MM B A L) 18 A AR (Rai et al.
2000 ; DeLuca et al. ,2002; %= R4 2003) , #ilan,
H R B IR BAT R R B [ AR (V-
tousek , 1994 ) | g M Hb X & % - v LA R Y [8 i
J1M 46 ~192 mg N - m? - afl(Christie,1987) ,?”}@%
KL TR sk o e A 8 0E 1 H 2R AR (Ha-
palosiphon flexosus-Sphagnum erythrocaly) B9 [5 & B
AEIAE] 400 mg N - m™ « a”'(Sheridan,1991) , 7E#%
ARAE VRT3 o ] S0 P B
2% (DeLuca et al. ,2002,2007 ; Houle et al. ,2006) .
SR, AR BIETE N, RAT Y ok s A5 ] S A A
mE A A BE N ( Basilier, 1979), J5 5]@, Brown
(1982) J& BRI M 3E T €% ( Plagiomnium cuspidatum )
WA [ A I B AR [E AR T . I ) —LE0F
FABIERH T Brown B9%51%, Markham (2009 ) it &
B, AN [ & & 1) [ 80 RE ) AN [|], He ) 2 i 38 e i
( Sphagnum  capillifolium ) () & & B J1 24 R o 25 6§
( Pleurozium schreberi) W 11 %, Z5 [ &3 2K 5 5l 4
193 F123 mg N« m™ HEAHY)HE AR B AA
IR EIFAN R AR, 7EE SR DR B2 i — L83l
DXCEURE , B B BT B R 7 23 J0 3R A9 UGB A X
TR A B RGRRE MM R IE R A K AR
IR W (Markham ,2009) , JTAER BE 2 (12
B IR L M i A 5 B AR R AE S R SR A
HR AR ER AR T, R I B A AR 7 DAY [ S0 X R bR
RAEIR L TR BT A ) 5 B AR T ) T R
VEFITT S Ho A F2 1 98 0 09 e S8 A 4241 109% ~
25% AR AR, WO N M S RGP HE
(¥ U Z— (JA RFESE,2009) . 5340, HHAE C
PRI RV RIARARL, & SEAE AR B gt ARG,
HHE BRI 1A AE 2l 2 HAUAE ) U8 7 0 1) o fe ke
LRI, BRI G2 A MLA R IR ( Turetsky 2003 ) .
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3.3  HEERH A S RGEHEIEER T 1]

B 2R WA DA AT Bl 20 3R 2 4
WN—DI A=A A PR, (HR AR AR Y ek A~ 10
I BRI R A e 2GR, — BB AT,
AR S R R TR IS, AT B TN PR 27 BT
Rl A S R G B N 5 Ca HI Fe 24T
RE W AE ) T WO, 3 AR 8 Tl AN (R o
PREE,2005) . & BEAEW)AE Jy—Fh S EE A BE A, X 4
Fe RGN BT B EEAER] . T E SR
SN KR R Y BB A2 4 s AN ik 1 £ I
JZ M7 HE R0 18 - WOSARARC 1 BEL T fdf s #E e 1
KA T AR R K P 8 Bt 2 (Brown, 1982)
AR T RGP HERYA o 03 FE T BRUR B
AEHEAZ ( Pseudotsuga menziesii ) FRH | i 38 &5 %% )2 H
A b3R5 A 1) 0. 13% , {H HOGH B i) W i
#]10% ( Binkley & Graham,1981) , #2#i Chapin %
(1987) W18, = #2 Wk 1 38 &% ( Hylocomium splen-
dens) FIRZE8E (P, schreberi) H 5 FR MR AE 9 1 1)
6% SR EATH L Y SRR 17% 22, (i
ek & ( Sphagnum subsecundum ) | 3& &% (H. splen-
dens) FIIRZEHE( P, schreberi) X RGW W RE J1 14K
TFTH T Z W2 B K2 (Picea mariana) 2R ( Chapin et
al. ,1987) . WHHTI4E (2002) 7E X 7+ HETR SC MK NP
TGS A B, TR AR TR SR #8257 5
R TS TREAZHEARR , & 82 RAE L &
i BHIE R 24. 7% | JEARIR AR IHE A F A
— TEBE SR 8 R v R B BOAE A R AR
(2005 ) XA ) &5 8 55 2 F H I By 5240 5 AT
R B E S A Y I S R R TR AR
TP RYBG AN L B A A D B, T K
A H LGB AR S R S RN 3,17 g -
m” ETT B EBERAY 70.57% @it T IR AR
T ERAEYBE S R 2.4 65 AR R
792 4%, UL B B ) L L B AR R, &
RN Wi 0 DR WO T BT BEAR ) B R
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B A= R (T 452004 ), X R RO G PR WL ) —
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