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2.1 EEBRMHOEEHEMMEEN

L ERNBRESRRE A A BELHEY LT AL 8
Bl 24 J& 54 (K 2), H A MEEE (Pottiaceae) MK

&P (Hypnaceae) HIEH A (B =3) , X H R H &
B S EE 62.5% AT WL, X A BLR A A BE S
VTEZXEWREFEEN. UL TEREY M NEER
AR EERL, 763 g B e A L o, 7R SXFF AR T3
BB T AR BRI R A KRS XTI EH
ERAE TR, HO&R AR e R L5 0E
B AR B IR R (M =3 .

R EEBREBESRAEOERLEYHEHER

Table 2 Composition of epilithic moss family, genus, and species in karst ecosystem of Puding area
4 B% M EKMAE)
4 E & Ditrichaceae 4 B#ERE Ditrichum WA E# D. flexicaule (Schwaegr.) Hamp, CAAEER P+ )
N BEE Dicranella BB D. varia(Hedw. )Schimp. (B + A HE#E £ £
FZEMABEE C. umbellatus(Arnath, ) (W FEFLETE L )
th &R
& C. 1 dii(C. Muell. . %R A
Dicranaceac B AT B HHAEE C. schmidii(C. Muell. ) Jaeg. (BR&, B4 .G 4)
Cam pyulopus K+ BAREE C. atrovirez De Not, (AR F 8¢ [l PHBY A m A 3 B)
BARMWEE C. caudatus(C. MUell, ) Mont. in Doz, et Molk. (#k[8] . 4)
B NAEE A, thomsonii Mitt, (KB EBE B G EHET LE)
MARBEE Anoctangium
Wit ANKEBE A, stracheyanum Mitt, (R FEIMGR B HE+ )
MEEE Pottia EE P. truncate (Hedw.) B.S.G. ((HEMMK &G L RHE L3 B>
¥t B Didymodon H X B D. vinealis (Brid. ) zander(hih A A & R £ )
HEEJR Tortella KMAEE T. rortuosa (Hedw.) Limpr. (FKJE] , A 4D
el &8 P, angustata (Mitt, ) Chen. (A5 )
AR N . . -
) B EEEE P, subduriuscula {C. Muell, ) Chen, (75 FE{ 45 )
Pseudosymblepharis
M A SR P, duriuscula (Wils.) Chen. (A )
/INO/NAEE W, microstoma(Hesw, )C. Muell, (4 T &G R, AP+ )
INGEEIR Weisia
R /NAEE W, exserta(Broth. )Chen. (PR A BEE 1 B )
HBHEOBE T. involutum Broth, (K% . A 4)
EOEEJE Trichostomum [Ht £ O T. platyphyllum (His.) Chen. ($k&, A 4)
EOEE T. brachydontium Bruch,
IAEERE . . . . s
. AR Timmiella RAEE T. anomala (B.S.G.) Limpr. (AR E®E R+ %)
Pottiaceae

il O & /& Barbula

T A OB B, vinealis Brid, (+ 4838 F 4D

M3 08 B. subcontorta Broth, (B F AEE L)

KR OB B, ditrichoides Broth, (Fiir MG B+ b)
M # B. unbuiculata Hedw. (Fh% HEEMEIE E @ L)
PRt 8 B, constricza Nitt, (FAIBETE . G4 H L)
JbsH LB B, fallax Hedw. CHE# - 1)

WAl D8 B, rigidula(Hedw. )Mild. CA#ER)

R # O B. reflexa(Brid. ) Brid. (# &gk 1 8%)

X #E 8 Bellivarbul

EM 8 B. kurziana Chen, (MGEIHM HA L, 5EEL B
gent E 088 B, obrusicuspis(Besch, )Chen. (B A L . 2HEL )

N BEJB Semibarbula

/INLOUEE S, orientalis(Web. ) Wijk et Marg. (FRia} G 4)

BEEE 8 Tortula

LG EE T. Yunnanensis (B¥b 504 5 HE D)
HRAEREEE T, sinensis (C. Muell. ) Broth, ([ %4 H)
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2 B4 M ERME)
HEE Anomobryuwm filiforme(Dicks. )Solms, (14 3% 4 T # + 4)
HHIRE A, gemmigerum Broth. CAE# 8+ 1)
& LK & B. paradoxum Schwaegr. (A 4)
BL# B. argentewm Hedw. (AEEEE# + )
HER 40t E# B. capillare Hedw. (3 A E)

Bryaceae & EEE B, alpinum Huds ex With, (B EEHE L L)
HEE Bryum

HEEB Anomobryum

WKt ELEE B. kashmirense Broth. CG&H)

5+ H# B. anagustirete Kindb, CETH)
HRIREE B. radiculosum Brid. CAH# + 1)
IR H & B. salakens Card. (B3, A L)

/NF#EE Haplocadium, A /NFIEE H. microokyllum(Hedw. )Broth. CH &)

HEER

L KFEE T. cymbifolium(Dozy et Molk. ) Dozy et Molk. (F4)
Thuidiaceae FISEE Thuidium.

BPEE T. assimile (Mitt, Yjaege CE )

FEiHE B. plumosum(Hedw. )B. S.G. (BE W+ £)
HE# B Brachythecium
/NEEE B, perminusculum C. Muell. CA4)

AR EE R, laeviseta Broch, (A4

HEEH

Brachtheciaceae

% 8 & Rhynchostegiella FEBFE E. savatieri Schimp. ex Besch. (F14)
R EBKE E. hians (Hedw.) Lac. (A4)
68 Fl Entodontaceae # V&8 Erythrodontium A KRG E E. julaceum(Schwaegr. YPar. (fA4)
MBI EE R Ecrropothecium HE M WFBE E. ohsimense Card. et Ther. CATH)
Hiiiae EIKEERE Homomallium ZEEKE H. yunnanerse Broth. C&TH)
¥IKEE B Eurohypnum EJKEE E. leptothallum(C. Muell. ) AndoCE T
®k3 ETEREHEXBYHRABRLLE
Table 3 Composition of epilithic moss species in Puding area
[ B HEBBRB/ % T g B/ %
4 E B Ditrichaceae 1 4,17 1 1.85
#h B #Fl Dicranaceae 2 8.33 5 9.26
MEEF] Pottiaceae 12 50. 00 26 48.15
E #Fl Brvaceae 2 8.33 10 18.52
F & Fl Thuidiaceae 2 8.33 3 5.56
# ## Brachtheciaceae 2 8.33 5 9.26
58 # Entodontaceae 1 4.17 1 1.85
K& # Hypnaceae 3 12.50 3 5.57

®4 TEAEHLHEDEERABHER(HE=3 ARNBE)

Table 4 Dominant conditions of epilithic mosses for every genus in karst ecosystem in Puding area(species number=>3 is dominant genus)

b4 RB& bk e
il R 8 $} Dicranaceae HAREE B Cam pyulopus 4
A BEEEE Pseudosymblepharis 3
MEE Rl Pottiaceae
H#H O # & Barbula 8
H# Bl Bryaceae H#E Bryum 8

FH# ARl Brachtheciaceae YAV EEJ& Rhynchostegiella 3
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221 BAEHEFETERM HIERBELRE
S

MFEAX D D BEAEEEHEEYNFEESR
BMBSERB GRS, maR 5 WJH,AFEEELR
BOATHOMBSERO. QDR DHNES
FEFEH(—0.339) & fik; i B #Uf1 C #1.B #1A1 D #b
SR YRS BB TR EEERZ A —EE
EMXHRER Y EHRBENRI R, FHZX AR
R B BEAE BV P R A RO SR S A = RN,

5 LTEGEBXEVMYMNETERRY HOEERILR
Table 5 Comparison of epilithic moss species

abundance and evenness in Puding area

B BE O BE ME EEEER BHOEER

A 5 9 12 0.471 0.617 0
B 5 10 10 0.379 0.488 9
C 5 7 8 —0.214 0.5230
D 5 6 8 —0.339 0.583 2
E 4 8 8 —0.297 0.566 3

2.2.2 AAEZHEMDAAMELE

BIE AR I EZ X A B S YA T8 L
(F6). MFRATH, A FEH AN B M & 2 18 4 19 A5 1L
P, HRR R X A B 454 . 118
Koy REESEERER LFEYMKELD, HYHH
LB %, T UM M 22 (8] ¥ F 22 53 B &5 C BE St AN
D ¥ b B 2 A Y AE DU B e, RO X AR /N AR AR
Z M BEE A BEE SR R R = R
NI B E Y YR A .

o6 LEREHELEMYWMALEIER
Table 6 Comparison of similarities of epilithic

moss species in Puding area

ARl BHM  CHEb DH EMt
A B 1 0.182 0. 400 0. 400 0. 200
B HEith 1 0. 400 0.333 0. 200
C Rt 1 0.625 0.375
Dt 1 0. 357
E R4l 1

2.2.3 BABHEHBEHLETR

H: 38 B (Life-form) J& A5 #LAR X 40 5L 35 55 38 [ 1Y
SRR RIS, B — A B AR AEY , AEERSAEL, T
HiE R AER R BRI, B e
H%) & Magdefrau K. R RS, ZREBE
BRI R RI A ANEER R P AR AR AL 4
P e AL, o ABERL 5 53, 8% (ST AL K 26. 9%,
P 11,50 B | 7. 700, AR ARLA B XL
Pl LIRS AR R E BRSO E
A 33X il A A B B R R AR L T 32 PR AR 5 R R L
FRABE Y YR Z 2 BRSO, 7T LA >
KAWZER, HAKRWR T AEAR, 781Z X 5 i 2R
L& D,
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Ol . 1
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Fig.1 Proportion of bryophyte life forms
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2.2.4 BABEHMMHEZMGH

KWEZEEKRT 500 MEERY M EMLEFM, &
RTAA EERTHFESRENMBOEERLE 8
L 4 590 B ANEE (P truncate) . R M H 10 & (B, con-
stricta) IRW /NG BE (W, exserta) .41 M4 £ £ (D,
pusillum) A FEE(D. flexicaule) FEJKEE(E. lep-
tothallum) . 4B %8 (Anomobryum filiforme) . ¥ &E 3P
#E(T, assimile),
2.2.5 EREMBESRFAADEEEMYESSH
HiE

FRA ST R—FERE EEFENSRITITE, §8
38 ot B A EUE (BB a1 B R R A
— R R B Z BI85 . ok S BRIFOE 278 B B K
SRR, MRS SRR X EYEZEME K
T 50N MR B E SEAE BT SR &, LA 7 ) & BE AR
W) B B N BB E S 4 B (PCAD . 7E PCA P
Bl rh i Sk R BL RN B R, (B B SRR AR M, 4R
BRRKERREHEEYZE(EEH KN, YR ST
ZIA R AR R RETERE L E THENMHCRE *
F/N MG B R B R R SRR iR
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BRGELMY KN LS T RSN £, 8
RKMEBRNFER, HEMBH 75 932 X PN E
S B BES A W 1 B R 2 AR 2 T L

*x8 EEBNHESEEARAMNMBEREELXEANS®
Table 8 Distribution of epilithic mosses in different

habitats of karst ecosystem in Puding area

i B R

SRR BEIE:2-PUES At % HE UL T 2
E=yiTh- e 12 22,22 5
E=yi) 29 53.70 5
m AR 3 5.57 2
A A B 5 9.26 2
HAEWLAE 5 9.26 3
3 4t it

LERHRESREAALEBELHEY s Rl 24 B
S5AFFAEVERIE 4 PR, AER B E LTS, &L
PR A RIRY 53. 8% . WAEEFRL (Pottiaceae) , H#EFL
(Bryaceae) LI R /Nt B & J& ( Dicranella) .4 EE#E )8
( Ditrichum) BJFh 28 22 y I Fp 28 7Y, DA SE HUBE FS A 4
AR, KRB I8, AMZ ST B 25 i oy it
M E AR S — P, W R AR A . B
SCAAE CRVEN ARG NS AR R B AR G AR R
RN 43, 74 % BB H R R0, 43 em;
AR FHERLEY CSHRE A K BEA K
BERARKKBEEEMNER L . KHESEHR
THEERW b ESHMXNOEEEY, R4 4L
RKRK, WBREEXAKAEMB T A, O RKAEFE
BV AU ENE S TOIUE o8 ME ER B
b 5 A A 0 AR UM R B e,

ERESR CEIERE SN, 328 R
EOREREHEY Y FEEEERFNEBERRED,
LEEHFESRARARFEMIX A A S Sy KN
PYIRAHAR . FEESHERE -—THXR, ARG
Bl 1 b DX, EL AR R AR G AR R, B S R B
WENA K, RARFE R G A B S BEIET
VIR E RN, BRILZ A, &R
Z R R AR AL e L S AR oK R 4 P R B
BRAL 2B 55 I 2 B BRI /N A 4 K SO 3 L B
REABERGHE KB ING VE R ik MR HE

A (CFE A Ak R0 R T 1L ik 2B ARORE Hb (T A i8S
OHATHEFRREMIRARE., ZEEECIHRER
B, oE SRR A AL RS [ B B B A W 0 2 R A L A
FEAR ARG EREmESEEYZHEENTERETH
AELGAFRAERAX ESEHIHENEZTEDR
6] 5 T A [6] A AL X 5] BE R B 3T AR e . e e i
FOBEMESRAEAESE R FEEERN T8 E R
4 0.471,0.379,—0.214,—0. 339, —0. 297, 25 L
WX A ER BN 0. 617,0. 489, 0. 523, 0. 583,
0.566, LA R ;AU 5SFEEIREFEMR ML L
FAL,

AN FEES R G T, B EAE Y T LASr W R
Bt LERE A, A EME R &G B
A E KBS i, BB By LK 3 4% ILAh , B8 Y
Xof B 45 7 Al R, TT LA S SRR WA A AR R AL
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Abstract

This work studied the flora and species diversity of epilithic mosses in karst rock desertification ar-

ea in Puding.Guizhou Province. The results show that there are 8 families,24 genera and 54 species of epil-

ithic mosses. Among them, the pottiaceae and hypnacea are the dominant families. Barbula, btyum, campy-

lopus. pseudosymblepharis broth and rhynchostegiella are dominant genera. There is significant change in

richness index of species,ranging 0. 471 to —0. 297. The evenness index is inconspicuous, which ranges from

0.671 to 0. 366; and the abundance of the epilithic mosses in the ecologically damaged area is significantly

lower than long-term observation of samples(E) of soil and water conservation. There are 4 types of life
forms, including cluster pattern (53.8%), wefts (26.9%), mats (11.5%) and pendants (7. 7%) ,in which

the cluster pattern is absolutely dominant., The result of PCA shows that through quadrat analysis, the ecol-

ogy and distribution of the epilithic mosses are different.
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