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WANG Zhong—Shengl. AN Shu-Qinglg FANG Y-‘EtI'l'.-B/[iI'Ig2 (1. School of Life Science, Nanjing
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Abstract: Recently investigations on reproductive ecology of Bryophytes have got remarkably progresses.,
mainly including breeding system, cost and strategy of reproduction, as well as influence of reproductive
pattern on genetic diversity of population. Ratios of sexual reproduction were low because of primitive
reproductive pattern with particular requirement of water and common dicecious phenomenon. Frequency
of sexual reproduction was especially low in female (from gamete production through sporophyte
maturation ), so the cost of realized sexual reproduction incurred by female was restricted to sex expression
(gamete production). On average, male incurred a greater cost in gamete production than female did, so
that female-dominated sex ratio might be a product of a higher average cost of sex expression in male.
Sporophyte abortion would be influenced by regulation of resource allocation in maternal segment. Asexual
reproduction in heterogeneous habitats showed a greater fitness value, which was beneficial to population
development and maintenance. Higher genetic diversity was discovered in Bryophyte population using
kinds of molecular marker, and there was no direct relationship between reproductive patterns and genetic

variability, but different dispersal ability between spore and vegetative fragment would arouse profound

influence on population differentiation.
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B S EMBROGE-Y KOREIHL RBHRARN R, —HEHFRL BRI N MR
E" L ENE R ARE " VAAEERSE AR H RS EZREHFE . XEZRBTEMNMY S
HHTHRAGHYFE EFAHABEASHIBZRT K ACTERAMANAES. BREAXREER
ARESHPRERENESAYAARAESRANER R ARS ERTARRBITES
A R AR R SR TR YRR R B N EEREEE
BHNEEAR EHEMLESFOFREERPE A ZM R HERR. HE . OB R0 X W R
% EMEYENENESTREHY ZRABENRBERNERSR. SN TERESMNABRIESREA
MEEFRAEREL.

EMESYER I EBHEMERRNALSATE RAELETEREYSHENTARR. RAENE
EEMERENRSHREZ - HEAFARVEFRT A XBEAFEREFERAXEHHEDETRE.
EMARESRN UBRAAER AN RELEHNOEREARER URABAEHHYEHESE
M.

1 HANAWEERRRNRY
EHEAPEES R TCHEMDE IR EERFERTERAUIERRRAYKE), 2158 T

EEEE . BRIAE. MAGE EENRLIE, —BFRTAEEGETANZESE HETETRELE.A
EEMTAE, —BRANH T - FEEREEARETRARFRFERMEAEMAYRTARME TR
FR.GEEEEEMYHETRRAENETGNEBUIHRREFR T,

BN TEMBERY RGN EREN IR FRE KRN AR ERTE. XX E
ERMKERM A REEEEETRZAER EASEMENZ ARG AHBEET SR, B8R
HES5T REZHEKBTIREE LT HERD,

B ET R . FRXTERANRLEABRCOH Bitie, ARTRER L& /1T K,
BESHEXRNRFEERMEHEEEA X SHTFEPALESHATESARNRIEFEL . HE
RERBHATETHNEARR . ABRHERERKEAEEEMY PR o MEHFHYFRE
59402 HARZFAHRETE -MLELTHRITHEXTEEBYHERZZXRAZED, i — L4
BEAKBENATAENRBCAREAR",

HLEMMYHE AR ENITiE— AFEESE Y Longton ¥ANEHBY T MERKIR G, X
AR S L S MY T Wyatt B0 [F] M 8 R Bk A B9 5 . Duckett BRI FEM W E ZE BT
R BB TFREEERANYERAB EHTENERNBZ AR 2B A XN FHITEEHEY W N
SRR EAAAREEN, FRESEAYETRER B ENHR  AHES FRENH N F
BARIT RSN NY LR EENERHE XU AL R ERLERMEYFHTRARRZ—.

2 BRHAPRERTR

2.1 A¥HEHR
BEFREN.SEEBHYERB M EZ P REENNEL EEREARAHERMNLAE

(7] YR SR R P R T A AR, Tiffney.Niklas!'*\ R B 7 2 4
RAREYDPEHERES YR HENREEFHAM BESHEAY AU T A4S AEN IR
EREMNNE. SAHEXR AWNEXAHEREARKMHE R EERF T (S WM (skewed sex
ratio VL (O FARMAEBERERRUER TENB L QOOAREARMESERERKZEINH
K (trade-of DU (OH B SN BESNHEESE FARPZIARNY, OB FRTFERTER
BERSLGOLHEAATERANESED,. TXHEAMARANE ARARMERFEBREFHERAR.
211 MErERS ETRTFAHRGEABRESHE .81 NARFESEFMEERTF R8T
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F M BEMEAPUENBELEAS 1 I BEEEENESMY R U B ¥ MR P (Hemale-
biased) UL BT HESHEETFARR L EBIERETFANE. ENCHBRAEXBERBEREY
IR RN 24 MEBEY P A 17 B B W R 15 354 . 3 Fh 22 B 1 B 1 W o) (male-biased) . AR 4
MARTHED, Newton ERBHHNREPZBEE L HBERHEY FERL FERIEF DL FIHHR
R& 3% 3 3 AT Plagiomnium undulatum T ENIEF MRS CH BT TEKE,

(2 BEHEWER Stark f£ X E Naveda 8 Majave WP R T KBFXHEXHPWEHETFH
T gyl 181926200 3y WA B 2 B2 R ) IR 85 B8 26 Symtrichia caninervis IYE RBEH R RN, B W K%K
1494m &b .S. caninervis MEREHL B4 14 ¢ 110 M EMER 750m ER WA BR TR HH S, caninervis HE
HHRE-BREARTHORIARK/NESE MBS RENS L FHKRAMERE LY., DRA ML
Didymodon nevadensis,S. chisosa.S. bartramii S &R T R0 0 MEHE WA Z 4 K BB R F &0,

S. caninervis B EERBELPAD U HEMERKRBELNE BRI EIE AN 8K~

32% BMEHEHE LB & R,
2.1.2 SHHATRMBIRE Mcletchie®™ 4 38 BHEEHES BE T AP EAXRH "R A (The
cost of realized reproduction hypothesis), B AL F &R O] BE 2 1 T & F AT (prezygotic ) i Br S #
KRR FHOERNAAAGTEERT R IERN. A TEMHAY AL AR EME, B ET
ERIMEZEHNEHRMAINRE FAUEEZEZRENBTFERREE) A ALHERRHRT
HERESBTEBRT). WRMER T o4& £ BT 8 A 4 8 T MBS F » W BT 3% 53 BC 3 1s) F 88 4 1
FE N SBMEME., X EBEBERIF: () FHEHRASTERBRMA OBESEREAMN R
FREHE .

(DEHEEAN LEEHEAYP EEXNDBEKREEY R SHEBERIZEAFESNENHEHKXR,
LHAEYREIRBEIE - BRAEN . FHEAEIRERBESEN —FEHERLLEHT, S,
caninervis Y EXEEM . BEERSASER L K(EXTHEEROZAEREZRARERSHBE K, Ky
BEmESHEEZHNEFABEUNEXE A6 TREED 2.0mg, A7 HRAERIAETHKE RN
108)  Xh A MERB S MEED R FWAH L =085 . M S XK ERMEHE r=0. 691,

Rydgren 25255 3% 8% (Hylocomium splendens) B BEAT T 5a WA MBRLHW . RBARTEEMHEFS X
MEATHBOMERE LS 1.001. L2538, HARBATHRIESRBH KT XHR ATERULBEER
BEMERNDHARTFEMFEEPE, YHHEEREM SONANE .2 FBXKDPREDRBER
B ATERENRAMMB AR ATFEELA LA 10FT 4. 4%

U ot Bl R # (Dicranum polysetum) MR FREZW A A BB HERAKLLEDRLN 1629 2R CHEAH
* 74 8% M EXNEEBRAMNS L3R EVERL) . ERTEASATERERKSA SN2 AH
X, M TR R TR LM A A B EH (regeneration) B 4} X (ramification) AR M 8, 3F AT — A ERE
BB RSE DR SERD,

VY B B¢ (Tetraphis pellucid) M FREPRHA L TR ZILEYRN UL . YWD EEPRB NN .A
FAMENERBEE LA EHYTRAIMETFERERN AFRRTUMEERMR, S, caninervi
FRNEYREEHIBRNRE -EHEPRSUNE RARYVTE . IBBTRET ERERBFR K
A HE A1

HFRAMAN BEERE . UEREEREM K ANKBEEESERNER . ERHAMPRE TEHR
FREZKEARRFARETHUALRME. IS, caninervis HFHEEAWHET 3% WAE Chihuahuan
PWlih AR GEREY AR EREZMHT 1% Michigan B FEMEAYROHEEMLL
MR, 15%~27%"), AREESRFEBHP FISEEAENTRER . HEXH LR ERE
WehdE X R O TFENMENESS RAEEER ™,

(O MEMtER BN Lackner ERPIMBEPEAEBE SOUNHXRHMFHETHENRAHMLGHE
96 ), MR M AK TH OB, BN AR X IEEY K Aipid-richH)™; TRV RFE R, 2% 5k 5
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(Tortular inermis) MG FRBABEE | EHHNE . TELSRAP ML AR BELFTHLERRA
XM TFRENHZEES T EMOERZAY HEAEHAFR BN THRABACNNB UL
ARG PN FRON BT EEEAWERI AR FREE . £ S. caninervis T . HTHRE
B Rk A R Oh 2. Smg MR ENAMREAN 0.O1TImg AL 1 HETEAEREES
REFERET AYRLAR0.232mg. A 9% (U EBRHERETRAHXTERIBHEGRTAN
0. 0027mg, 24 &5 0. 1941,

REBMEFERREAHEANE M IBSENREZNER.BEHEEAR RN B MK RETH

ERERZRETHRE FTUAMLEE MBEE TRMERAMBRFIEREIBERS THETHEY
C“HEL@MERRN” BRERNE RS FRHE R,
2.1.3 RFERET LEAEHEYP BRESHREFNER. TURASBRRAHEASETRERIRE
BAE KSR, BREAY PN ESNERABR TR FENEBRTHANEIUSE . B XEBEHTR
FRMEHHREARERE, FE®E(Pleurozium schreberi) PR TEABE RIE 38% HERELERFH&
FENER MG TRAEMHE R TEMERE 0%, Sark FRETRIK R ENASK
(Entodon cladorrhizans) FEBEHAY 846 PR FIE,ME WA 172 M (AL 20%). M S. caninervis fl KK
HFREFRN 64% IR P MRE 1435 Bror kb UR L S BB H MR k(0. 3% HIT KL
I TSR G R AR R B F &R, B — 0 B8 K Grimmia orbicularis, M E—WEERY F
0GB TFENE THEHFFR/ KSR EBASHIRELR . AEFLBTTREREKARE . EXE
HALERERE RN ARRRATREXRBE.

T i — KO Tk 7 4L 00 45 13 MR B (cransfer cel D BA KL AMRBHNRRERE . ARNT KL
34 MR F IR R TR R EE 1) Proctor R BLH #h4E A1 12 D T 1 A 8 F 4 3% 3 45 8 0 T BR 0 B
HRAETERBR KM, S. caninervis RFEEEFRAITRBABANREEEFHAPRURE
B KR HATFEAREILEL AN REARRBRKIH " ALERTRRENESN ETHAXK
KETKTEERATE.

HFERERAN TES A SO MNS IEEHEHARAAG IR ARERK
(resource)jﬁ?ﬂ%#fﬂ?‘fﬁﬁﬁﬁi?ﬁﬁﬂﬂ“ﬁ”(sink)-EME%WHH%‘%&WEEQE!W%%(CM its

losses )& 18

AW E AU T RENEYRAL 10%, XHBFIREWEIMEFAANTEEEERARRS
BARERTHTFREELEEY, FE ERFEZBRNESTYRKRBEER),S. caninervis B
ABARTFRERTRNHRE RENRFANEYRA S AAFRFEREYRN SN, 5HREY

REBE R,

2.2 XZtEHEM
REMELEMEEHEEAERREEBEYEES A (stenotypy) AL RPN ERRA K E &5

EEAARBHBANT, BEAFREAERN KT HERTRUAREERRLANNE  THEEREE
AR EREE A EARATRASY, RRESE LRI BRE A T B
MEFHE D EHTEERATYUBRS S ERENEANEIERME, SBRESA REFEIRE
Biggmy meETREFRED AREEERENARRELNBARE ZWLEER, FRLTHSE
BEBRET L ERS

SXAEHERAIER. CHESREREERTHAFANBETR. KNAALENHEREE
BEHE 7= A TR ) 0 B W, (B A B F B 5 N 8 4 BB S Ak A B R O A R T DL B A ) I O
WFRERMLTRF SRS BRMOEZARERNBRUEAREEDRFEREL Y, BWE
HAERMBNEDETEURERF RN REERHNERSER B EHAMEMERHRNA S EE,
221 ENERMAMEERME REBZESFRAAARSTEHEYABINFRRELIELN
AR MEEKAEARHRTESARE  RRIEAEMRAYE 7RO EMBALI/LF MR EE RS



2448 £ &8 ¥ 23 ¥

MY, ERHEREANEESHSRRBRZATHEEABMNER IR FASSEREBEYTHE,
HEERAECEENAFE MEMEPHEHERSHREANEREELERACHRE  XFHZEN
EEZHERESRAEY, WA WA IARTISNR TE B %0 R =& K8 T 55 E 89 F 8B
REHR T,

REEMTUAHERFRBTEAER  RELRFEXBYTESTTREEEAT WAL XKESA

B ISUM MK ER LA 1743, Longton R LR HYH LIEXRED R 7 /. 250 F M
(33.8%) . B R F M R £ (30. 01 %) R (10, 63%) R E MR (7.52%0) T % (6. 02200 .01 &
(6. 02V U RABRITHMERE 6% BEAREZFTHLEMYMHEHER L. MELXLEIHEEEIRN
EHOREB B DGR BUR R RU R AT S0 R 3% 5 T2 B i R R 5 T B A R R B (A o 0
RE N AR ITHERKAERN W,
2.2.2 EHEERNBEDE HTREERARESERENITETEULEN 08 HAKBBRENTESR
ArERRENTRESE IR B BRI ARNMEGIERED S ETAMRERREEHYEART
ZOBBNNEERAKBEL . AESAST RBEER. N EEXERH A BHE (module) BH A BRI
AMCR Yy EHEY RN EEERFA, SRR EINNSHENRARENITEL,
B8 AEHANAMERE . K ER0,

R AR K EE T 4 M E B 4 X (ramification/branching ) UL J W) ® 2 B & 86 AL B9 ¥
(regeneration) 47 . A X T EAERAPHE FERAQDAREFO AT LAERF . ERFHRETH
R EY . B K E MR 5 H Bk /NHE X (size-dependent ) . 3 H 43 #k i B (daughter segment) K/
5 3 ¥ B Bf (mother segment ) K/NE ] 32 BX ; FE 1= M & (termination risk) G HE KDL HBEHXHEN,H
WS — R a3 RN RE M 5,

AEEEEF RIS EA SR TRMEEY . BEEIEREN A BRHEE/D AR
FHNEBRENER AFELBEER . XS5 TRRESTFEEXY . 2XBNARERHRARETHTHRHER
AN B A 35 1L R 40k ] ) PRLBR S4B TN B EE T S B LA DA T S MO RDEE R SO0 o A T N B 4
MK RN 32.2% HPREEHF23.2%) XTS5 SRMIBAASKFRTRR 19. 70 HPHRE
G o6.8% EMR G LI HEREREL b 11. 0%,

HMETRRAEHE TR ABENEREN(EEFERSBZFRR, HFEHTENFBRX/DHEN
SN X5REEEROTER R U RABRFRERDOBEM - ERAY RSP RFRNE
KBIUKBFEEKSHIESQRL ESERAZEAMFERNERES KX U~ MERAFER AN
Hr (BRI Z B AN RS EERASLTHRERELRAEES., TRABESHRELEELRFTES
PE (integration) . 7E K B 2 M A E— R APMHER HE AU BB R BT HY O EB S H B#
i REBNBEUREMNESEEXEHIEAFE,

3 AMARTNMMRELERBER

BB Gemmell .Smith RS X LEHNFHHEREBREREA S BREEIRAAAEXGHER, X3
SARTFRMEHL. FERERLEEEAHES UM A . AHREAREARGBRERRH TR
FHKBIEERBIORARFES, BAGCEAKSHA—ESRIFTHENRR MBAF)
Tortular fragilis M1 T. amphidiacea I’EiﬁiﬁaTﬂ&?iﬂ%ﬁ‘;%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ—(Plagiotheciaceae)qjﬁ
BERGEBESEHIFEN Z.EUERERE.

Stenoien ZUTA N ME BB E X AHBASIEFBEENANEL HNETFERASESGERNE
BN R E N (R S AR FERASHAYT . EERBERTFD SFMNERAF
BZBRIAFEEBEANERXE.

M K F|iF Skotnicki MR FE o FF R AR R 820 E BHERBIR . RIS O7 A M MR
EERENYRATRCEREFMBEMO AHERAEMNTHERREKEHRE DT, X EE AR
ﬁiﬂﬁ%g#ﬁﬁﬁ[ﬁﬂo RAPD %ﬁﬁ%&kﬁjﬂ\ﬁﬁé\ﬁﬁﬂzﬁﬁ(f?ryum argenteum ) { EFEHHEAE
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MO 3 ARB RN SR SR RARRE KA A LR, AHEHR Ros & L,
Sarconeurum giariafeiiﬁiﬁiﬁm{]%ﬁ&iﬁﬁﬁqﬂﬁ&ﬁ%ﬂﬂiﬁﬁgﬁﬁ* AR Z T
MR A 136 B 5 P T VA (L~ 100m Y 7K R TE 4 SR 0 0 A R B A 1Y T 450 B A (] (1~ Bkem ) R LA XL
% 4 g A Y, MR ELERAERRBHAE R B g 4 £ F| W5 Miers 8.5 B Hennediella heimii i) 7o K&
EHEE ), Skotnicki ZEO0SIA K 40 B 2T T AR B S IE R0 BB B0 H R IR (AR R R SR AR R
), M WA R (UK RS RO R TR TFAEERASRE FEAE.

FE LAY EVE A BRI RE R BE R .Cronberg SR AL BIRID AT T 298 R B8 F I 70 M EHR I,
B4 EEE PD=0.265, Zf K H BHH He=0. 274 BRI ML R BBRME(Gr=0.073), FEEH BRI E
H. BB UMBEUTEEAYE RASUERSEF LA T 10cm X 10cm FEFERA, 5K
RN RAEEHE M3 MESERBR PSRRI H R LA MBEERTKR A B EE
B, R BLEMESMA S Touga BV EREBERLERAPMER K E X Conocephalum
japonicum R B) 7725 82 9 RY 2 B3 9L, A AL RO AK (Gse=0.062) M E B R ERMMMBERKFFH B
( Lunularia cruciata) P EEE X R WM IE R MK, HE RGO R ©. 956, HEMBREFXNMHMBEILE
WHETRESRE %, ouga ZUUY R T A% 3 EH R TS TR H BMER R Z (AW
A RRSE THRERNEHZR.

REANEBEREFHARAERABHNEREALE FRAEERANALESILEEE—HHXT
EWAROER HENRR S ASERN B Y A EEEE, EARMHHET SRR
RN AR RSN THEE R SRR TR A OB AR RN SRR RE
B R AR B ERITM EHA R BASHRRERTORN, LR ELEERSHHE
BMEHEENEMZ L IURENENEAESERRHIARZ —,

4 H#HiR

R E G T R B L AR 3T K 43 B HE Rt LA B M B S Bk b R O R A YRR KR T
Eﬂiﬁﬁﬁj}E‘Jﬁﬂﬂ-ﬁ'ﬂ:”éEFEE‘J“EiE”(ttﬁ]ﬁﬁl&ﬁ“ﬁ¥E@i?ﬁfﬂﬁ?”ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁ)\
BTHEEA EFHARERS S A ERHY R SHEMAYPEREFEAEVEEME U REY
RTARET HERERELEHRNEEMTARERRGT TARBHFNESR.

Eﬁiﬁ@ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁiﬂf?%ﬁﬁ&tﬁ?‘iﬁ'ﬁiﬁf?%ﬁﬂ‘ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁ]ﬂﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬂ%%ﬁa{,@f‘ﬁ?ﬂ
EEFNEREE BF SR ERARROBEER AW TRERSLRAR —ENELR.

ﬁ@?ﬁ%ﬁﬁ-ﬁﬁﬁ%%#ﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬂ‘]@?i*aﬂﬁﬁ?@ﬁg.ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%héﬁ%ﬂgﬁ,ﬁ
£ R M by O ) R B B BT TR F R RS T R AT RE S B H AT E A & S 9 B
?Egﬁ“t’;Fﬁ’%‘é‘lz:ﬁ%ﬁﬁ-ﬁ?ﬁf”ﬁ—kiﬁﬁﬂﬁf#ﬂﬂﬁ*;’Eﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ.ﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂﬁkiifﬁ
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