H 7 2 3R 2010,30(1) :0197—0204
Acta Ecologica Sinica

P/ DEBFERLIRE R EEESFFHIN A

ERE, $8", TR

(1. *@ﬂi‘ﬁ%mmﬁiiﬁﬁfﬁﬁ,%m 110016;2. H [HBFEBEBF A BE, JLat  100049)

RE:MEVHSHESES AR R R RN ESETRA RN ERZ —, Y/ R R LR BB RS T T Z KR
Flo Wit/ DhRERERBRE WAL P RN EEARE L TRNE FEXR SHEESESREIREER SR K /E R
TR ARFGAESRGEHRKE RN . S ERZE IR A, IR IE KR LB AT R EERRE T A, G5 LR
HA B S HE S AR SRR R WA B 18] FBEFE 5 BRSE 50 X AT 45 RO R Wi LA R AR b R BR O 53R o

R A TELE; #MZR s SRR YR S s RS R I RE ; SRAE R s AR

Removal experiment of species or function groups and its applications in ecology
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Abstract; With the relationships between species diversity and ecosystem function being one of focuses in the field of
ecology, removal experiment of species or function groups has been applied broadly. Its applications in ecology include the
studies on; (1) interspecific relationships; (2) the relationships between species diversity and ecosystem functioning; (3)
the functions of key species; and (4) the assessment of the consequences of invasive species to the ecosystem. According to
the features of removal experiment, some issues deserving attention were put forward, including the effects of the removal
action itself on the ecosystem of temporal scales on the research results in removal experiment, and the specialty of removal

of invasive species.
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