500 #4510 H = 2 b4 Vol. 29, No. 10
2009 4£ 10 H ACTA ECOLOGICA SINICA Oct. ,2009

A~ [ 32 I B (8] B A8 49 OB T 1 R IE B B 4y R A

- 1,2 w 1,2, 2 52 S 1x 132 2
st 37T AT, BRI L W
(1. BFRERIRREREBIET, Ma 21009352, WivTAkey e EFRas A4 45 5 4 B R GAE AT FG, Bl 311300)

PO P O FhEC IR [E) A [F] A A B PR VR I, SR PR A48 0, ZE W VL T & A b X M 2006 4F 6 H 3] 2008 4F 6 H #47 T 43 ffik
%, RE R RS R P R E Y A RS BTER 9 MY B T 4 AR, R IR AT (R B B B B AR IR R 2k
Y (EERPE) Y (R K SRS ER) WFHEY (REMEFER) ZEFHEY (7). 8R—TAR
L, BRREEY 3 RER .. SRRV AREYEBREYERA(N) ARBEK (Lignin) & & & Lignin/N WE S #EEEAE
RAFRIAHSCE . R R A [H] 8L M AR A R BT N & S8R , D BT IR > XUF RS > R TFAEY) > BREAEY) . Lignin
R Lignin/N LU E K FEE—3, 0 A2 IR B B BRI BRI, BRBRSAE Y > B FHEY > XF Y > BFiHiEy. kY
SR FEk EAITEREITE 0.25 ~0.63 Z[A], RILE BAT > F X > KRHF > KA > BREM > A > T34k > B > =HR#EH. 4 1
TEYISERE I IR T ) 53 R R SR Y S (N B IR > WU AR > BRTFHEY) > BREAEY) . IR Z5 R4 R YR E Y %
HIBEAL RS IR h 53 SRR W 78 O S R R

KEEIR : FCYRET (8] ; PRV W) 53t B U 5 Hh P AT

X E 45 :1000-0933(2009)10-5237-09 HESHFHKS:Q142,Q948, S718.5 STHAFRIRAG:A

Leaf litter decomposition of plants with different origin time in the mid-

subtropical China

MA Yuan-Dan'?, JIANG Hong"**, YU Shu-Quan®, DOU Rong-Peng’, GUO Pei-Pei’, WANG Bin’
1 International Institute for Earth System Science, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China

2 International Research Center of Spatial Ecology and Ecosystem Ecology, Zhejiang Forestry University, Hangzhou 311300, China

Acta Ecologica Sinica 2009 ,29 (10) ;5237 ~ 5245.

Abstract; Leaf litter decomposition of 9 species with different origin time was studied from June 2006 to June 2008 in the
Qiandaohu region of Zhejiang province using litterbag method, trying to explore the evolution trends of the leaf litter
decomposition characteristics in the plant evolution process. The 9 species belong to 4 taxa, pteridophyta ( Dicranopteris
dichotoma and Alsophila spinulosa), gymnosperm ( Cycas panzhihuaensis, Metasequoia glyptostroboides, Cunninghamia
lanceolata and Pinus massoniana ), dicotyledon ( Schima superba and Cyclobalanopsis glauca ), monocotyledon
( Phyllostachys pubescens) , which are ranked in the order of the origin time from earlier to later. The litterbags were
collected every other month; there are three repeats for each species. The results indicated that the decomposition rate of
litter of different taxa showed more correlation with the initial N contents, lignin contents and lignin/ N ratio of litter. The
initial N contents of litter are increased with the origin time from earlier to later, the pattern is monocotyledon >
dicotyledon > gymnosperm > pteridophyte. The patterns of the Lignin contents and Lignin/N ratio are similar. The values
are decreased with the origin time from earlier to later, the pattern is pteridophyte > gymnosperm > dicotyledon >

monocotyledon. The range of the annual litter decomposition coefficient (k) is 0.25 to 0. 63, the trend is P. pubescens >
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C. glauca > S. superba > M. glyptostroboides > P. massoniana > C. lanceolata > C. panzhihuaensis > A. spinulosa
> D. dichotoma. The mean litter decomposition rate of the 4 taxa is monocotyledon > dicotyledon > gymnosperm >
pteridophyte. The results preliminary showed the evolution trends of the leaf litter decomposition rate are from slow gradually

evolved to fast.

Key Words: plant origin time; leaf litter decomposition, substrate quality, mid-subtropical China

i b A 285 ZR G BT BB T A 7 ) A R A i A LB A P e B R R A BT K R A R
fER o YRR MR R R IE IR ISR MBI M BB AR, R B R G T ) R B R
TR L KBS LS HAA T EEREAT ™ Rt e RGN ALK i 1E] R 2
B RGN REHEL RIS B AR A o RTINS FAE S R BRIEIN I R ML 4S S T+ 0B IR, 4%
SR T84 BIUESE 1 34 8 9% 470 20 ifeocd AR A S [t sk B30 A R A, B 2 3 O T oy A 25 B TE 3R A SR A5 B8
BT ZTNTFo REHFIEE AR &Y i & £ AR 2, 40 HbBEE 4 138 0 3R et
41 fEiR 58 (long-term intersite decomposition experiment in the United States, LIDET) , Bk 1) 43 BT 53 12856 ( the
decomposition study, DECO) DA K il & K #) 3 5% 43 f#% i % ( the canadian intersite decomposition experiment,
CIDET) , {ELR2 % T4 [l A2 5 o [ A 490 80 ¥ 400 1 20 i 3B )RR OB R TR IR AIT ST

Xof il A 7 2R G HH R TR e AR A 1R R R M BIE T R IR TR L IR (3R AT R T
3B W RETE AL SR o BE S ) R Y ) R o I R () BRI 2 ) [ R LA PR N O T ) T B A R R
FABREHT T, RVEY TR & (substrate quality) R WA YIMRIIATER R, B TREDER
R 25, AR R EE Y R R R E B 2ER . Y IR E M5 E AR A S Y R
TR ISP B AR Y R E TR S AT RIS VE RIS PR VE Y i e AR . BRI, VAR )R R R
SHAEYI MR LR B TREMITRE" . HAEYREFRFRENZSN TARYF R ES R
BAERER. REYRMEWER LT IEABB Y , 25108 % ) 02 5 R — A E K e
BRI , A5 D B B v A Y A A R T R B B Rz

2 SO A A (] 2 R k1) 8y AL 1 0 ) 2 I B R el 38, R A [ A R e [ AL 28 3 A
&R R, 38 s A Y IR T ) 40 A B BE AL R B, LA R R W 98 A2 28 R e Bk 21 1) Ak i Sk 1T 00 2B
TR
1 HREH=E
1.1 sy

AR YRS ] ph R B AR DO BRSAR Y R TR BT P T A BB T AT . R
HAIE AT LGB BB R A R ( ~359 Ma) "™ B MR FRILA RABES 2.8 IZAE (R &4A) , ik
R F Y B SAE YRI5 . PP R ULLLESHT , (b A ie S HE E R WA TR AELER
LA LR o APFFE SR O FhAE W) FEAT IR V& 10 43 e S 06, 42 ke YR A ) el 2 30 I AR U Y R S ) 1
( Dicranopteris dichotoma , 5.2 R IS A Y ) FIRV B (Alsophila spinulosa , W TEBRZEHFEY) ) , ¥R FHE Y B R 78k
( Cycas panzhihuaensis , AR TRIFR 558k ) IKAZ ( Metasequoia glyptostroboides) \}27K ( Cunninghamia lanceolata) Fil
I, B A% ( Pinus massoniana ) , ¥ T FEY) AT ( Schima superba) 7 X ( Cyclobalanopsis glauca) F1FEAT ( Phyllostachys
pubescens) (£ 1) . RO R—FIRIEBRISHEY) , BOA AR —FIEAa T, EWLKNBZE B K16 R
T —S/ NS SRE R . ZEE (g ) PAE R ) BT 2 MR E & TF R T XS KB
AFAEHE BT 2 AR RO B IR 75 P AR BT 55 B R A 6 ARG . kY REm AW
TINEREE T Ml B AR ) 22 U EE R R AL TSR b BT 4, B 4 TR T b s R AR B S LA R EE A W gk Ak
R A EENMAL, KIZRRERA WERAAEY, B IE 20 LAY MY = R0 — M KE,
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R LR UK AR IEOR ) A T b BR A KAZ B 20 A DX 2RI /0, R 7K A2 R A RESIRAR o)1 KPR R T K 48
— R PTERR FKAZ PR B T RS B L 5T R R DRSS S A IS AR A R IR T ok . DRI AR IR
R 7 AR R KRB Fh 2 — o ARG AT KRR E R T Z 000, 2 W ek AR EZ A A, B2
Il R 7 B AR TR, AR R BT R , 2 BF IR AR T2 o MR IR T B R B, K65 7 MEWIFRIE 7 kR
WY (P) BT (G) JUTFHAEY) (A-mo) BT MY (A-di)4 PMREF(E D) .

x1 EUABERMER
Table 1 The origin time and properties of species

YyFl P A TR R M

Species Taxa Life form and leaf habit
T=H D. dichotoma HIRJE, BRISHEY) (P) Filicophytina, Pteridophyta £ 4EH: B 7R Perennial herbs
Ro#8 A. spinulosa HIRJE, BRISHEY) (P) Filicophytina, Pteridophyta H T Evergreen tree
94k C. panzhihuaensis IR, B THEY) (G) Cycads, Gymnosperm H A Evergreen shrub
JIKAZ M. glyptostroboides RIS, #EF MY (G) Conifer, Gymnosperm Y& Fr A Deciduous tree
A C. lanceolata WHI2E, B FHi%I (G) Conifer, Gymnosperm H T Evergreen tree
LN P. massoniana RIS, #EF MY (G) Conifer, Gymnosperm I AR Evergreen tree
AT S. superba W HHY) , ¥ FHE%) (A-di) Dicotyledon, Angiosperm H T Evergreen tree
HWX C. glauca WFMAEY) , 8 FH%) ( A-di ) Dicotyledon, Angiosperm I AR Evergreen tree
FAT P. pubescens BFIHAEY) , 9 FHEY) ( A-mo) Monocotyledon, Angiosperm H T Evergreen tree
1.2 s o

PRYE ) o i B A T VLA PU BB AT S WAk LUK , b3 AR BR 29°33'N,119°03E, 14k 672m, %X &
TP ZE AR X, SRR BRI , T8 78 , 4P SR 17°C, £ F BRIk E 1 430 mm, 572 6/
263 d, IR ELE, LA E S ERARTUER ), TR RLERER.

ZHX AR FEE , WA BRRE B AR AR AE D B A (Pinus massoniana) 2, N TR FBEH A
( Cunninghamia lanceolata) 5 BN KR ( Quercus acutissima) ARG FEBAT. PR TFHEAKREZE FEH HE (Symplo-
cos paniculata) | ¥k ( Quercus fabri) . M ( Mallotus apelta) \ILiEA#I( Lindera benzoin) %, ¥AZ FEAH KA
MARARHEY o
1.3 YR

TH K AR SRR AR FXMBTEEY R BETLARZTRE LER B AR XA (30018
~30°24'N,119°23" ~119°28'E) , i#F3k 600 ~800m, iZ X J& W HH S M5, IR FE N 8.8 ~14.8C , FEWFEK
271390 ~1 870mm, =10°C IRy 2 500 ~5 100°C ,MXFREE Ny 76% ~81% , +IE LTI HIE LT IEAR
B, BRI, pHEHOKER) 4.7 ~6.0,

RYRB IRV IR B U148 ma 30 A LU 7T LB X AR A RO 1 B SR PR 9P 1X.(29°20" ~29°21'N,103°47" ~103°
48'E) , 14K 360 ~450m, %X J& o W 2= KU <%, SR IR 17.8 °C,1 AR 7.3 °C,7 Ah¥iE 28
C, KR 1106 mm, F P35 H BEL 10% ~12% ,4F H B2 650 h, +Z8JE, B habE 2= 1%, pH {H
(KR)TE4.5~5.5 Z[a], AL AL,

BRACTVRIATE YR B )BT B B R BRI R B R R XA, B O T 26°37. 33N,
101°35. 14'E, ¥k 1 635 m, J&H L 1R A5, S5 T HRHAEA KB &, 431/ 15 ~19°C , &% H Wi
6 ~10°C, T4#E 1.0 ~1.5,=10°C , FIR 5100 ~6000°C , 4E (4 i & 800 ~ 1000mm, +IE K FZRKAHE,pH
EH7.3~8. 1, MiFEEA KL,

1.4 YIS R AL A 53 E

2006 4E3 A ~4 AWEE 9 MR EIETEM . RAE R MRS, RAEY 2 #4EHR 15 em x 15 em,

JEJe M AL, FLRA 0. Smm x 1 mm, 3RS NEA 10g Z2A KX TIEY . BEYRER AT, BRI
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B RS T 70C T 2EE, HFNEXNTE SR TENZR R BURGHSEEEEaS &
FATFHE R IR &Y E SRR

T 2006 4 6 H 45 9 FhIRTE M 1 /R4S AT BAE T Bl Ity , BRI ik 3 XA, BREEY
EEANXANE 12 4%, MR E THIER , 5T mMREY S8, R AR EENEEZ , MEWpoEE
REY RS E EEERT. BMERNE, B 1 MAES - XAREIGMHEYREY S ERL A, &
2008 46 AR, it 12 SR . BUREE R fidds E A, T 10C T LT 255, R,

P75 W B B Ak 2 B T 8 A 4G 2Bk (C) VR A(N) (28 (P) (281 (K) R4 FIAR TR (Lignin) & & 1)
W . C PRSI AIL-ININF: (GBT857-87) ) N AL MBI EC A A (GB7848-87) ') P FisHBE T LL
{63 (GB7852-87) ) K Fl K 4 43 96 % JF 11 155 (GB7874-87) 1) JK 43 5% Fil 186 IR 47 & B8 1% ( GBT7885-
87) ) Lignin & &% 72% BifRY: (GB2677. 8-94) 5
1.5 FdRaHr

KRB BOR BT e SO WU RGBT A0 .

X,/ X,=100 ™" (1)

XX, HAVEWITE ¢ B PR B 5 X, HVIER IR B sk RAE MR (a ™) 0 BAMARBTE (a) o

AR E Y T ERIARF 2 57 One-Way ANOVA Fl Turkey’s HSD 437 5 ¥R FI5E , PILHEHE F-34
HEIMZRA Rl EHTRR ., BEMEKFER0.05, $4E 43 SPSS # {4 (version 13, SPSS Inc. ,
Chicago, IL, USA) €/,

2 GZR55H
2.1 FEWRE LA

PR R B R R IR ) R N TE R R, X R IR Y o i R SR B A — . R 2
AUES, MEEY N SENZELIERS 0.81% ~2.06% , BAT > R > K2 >HNX > AR > 958k > - H
> > B, K BT N SR N F2K 2.3 5. PSRN MIEEN0.02% ~0.17% , K12
B P SRR, MAKMBREMK P EERIK. K SEMEMIEETE0.09% ~0.62% Z 6], K & &K K2
HX, EEREOETENDER, 9 FREDK C SEND RN > 2K > K > FX > > 48 > K2
>TH > BAT, BT EITE 43.07% ~51.18% Z[A], Lignin &8 AAME > 758k > 2K > K2 > K > D EM
>HNX > KA > BAT, BT EITE 13.84% ~43.98% Z 6], EATH) C/N Fl Lignin/N [ FLIE ¥ A £ A% (20. 90
M6.72) T A C/N Fi Lignin/N [ HL B £ 55 (63. 01 F150. 24) , H C/N HEZA N EBITH 3 1,
Lignin/N HAHZ BT 7.5 £5. 9 FRAEDH C/N HER DR > 2K > b8 > TH > 78k > FX > Kk
12 > Rfi > BAT, Lignin/N HABETE 6.72 ~50.24 Z[E], RN > W > H > 8 > K2 > K > FHX >
AR > AT,

x2 MAEDERKFER, FHEGRHET )
Table 2 Initial chemical qualities of leaf litters, mean (SD)

YyFh Species C(%) N (%) P (%) K (%) Lignin (% ) C/N Lignin/N
3 D. dichotoma 43.40(1.65) 0.97(0.01)  0.04(0.00)  0.10(0.00) 42.64(1.47) 44.74(1.05)  43.96(0.94)
ROAB A, spinulosa 46.69(2.78)  0.89(0.13)  0.03(0.00)  0.42(0.00) 43.98(2.12) 52.18(3.11)  49.15(2.37)

4k C. panzhihuaensis  45.12(1.25)  1.02(0.08)  0.02(0.00)  0.27(0.00)  43.05(1.64) 44.24(6.67)  42.21(1.51)
KK M. glyptostroboides  43.78(1.68)  1.12(0.12)  0.17(0.00)  0.14(0.01)  42.61(1.02) 39.09(0.79)  38.04(0.48)

KA C. lanceolata 48.26(2.52)  1.03(0.06)  0.04(0.001) 0.11(0.004) 30.48(2.84) 46.91(2.45)  29.62(2.03)
RS P. massoniana  51.18(2.99)  0.81(0.03)  0.02(0.00)  0.09(0.01)  40.82(1.59) 63.01(3.68)  50.24(1.95)
KH S. superba 47.67(0.75)  1.27(0.47)  0.04(0.00)  0.26(0.00)  42.06(4.18) 37.54(0.59)  33.12(3.24)
#K C. glauca 46.70(3.81)  1.10(0.03)  0.05(0.00)  0.62(0.01)  33.47(6.99) 42.57(3.47)  30.51(6.25)
EA P. pubescens 43.07(0.87)  2.06(0.05)  0.08(0.00)  0.32(0.02)  13.84(0.11) 20.90(0.42) 6.72(0.06)
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TS YR B 1) DA B B R BRZE AR A L BR T A L XX
FHAEY I AEY) 4 D28, AEY R ER N
ERMBME BT HAEY > WF Y > BFHEY
> BRISHEY) , B F I M S RE R N & B2 N BRSHE Y
EKEM2.2/(E 1), CHENYENEILTEEN
43.07% ~47.19% ,SUFHHY > B > ¥ Tk
Y > B Y. Lignin & 8 83882 E B N
13.84% ~43.13% ,BREHEY) > B FHEY) > VT
W > BFHAEY), BRISA Y K Lignin & B 29 B 1
YR 3.1 f5. 4 MEYZEEER C/N Hil Lignin/N
HMEHE—3, B RIS Y) > R THEY > T HAE
Y > BFHAEY . BRSSPI C/N 2 48. 46,25
TR 2.3 £, TR MY ) Lignin/N HAE R
46. 55, ) A 6.9 %,

2.2 FEYIRER

B 2 Sy ARl B ] PR M R A T E R AR
fbo B2 BT I, 24 A H 9 4 5 8], A [R) 2 Y B[]
HIFEY AT Y T E R R R R I R8T A
FRHE. MRS 2 A BRSHE DI T HREERN
BIME N 2. 52% ,  F 49 75 B K &2 1 B 1E R
4. 64% ,WF i HE Y AR FFIE KB EHER 7. 51% , T
EITRE YR EREIL 24.53% . SRS 2 A 2%
4 H BT BN, HRBEEY I RERLE S TR
12 AN H TR P A 30 E] T E R R R
4.05% ., ZJGEH 12 A, WHEEMER —FHEE
PSR, JEY R TR, 5516 ~18 4~

45 Contents (%)

50
45

Contents (%)
w oA
W (=]

w
(=}

£
8 R

ke Ratio

—@&—— C/N \
10 - — o— — LigninN
o)
0 L L ! !
P G A-di A-mo
2#¥ Group

BT AN 58 0 P A S 1 - 9 0 T S R A 2 A

—e—— 3 D. dichotoma
w0 KOG A. spinulosa

KK C. lanceolata
——o—— LW P. massoniana

———v—— W%k C panzhihuaensis ——e—— K S. superba
¥ M. glyptostroboides —o—— &N C. glauca
e A ;EM P. pubescens

———-

100 ®

N
80—
Q

0l 0 A TGN B

40 -

T4 FE2 Mass remaining (%)

20

1 L L L
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24
I} ] Time (month)

0

B2 AN [ - o 00 o i B 7
Fig. 2 Dynamics of leaf litter decomposition of plant with different

origin time

Fig. 1 Mean initial chemical qualities of leaf litters of plant taxa with
different origin time

P BRISHEY) , G AR T W) , A B TAEY, i T A4, mo : B I
#i¥, F I P: Pteridophyta, G: Gymnosperm, A: Angiosperm, di:

Dicotyledon, mo; Monocotyledon, the same below

RO BRBATFAKAZSN, g 5 FrRdE il 75 kR
BRI B, B 18 HES 24 A, AEYR
EREVFEEWL,

8 T& 0 FE W 30 Hb 43 24 S H g, XF 9 Fig
BRI R IR &Y AR 1 > A R T ER 56
FTHEBCERBE R (He R & E A3 Bl o g 28
HRE BN 100) . Z5REZH, MEY 5 ERE
EABRISEEIFE 0.25 ~0. 63 Z i), BAT > FX > Afij >
IKAZ > RS > A > J%k > 0 > 35 U4 R
FITEFEAE 0.83 ~0.98 Z[E] (£ 3) . FEW5H# 50% Fir
T IETE R 1. 10 ~2.77 a,95% ¥4 53 % BT 7 A B (6]
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4.76 ~11.98 a, % T E I 0 95% P Bt 1] b i e IR BATIR R E K29 7.2 2, 0%
PrEnFR Sl 2.5 %

FERLH , IR (] AN R F) 4 MEYZERE R JRVE Y o0 B R B 3B BT A > WA > T
Yy > BRRHY (B 3) o Horp, B AR T AR AR T AE ) SRR IR V& 1 1Y S48 il 1 25 70 30 24 D ik

RV MRERLIER) 2.3,1.9 1570 1.4 45,
3 MAENE 24 A AAMBENOESREE k S WA E

Table 3 Annual decomposition rate (k) and decomposition time o -
of the leaf litter after 24 months 06
YFh Species kE(al) ? ths(a) tyes(a) 05 ]
t=H D. dichotoma 0.25 0.83 2.71 11.98 ~ 04 -
RS A. spinulosa 0.29 0.89 2.39 10.33 If:’ 03 |-
I8k C. panzhihuaensis 0.33 0.88 2.10 9.08 02 L
JK#KZ M. glyptostroboides 0.42 0.93 1.65 7.13
KA C. lanceolata 0.39 0.92 1.78 7.68 olr
LY P. massoniana 0.40 0.92 1.73 7.49 0 P G ADi Ao
AT S. superba 0.43 0.94 1.61 6.97 25#¥ Group
HMX C. glauca 0.61 0.90 1.14 4.91
EAF P. pubescens 0.63 0.98 1.10 4.76 B3 RIER UG A A S R W 4 24 A A Sr e Ja AR
to.s : T IMF S0% TG BRI E] (a) 40,95 « PAVE W 53 95% FF IHEHER b B
FIISIE] (a)  to 5: Time for 50% litter be decomposed, t, o5 : Time for Fig. 3 Annual decomposition rate (k) of leaf litters of plant taxa with
95% litter be decomposed different origin time after 24months

2.3 JAEMREFACEERS R ERE KR
AR/ Z 3tk i R MR A 2 RS 50 2.6..12 S A A1 24 A A RAR TE R TR G T 2
T (R 4) o GERFZW FEDAEDNE2.6.12 .50 24 M HRARTERS Lignin FE K Lignin/N [ILENE R
FHIEMR(P<0.05) . 7EMRIEE 2.6 AMK 12 AMATERS N FREBEFEHTAERK(P<0.05),1M
B2 24 A~ H BP0 TC 23 A S
£4 HEENEREFAR (LR SHR2.6.2 M AR U A AHATER(FER) MHLENATIT £

Table 4 Linear fitting and ANOVA analyses between initial chemical quality of leaf litter (independent variable) and mass remaining in the 2,
6, 12 and 24 months ( dependent variable)

{224y #}% Slope A HE Intercept

Composition 2 6 12 24 2 6 12 24
C(%) 0.06 0.47 0.01 -0.20 88.87 58.99 67.05 54.29
N (%) -14.72 -17.82 -22.46 -18.42 108.30 101.09 93.16 65.84
P (%) -6.83 -45.16 -86.86 -69.77 91.88 83.21 72.26 48.62
K (%) -3.61 -14.99 -11.88 -24.81 92.44 84.64 70.60 51.24

Lignin (% ) 0.65 0.70 0.97 0.77 67.28 54.89 31.75 16.47

C/N 0.31 0.45 0.59 0.46 78.17 61.37 41.74 24.71
Lignin/N 0.42 0.50 0.74 0.59 76.51 62.64 40.74 23.71
415 r B HHE Sig.

Composition 2 6 12 24 2 6 12 24
C(%) 0.00 0.02 0.00 0.00 ns ns ns ns
N (%) 0.62 0.64 0.50 0.41 * * * ns
P(%) 0.00 0.07 0.12 0.10 ns ns ns ns
K (%) 0.01 0.10 0.03 0.17 ns ns ns ns

Lignin (% ) 0.87 0.71 0.66 0.51 * * * *

C/N 0.25 0.38 0.33 0.25 ns ns ns ns
Lignin/N 0. 64 0.67 0.71 0.55 * * * *

* TR EFHR (P <0.05) ,ns F/nIE B EF M, FE  Represents significant, ns represents non-significant, the same below
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PEYRFAFARGRAEY D RER T %5 WESOERUFER (AR SESMEE L(HAR) B
LUEBAMBEMT(ES) . HREWREYHS ORENSTEIN
ﬁﬁﬁﬁk _|:;’. N QEEE%EW%(P<O 05) Lignin Table 5  Linear fitting and ANOVA analyses between initial
’ chemical quality of leaf litter ( independent variable) and annual
ﬁ\%& Lignin/N ttﬁﬂ%i%ﬂ‘]ﬁ*ﬁ%(f’s005)o emical q ity of leaf litter ( .epe ent variable) and annu
decomposition rate (%, dependent variable)

RT3 N Lignin & 8 & Lignin/N HE 5 8% 2 PP P

e 2 BN
ﬁﬁ%,ﬁ{ﬁ Eﬁ} E(J*E %‘I‘i ° ﬁﬁﬁ % k _‘:J ”ﬁ %% E(J Composition Slope Intercept Sig.
FE C.P A K &K C/N HEMREARE, C (%) -0.004  0.58 0.01 ns
3 itig N (%) 0.246 0.14 0.49 *

—1 ey N VI < s P (%) 0.808 0.37 0.08 ns

3.1 K[ YR b ] LD U v ) o R K (%) 037 om 0.2 N
AFEIERES E E) O FREDFE P LTI Lgin (%) 0010 0.7 0.57 .
HARA I E L RR Y, R &Y 7 R T A ) N -0.007  0.71 0.34 ns
> SIS > BT > BAHM(E3) . BE  _ Lsiw -0 00 0e :

BRI RE AR LB R SR E

B AR Z I A Y B R R R M AR MRS . Funk 8 F 2005 4EAMT LR S - —Fh
AR LIS B ( Cibotium glaucum ) FIAS R ¥ AR X WK B U8 Ve 10 - A AT T 48R, LR 9% 900 2
RN 0,31 SABIF RSB YR W I A 3R 0. 29 HLAR B . IR FIKAZ B U8 3 400 4 kR o0 8 A,
8.

BRTEUERIBIIE A, JLF- B MAEY) R RS IR [ £ B R X 8 ¥ 9 20 il i R BEAT 4R, (EL AR 7 X Bk ik
T8GR BT AR IR (6] BRI IR B R I o il R B ZE5R (R 6) o B3R 6 F] L, fEMH [RIFRI5E
JEAL 53 i ORI T, A U R 58 P A 0 0 0 1 o i 3 3R 38 1 T A R P 1) 5 W A AR 0, S5 AR SCII TS 45
RAEHT o
3.2 IRl R ] AR IR v A B o o

LAy 5 0 ) o R R S X A AR SR VB S R R, (LA AR S R G SRAIE R AL P 4
EHAEBEOME P HaPETE YR K EE LR R N IR E WAL 5 4R (NP 25) Fi
MEMEAIRD (KRR AERZMSMEYRE) KNSR FEARR TERNREY 2MEREE,N 5
B RIS SR e e

% 6 1, Quested FF7EXT WAL XA FIAEHI IS 72 R 2EAT R W o0 At e B, PR ¥R 3 ot N &
B S5REY D ERA BRI IEARCNE, RN EER A 3 MUY K N & B E MR E R E S
{RTFAZ IR e i 3 FpARARHEY ™ o Bragazza SE7ERE R X Y& 5 HUEAT U8 4 490 B I OR 0 0 - Ak L 1
G AL, TR C/N Al C/P LA B AR AS B} 5 SR ) () il i 5 ARG i B o A2 YA 1]
BR B R R Y B R C/N A0 C/P & TARABHE Y, T H 53 1 31 T 3k U5 Ak 1) 8 e By AR A A
W ZEFWEAEAER LS O R PR T (6 34 A B S SR E O 45 R R A R 5 A Y A A
N SBEREEMRK, 5 C/N HEZBZEFMAR, RTEDLME N SEBRETHAR 8 FgtrHY, m C/N
HAEMR TR A ™ . ERREE P AR T D RASRIA 29 Rl 44 HH-IR 75 9 50 3216 19
CERFU, FATEY MR AR SRR N S RANBEHLME, TS P SREBEMKT .

AL SRR, A [ IR 8] A AR AP 2 AE U Y W2 b i B 2 BUA RIS 7ERRZ IR 18] AR
BRI BRSSAEY) BR T LT R A 4 KB Y RE YR N SREH R T HEY >
AT HAEY) > BRTHEY) > RSP A S T Lignin 58 A& C/N M Lignin/N HLEN 2 BAHR HEH. 1
X R P R R A 2 LS R v ) e R R BEAT SR AR AU TN 5 22 3 A I 45 SR B R v 2L Lignin % 8 K
Lignin/N FCAEXS T2 d R BA BT A5

£k ERTIR R4 T BT L, SRS 18] 5 T AR R Y 0 9 2 il R /N TS YR A (R B AR , L
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Table 6 Comparison of litter decomposition rate of plant taxa with different origin time

A HYIARE 1 TSRS 2 i SUES SCHk
Climate zone Taxal Taxa2 Decomposition rate References
WAtARHb X Sub-arctic zone F( Lycopodium annotinum etc. -3) A-mo F? < A-mo [34]

( Calamagrostis lapponica etc. -3)
A-mo( Trichophorum

FERHF Cold temperate zone M ( Sphagnum fuscum etc. -4) . M < A-mo [28]
caespitosum etc. -4 )

Hri A Mid-temperate zone G(ZL#) Pinus Koraiensis) A (%4 Tilia amurensis etc. -8) G<A [35]

7 Temperate zone G(ZL#3 Pinus Koraiensis) A( E#E Batula platyphlla etc. -2) G<A [30]
G(H N A- Phyllostach;

Jb W #HF North subtropical zone ( R . mo( BAT Phyllostachys G < A-mo [36]
Pinus massoniana etc. -2) pubescens etc. -2)

17 #iF Mid-subtropical zone G( L E#¥) Pinus massoniana) A(KRT Schima superba etc. -29) G<A [37]

4 W HHF South subtropical zone G( H#) Pinus massoniana) A(KTf Schima superba etc. -3) G<A [11]

A A7 10 LB A T AR PRSI 2 A AT T 5 P BRISHEY), G AR T AW , A - BT R , mo - SR T AR, F - SUBR AW, M. 824
Y5 a: BABRISARY) KRR ] LT3 AR, b . SESSAEYI IR IRIN 8] B T3 I 5 ete. BT BUFRRYAIEE  The comparisons within
the same line are based on the conditions that the decompositions are in situ and under the same environment; P: Pteridophyta, G: Gymnosperm, A
Angiosperm, mo: Monocotyledon, F: Fern ally, M: Moss; a: The origin time of fern ally is earily than monocotyledon. b: The origin time of moss is earily

than monocotyledon; etc. -number; the number presents the number of species

3.3 HIRER

T YRV ) B R B AG Rr E &  BOR R AR 18] 23 B B2 O B B AN IR] o HL AP i) — SR AP T BR7E R —fp
T REB 265 LI o ORISR RO URVE R B i . SR ENFF HLB A RIS U 8] A AR 8 3 (9 0 v
Yy e 15 R P o il Z TR ) SR oK 23 T AT AR S R T BERE AL BT B
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