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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to explore the main groups of bryophytes in the non-ferrous metal min-
ing areas of northwest Guangxi and the main influencing factors on their distribution, and to demon-
strate the potential application of bryophytes in the remediation of heavy metal-polluted environ-
ments. Through field research, common species of bryophytes in the mining area were collected, and
the physicochemical properties of some dominant populations of bryophytes and their growth sub-
strates, as well as the content of five heavy metal elements Cd, Cu, Pb, Zn, and Mn, were determined.
The correlation between bryophytes and heavy metal content in growth substrates was compared
and analyzed. The results showed that: (1) There are a total of 89 species of bryophytes belonging
to 52 genera in 29 families identified in the non-ferrous metal mining area of northwest Guangxi.
The dominant families are Bryaceae, Pottiaceae, Thuidiaceae, Polytrichaceae, Orthotrichaceae, and
Bartramiaceae; the dominant genera are Bryum, Didymodon, Barbula, Philonotis, and Pogonatum;
the dominant species are Racopilum aristatum, Fissidens zippelianus, Bryum yunnanense, and Didy-
modon tectorum; (2) The main factors affecting the distribution of bryophyte populations in the non-
ferrous metal mining areas of northwest Guangxi are the physicochemical properties of the growth
substrate and heavy metal pollution status; (3) Some bryophytes have strong enrichment ability for
Cd, Cu, Pb, and Mn, which can be used as phytoremediation materials or indicator organisms for soil
heavy metal pollution. From this, it can be seen that bryophytes have strong tolerance and certain
enrichment ability to heavy metal stress. Some bryophytes have great potential for application in
the ecological restoration of soil heavy metal pollution in the non-ferrous metal mining areas of north-
west Guangxi.
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1. 5|8

BE 3R E DA AR A, XA LB = I F SRR, (Ah T YWRERE TR, B
AEHFEZ R, XA EG R B E 1], R8s (b ERR BRI R (2015 4F)) , EHE
JE R - RS G ElGE AR BT S 55 AR 3488 i HET, BRI - BT L E AR A 25 1A 7899 JTH
AN LI S R TS PR D — T, AR DR 200 2 C NIRTI[2]. FEPEAL S AR N
FesEe 2, AHASHER GG 2 E8. FAESREEARORNAEY SN, MELIEMRE, vTelE
AR B EMBIIRR, s BRI AL, DO A ARG R BT FE R B3], DRI, EE4
JETGRAE IR LE K

4 JE 5 Y 1 3% (Heavy metal-contaminated soi KB EF W HL L.tk Eik[4], Hrb, Wik
HHEYMEE B AR #EW R SUREE . MR SER A, WU 5 4 [5]. R AT
ZRTHEERBH R EIEEDEE AT, A EERET B S SEWmE. 1ERVE T RFIH,
FEARR BB FE A, AT BRSSAEAF R B FEELEGR N, X & BRI R S LU B>, B AT
B EEHYIHEFANRN, RIS S E A ST EE &7 R A BRI 71[6].
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EH LY (Bryophyta) & s S H BN R AR K KA, HIRE SRR, BoA 700 IR AR AR
RAL, WA R R B UZ A . T S SV B R R ISR, T E e R R AR
SERFKIR B AN SR RE [ 71-[91, T LA RS e Ja A SR 75 R 210, BTBA, FEPRSEHE DN SEAR s, A
AT R0 P A SR AGT I R SRR AR 85 1) B <o 5 B S L AR RFAE [ 11]-[14]

FEB BRI RO, WHFEE KA e B XA I & S R A BON e B IO RRE 451, W]
DLFE B J s Y AR B b SE AR T S, Ui WX A E B R & 1 B S A B e A B LRI [15]-
[17]e J%7F H e e ot o SR ) (0 B S LB S s BRI (K i AL, WIEFE 8 HEAT T — R BUSEIR I 7T, 45
RERW], i n] DU S S A R S R EE RN, AR AR, B REIRIR, Jea
VEFIMIRPIRAE Y2 B, T AR A R B 2 2], ELAEAETC[18]-[20]. BRUOAE BERMIN K5 G LA
UK, AT A SIS Qe AT IR B A s 4, 3020 i SR R B R AR 32 0, P DL SR
BN FVERA ST I R 4R A ) B R R 5 B R e B [21] [22]

BAR, N & SFEYREAT T SR 7T, (BT ALY g R AT X & SR A0 IR N T AT
FUREA SCHRIOE, AWFFERITT R, AMUATULF 5 S 8O RN, &/ UVE e mr X L E e
JEE RSB R R E B SR

2. MR EA*
2.1. AR ER

K FT I X 35 32 B P AT M A A P AL AT T S (4 JB LA AR ELTF RIS TR K L IX, b3
AAFR 9 106°34'~109°09' E, 23°41'~25°37' N, i A WReh i oA iz, o Hobsk i AR 2/3 BLE, At
TR Ay 2 MU IX, SR B I IR 1693 m, 435 H IR 1447~1600 h, FXSN 16.9°C~21.5C,
SRR BN 1200~1600 mm, HAEH T H 223,

2.2. HRARERLE

2023 4F 7 J #2025 4F 3 H, AR T RN X sk £ Sk, AR KT, Akl
W25 XA TS, JEREAKIRI RIF. EVERKN S EEY) LA KT REER, FIH
GPS AT EAL, LSRR s (R AL AR S 55 R AE B A A5 R e B REE I B S AR AL KB R R bRk
Lh), EWNERKT, EE, 25020 H. 60 H. 100 HERERS, SR HE I TR #7224

Y KA (0 & B ARE S S K e T4, TR B 7/KPEs 3 I, 875 20 min, T HEH KDY E,
Y B EERAY 9 NPy, Hoh—H0r T B e NS SR K Fise, A—8rHTESRS
BIE. HTESESENE NS EEDFES, BT R4S N, BT 60°C I HLHE IR 50X 5
FaRHE e, FFRRR, 60 HARMER, UM S, BONEE S SETE B O AT 4% [24]

23. BHEVNEE

Ko 5 s bn A B TR B RN EY & L, WEHIESSHIHAIRICR, BEBE 60— 7
ARG 28, FER AT N, IR 4% 10x. 40x, 100xf5 P8R, a5 5
L TR WG R PIESEMRER, IS (SEEME) (hE SR O R 85— 5 & EE
W) (GGONEEEME) (PEEGS) S8R TR & ST 455 .

24. HOMRBHITE

FMWE R Z Y, B AR VA AN [ I (RIREAS ) Z 18] 3 SRR AA B AR ABL A 2K, AL 2 5
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R, BTN IX (B ) 2 [8) & A A A BB B, A5 A KON S =[2¢/(a+b)] x 100%, 3
S NAHINE R EL, a JubE sl A BORREL b OURER B IR ¢ J9RE AL A R B JEA R 25].

2.5. EKERIEBLMERINE

EEEERYAE KL pH B I SE K B AR B Ee A 2.5:1), KT BB E R A B, AVUR S
I R AR AL - e, A EENIE AR ERE, HRHGE S 2 E R AmMEy
Bk, AR R A AL IR - AR (kRS B E R P BRI A IR R - R
S EEE[26].

2.6. EL R EERNE RiSETFMN

BHASMIEE N 2710 )53, X & R b He A K R 1) R 4 8 & B db AT I e 40 il e P B ) i e
BRUE . WD SR B s Y e Bdof it BHHE 80k, 6 & S A K I B 5 4R TS YR B AT VR [28]-
[30]. E&BEERICTEARXN: C= MYAREMESLS RSB AZEYAEKEFR PRI ORI RE31].

2.7. BURALIE

FEAFRE R ORI S0 3 NS, s Bl R SME SRS, IRl P + AaEZESD)”
TLLEIL. F Excel 2020 1 SPSS 22.0 X SZIGH AT AL B /347, ] LSD 20} S8 H i 1) 22 S ol 3 1t
175381, F Origin 9.0 22153 K .

3. ZRE S
3.1. EALLARERT XESHEYNEERE

HREXREER) 122 13 & B YRR RIEAT WIS e, LEEE B BEAEY) 20 Bt 52 J& 89 Fh(A AR 1),
Her, BRA3F3E3I M, #H 26 B 49 & 86 Fi.

HEERLRI R & BRI R B E R 2, il % B RS 0T 21.3%F1 12.3%; AP
EERL SREERL R REBERIAIZREERE, 2005 O % BT S EUT 7.8%. 6.7%- 5.6%F 5.6%; HRE
BEMLY R RBCE D, A SRR AN 1.1%~22%. EATFR T, iR RN g, 3
YIRS BEERIIRI L 68.4%; UG &% J AL 11 6% J& S MBS R H UL, W38 35 b A BERM A a0
27.3%; /NEREEE NS R BRI LS, AR G S BRI 60%; PREEE N EREERHEE W,
J&, FIFPEL S R EERHIRT SR 100%; FEFTRER M B SERAIFE b, BORE W& SERE A N T i 6
(Plagiobryum zieri)Fl 2= Fd JLE¥ (Bryum yuennanense); FHECELM S, & FAEWFRED, HIERA R —F
W%

Table 1. Identification results of bryophytes in the nonferrous metal mining area of northwest Guangxi

F 1. ERILARERY XESHEYNEELSR

i & i
F R M % #% )8 Leucodon Schwaegr. H 5 %% Leucodon sciuroides (Hedw.) Schwigr.
Leucodontaceae PEki#E 8 Scabridens Bartr. PeikitE Scabridens sinensis E. B. Bartram

PR E/RR

i B R Pseudoleskeopsis Broth. Pseudoleskeopsis zippelii (Dozy & Molk.) Broth.

Leskeaceae 3 e
LR HUE P #¥ Leskea scabrinervis Broth. & Paris
Leskea Hedw.
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Bk
Jb b X 14 g
Sk Didymodon fallax (Hedw.) R. H. Zander
Didymodon Hedw. KX U5 8 Didymodon tectorus (Miill. Hal.) Saito
ffi kXt A 8% Didymodon rigidulus Hedw.
R EANE
Gymnostomum Nees & Hornsch. Gymnostomum calcareum Nees & Hornsch.
IBEE] Pottiaceac - /N #$ Barbula indica (Hook.) Spreng.
~ 1 (%% Barbula unguiculata Hedw.
Barbula Hedw.
K4 O #¢ Barbula ditrichoides Broth.
EIHEE R I #E Scopelophila cataractae Broth.
Scopelophila (Mitt.) Lindb. H & Scopelophila ligulata (Spruce) Spruce
T B R BB EE Hyophila involuta (Hook.) A. Jaeger
Hyophila Brid. e #E Hyophila javanica (Nees & Blume) Brid.
NG ) IR/
Weisiopsis Broth. Weisiopsis anomala (Broth. et Par.) Broth.
EEPLwS
S e At S E JE Heteroscyphus Schiffn. VU S50E Heteroscyphus(Nees) Schiffin,
Geocalycaceae
A} s . - .
Marchantiaceae Wk 8 Marchantia L. Wk Marchantia polymorpha L.
JE IR R &E Fissidens esquirolii Thér.
R R R R E
Fissidentaceae Fissidens Hedw. AR 8
Fissidens zippelianus Dozy & Molk. Zoll.
AR AR, B ESEE Glyphomitrium grandirete Broth.
Glyphomitriaceae Glyphomitrium Brid. R = 4EE Glyphomitrium acuminatum Broth.

q7#¥ 5} Splachnaceae

/N #¥ & Tayloria Hook.

ML/ NAEEE Tayloria indica Mitt.

7 7 #£ 5} Funariaceae B JE Funaria Hedw. #i7 8 Funaria hygrometrica Hedw.
ZINP] AN Y
A REER Polytrichastrum xafhj: %Lfnjf\%flson ex Mitt.) G. L
Polytrichastrum G. Sm. 4 P Sm RO
AR /Ng R B¥ Pogonatum subfuscatum Broth.
Polytrichaceae Pogonatum P. Beauv. Pogonatum inflexum (Lindb.) Sande Lac.
ot UNvod
Pogonatum perichaetiale (Mont.) A. Jaeger
: , AR AL 8 e
EL fir . . . .
fii 58I Atrichum P. Beauy Atrichum yakushimense (Horik.) Mizut.
ﬁ%ﬁﬂ WHLE¥ & Palisadula Toyama WHFLEE Palisadula chrysophylla Toyama
Myuriaceae
- . . ik ¥
R )& I D .
TRt HEFLBRIR Isocladiella Dixon Isocladiella surcularis (Dixon) B. C. Tan & Mohamed
Sematophyllaceae .
Py PCEE)E Clastobryopsis TUTEMUEE Clastobryopsis planula M. Fleisch.
L HBERL KB THEELMI#E Racopilum cuspidigerum Angstr.
Racopilaceae Racopilum P. Beauv. BREGAIEE Racopilum aristatum Mitt.
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B3k
HEER HEE)E SR 2R GE
Entodontaceae Entodon Mull. Hal. Entodon viridulu Card., Bull.Soc.Bot.Geneve ser.
M8 )&/ Cratoneuron (Sull.) Spruc. LM 8% Cratoneuron filicinum (Hedw.) Spruce
W R AMNEEJE Platydictya Berk. HUMNEE Platydictya jungermannioides (Brid.) Crum
Amblystegiaceae YR A
H1E#E)E Campylium (Sull.) Loesk. Campylium hispidulum (Brid.) Mitt., Jour. Linn. Soc.
Bot.
FREER , , IS
. . #E)E P B.S.G. . .
Plagiotheciaceae W8 Plagiothecium B. 8. G Plagiothecium succulentum (Wilson) Lindb.
AR REEJE Orthotrichum Hedw. K REE Orthotrichum anomalum Hedw.
Bl 3 &% Macromitrium japonicum Dozy & Molk.
£33 NE—— o o
o . il 3£ 8¢ Macromitrium holomitrioides Nog.
Macromitrium Brid.
A REERL B2 EE Macromitrium cavaleriei Cardot & Thér.
Orthotrichaceae
YA B A
B AR Macrocoma sullivantii (Miill. Hal.) Grout
Macrocoma (Miill. Hal.) Grout I BEGT L Y
Macrocoma tenue subsp. sullivantii (Miill. Hal. ) Vitt
‘ INET T
FEER HF Anomodon minor subsp. minor (Hedw.) Lindb.
Anomodontaceae Anomodon Hook. & Taylor
/N EE Anomodon minor Lindb.
EFE JesEft it FE %8 Dicranum Hedw. H A Hh B #F Dicranum japonicum Mitt.
Dicranaceae
%%‘*4 r‘-v"A‘ : ;—‘-v‘ZL‘ . . .
/N E & Sandea Lindb. /NI E Sandea japonica Steph. ex Yoshin.
Conocephalaceae
PENT &% )8 Mnium Hedw. K& JT#E Mnium lycopodioiodes Schwigr.
AT EER BIT )& Plagiomnium T. J. Kop. L@ Plagiomnium integrum T. J. Kop.
Mniaceae :
1 EIER R AT
Rhizomnium (Mitt. ex Broth.) T. J. Kop. Rhizomnium magnifolium T. J. Kop.
HE&R N e N e .
tE ﬂ Wi & )& Nardia Gray W E Nardia compressa (Hook.) Gray
Jungermanniaceae
SHIEER . S
R Fa3i&¥ )8 Cryphaea Mohr. FRAERSTIBE Cryphaea sinensis E. B. Bartram
Cryphaeaceae
T #¥ % Hookeriaceae A8 Leucomium Mitt., H & Leucomium strumosum (Hornsch.) Mitt.
ﬁﬂé # FiEL 8 Reboulia Raddi. FiitEL Reboulia hemisphaerica (L.) Raddi
Aytoniaceae
2 PR )
SFIEERL PR P8 Claopodium gracillimum (Cardot & Thér.) Nog.
Th & Claopodium (Lesq. & James) Renauld .
uidiaceae & Cardot 1A P JRR R A
Claopodium prionophyllum (Miill. Hal.) Broth.
o Thuidiaceae sp.
NPIEE R i
Haplocladium R. Watan. et Iwats. A
Haplocladium microphyllum (Hedw.) Broth.
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IR/

Haplocladium strictulum (Cardot) Reimers

RN g
Haplocladium discolor (Par. et Broth.) Broth.

Thuidiaceae sp.

AL g 2B
Bryoerythrophyllum P. C. Chen Bryoerythrophyllum recurvirostrum (Hedw.) P. C. Chen

Vit )8 Plagiobryum Lindb. “EHi%E Plagiobryum zieri (Dicks. ex Hedw.) Lindb.

o it
R B I Mielichhoferia mielichhoferi (Hook.) Wijk & Marg.

Mielichhoferia Nees & Hornsch.
f FR A BF Mielichhoferia sinensis Dixon.
22 J\#§ )& Pohlia Hedw. 5 22 JN&¥ Pohlia nutans Lindb.
HREE)JE Anomobryum Schimp. HREE Anomobryum filiforme (Dicks.) Husn.

J - E & Bryum lonchocaulon Miill. Hal.
Y fif spitici :
B L8 Bryum caespiticium Hedw
Bryaceae T (0 E ¥ Bryum pallescens Schleich. ex Schwigr.
Y FLEF Bryum funkii Schwilgr.
SRR FLEE Bryum bornholmense Wink. & R. Ruthe

SLGEIE =51
Bryum Hedw. Bryum pseudotriquetrum (Hedw.) G. Gaertn., B. Mey. &
Scherb.

K EEF Bryum cellulare Hook.
5B EE Bryum recurvulum Mitt.
AN EL&E Bryum capillare Hedw.

$e EAE Bryum algovicum Sendtn. ex Miill. Hal.

HH B
Bryum cyclophyllum (Schwigr.) Bruch & Schimp.

2 B4 B.B¥ Bryum yuennanense Broth.
F#% Bryum argenteum Hedw.

V8% Philonotis fontana Brid.

P

BREER} PREE R B WM-PEEE Philonotis hastata Wijk & Marg.
Bartramiaceae Philonotis /NFE&§ Philonotis calomicra Broth.

Philonotis sp.

‘ s BRI P8
REERL R _— » 4 .
Bartramiaceac Philonotis Brid. Philonotis bartramioides (Griff.) D. G. Griffin & W. R.

Buck
KRR
Grimmiaceae

EILER

Cleveaceae

e sp R E R

L2 4 R Grimmia Ehrh. ex Hedw. = KRS Grimmia montana Bruch & Schimp.

Cleveaceae Cavers sp.
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3.2. BEEYE KERNERELSYE

H2e 2 50, ASEREE M & S A KL T RO 94.30%~99.30%, pH fH N 3.45~8.58, &% &
BN 0.57~4.06 gikg, WMHE ST EAN 22.75~277.55 mgkg, 4:f

0.94~196.03 mg/kg, H ML &

BE.

BN 1.22~63.75 g/lkg, KB

Table 2. Basic physical and chemical characteristics of moss plant growth matrix

2. BEHEME KERPERIBLEE

HEAN 0.04~8.40 g/kg, AL EN
A3 R P AR A AR K T ) B AR I T 2 N

Ffgs KT RE% pH SR gkg  WEE mgkg AW kg EME mgke BHHUE gkg
GJ2 98.77+0.01® 6.63+0.01' 2.45+0.05¢ 8540+1.000 1.74+025" 567+040 42.29+0.23f
Gl4 98.60 £0.01¢ 5.77+0.00" 0.57+0.00° 28.70+0.00° 0.95+ 0.06! 3.25+0.42 22.37 +0.53%
LT3 98.60£0.01° 7.60+0.00° 1.01+0.07™ 29.05+2.47° 227+0.065 9.28+0.00" 29.04 +0.08'
LT10 96.89 £0.06¢ 7.33+£0.006 1.55+0.01% 56.35+0.50™ 2.88+023" 426+0.231 26.08+0.13
LTI12 98.26+0.04¢ 736+0.00% 1.82+0.05 47.60+0.00" 0.32+0.00% 11.64+09" 33.13+0.42"
LT13 98.52£0.00° 8.40=+0.06° 0.865+0.01" 3430=£0.99° 0.28+0.01 0.94+0.01 1.22 £ 0.09™
LT14 96.995+0.01f 8.58+0.012 2.26+0.01" 107.09+0.00¢ 0.04+0.01* 1.85+0.018  38.75+0.912
LT19 95.72£0.00' 8.33+0.03¢ 4.06+0.012 203.00+£0.01° 0.39+0.01% 1.69+0.01i 29.49 + 0.40!
LT20 96.90 + 0.018 8.485+0.06> 2.48+0.012 81.55+0.500 0.52+0.0U 1.25+0.02) 15.76 + 0.23!
LT21 95.16£0.04" 8.40+0.05¢ 2.27+0.01" 157.49+0.01° 0.18+0.00% 1.67+0.01) 15.50 + 0.22!
GF2 94.39+0.04° 5.890+0.00m 3.81+0.009 277.55+3.46* 5.00+0.28° 29.40+1.46° 63.75+0.98

LQ 96.17+0.01' 6.60+0.01" 3.61+0.01¢ 78.05+1.48< 332+0.21° 16.06+0.432 50.68 +0.93¢
WY 95.44£0.01m 4.745+£0.01° 2.17+0.03" 265.65+1.49® 4.07+0.21¢ 3342+0.78° 52.94+0.214
LZ1 96.73+0.05" 6.28+0.04' 3.53+0.019 136.49+2.97° 2.05+0.02" 66.76+0.10° 55.87 +0.56°
LZ2 99.32+0.012 6.34+0.04¢ 1.14+0.02' 31.50+£2.99°° 2.67+0.03% 38.21+1.22¢ 2898+1.75
LZ3 98.49+0.06¢ 6.49+0.00 1.76+0.000 22.75+0.50¢ 6.43+0.16*® 102.06+2.39> 51.49+0.18°
LZ4 96.49+0.09 3.45+0.000 2.99+0.03c 65.44+0.50' 8.40+0.17*0 101.25+5.28> 54.58 +0.22¢

ZL 97.06 £0.02f  7.40+0.00f 0.97+0.00™ 91.70+1.00" 4.13+£0.15¢ 196.03 £2.14*> 58.90+0.71°

Cp 96.57+0.01' 6.80£0.00" 2.79+0.04" 175.69+1.00¢ 4.69+0.41° 1524+0.32¢ 60.18+0.74>

E: © BRSNS R GI. LT, GF. LQ. WY. LZ. ZL. CP 73 HIFR S KEE S THLE, SRl mlgihss . IRy

/N

33. BHEYREMHBEEKERNESESE

ANTRI R A i 8 SR ) A K
u &N 3.66~29.76 mg/kg, P
N 94.67~80016.95 mg/kg: MU E 48 TR

BRI E S R WAL 3. AR H, C
N 0.55~8395.16 mg/kg, Zn
HRITFHMERE,

UL NFERERE . EHAR. KIS, R @ [F— ﬁJ%ﬁEKH?!%@T%ﬁM%O

BN 1.28~45.42 mg/kg,
BN 59.82~22674.66 mg/kg, Mn &
By K RES
%7’3 Mn>Zn>Pb>Cu. Cd. Siihi LI FAA32)MH L, FRE S EEEDAKER K Cd FEY

RN

TR 2 IS S H(0.12 mg/kg),  RE KAE AUE SEEY A KT A1) Pby Zn. Mn & 2R i+
BEERETENET FE.
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Table 3. Heavy metal content of bryophytes growth matrix in non-ferrous metal mining area northwest Guangxi

F3. HEARILLAEERT XEHEPEKERNES RS E(mgky)

FE RS cd Cu Pb Zn Mn

GI2 2.81+0.10 17.71£0.03¢  112.89 +148.348  285.82£26.07¢" 485524 + 164.69¢
Gl4 2.41£0.100 3.70 £ 0.26! 38221 +7.28¢  563.64+13.939178h  329.87+ 18.77h
LT3 3.17 £ 0.051 4.46 + 0.0 168.97 + 0.57¢ 184.23 + 5.30h 3627.05 + 17.33¢
LT10 6.24 + 0.02f 7.35+0.05¢h 526.23 +0.18¢ 651.73+£10.27¢8  25575.43 + 1783.50¢
LT12 22.82 +0.94° 4.41 £ 0.06% 161.93 + 3.67¢ 11455.58 £ 749.42°  1660.57 + 44.78"
LT13 1.29 + 0.04k 3.66 + 0.03! 0.82 + 0P 121.78 + 1.74hi 14637.78 + 67.89¢
LT14 2.89+0.11 7.16+0.01¢h 1.34+0.011 116.90 + 1.12hi 51612.85 +915.72¢
LT19 4.06 £ 0.02¢" 7.25 £ 0.02¢" 0.82 + 0.02" 107.13 £4.51%  80016.95 + 3182.00°
LT20 2.90 +0.01 7.08 + 0.02" 0.55 + 0.02" 59.82 + 12.75! 42295.02 + 224.27¢
LT21 2.71 +0.04 7.87 +0.03¢ 0.65 + 0.01" 84.41 +0.511 77130.04 + 307.68°
GF2 16.30 +0.17¢ 18.67+£0.33%  8395.16 + 44.83° 291.51 + 0.88ehi 160.69 + 16.77
LQ 4541 +0.19° 5.42 £ 041 176.16 £2.57%  22674.66 +274.01*°  1182.00 % 35.59"
wY 3.71 £ 0.00i 5.21 + 0.06i 98.34 +2.62¢ 269.29 + 30.412h 94.67 + 1.26"
LZ1 8.22 +0.04° 29.76 £ 0.31? 257.40£2.73  5297.78 + 107.28¢ 541.59 + 45.75h
LZ2 7.77+0.07¢ 10.82 + 0.06° 25321 +2¢f 2402.15 + 67.49¢ 466.80 + 13.46
LZ3 7.93 +0.83¢ 12.51£0.02¢  253.13 +£30.14° 3274.53 +75.58¢ 730.07 + 25.99"
LZ4 23.98 + 0.05° 11.16 £ 1.19°  1541.73+£5.87°  10500.96 + 235.49¢ 384.03 +0.13h

ZL 4.56 + 0.668 4.71 £ 0.00% 491.12 £2.27° 283.41 & 12.55¢%h 307.26 + 8.55h

CP 8.17 +0.13¢ 8.69 + 0.06° 286.42 + 6.85¢ 5216.06 + 7.38¢ 682.75 + 2.90

FIME 9.33+10.97 9.35+6.57 689.95 + 189824  3360.07 + 5840.67 16120.56 + 26643.82

vE: BPRE—FEEEA R TR R 2 R B E(p < 0.05).

3.4. BEHEMEKERNESRERER

34.1. BRTFEREZRMABT RS SRER
4 S G TR T DU S AR B IR (33, AN RIR AR AR 23 & BERE 0 b e A I A
R IR R 75 AR MO AR Y SR IS ReAR BT A R LK 4.

Table 4. Single-factor pollution index and Nemerow comprehensive pollution index of heavy metals in moss plant growth

substrates
4. BEHEMEKERNESBEERAFISRERMAE T EETRIER
FE R P-Cd Pi-Cu Pi-Pb Pi-Zn P-Mn Pv
GI2 23.48 0.76 3.98 3.44 15.28 25.29
GJ4 20.10 0.16 13.47 6.79 1.04 21.76
LT3 26.40 0.19 5.96 222 11.42 27.97
LT10 52.00 0.32 18.55 7.86 80.50 86.57
LTI2 190.15 0.19 5.71 138.07 5.23 201.90
LTI3 10.73 0.16 0.03 1.47 46.08 47.54
LT14 24.06 0.31 0.05 1.41 162.46 166.77
LTI9 33.83 0.31 0.03 1.29 251.87 258.34
LT20 24.17 0.31 0.02 0.72 133.13 136.85
LT21 22.56 0.34 0.02 1.02 242.78 248.58
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GF2 135.86 0.80 295.92 3.51 0.50 308.53
LQ 378.46 0.23 6.21 273.29 3.72 400.94
wY 30.93 0.22 3.47 3.25 0.30 31.86
LZ1 68.51 1.28 9.07 63.85 1.70 74.35
LZ2 64.76 0.47 8.93 28.95 1.47 68.05
LZ3 66.14 0.54 8.92 39.47 2.30 70.18
Lz4 199.80 0.48 54.34 126.56 1.21 213.94
ZL 37.96 0.20 17.31 3.42 0.97 39.80
CP 68.06 0.37 10.10 62.87 2.15 73.86

E: @ Pi-Cd NEER Cd MR FI5 38, HAKICRIE; @ PvYWBD Zraris Qi sl

7 4 AR, & GEAE Y A K I Bt Il B < )8 Jo R 1 R IS B4R 205 i N 10.73~378.46 (Cd).
0.02~295.92 (Pb). 0.72~273.29 (Zn). 0.30~251.87 (Mn). 0.16~1.28 (Cu), & %4 S G &Y KILFE M Cd
RIS B E TG YL FRNFEMERR | & Y AR KT Cu SR NRIES o, HREREANE
BEMIYE KILR IR 28] Cu V54, BRRERN 130 140 190 20, 21 RAE A SR AE KIEFRZ Pb 15
Gehbh, HARSRESLZHNELE P i5 Yy BN 20 RE S BE MY AEKIE TR Z Zn 5940, KA
FRE ) Z RN B Zn V50, HAR K NERE Zn 155 BREmEhss . H—0 I RoRESE
BERAAE K IE R Mn 15 54k, HARRERZRRE L, ER Mni5 5y, KB AEE Mn {55,

EREPEILA /X, K& B A KR T 00 B 4 8 15 Yl AT VP, AT DUR FH AR 45505 Gy e
BT s, 250N 21.76~400.94, Ui B &R SUE SR AR KL A 2 B T E N E S R TS .

3.4.2. HRFAEK

Table 5. Geoaccumulation index of heavy metals in moss plant growth matrix

5. BEHEMEKERNESEMRTUEY

EFEE RS Igeo-Cd Igeo-Cu Igeo-Pb Igeo-Zn Igeo-Mn
GJ2 3.97 -0.97 1.70 1.20 3.35
GJ4 3.74 -3.23 3.46 2.18 —0.53
LT3 4.14 —2.96 2.28 0.57 2.93
LTI10 5.12 —2.24 3.92 2.39 5.75
LT12 6.99 —2.98 2.22 6.52 1.80
LT13 2.84 -3.25 =5.40 —-0.03 4.94
LT14 4.00 —2.28 —4.70 —-0.09 6.76
LT19 4.50 —2.26 -5.41 -0.22 7.39
LT20 4.01 —2.30 —5.98 -1.06 6.47
LT21 3.91 -2.15 =5.74 —-0.56 7.34
GF2 6.50 -0.90 7.91 1.23 -1.57
LQ 7.98 —2.68 2.34 7.51 1.31
wY 4.37 —2.74 1.50 1.11 -2.33
LZ1 5.51 -0.23 2.89 5.41 0.18
LZ2 5.43 —1.68 2.86 4.27 —0.03
LZ3 5.46 —1.48 2.86 4.72 0.62
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=
Lz4 7.06 —1.64 5.47 6.40 —-0.31
ZL 4.66 -2.89 3.82 1.19 —0.63
CP 5.50 —2.00 3.04 5.39 0.52

1 Igeo-Cd NESJE Cd ML Ritfa s, HAK .

B R S B A R A M A KR E SRS R RO F A R IE 5. R ZIERN
IRBRE28], TER R MM B EEEY K IET h, WA R 13 AR Y, HRWANEERS
Yoo HRRE S AT Y AR 130 144 19, 20, 21 RESHIES AT B, AR ST A
HEELL BTG gy SR REE M 3 NREEREG Gy, T REE A 130 14, 19, 204 21 EENTGTS 4,
HARRESBEYE B P Ly5Yy; BREESE 4, mUEHhis. Fi—h". NZEMERE 2. /NEEMERE 4. SRR
SRR o, HARREE R AR E L) BARTS .

35. EEHEYNEESRSE
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Figure 1. Heavy metal content of the dominant species of bryophytes in different collection points

B 1. TRREABOEHENIBHNECESE
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ANFREE s B BRI 5 AP SRR TR E R LK 1. BT RERS E 8
TR A RTINS IR RN A 2 AT S, B 4 heg/ e ket R 3 v BAREE.
JESKERRT 10 AYMNES . JESKERNT 12 AMEERAIEE . IR 13 KR EE . kAR 14 M
B eI 19 NBREGAEE . JERERT 20 NP EE . JESRERET 21 VB BEAIELIE A el b
R R TSR ORI B IO AR MRS NIEERE 1 bR NFOHERE 2 9P
B NFOHERE 3 U IREE . NIEMERE 4 vAeE. FHAOVIUEIEE . KU A SR, R M

TR E g iR & &

, Pb & A 0.21~1547.93 mg/kg, Cd [N 0.00~25.02 mg/kg, Cu [HF

BN 3.51~29.97 mg/kg, Zn [F& 8 A 43.43~5761.72 mg/kg, Mn 55 8N 37.44~38874.89 mg/kg. M3
EHkE, SEEDENESBCERSENSEHTA: Mn>Zn>Pb>Cu>Cd, SHAKERESES
R 2

35.1. AREBEHEMNESRESRHE

N[ E AR Y B R TR (s R R BT R AR 6.

Table 6. Heavy metal accumulation coefficients of different moss species

Fo. TEEHEMNEETRERAY

lE=) &R Cd Cu Pb Zn Mn
01 5 I BB 0.41 0.19 6.48 1.30 0.01
02 AN R 2.17 0.97 1.77 0.49 1.03
03 B4R EE 0.10 0.87 1.00 1.11 0.07
04 AR EE 0.18 0.57 0.13 0.24 0.32
05 HERE A A 1.10 1.99 0.53 0.02 0.41
06 KPR AT 0.02 1.06 0.25 0.42 0.59
07 T 0.01 0.94 0.87 0.73 0.75
08 FERE 0.00 0.29 1.60 0.68 0.05
09 GNP 0.00 0.29 2.27 1.21 0.03
10 EEl R IR 0.00 0.30 1.41 1.25 0.03
11 AR LA 0.10 1.25 0.18 0.15 1.01
12 ol LA 0.27 2.29 1.63 0.09 0.31
13 RL /N B 0.74 1.49 1.90 0.38 0.40
14 R ARRR T A 1.56 0.53 1.26 1.08 0.17
15 Pt 0.48 0.27 1.05 0.41 0.36
16 I M 1.53 1.30 1.22 1.41 0.39
17 SF: 0.93 0.83 0.15 0.02 1.70
18 e 0.36 0.74 0.05 0.62 0.38
19 JoL P X 14 B 1.29 0.79 1.26 0.99 0.95

7 6 0, R EER BTN 1], %0 e RBEXT Cd 1B SBURA A 217, IABIHIN 3
oK R ELEEA Cu SR MR 220, IKBURA 8 SACT : 20H IR P B S EURA N 6.48,
PR AT TR B R TRE BT Zn A Mn (0B HKCPIAL T — R BL R AT
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352 BHEYSEKERESRSEMEXY
FEAB TR i, &Y S AR P S R & B I8 R WAL 7.

Table 7. Correlation between moss plants and heavy metal content in growth matrix

*7. BHENMSERKERESRSEMEXN

Cd #s Cu s Pb s n Mn Cd s Cu wr Pb xi Zn ws Mn w5

Cd sa 1

Cu #s 0.402* 1

Pb —0.004  0.627** 1

n s 0.398*  0.449** 0.072 1

Mn s -0.269 —-0.119 -0.277 -0.202 1

Cdwr  0.652%*  (0.478** 0.164 0.147 —0.206 1

Cu um 0.152 0.573*%  0.483**  (.53** —0.159 0.013 1

Pb s —0.038  0.679** 0.826%* —0.133  —0.128 0.21 0.361* 1

Zn 0.735**  0.340*  —0.035 0.299 —0.197  0.948**  —-0.018  —0.074 1

Mn s —0.453%% —0.426%* —-0.43** —0.325% 0.423** -0.328* —0.191 -0.214  —-0.330* 1

E: RHHE 0.05 ZO(RUR), AHRIERE: **7E 0.01 ZUN(WE), HRMERE.

TE& BRI N B 5 8 o R S B AR DR b, 5 M G U0 3R IR AE 2 B YR 3 TR A O,
W6 B X P ARG RAFAE N FIVE T, RZAFERESUE FH[34],

7 7 AN, TESEHEYAN ES BT R LW X R A: Cu-Pb. Cu-Zn 7£ p<0.01 KF 24K
B IEMR, Cd-Cu. Cd-Zn 7E p<0.05 /K F LE2EZFHIEMIK, PR EEHFMEER, RS
Ykt B AR ISR 2 N[ 7]. Ak, BEEEREYH Cdy Cus Pb. Zn I Mn 8 & 5H A KB+
) Cd. Cu. Pb. Zn fl Mn & & 2IEAH, UL & BN E 8 F 2RI T HAKER(7].

4. g
4.1. ERILLEEEERT XETHEYNETERBRENE KERNER

IS EE YA e AT X E SRR K AT, SR E B 20 B 52 JE 89 b, AL I
NHEERL, MEERL, & REERL. PIEERL. KR ERVREREERL, AR AN EE R, IGEE. HIOEE. %
BERA DR B R, BRERZIE, HEEMNMEERBR. MXUIFERY, AREFEYX EE)R
(TS 52 PEAN TR, R — o i AR A A [F) B < S T S2 1kt B — € 22 5 (35], XA RER A RER LM G
B R A BRZE R IR 22—

X AN R R AR A B A A KB O A B R (0 PR A mT R, SRR s o B A K
B VR AR AR OR ZE 5, B RAE AU A A KEEFUR 0 LU =, T & SR nl A L R IR A K,
VL& SRR AR IE R EOR AN, AT RES & SEAEA) AT LU B SRR IR TE 25 45 M R A B X RS
ORI FVE TR AT A RO 2R [24] . BRAh, AR OGRS, K R A A & BEFEA) A KA AL
BRI AR BIA RIBONE R M LA oK [36], TTRER & SR WAL G A e, B, AT RS
RIS E I BB S B T B e A KR B A LR AU RN R [37], (A2, RIS LA
EREGEBONVFENRE AT, K K w6 B A R IR & & B AR, 7T REZ B R 1]
T SRR AN T S R TR 38
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42. FHEAILLFE&RY XEHEYSHHEERR

FEAWETCH, IS 8 7 SRR k5 B A KA B A B PR I 52, RIUA R R 2 [ (K
B A R BB AR ZE R EOR, SRR R A B R SR ZE R BOR, BRI P A AL R 1
SN & BEAEISRBE o0 A B R N 2 — [24] 0 GBI & SRR A KB H 5w S B, KB REE M
B R EKIE Cdy Pby Zn F1 Mn 1 BARFEH. 508 75 ReAe MO A 2 SR G 15 Qe e O R, Ui
A o < 0 AR AR SN B B 0 AT — DB AMFEENAN, S B A KA
FIAMN IR, SIAE R ZIFARNOLAAEAE R, #2  HAR A 7 00 Pl R X i s 0 A
FIEP AR [35], I, FEXS & SRR 3 EEBE AT R K KA AT 0 A (I i, B ZR & 25 8 B s R
KERE SRR AR, BAEMAR. EHEEEE. IR 2RSSR K.

43. BHEYMESRNERENEENIRESRISRISENEN

AP E B /BT LAE— B R R R A0 B S R R RE IR . FEARTE AL, A/ NE R EER
WPEMIEEXT Cd X =4, I HEEFIEREG MBS Cu AEXT E4E, St AR Pb s ZIE 5, dirt/NH
B RSB AR BANEERT P MK &4, FEEXT Mn XS & 48 AHIF 70t BB 40 &5 s R A — s
BN EE 4 o B B BRI E SRR ), UL IX S B S EE B E SR T R R R R B BOR I ).

TEREE RN TR 3 F13 R, BRI AR L e M e, P HRER (I HUPEREEXT Cd A1 Pb 1)
BREALAAIT, HX Cuv Zn Al Mn B8R REAAZEOR, HFEH A RE 24K EE T F Cuy Zn A Mn 15
BARPE, A, RIET RKSUER Cus Zn M Mn RS BZER, W5 FR S B Y0x L H
&)@ TGRSR B 4 22 R R R [39]

BN, AT LB, BA D TSGR s, S R B — e
(MR Bt RE J1[7]. BLAE, EEEREYIRT DA IR . AT RS B, Wi i) DALE — e FRFE
B IR AL R . S S BN R e IR TS, WA KIS YL5]. LEARTET
W, A B B RO Sl E 4 B R I BRI E AR AR T, I KX B B SR A N 4 SR VS YA SR I A
YHEEMEL, BT LLE D R AT A R TS P S R R

HARE R, BmEal, KM T aEFAnNIEE, HAKN K Mn & 57078 38874.69 mg/kg. 8623.28
mg/kg 1 8163.73 mg/kg: HHAERRTHEE . FHN G EE A MIEEA N ) Zn B &, 74008 5716.72 mg/kg.
5166.23 mg/kg 1 4630.83 mg/kg, IXLEH EEAE YN H 5 @ i R I& SATL I E AR AT 7

5. &g

(1) AW ORI & SEEYILA 29 B 52 J& 89 Fh, UHFONEEERL . MEERL PIEERL . SAREER
RREERIANEREER], BRIV EEE R NEEE . WsEE. HOE R, FamEA/heketE, R AT
RAGAAEE, P RBEE . 2 FAE AT 0 D 8

(2) MRV G Jm i X 5 S AR M) 20 A ) 2 250 DR 3R 0 & S AR A A I AR A IRV A A
HE P ) B e S R

(3) EZ/NEREEXT Cdy R FHEEXT Cuy B FERX Pby FEX Mn BAT R K 4 A0 s 4L AE
FIAE AR N B R 5 AR R B E A R

EHEWHE

RV AL 7 SR R A 5 R TR O REZORHI[2012] 9 ), Tt 2 B 2 IR N A BT RS 51 9% 150 B
(XJ2018GKQO15, XJ2018GKQO16).
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