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Abstract

In order to explore the nitrogen characteristic of moss on campus, the content and isotope value of
nitrogen in epiphytic bryophytes were studied from different function areas (main road, teaching,
living quarter, and landscape area) in Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University campus. Results
showed that the nitrogen content in mosses ranged from 1.43% to 3.99% with the mean value of
2.71 * 0.03%, reflecting a high nitrogen status. The nitrogen contents of mosses in main road area
were significantly higher than those in the areas of teaching, landscape, and living quarters (P <
0.05). Mosses 815N values varied from -12.26%o0 to 1.78%o0 with the mean value of -6.54 + 0.16%o.
More negative 815N values in mosses were observed in living quarters compared to the areas of
teaching, landscape, and main road. However, there was no significant difference between teaching,
landscape, and main road (P > 0.05). The negative signature of nitrogen isotope in epiphytic
mosses suggests that the nitrogen in the atmosphere of campus mainly originates from NH\-N
emission of excretory wastes and sewage, and more attention should be paid to the effect of traffic
source nitrogen (NOx-N) emission. This research provides baseline information for using moss to
monitor atmospheric environment.
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1. 518

LUK, A BRHIREE . A IEAE Y & & Holk K e 2 1) RUZ HEU & B & 0E, S5
RARDCEE R FIIGIN[] [2]. BeAh, Tk Al R 3T A 1 AR 0 kU 1k — 8 Il 7 R R DR (2] L
A BUTKE SO RRARR B I B — o AR, FIF & SR ke m AR K
LA IR N OO KSR EE 5 G AT 7 b A H O A R [3]. o SRR IR AR AT
U RN, T B R R MORABRICTR 23, R KR DT R R U R v T AR R, R LR
YA R RUCREIR AL “ 2487 [4]. Uboh, HEHEYIZ A S A da kNSRRI, HAH S
(70 3R RIS 3R RE SEAE R M 4R /s 75 Qe UR (5] HAT, AUH & SR A SR AR A0 S R ARV R o A
FORIRMWE T H 238 22, A0 o 8 R0 A SRR 3R RS AR PR 3 o [ w5 8 0 3T [3] [6] [7] AR
[ K [8] [91 K AT K KTk . Chen [10155 8 7 A1 A2 4R /)N 1) &% 2[R A 3 AB LE IR 2 8] 1284k,
5 I XK R T B 2 52 L3 G HE TIOR3 SR8 45 5, 17 208 X R AR A T 52 AR AN 78 PR 7K 55
PR R . T34k, AT HE TR DU & 1 RN 2 B B AR (0 R AN AR K3 1] [12], BRI
FLE BE 1[13]. Uk, BRIUE SRR S R L R R, AT B T IR N B AR E B SR A KR
BT G AL -

H AT G T & B TEn KI5 RO A E B PN A LA S 6 B, i S . KOKEE
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IR 3 28 B FH R Aor ) 25 <55 J8 5 G [14], T 4 B A & 8 ) F8 7= Bt FE AE 5 B = [15] AR BTA2 B #E 2 AR TG A
T R R B B ) — 2R, AMEN, mERIAUR, JUTA R R B BT, oK AvE IR
Yl 2k B RK . BR K AR ARt Ui AR b4 [15] [16] [17]. AHECA A AN LA B BRI, AP AE
BB B, B S BUR I AR R DI RE[15]. ARTT,  H AT OC TR B AR SRR A R
JCHAEIR T R T B, AR L 2 R A R [16] [18] [19]15 M A& — PR J7 H[17], it HH
R G ER AL R AR AE R FE R A FUIE NIAL TR 0B B . DRIk, e 4 B A 25 AR A 1k 9 83 (R R AR AL
WFFE, X T B IR 1T PR T WY B A o A ) AE R 5 75 e M D b ) i s A BRI S F AR O =

RERE A3 T R A D RE X, SR TT SCARAS A RIS T2 1, BAG 09 B M T A 1 1), W]
R AAER RS ) N BN T [20] . BEE A2 RS Dhae sl g, KSRl Do NS N &3]
AR AL, REEY AT RIZ R0 AN S MR IR R A s, s R
ol EEEN BRI, SRV KRR BURE . & A MBI T 2] TAERAEE Y
B, R 2 SR IR R T AR {g B L . JEE AN, SEREYE R T AR T AR R
SRR, B DLE R RS B H A m S A B, B S i) SRR AT (E BE[21] . E AR e A P
AEEEMA AN Z, S HEREFEFRTE LESHE YRR A R IR 55838 . A0 7T AR
BERMARZE R, I RER N AN F D RE XA R B A Bl E A BB B, i HA R S EAE
FIRL AR, RV E SRR ARE, R e AR 32 Bk IR, A e 7 U0 & PP A &
TEREI T & SR ) R SR s R s S 4
2. MREFHZE
2.1. MREHBAR

MR AL T AR R AN T TEEE, AR 119°17'18", b4k 26°04'8", 1iiTFF & & v i =T N
JER O 2 0 [22], @I RAGT R R E, SEAEE K, AEERERIE, TR 20C, &RA
1~2 A4 6°C~10°C, & 7~8 H 24°C~29°C, “[#FiH 900~2100 mm, FERJAHXSMRE 77% [23]. &HKiH
1) 168 1 843 J& 1458 Ffi[24], LA BTHE (o 1) A AU B A (8 45 i BV E AT IE R, 403 1 (Litehi
chinensis). 7 (Mangiferaindica) . 4% Bk (Averrhoacarambola). [ >%(Michelia alba). =F i F (Bauhinia
purpurea). F¥EH#(Albiziafalcataria)ss, TR “—M%—M, FREEF R 1K SRR A[25].

22. HmEE. MBS

ERRAE AR N SN P EERE, R TRBAMREHZ . GEFEEREMSENE, AN
KR 3 B BUE X AEIE XSO X X DA EZEThREIX . T 2017 4F 7 A 7EAR AR MO 22l 1
LR TE PR AN &N P R A KT 10 em (R, SRAE B AL 80~150 om i [l A & BEAE Y, Jhilise 3 242
AFEM . X EAR UK H B SR AR M, W ZR . w70 bl TT kTR e, ARG
B ANFES, DL BRROG R AN A AN S5 A S B R 2 o BT SRR B i 2 B i i B R, A
SRR HARART, LFRIEIE SRR P Je %48, FBAiK R E e DR & R m
W B2 AUORA) . 7E 60°C TR 4 48 h T, SEREEOUIEE . Wi, TR T & &M EH
B (8N) 7

& ERE R S B A EAL R 2 A AR R AR O S R R AR SRR RIS ZR T 7 D 58 . SR TR 70 it
X (ElementarVario isotope cube, German)-f& i [F] 7 % b 2 5T il (X (Isoprime 100, UK)BEALIN E FF 5t & F
EAEALER . I 5E SR B A LS 950 C AR H: 1)y CO,v NOK. Np Al HO, £8I4 54 630°C R NOy
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IR R Nos SR 5 43 28 I 7K 8 RO AL 25 B HLO A COy, 44K Ny S AR HE N TCD K I 2% HE 47 20 & =l
SE i i 28 A 40 B8 I8 N [T 3R U R 4G AT 81N I 5E « B A 8N I 5 At K D-B & R (SN
= —5.39%0), HEMGN = 1.22%)Fl L-ZHE TR (SN = —1.09%0)VE MRt TR IE, iRz N
+0.03%o (n = 20). Ff it 8N M EE T HIE RN KN, HEA N

3N =[ (RE: b/ RbHE ) —1]x1000 (1)

KA, RAENMN HARFEFELL.
2.3. WiEALE

KH Microsoft Excel 1 SPSS 16.0 B {4 #EAT 204 A ELAI G it 20 #r , AS R ThRE X W] & S AH Y & 5 /2 e
[ 5 2R ) 25 5 4 35 1k SR P B IR K 5 25 70 i (One-Way ANOVA),  LSD 47 2 E LLE 0 : KM origin
8.5 B AF LI .
3. R
31. BHASE

M 1 A, Sy EEMAEERR . . A2, TR, FEM B, WIESE TR S E
N 271 £ 0.03%, ABLIEEERK, i m1E (3.99%) 2 AR {E (1.43%) 1] 2.8 fiF. #:X & 6P R & =i
(2.76 £ 0.49%), HHEIFIX(2.75 £ 0.41%). FMX(2.72 £0.37%) Z 7 AR EP > 0.05, K 1(A), HPEE
T-1H(2.57 £ 0.36%) %= 5% (P < 0.05). {EAHFIIREX PN, & BEA S AL M AP RIA FTA I, st X
FHIREZ ST X PRI RER S 5 SRR N

Table 1. Tissue N content (%) and isotope value (5'°N, %o) of epiphytic bryophytes
=1 MMHEESHRLE(WSREIE(S N, %)

X 35 it A R o W EREL B R (%) L 3N (%o)

e X 7B (Litchi chinensis) 17 2.51+0.14 (1.43~3.52) —4.89 +0.38 (—8.10~—1.94)
VM (Albiziafalcataria) 11 3.05+0.09 (2.50~3.48) —7.16 £ 0.53 (—9.65~—4.43)
5 (Mangiferaindica) 7 2.69 +0.09 (2.47~3.18) ~6.24 +0.29 (~7.27—4.82)
F 2% (Michelia alba) 5 2.71+0.18 (2.31~3.28) —4.50 £ 0.96 (—6.40~—1.21)
& (Cinnamomumcamphora) 5 2.55+0.19 (1.81~2.90) —6.57 £ 1.50 (—9.80~-2.89)
AP} (Ficusmicrocarpa) 4 2.85+0.28 (2.17~3.35) —7.24 £0.12 (-7.55~-7.00)
Hf:(Washingtoniafilifera) 2 2.87 +0.24 (2.64~3.11) —5.47 +1.38 (—6.85-—4.09)

#i Bk (Syzygiumjambos) 1 3.00 -6.87

¥ 7 (Cinnamomumburmanni) 1 2.56 -9.79
FALX A(Salix babylonica) 7 2.76 % 0.08 (2.52~3.09) ~4.74 + 0.51(—6.23—2.46)
H4%(Washingtoniafilifera) 7 2.7240.19 (2.04~3.28) ~3.38 + 1.36 (~6.89~1.78)
7 R (Albiziafalcataria) 6 2.81 4 0.06 (2.57~2.94) ~8.21 + 0.47 (~9.85-7.08)
R vEF (Araucaria cunninghamii) 4 2.18 +0.05 (2.09~2.31) —5.16 + 0.27 (-5.61~—4.40)
#i T-(Diospyros kaki) 4 2.5340.16 (2.11~2.80) 554 +0.68 (~7.45—4.31)
H#t (Platycladusorientalis) 4 2.85+0.11 (2.67~3.16) ~1.06 + 1.26 (~4.62~1.14)
5 ! (Bauhiniapurpurea) 3 2.94 % 0.03 (2.90~3.00) ~6.20 +0.70 (~7.53—5.15)
% (Cinnamomumcamphora) 3 2.65+0.14 (2.41~2.88) -8.34 + 0.46 (—8.93~-7.42)
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Continued
FOMX W (Pterocaryastenoptera) 2 3.64 +0.16 (3.48~3.80) —6.65 + 0.55 (—7.20~—6.10)
Bk (Syzygiumjambos) 2 2.71+0.08 (2.63~2.79) —4.72 +2.95 (-7.67~1.76)
B UK (Podocarpusmacrophyllus) 2 2.75+0.01 (2.74~2.76) —6.58 + 0.07 (—6.65~—6.51)
#H B (Acacia confusa) 2 2.67 £0.20 (2.46~2.87) —6.76 + 1.20 (—7.96~5.56)
[92%(Michelia alba) 1 2.85 -4.20
A EIX [92%(Michelia alba) 35 2.96 +0.07 (2.13~3.99) —7.94 +0.42 (-12.26~0.60)
# 5 (Mangiferaindica) 49 2.61%0.04 (1.95~3.34) —8.02 +0.21 (—10.42~4.02)
B PE R (Albiziafalcataria) 3 2.61 +0.30 (2.01~2.95) -9.04 + 0.41 (—9.76~-8.35)
FH 18, (Acacia confusa) 1 2.62 -2.29
FFIEX [92%(Michelia alba) 53 2.65 +0.06 (1.81~3.98) -5.92 +0.34 (-9.18~0.63)
A H(Bombaxmalabaricum) 1 1.88 -1.47

3.2. BEERBNMIEGN)

PR ZE B 8% 8'ON ¥ 1E N—6.54 + 0.16%0, ZALIRIE R, 5t (—12.26%0) -5 it I AE (1.78%0) H1 % 14%0
(# 1). EIEXEEE 8N HI1H (-8.06 = 0.23%0) Lt 5 ML X (—5.21 + 0.35%0) £ T-1E(~6.09 + 0.33%o0) F1 2%
[X (—6.54 + 0.16%0) 7T 4k "N, FEWIX . #EIX 5 FE TIEAEE % 7P >0.05, K 1(B). fEMFEE
WX, B SN AT IR A oA 5 A S BN AEEMU, FaE—EER, FEERIAHR
ZX PRSI A2, BRI R SRR, AR

45 1 s
54 a
A a a
4.0 a 21
. a z
°\° a é/ _4,
< 3.54 T Q b
=] 2 -6 o
S 3.0 Z 6
2 25 : 2 81 LA
Z z |
2.0 —-10
15 ; ; : ; -12 : ' ' ‘
Living Landscape Main road Teaching area Living Landscape Main road Teaching

Figure 1. Tissue N content and isotope value (8'°N) of epiphytic bryophytes in different functional areas. Different small let-
ters meant significant differences among functional areas at a 0.05 level

E 1. AEIREXMMEESHERIEERNEEGN). FR/NEFHRREXEEZEEP <0.05)
4. i

AT 5T R I AR B R S AR A 1.43%~3.99%, ELET ASRIE o6 T a4 A4 S A S BRI ATTE
FEI AR 4% e [3] [5] [8] [9] [26], XAIRES & &EH G4, BEFH . RFEEAHMEERFERE XK. AFEF
I X 5 TR SO L ) DR AR K SR SR A R T AN [T [3]. W B AR SRR T35 5 IR E B A&
WA, WARNGE SR, HAMEIT TR ERFE D RK S L2 Kok 3 WK P g K, IF
BARKBE I 2, 2T 50K R AL H[19], IS 1 & R A K AE 2. A4k,
B A B R BT AL B ST S5 P o BRI L R R R B R PR 8 A5 R RE S S & R R R, R L s
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B R BT B A o (R RO ok P 5047 AE AR S R 6 SRR o] DATIE S e BRI 5 L AR R A B AR L, B A &
BEARERE ZGRIUVA R, M AR FRIAN RIS R, MR A A S BRSO, BE—50
BRI, B AR 5 A 2 o B AR TE AN () AR 3% DX IR B AR AR b TR R A BT 22 5 (32 1 AL 1(A)), (HLRASF 3
BB (2.71%) R HE 1 [ Velmerstot 15 B4 X & 8 580 & & i =i (2.02%) [9]F1 5 A% 22 PH AL RS B X i ik
A E(0.60%) [27], B s TR IE D P T X & A AU S 5 (2.24 + 0.32%) [26], SR VL A Ko X &
B A AR [3]e B FT SR RIR B X KRR AR s, O A2 B 5 1 AR R N E A [3] [9] [26]. A
b, FRAHTRE, AFFRXE TR BN BRI . A N TR ARG R X, BEE Y
PR SR AR 05 B o AN 90 X AR AR AR K 2 M A A 77 = AP T8 5%, Ak ig sk s b,
DR AR 7l N B B A 95 7K S 3l e S HEBBORT A2 2 1 S o kI

B A A R R T A R AE Y e e, B Tk B 0 B R A A5 M RS AN R R
SRR, A F R S8R [21], R B A 2 AT DR SRV RSB DT K [3]. X5 R
SE[26]3E 1 M ET N O IEHE A48 B AS R 1l XA [ 2 50 i (y) RO SUBDTRR (O) I-F 3 B8 6 56 &
Ay = 0.052x + 0.7325, 48 Ay B HH 14 5% B TI7 26000 B P 2 4E.(29.2 kg-hm2-a ™) 5 51 B T KAl &=
FIE (3L kg-hm2-a )+ oW d . FIA Rl mok R, G5 AR AR R K S B DR TN
38.18 + 0.51 kg-hm2-a™, 1 T AR ¥ 4 R v e 2 ZRURI i 25 S0 2 (1.34 1 0.75 mig- L) 4 54t O il K<
FIBVIFF (314 kg-hm2-at, RERBIE). XaleRIE A : 1) MH0H KRBT AL E LA
HOEB A, ARAE T RARERUIRE R 2) MAMFN, BB AR E S5 5 e I B EER S i E . K
WARZ N LRE, HAEPREZ R AR AR, AR EE. 7010 MR A . B
TEIhRe X BHALE, A NTESINE, Lk B 2SO, AR T AR 5 B A [0 R 4R AR, T
TATHERAE I R AG R I AR AR AR K ) & B R — MR AT b, IR B — X 4 th A
BRI, R H AR SRR E T EPRME. 5H4h, AR EN A ST EE T
BN [ B B P9 BB A B A, (R, AR BRAE & B A & B R AT, B RN 50 B A —FEH
P [ et 72 X KRB DTRR KT, B 75 2200 2 OB S . [RIINE, 3kt e Bt R RS B A 2 R A
KABVER VAR, 7522 [EAN [ & SRt KA IR, R 5 SR A 6 R 15 28 A URK 114 [+
— o ) R AT R R BT I E BT

o LR AR R SR A R A PN R S, RIS I B 8 8N R fis 3 28 I oK U
VR3] [6] [28]. O A 5T B, LAAE I (—1.8%0~3.9%0) F1 TV (6%0~13%0) I NO, HE Ay 3= A X &5 8% §°N
HARIE, LAY (—5%0~0%0)« N & HEMEAI(—15%0~—4%0) S A 35 15 7K P (—15.2%0~—8.9%0) NH, B A - (K] 3t
X &8 8N 1 71[28] [29] [30]. A7 H B A 5 BEREY) 87N 32 B P AE—10%0~—2%o0 (% 1), HALHE
JE RT3 B R AR TS 3, St 17 AR AR AR R S A el DR 32 BRI T N & HEME ) 2 AN A s 5 7K
QIR . 25 PESE [0 AR £ 44 AN [F) M X RS U R AFF 7 Hh i AR K SR TR AENL B DR v 2, A
BAR(NH-N)YEZ . RAE(NH) FERIE T NS HY) . ARiET K. LG IEE 3E K [3]. Xk
AR IR AE B EE R 8N T DL THRE R KA BUIRIER . T4k, AHE 70 & BB SRR [ T A8 X W B A= 25 i
3N A M (—8.06%0~—5.21%0), {HFM X A X HhE N (H 5 ETEMAEHE AL, AR X E
B PN (K 1(B), XA ATRER AL TAEVG X, S0 X R0 [X 8 52 2075 4 R A HR R N R i
Ko IX PR A DRI X 8 08 ARG, T ELFRATIAE 2 38 5 1 M 380 el 3 K P 3 W LB 4 2
TEARAE] 150 /N o IX 1B S SR A AN AR I LB AR A, AR KRR AR AT
AEHT NHy 1] NOy 4t A i A= & BEAE YK 2 i 512 BIVR A RS HOIE I e, B2 7] Be i & B il
MK
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5. &

AT ST BAAR A AR A F R B A S S A S BN 1.43%~3.99%, AFRIDHEEX &5 L AAAE
—E R P AR AT I BRI A AR 17 (—10%0~—2%0) , 7 B el KR B T S N S HEE
PIRVETETS K R R OR G (BN BV RS B BTk .

& H
FE R AR MR AL R A BB A I 25 1K1 05T H (201710389175)
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