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The Ecosystem Function of Biodiversity

LIU Feng HE Jin-Sheng CHEN Wei-Lie
(Institute of Botany. The Chinese Academy of Sciences . Beijing 100093)
Abstract This review is about the effects of biodiversity on ecosystem functions and services- It fo~
cuses on the following parts: 1.hypotheses about different roles of different species in the ecosystem
and how biodiversity affects ecosystem functions; 2. relations between biodiversity and stability of
ecosystem; 3. how the biodiversity affects production of ecosystem; 4-the relation between biodiver-
sity and sustainability of the ecosystem- Several problems for further research are also pointed out -

Key words Biodiversity; Ecosystem function

1 5§

B RGRE NSRRI 55 (services ) » FHEH BRARAE Y 245 5 VB SFIM
BB AR GRS A, BT O B A R T UM 4R R AL TR E | SRR TR R S 4
R JEF B A IR SRR X R AR T AN R AR A SRR R L
SRR DN RE R BBl YRR SEIL Y BT DLUAE S R G0 2 FEPE R IR0 B R i
iRE. H2E TR YERE SRR IEIROL ) B | IR i 4R S 2
W T RE A 2 e TP 224K (Jermy AT Stork  1995)

BT ARG INE . S5 B RK 2 ES RRIEE T ZFEEN R K XFh 2R &
KRB EMELES RGN EY B FThEET EE T T IZ AT (Schulze F1 Mooney » 1993) |
Y SRR SR TORRAE— IR I RN S0 S B S R G AR A A= 75
1R HE B YR A4 B2 (Chapin 55, 1998) . B 1993 S8 AR ZFEVE S HE S R UIRER
% 2% (Biodiversity and Ecosystem Function) (Schulze 1 Mooney » 1993) [a] t: L3k, A5 S L 250/ 5%
A% 2 AW B, 4. Chapin 1 Kormer (1995) 5 Davis 1 Richardson (1995); Vitousek %
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(1995); Orians 5 (1996) ; Mooney 5 (1996) ; Solbrig 2 (1996) 4%, {HX T HAS KRR IIAE
T RS RGP ) WG SE, RS RGN TR, 2 4
W) ZREVER o, FoA T %1 2 /> (Schulze T Mooney » 1993; Baskin, 1994) ., Ehrlich £ Wil-
son(1991)tH 45 H 4 S0 R /D 1 SE0EE 2 B AR AE S R G TR it — R PR 55 ohie . Ho
ZFALR TSR] T OEMER .
2 YFEESRGFIER

P 18 I ES iR R AR S R G TR A AR 55 A R Z 8 520 (Mooney » 55 1996) A=
SEGPAE TR RAZAR (B5F, 1997), Hp A XA —2 0, BT fER R
A, AT RE R TTREEREE T R AR ECE BERD . T e R AR (BB
IR R F R P REYF R, B2 5 BN RGN AT, Wi, B
A AEAEXTEREREVR PN E S R T REFI B ZHEEE L B R B oy
X R REE R S KRR PR SCHERD (#E 24 E 5 1995), Walker (1992) £ 25 R e Hh e 1)
B FIRR T BRI TER VT Lawton (1994) $2 H 1 A Z5 R 58 LRI (ecosys™
tem engineer) 1 2SR AEE: . Bond (1993){RIL TN AR AE FH A AN [ R SRR dal 73 o 7 Fob
AFIPZEEL, —Hl Ty, BROCFIMES R hin G — K5 e 5 HEn —2Yfh A
AR ThEE k200, ENTEDIRE LRITR I, BT R M AES RGN DR A %
A SR AN K 32 T A« TUAR P (redundancy species ) ,

A IRY TS RGP R AL S AW ZFEEUNT 2 m A= 25 R0 FE S D RE R IR
FEHLLT 6 F,

(1) ZHEVE-Fa 2 YE(R UK (stable-diversity hypothesis ) : MacArther (1955) B IR $2 H T BEVE 1Y
Y Z REVERIRR E VR DGR - U N BRI 3 00 A2 78 R GE R AR 77 IR TR g
J1F3858 . Elton (1958) 42 H1 T AR LA R1K .

(2)BVET 1B (rivet hypothesis ) : Ehrlich 1 Ehrlich (1981) % — /N5 2 G ¥ L
— BRI ER ST, R A AS R G T RERE TURR A (IIET) 1 A — 2
PREDRE- S BORGE (KB AR TMEER) i, R N IF Z PR AT BE = TUR Y, BT &)
FPE) K L P REASE A AE S RS ThEE, X R TR EE EMES R Ik

(3) TUAFIE % (redundancy hypothesis ) : (Walkers 1992; Lawton £ Brown, 1993) A= 75 &
G PRI AN R B9 SHRERE (functional group) A5 18, A — LW FiAE HLE AHATY)
TR 5 A — B P TR THME B ) . TR /D RV YERFAE S &
FLHIDIRE BRI Z SN R ZH 2 T0R T 2 MR+ & B AR S R R D REFFAE
HHE,

(4“5 YEB UL (idiosyncratic hypothesis ) ; Lawton (1994) I\ b A= 25 2 % 00 D REFE 2+
YRR PR T BROE - TR B AR ) M AN A2 R RN AR AU A - BT DAGX A s 2 () R BE A 75 T 242
AT

(9)“ZE MR (null hypothesis ) ; (Vitousek £ Hooper, 19933 Lawton. 1994) 42 &5 Z 45 it 1)
RE ST R RAEANTCOC.

(6) ZHEVE- R FFEEPE B (diversity -sustainability hypothesis ) : Tilman ZE(1996a) N H T
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ZHEEMAESRAETERYN ZRESHK BES RS T I E R TR G L IEE
TIRI A FFEEE 5 SRR BE B DIAHSC,

Lawton(1994) E K FI HI H Lawton 55 (1993) % i e > (i N 45 il BR5E S Ak 0« A= 54
(ecotron)ﬂégﬁiEuJ:E/‘Jﬁxji%’ {HRREASRIE— B 5 2R, Lawton ( 1994)%” Johnson %( 1996)
WXt H P A JLRMR AR TR EE 3 HT
3 EMSHUESESRANREEN

#K Pimm (1984) 1B @ (1994) (it iR AR RAWREHERIFZ & L KEATLL
53 R Fa i VE (stability ) . 5844 (resilience ) \ T (resistance ) . 3 A E (persistance ) . 22 54 (vari-
ability ) 55 JLANJ7TH

Xt SRR MRS, K& T LR =g 2, 50 424K Elton 1 MacArther 737
S R UL A DR PEREY) PR DT N5 s May (19725 1974) 2 ANAE 70 ARG AR R 7 A
BRI AR A TR SO E M FE EE T M ESRamRE
P s ST ¥ ) SE R TEYE UL B T 2 FEVER G . 908 T AE S R iR g e 7
(Baskin, 1995) |

Peet (1974) P 7R LI - A= 28 R A A HLHE (vesistance ) FIGHLAE (resilience ) Pl Fif 2 FF 4
(Y FPEORI S AR HY) J RT3, B2 . Frank A1 McNaughton (1991) % 1988 4
AN T 2R AR AR R I YR 0 Y P 2 ) B2 P Bl 2 VR 1
FE T AN - [ BSOS T 48 R AT E S R TR E EMER . HENFE WA TR
%ﬁ%gﬁ‘ﬁﬂ%ﬂ@?iﬁ(McNaughton, 1977 ;Frank f0 McNaughton » 1991; Ewel %5 1991)

Bt XA 53 K BRI 2 PR 0 LR R PP O AR S R ge e R g,
Tilman 55 (1994) @1k 11 45X B A BIFFE A IR » 22 R s A BEVE AT K T 28 B Bk
(resistance ) » ELARSZAREEHR, FHRYF 0 B RITETE KRR F2m) [ 2 Xt T 2 041
Y. [FR, Givnish (1994) X} Tilman SFAY 45 /AR T —LEFT5E, 45 tH il TAEY) R B 5 4 Py
SEFR R EASE GE RTTRE A BCAN . Ky Semnat R i Z4EvE B B TIE
() B YRR P SOkt 15 () BURR R P S 34 2 A DG . bl ] DA o 5 1 BEAT LB 4 4 e B
H AR 25y A% LI RS

R ZFEPEAIRR E VER) S2 50 BT A5 B A AN ik 52 0 25 R B FRATTAR XME IS 40 R T 1 B X
I 2P FhAE 278 R R (A, 1994) B TN A =3 4 B R e PR HE AR
ANE]L SRR A S RS AR BT LS A9 2 FEPE AT sz A= 25 R e i fe e v 1R XE
15— MR PERD 251
4 EYZHUEESESRANESN

W) ZREVER A A S R G AT IR n] BE A = FhAS Rl B 25 51 .

(L) WFhry Z X ER RGN T REA U SENR B A 5o, X ] BE 1202 i T
RYFPIGRAME TR ERAIER . Chapin F1 Shaver (1985) L Kz Chapin 4 (1998) (2%
RRUTIX— R,

Hooper(1998) I\ A5 X7 B 408 ZH A [R] T i 1 A6 7 0 ¥ AL e 0 oF s ) 34
I AN P HE R AR D030, B R S RERE B IR B 2 B A S R AU REMY
o, ARSI AS A A AR AR SR AR B R B REE ) C 8 N SRR Bt b ) A )
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DN R RE(E) s R — A R (L) s ZEEE M IREL(P) L A
FOIRETY(N) . SEER R ARV, SE SRR A BWE E im0, RS
RGN R T VIR R DS SRR R E AR

) HEZFEYER TS RS RGET DAL, fEX A8 o 58 b 3 A4
VA (average productivity ) Fifl ZFEEVE A FH- = 10 %ﬂfﬁ(MCNaughtony 1993) . Silvertown % (1994) i}
WFFER I A3 i BUAF A= B B 2 PR T T AR

() R Fh ZREVEAD I N, AEAS R A Wit m . SCRRZ IR B SRR 2 - 1l
U, Naeem (1994) 54 3t B F 32451 “ A= 25467 0wl 9015 F0 3L AN Fh A il — A~ 275 5%
RRET R RV 0 S RO EVR 1 4R B B RS R P B E K LR
PR S ZRMEER . ARSI B IE T 5 NS KRG LR BEE R 70 B
TR ER s R A7 ) SRR R KA B . ST 45 SRR B . B 1y WP R R AR ) A 7
NEZHERBEVINRR ., XS —IRIEZER R UL AEY) SRR B R 5L 5
TER B AT N ER ERRER TRE . 0 B RS RREIER £k —
B BB O s FE A S R ITREAR BERY “ AR 55 (service)

Tilman 55 (1996a ) X B A HFFE R 75 147 Pty by S R REHLIE A 1.2.4.6.8,
12 300 24 AFf, DA s BUAF A ) VR A 77 SRR T (peak standing crop) . WF7E R 45 3R] .
H7 Bl ZREPER BN G & 2 REPERGE XS N A e 4, B N g BR A, B
LA Tilman W\ W) T Z R ATRE G M A A8 RN REA T HFFEE M BE ). BRILZ S Naeem 55
(1995) RO R B W9 4= 7= 7 (net primary production ) BE) PN LA B INTT 3 00, Naeem
S5 (1996) WL ZE R -2 7 B b = v B 04 19 i 5

XTI AR 3 T 23 5 BER A ) B 3G In, L AT READ ARREA

Ot FhA R 32 8 B R A 2 R i AR S R o 1 78 SRR LR
m R REE T B TAEY) SR R ARBCR BN BOE I T A S REN SR, X
B AMAERY TR A I AT RE A AR T 25 RO AN A A BT 220 I (Bwel » 1986) , Bl AniRAR 221
TP BE AR AR R AR T AS R AR A5 1 7K R LB B 574 i (Berendse » 1979:1982) 715
Z Z M0 FER U BTEAS R B 4l b 34m] 7 A= 734K (Hooper » 1998)

QW T BAMER SIS FI S 18 A 224 et 42 3 90 VR sl i 38 6 45 A SR S e ek
HEWRhi A, Bt DA 2 FE P 0 38 iT B AR S R e A2 7 ) B 38 (Bertness 1 Call-
away , 1994) | ?ﬁ%(rﬁtrogen‘fb{ers) IR AR B (mycorrhizal fungi ) PRSP E FAE Y B
BH 2450 53 SR AR RN A 26 ] e DA 4080 B B SR A NS5 U T R AR
FXT T IZ 8 T e A G ) ) 5200 (Ewel » 19865 Bertness 1 Callaway » 19945 Foré 4, 1997)
XA SCHR T RE A R /N5 B 1 e G B S SR S AR R A R ke 5
By,

5 ZHMUSESRERNAEEMY

W) RN A S R R BRI A S0 » [R50 T A S R R T RGN L
NE IR T FrEEPE . Tilman, 55 (19964 ) B Z2 A V- PTRFEE PR LI .+ 33 o0 RARFRED - S0
TR AT HRFSEVEIR T A 2P, B R SRR S R e W TR 3R (00 52 30 1)) LA
B WRRETR S — VR 458
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Ewel &5 (1991) BRI S8R B AE BV AR PR A ORI - 8 AR A R 2 (8], 3P Y
B BRZAR/N . Hooper Al Vitousek (1998) BF 58 B MY ) BTG A 1 45 SRR A i T EL 4k
TERIRY MR ZAEPET e 2 S BRI 0 B 58 2 (B N B3R R AN BE 2 REPE 9 T T
WA T Tilman 25 (1996a) 7EWFFE I JE JRak B R A B, AR AR ST BEM T 2 REAE T 2 64 [
i, EEREITTR N RS R R AR, 2T AR ST i S RS
A TS B —E 1) ZREVERT AER AR S R A AL R R SR E R A i Tt — 20 A
Fo
6 £5iE

AT, T SRR AR SR T RN A S R AR D REX AN R e
ANBEAF 2 AAG AR — R R 4512 (Chapin 55, 1998) , (H¥ ) 2R SR I A5 R &%
P iy« IR 95 A R ZIR 520 45 LAJS ) SER s 7 A S LA R BV E AR

(1) BUA RO EF P56 2/ B AN E & (Tilman %5, 1996a) . 5340, Xt Fp ZREMEAEA:
SRGIRE A ALY T EERIRUARESR A TR TR R -BRIESES , Kareiva (1994)
$21E 1 Naeem 55 A 1994 4548 IR AR 25 A 7 1%, O B RIVAT LA™ A= 57 4 28 B, SCAT LA
B e SR A a5 R

(2) 3B FE AP AL N R T RERE G | S SAES R EREZ MR HIESC R filn
BRI AR T F) A7 A R o ) 22 8 AT A2y P REAE A0 ol 52 1) A58 e i 2 1) 1 22 o 1 Y (Johin

son 45, 1996) . EAMEL KRIRRE LW T SRR S SN R AT EEH LA
%

(3) S P s ) 23X S B 1 8 SR A S K sl BT DAY B 1 ZEL RSO 0h A B AL
T DAAE 66 Ji DL A 521 (Tilman 55, 1996a) , S T 3k 56 B 0 P 4G AY A [ 17 S5 BOAR ] SE Y
LEFRL Nacem 25(1994 19951996 ) Al Tilman 2 ( 1994: 19964 : 1996k ) i) 5230 (3 % [ T 41
BRI A S R AT SR T 25 B R AL SR 2R (5%, Hooper (1998)
F1 Hooper 1 Vitousek (1998) F1| Fj Dy BERF (functional group ) SKHF 75 ZHEE S5 ES R G UIRER
KFR I HIHE TR R EAMSEFAEES RER N HIEA .

(4) AR B S5 F A A= o B e A RE A HE s R BT AR 73 A 1 3 23 %
T YA B FRNAS 2R Z R LR,

(O FRAEM I 251 I AES R R R N R R 0 771k

(6) CHM RSN AESRAEZ R LR LN RS SARRATNERZRESNTH
PGB ZER BRI R R G PSR 5 RN T 2 440 B AR E S RFEMIR B
A E,

NZEE S IR T BUEY) 2 FEE AR AR, N XX FhAZ L VR A AR A TS R R
WL BFER B LB IR T X L2540 X A= 235 R 40 09 52 e 1F 52 5L 10 300 4 1 2
(Chapin 4, 1998) .

B, 1994 Bl i, D3P (ESD . WS HMERR RIS 7k U PEBFFHOR R, 55 178~191 5t
B E AF, 1995, AR RS D, 88 168~184 7T
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