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¥ 570228; 3. MR R LEATRL R S 2 E R, W 1 570228; 4. MR PEirEY)E b, 1 1 570228;
5. WFrRF el E2A B, YT 570228)

8 OE. WIRIAL G 25 KO IR A 2R R AR B R M A2 By, DA B R L SRR B (Thuidium
cymbifolium (Dozy et Molk.) Dozy et Molk.) AWML, X TR AMARSEAT TR, LW T/ 5 4 - iEZHh
BRI A 25 5, ISR FAT TR D ) A AR 25 A GC-MS 3256 HAgE & M) o b A5 AR ORI L 24 18000
Mro SLEEE 31 R R PR, 5 ARG 91.1%, F B FRERZE (25.48%), T3S (22.64%), 2k
(20.64%) S HSBEZE (10.61%); FEZI30 TR T TR (18.96%). 4—FEHR (10.90%). %4 (10.75%) Fl 3—F B~
4B (9.74%)-

KRR JOMEE; TS AR R R AR (ST

FESES: Q949.35;R 284.1 XHRFRERS: A DOI: 10.15886/j.cnki.rdswxb.2020.02.006

HEEFHY RN TS ALY 2 0] 1 = SE AR D ST, B3 0 B 2511 (Marchantiophyta) . #§
FAHYI] (Bryophyta) FIFfi #5171 (Anthocerotophyta)3 K[ 12, 2 F 254 21 000 Fpl' 2, HEEFE YA EE
AR TR, BEARRUN . S5F TR B IR AR B FOR S X3 S5k AL, WD e 55
PRIXGE, 1717 ELE LSRR R AR, DRSS i3 5 o FHAZ B K 2. BT, 2RO 2
HYFh SR 10% M EEERY) (LLE N F) FFR T2 SR, e B RUR B T R B TR A
B A5 FA R AR B R AE AR ™ B, RIS Z R0 W2 AR s D Y BRI R T A R E
M2 R L AURR L S SRR A5, B 2 S B B T . O R RO A M
HP AR, ZRE PR R PUE | Pria il RAEIE S AT A DL R A A AR
AEEEIIREY 1 B R YIRE A WTE A AR W B R, SRR X — SRR ST R A 4 =
BAAEW R RIEEE . KPEE (Thuidium cymbifolium (Dozy et Molk.) Dozy et Molk.) 3 J& T#E2S M)
I TF&ER} (Thuidiaceae) PI&EE (Thuidium), 24 F UK 400 ~ 1 400 m BYFHT FIEEHT LU ARHR, 434 T
FRE S AR PR R A TR EAR S 2 AR SR, AT AR A2 ORI RSN, T
HAEEE L SRS NFZE T80 5 X 53, Je 25 P e o3 A X — B 431 XA E S Y — 285, 0
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FEBEHERAN AT ST, S A 25 PO VE IR T 52 R R i
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10 BARE JORSRAR H S BRI o BRRRLL 0 K AR 2B
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x1 APEHREARERS

Tab. 1 Information of sampling of Thuidium cymbifolium from Limu Mountain in Hainan

Fr KA H] RES b e A TR R AL
No. Collection time Collection No. Place, substratum Altitude, latitude & longitude
. 201707 TRATIRAG /@ﬁ&iéf? *%%&y%%maﬁm 1147 m
20170721-105 T b, Eil A 19°10'56.92", 109°44'57.49"
5 2017-09 [ SIS ﬁ?’ﬁ‘é‘ﬁﬂ}&'%%&ngfﬂl@iﬁ%t, 411 m
20170901-29 i SUNTYEL: 3 19°10'38.82", 109°41'47.41"
TRFTRSE srop s 543 m
3 201709 20170901-48 WE AT R RIS, HEH L 19°10'19.00", 109°41'39.00"

1.2 FAFEWE  KOPSHIES RS 4R 0E UL A8 R H Olympus SZX7 AR fl5e K it 45 119
Olympus DP22 2 &S AH#L, LA & Olympus BX41 Y627 B 5348 M Bt £ 1Y Olympus DP72 W RS AH AL o
WA B BE R R FHEGS AHHL Sony ILCE-6000 FA4% .

1.3 FEAMYIRIEE BUEY R RIEEA GRAIEEE 20170901-48) bRt fZ4 i, F 45 C HLAR AL
T, B it 40 B, B EERAE, F THE R YA IR GC-MS 5250 . BUFEASKI AR T ASE150 ik
WHRIZERUYL (32 E Thermo Fisher Scientific) H1 70 °C ZEHX 3 WK, i) A ik, A2 60 ~ 90 C. ZEBUR
TR 7R R AHAR, 4 °C VKFRAT

1.4 GC-MS &M R Agilent-7890B-7000B I AH (A — i . S AH (1S 5514 HP-5MS it
PEAREMEH (30 m x 0.25 mm x 0.25 pm); AN A, FE R 2.2 mL-min™'; HEFE R 280 °C; i)
JINFEE 300 °C; £ 77 8.231 7 psi, B 24 mL-min!, FREM = 3 mL-min'; 43 b 200 1, 2
20 mL-min"' . JEi%SA4: R ELYR, HLBSHL Rl 70 eV, B FIRIRE A 250 °C, FAHEYER N 10 ~ 500 amu,
PEREE 1.0 pL.

1.5 BIBGITS A XHE | PSR BRI TS A RSN &, 25 G R AR g e -l
TR PR B TT s R MEY) B4 GC-MS F3 87 J5 AR A5 10 5 B8 i [R3d o NIST 33 B & ek A 146
K, IR BUE — bt A AL B WA X B 4 i, S5 A N T IR AT, 430 ) 45 €6 335 04 i LA
k.

2 BRSO

21 KRPPEFREFMR WA 1A ~ 1T A1, FOPEEFE Y A b 45 2 K0, s ok (0 R R4 (0, SR R (0,
WGBSR A RAERK . ZEHE, Kk 20 ~ 25 em, U =% = RIPPR 3R, B 15 ~ 25 mm, PRI/ M2
MRl &2k 25, ZEREDIE SRR, EAS 300 ~ 450 um; 52 22 EREANM, B (0, K2 ANM0ETK, BERY
JE, R A A AN B WER R AR ZEARL L, B AR BEIE, B, i e im B, Thn 4 A
2~ 4, ZEN IR BRI A, VRIS, P T L ARE , S = AR R R sk = AR, ek
ZE A B ET I, HETAENA 6 ~ 15 AMEIE 2 200 B 4 2 A K B 2R, BRI S s K 1.5 ~
3.0 mm, & 0.6 ~ 0.8 mm; ML FHH BT ih, LV R AN s 22 h B A B,
T ELPE B T 5 rh R B, BRRZETE MG IRIE, 10 ~ 25 pm x 5 ~ 10 pm, 48 385 1 o 224> il fk
Pe; S 4RO SR AE . Bt M, BB 2RO, B2 K 0.5 ~ 0.75 mm, % 0.35 ~ 0.5 mm; i)
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HAV s A A 2/3 Abs AR IFIE ZIWIRZEIE, 7 ~ 14 pm x 7 ~ 10 pm, F5 HHFAAFARDE; S5
AL 2 ~ 4 DPE. (BURAE 2502, S AOIRAE K, R i (. MEMES PR T IRAR L.

200 um

K1

A A B, TR — B C MR DU GR250); D & K. ZE I E. 2542, F. 2203 m oriih); G. At

H. ZErF EE A0, L 25T rh B ; J. 250 B3R A i ; L. /Mt ML B BT ; N. Bz i 3R 40E; O. B iR 4n i ;
P. ZEBEYITH; Q. B5E; R M 2 B ikrs S. PRI T. A b BPE . STiEARAR: SKFTHES 20170901-48

Fig. 1 Morphological characteristics of Thuidium cymbifolium

A. Habitat. B. Portion of a dry sterile plant. C. Ventral view of sterile plant (showing stem leaves). D & K. Stem leaves.
E. Ciliate apex of stem leaf. F. Cross-section of median part of stem leaf (showing costa). G. Branch leaf. H. Apical cells of stem
leaf. I. Median cells of stem leaf. J. Basal cells of stem leaf. L. Small branch leaf. M. Apical cells of branch leaf. N. Median cells
of branch leaf. O. Basal cells of branch leaf. P. Cross-section of stem. Q. Paraphyllium. R. Margin of leaf serrulate. S. Spinous
papilla. T. Costa with papilla on branch leaf. All from L.-N. Zhang et al. 20170901-48.

FOPIEE A G A R, H A R AR SGH FEBAE L X, ) A BRI T o B A 3, 7R
b/ NN NG 7 e ol R
22 BEMRSSH  EATRIR A& AIET GC-MS 87, SRASF ORI EE I K M A B I R
DL 2, S g R A a5 AR L3R 20 FR R 2 WAL, DNV R RSP BE 2 6 1 b o v 2 4 25 1 40 Ao, 45 th
31 FMEEW, S  91.1%, H BN BRI AR RIS (25.48%), i 2K (22.64%), HZE (20.64%) A §
M2 (10.61%), Hid T2 T HE (18.96%). 4—BEfl (10.90%). %4 (10.75%) 1 3—H1 H—4— B (9.74%)
F 4L EY GRS
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Fig. 2 Total ion current of volatile constituents from Thuidium cymbifolium
Fz2 KPEHELMERS I
Tab. 2 Compounds identified of volatile constituents from Thuidium cymbifolium
5 PREITA]/min G 37 XS /%
No. Retention time Compound Molecular formula  Relative content
1 6.19 Butanoic acid,butyl ester T 2 T ig CgH,c0, 18.96
2 3.603 4-Heptanone 4—Bfif C;H,4,0 10.90
3 39.009 Squalene £ % 4 CsoHsp 10.75
4 4.637 4-Heptanone,3-methyl 3—F JE—4—F i C¢H,0 9.74
5 23.935 Neophytadiene Hr — /& CyoHsg 5.46
6 12.499 Butane, 1,1-dibutoxy T 1 T FE L4l C1,H,40, 3.90
7 4221 Stigmasterol & {5 i CpoH,0 3.75
8 42.709 REEE 3.42
9 42.793 y-Sitosterol y—4F {5 i CyoHs,0 3.05
10 41.865 Campesterol 31 5 CagHy0 3.03
Phthalic acid,di(2-propylpentyl) ester
11 34.259 . e AR — L s Ca4H350 2.68
N2 PR R TR LA A AT
Phthalic acid,butyl hept-4-yl ester 24— H fiR4—g 3%
12 26.023 YIS ST T CHy0, 2.66
TR
13 43.133 p-Amyrin TR C3H50 2.49
14 5213 Hexanal,2-ethyl 2—Z, 3 00 i CgH,0 2.10
15 24.641 3,7,11,15-Tetramethyl-2-hexadecen-1-ol 45 CyoHyO 1.66
16 40.454 Hentriacontane = —%% CyHgs 1.48
17 18.253 RUEE 1.30
18 42.465 Tetratriacontane =1 PU%5¢ Cs4H7 1.09
19 17.918 a-Farnesene a—4 G U CysHy, 0.99
20 44.198 y-Sitostenone y—$k 5% { BESA ALY C,oH,0 0.78
21 37.567 REEE 0.76
22 24.348 REEE 0.75
23 41228 REEE 0.74
24 6.296 2-Hexenal,2-ethyl 2—Z F—2—CL s CgH,,0 0.73




ER ] RIS KPS AR A RN ) GC-MS it 167

4F3R 2 Tab. 2 continued

PSRV

S RH ET{L I‘Eﬂ/r.nin featy Molecular ;FHX?L/E\E/%
No. Retention time Compound formula Relative content

25 44.201 REE 0.64

26 43372 Lup-20(29)-en-3-one Pl f 475 il C;3oHy0 0.62

27 28.289 RUEE 0.52

28 4374 Propanoic acid,2-methyl-,2- methylpropyl ester % ] R T s CgH,c0, 0.51

29 30.916 Tricosane —+ —4E Cy3Hyg 0.51

30 40.932 RUEE 0.46

31 10.52 Benzene,(1,1-dimethylbutyl) (1,1-—FHT )% Cp,Hig 0.44

32 33.563 Pentacosane .} FL.%5¢E CysHs, 0.42

33 41228 RUEE 0.42

34 42.888 B-Amyrone S~ B ER C30H,50 0.41

- - - -[R*.R*-

35 24.044 2 Hexadec?;f::;g;gjﬁ?;%; g REEN CaoHag 0.39

36 32.307 Hexanedioic acid, bis(2-ethylhexyl) ester O —2 £ CyHy04 0.38

37 29.51 Docosane —. 1 %% CypHye 0.37

18 24,488 1,2-Benzenedicarboxylic acid bis(2-methylpropyl) ester C1cHnOs 0.29

SRR 5T e
39 38.31 Nonacosane 1 JLbE CyoHgp 0.29
(1R,3Z,7Z,115)-1,5,5,8-Tetramethyl-12-oxabicyclo[9.1.0]

C,sH,,0
40 19.929 dodeca-3,7-diene HEALMEFRIGTT 153724 0.26
3 W @

3.1 KXPEHS5RGMHIFSEMIRLER  5IOPSEA O IR 506 R HAETRE e v AT 111X
T2 53 A B9 3P i R 2 ORI EE AR Fh (T, pristocalyx var. pristocalyxt™), JCPI % 5 W AE Fi GBr#bl) (T
pristocalyx var. orientale (Mitt. ex Dixon) Touw =pg V. 3PJ#¥ T. orientale Mitt. ex Dixon!"™) &3] & Fl g A 2]
AL 116 S e e A G R AT B L R RRAE S AR, RDH:, IR B e G SRS IRAE
Ko MBS, =2 =PRI 8B %R, Wk, Z BN KRR, DB 2 = A AR0N
B, B WARAAE; M TR, R th IR, Kk R 2/3 ZRIRERE S ;A TR
B0, A HAHRERIE | BRAREEIE ZRIEDE, AHA)TRE, HH 0 SRR, SR OB SR AE, 35
A A GOIRIS o R K T S5 (14 5 1) 7 A B 0 (e R A T b g 9 N 0 288, A WL B 1
AIC. B2 5 VL A YA ZE 5 it e i) 22 R4 I 7R 45

AR 5 AR (@SSR BT AR RITELLX 53, J& B T X SRl AR fh 2z 7R SRR B iEsAr
SERURERL, IR RBEE R BN A, 2R HAR B RBEHE R TIE K BR, M4 i = 20, &
ARPESE, XL F LI BVRARAS b SR 25 5 W56 3. FEHIR /A7 b ORI 8E 32 S0 A5 T4 R Ak
K FRGHT 1L DX, RSP 6 i A T A7 76 S YN ISR 53 bl X K T 855 5, 9 P e g ST 738 3 A 1 SIE W AT Hb
X, HE R A HAR, S P e oA e v [ R H AR, Sopae A T HAS P B, KA
6LV, B ATTENE RS A 53T IS SR R P | WP i AR Bl K B P e g AR, 22 T 7 v g
W X 5347 B HLK P &% (T, glaucinoides Broth.)!' 1% 75 Fp [ S bR Sk PV B¢ R VAR Fh, T, glaucinoides E 9% 4
R T. pristocalyx var. samoanum (Mitt.) Touw!"), iZ A8 Fh7EH EBA - Aie sk, N1 LAHERR
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R3 APERHIAGEHOTSFELR
Tab.3 Morphological comparison of Thuidium cymbifolium and other closely related Thuidium
TRPIEEABRE RO SR A

2 S T. pristocalyx var.  T. pristocalyx var BRI KD HEE
Characters T. cymbifolium P . > - P . > ’ T. assimile T. kanedae
pristocalyx orientale
%L@}k% Pr7e P T35 r7e r7 e r7e
" _ ik ek B> S S S
Stem paraphyllia

ZXIStem leaves

. SHRIBEE o SREE S ARIREILE ks
W4k Shape o gy 0 PRI gy SUBH=AE
. : e RS, abs - THLEE, LH FRETS, L
1% Margin i;;%ﬁﬁm i A A, Hik LI i A
P PEIE, B Pk, B eRiEHE, B
SEut Apical part 6~10 (~ 1518 Bk, TER KWide, TEY:  2~7(~10)DEEF] 3~10 (~ 1301
7111 OELEN S EETAN MR TELS IR ER
il Costa RPEHEAER, 35 AR R 2/34b, T mE AR 3/440, I HAR TR, I IAEBAER, 1Y
T ERPE R 85 E e B D8 Bk T HPE T LR PE
L e, IUERILREEE, , I , , BIIRZEIE =M R
I Median cells L. GRS El~64\9)f§z$/|\ SIEEMERTE, B 5B EMETE, B W Ef;~4/|\9jﬁdz
- BWEDE, B L - 1~ 379k Hy e
AR B BURIE

SR KBRS BB SRR, B SRS Y, B RS = A S 4 K RS
BOUF Branch leaves T, FUIZS, is Hide, sAAAIE A dadk, AR H T, FUZR, TS B, EUkEZR, ik

- J2/34k 2/34k 2/34b M F2/3 ~4/54k T R2/3 ~ 4/540
PRI IL 2R ALNKAE AN EST OB ESE AN ESE RANKAE

Inner perichaetial leaves

32 EEMEASEYEN kS R AR BTSN R 21X ORI B R o A R, AR S IR
— AR RERRVE BT AR, TR R ™ I Bk e 2 bR A & 28 K 2 i, 3R A5 T /D n] IS0 iy
FEAR . DA TR PRGH I 1 2 UL 25 A GC-MS X FEA 4 K MW B b A T 4024 A3 43T, 345 T 30
MYZER, MU B AR B A R My, T B2 b S PR mn S i m o

I ) DR A0 M v it 2 AR, G R 0 R R R B D T L B AR B 1 I an
WL feke . BB iR M AT AR A R B0, ANHEST R I G T KRB B T S Rk
ol B (TR | B L S RN, BRI B A 8 B, S iRik 22.64%, EEN =LA Y. X EEE AN
it A B HAT E A A Bl 24 R 4, W0 AR e 0 R AR AR PN IR TR | R R AR A AR, BT
Ak, BUR . AR AN L B DL R TR AR YT O I RN A T RENY, B sz MR Y L PR
fny At S SR, f-H R R A SR G Y, SRR o R PR E AELE T 25 AR R
FBHE YIRS G T, BATHUARAE, BUANTR . ECP . o 2R a4 il ks 200 i 554, ] IRy fi R
R AEU, HTE IR AE AR B o h B i OK T A ek, A B AT R AP R L R TH R
U BT E AT, B WIHE R AR B ik AT 3 8 1 S AL B 0, AR5 IR P18 5325
TSI, A FS T L SR S A S EE A A A ) 10.61%. 1X G {5 AL A W) B Ak A8 1R IR 1 s ik 2>
SO IS O RURSS, 38 B T 58 . DLk S BTasa o, th gl V2 (PRI R =24 . 2505 k. PRI
R B FRA ST P, LA, 2 TR SR (b /s A P # X 41 B R B B4 A A VR P, A 7 KOR
CTESEIC TNl RAT B ARTEAT B . SR BRAT A . RR B . AR BRI ] TR B H 2 22 D A5 AN ] 8 L T 1) A
FC2 G 7= R OPI B £ PR B X 4 B R AT ER TR . BB FCRIAT 1R L A THEIER B AT R L AR B A RN
[ R R P O TR 4 2 PR VT 7 RSP B 2 T ol N BB RO %o} /N2 AR B T . AR L K (B B4 AR R A 1
SR D D 1 A A EA 2 AR R

25 TR, IWICRIBE I & Moy b S5 Hh 2R A AR W TE R AL A4, i e 3 5 G2 | AB ) £ D
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Ba2E A, ORGSR BIDTR | T 2 MBS B SRl . EAh, JRSPIEE S i 5™ A b Al
HEERPIRE AT, A R N TR SR L ST BRI 26, A B R BOR I 7 AR AR
B i A RTRATT A RIS 25 9

B R R AT IO A GC-MS K SR T B MR KSR A A B S 2 AR e B S R AR SR IR 1 AR
haET TS, IR

SRk
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