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1 | INTRODUCTION

Abstract

Although epiphytic habitats are more stressful and heterogeneous than terrestrial
habitats, how facultative epiphytes acclimate to such contrasting environments has
been poorly understood. Our study focused on the variation of functional traits
between epiphytic and terrestrial individuals of Selliguea griffithiana, and provided
considerable functional acclimation of this species to such contrasting environ-
ments. We sampled ramets of S. griffithiana from epiphytic and terrestrial habitats
of a subtropical montane moist forest, SW China. Morphological and anatomical
traits, photosynthesis, biomass and ramet density of S. griffithiana were measured
and it was found that these traits differed significantly between the two habitats.
Frond length, stipe length, spacer length (interramet distance), stomatal density,
vein density, maximal chlorophyll fluorescence and relative chlorophyll content of
fronds, and biomass per ramet were all lower in epiphytic habitat than those in ter-
restrial habitat, whereas frond thickness and ramet density were higher in the for-
mer. Photosynthetic light-response curves revealed a higher carbon assimilation
capability of individuals in terrestrial habitat than in epiphytic habitat, whereas
cumulative water loss curves showed a lower water loss rate in the latter. The find-
ings demonstrate acclimation of S. griffithiana to both habitats, that is, epiphytic
ramets can mitigate water scarcity at some cost of a reduced photosynthetic capac-
ity, whereas terrestrial ramets can afford to improve the light capture to a higher
photosynthetic capacity without any water stresses.
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clonal growth, facultative epiphyte, functional trait, light response curve,
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Muraoka, & Washtani, 2004). Some studies have suggested
the existence of a trade-off between traits favoring rapid

Functional trait variability allows plants to acclimate to con-
trasting environments (Albert et al., 2010; Kamiyama et al.,
2014). In forest ecosystems, the distribution of light and
water is heterogeneous in fine scale. The availability of light
and water might display constant effects on morphological
and physiological traits which were responsible for carbon
gain and biomass accumulation of the whole plant
(Manzoni, Vico, Palmroth, Porporato, & Katul, 2013; Noda,

light-acquisition and those enhancing the ability to conserve
leaf water (Niinemets & Valladares, 2006; Pérez-Ramos,
Volaire, Fattet, Blanchard, & Roumet, 2013). For instance,
the increase of plant hydraulic resistance of Primula
sieboldii, Sasa kurilensis or Abies koreana, may result in the
decrease of instantaneous photosynthetic rate (Je, Kim, &
Woo, 2018; Noda et al., 2004; Tsunoda, Furukawa, &
Mizunaga, 2017). Je et al. (2018) found that plants under
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high light intensity suffered greater adverse effects of
drought on light absorption and utility during the photosyn-
thetic process than those under shading conditions. Due to
the vertical environmental gradients (such as light and water)
along the forest canopy to understory (Lowman &
Schowalter, 2012; Zotz, 2016), it is reasonable to predict
some variations and trade-offs of functional traits between
canopy dwelling plants (i.e., epiphytes) and terrestrial ones.

Epiphytes are an important group of plant species that
occur in diverse microhabitats of the forest canopies in mon-
tane forest ecosystems (Benzing, 2004). As a key component
in tropical and subtropical forest floras, epiphytes serve
important ecological functions in biomass accumulation, for-
est hydrology and nutrient fluxes (Mondragén Chaparro &
Ticktin, 2011; Ozanne et al., 2003; Umana & Wanek, 2010;
Zotz, 2013). They exhibit diverse features in growth and
morphology and clonal growth is very common in canopy-
dwelling obligate or facultative epiphytes (Lu et al., 2015;
Zotz, 2013, 2016). The clonal facultative epiphytes, which
can both grow in forest canopies (i.e., epiphytic habitats)
and root in the understory soil (i.e., terrestrial habitats), are
thought to have a strong plasticity in functional traits, that
allows them to acclimate to distinct habitats (Freitas, Scar-
ano, & Blesboer, 2003; Lu et al., 2015). Epiphytic habitats
are characterized by a limited storage capacity for water and
nutrients, sporadic and dilute nutrient inputs, low physical
stability, extreme fluctuations in moisture and temperature,
high wind speed, and severe and variable vapor pressure def-
icits (Lowman & Schowalter, 2012; Song et al., 2016;
Théry, 2001; Zotz, 2016). However, how clonal facultative
epiphytes acclimate to such contrasting environments has
been poorly understood (Lu et al., 2015).

Water shortage is the foremost abiotic stress for epi-
phytes in forest canopies (Freschi et al., 2010; Lowman &
Schowalter, 2012; Zotz, 2016). Epiphytes may be subjected
to long-term desiccation periods in the dry season and fre-
quent short-term desiccation processes in the wet (growing)
season in rain forests and cloud forests (Lu et al., 2015; Zotz,
2016). To cope with water shortage, obligate epiphytes have
developed special adaptations (Benzing, 2004; Zhang et al.,
2015). This may result in specific trait combinations for epi-
phytes (i.e., an “epiphyte syndrome” sensu; Zotz, 2016). For
example, crassulacean acid metabolism is more pervasive
among the epiphytes than any other ecologically defined
group of plants (Benzing, 2004). Compared to terrestrial
plants, leaves of obligate epiphytes often have higher leaf
mass per unit area, percentages of spongy tissue, leaf thick-
ness, epidermal thickness, saturated water content and time
required to dry saturated leaves to 70% relative water content
(Zhang et al., 2015). Therefore, when growing in epiphytic
habitat, clonal facultative epiphytes may show morphologi-
cal, physiological and anatomical acclimation to mitigate
water stress and may also have a high water retention
capacity.
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From forest canopies to forest floors, light intensity
decreases sharply, but its stability increases (Wagner,
Bogusch, & Zotz, 2013). Terrestrial plants need to tolerate
shady conditions and have evolved some mechanisms to
acquire sunlight quickly or survive in low light conditions
(Wagner et al., 2013; Zhu et al., 2016). For instance, terres-
trial ferns developed an unconventional photoreceptor, a chi-
mera of the red/far-red light receptor phytochrome and
phototropin; this chimeric photoreceptor may have played a
key role in the divergence and proliferation of fern species
under low light conditions (Kawai et al., 2003). Terrestrial
ferns have a shorter active period and a faster photosynthetic
response to light flecks compared to epiphytic ferns (Zhang,
Chen, Li, & Cao, 2009). Within a species, sun leaves gener-
ally have a higher light-saturated photosynthetic capacity per
unit leaf area and a carbon gain, while shade leaves are more
efficient in capturing light at low irradiance even though
they are more vulnerable to photoinhibition (Demmig-
Adams & Adams, 1992). Therefore, when growing in
terrestrial habitat, clonal facultative epiphytes may show
morphological, physiological and anatomical acclimation to
mitigate low light stress and may also have a high carbon
assimilation capability.

The montane moist evergreen broad-leaved forest widely
distributed in Ailao Mountains of southwest China is an
important global forest vegetation type, with about 114 epi-
phytic fern species occurred in the area (Li et al., 2014).
Based on a previous field survey, some facultative epiphytic
ferns were recorded and they construct stable populations
with epiphytic and terrestrial individuals in visibly varied
features. Selliguea griffithiana is one species with many
individuals, though it is sporadically distributed in the
region. We sampled plants of a typical rhizomatous faculta-
tive epiphytic fern S. griffithiana in both forest epiphytic and
terrestrial habitats, and measured morphological, anatomical
and physiological traits. Specifically, we addressed the fol-
lowing questions. (a) How do morphological, anatomical
and physiological traits of S. griffithiana differ between the
two contrasting habitats (i.e., epiphytic vs. terrestrial)?
(b) How do these traits match with the environmental condi-
tions of each habitat?

2 | MATERIALS AND METHODS

2.1 | Study site

Field investigations were conducted from September 15 to
October 30, 2015, in a primary subtropical montane moist
forest in the Xujiaba region (24° 32’ N, 101° 01’ E) of Yun-
nan Province, China, a core area covering 5,100 ha of the
northern crest of the Ailao Mountain National Nature
Reserve with a seasonal climate. In this region, the dry sea-
son spans from November to April, and the wet season from
May to October (Lu et al., 2015, 2016). The mean annual
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precipitation was 1859 mm, with 86% occurring in the wet
season and 14% in the dry season. The mean annual relative
humidity (RH) was 84%, and the mean air temperature was
11.6°C (Song et al., 2016). This forest is dominated by
Lithocarpus xylocarpus, Castanopsis wattii,
L. chintungensis, Schima noronhae, Machilus viridis, and
Hartia sinensis. Additionally, it is inhabited by a diverse
community of epiphytes; more than 600 species of epiphytes
occur in Ailao Mountains and epiphytic ferns account for
52-53% of vascular epiphytic biodiversity there (Ma, 2009;
Xu & Liu, 2005).

At this study site, the temperature within the terrestrial
habitat is much lower than outside the forest, and the maxi-
mal temperature was lower but the minimal temperature was
higher in the terrestrial habitat than those outside the forest
(You et al., 2013a, 2013b). Understory radiation components
are greatly reduced by the forest canopy (You et al., 2013a,
2013b). On the hilltops, where S. griffithiana is frequent, the
forest canopy is 5—7 m high and has strong effects on under-
story micrometeorology (Shi & Zhu, 2009; You et al.,
2013a, 2013b). We measured microclimatic variables of the
epiphytic and terrestrial habitats with microclimatic observa-
tion systems (Hobo U30; Onset Computer Corporation,
Bourne, MA) for about 6 weeks. To this end, instrument
arms of two height levels were mounted on a triangular
meteorological tower within the study area. Accordingly,
I-week-measurement for humus temperature, leaf wetness
(humidity of leaf surface measured with a leaf-sized rectan-
gular sensor), and photosynthetically active radiation (PAR)
on three tree trunks or ground soil points two times across
the study sites one by one that were separated by at least
50 m (i.e., 1-week-measurement per tree trunk or soil point
per site X 3 sites X 2 times). All measurements were
recorded with a sampling interval of 30 min. The 12-month
data of air temperature and RH were from Ailaoshan Station
for Subtropical Forest Ecosystem Studies.

2.2 | Plant materials and sampling design

S. griffithiana (Hook.) Fraser-Jenk. (Polypodiaceae) occurs
in southeast, east and south Asia (Li et al., 2012). It is an
evergreen, facultative, epiphytic fern with overwintering
leaves, and grows in both epiphytic and terrestrial habitats
(Lu et al., 2015; Zhang, 2012). This fern can propagate via
rhizomes and form vertical, perennial simple fronds (a leaf
of a fern is a frond, and a frond of this clonal fern is a ramet)
with adventitious roots. The size of an interconnected clone
varies greatly and depends on the age of the clone and the
disturbance status of the forest. A previously interconnected
clone can be broken into fragments of different sizes due to
violent disturbance (e.g., rodents, strong wind and storms) or
aging. A clonal fragment of S. griffithiana can consist of a
few to several hundreds of interconnected ramets and span a
few centimeters to several meters (Lu et al., 2015).

In epiphytic habitats, 30 ramets were randomly sampled
between 0.5 and 2.5 m above the ground on tree trunks of
30 different phorophytes (hosts of epiphytes) separated by at
least 10 m; in terrestrial habitats, 30 independent ramets
were located within three sites 500 m apart, with a similar
slop direction. Terrestrial individuals distributed within 3 m
around tree trunks of the phorophytes.

2.3 | Measurements of traits

Traits of S. griffithiana from both epiphytic and terrestrial
habitats were measured, including morphology, anatomy,
physiology and growth. The morphological traits examined
were frond length (FL), frond width (FW), frond thickness
(LT), spacer length (SPL, i.e., distance between adjacent
interconnected ramets), stipe length (STL), rhizome diameter
(RHD), specific leaf area (SLA, i.e., frond area divided by
frond dry weight) and root to shoot ratio (RSR). The ana-
tomical traits measured were stomatal density (SD), stomatal
size (SS) and vein density (VD). The physiological traits
measured were maximal quantum efficiency of photosystem
Il (F\/F,) and relative chlorophyll content (RCC). The
growth traits examined were total biomass (B,), aboveground
biomass (B, i.e., frond plus stipe biomass) and belowground
biomass (By, i.e., thizome plus root biomass) per ramet and
ramet density (RD).

From both epiphytic and terrestrial habitats, 30 mature
ramets of S. griffithiana were randomly sampled for measur-
ing FL, FW, LT, STL, spacer length, RHD, SLA, biomass
and RSR. Fronds from 12 epiphytic and terrestrial ramets
were scanned with a Li-Cor 3000 A area meter before being
oven-dried at 70°C for 48 hr for assessing biomass and
SLA. Biomass of other parts was measured after being oven-
dried at 70°C for 48 hr.

For both habitats, F,/F,, and RCC were determined in
situ from 30 mature fronds of the same 30 ramets which
were used for measuring morphology and biomass in the
laboratory. Before each measurement, fronds were subjected
to a dark adaptation of at least 30 min. Then, F,/F,, values
for each frond were measured using a portable chlorophyll
fluorescence system (FSM-2; Hansatech, King's Lynn, UK).
RCC was measured in six different parts of each mature
frond with a compact chlorophyll meter (Minolta SPAD-
502; Konica Minolta Sensing Inc., Osaka, Japan), and one
mean value was obtained for each frond. Before each mea-
surement, the detector was clipped down without any leaf
sample in the chamber for calibration.

From both habitats, six mature fronds were randomly
collected for anatomical measures. Each frond was divided
along its midrib. One half of each frond was soaked for 1 hr
in a 5% NaOH aqueous solution to remove mesophyll tissue
for subsequently analyzing VD, while the other half was
used for examining SS and density. For vein observations,
after the mesophyll tissue was removed, three sections were
excised from the top, middle and bottom portions of each
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frond, stained with 1% safranin, and mounted in glycerol to
obtain VD. Samples were photographed at 10X magnifica-
tion with a digital camera mounted on a Leica DM2500
microscope (Leica Microsystems GmbH, Wetzlar, Ger-
many). Vein lengths were determined from digital images
using the Image] program (version 1.51q) (Schneider,
Rasband, & Eliceiri, 2012). Values for VD were expressed
as vein length per unit area. For stomatal observations, the
lower and upper epidermises were peeled from the middle
portions of fresh leaves, and the images were captured under
the Leica DM2500 microscope. Stomata were observed from
30 randomly selected fields, and SD was calculated as the
number of stomata per unit leaf area. Stomatal size was
expressed as the length of guard cells. One mean value of
both SS and density was obtained for each frond.

To measure RD (ramet number per area) in epiphytic
habitats, one 1 dm? plot per tree was located on sun-exposed
tree trunk of ten different phorophytes embraced in the
above measurements. For terrestrial individuals, ten same
plots were set on the forest ground of different study sites.
All ramets in the plots were recorded.

2.4 | Photosynthetic light-response curves

From both epiphytic and terrestrial habitats, six pieces of mats
(clonal fragments mixed with soil and humus) were collected
and transported to the Ailaoshan Station immediately for mea-
suring. Previous studies indicated that transplantation or mov-
ing of “epiphytic mats” alone did not affect the viability or
growth of epiphytes (Nadkarni, Schaefer, Matelson, & Solano,
2002). One ramet with an expanded and healthy mature frond
from each piece was selected randomly to measure with a por-
table photosynthesis system (LI-6400XT; LI-COR, Lincoln,
NE) with an LED red/blue light source. We measured photo-
synthetic light-response curves between 8:00 a.m. and 11:30
a.m. on consecutive sunny days. PAR was set at 14 specific
steps, 1,200, 1,000, 800, 600, 550, 500, 450, 400, 300, 200,
100, 50, 20 and O pmol~m_2~s_1. The ambient CO, concentra-
tion was 380 pmol/mol. At each PAR step, ramets were
exposed to the above conditions for 5-15 min to allow photo-
synthetic parameters to stabilize. Light-response curves were
obtained by fitting the data to a rectangular hyperbola model
(Ye, 2007; Ye & Yu, 2008),

(XIPH max

=— "= _R 1
of + Popa, )

n
where P, is the net photosynthetic rate; [ is the light inten-
sity; Pumax 1S the maximum net photosynthesis rate; Ry is the
dark respiration rate; and a is a coefficient.

The light saturation point (I, light intensity on the light
curve, beyond which further increases will not increase the rate
of photosynthesis; pmol-m™2-s™") was calculated as follows,

anax =AQEX1sat_Rd, (2)
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where P,n.x and Ry are as mentioned above and AQE is the
apparent quantum efficiency, which is obtained by fitting the
data (/ < 200 pmol-m_z-s_l) to the linear model,

P,=AQEXI+b, 3)

where b is a coefficient. Using Equation (2) we can
infer that

Isal = (anax +Rd)/AQE- (4)

The light compensation point (I ., light intensity on the
light curve where the rate of photosynthesis exactly matches
the rate of respiration; pmol-m~2-s™') is denoted by the x-
intercept where the net photosynthetic rate is equal to zero.
In other words, when

I=1Icom,Pn=0in(1), so
Icom = (anax +Rd)/[a X (anax _Rd)]-

(5)

2.5 | Cumulative water loss curves

The rate of water loss after excision was measured from
undamaged, mature leaves (fronds). The collected leaves
were saturated overnight with distilled water. After the cut,
stipes were sealed with Parafilm, fronds were placed on a
lab bench under dim light (3—4 pmol-m~%s™"), with an air
temperature of approximately 25°C. Sample weights were
measured periodically on an electronic balance (AL204-IC;
Mettler Toledo Instruments Ltd., Shanghai, China) until
there were few changes between 24-hr intervals. The mea-
suring times were 0, 0.17, 0.67, 1, 2, 5, 14, 26, 38, 50, 62,
86, 110, 134, 158, 182, 206, 230 and 254 hr. At the end of
the observation period, all samples were dried for 48 hr at
70°C to determine their dry weights. Six replicates were
measured for ramets from each habitat.

2.6 | Data analysis

Initially, #-tests were used to compare environmental factors
(i.e., air temperature, air moisture, humus temperature, leaf
wetness and PAR), morphology, anatomy, physiology, bio-
mass and ramet density between epiphytic and terrestrial
habitats. By convention, alpha = 0.05 was used for the justi-
fication of significance level in traits between the two habi-
tats. In order to show the relationship between traits, data
were standardized using the Z-score to conduct a principle
component analysis (PCA). Statistical analyses were per-
formed in SPSS 18.0 (IBM, Armonk, NY).

3 | RESULTS

One-year data from the Ailaoshan Station for Subtropical
Forest Ecosystem Studies showed that the air temperature
was higher (p < 0.001), but air moisture was lower
(p < 0.05) in epiphytic habitat relative to terrestrial habitat
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TABLE 1 Differences in environmental factors between epiphytic and
terrestrial habitats in the montane moist forest study site

Habitat
Factor Epiphytic Terrestrial daf t )
Air temperature 11.8 +1.05 113 +1.03 11 6.859  0.000
o
Air moisture (%)* 78.7 + 4.60 87.7 + 3.30 11 -2.704 0.021
Humus 6.9 + 0.28 6.7 £0.32 5 0.286 0.787

temperature (°C)
Leaf wetness (%) 27.5 £ 894 36.1 = 10.14 5 —4.074 0.010
PAR (umol'm™2s™")  19.7 + 4.87 12.0 + 2.09 5 2622 0.047

Means + SE are given for each parameter. PAR: photosynthetically active
radiation.
#12-month data from Ailaoshan Station for Subtropical Forest Ecosystem
Studies.

(Table 1). The microclimatic observation systems recorded
that leaf wetness in epiphytic habitat was lower (p < 0.05)
than in terrestrial habitat whereas PAR exhibited the oppo-
site pattern (p < 0.05) (Table 1). For humus temperature, no
significant difference was found between the two habitats
(Table 1).

Frond length of S. griffithiana was significantly smaller in
the epiphytic than in the terrestrial habitat, while FW showed
no significant difference between the two habitats (Table 2).
Epiphytic ramets exhibited significantly greater LT, whereas
lower SLA, STL and SPL than terrestrial ones (Table 2). Rhi-
zome diameter and RSR did not differ significantly between
epiphytic and terrestrial habitats (Table 2). With respect to
anatomical traits, no significant difference was found in SS

between the two habitats (Table 2), but SD and VD of epi-
phytic S. griffithiana were lower than terrestrial ones
(Table 2). F,/F,, and RCC of fronds were significantly lower
in epiphytic habitat than in terrestrial habitat (Table 2). Total
biomass and belowground biomass per ramet were smaller in
the epiphytic than in the terrestrial habitat (Table 2), whereas
ramet density was significantly higher (Table 2).

Based on the light-response curve of S. griffithiana, terres-
trial ramets in general had a higher carbon assimilation capabil-
ity than epiphytic ramets (Figure la). Exposed to a light
gradient, terrestrial ramets exhibited higher photosynthesis rate
(P,) than epiphytic ones when PAR was no less than
100 pmol-m™2-s™" (Figure 1a). The maximum photosynthesis
rate (Pymax) Was 2.33 + 0.15 pmol COym2s~!in epiphytic
habitat and 3.24 + 0.44 pmol CO,m™>s™" in terrestrial habi-
tat. The light saturation point (I,) was 332.69
+ 1249 pmol-m™%s™" in epiphytic habitat and 306.91 +
6.64 pmol-m™2-s™" in terrestrial habitat. The light compensa-
tion point (Ioom) was 5.01 + 0.96 pmol-m™2-s™" in epiphytic
habitat and 1.8 + 0.48 pmol-m™>-s™" in terrestrial habitats.
These results indicated that terrestrial ramets from the shaded
forest understory can intercept light and gain carbon faster than
epiphytic ones from relatively brighter canopy conditions.

The water loss rate of S. griffithianawas was lower in epi-
phytic habitat than in terrestrial habitat (Figure 1b). When the
water-saturating fronds of ramets were exposed to air, the water
loss rate differed between epiphytic and terrestrial ramets after
approximately one hour, and was lower for epiphytic ramets
than terrestrial ramets. This represented that epiphytic ramets

TABLE 2 Comparison of functional traits of Selliguea griffithiana in forest epiphytic and terrestrial habitats

Habitat

Trait Abbreviation Epiphytic Terrestrial df t P

Frond length (cm) FL 12.40 + 0.64 13.50 + 0.82 29 —2.188 0.037
Frond width (cm) FW 3.34 + 0.09 3.42 +0.11 29 —0.532 0.599
Frond thickness (mm) LT 0.32 + 0.03 0.29 + 0.01 29 2.697 0.012
Specific leaf area (dm*/g) SLA 0.24 + 0.01 0.28 + 0.03 11 —2.242 0.047
Stipe length (cm) STL 6.14 + 0.45 7.64 + 041 29 —2.370 0.025
Rhizome diameter (cm) RHD 0.21 + 0.05 0.22 + 0.03 29 —0.441 0.662
Spacer length (cm) SPL 395 +0.12 4.34 + 0.14 29 -2.075 0.047
Ramet density (number per dm?) RD 425 +0.18 3.05 + 0.05 9 4.811 0.001
Biomass (g) B, 0.42 + 0.02 0.51 + 0.03 29 —2.156 0.040
Aboveground biomass (g) B. 0.29 + 0.11 0.34 + 0.14 29 —1.820 0.079
Belowground biomass (g) By 0.13 £ 0.11 0.17 = 0.12 29 -2.119 0.043
Root to shoot ratio RSR 0.51 + 0.04 0.54 + 0.05 29 —0.543 0.592
Stomatal density (number per mm?) SD 37.50 + 2.25 53.64 + 2.88 5 —-4.989 0.004
Stomatal size (pm) SS 45.52 + 1.06 4749 + 1.14 5 —1.756 0.139
Vein density (mm/mmz) VD 1.21 £ 0.01 1.32 + 0.05 5 —2.597 0.049
Fy/Fm Fy/F 0.76 + 0.01 0.78 + 0.02 29 —2.208 0.035
Relative chlorophyll content RCC 34.85 + 0.83 38.53 £ 1.23 29 -2.239 0.033
Maximum photosynthesis rate (pmol‘m_z‘s_l) Poimax 2.33 £ 0.15 324 + 044 5 —2.601 0.048
Light saturation point (umol-m™=2-s™") Lo 332.69 + 12.49 306.91 + 6.64 5 2.399 0.062
Light compensation point (umol-m_z-s_') Leom 5.01 + 0.96 1.84 + 0.48 5 2.752 0.040

Means + SE are given for each trait.
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exhibited higher water retention capacity than terrestrial ones
during the same time intervals (Figure 1b).

Result of PCA for functional traits showed that the first
and second axes, respectively, explained 27.20 and 20.32%
of the total variance (Table S1, Supporting Information;
Figure 2). P,.x dominated on the positive side of the first
axis while ramet density, RSR and I, on the negative side;
the second axis loaded VD and FW positively with just F,/
F,, on its negative part (Table S1; Figure 2). Accordingly,
epiphytic and terrestrial samples were separated by the first
axis, with terrestrial ones on the positive side and epiphytic
conspecifics on the negative side (Figure 2).

4 | DISCUSSION
The study provided detailed information on the variation of
functional traits of S. griffithiana between epiphytic and ter-
restrial habitats in a primary forest. Our results indicated that
the photosynthetic capacity was lower in epiphytic individ-
uals than in terrestrial conspecifics, and their water conserva-
tion efficiency was higher. By contrast, terrestrial individuals
exhibited a higher photosynthetic capacity despite being
exposed to lower light levels. PCA results also revealed two
suites of traits related to light and water acclimation, show-
ing different ecological strategies for S. griffithiana in the
two contrasting habitats. Evidently, the first axis was respon-
sible by light-related traits, and epiphytic and terrestrial sam-
ples distributed separately on its two sides. Though most of
the samples distributed on the positive side of the second
axis which was responsible by some water-related traits such
as VD, individuals from both habitats exhibited distinct
water conservative capacity. Here, we are going to elaborate
trait acclimation of S. griffithiana to both habitats.

In the epiphytic habitat, S. griffithiana developed thicker
and shorter fronds and relatively scarce stomata and veins
(i.e., lower stomata and VD). These results were consistent
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epiphytic and terrestrial samples of Selliguea griffithiana. Trait codes are
defined in Table 2

with previous studies showing that obligate epiphytic ferns
had smaller and thicker leaves than obligate terrestrial ferns
which had larger and thinner fronds (Watkins & Cardelds,
2012; Watkins, Mack, & Mulkey, 2007). Plants in water
shortage conditions commonly produce thick leaves and
exhibit low water conductance to store and conserve water
(Bartlett, Scoffoni, & Sack, 2012; North, Lynch, Maharaj,
Phillips, & Woodside, 2013). Similarly, Zhang et al. (2015)
found that epiphytic orchids exhibited traits indicative of
greater drought tolerance and increased water storage capac-
ity compared with terrestrial species. Waite and Sack (2010)
showed that the leaves of branch-dwelling epiphytic mosses
were smaller, composed of smaller cells with thicker cell
walls and lower in quantum efficiency relative to ground-
dwelling counterparts.

In terrestrial habitat, S. griffithiana produced longer
(i.e., higher frond and STLs), thinner leaves
(i.e., lower LT), greater SLA and higher RCC than epiphytic

stems
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Photosynthetic light-response curve (a) and cumulative water loss curve (b) of Selliguea griffithiana in forest epiphytic and terrestrial habitats.
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ramets. Responses of these traits and the light-response
curve suggested that S. griffithiana was better able to capture
light and assimilate carbon in terrestrial habitat, which had
lower light availability and more stable environments
(Matelson, Nadkarni, & Longino, 1993). Longer stems
increase leaf access to light and larger leaves maximize the
light capture area. In addition, SLA is highly responsive to
variation in light conditions, and plays an important role in
the trade-off between light capture area and photosynthetic
capacity per unit area (Zhu et al.,, 2016). Under different
light conditions, species or genotypes are apt to adjust frond
traits to make such acclimation (Barros et al.,, 2012;
Vermeulen, Anten, Stuefer, & During, 2013). For example,
the terrestrial (Blechnaceae)
exhibited larger and thinner fronds in low-light forest under-
story comparing to the forest gaps with high light (Saldafia,
Lusk, Gonzales, & Gianoli, 2007). In another study, three
tree ferns distributed under either closed or open canopies
also differed significantly in SLA, maximum electron trans-
port rate and light saturation point (Riafio & Briones, 2013).

S. griffithiana produced shorter spacers in epiphytic habi-
tat than in terrestrial habitat. Previous studies have shown that
spacers can increase, decrease, or do not change in response
to resource shortage (de Kroon & Hutchings, 1995; Gao,
Xing, Jin, Nie, & Wang, 2012; Pottier & Evette, 2010;
Weiser & Smycka, 2015). The shorter spacers between adja-
cent ramets from epiphytic habitats may not be an active
response to the shortage of water and nutrients, but a passive
response as a result of the reduced growth (Cornelissen, Song,
Yu, & Dong, 2014; de Kroon & Hutchings, 1995; Song et al.,
2013). In support of this view, we did find that mean biomass
of S. griffithiana was smaller in epiphytic habitat than in ter-
restrial habitat. On the other hand, a previous study showed
that the survival and growth of the S. griffithiana ramets relied
more on clonal integration (resource sharing) when they grew
in epiphytic habitat than they grew terrestrially in understory
(Lu et al., 2015). Because SPL is negatively correlated with
the efficiency of resource sharing between interconnected
ramets (Schmid & Bazzaz, 1987), shorter spacers in epiphytic
individuals may provide an addition explanation why the
effect of clonal integration was stronger in epiphytic habitat
than in terrestrial habitat (Lu et al., 2015).

S. griffithiana produced smaller but more (denser) ramets
in epiphytic habitat than in terrestrial habitat, suggesting a
trade-off between size and number of ramets. This might ben-
efit epiphytic individuals to explore the stressful and patchy
canopy and it could be ascribed to four reasons. Firstly, the
fragmentation of a clone may occur by violent disturbance fre-
quently in epiphytic habitat. But disconnection between
ramets may be fatal for this species, especially in the canopies
(Lu et al., 2015, 2016). Smaller ramets may minimize the cost
of the clone fragment or the whole clone in case of ramet
death. Secondly, epiphytic habitat is more stressful and hetero-
geneous than terrestrial one. The more ramets, the more

fern Blechnum chilense

microhabitats they could inhabit. There are enough individuals
to maintain epiphytic populations, although some of fronds
(aboveground part) may wither and die out under adverse con-
ditions. We did find there were lots of leafless ramets
(i.e., ramets without fronds) in the canopies in the field.
Thirdly, epiphytic individuals suffer from frequent overexpo-
sure to the sun. Reductions in organ size, such as leaves and
ramets, is a key mechanism of photoprotection because it
improves heat dissipation (Vogel, 1968; Waite & Sack, 2010).
Lastly, undertaking a conservative strategy of water and
resource use, limited assimilation products of epiphytic indi-
viduals cannot afford a large number of big ramets
(Brodribb & Holbrook, 2004; Zhang et al., 2009).

The present study found higher maximal photosynthesis
rate and chlorophyll fluorescence in the low-light terrestrial
habitat. This result contrasts with other findings comparing
individuals in different light environments with similar water
availability. For example, in B. chilense, the photosynthetic
capacity and dark respiration rate of individuals were lower in
forest understory than those in forest gaps (Saldafia et al.,
2007). Zhu et al. (2016) also found that ferns in high-light
habitats captured resources and grew rapidly in the open envi-
ronment (i.e., exhibited a fast-return strategy), while ferns in
low-light habitats had lower carbon assimilation rates and per-
sisted in the shaded understory (i.e., exhibited a slow-return
strategy). The discrepancy may result from three aspects.
Firstly, epiphytic habitat is characterized as a resource-limited
(especially water-limited) and resource heterogeneous envi-
ronment. Epiphytes dwelling in it are subjected to resource
shortages that restrict photosynthetic capacity, resulting in a
lower F,/Fy,. Actually, our PCA results revealed that maxi-
mum photosynthesis rate was positively correlated with VD,
while negatively correlated with ramet density. Thus, lower
VD of epiphytic rametes might also limit the photosynthesis
via its influence on frond hydraulic efficiency (Brodribb,
Field, & Jordan, 2007). Secondly, epiphytes have evolved a
higher capacity in water conservation at the expense of a
lower light use efficiency, which ultimately results in a lower
growth rate (Gauslaa, Lie, Solhaug, & Ohlson, 2006). Epi-
phytic ferns completely close stomata when frond relative
water content reaches about 70%, whereas terrestrial ferns
keep partial stomata open until the relative water content
reaches 45% (Zhang et al., 2009). Lastly, terrestrial ferns in
the understory have evolved a special photoreceptor of the
red/far-red light receptor to cope with low light conditions
(Kawai et al., 2003). The ramets of terrestrial individuals can
maximize the photosynthetic capacity without the shortages of
water and nutrients.

S | CONCLUSIONS

We conclude that the individuals of S. griffithiana from epi-
phytic and terrestrial habitats varied in morphological, ana-
tomical, physiological and growth traits, where acclimated
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to such contrasting habitats. This intra-specific variation of
functional traits may represent different strategies for facul-
tative epiphytes to cope with different habitats. The epi-
phytic strategy was more costly in terms of photosynthetic
capacity than the terrestrial strategy. This is because the epi-
phytic habitat is more water limited, and therefore, epiphytes
have to reduce water losses at the expense of photosynthesis.
Since among-individual variation is the substrate for natural
selection, these results open interesting ecological and evolu-
tionary questions for the future. Therefore, further studies
should focus on how the epiphytic individuals, which have a
lower photosynthetic capacity, are maintained in facultative
epiphyte populations, whether they are frequent or rare, and
whether they have a differential fitness.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Mr. Yuan-Xiang Lu, Wen-Zheng Yang and Da-
Wen Li for assistance with field work and two anonymous
reviewers for valuable comments. We also thank Ailaoshan
Station for Subtropical Forest Ecosystem Studies for provid-
ing experimental sites and background data and the Central
Laboratory of Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical Garden for
providing measure equipment. This study was supported by
the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(N0.31872685, 31770496 and 31670452), the Natural Sci-
ence Foundation of Yunnan Province (No. 2016FB053), the
CAS 135 program (No. 2017XTBG-F03 and 2017XTBG-
TO1) and the Open Fund from CAS Key Laboratory of
Tropical Forest Ecology, Xishuangbanna Tropical Botanical
Garden, Chinese Academy of Sciences.

ORCID

Hua-Zheng Lu "2 https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7543-1495

REFERENCES

Albert, C. H., Thuiller, W., Yoccoz, N. G., Soudant, A., Boucher, F.,
Saccone, P., & Lavorel, S. (2010). Intraspecific functional variability: Extent,
structure and sources of variation. Journal of Ecology, 98, 604—613. https://
doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2010.01651.x

Barros, F. d. V., Goulart, M. F., Sa Telles, S. B., Lovato, M. B.,
Valladares, F., & de Lemos-Filho, J. P. (2012). Phenotypic plasticity to light
of two congeneric trees from contrasting habitats: Brazilian Atlantic forest
versus cerrado (savanna). Plant Biology, 14, 208-215. https://doi.org/10.
1111/5.1438-8677.2011.00474.x

Bartlett, M. K., Scoffoni, C., & Sack, L. (2012). The determinants of leaf turgor
loss point and prediction of drought tolerance of species and biomes: a global
meta-analysis. Ecology Letters, 15, 393-405. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.
1461-0248.2012.01751.x

Benzing, D. H. (2004). Vascular epiphytes. In M. Lowman & H. Rinker (Eds.),
Forest canopies (pp. 175-211). Burlington, NJ: Elsevier Academic Press.

Brodribb, T. J., Field, T. S., & Jordan, G. J. (2007). Leaf maximum photosyn-
thetic rate and venation are linked by hydraulics. Plant Physiology, 144,
1890-1898. https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.107.101352

Brodribb, T. J., & Holbrook, N. M. (2004). Stomatal protection against hydraulic
failure: A comparison of coexisting ferns and angiosperms. New Phytologist,
162, 663-670. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2004.01060.x

RESEARCH

Cornelissen, J. H. C., Song, Y. B, Yu, F. H., & Dong, M. (2014). Plant traits
and ecosystem effects of clonality: A new research agenda. Annals of Bot-
any, 114, 369-376. https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcul13

de Kroon, H., & Hutchings, M. J. (1995). Morphological plasticity in clonal
plants: The foraging concept reconsidered. Journal of Ecology, 83, 143-152.
https://doi.org/10.2307/2261158

Demmig-Adams, B., & Adams, I. W. W. (1992). Photoprotection and other
responses of plants to high light stress. Annual Review of Plant Physiology
and Plant Molecular Biology, 43, 599-626. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.
pp.43.060192.003123

Freitas, C. A., Scarano, F. R., & Blesboer, D. D. (2003). Morphological variation in
two facultative epiphytic bromeliads growing on the floor of a swamp forest. Bio-
tropica, 35, 546-550. https:/doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2003.tb00611.x

Freschi, L., Takahashi, C. A., Cambui, C. A., Semprebom, T. R., Cruz, A. B.,
Mioto, P. T., ... Mercier, H. (2010). Specific leaf areas of the tank bromeliad
Guzmania monostachia perform distinct functions in response to water short-
age. Journal of Plant Physiology, 167, 526-533. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jplph.2009.10.011

Gao, Y., Xing, F., Jin, Y., Nie, D., & Wang, Y. (2012). Foraging responses of
clonal plants to multi-patch environmental heterogeneity: Spatial preference
and temporal reversibility. Plant and Soil, 359, 137-147. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s11104-012-1148-0

Gauslaa, Y., Lie, M., Solhaug, K., & Ohlson, M. (2006). Growth and ecophysio-
logical acclimation of the foliose lichen Lobaria pulmonaria in forests with
contrasting light climates. Oecologia, 147, 406—416. https://doi.org/10.1007/
500442-005-0283-1

Je, S. M., Kim, S. H., & Woo, S. Y. (2018). Responses of the photosynthetic
apparatus of Abies koreana to drought under different light conditions.
Ecological Research, 33, 413-423. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-018-
1561-9

Kamiyama, C., Katabuchi, M., Sasaki, T., Shimazaki, M., Nakashizuka, T., &
Hikosaka, K. (2014). Leaf-trait responses to environmental gradients in
moorland communities: contribution of intraspecific variation, species
replacement and functional group replacement. Ecological Research, 29,
607-617. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-014-1148-z

Kawai, H., Kanegae, T., Christensen, S., Kiyosue, T., Sato, Y., Imaizumi, T., ...
Wada, M. (2003). Responses of ferns to red light are mediated by an uncon-
ventional photoreceptor. Nature, 421, 287-290. https://doi.org/10.1038/
nature01310

Li, C. X,, Lu, S. G, Ma, J. Y., Sun, X. Y., Gai, Y. H,, Barrington, D. S., &
Yang, Q. (2012). From the Himalayan region or the Malay archipelago:
Molecular dating to trace the origin of a fern genus Phymatopteris
(Polypodiaceae). Chinese Science Bulletin, 57, 4569-4577. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11434-012-5392-8

Li, S, Liu, W. Y., Li, D. W., Li, Z. X, Song, L., Chen, K., & Fu, Y. (2014). Slower
rates of litter decomposition of dominant epiphytes in the canopy than on the for-
est floor in a subtropical montane forest, southwest China. Soil Biology and Bio-
chemistry, 70, 211-220. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.s0ilbio.2013.12.031

Lowman, M. D., & Schowalter, T. D. (2012). Plant science in forest canopies -
The first 30 years of advances and challenges (1980-2010). New Phytologist,
194, 12-27. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04076.x

Lu, H. Z., Liu, W. Y., Yu, F. H, Song, L., Xu, X. L., Wu, C. S., ... Lu, S. G.
(2015). Higher clonal integration in the facultative epiphytic fern Selliguea
griffithiana growing in the forest canopy compared with the forest under-
storey. Annals of Botany, 116, 113-122. https://doi.org/10.1093/a0b/mcv059

Lu, H. Z., Song, L., Liu, W. Y., Xu, X. L., Hu, Y. H., Shi, X. M., ... Yu, F. H.
(2016). Survival and growth of epiphytic ferns depend on resource sharing.
Frontiers in Plant Science, 7, 416. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2016.00416

Ma, W. Z. (2009). The composition and biomass of epiphytic materials and their
relationships with ecological factors in Xujiaba Region from Ailao Moun-
tain, Yunnan. (Unpublished doctoral dissertation). University of Chinese
Academy of Sciences, Beijing.

Manzoni, S., Vico, G., Palmroth, S., Porporato, A., & Katul, G. (2013). Optimi-
zation of stomatal conductance for maximum carbon gain under dynamic soil
moisture. Advances in Water Resources, 62, 90-105. https://doi.org/10.1016/
j.advwatres.2013.09.020

Matelson, T. J., Nadkarni, N. M., & Longino, J. T. (1993). Longevity of fallen
epiphytes in a neotropical montane forest. Ecology, 74, 265-269. https://doi.
org/10.2307/1939523

Mondragén Chaparro, D., & Ticktin, T. (2011). Demographic effects of
harvesting epiphytic bromeliads and an alternative approach to collection.


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7543-1495
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7543-1495
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2010.01651.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2745.2010.01651.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1438-8677.2011.00474.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1438-8677.2011.00474.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01751.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1461-0248.2012.01751.x
https://doi.org/10.1104/pp.107.101352
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2004.01060.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcu113
https://doi.org/10.2307/2261158
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.pp.43.060192.003123
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev.pp.43.060192.003123
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-7429.2003.tb00611.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2009.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jplph.2009.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-012-1148-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-012-1148-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-005-0283-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-005-0283-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-018-1561-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-018-1561-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-014-1148-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01310
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature01310
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11434-012-5392-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11434-012-5392-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2013.12.031
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2012.04076.x
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcv059
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2016.00416
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advwatres.2013.09.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advwatres.2013.09.020
https://doi.org/10.2307/1939523
https://doi.org/10.2307/1939523

CHEN ET AL.

414 ECOLOGICAL

“ LWILEY-
Conservation Biology, 25, 797-807. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.
2011.01691.x

Nadkarni, N. M., Schaefer, D., Matelson, T. J., & Solano, R. (2002). Comparison
of arboreal and terrestrial soil characteristics in a lower montane forest,
Monteverde, Costa Rica. Pedobiologia, 46, 24-33. https://doi.org/10.
1078/0031-4056-00110

Niinemets, U., & Valladares, F. (2006). Tolerance to shade, drought, and water-
logging of temperate northern hemisphere trees and shrubs. Ecological
Monographs, 76, 521-547. https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9615(2006)076
[0521: TTSDAW]2.0.CO;2

Noda, H., Muraoka, H., & Washtani, I. (2004). Morphological and physiological
acclimation responses to contrasting light and water regimes in Primula
sieboldii. Ecological Research, 19, 331-340. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.
1440-1703.2004.00642.x

North, G. B., Lynch, F. H., Maharaj, F. D. R., Phillips, C. A., &
Woodside, W. T. (2013). Leaf hydraulic conductance for a tank bromeliad:
Axial and radial pathways for moving and conserving water. Frontiers in
Plant Science, 4, 78. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2013.00078

Ozanne, C. M. P., Anhuf, D., Boulter, S. L., Keller, M., Kitching, R. L.,
Korner, C., ... Yoshimura, M. (2003). Biodiversity meets the atmosphere: A
global view of forest canopies. Science, 301, 183-186. https://doi.org/10.
1126/science.1084507

Pérez-Ramos, 1. M., Volaire, F., Fattet, M., Blanchard, A., & Roumet, C. (2013).
Tradeoffs between functional strategies for resource-use and drought-
survival in Mediterranean rangeland species. Environmental and Experimen-
tal Botany, 87, 126—136. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2012.09.004

Pottier, J., & Evette, A. (2010). On the relationship between clonal traits and
small-scale spatial patterns of three dominant grasses and its consequences
on community diversity. Folia Geobotanica, 45, 59-75. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s12224-009-9053-x

Riafio, K., & Briones, O. (2013). Leaf physiological response to light environ-
ment of three tree fern species in a Mexican cloud forest. Journal of Tropical
Ecology, 29, 217-228. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0266467413000230

Saldafia, A., Lusk, C. H., Gonzales, W. L., & Gianoli, E. (2007). Natural selec-
tion on ecophysiological traits of a fern species in a temperate rainforest.
Evolutionary Ecology, 21, 651-662. https://doi.org/10.1007/
$10682-006-9143-7

Schmid, B., & Bazzaz, F. A. (1987). Clonal integration and population - struc-
ture in perennials - effects of severing rhizome connections. Ecology, 68,
2016-2022. https://doi.org/10.2307/1939892

Schneider, C. A., Rasband, W. S., & Eliceiri, K. W. (2012). NIH image to
Imagel: 25 years of image analysis. Nature Methods, 9, 671-675. https://doi.
org/10.1038/nmeth.2089

Shi, I. P., & Zhu, H. (2009). Tree species composition and diversity of tropical
mountain cloud forest in the Yunnan, southwestern China. Ecological
Research, 24, 83-92. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-008-0484-2

Song, L., Lu, H. Z,, Xu, X. L., Li, S., Shi, X. M., Chen, X., ... Liu, W. Y.
(2016). Organic nitrogen uptake is a significant contributor to nitrogen econ-
omy of subtropical epiphytic bryophytes. Scientific Reports, 6, 30408.
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep30408

Song, Y. B., Yu, F. H, Keser, L. H., Dawson, W., Fischer, M., Dong, M., & van
Kleunen, M. (2013). United we stand, divided we fall: A meta-analysis of
experiments on clonal integration and its relationship to invasiveness.
Oecologia, 171, 317-327. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2430-9

Théry, M. (2001). Forest light and its influence on habitat selection. Plant Ecol-
ogy, 153, 251-261. https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1017592631542

Tsunoda, Y., Furukawa, S., & Mizunaga, H. (2017). How does the longevity of
Sasa kurilensis ramets respond to a light gradient? An analysis of ontoge-
netic changes to hydraulic resistance and carbon budget within a ramet. Eco-
logical Research, 32, 117-128. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-016-1423-2

Umana, N. H.-N., & Wanek, W. (2010). Large canopy exchange fluxes of inor-
ganic and organic nitrogen and preferential retention of nitrogen by epiphytes
in a tropical lowland rainforest. Ecosystems, 13, 367-381. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s10021-010-9324-7

Vermeulen, P. J., Anten, N. P. R., Stuefer, J. F., & During, H. J. (2013). Whole-
canopy carbon gain as a result of selection on individual performance of ten
genotypes of a clonal plant. Oecologia, 172, 327-337. https://doi.org/10.
1007/s00442-012-2504-8

Vogel, S. (1968). Sun leaves and shade leaves differences in convective heat dis-
sipation. Ecology, 49, 1203—1204. https://doi.org/10.2307/1934517

Wagner, K., Bogusch, W., & Zotz, G. (2013). The role of the regeneration niche
for the vertical stratification of vascular epiphytes. Journal of Tropical Ecol-
ogy, 29, 277-290. https://doi.org/10.1017/s0266467413000291

Waite, M., & Sack, L. (2010). How does moss photosynthesis relate to leaf and
canopy structure? Trait relationships for 10 Hawaiian species of contrasting
light habitats. New Phytologist, 185, 156-172. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.
1469-8137.2009.03061.x

Watkins, J. E., & Cardelds, C. L. (2012). Ferns in an angiosperm world: Creta-
ceous radiation into the epiphytic niche and diversification on the forest
floor. International Journal of Plant Sciences, 173, 695-710. https://doi.
org/10.1086/665974

Watkins, J. E., Mack, M., & Mulkey, S. (2007). Gametophyte ecology and
demography of epiphytic and terrestrial tropical ferns. American Journal of
Botany, 94, 701-708. https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.94.4.701

Weiser, M., & Smycka, J. (2015). A simple model for the influence of habitat
resource availability on lateral clonal spread. Proceedings of the Royal Soci-
ety B: Biological Sciences, 282, 20150327. https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.
2015.0327

Xu, H. Q., & Liu, W. Y. (2005). Species diversity and distribution of epiphytes
in the montane moist evergreen broad-leaved forest in Ailao Mountain, Yun-
nan. Biodiversity Science, 13, 137-147. https://doi.org/10.1360/biodiv.
040123

Ye, Z. P. (2007). A new model for relationship between irradiance and the rate
of photosynthesis in Oryza sativa. Photosynthetica, 45, 637-640. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11099-007-0110-5

Ye, Z. P., & Yu, Q. (2008). Comparison of new and several classical models of
photosynthesis in response to irradiance. Journal of Plant Ecology, 32,
1356-1361. https://doi.org/10.3773/j.issn.1005-264x.2008.06.016

You, G., Zhang, Y., Liu, Y., Song, Q., Lu, Z., Tan, Z., ... Xie, Y. (2013a). On
the attribution of changing pan evaporation in a nature reserve in SW China.
Hydrological Processes, 27, 2676-2682. https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.9394

You, G., Zhang, Y., Schaefer, D., Sha, L., Liu, Y., Gong, H., ... Xie, Y.
(2013b). Observed air/soil temperature trends in open land and understory of
a subtropical mountain forest, SW China. International Journal of Climatol-
0gy, 33, 1308-1316. https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.3494

Zhang, Q., Chen, J. W., Li, B. G., & Cao, K. F. (2009). Epiphytes and
hemiepiphytes have slower photosynthetic response to lightflecks than terres-
trial plants: Evidence from ferns and figs. Journal of Tropical Ecology, 25,
465-472. https://doi.org/10.1017/3026646740900618x

Zhang, S. B., Dai, Y., Hao, G. Y., Li, J. W, Fu, X. W., & Zhang, J. L. (2015).
Differentiation of water-related traits in terrestrial and epiphytic Cymbidium
species. Frontiers in Plant Science, 6, 260. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.
00260

Zhang, X. C. (2012). Lycopods and ferns of China. Beijing, China: Peking Uni-
versity Press.

Zhu, S. D., Li, R. H., Song, J., He, P. C., Liu, H., Berninger, F., & Ye, Q.
(2016). Different leaf cost-benefit strategies of ferns distributed in contra-
sting light habitats of sub-tropical forests. Annals of Botany, 117, 497-506.
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcv179

Zotz, G. (2013). The systematic distribution of vascular epiphytes: A critical
update. Botanical Journal of the Linnean Society, 171, 453—481. https://doi.
org/10.1111/b0j.12010

Zotz, G. (2016). Plants on plants: The biology of vascular epiphytes. Basel,
Switzerland: Springer International Publishing.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional supporting information may be found online in
the Supporting Information section at the end of this
article.

How to cite this article: Chen Q, Sun J-Q, Song L,
et al. Trait acclimation of the clonal fern Selliguea
griffithiana to forest epiphytic and terrestrial habitats.
Ecol Res. 2019;34:406-414. https://doi.org/10.
1111/1440-1703.12002



https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2011.01691.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1523-1739.2011.01691.x
https://doi.org/10.1078/0031-4056-00110
https://doi.org/10.1078/0031-4056-00110
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9615(2006)076%5B0521:TTSDAW%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1890/0012-9615(2006)076%5B0521:TTSDAW%5D2.0.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1703.2004.00642.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1440-1703.2004.00642.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2013.00078
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1084507
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1084507
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envexpbot.2012.09.004
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12224-009-9053-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12224-009-9053-x
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0266467413000230
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10682-006-9143-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10682-006-9143-7
https://doi.org/10.2307/1939892
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2089
https://doi.org/10.1038/nmeth.2089
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-008-0484-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep30408
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2430-9
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1017592631542
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11284-016-1423-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-010-9324-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10021-010-9324-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2504-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00442-012-2504-8
https://doi.org/10.2307/1934517
https://doi.org/10.1017/s0266467413000291
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2009.03061.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2009.03061.x
https://doi.org/10.1086/665974
https://doi.org/10.1086/665974
https://doi.org/10.3732/ajb.94.4.701
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.0327
https://doi.org/10.1098/rspb.2015.0327
https://doi.org/10.1360/biodiv.040123
https://doi.org/10.1360/biodiv.040123
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11099-007-0110-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11099-007-0110-5
https://doi.org/10.3773/j.issn.1005-264x.2008.06.016
https://doi.org/10.1002/hyp.9394
https://doi.org/10.1002/joc.3494
https://doi.org/10.1017/s026646740900618x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.00260
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2015.00260
https://doi.org/10.1093/aob/mcv179
https://doi.org/10.1111/boj.12010
https://doi.org/10.1111/boj.12010
https://doi.org/10.1111/1440-1703.12002
https://doi.org/10.1111/1440-1703.12002

	 Trait acclimation of the clonal fern Selliguea griffithiana to forest epiphytic and terrestrial habitats
	1  INTRODUCTION
	2  MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.1  Study site
	2.2  Plant materials and sampling design
	2.3  Measurements of traits
	2.4  Photosynthetic light-response curves
	2.5  Cumulative water loss curves
	2.6  Data analysis

	3  RESULTS
	4  DISCUSSION
	5  CONCLUSIONS
	5  ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	  References


