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D iscussion on the ecosystan concept

1 2 2
L IU Zeng-wen",L I Ya-su",L IW en-hua
(1 College d Resources and Envirormental Science,N orthw est Sci-Tech U niversity A griculture and Forestry, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China;
2 College d Forestry,N orthw est Sci-Tech U niversity d A griculture and Forestry, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract: A Ithough the traditional tem ecosysten hasprovided us an explanatory framewvork for eco-
logical phenomena,w ith the deepening of its application, the anbiguities of this concept are becomingmore
andmore gpparent and leading to a vigorous backlash and question tow ard it T he backlash and question fo-
cuseson the gatial closure, atial homogeneity andL atin binom ial substitute ability,w hich the traditional
ecosystem concept has assumed It also involves the natural selection minimized or ignored, scaled concept
of stability and digpersal range of gecies A ccording to the fact, the ecosystam is gatial open and internal
heterogeneous N atural selection isoneof the mportant processes that detemm ine systan stability. The con-
cept of ecosystem,w hich is defined strictly in temm s of function but minimizes the role of L atin binom ials,
is not adequate to be a general theory of ecological phenomena In other words, an adequate theory of e-
cosystan must be able to deal w ith stability,w hich represents a fundamental phenomenon to be explained
S0, to realize critically the ecosysten concept and then to mprove and optimize it certainly seens to be an
important target of eclogy in future
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