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Abstract :Asone of the maor part of theforestry community in Southeast Tibet , Abies georgei forest plays animportant part in
conserving water resources and il and water conservation. The authors studied the volume and water holding capacity of moss
and litter layers under Abies georgei forest of different dope direction of the east dope of mount sgilain Tibet. The results
showed that the thicknessof mossinubacis12.1 15.3cmanditis4.5 8.3 cminadret, which showed that the thickness of
moss in ubac thicker than that in adret and about 1.5 3.4 timesin adret. The volume of mossin ubac is 7.127 x 10* kg/ hm?
and it is 2.285 x 10" kg/ hm? in adret , which showed that the volume of mossin ubac more than that in adret. The water hold-
ing capacity of litter superior to moss, which showed that litter layers play a much more important part in conserving water resource
of forest. At the same time, the function of origind natura forest which lack of anthropogenic activities is perfect and tremendous,
which d < showed that reinforcing the origina natura forest protection is necessary for originad ecosystem conservation.
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