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ABSTRACT

Tibetan Plateau is the youngest and highest plateau on the Earth, where the biogeochem-
ical cycles were disturbed by climate change and human activities in recent decades. From
mid-20th century, both nitrogen (N) deposition and grazing pressure have been increasing in
alpine grassland ecosystems. Although alpine ecosystem is sensitive to increased N deposition,
the impacts of N addition to grazing grasslands remain unclear. The objectives of the study
were to: First, investigate the amount of N wet deposition and its spatial distribution pattern
on the Tibetan Plateau; Second, examine alpine ecosystem nutrient status and carbon exchange
under the background of current N deposition; Third, clarify responses of ecosystem structure,

function and CO, exchange to elevated N input under grazing conditions.

(1) In this study, the chemical characteristics of precipitation were investigated at five re-
mote sites from 2011 to 2013 on the Tibetan Plateau: Southeast Tibet Observation and Research
Station for the Alpine Environment, Chinese Academy of Sciences (Southeast Tibet Station),
Nam Co Monitoring and Research Station for Multisphere Interactions, Chinese Academy of
Sciences (Nam Co Station), Qomolangma Atmospheric and Environmental Observation and
Research Station, Chinese Academy of Sciences (Qomolangma Station), Ngari Desert Ob-
servation and Research Station (Ngari Station) and Muztagh Ata Westerly Observation and
Research Station (Muztagh Ata Station). NH;*-N was the dominant form of the inorganic
nitrogen wet deposition on the Tibetan Plateau. At Southeast Tibet Station, Nam Co Station,
Qomolangma Station, Ngari Station and Muztagh Ata Station, the NH,*-N wet deposition were
0.63,0.91, 1.61, 0.36 and 1.25 kg N ha~! yr~!, respectively; the NO;~-N wet deposition were
0.28,0.35,0.04, 0.08 and 0.3 kg N ha~! yr~!, respectively; the dissolved inorganic N were 0.91,
1.26, 1.64, 0.44 and 1.55 kg N ha~! yr!, respectively. Compared with existing data, kriging
spatial interpolation was utilized to assessed quantity and spatial pattern of the N deposition
on the Tibetan Plateau. Spatial averaging NH,*-N wet deposition, NO; ~-N wet deposition and

1

inorganic N wet deposition were estimated as 1.30, 0.56 and 1.86 kg N ha~! yr~!, respectively.
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(2) During the growing seasons of 2012 and 2013, CO, flux and soil investigations were
conducted in an alpine steppe, alpine meadow and alpine swamp meadow on the central Ti-
betan Plateau. Preliminary results showed that: The soil inorganic N pool was dominated by
NO;~in the steppe, but by NH;" in the wetland. In the meadow, the soil inorganic N pool
was dominated by both NH;* and NO;~, with an NH,"/NO; ratio of about 1:1. Responses of
plant nutrient and ecosystem CO, assimilation to grazing and grazing exclusion were investi-
gated in an alpine steppe. Preliminary results show that: During the growing season of 2012,
grazing exclusion increased above-ground biomass from 27.714:3.50 g m 2 to 42.46+2.64 g
m~2, and increased below-ground biomass from 401.114£53.03 g m~2 to 637.22+58.14 g m2.
Compared to fencing treatment, grazing increased soil NO3;~-N from 6.1£0.5 mg N kg~! to
12.1+0.8 mg N kg~!, but did not change soil NH;"-N (0.75+0.05 mg N kg~! in fencing area
and 0.794-0.03 mg N kg~! in grazing area). Grazing increased the weighted average foliar N:P
ratio from 13.0+0.4 to 15.94+0.4.

(3) Four years (2010-2013) of multi-level N fertilization experiment (0, 10, 20, 40, 80
and 160 kg N ha! yr~!) was conducted in an alpine steppe on the central Tibetan Plateau,
to clarify responses of ecosystem structure, function and CO, exchange to elevated N input
under grazing conditions. From 2010 to 2012, soil organic carbon, soil total N and soil C:N
were not changed by N addition. Soil inorganic N responses to N addition were different with
fertilization ages. In the first year (2010), the treatment of N fertilization rate at 160 kg N ha™!
yr~! had higher soil NO;~-N and NH, "-N than other treatment. In the second year (2011), soil
NO; ™ -N increased linearly with increased N fertilization rate, but NH;"-N remain unchanged.
In the third year (2012), soil NO5;~-N increased nonlinearly with increased N fertilization rate,

and became stable when N fertilization rate above 40 kg N ha~! yr~!.

(4)Soil organic carbon, total N and C:N remained unchanged for all treatment from 2010 to
2012. Aboveground biomass and species richness remain unchanged for all treatment in 2012
and 2013. In 2013, N addition increased belowground biomass and root:shoot, and root:shoot
became stable when N fertilization rate above 40 kg N ha~! yr~!. In 2012, compared control,
N fertilization of 10, 80 and 160 kg N ha~! yr~! increased GEP; ER was increased by N fertil-
ization of 10, 20, 80 and 160 kg N ha~! yr~!. Compared to control, NEE increased in 10 kg N
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ABSTRACT

ha~! yr! treatment, but did not changed by other level N fertilization.

(5) N uptake responses to relative N availability were species-specific. Biomass N concen-
tration of seven out of the eight non-legume species increased significantly with N fertilization
rates, while Kobresia macrantha and the one legume species (Oxytropics glacialis) studied re-
mained stable. Both the non-legume and the legume species showed significant '°N enrichment
with increasing N fertilization rate. All non-legume species showed significant increased N:P
ratios with increased N fertilization rate, but not the legume species. As the N fertilization rate
increased from 10 kg N ha~! yr~! to 160 kg N ha~! yr~!, the N-use efficiency decreased from
12.344.6 kg C kg N~! to 1.64-0.2 kg C kg N~!, and the N-uptake efficiency decreased from
43.249.7% to 9.1£1.1%. Biomass N:P ratios increased from 14.442.6 in the control plots to
20.540.8 in the plots with the highest N input. Biomass N:P ratios, N-uptake efficiency and

N-use efficiency flattened out at 40 kg N ha=! yr~1.

In short, inorganic N wet deposition on the Tibetan Plateau was much lower than the
average inorganic N wet deposition of China. At the background of current N deposition on the
plateau, the non-legume species was N-limited, but the legume species was not limited by N.
According the responses of foliar N, foliar N:P, N-uptake efficiency, N-use efficiency and soil
inorganic N to multi-level N addition, the alpine steppes might be N-saturated above a critical

N load of 40 kg N ha~! yr~! on the Tibetan Plateau.

Keywords Nitrogen deposition, Nitrogen addition, Nitrogen limitation, Nitrogen saturation,

Carbon flux
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1.1 ARBEFBRMEER. kS Ml
.11 ARBREMRE T

A8t (Holocene) VLK, ANFRiEzNIMAR 7 HuEk 6 K G (Vitousek et al., 1997),
HEl, HERLA 62 Fiw RMEH 23 7 NKES T, H gt G5 A6 (Sen and
Peucker-Ehrenbrink, 2012). H S8 F o B A 73 A JETEME A (Non-reactive N)
FIEM % (Reactive N, Nr) (Galloway et al., 2003). 3FVE % A& T8 N, (Galloway et al.,
2003). TEMER (Nr) 2FEER T Ny 2 AR AY (Galloway et al., 2013), €fh: TEHLIE
JAPESR (fn: NHa. NH, ™ %5, THLEAIER (W1: NOy. HNOs;. N,O M1 NO;~ %%),
DLAANLE (s JRE. & ERRAXEESE)  (Galloway et al., 2003).

AR R B B2 AEEER, W S5 78% IR N Nos 4R10, 48 K24
EWE T E R Nyo Ny FHAS N B2l =% A2 N, &2
N=N W%, XA fEvh T ZEFE B m I RE &, R 78 il A% 1R T Bl 30 40 [ Ui A
Yt R BE W15 ) (Canfield et al., 2010). AJET-HLLAFT, HIBR LR N, Fe b J9id P& )
D7 RIEA R AR R N EAEYE % (Biological nitrogen fixation, BNF) (Galloway et
al., 2003). £ [N HLE BRI SR 264 R, Ny Fl Oy R AR RE: Np+0,=2NO, ¥ N, ¥4k,
NIEMERG B, NO #AL K NO,, 4k KB HNOs, 2 Ji5 LI It B 1 % 3
NEL RS (Galloway et al., 2004). A FLE ZCK U, 3K Z S EL T 54 TgNyr!
(Galloway et al., 2004). A4 [E 27T LA 73 G P B 3 (Reed et al., 2011): (1) FLA= [ 45
(Symbiotic N, fixation), JEfetEY) (40: GRMEY) 5 HAR A EEMAEY (. R
JA T (Hartwig, 1998)) #h[EI[E % (20 HAEM% (Free-living N, fixation), A&f8 kR34
[F 8 LA AR T O 2, e SR B A A A (] 0B AR ] 45 (DeLuca et al., 2002;
Reed etal., 2011). #iipih[X, FHRMEAREYB R EL N 6kgNha ' yr! (De Souza et al.,
2012), HHAEYIE % E (0.22-5kgNha ' yr!) (De Freitas et al., 2012). A4 & & ifi
F, MiAES RGN ES RGAEVEREAM S, 254709 120 Tg N yr!' Fl 121
Tg N yr~! (Galloway et al., 2004),
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H 20 WAk, HiBkEIE I Z =R ORISR ZLT 40 N8 TAkiEsh (0
A1) [ A Y N LA AN AL A R B BR 1S (Canfield et al., 2010; Galloway et al.,
2008; McLauchlan et al., 2013). 1909 4F, Fritz Haber {E 2256 = oh & X N, #1 Hy, &%
NH;. 1913 &, Carl Bosch 2§33t | Fritz Haber ) /& & & &%, I H A& A AL 28
AL, RTh S A i AL T4k, Haber A1 Bosch ({34 R & Bk a4 M. WA 18
Jiti7%: (Haber-Bosch process) (Galloway et al., 2013), Carl Bosch i& [H 315 7 1931 4F
W URA 3. 20 4 50 ARG, e f0— 18t vk B J 2 N H T2 UIE A e 20 i
2 60 AT, RERNCE (RS EBEM, B4 N 57%, W45 25%, #2405 18%) #&
YN 343100 W, Z 2006 FETF A 166100 Wi, Z 2050 4 Wi # ik 263 %100
(Alexandratos and Bruinsma, 2012; Sutton and Bleeker, 2013). Jii I35 A2 iF T A A 77,
YRR T HUER N CURRFEEIG K, 2 21 tHALW),  DRIS (-1t ok i 384 I ek A 2 22 it
I8 TR 41 50% )\ 1 (Erisman et al., 2008). B& 7 A AL, MA— 1828 7l T
HRCOMR, AR A B o™, b Je . o B b 08 SRR K
T 30 FE AR (1980-2008 4E) #8jn 7 i 13.4 £%, 2 2008 4E ik 3.7 Tg N yr ! (Gu et
al., 2013b). A 1960 22 2008 4, 4K TAVEIEEM 2.5 TeNyr ! 9% 254 Tg Nyr !,
X 5T BB BEHERL ) NO, 124 (Gu et al., 2013a). M H—1# 72 B4 5 S Tk 4
FRE N, RUE 20 S 70 EAR, PR YA [ S0 Rk DA T Un R B AR AUd R
(Galloway et al., 2013).

H 19 tadm Lok, B A EEEHEBGRFEE G n: 1860 -4 15 Tg Nyr '
2000 £} &% 165 Tg N yr~! (Galloway et al., 2008), #1245 F H 4R & ZOE KK 1.5-2 1%
(Erisman et al., 2011); % 2008 4, X —¥{H# %192 Tg N yr ! (Gu et al., 2013a), /L
AR, WA, SR RERE, AATEME RS ZUE R BRI WA
EHERHE LM 1961 1) 144 Tg N yr~!, EFFE 2000 4/ 67.7 Tg Nyr~!', % 2030
fE, ¥k F] 105.3 Tg N yr! (Zheng et al., 2002).

1.1.2 S RE N B AR

WVERH 70% e = TR IR ADTERIhER, Bk, BE A vistE
RHRB G I, KRRV E R EK &S (Lamarque et al,, 2005), % 1% V& AR
I S S RGN, 2 E MK CLRIT T RGN RT3
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T 1978 EHLIT R T 2 KB PTFE TR S il (National Atmospheric Deposition
Program [NADP] /National Trends Network [NTN]), 78 53¢ [ 458, A7k 237 NI A,
HFWITEHLIE (NHy . NOs;™) #2UTF% (Holland et al., 2005) Chttp://nadp.sws.uiuc.edu,
Last visited on 2014-02-16); I+ 1987 4 @ 37 1 [ 5K T~ YL % B [z K355 i R B0 A
i % W 2% (National Dry Deposition Network[NDDN] /Clean Air Status and Trends Net-
work[CASTNED), 7 76 36 [H 4855, ik 80 MMl s, A T MM E (Particulate ni-
trate/Nitric acid/Particulate ammonium) F-JT[% Chttp:/java.epa.gov/castnet/index.jsp, Last
visited on 2014-02-16). 1 KT 1983 fEZH 1 45 UM B /K M I P 2% (Canadian Air
and Precipitation Monitoring Network [CAPMoN]), Zlf 33 AN &, A F &R
FEFNT-U0F%  C(http://www.ec.gc.ca/rs-mn/default.asp?, Last visited on 2014-02-16). KX T
1977 AT 46 F J R 5 P 11Xl (Buropean Monitoring and Evaluation Programme
[EMEP]), AR5 232 MM A Chttp://www.emep.int/, Last visited on 2014-02-16), ¥
IR R IRV (NHy . NOs;—) FIFPCf% (Particulate nitrate/Nitric acid/Particulate am-
monium) (Holland et al., 2005). H AT 1989 FE4H 4 | H AR UTIF M E ML (Japanese
Acid Deposition Survey [JADS]), A% 20 MG A, H T IRNEFRITHF. RILERDT
[ WS ™ (Acid Deposition Monitoring Network in East Asia [EANET]) Ml T /E 45 F
2000 4, 7EaEiE W AR 13 NMEZK: REL R HAR BERT. ZEAR
RFILAE, Bk, 0. gif). e sl R0, RE. BiE, HLRor
TOS3ANMRI A, TR E TR Horb, 9 ANk s oA T b I YA
(EJR. V2%, JEI]. ER#E) (http://www.eanet.cc, Last visited on 2014-02-16).

P EmE, PEASRET 1989 @7 1 E K RUTFEEE MM (National Acid Deposi-
tion Monitoring Network [NADMN]), EZEllE pH. HSEMBEKE, RA L@ Ik
2y R B 4 S A RO I 3t A 3 282 1) B 7k A S e N JE], T [ %2
HRHE A [E R TR IR MR SARES 2= 0 A R AL R, 1992-1993 SEAE AT A & i K 4R
oK, AT e ik, XRME—IE ST 2 E KR, Hod,
P55 5 e JR AT M 2D (Ge et al, 2011; T [H %2 45, 2004).  #t X BB R UL, A 1E
TFRE 7 i B BR YT P 25 & 52 M AL AJE 58 (Integrated Monitoring Program on Acidification of
Chinese Terrestrial Systems[IMPACTS]), fll# T #HFARMAES RS, WL 7 EER T
W, WIEA AL, SN RIS, B WA AR IR AL 5 AN [ B v IR R
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5, T 2001 45 1 A LA R IEIT (Chen and Mulder, 2007).  H E Rl 22 K4 HE
BRI T Bt A 5 Jeyi B s, b, BAdG. R, b DR
ZEI. B WL R 10 A AT AR TR UUE I (Pan et al., 2012).
o [ o 2 5t b BB 2 5 R R 9T BT AR v [ e S W 7S 4% (ChinaFLUX network),
EXARMAES RS, JHE T HEARH IR (North - South Transect of Eastern China
[NSTECD ZUTFEMRIAT 7T, A 8 ANl s: Ppehih, WE) Lk, fRmsE, KAl
she TP KR LEs, 2 FE AR LS, E 2008 4 5 H FFRUE R P RIRIT
(Sheng et al., 2013).

b, AR S Jb3E. BRI, R = KA X, Hd e R
C4 B AR BRI 4. R BIRE O FFIETF R UTRm TE, Rk, W
WA AT AT X, 2T 2 ARSI MEN R X, A0 S, B ]
AT RARAN T . A T S M0 ORI R TR P 2%, 2850 X C & TT 4t
S XORRE (R ST BRI, T E P A DA R I e SR X, R AT X R
JE B TR

1.1.3  SUREEIE 30 SET{ki#ats

BREMX, RAFILFHARZREEANMIE R LTS, N5 R KR
ML (CAPMoN) 3 12 AN g LA KIE SIS, HMMLE LR M 1988 4
22007 5, INEERFEAKH NHy ™ A4, T NO;~ W FENIHFEE T B# (Zbieranowski and
Aherne, 2011), & [ B Z RS BDIE LI &M (NADP/NTN) A 164 il i B K
WIS, FOUWMEE SRR BT M 1985 4E 2 2002 4F, 58% MM I AP 7K NHy ™ W E
BEWIN, H 3 AW SRR NH, 3R RE T SEE P 7E 3 X FF/K NOy— K FE
BERM C45 NI AL b 27%), T3 EZRIGE NOy~ W B2 TR (25 MR,
5 15%); FEBEKATETELHIE (NH,Y + NOs—, DIN) WREM S, FEEARILE (114
WA, o5 7%) BEKREVETCHLER 3 NI, HARM XA 75 AN A Gl 46%)
B K AT M TE AL R 25 8 I (Lehmann et al., 2005). BRI EAi+%] (EMEP) 4
24 ANl A K HNES IR A5k, OSSR A 1980 4F % 2003 4, BRI FE/K
1 NH, ™ FINO; ™ WKRFEH 2L TR M 1990 4% 2003 4F, BRI NH, 3~
[%, 172 NO, 54 5224k (Fagerli and Aas, 2008). K HISE [ /K WL KX C Austrian
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Precipitation Sampling Network) 1 11 Ml g BAA KBS MM id sk, HA 25 SRR
M 1984 £ 1999 4, B AF) I /K HNH, T 1 NOs IR B35 K 2 3 24k (Puxbaum et al.,
2002), HAFRVUIFFAE ML (JADS) A 20 /Nufi s BA KIES M0 5%, HA 4
SRR M 1989 4 F 2008 4, HAFFE/KH NH, ™ F1 NO;~ W BE 35 IR 81 a3,
H H AT &SI NH, Y T NO;~ EuBilAH 24 (Morino et al., 2011).

FERTERUNRNR=ESHEAY], MEKEARLEREZ. Hil, HEMNAH
JUANE T B K IES: sl sk, Wi T/ (1983-2010 4E)  (Fang et al., 2013), TN
1L (1989-2006 4F) (Zhang et al., 2012¢c), F & (1992-2003 ) (Tu et al., 2005), I
(1986-2006 %) (Huang et al., 2008b). AT 75 A b3 R g 3 AR FE 4 4R o [E A [R] 424X 1 5T

R T B e d , 2) 3t R 30 AE B R UTFE AR K. Liu et al. (2013¢) #44E 270 4> AL il

SRR SR CIRT 315 FSCHEREE, @48 276 MUITIR L. 19 B A0 SCRI 20 36
L, DLS R AR b K 2 2 1 S B WL M [China Agricultural University-organized
Deposition Network, CAUDN]D), BfFtRIM: 1T 30 4K, 1 EERRITFEM 13.2 kg Nha™!
yr-!' (1980s) % 21.1 kgNha ' yr~! (2000s). HFEFZRIFANOEE, HEVELNL
PR, XHEARIERECEIEIEEMX, SRt 20 )\ AR DR R 3 )
IR EAR Y (Liu et al,, 2013c)e 4\, BITREH 2 5/6 & NH, " -N, 1/6 52
NO; N (Liu et al., 2013c). HAl, EITFFEEM 2/3 & NH,™-N, FZREAME. 40l
SRR BUTFERZ) 173 /2 NO; N, EEZR HWCARRIERGE RIEFRRE R S5
el i, X ULHE, Dol A8 VR A AR RO RS 1 FUCHE O K B (Liu et al.,
2013c). Jia et al. (2014) I\ A:  Liu et al. (2013c¢) 1155 m [ B0 1T M I 3% % 1e 3] [X 15
Z 5, FURKG S M XU HE B AR P38 (Arithmetic average); X 1R AT g 2 i it o [
RABUCRE &, DRUARDT AR 2D 6 G 358 3t DX 33 ) i, ] 0000 A5 00 3 A 2D (Jia et
al., 2014), Jia et al. (2014) K H 1 B B X R UTIE RN (NADMND (15000 55 208 DT P
B (1980s A 25 AL, 1990s A 136 1~ £i, 2000s A 144 /N s, #EAT 50 B 425 W46 {E
(Kriging interpolation technique), REUH [EFZRITIFE; KIM: 1T 20 4k, FHEHER
DM 11.11 kg N ha=' yr=! (1990s) #%13.87kgNha ' yr=! (2000s). M= (] 545 1
&, ARSI S, TEEHES, EAILEREIR Jia et al., 2014). PO )1 2374
RGBT ELERE T 80kg Nha ' yr ! (Xuetal., 2013c). ETRTUIM, HEILHE
s DU ARG ERAR XS ALK (L and Tian, 2007). 2007-2010 4, G X R EL N
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60.6 kg Nha ' yr!, HHTUFEA L 60.6%, UL A 39.4 % (Pan et al., 2012).
Zx b, B 20 4 80 ALK, BRMAINE REIR T2 T B, KEEWRI
£ EFHES OO XA EE TR, BORFIEZIR TR A2, 7R
WERMBTIRE R SR EAEH. 221 ey, EREEIFLN 6.5Tg N yr! (Zhang et al.,
2012b), KR TR 6.8 kg N ha~! yr—! (Holland et al., 2005), 1 IF. 3 £ 28 5l A 4k B
EH 2 55 = KRB UIFEIX (Dentener et al., 2006). 2 7= WAL FESE A 52m, 78
Rig. il H AR RFEEE I, KA S EH 1980 43 2010 F 2 RFLLE N
3 (Kim et al., 2011). 22112 4], 4k E: 52 BT E 2 20N 25-40 Tg N yr !,
Tt 2100 F1X —HE K 215 3] 60-100 Tg N yr—! (Lamarque et al., 2005).

1.14 SUREKEAR IR

RUTREMN R R B EERAROT, B JERLURIEEH 30 F et
folEI. [ 20 ek, AONTEMERHROR DTN, &4, SN ERE. HE
ARG R DT DT 30 527545 RLIIMATY SRS 0, M A3 0 P 4 B B K i ]
O NSRRI AR DT s A anit, SEdH. 1 38 A AR AT 6 56 3 i R b
WP 2, RBRE DT 2 F AT AV A F5E b, B 7 AN TR LA,
Bk EEMAROE) ZIesk T T AREEEETENE R, m. HEE S, WS
A 525 (Elser, 2011).

BERMEYINRE . PR, COp MR FEE LA SRR R AL A S5 ) R BURR, 2 S AR L
{457~ %% (Lindo et al., 2013). Harmens et al. (2011) EFRIM K5 T T 3000 4 & BEFE 5,
i S BRI 16 AN 5K 4568 8 & & A BRI EMEP il X & 0T b 2 k47 00, KR
EWHA SRS RAAVERE B EHG XEWE & B2 S 207 LR BRI KA DT
(1) 2% [ 434 (Schroder et al., 2010, 2014), K EITFE 2 & 8% ZUR U0 HZE IR, K
R DL S R DT . BRI, T E S A A B EF (Epilithic mosses) 4
ME R 56% Sk B KR NHL T BUTE. 44% K B RS TEMEA HUR DT, B4 2 6
(Terricolous mosses) & sk & &= ) 46% K H KA NH, T BUUME. 17% kKB KRBT E
MURDIRE. 37% K E HIEAFIF %A (Liu et al., 2013d).  Xiao et al. (2011) T-HEFH (K
TLLARE) 16 MRFF SR AL T 6, WIE B #EE & 8M 6N, TR &ERE4E
N E R RIS RLIN: 260 £ 349kgNha ! yr s
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AMUE RSB DR R BT R, & 8N o] UH TR LRI ORI, 75
PR SN BRI HUE T R S HE VR £ NH, 1 85N 4N —15%0 2 —4%0, TIEJ5 )
NH, ] 8N £1°5 —5.8%0 & —3.3%0, HLENZHERTHIBIERK NO, ) 6N 2104 —1.8%0 &
3.7%0, WREIRIRBEVEIT NOy 1) 815N Z1°H4 6%o0 & 13%0 (Xiao et al., 2010); = E St BHAL AL+
BEM 5N 218 —1.4 & 1.4%0 (Liu et al., 2006). KU R 85N {H At Sk & DT
B (UK (Elliott et al., 2007; Kendall et al., 2007), [FIFE, & &EREWIISIETERITRE, R
PE & 51N, AT LAHEWT LT R S A R IR, Blln: h [E R ARk R B 5N 20
—3 & 3%, RIXEEHK SN L1N: —1 & 1%0; IXEWRE T E G ARMAARM X &
B A 0 2 R 1 R AL IR IR 0 e AR AL & AT LU TR S AN IR R
(Hastings et al., 2013; Kendall et al., 2007; Liu et al., 2008). i, [&7K rf iid JE M i iR
(Reduced dissolved N> HEM il i 2 14 SR B & P (Nitrate reductase activity); 4153 H
B EE SN BRI TR SN 1E, 2@l 2RI & (Liu et al,, 2012)

ORI O F VRN S, R SRR e K. TIEEH,
52, PLEEAE AR AR R BT A0 R — R v S G E R K 1R
AN Gy A7 B BT I R e X 3, SR & 8 E v AR F b, A B TR I RAT & DT
B 2 [R) S AT AR S AL AN Nk, 35 BE IR 10 S A RS T AT R IR K B 428 b
Solga et al. (2006) 4 T 78 [ V4B 1860 42 2001 M & EEFFE M, WIFRI: 140 4£L)
K, HEEVEE SR S R R E, S e SN RREE N ieES OLEESREKL
FOEHIX ) X AR [ P AU 140 FFoREFERIE N, HIFLLZ NRIES T PREE
KM, kit TR HIDRE A RREME R KETEF T L.

(1) VK. # I Z B NO; ™ idskHzr 1 300 42K (1700 £E 2 2000 ) A%
MR : VKIS NOs™ WKFE H 1890 FETT 4R 2 3G i ®h, vkt NO;~ 85N MM
1850 FEAEEHL T UAFF LK B 1750 FELK, UK NOs~ B 6N S5A B E CO,
el & B E A OG: AE 1950 4EF1 1980 4, UK NO;~ (1) 8N J7 48 W ¥ KR FE 1) 24
A2 (1950 “E4AKMIEEE T FE, 1980 “FE4 RMEEZHE I, XA REERF N 1950 4ERS, fbf
AR DO G I 5 80K NO;~ 9 81N PO N F%, 17 1980 4R Ji5, AU A AR
fe, AT R e AN 2 RO JENO, HERUHE T 48 & AR AR AL, BUEUKGE NOs~ [ 8N H
1980 4F X 4638 N (Hastings et al., 2009). H% B 22 B UKE NOs~ 19 85N dk 5 ot
R APskbe. ARSI FH AT NO, HERCIR 61N FRAFSE 1 [ sEid e W | 43 #r, R IR
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M 1750 5225 1850 48, ALV BUAKE 2 R A% B 22 0K NOs~ [ 6N HYE; M 1850
T2 1920 F, DR BORHABEIL TR E T BZ 20K NOs~ ) 6N 324K,
1920 FELASE, AR BERE. AT AR Be AN 1 YR NO, HEUEL 7] 20 B2 22 VKot NO3—
¥ 615N; JUILAE 1920 FF LA G, fERME, mn-fidka mEIEml i, Rl
s, 3% NO, HEB GHALVE A EAAE &I 40) K&, A&RAVIE NO, Rk
SURIIE AT RESUE RS BE 220K NOs— [ 815N ZURIBRMK; 1980 4ERY, EELHFFEIER, K
WA EE, BIERNERD, SUERE 20K NOs~ 19 8N A TN (Felix and Elliott,
2013) B 7 HRILLASN, FERARA RO I S, KR Z 040, FRRIFRER TS T &
IR IA T LAt s RS R S Bl sk on: B 20 g drm Dok KA
YT 2 N # % (Hou et al., 2003; Kang et al., 2002a,b; Thompson et al., 2000; Zhao et al.,
2011b, 2008; Zheng et al., 2010); 7] 7 i, 1 B VKL 819N 1 3% i oK WL GE

(2) W JbEER 25 AW RS AR AL 2l 7R 1895 SR W, WL
AW SN B F 0, B FAL R (ONMND) 555 N, 17467 & 418k 24,
SR, 1895 4, WIVAVIRIY) 8N M im JF 4n N B, 2 5 DN ¥k 1 00 B 184 n
1M H0IE R % (Holtgrieve et al., 2011). ¥l HL 5T 2[R A7 2= 2H Al vl DA S e N S 3% 1
X 4 IR EE IR T80, e 61N AR P s B A T A E A - N St g
(Holocene—Anthropocene): #57 1850 -, T 1950 F-1970 (8] jiid, T 1980 4 J5
JUNI#E (Wolfe et al., 2013). EX — W], SWlEA VLR 6'°N ZILAHAERER, IEEHE.
%K (COn NoOv CHy) WEETHE. REZEHOIR, AbFRRMIRE T =, Fih
WS RGP SE (Steffen et al., 2011). T R 4B A =1 LLIHIE - (Shade Co A
Moon Lake) J145H WU & & &I B FA 22 s BN il M S e 38 n i) 5 i),
s A AR B 20 LY RAN, FEHERERIZL (Hu et al., 2014); A BL i 5
TE 7 58 5 Fe 0 5 1 B e L ik ) v S IR D 5 i 48 21 T BIE (Choudhary et all.,
2013).

(3) WEe. W 6N 2 I 70 s ARG MR B, AT BLH T4 R AN
BN B (Savard, 2010). BAC B B2 O M- i JE X (Heartwood - sapwood
transition zone) 18 4 4= BLARF ML R, T R FE SN JU AN 52 O M1 b 1 5 1) R s
Rltl, Bz THERSE, R 6'°N Faeda /R 7 St i BB R 1 1) 22 4K (Doucet et
al., 2012). MNEKBILFTE L =42 (Red spruce) & & & MEH L Ridat T 127 4F
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(1880-20074F) I 15254015 B (Doucet et al., 2012). AFFERIL: 1990-2007 4E 6], #i5:
SN 55 2t B /K el 2 X B B HE R B F ARG 1957-2007 4R 1A], W4 6PN NFE T
1.8%¢ (Doucet et al., 2012). 1957-2007 4E[a], BLALTE R &R EIHES, HIRER
S NO, 1 8N HEUIK; LMK 6N A 1) NO, TERL AL e 4 &, UiF%, FHFismi L
IR AL (Doucet et al.,, 2012). £L [ mAZHHE SN (AR T4, AN H T AL E A A
s A A S R B A KT (Doucet et al., 2012), INZEKZHFFI/R (Montreal)
MFFIE I (Georgian Bay) IR #E 69N i[5 S id sk A 23 NO, HF ISP 52 58 % AH 5
(Savard et al., 2009). JNZE K% KiE4 (Ontario) FIHIAEH w4 (New Brunswick) 3t
T 7 ASKEE IR AL 615N B 1945 TR I RREE T &%, X5 RMIA NG
FRUGRF S A — 3 (Bukata and Kyser, 2007)s

SE [ Ik J7 @ Ak (Northern hardwood forest) # % R 815N [ 524 35 M s ke 1
TR LA A (Buro-American land use) Z84K [ 52 (McLauchlan et al., 2007). 1800 4F
ZHTE) 100 4, 63 ANRIESNEHAK, LBl (Mirror Lake) W85 8N ££1X 100
P INT 0.05%0 (McLauchlan et al., 2007). 1790 4, FREGEREITFMAHANILE (&
1790 4E 35 [E N\ M E £ [1790 United States Census)), 5HRE FEARM, FFridftfp; Xx—
JERAR T A% (Compton and Boone, 2000), [R5 75 4 A= 4 5 4 b vl FI A R 48
#E10 (McLauchlan et al., 2007). S UTARY) H A8 P SHAC B oR: 1790 g, FAZE
#f (Herbaceous taxa) UKy FIAIG 2, MARAARITIRFEAC, XEHIE 8 b8 R batk
HEFITR 7 52 (McLauchlan et al., 2007). 4% S8R MR FIORETEOT) 1 8N B U3 38 7 S A1
BEIIACS 81N (Al H 1790 FE A2 FE2E 39 Il (McLauchlan et al., 2007). Bukata and Kyser
(2005) WHAL R : AMARRE, WREASEHFRIEZERL, N, EEREMAE
HFIREIR S R AR 280, XA P RE BT R A A 8N 400, R imBUER % 6'°N
BEm. B 1929 44 2005 4, & E ATy M AR KBS0 PN £ 2HLH AN Y,
Hrb S 85N FFE#EZE A 0.019%0 yr—' (McLauchlan et al., 2007). Xi68: H 1929 4,
Pi s EAEBERR MR FTRE U i SN AR AR LW BRI & RS (McLauchlan et
al., 2007), [, ACHUEAC SN AR, —#FILFE S B0 KIS 6N TR

S5 m A ERAAR, PEMEED (Panama) AWM 6N 7E 1967-2007
I BRSNS, SRR S AR SRR RO ZE S (Hietz et al,, 2011). A
L Lok, EED A NEE RO UTRE SRR SR N DR R hn 5 Bopy AR 4
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SN ETF, IXAER AU 5 A6 36 X IF A — B (Hietz et al., 2011).  J7INF 9 4F ) B2 52 B #4
Hr 7 AR U AR AR 2 B R0t AT B0 Py W AR B R R R R B (AL 0.01 mg N L
B2 0.93mg NL™D. NO H## (M 70 mg N m~2 day ! #44 196 mg N m~2 day '),
N,O HERUE Y (M 448 mg N m~2 day "8 % 1498 mg N m 2 day 1), X =Pl FEd4E
b R AL R 8, S EURY AR & 6N G I, gk T SO S & 61N 1 n
(Corre et al., 2010). Fg PG ARL E2ILH TARIRKI AR, B 20 LBk, B
s RS SN A (E 2R8I 9% (Hietz et al., 2010)s

W 8N RENE7E X SR B m KN REh 5l i R BE H 78k, FEh T
FRATERN B AR N R TG B0 P K T4 A, A E X, R SN KA
W RE. LR AR BB AN S S34h, WHES 6N KIS ] B B AR AL
e 5t TT BE A2 B Fh S0 W SR 4 i B2 . McLauchlan and Craine (2012) 1 2 1 35 [E B
52290 (Indiana) PEILES MR (Quercus alba). LW ERE (Fagus grandifolia). 5 %
A% Bk (Carya ovata) FIREMR (Acer saccharum) TUASBE R CIEART 5 S BURE 4 18] #EOR
HE I 50 km) B 5N 108 4F [ I [H] 7 31 A2 4 (1900 4F 2 2008 ). %A 7T K I :
108 fEK, FARSONIE BHF SIS, 1 H Al =M FP SN A I B Fp 28 N R 5
(McLauchlan and Craine, 2012); X ¥d B, A [F) 3 0 [ BB 56 8N I 8] B 51 474
Fli[a] Z 5 (McLauchlan and Craine, 2012). X Fl 2 5702 A Fh B ISR 47 BT E: - AR IR
TFONHL ™, FoAth = b (i 2 T NOs—s 1900 AR LASK,  BEAE A i M Z T B i,
L L A E R (Nitrification) SHARIEN, VIBURY) (NH, P o BN &4, W™
Y1 (NO; ™) 1 BN ZXfk: T2, fwif NH, ™ A8k SN ERFEI N, i WiF NO;~ (1)
FAh =M REA R EE 61N (B RFZEFZIK (McLauchlan and Craine, 2012).

gi b, NONURTEPERDTRE P75 s i 4, BT B 304, HL 23 18] 4y
AY, &S EYIERY (Bio-monitor) AICIER VTR, MEHATE 2 1A
BRI (Al 0 AT SRR SR AR, R BAEMIR R YIRS, T A T AR R R By
FEIE T MO IETE P DR 7 S A b, DRSS B I AT DA AR SRR R
HEARAIIE R, B R, 5] 8 e N s M 0T B 10 K S R I AR A I S
HAT, FPXrokces, WS, MEeA DTN P e 7, E A T REHIX.,
b, EES, TN PSR, R AR, RE S WA RE
NI BRI ZIF AR RGIFRE N SRR A W2 Aok WEFI R, 2
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W T3 AR R ARAL e ds s 0], SR TR A 5 AN is PE R DT AT A 1
FC RN DL

1.2 RIEEE Mt E 2SR GRS
121 RUTFEEMXE 9 2 R0

NI P BT N S 80— R FIPR B2 AR (Erisman et al., 2013, 2011), 520 (728
. (Zaehle etal., 2010a), Filid B HEH AR R SUE RS RS S5/ AT B (Manning
et al., 2006; Nadelhoffer, 2007). ZT I H0FN A% AL A4 B[] 52 o oy b AN K AR A2 ) 22 44k
(Porter et al., 2013). K HAZUENL IR 45 R LB, FUTFERS N AR5 T B 8AE A0 ) A
SRR RGP IR 2 FE% (Isbell et al., 2013a).

RNEEIEMEZ RO EREYIM SN, 0L, Clark etal. (2013) 454G
R R e I e [ R e i o7y B e, AR I IR 26 4F (1985-
2010 F) R UL R Fr 208 hn, 3¢ [ M op i n R 45 JEé I M (Mediterranean California).
JbZE VL E (Desert). PHJL 1L A& (Northwestern Forests). K-V Jii (Great Plains) #1 %%
¥ A% bk 4 % X (Eastern Forest ecoregions) #8 1 %% [ i & 61 faf 19 B 43 bt [X 358 43 53l
N: 2.4% (0.38x10°ha)s 4.7% (6.5x10°ha), 15.8% (13.1x10°ha). 39.8% (88.6x10°
ha)s 90.5% (222.1x10°ha), Y)FE/DIEEE H 1% %2 30% A% . Clark and Tilman (2008)
TEEE ] (Prairie grassland, ZJIFE AN 6 kg Nha ! yr!) B RGTIFE 7 it
23 4F (1982-2004 4F) 2K FREMEAEELS (0. 10. 20. 34, 54 F195kg Nha ! yr !,
[58% NH4*, 42%NO05 1), SiRFH: (KFIEMAE (10 kg Nha ' yr ') B A FHEEY)
T 22 FEPEFEAR 17 %

Stevens et al. (2004) 3% 9¢ [E HUTFFRAE (N SkgNha' yr! 2 35kgNha ! yr!)
A 68 MNEJFRAE S, AR : FUTRERI NN FRAR R A B2 R UTRERES N
2.5kgNha'yr!, BREEE 1 MR 4 m? B, B TIREUTRE X, SE
PIFEIX (17 kg Nha ' yr D) (#FRA> 7 23%. s S, I HREITREB
(M2kgNha'yr! £ 44kgNha ' yr1), 157 ANEJFEFEH A A R BRI,
R YIR R BRI e HAUTREI I S 8UW LIERR L (pH TR 24P K &
LUXBN A T (Stevens et al., 2010). AxL, WRUTFERIGIN, RAFRHEY) (Holcus mollis
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Al Leontodon hispidus) 1% (Stevens et al., 2011). &FXFERIMEL R, 4R IIFFES] 7kg N
ha™! yr= ! i), WM IE R AR HEDUE R 14.25 kg Nha ! yr ! G0, PFh A2 4L
FZL, MU ST 25 kg N ha™! yr Ui, W0FR R4/ (Payne et al., 2013b).

BUTREI I BUE RS R 2R PERRAS, XA (a0 A ), T H B A] 2% R
K, EEMEBE 20 4 T, Dupre et al. (2010) 3T JL[E,  faf 22 F1 4 [F i 70 4F
(1939-2007 ) 1114 DEHAE T WA FZEHE, WP I: 1939 LK, 45 HY)
(Vascular plant) FI & #4847 (Bryophyte) YR ERFSE R 3= B4 12 L
pH, DLRAEEAE TR R

MR RESFORMEIEMFIE. FEMEEX, BEOM—BRL, RERES.
AR 52 A G AR RS 25 SR TR AL T B R 0 S AR B S R R, HO R
I /b 3 R it AR 7 B 5 35 AH 9% (De Schrrijver et al., 2011). 7 Jifi AE AT A 81 ¥ 8 it BE 57
SRR, PR R 7R R HAC A m I, R DU G S 3
F&AIX (De Schrijver et al., 2011).  H [ A 52 7y B i 22 /K~ EUbt B a5 R B . 476 2 & 1A
F| 8.5kg Nha ! yr '}, WM IFMEED; MALEZXR] 17.5 kg Nha ! yr=! B, ¥
/> T 17% (Lan and Bai, 2012). R UL IR T SR>, aT¥FgiR)E, £
MR 24K E) P B LLVR 2. Isbell et al. (2013b) JFJ& 7 HiRt 30 4E (1982-2011 4E) 1%
AP EMEAR LS (0. 100 20, 34 54, 95. 170 A1 270 kg N ha=! yr='), 1982 “E LI
GHEAL, 1991 SEI BEATLGE B — 2 FURE R f b i s R 90 R B: 95, 170 AT 270 kg
N ha ! yr R FE L 1982-1991 4 B B AL U AR /b, IXSERERL 1991 F45 AR, 20
FIG (22011 95, FEHYIFIZHPETI RS, Pierik et al. (2011) 7E47 = (Netherlands)
BB R AR S R g St KA AU A RS, IR 50 4F (1958-2005 )5 B AR I,
HRALZ Y], YRR E N, BE 25 FE, ATFREFIRE.

FERRET BUFR L 5 B ME IR, FEEURTEHRESEHERX. 1%k 9
NS RS, 34 ANMEHEAEIR, LT 967 ANPrFo AU AL R R g5 R R (D
VoRlBR A A7, 8 Sy R AT e B G B AT R FE B4R, 0 Rt AT W 2R 1) LR
M 10% BEIEIN, m&mT 60%; (20 ZAEAMY). EVEFMY RFEAERMY), T
WHBIMG T A 20K, #B 2 D8 e A 17 T I 652 5 PR ¥ 25 XURS: (Sudiing et al., 2005). Lan
and Bai (2012) £ 9 [H N 55 HFOTJE T 2P ERIE IR G it/KF: 0. 17.5. 52.5.
105. 175 #1280 kg Nha~' yr=1), Jiif 10 4 (2000-2009 =), #f 70 &I BB M EBAE Y

12



Paxard

il 2

Yokl 2 REPEAR IO HL ] B0 R B TV ALY 80% A YA (Rare species), %
ZTHE WM (Common species), IXESHEAFF UL, Hib E5e5 7755, & KL
MK Ml EAE] 17.5 kg Nha ! yr ' B, FA R T 47%. B T ¥I6FEBUK
R RZA, LB A 5T Rk S AR DR IR AL (Functional trait-based
mechanisms) 7%, B TH WA, HAMIGEEREM ZHIE B S, Lo
ES S\ o LA 1= D S e W Y 28 e /N P € = 7/ (5| Rk = = B N
GeohE, AL EXTESONE EEMALRIAMET, A MBS R )RS
M5 G b 4h, AU AL 5 200 R R %1 (Recruitment limitation) <& AHY)HEVE 45
FIDAS () 548 (Lan and Bai, 2012).

TEL YD 22 A AHE 0 T A 38 o vy o) 87 PR AN [] = 8] )RUBE T 5% (Scale-dependent).  Chalcraft
et al. 2008) Zi & 163 18 NMEMEALIALS, W FTEYP A A RAEAN R 23 18] RUBE B Bt
DU N, K. BUTPELE R (Local scale) F1IX I R (Regional scale)
A VA Z R AN, B TR, R RUBE A A 2 A 1 0 S0 R 884 m )
M S SRR, e, SR P SR b RO SR G TRt AR 2 R R S, kT R B
JRBIXIRE, RXAH 2wl (RS BT RS s DX 488 RUBE A= P 2 A s

ARBEEERLIEEM, BEZMAEN, RAERNMEMESRESHELELEDT
o BT RUUER X LR RGP 2 ALK KB 1ER, De Vries et al. (2010)
AR E Y kAL R 05 4B ) 2 FEPEAR UK S (Biogeochemistry - biodiversity
modeD), KA 1% RGN R IR Y F AR, LR HAREE RS
ML A, D E 2 R IR IR RS B, 2, Payne et al. (2013a) JI| &
SR, R R AR A I R TR B, BEE R S A B A OG, H R? AT
1% 00.7, BUTRERG IR A S RGE A 2 PRI B2 IRE) /), MR WK (Bobbink
etal, 2010): (1) FiEMEE BB TIE R Y B A R EER. L FHiEEE
HEBOE ML ). (2) IR ARSI SRR O R, (3) BEFE (A
Z [Ammonia] F1#%[ammonium]) XM K FIE . bl 7 L IEvT R HEES
LANOs~ FERAES T, NH, ™ JUREXHUE A B2 FAE . (4) ZOTREHg nEfl 1%
Ak, PEICLIE pH, WMinAHEREE FIRE (W APH). (5 HEWAS BRI EAE
P& RGN, 4R R i, 2 AR P B R e

KAV R FI 8L )8 (McClean et al., 2011), T EF X BT R In 5 S0 4 £ B
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YA HINLE], 0 R A TR N R T H A, B 200 R 39 m BT 57 L 3 2 40 A
VM Z AR R, CHBRNRARH T, Azevedo et al. (2013) RGH 5T 7 1%
AL SYR R AR R, BT A 4R 141 DRI 2409 MR, BE KL
PokpF= B 5 3% pH B W35 IEAHSG, IR S E A Z A PRAC, B4 AL 1S N
ELENPIANES, CELERERREHEREZ®RM, HJiEE A (Rice and Herman,
2012). LHETE, b, Frh e X EK O EELE 15 4 (1992-2006 F) R
(Tang et al., 2010). [ 1980s 2= 2000s, A A& R DTG IS B0H B AV AES R
g0 138 B 2E WAL (Guo et al., 2010); 7EH B AL 7 B (P4 58k B R 2 7 78 o Ji i 9 L
JF), IR ZpHWIEFREE R (Yang et al., 2012). ZBUTHEE NS 8-, ke
MARE ) AR, KT AR B s S A S RGN T R L N B i AN L AR R
4t (Arctic and Alpine ecosystem) [ 5, #&F (Lichen) AHiAK (Bryophyte) & U
[K)4)F (Bobbink et al., 2010). Jifi I 10 kg N ha~" yr—! Bl o] 5 8w 28 42 25 R 40 AW B 1
s P AR A LA R G R DRI S AT Y 5-15 kg Nhatyr ! W, H T,
JEAEZ /N T 10 kg N ha™! yr— ' (IR AE R 3643 EL 520 L (Bobbink et al., 2010).

122 FEE M SR G E R

UMM IR ARG E. SEREEHA S RS 126 Uk LR L 45 B R 0.
SRR RS R %P4 /) (Net primary production [NPP]) i 52 % PR
(LeBauer and Treseder, 2008). %7K~ ¥ ARt b A= 25 52 45 52 20 B [FD B 1 FR 1) (Elser et
al., 2007). Harpole et al. (2011) & | 641 NEBEAR IR, XL iR K. HE
B AR RS0 SR EoR: 16 28% MR IG b, [FIRFAR DN, 303 7 iR n & f i,
P38 W12 42 77 ¥ (Primary producer community) ZEWIEIGIN. TR INBE 0% 22 kG
Hh R KA 2 R G PR I (Elser et al., 2009). 4Bk 456 /Ml 25 R SR AN IR 56 25
BoR: BUIREREINSG, HEY-F8 A RA-FRE S E o5 E T 53.6% 1 28.5%;
T ARANEY, B AR A= W2 %ok Gt A (e o 7 e P85 K NI, e A R R B K
1N, R RO U (A1 B B (Xia and Wan, 2008), [t A: 25 2 88 &R H1l AL 25 i)
RED, m AR, 3¢ E B KR A %= (Kansas State University
Herbarium) Wi 1 1635 KPR (Great Plains of North America) 130 ZELAK (1876-2008
) EAREDRE M XEER YRS R 1926 fFIG RAFLL T REEY, HAE 6N
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H 1940 46 REFEE N FFGEH: REWE: R AR UTR E 20 th 20 DUk RESE
0, ATAESE KPR I R AR A R G E— B2 TR &R I (McLauchlan et al., 2010).
H Tl AR 2 R G0k 2 W R, ORI IR T A3 R S — M 4E 7 ) (Thomas
etal, 2013). A1980s % 1990s, & T 50 ZUT L ESE FARMM AR % 61 T30, 2ERH
K [ B 386 510.31 Pg C yr~!' (Thomas et al., 2010). H 1950 £ & 2010 4, 3% E AR A
WrRAGEIG IEZ N 180 Tg C yr !, R EHRME RIE R L E (206 TgeCyr ') [ 87%
(Zhang et al., 2012a). MRPHARIRH 1910 &2, WOARRE IE R 2 MET, £ 1990 4,
wnfais ik, RS R E R M (De Vries and Posch, 2011; Nabuurs et al., 2013), iX
FER “RBARBRIC” A BT %M 2 BRAZRE (Shevliakova et al., 2013).

UM PEIE 2N EE Y o R B ORI A, SO P n, 1
V&I NG I 2 (Rt 13 CO, HETRG TR VA PG I (A (2 3 358 CO, HEBO LI A
PUBTAR 8, 33 e R 3 ) 1 m ) il 2 B ok T~ — 35 9 -F47 (Kuzyakov, 2011). WK
B, BT AR T A B 0 AT 3 e k3 CO, HER,  ELIR R 4 F AT DL ZE S 5 4
(Sayer et al., 2011). AxBk 440 AN A B VIR DR I6 2 B P8 3 % N\ 19 00 B % 389 Jin 1 15
W% 31%, [RIRSEA v ) )2 Al A ML (Dissolved organic carbon) #4011 47%, #~
FUZRIGE N 10% (Xu et al., 2013a). A J9iEPER TSR, (e s — A7, FE0H
EORE, FRESEEYA SR R TRASENAEY, smEASENHEEDE
5151 . Bragazza et al. (2006) VHEFRCIM EDTFEELE (L2 kg N ha ' yr' 2 20 kg N ha™!
yr) HAEAE (Peatbog) VT, WM 9 MEZK, it 12 MEERFES, ZJEHR
XA R RO X PR B o R R AR R B TREVIKFE, REViFE
(e BEFIIE ) 73 A CO, HEIBLLA S AT A HLBROBE I (Bragazza et al., 2006), 7 55 K HBA
SRR EE, 7 I EUEAE IR AE KR HIESUE LIER B Y R,
KA EA B SR =, FERRAK TR VA Y 2k & (Bragazza et al., 2012).

FRPRI V& D)0 BT RS I L, 5 R BT F. XA &Y, TR
Yoy A1, ZHEIAf#ERE (Polysaccharide-degrading enzymes) % PE#I &, R ITFERE N
PR EER VI 53 i, PRI 5 A AR 4E A (IS RR R R o RS SRR B, A
YT FAAN A 5 2 P B (Lignin-degrading enzyme) i 1E, FERRAREE 2 [ IFAIE & %522 1K
FHPEZH B (Gram-negative and Gram-positive bacteria) A% 25, 1548 5 7 il 4 7 F5
Z2F1 2 (Hobbie et al., 2012). =T H B ERTEY), HTHARESEBAC, AU
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I i A3 i i FE (Hobbie et al., 2012). BRI,  ARARIGTE 4073 0T 2000 RS ) il
N, PRI Y05 1 5 (Hobbie et al., 2012).  Knorr et al. (2005) iR 7 900 AN & Y15
fRseat, KB MBI E/NT SkgNha ' yr! SCEEEWERS BHXEE OKFR
REEANBA B, BUTRES I B iR B UTRE I R NIRRT
AR 2-20 R ECE R A S EMHXERIR ORR S AN B, FUTFER i
& 53 itk
SRR IS A0S0 3B AE 4. 4Bk 0-30 em HEERU A MR, BUE 4> 5 N: 16.7 Pg

CH12.6 PgN, 0-100 cm I3ERAEDITR. B E5 0 )9: 23.2 Pg C #1 3.7 PgN: A
B 43 ) o 3R UZE I 1.2%F1 2.6% (Xu et al., 2013b),  Serna-Chavez et al. (2013) #ff
TR, 4FR0-30cm M AEIBRZ) N 14.6 Pg C, H25 18] 20 Ak =) 32 2tk 43 Fi - 4
AERIE, MARRE: REMCET N KHL (Evapotranspiration ) F14) fif i %,
B R TR M o A, A ER 82 A AR IR R B, BT I idk pa i A 1 1 3 sk
b 15% (Treseder, 2008). A AL,  ZIT R Ik AT DA e Gl A2 P v k. 56 [ BT B
I CAlaskan ) ARMEMACIAK R, LG, THEMAEY) CN M 16.0+1.4 [FE
5.240.3; BUCFEIG A & T 448 R 77 f 1 (Cellulose-degrading enzyme) 1514, [A
I} 401 25 (3 A0 JL TR 2> i (Protein- and chitin-degrading enzyme) 7% (Allison et al.,
2008). ZT R e 8 il I OB AR A R T B R R M LI R DASE, B R] Bhodid TR
THCHE W A RSORN = B (B B s e B A P 4 s . SE IR 4R JE T (California) )5
EBRGEIE IR R FUTRERE SR T R B oy S AR R AL S R
IR, ez TXP R, bt R b 1 3E A S5 N- T A3 AE ) (N-derived microbe) ) fi#
FVEYIHE Z H L (Allison et al., 2013)s

UL SN2 = S 4K (Greenhouse gas[CO,. CH, 1 N,01) HEfft. HAl4
BRNL,O HEi 21 6.9 £ 9 Tg Nyr~!, %2100 4, X—H{HIR A §EE 2 LT+ 80% (Stocker
etal., 2013). EEREARESTRG N,O HHUS B4 3.37 Tg N yr~! (Zhuang et al., 2012).
BT S 3 20 A 2R A RS REIN,0 HEBCF BN T 0.80 Tg Nyr !, X5
FETHE NoO HE e 2 A A 24 (Xu-Ri et al., 2012).  ZITFEIG 07T 5 Bot R [ 741
T 96 mW m RS HRIE K] CO,, 1) NoO HEBCAN EUlR S 5 iE 5 125 mW m—2, X2
B BRI “EALHIL” HKH (Zaehle et al.,, 2011a). 4Bk 79 MEBHAES RS & it
MRS 25 R Bow, KA R A RE (21t CH, "R, AT 0 & UM AR 2040 1) CH, i, 45
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RAE 100 kg N ha~! yr! (Aronson and Helliker, 2010). Liu and Greaver (2009) 73 #7 T 42 ¥k
I3 ANEMIERS, RO BV A4 RECO, FIFF, RN BIZHE N,O 1 CH,
HERC: DT BITE FEF CO, 9 53-76%, 44 N2O A1 CHL HEROPTHE . 3t
> H 1990-2008 5, IR INFFLS K CO, B, FFE K CH, HRCEE, 54
{3 N2O B3 (Lit and Tian, 2013). SUTHEHIIINEL T 24 75 MRS BRI (Cleveland and
Townsend, 2006); LA ERIM &, ZUTFHE IS 85+ 35 22 HE RN 0.7 Gt C yr!' (1 Gt
= 1015 @), HERIAEAIBIX, 4251 0.1 Gt C yr 1A 0.6 Gt C yr! (Jain et al., 2013).

R E TR SRR R FIR #Re 423K 0-100 cm I L 35 i e S & SeilE
Z98: 1259 Pg C (FAO/IIASA/ISRIC/ISS-CAS/IRC, 2012; Wieder et al., 2013); 5UtAiLt,
AR EE “RWCF 7. WX “ReF R MR, @i — R AU B ]
AR T COy CHy AT N,O HEAR, Mo B FH18 75 % S %A1k (Singh et al., 2010). #7
SERIF ST A0 A AR A R i LR S 8, R SRR A =AM AL (D R
M) 12 PR B (] B e B A xS AR A e B AR, A KA R, 0 A A R FEAS
(7 Bf ) S ot S A T VR L IR BB U ) 15 R0t 9 (Treseder et all.,
2012). (2) FWAEMERASRELN. SHREYBE R DI W, HAE R
VRS JE, HAYI IR S DI Re 7R AT BB 2 028, FRARREAY (Black box) A
S DAFRUIN = 358 2 25 X6l A D A 0 S R e S (Treseder et al., 2012)e (3) Z0T B3 bt
T T I RE M. AR TE PR T e B LA S A SR, AHSCHLEITI AN B
JU R ) RO b A s o 28T e 1y v S AL 475 AN 28 (Treseder et al., 2012).  H
T DA D VR 1) B DR 08 b 4 Bk ORBE U3 A8 A B K R T T I R BBk, ASad s
b6 & BT (1) R G AR VBRI R A A AR BRI £R B R, AE — v () R BTk
AW i FEAL AL L T 4T ) (Trivedi et al., 2013). 2676 /N (Fine-scale) | #ST. 36
IEREAR AR YN BRI, XSS oL s Bk 25, &%6. &
5, BN REENEEMAES RGEREY B 22K E (Todd-Brown et al., 2012). ¥k
RERHAEYI XSS B AR, F58 b, — AR EE (. fdh
B [ EE 2 N AR R M Bk, EFMSEG IR, T EHEN A
Xt B E 2L [ B E M) A2 B (Todd-Brown et al., 2012). & 1 4 3R RS0 i AE P B LI
R BBk, SRR 2 ERSEBER (Global climate model) 1 i i #4550 (Land
carbon model) H i RN ANEY L AR, 4. TRIFFID. ORCHIDEE-STOMATE.
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LSM-CASA. IBIS 1 LPJ % (Todd-Brown et al., 2012), i, Wieder et al. (2013) JT-4
SR E R T A :CLM  (Community Land Model) H NS M0t FER e, DLSE A
PEASBRAEFR T AR AR W B 5 [ 5% (Schimel, 2013).

RUMFEIE M & SR GRS, ZUT RN (L SV 2 [ b, 7] ik
EERGEN, H2FEEEAEEAIIRIK Rowe et al., 2014). KL, A9iETE
R B IG 0 ol 31 25 25 2R Getk P47 O VR AT BAR KA %€ 7 (Reay et al., 2008; Sutton
et al., 2008). 4=EK 410 % NE 50 WL 2 B, SUITC e 19 0 5 350 3G B Bk 12 e 30
s, MAHISKRE, A5 R R 0 ST I R 0 4 40 AT v 82475 AN 8 B4 (Liu and
Greaver, 2010), £ X ZUT B39 Aot - 5 e i) g e, B A, AUCE D B K% IE
WG L5 B E R, FEEAG 7R (Berkshire) HibZAEZS RS0 19 4 (1991-2011 4E) i
FERIG R FIEREEEYRREK, SERELEPAEVEETRR, BASUE
it AR ZERE N T 1.1x10* kg C ha~! (Fornara et al., 2013). Fornara and Tilman (2012)
e E BB BN F I AT RARHFIRY X (Cedar Creek Ecosystem Science Reserve,
Minnesota, USA) FHIF & K 2 /K Zt B X5 CE/KF: 0. 10, 20. 30, 54
95. 170 #1270 kg N ha~! yr=1), Jif} 27 5 (1982-2009 4F), 25K Zi L T £
Cy M, C YL, IHMEHEYRRAEK, RIVEDH AW R, L 10-20
kg N ha™" yr=! Bl ] S04 50 i 3865 22 59 0 0.11x10% kg C ha™! yr~! (Fornara and Tilman,
2012).

B 7SI B ik oo R T RS it ma B2, 8] DU AR S RRCO R, BRF
BUTRESE I A RGBT R0, Lu et al. (2011b) 538 T 423Kk 257 /N6 T AUt bext
EBRGRIEAI R T, SHAERIFA—H, EEMITPE, E%0H (Meta-
Analysis) FKH: FFAERA T RAR KRR EHOECEE R BR, DABUES RG A4
BRIGINA PR AR, X 257 NEFE, EE AR TACSEMEM, PEE 6 Ml (4
R 2 AR ERD, MARIAREAESFEEFESRGEITE. . RUIETESR
GrE BRI R, BT O GPPAIERYE P47, ALEBLHT o4 RN, A 1901 4F
£ 2005 4, FEAS RGHBRUCE M- REER K E R 62 Tg (1Tg=10"g), &it
BALTIC 9% 6.15 Pg (1Pg=10" g) (Lii et al., 2012). N T IR/ XA E, KER
WAER RAEIERI ) 2 PR, W F AL (Nitrogen Saturation Experiments,
NITREX) (Wright and Vanbreemen, 1995), BRIMARM A2 R G5 9L % (Experimental
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Manipulation of Forest Ecosystems in Europe, EXMAN) (Wright and Rasmussen, 1998),
DA Ko rb [ 2R Ak 7% 2 % 0 36 11 %1 (Nutrient Enrichment Experiments in China’s Forests
Project, NEECF) (Du et al., 2013)s

RERBMERACRE CZTFE, KTAESREBRFEN EEIERE: CO, i#38H#H
(Net ecosystem exchange, NEE), XA/ EEALRI W &, HE5 1A —. Shaver et
al. (1998) £ Fi 4 i in & JE T & 6-9 “E B &t AT k%, KB ZUEItcss & L3R,
sk TS, TRNEERE T AESRGETN; EEEEEBEERTESRS
MR, PAEL CO, A e B . W5 iR H B 2 4F (2006-2007 45D Ui AE a5
RN JEIE 100 kg Nha ' yr ' FRAK 7 AR BERAE R, iR TRERAEYE, RE
KEBE ARt TS R LG Aok, HREFHEAR AR RTG530 ;
i, G AE AR TR A R R BRI Rtz TR IR, 2006 AR AT 2007 45, AUE AESUE
NEE 23 53650 22.7% 1 22.5%) (Xia et al., 2009). Niu et al. (2010) %18, N5
JR44FE (2005-20084F) ZFEALALE (EAEZ: 100 kg Nha ' yr=!) S5RKH: s —
(2005 ) M A (2006 ) 0 B AR RS CO, 8 #ARTE T 60% 4 21%,
fEARTESS =4F (2007 45) FIZEII4E (2008 45) B, Bz T, HfEERSFHESR
81 CO, {7 KA BELMN. B TH, LA tWNEERT 3G 0, J5 P aEAL,
IX AL A 5 W AR I UL 2 50 T AR v AL ks BN IR B T B 0 T R R A s
P (5o IREF 3P [Stipa krylovii]) 3615, X SRR SIS WE 8 2, dHEEEY 4
#[Artemisia frigida]) FATHECIER, R TIOZEAOCEIER, ki RS T A4S R
4564 (Niu et al., 2010).

TEINEERVKEEEE, S (2000-2005 45) FAHACRG L LR Bz T, i
JE 60 kg N ha™! yr AN (/NT 5 4D FFERIAER RGE CO, 12 A B VERZ I,
1M 7E SESAEI B0 2 Z PEAK TAE R RGE CO, 28 XN, 7RI 5 FEnf, e
60 kg N ha™! yr 'FEH A 8 SRAEA) ) L T 800 25, W0FR AL I 1 o5 38 o AR 3 RN A
oM, EVEERC TAESRGEOLE, LIEUNEE F&C (Bubier et al., 2007). 73 E A
R R, B 7 LR, IR S EYH R S, JERIINAES Rk
[t #f (Harpole et al., 2007). fE5F =7 HPE, K3 (1996-1998 ) ZUt JE o) A8 45 A1 AE
BRGUFHAHI AR AR EET R, HALEYLH RIS (Saarnio et al., 2003).
Kim and Henry (2013) fEIE K “IBFHER” FFEIFRE T 5 4F (2006-2010 ) &L
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W5, WK : ML 60 kg N ha™' yr Y2 T HEWAK, IR AES RGITFRF CO,
PPAS I AR P2 A BB R s IX R AR R AN L 33 U A (4 T L AT e AT 43 I
HAl, 7EH M, S0 EUE AR TS RS0 CO, AZHsgmi 1Bt 74l A 2 . Fang
et al. (2012) T & AR b Zifg Jb & € B4 2007 48 TF 4RI & Uit L5, i i 7K
*F: 10, 20 f140kgNha ' yr!, JAEEASEHE: NHyCl. (NHy),SO4 M1 KNOs, #FFK
W FHEAESET T LI A S &, (R T ALK, dhififedt TR RS CO, HHIG
B2 T NO;-N, 1% NH, -N X E A CO, HES I T 22, R, IG5 & Ui
REE 4] T B A2 298 CH, "I (Fang et al., 2014). Jiang et al. (2010) 73047 7 b
FERAAES RIS (CO,e CHy FIN,O) SHEUBAT (20 kg N ha ™' yr ') [ 5,
RIL: ESPERL I RN A KFFCO,. CHy M N,0 i K S Em, Ak, mhss
RIS, BMEACAEEE TNLO HE, #H T CHy WU, B#K T CO, HF: RN,
BT CO, FIN,O G CHy WSO BB 00T R 1 SE AR ST B o A2 35 R 48
WIS, AMEREAES RSER. CH, IS, O ESRGOLEER; A
i, HET, R LR T R e e FE T A A R G B S 4T ZEU IR L R A DGR E

1.2.3  FITTFEE I 4 E R A R0

Cleveland et al. (1999) 2 T-/> &4t 7o £ A 5 2 BREG A=Y B A 2071 195 Tg Nyr s
JE%, Galloway et al. (2004) A N2 ER AR EUEHE LM 128 Te N yr ' &L, Vitousek
etal. 2013) fi%, Tolb¥drz o, FithESRGEYEFEFELN 4TgNyr ' X—
BAE MR T Zar i fl 5, R BB, N 2 G008 B0 1 40 10 e R 2 Lh 2 i T ¥ K 15
Z. P EAYEEMS: NER-HAMA RS (Coupled Human and Natural Systems,
CHANS) #4485 F R0, o AR A1 0 (455 ] 600 420 1 H A= o] Z0R - s 2B A i A
FAMR) BELN: 13TgNyr !, Hi, RIWASRGEDERL & 40% (B IRE
2011). CHANS EI45 R EoR: 530 45K (1980-2008 4E), A [ A= 47 ] i 7 JE A
FA: X5 ERA Y B SRR N A A E (B IR E, 2011). CHANS B
A BT IATEL AR A [ AR AR G, AN, BT S A e AR A S AT AR
B, RIS, HRAS KRG R &I SR AR RN 205 3l P 1 i . 5 AN
8

AW EF 2 BRI R, thhn: £ RIEREREELE, SRMEY GRED
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AEA (Biological Np-fixation) 57t ILZ B L (Salvagiotti et al., 2008).  ZET PG N
X ERAES RGUEDIE R K ML THIE (Reed et al., 2011)o N 1B ST ADTFEIE KT
AP IR, DR AN QAT W BEFCAREL, RUR A AR AR
Fe v 2 A W[ AL (Cusack et al., 2009).  d6 77 EF 4K (Boreal Forest) #$2AH 4) 4= ] &
KRGS AR U, 2RI N HURTE 7888 (Ackermann et al., 2012). Gundale
et al. (2013) 7E %G -6 Svartberget AR MM 7T ¥l (Svartberget Experimental Forest) 71 &
T KL 16 4F (1996-2011 4F) HIZUE LIRS GEAEAKF: 0. 12.5 150 kg Nha ! yr 1,
BAMET A 1000 m?, BEEH: 6 1), HLHIENRETE (Acetylene reduction method)
o 00 SR AR ) AR [ R IR MU BR b de A Oy b D I e AR v 6 AR OPR U I
JCH AR T A R 21000 m?. BF ALK, AR s, & &Y (Hylocomium
splendens 1 Pleurozium schreberi) W/, Hylocomium splendens™:¥) & I H.A007 i &
[ 2 % (N,-fixation rate per unit mass) | [4 (Gundale et al., 2013), Jifi 12.5 1 50 kg
N ha™!' yr " SBUEEE R R 700 T T 29% N 54%,  [7] I B8 8¢ 2R A7) B A AR
AEY)IE % & (Total N,-fixation rate per unit area) 435 TP 7 58% 1 97% (Gundale et al.,
2013),

R EFMAS ARG T, SAMEYIMEELN 9.1%, W EAEVELS 1.7%; H

=
REEAER RS, SRHEMIFEEL N 9.4%, H FAEYIEL) Y 3.46% (Jin et al,
2013). X ULHA, mEERH AR KRG G RHEY YR E RS AR R AR Y, T F AR
AR (Jin et al., 2013).  mFEEL) GRHME Y EIE K408 10.0 kg Nha ' yr™!, 2
o b B R SCR RY 50 2 90%, 1w s R R ERHE I [ 20 9 11.5 kg N ha™!
yrot, 290 Hh EEUR R 85 & 92% (Yang et al., 2011). XV, mFEMEEH, #
T RHEY B AR E ERe F, B AR AR OB o [ R L S R
ECHAHA(Yang et al., 2011), X EEHF 57 32 BEFST 1) 02 ERME Y L 1805y, FHw B2
F e R FE M (M bk 5.8 (Yang et al., 2009)) &2 EIL T EH (REH: 6.3
(Yang et al., 2010)) Ho FAEYEA G T LAY SR, BRI s FIbe s OR
bl 4.4). ECERL (HRGEEE: 3.00. PHRRELHE CRGEE: 4.3) DLRERRME (R
tb: 3.7) (Yangetal., 2010). [fioeT Ao E B, ot €5 GORME Y R I8 %05 1
FAIARWARIE: 2T EICEERIINZ 7520 b [F S A 385 R G S RHE Y A W1 20 A5
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Wi, PA S AT AFE RIS AT A TR

124 RIBEEMSHRABER

FURLFEIE I RAEER. Lu et al. (2011a) £33K T 206 s R0k AL R 96 A 5% STk, 45
R IR: IR B 35 L ER RGN 461%. 123 NO;~ WK FEIS I 429%. 1 1%
NH, "R 47%. IR EEA LRI 21%. NoO HEBUE N 134%. A4 F
NN 154% LA R SR AAE 3G N84 % U NE [F) I BUSE A Y B 8T 7. U &850,
CAR VM B B BT T 55%. 44%- 24% F1 24%; RIS A HZE
W BUE BRI T 6.1% 1 6.2%.

RBIF T SHEMREIR. B 20 bk Dok, 2 BREDTERE T S0 NP #74:
wWhhns #AEHR, BBV NP 47, XKL EFHEY T NP (22-30) FIFfE
(Pefiuelas et al., 2012), fESEEARILEL, 1930-1970 4F, T BEACKIME N, KAV
N:P 2 T Rash; 1970 4F)5, WAL FH TR0, & ek m A T aa kb, 1 it
REFI BT RS TERE S48 0, BAEL 1970-2000 4F, KA Ui N:P 2 EFh#a % (Hale et al.,
2013). ANEKWEBHCSA, Hoagks i E A4 (Bouwman et al., 2009). KU N:P
s BAEE P AH R NP KA THEYALS NP 5 YI6E (Gusewell, 2004)F1
T A2 BURFAE (Wright et al., 2005) % VIAH <, JF AT BLFG 28 DMK P 248 R 5K
- R 5P (Elser et al,, 1996). KUk, Y N:P B ARG ARG T 55—
JE, AT T A S RG AR H (Koerselman and Meuleman, 1996) A& Al (Tessier
and Raynal, 2003). ZEA MR, MEMAESREN S, HTESRGEKT, X NP
ANF 10 B, DLAEIRSIAE; U NP KT 10, H/AT 20 B, T & B R RS 4
N:P KT 20 i, CABEBR#I4E (Gusewell, 2004).  #H5 FARAS 52 20 BR 1], 17 52 3 I 1
(Brookshire et al., 2012). #viy J FHAMEZHIIX 34 NGl R R0 3R B Ut JEH% i
fif (Phosphatase) Y&, (RHBEBEMGIN: B AP AGCAEY AT LOK S 2 09 N FH T2 ik
PRI, #EUZZARILEERR ) (Marklein and Houlton, 2012).

BBRBBATEL. T ALTM, ES RS CNP IEAEKAEND (Pefuelas et al., 2013;
Sardans et al., 2012), B & BERS G AT TG ok B F 6 E (Finzi et al., 2011; Mackenzie et
al., 2002; Zaehle and Dalmonech, 2011b). C:N:P 7E 5 FH 72 W i Hh 2 25 R G5 A= Py b BR AL
5t FE oh B 8 EAE A (Sistla and Schimel, 2012). 451 & B 2 A 1 H B 0H
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DLEM (H X #)j %%, 2010), LPJ-DyN (Xu-Ri and Prentice, 2008), O-CN (Zaehle and Friend,
2010b; Zaehle et al., 2010c), CASA-CNP (Wang et al., 2010b), NCIM (Esser et al., 2011),
ISAM-CN (Yang et al., 2009); H 1, N1 CASA-CNP # & 1 Bk 2 W1 P4 (Wang et al.,
2010b). #5 ANE RERBEAEIA,  Flidth 2 25 2 ¢ [ i B = i i (Exbrayat et al., 2013; Goll
etal., 2012; Zhang et al., 2011), IPCC %5 5 X35 KH 7 10 A3 T 172 1 i b AE 47 P A
4 (Process-based terrestrial biosphere models), HH, 9 MR IFFRRABRIER, (UH
O-CN &5 T AIEH (Piao et al.,, 2013). HAERAERIEE WM M 2% (FLUXNET) 52l
WA 7= 71 (Gross primary productivity, GPP) (11846 Pg Cyr ') (Jung et al., 2011)#H
e, HRiaE R AL TR AR S RS WIRE S S (133215 Pg Cyr ') (Piao et
al., 2013)e BZ T RIRAGIEA AR, REM S EHSA (O-CND 4R ER:
B R B BB R T B A AN IR B AT CO, IRFEARAL I N s X R, B — ARl 2R
YRl L F) R 5 255 18 B 57 0 IR A £ 25 R TSI (Piao et al., 2013).

Pt E YEE R A TSRO AIR. TR, REBREME I A B
B, HIPCC 5 Wl DI I N IR E M SRR, (B2, AR5
B 7 ke R R AR S R G BRI AT S AR R D W HAT, CH > B R SR
B SO T BRI, E4E: SRR A R, 2R BN R I 2 4
Fiv ARG RGKMIRENES, LA mORE N F R M & AT 755

I

H
e S B e S A R S VR R SRR A AR R G MR LR 4 2 AT A R 2
WA AR SO R A g 5 TR w A e A i B Rl AT, MRS K
RV R, TR Wik, TR R R A A R ] R R R T e 2
(Plant functional type) (Sitch et al., 2003) Lt 21 [ b 38 F A8 4% 80 45 15 LPY il K 4= BRAH
WIS H T 10 ANTHEEAY: BT SRR AR, FAATZRATRE AR, TR R SR E AR, IR
AR AR, R E SRR AR, JE T AR AR, ST E GRET AR, JE T B SR A AR,
i s EL A A I LAY (Sitch et al., 2003). SR LPY AR AERLLF AR I A Bk RS AE
Aid IR, NI, A AT AR B A A A 55 T R SR IZ 0 A 0 e SR SR, T
o 75 5 e iR K DX AL BRI (Sitch et al., 2003). JCHA 1, TEM #E IR ThBE
Ry ep R 2 e S s FE 2R A, A2 LS L 5L (Zhuang et al., 2010). 5 2L
SR et SR 2 20 A M S0 R LA 3, W A RO e 5 25 T o o XA N P R AN

%:
&
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BT AR 75 9 5 R i e AR S R QUM (AR BRAE S ARAE, AR AR T, flEE
H T e R R D RE ALK oy bRk, X R AR S e R 0 AT AR SR B A R R il
Ni (2000) 2% T~ BIOME3, Ll 0.1°x0.1° ZF (B BA7, EFr K43 1 75 ik i B AR A D e 49 [X
Ja R AR AEBIOMEA B — DAL AL Jyid ] T 75 8 = J5L i) BIOME4-Tibet, & 95 427 UM FiR
Hil (e HIME. &R H . &M&E. 2T 0°C A1 5°C B4 K B H([Growing degree
days]), 43 #E AR DR ALRI Sy IR AN AR, SRR AT AT AR R
ARAMEY) BIRER. mFEFEAREY A/ 2 5% (Ni and Herzschuh, 2011).  Zhao et
al. (2011a) thifrilt BIOME4, JH T ikl AR S R G R sAE S, . £
ARKATBERRARAG T 5T, SRR, B, AR/ ORI DA o3 A DRk
TIEA REI AR, b fE iR A BRAET AR 20 A0 OB R o JER. €L )
B JE IR 23 AT M SR 3 B K s E AR 22 17 5 e S P AL DT 0 75, AR 22 250
AR AR SR, R AR - FE VR AE AR 2 AR R AR

Ky BORHEBEA R E IS ), RN, MR S X K oA kR H
i, OADEMFCRABABINN T, SEHEWIA A0, HElE e 5 L 6 A
N R 1 FE S A AR A B .. Y et al. (2013) A A B AR R CLM3 - (Community Land
Model) LA 8 # 2 2582 0 DOS-TEM  (Dynamic Organic Soil Version of the Terrestrial
Ecosystem Model) BEBIAHLL IR AL, WU RIL: WIEHERRLIL T B IR R 2 T IR R
B, WERSAEE. W N EPEES (Downward solar radiation) FUE#% % 55 7 HIE A
MSTAR B LRI R A E R, M S A SRS S, A BT
AL T8 B AR 35 R G A ) SRR AE S R SR A AL Wi . Yin et al. (2013) 1)
I FH A #% 8h 254550 LPJ (Lund-Potsdam-Jena Dynamic Global Vegetation Model) 41l
ik SR AR R, X LR IS LT = AR RS S H AR (Reference
Crop Evapotranspiration, MFR: ¥ 7Fz&H{[Potential Evapotranspiration]) /&¥87E— & <
AT TR HEREANEZ BRAI 2 — TF 34 AT BEIA 2 0 B K78 K& ORI I 55, 2012);
SEFRZE B (Actual Evapotranspiration) &5 753 7E 28 B e i A2, 1) M SR R A
55 DL S R S BRIR 6T 3K 4 i, BB TR RIAS B S bR ZS BRI 3 45,
2012)); H RS (Effective Moisture) 45K bR & HUAIE /£ 282 L (Yin et al., 2013),
Yin et al. (2013) &5 & LR MIMEHE, HILPTRLI R 2880, 45 RKW]: 19812010 4F, 5
J e SR AR AR R B T B, SEPRZRHONIA G FERR 2N, JF H, A R0 AR K AT e
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Az R ES, XA BT 2R i R AL A S R GK PR (Yin et al, 2013).
e EEA R R, ZHEGELA) 2, REMEER, HAEMHIRN FE
5 AT AZ U (Chen et al., 2013). A5 SR 78 75 58 i J AR 115 B
RRAFAFAH G W T-BL. Zhuang et al. (2010) RITEM (Terrestrial Ecosystem Model)
B A T 81 100 4F (1900-20004F) 214, INA: Him 5 BRES KRG E
—4:7% 7 (Net primary production, NPP) Fl+-3IF I (Soil respiration) 3 3E 73 5l M-
0.52 f10.22 Tg Cyr™!, BRI, $FRIK CO, B9 N 03 Tg Cyr !y & 2000 4,
9 5 R AR A A RGO Lk ST 36 Pg C yr !, R R SR A A A L 3
PER Ak B 50 J9: 32 A1 16 Pg Co il 7 e Ji S L A2 A R =, Tan et al. (2010) F
JE i B AR < B A0 AR O I A 9 0 A R B TR T AN B (Leaf
Area Index, LAD #(#E#&3ORCHIDEE (Organizing Carbon and Hydrology in Dynamic
Ecosystems) 230, FFR T Fmm B AR S KRG GEE, Yo 21 tHEy], FHK
i R AR S RGUAE N IR R FE kAl 2 A 0.4 A 12 Pg Co H 1961 4 % 2009
Ty e SR S A BRSNS (1.9 Tg Cyr ) A, MAESHK
G-I S, BT RACO, WREMBE KA, i J5 5 20 tH 2060 4F A iR
(—=0.5TgCyr ), & 20y, DEFWHLE T iKIE (21.8 TgCyr ') (Piao et al.,
2012).

AR ARV BR A 2GR B B R o B R, UGS, Wl sk
FIMBAEIE R, ZARKED T, mRAESRGEEEAMA R IES; A, &5
JE R I EAE IR FEAT A LA, SO S s RE B ER S AN, A — . Lee
et al. (2013) fERG AL CLM3.5 [2EA EdAT B BRI RS &, FIH CLM3.5CN € U
Fe T R e S B R PR SRR R T, BT R R AT BRI 7T, AT
RILEEZ.

125 RNHEEMSHHNEREHRENZEER

i R FH AR Ak 2B R e Bl b AR 2 R S k-F- 1 (Houghton and Goodale, 2004).  ££ it
A0 LR T A, BOCE 5 A B K I R R, 29 o B b TET R ) 25% (Asner et
al., 2004). HHAEFRG (W5 MW 55 [Svanannal. # K H R [Shrubland]. qFAH
J& [Non-woody grassland], L& % J&[Tundra]) (Asner et al., 2004; White et al., 2000);
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F, B IR TS R A, 29 2.3%, i AR AR R B BUBCT SRR R L 4 54%
(Asner et al., 2004), 1A R GUEBRAEIA T HZ B BRIC (Scurlock and Hall, 1998), Ji&
W fd B R ALK FEAE, JCH 2 LL C; BLJE (McSherry and Ritchie, 2013). 1990 4
I, AEREHAS RGN 30% 2T, Tt 2040 X —BE K TH s =
50%, HLJRAES RGuhrdid ok R LD 14.7 Pg (Ojima et al., 1993)s

Bt A BR DTRG0, RO AN Wit N N RS PR DT . T B 1 R
XF HLJE RS AN A FLAHAT, 3 A REAC FLAE AR BEIR A (Van der Wal et al., 2003).
Van der Wal et al. (2003) 7E 75k == 75 350 = L B2 J I e SO AR A s EAE BT AT, RN
BB, BTGNS 8UR A B 8BEEY (Racomitrium) Bk, TARAFEHFIH L
TR i B, XRS5 BT IN AR R AR (B 1L D. BT R Xt
B YIE B PR A, IRl e B R B A KT PR ) S5 2R RO, SRR
(ROR B R 51 4 & DR, T4 & B NI T R A BRI D, R, SR EE
FROHE B R SUfR e 1R B RAE K, SR S G SR R S B ) (1 1.1) (Van
der Wal et al., 2003).

EEMAETRG T, VRIS ILEIEH AR R G4 T MY 2 R 455
(Borer et al., 2014; Gruner et al., 2008). ZT &34 0 mT DR 5y B Jif o] 6 PR B0 il O 1,
(I A 3 o X S AR R SR By R R 1 I AN TR e 88 58 ELRE T R P ) 2.4+ (Allonso et
al., 2001). Hartley and Mitchell (2005) 7£ 754 = = LLVABIT R T 6 A IE RS, BT
TR BUTHEIINTT LR SO (Calluna vulgaris) FIH R S8, U8B R
BR A A 5 50 Jk40 — 50%, Al R T B 5 B e 5 B T B 6 SR Ll R U
AEFNFBCAE ARG R0 . 5 & RS HE VY M AL X Rt B AR R, T HL, XY
WA TEFR o TR I A B b LS R AR o 1, (ENRIRI A LR R A £ 5
(Eskelinen et al., 2012), fEAEIRAELEH, W RIEBRBAGE W, F4EUGIE, JEYS K
R, HEYMEESSRN . B YT C:NRR U8 FE 7 s & A it AR X 4 A
FREEM: KT m CN REY SR8V, AL R BB £ AR W THIK
C:N Y T SRR, W ALIG N ms £ 11 55 3 £ 1A (Eskelinen et al., 2012).

B TR AR, TECBCRAE TR U I 2 5 B A A R L g R
(Parfitt et al., 2012). TR IMATIA REELE Ny P IEAT; SREY ARG 2
JG, S8 mEIRYIBER#) (Fottner et al., 2007; Hardtle et al., 2006, 2009), H i, ##
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Nitrogen
deposition

Tertilizatioy

Grass-sedge
performance
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S \®
§ \ag
8 Racomitrium
= —_ performance
-
<
I
Herbivore

numbers

11 5 =2 i L e SR RGP 55 TR S LA P& 1T (Van der Wal et al., 2003). 0T B3 it
BERIAY) (Racomitrium) IEEAFEIER], JRE LR F MY A K MR SRt &R+
B RORFIAEY S|P R, kR 1 R A SRR D, R, TR R R
P fe it 7RI, FRRFE IO EESAR YR E B ] (Van der Wal et al., 2003)

Fig 1.1: Conceptual model integrating effects of N deposition and grazing in a Scottish montane ecosystem
(Van der Wal et al., 2003). Increased N deposition has directly toxicological effects on the moss (Racomitri-
um) and stimulates graminoids, indirectly limiting light availability of the moss. Increased graminoids at-
tract sheep, which results in greater trampling effects on the moss. Graminoid performance is enhanced by

nutrient-rich faeces, and the replacement of the moss by graminoids is aggravated (Van der Wal et al., 2003).
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RV MR T LKA R A SO B T I FS2 by K SR ARSI
TR B LAY 0 B 36 R AR TS0 DRI, UM BT AU
L.

1.3 FREEREANEEENSEESRZNEZRARER
131 BFRSEANEICRSWMIR

T EAARE “EB =" (Qiu, 2008), AL 257 J5-FJ5 2~ L (BREEHE 45, 2002),
Hrdr 150 J3°F 75~ By An A v 28 5 iR 5 s € A1) (Cui and Graf, 2009).  KEE %487,
H 20 tHarp Dok, FH e R oK ER IR 215G 0% (Hou et al., 2003; Kang et al.,
2002a,b; Thompson et al., 2000; Zhao et al., 2011b, 2008; Zheng et al., 2010). XA
Iy e L AR 2R A ) v SR A TR 10 s R 45 3 1 BDIE (Choudhary et al., 2013; Hu
et al., 2014), T IA BD MM Bl A 5, HEos R AV EEIFAE ONT
10 kg Nha! yr=') (Jia et al., 2014; Lii and Tian, 2007), "] X L3R HELE R TR, H
1980s-2000s, BT P T 20 B8 75 78k i JiR e 5 0 R 1 58 2 25 MR 1K (Yang et al., 2012).
XYL R TEAEAS R G0 BN S 0 e B U A X T Z N E AT RAX
fo, R IXOR B BT R 5T, St — DRI ST M e NS e 5 e s 9 AR
BRGEEHEM. BT, S EERTERNE D, H 1989 L0k, RfAHi# &R
H R /D B A I e % (B 1.2), s FLELR (i AIEKBER, 2000). i
ER M HTT %, 1991). $7F¥ (Zhang et al., 2003). J3%5 (FAHIE, 2008). Hetn (B,
2008). YLik (BH44EZ, 2008) AINNIL (Zhang et al., 2012¢). & T 7 i a2 TP a3, BUTFE
AT [ =

132 HEiRNEERT, SRESESEERETREBZRARINK

9 SRR POT N, S A 2.57x 100 km? (GREEHR 25, 2002), FLep, e
JEL. e A e FEVE R 0 0.724 % 100 km? (R [ R} 2 e v ) e A 1) 4 4 2 4,
2001), 0.656x10° km?* (IR} e v [ # i 81 2 5 2 51 2%, 2001), #10.035% 10° km?* (H
B R 2 5 43 AL B0 5 A Mk AR 28 B 9T T, 2000). 7558 JH AR AE S R G AU ERAL 2216
I FHZ AN NIGEZ T4 (Chen et al., 2013). FHil B4 S RGNS, HEEL
L OMESS X AT AR 20 o5 ST AR Y 74.79% (TAAAEFT B BT, 2011). 5 96k ey S B0 s %
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A, B4 T 8800 4F (Miehe et al., 2009), & 7 il =1 Ji FLHL AR 25 R4 Z T &K
LR, FHilmRE T K ERaE, A PR, H 2005 1N 72 1950 41 3
i GREREL 45, 2005). @ B O IR R SCERA T RBMADBKWEER R &)
Z 1 1978 4F, 2005 4 I 5l = R A B BRI T 3 £ (Du et al., 2004). #% % 2012 4F
Ji, PHIORHE B AR 643.6 Jik (Hirt: 42 600.8 753k), FAFAEE 15259 TR (M
Hr, 13 563.4 71 R, 4RTE 9625 T RD HlF RS E 459.0 5k (Hidr: 4= 425.1
Ji3k), FAAFEE 14463 TR (G, 1933 A, ¥ 1253.0 5D (PHEAR
SLRE [E K Gt 5, 2013). UG E 6 XA A KB RN 45% kit 55, 2007),
Xt T E P R (49 30%) (Zhang et al., 2014b). 7 ={TIHIX, H#HZER
1% 67.88% (Zhang et al., 2014a); 75 g A< AL HB AR I L1 I b A 3 5L R AR 4 4R B 3R A
184.01% (W4 3CH, 2012). jek P4 AL JFUH B 3TL 59.18% (A% 5%, 2008), Forf, ZifEHE
(R ik 205.26% (ZIUIE 5%, 2010). 3 FE BB i 1 e R F IR 4K (Li et al.,
2013; Song et al., 2009), JE Pk 14 Datifol 2 PRt I FUA 14.19%10* km?, (5K
SRR R THIAN 1) 39.64% (142 %5, 2008).

T 90 0 R b A ) B A R A 1.87 Pg C, b 4 [ HE b A ) B A 0 56.4%
(Fan et al., 2008). B& 1 A FHELASL, 5 8l En i e 78 HE 040 T 1 7 FoA A\ 235 3 41
AR TP AR AN RIS S T35 5 T = FE R BT iy, R
FRI, H 20 L2 20 LK, FHiElm b M (Carbon-neutral) B # 53 1%
JEBHTEAS % T BRIE (Piao et al., 2012; Zhuang et al., 2010). W15 F T 2°C, Him
JREEH 4 5 — A4 77 1 (Net primary productivity) R B 9%, 33845 HLRR Ak B 40 44 U
/1> 10% (Tan et al., 2010). FE T REAMEINAIHEFE, 9 FRATIR ff T v e S Bk P £ 44E 17 1)
FARR PR, T8 AU I BB R T IR A 2

Hul, DEEAEMWN IR, &5 =R A =€ RR (Fu et
al., 2009; Pei et al., 2009). 75 %E ¥ i (Fu et al., 2009; Kato et al., 2006; Shi et al., 2006; Yu
et al., 2013; Zhao et al., 2005; S %5, 2013) =% % (Hao et al., 2011; Yu et al., 2013;
Zhao et al., 2010, 2005), XS 23 FEAL T AL, #/RFE BRI, T A Y 1
T 980 R AR S R G T AE 140 3V 5 A B, ISR S IR CO, B R, WA
FIWI AT R AN R s UL, IR 55 22 B A T s i AR &, R s H) 2
OY AR AT R BT R R R R, AR CO, SRR Ik, 7 ARSI AT T
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R SRR (RLJE. REAAIVEED Y. LIEFRS A CO, HAFER A, NEEAR
e J AR AZ 4 BIUIR B S A

133 FREESEEMES R RITREEM RN 7RI

AR, (R SRR R R DT R BB T 5T, e BN R TR e 5
FrefsinEs. FXCR 2001 A “E R R A LHPEERERRINLRETE, Mk
AR R T, ORI e g B E N 2 —7 BT H
oL e i e T R TR Ay BRAUBLAR AT, 2 AN G BV AN 50 R g4,
IR R DU AT I T E 2 2 D7 D AT, G0 IE 1A 560 2 B ORI A S B 2 nxt
BRI B IS H R R KRR SRS Sy,  (ET E
SR F U AE AR, A7 R T VP 55 8l e i v 9 2 SRR AR 200 B s T e 6 e
Rio 7350, BZFARBRN TGS E MK, 75580 B NS, &t
FEA A AR BAR, A2 F 70 Al AL SN [ 3R AR 7 T

Xt mE AL R, SREFBINRE AR, BT HBs AR ZE L&
FREMERRG, PIARY, FAm AN & (et m e R A K DI HF (Xu
etal., 2004), HMBAEHE T HIEIFI (Xu et al., 2004) AR RGFI (Fang et al., 2012) LA
SR T BRARTR LT 580 I R G ) 3 e A, G L PR 1 e 2 R
HEIRT R SR (B TR R, B R AR A S O i SR (P 5, 2008; A7,
2011)o A 2 7 i J ) R SR, R BT R RS, AR 90,656 10°
km? (7 [ 24 e o [ R P B2 B2 2, 2001); B0 R AR 25 R 0T R UG AL IR0
ST BRGNS AR S DT I 0T v S R O L, A R g R R A A AR G
HER Sy, FE BT E L, AT TR SR, 2975 0.724 %100 km? (h ]
REeE b E A I AR 25 51 22, 2000). AT, B T, Bt B G
FRY 0 N7 B 7 0B LA T SR 2 e DA R 3 Tt 7 e D e 2 S R 4 ) R
W, G X e 2 ST U A TS, F T e iy B T S AR, 2
HAT BN i VR BT R 178 ) 45

AT, 7 e e A A 2R 0 R I T8 AN O it SR AN AL, i LA A A
FURIPI A, R 0 M AR = B e A8 0 SR L P 7, 1 A 8 AU T e 3
KL R GERR A RO, DRI, 5 AN TR AR G AR A x5 g e g )
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gra MR it (e ZE R B i), T E BBl AR m e L PR 55 I Tt (e 7€
MO, ERF BBk RE B E g RS S PR LR S DA Fe st (Ry ST B ), B B
IR ZRE M Tl CRrdEsa i B i), Fe 85 70 Xy MR 5 45 & WL 7y (i 58
B, HARSAWE 1.2, #EBEKIGHICRE, KESHRAT. SHfafr s NOs~.
NH,*. Cl-. SO42~. Nat. K*. Ca*" fll Mg>". ZE& AW F MM A SCHRIC T, LT
5 e JER RN o e e L () o AT A

40°N
Muztagh Ata Station
Waliguan @
35°N L @ Wudaoliang
Ngari Station
@ Biru @ Jiangda
@ Nam Co Station
30°N @ Lhasa
Naidong @ @ Southeast Tibet Station
Qomolangma Station
Lijiang
250N | | | | | |

75°E 80°E 85°E 90°E 95°E 100°E 105°E

P 1.2: 75 e e R R OB L i AT P £t RO AT T A, BB SCBRIC oWl 5. &6
VA5 UL BA AN N . Southeast Tibet Stationse ¥ H [ Bl 2% B il 2R 7 & LU PR S 256 T T34, Nam Co
Station J2& 45 H [E R} 25 Bt 99 K 48 8] 2 AH BLAE FH 255 A 78 5. Qomolangma Station 2 F5 H [F £l 2% B
BRFB IS KR 52 A M 785k, Ngari Stationse 48 Bl B 5 S 38 55 275 A WL AfF 72 3, Muztagh
Ata Station e 45 5& - BRE 70 KUHT PR B 255 WL AF 72 3

Fig 1.2: Map of precipitation N wet deposition sampling sites on the Tibetan Plateau. The red points indi-
cate the five remote sampling sites of this study. The black points indicate the sampling sites from previous
records. Southeast Tibet Station means Southeast Tibet Observation and Research Station for the Alpine
Environment, Chinese Academy of Sciences. Nam Co Station means Nam Co Monitoring and Research Sta-
tion for Multisphere Interactions, Chinese Academy of Sciences. Qomolangma Station means Qomolangma
Atmospheric and Environmental Observation and Research Station, Chinese Academy of Sciences. Ngari
Station means Ngari Desert Observation and Research Station. Muztagh Ata Station means Muztagh Ata

Westerly Observation and Research Station.
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Fig 1.3: Location of the experimental site (star) on the Tibetan Plateau.

Hile /R AN ERZKFERMEARRIE. G ER B g A H el = AH BAE
ZRAA WL 703k (& 1.3, FF AU R AR I B 38 I 1) 22 7K1 St AR 2 ik e e
E TR AE SR AR R S, AR IRAE N, 3 6 MIEAEIKSF (0. 10, 20, 40, 80
A 160 kg N ha~' yr!, Frfti &I N NH,NOs), H=AEE, WK 1L.50nR. HEEY
A E. PR B ERE SR, RIERE S B RIEWR A, R Co, &2
e,

144 AR

AW TR BB AR S, I Rk e R X TR, TS A SRR D A
s VAL T e SR R R B S LS R A R FLUG IR AT R DR R AR T
ke = A A R (R R AE EE D) AR R B A A ). Ry
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30°55'N

30°50'N

30°45'N

30°40'N

30°35'N

30°30'N

90°50'E  90°S5'E  9I°0'E  9I°S'E

B 1.4 QIR R R IR e T8 B ) A TR VR PR e 5 0. 1 SR PRI 1 30K K L ASTER K 7 v 2 4K
G/

Fig 1.4: The three CO, flux observation sites (alpine steppe, alpine meadow and alpine swamp meadow)
in our study on the central Tibetan Plateau. The background map was created by the DEM from ASTER

(resolution: 30 m).
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Fig 1.5: Map of the experimental area.
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Fig 1.6: Research scheme
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e R I 2 MR UL R, B R R B SRR AE, A H R A A
WSR2 NRIED W, Hikm S CHLEDTRE E 20 a8 DUOR 2 &, w2,
BRI IR B =0 v il 55 el = ol T e i S L s (B o A i, AR
AT I A 77 &, F 2011 4R 2013 SFiR & 7 Hmls R LB s G O
R b2 Bt s 7R e v L PR B 2 S I B el GBUZR R i 1 o FEL R 27 e Al AR i L2 AH ELAE
L5 WL FESh [N AR St 1 o (B R 27 o B P2 A ) 06 K /S0 B B 2 WL U 7 3l [ Bk e
]y B ER SR A R L DU AT 2 (] L ool ) R 258t B et o XUty P B 255 LU F 7 3l [
TEERS U] IR KA K, BFE: NO;~. NHy*. Cl-. SO42~. Nat. K*. Ca*"
Mg?t, 5B ER: EFTA G, HCO; . Ca’'. NO;~. NH,*. Cl-. Nat 7E[&/KE T
FEEMH, BT AR 90%. (EFTA BT R KEIACFEME S, HCO;~
Ca’t W feim. Cl- Ffl Nat RELF AW, K Ml Ca2t HEJHH 1%, SO,2 fl Mg>*
RIS IR IR & 3l 25 A AL B I 5, NH, ™ FINO;~ R A AN, 7 R K LRI
BELINH, ™ 3, HIEHUER TR AN, 1R TR (2 8] 40 AT 35 4. 1R 7R 300 7 22 0%
RHa S, RN, AR b, BRUGES, BT Lk 5 o B A% G ) NHL ™ B 0 P 2 40 Sl
N: 0.63. 0.91. 1.61. 0.36 Al 1.25kg Nha~' yr!, NO;~ JBUTFEEHIN: 0.28. 0.35.

K

R

0.04. 0.08 #10.3kg Nha'yr!, BLEHERIFEEDHIA: 091, 1.26. 1.64. 0.44 Al
1.55 kg N ha ! yr~1o 256 AW 78 BRI R W0 FN ST Rk 10 5% BB 0T B I £, 34T 50
B iRE, S SR NH, " @BUTEN: 1.30kg Nhayr!, NO; B &
N: 0.56kgNha'yr!, EHEEIIEEN: 1.86kgNha ' yr'o FETUM, AHF 75T
T 98 R BB TR AT TR, X B TR T AT B R e i T R B TR R R A
Wy A, WEATYORTE EUR R ETRE,  TUTE B A fF kAT

KA ki, RO, EHRRT, AR, HieE R
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21 5|35

B 20 ARk, AU TERARBOF S, i ER bR B G A (Gruber and
Galloway, 2008), 5IK— &R, fn: RHAKGG 055 %, Bk, M
L% ([Ground-level ozone])\ R/KKMEEE TN EMEFEMERR,. PR ZE A ZHIR,
Wil 4 RGBS (Erisman et al., 2013, 2011), FFR0 %351k (Zaehle et al., 2010a).
1T 30 AE[A] (1980-20084F), H [l Fifi b A\ A UEVE P U A 24.9 Tg N yr ' 2 59.6 Tg N
yrol, INT 14 f5: BRI S, hE SRR 7% kG, T AER 30% AN
VR 24.9 Tg N yr ! (51 #, 2011). N WIS EHEREUE R TTEin, % 21 228,
W S O R RGN 36 B 2 J5 55 = KRB DTEX (Dentener et al., 2006). & IT IS N
S EEZAES RS (U FAA b, RE. KPPRBRESRAS) WE-TT)
REHL =8 7 W52 (Liu et al., 2011b)s

BT NNEEEEARG U, HOfX it AES RgEmMiE 2 im, HA
EVFZ ERAMIX S SR 1 58 B RUTRELI A, I B A K S g I T 3%
e 36 [ E ORI R TR S B (NADP/NTND - (Lehmann et al., 2005) il
ZRFFMFE KN M4 (CAPMoN)  (Zbieranowski and Aherne, 2011) KR I 0] 3
rit k] (EMEP) (Fagerli and Aas, 2008)s KW B# K MM MY Austrian Precipitation
Sampling Network) (Puxbaum et al., 2002) F1 H AXFR YT F& 8 & M 4% (JADS) (Morino et
al,, 201 )55, HEJESF T IXEPER BT, a0 HUAF X (Pan et al., 2012), 1 [H
REBF LR (Sheng et al., 2013). WE# ARAK (Chen and Mulder, 2007). £ E P4 A6 LA
Lo Z2 W) e R DX, R B AT DOIURUE M R DR e, R R T 1989
SETF UG L KR RIER I A (The Acid Rain Monitoring Network run by the China
Meteorological Administration [CMA-ARMN]), Z 2000 4F, JLitAF# 1 88 AN s,
FENE pH M-3R, R LM, Imz. Rl FLER 4 DRI
AEL B AR M. NI SR, T AR A R TR IR R AN S A
sAEFC” PR, 1992-1993 SETERTA B RERK, AT 0. €5 M1k, XM
—HIRE ST EE KA ETR (1% 55, 2004). /£ CMA-ARMN H, 7558 IR
WMAFR R (6 DB fpH. BI/RRD LEX. HAL EMPET; X
6 NEuhr, A H R E AR ACER N P O E S K IE 5, HAh G b B EZNE pH A
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B33 (T [ %2 5%, 2004).

SLRDTRERT R A, vobidsdEmn, B 20 gt DUk, e R KR
TR B3 %4 (Hou et al., 2003; Kang et al., 2002a,b; Thompson et al., 2000; Zhao et al.,
2011b, 2008; Zheng et al., 2010). XM FHAE 5L hr HE Ll AGER 2R 7 1) 75 SEWIVE PTAR Id 5
5,75 3] 7 ENE (Choudhary et al., 2013; Hu et al., 2014). X NFATT T T 58 = R BT
B s B A T IR SR AR, W] BRI R AR B = R AT R R EE, UEF
s R R TYL, A S 17 4F (1989-2006) FIMLIIC 5% (Zhang et al., 2012¢).  A] [
1990 4, WHVLAHN 1 bR iR, HEUTREN EFPZ/HEANATINEZ, 5
TR AR R IE X DL i R SR O R LD R A

SRV B AR =, 454 CMA-ARMN UL R 1992-1993 4E WM B4E, Lii
and Tian (2007) F F oo BG40 H, A5 BRI E 0, b, VB BER X AN
6.69 kg Nha ! yr!, HiEEZ N 7.55kg Nha' yr ! (Lii and Tian, 2007; &, 2009).
Jia et al. (2014) KA CMA-ARMN YL A0Sk ot [FIAEA o0 L ddidE, fh5 4
[ 0 A 25 20 A, ORI R R 1990s-2000s R TR . THI A 1990s B 4.79 kg
Nha tyr=t (1AM A5 355 20008 B 6.11 kg N ha=! yr=t (4 NI A M
1990s B 1) 5.56 kg N ha ! yr=! (2 ANALM A1) #4 % 2000s B 17.87 kg N ha ! yr ! (14
B ). Liu et al. (2013c) 84 270 AN W5 OB 2045 GRT 315 /i SCHREE, &
Fi: 276 AT ST, 19 AR 20 #E ), W RI: 1 30 43K, FEEWE
DU M13.2kg Nha ' yr! (1980s) 1% 21.1kgNha ! yr! (2000s). A&, 7E4[H
270 AR i, o5 E AL 174 B s R A0 AT 11 (Liv et al., 2013¢).

JY4 Lii and Tian (2007).  Liu et al. (2013¢) 1 Jia et al. (2014) AT 7 2B RE A
URERS B o A oe, wlEEX e S, n] UK 1 B ISR R 2. o B 4 ]
A ARG BT DLy T BT I 2 8] 23 AT 22 S, kAT 4 [ROBE 2 Al 4 (LI
T 1 S AR /D, v S T e 5 52 ARV R XU S S A R A AR A
RN TS S e R e s L Dl = 2 AR 7 N I S T P A D
ERMAX, i mLARAR. ERERR, ETETIESE, FRATW FRKRE B E T R R A
W5 AEUTEIN S, JF R X ORI A BE: (1D a7 sm 5
MR X FIRTIRER: (2) 46 CAWIEE, W50 5 5 E R ZT R & R H 7 8] 4y
ARFRFIERE &) o
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22 MR5E&E
221 RS

WFETH = WA 58 °F- & (Tibetan Observation and Research Platform [TORP]) ]
5B Gl WE IS RRRRRIIE. X 5 ADEFAG w5 ek s I g 2 3 74 )
Ko, AR 1.2, BAUHIT:

b B 22 B e 2R mE e L PR 5 2% S W BIF 9T 3 (Southeast Tibet Observation and
Research Station for the Alpine Environment, Chinese Academy of Sciences), LA T & #x:
Jel R B i (Southeast Tibet Station). Jil /R B uli (29°46'N, 94°44'E) fir T 7 i i Jil AR
P HR,  HEE AT KRS 7 S-S B A, VEEOM 2 B B, Wik 3326 K, EHR
im5.55°C, FF#/KE 800-1000 mm, EERLPESEAN R FERA (T iy L 5 B AORT L
AR RO (KA 45, 2010)

rh [ R 27 e a8 A FBL 2 A BLAE F 28 A WL AR 72335 (Nam Co Monitoring and Research
Station for Multisphere Interactions, Chinese Academy of Sciences), LA Fj#R: AAH vk
(Nam Co Station). A% I, (30°47'N, 90°58'E) A 17 jell iy L R HE,  FH5B0 4 Mt EL 4A
B2 MRS R, R 4730 K, AR —0.6°C, FEF/KE 414.6 mm, FEH
WALy v FE L JEURT v FE AR (i R 5%, 2007; 5K ZE 5%, 2011).

[ R A e 2R A2 B 3G 0 KRS PR B 2R A M FE s (Qomolangma Atmospheric
and Environmental Observation and Research Station, Chinese Academy of Sciences), AR
fAj K. ERUENS (Qomolangma Station). ERUIEML (28°13'N, 86°34'E), fu T imie HE
LR 2, BBRIEE LA E 04 B, 1k 4300 K, EFF/KE 402.8 mm, T2
PR FE R (R 45, 2007)

KT B 578 B A 353 27 5 WL BT 5T - (Ngari Desert Observation and Research Station), A
NFR: Bl vk (Ngari Station). Fif FL¥% (33°14'N, 79°28'E) i T tijm H + B 7G55,
HEHR Y 4500 K, FEFEKE 124.6 mm,  F EAEBE AN mFE TR

T PR T XU IR 5 28 S WA 7T 0 (Muztagh Ata Westerly Observation and Re-
search Station), PARTRIFR: Zed- 354 (Muztagh Ata Station). Fe-3%#%uh (38°17'N,
75°VED, AL TR s R TS B S, k4 3650 K, fFE[F/KE 213.6 mm
(CRU 2011 4Ff#/KED, EEREHRIL )y o FE R
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222 RESTHAEE

NTALFEAR IR, SOmUE LIE RN, Wik fRfF. 2011 4F 2013 FFIERIEREK
FEAL 259 4>, b 8 MR RZENS R, TUUAIER, RIRARRER 251 4

Bk B . AARE . BRUGESEATRT Bt N ToRAE, JBUR B uli 2 H 3 AR ik
o LR, REEZIRIIBEKENT RS, EREKER CRU 2011 4 K25,

MRS NO;~. NH ', Cl'. SO42 . Nat. K*. Ca*t il Mg>t, ¥JfEh
B B A= A A F0 R IR B 7K 5T 27 B 2K s SE 50 = Ml 8 (The State Key Laboratory of
Environmental Aquatic Chemistry, Research Center for Eco-Environmental Sciences, Chinese
Academy of Sciences). PHFHE T34 ICS-2100 & F i K4l . PHEFNER, K
H Dionex 4-mm CS12A #:4EJy 70 &4, KA 22mN HEEER (Methanesulfoni acid) ¥
PEMGE, I 1.0 mL min~', #0572 5 05 Dionex CSRS300. FA & Tl E RS, K
| TonPac AS19-HC #:AE 43 #54E, 25 mM NaOH#k#E, ASRS300 i 35

223 HER=EES

FABH & 7Pt S A

Y. anions Yi (NO3s~ +Cl” +80,%)
Y cations  Yi_,(NHy*+Nat+K++Ca*t + Mg*")

2.1)

Horf, n ZARFEEL

[FIBH 25 Pearson 35 AHOC, HAHKRECH 0.82 (p <0.001). Y anions/ Y cationsi
0.26, BMAEEDAH —FE Y] E T ARNE. 78OKER K &R E 3% pH ¥R 17,
J&FPEIREE (Yang et al., 2012; T [H 22 5, 2004); AN & H 19 H &7 =~HCO;~ (Li
et al., 2007; Liu et al., 2013a; Zhang et al., 2012¢). ik, A RHY cations — ¥ anionsfh
HHCO; ™ iRk,

MW E T B THEE T & BERIK AR & &l KB &1 BRI EY
HE3bnHE 2% (HME-36, HME+36) PLAM I HUE 7E v 7= % {8 %1 BR (Liu et al., 2013a;
Rodhe and Granat, 1984; Safai et al., 2004). ABFFLH, 6 MES A R 2.4%)
PR A
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224 HEFZE

FETHEA G Ml B K B FAEIERS, AR TEE T 5 A 6k &0 HUe 8 — AR I B KR
i R 186 AN T LAY, 5 /NG SR EU [ B/ Al R . AR R 2011 4F 11 H
22012 4F 10 3 (53 MFEMD, GIRETEE N 2011 4 8 H 2 2012 4 7 H (29 ANFEMLD,
TR 2011 4F 4 A 20124 3 H (46 DMFEGRD, BT ELEGY 2013 4F 1 H % 2013 4F 12
H (39 ANFEMRD, ZEE R uE N 2011 4E 1 AE 2011 4E 12 A (19 MRS,

SRS TR BT 4 PR K B INBUR I ME (Volume-weighted mean, VWMD), 118 A
X

Y (Cix Py)

C= -
Y. P

(2.2)

Horf: CHETFRE FIRE, iZBKIREL CoONFEIRIEKE FIRE, PR FEKE
K&,

THLERRITE T AT
Nyer = 0.00014 x Cy X P (2.3)

Horf: Nyo 5248 N (NH,P-N Bi# NO; -ND 4FEig JibE & (kgNha ' yr'); Cy 21k
N (NH;*-N B# NO; -N) FEF Y ERE (ueqL™D; P ATRFFE/KE (mm);
0.00014 72 ¥4 254,

225 Gt

T 7 7 e RALTR 6 11 3 143 73 B (Varimax-rotated principal component analysis),
PA J Pearson AHIK 73 #r. 456 5 A Guli sl sl 5 SCBR BB R (B 1.2), #frw i
S A, A5 s TR E L EIR DR S 8] 0 A, #IB R A DR E. K HRK
fF “geoR” L H ] “ksline” bR AT v L AR AE, AR D7 V5 O b vk
(Ordinary Kriging). A% FrA 4ttt 7 A EAF 22 25k FH R2.15.2 58 i (R Core Team,
2013. URL http://www.R-project.org/).
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23 ZRMTE
231 SAEBUMBKEFEARERESHEHMIBXER

UK EERAEE LE (2.1, BKEES 7R LWE2.2 i,
F BT B K BN K B A AR T, GRZR g uh: HCOs™ > Ca?t > NH,* >
Na® > CI~ > NO;~ > SO,2~ > K" > Mg?t, g9AREu: HCO;~ > NH,© > Ca’t > NO;~
> S0,2” > Na' > ClI™ > Mg?* > K+, Efkl&yE: HCO;~ > Ca*" > Nat > Cl- > NH, " >
K* > S04* > Mg?* > NO;~, FH¥E: HCO;~ > Ca’>* > NH,t > Na™ > Cl™ > SO, >
NO;~ > Mg?* > K*, ZEE&ul: HCO;~ > Ca’t > NH,™ > SO4> > Mg?t > Nat >
NO;~ > ClI- > K*. 7ER BB 7, HCOs™ ¥ikE i, SIS FREM 64.2%
(HURESEE) %2 80.4% (HELEsMut). fENE e Emh T E, PURE I NH, ' &
m (52%), THABPUAS G2 Ca*t fkim GBZARFu: 66.4%, BRIELS: 41.4%, FH
Wi: 56.4%, HebPEREEE: 64.2%). BiE GRS, K EEE TR
ME BRI A : Ca®t > NH,T > S0,2 > Cl- > Nat > Mg? > NO;~ > Kt (£ 2.1).
BT EACR AR, e R K R IR AR RS, BRI RILEKE T
WL ER.

232 S5AMEBWMMEKETFRIE

= %7 (Enrichment factor [EF]) & F 73 At P& 7K b 32 B 88 1 AH XS T g A L %
TCE M E L (Cao et al., 2009; Lu et al., 2011; Shen et al., 2013; Xiao et al., 2013). #F7E
YEJy Na® [l —kUE, 1ML Ca®t 1ME—kIE. MK B AR T e S 7
TR

[X/Na+]rain

EFsea -
[X/Nat]sea

(2.4)

Hor, X RRREAKPIEMETHY, [X/Nat)u RAREKBHERE T 5 Nat 8k
FEH Cpeq X/peq Na®)y [X/Nat]ye SETGHERE AR SRS 7 5Nat S BHRFEHL (eq X /
peqNa®™). [X/Nat],., FMEVR H Keene et al. (1986) LA A& Turekian (Oceans, Prentice-Hall,
1968) (http://www.seafriends.org.nz/oceano/oceans2.htm#evolution, Last visited on 2014-03-

01; http://www.seafriends.org.nz/oceano/abund.htm#sealand, Last visited on 2014-03-01). [%
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Te LIRS DY 2011 4 1 A 2 2011 4 12 Ho

Fig 2.1: Seasonal dynamics of concentration of ions and precipitation at five remote sites on the Tibetan
Plateau. The sampling times of the five sites were as follows: Southeast Tibet Station, Nov. 2011 to Oct.
2012; Nam Co Station, Aug. 2011 to Jul. 2012; Qomolangma Station, Apr. 2011 to Mar. 2012; Ngari
Station, Jan. 2013 to Dec. 2013; Muztagh Ata Station, Jan. 2011 to Dec. 2011.
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+ 2—
20.7% m NH, @ SO,
B Mg® @ HCO;
= Ca2+
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13.4%

K 2.2: 5 A GuliBEKAAE T o B 2 Lo
Fig 2.2: Average volume-weighted concentration percentage of total ions in precipitation at five remote sites

on the Tibetan Plateau.
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R 2.1 FiEEREKE TR (ueq L) KRS E ARG fitbEL FKEBALE: mm. VWM R4RFEKENBCT H{E.

Table 2.1: Major ions concentration (fteq L™!) in precipitation at five remote sites on the Tibetan Plateau and other sites in China. Unit of precipitation was

millimeter (mm). VWM indicates volume-weighted mean.

Area Sites Represents Periods  Precipitation NH,;* Na® K* Mg?*" Ca’* NO;~ ClI- SO4*  Data type Reference

Tibet Plateau  Southeast Tibet Remote site 2011-2012 914.6 49 38 1.0 09 208 22 25 21 VWM Thisstudy
Nam Co Remote site 2011-2012 517 126 1.8 04 09 86 49 1.0 28 VWM This study
Qomolangma Remote site 2011-2012 402.8 285 32171 16 489 06 31.7 32 VWM  This study
Ngari Remote site 2013 124.6 205 12418 48 509 48 119 11.6 VWM  This study
Muztagh Ata Remote site 2011 213.6 420 10.13.0 113 119499 89 174 VWM  This study
Waliguan Remote site 1997 388 455 87 3.8 121 340 83 6.1 240 Mean  ZEAIEKEEE (2000)
Wudaoliang Remote site Aug. 1989 266.5° 27.1 21.76.2 132 25.6 292 Mean Wi ke Tt 4§ (1991)
Lhasa Remote city 1998-2000 250-500 143 11251 109 197469 97 52 Mean Zhang et al. (2003)
Lijiang City 1989-2006 900 114 25 7.7 502 3.6 11.6 32.6 Mean Zhang et al. (2012c)

Average 23.0 11635 63 663 6.0 121 14.2

Northern China Beijing City 2001-2005 441 236.0 22.5 13.8 48.4 209.0 106.0 349 3140 VWM  Yangetal. (2012)
Dalian City 2007 602 107.8 36.2 6.87 25.29 78.92 51.38 59.83 168 VWM  Zhang et al. (2012d)
Nanjing City 1992-2003 648-1242  193.2 23.0 12.1 31.7 295.4 39.6 142.6 241.8 VWM  Tuet al. (2005)
Tianshan Mountain Remote site 1995-1996 557149158 780 223 409 88.1 Mean 4555 (2001)

Southern China Hangzhou City 2006-2008 1435 799 12242 7.1 519 384 139 1100 VWM  Xuetal. (2011)
NingBo City 2010-2011 1374.7 46.2 22470 93 315 387 31.0 726 VWM T EH % (2012)
Shanghai City 2005 825.5 80.7 50.1 14.929.6 204.049.8 583 199.6 VWM  Huang et al. (2008a)
Shenzhen City 1986-2006 1769 352 40372 9.7 777 221 379 743 Mean Huang et al. (2008b)
Guiyang City 2008-2009 1171 112.8 13.99.6 105 18297.3 20.7 2656 VMW  Xiaoetal. (2013)

¢ FIEGE (Wudaoliang) FF/KEHIE T B HIEF %5 (2010)
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KA T 3 = SR i S

EF o [X/Ca2+]rain
soil — [X/Ca2+]SOll

Hor, X 2K IR ETFHS, [X/Ca? ) TGP PR B T 5 Ca?t Fig Ll
(ngX/pug Ca*™), [X/Ca*t|yy Rte LIEH UGS Ca?" FiELL (ug X/ pug Ca* ),
X /Ca**)spn HIMEVE H Taylor (1964).

AR FEE FEENTOR22MR. BEFTFRT 1, EWE, Bz Tk,
KT EFIREARES: ke, HEEETATL 0B, Bz T, KRR
FEG PRk 5 D6 uFKF Cl- 1 ER, fH5 0.50-0.85, i EF ) A 42.4-365, X i
W, BT, K Cl SRS R, TR 75 A G uli K NHy &, H
EF,., (10595-84974) Fl EF,,; (350-2164) ¥AE® &, XUil, 2 T e+ H,
BEKNH, ™ & SRR, BRI SR s, e AN
JH. 5 NH,* 2%fl, NO;~ ffJ EF, (832-113217) Ml EF.; (19.6-837) th4m, 0],
FE7K NO5~ B/ SZUF AR AN L3R RE M. GBS P uilis AR, ) R il A e P A ko
KSO,2 MEF,,, (4.7-14.3) FEFRy; (13-41.5) &+ 1, UiHX A& 3 SO, il
P FBZ NIRRT, A, ZAONETHAEEICT NH, ™ fNOy . BRIEN; SO 1
EF, /NT 1, 1M EFyy N 8.4, Ui MIERIELEFEK T SO & AR 15 HAh DU wh A
[, 52 U R A R EOK

T AR B e R R K B R I R TR, AR ST T B K R &
TR DTHR (Sea salt fraction [SSF]) FIARHEAEYR TTHRE (None sea salt fraction
[NSSFD), ARl orih R a4h. IR TTERZE (Crust fraction [CF] M AN JE oTHA %
( Anthropogenic fraction [AF]), BARHE AR F:

(2.5)

_ [X/Na"].
SSF (%) = 1 e 100 2.6)
o [X/CaZJr]soil
CF(%) = m x 100 (27)
AF (%) = 100 — SSF — CF 2.8)
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. SSF REFRHRFEIR v, CF 248 LIRIFHTTIRE, AF 48 A OWIRoTikZ.

FET R R, IR TR A ORI TTIR R R 2.3, N TR A 6
i, Cl~ ANa® B EEIR DTk 2L 90%, K+ Fl Ca* I 1385 DTk R 48 1T 90%,
NH, " Al NO;~ FI N AYR TR R EHEIT 90%. SO42~ F Mg IR IR A & 3k 2 8] A B 1
o BRUENEFEKF SO~ MR DTHRZE N 88%, T HAth YA & 3l [ K SO~ F
KE NN (GTERFRIEIE 70%). 2T Mg, JBUR FE i FI BRI K Hh M2 LR
HHEE, TR B RS B K T Mgt B [ 3, RO Sl AN B B K o Mgt R
5 ) RN L S8 Y 5 L

233 SABUMBEKEFERS ST

AN

TR ERER, BN FER R T 85% (FTHEE) % 93% (QARE),
R 2B N FT7 2 R RSB 1) 77 22 i B [communality]) KT 0.8,
YR B = AT R AN (R 2.4 B =N ERS B EME 5T,
AREaul, FH—EW4 Cl-. Nat. K. Mgt fll Ca?t, 2~ FE 45 S0, FINO;~, %
R NHyt s G9REE: BB — 2o Mgt Ca’t Al SO4% 3 i Cl. Nat
MK B=F5 NH, T I NOs—; BRIgERS: 25— ClImy Nat. KT M NHy ', 58
ZERS M?t M Ca?t, HEEFR NOs s B HEG: B — 1 Ca*t 1 S04,
FHSY ClImy Nat AIKT, S5 =F R4 NH, ™ FINO;—; FEh3sgul: 28— F s SO,
NO;~. Mg?t Al Ca*t, = F k% Cl-. Nat fIl K*, B=F k7 NHy . i 24 5 uh Al
BR UG 0 28 — 5 B4 o T R A T ZE 1 46% A 45%, H¥ & A Cl Al Nat, UiBHTE
EFA G, WA TR E T E AL, T T 75 R R A i, D
% e JER G 0 P ] L AN B B4R 3, C1- A Na B8 25 —E M4y, Ca?t Ml SO,2~ #JE
TEH— RS, HE— 3 RaTr 2 MR BEAMET 30%. X ULRH, 555807 re i
BRUIGUEANE,  HoAth = G 3l 7K B8 1 1 A8 e 3 B2 LSRR N ORI . fEPT Sk
i, Clm. Nat fl KY AL F[F—F sy, HIELPIP Pearson AR REUR S (), UiHA
X = MBS T AT AL AL A
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®2.2: HiE R 5 B uiFUK EEE TR, BRI RN T, DU RO TEREER.

Table 2.2: Enrichment factors relative to seawater and soil for precipitation constituents of five remote sites

on the Tibetan Plateau.

Southeast Tibet Nam Co Qomolangma Ngari Muztagh Ata [X/Na® ], [X/Ca> o

EFi. EFi  EFea EFwi EFey EFi  EFi, EFi EFen EFg
Nat 1.0 036 1.0 042 1.0 13 1.0 05 1.0 0.17 1.0000 0.5690
NH,* 15707 350 84974 2164 10595 859 19706 594 49751 519  0.0001*  0.0006°
K* 11.5 0.18 100 0.18 100 056 64 013 135 0.10 0.0220 0.5040
Mg>* 1.1 0.05 2.2 0.11 022 003 17 010 49 0.10 0.2270 0.5610
Ca’t 1262 1.0 1103 1.0 347 1.0 93.1 1.0 2695 1.0 0.0440 1.0000
ClI- 057 673 0.50 67.1 0.85 365 0.8 132 076 422 1.1600 0.0031
NO;~ 23842 154 113217 837 832 19.6 15869 139 40619 123  0.0000°  0.0021¢
SO> 47  13.0 13.0 415 0.83 84 7.7 292 143 18.6 0.1210 0.0188¢

H: [XMWNaTle, £ W EP EFE 75 Nat 2 & K JE W peq X/peq Nate [X/ICaltlyy 72 8 1 3

Erfkams ct fE

(Oceans, Prentice-Hall,

th: pg X/ug Ca*t.

1968) (http://www.seafriends.org.nz/oceano/oceans2.htm#evolution,

[X/Na)ee B 1H ¥ H Keene et al. (1986) LA J Turekian
I J5 95 W T2014-03-01;

http://www.seafriends.org.nz/oceano/abund. htm#sealand, #/5 V7 i1 7-2014-03-01).  [X /Ca®* |0 WIME IR B Taylor (1964).
R BLEKH T NS T NH, ™
b BB T NS 4 NOs ™~
© i LT T NFZFETE RO NH; A6 &4
¢ RB 3  FTE NIAATE TE 20N NOs (&4
¢ BB 3 T SIAATETE A SO A &40

Note:

en in

Prentice-Hall,

http://www.seafriends.org.nz/oceano/abund.htm#sealand, Last visited on 2014-03-01).

(1964).

Quantities of

pg X/pg Ca*t.

1968)

[X/Nat]ea are
[X/Na*|s

4 Regard sea N ions as entire NH,;

® Regard sea N ions as entire NO;~;

¢ Regard soil N as entire NH; compounds;

4 Regard soil N as entire NO3; compounds;

¢ Regard soil S as entire SO4 compounds.

given

was
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%23 HimEE 5 DNEEK EEE PR (SSF). HiEJE (CF) ANV (AF) BTk,

Table 2.3: Source contributions for major ions in precipitation of five remote sites on the Tibetan Plateau.

SSF indicates sea salt fraction. CF indicates crust fraction. AF indicates anthropogenic fraction.

Southeast Tibet ~ Nam Co Qomolangma Ngari Muztagh Ata

SSF CF AF SSF CF AF SSF CF AF SSF CF AF SSF CF AF

NH,* 00 03 997 00 0.0 1000 00 0.1 999 00 02 998 0.0 02 998
NO;~ 00 06 993 00 01 999 01 51 948 00 0.7 993 0.0 0.8 99.2

SO, 213 7.7 710 7.7 24 899  88.0 12.0 129 34 837 70 54 87.6
Ca*>™ 08 99.2 09 991 29 971 1.1 98.9 04 99.6

K* 87 91.3 10.0 90.0 10.0 90.0 15.5 84.5 74  92.6
Mg>* 929 7.1 44.8 55.2 100 59.2 40.8 20.2 79.8

Cl- 985 15 98.5 1.5 99.7 0.3 99.2 0.8 97.6 24

Na*® 100 100 100 100 100

234 BESERIIERLE

5 NGB IS TR B R 5 rp [ oA 5 3 1 EL B 3R 2.6 7R, 5 N6 3 NH, TN
TR s BN U s BRI&sE (1.61 kg Nha ' yr ') > ZEHE5 k5 (1.25 kg N ha™!
yr ) > GRS (0.91kgNha'yr ') > MRZuk (0.63kgNha'yr') > T Huf (0.36
kg Nha ' yr='). NO; -N B JTFE H = IR O PIRE S (0.35kgNha ' yr!) >
e LEERg S (0.30kgNha'yr ') > MRZuh (0.28kgNha ' yr') > FT B (0.08 kg N
ha ! yr=1) > BRUguh (0.04 kg N ha ! yr=)o S IEHLEIRUTFE B = BMRAR S s BRI 0,
(1.64kgNha ' yr') > FEEKH (1.55kgNha ' yr ') > giARH R (1.26 kg N ha™!
yr=') > MRZuE (091 kg Nha ' yr') > FTE¥, (044 kg Nha' yr. BT 546Uk
ZAb, A AR AR T R R A X 7 A3 5 B R I B, e UL SR
(A KRS, 2000). HIEZ W IC %, 1991). Hil# (Zhang et al., 2003). T34 (3144
Z,2008). i (Bi4E, 2008). VLik (Bi4%E, 2008) FIFHIL (Zhang et al., 2012¢). iX12
S BT E AR E I R : NH,7-NJN 1.17 kg Nha ' yr!, NO;~-N4 0.58 kg N ha™!

, THLEDTEN: 1.75kg Nha ! yr's
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R 24 FHimE R 5 QUK EER T Rt OF ZRKAIER) 458, PCL. PC2 Fl PC3 73 AR EE — i #iA 25 — 1R 8 A =
TR BT CT R AR T2, MERD NN ERN T ZWREE. N RES QUKL KT 7 R 8T I 2.
Table 2.4: Varimax-rotated principal component analysis of major ions in precipitation at five remote sites on the Tibetan Plateau. PC1, PC2 and PC3 indicates

the 1st, 2nd and 3rd component, respectively. CT means communNgari Stationty. N indicates the number of precipitation samples at each site. The component

loadings with greater value than 0.7 are marked bold.

Southeast Tibet Nam Co Qomolangma Ngari Muztagh Ata
(N =53) (N=29) (N =46) (N=139) (N=19)

PC1 PC2 PC3 CT PC1 PC2 PC3 CT PC1 PC2 PC3 CT PC1 PC2 PC3 CT PC1 PC2 PC3 CT

Na*t 094 0.02 024 094 061 074 O 092 092 0.13 019 089 062 073 006 092 022 096 0.08 0.98
NH, " 025 022 093 098 04 0.14 087 093 081 0.01 -0.00 065 -0.1 057 0.75 09 —-0.2 0.14 096 0.98
K* 088 0.1 035 091 0.13 092 0.06 087 093 02 0.04 09 015 084 04 089 047 079 —-0.1 0.85
Mg>*+ 0.77 045 029 089 09 021 036 097 03 09 025 09 067 056 0.09 078 09 038 —-02 099
Ca’" 0.66 0.46 021 0.7 0.78 0.12 054 091 —-0.1 096 0.02 094 085 0.17 0.15 077 0.85 035 —-03 09
Cl- 091 0.1 —-0.1 085 0.03 095 021 094 092 0.1 019 09 037 083 O 0.82 025 092 0.17 094
NO;~ 0.03 095 0.09 091 032 0.12 091 095 0.07 0.16 096 095 036 -0.00 0.84 084 088 0.12 —-0.2 0.83
SO~ 024 089 0.18 089 081 0.12 05 091 052 06 048 086 091 022 0.15 09 0.87 031 0.11 0.87
% Variance 46 27 15 34 30 29 45 27 16 34 33 19 43 35 14

% Cumulative 46 73 88 34 64 93 45 72 88 34 66 85 43 78 92
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2.5 Him R 5 A G uliFEK F B T Pearson MRS TR, N JRTE & Gk KR AL

Table 2.5: Pearson correlations matrix of ionic concentrations in precipitation at five remote sites on the

Tibetan Plateau. N indicates the number of precipitation samples at each site.

Sites Na* NH;t K+ Mg** Ca** ClI- NO;~ S0,

Southeast Tibet Na™ 1
(N =53) NH,© 045 1
K+ 0.89 0.57 1
Mg** 081 055 077 1
Ca**  0.69 041 064 082 1
Cl- 08 025 083 0.68 048 1
NO;~ 0.08 0.31 0.18 044 042 0.15 1
SO 026 043 04 061 053 035 0381 1
Nam Co Nat 1
(N =29) NH,t* 037 1
K* 0.68 0.21 1
Mg>*  0.69 0.69 034 1
Ca** 052 0.75 03 091 1
Cl- 0.74 0.33 082 0.29 023 1
NO;~ 029 089 02 064 076 03
S04~ 056 0.78 0.23 09 0.86 0.28 0.7 1
Qomolangma  Na* 1
(N = 46) NH,© 057 1
K* 0.83 0.78 1
Mg*t 043 024 046 1
Ca**  0.06 —-0.01 0.13 0.81 1
Cl- 1 0.59 0.82 04 0.04 1
NO;~ 0.23 0.12 0.17 039 021 022 1
SO2~ 0.65 036 059 0.81 048 063 052 1
Ngari Na® 1
(N =139) NH,© 035 1
K+ 0.7 077 1
Mg>* 0.89 028 0.54 1
Ca** 056 021 044 059 1
Cl- 0.81 0.37 0.68 065 039 1
NO;~ 032 047 031 038 027 023 1
S04 072 0.17 04 063 084 052 04 1
Muztagh Ata  Nat 1
(N=19) NH;* 0.17 1
K* 0.82 0.02 1
Mgt 056 —0.27 0.71 1
Ca>* 049 -032 074 092 1
Cl- 0.96 0.22 0.74 056 043 1
NO;~ 033 —-03 051 088 0.77 032 1
SO~ 05 —0.05 0.6 09 0.81 0.56 0.68 1

[um—
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IR B IR IR GO, 12 D AR R A A SR, N T
T AL 1 05 5555 8 v S T E LR DB B, AR U T 12 /b U S 3R 47 70 B 4
IR RSN (B 2.3). 5 HL 7 [A) 4 (8 7 i e SR TP 20 fE 4 R = NH, =N 9 1.30
kg Nha=' yr~!, NO;7-N A 0.56kgNha~' yr™!, EHLEIFFEN: 1.86kgNha ' yr'o &
RUREE R A 5, 454 CMA-ARMN WL 1992-1993 4E MM %#E, Lii and Tian
(2007) B v B4, A5 b E R B A Hodr, SN ER TR B, T
JEEX 28416 kg Nha ' yr!, HiFHELN4.76kg Nha ' yr~!s Jiaetal. (2014) K H
CMA-ARMN SN ECHE A0 SCRRECHE ,  [ERER A o B A, il 34 IR R B I 2 o0 AT
Hor, 21 el d), PEEN 6.11 kg Nha!yr!, #H¥# N 787 kgNha!yr!s Kk, Li
and Tian (2007) F Jia et al. (2014) mi il 7 75 98 = L E AL BB UTRE . AT RE R IR R
Ho—, MRS, FHmls E N S M, Eean: Jiaetal. (2014) KA
HAEE, HRGEEACE S AU (FHR 4 4, HiF 1A =, AT 74 E
FOBEI 5 B 2 (A M, 75 9 v S R e i 2 S F ) S R i A 3 X 11 280 e {1 4 L
S B T E AR BRI X, 5 e ST S OB I 4000 K, A ONIESF
PR BN, EAT R I b B R SRR s SR PRV A b DX 80T AR 4 1 2 v 11 75
o SR AT

AR & MARE 45 R, H s R B AR TR 228 1.86 kg N ha ! yr'o PHjBG
FUEIR UL DR L) B BB TR 41% (B89, 2008), Bl IH HE 550 75 ek e JiR 600 T B
SEN: 454kgNha ! yrlo Him R AT UL 4 2.82 kg N ha™! yr~! (Lii and Tian,
2007), Hitt, FEEIREKRIIESEL T 736 kg Nha ! yr'e i B EHL R UTE
AL, P E R AR T AT R B AR, W JE5T (Yang et
al., 2012). Ki% (Zhang et al., 2012d). Fd 5 (Tu et al., 2005). B (Xuetal., 2011). T
(T EM 4%, 2012). ¥ (Huang et al., 2008a). A3l (Huang et al., 2008b). T7FH (Xiao et
al., 2013)5I T (2 2.6); RIS, 558 E IR oL AT I B a2e I T r I 2R 3 AL Aty 2k
MWABRFELHELRIE, 0. BRZLIE. RHEEMS SNEA L. il gERIE
NIRRT (Chen and Mulder, 2007) (3 2.6). 2 TAHILAERHIX, i E R
FIRVTREARNT G, HrTREME A = H—, 5 S B K A JoL 0k BE AR X LR
T R 1 JER ) B A A B /K PN, PN B R FE I N: 23.0 weq L', NO;-N4 &
WRESME A 6.0 peq L' X AK T AL ARG X B K P B ML U EIRE (3R
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2.0, o, e R K R AR, e RO X R T R T RIX,
M6 AN A L DX P2 AR R 23 590 e v SR U B I e B K T 5, KR ol A
B /K AR T 500 mm, 771 HE AN HE B X EK DR 20 3t s B /K D v 1 500 mme (3R 2.1
M, Bz THEARISHX, H#m R EKEIR, HEFEKP IOV EREAL, FEE
e R TG R I e s A G A1

235 FRSERENIEGERTERS TR HHE MY

BB B AL, 45 A SCIRER, T R R O AR R A
R ik, BRI AE i B R e e 5O 0 75 59K 6 SR AL U
BRI 7 A AR M 1 3 B R (1) ACHIF 7 7559 5 J5 i G 0 SRR SR B A
YT B R X AR A T T HR (P, W HEAT 42 BOR A, e, 7EREAT RO
W, A7 AR T K FRRAR ) 02 R TR, X2 R T LR UL 5
AN—EHIARHE . (2) TEMHAT 5 AR, AHF SR T S i 5 /s £URISCik
TN T AN AT A R AL, TR S A B, B AR R —, X
8 ST R S TE LR IO S A R R R . (3) (R A S R T L SR
REGIERE b, AW 022182 7 1 B B2 0 T 20 W7 Mk b BB IR TR, R iR
HRHAHT I, LART E2 AV 2 R0 ST F T RIS it, A% 8 R it
(R, T Nat Aok R, R KHR NOs~. NH,* 15 Na* [0 Fit- 1 7k
UM T PR R B TR T, 5K T e e A P AR L A A TR R
TR, T XA S T T G W KR o R, T R A% R A T R B LA
SRR R, (KRG Na A0k B TR, 10T A8 S BN 5 TR TR %
P A R E PR (4) ARHTICR A BRI T 0T T I 5 ANBF AN & 5 BRI
TURRUR, TR TR, EOEA N SR b, MK R E RIS
CUAEIN L, D H T SR U2 IR L AR M R, T A SR e R R

NT RN R AU, LSS A S T LB, (1) SR
JEI FOT N, TG 260 73747 A B, RTINS H A B, R R
A T AW S e AHF TR B P AN T 5 ARV A, 1 4
BT R R AR UL B R A A R Rt B e, HUA L A 2 6 4 A A
FRsea, BN SR RS, R E I, R R, MM
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Mo (20 Tyl A HIB 22, SZEI R0 AT k& e, SRR A —, et
B KA SR B R R DU RS B B e 34, A B AT AR FC T i SR AN R AR X TR, B T
FARTTRE I CLAL, V3R Uik AR, AR s R TR oE. i,
i L AE T R e 4 T AT BOW I A, AT S R IR, D AR DA T R R
)33 A RO R R 25 A% R B 0E Skt

24 Ihg

H 20 a8 RUOR, il 5O AU 2 nEaS: e, EEETTER IS
RELZ. AWFFT 2011 42 2013 FARFET 8w EOW BT 721 & 1 AN A Gl GEUZR
PG AN, BRI, R BRI B D K EEE A, S NOs.
NH,*. Cl™. SO,2". Na®. Kt. Ca2" I Mg?". JlA I, GRS, BRigsl, BB
AFEL R ) NH, T TR B2 H08: 0.63. 091, 1.61. 0.36 A1 1.25 kg Nha ' yr !,
NO; 1B IR 9: 0.28. 0.35. 0.04. 0.08 1 0.3kgNha ' yr !, SN EIRITHE
B0 091, 1.26. 1.64. 0.44 F11.55kg Nha ! yr'o 55 5 HENH, B U A E
H: 1.30kgNha!'yr!, NO; #BUTIEEN: 056kg N ha'yr!, LHLEBITEEAN:
1.86kg Nha ! yr ',
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260 HiElm AL RIRTIFE (kg Nha ' yr ') S5 b [B Hopt ol s b . /K BB /2. mm.
VWM 245 B KBB4 1E

Table 2.6: Annual inorganic N wet deposition (kg N ha~! yr~') at five remote sites on the Tibetan Plateau and

other sites in China. Unit of precipitation was millimeter (mm). VWM indicates volume-weighted mean.

Area Sites Represents Periods  Precipitation NH;*-N NO;~-N DIN Data type Reference

Tibet Plateau  Southeast Tibet Remote site 2011-2012 914.6 0.63 0.28 0.91 VWM  This study
Nam Co Remote site 2011-2012 517 0.91 0.35 1.26 VWM  This study
Qomolangma Remote site 2011-2012 402.8 1.61 0.04 1.64 VWM  This study
Ngari Remote site 2013 124.6 0.36 0.08 0.44 VWM  This study
Muztagh Ata Remote site 2011 213.6 1.25 0.30 1.55 VWM  This study
Waliguan Remote site 1997 388 247 045 292 Mean  ZiEMIKEEE (2000)
Wudaoliang  Remote site Aug. 1989 266.5% 1.55 1.11 2.66 Mean Mot 5 (1991)
Lhasa Remote city 1998-2000 250-500 0.54 0.45 0.99 Mean Zhang et al. (2003)
Naidong Remote city 2006-2007 451 0.91 0.82 1.72 VWM B9 (2008)
Biru Remote city 2006-2007 582 122 186 3.08 VWM  BifJZ (2008)
Jiangda Remote city 2006-2007 547 111 080 191 VWM B (2008)
Lijiang Remote city 1989-2006 900 1.43 0.46 1.89 Mean Zhang et al. (2012c)

Average 1.17 0.58 1.75

Northern China Beijing City 2001-2005 441 1457 654 21.12VWM  Yang et al. (2012)
Dalian City 2007 602 9.08 433 13.41 VWM  Zhang et al. (2012d)
Nanjing City 1992-2003 648-1242  25.56  5.23 30.79 VWM  Tu et al. (2005)

Southern China TieShanPing  Remote site 1999-2004 1228 2550  9.80 3530 VWM  Chen and Mulder (2007)
LuChongGuan Remote site 1999-2004 854 2.40 1.30 3.70 VWM  Chen and Mulder (2007)
LeiGongShan Remote site 1999-2004 1714 3.70 2.60 6.30 VWM  Chen and Mulder (2007)
CaiJiaTang Remote site 1999-2004 1232 21.10 12.70 33.80 VWM  Chen and Mulder (2007)
LiuXiHe Remote site 1999-2004 1620 4.30 7.50 11.80 VWM  Chen and Mulder (2007)
Hangzhou City 2006-2008 1435 16.1 7.7 23.77VWM  Xuetal. (2011)
NingBo City 2010-2011 1374.7 8.9 7.4 1634 VWM T 45 (2012)
Shanghai City 2005 825.5 9.3 5.8 15.08 VWM  Huang et al. (2008a)
Shenzhen City 1986-2006 1769 8.7 5.5 14.19 Mean Huang et al. (2008b)
Guiyang City 2008-2009 1171 18.5 1.2 19.69 VMW  Xiao et al. (2013)

¢ FIER (Wudaoliang) FE/KEHHESI B HILT 45 (2010)
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Fig 2.3: Spatial distribution of inorganic N wet deposition on the Tibetan Plateau.
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F=F HeRNESERT, ARANBEEY. HIRFo MBI
IR

mE

NT AR RIIFELE =T, HmmE Yy, LIRS MRS IUR, A
FHE T R = R B (R, R RIVE R R A (AR A g R A Rk A e R
o FEOHTELER T 1 FE B R IR P AME ) 3 7R O OB A SRR AE () 22 S BOIR. 45 R ER
B (1) @R, EMAVEER@MERZE (0-10 cm) AP S 58 35.142.6
29.14£2.5 1931464 mg C g7, HIEEE DA 3.440.2. 2.0+£0.1 1 6.3+0.8 mg N
g e E=Fhm e A M A RS SRR EA K, FEE BRI Y
hn, HIENH EEE, 1 NOs~ Jilib, NH,H/NO;~ &R, (2) mavARE RS R
41 CO, {$32# (Net ecosystem exchange, NEE). EZ RGN (Ecosystem respiration,
ER) B RGA47=71 (Gross ecosystem productivity, GEP) 15, /& iA R A
B, TR S R A M, A K2R GEP W& AE BN (RIS, v A R, T
BN JFEAE B (3D GNOREE R L RV U R AR A AR G R R R R
(Qo) Z3HIN: 1.734£0.05. 1.4440.03 F12.43+0.45, (4) SRR JE AT 7 SEEH, K
Ul B THEAES, BEEAEYEERENH A E (BEN: 42.4642.64 gm 2,
B4k 27714350 gm™2,) MM T AEYE (BEFEN: 637.22458.14 g m™2, EA=4t:
401.11453.03 gm=2). B2 FHEFN, B TENO-N FEE S (HEEHN: 6.1+£0.5
mg N kg~', FIF24h: 121408 mg Nkg™"), XEBUEFEAMEY HAKEH RS E (H
FEN: 164+1.6 mgg™"', EAF24b: 183+1.6 mgg™') MM NP (HEAF:HN: 13.0£04,
4. 15.940.4),

*%iﬂ C02 @%’ %%EE: ?%E@7 ?JEI:'?#X:E@! iﬂ‘
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3.1 5|5

T ARG E i ER 24 x 100 km?, 2 AERERAE A R B IR GREKZ 0.5 Pg
Cyr ') (Scurlock and Hall, 1998). iR NFRfREGHAER RS CO, BESFE, — D4R
JHEPE M2 (network of regional networks, FLUXNET) T 1997 4545 DL, R 3 W 0 fdi
ARG CO, /KR MK BEE A (Baldocchi et al., 2001; Baldocchi, 2008; Hungershoefer
etal,2010). HHl, FLUXNET & 30 XM, it 500 A&, A7 K
(http://daac.ornl.gov/FLUXNET/fluxnet.shtml, Last visited on 2014-02-16), 1t &, FT
W E A KRG 7E M 4% (Chinese Ecosystem Research Network, CERN) (Fu et al., 2010),
Hh ] il b AR S R 008 2 W T 98 X 4% (Chinese Terrestrial Ecosystem Flux Observation
and Research Network, China-FLUX) F 2002 %F % 37 (Leuning and Yu, 2006; Yu et al.,
2006a,b). China-FLUX M 25 2 B, o[ i 8 A 25 RS 4E72 J) (Gross ecosystem
photosynthesis, GEP). A& RS (Ecosystem respiration, ER) FlZEE RGFEH
(Net ecosystem photosynthesis, NEP) FfA& 2L H R & W 246 (Yu et al., 2013)s &
Bk, China-FLUX HOMLIN ORER A T A A = B X, thln. 7%
W o AT > BN A (Yu et al., 2013)s

J&. R
2001), 0.656x10° km? (H [E R} 5t [ A e 6 25 5 2, 2001), F10.035x 106 km? (1
[ Rl 2 e 45 AL 38 5 0l AR 250 70T, 2000). 75 8 e S S 3 AR A BB it B 403t 1.87 Pg
C, baE YRR R 56.4% (Fan et al., 2008). 44K, HilEm R ARES
RGO IRAL A E 0 32 AR N KIES) T (Chen et al., 2013). H T A5 K
Jeiid, FHiEE R 2005 AN F 2 1950 FF 1) 3 % (GREEHE 4%, 2005); B2 T 1978 4F,
T A B BOR N T 3 % (Du et al., 2004); 3 B U A T R e R R Ak ) B
ELHZ (Li et al., 2013; Song et al., 2009), A anst, VKEFWISICFE RN H i m K
BRI AR 220 N4 % (Choudhary et al., 2013; Hou et al., 2003; Hu et al., 2014;
Kang et al., 2002a,b; Thompson et al., 2000; Zhao et al., 2011b, 2008; Zheng et al., 2010). =
FEARFIARES) TR O SR AR S RG24 T RE MW, 18 BT 7RI,
H 1982 F4 2011 5, Him R m Mg KT EEEaT, MR AN 1.04 K/5 (Zhang et
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al., 2013). H 20 292 20 2K, FHim R EH A (Carbon-neutral) B3 55 115K
VRIZ AT B T AL (Piao et al., 2012; Zhuang et al., 2010). AU 7T K EH, WRiE
FEF R 2°C, T R i 55 — V4272 77 (Net primary productivity) 73451 9%, +
AT B 5 20K 982> 10% (Tan et al., 2010). & T 38 BOFIA SR IR 78, N ERATTEE
file 5 e SR BT AL T IR AR AR, PTE AW I A BRI SR AN 2

FE T BT 52T, 7 80 En TP I 1 1 B 5 He IR R A AT B A BT
Z. HEl, SEBEHEMUNCETTRE, A HE B R =k, &R
(Fu et al., 2009; Pei et al., 2009). = %€ 5 4 (Fu et al., 2009; Kato et al., 2006; Shi et al.,
2006; Yu et al., 2013; Zhao et al., 2005; 5= £, 2013) Fl 5 FE€VHPE (Hao et al., 2011; Yu et
al., 2013; Zhao et al., 2010, 2005), X £&WL M i 3 E AL T AL (Haibei, 3250 m a.s.1).
¥7 /R 7% (Zoige, 3430 m a.s.l.). Ei#)7 (Shule River Basion, 3885 m a.s.l.). FLiE %
(Wudaoliang, 4767m a.s.l.) F124/fE (Damxung, 4333 ma.s.l.). XS &2 H A0 T
WA 4000 KI5 S R 2R 2%, T e B P S AR A0 T 4000 K. fEBE 9 5€,
BT Z 0 i s AR RGN FH G R P, HEEA Co, dE MM (Kl 3.1,
PRI, FRATTET 0 0 e B B e S B, B AR ), JTR T CO, R, &
fE: (1) B ST RUTRES SN, s R I =R s (RUJR, 5 ) A B 5 )D
Y. LIEFRFD COy A HRIAR. (20 AN bl S 7Y 5 98 L J [l A 9 A ME ) L 33892 0y
H1 CO, AZHARFE I 22 7 B
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32 YHERTMMEESEEMT, =R EEE %5 5 k3T HERITR
321 RS

T Tt m A T v R B g R 4 22 [l 2 258 S LT 783t (30°46.44'N, 90°59.31'E,
IR 4730 2K, DURMRIAR: giARASRSE) (3.1, 1.4). GRS S A5 5 IR i i, 4F
BRI -0.6°C, AR~ AMERIL (-10°C), LA EE (9.2°C) GRIIZE %, 2011),
2005 4F 8 H % 2009 4 8 H [A] 4 35 f& /K & 4 335 mm (Zhang et al., 2012e). 44 K% 5
FHEJF (E 1.4ab) BIFEEMFIN: KIEE R (Kobresia macrantha) 5165125 (Stipa
purpurea)~ HIR 5 M (Androsace tapete) F155 /N ‘K 8. (Leontopodium pusillum)
&, ZEEM EAEYE N 53.049.8 g m 2, HIEA ML N 35.142.6 mg C ¢!, HIE
R8N 34+£02mgNg™!, pH N 7.6+0.1 (R 3.1). HFEE M (A 14ac) ; 30°44.08'N,
91°1.06'E) EZEWFh & /NEE (Kobresia parva), b EAEYEN 89.1£7.2 gm2, +1IE
AHLR N 29.14£25mg C g!, AN 2.040.1 mg N g!, -3 pH A 74402 (F
3.1). VHEFEHA (K 1.4ad; 30°43.30'N, 91°2.59'E) EEYFNME S (Kobresia tibetica)
CHE EAEY)E Y 28174738 g m 2, RIEA VLK N 93.1£64 mg C g!, HEEEN
6.3+0.8 mg N g~!, 3% pH N 7.0+0.1 (K 3.1).

322 IEEFSRES

2012 = 7-8 F, FEANRRTmdRH R, B AIVE FE R A 2 R AR AR L. SR
Bivk (WAR 5 em), =8RG B — A3 reah. SRE LIRS, 2 FERE (0-10
cmy 10 -20 cm A1 20 - 30 cm), EASFEIRM 34 ANEE, PR HIERE G E T HBHAE
i, B URTRAT. o MTET, ARG TIERES, 2 mm 0. CREEFLE. FEANE R A1)
W (R 578 X E 28 [Saussurea stoliczkail, H.f): /]Ng& HL[Kobresia parval, TH¥E
Y. ZBZK([Potentilla spp. |3 L&y, F Tt & &, WS EAMN C:N. &b
11-12 MBS, 2013 45 8 Hrph), FERLJR. B AE RS ) 0 AT e J7, SR N
I1x1m, FAFVEFETEMEE AN 50 cmx50 cm, ANFCRE=ANHiM FAEY) & i
BT 75°C HAH 48 NI, FRE.

TIREEFER A 0.05 M K,SO, fl$2 UKL, 4:1), RIBHBERH K HESLRBN 2 HriX
(Auto Analyzer 3, Bran Luebbe, Germany) il 5 NH,*-N A1 NO;~-N. L3EHHLEK (Soil
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80°E 90° E 100° E

B 310 9 e J R A A R G CO, i R UL I 2 A s 9 O S A sy 9 ) A R I 2 T
JF 1:100 J3 ke B (rb ERE S B o B R B P 2 B2 B 2, 2001) 77980 = iR 1:100 3 HEL e B 85080 U 1 v
5 B B 2 R PR S R 2 R P olee R SEVR R AR A K T ] 1:100 7R 4 A B (LR A B AR
Jbth B 5 Al A A B FLAT, 2000). HE 1:100 J5vg B i kIR T E R ARF R SR e P ET
AL 5 A B EH R 07 (http://westde.westgis.ac.cn)o

Fig 3.1: Distribution of CO, flux observation sites on the Tibetan Plateau. The background of the map
shows the distribution of the three grassland types, i.e., alpine steppe, alpine meadow and alpine swamp.
The distribution dataset of alpine steppe and alpine meadow was derived from a 1:1,000,000 vegetation
distribution map of China ("' [ %} % [t v [ 48 4% 8] 9 %5 25 02 2%, 2001) provided by the Resources and
Environment Science Data Center, Chinese Academy of Sciences. The distribution dataset of swamp was
derived from a 1:1,000,000 wetland distribution map of China (' [E &} 2% Bt 4 Jb 3 2 5 & MV A= 240 70 BT,
2000) provided by the Environmental and Ecological Science Data Center for West China, National Natural

Science Foundation of China (http://westdc.westgis.ac.cn).
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3.0 2012 SFEGVRRE R TR R, R NIE ) R IR RE (B A RRvE R ).
FEEUREIRFE & 0—10 cm, MHAS &, S BRI C:NTFE AR 2 a9 AR B R ZE R, 5 fa) FA R L
WHE WP I RER. DNEEMREENEYSE. YR RARE XS & R R 5
RZ BB RARE (P> 0.05)

Table 3.1: Vegetation and soil properties in the top 10 cm of the steppe, meadow and swamp meadow in
2012 (mean + 1 SE). The foliage parameters (foliar N concentration, foliar C concentration, foliar C:N)
were established from the common species of the steppe (Saussurea stoliczkai), meadow (Kobresia parva)
and swamp (Potentilla spp.) sites. The same letters in a column indicate a non-significant difference (P >

0.05) according to Duncan’s new multiple range test.

Vegetation Aboveground  Foliar N Foliar C:N SOC Soil total N Soil C:N  Soil pH
biomass (gm~?) (mgN g™ (mgCg™') (mgNg™)

Steppe 53.0+9.8¢ 30.5+0.1*  15.1£0.5* 35.14£2.6* 3.44+0.2*  10.1+0.3* 7.640.1*

Meadow 89.14+7.2% 25.0+0.1° 20.240.8" 29.14£2.5* 2.04+0.1°  14.34-0.8" 7.440.2%

Swamp meadow 281.7+73.8° 26.5+0.1° 19.940.9° 93.1+6.4* 6.340.8°  15.541.3°> 7.040.1°

E: ARRPEEE AT R ESE, IRV 322884 F13.2.435 45

Note: All data in this table was investigated by this study, and the methods were shown in subsection 3.2.2 and 3.2.4.
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organic carbon, SOC) K I H £ IR # A fLi% (potassium dichromate oxidation titration)
W5E. YA LR E T75°C BAah 48 NP, SR EHIEREEAC (MMA400, Retsch,
Germany) &R Ko Kt RIS ARE, HInR PO E i E S &

NRHFEMEAESRG CO, M, R, FANEER YR E 7 R
(0.5 mx0.5m, =) 10 cm). % T & FHA BTN, FR, S AE EE R A 20 ik
BT 34 46 NER. 2012 4EM 2013 E4AEKZE (S H 1 HZE9 A 30 HY A,
FAb B ] B4 10:00 A1 11:00 (UTC/GMT +8), MIMAZS R4 CO, #2354 (NEE)
MAR RGN (ER). MR & — k. M NEE i, ¥ B4 (Transparent
chamber, 50 cmx50 cmx50 cm) 1T &K b FAAE AN G H TR EGHEN TS,
AERA L4 CO, /3 Hr i (LI-840, LI-COR Inc., Lincoln, NE, USA), Z#ric st F1b4H
N CO, BKiA & &, ME5E NEE 25, BN, @RZE, B sgme b, A
Ja, KU EROE AT JE ER. % NEE A ER I, RRRFFEEN[E] 120 2, LA
I/ DT AR IS ) 3o A T 51 S AR I OB AR 4. B0 E NEE #1 ER JFAG I M Z5 PRI,
43 W B IR E 1 (IM624, Jinming Corp., China) 1A WIRE. HERIEE. HFSem
BT 10 cm 3. LI-840 id3% 46N CO, 1 H,O K5 KISV FFP 1 k. 120 7
AR BET 10 BPAE 10 BEIEAANTHE, LB /ERZ . NEE Al ER fK¥E
RN CO, WAL R BEAT 1H 5 (Jasoni et al., 2005), BAEARIT (ARSI,
TEILAT S5 B AR )+

_ VP,(1000—W,,) _dC'

T TRS(T,+273)  di @D
/\I:P:
F.: CO, & (umolm2s™'; F. ZRTHEWEAES RS CO, Wi, F.ZIEHE, BWE
R R G CO, HEBO:;
Ve AL ERE (m?), V=R Kx%x (FEILHE &R R B30 s
FE);

S: JERAEMEA (m?);

P LA AR NP2 KA (kPa);

Wes WUIHHTEIFE P24 7K7R 43 (Average water mole fraction, mmol mol~!);
R: B RHEL (8.314 T mol™! K™1);
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T 72 FEOULIN A [B] 56 A~ 2 < (°C)s
C': LR/KERIER CO, #E;: ¢ =C/(1-W/1000), C EIFNERF N CO, K JF
(umol mol™"); W 28I I 45 N HyO HIHEZ (mmol mol ™' );
dC'/dt: ZIKIERIE G IR CO, AR, BRI ¢ BEM e FEIS ) (s) ] 52k 1 A
FA[C =dC'/dt xt+b, t ZFEMMEIE] (s), b2 HIHRIE,

GEPiH5 I

GEP = —NEE +ER (3.2)

7N I:'j :
GEP: REBZRYGEF"T) (Gross ecosystem photosynthesis, pmol m=—2s~!);
NEE: "5 R4 CO, {#55#: (Net ecosystem exchange, pmol m=2s™1);

ER: "EAE RGN (Ecosystem respiration, pmol m—2s~ 1),

323 QuitE, NEE. ER #1 GEP {4 ¥

AT, REABAEKEFEWTE Y, H Van't Hoff 2 X4 & ER A1 3835 &
(Lloyd and Taylor, 1994; Yan et al., 2011):

F. = ae” (3.3)

Hrp: F 2EAT RGN (Ecosystem respiration, ER, pumol m=2s7'); a &% 4L, ¢
R TIEEE °C); bEH

QoI HE AR -
Qi =e'" 3.4)

201246 14 H. 6 H29 H. 9 H 12 HA 9 H 25 H, W& T =& % fa] NEE
ER HZhA&. ®RME 8 ¥k, AHABETIFIFKG 3 /N, HARTERER M 0:00. 03:00. 06:00
09:00. 12:00. 15:00. 18:00 F121:00 (UTC/GMT +8) F LAz, Ak 8 MEE. X
K ER 1 GEP ~F-) H Zha& Wil 3.2 /7.

N 3.2fR, mERMEKZN, 10:00 E 11:00 2 8 KES RGBS T 4K
(R IR B[R]+ R EFA], 24 /NEED 394E (B 3.2a), 10:00 22 11:00 Z [A] AR R0
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K 3.2: 2012 e L6 S AR HhAS (6 H 14 He 6 H20H. 9 A 12 HF9 A 25
H)o Bl USEE A EIR TR R, KEXBFERREE (20:00 2% H 08:00, it 12 /M), AHEX
WFERER (08:00 & 20:00, Fit 12 /N,

Fig 3.2: Average diurnal dynamics of ER and GEP (June 14th, June 29th, September 12th and September
25th) in the alpine meadow during the growing season in 2012 (mean £ 1 SE). The gray area represents
nighttime from 20:00 to 08:00 (12 h); the white area represents daytime from 08:00 to 20:00 (12 h); the
red lines indicate the average daily ER (daytime + nighttime, 24h); and the green lines indicate the average

daytime GEP (12h).

67



5 e i R T P TR it R TS S 0t I 1 i

GERMA T AR (ARETE, 12 /80 $#E (F3.2b), REESRFELCEIERN
% (K 3.2b),

% [E P R A S R G A RGE B AR R 59 (Kato et al., 2006; Zhao et al., 2005), A&

WHE B AR A S KRG X4 GEP Ml ER A%, 7, HRFEMEREKERN 180
GEP ynua = Average daytime GEP x 180 days 3.5)

5-9 H K GEP ¥J{ (Average daytime GEP) X 10:00 % 11:00 Z [7]3l] 52 i) GEP (/&
3.2b)s
- ER vl QIR

ERunua = Average daily ER x 180 days (3.6)

5-9 4K ER ¥J{fi (Average daily ER) >R 10:00 % 11:00 Z [H € 1 ER (K] 3.2a).
A NEE Al 540

NEE annual — ERannual —GEP annual (37)

324 Giitortn

P R P B R B RIARAETR (mean + 1 standard error). R JHEE
77 Z 55T (One-way ANOVA) BN T8 A . RIEMAR. THEEHA.
+BENH,7/NO;~. Hi EAEYIE, HASE. H CN. LEANR. LIESER. LGN
38 pH RN, 72K R Z T i3kt b, SRS B W65 (Duncan’s
new multiple range test) HEAT 2 BHILEL, DA AT AN FRE R A () - Fa bn (0 22 5. RATT
ZESPHTRERE ISR, DU [R] FE,  DLROULIN RS (] FORE ¥ 22 TATNEE, ER #1 GEP (1)
SO, AEXUA R TT 2250 A i) 3 b, SR XS E B A Z A %607 (Duncan’s new multiple
range test) BEAT 2 B LR, DL AN [FAE B 2R Y () % 4R AR 1K 22 . EAT 2 EE LURUN,
KFEWS [E). #ET7 S HAR AR NBENLR 1o BT A Gt B fige it I 2 il 325K H R
2.15.2 5¢ i (R Core Team, 2013. URL http://www.R-project.org/). /347 K ArcGIS
10 SERX (Esri, 2011).
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325 &R
3251 =FheaRIETHhIEY). I ST

R THEMER, MESGREARN0 EAYE YRS E. LIEA
LB LI (R 3.1, Bz THJE, B f A yE v B f) AR 35 0 Fh B A SE AR
FEMEEMH CN, X518 CNEAME -8 GR3.1. E£=frd, 1%
AR AR FE M TRZ, HBELEEER M % (B 3.3a-c). £ =P
H, EEEE R RE N LIEESE (B 330 AMAA (F33b), mEAREA
BRALKAE AR (K 33b). HFE LEIEH A SR AN T (NHg/NO;~, 0- 10 cm:
0.06+0.01, 10-20cm: 0.07+0.01, 20 -30cm: 0.1140.02); 77 54+ 3T HL% LA
AR ANE (NHH/NO;~, 0-10cm: 1.68+0.26, 10 -20cm: 2.4840.76, 20 - 30 cm:
2.17+0.57); Ef ) LSRR SHAEAM Y, —&IFE (NH/NO;—, 0-10cm:
2.1141.09, 10-20 cm: 0.9040.11, 20-30 cm: 0.7940.16) (& 3.3d). =FpHithrh,
5 NH,7/NO;™ &%y GHERf>Ea > MKk, =EA%E pH k& (7.6£0.1),
Hoe ) (7.440.2), JEFESME PR3 pH 5K (7.0£0.1) (& 3.1),

3252 =fsBEHANEE. ER 1 GEPHFE

NEE. ER #I GEP #4352 18 # 8 B FUULIN B (8] (1 52 25 520 (P<0.05), {H A 2R
AR (A2 EAF AR ZE (P<0.05). IR, F A A PR M ) NEE #9942
(R 5 I 2 3 . —1.46. —1.90 A1 —5.43 umol m~2 s~ ' T 5, Hfa) AIVA B B4 ()
ER HIMAN A KZE I EE D BN 2,164 2.15 F1 4.67 umol m™2 s~ ! HEJH, FHifm Al
L4 1K) GEP AN AE KR € 248 70 0l s 3.62. 4.05 A1 10.10 umol m 2 s~ (]
3.4).

2012 4EH1 2013 FFE A4 5, AN B T RN B ) LA B O, 1 HEIG TV R B
BRR COy IR (3R 3.2). PIARESEE, TAANHER /@ 2012—2013 4 CO, 1§ 32 #t
B 7 514 65.85. 23.40 F1 —=70.91 gCm2yr' (£ 3.3).

3253 =#haaREHY SRGETFRAEESEEMY (Q) HE

W TR, =RhEE A IS R GO 2R AR UK, H Qo B
SRR ERG AN N (3R 3.4), ARAEA S RGP TIRETHR, FR. B MEPE
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Soil NH;—-N (mg N kg™) Soil NO;-N (mg N kg™)
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$10-201 110-20 8
B 3
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Kl 3.3: 2012 SFARFE R, B4 ATV PR AL HIENH, T NO;~ F G E1FAR R, MRS
FAR A — HIRREA RSB XS E BN E R LA L EILRARAEE (P> 0.05).

Fig 3.3: Soil NH;"-N, NO3 ~-N, inorganic N, and NH,;"-N/NO; ™ -N in the alpine steppe, alpine meadow and
alpine swamp meadow at the peak of the growing season in 2012 (mean + 1 SE). Bars with the same letter
at the same soil depth were not significantly different (P > 0.05) according to Duncan’s new multiple range

test.
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Bl 3.4 gIARHSRE, B FIVEE R MNEE. ER MIGEPZETI B (UMEE1 ARk, AHFE 17 B
IREEA AR AL XS B S AR U015 2 B A RARE (P> 0.05).

Fig 3.4: Seasonal dynamics of NEE, ER and GEP in the alpine steppe, alpine meadow and alpine swamp
meadow (mean £ 1 SE). The same letters indicate a non-significant difference (P > 0.05) according to

Duncan’s new multiple range test.
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3.2 GAAREEER, i AEE R A ESINEE. ER A GEP ZE T MME L. GEPypua = KT
%GEPO ERannual = %&ééﬂiERo NEEannual= ERannual - GEPannual°

Table 3.2: Estimated annual GEP, ER and NEE in the alpine steppe, alpine meadow and alpine swamp
meadow at Nam Co. GEP,,,,,; = Total daytime GEP during the growing seasons. ER .. = Total daily ER

during the growing seasons. NEE,  ua= ERunnua — GEPannuar-

Vegetation Year GEP,nnua ER.nnuar NEE.inual

(gCm?2yr") (gCm?yr") (gCm?yr')

Steppe 2012 332.61 397.76 65.16
2013 343.07 409.61 66.54

Meadow 2012 346.36 390.28 43.93
2013 4099 412.77 2.87

Swamp meadow 2012  999.15 966.55 —32.6
2013 886.15 776.93 —109.22

B Qo fH4Y B 1.73+£0.05. 1.44+0.03 F1 2.434+0.45 (K 3.4), TaERMHELS RS
T3 Qo IV A2 1.4 (Mahecha et al., 2010).

3.2.6 itig
3.2.6.1 ZAAREE=FE 1% NH,/NO;~ Xtk

FEARP T, AR RS, FAAVAFRR AT S = AR, B A X
TR, RLEARIRIE, VAR R PR RE O R K A PR, R v S
J5 NLO HEG TR S i ) s JE R fe), L NLO HECR AT S 58 B BT 305
BOAIRIETE R, H N0 HEgCE W T R MR A, H AR KT RAEKSE
K EILNLO Wlle (ISR 45, 2014; BRiK, 2012). X UiBH, BUONAHT RO, 6 F1yE 2
AT, BELIEREERIE M, NoO HEBURWT RE A TR (NOs~ L FIE D J&
BRI (NLO BEIRJEIEJE) (it /R, TR AN I R R 35 1 B A 13 NOy— HUFREE IR, [
fdi 38 NH, */NO;~ FFEEH8 .

+:3% NH, 7/NO; BEM SR IEAZ A 2R, HuaJgetIR =A== (KE3.5): (1) FHiKk
= B T HE pH B K B B N RIS (Yang et al., 2012), B8R +3% pH, A5 NH,*
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3.4 YUAHE R, ) RN A ) AR S R G PR P BB (Quo). STO. TS 1 ST10 43 AR
Ocm. —5cm 1 —10cm HIEEE., SMSARE 0-5cm HIERE, MHEKFZRMREARE B 28 5
SEEHEWERREZ B ILERERATEZE (P> 0.05). P-value e85 TR 2R A (1) B R 257 245047
WE .

Table 3.4: Temperature sensitivities (Q;¢ value) of ER in the steppe, meadow and swamp meadow at Nam
Coin 2012 - 2013 (mean £ 1 SE). STa means air temperature. STO, STS and ST10 mean soil temperature at
depths of 0 cm, —5cm and —10cm, respectively. The same letters in a row indicate a non-significant differ-
ence (P>0.05) according to Duncan’s new multiple range test. P-value indicates the significant differences

among the three vegetation types calculated by one-way ANOVA.

Soil temperature ~ Steppe Meadow Swamp meadow  P-value
STa 1.73+0.05 1.44+0.03  2.43+0.45 0.168
STO 1.354£0.03%®  1.2640.02° 1.564-0.08" 0.02
STS 1.68+0.04®  1.4640.04° 2.094-0.19° 0.038
ST10 1.524+0.08°  1.444-0.04° 1.954-0.14° 0.026

F B (Cameron et al., 2013). (2) LKA, FEAL-HEEEM:, L3EH O, HER I
b, WAEYS R NO;—, SU# 138 NO;~ /b (Li, 2013-12-09). 2% |, FE&EFIHIR
TR, 4 NH B4, T NOs~ Wb, LABL NHENO;~ FRHN.

BEAK 36N, 13 NOs— kb, 3X b5 SOd A i 2R Bl 338 7K 2 B4 N a8 A0 1 i Ok
1 AL S FEWIIE R BL, NOs~ I8 JR K NLO,  S0f# NLO HERU I, 24 38 /K 73 4k 58 1
I, AR NOs~ 2 A ER, NyO IR IEJFE L Ny, NoO FFHOITIRREIK. Rt
BEA BB IEAEE I, NoO HEBAT eS8 in J F#{IK (Ciarlo et al., 2007; Dalal et al., 2003),
AN G B PEBE A 135 NO;— /b,

3.2.6.2 ARE=FEHHINEE, ER. GEPRSESHEM (Q) HE

2012 FFAE K, BRI 1 CO, I M6 HIRTTIaH N, % 8 H -h Ak B,
SRIE TR (Bl 3.4a-c): JHFEE M CO, WU 6 H i) FaaIgm, 2 7 HHiik 3] ig
B, WJE Tk (B 34ac, k3.5 2013 FAKZE, BEHM CO, Wik, HBFTahs
BN RS 2012 2840, AN, HEHL CO, Wk, HEBUEE R A1 2T 2012 SE4EK
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Precipitation |

h 4

Soil moisture

&

Soil permeability, Soil pH |
v
Soil 0,
Stage 1: NO; - reduCed‘/Niz; N,O reduced
NO,~->NO, = NO~=> N,0 —» N,0 > N, 1
A 4 v
N,O emissionT* N,O emission,
\/ |
NO,~ NH,*
M increase
{ decrease NH,*/NO;~ 1

Kl 3.5: MEETIRAEAE S 3% NH, 7/NOs~ ok R Bl BT AR B2 ¥R NH,T/NOs~ (77 U
“ H—, 4 pH BERFK SRR RS, BARA pH 3EIAEE, AFIT NH,© REL. H, i
KA, B EE N, i O, BRI, AR FRRINO, T, U 43 NOs— b
BEAK XSG, SO GESR R W1, NO;~ IEJE & N,O, Eufd N,O Hutdbin; 4 4487k 7 4k St
I, AR NO;~ tH2BIA R, NoO SIREEEMK Ny Fih, BEASTRIEFEESG N, N,O HK
A BESCH NG P, TR AN B CE R 3 NOs— b, Bz, BEE MBS EAE N, i
NH, " &4, 1 NO;~ Jf/b, B NH,Y/NO;~ 2R .

Fig 3.5: Conceptual model of relationship between soil moisture and soil NH;T/NO; ™. Soil moisture controls
NH,"/NO;~ by two possible ways. First, with increasing soil moisture, soil pH decreases resulting in NH, ™
accumulation. Second, with increasing soil moisture, soil permeability decreases resulting that O, supply
decreases in soil. Soil NO;~ declines because of microbial processes. At early stage, soil NO; ™ is reduced
to N, O, with increase of N,O emission. With soil moisture increasing, N,O is reduced to N,, with decrease
of N,O emission. Thus, with increase of soil moisture, soil N,O emission increases, and then decreases, but
soil NO;~ declines continuously at both stages. Overall, with soil moisture increasing, Soil NO;~ declines

and soil NH, " enriches, resulting in NH;T/NO;~ increasing.
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& (£3.5), XRFERFIAGPIRH 2013 R FR T 20124 (E3.6), HFTREX, H
MR T A2 57 I R AR, . TP EAEJT R (Liu et al, 2013b). 2013 4F, GAREHE
sAEKZERE (5 A6 A) MAKEN 61 mm (K 3.6a), X 2012 FEFRBIKK (41
mm) 5% 50% (F3.6b). Kk, Bz F 2012 4, WML = Fh 5y
A E, WG 1 CO, Wi, HEBUEMERFERT (B 3.4). AR CO, M. HEK
U L UL AT BN [RD T 55, 88 JR B ) R AR TR BT HR B, T VA A f AR R B (R 3.5,
3.4a-c)o IX LR PR g Y VAR A 1 08 KR AR L

AR R SR B2 COp 1 HEL e CO, HETSUH & 5 T Y i = JE B (Fu et al.,
2009). WA FE A LA R IGH CO, #IRIL, i CO, MR 22 AT AL 25 SR B2 AH 75
(61.64gCm2yr'to—1209gCm2yr') (£ 3.3). GNRHEFEEMLALE CO, i
e, H CO, WSIE B 5 45 /K 55 ¥R b (Hao et al., 201 DAIHEILIEEE (Yu et al., 2013) K3
R, HS5HEIE S —AMEEFERNE LS RAF (1061 gCm~2yr') (Zhao et al., 2010).
Bz THEFAEA, HFEE LA &N NEE. ER M1 GEP (& 3.4d-0). X2 K Nif
PR B e i EAEYE (R 3., DURRIE RN LIRS M, . LA
B (3., BEAR (3D MEEARHAR (E3.3a-c)

HEH S om R FEVF R Qo M E, FEEL B RIEPERL M Qo 4 AN
1.68+0.04. 1.46+0.04 fil 2.09+0.19 (3K 3.4). X5 )7 5B FF. 2 7B 72 R I,
AL EL R (1) Qi {HZ98 2.10 (Lu et al., 2013), 475 [f] Qo {414 1.42 - 3.6 (Fu et
al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2005). T 7 [ 5 JF A = %€ 554 1 Qyo IME 40 1A 1.8140.43 Fl
3.054:1.06 (Peng et al., 2009). JCit &% Tl S RE AW ). B E R E (Zheng et al.,
2009), EE4ERRE (Wang et al., 2010a), & RS Qi #EAS R KA R, B2
TR R R A R A, A R AN Qo (K 3.4), XEMWEHEEMLL
L i A e 0o e T v BE UK, VA ) B S e ) B B R A LR B, X
SRS KRG BURE (Chang et al., 2012; Zheng et al., 2009)

o

3263 EFROEESEER. SESEANSERFCOBREME

AR TN A A RG CO, & HHE A SR Id KB, SR ER, S
SRy EFE R AA R CO, M ESAERR T M Rt (K 3.3). FHIME, Hil
R R R COy I, HP I HEGRE N 18.69437.72 ¢ Cm 2 yr !y m%EH A

HH
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12012

2013

Daily precipitation (mm)

/2 3/1 5/1 7/1 9/1 111
Measuring date (Month/Day)

3.6 ZNAREEN2012—2013 FFE K E A K. RO KERY (5 AR 6 H).
Fig 3.6: Daily precipitation at the Nam Co Monitoring and Research Station for Multisphere Interactions,
Chinese Academy of Sciences, during 2012 and 2013. Gray areas indicate early growing seasons (May and

June).
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% 3.5: 2012-2013 FYAEE F R, Hfa AIyE PR E NEE. ER F1 GEP Z=H5 & (H.

Table 3.5: The highest NEE, ER and GEP in the steppe, meadow and swamp meadow at Nam Co during the

growing seasons of 2012 and 2013.

Year Vegetation

Highest NEE

(umol m—2 s~ 1)

Highest ER

(umol m—2 s~ 1)

Highest GEP

(umol m—2 s~ 1)

2012  Steppe
Meadow
Swamp meadow
2013  Steppe

Meadow

—3.9240.27 in Aug. 8"
—5.5940.55 in Aug. 26"
—10.8542.60 in Jul. 26
—3.9240.49 in Jul. 14"
—6.0441.16 in Jul. 28"
—9.4141.47 in Jul. 25"

3.26+0.05 in Aug. 16™
4.24+0.23 in Aug. 13"
7.60+1.22 in Jun. 28"
3.5340.17 in Jul. 23"
3.9440.56 in Jul. 3™
6.6340.73 in Jul. 23™

7.0940.40 in Aug. 16™
8.354+0.68 in Aug. 26™
16.0640.412 in Jul. 26"
6.99+0.48 in Jul. 14"
8.334:0.130 in Jul. 28"
15.1342.46 in Jul. 11™

Swamp meadow

F& COy M, P SA W A R 240 —27.824:20.76 g C m 2 yr ' Y E A Z 5311 CO,
HOBOR,  FP SRR N 24344518 g Cm 2 yr ! (R 3.3). HUH ke BLEE AR 5
e FE LR e FE LR M s FEVH R I TEL R 43 0 29 9 0724 10° km?, 0.656% 10° km? A1
0.035x10° km?. [Fit, FETEERE, @R, &R SR ERCO, &)
WIZIN 13.53427.31, —18.25+13.62 F10.09£1.58 T Cyr~! (£ 3.6). BRI, FHim
JRFHAE S RS R 55 COy R, RIS R 29 —4.63+42.51 Tg Cyr ! (£ 3.6).
M #5575 1% 20 ORCHIDEE (ORganizing Carbon and Hydrology In Dynamic EcosystEms)
B R BoR, FHim A Rg 2 — i, KRR EZ N —21.8 Tg Cyr!
(Piao et al., 2012), 3X—H{H LU 25 L0 =

SR THUE B, T Co, 5 UMM, w4 T s i,
il S A AT BRI M. O T SR R A P A R K R B b O, iR, AT AT
X = 2 T A 2 LI R, R R IS R . A, AR
BHER BARERTS, (HSZBRAA AR, HadH e 5 A = 7€ B CO, S 5T SCHik Kato
et al. (2006) 1E3%, 757 = I AL = FE R4 2002-2004 v AR IE S B R R OR, 3
AN (11 A EIRE S A) ER ¥MEN: 68.9gCm?, 3 MEF ER N: 1540.7 g
Cm?, P4 ER 20544 ER (1 4.5%. AWK ESFFER, HEAPEFERB RN
T RE R 2 FER. Bk, & ZE 0 Ak S R SR RS e, BRI L AR
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e A R LA, S T AIE LWL, DA A S A A B E P

#3.6: TR E TR R, E B R i SEVHVENEE.  ER FIGEP{S 5.

Table 3.6: Estimation of NEE, ER and GEP in steppes, meadows and swamps on the Tibetan Plateau.

Vegetation Area NEE ER GEP
(10°km?) (TgCyr ") (TgCyr ") (TgCyr ")
Steppe 0.724 13.53+£27.31 167.53+£77.15  153.53+£51.32
Meadow 0.656 —18.25+13.62 282.93+42.87  296.64+48.19
Swamp 0.035 0.09+1.58 23.3243.00 24.25+2.96
Total 1.415 —4.634+42.51  473.778+123.02 474.424+102.47
3.2.7 INES

2012 4FF1 2013 AFAE K ZRHAIR], b x5 b oy SR L, R ) R VA 98 2 e AL
THEFRAR CO, BEAAT T IAE. MR LR HEES S AT IREE A X,
BEAE AR AR R G, 3 NH, s 4, 1 NO;~ U2, NH,T/NO;~ RFEENE . it
IS LA A R GE CO, 1555 #: (NEE). BB RGN (ER) FLEAESREE N
(GEP) M5, BIgrErmiim, mAm SR, MEKTT GEP WE(E H L [H
M5, HERRS, 5 A,

R AX3INHESIIE

AR31HFiHE CO, BEF, (umol m™2 s, {HHJ7E A b E B2 B % 0§
V56 SRl I R A% AR A B R WS A IE B AR G TR R B A S AR 4 B B
R L HLHIAE 77 TH B UR R A BT FEARAR, [ 5] E SCER Jasoni et al.
(2005). K FH LI-840 Wl 7 R 48 CO, = A E LRI T BFMER, B FH
(0.5mX0.5mX0.5m) 1 & pE E, FFEENIE] 120 #, LI-840 id s RIML A A (oK
73D 1 CO, WE € (ppm, parts per million, %54 F umol mol™') 1 H,O #E W (ppt,
parts per thousand, &4/ T mmol mol™!), EFMIRIE /AP 1 k. BRI E FH 4R I A1
S5O, 43 IR VO SR AR N AARIR B (°C)e 120 FPEEIC A I HT 10 AP AT
10 PP R AT, DA S RS
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BAERBEMNMBEAMNERNTZS (V) F CO, BT E, Bl CO, = F. (umol
m2s ) HITHEA A3 TSR T
C A48 2 I FE N CO, ¥ (umol mol™1), F&§ CO, 5 F6 SR B B & Nar oo
(mol) HJLLE, B:

Ncon

C_

 Narst0
W RS E I A H,0 (3R (mmol mol™1), F87K¥A 46 P9 S M SR (8 Nasgo s20
L. T SREH N SRR Nag (mol) 15 CO, ¥FE €' (umol mol™), 7
B WX C AT AKIRERIE. B RS kT CO, IR KRR Nega  (moD),
W2 ¢ AR

(3.8)

_ Neo _ Neo> __c
Nag  Nagimo x (1—W/1000) — 1 —W /1000
dC'/dt W& KIRRIEJG AN CO, WZEZAEZE (umol mol™! s, BI C" B E
BERSIE] (s) TIELEPERIT (C' =dC'/dt xt+b, t ZFMMEE (), b RFED Kk
HEUFBMNERBMUMBNNERNTS (V)  CO, TR E, B CO, iR
2F. (umolm?2s™1), MFJZBHELEG=AVEE: (D FANTAWIMNE Nz (moD); (2)
BT R R N B SR CO IREARALER dC/dt (umol mol ! s™'); (3) [ 4 A6 JES i
BT S (m?). F, KITHE AT

. NAIR % dCl
S dt

C’ (3.9

F, (3.10)

RIth, HEREF, fRETERAENT IR E Nag (moDe THE Nyg B, H
LT E T MBESARERRE W

PXV=NXRXxT (3.11)
Hors
P: RAJE5E (Pa);

Ve SRR (m?);
N: BB E (mol);
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R: PRESAMAE R (8.314Tmol ' K1), 8314Jmol ! K '=8314Pam? K ! mol ! ;
T: SARHIIZEEE (KD,
T2

P
N xV
RxT

(3.12)

W, ERFFRF N ZE ST E Nag (moD) B, FEPIANAE: (1) &I
6] 46 N 107 ) KR K58 P, (kPa, 1 kPa= 1000 Pa); (2) [FIfLAE W2 SRR Vg
(m?); (3) FRESAAFER (8314 Tmol ™' K1) (4) FMFEHN MRS FEET
(K>, XH, T=T,+273, T, Z&FNEMNEFLENTAFERE CC. Bk, Nug
HITHE AR

Pav x 1000 x Vair
R x (T, +273)

(3.13)

NAIR -

KHEE Vg (m*) ZIBFEENITS (AEKIRO B, 1R Vag, "TERDMEE: (D
FERANASE (FKRD BV (m®) [V =K x 58 < (R AR -+ i B H 3 E
EAMEED 15 (2) BN BF35KR 5 W,, (ppts parts per thousand, #H
2T mmol mol~")o Fbt: Ve FITHEEA AN

VAIR =V x (1 — WaV/IOOO) (314)

g5 n3.100 A33.13. ARX3.14, 15

% % 1000 1-W,, /1000
e ™ 4C’ VP,(1000—W,,)  dC’

X = X
S dt — RS(T,+273) ~ dt

F. =

(3.15)

Horr

F.: CO, & (umolm=2s7!; F, RMEEKRELES RS CO, Wk, F.ZIEH, EERE
EZRGR CO, HEHO:;

V. R ERR (m®), V=R Kx5x (R &R R H 3 55
FE);

S: JERAEMEA (m?);

Py SLDWHITE AR AP 38 KSR (kPa;

Wy SEIMHEIAE NP )7KV5 50 & (Average water mole fraction, mmol mol~!);
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R: FR#ESAAH AL (8.314 Jmol ! K 1);

T 72 TR LA R 46 A T2 <R (°C);

C': 2 KERLIER CO W E; €' =C/(1—W/1000), C F&48 M %E K46 N CO, 3 E
(umol mol~1); W &4l E I 48 M HoO K (mmol mol~1);

dC'/dt: Z/KIRIRIESG AN CO, WAL, BI ¢ BN e B ] () (/] B2k [m]
HIC' =dC'/dt xt+b, t RFEMMSTE] (8D, b2 EHNHIRIE,

i, A3 TR
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33 4BIRMBEERENAT, ABSEZRELEAIMEY. TIRFO CO, iR
®r

331 WIS HMEE

AT A [ B} 22 BE AN AR5 2 FBl 2 2 & WA F0 5, 2005 S & r 28GRI Y, AN
200 mx 100 m, HFHFFREANANERAEST KRG EFH0OR. 2008 4, TR A4 5
24 3 AWK EE (50 cmx 50 cm, &y 10 cm); JiE R EE L E S 4 5 cm.

2011 4E 5 1 H, REBEENSIERE G LEERE, =48 (Wi 5cem, I
BRI 10 cm) RS RO HIEREM . BN SR 15 AR RS GE T
B, BURORAE. AHTHT, MRRLIEREM, 2 mm 0. LIEERER A 0.05 M K,SO,
e OKLEE, 4:1), REEBCRHRHZESR BN 5811 (Auto Analyzer 3, Bran Luebbe,
Germany) 7€ NH4"-N F1 NO;~-N.

2011 4 8 Hrp), REMEVFES. BN EAE 3 D 50 cmx50 emIFETT, %
FEJT R R 3-5 Ks S AET7 o0 PR EERE Y B35 MR E TAUREEF, BARK
To FHEVIET 75°CHERT 48 /NI, FERATR A EREE(C (MMA400, Retsh) [0k Ko
KRB AR (Y. 2 250, SR)E KA MAT253 Fa5€ [FIAL 3R 55X (Finnigan
MAT GmbH, Germany) 7 & & EMRS & EHYHESERHEBEBEASET
1R K H 617 (Inductively Coupled Plasma Optical Emission Spectrometry, ICP-OES) ]
5 (Optima 5300DV, PerkinElmer, Shelton, USA); il & 2 i 5K F % FH B R - o S0 BR VS e
(Grimshaw, 1987).

2012 FAEKZE S H 1 HE9 H 30 H), KH LI-840 M€ H N AMER RSt CO,
e, BRACEA A 10:00 A112:00 (UTC/GMT +8) [alMll5%E, #k: BH—k. Bk
%€ K NEE. ER Al GEP ffiH5 775 0L 3.2 5 51634y, 2012 45 8 A R4, FF 4k
HATE 3 T mx ] mIIFETT, SRR 3-5K, AFeREM YIS, BN
ATE 34> 30 emx30 cm FIFETT, FZH0REMRR (30 cm %) KR REN 1 mm JE LM
Y, BT, FTAMEYIFERE T 75°C B 48 ANETHET, FRECGH B R A E
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332 Sitath

2011 4%, LW A 723 NEMYF, e T Hh 12 AN AR T R E
WA ZE R (HERNSAEANF S 23 NEE). X 12 NG M2 4t
% (Ajania tenufolia). R 55 M (Androsace tapete). §8 1V & (Artemisia wellby-
i) F == (Dracocephallum heterophyllum). KAt & ¥ (Kobresia macrantha) 55
N KGR E (Leontopodium pusillum) UK 1| B & (Oxytropics glacialis). V. 5 24 K
(Poa litwinowiana) %] ¥ Z5 W 3% (Potentilla saundersiana)~ 8 Vi X E % (Saussurea
stoliczkai)~ REWLFEHE (Sibbaldia adpressa) FVEALET S (Stipa purpurea).

AT T B R R L 15 bR iR (mean=1 standard error) KR, T file
(T-test) FH T Ao %6 LA 9 40 LS 7 (0 X ), 4n: 1338 NH,™-N. 13 NO;~-N.
MNP, M EAEYIE. T AEYEMYM . B A SN RMOKFEY N, C:N M
N:PHIZE KA T e FEREAA 12 M IEAREYH N BME. C:N IEF NP HE R
ZE S K FBCRT T K56 (Paired T-test)o MUK ZR 52047 (Two-way repeated-measures
ANOVA) I Har S WL I it \)< - LA A &b f2 He A2 TXF NEE. ER H1 GEPHISU M. i3k 4T
PAEJ7 220 M 2 /0, R R EKAF “lawstat” B “levene.test” R AT J7 2 [F] o 14
K% (Hui et al., 2008). BT 4t 1H 70 9K A R 2.15.2 58 B (R Core Team, 2013. URL

http://www.R-project.org/).

333 &R5i1i
3.33.1 BRI E/KEEYTIESHENE

BZTHREEN, LIENO,-NFER & (HFEN: 61405 mg N kg, A~
12.14+0.8 mg N kg~ 1), i T4 NH, *-N TR EEL (B 3.7). 7R Em i kil 72
A ILA (Rui et al., 2011) IAAREEEEAL T TR, FREKER 414.6 mm ORI 45,
2011), HIEES/KEAEIL 15% vv! (Weietal, 2012). T2IHREET, AT FE M
Y, A5 L 2R (Liu et al., 2011a) L K18 %00 1L 3 (Schrama et al., 2013).
FERFEALT TR M AN ZEHEE CERKE 350 mm), AR T HREN, [
A6, ARG (Xu et al., 2007). B2 T HEFEA, RS E 1 35 ] R RS B
EACPHEY) NP s (RS N: 13.040.4, FEFA: 15.940.4) (& 3.8a).
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Bl BT T AR (FE A 27.71£3.50 g m™2, FAEH: 42.46+2.64
gm?) (J&3.8c), X5 Wu et al. (2009) 7E 7 i 51 J5 7% 2 1 T v 58 35 ) O W0 00 485 2R —
;e FEFINSEN T SRR T AR (BRI 401.114£53.03 g m™2, FFA:
637.224:58.14 g m~2) (& 3.8d), X5 Fg 3w AL #v vy 2 iR 1) Bl 3 2505 — 35 (Pineiro
etal, 2009). 2 T-HIFLSL, FBlEBEH T AEYER I 723611 gm™2, X —H({HEH
B IR 13.9 £ (B 3.8cd). &M B RENS RIS V0K 58 2 1 AE M) B A0 T B |,
PAEHL 25 — 4277 /1 (Belowground net primary productivity) B, MIMFRAR TR
AW (Gao et al., 2008).

PR A T R = B, s S R R AR Z AR AR (B4 17.3320.67
m~2, FEAN: 13£1.15m2) (K 3.8b), X G5HEH XL RAAM, . mERJE
(Altesor et al., 2005)F1H A F 5 5 (Fensham et al., 1999), 7EFIF-4h, 47 W i ok
W m s RO, X R T 2B R4 Al (Gap-colonizing species) 1% T (Bullock et
al., 2001), ZkTIHEm S YA FE B (Gaujour et al., 2012),

15 15
a b

12 I -12
' j!
z 97 9 =z
D [o)
E £
z *k* z
S 6 L6 Z
i) 5
(] (7]

31 -3

0 N 0

Fenced Grazed Fenced Grazed

Bl 3.7: 2011 SEGNAHS i FE R R B A A HIEEHL A & B BB RS i SR I R s,
P<0.001.

Fig 3.7: Effect of managing type on soil NO; -N and soil NH,"-N. Significant differences are reported as:
wk% P<0.001.
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K 3.8: 2011 FgNALS = FERL R A2 N AMEY) N:P. ¥0Fh. i EAYE M N AEMEXT . SEMHR
SHORE XU R: %, P<0.05; **, P<0.0l.

Fig 3.8: Effect of managing type on the weighted average foliar N:P ratio, plant species, above ground

biomass and below ground biomass. Significant differences are reported as: *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01.
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3.3.3.2 EEAIMNIFHKFEFEPHN =, C:NFN:PXTLL

212 NMFh R, UK (Oxytropics glacialis) W8 & Bk m, H A% B 8L
HAR I (R 37D X AR E R B T U RMEY AT O AT A E A (Biological
N, fixation), # i ANELE (Yang et al., 2011). #2 T & X, BAXE N & &2
FHIRE YR A W% (Ajania tenufolia) JE1VE (Artemisia wellbyi). 5571
KGR (Leontopodium pusillum). H R (Poa litwinowiana) FIEEAEEN S (Stipa
purpurea) (R 3.7). BN & MHEM Y BEG 3 0 2 b L nT R A 7% 4, @1: P. Ca.
Ma 1 K (Shand and Coutts, 2006)s

Bz THER, BRI E S AR (FEN: 164116 mg g,
Bl Ab: 18.3+1.6 mg g 1o 12 MHFI I C:N ¥ME, FHF: AN 35.743.1, FHAEI A
30.8+2.4; 12 Mt NP ¥ME, HEFA N 13.940.5, B4 16.3+0.7 (£ 3.7).
X R AN A A, BB AR (R E B (Olofsson et al., 2001), JF HZ2fi#tE
V&R (Wu et al., 2011).

3.3.3.3 E#MA4% NEE. ER 1 GEP X4tt

BBl B0 TS R4 CO, #35# (NEE, HEA%AM: —1.4340.25 umol m2 s~
FEN: —1.674£0.26 umol m~2 s~!) (|& 3.9ad), N7 GEP (H#:4h: 3.5640.29 umol
m~2 s~ HFEAN: 3.8240.31 ymol m~2 s7') (& 3.9¢f), *F ER (A% 4b: 2.1340.09
pmol m~2s~1) (& 3.9de) Jo i 2 M.

HINEE. ER Al GEP M ala51M 5, BANSMELIR (B 3.9). AR & T8 5
J7 CO, B S eoaT 8 AWk FE(E (& 3.9). mFERIR 7 H R AE A, A
GEP KIUIEIN (F3.9), ZEFEIZEN 2012 EHAREERHFKWD (B 3.6), R
6 HRART. FWREL, BEEEGEM CO, AN 17% (K 3.9d); X5
PN 5 i L RO 2R AL (Li et al., 2005), {HA2, 7EJLEFEFEHE (Shortgrass steppe)
(LeCain et al., 2002). 77 5 52 (Temperate grassland) (Risch and Frank, 2006). 5 %5
Jii (Tallgrass prairie) (Owensby et al., 2006) F1 75111 % Jii (Alpine tundra) (Susiluoto et
al., 2008), [ & HARXS NEE 7 2F i Z PRI, [l E 2 AR 1 N 50 B B R KR
t, XWEAEREN “HMERLSL” (compensatory effect) (Wang et al., 2011b).  {EAHF 5T H1,
FElERTT 7 SOt E (GEP), X W] e KON A AR S m it B S . 2
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R 3T GIORE = R R AL N AMED I FOKEIE N &8, C:NRINGP tAe. AL N A oK P4
PN, C:N MNP 25 RH TR (T-tes); FAEAIN 12 MEEFEY M N ¥E. CNE
FNP BME 22 5370 5 R B T 4GS (Paired T-test)o o E M SHHRE LW T : +, P<0.1;
*, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.00L

Table 3.7: Species-specific foliar N, C:N and N:P in fenced and grazed sites. T-test was used to examine
the difference of species-specific foliar N, C:N and N:P between fenced and grazed sites. The average foliar
N, C:N and N:P of the 12 species between fenced and grazed sites was tested by Paired T-test. Significant

differences are reported as +, P<0.1; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; *** P<0.001.

Species Foliar N (mg g™') Foliar C:N Foliar N:P
Fenced Grazed Fenced Grazed Fenced Grazed

Ajania tenufolia (AW %) 18.140.6 18.741.2 322402 30.3£1.8 12.541.9 15.0+1.8
Androsace tapete (FIR y5 1 H) 8.0+0.8 10.0+0.5* 57.242.6 46.5+2.1 124404 14.1+1.0
Artemisia wellbyi (JRIDED) 17.3+0.3 23.0+1.7°  30.8+0.8 22.14+1.3"  10.9+0.3 11.8+0.1*
Dracocephallum heterophyllum (M%) 17.3£0.1 15.8+1.2 29.4+0.8 29.54+1.7 14.7£1.1 15.5%1.6
Kobresia macrantha (KAE i &) 143+0.5 15.040.9 38.1+1.5 36.4+2.6 17.3+0.5 17.3£1.8
Leontopodium pusillum (557> K 28H) 14.4+0.2 18.4+1.3* 35.340.0 28.0+1.7 13.741.9 15.140.3
Oxytropics glacialis (UK )1 HiE) 295413 31.1£1.2 17.840.7 16.54+0.9 13.7+0.6 18.9+2.8"
Poa litwinowiana (1 I K) 11.440.1 15.14+0.7"  46.1+1.8 34.2+1.3"  13.340.8 15.040.0
Potentilla saundersiana (51 ¥ 225 3%) 1524+1.1 17.8+1.4 35.742.6 27.5+1.6* 13.5+0.5 16.5+1.1*
Saussurea stoliczkai (B VH X E2) 22.541.1 234444 23.74£1.0 23.3+4.3 13.740.1 18.444.0
Sibbaldia adpressa (1K T 1L FE 5 16.6+£0.5 15.4+4.2 33.6+1.1 38.7+13.2  13.4+14 16.7+0.0
Stipa purpurea (CRAEET ) 11.6£1.3 15.640.8* 49.245.3 36.8+1.7* 174417 217415
Average value 16.4+1.6 183+1.6°  357+3.1 30.842.4°  13.9+0.5 16.3+0.7°
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SR, RS PORE O v P b b b R AR Rt B R IR N, el A AR A AR
RGP HN ARG 2 5 XATRER BN, BUBERTT T B A LR & (Ean:
B0, AR B 37 48 & R AR r] ge (e 3t L3 A NLF B 43 fif: (Paz-Ferreiro et al., 2012),
2R T AP AE B (Wei et al., 2012).

2 0.0
a o~
I&/l
o~ Of------%-- F-0.5%
IU) E
D ® Fenced 1.0 E
% 2 O Grazed ' =
S i 15
= J_ Tz
w
u S
Z -6 20 €
d 2
-8
b T T T T T e .
7
4 F2.4 o
'» == E
o~ o
‘s 34 F1.8 £
E 2
3 27 12 5
1d S
L ©
14 0.6 §
<
0 0.0
c o
IU)
87 T [* &
o T s
E 6 -3 E
£ S
S o
= 44 r2 ou
: :
0 24 1 8
g
<
0 T T T T T 0
5/1 6/1 71 8/1 9/1 10/1 Fenced Grazed
Measuring date in 2012 (Month/Day) Managing type

Kl 3.9: 2012 FGYAH i FEHE 5 A 9 /b NEE. ER #1 GEP = 152h45. */2#:P<0.05.
Fig 3.9: Seasonal dynamic of NEE, ER and GEP in fenced and grazed sites. * means P<0.05.

334 NG5

R BT TR, JUHRH N AR, R T R . BT
TR G, HRM AR RGP AR E W, WMEE Co, R T 17%. &
ZTHEERN, B LEESE S EANEE, RN EE . NP WA,
T C:N HA I
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ENE ABBKERESDFUSE T EFEXS T AL FY R R

U2

T 96 e Jo e FE A A B G T R N RO, T e S R 1 SR RS AT AN
BEXS T 9 e S FE B, AR AT T O 2 AR 0 2 KT Uk IR IR Ot IE K P
0. 10. 20. 40. 80 A1 160 kg N ha~! yr=1), FH T W5t B F YA 35 1 B, B 2K
e (D HAESRKRGUKFMNE, ZUACSEH &R AKTIRZLE) 0.540.1 g m—2 8 %
AE 160 kg N ha ! yr ') 1.940.2 g m~2. ZAEFR$2 7 7 E%0E. EMASE. ot
SN Fl+-3% NO;—-N. 4R, MHEAE 10 kg Nha ! yr! £l 160 kg N ha~' yr—', N F|
%% (N-use efficiency) #IM 12.3+4.6 kg Ckg N~! f& % 1.6+0.2kg Ckg N~!, N Wik
% (N-uptake efficiency) WM 43.249.7% B& % 9.1+1.1%. MIEE Okg Nha ' yr ' &
JiAE 160 kg N ha=' yr—', 184 N:P M14.4+2.6 % 20.5+0.8. 184 N:P. N Fl| R E M
N RSO IIAE AL L) 40 kg Nha ! yr ! BB . (20 sEIMOKTFIN S, B2 ER
WA o} 6 JIE P 0 S5 PRI 40 R T 53 ( Species-specific ). BEREAEACT-8 0, 7 FhdE S BHEM R &
R ERN, 1 MAEGRMEY) CKAEE H[Kobresia macrantha)) 55 B A I 5 2 284K,
SRHMEY (UK)IBRE [Oxytropics glacialis]) B&EADE EZ. AWM (SRAEHE
SRD BN = BE AT KPS N R . B ARG, BT A E S RHEY) NiP ¥
REW, WERHEY R E R WA BRI, e e s R R S R
SCEBRE], T SRS BB, BRI AT BREZ) N 40 kg Nha ! yr s

X#iE NP, RFELRME, RUREL &, BAMAEE, ZRoier

41 5l

T NG5, 3R HEON 1860 1 15 Tg N yr!, EFHZ 2000 511 165 Tg N
yr' (Galloway et al., 2008). X AH2T H IR ZUHZ /) 1.5-2 £% (Erisman et al., 2011). A
SR T AU N TT LB B B T 1 F (Manning et al., 2006), F4MAAEZS R G045 )
MITfE (Nadelhoffer, 2007), ¥ an: e 4 K (Xia and Wan, 2008), & B i 4 40 ek
/b (Treseder, 2008), M V&Y 73 fif (Knorr et al., 2005), EU{E Y7 85 )& (Bobbink
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et al., 2010; Clark and Tilman, 2008; De Schrijver et al., 2011; Stevens et al., 2004; Suding et
al., 2005) &5, ZICFEIE AT LLEG AR U AEPR (Lu et al., 2011a), {E3EBENEFF (Marklein and
Houlton, 2012), k1 X #E 4 C:N:P & {5 M (Pefiuelas et al., 2012; Wang et al., 2010b).
ST EE R DTG AT A S EUN X — RF) R, AATESRE RS KRR E TR
KA CRUBR 1 B BN 2 A )Xo T a1 7™ A i

— RIS, EWAEK CEY R AR KRR $h 5 B A T
BAESRGRE TN (Aber et al., 1998), Hrf: MY T IHE R SAED MK
SRR RGKCFRBR S, b2 KR ER 5 & & B FH T 0Pl 2 B AR E A S RGKP
A, F b, XEAPPN AR B AN E s DRI o mr e i o g g
SRS A R E BRI R Y A, R I R B ) A 2 RS (8 3 B T
P14 (Manning et al., 2006). L H, PR AR 22 5 I B AR S R ST RE (Maestre
etal., 2012), XJZ&UITFEIG ek e 82 e 4 38 oL 7 B S U (Bowman et al., 2006), FfH
PR TIPS A 25 R R DU I S (Bowman et al., 2006). 50T FF I 5 67 fir A2 5 1K 3%
A RN, XHEEA B A B2 1) i/ N BT & (Nilsson and Grennfelt, 1988). 1EH
ML NP 58T EE (Gusewell, 2004) FIE Y AE BREFAE (Wright et al., 2005) 25 )
5Ky IR LAFRIR MR KT AT RGKT B FR 5 T4 (Elser et al., 1996). KL, 16
) NP B FREBEAS AL T 51— MR, AT T iR A S R G RPR#) (Koerselman
and Meuleman, 1996) 1% 1 f1 (Tessier and Raynal, 2003). i JE i 36 & — Fh P 5 24E &
RGN RULIIE BT N T WA NP G 0T R 3G I ey o2, /b & 26006 AR
RO WEIIE, MERA— RIS X EY) NP A {22 EH (Cui et al., 2010;
Lii et al., 2012; Li et al., 2011; Menge and Field, 2007) (& ¥ H 521 (Kozovits et al., 2007;
Novotny et al., 2007). AU, X LRI HE ALK —, HEERREY) N:P 5L %
2 [F] IR ) AR 3% & (Simple dose-response function). %K FRMEARIKIE (Multi-level
N fertilization experiment) AW b IR IX —¥evi, A B T4 7T fe K JE LM B (Bradford
et al., 2012; Kardol et al., 2012)s

o

m

w1 FE AR A R G BODT 3G 0 RS A% AR Ak R 85U (Bowman et al., 2006; Burns,
2004), WK, BT H L2 mEEEESRKRANRIIFIE R AL 10kg Nha ! yr!
(Bowman et al., 2006), 171 f1 5€ B b A 25 28 G 000 P4 VAN B0 (8 i A 0L i 4o 7 T
R LR (29257 JP05 A D RERHE 45, 2002), PR EIE 4000 K, JEHIEK
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B A 5 i 1 1 R (Qi, 2008) 5 78R et JEU B C o i A2 2 28 G0 UL R 48 i 7
RO BEAR X s, IR TR 25 18] 70 A JF AN —, U (PU AR X)) 2908 6.69 kg N ha™!
yrt, RE CGHEA) 294 7.55kg N ha~! yr=! (Lii and Tian, 2007). ASHF 787 1 i = 5
EmEEFESRAERE T D2 AKFEMAL AR GEEKFEILT 6 4~ 00 10
20. 40. 80 A1 160 kg Nha'yr=1), Jiff2 4. ABHAETE: (D HEESRGKF
FERFE R AR T (A0 Y NP YRS ZUIRIRER AR RS Ak
APH T (REEENED BUTREMEA R (2) [ B 5 S5 R A Rl KF s A= P R
(MRS NP A 815N ) X 00T RS 0 £ i 8o

42 MR5RF%
4.2.1 MRM S

W 5% b f A7 T A B RE o7 B g K i 22 W 2 2R 5 L AT FE s (30°47'N,  90°58'E,
MR 4730 oK, DL faIAR: AR EE 5. N AR il A7 T 7 6 v J5 I L Hb Ak s S
Ji R 7 ) b A, EARR —0.6°C, AR H MRk (-10°0), L H
m(9.2°0); FREKE 414.6 ZK, LHZETHMBEKELD H2FM 92.7% GKIH%E
S, 20110 PAARHS m T H R FEY RO KAEE 5 (Kobresia macrantha). %5 1% %t
o HOR F M (Androsace tapete) 1§57\ K 985 (Leontopodium pusillum) 55, #
WRAEI T 9 ANH WA R (& HUFERE DT, X 9 ANl B AP & b i AR
VI E D 45.7%, B SR EE D 61.4%), IF o B F R R AT T &
BE (UK )1 K S [Oxytropics glacialis]) A AE SR Q& R A E[Artemisia stracheyils 55 /)
K R [ Leontopodium pusillum]. 38 78 X T % [Saussurea stoliczkail. K1Y & Hi[Kobresia
macranthal. 53K ([ Poa litwinowianal. 7 "W =% [Dracocephallum heterophyllum)-

HOR S HuM [Androsace tapete]. Z2[% %[ Potentilla spp.] s

422 I

2010 £ 5 H, TEGIARHS M2 B BN LER = AN FFERL, [8BE 5 22 10 oK &AM
o ERE 6 AN TR (AL 13 KD, BXREAAG, IR 7 KR E 6
JEAEALTE: 0. 10. 20. 40. 80 A1 160kg Nha ' yr' (& 1.5); it 18 T redh. H
i, AbEE O kg N ha ! yr—! AXTHE,
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Bt e NHyNO; (8N = 6.224%0). S THARBARBUIREF TEE, K
WRTEKS SHAZE A MHAVIMEE. MAER, KK NHNO; #lmiE, i
FE OSSR K FAE S, Pt/ 7K DA e Ai 0 2 THD A B 0 IR, ROK B2
ST 2 =RBOKE. BN B 2010 12011 4 K2

42.3 XS5

2011 4 )\ A o fy, 1ERAFFREH AP BE —A> 50 HK X 50 BRI AERE T, H5
PR AR AR R EAEY B, MRS B T4 EHEF, AT EKFERH
¥, R HANEERA TR I =A I (ER 5 EK, B 10 JBR) BER—4
LIERES. TIEREAE TR A ST, AR 2011 F, HRITAEKFEYI
5H1HD. AKZEEY 8 10 H). AKZFERM (9 4 10 HA9 A 27 H) B,
IR,

SIATHT, RIEMARR, 0F 2 2RO, KRR LR B T 75°C AT 48 /i,
K FHRAIREAL (MM400, Retsh) BERUR AR CRIARZIH 5 KD, HMm AN B A
FeCHEY): 22w, 1% 20 2%, A5 KM MAT253 f25€ [F A7 2% i i (Finnigan
MAT, Bremen, Germany) Z#TFEME S &, BREEAM PN, NHyNO; 1) PN R A
500 DS Ny AR, R DN F R RO R:

8N = (M — 1) x 1000%o (4.1)

standard
Horbr R ZFE i BE PRAEYI BT SN/MN, - S50 % 5 B IIE M FR#E % (Standard deviation) M
+0.15%-

+ RN FE W B S R A RS & S B TR K ST OB 1% 7% (Inductively Coupled
Plasma Optical Emission Spectrometry, ICP-OES) il 5¢ (Optima 5300DV, PerkinElmer,
Shelton, USAD; I 5E 2 1ij K FH 2K H H BR- 1=y FUBR WH i (NVitric-perchloric acid digestion)
(Grimshaw, 1987).

LR RER T 0.05 M Ko SO, il UKL, 4:1), BRIRBCR R LT3 43 B
(Auto Analyzer 3, Bran Luebbe, Germany) I3 NH,*-N #1 NO;~-N. LG LK (Soil
organic carbon, SOC) 3K A H % g #f % 1k.7% (Potassium dichromate oxidation titration)
Mg, MPEBICRFE (N-uptake efficiency) K A b 50 % 89 5 5 LU AE & (Xu et al.,
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2012). ZAMULRLE (N-uptake efficiency) FIZEAHRE (N-use efficiency) ) EAR 5
7AW/

. Aboveground N storage — Aboveground N storage in control plots
N-uptake ef ficiency =

N supply
4.2)

. Aboveground C storage — Aboveground C storage in control plots
N-use ef ficiency = N ; 4.3)
supply

424 Bitsth

2 b O B R 4B 41 ARAEIR (meant 1| SE) fIF KA. RABHE G %
3k Cone-way ANOVA)D 73 Hr i fEALBEG e ERR B H2S &L 1 6°NL I N:P,
MR A G R R, R B SR 3R 07 22 3 ik o i b, e A Ak 28 e A8
HAEFHX YRR SR, 1 N A NP (RN, R 7 Z ATk iR Ab 3, FF
Hu SREERFIR],  SREH 5 SRAFE R ()28 BLAR FIA R VA, BT ZE i 2 )5,
KA B E R ZER K (Duncan’s new multiple range test) #4722 HELEL, LI HFA
(7] b B8] %45 AR I 22 St BEAT 220 E RO UG I AL 3% 3B IO HL U 2 I, R AR
KAEI 8] Je HoAZ BAERAE RBENLE . SRAR SR [EE 7547 (Simple regression models)
STt 6N NP MRS B AL 2 ) OC R, BLAHE 615N H N,O Ji &
Z IR FRe B WGt A M geit B 2K A R2.15.2 58 i (R Core Team, 2013. URL
http://www.R-project.org/)

43 SR
4.3.1 E£YEMRRE

MIAE 10 kg N ha ! yr! 2L 160 kg N ha~! yr=!, Hi %% M 0.46+£0.14 g m2
% 1924024 gm2 ([ 4.1a: P<0.001, R?=0.7), b LEBRZEEM 13.6£6.0 gm2 5
38.446.5gm? (& 4.1b: P<0.01, R?=0.37)
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G 3.0 60
N
£ a b '
Z 55] y=2.21[1-exp(-0.33-0.0098x)] y=44.15[1-exp(-0.52-0.0091x)]  |gq
2 R2=0.7% a | R?=0.37* a o
—_ (=]
o N
2.0 F40 —
o
o ab ab 8
zZ ab ab o
hoj 15' b ab _30 (_)
[y bc ©
3 be b S
5 1.04 20 o
K g
o 0.54 10 8
< el
<
00 T T T T T T T T T T T T 0
~ . |C ke
S 707 y = exp(0.00506x)/(0.0089 +0.0015x) | y = exp(0.00888x)/(~0.0658 +0.0155x) 0 >
> g0 R?=0.68+ R?=052* o
(8] a X
c
2 504 ©
£ =2
D 404 >
3 2
S 30- 110 @
% ab 'C
=) =
1 20 b 5
zZ b -5 @
101 b I:
‘TT\ C T T T T T T T T T T T T O Z
o e f
g’ y =24.88 [1 - exp(-1.24 - 0.0505x)] y=19.89 [1-exp(-1.34-0.0578x)]  [24
-~ 30 2 _ * 2_ ok
= R%=0.32 R*=0.43 a a k22
2 ab o
S 254 58 E abyy, 20z
@ i L18 &
2 ; o
S 20- 16 b%
ﬁ F14
g 154
= F12
2
m 10 T T T T T T T T T T T T 10
0 20 4 80 160 0 20 4 80 160

Fertilization rate (kg N ha™yr™)

Kl 4.1: 2011 S0 B, b BRRZE. BRI, BRI RLE. M2 B A NP X 2 7K-F i T
fmi R CEME 4 ARAERRD. MR T BHMURISE B E M ZE R 07k 2 BIRS R AR (P>0.05), fi
BH K RIED T B4R S HEAE R Z MR R, REMRSHRE IR : NS, P>0.05; *,
P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.

Fig 4.1: Responses of aboveground N pool, aboveground C pool, N uptake efficiency, N use efficiency,
biomass N concentration and biomass N:P to fertilization rates in August 2011 (means=+one standard error).
Bars with the same letter were not significantly different (P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range test. Regres-
sion parameters were estimated with N fertilization rate as a continuous predictor. Significant differences are

reported as NS, P> 0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.
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4.3.2 TRWEERFMAF AME

MUEAE 10 kg N ha~" yr ' &I 160 kg N ha~' yr', BIRWHCER M 43.3+9.7% [% 5
9.1+1.1% (Bl 4.1c: P<0.001, R*=0.68), AMFIFHUFEM 12.3+4.6kg CN! [F % 1.6+0.2
kg CN-! (Bl 4.1d: P<0.01, R*=0.52), 4Jitif% KT 40 kg N ha~! yr "B, SR UK
FRER AR E TP (B 4.1cd).

433 HEHYRI=

RS 2011 FoRAEW 22 NMOF, MY N S EXYF (P<0.001, df=21, F=17.66,
4.1 M EREZE MR (P<0.001, df=5, F=35.34, % 4.1), {B2YRhAlj5ie xR
FIAZ H XY N S BERA RN (P=0.138, df=73, F=124, £ 4.1). WMEERG KT
Mme, AP, MYNESEN 181427 mgg !, Mt 160kg N ha ' yr ' SUEEY N &
BIE 254+415mgg ! (Bl 4.1e, P<0.05, R*=0.32). 4% KT 40 kg Nha ! yr!
B, YN SEE TR (E41e). BPM/KTETE, 7 FIESREYM N & &b
JEACZ G g o0, 1 A EAEERHMEY) CKAE S ¥ [Kobresia macrantha)) MG EHEY) (UK
JIHR 5[ Oxytropics glacialis]) W N & & & HALKF FRELL (B 4.2).

434 tHEYIN:P

HRE2011 RN 22 NMIFY, Y NP 29 (P<0.001, df=20, F=24.84, %
4.1) FIEfEZR (P<0.001, df=5, F=29.69, & 4.1) BEVEFMW, {HEYFFEERT
2 HGHEY) NP %A 0 (P=0.435, df=67, F=1.03, £ 4.1). XEd, H¥ NP N
14.442.6, Jtifl 160 kg N ha~! yr~' #f# N:P # %% 20.54+0.8 (& 4.1f). HtifLE KT 40
kg Nha !'yr ' I, N:P#&TFFfa (B 4.1f: P<0.01, R*=0.43). @Mk VS, £
FHEY) N:P B i IE 2 3 w0, SRMEY) NoP 16 & it iL K1 A2 (B 4.3),
AR KT 40 kg Nha ' yr~! B, %) N:P #&aT-Pi (B 4.10.

435 TIREMSH

HEE . SR, & §°N. C:N A NP L /KPR E KEEB &
4.2). 13 pH BEVE T, MK 7440.1 BFE 7.14£0.5 (R 4.2),

97



5 e i R T P TR it R TS S 0t I 1 i

R 41 WRZRE T EZHP2011 YR E T 2K Pt e 2 HAZ BAE M Z &=, NP FH §5N
HIsm. MS a7 A,

Table 4.1: Results of two-way repeated-measures ANOVA of the effects of N fertilization rate, plant species,

and their interactions on foliar N concentration, foliar N:P ratios and foliar §'°N. MS = Mean sum of square.

Response Term af MS F P
Foliar N concentration N fertilization rate 5 3.84 3534 <0.001
Species 21 1.92 17.66  <0.001

Species x N fertilizationrate 73  0.14 1.24 0.138

Residuals 141 0.11
Foliar N:P ratios N fertilization rate 5 228.85 29.69 <0.001
Species 20 191.47 24.84 <0.001

Species x N fertilization rate 67  7.94 1.03 0.435

Residuals 137 7.71
Foliar § "N N fertilization rate 5 49.74 121.44 <0.001
Species 21 21.65 52.85 <0.001

Species x N fertilization rate 73  0.64 1.56 0.013
Residuals 141 041
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56
a b Cc
48 - Artemisia stracheyi J Leontopodium pusillum ] Saussurea stoliczkai
y=31.38 [1-exp(-1.17 - 0.0322x)] | y =29.71 [1 - exp(-1.1 - 0.0206x)]
40 { R2=0.73* {1 RZ=0.67** -
b
i ab 2 i b b a
32 bc ab 31l
cC bch b
24 | - _
.
16 . 1 y=61.15 [1 - exp(-0.56 — 0.0029x)]
R2=0.56*
8 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
e
48 - Kobresia macrantha { Poa litwinowiana J Dracocephallum heterophyllum
y=0.01x +21.42 y=23.82[1-exp(-1.8-0.027x)] | y=33.13 [1-exp(-0.91-0.0415x)]
40 { R?=0.04"® {R%=0.29% {1 R2=0.74%
a a
a T ny
L

32 A 1 1 a
a
b b
sl 2o a X :E:_ _f
g -

Biomass N concentration (mg g_l)

.
16 1 . .
8 T T T T T T T T T T T T N T T T T T T
|
48 4 Oxytropics glacialis (legume) 1 Androsace tapete 4 Potentilla SP-
y =30.49 [1-exp(-2.16 -0.1215x)] | y =20.97 [1 - exp(-0.61 - 0.0074x)] | y = 27.05 [1 - exp(-1.45 - 0.0336X)]
40 { R?=0.11"° { RZ=0.77% { R?=0.26%
32 - ry 1 . a a
¢ + - b ab I a
24 1 . 1 b K3
a
16 1 ab ab 1
b C
8 [
0 40 80 160 0 40 80 160 0 40 80 160

Fertilization rate (kg N ha™yr™)

K 4.2: 2011 fE /S ZE 5L O AR (& B0 2 /KT REAR M N, (IEEFRUERD. AR TR 7R
G EWERIEEL BHRERALEE (P>0.05). &8 2R3540 & 38555 e 2 2 7] 1)
K F, BEMASIERE P T: NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.

Fig 4.2: Correlations between biomass N concentration of the nine dominant plant species and nitrogen fer-
tilization rates in 2011 (means+one standard error). Bars with the same letter were not significantly different
(P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range test. Regression parameters were estimated with N fertilization rate
as a continuous predictor. Significant differences are reported as NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***,

P<0.001.
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40
a b Cc
35 Artemisia stracheyi | Leontopodium pusillum | Saussurea stoliczkai
y=20.8 [1-exp(-1.03-0.0327x)] |y=28.93 [1-exp(-0.75-0.0115x)] | y =27.81 [1 - exp(-1.09 - 0.0073x)]
30 { R2=0.79% { R?2=0.83%* { RZ=0.42%
a a
25 1 1 B b ab
a al
ab  ab ) p 2D
20 b 1b .
b
1542 . .
10 LI T T T LI T T T LI T T T
e
35 4 Kobresia macrantha 4 Poa litwinowiana
y=25.13 [1-exp(-1.45-0.016x)] |y=22.44 [1-exp(-1.19-0.016x)]
& 30{R%=051" {R?=0.63
=z a
() ab
% 251 abc !
IS c b ab
o Cc
& 201 1 pdC abc
15 1+ 1y =29.64 [1-exp(-0.79 - 0.0242x)]
R?=0.84*
10 T 1T 1 T T T LI T T T 'I T 1 T T T
|
35 4 Oxytropics glacialis (legume) | Androsace tapete 4 Potentilla SP-
y=0x+16.77 y=0.06x +12.85 y =26.51 [1-exp(-1-0.0129x)]
304 RZ2=0M { R2=0.79%* { RZ=0.57%
a
25 . a ab
bc
20 ~ B 4ccC
ab
1_ T = b b
154 L [} E :
10 LI T T T LI T T T LI T T T
0 40 80 160 0 40 80 160 0 40 80 160

Fertilization rate (kg N ha™yr™)

K 4.3: 2011 SE = FE 5L 9 MR N:P 4 2 /KPR AR M N, CEME AR iER ). AR 7B R H
HEMEREELZ BEHRERATE (P>0.05). A RIEH% REDH & fair SHEER 2 /K< R,
BEMFSRE XV R: NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.

Fig 4.3: Correlations between biomass N:P ratios of the nine dominant plant species and nitrogen fertiliza-
tion rates in 2011 (means+tone standard error). Bars with the same letter were not significantly different
(P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range test. Regression parameters were estimated with N fertilization rate
as a continuous predictor. Significant differences are reported as NS, P>0.05; *, P< 0.05; **, P<0.01; ***,

P<0.001.
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XTHE A, 3% NO;~-N Al NH,*-N 4358 7.940.7 mg N kg~! Al 1.540.2 mg N kg™
(K] 4.4). 13 NO;~-N Bt I 25 b i & itk 3g o (&l 4.4a), 1 NHy*-N HI A K
AR (E] 4.4b),

F4.2: 2011 FELIERE (0-10 cm) S FORUIE JE F 0 N A5 AR [F] 10 7 B R XS 5 8T 2 ZE A 56
2 EILESERALE (P>0.05).

Table 4.2: Soil properties in the top 10 cm of the alpine steppe in 2011 (means+SE). The same letters in a

column indicate a non-significant difference (P>0.05) according to Duncan’s new multiple range test.

Fertilization rate SOC Total N Total P 8PN C:Nratios N:Pratios pH
(kgNha 'yr!) (mgg™") (mgg™") (mgkg™ (%0

0 29.84+1.4 2.840.2 594.4436.8%° 3.840.1> 10.6+0.4 4.74+0.1 7.440.1°
10 30.142.7 2.840.4 568.8458.7° 4.240.1* 11.0+0.7 4.840.1 7.140.5°
20 30.9+1.7 2.840.2 636.7+£39.9 4.14+0.1°®* 10.940.2 4.540.0 7.1+0.3°
40 28.9+1.0 2.740.3 589.0433.0° 3.940.1°* 10.740.7 4.6+02 7.1£0.1°
80 30.1+£0.3 2.64+0.3 563.7+£28.4° 4.04+0.1°® 11.9414 46403 7.1+0.1°
160 31.9+1.4 3.040.5 635.3+£11.7* 4.14£0.1°® 11.241.6 4.740.7 7.1+£0.3°

4.3.6 P SN

82011 FREM) 22 AMFh, Y SON ZWFh (P<0.001, df=21, F=52.85, %
4.1, B (P<0.001, df=5, F=121.44, % 4.1) K _H#ZHEMH (P<0.01, df=73,
F=1.56, 3 4.1) WEMM.

HBRRGUKT, Y 8N IR FE b i A 22 58 n i S35 ESE (& 4.6b). P
KV, KA BB AE A2 G N, A8 AN B 2R AR 2R (B 4.5). XF
1, B/MEY) 8N —2.5+£0.0%0 (VKNS A 8N —0.3+£0.3%0 CritH
), BMEN —1.420.2%0 TEFTEEER) O MFH) SN th, RAGRMH 22 IEE, H
KEUNTE. FERIEZI K S 160kg Nhayr!, 82 FXHE, 9MFh 61N il i/
ERWRIKA: KIEEEE (1.240.5%0) <HR Sk (1. 4£0.4%0) <FEE3E (2.840.4%0)
<FI/NKBIE (3.040.1%0) <FWFHK (3.040.6%0) <IFEFEAE (3.240.3%0) <M
B2 (3.440.2%0) <HVEREH (4.240.0%0) <VK)IBEE (4.840.5%0) (K 4.5).
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25
a
7 207 9NO;-N
2 a
Z 154
g cc .
- 10q¢
2 y =0.04x+7.89
T O 5
<) R?=0.32"
o
E O T T T T T
IS,
»
o 201
S = oNH-N
[
z 191
g
o 104
(D]
[ay)
[}
28 b & ab
a
bbb a5 ab
O T T T T T
0 40 80 160

Fertilization rate (kg N ha 'yr™)

B 4.4: 2011 4 1350 ER RS IR Ehoot 2 AR AR R B CRAME £ pRiEiR ). AR R ) F BHRER XS & 2
ZRELZ HERERANLE (P>0.05). BHREIHRKRESIT R IEER SRR Z KRR, BE
RS E IR : NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.

Fig 4.4: Seasonal average surface soil NO;~-N and NH,*-N of the growing season in 2011 (means+one stan-
dard error). Bars with the same letter were not significantly different (P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range
test. Regression parameters were estimated with N fertilization rate as a continuous predictor. Significant

differences are reported as NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***,  P<0.001.
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5
a b Cc
41 Artemisia stracheyi 7| Leontopodium pusillum 7 Saussurea stoliczkai
34y=16[1-exp(0.69-0.0179x)] 4 y=1.11[1-exp(0.97-0.0187x)] 4 y=3.3[1-exp(0.49-0.009x)]
RZ=0.87+* RZ=0.91%* RZ =0.92%+*

_3 LI T T T LI T T T LI T T T
e

47 Kobresia macrantha 7 Poa litwinowiana

3] y=0.01x-0.56 4 y=3.2[1-exp(0.41-0.0064x)]

RZ2=0.47*

Foliar 3°N (%o)

| y=3.91[1-exp(-0.01-0.0171x)]
R2=0.87%*

_3 UL T T T LI T T T .I T T T T
|
4 1 Oxytropics glacialis (legume) 7| Androsace tapete 7 Potentilla Sp.
34 y=2.32[1-exp(0.73-0.0208x)] a4 y=2.05[1-exp(0.29-0.0058x)] - y=0.36[1-exp(1.9-0.0223x)]

RZ =0.85%* RZ=0.72%%* RZ =0.65%*

ab

T T T
0 40 80 160 0 40 80 160 0 40 80 160
Fertilization rate (kg N ha™yr™)

Kl 4.5: 2011 E = 2E 5 5 9 NIAPS NN Z /K FREAE AT N (BMEEFRAER ). R B F AR &
HEWMEREELZ BEHRERATE (P>0.05). A REH% REDH & fair SHEERZ /xR,
BEMFS AR XV R: NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.

Fig 4.5: Correlations between foliar §'°N of the nine dominant plant species and nitrogen fertilization rates
in 2011 (means=+ one standard error). Horizontal dashed lines mean the 8 °N of zero. Bars with the same
letter were not significantly different (P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range test. Regression parameters

were estimated with N fertilization rate as a continuous predictor. Significant differences are reported as NS,

P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; *** P<0.001.

103



5 e i R T P TR it R TS S 0t I 1 i

7
a
S 69 y=4.14[1-exp(-0.31-0.0227x)]
< R?=0.35*
5
z 4] a @ S
=X
N—r 3-
x
2 24 Db
Q
z 14
0t——— T T T
0 40 80 160
Fertilization rate (kg N ha tyr™)
3
y=2.02 [1 -exp(0.43 -0.0113x)]
__ 2] R’=087
&
z
[Te}
"o
8
©
LL
-2 T T T
0 40 80 160
Fertilization rate (kg N ha tyr™)
3
Cc

Fertilizati_cl)n rate 00 010 A20
21 kgNha'yr') m40 @80 A160

Foliar 3*°N (%)

-11 o©u A
y=0.3x-0.92 R?=0.42**
-2 T T T T T T
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

N,O flux (uig N m2h™)

Kl 4.6: 2011 fEGY A, = F€ FL IR BEVR /KSF NLO Sl L AHAY) 6N X 22 7K~ it I 1 i ¥ &2 NLO 3
HHY) 6PN KR (BMEEARHER ). A A B 7 BRI # E AR ZE i 670 2 S LA SR AN B 35
(P>0.05). & ELEEC RIESHT SRR SRR Z X R, BFEMEMFSHERE LW T: NS,
P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; *#*, P<0.001. K N,O il &5 3 3A 8 5 @ik,
2012).

Fig 4.6: Responses of the seasonal average N,O flux of the growing season and the weighted average foliar
85N of all species to fertilization rates (mean+1 SE) and the correlation between the weighted average
foliar §'°N of all species and the seasonal average N,O flux in 2011. Bars with the same letter were not
significantly different (P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range test. Regression parameters were estimated
with N fertilization rate as a continuous predictor. Significant differences are reported as NS, P>0.05; *,

P<0.05; #* P<0.01; **¥* P<0.001. The data of N,O flux was cited from We Da’s PhD thesis ({14, 2012).
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44 Tig
4.4.1 RHERKZEF xS E ML A i R

JUANYIRR g 61N AU AL # 4  B3E IEAROC (B 4.5),  1X 55 iy B J5E (0 L
4k B —% (Song et al., 2011), Song et al. (2011) & P44 HEAI AR ARG H 815N & it
B R 35 B R 25 AEAH G, A 8N B BT S AR 0 B R W 4F (Houlton et al., 2007),
LA 0 B A 4 5 R A A 455 b - 4 NH,T/NO;—F 2% (Wang and Macko, 2011a). fij
NH,"/NOs~ Z AW K AF D F 4], &1 235 b B, 7800 2 5 B &
(Wang and Macko, 2011a). T-#&, EMETFEHE T IREF NO;~-N, {E IR 5 i 4F
NH,4*-N (Wang and Macko, 2011a). NS S A T2 FF X, HEFEKE 414.6 mm, +
B NH,T/NO;™ K2 0.24+0.0 (B 4.4). iX—%{H It Wang and Macko (2011a) fiff 7T 3k £
(Tshane F Ghanzi) [ NH,*/NO;~ JBZAK, H Tshane il Ghanzi [JFEA)F 11 TEHL A LA
NO;~ A EM IR NO; - IXEIRE, INAH: = € H F AR AT A IR 3 AL LA
NO; -N N FTMiEF NO;~-No 54k, fEifw AR RgH, S (Denitrification)
REVHAE LA NO; -N, /& N,O A 3 B3R 1% (Tilsner et al., 2003a,b). 1E 4 [ Aiitl
1E FRVRS A6 A T P45 B P24, NoO HE B e A 7K 1 39 00 i 2 25 19 m (8%, 2012) (K
4.6a). HHY) 8N 5 N,O Hl R 2 IEM < (B 4.60); X REMRE MAEY) T FEAR T Ae sl
T A AT ONE £, EPEIREE (Alkaline conditions: pH>7, #4.2) 1, NH;
R N #5121 BB IR 4% (Sommer et al., 2004); TM7E NH; 8 &2 dr, 3 a] 5]
IR [F) 47 2% 70 18T & 4 1SN (Bedard-Haughn et al., 2003). 4558, 3R & §'SN 1R ]
R it S 7K P £ 38 o i 38

EARTE T AL VE R, X 2BUE D N RSy v BRIk SR,
HTHEAEERZ (5 HE 9 ) JRE, 1 HERIEZ 53 SLBIm g K, Ak Znt fr
AR B NHyNO; W WO ASHIE 7S i A id i A 28 A 33 v R i i) Nt o - 1
FEAERIE) N . EEBRGIFAE S, WY R AR R i TR R, PSR YOS
PR/ P A SN 4000, 4T3 SO P 4 4R N TR A7 2% 4R ) 1 5 mT R R 1Y)
N [A {7 & 41— (Evans, 2001; Wanek and Zotz, 2011). K, Bi% i NH,NO; (5N
N 6.224%0) WIFIEIE I, JESRHMEMHALA S PN B ESE (B 4.5). iAEM 10kg N
ha™'yr~' 2 160kg Nha ' yr' (2 d, FR0 M8 NEBRHPRZ  (N-limited conditions)

105



5 e i R T P TR it R TS S 0t I 1 i

[ R FIR &S #4545 (N-sufficient conditions ). 7EZ MBI, AT F) FH %02 HAUH #65
BERMHEYBSAA X, RBGE RS PN 7318 2B 1 5% (Evans, 2001; Wanek and
Zotz, 2011), VAEUEPIM: 85N 85K Z2 Bt L /K F 3 i R B (B 4.5).

WA AL AR N, ERMEY (UK)NIRED 6PN Il E 2k n, HoEa% 53k
SRHEYIm N80 (8 4.5g), X R, MAEEE SRHEY A LR SRI N £ T
MK EREUH No - Salvagiotti et al. (2008) K H, fELIEEZZHEN UG, SRHEY
(32 AEYFEZ (Biological Ny-fixation) 5 JEL2 i e b5 AR KRR 78 A A8 G RHHE
Py 145 2] 7 EDIIE (Skogen et al., 2011). X FHIL G A B A AT BE AU MRRE: (1) ZUiE AR
HIMIR (Nodule) FZHK (Streeter, 1988; Thomas et al., 2000; Waterer and Vessey, 1993); [d]
i, NO;~ BEhn<if] O, ¥ AR )2 (Nodule cortex), [H & BEE M (Nitrogenase
activity) [ R4 T 4 ] (Vessey and Waterer, 1992). (2D %t AR i T 438 v 1 F 4
(Fig. 5a), HBAE T HEMER AR (B 4.1d). FEE LFEh o] R HZK8Em, SR
TR B B L 398 o SR AE 9% BB B AR (Carbon cost) 23 FRAK, 2K -T A4 [ &
fRI R4S (Cost of biological N,-fixation) (Fisher et al., 2010). £ 33 vb ] A1 F & 78 2 1
N E G T B R BT AR, SRME Y T e SR IR A AR IR DUAE B AN
F e 1 DL E B N 3 RIS A 3 (Gutschick, 1978, 1981; Lindemann and Glover, 2003;
McLellan and Carlberg, 2010).

0 IR DR 785 %ok 60t S PR o 2 R 0 b e BT, 7 AN E S RHEY) (R
IR & [Artemisia stracheyi] [ 4.3a]s 55/ K& [ Leontopodium pusillum][ & 4.3b]. kP
B3 [Saussurea stoliczkail [l 4.3¢). KAEHE Hi[Kobresia macrantha] [l 4.3d]. 73753
K[Poa litwinowianal[Fd 4.3el. 5 ™ & 2%[Dracocephallum heterophyllum][F 4.3f]. &%
[ Potentilla spp.][E] 4.3i]) N:P [ jiti JE /K ~FAE L PERG o, 7£ 5 i Z2 K T 40 kg N ha™!
yr ' E R PR X ERE, XEIEGRHEY AR RS AL, B 4R E KT 40
kg Nha ' yr "BF A2 ARGl 1M SRR (BOR S [Androsace tapete][#]
4.3h]) N:P [ il JE 28 3 0077 28 PE I D0, 3% R vk A HOIR AU Mg AR PT 6 b A A G RHE D)
B =% (Nitrophilous). SIAESFHEMIAE, SRHEY) (UK)IBE [ Oxytropics glacialis])
N:PREE AR R BLE A (B 4.3g); X5 EACS HahH R G (Oxytropis
kansuensis Bunge.) Xt Uit AL AW SAREL (BRik = 5%, 2010).  A] BETE (AR R A2 i B A 2
R SRHE A AR ) [ T A 2 B BR 1) (Yang et al., 2011).
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4.4.2 PBHERESFEG kA R

AR RGUKF S, Y NP, M E %A F 6% P72 I 10 kg N ha™! yr i
BIFAG R A4, MAESL e AN, LR A M AR R FE AR . XU, BT
TIETHVA, YR BTG IS UK, S0 AR BRI AR 3 R Goxt BT B i g v L
Bt Bt AR ACF A3 0, A4 N:P ZEHAE 40 kg N ha~" yr— G4 PR, 170 76 et A 7T
T, HAbA R G EEMM R R RRAE . X R, 2 T RN
FAHE YR, Y NP W E A E UK, B3 R BURIE RS RGN AT
Wi REe 34, BEAE R ALK RGN, BRI BRI RBCR 2R R R, Ui
FERET 40kg Nha ' yr ! i, #FE PR AN, 456K 40 kg N ha ! yr i,
YN & &k B KMH: 253+ 2.7mg g ' Jiti /K P T 40 kg N ha™! yr 'i, +3%
NO; -NH A 8, I LINH, N — ERILR F AR s 3oL 2000 3 g L 78 7}
P Hi % # )5 (Niwot Ridge) % 7K-FZUiE AL 5 #1215 2] 7 EE (Bowman et al., 2006).
HFERFUEYR T A RSB, NP, RO R R R ) S0 Uk I e i
N 45 R IR, TR e R v FE R R AT A RE 20 /2 40 kg N ha ! yr e X P AEE R
S8 7K P B RUR S 508 4 7 PR (¥ 52 3E 3 AL (Aber et al., 1998; Galloway et al., 2003).
KXV %51 (Eurasian grasslands) & JTFE G A (Critical threshold) #J#& 17.5 kg N ha™!
yr', BRI R 2052 105 kg N ha~! yr~! (Bai et al., 2010); SubAHLL, 35S
FERE I 1) DT P VR R BRS04 o B UK.

Kt AR, B 20 Harh et Rk, s RO RIRUTRE B4 % (Hou et
al., 2003; Kang et al., 2002a,b; Thompson et al., 2000; Zhao et al., 2011b, 2008; Zheng et al.,
2010). ABFFER BN, @EAEDRGBA RN G RO N 1. 24
RUUFEIE N 10 kg N ha ! yr ', fEAH B REE IR 43.249.7% HI3E N &I (B
4.1¢), [A)RF 3t b B 26 E A5 48 Nk [ 357 12.34+4.6 kg Ckg N-' (& 4.1d). Nk il e
JR (%3257 J3~FJ5 TK) BRmE, BARAER RIS (10kg Nha ! yr') AJ{¢
BERE 3 E R R E /0 31.5411.8 Tg Cyr ' (K 4.4+1.0kgNha'yr!, K 4.7a), b
EEFEEDREIN 1.140.3 Tg N yr! (8] 122.54+45.8 kg Cha~' yr~!', & 4.7b).,
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MERZ AR, SBEEMSIERZ IR NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; *¥*,
P<0.001.

Fig 4.7: Estimation of increased N storage and C storage in the aboveground community caused by increased
N deposition on the Tibetan Plateau (mean41 SE). Regression parameters were estimated with N fertilization
rate as a continuous predictor. Regression parameters were estimated with N fertilization rate as a continuous

predictor. Significant differences are reported as NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.
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45 NG

FEH TR R A R, AR T I 2 41 2 KPR IR CHRACF:
0. 10. 20. 40. 80 Fl 160 ke N ha~' yr=1), FHT-HF 702 BRI+ 4R MmN, 52 T
EAEHUA RSO R M TS (UK, T AU % SR R I 00 2 A5 R
eI B R, M A G R R AR, SRR, SR NP,
RO R R 0 O 7 2, 74 I S L e LR R 440 A2 40 kg N

ha=!yrl,

109






FHhE HRBBKERLTIRSTS BHREH R Rt AL #Y iR R

U2

T 6 e J5 v T AR A B G BT e T T BB, T R e R o v S i ) LA 5 )
MIATA . BEX T e B i e R, ARWTFEIT e 1 9] 4 4F (2010-2013 4F) M2 /K-F
R IEIRL CHEAZKF: 0. 100 20, 40. 80 f1160kgNha 'yr D), HIFHIREFHAS
RGN THREFIRRAS Hext 2 /K- P EU AR I N B 70K (1) 2010 £ 2012 47, &
BA. ER. CN B LA B Z RN, 2012 % 2013 4, ZEALRIHEY)
Hh A E R R R PR A R . & 2013 4F, RUMAESUEHL A RSN, HE
PR et L AR 2 3 . (2) BRI AR ST T LA & B R AR AR PR AR Ak RS
ey BEAE, BERAEACEI I, 3 NO, N S EFLM A, FHANSEIIE (2012 4F),
Bt AR KPR 0, 4% NOGN RARL I N, FEMAEAKF KT 40 kg Nha ! yr=! Ji5 ¥
B Aas YL ZRiA 2] 80 kg N ha™! yr=' I, 13 NO;~-N & # 23.4+0.9 mg N kg™,
ZJEAH R ZE R (/K5 160 kg N ha™! yr! I 9 25.640.3 mg N kg~ ).
EKULE, g 3 AL, MEEEKF KT 40 kg Nha ' yr! I, 13 NO;~-N &F&EJF
i m AL, (3) JEAC 100 20, 80 A1 160 kg N ha ! yr 'S4 A RS K (ER) &%
Hhn, [, FEAE 10, 80 Al 160 kg N ha~! yr—! IR & (GEP) HJEEIIN. %
Z X, AR 10 kg N ha™! yr! {R3EES RS0 CO, Tl (NEB), HARMAEK
IR 80 NEE 7248 B MR L.

LRI A RGAN, LRI, COy el WIEEI, MR

51 58

HAl, HMELH 62 FcmEH 22 7 NG T, KA aiEEE#H (Sen and
Peucker-Ehrenbrink, 2012). Jt3:, H 20 ¥ LIk, @it TVki&z) (Haber-Bosch i
PO [ BN TAE A A BB BE, UG 24 52 28| 24T 40 (Canfield et al., 2010;
Galloway et al., 2008; McLauchlan et al., 2013), £ 21 {2241, AWiEtEEHM A (Nr: £
210 Tg Nyr ") O 2EREMEIEZ N6 (Fowler et al., 2013). Xt EME, H
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1910 £ 2 2010 4F, FIHHEERAE &M 9.2 Tg & 56 Tg (Cui et al., 2013). FHM
[, M 1980s & 2000s, = EZ TN T 8 kg N ha™! yr~! (Liu et al., 2013c). F 5L L,
Mok B A B C L ZAl S TN PE DTN, e UK (Felix and Elliott,
2013; Hastings et al., 2009). #:ts (Holtgrieve et al., 2011; Wolfe et al., 2013). # % (Bukata
and Kyser, 2007; Savard et al., 2009) &5, X Y50 il 4 ER (Elser, 2011), B3E] Z &
FEWE R R CEIE xR, B 20 g Dok, 355 e RO UERE DR 2 A
% (Hou et al., 2003; Kang et al., 2002a,b; Thompson et al., 2000; Zhao et al., 2011b, 2008;
Zheng et al., 2010). XANEFHTE DR ME L AEUZR B B S8 A TR L SR P AR B 1 Ep
Ik (Choudhary et al., 2013; Hu et al., 2014).

N EERUTEE G N 5 & T — BRIV R -, I 52 ma <{%324L (Erisman et al.,
2013, 2011; Zaehle et al., 2010a). 2 T 4Bk A 35 R G085 38 52 21 % R ] (LeBauer and
Treseder, 2008), EULFEIG ML T ARG HH — 472 7] (net primary productivity )
(Thomas et al., 2013). M 1980s &= 1990s, F T 5 BT FFEAL 12 3 B AR A Bk 61 T3,
SRR AR FE B ESI0 0.31 g C yr! (Thomas et al., 2010). XFER “BARRRIC” & BT 22/
AERAFIE (Shevliakova et al., 2013). #R1M, ZUTREIE N FRIB R T AHLR 75 (Bragazza
et al., 2012), MRl 1T CO, HEL (Bragazza et al., 2006; Cleveland and Townsend, 2006; Jain
etal., 2013). [AIIL, A7 It BUUT A8 0ok bl s A2 25 2R Gt~ 594 T AT B AR K A
i M (Reay et al., 2008; Sutton et al., 2008). N T IR/LXFhAMfE, KRERNKES RS
FEAE RIS B T R, Wl A AREE (Nitrogen Saturation Experiments, NITREX)
(Wright and Vanbreemen, 1995), KCMFRRAZS R Ge#5 525 (Experimental Manipulation
of Forest Ecosystems in Europe, EXMAN) (Wright and Rasmussen, 1998), DL A&+ [ #x Ak
For NS 1T (Nutrient Enrichment Experiments in China’s Forests Project, NEECF)
(Du et al., 2013).

RERERERICRAE CEITE, RTASRGHRTFHK EZEIERE: CO, #Z#
(Net ecosystem exchange, NEE), AMAH /D& ZEC AW &, HE8A—. Shaver et
al. (1998) FERA i 5 J5 T g 6-9 M E i AL 5%, KB FILoE 1 L3R,
Rt 7 HEYEE, AR WEH TAES RGN H2aEmaERTASRS
WP, DLER CO,p #AC e B M. S Al 5 R 2 4F (2006-2007 ) Ut IE 556
ZERRW]: BAE 100 kg N ha ' yr 'FRAR TR R R, fEm TORERAENE, K¥E

112



B SUVRICBCR R IR RV S RS 0 R AT R A

RGN TR T A RGO E: A, HEAEIERN AR RGIFIRIE S F
i, Ut R TR R R B (CBEz TR, 2006 AR AT 2007 AR, G AR B8
NEE 453 I 22.7% 1 22.5%) (Xiaetal., 2009). Niu et al. (2010) &1, P Z2iEH 55
4 4 (2005-2008 =) ZFEALIRLE (MEAEZR: 100 kg Nha!yr') 55K HEEE—
(2005 ) MG TAE (2006 4F) 73 AIEAE AR RS CO, {#32H4RTE T 60% M 21%,
fHARTESS =4F (2007 45) MIZEII4E (2008 45) B, B2z T, MRk SHESR
Gt CO, H MR ABELMN. B TXH, i fEFE thNEERT 3G 0, J5 P aEAL,
X R A JE W AR I B IE 2 50 T R IR R ALk BN IR BT B 0 T R R A m
Pt (5w IEF 22 [Stipa krylovii]) 361, 1XSEHEAR SIS Wz 8 2, WHEZEY 4
#i[Artemisia frigida]) BATHEIGVER, BRE| TACEEROCEER, dhimRE) 7 AES R
41 /444 (Niu et al., 2010).

TENNEE RIKIEIEEE, 5 4F (2000-2005 4F) ZUi AL AL &5 K H: Bz TXE, i
JE 60 kg N ha™' yr=! LN N T 5 4F) FFARXAD RYE CO, 1§58 #™ AL i Z ML,
MTESE S I E R E K TAES R CO, W38 IXZR N, 7RI 5, M
60 kg N ha™! yr '"FEH B ) LT 80 2%, MR ) B 0 AR S R IR
M, FEERK TASRGELOLE, DIBUNEE FZC (Bubier et al., 2007).  7£ 3% [E I F)
B JR, BRI T LR, IR TEYH R RS, JERIEINAES Rk
&l #F (Harpole et al., 2007). 7EZF 22307770, FH] (1996-1998 ) St LX) AR i A1 2E
B ARG E AR LR ZE T, LB A K I EE (Saarnio et al., 2003).
Kim and Henry (2013) fEJIEE K “IBHHER” FLJFEIFRE 1 5 4F (2006-2010 ) &t E
WA, BRI AR 60 kg N ha ! yr ! 2 THAMIAEK, EIRXAE KGR CO,
A BB AT AR T EE R X R AR LA R 30T 6t A ) 12 7T Rt A 29 57 19

FIf, e R, SR RO AR S R CO, A3 (KB S A% o Fang
et al. (2012) T & R AR AL Zifg AL & € B4 2007 48 TT 4R JT & Ut AL 56, i i 7K
F: 100 20 F140kg Nha ' yr!, HAEESEHE: NH4Cl. (NH,),SO, F1 KNOs, 5K
W FEHEAESETE T LIETHA S &, (R VALK, it AR RS COo, I
B2 T LHENO;~-N, 13 NH, "N W H ) CO, HE MM s 25 [FIRT, 7S5
RESE ] T B f A2 R4 CH, UK (Fang et al., 2014). Jiang et al. (2010) 2047 1 At
FEEMERRGRESME (CO, CHy A1 N,O) SHEUAE (20 kg Nha ! yr=') 0,
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RPN VESLME AR IR 4 K2 CO,. CHy A1 N,O SRR E W, ARk, whiss
A E AT, FUEALERE T NLO s, ] T CH, Wi, FEIR T CO, HEG  [F]I,
B2 T COp F1 NLO HFIS,  CHy MRIOR AU T PG I S AR, BT Rt st AR 258 R 4t
BT IR, AR S RGP, CH, WIRSE, BEFASRIOCEEM; A
i, BT, R LR T R e A FE A A 2R G B AS 4 et S5 FIE L R (1 A DGR E

AW FUAE el v J I SR SO R SRR T — A 2 AP AU R IR OKF 3k 6
A: 0. 100 20. 40. 80 #1160 kg Nha~'yr='), Jilt 4 . AR ELE: (1) WK
WO R LR 0. RV A5 R0 2 KT B AR 1 L. (2D [ B 22 K SP B IE X AR 2 R
4t CO, 14 3 HRFHE R RE I

52 #MR55E&%E
52.1 WS

BIF 0 1 AL T [ R 22 B g R i 22 B = 2% WL 7 (30°47'N, 90°58'E, i
4730 2K, DLURTRIAR: QA ). ANACHE 3l b b 75 5 = SR A b, 4R <R —0.6°C,
H¥R AW &AL (—10°C), BH M EE (9.2°C); FfFEKE 4146 2K, LHE+
HHIBR KB AEFER 92.7% GRIME 55, 2011). GARH m 2R R EEYFON: K16
Y (Kobresia macrantha) 516555 #ARSHG (Androsace tapete) F155/N K95

(Leontopodium pusillum) 5.

522 it

2010 4F 5 H, (EANARH R R BENLIZ I AN BMERE L, (HEE 5 2 10 K BAMFE
Hh R 6 DR (AN 13FK), BRI, RIRE £ D7 KR E 6 A
FEAEALFE: 0. 10. 20. 40. 80 A1 160 kg N ha~' yr—! (SZEGH 11 & 55 DU & 5256 51155
gy, B1.5); 18 HoAr, PR O0kg N ha ! yr! AXTHE.

BTHRERRBIIEED TELE, AMATEKE GHEI D AW
MAE. AR, SRF ) NHNO; WM, o RERE OS5 oK MRS, FEmt D
/K LLE AR Y R T B AR, UK BT 2 2R MoK E. B AL
2010, 2011, 2012 F1 2013 A K2,
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523 XESoHh

2010-2012 SFAEKZE (S HE 9 H) BAY], ML AT, RESH b3 b
AR, A (WRES5em, IR 10 cm) IRAR AT M. BRI
BT EEEH, BERT. VT, MR IR, 2 mm i, TIEEFERH 0.05M
K,SO4 filife KA, 4:1), BIHEW KM K HIESRS) 731X (Auto Analyzer 3, Bran
Luebbe, Germany) il & NH,*-N Al NO3; -N.

2012-2013 4F 8 H why, #EATHYEE MY R AL, Y& MR, R
& 1mx1mFET7, WESFETTDMEOREMY I By YRGS E T ARE
F, BT, FIBF, SR 0-10 cm LR S, HEANNS 3AESE. S0, =
B vR, 12 ORI, KRR LR B T 75°C MEAE R 48 /NI, PSR AR A ER
BEAL (MM400, Retsh) BERUKI AR CRIARZIN SHCKD. ¥R RKBNGH O GEY): 2
2, T3 2027, SRJE KA MAT253 #ase [ & 1% (X (Finnigan MAT GmbH,
Germany) P HTHEM 2 S BN S . HAVLK (Soil organic carbon, SOC) K H
R FRET4EILIE (Potassium dichromate oxidation titration) 5.

2013 4F 8 Ay, BEATHYM T AR RE, SFEHS A E 1 30 cmx30 cm
MIEETT, FHURGEM TN AEYE (30 cm ). KRR | mmE RS, BT, B
AR E T 75°C A 48 /NFHEET,

2010 4, T &I0FET7 70 A BN IR HE (50 emx 50 cm, 15y 10 em); i3 &
MO R L) 5 eme 2012 4F2EKZR (5 H 1 HE 9 H 30 H), KA LI-840 Ml & B4 4 41
HER RS CO, M. FEARILHHFA] 10:00 F112:00 (UTC/GMT +8) [HIl5E, #HIK:
JE— %o FARDISE B NEE. ER Al GEP [ 573 W = 2 5934655

524 SGitah

A F BT B R B R AL 15431 1%  (mean=1 standard error) Fon. KA
RIT 2Tk (one-way ANOVA)D 731 & 4F 03 JE AL AL B0 L3 HLak. L%, L
% pH A RS B R TG Z 0 E S I IC AL B, FEd. SREERSE], 2
B i 5 KRR 1] 22 AR F 6 3% EHL%.  NEE. ER F1 GEP HISUM. #EATHE 02
A, RH R “lawstat” G “levene.test” B&ECHAT J7 2217 B A %6 (Hui et al., 2008).
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HAT T Z N )G, KREXSE B Z N ZERLKYE (Duncan’s new multiple range test) 317
ZEIE, LT A FAC B B S8 hR I 72 e 3EAT 2 LRSS, KRR, SRAFERT R &%
HAZHAERAERBENLE 7. K # B3 817 (Simple regression models) 4347 4
BENMEALRZ KR Fra ST mgirt B 2R H R2.15.2 585 (R Core Team,
2013. URL http://www.R-project.org/).

53 LR
53.1 TiEAHER. £3. C:NFpH

2010 & 2012 4F, AP SR CN B A& i 0 5= 4 B vk m N (&
5.1abc). 2011 4F, N HfEFEAS 7 38 pH; 1117E2010 4EH1 2012 40, N eI RS £
E pH =AW E A (K] 5.1d).

53.2 11 NO; -N #1NH,"-N

2010 % 2012 4F, & it JE K P £ 3% NO;-N =5 4810 i | 5.2a i, 3
NO;~-N Z& 45 ¥ {E X 2 7K 7 %0t AE (04 e 52 40 B15.2¢ BT 7me W i AR K SF: 0. 104 20.
40. 80 F1 160 kg N ha~! yr=!, 2010 4, +3# NO; -N Z5F ¥ MH 7 5l N 13.0+£1.8.
13.241.9. 12.0+1.5. 13.6+1.8. 19.142.9 Al 27.04-4.0 mg N kg~' (& 5.2¢); 2011 4F,
+ 3 NO; -N = F ¥ {E 4 5 N 7.940.7. 8.1£1.0. 8.7£1.1. 9.940.8. 11.0+0.8 Al
148413 mg N kg~' (B 52¢); 2012 4F, +3E NO; -N Z=45 F 115 5 5 A~ 9.3+£0.7.
10.741.4. 12.841.2. 17.3+1.0. 23.4+0.9 fl 25.6+0.3 mg N kg~ (& 5.2¢).

2010 4E 5 AX], MEAEZET, SFEH 3% NO;—-N Hiet)— (B 5.2a). & — Uit AE
25, Wz TR, JEAE 80 Al 160 kg N ha~! yr~' ke 6 H 43 NO;~-N &l 7k, 7
7. 8 9 A iZH N, Ak, —EHE TR (B 5200, 2011 4, i fE K7 43
NO; -N FE WP, ik, BRI, +3 NO; -N ZE 1 P4 E B35 4k 1 3
W, EeEE N 14.841.3 mg N kg™ (B 52¢). 2012 4E, &K P13 NO; -N Z=f
AU, BERAE RGN, £ NO;~-N B FARL N, Hit+x KT 40kg N
ha=! yr! W T P28, KM N: 25.6403 mg Nkg™' (& 5.2¢).

2010 & 2012 55, A HfE/K P 3% NH, N 235 i K5.2b fror; 3 NH, -
N Z5 5 548 % 22 7K 7 006 AR 14 v 7 3 (5. 2d e VS AR K F: 0. 100 20, 40. 80
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KIS0 R m e R R A L. 2% C:N Al pH X 2 /K& AR IR (2010-2012). AHIF
M BHRER S E B ENER 2 BILRERAEE (P>0.05). &R EHXRES &S
FIER Z KR, REMM SRR R: NS, P>0.05: *, P<0.05: **, P<0.01; ***,
P<0.001,

Fig 5.1: Responses of soil organic carbon (a), soil total N (b), soil C:N ratios (¢) and soil pH (d) to fertiliza-
tion rates in 2010-2012 (means=one standard error).Bars with the same letter were not significantly different

(P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range test.
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A1 160 kg N ha~' yr=', 2010 4, 3% NH,*-N 5 FI{E 25 5~ 2.4+£0.2. 3.140.3.
2.840.3. 2.6+0.1. 2.840.2 fil4.7+0.5mg Nkg' (] 52d); 2011 4, +3 NH,*-N ==
TP BIME S BN 1.540.2. 1.7£0.2. 1.4+0.2. 1.940.3. 2.440.3 A1 1.940.4 mg N kg~
(Kl 5.2d); 2012 4F, 3 NH,*-N Z35F I E 700 8 1.6£0.2. 2.0£0.3. 1.64+0.2.
2.540.6. 1.64+0.2 f12.5+0.4 mg N kg~ (}& 5.2d).

2010 4F 5 A#), MaRZ /i, SAEHL 3 NH, O -N A FPE, Ad, 2201145
R, &7KF NH, N #a T3 —. BERIEK-FI I, £3 NO;—-N B HEAE (K
52b) ELETMEM S, AL 160 kg N ha~!' yr'#EHh 3% NH,*-N &% = T 5HE,
Fofth 25 /K-F 358 NH,*-N R R 257 (K] 5.2d).

145 NO;~-N/NH, "-N Z=5 P33 % 2 7K B0kt AR B e B2 4 ] 5.3 vz Wi AR 7K
“F: 0. 10, 20. 40. 80 A1 160 kg N ha ' yr~', 2010 ¢, 1% NO; -N/NH,*-N Z=45F
BIE S AN 5.540.8. 52409, 4.64+0.6. 5340.7. 7.24+1.1 f16.9+1.5 (& 5.3a); 2011
., 3% NO; -N/NH,™-N ZE-F A 70 5l N 6.3+£1.2. 7.242.1. 7.4£1.5. 7.2£1.6.
7.0+1.8 A1 11.24£2.8 (] 53b); 2012 4, 423 NO;~-N/NH,"-N Z& 75 ¥ 2 {E 53 5l K
84+1.5. 6.7+1.00 11.942.1. 12.242.0. 20.9+3.7 A1 17.1+4.3 (J& 5.3¢c).

2010 4, & JtifE/KT NO;~-N/NH, " -N Z=45 T35 R AN B35 28 4 2011 4F,
Jiti BE 160 kg N ha~! yr— "B 3% NO;~-N/NH,+-N Z= 45 P ¥ {H & 2 5 T HoAth i AE 7K °F
2012 4R, VW HEAEAK 10, 1-3% NOs~-N/NH,*-N ZFI5 P E IR i B, =
80 kg N ha ' yr! Bf LB KMEH, Z/EEm T (& 5.3).

533 EU EEYSE, B TEYENYTHERS

2012 4F A1 2013 SE 0 R A A& 2 il O 21.243.1 M 44.2+15.2, AT K
F: 0. 100 20, 40. 80 A 160 kg N ha~! yr—!, tH¥Hh EAEY &Y A LIS Z AL
(K 5.4). 2013 4, WHEAL/KF: 0. 100 20. 40. 80 F1 160 kg N ha~! yr!, FH#)Hs
A EREWIN, 250N 522.54160.8. 466.7+£143.7. 503.2+187.1. 721.1£167.1.
635.0£152.7 #1 995.2+379.8, A i tEE K (B 5.5a). 2013 4, ¥EHiALAKF: 0.
10. 20. 40. 80 F1160kgNha ' yr!, WM IE L &AL 0, 2% 8: 12.0+1.5.
10.841.7. 14.6+£3.5. 14.6+£2.0. 24.8+3.0 F120.6+4.0, 7Ejitiff 80 kg N ha~! yr i iA F
ARAE (B 5.5b). 2012 451 2013 4E % R Y F0=F B 40 B 08: 12.0+£1.7 A1 14.04:1.0,
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30
T |a 2010 b 2011 C 2012
< 25 ] a
? ab
Io(") 20_ i
zZ
.é 15 - a bc bg
(0]
(@]
g c
$ 104 a a1 Pb b b I
® b
z | aw w 7 1 IE I 7
c b
5 51 Hz ¥ -
@ y=19.3 [1-exp(-0.43 -0.022x)]
& R?=0.15+*
0 T T ——— T T ——— T T
0 40 80 160 0 40 80 160 0 40 80 160

Fertilization rate (kg N ha™yr™)

K] 5.3: gyAHE B JE B R HIENOGN/NH, T-N Z= 45 P48 6 22 /K P20kt AR R . (2010-2012).  AHIH]
KRR ELEHEWRERI L L BB ERANEE (P>0.05). @8 [EH%RESH&1ERS
HAERZ MR R, BEEMSEREWHLIT: NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; **%*,

P<0.001,

Fig 5.3: Response of seasonal average soil NO;~-N/NH,*-N to increased N deposition on the Tibetan Plateau

(mean=+1 SE). Bars with the same letter were not significantly different (P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range

test. Regression parameters were estimated with N fertilization rate as a continuous predictor. Significant

differences are reported as NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.
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TR 2 B Fp 5 25 A4 (18] 5.4),

53.4 SiEPR% NEE. ERF1 GEP 9220y

2012 4, Xf M40 NEE. ER. GEP 4} %l 4: —0.40+0.23, 1.89+0.13 1 2.29+0.27
pmol m=2 s~ 1o YHEALAK: Bz TXHE, NiAE 100 20, 80 #1160 kg N ha! yr— ! 8 fff
EBRGR (ER) EEEI (K 5.6be), R, HEfl 10, 80 F1 160 kg N ha~! yr~! &
YIBER YA (GEP) RN (K 5.6c). B2 TXH, (A 10 kg Nha ! yr!
ARG 1T CO, Wt (NEE), H AR KT H AR FENEE ;=4 B # % 81 (K
5.6ad).

54 11ig
54.1 BURERTIE T AT S KR EPE A i

20104F, Jiti B2 w, WEAE/KF: 0. 10, 20. 40. 80 F1 160 kg N ha~' yr~!, +
HENO; -N & &0 HN: 5.6+1.0. 43+0.8. 52404, 3.440.3. 3.74+0.9 fl 3.54+0.9 mg
Nkg', T3 NH, N EEDHN: 22408, 444+0.8. 2.9+1.4. 2.7+0.4. 3.04+0.1 I
4.6+1.0 mg Nkg !,

2011 4F 5 ¥R —¥k (0. 10. 20. 40. 80 1 160 kg N ha~! yr—"F¢ 143 571 0.
0.1, 0.2, 04, 0.8, 1.6 M132gm-2), —MHZJE, HMEKF: 0. 10, 20. 40. 80
A 160kgNha 'yr!, +3ENO; -N735°4: 13.2+1.4. 167423, 14.24+1.3. 15.940.7,
23.9+1.87146.3+4.2mgNkeg~', TIENH,"-NEEHDHA: 1.840.3. 1.740.1. 1.940.1.
24404, 2.14+0.3 i1 4.24+1.7 mg Nkg~',

I NO;—-N kit, 2010 A —ANH G, B e KR (80 AT 160
kg Nha ' yr~') 13 NO;~-N TilThm: e, 160 kg Nha ' yr! £ +3% NO;~-N /2
2010-2013 4E 8] fr 5 FEh i = B 3% NHL*-N 1 &, HIUOEE—/N B 5, 160 kg N
ha ! yr~! FEHE 13 NH, N 2RI+ &, 7E2 )5 2010 SEREAN A KF=—HAAHN R & ]
DRSS, mE e K 3 NO;—-N 2UEl &, AT RE 53K 2. (Priming effect) A
Ko LIRS AR “ HH & A ALY BT 45 4 28 B 51 2 1 L3385 L5 A s 2L
JEWIEAE " (Kuzyakov et al., 2000; Mt 25, 2014), 7EZ PR HI MR B F, F T8 Nk
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Bl 5.4: QAR S SR ) R = BE A3t b AR ) B xt 22 K -P RURE A A RE (2012-2013) AH R Y
FRHRERE B SR ER I 2 BB ARAEE (P>0.05). {65 E A5 R %57 % f6 b5 5t
JERZ B R R, BFEEFSHEAE LB T: NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***,
P<0.001,

Fig 5.4: Responses of species richness and aboveground biomass to fertilization rates in 2011-2013
(means+one standard error). Bars with the same letter were not significantly different (P>0.05) by Dun-
can’s multiple-range test. Regression parameters were estimated with N fertilization rate as a continuous

predictor. Significant differences are reported as NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; *** P<0.001.
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Fertilization rate (kg N ha™yr™)

P 5.5 g 8 U R AR W AR Jef Bl vt 2 /KPR AE R . (2013). FH A B FRHARER XS &
HEWMEREELZ BEHRERATE (P>0.05). A RH% REDH & fair SHEERZ [Kx R,
BEMF SRR IR NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.

Fig 5.5: Responses of belowground bomass and root:shoot ratio to fertilization rates in August 2013
(means+one standard error). Bars with the same letter were not significantly different (P>0.05) by Dun-
can’s multiple-range test. Regression parameters were estimated with N fertilization rate as a continuous

predictor. Significant differences are reported as NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; *** P<0.001.
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K 5.6: giAREE i FE R NEE. ER Fl1 GEP X 2 /KPRt AR M B (2012).  AH A A B R XS & 8
EWMERKEZELRERANEE (P>0.05). & HEEIHE RTINS SRR Z 81X R,
BEMGSERE XV F: NS, P>0.05; *, P<0.05; **, P<0.01; ***, P<0.001.

Fig 5.6: Responses of NEE, ER and GEP to fertilization rates in 2012 (means=tone standard error). Bars

with the same letter were not significantly different (P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range test.
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% SR AT AP IR R0, BUEA PSS @ mak, BEInAR PR BN (Positive
thizosphere priming effect) (FMii %5, 2014).

52010 FAHEL, 7E 2011 4, & ALK T NO;~-N Fl NH, ™-N =45 48 {0 M FE AR X 4L
ANy XYL, ORGSR MBS AR, BEREAT KRG N, 13 NOs~-N
LRPENEIN; X ULHH, TIEFRERUE NOs~-N, 1 H, RIEAEE Ek 160 kg N ha ! yr !,
AN AE KR I AR AT AR B0 1358 NO;~-N ik Bl KAH

£ 2010 & 2012 4, 3 AMEKZFH, 2012 &AL K T NO;~-N 1 NH,*-N &
AR FE R N . BE AR KGN, 3 NOs—-N 2 4RZR MR I, 78 i AL /KT K
T 40kg N ha ! yr! JG#iE 42 ML IES] 80 kg Nha ! yr~' i, 138 NO;~-N &
F) 234409 mg N kg !, ZJa AP HILEZEEE I GiAE/KF4 160 kg N ha ' yr! i
9 25.6+£03 mg N kg™ ') (520). RXUiH], A 3 FEEMAL, ZhELKF KT 40 kg
Nha lyr~! i, 123 NO; -N ik Bl KMH; AH =€ 13 NO;~-N i 90 RE )
2194 25.6+£03 mg N kg™!, FAMHELH AR SA R AEN: 282404 mg N kg™'. RE
2010 /1 2012 FAK TR, +3 NO;, -NFFEM R, EIHLK T YL — 4
A5 +3% NO; N,

THEMAHEANESEAS LB EFE UM GEILE =R wHs), 7EH
SR A S, R R &L NH, Y O, TSR AR T RIS, ] R A
ZLANO;~ NE. ABFFHEDT T H3E NH & A NO;— X &bt AR A 5, DL 75 B4k 4k
B g A T PR 70 U AE 6 F AR PR B R s e, 0. R, LRSS, L
NH,*/NO;~ HHEY)- L3 BAE LR EAHDG, tln: MY ERBURLF. TEIEP R A A
R, TR I AR TR PR 5 R R A O 1 £ AS L (Wang and
Macko, 2011a). WA % I8 AU A L3572 . L EERB SR e, A3 TIRA
AR ) - SR A PSR e U NS 0 e R AT o

542 HANEFEER S EM A 9 7 3t % 7K T SUe AR A e Ry

— FR R AE 56 g R AR WY, RO BT B G 0 BE % [ AR AR W 1 Bl 2 R A
(Bobbink et al., 2010; Clark and Tilman, 2008; De Schrijver et al., 2011; Stevens et al., 2004;
Suding et al., 2005). X PP GAEH B P SR 5 R AR T HHE, Niuetal. (2010) &
Bt B 55 = 4 A 3 B T VR AR AR, A 7T A Ut AR 6 2 AR TR S T R T
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I TECHCAT R] RE DRk it A X AR D A Vi 2L R AR A% PR AT (20111 £ 75 78l sy JL 2 5 3%
WITRE T 2 AT R AL, UL, RSO A 3t ) A g e B AT [l B
it A S Ry e i A T R, TR B e it A > R S B RN, RIS T i
RUNLo e ARMAR AT V0 RUB AL S8 o 18] 56 4 AN DA 38 4 8 1B 6 AL b5 4,
175 T OB A T B U AR AN SR, Ah IR b5 4 R RE 0, moAh T 58 445
etgim (A, 2011, ABFFTH, IR AR BIUAER, HEIETIR S B R R K
AR, IXR]RES RO A RSN PR SRR AT Ko

— T E, AERRE I, AR RS, A TR R E A, R
st EAY R T AV R, MARMEYI R R G115 2R, HARE s M A
NFEDIANFE 5 B B 2 (AR R B 2 R 5 IR 1 % 7, 2] LUK BE 2 (2B )
B PRI K [ 2 1 COp FENAHH U 5L, RN AL S 3t R A &g T,
IMAE I B AV R AR LR Z AR, XA PR AT RETE AR —. FMALeRt 7
Posto i B, EE TR A TR, SRR E AR A B, B
BUEYR S EERg n. = U AL RN et 1A B R A o 2R A, Al B AR g A A
EOREMARBZESR, ULSHEIH S L hn.

543 BB ESEASZRZ NEE. ER # GEP %1% 7k 3 & e AR &4 0 Kz

-4 nT R SRR 8 S AR ) B, TR A R R AR G 1 ) A
K. Kergoat et al. (2008) K H 4x¥k CO, &= M M% 5 % (FLUXNET. EUROFLUX.
AMERIFLUX. BOREAS # EUROSIBERIAN CARBONFLUX) H 44 M3 s5.CO, i 2 Al
RS EHIE, AR MRTANETESRENS, AT ELHEYOHH
MR E BN, RS RS 62% MY EE. BEITESE, B
THIEYCE R AR, SR ERRMAES R A3 2) 1 ENIE (Ollinger et al,
2008; Peltoniemi et al., 2012). AT H, 2012 4, B ALK T34 00, 30 R H&Z
W, MEIEE KT 40 kg Nha™! yr! B, &faFRR GiliiE 80 A1 160 kg N ha=! yr!
FEHIL ) 1358 NO;—-N BB X D, Bz TXTHR, J#AE 10, 80 F1 160 kg N ha™! yr!
EEEARE S (GEP) ¥R NN, H 80 Ml 160 kg N ha! yr~! Uit JEFF H GEP TG &
EMER. ZIREWE, AT, REBWO T RRIER SR E Y S, A
o, FMEAEEER A T LR A S E (K530, {2 THEMER, Rt T E
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BawE (E57), dmiese 7RSS (GEP) (H 5.6f).

St BB RT DU I P M R AR R AR S RGP IR AE A PR R LR IF IR, Tu et al.
(2013) BRI T A RGOTE T 2K F R OitK-F: 0. 50. 150 A1 300
kg Nha'yr ") W5, #FAAKMN: FMICIEH 7 LIEIE, S8 HEDEFNR, R
bR - SRR AR AR 2P, Fang et al. (2012) T 758 5 5 AR b gk b mr E &) [ 2007
FEF AT R E MR IR, FEACAKCF: 100 20f140 kg Nha ' yr!, WFRAM: FtACHE
THT BITOHAR S &, (2 TEMAER, Mg TAESRSR CO, Hil. EAR A,
FAMAESET T EE R A A S E (K 5.2), RSN T NEYE (B 5.5, MHF
AP RGN RE 2 S BRGNSz, B2 TR, AR 100 200 80 1160
kg Nha ! yr! BEHbA S RGP R ZE 10 (B 5.6e).

B RG CO, #38#: (NEE) LR TAB RGN NE (GEP) A RS EIR
(ER) WP, ZHEALXST NEE 520, JJH sk T %0 JEXT GEP A1 ER HI52Mm; Kt %

UBERI I AL R G CO 1FAZHMIBE AT Qi h =Fhal Gg . —. ZHEMAL T EME
SRGCAWERTAES RGP RIEER, R0 A% e 45 R Gt CO, 5.

Shaver et al. (1998) 7E R 7 i In & B J& 6-9 4F M Uit ARk, K. FtAEss: T+
IRy, R THEYGE, PR T AR RGP HR A iR E R T
RGN, LS CO, P B E 1N, . T LR MAE SR A& RGO A&
TABRGWFRIGER, B ES RS CO, HH. TEMERIKEBE, 54
(2000-2005 ) Z AL IR S5 R L Bz TR, HEAL 60 kg N ha™! yr R HIN (/)
T 5E) FHFRMWMES RS COy /= B FE MM, MIEH S FErHEERETE
BRG CO, 5 KR, 7RI S R, Jiff 60 kg N ha™! yr-! FfHh b 245HH
VI A8 2, PR R SO AR S RGP A e, HE R T AES RS
Bt f, LLSUNEE 4K (Bubier et al., 2007). =. HJEMIESHAEERIOLEHES
PR 38 A B, TR AE AN 22 B S A R0 CO, A4, ZRUNE AR ) B {1 33k
WA, w453 NEE %A K A2 (Skinner, 2013). AAF AL R Y FiR S =M
DL, SR A TR B S50 A 78 R GG B RS IR I, 1M A2 2 R GUR IR ARIE T4
BRGENE, RAFEESRY CO, B HA K ELEZEMNZL (K 5.60).
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K 5.7 G R JE B JEURL VDRV /KT I RS B0 2 AP R A B (2012). A1 R 7 BEARR AR
HHEWMERR L2 BRSGERAEE (P>0.05). i 5IE 55 R0 &6 bn -5 AR 2 2 8] ) 5%
&, WEMMGSIARESGHIT: **, P<0.0L

Fig 5.7: Responses of biomass N concentration to fertilization rates in 2012 (means=*one standard error).
Bars with the same letter were not significantly different (P>0.05) by Duncan’s multiple-range test. Regres-

sion parameters were estimated with N fertilization rate as a continuous predictor. ** means P<0.01.
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5.5 Ihg

BEXS R R S B, AR TR T O 4 4F (2010-2012 ) 1 £ K P AU
JERE CRiAE/KF: 0. 10. 20. 40. 80 F1 160 kg N ha~' yr='), FHFWF 7R £
HEFE Sy TRETE GE AL BN AT Bt 22 /K S U A A o e B e A S R A P 2
PE. BRI EON 1 CN S . ST IeAs AR, M b
AR DR AR I 2 AR A AN, EARAREE TR R ARG, [F R T AR R
b ZHEAEZFEPUAE (2012) B, BfGEALAKSFIG 00, AR KSF KT 40 kg N ha! yr=! B,
+3 NO;~-N #H . 82 X, JifE10. 20. 80 A1 160 kg N ha~! yr~! B4 2
RYMEIR (ER) &R0, [, AL 10. 80 Fl 160 kg N ha~! yr ! SEGEMBA &
(GEP) RN, Bz T, UMEAE 10 kg N ha ! yr ! Rt T A RS CO, 148
#e (NEE), FAtjia A /K F) ZUME AR R BUE S R G0 CO, 384 B MR 1k
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ERE LR s MRE

6.1 FELp

(1 s B B TEALSDTRE LA NH, ™ 8, BRI i P e 58U B
GRS, BRUGSG. B B AR AR 1) NH, T BV R 200 : 0.63. 0.91. 1.61.
0.36 A11.25kg N ha™' yr~!, NO;~ {BUTPEE /7 79: 0.28. 0.35. 0.04. 0.08 #10.3kgN
ha=! yr=!, SENEBIIEESHIN: 091, 1.26. 1.64. 0.44 fil 1.55kg N ha ! yr ',
5 BT 5 = JRNH, BTN 1.30kgNha'yr !, NO;~ iUtFEN: 0.56 kg Nha!
yrt, EHRIBTIFFEN: 1.86 kg Nha ! yr !y X —H{Em (KT o B P TEHLEIB T4
& (13.87-21.1 kg N ha™! yr=").  F ik = R o WL BB DT AT NH, ™ W UT R 2 (4% f: i
ARENVE, BWREAC; IX 57556 E R PR K &2 AR 2L

(2) GRS FE R, B ) R VE 5 B ) R 2 LA HLBR 23 0 e 35.1+2.6.
29.1+2.5 f193.1+6.4 mg C g~', LIRS 7H: 3.4+£0.2. 2.0+£0.1 1 6.3+0.8 mg N
g o MEEIENAENS, FEUMESENT, BEEGLUESEANE, EARESR
M AZEA Y (NH,/NOs~ L5 T 1o FRAIARES ML CO, 15584 (NEE). A& RS
M (ER) FLEAER RGA77 71 (GEP) i, H@iEEsmilm, s 55 5l
Mo AR K ZE TP GEPWEE LI (BT 5, VE PR ) g L, T A e R A . Sk SR
R R IEAT 7 AR, R BT ERAN, R AR R A B A R
WA E. B TEEN, BN NO, N & ER G, XElEAMEES
B RS BRI NP,

(3) FELHTRTCETT T T, s BB AT 35 S N 9 i v RO 1 v
71, AR JRAR EARVEY) 2 BRG], 1 SRV A SRR H. X i R R R
m, BURCEFEEDE T n: N SR NP ZIRICCE AR A )t
Ry (e 138 NO;~-ND UK. KIEHEY) N S &, HNP. ZIRIRCR. &AL
AN IR ITENL RO 22 7K T Ut I PR o 2, TS0 i 0T B T AT BB 44079 40 kg N ha ™!

yr 1,
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6.2 FEQHFS

(1) TET R P PaEs, iR K BE AT 1 5 AN BT AMEUTREIN A, ISR RERE 20
A0 80 AR AT ol o Jot T IRt 45 At 70 50 250 A SR 10 s 8 1 5
e R R, RIZ AT e 75 e m R LRI DR AR R T
9k e S N TP TR B VGR, ER PPAS T  m BE R RR BB E T AR

(2) T 5 e S BB S5 AT AT R S i e R R (7 77, HAR S RHE T %
RS AREE T N &2, NP, RN, BN R M L TR £ K
FRBEAC TN, JECHCR SR AFAE BT AN BAE (4179 40 kg N ha ! yr 1),

63 FTESRE
631 FEREEREEMEENEEREZESHIRE

ASHEFCHT W, WIS e R AR O R L R e AL, B
M 22 B AT LW 58 . AE T R AL S, JCH AT a g G X, .
e SR 2, S2 BT UNTIY KU IR L, RARRFAE AN —, JEEBKAR R B R
[ PG 6 L B e B A TR T T i SRS TR XU, B T SRR DRI BA A,
Pyt M T-UCRE; H AT, MR W s IR A T OO HE. [, =5 2 s
JR A AT ORI e, RIIRFEE I B TR IR, N ERER PP AL = i, I E R R
FERTRE 5 2 B SR B kA

T
?ﬂ
okk

6.32 FHEEREFBELERNFEENSHHERRRBS

9k e SR v O R TR A N O I BT R A R BN, i A A AS
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