CRLETI R8T B % R 1-8
Vol. 18, No. 4 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA 2009 4F 8 H

HAE MM FRFENER~HE

LR HEN K

CLL o [ B 2 g 3t BB 2 5 B2 PRI S 0T L JE 3t 10010152, A [ Bk BEATF 58 A B - JE 5T 100049)

RE AYEAEYIERME EEREMNEMEE QRPN ESRESH AN EZEER., ETHZEN
it R AL 1 A B A IR AR TS Ar AT T B R SR AR S ) Yt AR AR R R A,
F R SR I RN i R ) b L A A W e A R R R R R R SRR I A R R
fH 197, 21 g/m’ 38 B0 B4 Y 3t B U AF A= 1 dk B KB R 307,75 @/m® o 3 B - OB 30 T 9 R R i 0 5 ) A 3 1
AT BE R AT B A M R A S M B A ) R B A 4R — 30, 2 BV A A Rl T B A R A R SR S
EIAE ALY i TR R R B B A OCE . SR B RSP RE IR i B By BB R B AR KM 3 637. 8 k]/m’ L &
o R LT 43 1 RE e B AE S {E A 5 964. 20 KJ/m’ . AL BRI HIUR R R ) 19 M L BLAAAE R
(B85 3t b BUAF A it P RE 1 IU A 2 AP e 38 22 e . R Rt B BUAR AR W 1) 0 (A 584. 9578 /hm?
TR 1 4w R A7 A= ) & A0 (B D 300. 93 J6/hm? . %% w8 55 55 fa) 1 3t b A7 A W = M0 B I {H S 2 066. 84
JC/hm® . EBAEAE Y AR RS AR WIR R T AR . R R SRR R O, IR R 742. 40
J6/hm*, [E € CO, e KM E A 1 484. 89 Jo/hm” 1% i 75 i) B¥VE B O, M R &4 1 158. 52 Jo/hm?*,
il & CO, BydR KM 2 317. 20 J6/hm?,

KGR IR A Y R R A i U AR BT SR R R P R R R

FE DS :S812.5;Q945. 79 X ERFRIRAS : A XEHS :1004-5759(2009)04-0001-08

LRI A S ARG AR T R R A A S AR G TR P A T MR R A B A R Y L R
PPN AR S RGN RER EEAEAR . 20 4D 60— 70 4R, 7 2 A5 3 X B v Ak 7= i 6 AT T AR Y L I BRAE )
FAH R (ABP) AN 5 A 9 B8 T3] (MAB) — B 553 90 20 26 7 it i B S8 AE A BFSE i e  o JLF SR, 3
T8 T A 50ty T DX A W T i 408 DX K A8 370 A 2543 25 456 W X R AR W A 7 D EAT TR

b 2 R P TR AR A K A Bl a2 25 R T TR R AR R 2 o T AR 40000 0 TR AR Y M AR S R ST 1Y
LA AN RE B A e AR R A, P E R B T 1976 AR 3y T L R 0 e 2R 25 AR G il L ) A 1979 4R
FENL N S AR S R GEWE AU QN St o) o Sy ol 2 Rl 7 g R i A AR A DX T I R
e ] ey SR e A DXl i TR R U7 e ] 0 A T IR AE DL 3 SRS Y T B PR S 8 g DA R
G M DX LA B B Ly b R L R 2% 2 0 e L PG AL T D A L B A2 4L 1 <107 hm?, 2y 7 3R R R B Y
10. 50007 o 2 e fa g 7 70 o Jit ML 2R 110 g Lt oty PE A B 2R R 2 — b B JR (Kobresia spp. ) fH ) 1 344
bt iy B L AE S 75 9 4 AR AL A AR I L AR B 2 H R 1 PG L 5 R G B S L 5 IO [ S 1 75 R
AR

P9 5% Tty ol R 0l R S 2 DT R T B AR S R G IS . 1978 AR AR AR R LT TR TN i L
17 FETE A g FE ) W) R T . A T AR SR 5 AR XR B (Kobresia hwmilis) W) i) 3 b AEY)
B ASHEAT TORSE K B st b R A A B B TR Y T M A FAR BRAS AL o T X T L TR AR
BRGE L REF R I (Leymus chinensis) B REHE A K EH F (Stipa grandis) BEVE £ W) 1 AT T HLELHEE .
2T R A ) R DG AR 25 DR G AR B S R b A 2S5 R ) R — L T Xiao S A I 3
(1) 2 50 B SR R B 20 S S A e R A B AL S K RTAUIRL G OC R EAT TS . Bl RS RIE AR
SR 0 A i ) TR R KON A e RS RS S L IR AR I A B b A i Y A A

x U kE H #H . 2008-09-23; 2ic Bl H 81 :2008-11-02
HEWH . EEERBFEIESTH (307704100 F1[E 5 58 S SRR 78 & B3R (2009CB421106) %% B .
EHRAN 2 1EA981) B INAKMEN EEM L. E-mail:lism. 07b@igsnrr. ac. cn



2 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA(2009) Vol. 18,No. 4

VR B HLA B W A DG OE R o MM A5 D o i S ) AN [ 3R b B B BV A A AT TR

SR DATE YRI5 20 0 T A ) W B O 0T 5 o T A4 400 0 A (5002 0 5 1) 20 L 30 S R o AU (Y 284K L TR T
A DRI B AR W) R ) B L LR B (B 3D A X AR S R G A5 A L 2 RE RN (B A 8 R B EE B e B L [
INF X 78 Ol BBk 27 & St BAY T2 SR S AT ST A W A0 B LR R RN R SR AR D AR R
BT W AE Y AU S RG W TG 14K 6 A 7S RS RE & i ) i A R I 2 A S R GRS
B B AR A

AT HE B PN 52 0k sl R b il 1) 0 25 M D SR B 9 S AR R A ) B S 2 23 A e A ) R ) ) B
i LREE MR S AR B TR M AR W i B B SR G AR L D R R A S R 8 IR 55 T8 UL B Y LA
I AT R GRS B (VB 7 5 SR AR 22 AR AR i — 2D 38 A 25 R G0 R 55 D REAN (RLVT Al A B 24k
1 #MRE5FE
L1 AR

ASHIFGE T LA PR 52 ol ol o A 3R ) T T ML R R T A 2 AR G R LA A i o AR R ) i T ) AR TS R G R IS XS
2.

PR 529t 3 00 T P 5% o R LS MR SR (437387 N, 116°42" EL 34 1 100 m) . 85 AR IT 37 @ T K iy 1k <k o
A A T R R . AR 0. 4 CL @ A (1 HDF R N —22. 3 CL i A A (7 7D P2 i i 3
18.8°C, 4F PRk 350 mm, (/K& APREZERBR, FEERF 6—9 J. 45 2FERFKEN 800, AKX
(1 32 B e A SNy A 1 A B VE RO BT S R R % XA B AR A A L X BT K e L R LA )
Z WA . 3 5 5T U A R R R B A AR 2R R OR B SR B LR i O R 5P IR BE (Koeleria cristata) |\ JK B
(Agropyron cristatum ) % 54 85 NAR RE R R AG BURE TS 19 20, LB 5 SR VR SUAE D IR 11 8000, KA HE
VERDIKREF N RE VG VKE BE B T3 (Cleistogenes squarrosa) |25 B MNRE 5 B E #2405 HAY
I 850, HLEAEY) A W) 150 d.,

WAL Hli oA 37°29"~37°45" N, 101°12"~101°33" E, P ML 3 200 m . ifgJ 52 56 3 3 DX 5 00700 1) R i A
HABKHERNAFZMBEEMRFNE T, FFHMWN— 1L 7C, e Ty 23. 7C, &Rl N
—37.1C, 4FREKEN 426~860 mm, HHh 800 MRE KL P AERAER) 5—9 H o IS5 0k b X H 3 Y 2K
AUy e L ) L Ll AR ) - FE P . R SRR A S SEE R A i X R 2 E SR R A, R O
HAESE GHILEE (K. pygmaea) JR g5 (K. tibetica) 5K ) N T . & FEHEMN LI 4L &M (Potentilla fru-
ticosa) R, FH5 A T LU B3R bR K 07 B8 i B . A AR KB O 150 dL A R R A A D
1.2 Bk

PRS2 oty 3l S R R SR TR R S R BN R B < 1985 AR CF P2 AR 43 1 My L BA7 A 4 i s I o', 1988
AR TETE PR 1 2h A AR LR L 1981 AR (1 2R BURUK AT 2 ML 1 A m BRSPS R R R
Mo b A ECR AR DT CEIE AR A E 1 15 H—9 15 HD L AIE 20 > 1 m® fIFETT .

10 3l 9 ) ) T BRI Dy - 1985 AR CF 7= 4003 119 b 1 A7 A= 4 S D 5040 1980 45y i 7 44
EBh A HE T S HE 0 9 i RO SR U B . b b b AR AR I G ORI CRERRE D
BEUCE 6 4> 0.5 m>X0.5 m LT, Moy 5—9 A A KT,

M b 53 1 e 1 A R A

ASE=CVXB
A ASE g HEVE SR EE L B3R 20 1 RE 1 BUAF i s OV R BE R SR T S 30V B W BEVR SR B B AR A 6

ORI AR PR R U BORE RIE R AR B R . A (Medicago sativa) &4 B BB, BT
B P R G 7 A e, R B T i 1700~ 1800 [E N T 34 g 800 ~1 200 J6/t. 1 4R Met WG 1) 40 HE 55 7K
T 1300 ~1800 , AR ETAE WML AR F1 SRR T 2 A SR Bt st b AR AR e AL

My B IR R ST

V=BXCPX1 000/(17.5% X85%)



518 B 4 W Ol 24 2009 4F 3

A VOB SRR E A AR Y S R M (H 5 B O BEVE SR B M B A AR W 5 CP RO AR 1 T
17.5 %0 2 1 78 SR B 1003 & o 3508 85 00 O B 78 B T 0 4 o C 1 R It I 1) 1 7 2 & /K BB 1500 51 000 D
e B BT A0

A= e AR R R A

R=W,  —W)/(t,,—t,)

KL AR i FEAFE LY %SFE%R,%’%L}E ALy b A AR ) R R A R R W, AR R 1 e
(3t b BEAF A ) L BE i BUAE R U (B W, e B b B IR R R A R s s, — L N 2 A
H A1) 1 R4k

G BT R R M AR R R G R O, AR CO, 19 i &

6nCO, +6nH, O—>nCs H,, Os +6n0,—>nCs Hy, O;
264 180 192 162

BRI R 1 g TR, B 1,19 g O, I 1. 63 g CO, . AR HE b 45 B Br it b A 9y o 11530 Bl AE A ) it
EZ B PR O, R CO, &, FHUB O, By 5 B M BLA 2 (0. 352 9 J6/ke) F Tl il 403 (0. 400 0
JC/ke) I . B CO, [E 52 0 (38 FH i AR AS 32 (0. 260 9 I8 /ke) FBRBL 1%L (1. 245 0 I8 /ke) ({8 1155 3
WrE= .
2 BERS5HH
2.1 BERBFEAMEHHS

R R PRE VR R T B R B 0 M b A AR I AR R R (B 1 R 2, SRR RE P RE IS b
FHAAAEY IR ENEEN B 9 A 1 B SRR P AR AR W A B A H 84 500 8 15 H A
8 H 1 H.=FHMB A IE(EMK K A 197.21,75. 86 Fl 47. 09 g/m? , - HEFIKEF S5 FpREAY b B0AF A B 08 53
o7 AF L St B BAE A i 38, T8 VO 24, 6100, FEAEANAE K AT PN, R M BUAE AR W) AR T ORE
() 3t b BEAF A s 3 R B SR f 2R R R BT P 06 B A A R M e 1 0 2 B A G © e TR M R A A 2 K
FREFF . BEE M EIAF Y RS A RORE S IR R SR R B AR R B R 0. 986, 8k 1M A
KAF 2 1 A i BR BR  30  E  AE  1t AR B R A S Pk R BGA B 1 3 PEIKOF (r=0. 72, P=0. 044<C0. 05)

T A ) OR B 2RRR B R AR A 3 (S, aliena) (3 (Festuca ovina) \F 3R (Poa sp. ) 25 RAR 5

s PWHBEREEEE O MNEE (K. pygmaea) \EH (Carex sp. ) Ak BEE (Scripus distigmaticus) ; 2 &
o 13k 2 BB LIS A R . s B A - B R R i E R B H IS 9 A 15 |, IEfESH 307,75 g/m”,

250 1 —&— B Community 350 . —€— FE¥% Community
—B— 53 S grandis —l— R % 2K Grassess
- —&k— £ [ chinensis 300 1 —— P ¥ Sedges
950 | —X—#ZF H Forbes

—_
o
<

100 f

50 f
50 4

B AR B
Above-ground standing biomass
(g/m")

W ERFEME
Above-ground standing biomass
(g/m’)

0 0

5-15 6-1 6-15 7-1 7-15 8-1 8&-15 9-1 9-15 6-1 6-15 7-1 7-15 8-1 8-15 9-1 9-15 9-30 10-4
H #§ Date (H-H Month-day) H #§ Date (H-H Month-day)
Bl FE+AHFHEMLAFEMEDNTHL B 2 EEEAM FRNGFEMENTHE
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of L. chinensis and S. grandis community of K. humilis meadow



4 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA(2009) Vol. 18,No. 4

REHE BRI F G I3 o H 1T H,9 A 15 HM9 A 15 B, B i b IE S EY
AT, RFEAE . YRR AN B (G A W B A L4 Ry 33,2306, 14. 6220 F1 52,15 %0, B REREVE Y
Mo b AT A P e 5 OR S YR RN A4 2 BRI A DG R P B 3 (P<C0. 01) . X M b AT AR ) B R R 1Y
MMM a2 BV M B B AR ) R B R MUR 59 R (r=0. 851, P=0. 04) FI 44 K H (r=0. 893, P =
0. 01) AyAH G M B 2% .
2.2 FHALFSWURZAAZTHS

B FA e A RS S B AY RSB A B 3 M), X B R TR A
i RE 1) V(B A B A A K Z AR AR/ S i b 40 AR R IR 0 R B R R M b R MR R
TP 2 0 A o R A P B o A28 A B BB A/ C— /N T 10%0) . 25 4 REFERETE R PUB 7 17. 96 ~
18.49 kJ/g B 2l « 1M 2 A KA 2 B FE N 437 18. 260, 31 A1 18.57£0. 31 kI/g. T FXIGHEY 058 &
B 78R T N 2 AR S A S I 20 TR R B T K T S 1 M A A O B Y

A RE SRR IR M B B A R R R BIAE 9 A 1 B iR ME N 3 637. 8 kI/m”, EEAIKAT
S 4 1 R e BAE R R (B 4y 1 396. 49 1 898, 95 kJ/m? . BEVE Hb I ¥4 14 RE e BLAE S 2R B RO A
5 Hb 138 1) 8 BAE R A DG M AR L AR 2 R Il 0. 984 1 0. 983, FEVE Hb I 4 ) AE B BL A R B
R R M L A A R R A 2 R BN 0. 996, I SEMEM B 2 (P<<0.01).,

4000 r—qg—pt vx Community 7000 —— H 7 Community
> E = : > s
8 3500 —— K 535 S, grandis 9 000 —@— K %3 Grassess
2 3000 —k—=F E1 [ .chinensis o »
o i o —&— 75 B2 Sed
i) &n it 2 5000 75 B % Sedges
fe5 2500 T3 —X— 7% X T Forbes
REQ =
% £ 2000 | ol =
29T 2 202
am g Im g
L3 1500 13
= & = &
& 1000 | &
> >
2 s00f 2
< <
0
5-15 6-1 6-15 7-1 7-15 8-1 8-15 9-1 9-13 6-1 6-15 7-1 7-15 8-1 8-15 9-1 9-15 9-30 10-4
H #f Date ( H-H Month-day) H #§ Date (H-H Month-day)
B3 FE+RUFHEZHMELBONEENFENSHLE B4 ZEEEAMIASNEENFENTSHE
Fig. 3 Dynamic curves of above-ground standing energy Fig.4 Dynamic curves of above-ground standing
of L. chinensis and S. grandis community energy of K. humilis meadow

% v ) R S AR AR U P B IR, O 18010 kI /g AR KIE R I I ey . o 19, 38 k) /g, RELE ALK A
RN ERFEREZE D, BEE RN Lo E AR E S AE 9 H 15 HL§E R 5 964. 20
kJ/m* , JU B AR BES (PB B SRI A S R b bR 43 e BUAE i 40 i Oy 1 870. 15,793, 80 Fl 2 872. 65 k] /m®, RE
B VBB IS E M | ER 43 (4 RE U AE i 1Y Fe KAEL 43 04 2 330. 15,793, 80 il 2 872. 95 kJ/m®, FEVE HiL I
G W e LA i 22 R b b 40 1 R R A R R DG PE R (- =0, 977) IR O R BE2E (r=0. 944) FHPH HEK
(r=0.887), R b5 1Y RE & BUAE B AR R 8 S b A ) o AR SR R B R 0 3 AR Ok G =
0.998,P<C0.01), HEFH 18 iy fE i BAF A R MR 5P R 2K (=0, 821, P=0. 007) FM 2K H (r=0. 909, P
=0.01) Hu A=y i B B R ELAT 0 35 1 AH DG
2.3 ERHEALMNEAETHS

WORE A A T B B, L8 R 001 & i oA AR K 28 4 FE AR A A B B B 1 0T 3 i bl sy B A 2 1Y
AR AT A B T B e M e o R T 2 D) S A s 1 A A T R 1 R TR (B T2 E R AR RO AT
en) & B E o B8 T RUE Y AT ARG A T AU T RO AR B B Y AR A o A R M b | AR ) Y A



ERCEST RE B 24 2009 4F 5

6. 3B KT LR 5T e ik 16, 7806 R TG R 5. 7806 BRI [ BT E RO 12,9400, 1R
BEAER T ORE 25 HLER 5 o AT [ i A S O B R L RSP AE R AT O A R
15,09 %6 Al w301 FRRL AR 11 B0 85 3y 5. 54 00 o % 8 R e 1) die s LA 1 B3 Dy 14, 7404,

O b B A (E R 25 AR i R RE BT M AR A AR ROR 22 S (] 5) 0 I T AR R R S O LR
FB & R S AR Bk T 5 B o B RE PR BT B . NS AR —7 H ). o mOR R
EBAF A R PR E T 5 3 R P O X B ) SR R A L 7 O] — 8 ) A B BT (R A R AR
SE 8 15 H R F AP 5 iK B0 (A L O 584. 95 J¢/hm” IG5 HF 4 N RE. 9 A 15 H 3 RO B0 H f (5
N 266. 56 J6/hm? . KBS A9 M b BUAF B i A B R(ELHE BRAE 7 A 15 H .0 300. 93 J6/hm* . =5t E LA
P (e PR R 5 2 B W i PR R A B AT G (r=0. 89, P=0. 003) ,

i B ) ) 3t B A (B ) SR R L BEAE 9 H 15 H Lo 2 066. 84 JT/hm” o % B i ) 1) A1) R B BR O
B 6 Aa —8 Ay ik 6 A ) —7 A Ay ER 4 H AR 21020 55/hm*.7 A 15 H —8 H
15 H il BA Y s AR Ry 22,17 58/ (hm® « Do 1fifE 8 A ha) —9 o a2 A K, 9 H oA LLS #s
b BEA A (R R U R

700 [ —€— EE L. chinensis 7 2500
—— K4 F S grandis
600 ' —p— BE B BIE K. humilis meadow

500 |

1 2000

400 } 1 1500

L A
350 1 1000

200 1

1 500

rEENE

Value of biomass (JG Yuan/hm®)
rtyENE

Value of biomass (JC Yuan/hm®)

100

0
5-15 6-1 6-15 7-1 7-15 8-1 8-15 9-1 9-15 9-30
H # Date (H-H Month-day)

BS5 ¥E+XHFHENESEEAM FEVENENINTHLE
Fig. 5 Dynamic curves of above-ground biomass value of L. chinensis and S. grandis community and K. humilis meadow
FERJE 2B ORER s A R % B EYS Left-hand scale: L. chinensis and S. grandis;

Right-hand scale: K. humilis meadow

2.4 FRAKATHOMNELD S

A ) A E R E e COL B O, LR AE Y . BRI . R b AR o SRR Ao Rl 2 2 il SR R A
BN BB e . AR IR S P (5 Y R AR 4t 2 B0 TR, Rt My B AR e R R Tk B WA P R b A AR R
A (L0 R B 38 3 e B (B 6 ] 7). SR+ RAEF PR B O, iR M= 742. 40 J8/hm?*, [ 3 CO, 1
HRANE N 1 484,89 J6/hm” % i B ) HE P B O, WY B R M L 1 158. 52 6 /hm* , [El & CO, 1Y e KA
fE} 2 317.20 JC/hm*, FERAN AR, FR KA FHENSEAYT N EE T RS R, | %5
N [ i B Ach BRRS FH BRI O, 19 BRUME R 6. 74X 10° ~13. 01 X 10° J6/hm” . i CO, Wiy BN (E &y 3. 48
X10°~7.70X10° J6/hm* , A5 B4t 9 SR 08 19 I (B AIR , F2E By TR0 f9 b B W AR T AR
3 Fw5itie

B A 2 FR G0 A ) RV O 1 R AR ) G A 7R I O T B R ) i B A T I W T R RE A
B AR A R G AR P P Y I T Re B AR AN E B R AR S R AT RERE T E H R A
A o TR A R R AT UK R A 7 A DR A ) R — N R B AR R R A B R
e S AN (A W BAR AT K = SRR A R BT AR LA R B Y 2 R i AR o Bl A AR Ak R B T T



6 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA(2009) Vol. 18,No. 4

—— R KE F R —— EE L KEF R
Nfg 141 L.chinensis +S. grandis community Ng 2500 L.chinensis+S. grandis community
= —h— BE EE < —h— B E EE
S 1200 K. humilis community o K. humilis community
:g :g 2000
o 1000 gm—ﬂ I
<5 ~ 5 ~
25 s00 g § 150
St c
Eg 600 £ £ 1000
& o ~
T O 400 S
s 5 500
g 200 4 o
G < =
>0 S0
5-15 6-1 6-15 7-1 7-15 81 8-15 9-1 9-15 9-30 5-15 6-1 6-15 7-1 7-15 8-1 8-15 9-1 9-15 9-30
H #f Date (H-H Month-day) H #§ Date (H-H Month-day)
Bl6 2NBERMO MEENRRML B7 2AEEERECO, MEEMENML
Fig. 6 Accumulation curves of O, emission Fig. 7 Accumulation curves of CO, fixation
of the two communities of the two communities
Z 0] M AR 2 AR G AR AN (B BRI AESE

BIF 5 e BRAE 74 MR b 3508 70 14 B A BLA T o ) 0 AR A R B2 B AR W i 2 B S HL A AR S |
PRy 47 AR — B R Y 7 o R TR R /N L 3 R A B8 R A R R AR S Y R e 3l A R A
FOBITFE 45— B, ORI SR 2K 39 A E A7 P37 G Z< b 5 B R B b 0 B BLAF i B R AEL 8 518. 24 kJ/m” . 1M
A FE A B BT S RIS FRR A B PR R AR T AR L B I AT RUAT R T 2 D71« D) ZR B 3 B i A T R
R ST v AR R (9 P(E AR AL SR AR ISR AE O 18, 73~20. 74 k] /g, T A= 5+ R EF SRR I A E D 17. 96
~18.49 kJ/g. FE A E AN 18,26 kJ /g, X TR m T 719 22 i Y . 2)2 R 28 R B it b2k
Yy 2e s . RICFER BRI YR B35S TR - RESP R . o AR b 5 RSP B
R B R AT AR T R e ) R DR D R R ) 1 M BT AR W RGBS T AR R R SRR

HLEE [ F0S B MBS R AN R B2 R AT T 2 IS0 50 3t AN ) 390 ) R 3 oy
BN T B M U (R S A X TE IR 1 URHRIE o AR R 0 A (R Y PR B R AL T A R L A AR AR R
B DR IHE o e 3t A g L 9 B A T RE S RORE B . BIF 5 e B RN O B S B BAT O (B R Y B K E 2 A
584. 95F1 300. 93 JT/hm® . I 4% v B 55 i 1) b b AE WA B D 2 066. 84 S0/ hm® o AR 3 0 TR 1 o
A [ ol 1 A= 285 2 58 B o7 T AR AR 25 IR 55 MR 3 » o o] ot A 25 AR 0 0 o T AR U RE R AR 7 AR (ELA Dy 309. 7
Ju/hm? o AHETE A BLAE B KB SE R VE RO O, B B R M D 742, 40 Jo/hm?, [ 5E CO, 19 g R 4
1 484. 8978 /hm® BRI » F ij 1] A 5 b A= 25 2 8 S0 T AR 1 AU IR 35 0 (B 9 2 6 2 7079 58/ hm® 020 o ik
B L TCIE S e 14 S A 5 AR AR (L a0 R MR I A A R O R A AR R 2R . DT

A e BT RE L5 0l T T AR 25 AR GE 55 T AL B RN S R ) S M I T DT R e A A AR G IR 55 A (R DR A 0
i PE AR A

AHIFFEXT 2 A ST (1 A MG AT TR WA AT T 2 Bl 2T R Y b AR W | RE BT ALY
(E R B A X8 78 A S R GE R 55 D RETE ML LB A B B S A B Tk — A A A R SR S5 T R (L VR A
AR I X B A S AR G BLAA BLR 4R B L
SE 30k

[1] Hadley E B, Buccos R P. Plant community composition and net primary production within a native Eastern North Dakota prai-
rie[ J]. American Midland Naturalist, 1967,77(1):116-127.

[2] Heal O W, Perkins D F. Studies on montane grassland and moorlands[ J]. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of
London(Series B) ,1976,274. 95-314.



ERCEST RE AL 237 2009 4F 7

(3]

[4]

(5]

[6]

7]

(8]

[9]

(10]

[11]

[12]

[13]
[14]

[15]

[16]

(17]

(18]
[19]

[20]
[21]
[22]

(23]

[24]
[25]
[26]
[27]
(28]

Sims P L, Singh J S. The structure and function of ten western North American grasslands [ll. Net primary production, turn-
over and efficiencies of energy capture and water[J]. Journal of Ecology, 1978,66(2) . 573-597.
o E R 2 B SR T LR A AN ISR YA DX B AR PG i 40 X R SR g [ ML db s R AR L1980,
XA 2R R MRE T . A S RE R A KM ATFTL ). Fk 2% 4%, 2008,17(2) :143-150.
WAl sB VE TR o [ R B A 5 R e [ ML b5t RE 24 i A 2000. 189,
WA, Jia B sk U . T v b b X ) AR R R RE A 0 A3 BE L) L A AR A S AR Y AE i, 1987, 11(2) £ 105-
111.
Pt [0 0% L TR RA AR, 5 e RO L S SR AR R R A R (AL W BT R R A S RELC] 2 A
B B A . 1982, 44-50.
W A ] R e Sk TR o ) A ) 2 S A AR (R B AS L AD UL - o IR 2 e W b o SR AR W WF 9 i B AR S
45 [ B2 AR I8 £330 SCHELCL. bat  RBh2F i iR it . 1989, 61-71.

TR BB, FLER. R RIS R O P R RS LY B S LR SE LA L W P ERE BN S R A S RS
Ef. HEFAERRGEHR GE—8[C] dbat. BhaE iRt 1985, 12-17.

Xiao X M,Wang Y F.Jiang S, etal. Interannual variation in the climate and above-ground biomass of Leymus chinense steppe
and Stipa grandis steppe in the Xilin river basin, Inner Mongolia, China[J]. Journal of Arid Environment,1995,31;283-299.
Xiao X M, Jiang S, Wang Y F, et al. Temporal variation in aboveground biomass of Leymus chinense steppe {rom species to
community levels in the Xilin River Basin, Inner Mongolia, China[J]. Vegetation,1996,123:1-12.

Pt R A7 AR T B R S MR R R A A H AR SRR TFRCRI] P E R, 1991,4.7-11.

TRIEAR S X2 AE BT AT S TR 98 I it e e ) b 1A AR R S A R S R I AR LD . P AL K 55 2007, 28(2) 1 144~
148.

MIZNGE S P TUBR L SR L S5 AR AR % LU A [R) IR Ak B B i 8 55 ) BE VA 2540 S A W) Z AR YRR AE B R LT ], Bl 24 4k, 2008, 17 (4) + 1-
11.

XNBp 22 R, N R R R A T AR T B B ARl ] TR 58,1987, 1
(Z1):13-33.

X B, 2 SRS . P 5 i 3 KA S R SRR A 2R T RIS I RO L L BEAE AR R A e ). TR KR S 5, 1988,
2(1):1-19.

FIE Xl e B R P R A A R AR BB S A R RS LT, T R X B IR S A, 1993,7(2) 1 61-75.
R, SO AR K. 75 AL X L A A R AR R S A R R A L) ] A A S 2 . 1998, 22(3) 1 222-
230.

A M, F L0 A R R AR PR 11 ) BB B s A L) . Bl #2008, 17(1) 1 140-144,

WBH &R 2 ERORE W0 P R 2R 3 R G5 e e A S @ M E R 05T ). RS2, 1999,19(5):607-613.

P o Bt AL . AN R AR S R O A R SRR R W R DI E [T ], MRS S Y 2 % 41,1989, 13(4)
367-371.

00 e 2 OO B A B S L R ) A3 IR K1) 1 o A B JR 3 A ) R R R A R S e [ . AL A AR 2005,22(2) 1153~
162.

MR O B AR L AR RS ORI T T AR TR UL TR B R A ALY )L AR AR, 2005, 25(12) ¢ 3282-3288.

Ths EGEE e, FHA S RG RS DI RE I ge R L) ], BRIl ,2005,27(6) :172-179.

B AL AR B AR S R M BT AL [T, A AR BEER A 4. 2003, 18(2) 1 189-196.

SRARR , £H . ARACE AL FA Y R AVE A RE R ARAELT ], S A%4) , 2000,9(4) 1 28-32.

A0 ARV . B MO A K AR Rt AR A R RS M (PR AN L) ). REAE A 4R . 2007,16(4) 1 107-115.



8 ACTA PRATACULTURAE SINICA(2009) Vol. 18,No. 4

Dynamics of the above-ground standing biomass assets of typical grassland
LI Shi-mei'?, XIE Gao-di' . ZHANG Cai-xia'*?
(1. Institute of Geographical Sciences and Natural Resources Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China;
2. Graduate School of the Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Biomass is not only a carrier of material, but also a carrier of energy and value. It is an important
index for evaluation of ecosystem structure and function. Based on existing observations at the Inner Mongolia
Grassland Ecosystem Research Station and Haibei Alpine Meadow Ecosystem Research Station, the dynamics
of the above-ground biomass assets of a Leymus chinensis + Stipa grandis community and a Kobresia humilis
meadow were studied. The dynamic curves of above-ground biomass of these two communities were the single
peak type, and the maximum above-ground standing biomass of the former was 197. 21 g/m?, while that of the
latter was 307. 75 g/m’. The dynamic curves of above-ground standing energy of these two communities
appeared the same shape as the above-ground biomass dynamic curves, whose peak value was 3 637. 8 and
5 964. 20 kJ/m?, respectively. The accumulative rate of above-ground standing energy was positively correlated
to accumulative rate of above-ground biomass. The biomass value curves of the L. chinensis+S. grandis com-
munity and K. humilis meadow were quite different from above-ground biomass curve and above-ground stand-
ing energy curves, and the peak values of above-ground biomass value of L. chinensis, S. grandis and K.
humilis meadow were 584, 95, 300. 93 and 2 066. 84 yuan/hm’, respectively. During the process of biomass ac-
cumulation, grassland also produces a gas regulation value. The peak value for O, emission by the L. chinensis
+S. grandis community and K. humilis meadow was 742. 40 and 1 158. 52 yuan/hm?, respectively, while that
of CO, fixation was 1 484. 89 and 2 317. 20 yuan/hm?.

Key words: above-ground standing biomass; standing energy; standing biomass assets; Leymus chinensis; Sti-

pa grandis; Kobresia humilis meadow



