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Abstract: In order to determine the effects of land use changes on the storage of soil organic carbon (SOC) in deep soil layers (100~200 cm), SOC
content and the distribution characteristics of five typical land use types in Ziwuling forest zone on the hilly Loess Plateau were studied in the paper.
Response of SOC storage in deep soil to the land use changes was analyzed under four kinds of land use changes, including from natural woodland to
artificial woodland, from natural woodland to cropland, from natural shrubland to cropland and from natural shrubland to revegetated grassland. The results
showed that SOC content of natural woodland, natural shrubland, artificial woodland, revegetated grassland and cropland was 5.85, 3.96, 4.98, 3.09 and
3.20 g-kg™", respectively. SOC content of natural woodland and artificial woodland was significantly higher than those of natural shrubland, revegetated
grassland and cropland (p<0.05).SOC in upper and deep soil layers contributed 58% ~73% and 27% ~42% to total SOC in the whole profile (0~
200cm) under all investigated land use types.SOC content in upper soil layer varied significantly between different land use types, however no obvious
difference in SOC content was observed in all investigated land use types. Land use changes showed significant effect on SOC storages. SOC storages in 0~

200cm profile were reduced by 9.68, 52.90, 20.20 and 12.49 t-hm™ under the four aforementioned types of land use changes.SOC storages in 0~ 100cm
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profile decreased by 2% ~48% while the deep layer decreased by 12% ~22%.Compared with conversion from woodland to cropland, SOC recovered slowly

when land use changed from cropland to woodland. The results suggested different sensitivity of SOC to land use changes in the upper (0~ 100 cm) and

deep (100~200 cm) soil, and SOC in deep soil layers were more stable than that in upper soil layers.

Keywords: land use change; deep soil layer; soil organic carbon storage; hilly Loess Plateau

1 5| & (Introduction)

TR R A S RGN E AR, E SR
SOMBHAE YRS R A N T R bk SHEYE
FRICR W E B AF RN AZ 4 2 A i 11 (Post et al.
1982; Schlesinger,1990; Houghton,1995) , ©EKZ)H
1400~ 1500 Gt HyBRJE LA HLBUE fiti A7 T L3
S HOAR AR I (500~ 600 Gt) 1 2~3 %, 24k K
SBRIE (750 Gu) 19 2 %52, T3 TTHk TR CO, 1Y)
AF I R BRI AR DTRR B 10 A% A
BRI A I 1 4 BR 7 AR A PR AN - 7 110 o 2
JREZ — (Contzen et al.,1994) , AR T A58
BRBETTE S CO, U FE 2 RI3E n i) fe £ 2 N i 3l
(Watson et al., 2000) . 36k i 7F 37 31| 1 Ho F) 1 AE
TR 5, BE AT e RS CO, Ry« o]
AEZS 7 ( Kirschbaum , 1995 ; 5 437K %5 2004 ) ,
PRI, A b 1) FH A8 £ % 398 B 1 52 ) I Sy
KHE.

- b A TS A 5 Wi A BT 1)y AR
S MUK AE 1k 19 B B IR ) J7 (Jackson et al.
2000) . &l A AT 3G - A AR AT 1 HEAT LR 3 i)
PIBRIFTE 28T 12 T, G K SR AR AR B el | KSR AR
AR AR FH A FH AR BN AR 4R FH A8 HE A AR AR H
R R A B 2B S AE R T | 26 U B
DAY — S 3ty DT | X6, 455 103 oy R0 B R A DX Sl A
A I R B/ (R [ A, 2004) , HARSE
RO 98 5 H T 30 em DL LY 3 2 £ 58 ( Hughes
et al., 2000; Vesterdal er al., 2002; Lorenz et al.,
2005; E/NAAE, 2006) . H AT, #OR 82 89 BT 58 3%
B, 4 b ) 2 Al 52 e IR )2 - HE A BLR (Osher
et al.,2003; % @ [H % 2004; Wright et al., 2007;
Poeplau et al.,2011; Harrison et al., 2011) .4 5%
P Ih b i X BT T ARIR A6 R 7L 55 IR )2
SOC P 0.255 t-hm ™ FAL MBI G 1 m DIF
IR LK & 2SR T [ (Contzen et al.,1994) ;
Guo 25(2002 ) Xif Ktk K3l b 45 ot AR b 3 722 Dy
HoJF 1 m PUF HHEA LR & 5 SN2 10%. B LA
TEWFIE A HLBRET, X 1 m LUF IR HHEA HLAk
HIBFTEA S AN

w = L TR ARG 3 B 2 + s A
TR A TARK A, U IR H AR AR BRI 20
g 70 AEARTEHL T B BGE T 24 R R AR, 5
A MR/ B A T LR E R (TS,
2004) . iZH X + 2RI, IR )2 A Pk & =
PR A R M, 3 R AR X 1 ~2 m -
)2 SOC fifite 5 2 m LJZGEE Y 37.3% (4T E 4,
2010) . 8+ i AR BA M5 R gk A2 o R v £
HAVBRMMI R C TR SIS T EE R (E
fF4E 201038 4 %5, 2012) AH R I% X KSR IR AR bR
75 SRy N AR B AR S5 e i I il R v, = 3 MLk
AR AT G I B UL A2 38, IR AS 2 AR H A X £
i FH A AT 3 BILAR 4 5 )y =R . PR I
AL A Frbg 7 W bR XA BT X, 3 5 40 BT R
SRTRAR KSR TE ARG AR BN TR ARBR A T I
P& a9 HL Ak 7 5 S A R b A A
Z5 5EZ(0~100 em) 3T H, 404 A
AEAERTR)Z (100~200 em) T 5EA HLER Y FZ 0, 36578
TRIZ A2 - HEA AL T A b R AR £k i Ry 19
TR DI SR A T A - b ) FE A Ak 1 1 B PR B Ak
I R R 2 A AT HILAR (RS PSR R A IR

2 ##5 7% ( Materials and methods)

2.1 HRE XN

WF5E XA TR A & AR G IR IX (R
2:109°08 ~109°11", b4 36°04’ ~36°05") . {5
T J SRR B 4 Fr B 1 AR X, M4 = B 920 ~ 1683 m,
HIX R 22 100~ 150 m, VA A HE 4.5 km-km . 453
U9 °C AR TR 576.7 mm, ZHETHTE 7.8.9
A EAEREN A 60% LA L JE T R AT 28
A M 2 R BB LU+ B O
AU A B B =l e A R R D TUA A
75 [FIA 4E 7] (1842—1866 4F ) Bl H 22 FL b [X & 4= K
T RGP EE , b5 %1 XN T RE T | HH M 5w 56, 4
IR FAAMKAE , =4 2 AL 150 E05 58, HRTFF
A L 2P W KA Rl i HL G R i vk 2 ZR AR, 20
2 40—60 LUK, Tk S PLE AR K 4
P IR B A7 A e b, o 4 B SR I () B
FH TN AR 8l SOAS W B8 09 35 8 = (224 0T
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45,2004 X IR BEIA 0.7 DLE, T2 WAl A
4% ( Pobulus davidiana ) . F ¥ ( Betula platyphylla
Suk) . 1L %< Bk ( Quercus liaotungensis Koidz ) | Ty H
(Ulmus pumila) FfEEL( Pyrus betulaefolia Bunge) .
MOFRREA SRR 0.9 LU L, B G524 ( Spiraea
salicifolia L) \WAKEF ( Lespedeza buergeri Miq) ¥+
( C.zabelii Schneid) \FHNEL ( Rosa xanthina Lindl) | 11)
Bk ( Prunus davidiana) | B2 §] ( Hippophae rhamnoides
Linn) V42 ( Euonymus japonicus Thunb) EKFT &
( Compositae ) . FH & ( Pennisetum centrasiaticum
Twel ) . P F ( Achnatherum  sibiricum ) . B 2§
( Dendranthema) 55 T BIREEE N ZIEE 2~5 cm.
F 3 K 2 BB 1) R R A S B 3 e, B2 7 oA 22 5
A REVERE B, R BB A AR I FE Y (Pyrus betulaefolia

Bunge) 7341 .
22 MR *
221 HFHHEE T 2013 4E 8—11 HEMR X ik

BORIRT AR KIRHEAM N T A AB S |
A 5 FpAS[E] LA PSS B, Xt 4 Ff 4 R AR
P CRIRTT AN TIR A KIRTE AR K

SRTEAM AR K ARVEASRA H-HE ) , R FAH S
B F A A UOR AR DB e A R AR 4
Xof S MILA 1) 5% W) R SR MR L AR AR o 2R 5
ZRARIITIE B R SR UK AR AR, % B T2 ph R AR TR
ARARTF RIE R, BEVER 8] £ 25 4 N TR KRR
FARTEAMBEIR 5 BT 157, AR Fh 2y 30 4F 5 ¥8 T b
X HE AR FH 2 KSR T A MR T BIE B, v 18 57 1l
HEVE 20 4F 5185 10 4R 2240 A T BRE ] 2 50 4F
(FEHBAEOL 2R 1).

TP+ S B HCA R R A 3 A,
R b ) b T B /NS 25 S R BR AR IR 3 1)
A - B A KA [W] 1) B M B HAf gk 5 SRR
RN 9 em MRS RAERE 0~200 cm,
PL20 em H—)ZHURE 3L 10 )2 8 —)2 5 MREAE R
R B — R AR AR R0, T
REZ TIER R EY & REHR TR
SRS He BT 433 B A iy — 38 43 A R R4S
o, HAR T AT 2 mm 3G A ] 52 56 2 0 2 A L
e i AN FE RS 200 em WG9 28R, 5 4G
IR 22— 30, I g 2 I

F1 MR
Table 1  Characteristics of studied sites

T 14K /m et Y W/ (°) ESZ /bR
KIRTR AR 1266~ 1276 ok Jtfw vy 15~30 JMFA P. tabulaeformis 1145 P. davidiana

1Bk P.davidiana |15 Armeniaca sibirica (L.)
FARHEAM 1212~ 1264 h 7] 18~25 Lam. R 5F 3 Sophora davidii, 8 H 3L Rosa

xanthina Lindl JiJB% S. viridis
NLFRAM 1211~1216 ok it 15~25 WAL P. tabulaeformis S FEFE S. viridis

B I sinensis |\ TH isi ¥

I 1201 ~1212 s i 815 i .—; 1 'smenm P Artemisia annua L M) R

S. wiridis

PN o . . . “ N N E
S H 1253~ 1284 i o 5.8 ﬁ?{‘ Setaria italica . £ K Zea mays\jt

Glycine max

1252~1275 LSl At v 15~30 KHE Glycine max

222 FWN A PRSI E R E
FRAEN-AMIMBA R (B bl 2000) . - 35EH DL %
A AR .
SOCS=SOCxpxHx(1-8,. /100)x0.1

K, S0CS by A LI & (t-hm™) ;SOC A+
AR S (g kg ) sp N EMERFE (grem™) ; H
NEIZEFE (em) 36, HRAE =2 mm BIBRA & &,
M T 4 0k A B AR R E 2R T

22.3 ¥%AELAHE A Excel 4T EHE WAL FE, A
SPSS16.0 HE it # A4 X A [F) A 2 8RO [A] + )2 £
A HLRR & e PEAT ANOVA 234, LSD ikt 22 &7

W E VRS H SPSS16.0 H— Bk AR AL (GLM) 1
T ZE BTG TR R S A IR R AEY
SR T A VRS BT (7 2) P
H v, L A H i RN ] R e TR A AL
B 5 e R AR
3 ZR 59 (Results and analysis)
30 FEIHAREETEEANHASERH T
A ARAE
M2 2 A%, 7E 0~200 em HIEHIHE [, KARTE
ARIR RIRFE AR N T ABR 18T A 431
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AP 5 & 53 51 h 5.85.3.96.4.98 .3.09,3.20
grkg™ RARTEAM N T ARMEG KIRFEARM 1E
T A H A3 LR B i 225 5 W (p<0.05) , K
SRUEAMR P& T HUFN AR H 22 [R] TG 35 25 5.
AR S AR E , IR LR 2SR +
B LA & i v R T 2 R LA 5,0~ 60 cm
FREIREER A ,60 em LU )2 FEIRE/IN. KRFTA
MRORIRBEARR N TIARMALH 0~60 cm )2
ZH ARG EA MR EZES (p<0.05),60
em DA HHEA MUK S 025 5 ¥ 0iiH 0~ 40 em 1
JEZ ) - A LK & A 2 25 5% (p<0.05).

AN[E A FHZE BT W2 (0~ 100 em) FHRJZ
(100~200 em) A HLIK % & 5 51k 3.77 ~8. 50
g kg 'F11.92~3.20 g-kg", ¥R )2 FIEZ A HLEK
TR A 0~200 em +3EA PLEK S BT 58% ~
T1%H1 29% ~42%. Forh | 1% )2 A PLAR & &2 LLK
SRIFAM N T IR AR A 5, TR Ry K BR E AR bR
Hi, PR3 H AR A LR S R R 2 A
BLA B2 I DA R AR TR AR | N T AP b 0 4R FH 458
1o, FARVEACHA b R E 5 1 -+ A BB 5 AR AR
[F] - b 1] FH 2R [R] v 2 E A LAk & 2 25 5 W
ARE ARG EZEFAR(E ).

®2 FARIHMFMARBTLERINGRSE

Table 2 The concentration of soil organic carbon under different land-use types

BT E (g-kg™)

IR e FIRFAMM KARHAM A AT AR A i P

0~20 20.11+2.144 13.85+2.78"" 16.43£3.59" 8.59+2.23%¢ 5.81+1.13%
20~40 9.18+1.10™ 5.80+0.61% 8.01+1.53% 4.93+1.36" 3.89+1.09%
40~60 5.38+0.52% 3.29+0.16% 4.27+0.91 ¢ 2.90+0.71B% 3.17£0.57%
60~80 4.19+0.60“™ 2.84+0.21% 3.70+0.74%0 2.57+0.73% 3.07£0.49¢
80~100 3.64+0.56 2.72+0.220 3.31+0.73%0 2.29+0.84 2.91+0.43%>
100~ 120 3.55+0.40™ 2.44+0.09% 3.11£0.66%" 2.05+0.79% 2.87+0.44%>
120~ 140 3.33+0.45™ 2.26+0.19% 2.92+0.67%" 1.91+0.66% 2.69+0.15%
140~ 160 3.29+0.61" 2.1420.14%¢ 2.82+0.60%" 1.92+0.44% 2.68+0.18Cb
160~ 180 2.97+0.55" 2.21+0.10%b 2.59+0.60%" 1.85+0.49% 2.50+0.31¢>
180~200 2.88+0.41" 2.04+0.05%¢ 2.65+0.41% 1.86+0.24¢ 2.39+0.37%¢
FEHIE 5.85+0.72* 3.96+0.36" 4.98+0.66" 3.09+0.71" 3.20+0.53"

T RN TR R AR L A B R — = RS ALk & 128 5 B35 (p<0.05) , A RIRE FRERIR Al — L A 2R A

[7 )= - A ML &5 f 2 5 3 (p<0.05) .

B 0~100 cm
a 0 100~200 cm

8
Z
~
<
=
=
T
i
.H

0

I I m v v
V) E i

1 TEL#F FAEET 0~100 cm F1100~200 cm +E 3%
ANBREE (ARTHERARLERZREE (p<
0.05), T . RIRFRAMM, T . RERPEAMSMG, M. ATFr
A, V. #E5EHL, VA

Fig.1 SOC content in 0~ 100 em and 100 ~200 cm depth under

different land-use types

3.2 ARt £ A LR B B

- MR AR Ak X - A HL A i A S R
L 2 BT, RIRTEAMELAS Fg N TFRAIR  KIRT®
RIS Ry AR FH TR SR T AR 728 kg 48 e 1, S A H
4 Fl 1R AR 7720 0~200 em +3EA HLAR %
23 WD 9.68 ,52.90 ,20.20 ,12.49 t-hm ™, [EARK IR
JE N 7% 39% 21% 13% AS[5) - HuF] FH 25 J5
K FEIZ(0~100 em) FIEJZ (100 ~200 cm) 1A
BLAR 2 AN (1) A8 AL R R AR T A RFL A N T
TEAR MR Z + A LK 6 5 0 58 D = (2,27
t-hm 2R TIRZ 1 HE(7.41 t-hm™?) ; RIRTF A bREL
AR A R SRVE AR A5 Sy 48 5 b v J2 A L
T fith 2 98/ LU VR 2 385303 /55 33.62 t-hm > Al
13.08 t-hm™; RIRMEARMEE A e M%) HHEA
BB A D (16,14 t-hm ™) | 2 A HLBK if
A DRI (5.14 t-hm™) . T #UA) 2840 5 5
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WIZE LA PG B R R 2% ~48% )2+
B/ DR E N 12% ~22% X Z AN T3 )2 5,
R+ HEA DR 32 bR FH 8 Ak P i 1 2 55 /8.

10 |- Tt R

BN R (thm™)

=30 |-

40 i ] B 0~100 cm
-1 3 100~200 cm

-0 1] £ 0~200 cm

_60 -

2 AELHERAXLEANGREEEFARNRELENE
WE( L RRTEARMBAL N N TIRAM, 1. KIRTF A
B A L I RARVE ARG AL I 5T, IV . RIRMEAR
MR AZ A<

Fig.2 The variation of SOC storage in different depths under

different land use changes

M AR A X A AL R fif A ) I
oA AR R dr 3 3 T T A AR 2
A LR B e e Bl SR T B TR T A
Wikt /b, For 0~ 60 em T HE 8 /D 14 i BE #5260
em DU B TR RAR T A A2 o N T 3%
AR ,0~40 cm A LR AH I, K IRTEAMEE
AR R A BR R JE0 ~ 40 em - 35 HLRK fiff 5 98

x3 IMAXBETETEFTIGRMEETLE
Table 3 The variation of SOC storage after different land use changes

A BUBE A 2SR (b )

T BB/ em
I I il| \Y

0~20 2.10 -22.80  -12.02  -16.35
20~40 0.34 -10.11 -2.27 -3.56
40~60 -2.13 -5.35 -1.13 0.58
60~ 80 -1.42 -3.12 -0.32 1.29
80~100 -1.16 -1.88 -0.91 0.41
100~ 120 -1.71 -2.60 -0.88 1.53
120~ 140 -1.57 -2.00 -0.76 0.96
140~ 160 -1.74 -1.85 -0.39 1.33
160~ 180 -1.47 -1.57 -1.07 0.54
180~200 -0.92 -1.62 -0.46 0.78
Bt -9.68 -52.90 -20.20 -12.49

T 1 KRARTEAMEEE AT IRAM, 1 KRTFAMEEAS Ny
AEH, M FARMEARMEL A T PR i s, IV KIRTEARMEE A g e 1
NREEZI IR RN U

H8,40 em DUT 3 HLAR it B AS [ R B, (R
T RS O B R 2 - 3 ML A i Bl b
FIFHZE AR AR J5 0 oA A — e E 2. 504, +
ARSI AL A A HURR At B 5038 1Y) e L
A B /N X e 25 5l 32 Bl - A AL
i A A 2R R TR
33 HEANKAEENRHEZR

FH— M R R v 1) 7 25 oAl TR B, 1158
T &AM A U S A R TR (£ 4).
GERFEI 2 (0~100 em) HIEEA PR & & FE 2
2R, AT R 47.9% 17 S A ]
FHZSRURIR 22 A 0 0 X6 A AL &5 1 s il 4
A4 R 28.9% 14.8% il 8.5% 7R ST s 512
HHERE RZ (100~200 em) +3EA HLIK & & 5
Z R FHIS IR 52 AT R RE 71.19% 1 A8 S O
UOEAE AR R Y &, ol 0 5 f# R 11.1%,10.2%
(A8 S 5 A 20 A BILAR 75 2 1 52 ) EL T 3
A FEN AT RERE 7.7% 03 S T LR R 2
IR ZE A WAk 3 EE R P 2N ).

x4 TRBEFELEAVNKRSELTR(FE) PHTIH

Table 4 The contribution of different factors in SOC variation ( variance )

0~100 cm 100~200 cm 0~200 cm
e I
T ATy A
Hh A
iﬁﬂm 2.732  14.76% 0.167 71.06% 0.351 3.27%
K=
+J)Z 8.872 47.94% 0.018 7.66% 4.387 40.83%
Fox:is 5.339 28.85% 0.026 11.06% 5.893 54.84%

WHERAYE 1.563  8.45% 0.024 10.21% 0.114
o H GLM AR5 22 AT, n=180.

1.06%

4 {118 ( Discussion)

VFZWF5E R, + 3 A AR T+ 58 Ml
HEBEM M. SRR R 5, R NARE 1 m
+ 2P0 4 ik 512k 5O 25% ~ 30% ( Houghton,,
1995) . ZE1E 745 (2007 ) X b ¥ BT HiL X 7 A4 bR %
A5 AR HE D ST AR, 0~ 100 em 34 HLER & &
TRET 28.2%. RS (2004) BFFE R B, W il 2
TR DX R AR U AE ML AR B AR L0~ 110 em )2 £ 35
HHBR S R T 54%, 25 FEAE 0~50 em +
2 AT ,0~200 em 2, KIRTR AR LA i
M5 AP & T 46% , 25 5 FEAE
0~80 cm 1)z, 5 1RG5 RAN Y ; TORTE AL S AR
PRI Hb A A B B i OF Y T 229% M
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19% , 255 FBHE 0~40 em + 2, tb ERFIE 25
R FEEAALE TS, RRTTAMR R KL,
RIZIEY 2 (B, 2011) , 1A DL & &
m (IREI5E ) 2009) , BAAEY) &5 2 AP J5 5
BRSO AR AR FH S A BILAR A 2k R A AR
P AR X AR SR | B BT SR — A,
b AR BB 25 6] 43 A7 B R AR Sk ISR 7
TRBYZE S, FEOAN[E X A R AR A% 384 1L
ez e (1) F 5% 45 SR AR — FE (Don et al., 2011).
Bouwman ( 1990) #8114 | + HuJF B JL-F-7E T A 0915
TERE R H R AE S RS A LR S B0 AT,
T L XN RS I RS R A ALk T
509 LA 1= ZE1E A% (2007 ) %t FAGHS Hi X - 1 )
FHAEAG AT 8 2 B | WA R A8 IR 28 8 i Ak
HoJE , A BLRRAE BRI T 22.5% , T A2 I I
BB AT A HLIR i B T I 51.4%.
— RN TR A 0 A AR A

M L AN 41 3 2% 4= 58 ik i £ BURK ( Guo et al., 2002
Poeplau et al.,2011) .Detwiler 1 Hall (1988 ;14515
H A& R 30~50 4FJ5 0~20 em R A
BLUBRAR 2% 50%,0 ~ 100 em 2% + 3845 HL A 451 2
30%. 5 £ [E 45 (2004 ) BIFFEIN A R AR U A bR A2 hy
AKHE 0~ 100 em = d A HURK 5 B F- 2 [ A
35%,Hor, %2 0~50 em + 2 - HEAT LA B AR
FH EE AR R A MRAR 20% ~ T9% . AR SCHIF SR 18 AR T
AR AL R AR B B2 (0~ 100 em ) 34 BLAK
fiti it B 48% , T2 (100 ~200 cm) 3 T [% 22%.
X FEERK RS 12 0 miR, R E A Pk
He A5 18 i, J8) %% i 18] 22+ ( Rumpel et al.,2002) , ¥
J2 5 A ALK XE 53 i 19 A6 G P15 N (Liang et al.
2008) ; FHXT TIR)ZE, K2 T 5005 VEA HLR & =
(TR, 2007) , ZIRBIIH Z W BA (25
2001 ; Petersen et al.,2002) , B 25 5 1& Wit 9 . A ffF
G RAIRTEAIIL 725 g A TR 2 + A HLB At B
T B 26% , R IZ AL FIR AR A LB & 5
T 18%,i%x 5 HAth 2 (RAE S, 2004; 2 1EA4
85, 2007) AIBFFEAERAANR ,60 em LU A I LA
Bt it 5 47 L () J2 0 AR b 22 R i PR — o - A
Ty At | Bpk o 2k s R EEA ALY M R 2
Hefi A (Rasse et al., 2006 ; Huggins et al., 2007) ; /Il
AR AT TR S R R K I R 1) TR 2 i
VAT i ( Marinho-Soriano et al., 2006) , K1 &
FRURT B 2 1 IR 2 A BILAR 25 B 1S in ) — 1> JL A

- S5 R AR 37 3] = o R S AR 0 5 i J | BE T
AEAR LKA H CO, M« R, AT BEAR B0 (R 4
JK4, 2004 ; Kirschbaum, 1995).Lugo % (1986) X
Pl BRI 8 R W, AR A o e ), 1 38
e EERRAIG 65% , i 4 4% B & A R A, 50 4F )5 £
et o ] LUK R N IR K1 75%. 36 8+
Bz XARBHA MRS , 3 HLAR 1 BRI — 2 1
BrBet KA 10 47 ) AR AR 1 3 BLAk B EUR Y
MR 28 AE IR, 0~ 100 em 5845 HLAK %
A SR, BREER K 1.1 t-hm™>a™", 100~ 200
em HIEA PR BRBGEZE N 0.5 t-hm ™ a™ (FEAFE
45, 2012) AS[) IR AR FE BEAE BR 4 35 47 MLAR fiF
WA —E 22 R R A5 (2012) B4R 1 IR
30 A5 T M DL A B3 N 14.20 t-hm™*
WEBEE K 0.44 t-hm>a™',100~200 cm +I3EFH
MLtk B2 R 0.32 t-hm > a™ AAX T4 MR #hik
AR, RARMRML T B Ry 4R IS ) 5645 AR 1) 5%
M i o B A bR b B Ay A S B A DL e i
S REAR, AN ARG A N A b, FAR AR AR 5 AR I
A WL D 40% ( Detwiler, 1986) AW 5T 45 H
T, RIRTT ARMEEAZ A H S 0~100 em 21
T LR i i 0 BRI, P R 1,73
t-hm™>a™' ;100 ~ 200 cm + JZ 15 ¥k 20 38 R Hy
0.39 t-hm™a™", HIEZ M FEALHOR B35 & TIRZ.
FEXF T AR TF B A AR BT 5, 4% BB BRA MRS 1 8
A PR AIKE 2815 2.

+ A AR L 2 A LA B,
HFEZE L —ERE LS5 THmIgH, WA
5 = Hi I A2 Ak X R 2 - A ML 52 % AR
H I Oy = BT 5 RS R ik s A Ak, il AR S R
G PRIR G 30 N RN 2% 4 BRA AR AT B
BT REMAYREE TIRZ 85 K2 1%
A B 1 0T RS [ A7 1 AL (7 2475 A BH B
b, AR i TR 2 3 HILAR 9 ok R R AE 5 K
W sh AR D7 T ST

5 #5i£( Conclusions)

1) A LA FHZE AL E 0~200 em 21+
AR S &R — 225, DIRARMA A T i
15, FLUTE: R SR THE A bR b, #8575 b R e F A+ 384 #L
Tk B B AR R Z R 2 A HLAs 25 55300 7 0~
200 cm - 3EA HLAR % B 1Y 58% ~T3% F1 27% ~42%.
AN[ER AR 2 H A MLk & = 22 7 W H
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2) ARl b2 Ay %+ HEE PLIAE = W
FROA VR 2 HL IR AR AL T AR, AR TR AR MREL AL Hy
NTIARIR RIRTARMEL S ]y A K IR HE AR
EEAR YRS KA B 4 Fp A+ Mo R EL AR )7 20T 0~
200 em S HLAR % 52 B> T 7% 39% . 21%
1 13%. 3R 22 Ak 5 3500 2+ HEA HLER it 1 95
DHRIER 2% ~48% IR JZ /DR EE R 12% ~22% AH
XFT AR TF B A i A IR BHE RS TR
BLk R 52 212 15

3) H A HLIKAE TR 2 AR )2 1) 3 225 P 2%
AL+ FEBEIX 0~100 em +)2 AR SR
Tz AR 0] R 47.9% AE b A+
Hi A FH 25 YR AR R AR W A T 4y ) R R 28.9%
14. 8% 8. 5% (78 5745100~ 200 em + )2 + 347
Ml & i 3 %2 57 - Hb ) FH 28 Y (% 5% e, mT A R
71 1% A8 Sk RO 28 AR R AR 4, T 43 5]
e 11. 1% .10. 2% 175 Sk

REEEEN AR (92—, B AR A LA R
Wi, £ F N R Rl B B O AR
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