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Abstract; The experiment chooses three kinds of perennial grasses, Elymus nutans, Festuca sinensis and Festuca ovina |,
which distributed widely in the east of Qing-Hai Tibet alpine meadows and used a field replacement series to study the inter-
specific competition. The experiment was of four total densities and two interference factors, fertilization and clipping. The
competition ability of Elymus nutans was the strongest, then Festuca sinensis, followed Festuca ovina based on Relative
Yield Total (RYT) and Competition Ratio ( CR) which were calculated from harvested shoot dry weights. Fertilization and
clipping had no obvious influence on the competition pattern. F. sinensis/E. nutans mixture sutilized the same resource and
showed competitive trend when mixed at various seeding densities. In the F. ovina/E. nutans mixtures, they shared the same

resource and showed the commensal relationship when density was lower. When density increased they utilized the same
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resource and showed competitive relationship. F. sinensis/F. ovina mixtures shared the same resource and facilitated each

other. They showed the commensal relationship and it was density-independent.
Key Words: interspecific; fertilization; cutting; interaction; alpine meadow

TS RMEEYIVA EE S UMY E SN EN FEZN N —, R BRI EERRAS
tafnsheer XA g — 1Y, MBS SHhh, B (replacement series) AR LY B
PR 2 AR LA PR FP 19 Se S tH 9 JE B8 BRI, W A AT IX FAE AL /AL R AE A B BR AR
BEs , RRE, ERA RTINS R A SRR 5k . LSS WP T, — L)
BEARR, T E2TEAPER 1 4N EAMEY) , BT AEAR A XHE KT XK B2 Fr R FE i 318 5
BRAI R R T PR KRB E KT X R BB ERE R AT HITH, KEHBA T A EHL
A REF SN T BT X R 3 T LR b 5 HAE AR AP L H AR, R, 2 P E 7 335
ERRT —HEENESNEE, ETRSHRESMMEE LD RIX S 1R S MBS S %4 R
RERZ BARIE, 20X RATRERN, F R ERF EHY, FREERERRRTEFENZELE
ARAPHCE TP ( Elymus nutans ) \FHHEE3F (Festuca sinensis ) FI3F3F ( Festuca ovina ) YE iR B4 8}, R
ARREZE TS, AT 3 HREEARBEEN TIRARGEERNE) b, ETERBEREZTHEREHE
BREZW, F3HEERTR S EARTRERE M AERRY, BHAE N TR, BRESRAETEZHMNE
A, BB BRI RX FR—-FHREEMFRRRT SAAMESESNTRER BEL, #id X EREEEWE.
HAEE FHEFRB R ERE AR SSE, A E R R R R R R E B0 R R R B IG5
BB N TR S A AR R 2 KR
1 #ERAE
1.1 A5 5 Sl Aost

AREAEHMNE ZM KR ERAAERREE MR LT, B S0 T H B % B 1M S ET AR,
WHLN T HF R R AT G X, HiFH AR FR A 34°55' N,102°53" E, %K 2900 m, 4F¥SIE R 2.0°C 4EREK
8557 mm""", BFFHT R R I A B —— B R 2L ( Elymus nutans ) ¥ 3 (Festuca sinensis) F 23
(Festuca ovina) N5 s R H WHIARARFPHEE . T 2001 4£ 9 BAEHEBE BIEM A ETHIEREMN T, &
RAEZ 2002 4F 6 BRI i1 T8,

1.2 BAEiEit

BRI HRENREFHE S, BEE 11 ERZE, LA UMA S, EEEEE P RE,
HAEEFMEFEE, ERBERMEMEFREL 3 AERE, BB T REF L, F 4 N BEEEE:
400,800,1600,3200 %i/m*, /NXEHHN 12 m*(3 m x4 m) ,/NX AL PH % 0. 5Sm, REE/ DX HEH
538 2 %5y, A AT A MEIE R GRS , BRI 8 3 &0, 2 R A X R CRXIE]D (iR BB (B #
6cm) FIEFERB (B 2 cm) , BIEA/NNRBRIG R 6 NM/NX, 1RG5 B JEIE N ] K Wy Fp4H B AL 43
WME 423 4NKFE, BRER 4 K, BINEEN/DNEBIXHAE, L 64 NNX, 7EREY, ALBKFF
BE, L4NFEE, BERENPXEEILXAMRE, £ 48 1P,

1.3 AR FHE

2003 4 6 H 21 H#ERF, 10d j5REBEHME H T, FHFEF HE AR 4 ~5d, FF0 8K 3 ~4d, 8
A4 HE—RYEME. FH0.25m x0.25m HEEd , 7AW/ X B O80T, I8 Hoe i, T F
R, ME T WG (— MR ITE 2 BET A —M\) |, JFREDL SRR 3 #RIE S E, 2004 424
FAIMYIRE,S H 4 BIE, BT, WEE , ST AL, 4 (NH, ) , HPO, , i fE & % 60g/m” , 7E &1
/N X BTG 2R B SRS, R AR AME T IR, 6 AT AIERIE , P A3 i B4 3 , 5 I 2 IR B AT
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FRIRBTH DA [E] 38 BN B &6 7 N RO B AR Y B e Bt T 2 (H 8, 5] e LAAH [5)38 BE X B 5 A B
FIFELRR , LACRIERE 5 ALK DG BR . 7 AT AIERONEL, 5kt El . 9 AFIE)E—WIGE , T aR , M ¢
J5 B (G BT T ) L4538 3 FHEEE,
1.4 BHFSH
FEBRELRp , HX7= 8 A RYT( De Wit 1960) I E RBFIAHE Y A Z S N EEEE " T8
BRAARERNR:
RYT =Yav/Yaa + Yva/Yw (1)
K, Yav 5 Yoa 535 0% EH N RED AT VEEYR , Yoo 5 Yo 535 EER N KHREH ARV
HILE Y&, RYT (6] DL R EA B R 9 18] 59 AE AR R LA Bk (R — SR S IR A R O . RYT > 1 i, iR 5
AR AEZSAL, FIRA R B RIR, R ILE SRR RYT =1 i, YRR R L [ B3I RYT < 1 I, 3R
YRR BRI R, ZHR CR ATHSURIEYHEDIA X ER RN B ARERN:
CR = (Yav/Yaa + Zav)/( Yva/Yw « Zva) (2)
AW, Yav Yoa Yaa Yoo TR B X L, Zav HIRES A BIRIE LA Zva REHES VREBEILE, X
Sk, TR AR, B Zoa 55 Zao FTRVETLANE, % CR>1 B 20 A M35 KT V2 CR=
i, 27 A BV 3% 514 2 CR <1 Y, , 0% A BO2% AN V, 15 RYT, CR A0 9y A8 F 40
g B4]
RHESE P ITREYERN 2004 RGN 3 WAYE BM, F RGN spss13. 0 HEATHIT 51T,
3 HR5WR
3.1 FTRBWHE . DEEFNFEFREREE
2004 SEAEYIRF R, M ER 3 M E SR FEEXNNNEREE LR L, 3 1M RN EREERZEL
BEREFY, BREWERAEESE - F A MEEZAZREBE SHSEERY LB EER, TEEF
MEFHREFESHMBEEZAGREER (K1), TESMNEREZY, EREWENEREE S P4
FHFMFEFHEREEIE BEMZR(P <0.05,P<0.001) , hEiEARMBHERERKNBE, BEM
Yy HE T S X R AR MR S B LB U B, ST BT AR KR B O BUARHEL IR T S8 F& T 3R , B W IR] A1 S i 25 b
ARHEEE S, R F RIS . UEEMN, TR mE, Ef IBRHIHBUETI LR, =
S FH Y2 B 'R, AR, 3 MR R B AL S LB BRERE E AR
BEEZR, SRERITHPGEMHOEESEMZEE, PESEEKY .3 MREZREEESHE, 52
WA T AN RBOH R R F E P F R R E B T P12 KRR R, R E X T HA AR = R
HEGRHTEFRRS) , B S PAL T I

F1 BEREEE.DEEFNEFOEREE
Table 1 The regrowth rate of Elymus nutans, Festuca Sinensis and Festuca ovina

EFEE (seed/m’) TRPIE AR *¥F
Seeding rate Elymus nutans Festuca sinensis Festuca ovina
400 246 +55.4a 127 +£26.1a 91 +45.3a
800 413 120 ab 175 £52.2a 134 £50.4a
1600 477 £ 145 be 292 1153 ab 174 £30.9a

3200 681 +265¢ 428 +156b 381 +168b

3.2 IMHERNEYE

PIRPAE 44T 3 B EEA R E A TR EYREWE 1 fin , AR ABEXMBEEY ] R FS W
BT 200 gk 2, MEAEALFREESE Y BIEN T 82% , T2 A& REW, E EREHEN A B
WA R, 3 PEFEFMEF Y RPN EE (R 2,P <0.001) , X EFS4 RYT Ml CR YT BEZMW,

hitp : //www. ecologica. cn



6 3

RS & EARFINI BN ARG P A R LRI T4 T R

2475

AEXIFERET 3 FREEARHEFREYRELE 2, NEREET 3 FRESEYE, BB FEE
R BB T, RENEEFAYBEIRT 23%  EENEFEZEMT 28% , FEMFEREH,
XUFIRT 3 Frf T A Yy B AR BE W (K 2,P <0.001) ,XEHS 4 RIT A BERM (£ 2,P <0.05),
Ao RIEBASX T HEEFRFFEYRBARBELN(ER2,P <0.001) ERBEX FEEFMEFHE
YIEHBERN(F2,P<0.05,P<0.001) £ HFREMFHIE 2,

A& Biomass (g/m?)

Table2 ANOVA of treatment effects on shoot biomass and competitive indices on three grass species mixtures

A0 BO Co
1500 |- 1500 1500
1000 |- 1000 1000
: 4 1 |
2 1
500 |- 500 500 -
1 3
1 3
ﬁ‘
ol 04 R ——— 0 || Sr—
I ! ! ! ! ! ! 1 ! I ! !
400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200
Al Bl Cl1
1500 |~ 1500 — 1500 —
|
41 I
1000 |~ 1000 [~ 1000 —
1 2 i 1 .
i i
I
500 500 = i ) 500
1 3
| 74“ | p—
0 0 01 yl
! I ! I | | | I ! I I !
400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200

% Fh 8% B Seeding rate (seed/m?)

Bl MERXEEGT 3 MREEARASTREYR
Fig. 1 The biomass of three species in different combinations over fertilization treatments
A BRI E ;B PAEFF;C. 3, 0 FMAE; 1. 5EME; TH
L BRI E-FEEF 2. BRFWE-FF,3 . PEE-FF 4. BREWE-FHREF-FF
A:E. nutans ,B:F. sinensis,C; F. ovina. 0 non-fertilized, 1 :fertilized; the same below

1:E. nutans -F. sinensis, 2.E. nutans- F. ovina ,3 . F. sinensis-F. ovina, 4 .E. nutans -F. sinensis-F. ovina

®2 TRLE 3 HHERBEEYENESSRRMATE IR

il BHE B E 4 Significance

Treatment bf En Fs Fo RTY CR

B3 455 Mixtures 2 NS & & % & & % & & % * % %

SERRIEE Regrowth rate NS * ® % ® % % ® % %

JEAE Fertilizer 1 % % % ® % % % % % NS NS

X|& Clipping 2 ® ok % ® ok % ® % % ® NS

AZH YEF] Interaction

FaC 2 & & % % % & & NS NS

FxCaxM 4 * * % * % NS NS
% % % =P<0.001, = *x = P<0.01, = = P<0.05, NS = no significance; En:E. nutans, Fs:F. sinensis, Fo.F. ovina

B, MR EEREEE RS 3 MR ERNEYEAEM(E 1), #5 TIRE N4
P20, T A, X SR MBI R B BT MR K R R TR T T AR
FERI BRI AR R BREAT , R B R/INRAE T T AR 6 B ROBRIBU IR S ) BRAG , DA T 2 M AR AR P9 9
A R, AR XEE , ERESEEE YR 8 TR, RE R MR K, HEY
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Al BI C
1500 1500 |- 1500 |
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' i
500 s00 |P /\_‘—‘ 500 |-
1 ) 3
ol o0l4 &1—-—# ol 4 e
2
1 1 | 1 | | | | | | | |
400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200
A2 B2 2
41500 1500 |- 1500 |-
@ 4'
2 1000 |- 1000 |- 1000 |-
<
£ 2
= 1
@ s00 ! 500 -7 1t 500 | 3
i ' : '
£ 1 '
oL 0| —— e —— 0 Lo oot ——
Bl 4 2 4
| | | | | | | | | | | |
400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200
A3 B3 C3
1500 | 1500 | 1500 |
1000 4 | [ 1000 | 1000 |
2 \ | I
500 |1 S00 3 uput i et 500 |-
i ' 3
! e
0 ofy, 0F, n
1 | | | | 1 1 1 | | | |
400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200 400 800 1600 3200

R ¥ Seeding rate (seed/m?)

B2 ARENEIRGT 3 HREERARASTHENR

Fig. 2 The biomass of three species in different combinations over cutting treatments

1: RNE] no cutting;2 : 22 FEXI|F light cutting ;3 ; I NI heavy cutting

BERE RN T G LB, MERIERR T AR MR EYE (B L) , RN T ER TR
XEICHIERI , R T HAA AR, TR TR BT IR 47 )
3.3 RHESHKIFHRENTFER

TR, PP AEF 3 R EPRRBNAEX™ 8B RYT KRR CRENE 3, TESWT
SREY, BBRASNANEFSEARBELR(FR2,P <0.001)  XIFIXIHEX= B BMEBERM (L2,
P <0.05), EFEHBEAPEFEFRE, HAXT2BA/NT 1, R\ - FEREBEPARE TR, RELHE
BRSPS PRSP TERERENESRNT LRAPEEFHES DT ERBRE, HAER
FERARE b ZBNERBME RG] . EREBEANEFRE, X2 SAEREEN AT 1, B R
FERNT 1, R, 3235 7 LU B R i I E PR B30 A (B R REE B, 3 MER
PRI T M F TR G FR X T EREMERN SRR, FFHEF DT EREMEE, B
ERFPLETEE ERZANEREMEME . PEEFNEFRE, AT BMHRT 1,20 PEE
FAEFRBILER TR, RAH I ENBE PN TP EEFNRFREAPEEFNERNET
FFo B, TLIEE 3 MBEZRKHAEREFEN, WEREBEREFROER, PEXEFRZ, FF
R,
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BITRE , YR, EARBR RN A BB R EYERE S e FFRN L3, A2
BERAMHEW EE R AR A A BB R YR B A TR EROBRAE™ . ARBHh, 25
PR P AR 2 R BOCM T AR A MABOR, T 250 R A BUEY), R B2 08 R MR8/, B
TIEESERE EABRES . BRI, SR BOLTRE R RG] T HEPR AR RN LR R
HOE AR, A AL ERAR E T X RIS, [ 2 S OB A BAIRRRE s XUHIRIBRE S T BB /e B MR Y
EYR E—ERE B G T EREME N TSNS B e EF NP RAZ RN ER IR 5952 FMH, B
Yirpp3e e ) S ARE (M EREM A B) A ETHER , ISR A—2

E LN R RREEYERRINERZRR, RAWE NN EFARREYHBRANESER,
R EA R AR IR , Yy 1H) B Mo U0 35 5 SR RE D 5 PO T 3 1 LRI 2 bk, A
Wi, ERBE H R, R E S S P IR POL R KRR R R B E IR, XML %
TR T HEWMRER R8T, &AL 3 ML s SRR R, TEBCE R A K, M e —
BT S AR E SR, R FFRET P B E; NEE— R WG TXMERSF
FHGERA, IABUE TSR RENRIT 3 YR TS F -5 HAELITE BB A X PR32 4 R 2 —3Rd, B
3 AR F Y 3E S R0 SRR A A R R BFUE K, X SR R B A iR — B, B, M
FEADAE TRB YRR P FRBA W, AR TRFE TR FFRMBFLERET (B TR WEF
FHE—ZH,
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