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The vegetation carbon reserve and its spatial distribution configuration of
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Abstract: Based on extensively collected data, we used average carbon density method to estimate 17 vegetations carbon
reserve of alpine grassland ecosystem and analyzed its spatial distribution in Tibet. The results indicated that: 1) the total
area of all 17 grassland vegetation was 8205. 194 x 10*hm’, total carbon reserve was 189.367 Tg (1TgC =10"g) , average
carbon density was 2307. 895 kgC/hm’, there was significant variation between 395. 977 ~ 20471. 161kgC/hm’ among
different grassland types. 2) In the view of grassland types, Alpine grassland and Alpine meadow took the biggest portion of
70.210% all of Tibet grassland. They were also the main grassland carbon reserve in Tibet, and occupied 79.393% of the
total. 3) In the spatial configuration, the vegetation carbon density gradually decrease from southeast to northwest in Tibet,
This distribution is in correspondence to the particular precipitation and temperature in Tibet. Vertical distribution was
different according to regions, but alpine meadow or Alpine desert had the lowest carbon density and was characterized by

“reach the same goal by different routes”.
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W BRI AR, R (3) K 58— R VG e et T Y ) 2 R v v SR R T L) P e L)
R =R R (B ) R I AHM A B (BT E) BOZ 2 RIATH, 23 AT FER

F T PG A e R R ey S ) A R R ) i TR R oV R R M R TR 77 % DA b, T H At 14
S b T FR 0 A 2 PO S B b S T AR 23% , N2 R T At 14 S8 E b =B St FAEY B Z IR MR R
BHEEEZ o M ABRR A (3) , 558 — IR VPG JaR A 1 W VR 0 2 k) wh oA 14 2R Hb i 7= B BB 5
AE fy b A
1.2.2 MW TFAWEMSE T E

HE EHAER T AR RRIER T SH EAYE N HE REORMEER . B TFRR&RERI T S5
Hb_b A i LB O R B SR ARGE AR A, BRI, A SCRF S o, A () B AR B, T 5 b 340 A W 2 1) L B R
BOMRYE SO TR E (R 1) .

F1 TEEMXBBT S EEmELLF)
Table 1 Ratio of belowground and aboveground biomass in different grassland types

ALK Gt e et P Gl e s T
15 % %5 47) B2 Ji{ Temperate meadow-steppe 5.26 [7] I M % A Warm-temperate herbosa 4.42 [7]

1R M B Temperate steppe 4.25 [7] 5% 1t 98 5 A Warm-temperate shrub herbosa 4.42 [7]

YR M35 JF Temperate desert-steppe 7.89 (7] HuP: 25 )\ Tropical herbosa 4.42 (7]

5 JE R f) BE L Alpine meadow-steppe 7.91 [7] P B Tropical shrub herbosa 4.42 [7]
9 H 5 Alpine steppe 4.25 [7] s %54 Lowland meadow 6.31 [7]

T FEFTEL L Alpine desert-steppe 7.89 [7] 11135 #545) Temperate montane meadow 6.23 [7]
TR L JFAL S Temperate steppe -meadow 7.89 [7] €% ) Alpine meadow 9.32 [20]
1R PEFE I Temperate desert 7.89 [7] 2 Marsh 15.68 [7]
EFESEIE Alpine desert 7.89 [7]

1.3 FEHUAE BORRR BE FAR I
¥ HbAE Wk Bk 25 B ( grassland biomass carbon density GBCD) GBCD itE U F=:
GBCD, =Y, xC, (4)
X, GBCD Jy5f i KE AL AR B (kg-hm ), Y RARIER (3) Bk 13 M58 ¢ RO I B R 4
YE(HTE) (kg-hm ™), C 058 | ZEEHAEBE A A VIR S 8 (% ) , & I M DA HLBR & B BRI A PE
RBEIEN
B AR E AR & ( Grassland biomass carbon reserve GBCR) GBCR WfEE T :
GBCR, =S, x GBCD, (5)
A, GBCR, Jy % | S A BRI B (kg) , SMEE i@ EE AR B A 43 A I B (hm ™) , GBCD %5 i 2K
R A R BE (kg-hm ™)
2 ZR5H5m
2.1 VR A iR 2 R B LS [ o3 A
2.1.1 FHE AR AR e B 5 H BT
(1) BB B B2 A2 fL i 2
I 2 AL, VHR 17 2853 0 S T ARl 8205. 194 x 10*hm? , (5 381> V4 58K [ il b TET AR A) 71 15% |, RE b AH
YOF B B 2307. 895 kgC/hm® o MAVAVRS | LU b 305 fa) | B P B O AP B DA A M 0 A, 380 ) I
b E ) B PEVE E A RS R TSR TR SRR P ) B, T R R R SRR A R IR R IR
T JB e T VB R R R R SR T B, MR 2 P T, B R (VRS B L /N (IR
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JRAETEBL) 19 52 1% . RIA, VURUA [ S AR s B 22 5 B3 X W) RE5 PR RO IR s R 2% U L %
FEBI A B PR A5G , AT BE S A Rr MU B ERSE T , BT S st 1 e R 0 ) A BRI R

*2 BEHEMEREBOBREE
Table 2 The carbon density of Tibet grasslands types
Hh B T B BE

TR R
( x10*hm*) (keC/hn?) (keC/hm? ) (kgC/hm*)

174 % ) BE . Temperate meadow-grassland 13.128 168. 020 1325.675 1493. 695
1B Temperate grassland 180.514 205.014 1621. 659 1826.673
TR T BE I Temperate desert-grassland 43.488 195. 046 828.944 1023.990
TE FEF ) B Alpine meadow-grassland 600. 620 124.398 981.502 1105.900
T FEFL R Alpine grassland 3195.103 133. 649 1054.548 1188.197
T FEFTWELR Alpine desert-grassland 877.956 102.361 807.619 909.993
A F R AL T Temperate grassland -desert 10. 667 44,542 351.435 395.977
IR M T Temperate desert 4.923 679.286 3002. 427 3681.753
T FEFEWE Alpine desert 550.569 589.928 2607. 480 3197.415
1% 1 %2 . Warm-temperate herbosa 1.641 1620. 895 7164.368 8785.293
5% M 9 7 )\ Warm-temperate shrub herbosa 13.949 793.157 3505.767 4298.923
#lt: B M Tropical herbosa 0.821 668. 187 4216.249 4884.450
PP HEE Tropical shrub herbosa 3.282 982.298 6119.714 7102.011
(Kb 25 Lowland meadow 5.744 444,227 4140. 198 4584.424
111} %45 Montane meadow 134.565 1227.093 19240. 822 20467.931
= J€Hifa) Alpine meadow 2565.764 488.658 4140.209 4584.443
YA Marsh 2.462 1218.521 19252. 640 20471.161
431 Total 8205.194

(2) B BE B 4 B4 A

FH% 2 WA, VG R AR A - 35 b T 4B B B O 2032, 289 kgC/hm’, B 2% BE ) 88. 058% , i
EEAAG 11.942% , FEVERRELHL H , BRIRPE R A B R E R R FE R RPN (R PEVE BN AR R
IAFIIAPERE B NSE 7 JS R HAE 430 T 0705k 2% BE 1) LIRS , LA IR P e 8 e I vy € B ) L i (R T T I
B R AT RS E  R FE S AR A | L R ) | R FE R RRTE IS AF 10 R AR b T B
SRR BE o S B LU ER R A 86% o R A, M ER AR P R M AE kR FE AR B A E B . I,
Sty b FRAAH L, bR 4% HbIRERAE IR R = SR [ E -5 HERC TTER T BB EE K
2.1.2  FEHORE AR B ) O3 o AR AR

(1) FEHOAB BIRR 25 BE (10 7K F- by 437

HI 3R 3 W, VG R b A e % b3 A A ) B A B B B 1) PE AL B IR R AR . o, B R X B
HOAE B 2 B B e , LBE T AUR T E AR, JE 56 2 7 5 AR 1l DRI L s b X 3 ) J& 5 3.4 oL, T oy B AR ity
H 3 X, A FHARIK o 3X 3 /3 X R AR P28 3t 350 20 285 B 3t S 5% 20k 8 B8 0 A Bk 2% B 0 31
g 247. 011, 1714. 663 kgC/hm* F 1961. 573 kgC/hm’, {YA4H 24 T 74 Jik - 9 7K F 9 54. 833% . 47. 887% Fi
48. 659% , HLHAEAHEHKET BE HIX — 4 A A% Ry FT BB -5 P SRR K B R B K

BTG AR SRR B AR 2 SR A K B 18 HAR R 1 3 P 13 IR ARG , BT o o F) A A2
R PRI AR U P IR T 5 TR A AH L Y B AR B SIS 7 0] P B A A R B DA Bl R T
AR M T DR R 3ot 38 Sy vy SR ) ey ) LR 1 FE L 1R FE TR B 1 T, BRI Y S IR R B
JE R TR R R R TR A Bl B IR RE = ph AR
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*3 ERSHMXEMEREBOREE
Table 3 The carbon density of Tibet grassland types in different areas

WK TR b b . b e . SR B .

Region A1::a i Aboveground carbzon density Belowground carb;)n density Total carbon (:ensny
( x10*hm*) (kgC/hm*) (kgC/hm*) (kgC/hm*)

HLBY Lasa 213.996 599.075 5053.917 5652.992

#Z Linzhi 199.963 577.506 4932. 603 5510.108

E#B Changdu 573.386 715.888 5871.353 6587.241

H ¥ 0 Rikaze 1272.997 416.930 3000. 966 3417.888

fy B Ali 2175.863 160. 690 981.427 1142.117

FIR Al Nakchu 3456.263 163.115 1161.596 1324.714

113 Shannan 312.727 521.414 4062. 591 4584. 006

(2) B B 10 3 1

P8 5307 , VG 96k B b AR Bl B %5 B 2 43 A AR R XA [R] 7T S«

MZHIX A R B HBE T , 4377 A B AR B RUR YR P VE B AR AR B A (2800m AR ) (B
PETE B DRI P FE DA (2500 ~3600m ) it 44 e Ji A I 4 ) ]2 (3000 ~ 4100 m) | 1y 3 5 ) FAEG b 52 F (3500
~4400 m) 5 FE B ] (4200 ~ 5300 m) , B b AF 4 5k 55 BE 4 B g 6542. 0823623, 062.4114. 571 ,8986. 642
kgC/hm* ] 5467.515 kgC/hm’ , K IUH “ H— K H B H K" BEE A FHE

TERLRET  BEE RS B A HE 5 , 201 B S A B S AR U L 3t 3 ) AR b B (3600 ~ 4100 m) (R
PEFLF (3600 ~4200 m) \JHEEZE (3800 ~4200 m) | iy FE FA) B J5 1 g FE L) (4300 ~ 5000 m) | 7= FE L (4600
~4800 m) , B A PRk 25 BE 43514 9605. 525 .2504. 291 ,30987. 4 .5347. 259 kgC/hm’ F1 2117. 48 kgC/hm’ , 43
KA HAR-E-E /R WEE DL,

BRI Bl RO BE R BE S, S A 0 R b AE Bk 28 AR YR 2 R 1 B BE A (2000 ~ 3700m ) | 1L b FE A
(2800 ~4200 m) I 4 e JE R Ik 1 B ) B (3500 ~ 4200 m) | Ry € B (4200 ~ 5100 m) , B HbAH BBk % BE 43
B2 3037. 954 ,7426. 246 .2991. 798 kgC/hm” 1 6865. 194 kgC/hm* , EIH “ME— & ~E— 5" WEE S
FHE

IR IX Rl MR B A3 R, 4317 P B b A e 28 AR YR 2 1L b B ) (3000 ~ 4000m ) | I P4 B J5 AR
PEE ) BLJF (3500 ~4300 m) | 7 FERL [ 7R) FE B ) B (4300 ~ 5200 m) | 755 FE L] (4600 ~ 5200 m) , B AH
BB A B4 510 3125. 466 ,1963. 883 ,4267. 768 kgC/hm” F1 5386. 798 kgC/hm* , EME “HoK-E-FH"
2 EL 7 RFAE

HEE WX BEE MGROBE B R3E & , 7 A ) S AR A 2 AR YR 2 L H 58] (3600 ~ 4200 m) R ME LR A
TP B L (3800 ~ 4300 m) | iy FE 55 =y FE B KL Ji (4300 ~ 5100 m) | /= ZE R ) (4300 ~ 5300 m) \VH ¥
(4500 ~5000 m) , B2 HiAE W B 25 BE 43 51k 6973. 532 .2811. 469 .2415. 636 .4915. 241 F1 4269. 620 kgC/hm®,
I G X RBL B — ) B KRB SR R E S RHE

By EEH X B VAR BE Y R, 43 AT Y B AR A S AR YR I ) (3900 ~ 4200 m) (YR PE LR IR
PR B J6 VR B A e B AR R e B (3750 ~ 4600 m) 9K (4300 ~ 4500 m) | /oy FE B | 7y FE L ) HE
JE. . e FE LA R FE T I LT (4400 ~ 5400 m) B FEFRIE (5000 m DA b)), B sthoA i ok 2 BE 43 551l hy 2592. 044
1127.870.55979. 460,1850. 017 kgC/hm*F1218. 782 kgC/hm* , EIH “ & k- B K- FK" WEH S5
1k

AREHbIX.  BEE TR BE BG40 B R A B S UK U L b B ) (4000 ~ 4500m ) | 755 5 B ) BL
FIE FE B ) (4300 ~5200 m) |5 FEBLJE (4600 ~ 5200 m) . 5 FE e B 2 5T (4900 ~ 5200 m) | 5 FEFE 18 (4900 ~
5300 m) , B Hb AR Bk 55 B4 51k 2402. 865.,2057. 395.790. 344 832. 890 kgC/hm’ I 529. 215 kgC/hm® , =
R E R R E S RHE
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WL LA AT AR, BAR VO IR A BRI E A A AR S X Z R 250 8, (AR & X
R b A B V) LA 9 DA R S R ) s FE VB (B W DU b X A ) AR BE (R B R LR X
HN) RS BRI “BRIE R MAFAE
2.2 VHRRE BRI B S X I A R AE
2.2.1 HEHOMEHORI &

I3 4 A1, VR b AB BB BRIE B R 189. 367 TeC (1TgC =10"g) o FE4XAi M 17 FFHp , M FEHLR
TR FE A S A T AR K, O 5760. 867 x 10*hm” , 5 P 5 F t B T 70.210% 35X 2 J8F bt 34 bR
AT FLE BRI B 17. 630,132, 714 TgC F1 150. 344 TgC, 43 51 15 VG 5% 24 b A B 2 B0 B 19 77. 961%
79.587% F179.393% , T HAR ) 15 ZSF b A A3 B 77 Py dth,_b 35043 L 1, 08 0 TR0 sk T A 40 51 WG g e b AL
BRI B 22. 039% ,20.431% F120. 607 % . =B, iy & B J5 0 vy € B fm) A4 B T VG 8 36 22 PO O AE DA Bk P2 , TG
HARM 15 JSE 3 Xof G 9o 5 M AL 2 ) B AR L /1 o

F4 ERZBXEMERBEVE
Table 4 The total carbon reserve of all regions in Tibet( TgC)

FH A EA HE [ H e oy L A i) SVE
Grassland type Lasa Linzhi Changdu Rikaze Ali Nakchu Shannan  Total Tibet
1 M 7i4) BE i Temperate meadow-grassland 0 0.062 0.387 0.039 0 0 0.020 0.508
1R M B Temperate meadow 0.811 0.100 0.622 1.169 0.036 0 1.034 3.773
TR T BE I Temperate desert-grassland 0 0 0 0 0.650 0 0 0.650
TE FEF ) B Alpine meadow-grassland 0.458 0 0 3.497 0.253 5.884 0.879 10.971
= FEHLJF Alpine grassland 0.255 0 0 9.782 10.494 10.871  1.315 32.718
B FEFTHREJF Alpine desert-grassland 0 0 0 0 5.655 4.055 0 9.709
A F R AL T Temperate grassland -desert 0 0 0 0 0.127 0 0 0.127
TR AEF B Temperate desert 0 0 0 0 0.045 0 0 0.045
EFEFTEE Alpine desert 0 0 0 0 0.517 1.663 0 2.180
1% 1 %2 . Warm-temperate herbosa 0 0. 060 0 0 0 0 0 0. 060
5% M 9 7 )\ Warm-temperate shrub herbosa 0 0.151 0.295 0 0 0 0 0.446
M HE A Tropical herbosa 0 0.072 0 0 0 0 0 0.073
P HE M Tropical shrub herbosa 0 0.141 0 0 0 0 0 0.141
(Kt % fa) Lowland meadow 0.070  0.120 0 0 0.090 0 0 0.281
11 %45 Montane meadow 0.070 0.773 8.123 0.314 0 0.109 0.168 9.557
= FEHif) Alpine meadow 10.360  9.539 28.342 28. 640 6.622 23.204 10.919 117.626
B2 Marsh 0.073 0 0 0.0673 0.363 0 0 0.504
A7t Total 12.09 11.018 37.770 43.510 24.851 45.786 14.335 189.367

2.2.2  FEHWFE AR R A XIS A RHE

HI 3R 4 W], VG e A o U b 4 A Y B AR AR AR B 1 P AL B R AR, HoHh AR R L IX (R
FERIRE MZ EBE LR B 5 HhTi ) B bR BRI BN 118. 73 TgC, 5 Vh 5k B Hh A B B AR I & 1
62. 699% , T ek PG It b DX, (452555 e EEL R ply 2 b X ) S b AR B T I 77 ) 1 3540 T 3 40 A0 B TE 2 70. 637
TgC, A ok Vo 6 A A BB I B 1Y) 37.301% R, EARJEAR B S5 b Tl 7 A F e T B AN o 7 3 2 3 T AR
) 31.359% ,{BEN 2 VG FZ M FEHAR BB e o [RIBNT, 3 B 2 VP R B b O R MR AR R R S Y 3
FHUERRZI X o B, P4 AR B2 5 — b X b A O I B B 7 , X 99T 9 s R 0 2 2 3RIR = S A HE
A SIS HA B R AREENE L.
3 itig

B bR VR A3 A T AR B — A B S A, FE PO 54 A T AR R T AR, AN R S A5 5T PO ST S Bk
oh 2171.08 kgC/hm®") | 5 85 0 G 6 B0 b M AP SRR JEE A 2 . 5 S U 0 I IO YR 4 2 L R IR
B R IR IR A i R R I TR B A T A U A R R 3 A B | A R P A AR SR
B AR B B IRV A A B | A R B B T VR A L A TR i b A 4y DX R [ R b AE B
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WBEAREL (3R 5) , 7Y 7 5 3t A B A 5 2 A0 B AR 3 T E AT 56. 566% 28. 990% 40. 327% 28. 370% .
23.69984% \23.017% 23. 354% ,29.509% 7. 868% .32.054% .7.488% \73.209% . {H 2, Pl ik & $th b 3% F-
IR BEFIFRARGR E BE (40646. 1 kgC/hm®) ! B L fE g 5. 678% , i T 1 570 SF- 449 25 3th ok 285 5 A bRk 25
4.60% ) {97KF o RS, AME B BARSE T PR R A B A BRIC B, O 180. 20TgC!, ATV AR 17 2538
SRR R A2 A o 55 VR AR MRLAERRIL ik (329. 64 TgC) " AR H, JRAE A ST 17 265 st
BUNPGFRAR PR IR 14. 05 %, {H iy TR A 403 4 B2 0 IR T AR i 2 B2, PR 8t B M AL BRI 2 {SUA
TRRMBRIC ) 54.666% o KW, Toi 51t 5 4 Hu 5 AR LU , 38 215 F [ S B, PG 500 o A 9 2 BE A
FRARAKN, (B R B b AR 28 B2 -5 AR L B LA A TR /K P o[RS to 3 B, W B e s 7 A1 4 Y 3
BRE/NT AR X 7T BB VY 8 SR B SR B 4R A bR T Rk B0 OB B IR B PR 4R 1 F , Bt
FYHI IR A D BB L3P AU R B 5C , AT B -5 1 7B s J Ak 0 b 27 8 R A2 2% ) A 2
WA Ko

x5 BEEEMTHRSBEBREE
Table 5 The carbon density of Tibet and world grasslands

T AR B
e AR Grassland vegetation carbon density ( kgC/hm?) Scik
Community type Hb 134y R4 BE References
Aboveground Belowground Total
Jb &7 H5 % I North-American warm-temperate steppe 1147 2706 4080 [24]
K YH 7 BE L Europe warm-temperate steppe 4462 2453 7961 [24]
R MR R 5L Eastern-Europe warm-temperate steppe 2521 2886 5723 [24]
il FR I Y A BL I Pro-Russia warm-temperate steppe 1800 6110 8135 [24]
PRKH I 525 Australian steppe 3760 5508 9738 [24]
EJ 7 BL R Indian tropical steppe 3944 3342 10027 [24]
JE YPHBHE 5 I African tropical steppe 1784 6727 9882 [24]
T S B L Southern-American tropical steppe 3481 4300 7821 [24]
Gl e s an e 0 0 2953 (24
ﬁjﬁﬁﬁ ;ﬁjiriﬁaziiisland and shrub 0 0 7200 (24]
2R HL AP IX Global terrestrial biota 0 0 30820 [24]
i [E B AG K Chinese grassland vegetation 441.02 2711.45 3152.47 [7]
V4 Rl Tibet grassland 275.6 2032.3 2307.89
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