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Abstract; A study was conducted with Poa crymophila, a common grass of alpine meadows of the eastern Tibetan Plateau,
to examine the effects of fertilization and clipping on compensatory growth. A factorial field experiment was conducted with
seventy-eight 1.3 X 0.8 m plots subjected to 24 treatment combinations (2 fertilization x 2 first clipping time x 3 clipping
frequency x 2 clipping intensity ), with one unclipping control treatment. Our results showed that fertilization tended to
promote growth of Poa crymophila only in the absence of clipping. Clipping led to increased aboveground biomass and over-
compensation in the absence of fertilization, but the degree of compensation depended on intensity, frequency and time of
clipping. It may be that a poor resource supply is necessary for over-compensatory growth to occur. We considered two
mechanisms as explanations for over-compensatory growth of Poa crymophila; the consumption of underground resources and

an increase in the numbers of tillers.
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— BB R O TEX BI B S R B G X B S R A B B AR OB T R Y U AR 1 X
HMER R T RERDLFIS .

BRI, % TR E G A AME & LR BT e 45 AR 22170 23 WA X 81 Rl 5@ i mIoL & /e Y o
H T L 4y BE Y B IR AR SRR R A K . AR X S LR ERAE B SR, NIEE A BE R
Z AR NG BEE R, TR 2R D\ P 1 3 40 (58 7 Tk 4 %) ) 5 o S i A [RDARE T A 43 BE SR, R4, X 28 oA
TR BB, XEE/N T #bh B35S, v RBUBAMER R4 . B, WFFTAE P %5 BE 77 F0N 1 e 1z,
XFIEMwEMAMESBAMER EMIH EXREE, DFREREEEEMG L E LHER b B #K (Poa
crymophila) iR, 38 53 BF AN ] SE I, SARRDLLATT 3 AN TA)E0 : (1) ¥ b L 2R X it AE A0 A 351 ) = 2 e o7 =2
27 (2) HEAEFIX F Re SR B AME R & AR 5 (3) BAME R AE AT REMLH A7
1 #RFnA=*E
1.1 BRFEHXARA

RIS T HN A HEEE AEMNEET AN RFTRESEMAFTHRESALREREETAESRS
SE LU, M TR By 34°55'N, 102°53'E, ¥4k 2900 m, 45 F-HiR B 2. 0°C, J\% ¥ 9 12.1.2 3 MAFH<RE
-8.9C, el 6—8 A4y 3 MH KSR 11.5CH
1.2 sEmypfp

R HLRIAAR (Poa crymophila) EEI MBI ZAE AR FA  RZERIB, S BERE 198 . FhHE 2 4F S48 ¥ H BBIA B &2
I, AREE T, EE2F4 ATAES ALARE,S AbAE6 A La4H,6 A LAET7 A AT
15,8 A T aFF R 7EMIR 2300—4400m 75 FEMX, B RBA K R AT, & M PE B AR
1.3 S

SEg R BEALEC T, 4 AN < BB DA FEE] X F0 55 B AR X FI5R EE . 2006 454 7, 7EEFAMXF 78 4~ 1. 3m
x 0. 8m [ BANIAE 7 HEATHEAEAL I , oA g 39 MEF MEREIR — 4k (A A& & 18% , AW & & 46% ) , it
FER S0g-m 2, 53 39 ANEF AHEAE , VE M AEST FRAH , SC6Hh + 3 H AR S B M 0. 3415 ke ™', AL &
B 0.007g kg o AIEHEFR, HEHBEIE 50g-m ™ ? fF HIRIF RIS, TRE A TR E R AW . i
RERTXIAE S ) E AT IR B, P8, BBR L ERE MW, BT S 11 80 Koy b B BOR R, AR
e B OLE T R B, ZEAE R AR I R AT B 0, R BN A S0 BRAME, B MERZ A — 2 (4
12cm) , EESABMRAMAZ [B] 25 BE I 29, B BAE BAGRK , SRIESD 1 BT o

T3 Fe 3V Hb L BOR 2 4E R B4 S B L, 76 2006 4E ¥ A 1T X E b3, 2007 4E 6 A FAIFFIR, 7
FEAERE T FASFEARAE 7 AR PR VS H 5 BOR B A [R) AR K B 386 8 A [R] B4 0 1 Bt 8] , 40 o0 30 (22 ) g4
(FFFERA) , 2 ANAEPI N RIS A FF 46, #e AR R F158 BE O FIAE R 50% 5 X FIAERK 90% ) FIAS [F] X F1 55 BE (XI]
1WA 2 RADNE] 3 k) SEAT X FILEEE X E 45 BE ) B[] [B] B o 20d, BN E R 3 R, ZERAE AL
WEAERE 7 H 398 3 MEF AT X EI AL 3], VB XT B . 7E X B AL BT 4R Z /1, B 5 A BEMLRE #k 10 #RA
1A, SR Ja X BN T AR A T RSB AL 3 , DA s S L B A A0 e AR A RIS B I 2 e o 8 BRI BY T A9 43
SRR i L FE 8SC AR P BIE E , ARG R E . B LI 7EAE W B A R AT UACER , NN T 1 e v
AMRHBERL 5 ¥R (BNAEESE 15 BRAMEK) RIS, BT, B Bk 4 BEEL . BB AR AR 2K
it B 4 FArAE 85°C Bt AR TR AL BIEEE , A 1/10000 FYHFRPFRE
1.4 BdESHT

XHEAMEK, ZESERE 2 BIHE T 2R AR REL (REY R/ EF 0 A YE) M EEY R
BB IR ECSE . RAZEE 20 e K AR A E] s iE] X0 E] 58 B A X #4555 BA AT &
MR 7 BERCRIAMEFS BN . N T BRST & IE S0 A s 2571, 28 EAYE R
Fe A3 BERCRIAME R BUR BRI 3-4T T 8 FIX 4 (log,o ) Fe e . I QQ-Pots Ky T IESHE, Levene’ s K1k
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g7y 2257 (FE B E PE/KF 9 0. 05 Bf A BEFE 248 54 (9 77 2257 PR ) 5 I 2 LB P i e/ B 38 2 80k
(LSD method ) & Tamhane’ s K% 3% (77 22 A S50 ) HOEL A AL BE[A] 22 5% o BT A 23 #r39 H SPSSI13. 0 23t 3k /4
21T,
1.5 MEEBAMEEHE

X FIRE AR 53 PR AR R AR A= 48 (X B + B B AE &) B EfELAR S X1 5 ML B S L 9
bR, R SCAMETE L. RIEAMETEEL, 456 ANOVA KT 45 RAIWTHMA RO SK , EAMETEBOR T 1, BXIEI 4
AR S AR Z [BIF 7E B3 2250, WD AN s B AME SR BUER R T TR T 1L B ZE AT A
& W RAME MR RUNT 1, B 200 B3, AW A R AME
2 %R
2.1 ARETAET XD b A8 S BEE ARE L MR B

JIE 3 X s 1] X1 558 BE -5 R 50430 8 o ot A i 0 B AR LU AN B T 2 e T R Ak 1
PR MR 1 AT LA, HEAE X F0 1] X FI85 BEXT b b A ) 8 23 BE AR T bE MRS BRI R e 22 5 B3
(P <0.05) ; XI55 B2 % 3t b A= 8 5 AR b2 i 22 5 .38 (P < 0. 05) , T X 40 BEBURN 4P 48 TG 52 iy
(P>0.05) . ES S5XIEMAE—EFRCEMEAXN 1 EAEYRRFEY BE, =87 U ERREERERDAR
5

F1 BB XURI R E X BIR EAX BSR4 i R R F AR DERVREL AMEEBNSARHEINER
Table 1 Results of applying ANOVA to study the effect of fertilization (F), clipping time( CT) , clipping intensity (CI) and clipping frequency

(CF) on aboveground biomass, tiller number, root/shoot ratio and compensation index of Poa crymophila

o YR (s ") S BER e L AMEFRE
HF H Aboveground biomass Tiller number Root/shoot ratio Compensation index
Factors df P - P P
fEJ F 1 57.957*** 6.992** 11.495 ** 108.785 ***
X)) CT 1 8.948 ** 17.262 *** 10. 664 ** 5.191*
R#5REE CI 1 4.505* 1.336ns 6.875** 3.054ns
R EISRpE CF 2 39,133 *** 11.822*** 123.425*** 21.844 ***
B x X %IiHA F x CT 1 14,447 *** 5.327* 0.551ns 7.874**
B x XIEIBREE F x CI 1 13.705 *** 7.192** 65.979 *** 8.584 **
B3 x XFISHEE F x CF 2 21.593 *** 7.195*** 0.792ns 12.163 ***
Xt ] x X 3RBE CT x CI 1 2.724ns 11.794 ** 15.859 *** 1.910ns
RN E] x XIFHEE CT x CF 2 1.179ns 4.319** 6.467*** 0. 64ns
XEI5RBE x K] #| 45 CI x CF 2 2.426ns 0.777ns 1.785ns 1.184ns

P <0.05; % % P <0.0l; % x x P <0.001; ns: AEFH; R LAY S BEEC A L MR BOBARIEAT T 0 T B (logy ) el 5
Fo ATy CT RIS 5 CLAHIHREE 5 CF: XIFISEE

2.2 BEAEXSARRIFE R A=Y S BERUR AR R L R R

HEAE XS RXFIAE Yyt b A=Y & o BERURARGE EE R AR 2 Fs o REAE B SR AO3 in 1 S pRAs st b A=
Y (F=13.904,P <0.01) 3T AY&E(F =4.933,P <0.05) FI4rBES(F =10. 281,P <0. 01) , #3 7 HL7E
HEARTET B B /N R IR AR (F =10. 517,P <0.01) o SXULBARGALHT , B SR M AR 53 F A B AT
T, (R TR BE S ANAR R, Tt A P 350 3-8 o B8 K
2.3 R[RIALBEXS BBR T BERCAT R M

HEAE 55 RN F AL BE X BRR 7 BER A M AN 8T 1 B 7R o ASHEREE LT , T X EL X ) 90% B Hpk 7
BERL S X HEAH EL T AR AL, TR 1 50% B Ak 7 BERCH R X R W66 300 X0 1 b, TG 18 X1) 50 558 B2 2 90% 388 2
50% , AN 1 5 2 YR BRI BERH B R T X6 JR AN 3 YR ARAELIR , BB o B 2050 il X0 50 430 B #9380 T ke o
FEAEHE BT , AR X E X E 13 58BN 50% Hif BAR 7 BEROR T3 I
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F2  MEAERTRXIE HpkiEYE EEYE BT EWE S REBRARE L BRI (1 + FRvER)

Table 2 The effects of fertilization on aboveground biomass, belowground biomass, tiller number and root/shoot ratio of no-clipping plant

(mean = SE)
" AHtAE AT MANOVA
% h
HKSH Growth parameters No fertilization Fertilization F P
Hi AR/ (g Bk ~!) Aboveground biomass /(g-plant 1) 4.35 +1.451 12.00 +1.451 13.904 0.001
H T AR/ (g ¥k ~!) Belowground biomass/ ( g+ plant ~!) 5.68 £1.526 10.47 £1.526 4,933 0.035
SYEER/ (k1) Tiller number / (plant =) 137.33 +£26.258 256.40 +26.258 10.281 0.003
3% k. Root/shoot ratio 1.38 +0.108 0.88 +0.108 10.517 0.003
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Fig.1 The effects of fertilization, clipping time, clipping intensity and clipping frequency on tiller number per plant

2.4 A[FIAEFERS B PRI B A YR R

HERE-S A [RIXF AL BT B vkt b A W) A i an & 2 Bron o ARERERS, MIF BT b LAY R R,
FEXF 3 BE IR 559 YN B Bk ) A [R] AL PR 2H 5 T s b A= 4 B 3 T X B AR I, {38 50% 1 1 ORI
TGS 50% B9 2 YONFY , 3 b A= 48 B B R T % BERIELE NI H AL EE . b b A 9 7 X1 56 B 22 [ Y 22 5 3R
PUE L 579 1 YOX AL BRAT G 2 YOXF] B AR B H , FORIF5R BE 50% KT X FI58 B 90% Ab 2, 15 B i AL
AP BE X B AL A A o
2.5 KRB Bk b A Y B AMETE B

HEAE-S A RIXF AL BT Bkt b A W) BAMETS B R an B 3 B 7m (B Bl 24T T % R B e, %
HEAMESE RO 1, 1ogyo 1 =0, BRI A B - Bl , K T ERAMEISEORT 1,/ NTFERAMESEUNT 1) o AHEAEES, X
NPT L _EAE Y RAMESE B R, NI B R AMEE B R T 1, HSX EREE (P <0.05), ik
AT B AMER s AMEETEBE X FIIRE 5 N #1598 B Z B o2 5% o i AL AR, 76 L H N3] — IR R BE D 50% Frf kM
BT | HEXBEREE (P <0.05) ; BRAIXFI PR 58 B 50% RAMEIEEOR T | B S5XBER B#
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Fig.2 The effects of fertilization, clipping time, clipping intensity and clipping frequency on aboveground biomass per plant

(P <0.05) , HEALH P AMEIEEIY SX ERA B, BA RIH BB A KAME

AN JRENE
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Fig.3 The effects of fertilization, clipping time, clipping intensity and clipping frequency on compensation index of aboveground biomass
per plant

2.6 RIFIALFEXIAR S b R

it HE -5 7[RI K1) 50 Ak B X AR e B Py 2 e G ] 4 s o X1 B (AR AR AR e b S 3 s/, B X B AL 3T, AR e
ELER /N T XS B, AHEAEIE BT , R HAE 2 ORI 3 R, AR e G ZE X #1058 BE 50% AL KT 90% 438, T
FENNERBE Z B TC2E 5. MEAREI T, R 8 50% — RN FIAR 56 b K FH e X #1028 ; Mot , AR e L 7E N 1 8
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Fig.4 The effects of fertilization, clipping time, clipping intensity and clipping frequency on root/shoot ratio per plant

3 itig
3.1 EAEFRXIEIXS A A M A K R

HE Y EFR X B G A AMEA K — B2 B SGTE , AR IR 3 18 4 M AR T 224 b 9 B IR 0
PR 22N EIER o 8 WU, AEENE SR AT, T B R BB KR FEE%E’JE%

B I BTN REERIAR R . B AR MR K Y E W 5 2 M i .

WHFRR I, e 5k 2 SR AL 7 /R R B, M AE 2 2 AR E AR B A= K, BB R 1 b b A= W i R o 43 BE 4 W’ﬁ éuHB
J1 5N ENSE FEE R T ET , B3 X B S MY MMz A K BB I AR — @ T . AHEAERIE L, BF
AR B[] R 50 BE R0 X 5 BE AL B T ¥ LR ¥ R A T M AME s TEME IR 3 T, BA BISREEN
50% — YN F AL AN HA5R BE Ry 50% BB UM EI AL FE T B T AME . BARX BT A B AME R A4,
{ERMEFE B S A HAEAE EL 3 B BN XU, NIE AR ARE 3 A R S I B R A K . ELIESR
EFRAMET WK 20 HE L0 2 BRI K X8R R TR TR H R, —
SEFRRE BRgm T Y MAMEA K RIET, 3N E 55 i TAEIMN AR, EFRBER , AR RMA , 3 IE SR WIE
JEIRR /N ST EL AR A R IR A A 2 1) 8 37 30 S AR AR YIRS X030 L AR A = [ B B,
BB SR EE,MEZ FE 57 M55 SR B AE 7 . Yamauchi I Yamamura'® fBF5TIA R,
FBAME R I, GRS I A R A TR 1), AR S5 3R 5 2 A — 3, 75 Maschinski 7l Whitham®') 3¢ F-44 i
FAR B AME G5 R 582 o

TRCHCESON F AT 3@ 3 LR LR 7 B A (1) RIS FERC R R O B, (- I B B SR VR B
Q) RIBER , SBEYERN; (3) B EE, T bR AR P, 2 553 HEZILEREN,
e A 25 TOUZF R 08 B 1 0 B, (ELX AR B 0F AR 15 B — BB 3 HF, R R AR B 8 15 3R [ 1 45
W, BEFE R A HEAR T, X 509% {254 BE , T BN BI7E MRS (1 9,2 YoM E)) T AR HE4 BE ; i AR
B EL ] 50% 9 1 X FERBEITBE . BFFR IR REfarSCis 7 K T0U2F Al RO R 7 BE R W AR o 3 BE R3S
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A BB S X FURIBARR 276 3 561 o NI 75 SRk 4 BE AT RE BT 148 77 XI5 B N 055 BE RN
FIEFIE] o AR AMERE S S PR BN B AOTRBEA 56 R BB R B T A AME RO AR B 5
ARATON E T2 3t 1 Ay 1 (OB, AR X BT BE 22 [ AR SRR

3.2 XIEVEHY K A MR AT BEAL ]

FEY RE BN F 32 45, 38 W THE B IR LR L o 25—l AR AR My e B R 8 5 FE B
SR S BCBCEON B T R IR IR 4 4 SR N eh BN BT R T TR 2, 3 BRI X B A
FEAEBE 2 [ S BE Y 5 SRR IR A TR A TR e, VR R 1A T B ERAM AR s R ER AR
EERBILRER RO HE . XIFE , HEY T 48 EAE AR B 5 38 B sy, 63 S 558, BARA I T B9 4
R XS AT BE R T & E B SR A B AME . MEAEALERRY , BAREE AL (YN FI Y AMERE BE ] B
BT AR AL A AL 22, X 5 b AR B e AE O =22 6] -3 B B A9 4k, X1 mT BB I8/ T AE B97E T o

VFZ R IPTIE R, RIH AT LA 3 ) A ) B3 IS SN
5}@3[34] ° ﬁﬁﬂﬁiﬁi%ﬁ‘—'ﬁﬁ% RGE B R A ) Table 3  Results of Correlation analysis between aboveground
BAMSEZAMMHERR (K 3), AUEE, M biomass and growth parameters

MBS A ERR B ZEMWIEME(r=0.508,P < KB My b AE ¥y ik Aboveground biomass
- HHXRE BEE
0.0001) , i ST (r = —0.264,P <0. 0001 ) FIME  Growth parameters p Se.
SrBc(r=-0.282,P <0.0001) fREBEH AL, N 4 BEXY Tiller number 0.508 < 0.0001
RITEE 1 FE 3 AR LR B, S BEEUY K Ab 3 HUEH Root/shoot ratio -0.264 < 0.0001
T AR R T BAME, FOENEILE TR R Root allocation moz <000
ZX/MED Stem allocation 0.277 < 0.0001

REH ARG, S I TR L ( 4) DV
RGBT S HRARLE RO TOTETE gt neprducion doction 0,216 < 0,000
— A o 2 AR FI B, — 5 T E T T
FFTE , R T PR BIR 28 (35 3l T 7= AE HH B8 22 3 A= 41
BE, B A YRR B — 5, BT B B AR R R B BN, OB SR BN ) N S TR
A ROGE R FIRE 7 3 R T R A IR R B T2 (r =0. 277, P <0. 0001 ) FIE5# (r =0.
216,P <0.0001) #4r Ay A+ (K 3) ; [RIB , FE P /D T U5 1) T 355 B 5, ToRs T 304009k i B IR 1 7
TEHDEC, AR EF AR . BETE M T 43 3 db_b 343 (9 P40 e vT AR A P A AR A0 % K 51 P 4 b
PR W s R B ORAE N 1 B I REH R R O TR SRR IR AME AR K . YA R
RFUL, X A GBS — LA B M AMENL S . A BI58 BE R 90% XIEIBT , MR Rl B &R, #ME
HAVER = A PR IR A AT BR IR AR A K TS 2R IR TR s T RS I FT Ik BARTE — B FR B ORI 47 BE
e, B 7= A BE TR B IR AR FE X R B AL T, AR FI M R IR B AR U N EE, XM EAEEY
TR IR EE T RIEA M T —FE R T . RHRBARX FXE T, 7 LFEERK FEMT —
ERIREZBIEETRIE . MR, XA EEERTGEA — 1 BIE, AR IEAE YA 26 T 553 IR FER, T B
REOE BRI F T —4EIR T , HAUE L HI A ek — B F 5

25 LR A XNEIZRA T, M AR B &R AR i R RAR AR HEEXEZAET R EYAERKER
B RHFMERERAE AER. AR, X E T 23028 i B3R b _E A )& 1938 i & A ez, BB
BRIV 5 B3 AN S 30 8 R 0 s s ) 77 S5 5 i S BsF, KSB 98e8 s AR MR b M . B M & A TR IR A0 A 4R
KHFIRER DT . W HIR R K A B AMEIE AR FEHL T 5543 B I8 AR A 1, X E 138 43 BE A 338 o xof 8 % b
R RAEWME —EMTTER. X T AR HL R BRI AR B BT 5, AnEH RAE KR S A 17
W, HE RS vT RBAS B R 7= 5 AN b A b H 2R , ANt AR ELE B B CHORs 32 = B i A 7= 0, AR ) 2 i
JIHIR %,
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