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Comparison of soil nitrogen status among three stand types in the semi-arid areas

of upper reaches of the Minjiang River
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Abstract; Comparison of soil nitrogen status and corresponding enzyme activity in 0 —20cm, 20 —40cm, 40 —60cm soil
depths from the Pinus radiata plantation ( PR), Pinus tabulaeformis plantation ( PT) and shrub-land ( SL) were
investigated in semi-arid areas of the upper reaches of the Minjiang River. The total organic carbon (TOC), C/N, total
nitrogen ( TN) , NO, -N, NH,’-N, soil inorganic nitrogen ( SIN) , soil microbial biomass nitrogen (SMBN) , soil protease
(SP), soil urease(SU) , soil denitrification enzyme( SDE) were measured. No significant differences were found in TOC,
C/N and SDE in each soil layer between the PR and PT. Soil SIN and SU were significantly higher in the PT than those in
the PR, while SMBN in the PR of all soil profiles were the highest among the three stand types. TOC and TN in the depth
of 0 — 20cm from the SL were the highest. On the other hand, TOC, C/N ratio, TN and SU decreased, while SDE
increased, with the increasing of soil depths. Simultaneously, SP had little different in soil layers. These results confirmed
that stand types influenced nitrogen cycle. Therefore, in terms of the supply of soil nitrogen, the content of soil inorganic
nitrogen in the PT was higher than the PR and SL, while SMBN of PR was the highest. In addition, the three sand types in

this region had been strongly impacted by the semi-arid climate.
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IR R R = ok B F R E SRRt . HIRAR RS FORMRAEY A K ERTE
Z— Al S HRARNRRWARAZ AR EWERY . 284 S5t m iR T
HIETCHURE HBIF 5T 2 WS i 7 35 MO0 SR IR AL RS /e SEVTBHZE S B 9T ) AR 45380 1L T R A 4
R, FE BB AT B AR R R S A L v BB R A, Ohrui 2 B gt R BAE M HIRA KD
1 FEAL A Y B R AR SR AT, B, iTAX HIRAR MR 24 TRRIREREb , 5
HPURMEER, HIRARIE ARG AR Pt B AE3F . Pan 255 OBFSE R, T2 X 9 AR RS R0
TR CAE A B RS M RE T RR RIS REY, TEIEMYHAEA
FAREI TR, XX HIRAR B UAER LA, AT, E45mE, NRETREEETEYHERR (HE
) 5 HIEAR KRR BPFRAEXTE D,

20 fit2g 80 AFAX, MR VL R FFAE T KRB H A £ LW R AL (Pinus tabulaeformis) , [F] B, 5 Ff 48 55 44
(Pinus radiata) ,FAESON B FEESEREAVE 1, O TR E 51 AR S0 TR R B K8 o AR SRR IR
TmFER M, A EA SR FURERA, BIE 2R L EZERNEMMF ., IRAIEERHNMAT
Wia, TP AN 2R RS RS . RN, EEAE B R BIER, B R RAR R E
BHEYIF T S40E R IE R R BE S o LR 2 B 7 1 8 S N TOPRAT BEd 24 4t A 25 BR8P A 47 T
R

FTFURYT b2k TR A Kb A ARG A B+ AL TR 0 L o B 4R s A e th
A T ARSI N TARIA TS 0 S+ R S B AE™ P o (E A 4 A LI R R AR A TR £
AR FHE X HAHREG I LU BRI FE o A8 SCHEBUIR YL _E I 8 S A A AR AR N AR SR I IR A= 3 IAME B9
XA, LGRS R T S5 P RS AR A i PA X IR VL B3 T R 48 T R ASCR , DA % X 3 4%
Mo EFE L R A TEMIR SRR
1 #R5HEE
1.1 5 XAEEA

WFRXALT )BTRS A, o E R B SR A Yt 58 B e B A S sl BT, 3 (32 & E103°5104"—56'
52",N31°42'20"—44'53" ¥k 1600—1780m, JRIRIL Fi#iff T2 A X P 1L B, RIFREATHEZEIL
SR, LKA BN 8. 6°C , 4K RE 919. Smm, 45 % £ 795. 8,

IT 20 240k, X B E T RE A TAMK, Im AR GRS RS A< SCREEX 16 4R A48 S A AR
16 A AN ARG RARRAFE N ik T i . FE ST A TARE XIS 13, Sm, SFB 42 13. Sem , HRF B
0.7 WM& IR EER 2. Tom , WP AHB BN TR BL . WS A TR 12. 8m, P31 42 10. 2cm, 4f
PIBE 0.7 MR R AT Y1 25 BE Jy 2. 8em, Ak FHEA SR BEZ  20% 7

RAWRAETENN B RN 90% , EZEAEY) 97 X ( Cyclobalanopsis glauca) , Fo ik 1y 48 & % ( Rosa seri-
cea) %% 3% 1% ( Rosa multibracteata ) | V-1 %j T ( Cotoneaster horizontalis) | )| #& ( Corylus heterophylla) | ¥t g%
( Rhododendron simsii) \E&A5 ( Cotinus coggygria) Wi T 15 ( Campylotropis macrocarpa ) . 4% ( Corylus mandshuri-
ca) %%, BEAMEY) FEH ZEH (Carex baccans) 117 H ( Chrysopogon aciculatus) I /NSEWH ( Bupleurum tenue) 2,

Mt Py 4 0AE + B IER AR S B A2 8] o THAA A TAK 0—20em + 2 +IBAFE N 1. 16g/em’ , 8
SHANTAK 0—20em +/Z HIWAFE R 1.15g/cm’ , FEM 0—20cm +/Z +HIFRFH 0.99g/cm’ , 3 Fibksr &R ik
F IR —I T, P, HARSE , EARAT A B RIS Ao — B
1.2 +HERESHRAF

£ 3R 3 FivbkES (A SEAAAR THAAPR IRAETEN) N, A — 3 B 3CE 5 4> 10m x 10m #E3h,3 FAREL AR
FARLR 3 A o 7 45 R o I BEALAT S5 1~ A, 3% 0—20cm . 20—40cm il 40—60cm 432 B HAES 415
AL A R R HER A5, 4 Tk B R—MRA RS, 3005 A & B RE + 3 B R Ak
&2 LR T G 2 mm 0. 25 mm 55 5 #647 T IEIACHE R 04T ; 5 —#F B T B EH 8RR 4 C
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PRA7, L BPEEAT IR AR B R SRS AN E " . HEBURERE 2 2007 4E9 A,
1.3 WETE
1.3.1 +HEAVK 2R HSA ESAMBE A S ' E T E

ALK (TOC) FE K BRHFAL-FMnFk (GB 7857-87) Ml & ; 134 % ( Total nitrogen, TN) FIFIL R IH & ¥
PRI RE s TR (NO, -N) ANt Bl e FR & 20. Og st + 7k 78 250ml =faiA, iiA
1mol/LNaCl {Z4&¥ 100mL, Z i T #k % 30min J5 F & B OB O, B E R E RGN, IS A& & UL
NO; -N HEF/R ; AR (NH, -N) e 2 b gk e  FR & 10. Og HrfE +i7E 100mL =FAH, iiA
2mol/LKCl 242K 50ml, & F IR 30min 55 5F , B ZH A ; 4 35 4= 9 & & (Soil microbial biomass
nitrogen, SMBN) 3R A BB R E" .
1.3.2  DEERR KRS R EE R I 2 77 12k

BB R AR L e < A1 R 2R B BRI AR TR S 4 h I BT U (8 R & 05X — IR B EA T EL 6
5E NH,-N &, B0l mg-g ™' o REGARTE IR Z /KA B A A 20 5 28 B - T SR R A1 P A LR 20 A e B X —
HEAT LIS NH,-N &8 Bph mg-g ™' o ANPRERIA R BT M@ i W | g + 384 T PRI BE RS 5k
i NO,-N & B R FR, Bfiky mg-g 't

1.4 ZEitath
K F SPSS(12. 0) Geit#k 4 #EAT LR R 7 225347 \LSD 4 (P <0.05) o
2 H#RESH

2.1 REMEEEIR SRS E

F 18R, N 0—20em LEHEVK.LASEREER TR WAMAMAA, MR 20—40cm 40—
60cm +EAYIK A S BRE . BATEAE L, B MK LIRS A S BERIK, 3 FipkE! 0—20,20—40cm
THEER C/N BREXS, M 40—60cm )2 C/N B Z(X T4 SR o

F1 TEHETHEFNH.2EASE
Table 1 TOC and TN in different soil depths under different plantations

+ 32K Depth/cm #E ¥k Plantation TOC(g-kg™!) TN(g-kg™') C/N
ERETRARK 20.74 +2.84b 2.00 +0.24b 10.37 £0.80a
0—20 N 36.49 +0.31a 3.72 +0.43a 9.81+1.23a
DL /AYIN 27.85 +2.51b 2.64 +0.30b 10.55 £2.45a
EREHAAK 18.79 +0.26a 1.60 +0.34a 11.74 +0.68a
20—40 YN 16.31 +1.16b 1.64 £0.21a 9.95+1.67a
THAA AR 20.46 +0.20a 1.98 +0.26a 10.33 +1.42a
EREHAAK 14.68 +1.80ab 1.16 +0.40b 12.66 +1.04a
40—60 WA 12.73 +0.96b 1.60 +0.26a 7.96 +1.13b
THAA AR 17.53 +0.69a 1.85 +0.21a 9.48 +1.15a

TOC ; 4 MLk total organic carbon; TN; 44| total nitrogen; C/N; B4 Lt carbon and nitrogen ratio; FHEUE N FHME £ SE(n=5) , BUH)G T
BRIRHEAT LSD ZTE IR AE @ =0.05 KP L2 57 B E W, Fl—5h HAR FERRE 5 BE; TH

2.2 HEEEHMAMHEDER

£2 BR,3 MMELIETHASEEFBE, WA 0—20cm 20—40cm +EZTHA S BB E S THEH
PAPRHIE N, 58 SRR AR o 3 FARTY LIRS A S B E S IR —B, MRS , SRR
B AR L AR B B N, B S RS B A . WARAK 0—20em L EWMB RS ERE, N 20.72
mg-kg ', SRS MAAFENE B B E MR AEHAA T E LIRS A SR OB E LR ME L ZHEEN
I, AR SR RE AR S RS B .
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Table 2 Comparison of soil inorganic nitrogen and SMBN in different soil depths among different plantations

+3ZE K/ cm TEB NO; -N NH, -N NO; -N + NH, -N SMBN

Depth Plantation / (mg-kg™!) /(mg-kg™!) /(mg-kg™1) /(mg-kg™!)
SRR 14.45 +1.05b 6.47 +0.55¢ 20.92 +1.42¢ 61.39 +7.67a

0—20 HE PR 14.59 +1.06b 15.93 +1.85b 30.52 £2.32b 42.64 +6.42b
PEVAY 2N 20.72 +1.87a 26.67 +1.45a 47.39 +2.30a 30.28 +5.29b
SRR 14.43 +1.08a 7.99 £0.76¢ 22.42+1.49¢ 80.16 £9.22a

20—40 HE PR 13.00 +0.90a 16.62 +1.75b 29.62 +2.63b 56.28 +7.12b
PEVAY 2N 14.53 +1.03a 26.93+1.97a 41.46 +1.24a 36.17 +2.59b
ERATAAAK 17.14 +1.36b 8.42 +0.50c 25.57 +1.29b 52.31+6.57a

40—60 HE MK 22.56 +1.39a 17.56 +1.76b 40.10 +2.63a 49.72 £5.25ab
TR 14.26 £1.15b 27.34 +1.80a 41.58 +1.82a 19.33 +1.32b

NO; -N: 7SR ; NH; -N: €45%; NH; -N + NOy -N: JGHLAR ; SMBN: HHA YR

TR IAREEA LR E A Y B R B E S TR AR SENNEAEY BRERAEE . BT
A 20—40cm +EHAEYERAAER THEZRK.
2.3 HIEREEE

B 1 B, 3 FobkRl - e 5 1 B R0 DR BT P B )2 38 i A , s R R 30 i e T A U B 1 ) 3 i i
Wk, AFEMABIRZ HEEOBEEZ S BE, KK SR CRAARR (M ;3 FbkES 20—40cm 40—
60cm +ZEHBHGETREZES . WA 0—20cm + /2 PREGFE 1 83 & T 58 S AR, 38 5P AR A
MERAREZE 3 FpkE 20—40cm 40—60em + ERENEH T B EER

AR 0—20em + ZAHERIE IR BRE M B 2& = TV (B SER AR TC B2 22 5753 FPbkAl 20—40em 1=
TSR ERIE JF B 15 1 T B35 22 5 s M\ 40—60cm + JZ B ERER 1A JR BN M 5835 1 T IMAA AR AN R S AR AR o
3 itig
3.1 AREYE LA PR (TOC) (2R (TN) JBRA L (C/N) [ HhEE

H#EN0—20cm +E2EHEK 2R S EBER TIHMARFRESMAR (R ) . Mt FE R SR IE 1 HE
& 5HMEF . BEAMERRBRREEY, B A AR TS W E 5 20, A 38 8K, B + 3%
KEREREZHIRMAZ, 3 FidkE 0—20cm . 20—40cm + 2 C/N LB %27, R M 40—60cm + 2
C/N BERTRGHAAMRATMAAR, e 35 m LN 38 C/N B fi6. Xt 2 i TR FE Y gt
MWIRIEY 5 F ol , N BB VUGS, U R AR RHEH R, Hit, 7R —S 3T S XA E R &
T —3 ) I AR YR BokE T IR A L
3.2 pREYE] R TCHLE AR ) A R

EHREDRGY, TETHEKT-ZHEVYRT AR AR SH W EE SEY EE R
o VRIE K RN B 25 R R 1, TR 2 T AR A R . IS AR S AR %
THLRH EBEARES e EERIFI . AR5, AR R M RE BT S AL +
BRRTHA S EBR TR LETIAE & N TR ERVORE , MR E DRI A S ER
F TR, RS SENTIEP TR SBEARIA T ELEER . B EARAEREMESAMEESA
TEZHMH P BB R TR, 4 Rt SR T A R R Z Mz mA HLH A 2R EEthn
MREAR I TR & & — 7 T B T 2043 7T RERT RO T LA & = T IR AR FIAE bR, [ B o 3R B ik 4
HAFHHEY ERFHRNEARSERD.

X FHASA, ARG R HAAK 0—20em + 25 & BE R TR SEMK, G MM KREE L 15E
S ALAE FE T R0 T4 S A AR R AR, — BB 22 45 4 S R A B0 N T 42 785 Al fh o, P Ak £ 3%
EBARR SR DES TRIMATEME, S IREMMAR LIEESASER —Emmk. A, SHET)ZE L%

http ://www. ecologica. cn



1214 B ¥ R 30 %

HARSEHRAT AR EHE,20—40em +ZHE 18 O SESHLH PR
AARANEEL B EER 40—60em LEEME T 1] oo
S A R SRR T A AR BORCI e Z 2 (o)
SRSRAFRMA RS RARES. 8 2310
SHAREAM T R E b MRS RETRE X5 25 [
PRI X RS REB PP RAR T ol
IS JURB R FRIS AW S, % 2]
SR, 5 MK , 2 R MV A S5 T 5 T .
e st

MEEAR MRS LR SRHBERT 2 7
WA, ABISEN, L RaTE S § o
BT RS AL (R B BRI NI, £ 5 4 2
MR . TR A RS 5 ) '
FEETESMESATHEBESANTREENT & [
MAHRIEARR . BESh,3 B TR S A 0 LiR
B THRE LI, 5 Viousek %) % 3 M 248 25
Bk LLAA R BTSRRI 85 R 15—30em REET 5, | a
0—1Sem LEMMELSR—B AR TR A FER £ 2 of
FERHE, K2 TS Ao AR BRI B S 2 1T
B AR A SR R B BR R A B2 o)
BERH TR R A 22,0

MR R AT R R AR E e R :
BE, H3RAM AL TT L S BB Wy A R IR, 3 0% 2040 2060
ST BB 4t A B BT ASBREeR,3 F AL Soil depths e

AFIREIE, A M L RBUENRATREBES T g, rmpmswmam0) me) wuessms
IRFEN AR RS &, WERE R THEER (o
M X R B E R B8 158 IR AIE PR HL . Fig.1  The activities of soil Protease (A ), Urease (B) and
EHTEA K FWANGE S R ICE Z M TEHLAZE LUt Nitrification enzyme(C) in different plantations
B A K I S O TN T RCE st BT ERR 55 RN B (P <
SRR AR S BIF F A 3E
FITE4 1o 3X AT BB PR HE ST E N 1% X IR T R SME R —Fh A RS . 45 5% B R & A 20—40em +
EWAYERE T 0—20em L2 HHA YRR, 4R SREBI A BRSBTS FRERR,
B B 4 JE B AT BB SR 5 X S D AR R T B A 56 o Chen'™ (OB ST 26 B L3 WD O TR 1 5 3B IR
FERIEAHR, HETRES5EMAEYILT, NI FEAE Y& FR0 1 IR R, AR 3 FkAH
FhFREAKED , ZZR BRI TREXIR, RE LB TR, BE T ARGl EHEET, EREE
TIEBAEMERRIRT TELE,
3.3 ARAU[EIEE S R EG AN BRER A SRR T 1 Y EL B

IS RBUR BT e —Fh LI A Y fb F I FE AR XS SR B, BB BB T MRS A R A LI P AL
R, BAMMRES S DRART L A VIS AR TSR, HIE PR B FR R AE LA R
S HER R EE . B S A8 S 02 A P 5% 1A R sk AR 1 (A Hh i B 1 BROK R SRR B S R, IR LA K f PR R R
B, A3 MHEIRE ST EEEARIEEE BN, BB KD 0—20em + 2 8% A EHE KT
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20—40cm )2, 3% 55 M0 0 5 BLARYDIE 2 B B bR I r - SR 1 S T A R L X
WA RERRIE LI TS B RT3 B 39 8 B TS 1k LUK TS BR R A0 S I 1 B 2 3 2 B2
TRAURKNE, 0—20em +JZ , HALHK + HENREHE 15 B2 5 TR AL ,20—40cm 40—60cm +/Z,
3 FibRR R IRAEE M B2 5 ATARIBRZER AT, LIRS Yl % 5 R AR (R PR
ERMBBAE) BIEARER AP LIRAYR 2ASENE S TRIMAGE D, TNASE
BERTRIMA(E2) SHEN I, TR ISR 70X R B BEE R BE = T R AR AR SR

P ERER IR IR R AL TIRR R SR R P N — P E 28, VR A T LR R IR R0 WA PR ER 1T 72
TENFAR T, HAR AL RS R ERSE IR SR s FER AR I T, AL SR AR AR A o A~ L3950 b, T A PR AL
& HZHHEN, HBRER A SR TS M58 , H S AR S B2 0—20em )2, HANFRAT AN BREE 11 JR B
YR E R TN, SRAAT 8% 25 ;20—400m 12,3 FbREL SRR EL I S5 B G £ TG . 3 25 57 ;40—60cm
2 AT FREL T S B P 3 T8 T WA AR AR S A PR, Parron™* Ay NO, -N ¥ BE AU Il T Al AL
AR AT , LR ER LS SR BHE VRS 5 , P UL , AR E LI S T2 13 R E R B 2
2T B E ARG (R 2,/ 1C) .
3.4 g

AR L STCAL R TR, DRSS PR o FRETIAMR L IRTCHL R I/ , 3R JZ LSRR M B 5 (EAR S
IHRE DIRE RSN LIRME B RS BRE . EARE LIRAVR A TEES, DRINAST
BMEREERAR. R, b TRORFERKBRMEANFER LR, AMURE LRMAEYERATEMEAR
EHERT TR L8, RS FMAE LIRARFAARIZ B LT RIURMH L. RE T (R FERE) X+
P R AR R R, T B — T 2 0 R AR AL LR s e
Briff: IR R P EA R IR R S AR EA A E R SRE" 5 A SRE S AW SRR T
NIAE R KR E" o
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