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Studies on physiological and leaf morphological traits for photosynthesis on

different slopes in a subalpine meadow
LIU Minxia "

Geographical and Environmental Department, Northwest Normal University, Lanzhou 730070, China

Abstract: The functional traits of plant leaves are considered to have significant effects on the survival, growth, and
reproduction of plants. These traits are thus widely used to explain complex ecological processes at different levels. In this
study, measurements of leaf morphological traits and photosynthesis taken from plants growing along typical slope aspect
gradients in a subalpine meadow of Gannan were utilized to characterize the soil factors of each aspect, differences in plant
species ( Kobresia humilis, Gueldenstaedtia verna, Taraxacum lugubre, and Potentilla fruticosa) , and correlations between
the photosynthetic and morphological characteristics and soil factors. The following results were obtained (1) Soil factors
were distinctly’ different‘on different slopes. Soil water content (SWC) , soil total phosphorus (STP), soil total nitrogen
(STN) , and seil organic carbon (SOC) were generally higher on the northern slope (N) than on the southern slope (S),
whereas soil temperature (ST) and light intensity ( LI)were apparently greater on S than on N. (2) The specific leaf area
(SI:A) , net photosynthetic rate (P, ), and leaf 8" C value were significantly different among the different plant species.
SLA and leaf water content (LWC) were higher on N, where as P,, SPAD, leaf dry matter content (LDMC) ,and 8"C
were higher on S. (3) Redundancy analysis showed a high correlation between leaf traits and soil factors. In particular,
SWC showed the most sensitive response to change. This study revealed that the significant differences in plant leaf

functional traits at different slope gradients in a subalpine meadow enables species to coexist in the same grassland
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DAVE R TN AL A KRB E AR HR o W AR RIAE D RE IR 8] (14 24 5 BE S e 17 JHC Jir Ak 19 A= 55 R i,
T ENIARIMBEIEF 3, AR AR A 2 A 35 A — LA /N L TR SLA ) R AR
I K (LWC) | PRBL T ZE R K B0 A i AR R 22 I AU

M R AR 5 A A T T 5 e R S ) B, R AE Y ARG 1 e T A ZUAE Y TR e
FAKSE DI BEMEAR ORI JEA M A B2 K LR ST B 2 — L R R Al Ak BERITE A5 5 40E (51l n
SLA \ T# it (LDMC) HOGEHA(P,) (87 C AR 43 (SPAD) 55 ) B TR W) 1) A K SR ek A i 5 ) 1
D52, JEAE A 5 B K IR B A 45 S R A 56 i A T s RS e A S A A A A T
HLPI A6 A BRI H IR ASARAERR T 2 215 2 FARIAEE IR TR mah S fe N 2 g Rk 2E 5,
Lb AN = B A ) — M BT B 1) SLA FHEAR 7K 0 R FHBCR (WUE) | AR S AE ) WA 3w 1) WUE 4%
PRI, B9 5 TR — M sl AN [ R 00 0 b Y R T S ARRAE 22 ] il 255 | 0P L g R0 3903000 4 A B9 1 0 D5 ) B
BRI S A R A RE ML,

ol SR ) S G e DA T A I S I A R R G B T b ELAT R ) SRR E | WA R R R
AR P ARURR DX IS, T30 1] 2 7 g e DX %) 2 B I R 22— | 0 ) S ) 1 e T 5 DR ) e AR b T 42252 11
K BASEHE ST, 3% FAG AN R 3 17) 22 [R] A SRR (LD (3R E (ST) 35 /K (SWC) R 7 FIAE B o A1 3437 5|
S SRR AR AR A SR R R VR A AT REAR AL, U HOZ WS AR P T R MR A2 25 R B T BB
) RAFEAAR . BFFE N, WAL B R 3k i A BaR EE B SWC FEAWs/> , ST A LI 7E AW , 16 i #E v A
W) A 3 IS K A4 AR D B R Oy T SR B S B — @ B R0 FEDEAE SR, AR A R A
AU AEH R FE A AR IR TR AN IR 3 m) SWC (ST LI B 557 43 (4 i o7 ELAT — 52 (A R4 Dl mf
DAHEI . AEdb 3 -ra B B I Bl R R T 17284k A DG A R I S St s R AN AR 1L, 5 4h,
T 2 A S PR OK 4 NS 65 T G VR LR ZE B VE T, BT LA, M Jr Y SLA (LDMC (P, 8" C SPAD fH
S5 IR TAEAE AR X R, — O, BEE B 15 SWC RYBS AN, ST A1 LI (9380, P, S LS B8 S Bt bk 1) A
IR Hk, WA SLA \LDMC (P, .8"C SPAD 51X 86 + 18 5 1 [ BN A7 7E W B I E R . o T RIE
DA bR Bt A 5T e B TR . w5 FE ) 1) 1Ly b ) [ 3 S AT ) D RE MR R SWC | 3SR 4 ST )
LI B LA LAK B Z [ A6 &R i) SLA . LDMC 8" C{H P, .SPAD K LWC ZEHi W sh eIk 25 5
HIRBE A BAA W R e Rl B (8, K A B T 48 78 S0 A B A 3 1o PR R 28 4k 1Y) D g
HME

1. #R57EE

1.1 WF5E XA AL

S A T H R A RO A N G T BT Y 22 P R v T B 5 P A S AR G LSt b LA
A N34°56' , £102°54" 14k 3010m, AF35R 2.1°C AR5 R /K ik 558.9mm, Fd® 1 12 H 2 RAE 2 78
SIR-8.8°C i) 6 H—8 AFIIRA 11.6°C, =0°C IAERUE N 1732°C 247, FE 3l A PG R 31 3 22 LU SE 7
1 ( Kobresia humilis) . = J ¥ (Aristida triseta) , N 3# AN YL ( Taraxacum lugubre ) %5 4 7 ; Vi3 £ 2 LIRS IE LS
( Oxytropis ochrocephala) K171 4% ( Gueldenstaedtia verna ) %5 AL 3 Fh ; PG AL AL 3% 3222 L 4 B2 4 ( Potentilla
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fruticosa ) VHE M\ M BR 2535 ( Polygonum vivipurum) FE9ZE 8257 ( Potentilla anserine ) S5 44JS 5 Ry AL PP, 11
N ek L,
1.2 st

SR 2015 4E 7 A BA)E) 8 A AT ARG VR BT 4 — AR e L3 S B A L st 00 B ) e
360° % &k, FEHFR 3000m [ LA (3B W2 1), SR AIBUR #1077 1) A 1 5 A IF 0, 9F o [A] 8 249 25—
35m, 7pHIbRiE N(AE3) NW(PEIE3) W (PE3) (SW(PURISE) Je S(RISE) o fERE R s, iy IR TR B
Jr 1A% 4 ATAERETT | FNEJg S0cmx50cm , FIFE L, 5 59 BEJT RO IR A RSO R 0E  IRt f
7 Sem HUHS 0 575 RE 7 7 TR A 477 2 BV S 54 0—20em ) T (20—d0em) , A A
o R BUR SRR KA 7. SCREML AT IR 1.

F1 TR EEETURFECFEhREDR)

Table 1 Variation characteristics of vegetation in different slope aspect ( Mean=SE )

e WP L A WeE = PR ZRETREL
Slope aspect Dominant species and important value Gradient(°) Coverage( %) Richness Shannon
de N 4 #E M Potentilla fruticosa(0.533) * 20.02+1.05 96.61+2.1 33.57£1.03 4.2617+0.09

R Polygonum vivipurum(0.308) *
WL EE Roegneria kamoji( 0.109) *
HERELY Saussurea longifolia(0.105)
22 JEH Gentiana farreri(0.099)
B Geranium wilfordii (0.098)

Pt NW 4§ Potentilla fruticosa(0.401) * 21.11£1.12 90.24+2.45 30.04+1.01 4.031320.17
FEWATE Thalictrum alpinum(0.211) *
HH KB, Euphorbia esula(0.198) *
BRZEZE Polygonum vivipurum(0.299) *
53 Viola rockiana (0.085)
F3F Festuca ovina(0.066)

P W HAEWRE. Oxytropis ochrocephala(0.288) * 24.38+1.26 80.04+2.5 25.62+1.52 3.8445+0.21
K148 Gueldenstaediia verna(0.263) *
B g Medicago sativa(0,203)%
ZRHTE Astragalus polyeladus(0.199) *
KYH Leontopodium chuii(0.102)
TEE Stellera chamaejasme(0.092)

ViR SW WRFF Stellera chamaejasme(0.253) * 29.25+1.42 70.12+2.8 20.37+1.08 3.816920.11
KGEHE Leontopodium chuii(0.249) *
SR TE Kobresia humilis (0.208) *
T AL Heteropappus hispidus(0.197) *
K 4% Gueldenstaedtia verna(0.101)
A Taraxacum lugubre(0.094)

Ry S =W Aristida triseta(0.311) * 32.08+1.36 63.38+2.35 17.41£1.23 3.444320.12
SEWSH Kobresia humilis(0.289) *
ZE U Gentiana macrophylla(0.276) *
K4 Gueldenstaedtia verna(0.198) *
WA Taraxacum lugubre(0.189)

* A AT

1.2.1 BRI E
FHHEE A 3 YllE 4 5 K& JF LA X SWC = (mass;—mass, ) /mass #4715, W& IR
EMS50( Decagon, USA) , JFE & 3 K, &£ FEH G 8 B A Sunfleck Ceptometer (45 ZDS-10) #E4700 &, I1- 5
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b T PRASE KT 0 e B B b T 60cm 5 15 5 T o5 o 1]
M 6:00am—20:00pm, & 1 A~/NEFI &= 1 %K, 7E 2015
B 6—9 H A, TR FEHIARRR 20 KA A i 39
K | LR FDCIEE S 4 %K,
122 +HERIINE
A AR FABIR-K, S0, CuS0,: Se fEALIE TN,
SRJ5 ] SmartChem 200 fb22 70BN #% ( WestCo Scientific
Instruments , Brookfield, CT, USA) #E47Mi, + 34wk
FH H,S0,-HCIO Wi 5, R ATHB P B okl E .+
A DURCR Y AR TR B A ik i
1.2.3 Yk e B S E A TR A — YR
LR R=S (o ] Rppx 0 90 180m

YIRh Z R 48 B0 115507 R - Shannon-Wiener
FRYGINCRES 1 PR E E
s Fig.1 Sample plot of the study area
H=- Z (PilnPi) N b3 North slope; NW. PGILHE North west slope; W. PHIE West
=1 slope; SW . Fi g I West south slope; S. % South slope

S § BRI AR S
T B A DR R B B
T = (M 2B+ R SR+ M B ) /3

>z

1.2.4 AP MR I e

201547 A B30 8 A LAy, BEHRIE IR (CRARBES 25°C G REBREE N 92K) |, i HIAE #5 00 & D
% (LI-6400,LI-COR, Lincoln,NE, USA) , T |4 9.00—11 .30, I E AL M- A B SRS #2500, 0 52 ik ik 1 T
T, 23 SR K 500wmol/s , FHZL i GRS £ 1000pmmol m™2s™' ik, FEHLLE UK 3 B AW fh 3—6 Fk,
e ity £t B I R 2R AT DU A, JF 480 3—4 IRE &, B AR IS 8, A 45 =Xt 4% {X (SPAD- 502, Minolta
Camera Co,Osaka,Japan ) JWEFE P 7 SPAD {8, Uil 4 Fh K 25 2 %05 00 Y6 A FRAE(E R ) —2, SPAD-502
JEAE HLHE 650nm F1 940nm 1 A GBS A LAl _F s gyt DR B 4 2R A B — A,

P45 Hb P U R A TR A i Ar IR A 40T [0 5256 35, A i (R A7 RGO T PR L i 1 R 1
FEETE |, 2 JE AR, 5 AU Image) #00F, HUIF T (SLA) s At AL/t i+ 3 ik B 4 B it
(LDMC) FHM B F A Redfd A ef 287 s i 7 AR S K 3R (b B B -0 8/ (O R e R e -
A ) x100% .
1.2.5 HEYF RS CE R

TE S22 P FE (8] AR e B 27K BE T B SRR, 70°C HET 48h (ke S 52 2 T4 B3 i) , i 100
H i R k. BUREIH K 2mg B A TOC/TND 43 Hr A AR R Bl co, , Ul . BRI B Y
CO, MR ABR IR R AHT L (CCIA-36d) TR E B R B AE AT L TS RE = 0.1%0, o, B i [F)
PEZR (8" C) Wit AT RR R .

8"C=(R e/ Rt =1) x1000, 2 R FEFEIFES IS C/2C B R TRIE TSP C/ 2 C BRI AT AR
FE(—Fp i B SEE R R PR M BRIREL A ) . B FRAES S C/ P CE BRI AR C/PC A, H it
ARG REE S U, AR, TR P C F I,
1.3 FdEsrtr

KH Excel2007 it i85 , FH SPSS18.0 # /44T one-way ANOVA 22 S5 46 56 FAH & 1 40 #7 , 7 HH
sigmplot10.0 /&1, RDA 4347 b I Brdr a4 CANOCO4.5.1 #£47,
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2.1 SWC ST K LI iy a4 1k

MACYE B, B R T3 & A T ARE, Hirh SWC 78 3 AN H 19 4 gl i v 22 505 B 9, A & 19 - 35 1
I3, AN R 1) Z A XAA J 25 22 5 (P<0.05 ), B2 M 1 S B AL 3B 1 asf Hi B 34 s ST RN LL DU R B 1 A S i)
Al I A0 sk g, 7 A0 R s T AN A 0 H SE Y EAEAS RIS ) 2 A B
25 (P<0.05) ;LI Jb3k HA 5801, 1M B MR =5 M 7301x , AN [E1 & 3 K 7,8 .9 H 41y LI 76 A [w) g ipiy %
F7 AR, &0 BEp S S0 2 A B35 25 7 (P<0.05) A m2E R AR (E 2) .

045 28
0.40 | 2
& 035 | #r
) &
= E 2 L
@ig 030 | %5
% g B2 20r
=8 025 | Hs
z z 18
= 3
@ 020 -
16 |-
0.15 | 14 1o
010 Il Il Il Il Il 12 Il Il Il Il
N NW W SW S N NW W SW S
800 3k 7] Slope aspects
750 |
700 |-
X
3 —o—7H9H
B L
" 650 —0— 8A3H
Esé —v— 8H26H
RZ 600 [ —A—9H19H
)
s}
550 |
500 |

450 \ \ \ \ \
N NW w SW S
Y ] Slope aspects

B2 HEKkS(SWC) GRE(ST) RIAHRE (L) B E L (Mean=SE)
Fig.2 Change in SWC, ST and LI on different slope aspects ( Mean+SE)
N JE3ENW: PUb W, PUE; SW . PUHS ;S M

22  FEEFIEAES AR

0—20cm [+ )21, H 3450 (STN) Al A ALK % 1 (SOC) #R &b 3% > B3, Va3 AH X A1, STN bk |
PEAbe VAR Y R Y S PR A B2 (P<0.05) . SOC J&dvik PEACHFva s  Pu s ik R E A
WEZEF(P<0.05), MM HHELBESE (STP) BALNIARTR, A B3 P9 R Pa3E | eIk 2 Je sk s K,
XPASEYE 18] STP #847 22 53 B E MR I8 ,0—20em STP 76 A a3 1] ¥ R 80 H 2. 3 2% 57 (P<0.05) , 20—40cm [
STN .SOC ,STP 178 {k %5 0—20em — 3, (H EARHAL T 0—20em + 3, R R 2 L IEFR - HEHNL,
20—40cm STN HI28 4k 5 0—20em A—E, #aFA A A3 > VG U3 > B3 > PO 3 > 74 e 3, (E HE A2 S [R) 3% [l K T
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RIZLEES),
08 r 7 —
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a p A a a
A L
0.7
I bsB I i‘:‘ %
T
5 —
0.6 C b
CI ~
) & B B
< dp 4p S 4T T AT
,Q,H@ 05 F T I 'Q'H\
S ®Z
%[_ _HF -
H z 3
= 3
G 04 <
2 —
03 F L
0‘2 1 1 1 1 1 0 1
N NwW A\ SW N N NW W. Sw S
60 - Y1) Slope aspects
a a
A
ORI
50
c
— 40 [ f
ﬁéﬂ c N 20cm
53’0 b I [ 40cm
‘o 30 [ B
B3
H=
10

N NwW w SW S
7] Slope aspects

B3 ANEHE RS R4S (MeanSE)
Fig.3/ Variation of the soil nutrients in different slope aspects ( Mean+SE)

N JU3ENW . PUAEI W DU SW . P RS ;S: R [l — 0 BAT R 7 B 3R 22 57 1.3 (P<0.05)

2.3 RIEIBL R Y RE T AR A2 AL

MR 1 aJ LG LAFh AR A5 A TE B I B B 1 e A 1 W 84k . a3 P R B A o A b R
VIR T RRL IR 5 5 (Kobresia humilis ) 555 BT /3 92 ( Taraxacum lugubre ) %5 5 VA3 1 SRR 5 41 Ho g
j(ﬂ"]ﬁtﬁ‘;Wﬁjtiﬁ\@jhiﬁmujiglﬂﬁ‘z\ﬁﬁ(Potenlilla fruticosa) HER F | AP — B A2 i ( EDHEEﬂ%E) o
YL R R B B F AU 3 g e S s psia 3, T L 3 (33 (32.08°) W IR R Tk 4(20.02°)
2.4 AT R SRHER AT 2 7

B AT 4 AT AU 3E-ma SRR BE I 4 FRERIIFIY 6 PRI AL T ORI R BE B A8 Ak, v e 8 R 7 v R 3
HAHKA LDMC(0.38) , b3 Ut 5753 P9 R S p 3 2 [ 5k 2% 25 5 (P<0.05) . JA e Pa b B
At/ LDMC(0.17) b3 vU 3 P4 R 35 55 PG AL e p 3 2 T A7 W35 25 53 (P<0.05) , K H4R () LDMC b
e vudusE VOS5V R R 2 B B 2R (P<0.05) , gL 5PN Ve 2 e A BaE 2
(P<0.05) ., P, 15 K AR 1 3076 B 3 19 %% 55 %5 (18.69umolCO, m™ s™) |, 17 f /)ME J2 7 3% 114 4> 5% 4 ( 8.01
pmolCO, m™ s™") , EVAKT  WIFIZE LS -Ra B A6 B [ P OSSR . SLA 19 5 KA J2 AU 33 19 3 /8 35 ( 252.73
em’/g) , Fe/IMESE R 98 5 B (78.26em™/g) o FEILIE-BE SRR BE I SLA /N, 4 ASIH R R
SUCIHAESL M BEFE 1A W35 25 5 (P<0.05) , Horh R FL 8" CIETE M S Ko (=23.02%0) , 4 BE M5 C
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HAEALS /NN (=31.01%0) . LWC Mt 35-ma 3 52 B i i /> i e, Hoh gl A 31 LWC 7E b3 i Koh
(7.05%) , B/ MESE VIS RS L (2.21%) o AUBE-F SRR FE 1 4 IR SPAD {EAR BTG K, ook 48 7E
b3 BAT 5 K% SPAD {H(43.41) , fe/IMEZ PEILSE Y 4 8465 (23.04) o X [A]— AP AEAS [R135 ) A PR AR AR
AT R, LDMC P, 8" C K SPAD {E7EALYE-ma et i b 52 b 34 117 SLA [LWC 5238 pai e
2.5 FEHYHRIR SRR R E R

AR TCA AT (RDA) I 4% 5 A% m G — A FREE HEA T 4007, B F i 6 A EZERIRAE A
PRl (species) , 44 6 Wi L HEHFVE A IABEIN Z (environments) , IFH 2 AR EE AL 4T RDA 43471 (&l 5)c0&
SRk T AL 9 S BR R PR K 5 HE il 2 D) ) T SRR DG Sk B R R B RS A A R S Y
X GAHDCRR BE (W KN AR e MR, 7 3k 557 Sk =2 o] ) 2 A /N AR DGR BOR , Jle Z2 Bia)y  SE 2k Sk
SHET e ARG BT T SHOT A A G R N, B S R B DR E4% AR RE TR
SLA \LWC & |5 SWC STN STP Jz SOC Z2IEAHX, 5 ST LI 2 5AAHE, HRi§ 45 SPAD . P, (§%C . LDMC N
5 SWC . STN . STP J SOC AR, 5 ST LI R IEM M K &R, HAH K /NERH ASWC>STP >ST>
SOC >LI> STN, & 2 MWl RDA 55—  “HF S 258 K HIE 7 A C 2B, 3R 2 T LUE Y SRR A
FXP AP R R T 2 Al B R 5 AR (A A SRR 99% LI, 2% BAHEY BRI A 50 W H R i
FERLA) AR AE B T 8 R A PR3 TR 6 B AR (L RRAE

®2 BYH RDA HIFHSIREEFHEXRY

Table 2 Correlation coefficients of first two RDA axes and environmental factors of each species

R PRES A SRR

IR F Kobresia humilis Gueldenstaedtia verna Taraxacum lugubre Potentilla fruticosa
Environmental factors 1 il 2 1 2 1 i 2 1 2

Axes 1 Axes 2 Axes 1 Axes 2 Axes 1 Axes 2 Axes 1 Axes 2
TN 0.4089 -0.8801 0.2478 0.2745 -0.3322 0.0428 -0.8597 0.5107
TP 0.9392 0.123 0:9819 0.1219 -0.9709 0.2378 -0.6083 0.7937
SOC 0.8239 -0.5193 0.7614 0.0204 -0.7725 0.1881 -0.8672 0.4979
LI -0.5987 -0.4824 -0.5199 -0.2301 0.5974 0.6986 0.6184 -0.7859
ST -0.8298 -0.5075 -0.9281 -0.0139 0.8885 -0.1508 0.2469 -0.969
SWC 0.9564 =0.0766 0.9455 0.2196 -0.9672 0.1653 -0.6588 0.7523
ﬁz;ﬁﬁ LSS LALES 99.60% 99.90% 99.40% 100% 98.80% 99.90% 98.10% 100%

3 Fig5itig

3.1 FAEHRR R PR N AR AR

R FEAR D) 3 MW IR 2 ARSI T - R E 7K 0 2 32 52 BIDE IR BE RS2 . ARBESE i, AL IE-F
Wert e A EE b BRI N T A TARKAR L, e KA 4 YOI ER B T BT B, ]
P T i L S AN S U 2 A Y T (1 2) o e ER, R PHAR ST 2 12 i , H RN 2K
K, ZRR A, PRI T 575 AL A2 3 T R PR , H IRE B0, 28 % /b R LB L et
X LOPA S0 A Pl R A A8, , SR 00 3 AR, LRSS AL DL R ik R 2 | TR A AL
S o ASHITFE 7R AEIU R BB B b e el S AR B B B AR AL R R, R, AR
BN A, P i) BB D) B R IR B, A LB A, R R R DA S
R EIXABEEE [0 2RI 71 Va0 484 A LB 5 fat LU g B AR, X T RS2 bl TP B
AT HCHGEIE , ST BRI T O S B LR E > BRI, — B IX RS D AN E 2K B
SN ) a2 2 SRR R ORI R RS I 2R SR
32 RAALHORR L EARYIRE R S A A AR AR

1 T AN RIS 1] B IR A Ko KR A — 2 [ SR D R B AN [R] , AR A 2 () 3 A 4 SR AN ), R sA —
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Fig.4  Comparison of species for LDMC, net photosynthesis rate (P, ), specific leaf area (SLA), 8" C, relative leaf water content (LWC) and
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