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FEEE Oy 1 G L SRR UGS Y i A S A B I 0 A A Y R N5 25 B S0 ( DIRT ) X e g 5 2 i RA MRS 9 40
AR X - R U S HA AR SR ORI AT TFSE . 2018 4F 3 H 2 2019 4F 2 H 43 B E 6 Rl v 4 Hi b B, 43 31 k%) 1
(CO) \EBRHMTEYI (NL) SUEASTE Y (DL) \RBRR R (NR) TEHIA (ND LR EBEAIUZS A 2 (0/A-Less) , 55 T A A3
S N R HER I PRSI  DERES SRR . (1) AR H S RRAG R 134.49—170.92 v/hm? , 4 fif &2 76 AN Al b 2
FIH S )= 170.92 /hm® >S o) = 168.10 Vhm*>S ) = 153.26 /hm®>S = 147.20 /hm®>S 14, = 143.54 /hm®>
Scony = 134.49 vhm® | RFEAEHE 0—20 em + 22 ifb i 0—60 cm 122064 1Y 40.86%—53.56% ; AN [FI Ak L4 Ui it B
M :Sx(coy = 11.83 /hm?*>Sy ;)= 9.70 /hm’>Sy ) = 8.70 /hm*>Sy ) = 8.35 Vhm®>Sy 1) = 8.21 /hm*>Sy ) = 8.09 /hm?,
AL 0—20 em + 2R R (5 0—60 cm + 2R ME RN 39.289%—46.04% , 2 B FAMRIEAR 5 10 7 0 25 B 92 56 2 B0 2%
WA V& ) R A P AT AR T S i o, LA b PRI A — e R R T R AU R (2) Hb AR T A R (0—
20 em) TIERRACE I 2 IR R ASTRZ (20—40 cm) TIEBRAGZ I (3) 1 C N FA7ER G R AL EE 1 IE 20
EH A G RN R E FMX, I H SRR S A ET R I ER B S EAHXX R, HIEAES HERA S B A W)
WEFEMAHLLR,

KR BRI SR AT W AL s B AU AR VR VR N S 2L RS g

Effect of alterations in forest litter inputs on soil C and N storage distribution in

Pinus yunnanensis forest in central Yunnan Plateau

SUN Ke, LI Jiangiang* , YANG Guanlv,ZUO Man,HU Jing
Collage of Ecology and Environment, Southwest Forestry University ,Kunming 650224 , China

Abstract: In order to well understand the response of soil C and N variation to alterations in forest litter the detritus input
and removal treatment ( DIRT) was used to reveal the response of soil carbon and nitrogen to alterations in forest litter in
Pinus yunnanensts forest in central Yunnan Plateau. Six treatments of litter input and removal were established, which were
normal litter inputs (CO) , no litter (NL) , double litter ( DL) , no roots (NR), no inputs ( NI), and remove the organic
layer and layer A (O/A-Less) to study the response of soil carbon and nitrogen variation to alterations in forest litter Pinus
yunnanensis forest. The results showed that (1) the soil total carbon storage decreased in the order: S, = 170.92 t/ hm?*>

Serco,= 168.10 1/hm*>S = 153.26 1/hm’>S = 147.20 /hm*>S, ... = 143.54 /hm*>S,,, = 134.49 t/hm’. The

soil total nitrogen storage decreased in the order: Sy .= 11.83 t/hm2>SMNL) =9.70 t/hnf12>SN(DL> = 8.70 t/hm’>S ) =

EEWA : HEKARREEEETH (31660146) 5 V5 g Mll K24 I 4T H (111705) 5 2 WA BHET A6 G 1H E 35 H (2018FG001-050) 5 =/
BEETRAF R AT H (2019Y0129)
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8.35 t/hm’ >Sy(0/ates) = 8:21 t/hm2>SN(M)= 8.09 t/hm’. Soil total carbon and nitrogen storage decreased significantly in all
treatments compared to CO, although soil total carbon storage increased slightly in NL. (2) The aboveground litter input
had significant effects on soil total carbon and nitrogen in the surface layer 0—20 c¢m of soil, and the underground litter
input had significant effects on soil total carbon and nitrogen in the deep layer 20—40 cm of soil. (3) There is a coupling
relationship between soil C and N in forest systems. There was a significant positive correlation between total carbon and

nitrogen of soil. Bulk density had significant effect on carbon and carbon of soil.

Key Words; Mopan Mountain; Pinus yunnanensis ;alterations in forest litter; C and N storage; DIRT

RN L R AR AR A R A SRR M AR R A S R R AR Bl
TR FE A2 115X 10 kg, RAYIBREN 3 £, KARIER 2 57 HIBREN A RE R, HAESRS
Ve Ay it A 285 FR G v i F B AL B 43, ARPR R R 2 7 AR SRR PR (1) 409% | AR E IR PR 1 41 s
b RS A COL R BE B RAG IR = A VR A2 ) B —Fh K B IR0 2 HAE SR AE S R W R
Wb BAT EE VR MRS R G T 90% A TT R MG AEAE HHED Y I EMAES RGN N 5 CHE
WA EAEF AHE S0 BT R A HER AR KRR T 5 mm SRkt it i A8 16

AR T P D DR AR 25 R G 1 E L AR, = AR AT B I RE i 3 A BT I, R ARbR A
B AT ER W ORI AR BRASUEAS (LRI Zh 52 I 4 35 55, S AR R IR = SR COL MR
T T4 BRI P 2t A FRT 3 T DA S RO AR5 e T A BRMOE AR AR AR RS B v P RN i ke 46
NG BhiM L BOAE T AR S R AW 2B AR AL 7= 70T S B AR b 3 R P A
SRR SR b R AR A ARPR - A 5 R AR R R R A T B AR
A, FET SRR U A T BB RS R AR AE A Bk AR AR T B e fin ] A AR A S
AT AT 3R U B SRR R T AR R S A U i ARG T R AU Y B A AR
A FRE A TN A e AR ik Ui i B X U8 A S i A T BAT B R S, AV D AS I A 25 (R 52 56 ( DIRT,
Detritus input and removal treatments ) H:J5 B4 il AR AR T34 HLBT 194 A&, BRI ¥ 6i B AS 7 0 F b T~
AR AR A S R AT SR WA 5 ) iy AR IS AR ART 2 e bR 1 R AN 55 2T R AR R AN B | Lh s s A A
AR5 S T 4 A M ER A 2 PR A B AR A R 20 E AT, R B S VR P AR AT - R
Rt 52 B A 5T A 9G] ) ZE 1 FE M B9 ZEARAR ( Quercus rubra) B30T R B2 VN BY LT BRAK 22 A7 16 JE SE D )
LAPEBE ( Prunus serotina ) /MEWEAK (Acer saccharum ) UL S A& ] B9 38 4% B30T A2 4K ( Pseudotsuga menziesii) FI
MERFZ (Tsuga heterophylla) TRASHK T2 45 WRFIEEE SR IR | H 3G LT 5 35 50 X6 bl v 0 i A A5 Ak 0 0 )3 A7 7
BRI, R R 2 IR AR R G, 6 5 3G SRR R G TE BN B Z |, WAER AR R
45 5 A AR R GAE M WIF MRG58 EAAAETE 2 10 22 5, R AL 3550 XAk 7 Pt A 7S A e o 7
SHPAF ., EWNAFE AN Cunninghamia lanceolata) AWy AZEALXT + PRI M E4T T RS
AIFSE 0 (R Z A 56 AT LT B 35 50 XAt 74 i A Ak 17 (I 5E

5 FAPAAR (Pinus yunnanensis ) VE 8 2 3 5 i R B BRI 2 — 76 = B9 20 o5 AR ARG T FR Y 709% "% S
T A VY b X e B A AR Y L R A 5 LA R S 1 L B A PR R IR T XS B R A
AN I 25 B SR AN [ 9 i A S R B UG 8 Ak S A (R A A% R it AT A5, LA 2
TSRS AC IS TR B0 J5 A T 2 A AR T SRR B 1 2 e AL MR 5 D R4 SRR 25 Rl

1 #R57FE

1.1 BF5E XM
T X AL T2 e 48 R T8 LB i Ll AR AR AR 25 R 40 [ R e v I AF 5% 3 (23°46718"—23°54734"N,
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101°16'06"—101°16"12"E ) , HiAth 7= 5t v Bt R W L ik R 757 86 5 SR AR &85 630, WK 1260.0—2614.4m , J& Tl
By e, S 23 T AR D e 5 SRS B e o M X, LA SR L 3 SO AR . WF S IXAR 2R
15°C, o 5 L 33.0°C , Al IR -2.2°C AR K E N 1050mm, FER 248 AE 5—10 A . 3L
S = AL R B I L LT 2 A LTy T i MR XA B A A

AT LI 2 B A R IR A MR IFTE RS G, FEMLAL 5 23°57°47"N,101°56/38"E, ¥4k 2127m , 3 6] KL
2R 51° BB R 12—15° A U JZIRHELY 2em, S JZIEBEL 2.1em, D JZIE A 3.7em; U JZ A7 1 46.92
v/hm® S JZBAFRN 10.44 v/hm®, D JZIAF R R 12.45 v/h’ 5 58k B8 bR Py 32 2200 4 Bl oy 2= vl
( Pinus yunnanensis ) , FEAEBFAG MR ( Quercus aliena) #4% ( Vaccinium vitis—idaea ) AAfaf ( Schima superba) 55
MR RELRE A 2D HE R 3 B 8 K A6 #E BY ( Rhododendron spiciferum ) | % LI ( Crataegus cuneata ) | 22 5 35 #
(Smilax glaucochina) 55, 5. AR K W) £ HA Z 3 (Carex spp) , B AR W) % K 5 ( Gardneria multiflora) 55 | 55 &
2 15%,
1.2 W55k
1.2.1 SRt

T 2018 4F 1 H  ZEWFSE XN E 1 1 X B HRT 5 A 3 et (Ab 35 i an 28 1) FEHb TR
Smx 10m , 7 B4 B Y SVE X ARSI 3 A Tx Lm WEIN/NIX | LB R b 5 B S B B > T,

F1 FEHZEYLERFEIELR

Table 1 The characteristics of alterations in forest litter input treatments

AbFE Treatments ##53& Description

X i Normal Litter Inputs, CO AEFFIE BN L AL TE W A

LA &) No Litter, NL o bR ORGP R AN RS BR AR AR AR KN ES TS | N A B 3B iti v 4
MUEA T4 Double Litter, DL A NL /N RS TSI 307 (A 7 i A A%

ZBRMRF No Roots, NR RFZ B Iy TR AR R (JBR IR BE IR B 35 C )2 TTAT)

Tk A No Inputs, NI KRR A EASTEY , T ASTE YR L T AR R A

EERAPUZA A JZ

BrEEHUZA A B 25, 8t B 2, B AV IER AE WA

Organic and A horizons removed, O/A-Less

1.2.2 FRASRAE IR 2

2019 4% 3 H , FEREAFE M RE ML T X A 4R BRI 3 A~ 3R IORE 5, $5 B 385 T 4% 0—10 ¢m . 10—20 cm |
20—40 cm \40—60 cm 532 5E + RS ; T4 R R AR LIEAE RS IR ), 4l 0 S g & A T RS i AL
P I

FHEA TR BTN E ) R HEAR (TC) R AR /474X ( Vario TOC, F8 ) I % ; SA(TN) | Bk
(TP) FLEMER (TK ) SR FHAR B AR -1 Ak U e , SR FH 7 220 3 43 M1 A (SEAL Analytical AA3, Z8[) 5 pH
SRR
1.2.3  BRAEfERTE

R Y PR 7 = /AR W L1 N

Se = X, (X, x L, x BD, x 0.1)
i=1

K, SN 0—60 em B AEE (Vhm®) i A EIERIPELX N EHEW C & & (g/ke) L EHRE
(em) ,BD 3T (g/cm®) 0.1 N ELT R,
TR AR AR AT,
Sy = 2 (Y, x L, x BD, x 0.1)

i=1

K, S, Hh 0—60 em HIELF MR (V) i HHEZTFEH,Y WO N S (k) , L N R
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(em) ,BD R +IEXRE (g/cm’) ,0.1 N R E,
FHERA T AR
c TC
N T IN
A, TC 13RS 7, TN Oy PR A& &=,
1.3 Hdlukb s
K H Microsoft Excel 2013 1 SPSS 19.0 # {4 HEATHm AP SR HI BRI 2R J7 227307 (one-wayANOVA ) 47
225 WEMERE R Pearson AHOC R PP 134 BT S - 498 Hy 38 1 o0 45 18 s 22 ) AR R DG

2 HER55%H

2.1 AFEMTEYBAIET RS AfE 0 As )R

ANl 7 o A PHL ) 38 4t et S4B 4 2 TR BE R 38 it sk 2D (1 1), B NR AR PR 10—20 em )2 F
20—40 cm 1JZ NL Z0HF # 20—40 cm )21 40—60 cm 1) 0/A-Less LB T 20—40 em 1 )2 F1 40—60
em TR RER S 2R WAL AR - e b & A LR M 25 7 B3 (P<0.05) . AS[AIAL Vi ih 3
TIEARHRE HAE 16.5—68.12 g/kg Z[A], Ig KAE g NL AP 0—10 em 12 148k i, 0 68.12 g/kg, fi/)
{54 DL AP T 40—60 cm + 220 &H, 7 16.5 g/kg, A[FIALFE +HE4RR & HAE 0—10 em )2, NL 4B 2
X R, DL Fll O/ A-Less AbFRAIE T X B8 HJC 1 2 22 5 107 NR Fl NI i 2 (P<0.05) Ik T4 & ARl b 28 10—20
em )2 1A i DI B R 5 (40.42 ¢/kg) |, B3 5 T ALAAL 3 7 50, DL AR 3 10—20 em + )2 020 % i e
%(25.39 g/kg) , BEMET X BEAHABALBE . NR ZLBH 20—40 cm + )2 B9850 & 1 B3 (P<0.05) & T4 18 NI
5 XTRTC R 25 5, 1 NL DL 1 O/ A-Less ZbHI i 2% ( P<0.05) X FXT#E, 7F 40—60 em 1), NL NR A1 NI
AbFR ) At % 1 25 (P<0.05) iy T XTI 1T DL A3 5 25 ( P<0.05) fIR T X i, O/ A-Less A B4 i % 5 5 %) 1R

T3 B TC content/(g/kg)

0 20 40 60 80 100
T T T T 1
t | i Aa
Aa
0—10
ABa
g 10—20
Q
2
5
&
:._5‘
wn
g
a4 2040
co
NL
DL
5 NR
m NI
40—60 O/A-Less

E1 AE#HEMLETIESREE (vke)
Fig.1 The soil total carbon of alterations in forest litter input treatments
P B A BB bR 22 (n=3) | AR E FRERR Al — R JRAN R b B 0] 22 5tk 35, R R) /N S B R [l — Ak A [ 22 1) 22 e 1
#(P<0.05) ;CO: %J I8 Normal Litter Inputs; NL: EBRHi 754 No Litter; DL; SUZ#i 754 Double Litter; NR; % 2R & No Roots; NI; T4 A No
Inputs; 0/ A-Less : KBEAHUZ M A JZ Organic and A horizons removed
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TR EES, AR+ R IERIH R W o, = 34.87 g/kg>W oy, = 33.44 g/kg> W v = 29.09
2/ kg>W iy = 28.47 g/kg>W o p1e) = 28.16 g/kg>W = 24.94 g/kg,

ANV DAL T 1) -3 At i (3R 2) b Sk & AR R A B, AL 0—60 cm 2
(Al fit B A 134.49—170.92 t/hm® , NL 203 (1% 4B it i W 5 T 08 B 1715 JHE A 2% A 0+ 98 4 i 15 8 24 /N 0k
R, At e A AR R RN - S ) = 170.92 /hm*>S( o) = 168.10 /hm*>S_ ) = 153.26 t/hm*>S =
147.20 V/hm®*>S; )1y = 143.54 Vhm*>S = 134.49 /hm®, R[FEAEHE 0—20 em + 24 Wbf i 5 0—60 cm
+ 2 A hi it Y 40.86%—53.56%

R2 AEAHEYDLETHESKBEE (V/hn?)

Table 2 The carbon storage allocation of alterations in forest litter input treatments

ilﬁ/a ::; co NL DL NR NI 0/A-Less
0—10 48.57+12.56 ABa  59.26+8.37Aa  41.89+2.98 BCa  33.12+4.34 Cc  44.11+4.45 BCa 39.09+8.59 BCab
10—20 38.80+3.06 Aab 32.29+3.61 Bb  27.17#5.76 BCb  29.50+0.92 BCe  25.68+2.17 Cb 28.93+2.78 BCe
20—40 49.24+7.57 Aa 40.13+2.61 Bb  38.49+1.19 Ba 49.38+1.81 Aa  43.31:1.57 ABa 41.93+6.49 ABa
40—60 31.49+4.54 CDb  39.24x1.15 ABb  26.94+0.98 Db 41.26+2.05 Ab  37.09x4.97 ABCa  33.59+4.41 BChe
&1t Total 168.10£27.72 A 170.92+15.74 A 134.49£10.91 C  153.2629.12 B 147.20+13.16 B 143.54+22.26 B

B A bR 22 (n=3) | TRIF AR ) K 5 b 3% [ — 2 A )b 3 ] 22 S5 83 | )9 [ /NS 2 R 2 () — A 39 AR [ 2
2% SPE 5L (P<0.05)
2.2 AFASTEDAL AT ISR & i AR R
AN [FIA 7 A b PR - 9 4 G B e B B 2 IR BE RG> (& 2) L BR NL AR R (4 20—40 em 1 )2 F0
40—60 cm 2 NR AT AY 0—10 em 1 )2 . 10—20 em + )2 F1 20—40 cm +JZ A K O/A-Less 4L HF fY
20—40 em +JZF140—60 cm L2 SR SFEHAETZEZET AR EI, KA T ISR S EE 2R 2=

32K &8 TN content/(g/kg)

0 1 2 3 4
T T T 1
H Aa
— Aa
0 Ll /77 I b, -
Ca
|_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_||_|I_II _____
HE R R R R R R E R R R R B R R B R E R R AR R R Ba
HH Ab
10—20
=
2
5
&
5
il 20—40
.H
0 co
NL
¥l DL
40—60 B NR
M NI
Bl O/A-Less

B2 AEA#HZYLETLIELEREE/ (g/ke)
Fig.2 The soil total nitrogen of alterations in forest litter input treatments
P BE A P B iU 22 (n=3) | ARIR'E TR ROR ] — 12 AR AL B R) 22 57 P 1 2, AN TR)/ING - RE 3R R [R)— Ak AN [] 4 2 ) 26 57
#(P<0.05)
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SFHE(P<0.05) . AFEFHIEDATE + SR S HAE 0.75—3.66 g/kg Z 1A, fc KAH A% FRALFE 0—10 em +)2
PRGN 3.66 g/kg, H/IME N DL ALH R 40—60 em + )220 &, 5 0.75 g/kg, DL . NR NI Fil 0/A-Less
A EH A 0—10 em L) 3 (P<0.05) /NFXTIE {H NL b3 0—10 em + )2 B34 5 & & 5% i 2
AR E A FELEFE 10—20 ecm L 2HE R S8 DO R (2.7 ¢/ke) , B3 (P<0.05) = FH A4 #E, DL
AEFE 10—20 em HJRAYRE G HORAR(1.55 g/kg) , W3 (P<0.05) Il T X BEANHAB PUFP L B, NR NI 4b 2
20—40 cm TR YRR S i HXRIC R E 2 5 10 NL DL 5 0/A-Less AbH4 A 3 (P<0.05) & T4 B 78
40—60 cm 12 X BERAEHL AR S R B35 (P<0.05) B T HABAN R AR AL FE + 3 (0—60 cm) 2 A &R IE
%\%fﬂj}:wmco)z 2.28 ¢/kg>Wni,= 1.85 g/kg>W o, ppe = 1.58 g/kg>W gy = 1.57 g/kg>W = 1.565 g/kg>
Wy, = 1.52 g/kg.

AR b3 -3 e A i e (3R 3) b S 2 A SR EH A B, AL+ IE 0—60 cm 2%
HETE 8.09—11.83 t/hm” Z [H], X} fEAL 3 1 48 0—60 cm 2 AMEEH 11.83 v/hm®, 1B 3 5 THAR S Fab s, KA
AbHE A+ 5 0—60 em R EHEETINH Sy o, = 11.83 Vhm*>S ;= 9.70 t/hm*>S ;) = 8.70 t/hm*>Sy ) = 8.35
Vhm?>Sy (o)1 pey = 8:21 V/hm?*>Sy )= 8.09 t/hm®, A[FILEH 0—20 em + /22 A 5 0—60 em + /22 %
fiti i 1 39.28%—46.04% ,

R3 FRAEEMLETIESRMEE/ (Vhn?)

Table 3 The nitrogen storage allocation of alterations in forest litter input treatments

;:i; ;:; co NL DL NR NI 0/A-Less
0—10 2.7420.07 Ab 3.030.17 Aa 2.3420.07 Bab 1.65+0.25 De 2.0420.10 Cb 2.04+0.21 Cb
10—20 2.59+0.05 Ab 1.87+0.34 Be 1.66+0.12 Bb 1.63+0.09Bc 1.62+0.05 Be 1.74+0.04 Be
20—40 3.69+0.67 Aa 2.58+0.01 Bb 2.61:0.37 Ba 2.96:0.14Ba 2.46:0.16 Ba 2.49+0.16 Ba
40—60 2.81+0.32 Ab 2.22+0.25 Bbe  2.09+0.40 Bab 2.11+0.21Bb 1.98+0.28 Bb 1.94£0.12 Bbe
£ Total 11.83+1.11 A 9.70+0.78 B 8.70+0.96 C 8.35:0.69 C 8.09+0.59 C 8.21+0.53 C

R B R P bR (n=3) , FAT AR R KRS AR Rl — 2 AN R R ] 22 520 2 3, RIS [R) /NG 28 3R R — B AR [R) 1 )2 1]
5 3 (P<0.05)

2.3 RFEIMEDEILZAET L3R SRS e R R
2.3.1  AFEAEDIAERAAE T bt B fE

AR TE P AL PEANR] 4 )2 8 PR BT L3R 4, M3k 4 AT R [l a3+ B 7R d AR R[] )2 Bk R
WHHRER T EERMM G, RNELIEEE (0—10 em) TIEA T IC 255, MAE WAL BEXT 10—40
em )21 A AR W E SN NL AL 10—20 em A1 20—40 + )2 A H B B E/NTX IR, RFESEY)
AEFR A pH 7E 4.20—5.29 Z 8], S8 ; )2 SHhTE Wi A AR 135 pH 52 AN TAAE 5 A, AN A
TEPIALFRRR DL AbERAL  Hoph A PR+ e R & A 2 M 22 RN B R RS ER R IR S A R B, 7EXT
M8 DL 5 O/A-Less AbHL N, + A0 O 7E )2 (W) 25 55 3, B0 5 s Bl 98 VR B8 (%) 388 i g 386 5 HeAtb b PR, £
WA a e )2 AT E A HER)Z T3 (40—60 em) H & = m TR )E 3 (0—40 em) #1 & & A R4k
P RIS R B
2.3.2 ARG LS T R AR T UARRAE

1 C/N J& S+ HEA PR AR EE AR bR, e R AR LRE I ARED . — Ak 2501 J&
C/N YRR, C/N BEET 2501, 88 A F -3 A WL 554k ; 25 148 C/N /T 2501 B, A R F R 3Ea ML
1k, et IR IE A R OC R S+ /N KT 25:1 i, HIEA HUR AL 2218 A F) T H3EE HLIR AR
20 REIG ST 4 C/N(FE 5) IERBITE 11.20—20.27 Z 8], 35/ F 25:1, B E ARSI AT,
IR E I ALRE S AEER K b ARSI 0—10 em 2R C/N ¥k, CO 5 DL Ab34 43 C/N Fi+
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JERBE T REAR, 755 3 C/N BE LR ARy — B HARAE IR -3 C/N AR (LR IIAS i3

R4 TRERKBVENTLIEIZEUER

Table 4 Main soil physical and chemical properties of alterations in forest litter input treatments

PUELiyE +)z Foxis TP/ TK/
Litter input treatments Soil layers/em  Bulk dentisy/(g/cm®) pH (¢/kg) (g/kg)

o 0—10 0.76+0.14 Ac 4.84+0.19 Ba 2.07+0.31 Aa 9.17+0.29 ABc
10—20 0.96+0.04 Bb 5.00+0.19 ABa 2.06:0.18 Aa 17.00+0.50 Ab
20—40 1.15+0.08 Bab 4.78+0.05 Ca 2.07+0.21 Aa 22.50+0.87 Aa
40—60 1.22+0.11 Aa 4.86+0.01 ABa 2.25:0.18 Aa 21.67+1.44 Aa

NL 0—10 0.87+0.02 Ad 4.21£0.04 Ab 1.86+0.26 ABa 8.00+3.04 ABb
10—20 0.98:0.04 Be 5.10+0.78 Ba 1.72+0.59 ABa 10.00+2.29 Cb
20—40 1.19+0.02 ABb 4.24+0.12 Aa 1.680.06 Ba 8.17+1.61 Db
40—60 1.24:0.01 Aa 4.47+0.06 Aab 1.7240.22 BCa 23.67:12.41 Aa

DL 0—10 0.84+0.03 Ad 4.20+0.10 Ab 1.56+0.07 BCc 10.83+0.29 Ac
1020 1.07+0.02 Ac 4.44+0.08 Ab 1.81:0.01 ABb 14.50+1.32 Bb
20—40 1.30£0.05Ab 4.56+0.16 Bb 1.92+0.14 ABba 17.83+0.29 Ba
40—60 1.39£0.04 Ba 5.29+0.50 Ba 2.02+0.12 ABa 15.53£0.29 ABb

NR 0—10 0.840.04 Ab 4.31£0.53 Ab 1.29+0.12 CDa 8.33+1.89 ABab
10—20 0.930.06 Bb 4.88+0.01 ABab 1.440.24 Ba 7.50+0.00 Dab
20—40 0.86+0.07 Ab 5.01:0.04 DEa 1.14+0.03 Ca 6.50+0.00 Eb
40—60 1.25:0.06 Aa 4.52+0.45 Aab 1.45£0.33 Ca 9.33+0.29 Ba

NI 0—10 0.92+0.07 Ab 5.08:0.14 Ba 1.19+0.09 Da 8.00+1.73 ABa
10—20 0.85£0.01 Cb 4.89£0.07 ABb 1.60+0.32 ABa 7.17£0.58 Da
20—40 0.90+0.04 Ch 5.17+0.02 Ea 1.20£0.17 Ca 7.00+0.00 DEa
40—60 1.26£0.03 Aa 5.25+0.10 Ba 1.3240.23 Ca 8.33+0.29 Ba

0/A-Less 0—10 0.77+0.15 Ab 4.96+0.10 Ba 1.25+0.16 CDb 6.67+0.29 Bd
10—20 0.92:£0.05 BCh 4.97£0.11 ABa 1.620.13 ABa 7.50+0.00 De
20—40 1.22+0.10 ABa 4.94+0.07 Da 1.20£0.20 Cb 10.170.58 Cb
40—60 1.2740.06 Aa 4.97+0.07 ABa 1.39:£0.05 Cab 14.00£0.00 ABa

P Bl R Sl bRt 22 (n=3) |, [ABIAR R RS FhE R R [H]— 2 AN Rl R 1e) 22 S M 8 3 TR) 8K [R) /NG B 38 R[] — R A [ )22 1]
25 (P<0.05)

£S5 TREBEWENT LEAZITSILEE

Table 5 The soil stoichiometric ratio of C, N and P of alterations in forest litter input treatments

b3 T7 X

Litter input treatments

+JZ/em
Soil layers

C/N

C/P

N/P

CO 0—10 17.67+£4.40 Aa 31.87+£9.65 Aa 1.80+0.34 ABa
10—20 15.00+1.38 Aab 19.79+2.87 Bb 1.32+0.12 Ab
20—40 13.41+1.16 Bab 10.51£2.59 CDbc 0.79+0.20 BCc
40—60 11.20+0.40 Bb 5.75+0.82 Be 0.51+0.05 ABc

NL 0—10 19.70+3.55 Aa 37.33+8.97 Aa 1.88+0.15 ABa
10—20 17.77+4.55 Aa 21.48+10.34 Bb 1.17+0.26 Ab
20—40 15.53+1.00 ABa 10.04+0.69 CDb 0.65+0.02 Cc
40—60 17.85£2.43 Aa 9.30£1.38 Ab 0.52+0.04 ABc

DL 0—10 17.87+0.92 Aa 31.94+0.88 Aa 1.79+0.04 ABa
10—20 16.45+3.60 Aa 13.99£2.97 Bb 0.85+0.06 Ab
20—40 14.90+1.73 ABa 7.76£0.78 D¢ 0.53+0.10 Ce
40—60 13.15£2.19 Ba 4.80£0.22 Be 0.37+0.06 Bd
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Litter f:ffljjrj:lmems iﬁgyﬁ N e NP

NR 0—10 20.19+1.04 Aa 30.58+3.72 Aa 1.51+£0.17 Ba
10—20 18.10+0.45 Abe 22.35+2.98 Bb 1.23+0.13 Ab
20—40 16.71+0.20 Ac 25.12+1.49 Aab 1.50+0.11 Aa
40—60 19.58+0.95 Aab 11.75+2.68 Ac 0.60+0.12 Ac

NI 0—10 20.27+3.05 Aa 38.06+£6.74 Aa 1.87+£0.13 ABa
10—20 15.89+£1.64 Aa 19.65+5.96 Bb 1.22+£0.25 Ab
20—40 17.66+1.08 Aa 20.28+3.18 ABb 1.15+0.22 ABb
40—60 18.79+0.29 Aa 11.25+0.53 Ab 0.60+0.03 Ac

0/A-Less 0—10 19.04+2.32 Aa 40.40+4.27 Aa 2.13+0.13 Aa
10—20 16.60+1.56 Aa 19.45+2.50 Bb 1.17£0.12 Ab
20—40 16.78+1.54 Aa 14.83+4.11 BCbe 0.87+0.18 BCc
40—60 17.27+1.21 Aa 9.50+0.93 Ac 0.55+0.02 Ad

P g R 3 bR 22 (n=3) |, AT AR S FhE 3R (R — )2 AN IR A ) 22 S 0 2 TR R [R) /NG 2B 38 7 [ — R HAS [ -+ )22 1]
253 (P<0.05)

C.N 1 P (64Tt FURRE T AR A 25 3R G P A R A0 (O BRAGPR DL . ASTR] b BEBR NR NT AL 241,
HAAE P A3 C/P N/P S48 1 JZ R BE B I R, HLARJZ 235 i T2 ; NR NI b3+ 4 C/P N/P B+
JEDRBE BN SC AR, S FHREATR
233 AFEFGvEPIALBEAE T TR S -5 B U 5 AR

ANTEIA 7R Ak L) - S R i S B A S R LR 6, AL+ ik i 5 e/ SR
IEARSG ; R R & S S A O OG5 e B 5 ORGSR AL
PR I R B F EASCOCR, LR & w5 L C/P R N/P FR7efl B IEAH G C R ; 14 pH {42
R S AN AR B AR | R R AP G

K6 ARBEEMANTIERESES TEBEAERAXXER
Table 6 Correlation coefficient between soil carbon, nitrogen and physiochemical properties of alterations in forest litter input treatments
F845 Index TC TN pH BD p K C/N Cc/p N/P
TC 1
TN 0.944 7"~ 1
pH -0.164 -0.162 1
BD -0.751""*  -0.790 "** 0.077 1
p -0.013 0.158 -0.108 0.215 1
K -0.386"""  -0.287" -0.056 0.508 *** 0.531 """ 1
C/N 0.491 """ 0.215 -0.088 -0.291" -0.591 """ -0.488 """ 1
C/p 0.891 """ 0.777***  =0.075 0.774™**  -0.413"*"  -0.413""" 0.644 """ 1
N/P 0.883 "~ 0.854***  -0.074 -0.861 """ -0.335"""  -0.335""" 0.449 =~ 0.963 *** 1

“ oy ”?:Ei—\‘ P<0.05,u *ok Y’i‘%i—\‘ P<0.01

3 e

3.1 A AR SRR A S o A SR S

PP o s e P AN [R5 Ak L ) - S8 i 5 1 P4 22 R 8 A3 T A1, [ — Ak BN [7] 4 )22 1] 4
B i A 28 5 3 R EE T R W] A MUBURCR A A L 22 S . R AR ) 2R AR T ) G e
PE BRI 5 LA BT 3 i T R AR5 2 B AP0 Rl 7 0 20 RS 2 SRR B A 1) T2 2R U, B
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(3 AV FR e s i E B okl , 2 L2 EASTE IR IR, R )2 2 A
R AR AR R A 22 B L RO BE AR 0 AN IRIAS WU A S i) — L2 1) -4 4
B A AEZE S 7 0—10 em )2 NL AR FR A9 22 & 5 3% i T AAR BE T RER DA O 25 Bk B2 i
Wy T AR B KRR AT e 1 S FE R O3 i A, SRR AT B AL 0 Ab o (R IS SR 2= AT
RE )2 T HESR AR A ML, B 4 5 2= SR 08 20 il 5 B3R 2 SRR 75 B A9 3 5 20—40 em 1 JZ 3R A V&
Wi AP A8 DU g 3 5 T R 5 B 7E 20—40 em JZ2 T NR ARG A i 3 T AR B X2
TUIWHR RAL S | REAR R IET TR Z P T RS, AL S O Ak , LRI YY)
MR ZRT R & e 2 g MEAE A0 ) DL ALBEBR 0—10 em +J250, KA+ 2 H MRS Y W
FART HAB AL B, — T3 02 T A PR DA 4 0t 78 g A Ao A S 8 5 3 R R o, S B R R S I RUE Y
(TR AR N Py T L S W (TR A o ] 9 b A LT A4 A, TS ) L A
53— THI 2 DS A WS R 95 % - ST AR P BRSO, S BT R I ety o) 5 - Mt 3% et 2 e MR A
PEEN R Z —, it R e & i S UB SRR —2, Lk NL 2K, X5 NL %
RIZIRE B R FIGNAT O, T HARAN ) b B - 98 e £k 249 2 25 (0 T 08 T DXL MO 9 0 i A0 - M A e i B
FAAE S50 5 b A 7 s A 4T R 7 0 A AORS L 8 A e ™ A A TR RS2 (L AN VE W0 A
5l Ak 7 i A P X B RRR P F) SUBR S, R B E PR, A L SRR A U W A AL R )
RIS RURAMAE A5 R T TRl A BRI ] | 3 A IR S R 3R AL A I A A 22 570

RN — PR E SRR AR A S R G TR FR h HoA SRR, SR AR AR A 7 A B T 22 [
R O EAGEYE AR EUTR I BRI SR AR A U S AR AS TR ARG Y Ak T 2
b JZIRBERYHE AR, 22 B AR BN )R A RS R 25 7 A B LA HLTCE BRI
HEASZm Y X IR A B R e S A A 2 B T HARAR IR X 51 SRR BT A
b ANAZ A I D i L 3 B v 0 i A SO R i 0 i S A DT (A 5 0 0 e 7 A Y SO0 R S R
A T B R TR S R

TR RS A AL RO T AT R i N A R FIRSE AR BT TR
b A U R B R TR A ST AR o X B AR P G B 140 8 T LA A B DA IO 3t M A 7
ARG L e 4 U, Rl 0 A0 L g AR AR IR B e T 5K
3.2 IR RO - AR A S A AR R R R

L) —J7 T AR R R R R E SR TR, — I LA I RIE 0K € NP SR FROT R I B 4 E
WA RGP Y TRE IR R KGR P A RS 13 C N P ST R M S B R, T
C N TEABRGEPIFAER AR, C N P AT LR S 1R AR LR 7% ) 53 i o 2 1) T 4
FRUSST PR, R R A -3 A e A U AR A TR ARG, O B AR A i S R T R Y
R EIEACOC R, AN, R R R IR SRR AR b, 5 IR K BORBEE DIAR D £
HEZS H A S LIRS RO BRI, 1A T R A e B R UGG R

4 #ig

i ik 75 AN ARG P R 0 25 R S 6 A B, 2 Bkt v oy et 0 Pl LA - S i | G A D7 537
— R D T A S AU R A A A AR AR R L A U R R AT 3, DN AR AR v
P B B8 AR SR RS I UL, dERE B SRR TP A A BE S o A AR AR LR S (L SR, AS AT
FEWLIN IR TR1 RS TO AR P - ST Aot 7 i A A F iy 7 A RS, DRI Al 7 00 i A\ 72 AT - S S 140 52 )
T BT RIS
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