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WP A g -3 A R PERR AR e — e R b S T 3R S AL RBE R RE 2 BRI i i - SR
i Pt TG | A 4 AR UG B S AR | LR IX MR T X oA K LA i S o
(it o K 2 3 3 R A IR kN, IR 35 € NP TR R, RS R K SR R 0
A AT AR AR X T3 AR FHBLRBA 0 B A R

HHC T DL, Sre e DX AR ) -5 38 A 25 Al 2 DR e /K g e 22 AR Tl g i 1o %o 58, 4B TR 22 56 T4
T A BIF 5T 22 Jr) B 100 P 38 W 207 K T 98 R0 X S V5 X ) B - 42 25 A2 T R 1 5 i A
ZH RN SR TR S A T SR R A AR A 7 A R A A 23l AL e B S B RRAE A I B S
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1.1 WFoT i MEsd

A b A67 ) SROMRl R R iy PR St S T e 1 2 285 2 0 8 UL AF 9 3l K S0 R F 52 56 b ( 106°09"—
107°10'E,40°09'—40°57'N) , W5 FEH FRIE N AE S R G 0] IR S 22 MV BT 2 v ARl AE S R S
B RIS FEH AT A BENLIX A HES) , REHL AR 12 m, TR 113.04 m?, A A 8] R AR Az KA 1 TE DA
UHE BN 4—5 m, SR 1.5—2 m, S IB/DREHE A AR 540, AR LRI B 7E 10 m DL b FERIEIDL &S
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Fig.1 Experimental layout diagram

RO R1,R2 R3 R4 435I F /R8N 245 YR K = 1 0.25% .50% ,75% ,100%
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PIRE /K B (145 mm) [ 25% .50% .75% F1 100% , R4 5—9 H B8 5 Jo K47 5 L1 | BR4E 4L
WA S IR (K 1), B NAbEE 4 AT 3L 20 MR,

#1 FEEBFAAEMEMAR

Table 1 Different precipitation treatments increase water volume

AT AL % BRI TR R/ mm TR S/ mm FET AL B % BRI R/ mm FEFR R/ mm
Rain enhancement Single precipitation Total precipitation Rain enhancement Single precipitation Total precipitation
treatment increment enhancement treatment increment enhancement
RO 0 0 R3 21.75 108.75
R1 7.25 36.25 R4 29 145
R2 14.5 72.5

RO .R1.,R2.R3 R4 75l 3R 240K 819 0.25% .50% .75% ,100%

1.3 Y5 RIEREECR S

FE 2021 47 10 H PR Ffil vt 7o Fn 38, 23 00 7 1 RIEE N VD HE BRI B3 A e S TR, il g
R JET-JC B E MY A B 100 g, RE AMEEIFARIC, HF 015250 2 0 TR Ak 0 W00 - Al | 4 BRI A
S, FEEERE T AEEE 0—90 em 3 /3K 0—2 ¢m 2—10 em . 10—30 ¢m 30—50 ¢m ,50—70 cm Fil 70—
90 em 6 )2 KA A )2 e A B B4 S0 g & T KT S R R R O T A AR AR Y
M7E
1.4 f8haiE

P B S A8 R S IR IR AR A ) 0, 1308 pH R FH BB AR A I 22 , 3845k (TS) SR A H
S A Ak (TC) SR K, Cr, O, FMINFREI 2 I 5 1 4 498 42 20 (TN SR FH 2 i 9L G 01
R R A8 (TP ) >R FH NaOH 4 Ril-FHEAPT LE (LA E | 48 280 (TK) SR F AR BE RN | 58l
B AN) R JHBRRY Bk ; 1 3R (AP) 2R NAHCO, 12 32951 2 | 38 85080 ( AK) 2R JH KK 6 B vk
M7E
1.5 SZEHERIE

A 5T X U BRAS ' Ak b, il 38 NASA POWER <42 Wi ( https ://power. lamc. nasa. gov/ ) , 3R B T 3% 14,
(40°19'36.12"N,106°47'32.28"E ) A K &P 5—9 J MG 25 R A RGR ST S EC(PAR) (& URE (TM) (&=
FE(RHM) MR 1 (PS) A (WS) MM (TOP) HbFIR B (TS) FIFEIK (PCP)
1.6 Hisdb

A FEEAE 53 7K Excel 2010 ,SPSS 20.0 #1 Origin 2022 #F it 47 8dlm gt it Ak 1 R AR & Ay v
F g AR U R L, S SPSS 20.0 A3 AT AR £ X I N B K A R A A R
PRIEAT K-S K56, R S0 B i e 5 A7 & IEAS /A, TESL 3L mt E A T8 AR S BGE TR Jr 224007, Ba 45 L DL < -1
(HARER” o, A I 26 50 A R DG P 23 B 81 292K Orrigin 2022 B2 58 i, AU, Jl it SPSS 20.0
A3 MR X B T AR R E AV M 8 7 R 18 AR S AR R YIRS bR AT T2 T, AR B A
TEAE AN 32 B 53 2 far R/ NHEAT 0 250 43 CRAEAE =1, = 5053 3807 =0.5) , HFI & 25 [l U5 5 AAR A 4583) 1 ol
FASE TR MR SRR FHRCR, 5,81 Canoco 5.0 AR HITAR S Hr G UE AU 5 145
AR ARIRE] DE R RDA HEF Bl & B AR FUlm i S R [R]85 ma B B2 R/ e R /MK
TWE D,

2 ERE5H5H

2.1 AT AR R B A A B AR A T R A AR
ARHIGEH L 22 A AP I R 5 ORTR] )2 Ak R Ak 2 i PR AT A IS 40 A, vl AR T4
M (£ 2) . WEBFRECKEE , FIRIHEA TIE pH TK F1 C/N J& T99725 5% (CV<20%) , HiART8brtly 4
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AR5E(20<CV<50% ) , 1M AR 48 bn i b 5528 5 (K 3) o

F2 AR HEfTEESEE RN T EERIER K-S 018

Table 2 K-S test for chemical and stoichiometric trait of Nitraria tangutorum leaf and soil

Factor TJZEGHE/ em P

EES Soil depth pH TS TC TN TP TK AN AP AK C/N C/P N/P

T3 0—2 0.820  0.144  0.621 0997  0.566  0.599  0.038  0.996 0955 0928 0.824 1.000

Soil 2—10 0.925 0250 0941 0.853 0.873  0.999  0.282  0.924  0.891  0.994  0.983 0.988
10—30 0.788  0.947 0985 0.626 0.995 0.354 0.490 0.977 0274 0557 0.978 0.894
30—50 0.999 0793 0.282 0.654 0.987 0.546  0.544 0396 0.574  0.696  0.703 0.959
50—70 0.587  0.166 0.839 0.894 0.183 0.976  0.648  0.956 0.370  0.840  0.482 0.919
70—90 0.525 0345  0.127 0498 0.412  0.688 0.417  0.499 0.650 0986  0.862 0.133

MH Leaf - - - 0.801  0.192  0.826 - - - - 0.744  0.226 0.978

TS Bk Total salt; TC: 4fi)k Total carbon;TN;4x%( Total Nitrogen; TP ;4 Total phosphorus; TK: 4= Total potassium; AN AL % Available
nitrogen ; AP i34 Available phosphorus ; AK; S A(4F Available potassium; C/N: & & Carbon to nitrogen ratio; C/P: §# Lt Carbon to phosphorus
ratio; N/P . E B Lt Nitrogen to phosphorus ratio

R3 BRI AR DREEEE R T B RIER S R THE

Table 3 Statistical characteristics of chemical and stoichiometric trait index parameters of Nitraria tangutorum leaf and soil

ST b BEAR RO RUME T biife 2 5 RE %
Category Index N Max Min Average value  Atandard deviation Coefficient of variation
+3E Soil pH 120 8.79 7.39 7.79 0.26 3.36

TS /(g/kg) 120 4.88 0.69 1.47 0.85 57.81

TC/ (g/kg) 120 10.54 2.25 5.02 1.69 33.71

TN/ (g/kg) 120 0.95 0.21 0.37 0.13 36.81

TP/ (g/kg) 120 0.42 0.11 0.20 0.06 31.07

TK/ (g/kg) 120 32.67 10.90 21.02 3.84 18.27

AN/ (mg/kg) 120 79.87 10.51 44.77 10.46 23.36

AP/ (mg/kg) 120 6.15 0.40 2.75 1.24 45.20

AK/ (mg/kg) 120 459.00 96.50 206.86 82.59 39.93

C/N 120 21.92 6.34 14.08 2.72 19.30

C/P 120 51.24 9.80 25.73 7.99 31.05

N/P 120 3.25 0.89 1.85 0.53 28.78
- H Leaf TC/ (g/kg) 20 442.50 394.40 424.10 13.55 3.20

TN/ (g/kg) 20 32.00 21.17 27.59 2.45 8.88

TP/ (g/kg) 20 1.73 0.80 1.29 0.24 18.31

C/N 20 17.00 13.06 15.842 1.61 10.44

C/P 20 502.75 252.94 338.90 60.23 17.77

N/P 20 32.99 15.83 22.09 4.25 19.24

2.2 BRI R R A s TR Y R e
221 ARFEEHSRE T AR A C NP &8 L HA AR AR

Fr ] 2 vl A R R AR AL, il R TC A TP S AR LA R 39AE R A BRAE N iR Bk,
A3 RO 34711 3.80% F1 57.52% ( P<0.05) , BEGFRIE N, iR TN 2 5CRE 5 THEHE 78 R4 bR AF T i85 i
KAE, 5 RO AL BRI NN 6.61% , B HE TSR E LM, A C/N JeTHE R, BIZE R1 ARBEA B8 K, 42 RO Ab P
1 4.58% ., M F C/P 1 NP 28463 Bl 43 51 4y 263.70—410.67 Fl 16.50—26.83 ;75 R1 AL FRSAAE T, — 3% 2 Bl i
/ME, e RO ZEFE 3511 /0 35.79% Fi1 38.49% ( P<0.05)
222 ARFEEHHRE T AN A C NP &8 L HA A A e

F R R ) A Ak e MR A — e A SR (B 3) ,TC 5 TP [B) ) 8 3 IEAH 5% (P<0.01) , 5 N/P
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Fig.2 Contents of C, N, P and their stoichiometric ratios in Nitraria tangutorum leaves under different rainfall enhancement intensity
RIS Tk S [l Bkt B 6] 3 0 8 48 A7 76 .35 22 5 (P<0.05) ; ROR1 R2 (R3 R4 733l 7R SN 2 41 S e K ik ) 0.25%
50% . 75% .100%

W EAAIE(P<0.05) ;TN 5 C/N [H] 24k 3 7 M 5¢ (P<0.01) ;TP 5 C/P Fl N/P 2R 8 2F AR E (P<
0.01) ;C/P 5 N/P 24 i IEAHX(P<0.01)
2.3 BEEINS RN A A A B R A e T R R R R
231 A[EHEREREE T FORE IR T A AR

R pH A1 C/N Fh (3R 4) AN FE Ak 306 oA 4 38 4k 22 3 i RO8 Uil 2 35 52 i ( P<0.01) . 2R
ARAEXE TK 77 A 835 0 ( P<0.05) % pH TS [ TC TN TP AP | AK ,C/N 1 N/P jA: 4] i 3 50 ( P<0.01) ,
KX AN I C/P FALERE0R , HF AL 2 P52 AR IR N/P 77 A2 B30 (P<0.05) , % TS 'TC TN AP [ AK
1 C/P AR R (P<0.01)

Il 4 AT FER RIS TSR LT, 3 pH A TS A2 ML 8 — @ Mk, HbEE + 2R, — & 20 7t-
Re-TE7 6 Jmy o MRS 2 DR EEHG N, 409 42 5 5 0 ol 52 < [T A% Jm s (BL7E R1ARBET | 4% TN BRI

http ; //www.ecologica.cn



24 LG R S VR PO AU AR S Y T pa il ot F A R RN fal i} AL 907

1.00
TC 0.018 0.58 028 044 055 0.80
0.60
N 0.20 -0.95 022 027
- 0.40
TP ’ 0016 -0.96  -0.86 - 020 o
%
- 0 é
CN \ 0.068  -0:43 - 020
~0.40
P 0.87
~0.60
-1.00
2 & & &

B3 BRiMFeFTEERE A
Fig.3 The correlation between stoichiometric trait of leaves in Nitraria tangutorum
TC:4=f% Total carbon; TN: 4= % Total Nitrogen; TP; 4> # Total phosphorus; C/N: #% % b Carbon to nitrogen ratio; C/P; B & Carbon to
phosphorus ratio; N/P : U I Nitrogen to phosphorus ratio; * il # 43 BIZ/R1E 0.05 H1 0.01 /K- | &4 ¢

#OR2 il R4 Ab3N 48 TC &g BRI, fEAHR 1208 EE B2 3 s 3 0, 38 TK 25800 I B hn
o 0—2 em 12, 14 TS I TK 78 R3 Zb PRI K, 8¢ RO AL P43 5134 70 56.39% Fil 32.04% (P<0.05) , 50—
70 em+ )2, +4E pH TS 1 TP Y78 RO A0 Hi K, 8¢ R1 ALH3 5011 4.61% 109.37% F1 68.47% ., 70—90 cm
+J2, 13 TS TC TN 1 TK 78 R3 ZbFHHR K, 48 RO A4 I BE A 25.90% 87.83% 84.40% 1 34.37% ( P<
0.05) .

x4 BREALECZERMAZITERRERSN

Table 4 Dual factor analysis of soil chemical trait and stoichiometric ratios in Nitraria tangutorum shrub

bS]

Index pH TS TC TN TP TK AN AP AK C/N C/Pp N/P
H4TN Rainfall 1.49  11.51"* 11.67"" 520" 571°" 21.17"" 4.10"" 15.88*" 18.89"* 1.03 10.62"" 8.83""
+JZ Soil 7487 3326 16.15"" 8.26"" 12.76"* 2.87" 1.35 21.86*" 32.05"" 1.66"" 8.57 3.517
HFix 1 JZ RainfallxSoil 1.59 6.02°" 629" 2.74™ 1.68 0.99 1.59 2,69 7.207" 1.24 279 1737

s il x SR HIZ/RTE 0.05 F10.01 /KB B E AR

HH LS WA 76 R4 Ab BT BE S )2 TR EERG N, H38 AP R AK FEA%, MiZE L EISMALEE T b g )2 IR
FERGIN , B HGEAGR 2 BT i 5 IR R IR AR AR, FEAR RIS R AL BT, B A 2 R R
i, T E T F R R PR M R AGEE T, 14 C/N (I 2 BT+ fadh G 78 R3 BB, 1058
N/P E AR 2 BT i

TEAHIR) - IR EE S, B G o B BG N, I AR Akt LR L R R [R A% =y . il an, 76 0—
2 em +JZ2, H3E AP 7 R4 AbF R K, % RO AL BRI I 58.21% ( P<0.05) ;7£ 2—10 em + /)2, +3% C/P FIN/P 1E
R4 b3 K %8 RO ALY 38 31.46% F11 70.56% ( P<0.05) . 1E 30—50 em 12, +3E C/P Fl N/P 43 HiI7E
R2 il R3 ZbFH A, 48 RO AL B /11 88.09% F11 88.79% ( P<0.05) , 1E 50—70 cm +JZ, AN F1 AK 7F RO AZbFH i
KB R AL T3 503600 26.66% F1 70.58% (P<0.05) ; C/P F1 N/P 7E R3 kb K, %8 RO AL F 43 i) 4
63.90% 1 88.79% ( P<0.05) , 7 70—90 e¢m 1 JZ,C/P Fl N/P 7£ R3 AbHid K, % RO AL H43 544 /1 109.44%
H1104.95% ( P<0.05) ,
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D CcD BC AB A

2R & /& Total nirtrogen content/(g/kg)
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BBB B A
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B B A

440488 Total potassium content/(g/kg)
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4 AEEFEENERELLE pH. TS MEERSHHMN

Fig.4 The effects of different rainfall intensity on soil pH, TS, and total nutrients in Nifraria tangutorum shrub

2.3.2  R[EIMGRNSRE T A A0E N b2 B S AT LA et

HE 6 A%, 4% pH 5 TS, TN, TP, TK Fl AK 2 B % EH X (P<0.01),5 C/N 2 8 3% Ff ¢
(P<0.05) ,5 C/P 2B FEHAI(P<0.01) ;TS 58I K AK B4 3 EHISE(P<0.01) AR RS0
P R 2 2 IE A DG (P<0.01) , TP SRRk AT i He ) AR 3 T A (P<0.01) ;AN 5 AK 20 8 3% 1E
I (P<0.01) ;AP 5 AK .C/P 1 N/P B4k B 3 IEAHE (P<0.01) ;C/N 5 C/P M B EIEME(P<0.01),5
N/P 5 3 A G (P<0.05) ;C/P Fl N/P 524 8 3 IE A (P<0.01)
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Fig.5 The effects of different rainfall intensity on available nutrients and stoichiometry ratios in soil of Nitraria tangutorum shrub

2.4 SRS UMM LA AL2ERE AL REEARRE 0 57
240 SEFIZRPE T EURE AL HERINE H AL TR B A b H AR A AT

AR R SA A+ S A TR R H B 5 RS -E SO F 18 bt
FEAMU AT MR R (T 1 60 5 3005, JEARAE (40 9% 7.308 3,723 ,2.202.1.235 1 1030
(5). B WA % TTRAN 40.60%F1 20.69% , SR % TMKA N 61.28% . H— EMAME A
R F TC TN TP M i L SRTHIN H A 5 162 VR 45 = M543 T 148 pH TS TN 1 TP
.
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1.00
pH 049 015 032 059 040 0.034 -0.093 025 -0.18 -0.25 -0.14

0.80
TS ok 043 057 0.70 048 0.14 0.019 037 =018 -0.13 -0.020
TC ok 079 042 042 0.064 038 056 022 0.60 0.50 0.60

TN |/ ' , 059 050 043 029 052 -037 029 057 || L o40
TP ’ ’ ok ’ 044 022 -0.026 051 024 041 028/ |
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6 BREMTBEAFERREAFTELBREXYE
Fig.6 Correlation between soil chemical trait and stoichiometric ratios of Nitraria tangutorum shrub

TS &3k Total salt; TK : 24 Total Potassium; AN ; AL Available Nitrogen; AP . MW Available Phosphorus ; AK ; #A(4F Available Potasium

x5 HEWEHTAERNEALTERMHFLEZERSNFETEBERS ST
Table 5 Principal component analysis of soil and leaf chemical trait and stoichiometric ratios of Nitraria tangutorum shrub under

rainfall gradient

S FE 43 Ingredient
Factor 1 2 3 4 5
FHY) Plant TC 0.960 -0.169 -0.186 -0.047 -0.032
TN 0.962 -0.165 -0.184 -0.036 -0.022
TP 0.941 -0.163 -0.170 -0.063 -0.036
C/N 0.950 -0.169 -0.186 -0.058 -0.046
C/P 0.944 -0.172 -0.201 -0.033 -0.018
N/P 0.946 -0.169 -0.201 -0.023 -0.007
135 Soil pH -0.138 0.708 -0.136 0.128 -0.224
TS 0.037 0.838 -0.015 0.135 -0.007
TC 0.639 0.487 0.422 0.307 0.122
TN 0.474 0.731 0.349 -0.228 0.095
TP 0.153 0.845 -0.39 0.069 -0.032
TK 0.154 0.656 0.147 0.074 -0.228
AN 0.098 0.193 -0.334 -0.058 0.843
AP 0.652 -0.043 0.159 -0.071 -0.363
AK 0.602 0.468 -0.182 0.139 0.107
C/N 0.150 -0.366 0.052 0.910 0.050
Cc/P 0.466 -0.203 0.797 0.241 0.146
N/P 0.382 0.035 0.830 -0.342 0.140
FFAE{E Characteristic value 7.308 3.723 2.202 1.235 1.030
BTk Contribution rate/% 40.598 20.685 12.232 6.863 5.724
s 40.598 61.283 73.515 80.378 86.102

Accumulated contribution rate/%
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2.4.2 HEWAAMET At B AbsEi IR S R R

WL TCAT AT AN T) 55— HREE SRR 46.72% F1 2.01% , MR 48.73% , Horb | FIIME A + A B B He X i
F A AL R E T 9 . N/P>pH>ANSTS>AP> TC>TP>C/P>TN>AKSTK>C/N, N/P(F=15.1,P<0.01) Fil C/N(F=5.8,P<0.05) 50 i
FAESETH R OCHER 2R AR 28.40% 11 9.70% (1 7) o AR )1 TC 5138 pH TS 2 F54) AK SAESA AT T 5t i 3 TE ARG
(P<0.05) 1 TN 5 TS AN AK C/N K C/P & &3 IFA X (P<0.05) 1A TP F1 C/N W 5Ex 4 TP AN J& C/N SMERTEIRE 2 B2 IEAHE (P
<0.05) ,H- - C/P M N/P 543 TP AN HI C/N £ i ¥ IFA X (P<0.05) ,

fi# B2 Explains/%
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04 b o
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jN, P T 3 C/p
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7 EREHTERMFUFTEERKE T ERERFHTRSN
Fig.7 Redundancy analysis of stoichiometric trait and soil environmental factors of Nitraria tangutorum under different rainfall gradient

TUARIMHT LGRSk om LIRS T R EAHL IR A R

2.4.3 AT FREAN B b 2E b MR RS R B
MR AL A3 M 25 SR R (3R 6) B MI AR PF N HHE AT 5 TC 54 PR B LR, Hd, Afilrt /i TC TN TP 1 N/P {4 1137
FEeb M 9 1) 28, B TC TN TP 1 N/P 52 TM PSSR C/N T C/P (R4 103 Jy Fi e ) TS A% 8109 R8sk, B C/N 1 C/P 52 TS 11
A=
x6 HWEHETAMNMAAFITEERESEEATENXR

Table 6 Relationship between leaf stoichiometric trait and meteorological factors of Nitraria tangutorum under rainfall gradient

1847 i A 1 2 F P
Index Stepwise regression equation

TC TC=-0.358RAR+3.864TM-0.548RHM~-0.214PS+0.130WS1.217TOP4.789TS+0.133PCP 0.581" 4.288 <0.05
TN TN=-0.290RAR+4.259TM-0.182RHM+0.967PS+0.560WS-0.254TOP3.466TS-0.027PCP 0.410 0.955 >0.05
TP TP=-0.978RAR+0.810TM1.050RHM-0.498PS-0.335WS~-0.947TOP2.104TS+0.039PCP 0.171 1.49 >0.05
C/N C/N=0.114RAR3.170TM-0.063RHM-0.967PS-0.456 WS-0.136TOP+2.217TS-0.006PCP 0.313 0.627 >0.05
C/P C/P=1.150RAR-0.346TM+1.042RHM+0.288PS+0.297WS+0.957TOP+1.339TS+0.054PCP 0.422 1.003 >0.05
N/P N/P=0.984RAR++1.119TM+0.973RHM+0.681PS+0.488WS+0.956TOP+0.277TS+0.100PCP 0.445 1.102 >0.05

PAR ;W52 T A AR ST B4 Clear sky suface pholosynlheicaly ative radiation toal ; TM ; 25 IR Air temperature ; RHM ; 25 SR JE air humidity ;
PS.#1F& J1 Surface pressure ; WS RU#E Wind speed ; TOP . Hi 518 B Surface humidity ; TS H 5 E Surface temperature ; PCP ; [ 7k Preipitation

corected
3 itig

3.1 TR REFR R T A A R R R

TERIIAY A SRR PE T A 23T 0 A2 ) B 2% 48 B X SR 20 WM 22 S ofe i o7 B ) A8 A RIS [ BRI 7 e
Whaen | TTSZ WA A TR A2 T RS AE 2 AR R B, B RS i e TC 5 4 JE W 3 ), L S Jt DRl 2
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