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Abstract; A field manipulation experiment was conducted to study the effects of clipping ( stub-
bled 3 c¢m, stubbled 1 ¢m, and unclipped) , fertilizing ( fertilized and non-fertilized) , and wate-
ring (watered and non-watered) on the compensatory height (CH) , relative height growth rate
(RGR) , specific leaf area (SLA), net photosynthesis rate (NPR) , and total aboveground bio-
mass per ramet (TAB) of two major plant species ( Kobresia humilis and Elymus nutans) in an
alpine K. humilis meadow, aimed to compare the grazing-tolerance of the two species, and to an-
alyze the relationships between the tolerance and the resource availability of soil. The CH and
TAB of the two species had an under-compensatory response to clipping, while the RGR in-
creased significantly with clipped intensity and the clipped effect was accumulative over time.
The responses of SLA, NPR, and TAB to clipping were more sensitive for E. nutans than for K.
humilis. Though fertilization greatly improved the test indices of the two species, the grazing-tol-
erance index of K. humilis under fertilized and non-fertilized conditions was smaller than that of
E. nutans. Watering had little effects on the tolerance index of the two species. It was suggested
that the grazing-tolerance of the two species depended on the resource availability of soil to some
extent, and K. humilis had a higher tolerance ability than E. nutans.

Key words: Kobresia humilis; Elymus nutans; clipping; fertilizing; watering; compensatory
growth.

05 % (CRLARTCR %) BO RN SRAR R R B 50 T A MK 22 A L R el

B (sensitive ) R (resistant) 2 Fft JRPTEAE BB TIX K, ZWPERY DR 25 AEE N
YA R T RE XS 5 A R SR FH L X5 A IR B N ( Belsky, 1986) 3 i 24 T 2R 475 473

F AR B M A, B — LA 3 A

# [E 5 IRBIEIE 4T H (30671490 F131070382) %), R 1) AN (overcompensation ) , £ 5 A4

# % HIHAEH E-mail ;
Wk B3 . 2010-12-23

zhuzhihong@snnu. edu. cn

P37 F, 2011-0321 PRV AN R R R B A 2) S5 A (full



AR T 8 5 i S e ] O AR TR A ) LR

1053

compensation ) , #{ & A Y 1) A= P2 B B 5 R Bk
AR TC 2 5 SO 53 ) IRMEE (under compensa-
tion ) , SRED XS AW A A7 AR TH R i, G AR W) B
R BAK T R Bk B ALY (Belsky et al. |
1993) , AP S5 Bl TAR W) K A B A M 2 i
WO 2S5 R 5T U — DR BB X FIA ) Tl
Yok A AR AR T R X AT R 2 R AR ) 1Y
My EAR A My g A B R AR A (R
852003 ; ISR AE,2006) . BRILZ AN, A A9 FME
AR 5 T ERIE ARG A O, & IR 41T LARR
FEYIAA) 3 BERE 0 FIAT i 4 BE 7, 14 s ke ) #b
e ), NI E—E R B4 A7 ) (R R,
2005 ; B4 ,2007 ), HEACIS AP AR K A M
PRI 78 7 T 155 R A T AR A K TS OG (IR AT A
2005) , Hilbert(1981) AYEERESIUG R W] MY TERL MR
B FRBEIRAEAT T RS R A A ME SOV . TR PE 55
(2002 ) X5 v B A Y BFFE B 3 s 20%
~ 409 P 7K o0k e FE R A AR B AR Wi S A
2 E ROAC A 8O T, L RAE (1999 ) X I
5 aT AL (Stipa breviflora ) BIBFFTIESE , 76 T 5
F R ZR G K O3 2R A R R T R A ) A
FMERY BT R BCRCR 5 B IR SR A
HAE XA A E A KB A T, Gao 5
(2008 ) XF=EHL ( Leymus chinensis ) P-4 F1EFH i WF 5
UEBH XI5 e o3 F 3% 030 0 HA AH B BAEARL
N, RTE W31 BHAE (¢ cooperative” interactions ) ,
V) SR R A %) S T 52 0 T kg < A L
E ( * antagonistic’ interactions ) , fg V8 % K & 1) 1 I
FEMR B2 TRCHRCESRI) TR A 4 A A B R ] R
PTXIAE A 77 A A 1 5 40 ) 22 TB] A 2800 ( ES 2T
MG 2008 ), 73X A 4 2400 55 A P8R
HG BRI FIFREE S5 11, G R £ 5 B 5+ I e IR Y
] #A5: (Trlica & Rittenhouse , 1993 ) A B AR Y Fh 25
( Damhoureyeh & Hartnett,2002) 25K % ,

o R A T b [ B A VAN v
VLR AR (JR) 2% BRI E J 45, 1995) |, 2 3 [ 1wy 98
FRAASREPHRENERNZ - EBER
( Kobresia humilis ) FNIEFE P 5 7 ( Elymus nutans) 53
JH) R 6 ey e ) () R R S AR AR R (RGBT
45,2005 , HC HerE BRI Y 25 S Gl R A R TR
IRIE 25T AR ) B Rt v 9658 06 e A TR P i T i
PR (ESCIRSE,2009) o A DY R N T A 7E
FL N GRS M S A B R . (HL

X g FE 55 fa) AR 2 W 544 22 W T AR I S 2
SEVEIRARAPERIOC AR, i = 0 AL i O 1) o BT
Fto P, BFFEIX 2 i A 09 M A R R PR X T4
PN i AR Yy R R A TR T R e R A
IR A H L, AT o — U A4 i S
56, A3 AT 5 R T T K Ak SR R v e A
{CER7 NS NEE B S AN DA RE o e g SN L T
BRI A KA R AR RS2, B TER X
2 P BT A SRS AR B S IR AR R S 2R, R
o R HL T S R DR LRI

1 HARMXREHARTE

1.1 WFFRIXARA

ARHFFE T 2007—2009 476 T b 5L 5 98 H AR
SR G E KB AN 7T 3 (37°29'N—37°45'N,
101°12'E—101°23'E) ( DL faj AR i Atk ) %% i 5 5L
B N A Y VAR A= - S R =
OB YA M TR I A va BB, 184K 3200 m Z2
i, AEWR-1.6 C,&EBA (1 H)¥E-15 C, &
A (7 ) ¥R 101 C A F B KR 560 mm,
6—9 HRE/KE i 2 AF K E 1Y 68. 6% (ZFEIEARSE,
2004 ) , o B B Aa) 2 I I ML DX A3 A A ) )
Kz — Hoh 5O 58, O Y M & B 7L Y, B4R
11 H—34E 5 HIRE#EA T, 6—10 H AR INIR 2
WU R B R AR B m L, R & 0 E e
A, BRE R f) R L R 4 £ )2 30 ~ 60
em,pH 6.0 ~7.5, B THAb =€, I E Y
AT, AL R 2218, AR A & AR, 2 2 i
AR AR TR R R TR o e X AR AR R K, FE
R 2 SRS E 5 BE R, R VR ™ 8, A 4F Jo 48 %
TCREH, AR TCFE A2 20 d, 76 f R A7 Al 3 AR
R AUK RS (e E) S A R RS (WA
85,2004 ) o PR ARG T FARS A R Ak R 40 e R
TR RN A S 7 T AR
1.2 SEEAR

v BN VR RORL I LR AT AR B N LAY
53 ~15 em, B AR TBTHUIRZE (AR L055,2005) ,
FEMAL R HOIX ) — e 4 A N AR 5 A
TR SRR 6 A LA AR, 7 AKAI 8 A
AR (TR 2R A K, 2008) A Y
A FARARZE A R 08 TR i, A
SER ) TR AT P BT 0 M (R AR 2D AP0 5 AT, 1996)

TP B A AR A B R 2 A AR A R
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FEYI, 15 20 ~60 cm, ZAR R A, ZEFTE 15 ~20
em B2 EE A 1 m VUL, ZHYIIELS BE
et T E R, T ARt AJFAER,8 AT Al
THILIERE,9 A T B JE A B, Bl 5 i A
SR RIS B #R (Songet et al. ,2006) . ZALYIPT
FE PLF, 2004 T K 2400 ~ 4700 m (175 FEH )
DX, ) ol vt ) AR 2R OR 2 i) R LR R,
AL T b R R R AR R A A R R P
& G B SRR (A Y PO 55, 2 Bk
WOk 2> Al HLGR Ak (R 7 41 5, 2005 ; JB] AR B A
2007) .
1.3 SRS HREN 2

2007 4 4 AR, 78 1 A6 vl 55 7 B ) N =
1.2 m MEREEEFL 0. 6 hm? (100 mx60 m) 1) 525
FEHL, SERBE T AN iERE AR Y 3 T 2IX
Wit FXARIFILEEE, 53 3 AR B, BRI R ZH
(NHAXIED)  HpEEXEI (H3 X FIBE2E 3 em) FIH
FEXEI(HL, XEI BB 2E 1 em) . ET EX D@
DX At A (i AT  ASHEAE ) FITsE 7K (BE7K  ANBEK ) 4
L, I3 AKX S 4 mxd m BORFEDT,
45 ARFETr, 14 B2 m 580.25 m FAEBK L
TFIRHP I AT ML 0. 25 m I, B KRE T R
412 mx2 m /NEETT CEEIIX ) 4 DSAEELZ AT
i 1) NENW ANt IR, AN 5K (6 BR) 52) F AW
AE3) W ANBEK ;4) FW . BERGAE S 58K, #ERE1 /D
FEJT 4 8t 0.25 m, ZEH R 1.5 mx1. 5 m {EHE AN
STt A ) AR e K AL ER X RE AN A AbELNEE
[EAHEE 0.5 m, IFA I 0.25 m FAEEk AHEE, LLB;
IEANFEAEER ] K BB 3, TERAS /DT N R 4
0.5 mx0. 5 m HUFERETT, Ho— A Rk ARETT,
YER KIS YA AL AL Z . AT BUREAE 38
a3 AWRERETT R 1 A INIETT

AR5 X TR BEAIG, #F V5 AR Z AR 5
BOR ATIAA KB 1%, EMIAFRBEY S AK
JHCHACTE By 45 AR Ao S R B R 3 AN 1 ~ 2 em g, M
DA N R ] AR SO0 REAT: A A 5 Ak 3L ] J5 4E
6 Hha), 786 H A Sl BT LA 8 H
TG, 0 7 45 A 7 R ) i B B R B, AN KB X
HE P A SR R R K1) 1) Ak L g 1 5 A i 3 i) A
MF 0% 45% F 81% MR, B X HIH /& T
60 CTHRAAME 72 h, FREUH A&

PIPEHRVE 55 (1991, 2002) | F K 25 (2003) . 5
F A (2006 ) FiIjit 445 (2007 ) 7Rk o FE 5 fa)

P e A PN T b ) IS A AR AR | AR S v
()it AT 15t A PR 2R + IR i3k 225 kg - hm™ - a™' |3
K LIS INAE IR K 210 5% ~10% R, AR
DKM PRTE 5—9 H T, B4 2 ~3 IR, Bk
HNIRES. 7 g-2.25 m2 (& N46%) , Wil — e
1.3g-2.25m (% N13.3% ,P63.0% ), TH2/KHT
YIS0, AR BEAEBE 10 kg - 2.25 m™, 2009
AEPOK R ZE 15 kg - 2.25 m ™,

2008 F12009 47 H ), A TPS-1 YA
M H G A 3 ER (net photosynthesis rate, NPR,
umol - m™ + 7)) AR EE 3 K, WE TR
BAH 9.:30—11.30 BFiEAT, #H6A A0 e 45
J , PERENTURERE J7 Th 43 i BEALEC S ARAE 4, Li-
4002 M FRRASCI S TR, 9T F 60 CHE 72 h, FRER
A=, TF A T AR (specific leaf area, SLA,
m” - kg™')

FE W) B EAH (importance value , 1V) MK
15 £ ( compensatory height, CH, cm ) | #4 /5 (14 40 X 4=
£ & (relative growth rate, RGR) 1 SLA % 4% iT 5
wmr.

1V = (AHRE 7 JBE A0 25 B +AHDX 55 B ) x100/3

CH=8 H KWK = BE+6 H XIEIHS 535 B

RGR=8 HIEF /(6 HNIE 5/ # M B x A K

K

SLA =W B/ T8

T Y e 4 >Rk Damhoureyeh 1 Hartnett
(2002) $& H AR POt 1 B0l T, BIVECHOS A A
IVE B SR P 8 A 5 0 BEAH H IR D o0 B0 S 24
1B, BB K W 90T AR, AR S LAXI) 1) i A ) o
(B R K B A A e D 1 A O 3
(ERFRCATEIE e
1.4 Sitortr

FH SPSS 13. 0-GLM H'AY Multivariate ANOVA F2
P, AT 2 XA Y 2250, LX) it
DesK A R ANAEA)y S H 5 AR F 6 E B fMEE AR K
0 R R AR R T AR, o A R
VISt EHEYIE R, 285 LB Duncan K35,
geitR g i i KPR a=0. 05,

2 HRE5HMH

2.1 EEE
RN it BB A B DA K — 35 22 18] 19 28 HAE FH % %
5 L BB ) . 5, A A B A5 T 22 Rl 3
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HERARRE(F 1), REENT, B EEE
(EAEARR BN ST 25 v 1 2 B X b B A 5
ORI 1) 0 B R 761 =2 i) G i v 2 5 5 Mt A,
{EAEARX B f i, o RER R R 2, BN 450 T B
flR(E 1),

Jit FIES Ak L RN A 453 22 1] f) 58 A R Tl Rl o
i e A i A Ak 3 K 4% TR 22 (R Y 28
HAEFIARRE (F2), 2008 4F i I 4b 3 X6f T A 4%

1 OXEKERR, RAK AR EMHIEEERFM

Bl o B G 35 MR S R 5 2009 4E | it AT S
I 2 TRt AR A B it A S 2009 4 E B W
T 2008 4F (& 1),
2.2 tMEAKERE

RIS it FIES &b R4 53 LA R it JIE R AE A5y 22 18] 1)
A AR PR X 0 i M A K v B R T R e, oA
BHEFRERARLE (£ 1), 2008 4, 5% 5 AM:
R PR AR AN NI ) 0 2 v e R R SRR RN

Table 1 ANOVA for the effects of clipping, fertilizing, watering and different years on Kobresia humilis

A5 R F R HEAH MK R A Fe B LR
(em) (m? - kg™') (pmol » m™2 +s7!)
F P F P F P F P F P
C 2 7.841 0.009 " " 26.875 0.000" " 195.418 0.000 " * 3.575 0. 067 1. 461 0.278
w 1 0.305 0.581 4.129 0.064 0.417 0.519 0. 230 0. 632 1. 466 0.228
F 1 4.575 0.034" 40.005 0.000" " 18.882 0.000 " * 0. 860 0. 355 55.674 0.000 " *
Y 1 0.000 0.998 37.636  0.000" * 112.991 0.000" *  180.392 0.000"* 51.818 0.000 " *
B 2 1.512  0.267 6.152 0.078 1.722 0.228 2.831 0. 148 3.262 0. 081
CxW 2 2.089 0.127 2.012 0.137 1.768 0.174 0.010 0. 990 0.219 0. 804
CxF 2 3.388 0.036" 1.414 0.246 0.547 0.579 2.256 0.108 1. 668 0.192
CxY 2 1.045 0.387 3.298 0.079 9.258 0.005" " 5.518 0.024 " 1.679 0.235
WxF 1 1.828 0.178 1.931 0.166 0.930 0.336 0.029 0. 864 0. 002 0. 963
WxY 1 0.091 0.763 0.012 0.912 0.020 0. 889 0.012 0.912 0.021 0. 884
FxY 1 0.246 0.621 11.687 0.001" " 4.731 0.031" 2.112 0.148 1.070 0.302
CxWxF 2 0.829 0.438 0.029 0.971 0.375 0.688 2.130 0.122 0.207 0. 813
CxWxY 2 0.739 0.479 0.786 0.457 0.370 0.691 0. 108 0. 898 0.292 0.747
CxFxY 2 0.103 0.902 1.532 0.219 0.408 0.665 1.231 0. 295 4.239 0.076
WxFxY 1 0.052 0.820 0.269 0. 605 0.014 0.907 0.312 0.577 3.301 0.071
CxFxWxY 2 0.361 0.697 1.520 0.222 0.748 0.475 3.134 0. 066 1.378 0. 255
# P <0.05, % * P<0.01,C XEFEAC, W, 56K Y 4603 B, X4 x 22 BAR .
F2 XIE| HERR, Ferk AR F 0 ETE R E R 0
Table 2 ANOVA for the effects of clipping, fertilizing, watering and different years on Elymus nutans
A5 IR A i W MK DG A 5 FE B RN S
(em) (m? - kg™') (pmol + m™2 +s7!)
F P F P F P F P F P
C 2 2.230 0. 158 25.571 0.000"* 327.330 0.000 "~ 4.579  0.039" 5.178 0.029 "
w 1 0.290 0.591 3.072 0.081 1.887 0.171 0.536  0.465 0. 363 0. 548
F 1 5.545 0.020" 145.501  0.000 " * 86.249 0.000 " " 12.024  0.001 " " 20. 487 0.000 " *
Y 1 1. 508 0.248 65.288 0.000" " 67.710 0.000" " 203.483 0.000"*  20.909  0.001""
B 2 1.939 0. 194 0.567 0.585 1.169 0.350 0.008  0.992 1.506  0.268
CxW 2 2.124 0.122 0.268 0.765 0.256 0.774 0.261 0.770 0.472  0.625
CxF 2 3.036 0. 051 2.322 0.101 7.801 0.001" " 0.569  0.567 3.302  0.039"
CxY 2 0. 694 0.522 7.363 0.011° 3.413 0.074 11.558  0.003" " 0.662  0.537
WxF 1 0. 006 0.938 0.005 0.942 0.057 0.811 0.004  0.949 2.972  0.086
WxY 1 0.030 0. 864 3.367 0.068 1.010 0.316 1.129  0.289 1.506  0.221
FxY 1 6. 464 0.012" 35.095 0.000" " 24.822 0.000 " * 0.004  0.949 0. 021 0. 884
CxWxF 2 0.451 0. 637 0.143 0.867 0.173 0. 842 0.008  0.992 2.613 0.076
CxWxY 2 1. 364 0.258 0.449 0.639 1.360 0. 259 0.326  0.723 2.652 0.073
CxFxY 2 0.274 0.761 0.282 0.754 7.076 0.089 0.022  0.978 0.124  0.884
WxEFxY 1 0.367 0. 545 0.019 0.892 0.090 0.764 2.328 0.129 1.259  0.263
CxFxWxY 2 1. 057 0. 350 0.903 0.407 2.305 0.103 0.958  0.368 0.106  0.899

P<0.05, * * P<0. 01;C,XIJ%J;F,ﬁ@HE;W,:@EWJ(;Y,ﬁzﬁ};B,IXﬁE;X,i;E‘LVEJ'HD
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Fig.1 Effects of clipping, fertilizing and year on the importance value of Kobresia humilis and Elymus nutans
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Fig.2 Effects of clipping, fertilizing and year on the compensatory height of Kobresia humilis and Elymus nutans
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Fig.3 Effects of clipping, fertilizing and year on the relative growth rate of Kobresia humilis and Elymus nutans
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Fig.4 Effects of clipping, fertilizing and year on specific leaf area of Kobresia humilis and Elymus nutans
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RIS it IES Ak 5 R0AE 53 LA R A1) 40 i A 22 1] )
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Fig.5 Effects of clipping, fertilizing and year on the net photosynthesis of Kobresia humilis and Elymus nutans
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Fig.6 Effects of clipping and fertilizing on the total dry biomass of Kobresia humilis and Elymus nutans
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i e JEE R X1 1 56 B8 00084 DRI Dl I, PR v T B8 L R 1
TE RN 58 B a5 (I 7) o N RE i & 3 ek
RTS8 7)) s e AR R AR R
FIFIEAL 2 7 T, 2009 4F B E 9% 5 B2 8 8 A v 2
KT 2008 4 (&1 7) o AN 2 Wy f 1 A o 7 A 55
TR R ATH R AR TS o e e T R4 ol ) T
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B MR B AR R AR R BRI L IS K A b
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Table 3 Average percentage reduction of different response variables and overall grazing tolerance indices of the two species

under different treatments

Y b3 A MR HF B [ €Es
(em) Y (g) iR
= R 7.63 16.16 20.29 14. 69
TSR 22.87 21. 60 36.33 26.93
(o0l -5.23 -15.21 -133.04 -51.16
F RE R < AN it A 5.34 13.92 17.96 12. 41
et B X1 31 it JE -2.54 0. 80 -125.35 —42. 84
T 1) B < A IR 13.29 19.23 20. 20 17.57
R it AT 8.70 7.50 -45.77 -29.57
A P i o BE X1 4.37 12. 66 59.52 25.52
TSR 12.38 17.51 69.22 33.04
(o0 -5.35 -16.15 -117.98 -46. 49
o RE R < AN it A -0.21 11.47 60. 98 24.08
o X)) it E -3.26 -2.09 14. 61 3.09
B RN > AN it A 6.73 16. 04 73.52 32.10
RN it A 6.83 3.92 31.90 14.22
x N HAEH
60 20084 60 - 20094F 60 - 20084E 60 20094E
OFEFOFREREE
w SO w SO c 5 w 5O = 50
ﬁm- Bl B gm- A §4o- ﬂ gm
3 3 i i
ﬁso- ﬁso- ﬁm' ﬁw .
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Fig.7 Effects of clipping, fertilizing, watering and year on the various traits of Kobresia humilis meadow
BUE AT B bR Ui s NH H3 HHL 4350 A F b HL v B2 A0 ) b BN 8 BEXRIAL 3 F A1 NF 53531 A 6 I Ak S8 FIA it S Ak 342 5 A 1) 48 s P
A HR B[] R R R AN TR R BRI AL 57 474 b BE 2 (] 22 521 .35 (P>0.05)
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Table 4 ANOVA for the effects of clipping, fertilizing, watering and year on community characteristic of Kobresia humilis
meadow
2 SRR A BE (%) (% ) B (em)

F 14 F P F P
C 2 4. 828 0.034 " 89. 637 0.000 * * 89. 637 0.000**
w 1 0.316 0.575 2. 405 0. 123 2. 405 0.123
F 1 12.313 0.001 " 136. 875 0.000 " * 136. 875 0.000 " *
Y 1 55. 141 0.000 " * 155. 141 0.000 " * 155. 141 0.000 " "
B 2 9. 681 0. 089 2.107 0.172 2.107 0.172
CxW 2 1.943 0. 146 0.303 0.739 0. 303 0.739
CxF 2 1.269 0.250 1. 369 0.250 1.396 0. 250
CxY 2 17. 468 0.001 " * 1.981 0. 188 1.981 0. 188
WxF 1 0.591 0.443 1.674 0. 197 1. 674 0. 197
WxY 1 0.003 0.956 0. 400 0.528 0. 400 0.528
FxY 1 0. 007 0.933 44.058 0.000 " * 44. 058 0.000 " *
CxWxF 2 0.209 0.812 0. 465 0.629 0. 465 0.629
CxWxY 2 0. 446 0. 641 0. 037 0.963 0.037 0. 963
CxFxY 2 0. 788 0. 456 0.074 0.928 0.074 0.928
WxFxY 1 0.010 0.922 0.213 0. 645 0.213 0. 645
CxFxWxY 2 2.830 0. 062 0.021 0.979 0.021 0.979

# P<0.05, * * P<0.01;C,XE]F AL W, 57K Y, 4R 03B, X4,

3 i i

3.1 BEEmaMEEK

e LR 1 T I A K 1) S e v A1
(B 2) , RIMAAMERL (it T B3 i k& 1)
AMELEKCRE S (18 2) | [ I X1 0 i A 3 B e s T
PR AR AR (BT 3) o sk s b K
B8 7 AN LA S A1) 51 AR A 8 Mk v ARG A R A
RN A Bt S 56 4 BIR A A2 T I 2 (B 3) . B
WM K1) 5 i S Ak 98 A A58 Ko % s R g A
ARSEMAN B35 (R 1), Ud B it A A 3 BB AT RHIKTH
R AN I 52 M 5 280 962 o e ok o P9 M A K A
X2 AT IEREIVE R BB SRR, BT
2008 4F 5% B L I TR AE AN B Ab 2 [H] 25 AN
25,2009 AFEFERF AP~ Ak 3 G 250K T X1 Ak
BH(E 4) 5[] Bs) pif 5 A7 BRI I, L i i AR e s/, 5
/N RR EAE X EN Y 2 b PR (1 4) T H:
b PR F-XoF eI TG 35 R (6 1) o DB R
F I T R T B A2 X S A B A S K L A
R, BRI PURE . R R EOL A ER
FEA R FILbPE 2 0] 22 S5 AN B 3% (A R B 5 4 v
MO A R (K 5) . UM ot G R 2
BRI, s L b A Y X E A S
ERARFE(F=1.147,P=0.404) Bt )5 B &
T AEARAL (& 6) , PR B R R R
TR A REm DL b 25 5 3R WX 3 J5 4 vt B i Ak v A

Kz B G AR TR (it AR f HL e ] 43 A 4 21
K RGBS e HEsE, H E B A YR L #h
PET AR RS R AU 5, RS R R L EME
TR ENLL B2 (& 1) T CRE ik S+
Herh SR R AR A BB VIR, NIMIESE T
Gao % (2008 ) & R #1537 43 A F R4 A “ F5 17
HAEM o 45 B, AW 54 o0 ) 2= Aok
(2008) , T SCHA % (2009 ) FOBIF 5% 45 S — 2, [A) B 3d
AP it AR i B A K T4 O B VR B T ik
N ELAT SRR R
3.2 FEREBEIEAMEA

A el R g A M A K R A LA B ok e A X
AR RTE R i I Ak 1 R HC B AR S e ) AR AR
SRR T A (2 & 3) ARl H A 00
A BE I 20 B R (B 2) o R F) 5t AE Ab 2 1)
HAERN SR A AR K AN B3 (R 1),
ok B it A A B B A R TR K1) 351 B AN R S i), e Al
PR M A R AE 2 AN IERIE F R R8N 55
wMERS, S5 RN B TR B A EL i i
TR R £ 1S3 [ s 52 A 5 it S R 52 36 4 PR
F14) 552 Wi, 58, I e el g e X K1) 1) 4 e 17 7 — o e
AR T R A B IR R A XS A
el (A7 it A Ak B R ) ) 45 R — 2 (A
1) o AFFEIAN, 5 0 B8 IR A5 AR R AT K1 1 0] A
Y4 i B IR , A B4 v A A P it M ( Gao
et al. ,2008) , (HAEA LG | bifi 75 5 00 A PR B K,



AR T 8 5 i S e ] O AR TR A ) LR

1061

AP B L T B T R ) R A 3 e v (R 4 -
2) AR AR T A X Ak B e A
HOR (B S) U B it IR B4 AR F a8 2R T X1 i
JE P BEXNEN SR T Rl B 0 oA e v
SR I A AR VAR TR A A DTG Ay LG P )i
T A SyA RS A A B I b AR R
HeAHRIVEF (K 4,8 S) (B 78 AH [R] i X)) 56 i
FERE 25 F T, Bt T AR A 2 B A 173 1 184 T 28 ¥ ik
INCE 4) | BB A EAEFRAERR (B8, - | A 7R TR
s IR B 5 5% AR AR, H5%
A EL, T AR A b e TR X 1) Ak B A e
AT IAEURR AN, AN TR A1) ) Ao B ) % S L
TR ZE 2009 AFI AR B 25 55 (& 4) |, 1 1 Fl ik
L T RRUAE 2008 A7 RITREDAN 1 56 5 190 2 4
M(E4), SBEH L, TR S Y
XA I Ak P i f o 1, (R AR JS B S
EEAHFE AL (B 6) , DA S5 HE AT RE A A b
X6 A4 14 g B 270 e A2 380 JC AR B D -
R IRATRIRIHI 2, RS (1994) FR B, Bl i 4k
SER JIE PRSI 6 B AR 1) 40 B I BORN i
Hb b AR 2 B0 AR AR AT i A S v
TR BERE 1 B, M 5 Y R (B e RN 2
K ,2008 ) 5 Ut B8 o TR — o WY TS0 Aot B N ' R R
B v B B () S B K- TR RE T, iR
PO A T B R B TR R A T R AR AR MEE R
M (BT S,2003) , UG S iR, (B
Jiti B 2 83 5 %) B i, T 5 i R e A A A R
e B8 3 (19 58 4 L ( Wise & Abraham-

son,2007)
3.3 2 YR LA
ASCEE R i B S T M 0 T

PR (R 3) e m AR AR AESS, &
SR o T B (AR SC P ) o o SRR LA X B
AFXH % BE FIAR XS 55 BE 115 ) R 25 B 7E A [a] ik 3
R0 A O T S R e, X)) A i e
B RMEE A SRR K T A R P e (e
Hiu b S A Wi s B BN /N R e (R
3) it A A e b |- A kB LR
DT 14.6% ~31.9% , &S I T 125. 3%
~45.7% (2 3) . VLB A FEGT T Fe b el e b -
P SN T, PRI, VA TR A 1 TR R
T 3 IR AR AR EL i AT A 2550 348 R X1
SR JE AR AR 57 ASWESE ey P8 i R

f AR R A 1) s JRE BR80T ol | %2 i
JEILE P BN E ST R B R A, ELIE AL Ji5
W R e B LR i B X R N (181 7)) o AT
FEIBRW], 2 W0 R E it AL 3 A £ e o A 5 5 o
ANBEE AR e 3 — 30, RV Y FE R X R A A
T ARAEAMAA A, Tl e T ) F) b i 1 A
TS PR AME IO TH AL A S IR S AME BE T [R]
2O JEE A S IR B IR A L[R2 W i 3K 73
HSE IR AR/ (R PR, 2010) o PS5 2R Rl 3
B TERPIE g B2 AN 22 B R b I R A TR e 5 T
TR AT, (I E SR T i - S A= i T i
& LM 25k TR RE PR, 5T HLE A AT g
A LT ILA

DB L EE R AL 3 ~15 om, 73 BE
T T T, BA—5E B, [R]HE 1A TR
ARZEF BRI KB IR T LA AR 5 2 X e
9 R A R Y R A 5 i T R A 2R
37, B IR 60 ~ 150 em, AR BAT A IR HYZITAR AR =5
SYBERE IO AECEERT 200 T b R 5y 2 BSR4t
DT -4

2) HE AR TR T o v e e 0 S A R e P A
Yy, FpE R AR A L 23 BE ORI 73 BB 384 i 2L R ok
IR R FRAE (ARG LD, 1994) , RIS
PRI 0 ILIED % 5, R4 v v B Jmg 38 1 i 52 i
7, S W 3D P PR AR DAL 5 T A A
MREEB A e REAR Y, B A ) P s IR 2R 358 64 5 P
B AP SR BE ) (RS SRR SKAR AR, 1990)
A 32 BACR A BCRCR B, ST 25 32 3™ E 4
A2 BH, RIVEAT F 6 A 357 o0 B R ok A5 0
R AERCARPET A SR TRl T AR R

3) R R TEREPE A H I AR A
R X X1 Ak B ) i ) A ORI
VRO 5 RN B2 N B Kb PR S0 L T BR ARG 2 AL
WALAESER 2R 2 4F A4 R B M A P ) ) S 25 22 e (I
4,18 5) o BRI AL Xk T RS - A RO BT
femt s e 1 LR A it A AT B2 A T (e
5,2010) , {EUAE FE A9 A P 5 ZARHE T A ) 5 )%, HL
AR BE X S0 Fet ROt & BE 0 45 21 W 2 g
S, UNSRSEIOAIF SR | Aol S s R B H B R
(K4,K5),

MELE 3 J5 0 FUBOR TR, 6% i e P i A T
TR ot v B A 8 9 D4R T LA R A st )
IR BRI PR BURE ST o P T s M R



1062

R E30E Fe

Bl HAT AR B TR O, AN B SR AE XX 2 ARl 3L
A 1R 0 ) ] SRR I S ) R B B R T
HORETS A L, — T3 T 4 T CHOR) P 55 B ()
FHFRART 50% , 53— T i Bl LA 8% i IE 47 281 48
TN, 30 T B AR O R ) B0 453005 , ik 55 v 7€
] - HEFR AN R X AR A B BR A A £ K
S HERF VS W IR 2 REVE AR 902 7= 1 )
e VE AR A O FE 2L (K BE AR, 2005 5 K E £
55,2009) o AN SR TR PO 9 FEBCR O * o i e
i) R A A 0Tk B R R I ) I i TR
(4 RAE 1987) RIBFSE A5 e 3R B TIEYE

S5 3k

HER, BEE, DEHF, % 2005 FE4 RS
FI X /INE e R A R SN ARSI, 24
(7): 729-735

EEEAE, 25O, DA%, S5 1999, A E R R R
SR AMENE R K IOBFFT. SEH2AR, 7 (1) 1-7.

TIPE, T, FEw, . 2005, X E] S F AP A [F] 4 5
TR AME SR ST BP9, AW A SR, 29 (5)
740-746.

ZEAE | A, BR, 45 2004, WS R MRS R
GLRE L AR AR AR B RN BRRE, 23
(4) . 558-567.

oW, REAK, FREIMT, 4. 2007, TR IR AR IR i SR A
o) FE 5 A i AR BE 7 X5 it AR 5 A1) 0 A iR . AR A
2427 (6) . 2288-2293.

THETME, R . 2008, ASE) LA 30T S R B AR ) A M
AT, PdbRbEH, 17 (1) 211-215.

LR, MHE, HAR, 4. 2006. A\ TR 281
R 3R Ak TR AR AN AR R . T
e, 36 (2):1-3.

IRV, Bfath, SR, 45 1991, S i) E Y
oK M TFAKFEE IR A IFST. a1 (1) 133
—141.

TRHREVY, FEMES, BRIEI, 2. 2002, IR T M)A )
ST AR 0L B A 0 i R ) L. AR AR S 2 R, 26
(3). 288-294.

M O EE, wAR, 4. 2007, ¢ B4 8 B LD
R R A, BH2AIR, 15 (6) ; 543-549

M, ABar, Z894E | 45 2010, A& it AR FIBE K 6 &
T S A A R AR R AR, 29 (5): 1-8.

FREE, R, R, & 2005, 585 A [F 5 B
B TS ET I RRMR. AA¥NaE, 24
(5) . 483-487.

FREE, AL, WIRVE, 5. 2003, MDA N B FE % S
TR BV I R DAY, B AR, 12 (2) . 25—
29.

EWEVE, FEEW, (4T, 2003, FhEESS B 560 % de i bl
B X E 5 A MR T R . FE AR S 2R, 27 (4)
477-483.

FJa 3, SRR 1990, RARTEAMPE B AP RE A KA A Ak
A PERESE. PEEHL, (1) . 18-25.

FChR, RGLL, WSS, 2. 2009, JHCHONS R AN A 55 IR

X G 55 ( Kobresia humilis ) 53R 53 BURIAMAE
K. 2554, 29 (5) : 2186-2194.

B, RARED, ARSRAE, AE 2010, JBCHCOR B R AE B B IR
X e ZE A RE VR AMEERE S BRI, 22N RS AR, 46
(1):77-84.

Wt 2ok, 2008, K% A ow A K 5 A ) A8 iF
gL THERZEAA, 26 (1) 31-34.

R, RARLL, IR, SF. 2009. o FERE g B R )
ZHEE S TIRE 2 FEME XS WAL 77 FI . RS 4R
7, 28 (6):999-1005.

ARG, Do dR, AL, 2006, XI]H) RO R A K Y
FMZSBON. R, 24 (4) 2 17-20.

JAAER R A B SR, AR 2007, R L ) R A A
T R IR AR SRR E AT S, R R M e A, 29
(2): 13-25.

JAPERE, EJRHE. 1995, 7 5 e IR A 5T iy BUAR 450K
WEFIRFEE R . RS R (4 4R, deat: B
SR

JAXR, T, RIEE, 5. 1987, KRR BT %
A R R L R e b A A S S )
R, 11 (4) 2 276-285.

ARG, XUEEF, AL Al 2005, W IRARASE AR A B 40t
e DI R AR AN YUY, 25 (10)
2056-2061.

AGGLL, PMHTT. 1996, o FERE v B AP AE AR TR oA 1
MR, FAIAAR, 38 (8) : 653-660.

RELL, TN, BRI 1994, AN [RI AR BE T B v RS
PER MR SIS 5. AR5, 14 (1) 40-
45.

Belsky AJ, Carson WP, Jenson CL. 1993. Overcompensation
by plants : Herbivore optimization or red herring. Evolution-
ary Ecology, 7: 109-121.

Belsky AJ. 1986. Does herbivory benefit plants? A review of the
evidence. The American Naturalist, 127, 870-892.

Damhoureyeh SA. Hartnett DC. 2002. Variation in grazing tol-
erance among three tallgrass prairie plant species. American
Journal of Botany, 89. 1634-1643.

Gao Y, Wang DL, Ba L, et al. 2008. Interactions between her-
bivory and resource availability on grazing tolerance of Ley-
mus chinensis. Environmental and Experimental Botany,
63: 113-122.

Hilbert DW, Swift DM, Detling JK, et al. 1981. Relative
growth rates and the grazing optimization hypothesis. Oeco-
logia, 51 14-18.

Song MH, Tian YQ, Xu XL, et al. 2006. Interactions between
root and shoot competition among four plant species in an
alpine meadow on the Tibetan Plateau. Acta Oecologica,
29. 214-220.

Trlica MJ, Rittenhouse LR. 1993. Grazing and plant perform-
ance. Ecological Applications, 3. 21-23.

Wise MJ, Abrahamson WG. 2007. Effect of resource availabili-
ty on tolerance of herbivory: A review and assessment of
three opposing models. The American Naturalist, 169 ; 443
-454.

EEB N B, &, 1986 B4k BB A, EENE
MY ESFI5E . E-mail . fanruijian@ stu. snnu. edu. cn
EERE XINE




)

T

o

o) A o AR Y R A 1 B

1063




