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The Seasonal Dynamics of the Biomass of Medicago sativa in the Degenerated and A-
bandoned Arable in Chaidamu Basin. L | Xiao-ming', GA Qiejiang', CANG Sheng
hai', QI Yinglin®, YANG Hui-ging*, FEI Yingxia', WANG Qi-ji®, PENG Hong
chun?, NIU Dongling® (1. Grassland Station of Haixi Prefecture of Qinghai
Province, Delingha 817000, China; 2. Northwest Plateau Institute of Biology, the
Chinese Academy of Sciences, Xining 810001, China) : Grassland of China, No. 3,
2001, pp.29 34.

Abgtract :  There are artificial grasdand of Medicago sativa in the degenerated and a
bandoned arable in Chaidamu basn. The recovered result of vegetation is good. The
aboveground biomass of the second-year Medicago sativa and the seanal change of
aboveground biomass of community al showed " S’ curve, and the top of growth period
isat the end of the August. The growth rate in different seaon of Medicago sativa,
forbs and community biomass is different. The period of the maximum growth rate of
Medicago sativa and community biomass isin the July-August , and that of forbsisin
theJune-July. The mixed owing of Medicago sativa with Avena sativa notoey im-
proves the living rate and overwintering rate of Medicago sativa seedling but as in-
creases aboveground biomass by 31. 82 % than that of sngle owing, and improve bene-
fitsof the same year.

Key words: Chaidamu basn; Degenerated and abandoned arable; Medicago sati-

va; Dynamicsof biomass
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