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Abstract: This study investigates the changes in soil organic carbon (SOC) components and the carbon sequestration
potential associated with varying degrees of degradation in alpine meadow soil on the Qinghai-Xizang Plateau.
Utilizing the internationally recognized physical grouping method, SOC is categorized into particulate organic carbon
(POC) and mineral-associated organic carbon (MAOC). The analysis focuses on the characteristics of SOC
component alterations and the carbon sequestration potential in alpine meadow soil subjected to different degradation

levels: [no degradation (ND) , light degradation (L.LD) , moderate degradation (MD) , and heavily degradation
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(HD) ]. The findings reveal that light, moderate, and heavy degradation led to reductions in soil organic carbon in
the 0— 30 cm layer of the alpine meadow by 24.54% , 34.45%, and 34. 81%, respectively, with significant impacts
observed in the 0—10 cm and 10— 20 cm layers (P<Z0.05). Degradation resulted in a decrease of POC by 43.47%
—56.01% and MAOC by 17.61% —31.20%, indicating that POC constitutes the primary component of SOC
loss. Furthermore, the relative analysis using random forest methodologies identifies soil total nitrogen (TN), bulk
density (BD), and pH as the principal influencing factors on soil organic carbon and its components, with soil TN
exerting the most significant influence (P<Z0.01). Correlation analysis indicates a significant positive relationship
between SOC, POC, and MAOC with TN, while a negative correlation exists between BD and pH. The study
estimates the carbon sequestration potential of the soil (0—30 c¢cm) for the recovery of light, moderate, and heavy
degradation in alpine meadows at 1.97, 2.78, and 2.86 kg-m *, respectively. Notably, the surface layer (0—10
cm) contributes 54.93% of the total carbon sequestration, highlighting its critical role in carbon sequestration
potential in this region. The research findings provide a theoretical foundation for restoring degraded alpine meadows
and offer scientific support for carbon sequestration strategies within grassland ecosystems on the Qinghai-Xizang
Plateau.

Key words: grassland degradation; soil organic carbon; particulate organic carbon; mineral-associated organic

carbon; soil carbon increment potential

o FE A AR Ry T R IR A AR S R G, B AR AR R T RE AR B AR, B2 AR AR AL R S B
2 HE P FE R T R R R e FE ] T I AN AR R AR AP R IR AN OB AR S R G AR E
PRI 55 DI BE 38 &5 BB A LR M TR . R A HLAR O BT B RO PR bR S AL A i AR b
WY E T HJERE Sy FnA: 7= 07 . A AL R B IR O R i 2 A2 A B S AR E R SGEE F . Ak, 10
LB At 2t 1) IR R 3O 25 X6 4 BR ARG R AN A AR b A TR R w1 BFSE R AT, 1960 — 2000 AF 15 A Ji B Ml
B S B CO R 2028 29. 53X 10° t C, 1 52 1R 1k B b 7 > 09 [8] Bie %00 X T 00 2% S A8 A 2 OCH 22 . Hfh
A R IR b M A BT 13k F) 9. 06X 10° kg Cea o R, TEABIF ST B I 1k ad B b 4 HEA HURR A 40
G3 B AR AR S 3EIE RS X T AR A R b S RN OR AP T R e AR S B R BRI FEE R X

MR, O TSR b IR A A AL Y S T P ARG E L L AR B AT IR A LB (soil organic carbon,
SOC) % 43 i ki 25 A LK (particulate organic carbon, POC) Fl & #) 45 4 25 4 ML (mineral-associated organic
carbon, MAOC) ™ ' PRI, e US| JHl e P T 68 55 Oy 10 EL A W 00 25 5 o 0 P R X AR 40 e 82 4 i 1) A )
BRAA LB, A 8 op R B AR R R 22 L B = 0 W) OR3P 5 W L SR IR W S 0 A L 6 T R A R Y )
Ak BB 5 A H A A3 R U P R A ) R AR S - T BT A 5 TR I, TE B R I ) A R R
5y A A oy O T A AU AR B Y W, B R R AL AR R POC 5
MAOC B , AT LA 78 SOC B R PN AR 5 4 1y 22 A, AT B8 4 i A IR A 1B A6 T SOC B 2 ML 15 39 0 9
73, R R A AT S IS S . I T R Y R b AR A X A LB B2 R A AH SC AT IR L OC TR AL m M A
LB 0 2 220 72 v 2 20 A5 AR R AR 5 18 AR 38 47 AN A B BF 5 56 1 3] o b 3 Ak X - 48 P SR AR 5 B e s L AT
ik = AR A b AT LK 2H 73 (POC A MAOC) 28 Ak B AR S H DG BE 52 il X1~ B9 IR AT o TRl 3G 7 4 e a1 71
T 7 BT 22 B ) T AR AR R G A B X s TR Ak e S ) SRRV R DAY

BT AT DU ] B AL R R e JE ) S X i 5 D E R [A] 42 2 IR 2 POC 5 MAOC & &, 43t s FE
i) 1 3 A AL 20 53 53 A K Jy B R IR A iy i 1oy B AR, B A ()R A A R e TR ) - SRR O JR R R LA
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AT O 20 73 15 M R 3 T 0 AR RE OGP 5 4 A Rl R
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1 #MR5FE
1.1 HREHEA

BfF 5 DX A7 T 75 g D AR AL 0 I T 48 G A Bl LR 98 R A M L1 B (317517 — 337337 N, 101°51 —
103°22" E) , i X B9 7 21 340 3500 meo 2 X3 T g IR Rl i, (KA T, R AR A o A7 2
1.4°C,ZH FHREKE 769 mm, HZ LR F5—9H o RN & 1l R 4 5 58 B fa) J2 2 X 3l 32 25 il 9k
A R RN F2 A B BT (E Lymus nutans) (59 BE# (A grostis matsumurae) &7 B (Kobresia humilis ) #1174
)1 % (Kobresia setchwanensts) 55 R AR FIVE FRAEY) , 8 AE BT (Oxytropis ochrocephala) 57K 11 4€ (Tibetia
himalaica) %5 G FHFE ¥, 4 45 55 3% (Saussurea nigrescens) W 4 i 75 ( Gentianopsis paludosa) . & 111 45 55 (Aster
alpinus) MG G2 & 32 (Potentilla anserina) S5 4225 W
1.2 HREELEHRRE

AR 2 1) 3R A AR e I 3R AT 7 91, 2 25 1 G L e 9 o e o i OGR4 00) Y AR Al A A e B R
My b A e 0 08 A O W R S ) R AR A (R 1) o AR B SY X ) gk BBCE AT AR SR A 9 KGR 4K (none
degradation, ND) % & iE fk (light degradation, LD) . 71 i} fk (moderate degradation, MD) Fil 5  iB fk (heavily
degradation, HD) = ZE R fa) BEHb o BR AR Ak 5 4% B 1R Ak 50 b 2 8] 9 25 24 100 m &b, HL Ay AU R (] % 1 km A2
Ao ARIBACHFE IR N BT T 29 1048 A9 B8, 300 1) TCAT AT el T4 . f IR AR AR B 8 34~ E A ME L, T4
P H T A 10 m < 10 m, 2% B 4l [1] B 22 /0 50 m, 38 12 HE ™

T 2020 4, 7E B b N BE AL AT 5 50 em X 50 em BAE T, H3F 60 N FE T o B e AR T R B AT R T
A R I E M B AR R . TR RN B )2 (0~10 em . 10~20 em ,20~30 cm) il £ 4 (4
5em)RE2H T3 SR LB SRR G B BRI S . IERESS  20, — I RO
JAR T A g A SR AR S A T SR /N O DR AF TR IS i, B Lk 5 e RO AIE 8 6 - SR ZE AL A S e [ S I
J& AL BE AR RO 2% BT, UF A A B R 48 B AR R /N H (<S8 mm) , SR 5 R A Ml R AR A 54N JBUIR LA
BAE,BRXT . 55—l 2 mm b, Pkl AIR AT WA R . R ARKGEG, T 65 CTH T RHE, Frigf5it5H
Mg N AR, 130 4 CR B T 2 13855 /K i (soil water content, SWC) A 9 42 W) i il
(microbial biomass carbon, MBC) . T % ¥4 #L % (dissolved organic carbon, DOC) | £ 7% % (ammonium nitrogen,
NH, -N) . fif & A (nitrate nitrogen,NO, -N); 75— H A K T 0E 3386 LAk 4 77 i 58y I ok 2
B pH o AN [RVR A6 B LA 4 R - AT 43 3] DL 3R 1 RNk 2.

R1 EEHFE
Table 1 Vegetation characteristics
it H KB BB PR AR GHESiEg 1
Item None degradation ~ Light degradation =~ Moderate degradation ~Heavily degradation
i1 b4 B Above-ground biomass (gem ) 297.51£15.74a  203.53+£15.61b 137.00£19. 17¢ 123.52421. 95¢

0~30 cm 1 F 2 )+ Below-ground biomass in 0—30 cm (g+m™?)  519.95469. 59ab ~ 627.41+113. 33ab 908.18£192. 67a 248.42+35.03b

15 1 Height (cm) 23.580. 56a 18.014-0. 58b 15.564+0. 25¢ 14.53+0. 12d
¥ Coverage (%) 87.4+2.5a 73.441.3b 63.0+1. 6¢ 62.0+1. 6¢

T A — BN HE %L Shannon — Wiener index 2.714+0.04a 2.58+0.04a 2.35+0.09b 2.38-0.06h

o T 2545 B Simpson index 0.9271+0.0073a 0. 9339-+0.0020a 0.922540.0047a  0.930540. 0044a
F 5 E 5 Richness index 20.67+0. 94a 19. 3340. 29a 16.20+0. 46b 17.20+0. 31b
Y57 B 46 51 Pielou index 0.90+0. 06a 0.87+0. 02ab 0.85+0.01ab 0.84+0.02b

AN TR - B R AN R AL R B [|) 25 5 58 %5 (P<<0.05) . R [, Different letters indicate significant difference among different degrees of degradation (P<<

0.05). The same below.
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F2 tTEEAMER

Table 2 Soil physical and chemical properties

T2 it [ RiB1E BB TR A HZIR
Soil layer Item None Light Moderate Heavily
(cm) degradation degradation degradation degradation

0~10 A+ 4555 7K & Soil water content (%) 32.67+2.06a 25.90+1.52a 28.50+1. 44a 28.5641. 16a
%5 Bulk density (g-cm *) 1.0240. 04b 1. 14=0. 02ab 1.1940.02a 1.1940.02a
FHi 5 1 Clay concentration (%) 5.76+1.23b 9.02+0. 22ab 8.41+1. 64ab 11.46+0. 32a
kL & Silt concentration (%) 32.67+5.59b 49.14=+2. 16ab 40.41+7.71ab 54.10+1.29a
A1 3R 14734 T 44k B A% Mean weight diameter (mm) 1.18+0. 03a 1.1840.03a 1.020. 01b 1.0040. 03b
pH 5.84+0.0la 5.86+0.06a 5.87+0. 06a 6.02+0.06a
4% &% & Total nitrogen concentration (mg+g ') 2.9740. 35a 2.07+0.03b 1.6740. 24b 1.83%0.09b
4= & Bt Total phosphorus concentration (mg-g ') 1.9840. 23a 1.7640. 28a 1.5440.02a 1.5040. 22a
% W & 8 Available phosphorus concentration (mg+kg ') 34.8041.50b 49.50+0. 30a 47.90+1. 60a 13. 60+ 1. 40c
A NH, N (mgkg ") 14.5042.60a  11.1941.30ab 7.50=+1. 30b 7.20=0. 60b
A A NO, -N (mg-kg ") 62.804-20. 30a 28.00410. 40ab 18.00£7.40b 10. 1044. 40b
A A HLIK Dissolved organic carbon (mg-g ™) 0.30=0. 06a 0.30+0. 04a 0.23-+0.04a 0.2140.01a
R Wy A By Bk Microbial biomass carbon (mg+g ') 0.5340. 10a 0.66+0. 10a 0.57+0.11a 0.5840.11a

10~20 + 357K i Soil water content (%) 27.74+3.34a 24.88=+0. 46a 23.66+2.11a 28.92+3.64a
% Bulk density (g-cm ™) 1.1940. 06a 1.2840.03a 1.3140.05a 1.2840. 06a
Zki 2 Clay concentration (%) 9.13£0.69b 9.4040. 31b 7.44+1.30b 11.97+0. 13a
Bk & Silt concentration (%) 53.10%4.52a  48.00%2.57a 34.1745.17b 55.97+2.00a
P 3 PRS- 24 1 B 1% Mean weight diameter (mm) 1.10£0. 03a 1.08%+0.01a 1.01£0. 03a 1.0540.0la
pH 5.794+0.04b 6.0540. 06a 6.01+0. 05ab 6.0740.04a
4R & it Total nitrogen concentration (mg-g ') 1.50£0. 06a 1.13+0. 09a 1.07£0.07a 1.07£0. 22a
4= & i Total phosphorus concentration (mg-g ") 2.014+0. 29a 1.5940. 18a 1.6540. 25a 1.60+0. 15a
% W & & Available phosphorus concentration (mg+kg ') 39.3040. 10b 52.0040. 80a 36.7042. 20b 10. 7040. 50c
S A NH, ' -N (mg-kg ") 12. 60+ 1. 80a 9.0041. 10ab 7.1041.70b 7.6040. 80b
AENO, N (mg-kg ") 16.1044. 20a 16.80+7. 10a 24.40+7. 80a 10. 70+4. 20a
Al AT HLRKR Dissolved organic carbon (mg+g ') 0.30+0.02a 0.24+0.03ab 0.17+0.02b 0.1820.03b
WA W A By % Microbial biomass carbon (mg+g ') 0.46+0. 10a 0.49+0. 12a 0.36+0. 13a 0.1740.03a

20~30 + 35 7K i Soil water content (%) 21.3141.45a 18.4342. 26a 21.82+1.65a 23.5340. 76a
%5 % Bulk density (g+cm™®) 1.3140.01a 1.3840.07a 1.354:0.03a 1.384-0.03a
FiokL £ Bt Caly concentration (%) 0.24=+0.11b 0.15+0. 20b 0.28+0.07b 0.99-+0.08a
# L it Silt concentration (%) 28.50£5. 05b 23.70=£0.77b 33.86£4.01b 54.34+£2.40a
V3 44T 24 % 142 Mean weight diameter (mm) 0.99+0.03a 0.920. 0lab 0.840.05b 0.78%0. 04b
pH 5.98+0. 05a 6.1640.04a 6.20+0. 08a 6.2040.03a
42K & i Total nitrogen concentration (mg+g ') 1.0340. 09a 0.83+0. 15a 0.83-0.03a 0.7340. 15a
4 7 i Total phosphorus concentration (mg-g ") 1.86+0. 28a 1.824+0.03a 1.4340. 20a 1.70%0. 08a

&4 & Available phosphorus concentration (mg-kg ") 44.3040. 80b 50.80+0. 50a 20.7042. 10c 10. 60+8. 00d

E A NH, N (mg-kg ) 21.10£9. 50a 12.7045. 80a 7.60=£1. 20a 6.4040. 40a
s A NO, -N (mg-kg ") 29.2011.40a  31.60=%21.60a 17.1045. 90a 13.20+3.70a
A AT HLRR Dissolved organic carbon (mg+g ') 0.2540.04a 0.1740.02a 0.2140. 06a 0.1940. 03a
828 B A )5 8% Microbial biomass carbon (mg-g ") 0.24+0.06a 0.3340.06a 0.35+0.11a 0.08+0.01a
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1.3 #Saor

1.3.1 4 53 4k s + 3 4 & (total nitrogen, TN) & & % H JC & 43 #7 {X (Elementar, Vario macro
cube, f#[E ) (K- Bk be ik ) %€ o 4 3 5 UK i (soil water content, SWC) 2R A 4 4 7K 43 {1 (Spectrum Field
Scout TDR300, 3 [# )M & ; 1 1 4 #% (total phosphorus, TP) &% 25 &0 il 25 & & & R H % 223 s 2 i Al 2
(Alliance, Proxima, ¥ [E) CHBSHTHL (1) 0 L HERUAE Wy A W bk ik 5 3 SR DA HILA 23 74X (multi N 3100,
HT1300, 78 ) (507 5 280 $E k)™, A 38 28 A I o 19 2 19 LAk 2 it B0 h T s M ALie . R FH e vk
ME 3 pHOK N 2.5:1.0) 0 R BOEHRE I (Malvern, Mastersize 2000, e [& ) ] 22 4 e Wik 4L 1 . R H
T 7 925 7 K AR A SR AR A L (>0, 25 mm Ry K H A 5 0. 053~0. 250 mm Ay i A1 F 4 5 <<0. 053 mm Ky Z
WL, I F) - 14 & B 15 4% (mean weight diameter, MW D) 143 JE 4k % ( fractal dimension, D,,) & W #r A 1Ak Fa 2
P MWD B33 A 08 -

MWD:i’:w,-Xl‘,-
i=1

K w, TR R AR A AR A 43 9 o o R 0 A HE (V0 s R B kAR SR R AL A 1 Y AR
(mm),
i o A R AR A R AR A TR AR RO TR A 0K B A T BT b U R o A S B R AR
B LR
M(r<z, .
1Ogm<;41>:<3Dm)10§10< L )

T max

A M R ARG B TR s M (<< 20) Fom /T, 19 BRR R T 5 7, KO8 AR AR 35 T DRI Y
I 5 20,0 RN B RO AR 34 A% 53— D, ROR ARG T B IAE D, o8 TR RIK L 4i 48
1.3.2 A PR A 73D E + A HURR 2 53 T 72 2 2% IF etk Cotrufo 25 (1) ik o FRELS gt 2 mm 0 (1) XL
TR HOBCE T 50 mL g0 A8 L IR 25 mL Nali i [ % 52 (1. 70£0. 02) g-em *], JH 452 1 min J5 4 5
OB AR AR (60 remin ") 30 min J& , # & 1 h, B 208 A B AL, B0 (3500 remin ') 15 min, #0045
Jo R R B VE WO 2R 0. 45 pm A BB |, AR AliK pE TR DB IR B A AE G 3 YR (AR 25 mLL) |, FH B 4l 7R D 5
AR PR AR A D, 60 CCHE LML T 2 4 H S AR B AT A5 2 A S B 0K A A AL AR IR B (free particulate
organic matter, FPOM) . FI 4 #8470 H 2 8 F /K sy Wk IE B0 05, in A 30 mL 0. 5% 7 fh B 2 41 Fn 3% 55 2% , ¢
200 remin "R 18 h, B MR A LA 53 pm 1Y 07 -, FH M 2K ph gk 0 - 2= JCVE MO O 1 o BR B T b AR
A FHBR 4l 7K e ABR &b L 7E 60 "CAA M TR BE 1 22 i o 5 FR R, BT A 3 - 3 A 2 0RE S A L BT HE A i (occeluded
particulate organic matter, OPOM) . il i 53 pm i (9 K¢ & BY Sy 35 5 4 25 WOk A ML B AL 38 A 5 (mineral-
associated organic matter, MAOM) , ¥ H B 4l K e AfR &b, 60 CEEM T 2 E & /5 R E .

A IE R 23 7 AL (Elemental vario MICRO CUBE , 8 [¥ ) il 5 L) b AU i 5 A7 HLAK &5 4, 5 T - SR i 10
(o] g o R 45 2] 4 A i B UKL &S A5 HLAR (free particulate organic carbon, FPOC) | 41 & Wik & A HL#% (occluded
particulate organic carbon, OPOC) I ¥ 45 &5 A MR (MAOC) F i o BRI AKX -
~ Mepou + Mopow T Myaowm

JoT g [l (26) X 100
MBulk
ﬁ’ﬁ’éq&%(% ): MI-'[’()M >< OCI-‘[’()M + M()l’()M >< OC()I’()M + MMA()M >< OCMA()M >< 100
MI’)ulk
Mipon X OCryp
FPOC(gCkg ' soil )= —-™ M %100
OCBulk >< MBulk
Mopon X OCop
OPOC(gCkg ' soil )=—~ S X100

OCBulk X MBulk

Myaon X OC
MAOC (g Ckg ' soil )=~ MY %100
O(/Bulk >< MBulk
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POCQUH@lsmU—mem><OSEKEXKKKN<OQMM><NO

F Y Misov s Mopow ~ Muyaow Bl M 53 5148 2 0 43 J5 4T 453 2 19 FPOM . OPOM \MAOM 1 4= + 1 i 1 5 OCrpou
OC opon ~OCoaon F1 OCy. 53 M F 78 FPOM . OPOM \MAOM Fl 4= + s 45 LA &5 &, 807 g kg "4l 47 .
1.4 FFEH

LA IR Ak 5 A A BLAR by BEOE I K - A AR R S 2 FOR A B A T AR A R AL R B v 9 R ) £
RIS B VW o ST T AR A PR BTV T A TR AR b R b b A HLAR 2 B S b A PR 2 R Y 2
B o R F SPSS 22.0 % 4 9 #f V& S Ty GE #E R E . 1 58 B A0 M BT A ML 41 43 1 A7 B R K O 22 43 B (One-way
ANOVA) . RHLYERE 58 - Hm LA 0 5 FZ IR F IR A R o 4T B RS 90 850 0 A1, I8 5 AN 2 1E
A0 A B EHE (SOC . POC TN) #EA7 X B 4, DL /& IE 8534 o R R 4. 2. 24 ) random Forest £ #F 17 i #1
FRARAE A 55 PR 5% R 7 A AL I 4143 W AR XS B M . Graphpad prism 9. 4. 1 fil OrignPro 2024 ¥4 7/ER .

2 HBREHSH

2.1 FREBAAEGEE G LE MK

0~10 cm +J2 , B £33 SWC . pH . TP .DOC A1 MBC 4b, i € 55 i) iR b 1 3% %2 W + 4 BD Bk Bk MWD |
TN.NH, -NFINO, -N{&#(P<<0.05), +EBD Fikifvkybi & W EEERMAT BES T RBATEMA(E2).
44 TN NH, -N.NO, -NF1 MWD & & Fifi i2 16 i i 2 200 (8 3, & B fu 6 B £ 38 TN ONH, -N fINO, -N &
W E LT RR R A MWD & e b R R AT 2 R B (P<<0.05) . 10~20 cm )2,
o JE ) 1B Ak 0 R S 2 - SR AR By R pH UNH, -N I DOC & 2 ¥ 28k (P<<0.05) . SARIBALH A LL,
- EFRL R R A R AL T B R BN R B 3 pHL R R AR n R R, A R R R R R AR AR AR TR R
k43 0 S 3 0. 26 F10. 28, H3ENH, " -N A DOC & 1 # 7 v B8 A1 E AR A0 B6 R 5 2 (IR 1 AR 1k % fa) (P<<
0.05). 20~30 cm £ )2, 15 7€ &) iR Ak 5 35 5% i - HEARRL R RL AT MWD 19 & & (P<<0.05) o = HEFLRL AR br 35
SIS R a, B E R S TARMHE . MWD & & pER i 2 R EHE. 0~
10 ecm,10~20 cm 1 20~30 cm 1 )2 AP & & & 52 B T 5 B 09 8 35, 3 90 J B 3R Ak T &7, i v B8 RN B R AR Ak
R
2.2 FAREBRELZHEEGLEANEESEL F R

AR SRR LR IR R TR, 0~10em 12 FIEANBR S RS EE RES T -2
(P<<0.05). @ fa B4k B 25 M 0~10 em M 10~20 em + 2 T A HLAE & & (P<<0.05) , &% B L F B H g
BURK 75 et 35 5 (I TR AR AL R b, AN [R) IR AL R B ) T 35 22 3 (181 1) o % T A PLaR % B L {UAE 0~10 em )2
FEIH X IR Ak S 2 e Y, oAt £ R TC AR . RAR LR L 0~10 em - 3EA HLAK % JE 2w T N R R
b (P<<0.05), 58 B LB F 2 5% . 20~30 cm + 2, B /b X - 5 A PLoK & &2 F 535 0 B m
(P>>0.05),
2.3 FARBUEBEZEZGLEANKAS S F

fELD 5 HDACHL N, 4 + )2 1 FPOC & & 22 & . % (P<<0.05) ,10~20 cm 1 20~30 em # 0~10 cm + 2
ERBAL. NDAIMD 4H T, FPOC A B &M )22 5 (P>0.05,F2), £ OPOC il POC & & ¥ pi + 2
TR B A0 83 A, 0~10 cm )2 OPOC f1 POC &1y 2% 5 T Hifth + )2 (P<<0.05) . MD 43 F MAOC &
HERABEELZE25,20~30 cm £ 2 MAOC & &8 0~10 em + )2 B F AL (P<C0.05) . ND.LD fil HD &b 3
T MAOCEA BEMN L)Z 25 (P>0.05), mFERARREERE B EFmE)Z(0~10 cm) 13 POC 5 OPOC &%
i, LD, MD #1 HD 43 5l # ND &b # & 2 & ik 52.77% .50.65% .63.81% H1 51.88% .50.41% .63.09% (P<
0.05), THEFPOCH MAOC % & X o 7€ B ) 1B Ak 119 e 17 TG B8 35 25 % (P=>0. 05) ¢
2.4 KRB E HEE G LIE KA UKL 0 Tk F

A LA AL 5 UL MAOC S 3, HoxE + A7 MLAR 19 5Tk 3 3 K F 49. 70% (B 3) . POC WY BTk R4/,
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Fig. 1 Soil organic carbon content and density of alpine meadow under different degradation degrees

SOC: + A HLEE Soil organic carbon; ND: A8 fk None degradation; LD %% & B fk Light degradation; MD: "3 iE {k Moderate degradation; HD:
i iR L Heavily degradation. AR K5 58k F7n A RLR AL RE BE T AR L2 [ 22 57 1 3 (P<C0.05) , AR IR/ING a8 38R AH ) 12 7R A [R1R AL e i) 22
73 (P<<0.05), Different uppercase letters indicate significant difference among different soil layers under the same degree of degradation (P<<0.05),
different lowercase letters indicate significant difference among different degrees of degradation under the same soil layer (P<C0.05) ; T [i] The same

below.
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Fig. 2 Soil organic carbon fractions content of alpine meadow under different degradation degrees

FPOC : i B i kL 25 47 HL ik Free particulate organic carbon; OPOC: M & ki & 47 HLA% Occluded particulate organic carbon; POC: ki 24 47 H1 fik
Particulate organic carbon; MAOC : #"#) 45 & 44 HL#K Mineral-associated organic carbon. F [i] The same below.

8. 11%~38.99% ,POC H L OPOC 5 4 X f# . + A Lk FPOC . POC Il MAOC [ 5 ik K Fifi 4 J2 R B 19 A%
A i 2 78 4k (P<<0.05) . FPOC/SOC .POC/SOC Fifi + )2 IR 4 5 AR AT 4 #, 0~10 cm 1 J2 ND fl MD & %
BT HA LR, LD A HD 825 T 20~30 cm )2 (P<C0.05) . 1 MAOC/SOC [ 1= 2 71 ¥ 5 38 0 9 #a 3 ( P<<
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Fig. 3 Contribution rate of soil organic carbon fraction of alpine meadow under different degradation degrees
FPOC/SOC : ¥iff B WUk 2545 MUAR £ + 34 HLEK 89 & L Proportion of free particulate organic carbon in soil organic carbon; OPOC/SOC : [4] % Bk 4
£ HLUIR AE 364 HLEK 89 & Proportion of occluded particulate organic carbon in soil organic carbon; POC/SOC : Uk 254 MLBK £ - 34 HLRR Y &
Lt Proportion of particulate organic carbon in soil organic carbon; MAOC/SOC: # ¥ 25 & 25 4 Lk 7F 1 54 HL % b 19 &7 Lk Proportion of mineral-

associated organic carbon in soil organic carbon.

0.05), & 10~20 cm £ J2 LD b B4k, 10~20 em #1 20~30 cm L )2 & BB B &8 T 0~10cm L2 . o
fa) 3845 A7 HLER 2H 23 BTk 6 1R AL G 3 R R (P>>0. 05) o BT 5, e 2E W) e HLAR 4143 b POC 3238 1k
SR T MAOC 22 300 45 e Ao M 3 RV AN ) 4 J22 1] 38 ML 21 53 Tk S A7 A B 38 22 57 (0 B AL 1Y
BT RR I 10 0T AN e Bl R Ak T & AR 3 U .
2.5 FBATHHZEE)LEANEES TS5 A5 BHA

MAOC .POC FI OPOC 3% 3 Flfife 41 43 [ 52 ) -+ 5047 ALk 19 28 4k, o MAOC 2 B SOC 2 b i fie 3 2401
53 (P<<0.01) o 38 iz B HL AR bR 43 A1 20 458 DA - X6 + B8 BL Bk B L 20 43 i AR X 8 280 & 8, TN . BD . pH . MWD,
MBC F1 SWC ¥ 5 3 5% Wi + 3 HLAR , b TN & R SOC I EZ 7 (P<<0. 01, Bl 4a) , 5 SOC & & 2 IEH
K (Kl 5a) . Hk, +3E BD Ml pH fE R B SOC 19 5 m N 1, 5 SOC 27 A K& (K 5b,c) . SOC 454143 5 i
PR AH X 3 2 0 58 45 R s, FPOC . OPOC . POC 5 MAOC B £ Z 52 i 7 4 [A], ¥ 25 TN . BD il pH ( &
db~e) , it FPOC %2 3P A+ 252 , TN A1 BD J2 fi# B OPOC .POC 5 MAOC i £ 2 K+ (P<<0.01) .
+ 3 POC Al MAOC & #4355 TN 2 B Z E A & (K 5d, g), 5+ 4 BD A1 pH & & 3 7 A 3¢ (K Se, f,h,i).
OPOC [ T2 BD . TNl pH 4 i35 540 , i 32 5 D, (9 55 50, 2orh TN X OPOC (1 5% Wi i K (] 4c) .
2.6 BALZHELG IR GE B LIEAIBEIGILH A

AT LA 1B A F ) - A LB S B0 o5 R [ e et , 5 e B oy R R R R A ) VR A B R R A A RS
S E AT LA 0~30 em + )2 + HEA HLER 3 4 B0 1. 97 2. 78 f1 2. 86 kg-m " B AL FRE BN, 1 € ) £ 3
A LRI 3G A M2 R (P>0.05,%3) . B2 E,0~10 cm + 2 MBI S 5ok, 5 0~30
em BVHEICTEE SR 54.93% (£ 3)
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Fig. 4 Relative importance of environmental factors to soil organic carbon and its fractions from random forest analysis

*: P<0.05; **: P<(0.01. Increase in MES (%) : ¥ 77 1% 22 & /> . Increase in mean square error ( % ); Var explained: J5 22 fi# B & Variance explained;
TN: 4% Total nitrogen; BD: % & Bulk density; MWD: “FJ @ 4t F{ £ Mean weight diameter; MBC: {4z ¥ 4= ¥ 4 i Microbial biomass carbon;
SWC: %7K 5 Soil water content; NO, -N: i 25 % Nitrate nitrogen; NH, -N: %% & Ammonium nitrogen; AP: 3% B Available phosphorus; Silt
&. clay: ¥y ki 5 kL Silt and clay; DOC: 7] ¥ ¥4 HLAk Dissolved organic carbon; Richness: ¥ % = & 1 #§ £ Species richness index; TP: 48 Total
phosphorus concentration; Pielou: ¥ ] Ji 3 %% Species evenness index; Height: #i #) #f ¥& & ¥ Plant community height; Coverage: i # 7 J¥
Vegetation coverage; AGB: Hi I/ 4 it Above-ground biomass; Shannon: 74 — 4445 4 Shannon— Wiener index; Simpson: % & #§ £{ Simpson
index; D, : /MJE 4% Fractal dimension. F [/ The same below.

a b 5.0r
C
R’=0.96370 R’=0.74472 4.5F R’=0.53253
g 4 P<0.05 o e . P<0.05 a0l & P<0.05
) % 2.0 00 3.5¢ ~9.9®
. 3t »;‘e{‘ 3t .’~i;‘.<\. 3.0f ‘. }u {.
2ce ® - '
e -=" ’;" ~w 2.5} . rX ) -
2 L 1 2 1 L 1 2.0 1 1 1 !
=1 0 1 1.0 1.2 1.4 5.6 5.8 6.0 6.2 6.4
4r 4r 4r
d e £
3t o _® 3 & ) 3t @
) o0 a8 ° [ : [ Oo.o
2t oo 2t oo 2 ~J [
2 o s L= T ) v oo
= 1 - o: 1k ‘.?::’0: 1k A —Tag®® o
g%e , . ° 4
ol <% % r-040282 o R=036124® 8% ob B=0.43404® @ o o
° P<0.05 P<0.05 ° P<0.05 °
_1 1 1 -1 1 1 1 _1 1 1 1 1
-1 0 1 1.0 1.2 1.4 5.6 5.8 6.0 6.2 6.4
35¢ 35¢ 35
g ° h o i °
30f R'=0.28065 o 30F . R=0.24267 30F . R*=0.18894
o 25} P<0.05 . 25} . P<0.05 25f . P<0.05
o ) : ° ® o
= 20} ¢ 8.0 e 20F @ s %°° 08 el o °°
= 15k [ ) 2 ? 15F 4 2 G‘. [ ] 15}¢ L e .~.
1 = "' .’ o e s oey MR e}
o g7¥%s ® or o ° o8 or e *°% 75
5 Il L 5 Il L L 5 Il L L 1
i 0 1 1.0 1.2 1.4 5.6 5.8 6.0 6.2 6.4
InTN BD pH

Bs5 THEANBAEASETETERTFEBXR

Fig. 5 Relationships of soil organic carbon fractions with dominate soil properties
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Table 3 Theoretical soil organic carbon increment potential

3 itig

3.1 ZHEF GBI LEHAIRELS YR

of alpine meadow with different degrees of degradation

g e A Z G R A% >
£ A HLBOR PSR R R AR D A AR T 36 T LB )
Jﬁ%{&ﬁj\”‘”,ﬁéﬁ\¢I§$HEE£{{%§$@(ON30 cm) Degradation Soil layer Theoretical potential of
+ A PR A R kB AL B %E B ) 4y )RR AT degree (cm) SOC increment (kg-m™*)
24.54% 34.45% .34.81% (&l 1a) , 3% 5 X 7 &L % SRR 0~10 1120, 06Aa
Light degra- -
BEFCARIN Y = VL IRML K (030 em) e B TS FOBiJE 1020 90 09
B AL B 9 R ) AT BB A AR A 17, 4% w0 ooz
N . 0~30 1.97+0. 32a
38.2% .53. 2% MG A —F ., T HEA UK 1 ok 5
\ . N o . . HrREIR Ak 0~10 1.490. 40Aa
FE S HAEYIR (W IEY AR R WY %) 5 E R
i o N Moderate 10~20 0.94+0. 18ABa
(2B W e R B AR = ) B o b 3R b+ 1 degradation
20~30 0.34-0.08Ba
MURR &5 0 2 BEAIK, AT BE R T LA R R - 1558, R 030 ) 780,61
R A Bl AR W B R Y A IR TR ) A AR R DL & — —10 L 5740, 23A
HY, BRI R & 5 8 5 R 4 & A R R T radation 20~30 0.49+0. 17Ba
Az W) AT BRAT 04 3 R BRI ] A R A 0~30 2.86+0. 35a

Wy 5% ATk 7 A 5 B0 S A W DR I A 5
Ja, HE R AL A AR BR 5 R ik XU B R A 4
2R Ik 45 0 A IR, R A L Bk o) i

AR R g s A AR AR R A ] )2 ) 22 5 1 3% (P<<0. 05) , &
[l /NG 5 B R A TR) 2 TR A ] GB AR B ) 22 5 3 (P<<0.05) 6
Different uppercase letters indicate significant difference among different

soil layers under the same degree of degradation (P<C0.05) , different

PR AN AR SE K PR, B AL X 4 A MLk & B
(5 M A7 7E + 225 5, )2 (0~10 cm) MK 2 (10~
20 cm) +HEA HLOK & i 328 1k 1Y 52 0 Ok TR
JZ(20~30 cm) 32 5 IR Ak i 52 i AH X 55 (8] 1a) . REJEh TRE MW RZ RAEYR RECNE T e
B e R AR X R R b 2 B S B ) 35 R D R R AR W TR DL R VR S R i AR
XS AR A 2 B4 R W B 3 2R 3R 2 A LA 19 R RO EE Ak . TR 2 AT MILAR T IR Ak 2 B B A i R
P 5P AT RE R VR 2 A LT 3 R i E A I R 2 AR ) R A AR A W A R I A A LB L
BTt v TR R AR G T Y B, PR, 7 R R A AR o TR 2 - R LA T R LR A X R
SE, H A R AR AR 5

W HEH LK X 43 POC 5 MAOC™ ™ 5\ TR 1 Hb 15 38 1 HEA LA (049 Sk U8 70 A 45 A e . Nl pE L
Ji A v FE ) - AT ALK LA MAOC i 3, HBl#E + )2 g , MAOC 1y L il By 50. 01% b F+ % 86.32% (K[ 3) , 3k
B MAOC 7ER )2 H 3P R B B m 09 15 o 3% 5 0 581 IR B b POC 5 MAOC [ HE 25 R AR — 50, 15 3
B A P DL MAOC S EZAH 4o J8 5 f) iR Ak 5 30 (0~30 em) + 3 POC & 2 [ ik 43. 47 %6~
56.01% , 13 MAOC A% 17. 6126~31. 2026 (K 2) , 156 W /5 € B ) iR b i 72 b + 3 POC R A2 -+ 580 LA I %
1 FEZIE 2, A POC, MAOC T X iR fb 26 B B by i R Pk o+ 18 POC Fi ARG A 3 fiff 14 M 90 R AR 4l B, 52
FIAE W 55 A i A 2 (il L A ) R R AR R AR A ) o — R R Ak S S BRI 4 AR IR AR 2R i R 5 B0k
Yot I AW o AR B IR A LA R IR IR 3 )2 52 M A A Y B e AR K, BT L B R b
25 i ZFEAK 0~10 cm B9 1 POC & 4. o4k, 13 POC LLFPOC F1 OPOC JE R AEAE T+ 3 b, OPOC |5 [ ik
70% LA b POC ZE L S8 41 43 (9 2b) . OPOC S 4] &5 78 1 396 K P 3R (R 45 4 v ) Bk A5 LB B 1L &
B 4 P R R SR A A3 S R AR AR E M (MW D) R e (38 2) , {45 P 38 A P 35 4 4 A R A AL o bl 2 %
T B 35502 0 2 i, 38 B - HE OPOC Y i /b . ARBF R 25 2R i 7R, 0~30 em -3 MAOC 7 f b 52 iR 1k 1 30
Rk e (18 2d) o — 7 T, 2 iR Ak 5 BORA: K A 10 R 0% e R G aBE A - HBE B PR 1 6B 0 R 55 A TG ek 2> -

lowercase letters indicate significant difference among different degrees of

degradation under the same soil layer (P<Z0.05).
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MAOC I AR o 55 — I, + 38 MAOC RALSZ A Wi shad #5238 5 8™ ) & 147 6. Lehmann
GG I £ A R AR N T - HE MAOC B U 23k AR FGE 45 380K | 58 MWD Fifi 4 38 14 i i 1 [ A1
(£ 2), 31X 7] B 5 BUA R AKX MAOC B9 G 3036 55 , AT 384 804 90 5 MAOC B9 2 fal, in 3t B o0 fe . 8 34
MAOC & B 5 iR A 2 TRk 3 (A& ok 2 2R i 2 52 L X T BB 5 5 MAOC 5 & e e A
S My - A LR R A R R AR A4y, MAOC T8 3 5 0 ) UK 5 % 45 A, Wi LA R (T 43 1%
B B R A S SO HLAR AR B AL S5, (0 B MAOC (i B R A6 32 B0 W) TR 45 Ao S
AR W PE RS2 3k 2 5 B X T 3 MAOC (1B AN 43 i nT e 5 B2 45K 19 e a] g )37
3.2 HARFEQBATIRILE T A LR A IS4 ¥k

A BURR A 5 R R 22 B e R O T A A LB Y S R R R, R R I T e
Tl A 0 K 0 A TR 2R 0 iV, b T R AR S5 0 W R S R i 2 A LR AR AE Y BE ML AR AR 2 i 4
BoR HHETNEmERMESRE R LA VR LA 0 & EREENFHHE T (K4, EELSEAPINNE 5
A WL A8 P8 R A7 00 56 B 2R, B ok B e M 1 A AR T SO0 A R [ LA bR e A R T Bl ok A
SOC.POC FIMAOC™ ™, MM FEW , LA Z M & FE b BA K&K C/N, E 17 52 i k9 5% (&
1) + HE AT BB (0 7 A ORI b 3R b S 30 SR B AR S0 L BRI T B A v A R ORDE E Cotrufo
SENR £ HE POC R MAOC () [ 77 75 B2 AR 4E R . UM R, + 2 A & #4555 SOC . POC M MAOC
R EEAK, Wit — L BAE T FaR RS (K 5a,d,g) . 3 BD 1Ry R AF 4 564 B0 00 5 22 46 b, AR (L B
me %+ HEFLBR B AH AR R 5 R W0 R DL R R A ML A S o R S 2 A D . AR T A R ALK
T TN, 5 SOC .POC f MAOC i HE N+, H 5 + 850G HLok S 41 50 2 B 3% A (8 5b, e, h) BBl A A
TG K AT LB S AL A R AR X 5 P GRS A R 5 IR A e JE R A G R A R B M AR
BE R, 25 T B HE AL B R AIG B8 S B N SRl A b 2 R A AR AR T O BELAS: R BB W 6 A BILT Y
Gl MEAL, A M A B IS 23 1) 55 - A HLRR 1 B AR 4 Cln PR SRR 254 )Y BRI R B g e i
PR, A B9F 9% % 30 4 98 P R AT 35 F i B AR (MW D) B IR Fh A2 J3 o R k38 A AIG (36 2)° . X 2 3o A — Ty T 5 M) .
W) A 3R R A e A LT A i 5 40 A, S BORE AR R STRR D BRI POC 1 BRI, 59 — Jy I 5% I Bl 2 4 o
AT Ak AN 0 W B R 0 O T 2 0 2> MA O C 1 [ 2 AN Ak o 7 1o F€ 15 ) - B LA S 2 2 1 s o PR v, AR 0F 5
KB, 3 pH SAT EEHAL, 5 SOC . POC HIMAOC 2 FuAf 5C (&l 5¢,£,1) 0 Lin 5578 7 78 e it 18 Ak = JE 75 4 1)
WEoE 25 Rl BB, 45 pH 5 SOC AR &, Hoak Sy 38 6 A 9y 1 P B 5 39 pH B8 i 1 5, in o+ 38 HILJTR 4
fiff o TR A, - 198 pH 38 A 23 B AR A 1 o RS A IR A LA i R B AR FOR TR 0 RO B 1 PR AE AT /> POC B
BRI, BEE L pH T &, RIEEA LR 50T W S5 5 RE B S Es , F BUMAOC B FRE PRI . ik,
MWD MBC F1 SWC th &5 0 SOC (9 5 Z2 1 F (& 4) . 435 MWD PR Rk 2 e P R0 fee v 08 55 , 5 3%
A B P BR84S BB 5 AR R R A 2 fk TR, DT 0 43 A5 1 MBC R SWC W] 38
1 5 A T B, S A BB ) 43 A o AR R SR R Y B B L AT SE I SOC 5
3.3 N BALBAL R F 6 B 6 IR R IDH KT

T PG 1 o e S ) TR AR, O A ) A LR % B g 1 XS o SR e T A A B T R
i T 5 ) - AT ML 2R AF S IR AR 2k bk 4. 86 t-km 7. [H UL, 3 e B M 94 T K A2 R R DR K B 4+ HE A HL
B K B AR R A BRIV Ty o AT IE AL B R v R R R AR A v T R ) b AR IOV 1 43k 1. 97
2. 78 F12.86 kg-m *, B AR T 2% 6 4F 55 1 T8 (4 F R v AR B o B N R SR Ak v JE R (0~40 em) - HEREIT WS
J3(3.54.4.16.5. 94 kg-m *) , Hoh 22 5 I e 5 R AR AL R B 0 B A 06 o ey € ) H IRV Rz 3 +
J2 JEE T iR AR AR B B TR Z0 S Y L AR SE R R (0~10 em) B3I H ] o5 R R0 54. 93 % (% 3) , K W
o FE ) L S BRIG IV ) R BRI AR R Z . A FE R R A R b, R HEA LR DR EE RN POC &
Y R AR . T A AR Al R 0 AR AR B ot B R R (10 a) M B R B A il R R T T POC F i X MAOC
Fr A R R A N AR R 5 POC R I BRI T IR Ak JE ) R A — 2.
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F POC F= 2R U5 F 4 3R 1A 3 3 A S50 Ak | 88 AT 80P 8 50 ke 3 S48 [l 0 5 5 e 12 s A WL BR A B A K A R
POC (B I . R, AR BF5E & 30, POC 22 %]+ TN .BD 5 pH 0520 o [H I, of 75 20 3 o 45 B it 48 75 +
B S X pH, 0 RIS R NI POC 1 SRR AU R 09 HHEIREE . 53 40, 3R 1k 28 ) + A HLAK
WA S — A Sh AL A L AR AT A I R B4 ad 504E DL AR SR L R B 3 R T B R MAOC & &, it
B K R 9 A S WK B A e v 3 MAOC & fik . B Tl W R IR S MAOC JE R ARG B R I8
2 JE R R AL T A A 1 52 2t | R 0 O RS P DL R LB AR N 5 0 A A AR Ak L 38 I K i 11
INBE G INA LTHE R R A RS T AR R A R IR LR MAOC WK E . Ik, 45 A iR ki JE
i) A LR ZH 23 R AT, SR UG R it DL B A 1 1 A o 2 1 o o - 398 Al [ A 1) AR

4 it

A 5% 2 W o 98 R A R Ak B HEA LR B R AR R b B R R KR 0~30 em A HLEKR 43 5
TRk 24.54% .34.45% F134.81% o A HLAR AR K LLER)Z (0~10 em 5 10~20 cm) B 2, H UL POC 44
FFR S 5 MAOC FRAGA B3 . 78 & FE R LR bl #2 b, 138 TN BD .pH J& -8 HUaR & H 41 5 A8 b i &=

SR o [RIEE (] SR S A5 38 ek P 5 R v B R R R Ak v FE R ), HHE(0~30 em) BRIV 1 43 5
1.97.2. 78 F12.86 kg-m *, 2 (0~10 cm) fi B3I 5 19 54. 93 %4, J2 12 X 3k 7o 9% o ) e 398 V008 1 i i )22
PRI, e € R A R A2 3 B v A PLBR AR A JT S S SR 4 pH RN S5 R 0 R R B R R e R 1
POC & i W2 + A MUK 2 1 56 — 20 FR 22 K BT IR B 45 LR T MAOC, fe 2 fiff A PLAR & it 5 Fa e TE 1R
VIR R4 Tt
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