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HSEL V5552 A R A B K S SO RERTSS

kOB, AR, RFAT, RER, R, EA
(1 il R2gAe2zpe, Hlk 22000 7300705 2 HRAARELKERFEMAFIERE, HRF 9k 734000)

B OE: SR LMREESRBSHEEEAMNAXESRHIATTHAR. FRFXW:(1)5H#
R T4 Y F o KN E K 6.98% ~22.45%; ()5 HEARFEHFENNRAFAKEH hEHGEE
1.6~ 4.0 1, 15 & 4 5 K 5 K & A0 8 B K E 2 | 4 23.83 ~ 134.95 t/hm® F1 17.25 ~ 83.62 t/hm’;
BGIIENFRAFAERABRFEAENH L EREN T Al TR, 5L BN EILRE E
FELRENTAEN—B; LENERAFKEFHZFKELH H 3 090.96 ~ 4 460.82 t/hm’
A1 680.68 ~ 1 328.82 t/hm’; (4) & 7 A MM + 3 £ E o 4275 % 4 5 B 4 8.88 ~ 141.67 mm/min,
730 min 2t A% B th % L8 4 338.25~4 718.34 mm; (5)5 FE R AR BB K E KNG 45 AT

AR KA < 3 T DA > 3/ BETE A >4 v 4 5 LV >4 TEARVE M >H F 80 g JLVE A o

XE4RES:1000-6060(2013)05-0922-08(922 ~ 929)

x @& i\. EWL; EARE; EARN; KTESIHEE
hE SRS 87157 XERFRIRED : A
HENBEIEAE Bl A S R g i — AT A

AT AR O 1 Pl 3 E B AR AT,
e F A K PSR FRARLL R A3, 78 XA 25 3R
PRI ANEACRE IR Ty TR & W B EE AR A%
L LTy R b A 285 P B o 7 9 5 AP A 1 AT A
A L AR AR AR 1L B P A AR S 4 4> RRbk 2R
SRGITAM . AR, th T Y25
P S FEMR o S5 AN [, HOK SCA A5 T AT T 22
5o AT RATFARIE" ™, BRI R K IR RE R BN
MO R R A PR KR A R K
=HZ RSN TR A BUR O  BRARAY
G5 R B LB A X — D RE K/ B B 1
APER

PEAER , Fe [ P AL X A= ATEH H g ,
ARMREIHEL H 4500, KTy R SRR, 5853 K 4
TEARMAE AL e AR R 4 AR SCWI R R 2
P, C NS 2T R R AIE D) 2 FEARMOE
AR L AR B 218 2 ) T 2 A, L0 A T AR
i RS BRARTT AR Y 68% , 0 T 2K PSR IR AR DX Y

Wi EHEA: 2012-12-17; f&ITHHEA: 2013-02-11
EEME: FEZKARPEEETH (91125012) 78]

AR LI, HEABRAE G R XK -l i 5
SR, SRS THEAMR BT FE R 1) 2 A BRIK ST
A ZS RN FERYBERREL AD BE T IR 5, A
A S BOULS R EFEAI 32 1 bR e A2 5 oS
55h FEPEAM PRI P THESE , 18 B AR A A
252 i I A1 2 A i 0BT, 48 78 A TR HE A SIS TR A 250K
SCUTRERE AL, MTRFEATXF AR 34 11 1L 9 A AR A= 250K
SCUIRERIINTR, DA% L RR AR A 25 R G0 10 7 BRI
WP A

1 ARXHBER

IS 32 1L i b T 6 2 - R o SR R B e Y
AL AL (93°20" ~ 103°E, 36°30" ~ 39°30'N) , Ji& = F€
TR T A, KN BRAME S K2
SR VER T Z 80 HA B 5 1 5B KO 22 5
FIAE PSS TRD e, A0S3% 11— BT 3 000 ~
5000 m,2 600 m LA A H I LSBT 5 14K 2 600 ~
3000 m Y H LXK ISR RIS B IR EARMAE K, 3

YEBE T : 5P (1963-), 55 RSB WL, Hof Aol RS a1, 2SRRI AT

BITLESE : X' 2%, Email : Liuxiade@163.com



51

KV A AR LR A5

RHEARMOK SO A S I REDTIE

923

SRS BN ARARRL G 5 HE4K 3 200 ~ 3 700 m (4 31F.
e X, FEAE S L) 53 700 m LAk
HHNEZHEGEL,4 400 m U ELAEFE 5000 m A _E
ZRBEABRIK .

A8 342 1l il Hh AR AR 3 2 2 AZ K (Picea
crassifolia ) AB% [BIFIHK ( Sabina prezewalskii ) 5 LI
T AR T AR L PH P T AR A B o VB AP 53 A1 T
FRAAT 41.26 x 10" h?, HFLK, 4045, (AR X
MRoll B TR LA 20 68 % . TR , HE A PR AIS 3% 1L
FRARAY B GER S0 o MR VAP F2 B0 A1 7 il
43 300 ~ 4 000 m [ /=5 L DX A B3 R (135 BH
B B L K YA X R 2 600 m A2 A7 ) HRAIG
Ll e T 43 A7 AT AT AR BHPE AR

T 50 X 3 7E AR 3% Ll Hh B 9 TG KRR X AR 4
(92°20" ~ 103°10"E, 36°30" ~39° 30'N), J& K i1
T FE 21 W L AR B A IR AR R
Tit—0.6 ~ 2.0 °C, e Iy die iy il 28.0 °C, AR i B IR <
1%-36.0 °C, =10.0 CFLUE 200 ~ 1 130 °C,7 H ¥
S 10.0 ~ 14.0 °C 5 4 B 7K 300 ~ 600 mm, F
60%LA_FEEHAE6 ~ 9 F AR 50% ~ 70% , 75
1200 mm A5 A, JOREHA 90 ~ 120 d, 444 H AR
B2 130 h 2247 o 56 X A= 398 AR 4% B 1L b b T2 A0
G 25 SR A R B Ay, A
TRy 1L M AR L AT - DR =7 17 A
B 4 3N AL, B RRAE S R T, LUK
UHR 3 A B R BRI R L
TUASE AR AP pHAA 7.0 ~ 8.0, IR X 7R
MERIIR— | FEOE DI R IO TR TS
bR 5 R b B R AR A A, S5 HOIR 20 A HE B
FF3% 5 BRI LRI A =, 28 B 0 A 403 BRI AR
TR F 2R T Ep G L PN | 4 EE A | ff
BU/NERIHT XL,

2 WMIRAZE

2.1 FMIEESEE

20124£ 6 ~ 7 1, TEZ Ty A i BLAl b, E R
FAACRER T EE G L L PO | 4 EE A | )N
B CHEHIE L5 ME B, 70015 20 m x 20 m [
PRIERE I, S AE A I L3R 1
22 MEFHE

(1) MRHbFEZK i 5 203 7K I - I B ) Sy
2011 4F 10 H ~20124F 10 F , Mt R K & T
WIAE , T 25 MR R 7Kt i UL &R 7 L e gk A 7, 52
Ll b T8 AR S, K (S S ) A —E
BB 2k, Ry 1 s 458 2 R BR KUK 52 00, 7 B
ANFEHL AR BT 5 XN A S I H A2 KU e
JINER KU A5, I T i 52 XU T 2 2B 3 IR e
B 5 SR K I R TR BRI E AR b P B BLAT
BEO AT HE i, FH T A 1 14 5 B 2 30 A /RO T ey
JE T g S AT AR T AR A AL B, XA AT LA
BT A A LI 50 2R, o 35 M) R R T 3 10 TR R
2, FEAEOUE LATEERR I 2 , DR S AS 0 5 2R X ik
HATIE .

FEAF R B K e BIVESE DU 2 25 1 i TR 4 FHAE
N g IR K (CERa K i) | SR HERRA TH SRR AR
Bt f G (mm) R £ Gir) (%) 559805

FG) =f(p) =fCe),
FGr) =f (i) 1f(p) x100% ,

= A
o

(1)

e f ) AMEERE R (mm) 5 f (p) IARIRAS
WK & (mm) 5 f (¢ ) AARAIFEK & (mm) , (55
ZEF KRR (mm) 5 f Cir ) MOS8 (%)
(2) i V5 WD A7 At ok B R /K I 5« 76 45 HE AR b
FEHBN B E 1 m x 1 m (/NE DT 54 WA b A

F1 AERERKEWRERREEER
Tab.1 Sample plots profile of different shrub vegetation types

M HZERE /em  HHEER Wk /m BE /0 i BRI WA/ em BE/% 0 P& /m
RS LI 40 e LA L 3400 35 EN — % 20 52 0.50
TPIHNHE A 50 [ 3400 32 EN RL4F 26 55 1.40
il UN 50 ie 1 ) 1 3400 33 E 54 16 56 0.90
fif 2/ NBEJE A 40 S+ 2 600 30 W — i 20 52 1.80

TG JLHE A 50 SRS 2500 22 WS — % 25 50 1.20
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Y AFER R E R AR Ao R)2 . R
DU S BURERREE (W,,g ), B T HEAE TP 7E 85 °C R 4t
TEEFHEHRE(W,.g) , FREEET S R REA
Ph A A B Tk TP 24 b, B ILES T (DL TEK
TR OAERE) JFRRE (W,,g) , AL R TS MY
FARREK R (W, % ) S KRFFKR (W, % ) FIA 3L
FRACR (W, % )"

W= (W, -W,) IW,x100% ,
W = (W,-W,) /W,x100% |,
W,=085xW_-W_ . (2)

(3) 3 PR I R Rk &I < SR R Tk,
T5 7 RN 9 Febr e s B i b rp R REH 3
A BT, A0 A0 R 4 J 2R E 0 ~ 10 em
10 ~ 20 cm .20 ~ 40 cm DL F 23 3 JZHURE , A4 &
A 3, ME S KR AR BEILEE Ak
BB LR | H ] HRE K 45 3K 439 B 5 4
FR

B AR AR (Vhm) (35

B ] AR R K =10 000 m® x -3 LR
JE% x +JZIEE m x K L tm’,

BT AU R R (Vhm?) 5

BT TR RA K fE =10 000 m® x 4R B4
FLBRE % x + )2 m x K vm’,

(4) LA BH LI E 5115 B EH (R
PRBIRE B NK ) B 5E K A8 A 1k BE 8 i3 1k
AT

BB (mm/min): V= (10xQi) / (SxTi) ,(3)

A V,Qi,Ti, S 43l AR R EE A N AE 1915 155 1 R
(mm/min) \EEIR A B /K& (ml) \ AB ] (min) 3B
BIRWTT A (em®) .

B 1% 2280 (mm/min) (19315

K=VxL/(L+H) (4)

AV HBEEE (mm/min); LELEREE; H
FARJZIERE (em) 5 K K55 25 (mm/min)

K,=K/(0.7+0.3Ti) (5)

2. K, 10 CHH)25 250 (mm/min) .
(5) Mtth, A 38 S F K G B THEL AR MR b A V%
Yy A K RN R R KK e RN
Al 43 B E K B (Vhm?) = ARG 5D 1 TN 5
K3 (t/hm?) -+ HE T 38 R A7K & (t/hm?) o

3 #ER59H

3.1 ANEEARMAER LB PR B

RPN I R 2 - 3R K 0 1) R U, 2 T
ok TR iR B | A R T IE B3 SIS R A 22 D IR R R 52
M o AL XT 2011 4F 10 H ~ 2012 48 10 H 86 U WL
By e 25 AN 2, DI 45 SR A, &
NIV S BB 268 6.98% ~ 22.45% , Forpr | fif 1%
/INEERE MR EA 1 (2 B K, FLURCA 35 hi e A |
i HR XS JLHEN A B A HE AR T HR XS LHEM
YR BE 35k 22.45% ,20.48% ,16.76% , 10.42%
F16.98%,

FEANFERREARTEE T, AN RS T ARG AR
RN AT 22000, LI 22 BH < [ AR OK (PKEERR A ) 2
M A7 B8 128 LU S B K 2 — 26 | DR ARGt 48 B
i () R TSR, AR SR BT
(5~ 10 A)MERE L N 6.88% ~ 21.82% , (EXHZE
AL ~ 4 A ) MGERR A 20 7.79% ~ 27.04% . 5F
AN RIS A P HE AR MR TRE 4B B 5 1) 0 T 238 L e i

R2 FEEAMERERNTFEKIITE
Tab.2 Different shrub vegetation types to distribution the rainfall

b 1o L RN bSToR ARG (LK) MR (X 4F)
A S| Ff/ACd / mm N N N N § N N

UEESS () WPKE EMR REE MER RER RER RER mEE

/ mm / % / mm / % / mm / % / mm / %

RS LE M 410.6(328.5/82.1) 341.8 83.24 68.8 16.76 53.2 16.20 15.6 19.00
EEDL N 410.6(328.5/82.1) 326.5 79.52 84.1 20.48 64.1 19.51 20.0 2436
S PR DA 410.6(328.5/82.1) 367.8 89.58 428 10.42 33.5 10.20 9.3 11.33
i T/ NBETHE A 326.5(287.3/39.20) 2532 77.55 73.3 22.45 62.7 21.82 10.6 27.04
LR R CYIR LN 308.2(277.7/30.8) 286.7 93.02 21.5 6.98 19.1 6.88 2.4 7.79
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P R RN AR R 50 3 R 8 0.91% ~ 5.22% .
3.2 FEENRBEEIFKERST

M P& IR T B L % W - 498 3 i o5 0, B840
T HEEHLT AL, HA AR K B RE 1 A Kk Xt
KGR 7 Ak A — o B VE T DR Al 7 ) R K a2
PEAN 9 K R 0 75 D RE 1) — A 4G AR, L RE
KA BIRE T SR E I TE R B AR R E &R
F 2% 2 01, 5 BT A A B B KR 35.44 t/hm?,
fRE BT/ INBERE DAYR 22 K 32.66 t/hm?, 57 4R 3G JLHEM |
4 TR A HE AFIH 75 89 0 JLE A 23 518 25.94 t/hm
18.53 t/hm*Fl1 14.38 t/hm*,

Hi P& P07 BRI K BE T, 3R 3 &t 76 B i
FEI S PEEARM ST A IE YR KRR o A B i
191.6 ~ 4.0, e KEF/K 155 23.83 ~ 134.95 t/hm’,
AR K T B AR AR R B A 17.25 ~ 83.62 t/hm Z [1]
B VEARMAG VWK RELR A LU 45 MR R+
P MIGE A F T B LA S R/ NBEHE N | 4 R
TN CH A HR XS LHEM 7= A X Fh 22 S e 1 S 2
PITE T, 35 PN A T HoAl VR W) A e de ey, HL
I RFE KR S, R BOL LR A Rk R AR i 5

TEG LN, LR AR M R e 55 32 22 32 oA

W IAF R, R KR K R AT S
33 AREEMER T EKSYIEMRSEHKERE
S

AR = 37K 43 4 B SO R - 398 ) S Ay
fiE, FRIUAE AR L e i An v (AP ek
IR IR LA KK 53 7% SRS 7 THT o Rl 15
(A RE K M BB S TEAN ZRMOK IR T 5% B8 1 19 £ 2L A
Z—, WUAE BB —E R H AR
fie 77 (Vhm?) 152 KA 5 AR 1 PF A 19 B 2248 4R
Al B FL B BE 0 185 ol 398 i AR He 1 7K U5 v 57 1) g
BARERZEZE X, Mg Rk, BT H L
T T IT 1.0 LLAL, HoAth 4 R A MR 1 58 75 T
EE/NT 1LOLIR  FAEME S 0.52 ~ 0.79 g/em’, 1
A BE AR 1 A i A . SRALBR DR, AN R 2EY
THE AR Hl B FL B AR S 7E 47.09% ~ 68.18% 22 1] .
e DL 7 A0 8 AR i /N B N A R 0l
68.18% 11 65.35% , i W5 4% JLIE I\ | 4> F& MU AN

TR JLHE NS5 K 60.98% | 54.99% F11 47.09% .

TR R TR SR TG 75 ) o0 F R 2 J B T T
JE ik, AR T RZ HIEAR S TR . AN
WEA IR 5 1 2 B LB B K T 36.72% , N %%

TR BE LB EHER K/INE | e KON 3/ NEE
T NN PIMITE DN LR i B LT N | 4 58
MEEEAFIH 5 HRAS LEN . BEFLBURE R, 11
A ROK A 25 R, TR AR 2 A A
BOK3 B F B AN o 5 FE AR R b 35 A AR MR N
i I JLHE AR MR A B A LR e, N A
20.31% 1 16.42% ; fiif 2 /N BEBE AR MR A F B 48 FL PR
FEAL T 85K R 14.80% 5 T 7 S0 LN 4 55 A
AR AR B8 LB R BRAIK, 43 512 10.37% F
11.31% (% 4) . AEBEFLBREE R AR, -5
BT AR T REK T B, DA I R
2o

N GT B, FRAR - S0 F oK A3 R &5 e
) v AP o B R T A R R R A R A A AR K
fito MRS ATLIFE Y, 5B AR b A% 57 THT AR e R
FEKEAE 2 354.50 ~ 3 409.00 t/hm?, AR5 KR AE
518.5 ~ 1 015.50 t/hm’, ZEHEZK B 1 7 1HI B A1 Z M) 1
ZEFEATRARK o 5 P HEARR T 857K 5B 1 K/ MR
R LM N B/ NBERE N 4 FE M HE DN
XS LHEIN H 7 883G JLIE A
3.4 AEREMNER HIESFEMRENHT

5 1 B 2 Y EE BK BEME J
Z— WM KRR RE M E 2 s bR, B S
e 25 AR (AE B LIE) AP . 1
BOREEA L, BB R L W
RE 3 8 45 F T, K0 i) LA FE 40 Mtk A 38 A7k
Kol % A8 Ry MR AR N 5 T R AR, (M
K 3 A5 20 A R i DUR B PR R K R VE .
ANFEMO B E B BYEREAAE — 2 E R (£ 6) .

M6 F A FVENS IR Z LIPS R
ARSI R T T2 108, SH AN EH LR
(AR BB LI ) T B oA A — 3, BR T 48 m
Hiok, B RS KR RN HIE B R A
—EFZ, H AR EOK R E SRR E RS
MASTRIE AT+ HER)Z (0 ~ 10 em) 7K A ABFFHIE
B, & PIVIE N 25 K% 5 N 141.67 mm/min, Fi
IS A L PN i 2/ NBERE N 4 FE M HE N T 4
X9 JLHE M, 4K YR M 63.78 mm/min, 39.14 mm/min .
27.00 mm/min F18.88 mm/min, i 1 VLI HE 434
K PAE -3 A B TFIR 0 30 min A BB 7ARALREIZL, AR
30 min DL J5 2B AL /0 8 T 22, R, XA 30 min
1 2B /AT A R o SR
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R3 AREEAMEREBREEZDENFKEE
Tab.3 Water—holding capacity of litter layer of different shrub vegetation types
i - EE A JLHE 2.0 25.94 73.26 402.80 104.49 269.12 69.81
TPIHIHE A 22 35.44 87.72 380.80 134.95 235.96 83.62
Erp it N 2.4 18.53 42.42 263.84 48.89 181.84 33.69
i 3 /N BETRE A 2.5 32.66 45.68 203.99 66.62 127.71 4171
EREREPIRI TN 1.8 14.38 20.85 165.69 23.83 119.99 17.25
F4 REEMZEBI T IEK IR MR
Tab.4 Soil water physical property of different shrub vegetation types
oA TR Faxiiy ) RALBEE  JEBASLEE BALBE BEROkE ERESKE mRdwkE
/ cm / grem / % / % / % / % / % / %
i EE A JLIE A 40 0.78 60.98 16.42 44.65 62.38 25.26 82.23
TPIHNHE A 50 0.52 68.18 2031 47.87 91.21 40.78 1345
A FEAHE A 50 0.79 54.99 11.31 43.58 5224 15.70 68.57
it 2/ NBEVE D\ 50 0.59 65.35 14.80 50.55 67.96 30.20 92.15
TG JLHE A 50 1.08 47.09 10.37 36.72 36.19 11.52 47.98
R5 AEIEMEBRN B
Tab.5 Soil retention ability of different shrub vegetation types
Mo 2R / em HRFFKE / t-hm™ AR / t-hm™ FH 57K 2 / % HKBEST / t-hm™
X LA 40 2439.20 656.80 54.39 723.84
FEEL N 50 3409.00 1015.50 88.51 919.80
il N 50 2749.50 565.50 56.71 786.96
it 2/ NBEVEE D\ 50 3267.50 740.00 58.34 828.34
T HR A LI 50 2354.50 518.50 31.96 720.90
F6 AERENLEBNTIESEMRE
Tab.6 Soil permeability of different shrub vegetation types
- R H AR K BEHE / mmemin™ BERIK, 730 min RitAB it
/ em / % FaIN fan / mm-min”' / mm
RS L DA 0~10 106.17 83.06 63.78 38.34 2106.22
10~ 20 87.96 04 26.88 17.86 992.88
20 ~ 40 41.75 15.69 9.71 6.20 351.16
R 0~10 153.35 200.02 141.67 96.01 471834
10~20 120.25 68.88 43.62 38.46 1611.72
20 ~ 40 104.36 64.11 27.76 19.42 1196.34
L TGN 0~10 65.55 52.43 27.00 22.48 1038.88
10~20 53.98 34.68 14.79 12.06 681.68
20 ~ 40 63.95 25.70 9.25 6.68 426.06
B B/ NEEE N 0~10 28.40 62.52 39.14 32.46 1454.76
10~20 22.19 42.00 27.00 22.86 945.26
20 ~ 40 21.11 38.77 24.00 16.78 862.72
TN LI 0~10 2245 13.67 8.88 7.88 338.25
10~20 14.95 11.43 5.03 5.21 227.78
20 ~ 40 13.74 9.95 437 4.42 197.96
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M )2 140 ~ 10 em) BITT 30 min BFRAB RAILA
T RIMIHE A A F 4 718.34 mm, 5 FHIE AR 14
BIEBE I 255 L N KB IMEI A 5 PN 5
B X JLE PN |G 0 /NBEE N | & B A E NN H
HPRS L
3.5 AEE#HKREKZEKSEN

ZRETHTER 3.4.5 ARIE M 5 2 K (VR )
T AR K i+ R KK ) IR/ SR 5 R
AN TR) E AAE B R K DR SR T RE (6 7) o 5 P
WEIN BB KRR, AT 3K 4 595.77 thh?, 5 #% /)N BE
MR Z 2 3 541.43 t/hm?, Fi HHER XSG LI AN 4 R A
HE NI 3 510 3 401.39 t/hm* .3 274.22 t/hm?, H
FE LHE I 25 4 3 114.79 thm?®s 3K &
BT E K Y 92% LA b KR 9 D RE DL 11 )2

RT FTEENERMMBEKE
Tab.7 Total storage water capacity of different

shrub vegetation types

5 H 4 =) A -t L g B

ke WYEPIRAEE LR MRS

K3 / t-hm™ Kz /t-hm? K& /t-hm™
T ER G JLE 104.49 2439.20 2 543.69
RN 134.95 3 409.00 3543.95
S TRHFHEIN 48.89 2749.50 2788.39
G B/ NV A 66.62 3267.50 3334.12
HE R LI 23.83 2354.50 2378.33

4 Wip5ER

3 3 XA 3 LR 52 G I AN [RIFE AR MO AR
VR IR RE AN A HEOK A BRI I SRR K RE
JIRIFRER I AR A B 1 K SCAE ST RE

(1) FEEEAFERZEP 5 FIEARPMIE -3 45
BB/ Ay fif 25/ NBERE DA 22.45% 75 hi i
I 20.48% | 7 M50 X JLTHE M 16.76% | 4 558 15 VE DA
10.42% 1 H 75 52 JLFE 6.98%, 5 FpAS[RIZE R )
THE R MROMR e A6 B I 5 1) 780 P 2% b e G A oA T 1) 4k
P E Y 0.91% ~ 5.22%.

(2) Z A TE Py IRAF i S B SR 5 K 325 S5 15
i), FITAIF 5% 1) 5 ol 24 TR AR AR A V% 0 2 1) e AR K
i 7 23.83 ~ 134.95 t/hm®, 43 A £ /K & 7E 17.25 ~
83.62 t/hm’, :F7K HE 1 K/ IMKUR by 5 B e DA (i
HRXG JLUEIN BB/ NEEVE N S BRARVE N L H T H NG

JLHEMN o 15 Ja b 2 S5 0 2 5 o e DA I 575 1
R JLTHE A B R i 2 Hi A v i M X IR
o T PR (A5 X I (A 9 ) 2 et B ) AR R A
M HE N R A K. 4 B A E A B ALk
(RILAE YRR RN, BB /NBEE AT T
T 40 A% JLIE DA A AR TR AR, PRl 35 T,
T E AR WV W R T RS B TH R K i
AN

(3)SZ AT P BAE T B I A AR B K 25 R 15
M) 272 VR A A g A7 T FRR AR K AR Ak
70 2 518.50 ~ 1 015.50 t/hm?, A %35 /K 2 DL 5 it
A A5, LR 4300 Ay 575 P i X LR DA | /)N
BEHEN 4 RN H Y LU

(4) RIRIEAR MRSy £ HERZ MRS MR L & L
HODTHE I\t e, LR 43 ) SR 5 i 0 L A i /N
BEWE N 4 FE MVE AR H T B9 LHE AN, AR 4R
7 8.88 ~ 141.67 mm/min; Fij 30 min 2FA B =LA
T LIV M i i, LU 43 300 Ry o XS LT N | fif
B /NBEVE D\ | 4 TR AR 5 09 JLHEM , 284k
Tl 4 338.25 ~ 4 718.34 mm/min, FLARL IR A TE
YERK BB R/N—B, R E Z 0 B
R, FEREFE AR Rt T E
A, B 3T ML

(5) AR X LB JUREACH b R G v PR Kk
fig . LA AR BAILBE MRS KR AR
K DR A B P RE SR A TS AR (0 , X e T T
LEA AR H o 5 FIEARBRIN REAK B8 1T Ry 5 Hir
HORE DA ik 55 /N B T DA I 56 X85 ) L DA > 4 R A E
ST B HXGILHEMN

L5 TR EARMOEARE I R AE S RGN
SLAH R4, TF R HEARMOK SCA: B A B T34
Jinse Xk A0S Ll AR AR AR A K SCIINIR . BFSR 4
R EARMAEMGER R HIED 5 R K
AR 308 A8 M B 55 45 48 A s R R Hi T 55 AR
T AL, anfef 35 /N BEVE ABRAR e AR
B RN 22.45% , 15 B s A2 MROMOHE BB R
(35.28% ) 1) 63.6% ' 5 75 H A9 AN -5 3 LI
DA 3 W) )2 e KR K a4 1R 134.95 thm®
104.49 t/hm’, 5 7 1 = F2 4K (167.79 t/hm®) Hb 845
T 5 P A0 A A A /)N B A 4 39 R Y
FKAHEK 4S54 3 409.00 t/hm® 1 3 267.50 t/hm?,
R A N2 T 16 5 AZ AR 3 628.50 t/hm; 111 AAS[F]
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HE T+ R Z K AB AR LR E , 5 1
W I\ 3R 2 1 58 2 5 i 141.67 mm/min, C

NpEE
HH

WA (126.53 mm/min) ', A LB, HEAR

ARAEAR I L X R A 25 2R 58 R A R A B8 (L
PERT, BA AR IE AR R 7 T 5 A2 A n] 2R
A ZSOKSCINRE o TR, T s A0S 2 1 J8E AP ) O 3
A, B S AR, SR AR 3 1 A= A PR AP K R
A JBE PR B BE X 5
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Shrubbery eco—hydrological effect of forest—grass catchment of Qilian Mountains

ZHANG Ping', LIU Xian-de'?, ZHANG Xue-long’, ZHAO Wei-jun’,

JING Wen-mao®, WANG Shun-li’
(1 College of Foresty, Gansu Agriculture University, Lanzhou 730070, Gansu, China;

2 Academy of Water Resources Conservation Forests in Qilian Mountains of Gansu Province, Zhangye 734000, Gansu, China )

Abstract: From the ecological roles of the canopy layer, litter layer and soil layer, the paper probed into the eco—hy—
drological effects of five kinds’ main shrubbery in the forest grass catchment of the Qilian Mountains. The results
show as follows: (1)during rainy season, the average interception rates are as follows: Berberis dasystachya 22.46%,
Salix gilasnanica 20.48% , Caraganajubata 16.76% , Potentilla fruticosa 10.42% , Caragana tangutica 6.96% .
(2) The maximum water holding rates of five kinds shrubbery s litter are 1.6 ~ 4.0 times of five kinds shrubbery lit—
ter’ s theirs weights; their maximum water holding amounts and maximum available water holding amounts are
23.83 ~134.95 t-hm™ and 17.25 ~ 83.62 t - hm™. (3) The soil maximum and available water holding amounts de—
crease with the increase in soil depth, they are 2 354.50 ~ 3 409.00 t-hm™ and 518.5 ~ 1015.50 t- hm™, respectively.
(4) The mantle steady infiltration rates of various shrubbery land soils variate in the range of 7.88 ~ 96.01 mm-min™,
the maximum belongs to Salix gilasnanica of 96.01 mm - min™', then belonging to Caraganajubata, Berberis
dasystachya , Berberis dasystachya and Caragana tangutica. (5)The capability of five kinds shrubbery’s water con—
servation is ranged according to their magnitudes as follows: Salix gilasnanica> Berberis dasystachya> Caragana
jubata> Potentilla fruticosa > Caragana tangutica. Among them, Salix gilasnanica and Berberis dasystachya ’ s
capabilities are near or more than that of Picea crassofolia, which indicates that the shrubbery forest has stronger
eco—hydrological function.

Key Words: the Qilian Moutains; complex watershed; shrubbery forest; eco—hydrology



