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Abstract; This study investigated isotopic composition and spatial distribution of nitrogen of surficial litters in karst
rocky desertification areas with different type, grade and disturbed model within a small catchment of the Wangji-
azhai peak-cluster depression basin, Qingzhen, Guizhou. Results showed that the most §° N values of surficial lit-
ters in yellow soil areas are between — 4. 00%, to — 1. 83% with an average of — 3. 13%;, and that between
—4.49%,~ —2.44%; with an average of — 3. 39%s in black calcareous areas. The hydrothermal condition of the
environment is the key factor controls litters” §° N values. The §° N values of surficial litters show no significant
difference for all sampling sites except those from slight or no rocky desertification sites in black calcareous areas.
We suggest not significant (P <C 0. 05) overall difference of surficial litters’ §° N values in yellow soil and black
calcareous areas as a result of the high habitat heterogeneity of the karst area.
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HENKXESHE MESSRRESREFRS
TEZN, X LB E M B g AR Ty, (R AR Y
HENEFEBEAEFEENRE XY, IREW,
ERESREPHEYFTRBHIFED,90% L B A
MBER 604 LA LW F RITR AR A FTRAEY S8
IFA % H B IR BRI TR Y R R AR AR
SREMNEEISRE, EaFEKEEAEYHHE. +
SR Wy 3o R 7 0 B R L B AR AT B R B
BB Y ME AL &9 - e g e,
XS BB E T R &Y R R H AL R,
HEZEWMIAMRAKDRR WHAE N.PEE
FRUREHMYER L EGEEN L ERSER
tCT SN B, M R A A 00 7 A R R R 2R
HESRERREYHRMFEIRAA L AR
3 A BREF LT RE 2 DI RARRATE.

BHROELERARAR . DEAREAIFIR
REIANTREMBAY . BB RFRUREY
BARRRBLHRE, FRERENR LR R
GMLRAKBANER, T EREHNBHEHHE
WRGBAEYY , EEk, ERNIMEREY @
MR EMTFZ TAFBRBTHYRKER, £
BEPTREYWER AFEMAS FAEDHEE
6 Rkt R R T RSB ERESES
RERSERZE R R HEHE RN LB E
WS (B £ R R H R BAR R &
e S 0 X S HE AT A ) BRI L R R BF R IR
MAZR. BTRABYHT-EMIRSHTRESR
GRAXNEY MR ZEARIEBEUHAL, MAE
B EL R PR YRS A TR
HRERAM RSB B, NRERHRA
ZoRAMRER R AEATE P RAEDRE
RN R AR R ARIE R W B R, X T T %5
R X R A A R E R IR R B BB T
THHEYFETRRNTALIBRAFEEE L.
A 3CLA R 7 w5 DX B N 4 ST E R e D\ 3
NSRBI MR R AR R+ A EAA R
SFRAOBER AR TR A BRI EREE DR
RE IR L 28 4 B L 2 () 4 S R AE AT 3T EL B 5T
LA 30 Ay R B S A ot X ) SRR B BRSO
BH B LR AR AR 2T A R
HRLERAE .

1 B KL

HREXMUTERMNEFETONMERENER
FENRBL, KL 106°20'5"~106°21'8", 4k &5 26°31'

45"~26°30"27" , BB 2. 4 k., ERXK H MR
K — WP =B E RN NIRE A =& i
RIEET AP iR B R e A vl s, g A S EE b AR L O
1.65 :1, WIREE & 1451, 1 m , B KA 1275.0
m, JBWHAEXBESE,FEHIR 14°C, RS
1 35°C , iRImBARIR —5°C, F B FUR 4700C , ££48
FH & 361. 2 k]/em® , AEPETH & 1200 mm, F#F 2,
FEMERES~I A, IRRXFELEAR KR
A R + FE R, v i A b B i DA 3 T DA SR 8 R K
+AE EM U EE R E.

WHBAENT R RBEREL N EALEIH
KT, ERZH XA FREEZEARREHN
WK . EAER, YHEFRBUEH AT RE HILE
MR ETRE MR, XX FEE
AR BB E R, RAE E AR
EENBREEBREYASG, A EREARAT
Mt TRENRREEN REARLTH
ZEAFRFHREHNRAEEN FEARLTHE
AREFRER KB T B EN PEABELTH
2N TRENENEN PEGEATHED
IF B FH0)E SR R A B AL T A0 R
F /G BB BT BA XA A EARKAE
FEREML R T e H A RERNEERT.
2 BRI E
2.1 #HiigE

BEHR TR AR R A E B, ERF
(B ARTRITRATRR A FRBELA R
BREAEA PEAEANRELGEAEARRE
REERBIE M, AE R EFmER. £5R%
BE VR AP BE O L TR S R b B B L L — AR A
TERENER, EELAHELIERA 10m XE
— A5 mX5 m KT . T A AL E
BN, BEH R T SR K (20 mX 20 m), {XFESK E
SR 07 B S — R, A IR R R
2.2 HEEmXEEE

TERABET W ME TR 1R BIE 4 A
B BATE 5 4 50 cm X 50 cm B/N K, AR/
XKL AEY BAHERRZE T REDHES.
HANAERBEAEIFETOCTHTEREE., RMT
BEMBELT 0.073 mm R, AR TEHRINETRT
AL EA .
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R R ERE (N % =11. 7% ) BEAT e, U B iR
EH +0.1%,

ALK B R MAT-252 i 3% 30 47
R, B Eke T 0. 073 mm 3% B9 5 W &
15~20 mg B F & miRA T A RE R, K
WIMATEEH CuO(2~3 g Yl Cu ££(0.5~1 g),
HEEHRSAAURE LT HEESRBEH. ETEH
P 850°CHIBE 5 h, IR B PR A LMEALS
N, BEAHEEE EBHISIEBRALBEST
¥ Ngifh g, R LS & AR BN (MAT-
ST RE YA RAMLEWE. °N Wl & H 4
FAMBEREY R ST-N1(S®N = —1.89%0) .
ST-N, (8" N = 21. 38%0) # 4T & IE , 23 i i A5
WWER +0.2% 0 = 5), FEWRTES,ZW 5
AR IS 1 AN PATRER 1 MREE DA IR, X R
I KXKSA BREFWEIRZ/NTF 0.05%, &
R FAH (3" N) i E bl F B 4 e

3N =[ (®*N/"N ) qmpte — CO N/ N stantara | /

(P N/ ND quangera X 1000%0

2.4 HRAEELIT

Fd Microsoft Excel 2007 47 S #8 & #, /A
IBM SPSS Statistics 19 #4784 047 Geit
A8 BT A 41 43 # (Descriptive Statis-
tics) B R FE J5 22 4 H7 (One-way ANOVA) | L &
¥ {8 4t (Compare Means) & #6 3¢ 43 # (Correlate)
%

3 HRE A

3.1 AEEBLIRMBRAEWERDCRANEH
W s

3.1.1 #%# WHANEEXHRAEDHN CNME
FEHR 4. 00% ~ — 1. 83% (£ 1), F¥E
—3. 13%, E-HIARMEIR 2 0. 15%0, RMEM 2 0. 53%,
4B R 2. 17%, K & 0. 29%, B R B (CV)
—17.05% ., He&,83. 3% HIEIE A 7E — 3. 80%
~—2.80%Z 8], 53 A FE — 4. 00%~ — 3. 80%0 ZI[H]
F—2. 80% ~ — 1. 80%, Z & ¥HE & & 8. 3%,
&' NAE S B 43 1 Y 4% 1) 4 JBE e B 43 31 O 0. 95 N
2.98(F 1., EHEBEXAFAELRM T HRAE
Y SN FHEBEARER,

®]1 BHEEANCESHERAEWC NSRRI NE)

Table 1 Basic features of sample sites {C, N contents and 8'° N values of litters)
B bt | AEAL . T4k e HEEKE 1 Ry C HEY N 3N
ey %% AR E3) (%) pH {8 HR/mg g ! ER/mg. g} (O5)
1 YS SRD us RC TSG 30.2 6. 60 453.59 15. 32 —1.83
2 YS SRD MS RC TSG 27.3 6. 81 431.54 15.19 —3.77
3 YS SRD DS RC TSG 28.3 6.75 464, 24 15. 44 —3.10
16 YS SRD Us GR TSG 34,7 6.79 460. 05 14, 90 —2.94
17 YS SRD MS GR TSG 29.7 6.75 447,04 18. 66 —3.07
18 YS SRD DS GR TSG 27.0 5. 86 457,00 17.03 —2.92
4 YS MRD us GR A 28. 4 6. 49 464, 04 16,68 —3.26
5 YS MRD MS GR Vs 29.2 7.07 437.87 19. 25 —3.13
6 YS MRD DS GR VS 30.3 6.31 446,71 18. 65 —3.38
11 YS MRD Us RC VS 28.6 6.95 448, 95 19. 33 —2.85
12 YS MRD MS RC Vs 30. 3 7.34 468, 81 17.01 —3.34
13 YS MRD DS RC VS 31.6 6.74 459. 00 13.70 — 4,00
7 BCS MRD us BU GS 31.8 7.80 448, 29 13. 69 —3.20
9 BCS MRD MS BU GS 33.2 7.78 441,05 13.23 —3.07
10 BCS MRD DS BU GS 30.1 7.89 450,11 14. 80 —3.48
22 BCS LRD UsS GR 32.5 7.53 471, 20 20, 07 —3.23
23 BCS LRD MS GR 16.9 7.86 448, 54 23.20 —2.44
24 BCS LRD DS GR S 30.5 7. 81 467,45 18. 90 —3.46
25 BCS NRD Us wC STS 21.7 7.58 466, 69 17,23 —4.49
26 BCS NRD MS GR STS 25.8 7.55 428.23 18. 86 —3.76

H:O% %R .SRD-BEABEMA;MRD-FEARM; LRO-BEGERMANRD-RA B, QP US L MS- 3 DS- T, O FHIF K RC-
FFE GR-H4 sWCHER ;BU-kM, @K . YSEMBCSBER KL, OMBEE TSCHEETMN; VSEBRMA;GSHHEN; S#

W STS- A FREMK. TR
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Fig.1 Frequency histogram for §° N
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values of litters in yellow soil areas

3.1.2 Beohkt BAAKRTRXBEREDH
SN EEEN—4. 49%0~ —2. 44%:(F 1, FH{E
—3.39%0, PR HEIR 25 0. 21 %0, AR HERZE 0. 59%0,
4 BE 2.04%, J5 £ 0.34%, T % & K (CV)
—17.31%., He,75. 0% BIEIE DA — 3. 80%
~—2.80%Z I8 , 43 A5 7E — 4. 50%0 ~ — 3. 80%, 2 [H]
M—2.80%~—2.40% ZHIMEHEK S 12. 5%,
8" N B ST B 53 i #lf 28 0 4 JBE 0 e BE 43 ) 2 — 0. 45
M6 2, RABEAKLERARAEEMHT
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Fig. 2 Frequency histogram for §'° N values

of litters in black calcareous soil areas

3.2 ARXBIBMMRAEFYERACRARNS
(8] 53 4% 4E

3.2.1 ®#HFk MRI1MESTALIEW, MMM EE
X 55 JBE A AL O L9 55 D) AE S A 3t R R 98 18 N

EEEHRN—3.77% ~—1. 83%0, HIMEH — 2. 94%,, &
FRY—21.32% ;o B A Ak (R 00 ) R oty b 3R
FEHEY 6N X EH —4. 00% ~ — 2. 85%,, ¥ 1
—3.33%,BREK—11.45% . BERBEAEMY
W EEIEY 0N A Bk i B B R R IE
Hh B AL b Y SO AR T B S R, B U, A
X EERBEABEMFESE., ZHARTHREBABE
T SN EE R —4. 00% ~ — 1. 83%:, H{&
—3.15%0, R A —24. 51 % Z M T Y
WREEY SN HEENR—3.38%~—2.92%,1
E—3.12%, ., FRE—5.76% ., HP, ZHRTH
BISREE A AL A B A AR B R A Y
SN HME 4B —2. 90%. F — 3. 40%,, & H B H 4
BIH—33.98% F—16. 9% M TIMMWBER
WAL A P B A AL R R A E Y SUN By
4510 — 2. 98% Ml — 3. 26%0. X R R 5K
—2.74% M —3.84% ., ANEH LA A R BED
SN EMELBE N T H~P <. He, E
BRI R EY SN EE BN —3. 26% ~
—1.83%:, ¥ —2.72%,, A R B ¥ —22. 80% ; F1
A R EEY "N EHFEER—3. 770% ~
—3.07%0, HJH—3.33%, R RE —9.48%; T
PR R B EY N HEFEE R —4. 00% ~
—2.92%0, H{E—3.35%, ER R —14.09%. KN
() 355 o7 [ A% 3 Ff) 3t R R Y 4 &'° N B B8 72 R 3 o1
SHBRAES, FEMKRZ, B AR

SRD MRD RC GR US MS DS
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Fig. 3 Mean §"° N value of litters in different

environmental conditions in yellow soil areas

3.22 Rerokt MRIMELFALDEH, R
BB A R BKORF S R BR8] R v
¥ 8" NAE A bt 3 B /NBI KW A Bk R A& 7
EM-FEAGEAEEN -BREGELGEN,
Heb , TABEAEBR B EAZY "NEEEN
—4.49% ~ — 3. 76%., M — 4. 12%.,. B R EHK
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—12.54%; REAREAELYMRAEZEY "N E
J—3.46%0 ~ — 2. 44%0, BI{H — 3. 04%0, B F R
—17.51%; P ERHEAE LK M RAEY "N E
3. 48%0 ~ — 3. 07%0, ¥I1{H — 3. 25%0, ZF 7 R ¥
—6.44% . AT TR W 5 RE b H i R R %
¥ 5 N H By L F i /DB K R — ks~
B, HP, 2R TR RREY °NEE
Bl —3.76%0~ —2. 44%0 , ¥I{H — 3. 22%0 , E R R
—17.45% ;B kTR AR RBRB G A KT
XA LR MR TR AL — 4,80 N
R —4.49% . NEIBEA MBI MR EEY o° N
BT BE BN Ry LT, H
b, PR RAEY SCNEETENR
—4.49% ~ — 3. 20%0, ¥JMH — 3. 64%., B R R
—20. 19% ;PN RAEY SCNEFE
H—3.76%0 ~ — 2. 44%, ¥J{H — 3. 09%0, & B R $
—2L.25% P MM R REY SN EHFE
Hh—3. 48%0 ~ —3. 46%0, I — 3. 47%:, B R A
—0.35% . ASRIBEALEIAEH K R EEY 5° N &
BHEAETHMTARAED, EWARZ, PY AR
43,

MRD LRD NRD GR WC BU US MS DS

0.00

-1.00}

-2.00}

8N (%)

3.00}
-4‘00{ T T
-5.00%
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Fig.4 Mean 8" N values of litters in different

environmental conditions in black calcareous socil areas

BRETENZE LB ESEREN, REN
HEREAEY SCNENARCAKEIXHBREALER
L EN 5 EABAMRETEROFEZR B,
FoAts TC i J2 0 8 DX e o i R PR 0 R KR 3, Ho it
REAEY "N HAESFH AR MMREME AR T T
FRIET EEE AR TE B E 2R
B, P R R A ) B R R A B 2 (P << 0. 05),
T BB 55 W TR IX 1 B AR B R R A R
3.3 MRAFWARMURAMEAZEY C.NER
Rimakik. 1% pH EZEKXE

MK 2.8 3TTLIFEH, WM B2 IR XA

R BAA KX, RFEY SNES A
BEYWCNESEELESKE . LE pHERY LR
EHRKFR(P<0.05),
2 EWMRXHMRAEYWINESAZEYWCNZR
Bkl T3 pH EEMHEXE
Table 2 Correlations between litter §'° N values, C.N contents,

soil water contents and soil pH values in yellow soil areas

BT SN BEY By Rt
CHg N&& SKE
HEHMCHER o.11
HHEYNESE  0.16 —0.35
TEEKE 0.04 0.29 —0.32
T pHE  —0.15 0. 02 0.06 0.27

. " P<C0.05, * P<0.01, T &M

3 REARIXHBRAEDINES
BEYCNERELHEKER. T pH HEAAEXE
Table 3 Correlations between litter §'° N values,
C,N contents, soil water contents and soil pH values

in black calcareous soil areas

- . i) AEY =
Cyg N&& KB
RAEPWCHEE —o0.21
REHYNER  0.26 0.23
THEEKE 0. 00 0.08 —0. 65
44 pH {H 0.55 —0.14 —0.22 0.01

4 3t w

b 5 8 T5 0 A0 5 H b T AR R K B A I RS AL
HEMEHESE YR LAWY, A5t
MEAREY AR RE " NEFEY
FREDHRBEMARA X, R ZHED S HRE
MR Rt AR R B R, WA
AR IME, M R LB R A T NI E
AN EEHIBHEEN Y R ES, S
e ZERL. BHESE . SERK, HRREA%EY
AR e —fbER.EBR"N HADER
FIREK PR 228 AR R SRR BTG, o R
SRR, EEAS FREYERE TR L E
W A NS SR A 0% Y B R MR AR R FHRS , DA T AN
ETREDG R ARTN EEHEELE M,
S EFEFEDE 8N R ED 103

ZEYRETY N LEMZ RO R L
SNEHFAEREZERD, MNEREFHREAL
R ThBE BIAE H ) 8" N B R I K (7. 69%0 £ 1. 28%0)
8 A (3. 46% £+ 0. 51%0) > B A (1.51%, +
2. 02%0) , B R ITL I A F D RE R M Y B A A
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HARBIBRAMARMER/BR, ANAERHEDH
MNEZFHUBERTFIFAMMER, RE B EAH
Y1\ 1 3 R U B AR (NO; -ND I 8 N He R A
R A A 13 R R i B RUUR (NHL -ND B 8" N {E B
BEMK., MAMREREZH HARXAXLLEHE
REREBEAKL:, MRAEW RS NMEEA b A B
AR BE N T 1R A R e, EL O B R SR Ak
BETHT XA EDWAERARARY T B EE
M. EEA IR AR Y OC N HRE 5 R Wk IR
M A 5%, (X IE % 9 40 4 72 8 A0 T A2 B ma A K
HIFRBE K REAMTREA BREEERHBE.

MEHNREX B AR, AR EESE
MERAKBEHFHERRFBEHEE LT KEZE
3h, & B IR TE A LY TR Y [ e A X R,
KM EHRAET E LT EBEKRKES,
BERK MAKSEBKKABTHELBHR, T
B EMEY N HMEMNFASAEAEHBE,
246 R 4 X E T B K b 8 B i L TR U UK
b B A RE SR X R A, RBCR B AL A X T
AT AR, LR R BERE, MK
EEBAK, Bk, Hih R EE Y o° N 18 LU 3 i &
B, IRRKHEREY SN EAERRBEA LT
BN, #E—H U TR E KRR AR R H
HYSCNMEMWEEHRR. SREEGFTHRAE
PONHEHMNERHARE , XWTREEE SR HFKX
EEMNERRRMERX,

5 #  #®

HEHNEEXBRAEYN NEHFER
—4.00%0~—1. 83%0, F-3¥I{ —3. 13%,; B A BLILF2
ERMERMBEA WA MR RAEY SN EEAS
Fa%, AU BB A T XXt A& w AR
MEAROEBMARE ., RRFEARMKGATEE
EmAEYRERLZHARNEEFNE.

BaARIXBRAEYH O NBEFZTEN
—4.49%0~—2. 44%,, F¥IMEH — 3. 39%0; W HE PO N
18 [ B A Bl A AL AR BE I BR T A 2, kB T
PO TR EY "N EXLH BE W, A
AL LA SRS . R mBAAK L X
R AR YR RIAL K A F 2 N R AR IR KK
%15

WREEY O° N (518 &Y 09k I8 A R DL K
FEDFTAEHIE . LRSS KREESE
R EYIAHK X8 7 Y 53 % 72 P Fad B B m A ok

MABAKREGRAFTEEMEER, HREXEHR
WEREEZAHT PR LEWBRAEY S°NER
THERBREAKTIRMEEARAS LG ELAEE
ERBENAXBERZR WL ERRE KBS E
ERUAEEP <005, XFESEHBEXEE
MR R .
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