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Studies on Fine Root Biomass and Soil Properties of Pinus tabulae formis Forests in Ningxia
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Abstract: Taking natural secondary Pinus tabulaeformis forests (occurring in Helan Mountain and Luos-
han Mountain) and artificial P. tabulae formis forests (in Liupan Mountain) in Ningxia as research ob-
jects, fine root biomass and soil properties in 0—40 cm soil layer, as well as their relationships were exam-
ined. The results indicated that fine root biomass in three regions was mainly distributed in 0—20 cm soil
layer. The total fine root biomass, alive fine root biomass and their corresponding ratios were ranked in
the order of Helan >>Liupan >Luoshan. While the dead fine root biomass followed an opposite pattern.
Soil water content and soil bulk density of 0—40 cm soil layer were ranked in the order of Liupan >>Helan
>Luoshan with the exception of soil water content of surface soil (0—20 cm soil layer). With the increase
of soil layer depth, soil water content gradually decreased and soil bulk density gradually increased. The
total C, N and P contents in the soil were ranked in the order of Luoshan™Helan >>Liupan. The correla-
tion analysis between fine root biomass and soil properties exhibited that fine root biomass was more rele-
vant to soil water content and soil bulk density in natural secondary P. tabulaeformis forests, and fine
root biomass was more relevant to soil nutrients such as total N content and total P in artificial forests.
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Table 1 Basic information of plots
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Table 2 Composition and distribution characteristics of fine root biomass (mean 4 SE)
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Vertical distribution characteristics of soil water content and soil bulk density
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Fig. 2 Vertical distribution characteristics of soil total C, N and P
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Table 3 Correlation coefficient between fine root biomass and soil properties
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