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Effects of Grazing and Hydrological Disturbance on Soil Properties
of Wet Meadow Wetland in Lhasa
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Research, CAS, Beijing 100101, China; 3. Tibet Plateau Institute of Biology, Lhasa 850001, China)

Abstract; Surface soil pH, total and available nutrients of wet meadow under different grazing systems and

water condition were studied through position experiment and constructed experiment. The results showed

that effect of grazing and water regulation on wet meadow soil was complex. Soil pH and total nitrogen con-

tent were increased by pasturing prohibition and water improvement, while soil organic matter, total nutri-

ents and available potassium content decreased. Available nitrogen content and its proportion in total nitro-

gen were improved under grazing condition, which were the highest under grazing and the lowest under pas-

turing prohibition. Available phosphorus content and its proportion in total phosphorus decreased under

grazing condition, and increased under improved water condition.
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