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Discrepancy caused by various altitudes in both
floral traits and reproductive allocation of
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Abstract: To investigate reproductive allocation strategies of alpine vegetation and analyze the response mechanism of
floral characteristics to altitude gradient in Saussurea tangutica, the floral characteristics and reproductive allocation of
fourteen populations of S. tangutica from different altitudes on the eastern edge of Qinghai-Tibet Plateau were determined
through field investigation and drying-weighing method. The results were as follows: (1) Reproductive allocation presen-
ted a linear decline with increasing individual size (above-ground biomass and plant height). (2) Above-ground bio-

mass, plant height, the number of tubulous, and the biomass of reproductive and vegetative organs at the flowering stage
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all showed a linear decline with rising altitude, while the biomass of tubulous increased with rising altitude. (3) There

was a common balance between the number and size of tubulous, the biomass of reproductive and vegetative organs, the

weight of stamens and pistils, as well as the number of pollen grains and the length of filaments. It can be concluded as

follows: (1) As an external factor, altitude significantly affects the floral characteristics of S. tangutica, and individual

size also potentially regulates reproductive allocation. (2) S. tangutica at different altitudes can utilize the limited re-

source effectively and decrease vegetative growth by reducing its size to promote reproductive growth.
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TERBRRAEAE N AW ) A P B, FEAH D)
TRARG T ELER, MM EEH6 T
9T (2508 2% 5%, 20165 1 55 4%, 2015; Sun et al,
2014) o Bl TR AR IO T, 5 AR A A K B Y 34
Be K (AR EE OGHR) SR & AR AR Ak 3 Se BR
IR 19 722 Ak 23 XA ) 160 A6 3 RR AIE 77 A — 52 )
T ) 380 A8 ) 1 %5 SR W (IR Mg S, 2009) o
HO AL Ry A ) O 156, AE R BNy 2 i | I S
I Y ¢ B ( Wright & Meagher, 2004 ; Han et al,
2011), Kleunen & Ritland(2010) i T 7 [ 4% &
FErh 5 58 T &R G0 A0 ¢ 19 4B R AE 1Y 1L i 3 XA
AN, FROR AL Z AR50 2 & i LB
Tl o 38 HE X b 2R 1 5 A BE 0 S el R R A% ey 1
I B 15 A P R A 3 ) 2850 238 ok 52 i) e A A9 AL )
) Z58 i) ( Pires & Freitas,2008)

AR BE 3 BC AR PR BT A T A IR 3 e 45 2E
B AR o], BB PR AR 25 A Bl A B R L B
SR A JE AR R AR DA JE 2 RN R R ) O A
R WY EHR NS 22 BRI 2 T B &R
PRV TE R (SR PE 45 ,2013) | TG4 AN A 3R 855 [H
T o RAE ) (0 A 58 53 TE 7 A 3 5 ) (A I A
2014 ;5K PE4% 2013) , T —IE%(2012a) & BL7E
VAR 1 DX A ) B A6 R R AR 77 A T e R AR AT Ak
2K I B Z WA R T L BT 454
AEME , LA SR T i 12 b A 55 v Ak b DX A% 4 B
AW RE 7, AT DR Ik JH: BE 7 vy € R ) A 56 1
APEER, MY, IR 22 R R R IX
AT AR 5 AR 5 o B OC RS KA B T4
BT 4 % 0 24 B A 265 2 1 5 i) B mT RE AL ) (
WHIREE,2017) o

T e DA T I A K |t A e v Y v

FURFES BRI 22 R, AN R, A SR E
%% PRHCRE W ] SRR E RS AR, DA T R 2L
B B B I o B 28 0 B IR e D (T — g %
2012b) . FimE ARG A E 4, RS
FEAE N e R AR 2 B 45 R 5 R 1 LA
Z— B Al LI T e LAY e A, il SE AR
%k, H N A XF E B B ( Ranunculaceae ) | ¢ H )
( Gentianaceae ) | JE H-#E} ( Saxifragaceae ) %5 22 Fi A
Py (B, 20095 T 55 ,2010) MR R Bl A T8
ZWH5E, Herh A Z %8 5 B KT 49 s Al ) B0 o)
BCARIESE . (XTI 2 J8 1 55 30 & () A6 ) 4E
PR K A B 3 T B T 418 728 A LA B N R B R A
AT S AT R TE , B T DLSR Zs A 0 A 3,
SR AT XU 2 Jis A ) 1) B B 3 IBC ) AH DG BIF 5 v L
PR WS SO bR s BE PR SR R R R A AR S A
FEARAR , KA 5 150 LU AR W 04 A B 4 T DA R L AR
Wy AT 8 AR B A TC 2 R AR AR PR R LA
R AR AR (IR BRI T A, 1998) o
T IR Gk B ERORS 25 e R B A R
T T REWT ST, A B4 0 i3 Al 4 A7 B T AH
KL A58 7R

ASBIFFE LA 3 A 78 75 8 e I 7R 2 19 XU 6 4 I Al
Yy R % (Saussurea tangutica ) 58 X 4
FEBRBT LT AR (1) R T 4 7R A
Wy e AEAS ) HE 4R 8 BT B 28 55 (2) B R A
IR/ (PR i EAE R ) 5B BLRC R
(3) R R S5 TR A [F) T 4R 0 B2 1 B 0 I 7
FAERUBE R . BAETRA T R il e 5 2 348 10 1
TSI, 0 AT ROR) FH 2 DX 800 A 9 X 24 Js 1
Y5 e 128 1Y 8 & 31X — H Y 24 AR ) o
TR AL BB K



2 W25 . R R S AR AR S A B TS A9 TR AR 25 S 161

1 MEE T &*

1.1 HRREER

SR A T R R AR % I H R R A TR N
AT, UL Bl f e B FEHLALE A T
102°02'—103°35" E H133°00'—36°97' N Z[a] , #Jf
ST X IR A1 200~4 800 m, AEYSHR N 1.7 C |, &
1T H 2 A 12 ARIREM,7 A .8 ARRK
B AERETY R 400 ~ 800 mm , JCFE M1, H MR AT
] S A (Y R i Pk S SR A A5 T 7
JRZRAb 1 %%, e Ll KN 5 A1, 34 02 22 7% b P
5% (E—IE5E 2008)
1.2 FAR

AR EER ZAE LR AMY, & 16 ~70
em, HURZEML, AP 240008 (R A7 i i 25
S, BB A RKEE, AR E A 0
R R BDE S SE 858 | S A 4k 5 SR AE T TS/
AEHE 1 ~5 A FEZE i B R W AR 3~7 em MY 4K
JPo AT, HARKEIE, K 4 mm, 5460,
R T7—9 A, i THWN EE WL =0,
VUL, o A SN o A1 7 e v A b X UL
W 2 b B A B, Bk A RS T b b
M AL RO R B B B A R A A
WA RS BT IRER TR KT (MK
A ,1999)
1.3 RFE
1.3.1 A 2015 4F 8—9 H , 76 H rg ik % A 76 M
AR S 5 1L A e B 7 AN TR 3R 86 BE (2 9003 350,
3550.3 7003 800.3 950F14 050 m) , &3k B
JE RO R, T A B BEHLAZ IR 25tk
SEREIORE S A RE , 76 BT A 0 SR AR AR b S 4y
1o B2 [V A T sk B Y A0 42 BRORITS By v v 46 1
B A R BERE AL R B 25 SR R FF 2L 2,
i T ordke N H B A4S IR 5 /N0 % AE R AR 2 3 17
IrEEG T i I
1.3.2 AdEeym e TERDERE 25 bRod Btk
HBEHLIE B 25 R 58 B /NG, 28 3 A6 T ) B Ak 3
Je R bR R RO 5 9190 s 5 2 /N B 1Y 48 22 Fl
AR B, Bl S TR0 A W R R JE A 25 g

INERAE 22 AR BE BSF- 24 SR I Bk o
XA B AT 5, S UOF (B AL B3 4 2 /)
BB BOTIE 5, B F — Mk L EREE .
EORNE DL B 2 B A8 RN B A6 7 Tl itk A T R 5
1£ 80 C FMET 24 h J5 FH 1/10000 HF K F-Fr[A]
— IR [P —JE A 25 SRR/ MEA i, OF TR
— AR NG LR ) R B SE T R — AR AR Y
EARNAEECE , UL KPR A SR 25 /A4
1.4 Gt

(iR SO NN N i 5 N O SN i = )
FEZE M ERANE TR T ) FIbRm SRR, H SR
wE A RO R RS R A S T e, B
A A AR O T R A R A IR INE R AR
Wiry ST TR, B G B A E A i S i
FAEYEERR, o BE — 5 R 25 S
PRI HL L AE i B E AR MRS B SR AR
BAEYRE AR LR SRR A R
AEECH TG AR /N AR AR W) B 0 S 7 22 4 b
(ANOVA) 43 Hr 5 1 4 18] 19 FH 56 14, [ B 4 7 46 38
EIRNER R KRN BB Y RS E R
BAEYE HERESAMEEE S RAEREEYS
P22 K Z MR R AFEAUI G &R . T A B 14k
H] Excel 2003 Fi1 SPSS 20.0 &k {F 47 &b A1 43 #r
H Origin 8.5 YEA

2 ERE A

2.1 REMBEBKRHBEXE

M T AT LAE R RS R s AR S
ThE4h i B I SO R &R (P<0.01) , BB
AR T A AR A AR N — 7 i T
FEXAL T LR PR 55, AL 3 ORI R A %
AL A i AR v 52 B TR BR A, 0 40 i &5
AU 240 L BE ) 5 182 BEL AT REBR M 1 R+l 4 5
WA LT, AT E M EAEY RS 55—
T, H T e RO X, A B AR A R R
A ATREW R R EUE R T E M LAY R S
PR Z [8] 1 R G R IR 22—

MNP 2 0] LAFE R v e 5 S A ks S TR



162 L - W7 38 &
F1 EEHBHESEXRFEER
Table 1 Sampling sites of S. tangutica
B RA FL ) ok Gt 4 b
Population Collection date (m) Longitude and latitude Habitat
1 2015-08-21 2 900 102.91° E,36.97° N [P Flood land
2 2015-08-21 2 900 102.91° E,36.97° N T e Flood land
3 2015-08-22 3350 103.35° E,34.69° N %3155 A Rock of roadside
4 2015-08-22 3350 103.35° E,34.58° N FH Meadow
5 2015-08-24 3550 103.33° E,34.57° N b4l Sandland
6 2015-08-24 3550 103.34° E,34.54° N 70 Sandland
7 2015-08-25 3 700 102.04° £,33.97° N L3 4 Hillside meadow
8 2015-08-25 3 700 102.07° E,34.00° N L1 % # M1 Hillside meadow
9 2015-08-27 3 800 102.05° E,34.09° N BB Meadow
10 2015-08-27 3 800 102.05° E,34.02° N H L Meadow
11 2015-08-28 3950 102.02° E,33.99° N 1A ME Alpine screes
12 2015-08-28 3950 102.04° E,34.01° N = LA M Alpine screes
13 2015-08-29 4050 102.51° E,34.60° N 7 L A7 Alpine screes
14 2015-08-29 4 050 102.48° E,34.58° N = LA ¥ Alpine screes
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Fig. 1 Liner regression relationship between

aboveground biomass and elevation
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organ biomass, reproductive organ biomass and elevation
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Fig. 9 Liner regression relationship between each trade-off group of data of S. tangutica
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PR DX, R T AR S T 2 Y R AR A B | 4
A AEHRE LA I R 10 58 A6 2 X% 43 B AL 9 Sk sz Pk | A
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XA B AR AT X T 4 52 A A R (i A
2008) , MR T AL 0w A R SXFE— 8
FEIE B yRAN T BE A MK T i ALy B e i s
SRR 2 R i s e, DT DR IE T 4%y B s %t
FEN B9 RAG % 5 o5 — 5 T, 7 A8 9 AT 3R B 5% i
SRR AL, T R S5 e AR R L, A
AEA I i, e R B DR UE A By 1) A B 7, LA
PRI AR 3 S B IR 52 1
3.2 ANk KNI S 5E 43 B R 0
BRSO 25 5 B0A IR % 5 5 22 4% A2
S SCHRGE AL AR XS 1) B 58 43 T 23 BEAIK ( Reekie,
1998) . S Y B IR AR B2 B BRI AR ) 62X
e S ANEN RS E N o N =N DO
B B I RH R 8B DT 2 52 Wi 5 4 TE e
MRS o ABFFEEE R W, AR K/ (b A
b b A ) X A% T HRORE BE R O R O Y B )
PR ) f 2 B A8 T 4% A0 o R 5 R A
BEOTTC AR /N Bl WE ST DO AR 0 T R AR S
T T U /NS A TR ke I AT BT IR T AR S AT BR 1
PR B B & E , H Y2 1A 58 A 1
AR, XK ERES (S. hieracioides) M=%
K E B (S. epilobioides ) . 92 & K E 4§ (S.
subulisquama ) B8 E5 3 (S. nigrescens ) 55 FH ¥ %
B O3 TC 5 9 4K 25 S 0O I 45 R A SRR IX — 45 1R
(R, 20135 £ — 84 2012¢) , DIABK,
X BEHH A B 4 X B RAIG, HORE X ) B 4 i
ARG . PRI AR 25/ N AL ) JHE B 4 T I T
HAXT R o ( F— 1825 2012a) , BFSE KB, B4
FC AR T 48 AR > K K /) (Zhang & Jiang, 2002) .
Xt #% 4% Bl ( Rosaceae ) ) B 7. 2% & 52 ( Potentilla
recta) ( Soule & Werner, 1981) Fl & = Bl 1 Bk I 4
YEAE ( Trollius europaeus) ( Asam & Staffan, 1998) [
WESE R, BEHH 53 BE AR BE A 1A 10 38 R T/,
I A B G 04 JE R T g 2 P T AR A T
AR GO0 5 IR T R AR AR B B R ) 2 B
SRR AN 3h W R L BCR B R A
AN TR AR B A5 A B BB SRR 5 A Y E B
Z AR R A Y 1 BAE A FC N, Y
R G UAEXH Y B o BOAE 5T i 4518 . A BiF
EMEEE SURSEIRY/E ik VS RN VNGNS 4 EB'S

Z I — 3 (Weiner & Lovett, 1988) .
3.3 RAEMERPIRVE X R

UM PSS 1 5 B 25 2 A K T AR U A B
UG T —Fh D BE i AS BE 1 H T H A i D) BE B 45
A, GUVRE Py 388 v B A B A A IR A B AH
I 23 U /0 Kok HC At T B R 45 R B B A (T AR A
2011) o XF—4F 4 B & ( Gentiana ) #8 9) WF 55 &
B, Y FH A G T VA B A AR /N A
T R/NGIEEH Z [0 2B« BT AU 56 R
(MR2FAREE,2009) , ASBFGE R B, FH iy 9 35 3 70 A
FREA YR T A BT, A 3k 88 7 A9 ek 20 Ik
NIRRT AR KA R B R A
AR N INN BT L, AR T 58
TE BB AFAE (1) 44 1F LA B b 1 407, X AT RE b AR F AR
Bl HE AR LR 56 18, A 30 A TR/ IN—850 ek AL A AL
SEREYITE S A BT T 45 DI v YRR X A A BR85S
N PR R B ( Ak (55, 2010)

Bt T A 1) T T, R R S T A R
M AFEFERU DG FR . A 58 45 S 3R B, %) i 368
PRGN, A TR AR A A Sk 2
b R R PR BT b I 2 A A% by B T A 0 Ry
FENS AT % | A6 45 R AL TR AE v, B Sk R il 1 2
3 3 5 M ST 42 52 Ay 119 IO A RS R s e i
BE KT, 3 B2 H AR ERE Y — > B 19 ( Campbell
1989) , S &H & R /INFR A L 19 5 e il e 0 A Sk
SR T A R AL K R R TR A R AE B AR )
H B 2 A (Wang et al, 2013) . — 77 Ifi 15 & 4k
X8, AR AL By B O Bl i S i/ (H R T R
AR R AP B A Sk A R B A A Rz
PEAS DARME 5 575 — T 1 Bl 4 T AR 00 T i, 7 A 338
BEGURAT BRI 0T, R RS R S T ORI
P A A7 R AT, A0 3R 77 A R I AR B 1A fig 42
B A% 7 B RS AR 1, b 25 3 B FR B UR 9 TR
B, PRUTRRE A BR A 9% 15 5T 22 b 4% A S35 i 4 7 T
IR ACE 622 T, DLk 344 Ky B e A1k
Vil 57 A6 M 09 L3 A 4% by ik 72 BB WU 56 B,
T AT R0 3 v A 2R A A ) R T e, AR SR
ST AP BB AR A2 1 X T I — A S %
TR AYE Z2 | Wb SR 2 T O o5 — FhoPE B 98 R A
SR
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(1) Bt T4k 00 T e, AR T R BB ) B D50 A
ARG, R R 5 3 70 E 20 451 i B 190 9 DG O
o TR B ROE M S AR AR A AT fE
0 308 3 VB KR WA AR R A R R/ AR AR R S8 LY
(2) BEF I B0 T i, i e 5 3 e o (I AR A
P22 D80 AERT R, L B AT 22 1 B T A% 4
5| 235 R A e A W) 7 I 3 T 47 A B4 A 05 T I
A TE A PE SR, (3) JH ot 4 5 3 3 o X 4R
ANAERCEE B RN BB A B AR SR SR A E A
K Z 8] AT B, 4 ] 3R U A BR BT IR AT &
BT HBC, DA SE SN 17 R AR 2 X 5 Y R
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