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Abstract The amount of soil organic carbon (SOC) reflects the ability of ecosystem to sequester carbon (C).
In the desert riparian zone of Heihe River basin, northwest China, that has been the subject of an ecological
water conveyance since 2000, studies on SOC under different land use types remain scarce. Yet analyzing
soil organic carbon content (SOCC) and its spatial distribution in the area is a key component when studying
C cycle in this desert ecosystem. We therefore investigated the vertical distribution of SOC and its influencing
factors using field study, and we found significant differences among different land use types and soil
depths. The average SOCC and soil organic carbon density in the 0–100 cm soil layers were 23.31 g kg�1

and 6.08 kg m�2, respectively. SOCC and soil organic carbon density decreased in the following order:
grassland (5.73 g kg�1)> forestland (5.03 g kg�1)> shrubland (4.79 g kg�1)> cropland (4.28 g kg�1)> Gobi
desert (2.10 g kg�1). We also found that vegetation and soil properties jointly affected SOCC in this riparian
arid zone, in addition to human disturbance, as indicated by a low stratification ratio in the grassland
(1.575) and cropland (1.366). When natural vegetation was transformed into cropland, SOCC decreased with
the removal of plant biomass and the increase of wind erosion. Consequently, conservation agricultural
practices that consider preservation of soil organic matter (e.g., no-tillage and intercropping with
deep-rooted leguminous perennial plants) should be introduced in order to prevent further degradation.

1. Introduction

Soil is by far the largest carbon (C) pool in terrestrial ecosystem (Castellano et al., 2015; Luo et al., 2010).
Globally, an estimate of 1,300–1,500 and 900 Gt of organic C stock is stored in the soil between 0 and
100 cm deep and between 100 and 200 cm deep, respectively (Kirschbaum, 2000; Schlesinger, 1990).
While soil organic carbon (SOC) can be used as an important indicator of soil quality and soil fertility
(Evans et al., 2006), in many regions, SOC is depleted by soil erosion and anthropogenic disturbance (Lal,
2003). As SOC accumulation and depletion processes influence global C cycle (Schrumpf et al., 2011),
analyzing regional variation of SOC is important considering a highly spatial SOC distribution (Meersmans
et al., 2009).

The arid area of China accounts for 25% of its total land area (Zhou et al., 2010) and has a significant C
sequestration potential (Li, Wang, et al., 2015). It is also home to the desert riparian forests or “Tugai forests,”
which are mainly located in the floodplains of major central Asian rivers (Ding, Zhao, Daryanto, et al., 2017).
Riparian zone is the linkage between terrestrial and aquatic ecosystems, and consequently, vegetation in the
riparian zone is likely to be influenced by elevated water tables or extreme flooding and by the ability of soils
to hold water. Desert riparian forests are the main communities in Heihe River basin, the second largest
inland river in China (Zhao et al., 2016). Desert riparian forests are made up the core of the desert oasis which
mainly comprised tree, shrub, and grass communities (Ding, Zhao, Daryanto, et al., 2017) and covered an area
of 700 km2. Before the implementation of ecological water conveyance project (EWCP or a diversion of water
to downstream Heihe River since 2000), the low reaches (i.e., downstream) region experienced severe water
shortages and environmental deterioration (Kharrazi et al., 2016). By delivering 300 billion m3 of water every
year, EWCP ensures a minimum amount of water to flow downstream and its implementation has
significantly restored and supported a substantial vegetation regrowth (Trumbore, 2000; Yan et al., 2016).
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With vegetation increase being considered one of the main reasons for increasing C sinks in terrestrial eco-
systems including in the north and northwest China (Piao et al., 2009), desert riparian zone becomes a key
area of ecological restoration (Liu et al., 2015). While there have been studies about SOC in the middle
reaches of Heihe River basin (Li & Shao, 2014), there was no study of the SOC in the low reaches area after
vegetation restoration. Since the middle and lower reaches of the Heihe river are very different in terms of
vegetation composition and land use type (Li & Shao, 2014), research on SOC in the low reaches area has
become critical.

Heihe River basin supports different land use types (e.g., forestland [FL], wetlands, grassland [GL], and
cropland [CL]; Jiang et al., 2015), which has different potentials to sequester C. A large proportion of shrubs
with rich herbaceous plants, for example, can sequester significant amount of C due to their dense rooting
system (Li et al., 2016). In contrast, most C stock in the woodland consist of lignified litter that decomposes
slowly, resulting in a low C turnover (Meersmans et al., 2009). Although it was not the intention of ecological
water conveyance, there has been a large-scale expansion of CL with a guaranteed supply of water, which
likely affects SOC accumulation. Currently, studies on SOC in downstream Heihe River basin only focused
on the distribution and its variation in the riparian zone’s topsoils (Li et al., 2016; Si et al., 2009). Yet deeper
vertical distribution of SOC and possible mechanisms that lead to its variability remain unknown.

In this study, we measured SOC up to 100 cm deep in a desert riparian zone after 15 years of EWCP
downstream Heihe River. The objectives of this work were (1) to quantify SOC under different land use types,
including the vertical distribution of SOC content (SOCC) and SOC density (SOCD) concentrations, and (2) to
analyze soil quality as influenced by selected biotic and abiotic factors, such as vegetation characteristics, soil
physical, and chemical properties. This study will provide not only the basic data for subsequent studies but
also the underlying mechanisms that lead to better understanding of C cycle in the region.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Area

The study area is located around Ejina Oasis, downstream Heihe River basin, northwestern China, where the
Heihe alluvial plain lies (approximately 40°200–42°300N and 99°300–101°450E). The climate is a typical
temperate continental climate with cold, long winter and hot, dry summers, and an average wind speed of
3.9 m s�1 (Ding, Zhao, Daryanto, et al., 2017). The average annual evaporation (>3,300 mm) is much larger
than the average annual precipitation (<39 mm; Chen et al., 2014).

In this desert riparian zone, the trees are dominated by Populus euphratica Oliv., while the shrubs by Tamarix
ramosissima Ledeb., followed by Lycium ruthenicum Murr., Alhagi sparsifolia Shap., and typical desert
vegetation Reaumuria songarica (Pall.) Maxim. The herb species mainly consist of Sophora alopecuroides L.,
Karelinia caspica (Pall.) Less., and Peganum harmala L., while the CL is dominated by Cucumis melo L.
plantation. The soils in the study area are mainly gypsum gray brown desert soils and gray brown desert soils,
followed by brown desert soils, skeleton soils, and eolian sandy soils (Yu et al., 2013). Human population in
Ejina is sparse (18,030 individuals in 2013; http://www.ejnq.gov.cn/Item/26075.aspx), and the local farmers
are mainly engaged in cantaloupe farming and animal husbandry (Ding, Zhao, Daryanto, et al., 2017).

2.2. Sample Collection

In order to completely cover different land use types in the desert riparian forest of the study area, we
established 69 sampling sites. All of those sites were located 1,000 m below sea level in the desert riparian
zone, as part of Ejina Oasis, downstream Heihe River. Although previous studies indicated that the forests
are distributed between 0 and 2,000 m from the river channel, corresponding to the influence range of
ecological water conveyance our study extended beyond that range (i.e., up to 3,500 m from the river chan-
nel) to fully cover the distribution pattern of the desert riparian forests in downstream Heihe River. Between
July and August 2015, 38 sampling sites were established, in addition to 31 sites between July to August
2016. The position of each sampling site (latitude, longitude, and elevation) was recorded using a Garmin
GPS (version eTrex 30; Figure 1). The sites were selected based on five major land use types in this region;
the number of CL, GL, FL, shrubland (SL), and Gobi desert (GD; Table 1). Different sampling number corre-
sponded with the different coverage of each land use type, which have experienced rapid changes due to
EWCP, for example, with the increase of CL by twofold since 2000 (Hu et al., 2015).
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2.2.1. Soil Sampling and Analysis
At each site, soil samples were randomly collected in three replicates using soil drilling (5 cm in diameter) at
five soil layers (0–20, 20–40, 40–60, 60–80, and 80–100 cm). In sites where soil samples could not be collected
using soil drilling (i.e., the soil was too loose), samples at four sampling points were collected by digging the
soil profiles. After sampling, soils were weighed and dried in the oven at 105 °C for 48 hr to determine the soil
moisture content (SMC). Soil bulk density (BD) of each soil layer was measured separately using cutting ring
(100 cm3). Ground temperature (GT) in each soil layer was recorded using geothermometer. Three additional
replicate samples were collected from each layer, air-dried, sieved through a 2-mm sieve, and mixed in order
to measure the following soil physical and chemical properties: soil particle size, SOCC, pH, electrical conduc-
tivity (EC), total nitrogen (TN), total potassium, total phosphorus (TP), and total salt content (TS). Soil particle
size distributions (clay < 0.002 mm, silt 0.002–0.05 mm, and sand 0.05–2 mm) were measured by using
Malvern Mastersizer 2000. The SOCC was determined by the dichromate oxidation method (Kalembasa &
Jenkinson, 1973). Soil pH was measured with a pH meter (PH-3CW) and soil EC with an EC mater (DDS-

307W) using 1:5 soil: water suspension. Kjeldahl method was used to
determine soil TN. TS was determined by oven method (Liu et al., 1996),
and TP was determined using a UT-1810PC spectrophotometer (PERSEE,
Beijing, China), after H2SO4-HCIO4 digestion.

Stratification ratio (SR), defined as the ratio of SOC at the surface layer to
that at a deeper layer, was used to evaluate soil quality. High SR values
(>2) usually indicate good soil quality (Corral-Fernández et al., 2013; Li
et al., 2016). In this study, SR was the ratio between SOCC at 0–20 cm deep
to that at 40–60 cm deep. Since the inherent soil differences can be indi-
cated by an internal normalization procedure, SR allows a wide diversity
of soil to be compared on the same assessment scale (i.e., same thickness
of soil layer; Franzluebbers, 2002).

Figure 1. (a) The Heihe River basin in China and (b) the location of sampling sites in the study area.

Table 1
Main Types of Plant on Different Types of Land Use

Land use types Dominant plant species Sampling number

Cropland (CL) Cucumis melo L. 8
Grassland (GL) Sophora alopecuroides L.;

Karelinia caspia (Pall.) Less.
14

Forestland (FL) Populus euphratica Oliv. 14
Shrubland (SL) Tamarix ramosissima Ledeb.;

Lycium ruthenicum Murr.
25

Gobi desert (GD) Reaumuria songarica
(Pall.) Maxim.

8
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Soil organic carbon density was calculated using the following formula (Guo & Gifford, 2002):

SOCD ¼
Xn

i¼1
SOCDi ¼

Xn

i¼1
SOCiBiT i 1� Gið Þ�10�2 (1)

where SOCD is the soil organic carbon density (kg m�2); SOCDi is the SOCD of soil layer i (kg m�2); Bi for the
bulk density of soil layer i (g cm�3); Ti is the thickness of soil layer i (cm); Gi is the gravel content (>2 mm) of
soil layer i; and 10�2 is the unit conversion coefficient.
2.2.2. Vegetation Sampling and Analysis
In each site (except for CL sites), three 30 m × 30 m quadrats and three 10 × 10 m quadrats were selected
randomly for tree and shrub investigation, respectively. The number of each species (tree and shrub), plant
crown width (cm), plant height, coverage, and the diameter at breast height of the trees were recorded indi-
vidually. In addition, four herb quadrats (2 m × 2m) were established at each corner of the tree or shrub quad-
rat to collect data on the number of herb species, vegetation cover, height, aboveground biomass (g m�2),
and underground biomass (g m�2), with the exception of GLs. In all GL plots, three herb quadrats
(2 m × 2m) were established randomly at each plot. Herb aboveground biomass was obtained by full cutting,
and underground biomass was obtained by full excavation. Full excavation means that we dug up the under-
ground biomass of herbaceous plants, up to 60 cm deep to obtain root biomass as accurately as possible
according to the direction of the main root. The harvested biomasses were washed with water to remove
any impurities and oven-dried at 65 °C to constant weight to determine the biomass. The diversity index
of vegetation in the different ecosystems (GL, SL, FL, and GD) was calculated using the following four formu-
las (Li et al., 2016).

Patrick richness index Rð Þ ¼ S (2)

Simpson dominance index Dð Þ ¼
XS

i¼1
P2i (3)

Shannon�Wiener diversity index Hð Þ ¼ �
XS

i¼1
Pi ln Pið Þ (4)

Pielou evenness index Eð Þ ¼ H= ln Sð Þ (5)

where S is total number of plant species in each corresponding sample plot; Pi = Ni/N, Ni is number of indivi-
duals of one species, and N is total number of all individuals in the sample.

2.3. Statistical Analysis

The basic statistical parameters (mean, standard deviation, minimum, maximum, kurtosis, skewness, and
coefficient of variation) were calculated and reported for each soil layer (Table S1 in the supporting informa-
tion). The vertical distribution of SOCC and SOCD averaged across different land use type is also provided in
Figure S1 in the supporting information. The Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was used to test the normality of vari-
able distribution. Since all tested variables showed normal distribution, subsequent one-way analysis of var-
iance was performed on SOCC and SOCD at each soil depth (layer) to understand the effects of vegetation
types on the vertical distribution of SOC. In addition, one-way analysis of variance was used to test whether
the SOCC and SOCD differed significantly between different soil layers in the same land use types (Table S2). If
significant difference was detected at P< 0.05, post hoc differences in means were examined using least sig-
nificant difference testing.

Pearson’s correlation coefficient was used to analyze the correlation between SOCC and soil properties at
each soil layer and between SOCC and vegetation properties. The environmental variables that had high
weighted factor loadings were obtained by reducing the dimension of environmental variables by means
of principal component analysis (PCA); the effect of a possible linear correlation between factors was also
excluded (Webster, 2001). PCA analysis was performed only for variables that had a significant correlation
with SOCC in the Pearson’s correlation analysis. Therefore, due to constraint of variable availability that
had significant correlations with SOCC, no PCA was performed of SL and CL.

It is worth noting that only principal components (PCs) having eigenvalues ≥1.0 and variables having highly
weighted factor loading (i.e., those with absolute values for factor loading within 10% of the highest value)
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were reserved for stepwise multiple linear regression (Andrews et al., 2002;
Mandal et al., 2008). These regressions were performed using the filtered
variables as inputs to explore the key factors that affect SOCC. Because
CL was covered in mulch during the growth period, vegetation factor indi-
cators were difficult to obtain and worked poorly in indicating the environ-
ment. Therefore, vegetation factors and some of the soil nutrient factors
were removed from CL analysis since tillers added N, P, and K fertilizers
to different degrees before sampling. In this study, both data processing
and statistical analysis were conducted using SPSS (SPSS 20) and R 3.3.2,
while plotting was conducted using Origin 9.2.

3. Results
3.1. Distribution of Soil Organic Carbon Under Different Land
Use Types

The SOCC in 0–100 cm soil layer of the desert riparian zone in the down-
stream of Heihe River was between 5.72 and 43.57 g kg�1, with the mean
value of 23.31 g kg�1 across different land use types (Table S1). When dif-
ferentiated according to different land uses, SOCC varied in the following

order: GL (5.73 g kg�1)> FL (5.03 g kg�1)> SL (4.79 g kg�1)> CL (4.28 g kg�1)> GD (2.10 g kg�1), although
SOCC in FL, SL, and CL were not significantly different (Figure 2). Variation of SOCC was higher in FL, GL, and
SL, followed by in CL and GD (Figure 2).

This study found different types of land use exerted different influence on SOCC and SOCD at different soil
depths (Figure S2 and Table 2). In the surface layer (0–20 cm), GL and FL had significantly higher SOCC
and SOCD compared to GD and CL, although the difference between GD and CL, as well as between FL,
GL, and SL, was not significant. In the deepest layer (80–100 cm), SOCC in GD was significantly lower than
other land types; SOCC and SOCD were different significantly between GL and SL (P< 0.05; Table 2). In addi-
tion, the proportion of SOCC in each soil layer relative to the overall SOCC in 0–100 cm soils tended to decline
with depth (Table 2). There was also greater proportion of SOCC in the 0–40 cm soil layer for FL, SL, GL, and
GD (i.e., 50%) compared to only 45% in CL (Table 2). Indeed, there was no difference between SOCC and
SOCD in different soil depths at CL (Table S2).

The result of the SR for SOCC in the desert riparian zone in the downstream Heihe River indicated that FL per-
formed best in retaining SOC. FL had an SR value of 2.39, in contrast to that of CL (i.e., 1.37), the lowest among
all land use types. Although SR was not significantly different between SL, GL, and GD, in terms of absolute
value, SL might still have better soil quality than GL and GD by having an SR value ≥2 (Figure 3).

3.2. Factors Influencing the Distribution of Soil Organic Carbon Content
3.2.1. Correlation Analysis Between Soil Organic Carbon and Environmental Factors
We found that SOCC in different land use types was explained by different explanatory variables. In FL, there
were significant correlations between SOCC at different soil layers and soil properties (i.e., TN [0–60 cm], SMC
[0–20 cm and 80–100 cm], BD [0–20 cm], and soil particle-size composition in the shallow layer [0–40 cm]) as
well as grass height and herb belowground biomass (HBGB; Table 3). Fewer explanatory variables were found
in SL, in which SOCC was positively correlated with TN (60–80 cm), TP (60–100 cm), shrub height (SH), and
Patrick richness index (R; Table 3). In GD, SOCC was positively correlated with TN, TP, silt, clay, and SMC but
negatively correlated with BD and sand. Vegetation factors including shrub crown width, SH, R, and Pielou
evenness index (E) were also significantly correlated with SOCC in GD (Table 3). SOCC in GL showed signifi-
cant correlations with TN (60–80 cm), TP (0–20 cm), pH (20–40 cm), and BD (80–100 cm), as well as with vege-
tation properties such as Simpson dominance index (D), Shannon-Wiener diversity index (H), and grass
coverage (Table 3). In CL, the SOCC was positively correlated with EC and SMC but was negatively correlated
with BD and GT (Table 3).
3.2.2. Principal Component Analysis
Our result showed that there were four PCs for FL, which explained 83% of the variance. Of the four PCs, the
first three PCs contributed 73% explanation of the variance (Table 4). In PC1, variables with high factor load-
ings were soil pH and TN, followed by TS in PC2, SMC and HBGB in PC3, and grass height in PC4 (Table 4).

Figure 2. Soil organic carbon content for different land use types. Means
with the same letter above the box are not significantly different at 0.05
significance level (least significant difference test).
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The two other land use types, GD and GL, each had three PCs. Three envir-
onmental variables with the highest factor loadings in the PC1 of GD are
sand, silt, and clay content (Table 4), which represented soil particle-size
composition. PC2 was correlated to SMC and E, while PC3 with TP
(Table 4). Variables with high factor loadings in the PC1 of GL were GT,
pH, and total potassium, while PC2 and PC3 were represented by soil
nutrients (TN and TP) and vegetation diversity variables, respectively
(Table 4). It should be noted that there was no PCA for SL and CL since
only four variables in SL and CL had significant correlations with SOCC
(Table 3).
3.2.3. Multiple Linear Regression Analysis
Different soil and vegetation properties explained SOCC variation in each
land use type. TN, TS, and HBGB explained 44.7% of the variation in
SOCC in FL, wherein the first two factors had a positive effect on the
increase of SOCC (Table 5). For SL, TN and SH explained 30% of the varia-
tion in SOCC. TN and GT explained 73.5% of SOCC variability in GL.
Meanwhile, E explained 33.8% of SOCC variation in GD, and GT explained
39.2% of SOCC variation in CL.

4. Discussion
4.1. Characteristics of Vertical Distribution and Variation of Soil
Organic Carbon

We found that SOCC and SOCD in the arid riparian zone varied with differ-
ent land use types. In general, they were highest on the surface layer and
decreased with depth (Table 2 and Figure S1). These results were unsur-
prising, given most of organic matter in the soil was derived from plant lit-
ter. Consequently, the quantity of SOCC was greatly affected by the
dominant plant species, consistent with many other studies in the dry
areas (Daryanto et al., 2012; Li & Shao, 2014). Apart from litter, root biomass
also contributes to the variability in SOC between different land use types,
even to the deep soil layers (Imada et al., 2013; Trumbore, 2000). More
than 60% of root biomass in GL of the Inner Mongolia is distributed in
the 0–20 cm layer (Ma et al., 2008), and this skewed distribution of root
biomass likely contributed to high SOCC on the top surface of the land-
scape. In contrast, the fine roots of trees are mainly distributed below
100 cm and they can be deeper as the frequency of drought increases
(Xiao & Huang, 2016).

We also found greater variability of SOCC in the surface soil compared to
the deeper soil layers, which partly led to differences in the SR (Figure 3).
Apart from litter effect, numerous other factors such as wind, precipitation
(Su et al., 2009), as well as land use change associated with human
activities (Wang et al., 2012) increased SOCC variability in the surface.
According to our field survey, low SOCC in the top 60 cm of CL
corresponded to the tillage depth in the study area (i.e., 50–55 cm). In
contrast, the absence of human disturbance in GD allowed the formation
of biological soil crusts, which became a key factor in maintaining soil
quality (Finstad et al., 2016). While GL had the highest SOCC and SOCD
compared to other land use types (Table 2), its SR was lower than FL
(Figure 3). Previous study showed that severe wind erosion and human
disturbance could be the main reasons for the decrease of SR (Hernanz
et al., 2009). Grazing and tourism are among common human disturbances
found in GL (Ding, Zhao, Daryanto, et al., 2017), leading to the destruction
of soil structure and exposure of SOC in the topsoil. Conversely, SR in FLTa
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were better due to the establishment of protected enclosures and local
establishment of P. euphratica Oliv.

Compared to other land uses, we found no significant difference in SOCC
and SOCD between different soil layers in CL (Table S2), in addition to a
slight (but not significant) increase of SOCC and SOCD in the 60–100 cm
soil layer compared to the 40–60 cm layer (Table 2). While one can easily
envision that soil mixing during tillage process can reduce SOC difference
between different soil depths (Liu et al., 2006), increasing SOC in the deep
soil layers may be counterintuitive to explain. The mechanisms, however,
could involve a combination of leaching or water transport (Li & Shao,
2014) and the legacy of the previous landscapes. Due to the common
use of flood irrigation in the area, nutrients and fine particles may leach
to deeper layers during the processes of infiltration (Li, Guo, et al., 2015).
According to the monthly irrigation data sets (for both surface water and
groundwater, 1981–2013) with 30-s spatial resolution over the Heihe
River Basin (http://westdc.westgis.ac.cn/), the volume of irrigation from
January to December 2013 was 0, 0, 0, 31,366.73, 179,164.46, 230,507.39,

458,933.73, 764,672.63, 524,745.35, 969,098.89, 1,296,214.49, and 0 m3/month (Zeng et al., 2016) for an area
of 638,341.43 m2. This amount (6,979 mm) was much larger than the mean annual precipitation in the area
(<39 mm). Since the conversion of natural landscape to agriculture only happened during the last 15 years
(Hu et al., 2015), the lack of vertical soil mixing in the deep CL soil layers protected the remaining SOC
from oxidation.

4.2. The Influencing Mechanisms on Soil Organic Carbon Distribution

Our Pearson correlation analysis showed that SOCC was strongly correlated with the amount TN in the soil of
GL, SL, and FL (Table 3). In many ecosystems, C and N in the soil are two closely related biogeochemical pro-
cesses (Hagedorn et al., 2003). As one of the most important nutrients for plant growth, N also regulates the
ecosystem productivity in the arid areas, for example, by controlling the quality and quantity of litter and root
exudates entering the soil (Imada et al., 2013). There are at least two species of leguminous shrubs
(Hedysarum scoparium Fisch. et Mey. and A. sparsifolia Shap.) in our study sites (Li et al., 2016) that likely main-
tain the input of N in this desert riparian zone and indirectly increase SOCC. Partly due to their contribution,
the increasing amount of TN likely influences the amount of SOCC (Bronson et al., 2004), including SOCC var-
iation in FL, SL, and GL (Table 5).

In our study, soil texture could play a dominant role in determining the accumulation of SOC in Heihe riparian
zone. There was a significant positive correlation between SOCC and clay/silt content, but a significant nega-
tive correlation with sand content (Table 3). In addition, silt content was the key factor affecting SOCC in FL
(Table 5). These results were therefore consistent with studies showing that soil clay and silt content contri-
bute to the formation and preservation of SOC (Corral-Fernández et al., 2013). Fine particles and microaggre-
gates in the soil can protect soil organic matter (SOM) from decomposition (Zinn et al., 2005). Relatively small
pores in soil can promote the aggregation of SOC and physically protect SOC against oxidation (Li
et al., 2016).

In addition to soil texture, GT has been recognized as one of the important factors influencing SOC (Alvarez &
Lavado, 1998). In this study, GT and TN explained 73.5% of the SOCC variation in GL (Table 5) and there was a
significant negative correlation between GT and SOCC in GL (20–40 cm) and CL (80–100 cm; Table 3). These
results showed that increases in GT had a generally negative effect on SOC accumulation in this riparian zone.
Studies have found that a positive correlation between temperature and soil respiration; the latter is an
important channel for organic C outputs from the soils (Davidson & Janssens, 2006). In the Indian
Himalayan Region, for example, SOCC decreased by 0.3% from 1978 to 2004 due to temperature rise
(Martin et al., 2010).

Meanwhile, the dynamic changes of SMC also affect the accumulation and decomposition of SOC. Water
saturation or poor drainage in the soils will lead to the formation of anaerobic layers, reducing the oxidative
decomposition of SOC (Meersmans et al., 2009). By stimulating vegetation growth, SMC also generates a

Figure 3. Stratification ratio of soil organic carbon content under different
land use types. Means with different small letters are significantly different
at 0.05 level.
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positive feedback on SOCC as vegetation increases the flux of C into the soil and protects the soil from
erosion (Li et al., 2012). In this study, SMC had a positive effect on the accumulation of SOC in the desert
riparian zone, indicated by their significant positive correlations in the FL, GD, and CL (Table 3). The
relationship between soil moisture and SOC is different from existing studies which showed a negative
effect due to microbial decomposition (Zhang & Shangguan, 2016).

Since vegetation is an important source of SOC, plant growth and subsequent decomposition determine the
rate at which organic C enters the soil, including its quality (Fu et al., 2010). We consider higher SOCC in FL, SL,
and GL to be related to the increase in above-ground biomass and root-system biomass. Among the most
important contributors to this SOC increase is a continuous expansion of perennial trees (P. euphratica
Oliv., T. ramosissima Ledeb., and S. alopecuroides L.) along Heihe riverbanks, which also provide numerous
ecological services to the oasis (Ding, Zhao, Daryanto, et al., 2017). As vegetation canopy corresponds to
the spatial variation of SOC in the arid ecosystem (Daryanto et al., 2013), one could expect greater C seques-
tration with increasing shrub crown width and SH. Carbon fixation via photosynthesis, and the subsequent
transfer of C to the soil via leaf litter and root turnover, contributes to the accumulation of C in the soil
(Cheng et al., 2015). Higher C input from surface litter, roots, root exudates, and root debris contribute to
higher SOC stocks in the surface layer; some of these will be transferred to the deeper layer by soil fauna,
in addition to input by roots and microbial activity (Paterson et al., 2009).

In addition, community diversity indices (D, H, and E) were the environment variables with high factor
loadings, which could explain SOCC variability to certain extents (Table 4). Since grasses were the dominant
vegetation in GL and herb species increased plant species richness and ecosystem productivity in FL (Ding,
Zhao, Daryanto, et al., 2017), it was unsurprising if grass coverage and herb biomass were positively

Table 3
Pearson Correlation Between SOCC and Selected Environmental Variables in Various Soil Layers of FL, SL, GD, GL, and CL

GL SL FL

I II III IV V I II III IV V I II III IV V

pH 0.63 0.71 0.57 �0.55 0.12 �0.11 0.08 0.12 0.53 �0.45 0.23 0.12 0.08 0.47 0.79
EC �0.39 �0.70 �0.19 �0.04 �0.18 0.24 0.22 �0.24 �0.14 0.37 0.61 �0.07 �0.37 0.07 0.10
TN 0.74 0.69 0.52 0.57 0.55 0.33 0.11 0.15 0.48 0.40 0.79 0.78 0.80 0.55 0.41
TP 0.74 0.73 0.75 0.47 0.25 0.36 0.31 0.64 0.66 0.72 0.35 0.45 0.36 �0.14 �0.12
TS 0.09 �0.38 0.45 0.58 0.66 0.26 0.08 0.22 0.39 0.24 0.42 �0.04 �0.15 0.03 �0.34
TK 0.42 0.84 0.64 0.69 0.32 0.35 0.18 0.08 �0.03 �0.43 �0.70 �0.07 0.45 0.17 0.11
BD �0.42 �0.08 �0.35 �0.23 �0.62 �0.12 �0.35 �0.12 �0.20 �0.17 �0.73 �0.38 �0.39 0.14 0.13
SMC 0.44 �0.42 0.17 0.03 0.05 �0.04 �0.17 �0.12 �0.05 0.22 0.60 0.46 0.22 0.41 0.68
GT 0.03 �0.82 �0.12 �0.39 �0.31 �0.28 �0.46 �0.55 �0.42 0.05 �0.38 �0.04 0.44 0.49 �0.02
Sand (%) �0.18 �0.38 �0.02 �0.18 �0.24 0.20 0.40 0.04 0.13 0.09 �0.88 �0.80 �0.35 0.60 �0.22
Silt (%) 0.07 0.18 0.54 0.17 0.21 �0.26 �0.41 �0.04 �0.10 �0.14 0.75 0.91 0.46 �0.50 0.34
Clay (%) 0.38 0.08 �0.11 �0.05 0.17 0.15 �0.23 �0.03 �0.15 0.10 0.98 0.64 0.08 �0.67 �0.14
TCW �0.32 �0.03 0.29 0.18 0.05
TH �0.47 �0.25 0.32 �0.05 0.02
DBH �0.19 �0.23 0.09 0.16 0.12
SCW 0.05 0.22 0.29 0.19 �0.14 �0.33 �0.73 �0.16 0.16 0.17
SH 0.18 0.51 0.45 0.51 0.09 �0.09 �0.41 �0.24 0.38 0.22
SBD �0.06 0.26 0.26 0.20 0.03 �0.29 �0.07 0.04 �0.26 �0.20
GC 0.47 0.15 0.60 0.15 0.39 �0.17 �0.35 �0.16 �0.05 �0.15 0.46 0.53 0.41 0.02 0.22
GH 0.03 0.29 0.09 0.28 0.14 �0.03 �0.20 �0.14 �0.10 �0.37 0.30 0.77 0.51 �0.35 0.22
HAGB �0.09 0.01 0.14 0.08 0.27 �0.03 �0.02 �0.33 0.10 �0.07 0.23 0.52 0.45 0.29 �0.10
HBGB �0.27 0.53 0.13 �0.18 0.37 0.30 0.80 0.31 0.54 �0.65 �0.2 0.86 0.96 0.65 0.93
R 0.45 0.38 0.01 �0.18 �0.40 0.01 �0.15 �0.40 �0.09 0.01 0.22 �0.14 �0.04 �0.01 �0.03
D �0.47 �0.60 �0.25 �0.01 0.04 0.01 0.22 0.15 �0.04 0.01 �0.48 0.05 0.38 0.15 �0.04
H 0.45 0.58 0.21 �0.02 �0.09 �0.10 �0.26 �0.21 �0.02 �0.13 0.49 0.00 �0.33 �0.06 0.04
E 0.31 0.45 0.11 �0.17 �0.16 �0.06 �0.25 �0.06 0.04 0.04 0.37 �0.13 �0.39 �0.23 0.08

Note. Significant correlations (P < 0.05) are shown in bold, and very significant correlations (P < 0.01) are shown in bold with underlines. EC, soil electrical con-
ductivity; TN, total nitrogen; TP, total phosphorus; TS, total salt; TK, total potassium; BD, soil bulk density; SMC, soil moisture content; GT, ground temperature;
TCW, tree Crown width; TH, tree height; SCW, shrub crown width; SH, shrub height; SBD, shrub basal diameter; GC, grass coverage; GH, grass height; HAGB, herb
aboveground biomass; HBGB, herb belowground biomass; R, Patrick richness index; D, Simpson dominance index; H, Shannon-Wiener diversity index; E, Pielou
evenness index. I-V: SOCC at different soil layer depth ranges, I: 0–20 cm, II: 20–40 cm, III: 40–60 cm, IV: 60–80 cm, V: 80–100 cm.
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correlated with SOCC in both landscapes. Correspondingly, SOCC in GD with sparse vegetation was sensitive
to the effect of R (Table 3). Our results were therefore similar to a study showing that high R and increasing
number of plants significantly improve organic C inputs (Sousa et al., 2012). Taken together, communities
with high species diversity in arid areas tend to have more vegetation biomass (Tian et al., 2016). A large
amount of litter on the soil surface and root biomass provide a suitable living environment for numerous
soil bacteria, microbes, and enzymes, which in turn promotes the cycling of SOM (Paterson et al., 2009).

4.3. The Effect of Ecological Water Conveyance Project and Tillage on Soil Organic Carbon

Langxinshan hydrological station that recorded the total runoff into the downstream Heihe River indicated a
significant increase in runoff after EWCP (Figure S3). Correspondingly, vegetation in the desert riparian zone
of the downstream Heihe River has been significantly restored, shown by the increase in vegetation species
diversity and NDVI (Ding, Zhao, Daryanto, et al., 2017; Ding, Zhao, Fu, et al., 2017). With the increase of
vegetation, the input source of SOM also increased, improving soil structure and SOCC. Compared previous
research in 2008 which showed that the average SOCC on the top 20 cm soil was only 2.89 g kg�1 (Si et al.,
2009), our results showed a much higher amount (6.93 g kg�1). This number was also higher compared to
other arid areas (e.g., <6 g kg�1 in the oasis of south Tarim basin, Xinjiang; Huang et al., 2014). The SOCC
in the downstream Heihe River was lower than that in the middle reaches, likely due to differences in
long-term scarce precipitation and sparse vegetation. In the middle reaches of the Heihe River, SOCC on
the top 40-cm soil in CL was higher than GL and FL, likely due to the application of farmyard manure in
the CL (Li et al., 2016). This was quite different from our findings (Table 2).

While the influence of soil and vegetation dominated the SOC cycling processes in GL, FL, and SL, their effects
were less apparent in CL due to the effect of human disturbance. SOCC was positively correlated with SMC
but was negatively correlated with GT and BD in CL (Table 3). Continuous tillage has been associated with
increasing BD (Dam et al., 2005) and exacerbates the effects of wind and water erosion on SOC (Quinton

Table 3
(continued)

GD CL

I II III IV V I II III IV V

pH 0.66 �0.57 �0.37 0.21 0.04 0.23 0.32 �0.36 0.31 0.44
EC 0.59 �0.22 0.71 0.11 0.74 0.15 0.73 0.47 0.52 0.66
TN 0.15 0.81 0.85 0.70 �0.27
TP �0.42 0.60 0.71 0.18 0.07
TS �0.09 0.38 �0.02 �0.28 0.57
TK 0.07 0.39 0.40 0.33 �0.06
BD �0.44 �0.29 �0.91 �0.10 �0.30 �0.60 �0.88 �0.14 �0.03 �0.49
SMC 0.53 0.46 0.79 0.20 0.58 0.40 0.47 0.40 0.74 0.60
GT 0.42 0.25 �0.13 0.53 �0.07 �0.15 �0.53 �0.70 �0.43 �0.85
Sand (%) �0.58 �0.87 �0.82 0.51 �0.19
Silt (%) 0.55 0.89 0.82 0.51 �0.13
Clay (%) 0.62 0.68 0.71 0.47 0.36
TCW
TH
DBH
SCW 0.25 0.66 0.71 0.22 0.09
SH 0.34 0.71 0.81 0.41 0.28
SBD 0.32 0.19 0.17 �0.16 �0.09
GC 0.24 0.88 0.97 0.34 0.49
GH �0.48 0.85 0.75 0.49 0.56
HAGB �0.11 0.17 0.32 0.38 �0.14
HBGB
R 0.38 0.81 0.86 0.12 0.05
D �0.39 �0.15 0.22 0.30 0.43
H 0.54 0.20 �0.11 �0.21 �0.36
E �0.36 �0.50 �0.77 �0.65 �0.53

10.1029/2018JD028268Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres

FAN ET AL. 7749

 21698996, 2018, 14, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1029/2018JD

028268 by B
eijing N

orm
al U

niversity, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [08/05/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense



et al., 2010). In contrast, tillage reduction and/or no-tillage may reduce
wind erosion and can be an effective method to improve C
sequestration in CL (Li et al., 2016). Although tillage reduction and/or no-
tillage may reduce wind erosion and can be an effective method to
improve C sequestration in CL (Li et al., 2016), we do not know how
these practices may affect crop yield. Therefore, future studies may be
directed toward the application of conservation agriculture in Heihe
River basin, including farmers’ perception of the practice.

5. Conclusion

Our study indicated that different land use types led to different SOC accu-
mulation in Heihe River Basin. The SOC in the study area has great poten-
tial to increase. Among the most important influencing factors that
contributed to such variability were vegetation types and land manage-
ment after EWCP. Vegetation is an important source of SOC; plant growth
and subsequent decomposition determine the rate at which organic C
enters the soil, including its quality. Soil texture (i.e., soil clay and silt con-
tent) played a key role in determining the accumulation and preservation
of SOC in Heihe riparian zone.

Although the EWCP increases the downstream flow and brings a favorable
opportunity for agricultural development (Hu et al., 2015), the impacts of
human activities the study area (e.g., over-expansion of CL) should be

Table 4
Principle Component Analysis (PCA) of Environmental Variables

FL GD GL

Principal component PC 1 PC 2 PC 3 PC 4 PC 1 PC 2 PC 3 PC 1 PC 2 PC 3

Eigenvalue 3.7 2.2 1.4 1.0 7.2 1.5 1.1 4.3 1.9 1.1
Proportion % 37.0 22.0 14.0 10.0 56.0 11.0 9.0 48.0 21.0 12.0
Cumulative % 37.0 59.0 73.0 83.0 56.0 67.0 76.0 48.0 68.0 81.0
Factor loading
GT 0.96 �0.13 0.18
EC 0.08 0.61 �0.03
pH �0.95 0.15 �0.02 �0.21 0.96 �0.16 0.14
TN 0.92 0.01 0.03 0.21 0.45 �0.04 0.73 �0.32 0.85 �0.01
TP 0.02 0.12 0.90 �0.13 0.85 �0.25
TK 0.94 0.02 0.21
BD �0.37 �0.52 0.30 0.49 �0.59 �0.39 �0.06 �0.25 �0.61 0.35
SMC 0.07 0.52 0.66 �0.01 0.09 0.79 0.25
Sand (%) 0.53 �0.62 0.32 0.33 �0.92 0.12 �0.28
Silt (%) 0.53 0.75 �0.11 0.18 0.90 0.07 0.28
Clay (%) 0.58 0.64 �0.27 0.08 0.84 0.26 0.14
SCW 0.55 �0.44 0.54 �0.22 0.60 0.11 0.72
SH 0.64 0.30 0.64
GC 0.53 0.48 0.53 �0.03 �0.19 0.58
R 0.70 0.28 0.46
E �0.34 �0.79 �0.10
D 0.37 �0.12 0.87
H �0.42 0.15 �0.84
GH �0.51 0.27 0.21 0.67
HBGB �0.61 0.25 0.56 0.10

Note. PC refers to principal components. GT, ground temperature; EC, soil electrical conductivity; TN, total nitrogen; TP, total phosphorus; TS, total salt; TK, total
potassium; BD, soil bulk density; SMC, soil moisture content; SCW, shrub Crown width; SH, shrub height; GC, grass coverage; R, Patrick richness index; D,
Simpson dominance index; H, Shannon-Wiener diversity index; E, Pielou evenness index; GH, grass height; HBGB, herb belowground biomass. Highly weighted
factor loadings are marked in bold.

Table 5
Result of Multiple Linear Regression Analysis for Soil Organic Carbon Content
(SOCC) at Various Land Use Types

Land use
types Variables Coefficients

Standard
error t-value

Significance
level

FL Constant �16.478 10.611 �1.553 0.126
TN 4.385 1.103 3.976 0.000
Silt (%) 0.033 0.010 3.408 0.001
HBGB �0.175 0.055 �3.184 0.002
R2 0.447

SL Constant �0.045 1.129 �0.039 0.169
TN 4.263 1.059 4.026 0.000
SH 0.008 0.003 2.521 0.014
R2 0.300

GL Constant 19.409 17.375 1.117 0.172
TN 9.500 1.831 5.187 0.000
GT �0.451 0.130 �3.479 0.001
R2 0.735

GD Constant 4.526 1.133 3.995 0.000
E �3.352 1.624 �2.064 0.047
R2 0.338

CL Constant 14.685 4.562 3.219 0.003
GT �0.352 0.126 �2.798 0.008
R2 0.392

Note. GL, SL, FL, GD, and CL refer to grassland, shrubland, forestland, Gobi
desert, and cropland, respectively. TN, total nitrogen; GT, ground tempera-
ture; HBGB, herb belowground biomass; SH, shrub height; E, Pielou even-
ness index.
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controlled since human-associated disturbance (e.g., tillage and grazing) generated significant decline in the
amount SOCC and SOCD. Agricultural practices that promote the conservation of SOM (e.g., no-tillage, mulch-
ing, or intercropping with perennial legumes) should therefore be recommended and become the basis of
sustainable agricultural practices in the area.

Author contributions

Hao Fan performed the experimental work and prepared the manuscript. Wenwu Zhao and Stefani Daryanto
designed the field experiment and reviewed the manuscript. Bojie Fu and Shuai Wang revised the manu-
script. Hao Fan and Yaping Wang performed the experimental work and data collection.

References
Alvarez, R., & Lavado, R. S. (1998). Climate, organic matter and clay content relationships in the Pampa and Chaco soils, Argentina. Geoderma,

83(1-2), 127–141. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-7061 (97)00141–9
Andrews, S. S., Karlen, D. L., & Mitchell, J. P. (2002). A comparison of soil quality indexing methods for vegetable production systems in

northern California. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment, 90(1), 25–45. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-8809 (01)00174-8
Bronson, K. F., Zobeck, T. M., Chua, T. T., Acosta-Martinez, V., Van Pelt, R. S., & Booker, J. (2004). Carbon and nitrogen pools of southern high

plains cropland and grassland soils. Soil Science Society of America Journal, 68(5), 1695–1704. https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2004.1695
Castellano, M. J., Mueller, K. E., Olk, D. C., Sawyer, J. E., & Six, J. (2015). Integrating plant litter quality, soil organic matter stabilization, and the

carbon saturation concept. Global Change Biology, 21(9), 3200–3209. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb. 12982
Chen, X., Duan, Z., & Luo, T. (2014). Changes in soil quality in the critical area of desertification surrounding the Ejina Oasis, northern China.

Environmental Earth Sciences, 72(7), 2643–2654. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-014-3171-3
Cheng, M., Xue, Z., Xiang, Y., Darboux, F., & An, S. (2015). Soil organic carbon sequestration in relation to revegetation on the Loess Plateau,

China. Plant and Soil, 397(1–2), 31–42. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-015-2486-5
Corral-Fernández, R., Parras-Alcántara, L., & Lozano-García, B. (2013). Stratification ratio of soil organic C, N and C:N in Mediterranean ever-

green oak woodland with conventional and organic tillage. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment, 164, 252–259. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
agee. 2012.11.002

Dam, R. F., Mehdi, B. B., Burgess, M. S. E., Madramootoo, C. A., Mehuys, G. R., & Callum, I. R. (2005). Soil bulk density and crop yield under eleven
consecutive years of corn with different tillage and residue practices in a sandy loam soil in central Canada. Soil and Tillage Research, 84(1),
41–53. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still. 2004.08.006

Daryanto, S., Eldridge, D. J., & Koen, T. B. (2012). Soil nutrients under shrub hummocks and debris mounds two decades after ploughing. Plant
and Soil, 351(1–2), 405–419. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-011-0978-5

Daryanto, S., Eldridge, D. J., & Wang, L. X. (2013). Ploughing and grazing alter the spatial patterning of surface soils in a shrub-encroached
woodland. Geoderma, 200-201, 67–76. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma. 2013.02.006

Davidson, E. A., & Janssens, I. A. (2006). Temperature sensitivity of soil carbon decomposition and feedbacks to climate change. Nature,
440(7081), 165–173. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04514

Ding, J. Y., Zhao, W. W., Daryanto, S., Wang, L. X., Fan, H., Feng, Q., & Wang, Y. P. (2017). The spatial distribution and temporal variation of
desert riparian forests and their influencing factors in the downstream Heihe River basin, China. Hydrology and Earth System Sciences,
21(5), 2405–2419. https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-21-2405-2017

Ding, J. Y., Zhao, W. W., Fu, B. J., Wang, S., & Fan, H. (2017). Variability of Tamarix spp. characteristics in riparian plant communities are affected
by soil properties and accessibility of anthropogenic disturbance in the lower reaches of Heihe River, China. Forest Ecology and
Management. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco. 2017.10.003

Evans, C. D., Chapman, P. J., Clark, J. M., Monteith, D. T., & Cresser, M. S. (2006). Alternative explanations for rising dissolved organic carbon
export from organic soils. Global Change Biology, 12(11), 2044–2053. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01241.x

Finstad, K., Pfeiffer, M., McNicol, G., Barnes, J., Demergasso, C., Chong, G., & Amundson, R. (2016). Rates and geochemical processes of soil and
salt crust formation in Salars of the Atacama Desert, Chile. Geoderma, 284, 57–72. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma. 2016.08.020

Franzluebbers, A. (2002). Soil organic matter stratification ratio as an indicator of soil quality. Soil and Tillage Research, 66(2), 95–106. https://
doi.org/10.1016/S0167-1987 (02)00018-1

Fu, X. L., Shao, M. A., Wei, X. R., & Horton, R. (2010). Soil organic carbon and total nitrogen as affected by vegetation types in northern Loess
Plateau of China. Geoderma, 155(1–2), 31–35. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma. 2009.11.020

Guo, L. B., & Gifford, R. M. (2002). Soil carbon stocks and land use change: A meta analysis. Global Change Biology, 8(4), 345–360. https://doi.
org/10.1046/j.1354-1013.2002.00486.x

Hagedorn, F., Spinnler, D., & Siegwolf, R. (2003). Increased N deposition retards mineralization of old soil organic matter. Soil Biology and
Biochemistry, 35(12), 1683–1692. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio. 2003.08.015

Hernanz, J. L., Sánchez-Girón, V., & Navarrete, L. (2009). Soil carbon sequestration and stratification in a cereal/leguminous crop rotation with
three tillage systems in semiarid conditions. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment, 133(1–2), 114–122. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.
2009.05.009

Hu, X., Lu, L., Li, X., Wang, J., & Lu, X. (2015). Ejin oasis land use and vegetation change between 2000 and 2011: The role of the ecological
water diversion project. Energies, 8(7), 7040–7057. https://doi.org/10.3390/en8077040

Huang, C. B., Zeng, F. J., & Lei, J. Q. (2014). Cultivation effects on the carbon and nitrogen dynamics at depth in oasis farmlands of the
southern Tarim Basin, China. Soil Science & Plant Nutrition, 61(2), 287–294. https://doi.org/10.1080/00380768.2014.984328

Imada, S., Taniguchi, T., Acharya, K., & Yamanaka, N. (2013). Vertical distribution of fine roots of Tamarix ramosissima in an arid region of
southern Nevada. Journal of Arid Environments, 92, 46–52. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv. 2013.01.006

Jiang, P. H., Cheng, L., Li, M. C., Zhao, R. F., & Duan, Y. W. (2015). Impacts of LUCC on soil properties in the riparian zones of desert oasis with
remote sensing data: A case study of the middle Heihe River basin, China. Science of the Total Environment, 506–507, 259–271. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv. 2014.11.004

Kalembasa, S. J., & Jenkinson, D. S. (1973). A comparative study of titrimetric and gravimetric methods for the determination of organic
carbon in soil. Journal of the Science of Food and Agriculture, 24(9), 1085–1090. https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa. 2740240910

10.1029/2018JD028268Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres

FAN ET AL. 7751

Acknowledgments
This work was supported by the
National Natural Science Foundation of
China (grant: 91425301), the State Key
Laboratory of Earth Surface Processes
and Resource Ecology (grant: 2017-FX-
01(2)), and the Program for Changjiang
Scholars and Innovative Research Team
in University (grant: IRT_15R06). The
authors comply with AGU’s data policy,
and the field experiment data in this
study are available at https://pan. baidu.
com/s/10mlmPGNdSCrdtwNgvzk5eQ.
The irrigation water data, runoff data,
and land use data are available from the
Environmental & Ecological Science
Data Center for West China, National
Natural Science Foundation of China
(http://westdc.westgis.ac.cn). We
acknowledge reviewers and Editor for
their insightful and constructive com-
ments which improve the manuscript
substantially. We are thankful to the
Environmental & Ecological Science
Data Center for West China, National
Natural Science Foundation of China for
providing us the irrigation water data,
runoff data, and land use data. We are
also thankful to the Alashan Research
Station of Cold and Arid Region
Environment and Engineering Research
Institution, Chinese Academy of
Sciences for their support and contri-
butions to the fieldwork.

 21698996, 2018, 14, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1029/2018JD

028268 by B
eijing N

orm
al U

niversity, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [08/05/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0016-7061%20(97)00141%E2%80%939
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-8809%20(01)00174-8
https://doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2004.1695
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.%2012982
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-014-3171-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-015-2486-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.%202012.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.%202012.11.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.still.%202004.08.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-011-0978-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.%202013.02.006
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04514
https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-21-2405-2017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.%202017.10.003
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01241.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.%202016.08.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-1987%20(02)00018-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0167-1987%20(02)00018-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.%202009.11.020
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1354-1013.2002.00486.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1354-1013.2002.00486.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.%202003.08.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.%202009.05.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.%202009.05.009
https://doi.org/10.3390/en8077040
https://doi.org/10.1080/00380768.2014.984328
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.%202013.01.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.%202014.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.%202014.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/jsfa.%202740240910
https://pan
http://baidu.com/s/10mlmPGNdSCrdtwNgvzk5eQ
http://baidu.com/s/10mlmPGNdSCrdtwNgvzk5eQ
http://westdc.westgis.ac.cn


Kharrazi, A., Akiyama, T., Yu, Y., & Li, J. (2016). Evaluating the evolution of the Heihe River basin using the ecological network analysis:
Efficiency, resilience, and implications for water resource management policy. Science of the Total Environment, 572, 688–696. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.scitotenv. 2016.06.210

Kirschbaum, M. U. F. (2000). Will changes in soil organic carbon act as a positive or negative feedback on global warming? Biogeochemistry,
48(1), 21–51. https://doi.org/10.1023/a:%201006238902976

Lal, R. (2003). Soil erosion and the global carbon budget. Environment International, 29(4), 437–450. https://doi.org/10.1016/s0160-4120
(02)00192-7

Li, D. F., Gao, G. Y., Lü, Y. H., & Fu, B. J. (2016). Multi-scale variability of soil carbon and nitrogen in the middle reaches of the Heihe River basin,
northwestern China. Catena, 137, 328–339. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena. 2015.10.013

Li, D. F., & Shao, M. A. (2014). Soil organic carbon and influencing factors in different landscapes in an arid region of northwestern China.
Catena, 116, 95–104. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena. 2013.12.014

Li, M., Guo, P., Zhang, L., & Zhao, J. M. (2015). Multi-dimensional critical regulation control modes and water optimal allocation for irrigation
system in the middle reaches of Heihe River basin, China. Ecological Engineering, 76, 166–177. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.
2014.03.036

Li, W., Yan, M., Qingfeng, Z., & Xingchang, Z. (2012). Groundwater use by plants in a semi-arid coal-mining area at the Mu Us Desert frontier.
Environmental Earth Sciences, 69(3), 1015–1024. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-012-2023-2

Li, Y., Wang, Y. G., Houghton, R. A., & Tang, L. S. (2015). Hidden carbon sink beneath desert. Geophysical Research Letters, 42, 5880–5887.
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015gl064222

Liu, D. W., Wang, Z. M., Zhang, B., Song, K. S., Li, X. Y., Li, J. P., et al. (2006). Spatial distribution of soil organic carbon and analysis of related
factors in croplands of the black soil region, Northeast China. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment, 113(1–4), 73–81. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.agee. 2005.09.006

Liu, G. S., Jiang, N. H., Zhang, L. D., & Liu, Z. L. (1996). Soil physical and chemical analysis and description of soil profiles (Vol. 24, p. 266). Beijing,
China: China Standard Methods Press.

Liu, J. B., Fa, K. Y., Zhang, Y. Q., Wu, B., Qin, S. G., & Jia, X. (2015). Abiotic CO2 uptake from the atmosphere by semiarid desert soil and its
partitioning into soil phases. Geophysical Research Letters, 42, 5779–5785. https://doi.org/10.1002/2015gl064689

Luo, Z., Wang, E., & Sun, O. J. (2010). Soil carbon change and its responses to agricultural practices in Australian agro-ecosystems: A review
and synthesis. Geoderma, 155(3-4), 211–223. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma. 2009.12.012

Ma, W., Yang, Y., He, J., Zeng, H., & Fang, J. (2008). Above-and belowground biomass in relation to environmental factors in temperate
grasslands, Inner Mongolia. Science in China Series C: Life Sciences, 51(3), 263–270. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11427-008-0029-5

Mandal, U. K., Warrington, D. N., Bhardwaj, A. K., Bar-Tal, A., Kautsky, L., Minz, D., & Levy, G. J. (2008). Evaluating impact of irrigation water
quality on a calcareous clay soil using principal component analysis. Geoderma, 144(1–2), 189–197. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.
2007.11.014

Martin, D., Lal, T., Sachdev, C. B., & Sharma, J. P. (2010). Soil organic carbon storage changes with climate change, landform and land use
conditions in Garhwal hills of the Indian Himalayan mountains. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment, 138(1–2), 64–73. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.agee. 2010.04.001

Meersmans, J., van Wesemael, B., De Ridder, F., & Van Molle, M. (2009). Modelling the three-dimensional spatial distribution of soil organic
carbon (SOC) at the regional scale (Flanders, Belgium). Geoderma, 152(1–2), 43–52. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma. 2009.05.015

Paterson, E., Midwood, A. J., & Millard, P. (2009). Through the eye of the needle: A review of isotope approaches to quantify microbial pro-
cesses mediating soil carbon balance. New Phytologist, 184(1), 19–33. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2009.03001.x

Piao, S. L., Fang, J., Ciais, P., Peylin, P., Huang, Y., Sitch, S., & Wang, T. (2009). The carbon balance of terrestrial ecosystems in China. Nature,
458(7241), 1009–1013. https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07944

Quinton, J. N., Govers, G., Van Oost, K., & Bardgett, R. D. (2010). The impact of agricultural soil erosion on biogeochemical cycling. Nature
Geoscience, 3(5), 311–314. https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo838

Schlesinger, W. H. (1990). Evidence from chronosequence studies for a low carbon-storage potential of soils. Nature, 348(6298), 232–234.
https://doi.org/10.1038/348232a0

Schrumpf, M., Schulze, E. D., Kaiser, K., & Schumacher, J. (2011). How accurately can soil organic carbon stocks and stock changes be
quantified by soil inventories? Biogeosciences Discussions, 8(1), 723–769. https://doi.org/10.5194/bgd-8-723-2011

Si, J. H., Feng, Q., Yu, T. F., Chang, Z. Q., Xi, H. Y., & Su, Y. H. (2009). Spatial heterogeneity of soil Nutrients in Ejina oasis, Chinese. Journal of
Ecology, 28(12), 2600–2606. https://doi.org/10.13292/j.1000-4890.2009.0411

Sousa, F. P., Ferreira, T. O., Mendonça, E. S., Romero, R. E., & Oliveira, J. G. B. (2012). Carbon and nitrogen in degraded Brazilian semi-arid soils
undergoing desertification. Agriculture, Ecosystems & Environment, 148, 11–21. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee. 2011.11.009

Su, Y. Z., Liu, W. J., Yang, R., & Chang, X. X. (2009). Changes in soil aggregate, carbon, and nitrogen storages following the conversion of
cropland to alfalfa forage land in the marginal oasis of northwest China. Environmental Management, 43(6), 1061–1070. https://doi.org/
10.1007/s00267-009-9284-x

Tian, F. P., Zhang, Z. N., Chang, X. F., Sun, L., Wei, X. H., &Wu, G. L. (2016). Effects of biotic and abiotic factors on soil organic carbon in semi-arid
grassland. Journal of Soil Science and Plant Nutrition, 16(ahead), 1087–1096. https://doi.org/10.4067/S0718-95162016005000080

Trumbore, S. (2000). Age of soil organic matter and soil respiration: Radiocarbon constraints on belowground C dynamics. Ecological
Applications, 10(2), 399–411. https://doi.org/10.2307/2641102

Wang, Z., Liu, G. B., Xu, M. X., Zhang, J., Wang, Y., & Tang, L. (2012). Temporal and spatial variations in soil organic carbon sequestration
following revegetation in the hilly Loess Plateau, China. Catena, 99, 26–33. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena. 2012.07.003

Webster, R. (2001). Statistics to support soil research and their presentation. European Journal of Soil Science, 52(2), 331–340. https://doi.org/
10.1046/j.1365-2389.2001.00383.x

Xiao, Q., & Huang, M. (2016). Fine root distributions of shelterbelt trees and their water sources in an oasis of arid northwestern China. Journal
of Arid Environments, 130, 30–39. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.%202016.03.004

Yan, H. M., Zhan, J. Y., Wu, F., & Yang, H. C. (2016). Effects of climate change and LUCC on terrestrial biomass in the lower Heihe River basin
during 2001–2010. Energies, 9(4), 260. https://doi.org/10.3390/en9040260

Yu, T. F., Feng, Q., Si, J. H., Xi, H. Y., Li, Z. X., & Chen, A. F. (2013). Hydraulic redistribution of soil water by roots of two desert riparian phrea-
tophytes in northwest China’s extremely arid region. Plant and Soil, 372(1–2), 297–308. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-013-1727-8

Zeng, Y. J., Xie, Z. H., Yu, Y., Liu, S., Wang, L. Y., Jia, B. H., et al. (2016). Ecohydrological effects of stream-aquifer water interaction: A case study
of the Heihe River basin, northwestern China. Hydrology and Earth System Sciences, 20(6), 2333–2352. https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-20-
2333-2016

Zhang, Y. W., & Shangguan, Z. P. (2016). The coupling interaction of soil water and organic carbon storage in the long vegetation restoration
on the Loess Plateau. Ecological Engineering, 91, 574–581. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng. 2016.03.033

10.1029/2018JD028268Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres

FAN ET AL. 7752

 21698996, 2018, 14, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1029/2018JD

028268 by B
eijing N

orm
al U

niversity, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [08/05/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.%202016.06.210
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.%202016.06.210
https://doi.org/10.1023/a:%201006238902976
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0160-4120%20(02)00192-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0160-4120%20(02)00192-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.%202015.10.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.%202013.12.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.%202014.03.036
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.%202014.03.036
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12665-012-2023-2
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015gl064222
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.%202005.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.%202005.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015gl064689
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.%202009.12.012
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11427-008-0029-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.%202007.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.%202007.11.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.%202010.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.%202010.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.%202009.05.015
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2009.03001.x
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature07944
https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo838
https://doi.org/10.1038/348232a0
https://doi.org/10.5194/bgd-8-723-2011
https://doi.org/10.13292/j.1000-4890.2009.0411
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.%202011.11.009
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-009-9284-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-009-9284-x
https://doi.org/10.4067/S0718-95162016005000080
https://doi.org/10.2307/2641102
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.%202012.07.003
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2389.2001.00383.x
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2389.2001.00383.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaridenv.%202016.03.004
https://doi.org/10.3390/en9040260
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-013-1727-8
https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-20-2333-2016
https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-20-2333-2016
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecoleng.%202016.03.033


Zhao, S., Zhou, N. Q., & Liu, X. Q. (2016). Occurrence and controls on transport and transformation of nitrogen in riparian zones of Dongting
Lake, China. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 23(7), 6483–6496. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-5865-9

Zhou, Z., Li, F., Chen, S., Zhang, H., & Li, G. (2010). Dynamics of vegetation and soil carbon and nitrogen accumulation over 26 years under
controlled grazing in a desert shrubland. Plant and Soil, 341(1–2), 257–268. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-010-0641-6

Zinn, Y. L., Lal, R., & Resck, D. V. S. (2005). Texture and organic carbon relations described by a profile pedotransfer function for Brazilian
Cerrado soils. Geoderma, 127(1–2), 168–173. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma. 2005.02.010

10.1029/2018JD028268Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres

FAN ET AL. 7753

 21698996, 2018, 14, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1029/2018JD

028268 by B
eijing N

orm
al U

niversity, W
iley O

nline L
ibrary on [08/05/2025]. See the T

erm
s and C

onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w
iley.com

/term
s-and-conditions) on W

iley O
nline L

ibrary for rules of use; O
A

 articles are governed by the applicable C
reative C

om
m

ons L
icense

https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-015-5865-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-010-0641-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.%202005.02.010


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


