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Abstract: Topography has an important influence on plant–soil relationships. However, re-
search on plant–soil relationships in alpine grassland at the slope aspect and slope position
scales is currently inadequate. In this paper, based on the topographic and geomorphologi-
cal characteristics of the study area, alpine grassland with typical slope aspect and slope
position conditions was selected as the research object. Through field investigations and
laboratory research to reveal how the characteristics of the alpine grassland plant commu-
nity and soil factors respond to changes in topography. The results show: Slope aspect
and slope position changes significantly affect alpine grassland plant communities and soil
properties. In terms of the dominant species in plant communities, the sunny slopes were
dominated by Poaceae and the shady slopes were dominated by Polygonaceae. Plant com-
munity characterization variables showed a decreasing trend from shady to sunny slopes
and bottom to top. The soil factors showed significant differences among the six types of
topography (p < 0.05), and the magnitude order in different slope aspects and positions was
basically shady slope > sunny slope and bottom > middle and top. Correlation analysis
showed that there were good correlations between soil organic carbon (SOC), soil water
content (SWC), total nitrogen (TN), pH, and plant community characteristics in alpine
grassland. In addition, redundancy analyses (RDA) indicated that the divergence in plant
community characteristics was primarily driven by the change difference in SOC along
topographic gradients. Our findings may provide a scientific basis for the restoration and
utilization of alpine grassland vegetation and the evaluation of the ecological environment
in this region.

Keywords: alpine grassland; slope aspect; slope position; plant community; soil properties;
plant–soil relationship

1. Introduction
Alpine grassland, which is a widely distributed vegetation type in the eastern Qilian

Mountains of China, is adapted to the unique environment shaped by the plateau’s uplift
and prolonged low temperatures [1]. Alpine grassland serves not only as the material foun-
dation for the development of plateau livestock husbandry and the economic advancement
of local ethnic groups but also plays an irreplaceable role in regulating groundwater and
surface water and in mitigating natural disasters, thereby stabilizing ecological services [2].
The mountainous terrain typically characterizes the distribution of alpine grasslands [3]. As
unique habitat islands, the environmental heterogeneity induced by topographic changes
further drives differences in the overall evolution of plants and the environment [4]. These
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differences impact the interrelationships between plants and soils, leading to complex
interactions during their evolutionary processes and reflecting the efficiency of resource
allocation and utilization under varying topographic conditions. The alpine grassland
ecosystem has the characteristics of vulnerability and instability due to its “high” and “cold”
natural environment [5], which features a unique ecological hydrological process sensitive
to climate change. However, the underlying surface of the alpine mountainous area is
complex, and the large water and heat gradient, along with the varied and dynamic terrain,
causes differences in water and heat patterns [6], intensifying the interaction between plant
and soil. Studies focusing on how topographic factors influence the spatial heterogeneity
of soils and plants remain insufficient in alpine grassland areas. To better understand the
spatial heterogeneity of soils and plants under complex topographic conditions and to
identify areas of high conservation value for ecological restoration, this study examines the
changes in soil and plant properties of grassland ecosystems on the slope aspect and slope
position gradients in alpine mountains. The results of the study will not only provide a
theoretical basis for subsequent scientific decision-making and management but also offer
robust support for addressing the challenges of ecological conservation in the context of
global climate change.

Within the same elevation band, slope aspect and slope position are important topo-
graphic factors influencing soil and vegetation patterns at small scales in mountainous
areas [7] and are usually closely related to habitat conditions [8]. The morphological struc-
ture of different topographies redistributes solar radiation, precipitation, litter storage, and
mineral elements in local habitats. It also impacts the spatial arrangement of internal soil
temperature, water, and nutrients by adjusting precipitation infiltration and soil evapora-
tion, thereby altering plant distribution. Conversely, plants affect the accumulation and
dispersion of soil nutrients, and the interaction between these factors creates unique niches
in diverse topographies [7,9,10]. As one of the most important mountain environmental
factors, pronounced changes in slope aspect habitats lead to the creation of localized spe-
cific climates, which in turn directly or indirectly affect plants, soils, and the relationship
between them [11]. Water–heat combinations between different slope orientations, and the
degree of soil fertility, result in significant changes in plant community species diversity,
productivity, and community succession [7,12]. In addition, the slope aspect also influ-
ences the intensity of solar radiation, with shaded slopes receiving less solar radiation
and lower temperatures for shade-loving plants, while sunny slopes are well-lit and form
plant communities dominated by drought-tolerant plants [13]. Therefore, the aspect is
a complex topographical dimension that affects plant and soil. The geomorphological
properties of different slope sites in alpine mountains vary, with both the top and middle
slopes being relatively steep and undulating, whereas the bottom slope is mostly gentle.
Research indicates that slope position significantly impacts soil moisture, fertility, and plant
light conditions. In terms of soil moisture, steep slopes may create harsher environments
for water use, and the degree of soil moisture variability tends to positively correlate with
topographic heterogeneity [14]. Following rainfall, water moves to the lower parts of the
slope via surface runoff and loamy intermediate flow due to gravity, resulting in uneven
water distribution, which affects soil qualities and plant characteristics [15]. In terms of
soil fertility, slope is the basic module that affects soil nutrients; differences in soil structure
between slope positions lead to variations in soil bulk density, saturated hydraulic con-
ductivity, and disintegration rate, thereby altering soil fertility [16]. In terms of plant light
conditions, slope position is regarded as a key factor influencing plant distribution and
growth; plants on upper and lower slopes receive more light, providing a solid foundation
for growth and enhancing the soil consolidation ability of plant roots, which promotes
material circulation and can effectively improve soil stability and nutrient content [17].
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Different dimensions of topography have their emphases; each dimension does not exist
in isolation but interacts together to form a complex impact on the plant–soil relation-
ship [18]. Slope aspect and position remodel soil-forming processes and plant growth at
small scales, and the superimposed effects of such influences lead to spatial heterogeneity
of soil and plant properties within the same elevation band, an accurate understand-
ing of which may explain environmental filtering effects that cannot be accounted for in
large-scale studies [19].

As the fundamental topographic unit for managing grassland ecosystems in alpine
mountainous areas, small-scale mountains eliminate the climatic differences caused by
varying geographical regions, making an ideal place for studying the relationship between
topography–plant–soil under the interplay of slope aspect and position in alpine moun-
tainous areas. Consequently, this paper focuses on the typical slope aspect and position of
alpine grassland in Tulugou National Forest Park within the Gansu Liancheng National
Nature Reserve. By combining soil environmental factors from the sample plot, this study
aims to elucidate two scientific questions: (1) What are the patterns and causes of differenti-
ation in plant community characteristics and soil factors across different slope aspects and
positions in alpine grasslands? (2) What are the links between plant community charac-
teristics and soil factors under slope aspect and position gradients, and which soil factors
can effectively explain the differentiation of plant community features? The objective is to
lay a theoretical foundation for the protection of grassland ecosystems and the restoration
of plant degradation in fragile alpine mountains, as well as to contribute positively to the
national strategy for ecological protection and high-quality development in the Yellow
River Basin.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Site Description

The study area is situated in Tulugou National Forest Park within the Gansu Liancheng
National Nature Reserve, located west of Yongdeng County, Gansu Province, China
(36◦43′38′′ N, 102◦36′53′′ E). It is located in the transition area between the Qinghai–Tibet
Plateau, Qilian Mountains, Loess Plateau, and Longxi subsidence basin. The elevation
ranges from 2000 to 3600 m, and the terrain is complex and varied; the elevation difference
is large (300 to 700 m). This area falls within the temperate semi-arid climate zone of the
Qilian Mountains–northern Longzhong, characterized by distinct temperate continental
climate features. Over the period from 2019 to 2023, the alpine grassland distribution area
recorded an average temperature of 7.4 ◦C, an annual average maximum temperature
of 16.5 ◦C, an annual average minimum temperature of −1.9 ◦C, and an annual average
precipitation of 419 mm, predominantly occurring from June to September and accounting
for 60% of the annual total. The annual average evaporation rate was 1542 mm, the annual
sunshine duration was 2655.2 h, the annual total solar radiation was 469 kJ·cm−1, and
the frost-free period ranged from 125 to 135 days. The soil layer in the research region
is relatively thin, measuring 40 to 80 cm, and the soil type primarily consists of dark,
felty soils.

2.2. Experimental Design

The experiment was conducted in early August 2023. The sample plots are far away
from the frequent human activities and grazing areas, reducing the interference as far as
possible to select the representative alpine grassland close to the natural state as the research
object. The selection of sample plots was based on the topography and geomorphological
features of the research region, adhering to the principle of consistent elevation for the
same slope position. The plots were categorized based on two factors: slope aspect and
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slope position. Slope aspects were divided into two categories: sunny slope (south-facing)
and shady slope (north-facing). Based on elevation, the different slope aspects were further
divided into three types: bottom, middle, and top, resulting in a total of six types of sample
plots (Figure 1): bottom of the sunny slope (BS), middle of the sunny slope (MS), top of the
sunny slope (TS), bottom of the shady slope (BN), middle of the shady slope (MN), and top
of the shady slope (TN). In each sample plot, three sample quadrats of 1 m × 1 m (area)
were laid out diagonally. Initially, the latitude, longitude, elevation, and slope information
of the quadrats were recorded using GPS. Subsequently, the plant species, height, coverage,
number of plants, and biomass of the alpine grassland within these quadrats were surveyed,
and soil samples were collected using soil drills. Table 1 provides a detailed overview of
the sample plots.
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Table 1. Basic overview of the sample plots.

Slope Aspect Slope Position Elevation/m Slope Degree/(◦)

Sunny slope
(South-facing)

Bottom 3070 21
Middle 3170 26

Top 3270 33

Shady slope
(North-facing)

Bottom 3070 17
Middle 3170 21

Top 3270 26

2.3. Plant Biomass Collection and Measurement

Aboveground biomass (AGB) was collected using the direct harvest method. Three
groups of sample squares with representative plants and similar growth were laid out in
each sample plot, using the size of a 25 cm × 25 cm sample box for circular sampling. The
upper part of the plant inside the sample box was cut at ground level with scissors, placed
into an envelope bag, clearly labeled, and transported back to the laboratory. It was initially
killed and processed in a drying oven at 105 ◦C for 30 min, then dried to a constant weight
at 65 ◦C for 12 h before being weighed. In the sample square where aboveground biomass
was collected, belowground biomass (BGB) was gathered using the stratified excavation
method. Five layers (0–10, 10–20, 20–30, 30–40, 40–50 cm) of soil columns with a volume of
25 cm (length) × 25 cm (width) × 10 cm (height) were excavated in each sample square,
with each layer being excavated three times. The excavated root samples were placed into
nylon bags for multiple rinsings to remove soil, gravel, and debris, then transferred to
envelope bags, labeled, and dried in an oven to a constant weight (65 ◦C for 12 h) before
weighing. The formula for calculating biomass is as follows: Plant Biomass (g·m−2) = Plant
Dry Mass (g)/Sample Area (m2) [20].
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2.4. Plant Species Diversity Index Calculation

The alpha diversity index was employed to calculate the diversity index of the alpine
grassland plant community. The species importance value formula used in this study is
Important Value (%) = (Relative Coverage + Relative Height + Relative Frequency)/3. To
characterize the alpha diversity of species, the following indices were selected: Margalef
(Ma) species richness index, Simpson (P) dominance index, Shannon–Wiener (H′) diversity
index, and Pielou (E) evenness index. The calculation methods for each index are based on
previous studies [21]. The formulas are as follows:

Ma = (S−1)
ln N (1)

P = 1 − ∑ Pi
2 (2)

H′ = −∑S
i=1 Piln Pi (3)

E = H
ln S (4)

In the above formula, S is the number of species, N is the total number of individuals
across all species, and Pi is the important value of the i-th species.

2.5. Soil Sample Collection and Measurement

The layout of the soil sampling squares mirrored that of the plant sampling squares.
In each survey sample plot, an area with minimal human interference and representative
plant structure and soil was selected. Soil samples were collected using a soil drill with
stratification at depths of 0–10, 10–20, and 20–30 cm, with three replications per stratum
following an “S” pattern. Fresh soil samples from the same squares and layer were sieved
through a 2 mm sieve, debris such as plant roots and stones was removed, and the soil was
divided into two parts: one part was refrigerated at 4 ◦C to determine soil water content
and nitrate–ammonium nitrogen content, while the other part was air-dried in a ventilated,
dark place; after further grinding, the soil organic carbon, total nitrogen, total phosphorus,
available phosphorus, and pH content were determined.

The soil water content (SWC) was determined using the drying weighing method
(105 ◦C, 12 h). Soil organic carbon (SOC) was measured by the potassium dichromate
volumetric method with external heating. Soil total nitrogen (TN) was assessed using
the Kjeldahl method (K9840 Automatic Kjeldahl Nitrogen Analyzer, Jinan, China). Soil
total phosphorus (TP) was determined by the molybdenum antimony colorimetric method.
Soil nitrate nitrogen (NO3

−-N) and ammonium nitrogen (NH4
+-N) were extracted with a

2 mol/L KCI solution and measured using a nitrogen analyzer (K9840 Automatic Kjeldahl
Nitrogen Analyzer, Jinan, China). Soil available phosphorus (AP) was determined by
the sodium bicarbonate extraction–molybdenum antimony colorimetric method. The
soil pH value was measured by the potentiometric method (water–soil ratio of 5:1)
(MP-551 pH/Conductivity Meter, Shanghai, China). Each soil sample was measured
three times to ensure accuracy. The detailed methodologies for each index determination
can be found in the relevant literature [22].

2.6. Data Analysis

In order to assess differences between plant community traits and soil environmental
factors under various slope aspects and positions, the standardized plant and soil data
were subjected to one-way ANOVA using SPSS 26.0 software (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA),
using p < 0.05 as the significant level standard. When the variance was homogeneous,
Duncan’s new multiple range method was employed; when the variance was heteroge-
neous, differences were assessed using Welch’s test. If the F-test was significant, the Least
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Significant Difference (LSD) test was conducted to compare means. A two-factor variance
analysis (two-way ANOVA) was utilized to examine the impacts of slope aspect, slope
position, and their interaction on plant community characteristics and soil factors, as well
as to identify the main variation factors. Pearson correlation analysis was used to evaluate
the relationships between plant community traits and soil variables. Detrended corre-
spondence analysis (DCA) with a maximum gradient of 0.2 on the four sorting axes was
conducted using Canoco 5.0 software; subsequently, redundancy analysis (RDA) was ap-
plied to analyze the key soil driving elements influencing plant community traits. Drawing
tools used Origin Pro 2021. Results were presented as mean ± standard deviation.

3. Results
3.1. Plant Community Characteristics
3.1.1. Characteristic Changes in Plant Distribution

The vegetation structure of alpine grassland in this study was of pure herbaceous type.
In the six types of sample plots, total plant cover was largest in BN and smallest in TS, with
the following size order: BN (98%) > MN (96%) > BS (95%) > MS (93%) > TN (92%) > TS
(90%); the height of the grass layer was largest in BN and smallest in TS, with the following
size order: BN (12.38 cm) > BS (11.49 cm) > MN (10.57 cm) > MS (10.27 cm) > TN (9.69 cm)
> TS (8.78 cm) (Table 2).

Table 2. Plant distribution characteristics of different topographies.

Sample
Plot

Types

Total
Plant

Coverage/%

Grass
Layer

Height/cm

Families,
Genus,
Species

Distribution of Main Species Number Dominant
SpeciesPoaceae Leguminosae Compositae Rosaceae Cyperaceae Polygonaceae Ranunculaceae

BS 95 15.49 13, 21, 24 4 0 1 2 2 1 1

Elymus
dahuricus

+
Kobresia
humilis

MS 93 13.27 9, 18, 21 3 0 0 1 2 2 1 Elymus
dahuricus

TS 90 10.78 8, 16, 20 3 1 0 1 1 3 1 Polygonum
viviparum

BN 98 17.38 14, 23, 27 5 1 2 1 2 1 1

Elymus
dahuricus +
Polygonum
viviparum

MN 96 14.57 13, 20, 24 3 1 1 0 1 1 1

Polygonum
viviparum

+
Kobresia
humilis

TN 92 12.69 12, 18, 21 4 1 2 1 1 1 0 Polygonum
viviparum

Note: BS (bottom of the sunny slope), MS (middle of the sunny slope), TS (top of the sunny slope), BN (bottom of
the shady slope), MN (middle of the shady slope), and TN (top of the shady slope).

The total number of families of alpine grassland plants in the study area ranged from
8 to 14, the total number of genera ranged from 16 to 23, and the total number of species
ranged from 20 to 27 (Table 2). The number of families, genera, and species was higher on
shady slopes than on sunny slopes and higher at the bottom than at the middle and top of
the slope. The composition of plant communities was dominated by seven families in total,
including Poaceae, Leguminosae, Compositae, Rosaceae, Cyperaceae, Polygonaceae, and
Ranunculaceae, which accounted for 68.46% of the total number of species in the six types
of topography. Affected by the mountainous terrain conditions, the distribution of plants
in alpine grasslands of different topographies also varied, in which Poaceae, Cyperaceae,
and Polygonaceae were distributed in six types of topographies, whereas Leguminosae
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was not distributed in BS and MS, Compositae was not distributed in MS and TS, Rosaceae
was not distributed in MN, and Ranunculaceae was also not distributed in TN.

In terms of dominant species (Table 2), sunny slopes are dominated by mesic drought-
tolerant Poaceae, and the dominant species is Elymus dahuricus; shady slopes are dominated
by mesic shade-tolerant Polygonaceae, and the dominant species is Polygonum viviparum.
Influenced by the mountainous terrain conditions, the dominant species of different slope
aspect and slope position alpine grassland vegetation also varied, with BS dominated by
Elymus dahuricus and Kobresia humilis, MS dominated by Elymus dahuricus, BN dominated
by Elymus dahuricus and Polygonum viviparum, MN dominated by Polygonum viviparum and
Kobresia humilis, and both TS and TN dominated by Polygonum viviparum.

3.1.2. Plant Community α Diversity

The Margalef (Ma), Simpson (P), Shannon–Wiener (H′), and Pielou (E) indices for the
six types of topographies varied between 1.35 and 2.60, 4.28 and 5.69, 1.75 and 2.41, and 0.69
and 1.01, respectively (Figure 2). Across different slope aspects, the indices on the shady
slope were consistently higher than those on the sunny slope, with increases of 17.22%
for Ma, 2.27% for P, 6.47% for H′, and 20.00% for E, compared to the sunny slope. As the
slope position rose, the Ma and H′ indices showed a decreasing trend; the P index exhibited
a “V” shaped pattern on the sunny slope and a decreasing trend on the shady slope; the
E index increased on the sunny slope and displayed a single-peak pattern of initially
increasing then decreasing on the shady slope. The differences in α diversity indices across
various topographies were statistically significant (p < 0.05), indicating that slope aspect
and position significantly influence plant species composition and, consequently, plant
community characteristics.
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3.1.3. Plant Community Biomass

Based on the results of the analysis of variance of biomass in different topographies
(Figure 3a), it can be seen that in terms of aboveground biomass, shady slopes (299.89 g·m−2)
were higher than sunny slopes (255.74 g·m−2). As the slope position increased, the sunny
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slope showed an increasing trend, while the shady slope exhibited a significant decreasing
trend (p < 0.05). The aboveground biomass peaked at BN (327.56 g·m−2) and reached its
valley value at BS (218.52 g·m−2), with a difference of 49.89%. Regarding belowground
biomass, shady slopes (1811.25 g·m−2) were higher than sunny slopes (1648.86 g·m−2),
with a significant decreasing trend with increasing slope position for both sunny and shady
slopes (p < 0.05). Belowground biomass peaked at BN (1896.97 g·m−2) and reached the
valley value at TS (1514.05 g·m−2) with a difference of 25.29%.
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Figure 3. (a) Biomass characteristics of different topographies. Note: differences between topogra-
phies at the 0.05 level are indicated by lowercase letters. (b) Belowground biomass in 0–50 cm soil
layers. Note: differences within the same soil depth but different topographies are represented
by lowercase letters (p < 0.05). AGB and BGB represent aboveground biomass and belowground
biomass, respectively.

In the study area, the belowground biomass of all six types of topographies, alpine
grasslands, gradually decreased with increasing soil depth; there were relatively significant
differences in the belowground biomass of the 0–50 cm soil layer among the various
topographies (p < 0.05), as shown in Figure 3b. Belowground biomass in the 0–10 cm
soil layer constituted 68.87% of the total belowground biomass found in the 0–50 cm
soil layer. The belowground biomass in the 0–10 cm soil layer was 3.69, 7.18, 38.41, and
61.26 times greater than that in the 10–20, 20–30, 30–40, and 40–50 cm soil layers, respectively.
Remarkably, 86.16% of the total biomass was located underground, with 59.34% of it
concentrated in the surface soil (0–10 cm).
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3.1.4. Effects of Slope Aspect and Slope Position on Plant Community Characteristics

The two-way analysis of variance (Table 3) revealed significant effects of the slope
aspect on GH, Ma, and E (p < 0.01), as well as on H′, AGB, and BGB (p < 0.05). Slope
position significantly influenced Ma, H′, and BGB (p < 0.01), as well as TC, GH, P, and AGB
(p < 0.05). The interaction between slope aspect and position significantly affected AGB
and BGB (p < 0.01), as well as Ma and H′ (p < 0.05). The F values indicated that the slope
aspect had a greater impact on E, AGB, and BGB than the slope position, whereas slope
position affects TC, GH, Ma, P, and H′ to a greater extent than the slope aspect.

Table 3. Two-way analysis of variance F value of slope aspect, slope position, and plant
community characteristics.

Factors TC GH Ma P H′ E AGB BGB

Slope aspect (A) 1.78 8.51 ** 17.57 ** 3.17 8.32 * 20.62 ** 304.53 * 1676.65 *
Slope position (P) 16.78 * 12.29 * 27.07 ** 24.82 * 24.09 ** 18.87 10.22 * 1039.25 **

A × P 0.11 0.82 16.55 * 19.05 12.86 * 10.77 150.64 ** 98.57 **

Note: * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01. TC (total plant coverage) and GH (grass layer height).

3.2. Soil Factor
3.2.1. Soil Water Content

Figure 4 illustrates that at the 0–10 cm soil depth, BS (55.11%) and BN (61.54%)
exhibited higher soil water content compared to other slope positions within the same
slope aspect. MS and TS showed reductions of 9.45% and 15.15%, respectively, compared to
BS, while MN and TN showed decreases of 6.32% and 8.56%, respectively, compared to BN.
The differences in soil water content across various topographies were significant (p < 0.05).
At the 10–20 cm soil depth, there was no significant variation in soil water content across
different topographies (p > 0.05), indicating minimal influence of topographical changes on
soil water content at this layer. In the 20–30 cm soil depth, BS (40.93%) and BN (46.66%) had
significantly higher soil water content compared to other slope positions within the same
slope aspect (p < 0.05), with BS having 1.61 and 1.78 times the soil water content of MS and
TS, respectively, and BN having 1.39 and 1.96 times that of MN and TN. Comprehensive
comparisons show that soil water content followed the pattern of shady slope > sunny
slope and bottom > middle > top.
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3.2.2. Soil Total Nutrients

Figure 5a reveals that at the 0–20 cm soil depth, BS (21.97, 16.84 g·kg−1) and BN (27.34,
21.29 g·kg−1) had significantly higher soil organic carbon content than other slope positions
within the same slope aspect (p < 0.05). At the 20–30 cm depth, soil organic carbon content
in different slope positions on both sunny and shady slopes exhibited a single-peak trend
of increasing and then decreasing, with significant differences only between TS and BS, MS,
and MN (p < 0.05). Overall, soil organic carbon content was higher on the shaded slope
than on the sunny slope in the 0–20 cm soil horizons, and both were enriched at the bottom
of the shady and sunny slopes, although the organic carbon content in the 20–30 cm soil
depth was slightly higher on the sunny slope than the shady slope.
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Figure 5b shows that in the 0–30 cm soil horizons of the sunny slope, soil total nitrogen
content decreased with increasing slope position, peaking at BS (2.49, 1.97, 0.89 g·kg−1) and
lowest at TS (0.99, 0.97, 0.71 g·kg−1), with significant differences (p < 0.05). On the shady
slope, soil total nitrogen content followed a “V” pattern with the rise in slope position,
peaking at BN (2.40, 1.68, 1.22 g·kg−1) and lowest at MN (1.63, 1.21, 0.94 g·kg−1), with
significant differences (p < 0.05).

Figure 5c indicates that in the 0–10 cm soil depth, BN had significantly higher soil total
phosphorus content compared to other topographies (p < 0.05), with values 1.33, 1.46, 1.43,
1.24, and 1.30 times those of BS, MS, TS, MN, and TN, respectively. In the 10–20 cm soil
horizons, the soil total phosphorus content was in descending order from BN, TN, MN, BS,
and TS to MS, with only BN being significantly different from MS and TS (p < 0.05). In the
20–30 cm soil horizons, there was no significant variation in soil total phosphorus content
across different topographies (p > 0.05), indicating that changes in topographies had little
influence on soil total phosphorus content in this layer.
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3.2.3. Soil Available Nutrients

The analysis of soil available nutrient content in alpine grassland with different slope
aspects and slope positions revealed that (Figure 6), with the increase in slope position, the
contents of soil ammonium nitrogen and available phosphorus on both sunny and shady
slopes exhibited a synergistic downward trend (bottom > middle > top) across different soil
depths. Conversely, soil nitrate nitrogen content increased with the rise in slope position
(bottom < middle < top). This pattern may be attributed to higher soil compaction at the
bottom due to gravity, resulting in poorer soil aeration and less effective nitrogen oxidation
compared to the top areas. Across the 0–30 cm soil depth, soil available nutrient content
steadily dropped from the surface to the bottom, with the overall trend being that shady
slopes are higher than sunny slopes. Significant variations in soil available nutrient content
across different topographies (p < 0.05) indicate a substantial impact on its distribution.
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3.2.4. Soil pH

The soil pH across the six types of topographies in the study area ranged from 5.52 to
5.95, averaging slightly acidic at 5.7 (Table 4). In the 0–10 cm soil horizons, the pH on both
sunny and shady slopes increased with rising slope position, with the pH at TS (5.91) being
significantly higher than at BS (5.52) and BN (5.53) (p < 0.05). In the 10–30 cm soil horizons,
the pH on the sunny slope displayed an unimodal pattern of initially increasing and then
decreasing with elevation, while on the shady slope, pH consistently rose with increasing
slope position. Notably, the soil pH at TN (5.93) in the 10–20 cm soil horizons was significantly
higher than at BS (5.66) (p < 0.05), and the pH at TN (5.95) in the 20–30 cm soil horizons
was significantly higher than at BN (5.73) (p < 0.05), with no significant differences between
other topographies.
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Table 4. Soil pH in different topographies.

Soil Depth/cm BS MS TS BN MN TN

0–10 5.52 ± 0.06 b 5.69 ± 0.08 ab 5.91 ± 0.28 a 5.53 ± 0.07 b 5.61 ± 0.11 ab 5.72 ± 0.24 ab
10–20 5.66 ± 0.05 b 5.74 ± 0.23 ab 5.72 ± 0.05 ab 5.75 ± 0.17 ab 5.76 ± 0.05 ab 5.93 ± 0.10 a
20–30 5.77 ± 0.07 ab 5.79 ± 0.10 ab 5.78 ± 0.10 ab 5.73 ± 0.12 b 5.81 ± 0.12 ab 5.95 ± 0.76 a

Average value 5.65 5.74 5.80 5.67 5.73 5.87

Note: Values represent mean ± standard deviation. Differences within the same soil depth but different topogra-
phies are represented by lowercase letters (p < 0.05).

3.2.5. Effects of Slope Aspect and Slope Position on Soil Factors

The two-way analysis of variance (Table 5) showed that the slope aspect significantly
influenced SWC (p < 0.01), as well as SOC and TN (p < 0.05). Slope position significantly
influenced SWC and SOC (p < 0.01), as well as TN, TP, NO3

−-N, and NH4
+-N (p < 0.05).

There was a highly significant interaction between the slope aspect and position on NO3
−-

N, NH4
+-N, and AP (p < 0.01). The F values indicated that the slope aspect had a greater

impact on SOC and TP than the slope position, while the slope position had a more
pronounced effect on SWC, TN, NO3

−-N, NH4
+-N, AP, and pH than the slope aspect.

Table 5. Two-way analysis of variance F value of slope aspect, slope position, and soil factors.

Factors SWC SOC TN TP NO3−-N NH4
+-N AP pH

Slope aspect (A) 1.01 ** 32.61 * 9.51 * 12.66 19.78 25.11 18.67 0.21
Slope position (P) 6.21 ** 13.76 ** 17.45 * 2.61 * 36.02 * 38.07 * 20.99 3.34

A × P 1.11 1.33 3.76 0.82 15.23 ** 14.27 ** 12.61 ** 0.85

Note: * p < 0.05, ** p < 0.01. SWC (soil water content), SOC (soil organic carbon), TN (soil total nitrogen), TP
(soil total phosphorus), NO3

−-N (soil nitrate nitrogen), NH4
+-N (soil ammonium nitrogen), AP (soil available

phosphorus), and pH (soil pH value).

3.3. Correlation Between Plant Community Characteristics and Soil Factors

Potential links between plant community characteristics and soil factors revealed by
correlation heat maps (Figure 7). The research findings: SWC and GH, Ma, P, H′, SOC
and Ma, H′, AGB, BGB, TN and Ma, P, BGB, TP and BGB, NO3

−-N and AGB were highly
significant positive correlations (p < 0.01). NH4

+-N and E, pH, and P, H′ were highly
significant negative correlations (p < 0.01). There were significant correlations between
SWC and BGB, SOC and P, E, TN and GH, H′, TP and AGB, NO3

−-N and BGB, NH4
+-N

and AGB, AP and GH, H′, pH and TC, and Ma. Overall, SWC, SOC, TN, and pH are key
soil factors impacting the characteristics of alpine grassland plant communities.
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3.4. Plant Community Characteristics and Soil Factor RDA Analysis

Redundancy analysis (RDA) is a linear model that merges correspondence analysis
with multiple regression to rank variables, providing a visual representation of the influence
of soil factors on plant community characteristics. The correlation coefficients between
plant community characteristics and soil factors for the first and second axes are 0.9908 and
0.9140, respectively, and the ranking results are reliable (Table 6). The explanatory powers
of RDA1 and RDA2 are 94.30% and 3.27%, respectively, cumulatively explaining 97.56%
of the variance, with a cumulative explanatory rate of 99.97%. This indicates the critical
role of the first and second axes in delineating the relationship between plant community
characteristics and soil factors.

Table 6. Plant community characteristics of alpine grassland RDA ordination characteristic value and
its explanation.

Item Axis1 Axis2 Axis3 Axis4

Eigenvalues 0.9430 0.0327 0.0003 0.0000
Cumulative explained variation (%) 94.30 97.56 97.59 97.59

Pseudo-canonical correlation 0.9908 0.9140 0.8615 0.8314
Cumulative explained fitted variation (%) 96.63 99.97 100.00 100.00

The Monte Carlo test (Table 7) and RDA ordination diagram (Figure 8) identified SOC
as the primary driver influencing the plant community characteristics of alpine grassland,
followed by TN; the explanation rates for the variation in plant community characteristics
were 80.6% and 7.5% (p < 0.05), with contribution rates of 82.6% and 7.7%, and a combined
contribution rate of 90.30%. Additionally, SWC, AP, and pH also significantly impacted
plant community characteristics in alpine grassland (p < 0.05), while other factors showed
no significant effects (p > 0.05).
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indicated by red hollow arrows.
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Table 7. Monte Carlo test of soil environmental factors.

Soil Environmental Factors Explains (%) Contribution (%) F p

SOC 80.6 82.6 66.6 0.002
TN 7.5 7.7 9.5 0.006

SWC 2.2 2.3 3.8 0.028
AP 2.3 2.3 5.1 0.026
pH 1.7 1.7 5.0 0.026
TP 2.0 2.0 2.8 0.078

NO3
--N 0.8 0.8 2.8 0.080

NH4
+-N 0.5 0.5 1.9 0.206

4. Discussion
4.1. Effects of Topography on Plant Community Characteristics in Alpine Grassland

Variations in ecological factors such as light, temperature, moisture, and nutrients
under slope aspect and slope position conditions contribute to the diversity of plant
species community distribution patterns and community types in grassland plant com-
munities [23]. Plants can effectively exploit the subtle resource heterogeneity among
environments, thereby occupying distinct ecological niches and facilitating coexistence
among species [24]. Analysis of family, genus, and species composition (Table 2) reveals
that plant species in the six types of topographies of alpine grassland communities stud-
ied were more abundant on the shady slope than on the sunny slope. The species were
predominantly found in the families Poaceae, Leguminosae, Compositae, Rosaceae, Ra-
nunculaceae, Polygonaceae, and Cyperaceae, with other species being rare and dispersed.
Plants from Poaceae, Polygonaceae, and Cyperaceae, represented by species such as Elymus
dahuricus, Polygonum viviparum, and Kobresia humilis, demonstrate strong environmental
adaptability and are widely distributed in alpine mountainous areas. These species play a
pivotal role in guiding the selection and combination of species during plant restoration
and reconstruction efforts, reflecting an adaptive strategy of the plant to habitat. The
heterogeneity of the environment promotes significant differentiation of plant commu-
nity species in alpine grassland, leading to species migration and movement to suitable
niches to better adapt to the varying water and heat distribution patterns under different
environmental conditions [25]. The study of plant distribution characteristics indicates
that (Table 2), BS is dominated by Elymus dahuricus and Kobresia humilis, MS by Elymus
dahuricus, BN by Elymus dahuricus and Polygonum viviparum, MN by Polygonum viviparum
and Kobresia humilis, and both TS and TN by Polygonum viviparum, and the distribution
characteristics of the main species from seven families also vary across different topogra-
phies. It is evident that alpine grasslands located in different topographical positions on the
mountain not only exhibit variations in dominant species but also significant shifts in the
distribution of non-dominant species. This analysis suggests that changes in site conditions
significantly impact the adaptability and ecological characteristic distribution of alpine
grassland plants under varying environmental conditions, corroborating findings from
previous research [26].

For alpine grasslands with relatively harsh ecological environments, the influence
of topographic considerations such as slope aspect and slope position on the diversity of
montane plant species is particularly significant [25]. With the change in slope aspect and
slope position, the change in climate caused by hydrothermal heterogeneity in the local
environment further affects the change in plant distribution pattern [27,28]. This study
found that the α diversity and biomass of plants showed an upward trend from the sunny
slope to the shady slope, and the difference was significant (p < 0.05) (Figures 2 and 3),
which was consistent with the research findings presented by Liu [29]. Existing studies
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have shown that the better the water and fertilizer conditions of the plant community, the
higher its species diversity [30]. Higher light intensity on sunny slopes leads to increased
surface temperature and causes fast evaporation of water in the soil, and fewer plant species
can adapt to such environmental conditions and survive. In contrast, the shady slope has
superior habitat and water and fertilizer resources, which can have a positive effect on the
growth and development of plants, and this can result in larger individual plants, a higher
α diversity index, and more biomass than the sunny slope.

There are significant differences in soil environmental factors between the bottom
and top of the same slope in the research region, and these differences have an important
impact on species diversity and biomass characteristics. The top and middle of the hillside
have steep slopes, serious soil erosion, and a relatively harsh plant-growing environment,
and fewer plant species can adapt to this environment, so the α diversity index and
belowground biomass are lower. The growth environment at the bottom is just the opposite,
which finally contributed to the significant optimization of the characteristics of total plant
cover, average plant height, α diversity index, and belowground biomass; this is compatible
with Ru’s [31] research findings on grassland plants in the loess hilly terrain. In addition,
this study also found that the order of aboveground biomass on sunny slopes at different
slope positions was opposite to that on shady slopes (Figure 3); this outcome is compatible
with the study conclusions of Ma and Cui [32,33], but is contrary to the research result
of Ru [34]. On the one hand, it is due to the different habitats formed by the differences
in topographic conditions in the research region; additionally, it may be influenced by
human disturbance factors, resulting in a more complicated link between the changing
trend of aboveground biomass, slope aspect, and slope position, which may be investigated
further later. The formation process of alpine grassland plant communities has an obvious
environmental screening effect on topographic gradients [35], and the existence of an
environmental screening effect makes the species living under different environmental
conditions often show consistent adaptive traits [36]. This further proves that following
the mutual adaptation mechanism of plants and the environment, knowing the function
of environmental screening in the formation of plant communities has important guiding
significance for plant restoration and reconstruction in this area.

4.2. Effects of Topography on Soil Factors in Alpine Grassland

Under topographic conditions, differences in plant composition and productivity
lead to a heterogeneous distribution of soil properties. During long-term operation, such
variations are primarily attributed to climatic differences induced by topographic factors
such as slope aspect and position [37], with topographic and climatic environments typically
associated with variations in soil moisture and erosion potential, which can also effectively
explain the spatial distribution differences in plant communities [38]. In the Northern
Hemisphere, the sunny slope (southern slope) shows the characteristics of strong light,
high temperature, and large water evaporation due to the most solar radiation, whereas
the shady slope (northern slope) is limited by solar radiation, resulting in a relatively
cold and humid environment [39,40]. Previous studies have shown that a humid and
cold environment is conducive to the accumulation of soil moisture and nutrients [41],
aligning with the findings of this study that changes in slope aspect from sunny to shady
slopes result in differences and incremental changes in soil moisture and nutrient contents
(Figures 4 and 5). On one hand, due to high plant coverage, species diversity, and biomass
on shady slopes, soil C, N, and P accumulate significantly through the plant–litterfall–soil–
microbial system [42]. On the other hand, the shaded slope has low temperature and high
soil water content, leading to weak soil microbial activity, which slows the mineralization
rate and delays the breakdown of organic matter, creating favorable conditions for nutrient
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storage in the soil [43]. Additionally, studies have suggested that steeper slopes tend to
have lower soil nutrient content and are more prone to nutrient loss [44]. In this study, the
slope of the sunny slope (average 27◦) was steeper than that of the shady slope (average
21◦) (Table 1), resulting in richer nutrient accumulation and better nutrient retention and
soil fertility maintenance on the shady slope.

Significant variances in soil moisture and nutrient content influenced by slope position
changes were observed (Figures 4 and 5), consistent with prior research [34,45]. Differences
in soil moisture and nutrient content across different slope positions are primarily due
to soil properties and the redistribution of surface soil by runoff [46]. In the study area,
the upper part of the slope is high and steep, with higher potential evapotranspiration,
rapid water drainage during rainfall, and stronger leaching by surface runoff and water
gravity [47], leading to downward loss of soil C, N, and P elements, resulting in lower
soil nutrient content and higher pH. Conversely, nutrient accumulation is strongest at
the bottom, where gravity and leaching wash nutrients downward, resulting in higher C,
N, and P contents. Meanwhile, this study also demonstrated that variations in soil C, N,
and P contents correlate with plant diversity and biomass (Figure 7), similar to Dufeng’s
findings [48]. In this study area, the bottom plants are tall, plant diversity is rich, and
growth is lush, with better-developed soil that has greater viscosity and erosion resistance
than the middle and top, facilitating nutrient enrichment [49]. Additionally, heavy rainfall
in the rainy season creates substantial surface runoff and soil water flow; the gentle slope
at the bottom easily retains water, capturing nutrients flowing down from the top [34]. In
turn, higher soil moisture content enhances enzyme activity, inducing mineralization and
releasing more available nutrients [50]. Thus, precipitation-induced surface runoff shapes
the soil environment, leading to variations in soil nutrient content across slope positions.

The content of soil C and N in the study area exhibits a decreasing trend in vertical
spatial distribution, with noticeable “surface aggregation” (Figures 5 and 6), as the organic
matter decomposed and synthesized by litter provides the main source of C and N for the
soil. Initially, organic matter accumulates in the surface soil and then migrates and diffuses
to deeper layers under the action of water or other media, forming a distribution pattern
where soil C and N content gradually decreases from the surface to deeper layers [51]. This
study further verifies this phenomenon. Compared to C and N, the spatial variability of soil
P content is smaller (Figures 5 and 6) because P is a sedimentary element, primarily derived
from long-term rock weathering, and has low mobility, resulting in minimal differences
between soil layers from 0 to 100 cm, thus the spatial distribution of soil P content in
different soil layers remains relatively stable [52]. The soil pH is slightly acidic across all
six types of topography soils and shows a weak tendency to increase with soil layer depth
(Table 4), due to salt-based ions being primarily leached from the upper soil layer and
aggregated in the lower soil layer [53], resulting in a slightly lower pH in the upper soil
layer than in the lower soil layer.

4.3. Relationship Between Plant Community Characteristics and Soil Factors

Environmental factors significantly influence the composition, structure, function,
distribution, and biomass of plant communities within grassland ecosystems [54]. As a
key environmental factor for plant survival, soil can profoundly affect the shaping of plant
communities through the “mold effect” [55]. In turn, the growth of plants impacts the
accumulation of soil nutrients, establishing an interactive relationship of interconnection
and mutual influence between plant community characteristics and soil environmental fac-
tors, together shaping the uniquely ecological characteristics of grassland ecosystems [34].
As the topographic gradient changes, the interaction of soil factors directly or indirectly
alters the features of plant communities in the region. The results of correlation analysis
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in this paper showed that SWC, SOC, TN, and pH had a significant effect on Ma, P, H′

index, and biomass (p < 0.05), indicating that these four soil factors were the key factors
limiting plant growth in the study area (Figure 7). This finding aligns with the research
of Ma and Zhang [33,41], further emphasizing the driving role of SWC, SOC, TN, and
pH on plant community characteristics. According to the results of redundancy analysis
(RDA) (Figure 8), SOC, TN, SWC, AP, and pH had a significant effect (p < 0.05) on the
characteristics of the vegetation community, and it can be inferred that the characteristics
of the vegetation community are mainly affected by the above five soil factors, of which
SOC is the key influence factor. This is because carbon serves as the framework element of
plants, and changes in soil carbon content will have a significant impact on plant diversity
and biomass, consistent with the findings of Yang and Xiang [52,56]. The study area is a
crucial zone for the summer activities of herdsmen’s livestock, and the presence of cattle,
sheep, and horse entities, along with their dung, was found during the investigation, not
excluding that the activities of large herbivores can increase the accumulation of soil carbon
in fragile mountain ecosystems [57]. Additionally, the climatic conditions of low tempera-
tures and hypoxia at high elevations may also contribute to higher soil carbon content [58].
The results of both correlation analysis and redundancy analysis are consistent, indicating
that SOC, SWC, TN, and pH are the dominant factors influencing plant community char-
acteristics in alpine grassland. Given the complex topography and landforms of the area
where the alpine grassland plant is located and the interference of multiple factors, it is
forced to continuously adjust its resource utilization strategies and genetic characteristics
that match, and the natural restoration process is relatively slow. Therefore, achieving
efficient ecological restoration requires a thorough understanding of the habitat conditions,
community composition, and diversity features involved in plant restoration processes.
By meeting the habitat requirements of different species, it is possible not only to improve
the survival rate of community species but also to enhance their adaptability to external
disturbances, thereby accelerating the recovery and succession process of herbaceous plants
in alpine mountainous areas.

5. Conclusions
Slope aspect and position, and their interaction, significantly influence the characteris-

tics of plant communities in alpine grasslands of mountainous areas, primarily achieved
by directly affecting soil factors (soil moisture and nutrient content). The characteristics of
plant communities and soil factors exhibit concurrent variations along the slope aspect and
slope position gradient; the change trend is shady slope > sunny slope, bottom > middle
and top. Additionally, the phenomenon of “enrichment” of soil moisture and nutrient
content is pronounced at the bottom of slopes, showing a decreasing trend in vertical spatial
distribution with notable “surface aggregation”. There is a strong correlation between
soil factors and plant community characteristics, with SOC, SWC, TN, and pH identified
as the most critical factors influencing plant community changes along the slope aspect
and slope position gradient. SOC, SWC, and TN act as promoting factors for plant com-
munities, whereas pH serves as a restrictive factor. SOC is a decisive soil environmental
factor contributing to plant community differentiation along the slope aspect and slope
position gradients.

From the current perspective, it is essential to properly manage the number of live-
stock as well as the frequency and intensity of human disturbances in the alpine grassland
areas of Tulugou National Forest Park. In the long term, the restoration of degraded plant
communities should adopt tailored measures for different terrains and plant components.
Moreover, this study focused solely on the influence of main soil nutrients and water factors
on the differentiation of plant community characteristics in alpine grassland from aspects
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of slope and position latitude. Future research should explore the distribution patterns of
plant communities across different topographic dimensions and their relationships with
environmental factors such as climate, soil, and topography, as well as the driving mech-
anisms of microorganisms. Continuous and in-depth research will provide a theoretical
basis for biodiversity conservation, restoration of degraded ecosystems, and informed
decision-making and management by regional governments.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, methodology, Q.L. and J.Z.; software, validation, writing—
original draft preparation, visualization, Q.L.; formal analysis, investigation, data curation, Q.L.,
Z.W., X.W., D.F. and X.L.; writing—review and editing, Q.L. and J.Z.; resources, supervision, project
administration, funding acquisition, J.Z. All authors have read and agreed to the published version
of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (32360378)
and the Gansu Provincial Department of Education Industrial Support Program Project (2023CYZC-45).

Data Availability Statement: By contacting the authors in a reasonable manner, relevant data for this
study can be obtained. The data are not publicly available due to [Data are contained within the article.].

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Yao, X.; Gong, X.; Bai, B.; Zhang, L.; Lang, X.; Wu, J. Study of grassland vegetation characteristics and soil nutrient and their correlation

between different grassland types in alpine pastoral area of Qilian Mountains. Acta Agrestia Sin. 2018, 26, 371–379. [CrossRef]
2. Qin, R.; Wei, J.; Ma, L.; Zhang, Z.; She, Y.; Su, H.; Chang, T.; Xie, B.; Li, H.; Wang, W.; et al. Effects of pedicularis kansuensis

expansion on plant community characteristics and soil nutrients in an alpine grassland. Plants 2022, 11, 1673. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
3. Niu, Y.; Zhou, J.; Yang, S.; Wang, G.; Liu, L.; Du, G.; Hua, L. Relationships between soil moisture and temperature, plant

species diversity, and primary productivity in an alpine meadow considering topographic factors. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2017,
37, 8314–8325. [CrossRef]

4. Deák, B.; Valkó, O.; Török, P.; Kelemen, A.; Miglécz, T.; Szabó, S.; Szabó, G.; Tóthmérész, B. Micro-topographic heterogeneity
increases plant diversity in old stages of restored grasslands. Basic Appl. Ecol. 2015, 16, 291–299. [CrossRef]

5. Zhang, S.; Zhang, D.; Liu, X.; Chen, J.; Xu, C.; Duan, C. Soil nutrient characteristics of alpine meadow at different degradation
degrees in Eastern Qilian Mountains. Pratacult. Sci. 2012, 29, 1028–1032.

6. Zhang, M.; Liu, W.; Zhu, M.; Qin, Y.; Li, R. Responses of soil properties and vegetation biomass to slope aspect and position in
forest-steppe zone of the Qilian Mountains. J. Glaciol. Geocryol. 2021, 43, 233–241. [CrossRef]

7. Qin, Y.; Feng, Q.; Holden, N.M.; Cao, J. Variation in soil organic carbon by slope aspect in the middle of the Qilian Mountains in
the upper Heihe River Basin, China. CATENA 2016, 147, 308–314. [CrossRef]

8. Che, M.; Gong, Y.; Xu, M.; Kang, C.; Lv, C.; He, S.; Zheng, J. Effects of elevation and slope aspect on the distribution of
the soil organic carbon associated with Al and Femineral phases in alpine shrub–meadow soil. Sci. Total Environ. 2021,
753, 141933. [CrossRef]

9. Malanson, G.P.; Fagre, D.B.; Butler, D.R.; Shen, Z. Alpine plant communities and current topographic microrefugia vary with
regional climates. Geomorphology 2024, 458, 109241. [CrossRef]

10. Oddi, L.; Celi, L.; Cremonese, E.; Filippa, G.; Galvagno, M.; Palestini, G.; Siniscalco, C. Decomposition processes interacting with
microtopography maintain ecosystem heterogeneity in a subalpine grassland. Plant Soil 2019, 434, 379–395. [CrossRef]

11. Qiao, H.; LIi, Q.; He, G.; Ji, T.; Yang, D.; Wen, T.; Guan, W.; Liu, Z.; Yang, J.; Liu, X. Response of vegetation biodiversity and
community stability of mountain meadow to slope aspect. Acta Agrestia Sin. 2022, 30, 2173–2181. [CrossRef]

12. Xue, R.; Yang, Q.; Miao, F.; Wang, X.; Shen, Y. Slope aspect influences plant biomass, soil properties and microbial composition in
alpine meadow on the Qinghai-Tibetan plateau. J. Soil Sci. Plant Nutr. 2018, 18, 1–12. [CrossRef]

13. Fang, J. Exploring altitudinal patterns of plant diversity of China’s mountains. Biodivers. Sci. 2004, 12, 1–4. [CrossRef]
14. Lu, B.; Xue, Z.; Zhu, Q.; Li, H. Soil water in micro-terrain on sunny and semi-sunny slopes. Bull. Soil Water Conserv. 2009,

29, 62–65. [CrossRef]
15. Wei, P.; Pan, X.; Xu, L.; Hu, Q.; Zhang, X.; Guo, Y.; Shao, C.; Wang, C.; Li, Q.; Yin, Z. The effects of topography on aboveground

biomass and soil moisture at local scale in dryland grassland ecosystem, China. Ecol. Indic. 2019, 105, 107–115. [CrossRef]
16. Zhang, H.; Zhu, Q.; Wang, J.; Kuang, G.; Xie, J.; Zhao, W. Soil physical properties of micro-topography on loess slope in North

Shaanxi Province. Bull. Soil Water Conserv. 2011, 31, 55–58. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.11733/j.issn.1007-0435.2018.02.014
https://doi.org/10.3390/plants11131673
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/35807625
https://doi.org/10.5846/stxb201612032487
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.baae.2015.02.008
https://doi.org/10.7522/j.issn.1000-0240.2021.0006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2016.07.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141933
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomorph.2024.109241
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-018-3842-z
https://doi.org/10.11733/j.issn.1007-0435.2022.08.029
https://doi.org/10.4067/S0718-95162018005000101
https://doi.org/10.3321/j.issn:1005-0094.2004.01.001
https://doi.org/10.13961/j.cnki.stbctb.2009.01.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2019.05.002
https://doi.org/10.13961/j.cnki.stbctb.2011.06.029


Plants 2025, 14, 63 19 of 20

17. Tian, X.; Gao, K.; Zhang, L.; Yu, Y.; Han, G. Effects of slope position on spatial distribution of soil water and vegetation in sandy
land. Bull. Soil Water Conserv. 2015, 35, 12–16. [CrossRef]

18. Scherrer, D.; Körner, C. Topographically controlled thermal-habitat differentiation buffers alpine plant diversity against climate
warming. J. Biogeogr. 2011, 38, 406–416. [CrossRef]

19. Kraft, N.J.B.; Valencia, R.; Ackerly, D.D. Functional traits and niche-based tree community assembly in an Amazonian Forest.
Science 2008, 322, 580–582. [CrossRef]

20. Liang, B.; Xu, H.; Wu, X.; Chong, B.; Gan, Z.; Xue, S. Differences of soil organic carbon components in different grassland types of
Qilian Mountain. Earth Sci. 2024, 49, 1487–1497. [CrossRef]

21. Fang, J.; Wang, X.; Shen, Z.; Tang, Z.; He, J.; Yu, D.; Jiang, Y.; Wang, Z.; Zheng, C.; Zhu, J.; et al. Methods and protocols for plant
community inventory. Biodivers. Sci. 2009, 17, 533–548. [CrossRef]

22. Lu, R. Methods for Agrochemical Analysis of Soil; China Agricultural Science and Technology Press: Beijing, China, 2000.
23. Liu, M.; Ma, J. Responses of plant functional traits and soil factors to slope aspect in alpine meadow of South Gansu, Northwest

China. Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. 2012, 23, 3295–3300. [CrossRef]
24. LU, G.; Zheng, X.; Wang, J.; Wu, C. Research progresses on the effects of global change on the microbes of plant—Site interface in

alpine grassland ecosystem. Acta Agrestia Sin. 2014, 22, 234–242. [CrossRef]
25. Liu, Y.; Liu, W.; Feng, B.; Shi, G.; Sun, C.; Li, C.; Zhang, X.; Dong, Q. Effects of slope aspect and elevation on vegetation distribution

pattern of alpine mountain meadow. Acta Agrestia Sin. 2021, 29, 1166–1173. [CrossRef]
26. Yang, S.; Wen, Z.; Miao, L.; Qi, D.; Hua, D. Responses of plant functional traits to micro-topographical changes in hilly and gully

region of the Loess Plateau, China. Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. 2014, 25, 3413–3419. [CrossRef]
27. Liu, B. Vertical patterns in plant diversity and their relations with environmental factors on the southern slope of the Tianshan

Mountains (middle section) in Xinjiang (China). J. Mt. Sci. 2017, 14, 742–757. [CrossRef]
28. Morin, P.J. Biodiversity's ups and downs. Nature 2000, 406, 463–464. [CrossRef]
29. Liu, M.; Wang, G. Responses of plant community diversity and soil factors to slope aspect in alpine meadow. Chin. J. Ecol. 2013,

32, 259–265. [CrossRef]
30. He, J.; Chen, W. A review of gradient changes in species diversity of land plant communities. Acta Ecol. Sin. 1997, 17, 91–99.
31. Ru, H.; Zhang, H.; Jiao, F.; Xue, C.; Guo, M. Impact of micro-landform on grassland plant community structure and function in

the hilly Loess Plateau region, China. Chin. J. Appl. Ecol. 2016, 27, 25–32. [CrossRef]
32. Cui, M.; Zhou, R.; Zheng, C.; Wei, J.; Wan, J.; Zhao, Y.; Wen, Z. Responses of aboveground biomass and soil moisture and nutrients

to microtopographic changes in grassland in the Loess HiIly Region. Res. Soil Water Conserv. 2024, 31, 18–26. [CrossRef]
33. Ma, R.; Zhao, J. Relationship between the grassland and soil conditions in the Eastern Qilian Mountains. Arid Zone Res. 2020,

37, 374–381. [CrossRef]
34. Ru, H.; Zhang, H.; Jiao, F.; Xue, C.; Guo, M. Relation analysis of herbaceous community characteristics and soil mois-

ture and nutrients on micro-scale topography typical section in hilly Loess Plateau Region, China. Acta Agrestia Sin. 2016,
24, 776–782. [CrossRef]

35. He, J.; Wang, Z.; Wang, X.; Schmid, B.; Zuo, W.; Zhou, M.; Zheng, C.; Wang, M.; Fang, J. A test of the generality of leaf trait
relationships on the Tibetan Plateau. New Phytol. 2006, 170, 835–848. [CrossRef]

36. Gong, S.; Wen, Z.; Shi, Y. The response of community-weighted mean plant functional traits to environmental gradients in Yanhe
river catchment. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2011, 31, 6088–6097.

37. Ying, L.; Shen, Z.; Piao, S.; Liu, Y.; Malanson, G.P. Terrestrial surface-area increment: The effects of topography, DEM resolution,
and algorithm. Phys. Geogr. 2014, 35, 297–312. [CrossRef]

38. Sigua, G.C.; Coleman, S.W.; Albano, J.; Williams, M. Spatial distribution of soil phosphorus and herbage mass in beef cattle
pastures: Effects of slope aspect and slope position. Nutr. Cycl. Agroecosyst. 2011, 89, 59–70. [CrossRef]

39. Åström, M.; Dynesius, M.; Hylander, K.; Nilsson, C. Slope aspect modifies community responses to clear-cutting in boreal forests.
Ecology 2007, 88, 749–758. [CrossRef]

40. Sternberg, M.; Shoshany, M. Influence of slope aspect on Mediterranean woody formations: Comparison of a semiarid and an
arid site in Israel. Ecol. Res. 2001, 16, 335–345. [CrossRef]

41. Zhang, Q.; Fang, R.; Deng, C.; Zhao, H.; Shen, M.; Wang, Q. Slope aspect effects on plant community characteristics and soil
properties of alpine meadows on Eastern Qinghai-Tibetan plateau. Ecol. Indic. 2022, 143, 109400. [CrossRef]

42. Prommer, J.; Walker, T.W.N.; Wanek, W.; Braun, J.; Zezula, D.; Hu, Y.; Hofhansl, F.; Richter, A. Increased microbial
growth, biomass, and turnover drive soil organic carbon accumulation at higher plant diversity. Glob. Chang. Biol. 2020,
26, 669–681. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

43. Carletti, P.; Vendramin, E.; Pizzeghello, D.; Concheri, G.; Zanella, A.; Nardi, S.; Squartini, A. Soil humic compounds and microbial
communities in six spruce forests as function of parent material, slope aspect and stand age. Plant Soil 2009, 315, 47–65. [CrossRef]

44. Du, F.; Liang, Z.; Xu, X.; Zhang, X.; Shan, L. Spatial heterogeneity of soil nutrients and aboveground biomass in abandoned
old-fields of Loess Hilly region in Northern Shaanxi, China. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2008, 28, 13–22. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.13961/j.cnki.stbctb.2015.05.068
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2699.2010.02407.x
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1160662
https://doi.org/10.3799/dqkx.2022.261
https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1003.2009.09253
https://doi.org/10.13287/j.1001-9332.2012.0410
https://doi.org/10.11733/j.issn.1007-0435.2014.02.004
https://doi.org/10.11733/j.issn.1007-0435.2021.06.005
https://doi.org/10.13287/j.1001-9332.2014.0192
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11629-016-4110-4
https://doi.org/10.1038/35020160
https://doi.org/10.13292/j.1000-4890.2013.0135
https://doi.org/10.13287/j.1001-9332.201601.039
https://doi.org/10.13869/j.cnki.rswc.2024.01.043
https://doi.org/10.13866/j.azr.2020.02.12
https://doi.org/10.11733/j.issn.1007-0435.2016.04.010
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-8137.2006.01704.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/02723646.2014.886923
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10705-010-9376-2
https://doi.org/10.1890/06-0613
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1440-1703.2001.00393.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ecolind.2022.109400
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.14777
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31344298
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-008-9732-z
https://doi.org/10.3321/j.issn:1000-0933.2008.01.002


Plants 2025, 14, 63 20 of 20

45. Lei, S.; Zhao, W.; Yang, Y.; Lyu, D.; Bai, Y.; He, L.; Guo, J.; Zhang, X. Spatial distribution characteristics of soil nutrients and
vegetation growth status in different slopes. Res. Soil Water Conserv. 2019, 26, 86–91,105.

46. Gao, X.; Wu, P.; Zhao, X.; Shi, Y.; Wang, J.; Zhang, B. Soil moisture variability along transects over a well-developed gully in the
Loess Plateau, China. Catena 2011, 87, 357–367. [CrossRef]

47. Lou, S.; Liu, M.; Yi, J.; Zhang, H.; Li, X.; Yang, Y.; Wang, Q.; Huang, J. Influence of vegetation coverage and topographic position
on soil hydrological function in the hillslope of the three gorges area. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2019, 39, 4844–4854. [CrossRef]

48. Du, F.; Liang, Z.; Xu, X.; Shan, L.; Zhang, X. The community biomass of abandoned farmland and its effects on soil nutrition in
the Loess Hilly Region of Northern Shaanxi, China. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2007, 27, 1673–1683. [CrossRef]

49. Gao, X.; Deng, L.; Zhang, S. Soil physical properties and nutrient properties under different UtilizationStyles and slope position.
J. Soil Water Conserv. 2005, 19, 53–56,60,79. [CrossRef]

50. Liu, Y.; Du, J.; Xu, X.; Kardol, P.; Hu, D. Microtopography-induced ecohydrological effects alter plant community structure.
Geoderma 2020, 362, 114119. [CrossRef]

51. Yang, Y.; Fang, J.; Tang, Y.; Ji, C.; Zheng, C.; He, J.; Zhu, B. Storage, patterns and controls of soil organic carbon in the Tibetan
grasslands. Glob. Change Biol. 2008, 14, 1592–1599. [CrossRef]

52. Yang, Y.; Qiu, K.; Li, J.; Xie, Y.; Liu, Y.; Huang, Y.; Wang, S.; Bao, P. Relationship between altitudinal distribution characteristics
of typical plant community diversity and soil factors on the eastern slope of the Helan Mountains. Acta Ecol. Sin. 2023,
43, 4995–5004. [CrossRef]

53. Song, J. The Characteristics and Evaluation on Soil Quality of Grassland in Loess Plateau. Ph.D. Thesis, Northwest Sci-Tech
University of Agriculture and Forestry, Yangling, China, 2010.

54. Jia, W.; Liu, Y.; Zhang, Y.; Cao, W. Species diversity and biomass of meadow steppe in Qilian Mountains and their relationships
with climate factors. Arid Zone Res. 2015, 32, 1167–1172. [CrossRef]

55. Cai, Z. The role of soil in the formation of plant biodiversity and its research significance. Acta Pedol. Sin. 2022, 59, 1–9. [CrossRef]
56. Xiang, X.; De, K.; Lin, W.; Feng, T.; Wei, X.; Wang, W.; Xu, C.; Qian, S. Effects of nitrogen addition on plant community diversity

and soil ecological chemometric characteristics in alpine meadows. Acta Agrestia Sin. 2021, 29, 2769–2777. [CrossRef]
57. Wardle, D.A.; Bardgett, R.D.; Klironomos, J.N.; Setälä, H.; van der Putten, W.H.; Wall, D.H. Ecological linkages between

aboveground and belowground biota. Science 2004, 304, 1629–1633. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
58. Wang, Y.; Wang, X.; Ma, Y. Effect of slope aspect on vegetation growth and soil nutrient characteristics of alpine grassland in the

source region of Yangtze River. Pratacult. Sci. 2018, 35, 2336–2346. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2011.07.004
https://doi.org/10.5846/stxb201812112706
https://doi.org/10.3321/j.issn:1000-0933.2007.05.001
https://doi.org/10.3321/j.issn:1009-2242.2005.02.014
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2019.114119
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2008.01591.x
https://doi.org/10.5846/stxb202203070543
https://doi.org/10.13866/j.azr.2015.06.17
https://doi.org/10.11766/trxb202106170314
https://doi.org/10.11733/j.issn.1007-0435.2021.12.017
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1094875
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15192218
https://doi.org/10.11829/j.issn.1001-0629.2017-0687

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Site Description 
	Experimental Design 
	Plant Biomass Collection and Measurement 
	Plant Species Diversity Index Calculation 
	Soil Sample Collection and Measurement 
	Data Analysis 

	Results 
	Plant Community Characteristics 
	Characteristic Changes in Plant Distribution 
	Plant Community  Diversity 
	Plant Community Biomass 
	Effects of Slope Aspect and Slope Position on Plant Community Characteristics 

	Soil Factor 
	Soil Water Content 
	Soil Total Nutrients 
	Soil Available Nutrients 
	Soil pH 
	Effects of Slope Aspect and Slope Position on Soil Factors 

	Correlation Between Plant Community Characteristics and Soil Factors 
	Plant Community Characteristics and Soil Factor RDA Analysis 

	Discussion 
	Effects of Topography on Plant Community Characteristics in Alpine Grassland 
	Effects of Topography on Soil Factors in Alpine Grassland 
	Relationship Between Plant Community Characteristics and Soil Factors 

	Conclusions 
	References

