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Abstract
To quantify variations in the components of soil respiration (Rs), elucidate the impact of warming on heterotrophic respira-
tion (Rh) in subalpine coniferous forest (LJ) and in subtropical evergreen broadleaf forest (ALS), and discern differences in 
the dominant regulating factors of soil respiration components between the two forest ecosystems. This study used multi-
channel automated soil efflux chambers with three treatments: control (CK), trenching (NR), and trenching with warming 
(NRW) in LJ and ALS in Southwest China. The results reveal that Rs was higher in ALS than in LJ, and the ratio of Rh 
to Rs was significantly higher in LJ than in ALS. Although soil temperature (ST) and soil moisture (SM) also identified 
the main controlling factors of Rs, Rh, Ra, and the warming effect of Rh when considering carbon cycle modeling, the 
sensitivity of Rs to temperature (Q10) was not significantly different between Rs, Rh, and Ra for both forests. The greater 
warming effect on Rh in LJ than in ALS is due to the combination of lower temperatures, recalcitrant organic matter, and 
slower litter decomposition in subalpine coniferous forests. This study confirmed that Rs, Rh and Ra had positive correla-
tion with ST and SM for two ecosystems. This study has proven that the greater the warming effect of Rh is, the greater 
the contribution of Rh to Rs becomes, and the lesser the contribution of Ra to Rs in LJ becomes compared to that of ALS.
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1 Introduction

Soil is the largest organic carbon pool (Lal 2004),and soil 
respiration (Rs) is the second largest flux of carbon diox-
ide (CO2) in terrestrial ecosystems (Raich and Schlesinger 
1992). The study of Rs is crucial due to its substantial 
impact on global carbon (C)cycling and its integral role 
in biogeochemical models (Wang et al., 2006). There-
fore, Rs ranges from approximately 68–80 Pg C yr− 1 on a 
global scale (Raich and Schlesinger 1992), accounting for 
approximately 50–75% of the total respiration of terrestrial 
ecosystems (Hanson et al., 2000). Rs, comprising both het-
erotrophic respiration (Rh) and autotrophic respiration (Ra), 
is the combined result of Rh, driven by CO2 emissions from 
soil microorganisms and fauna during the decomposition 
of soil organic matter (SOM) and their own metabolic pro-
cesses, and Ra, primarily originating from plant roots (Han-
son et al., 2000; Kuzyakov 2006)as outlined by (Kuzyakov 
2006). To better understand the contributions of Ra and Rh 
to C cycling in forest ecosystems, previous studies have 
developed root trenches (or girdling) to quantify soil respi-
ration components (Hashimoto et al. 2015; Hinko-Najera et 
al. 2015; Wang et al. 2019; Zhou et al. 2021a). The results 
indicate that the contribution of Rh to Rs ranges from 45 
to 70%, declining with increasing annual Rs (Subke et al. 
2006). Thus, the ratio of Ra to Rs will increase with annual 
Rs. The ratio of Ra/Rh is responsive to variations in both 
environmental and substrate conditions, and in certain cir-
cumstances, it may be elevated. However, regional differ-
ences in environmental conditions can affect the magnitude 
of this effect (Lei et al. 2022). Generally, Rh and Ra are 
associated with SOM decomposition by soil microbes and 
fauna seeing that components of Rs is released from a result 
of decomposition of SOM and plant litter by soil microbes 
and through plant roots and soil fauna (Dias de Oliveira et 
al. 2020). Thus, the contributions of Ra and Rh to Rs suffi-
ciently reflect the responses of Rs to changing temperatures 
(Rankin et al. 2022). The direction of these contributions 
can underestimate the feedback of global climate change in 
forest ecosystems and to C cycling via accurate measure-
ments and assessments of Rs contributions (Rankin et al. 
2022).As the biogeochemical processes of Rs are highly 
temperature sensitive (Duan et al. 2019), the responses of 
Rs to warming also influence future trajectories of climate 
change (Romero-Olivares et al. 2017). In recent decades, 
soil warming experiments have been developed in many 
forest ecosystems to clarify and investigate the warming 
effect on Rs and its temperature sensitivity (Aguilos et al. 
2013) and show that Rh and Ra sensitivity to temperature 
varies across research sites. For example, Rh increased with 
increasing temperature in Norway spruce (Schindlbacher 
et al. 2008), and a negative response to soil warming was 

observed in a model (Zhou et al. 2010). Some studies have 
shown that warming increased Rh but decreased Ra in 
grasslands (Li et al. 2013; Verburg et al. 2009). The warm-
ing effect brings about different responses of Ra and Rh in 
forest ecosystems, and understanding these responses of Ra 
and Rh from forest soils to warming is important for predict-
ing the global C cycle at different latitudes (Liu et al. 2019). 
In contrast to Ra, it is imperative to scrutinize the reactions 
of Rh to climate change. This is crucial, as the forthcom-
ing impacts of C-climate feedback are contingent upon the 
climate sensitivity of net terrestrial C fluxes, with particular 
emphasis on Rh (Konings et al. 2018).Furthermore, Rs is 
predominantly influenced by several key factors, encom-
passing soil temperature (ST), soil moisture (SM), substrate 
availability, soil texture, structure, density, nutrient content, 
and pH levels. (Włodarczyk et al. 2008). It is noteworthy 
that among abiotic factors, ST and SM stand out as the prin-
cipal determinants governing the dynamics of Rs (Davidson 
and Janssens 2006). Many studies have shown the response 
of Rs to temperature increase and the relationship between 
Rs and ST by using Q10 (Shi et al. 2019), which is pre-
sented by an exponential function. Q10 usually expresses the 
change per 10 °C of temperature increase in Rs (Liang et al. 
2017). The temperature sensitivity of Rs is generally repre-
sented by Q10 decreasing from polar to temperate to tropi-
cal regions (Meyer et al. 2018). Furthermore, Q10 values for 
both Rhand Ra are individually linked to pertinent influenc-
ing factors, including substrate quantity and quality, micro-
bial organisms and enzyme kinetics, photosynthetic activity, 
and fine root biomass(Han and Jin 2018). The variation in 
Q10 responses to climate change among forest sites arises 
due to differences in forest floor type, soil physical and bio-
chemical characteristics, as well as variations in tempera-
ture and precipitation patterns (Luan et al. 2013). Detecting 
these variations in Q10 across forests under conditions of 
global warming is crucial in predicting the impacts of cli-
mate change on forestcarbon dynamics (Yang et al., 2022).

Moreover, changing temperatures could affect C cycling 
in terrestrial ecosystems, including not only subalpine 
coniferous forests but also subtropical evergreen broadleaf 
forests, which may alter future climate change together with 
positive or negative feedback (Liu et al. 2018). The effect 
of warming on Rs have been investigated in various eco-
systems, including grasslands (Roland et al. 2015), boreal 
coniferous forests dominated by Norway spruce (Bronson 
et al. 2008), temperate forests (Schindlbacher et al. 2015), 
and subtropical evergreen forests (Wu et al. 2016). In these 
studies, different warming experiments were conducted to 
stimulate the potential effects of climate change on terres-
trial ecosystems (Mitchell et al. 2022). The effect of warm-
ing on Rs has been found to vary among ecosystems and 
caused the contributions of ST and SM to Rs to vary during 
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warming periods. However, the specific effect of warming 
treatment of approximately 2 °C on Rs and the main factors 
driving this effect are not well understood in forest ecosys-
tems. Subtropical evergreen broadleaf forests and subalpine 
coniferous forests are the main C sinks in the Northern 
Hemisphere. Furthermore, soil C is the most important 
factor for C budgets (Lei et al. 2019). Additionally, Rs 
responses to warming among subalpine coniferous forests 
and subtropical evergreen broadleaf forests are urgently 
needed to estimate global C cycle.

To evaluate the impact of warming on Rs and the sensi-
tivity of ST and SM in diverse ecosystems, we implemented 
a soil warming experiment employing a multichannel auto-
mated chamber system in both a subalpine coniferous forest 
in Lijiang (LJ) and a subtropical evergreen broadleaf for-
est in Ailaoshan or Ailao Mountain (ALS), situated in Yun-
nan Province, Southwest China. The primary aims of this 
study were to quantify variations in the components of Rs, 
elucidate the impact of warming on Rh in these forest eco-
systems, and discern differences in the dominant regulating 
factors of Rs, Rh and Ra between the two forest ecosystems. 
Our hypothesis posited that subtropical evergreen broad-
leaf forests would exhibit a lower warming effect on Rh, 
whereas this effect would be subject to debate in subalpine 
coniferous forests. The study’s findings affirmed that Rs, 
Rh, and Ra were consistently higher in ALS compared to 
LJ throughout the study period. These results contribute to 
a more comprehensive understanding of C cycling in these 
distinct forest ecosystems.

2 Materials and Methods

2.1 Study Sites

In this study, we examined two sites (LJ and ALS) in Yun-
nan, Southwest China. Among them, LJ is a subalpine 
coniferous forest situated in the experimental area of the 
Lijiang Provincial Nature Reserve, which includes Lijiang 
Forest Ecosystem Positioning Research Station. This area 
is located in the foothill of Yulong Snow Mountain where 
the climate in this region experiences a summer monsoon 
wet season, lasting from May to October, and the Qinghai-
Tibetan Plateau circulation and westerly winds occurred in 
the dry season, which lasts from November to April(Luo et 
al. 2016). Wet season starts at first week of May (1 May, 
2015 to 7 May, 2015) and ends at last week of October (24 
October, 2015 to 30 October,2015) for LJ and ALS. And dry 
season of starts at first week of November (24 November, 
2015 to 31 November, 2015) and ends at last week of April 
(24 April, 2015 to 30 April, 2015) for LJ and ALS. Wet sea-
son and dry season of LJ and ALS are same because LJ and 

ALS are located in Yunnan, Southwest China. In rainy or wet 
season, the average soil moisture content level ranges from 
20 to 45%, and the dry season shows levels of 15–35% in 
LJ. Annual evaporation levels reach 966.1 mm, and relative 
humidity reaches 82%. Local forests are mainly classified 
as cold-temperate coniferous forests, and the main dominant 
tree species in LJ are Picea likiangensis (Pinaceae), Abies 
forrestii (Pinaceae), Quercus guayavifolia (Fagaceae), Acer 
pectinatum (Sapindaceae), and Padus brachypoda (Rosa-
ceae) (Huang et al. 2017). The first three species mentioned 
namely, Lijiang spruce, Sichuan-Yunan fir, and Quercus 
glabra (Fagaceae), are the dominant and constructive spe-
cies in the forest layer of this study (Fei et al. 2018).

The second research site, ALS, is located in Jingdong 
County, Yunnan Province and in the northern part of the 
Ailaoshan Natural Reserve. This area belongs to monsoon 
climate condition. In this area, an old-growth subtropical 
evergreen broadleaf forest is widely distributed and well 
protected. Subtropical montane evergreen broad-leaved for-
est (dominated by three subtropical oak species, Lithocar-
pushancei (Fagaceae), Lithocarpus xylocarpus (Fagaceae) 
and Castanopsiswattii (Fagaceae) persists in the Ailaoshan 
Natural Reserve (Schaefer et al. 2009). The strata of the 
Ailao Mountain forest include canopy (18–25 m), shrub 
(1–3 m), and herb layers (< 0.5 m) (Tan et al. 2011). From a 
conservation point of view, the forest is well managed (Tan 
et al. 2013). The soil volumetric water content exceeds 35% 
in the upper 50 cm (Gong et al. 2011). The overview of two 
forest ecosystems including latitude and longitude, eleva-
tion, soil type, basal area, leaf area index, tree density, tree 
height, and stand age, etc… are described in Table 1.

2.2 Soil Warming Experiments

The rate of continuous Rs was measured in the two dif-
ferent forest ecosystems (LJ and ALS) using a multichan-
nel automated chamber system designed by Liang et al. 
2003. The system was composed of 12 automatic cham-
bers (90 × 90 × 50 cm) and a control box for LJ, and 20 
automatic chambers (90 × 90 × 50 cm) and a control box 
for ALS. For LJ, the 12 chambers were divided into three 
treatments (four chambers per treatment): control (CK), 
trenching (NR), and infrared light warming together with 
trenching (NRW), where litter removal treatment (NL) was 
not applied. In ALS, the 20 chambers were divided into four 
treatments (five chambers per treatment). The multichan-
nel automated chamber system was established to measure 
soil CO2 effluxes with three treatments in December 2014 
for LJ and with four treatments in October 2010 for ALS. 
One-year data from these three treatments of soil warming 
experiment in 2015 for LJ and ALS was used in this study. 
The temperature increase rate for warming plot was 2.4 
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the difference between Rs and Rh. ST at 5 cm depth and 
air temperature within each chamber were measured with 
homemade thermocouples (Tan et al. 2013). The soil water 
content at 10 cm depth was monitored with time-domain 
reflectometers (CS-616, Campbell Scientific Inc., Logan, 
UT, USA). Air pressure (P, hPa) at a 30-cm height in the 
center of the plot was measured by a pressure transducer 
(PX2760, Omega Engineering, Inc., Stamford, CT, USA). 
More detailed information on the method used is provided 
in (Liang et al. 2010; Tan et al. 2013).

2.3 Equations and Calculations

2.3.1 Soil CO2 Efflux (Rs)

An automated chamber system for non-steady-state design 
with a flow-through was used to measure Rs at all obser-
vation times. Each chamber received 24 data points for Rs 
(hourly) and 48 data points for soil temperature at 5 cm and 
soil water content (0–10 cm) (twice per hour), except dur-
ing periods of electrical failure. For each chamber, available 
data were used to calculate daily average values. The soil 
CO2 efflux (Rs) was calculated as follows:

Rs = H
M

V0

P

P0

T0

T

dCt

dt
 (1)

where Rs is the soil CO2 efflux (µmol m− 2s− 1); M is the 
CO2 molar mass; P is pressure in Pascal (Pa); V0, P0 and 
T0 are constants (22.4 L mol− 1, 1013.25 hPa, and 273.15 K, 
respectively); T is air temperature (K); H is the height of the 
respiration chamber (m); and dc/dt is the slope of CO2 con-
centration variation with time over the measurement period.

2.3.2 Q10

For the calculation of the temperature sensitivity of soil 
respiration, we used the exponential growth equation. An 
exponential model was used to examine the responses of Rs 
to ST (Lloyd and Taylor, 1994):

Rs = aebT  (2)

where a is basal respiration, b is the temperature sensitivity 
parameter, and T is soil temperature (°C) at a depth of 5 cm. 
Temperature sensitivity (Q10, which describes the change 
in Rs for each 10 °C increase in soil temperature) for each 
chamber was calculated as follows:

Q10 = e10b  (3)

℃, and the distance from infrared light to ground is 1.7 m. 
The measurement time or closing period of each chamber 
is 5 min to measure soil CO2 efflux. Data were collected at 
hourly intervals, as controlled by a data logger (CR-1000, 
Campbell Scientific Inc., Logan, UT, USA). Infrared light 
warming treatment is very useful for soil warming in for-
est ecosystems because no disturbance is made to the soil 
(Liang et al. 2003; Wu et al. 2016). For trenching treatments, 
a 1 m × 1 m square trench (width of 30 cm, depth of 50 cm) 
was dug to form a cube of soil contained by PVC planks; 
soil was backfilled by its original layers with topsoil over 
subsoil. The main components of the control box include an 
infrared gas analyzer (IRGA, Li-820, Li-Cor Inc., Lincoln, 
NE, USA) and a data logger (CR10X, Campbell Scientific 
Inc., Logan, UT, USA). Li-820 was calibrated regularly 
using standard gases. The maximum gas flow rate is 1 L/
min, and the pressure compensation range is from 15 kPa 
to 115 kPa. The flow rate and airtightness checked regularly 
by site engineer. Trenching treatment with warming was 
applied by infrared light warming to measure heterotrophic 
respiration with warming (Rhw). Ra was calculated from 

Table 1 Comparison between subalpine coniferous forest of Lijiang 
(LJ) and subtropical evergreen broadleaf forest of Ailaoshan (ALS)
Variables Forest Ecosystems

Subalpine coniferous 
forest in Lijiang (LJ)

Subtropical 
evergreen broad-
leaf forest in 
Ailaoshan (ALS)

Ecosystem Type Subalpine coniferous 
forest ecosystem

Subtropical ever-
green broadleaf 
forest ecosystem

Latitude and longitude 27°08′ N, 100°13′ E 24° 32’N, 101° 
01’E

Elevation (m) 3240 2480
MAT (°C) 7.9 11.3
MAP (mm) 1587.5 1704.5
Soil Type Loamya Loamy clayf

pH 4.4 to 4.9a 5.5 to 6a

SOC (mg kg-1) 74.09 ± 15.82 137.80 ± 74.37
TN (mg kg-1) 5.93 ± 1.03 9.22 ± 3.57
C/N ratio 12.43 ± 0.78 14.26 ± 2.08
Average Canopy Height 
(m)

38-42a 25-30a

Mean DBH of trees 
(mm)

59.4 d 50.3d

Basal area (m2/ha) 27.69d 91b

Leaf area index (m2/m2) ~ 3 ~ 5c

Tree Density (tree ha-1) 500d 1850d

Stand Age (years) 250–300 More than 300e

Litterfall (t ha-1) 5.11a 8.62a

Note MAT means mean annual temperature; MAP means mean 
annual precipitation; SOC means soil organic carbon; TN means 
total nitrogen; DBH means diameter at breast height. The references 
were cited from: a (Fei et al. 2018); b (Schaefer et al. 2009); c (Tan et 
al. 2011); d (Luo et al., 2017); e (Tan et al. 2013); f (Gong et al. 2011)
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(from July to September) and lower in the dry season (from 
April to May). The annual SM levels was significantly 
higher in NR (LJ, 47.86 ± 5.97%; ALS, 40.90 ± 5.34%) 
than in NRW (LJ, 44.23 ± 8.84%; ALS, 36.99 ± 3.05%) 
and CK (LJ, 43.22 ± 9.22%; ALS, 34.97 ± 5.21%) at both 
research sites (Fig. 1c, d). During the rainy and dry seasons, 
firstly SM was highest in NR, followed by NRW and by CK 
respectively. The significant differences in SM between CK 
and NRW and NR and NRW were observed only during the 
dry season (p < 0.0001) in LJ and ALS (Fig. 1, S1).

Compared to CK, the annual increment of SM for NR was 
greater for ALS (ALS, 17.27 ± 5.48%, LJ, 16.47 ± 7.36%; 
t = 1.861, df = 270, p = 0.064) than for LJ (Figure S1a). 
Compared to NR, the decreasing ratio of soil warming to 
SM was significantly lower for ALS (-9.02 ± 6.26%) than 
for LJ (-9.39 ± 9.29%) (t = 2.362, df = 270, p = 0.019) (Fig-
ure S1). NRW increased SM compared to CK, and the 
increase for ALS (6.59 ± 7.79%) was 1.95 times that of LJ 
(3.38 ± 8.89%) (t = 5.54, df = 270, p < 0.0001) (Figure S1b).

3.2 Soil Respiration of Subalpine Coniferous Forests 
of Lijiang and Subtropical Forests of Ailao Mountain

The seasonal dynamics of Rs (LJ, F = 48.33, p < 0.0001; 
ALS, F = 48.33, p = 0.001), Rh (LJ, F = 25.71, p < 0.0001; 
ALS, F = 25.71, p = 0.006) and Ra (LJ, F = 17.83, 
p < 0.0001; ALS, F = 87.97, p < 0.0001) were significantly 
stronger in the rainy season than in the dry season in LJ and 
ALS (Fig. 2a, b). Rs, Rh and Ra were stronger in ALS than 
LJ during the observation period (Fig. 2).

The trenching effect of Rh in LJ was higher than in ALS 
but the warming effect of Rh in LJ was lower than in ALS 
annually (Figure S2). Hence, the trenching plus warming 
effect of Rh in LJ was higher than in ALS for all seasons in 
Figure S2.

Furthermore, the inner annual dynamics of the ratios of 
Rh: Rs, Ra: Rs, and Ra: Rh were significant, but there were 
no clear trends for ALS and LJ (Fig. 2c, d). The ratio of Rh 
to Rs was significantly higher in the in LJ (0.84 ± 0.03) than 
in ALS (0.76 ± 0.06) (t = 19.15, df = 349, p < 0.0001). The 
ratio of Ra to Rh was significantly lower in LJ (0.20 ± 0.04) 
than in ALS (0.33 ± 0.13) during the observation period 
(Fig. 2, S3).

3.3 Soil Temperature and Moisture Effect on Soil 
Respiration Fractions in Subalpine Coniferous 
Forests of Lijiang and Subtropical Forests of Ailao 
Mountain

According to Pearson correlation analysis results, Rs, Rh 
and Ra had a significant positive correlation with ST and 
SM, but the correlation with ST was stronger than that with 

2.3.3 Soil Warming Effect on Heterotrophic Respiration 
(RhWE), Soil Temperature and Soil Moisture

Warming effect of heterotrophic respiration (%) =
Rhw − Rh

Rh
∗ 100 (4)

where Rhw is heterotrophic respiration from the warm-
ing treatment and Rh is heterotrophic respiration from the 
trenching treatment.

The calculation of the soil warming effect on ST and SM 
is the same as that illustrated in Eq. 4.

2.4 Statistical Analysis

For statistical significance, all differences in Rs, Rh, Ra, ST, 
and SM were tested by a general linear model for repeated 
measurements. The mean value of Q10 for each treatment 
was tested by one-way ANOVA. Variations in Ra, Ra: Rh, 
RhWE, RhWE%, the increment of soil temperature caused 
by soil warming (TWE),the incremental percentage of soil 
temperature caused by soil warming (TWE%), and SM 
among treatments between LJ and ALS were tested by 
paired t tests. Independent samples t tests were used for 
Q10 comparisons between treatments and sites. Exponential 
regressions were used for the correlation between ST and 
Rs and its fractions. Then, the stepwise linear regression 
also performed for the increment value and percent (%) of 
Rh to soil warming for two ecosystems. All statistics were 
calculated in SPSS 16.0. All figures were completed using 
SigmaPlot 12.5 (Systat Software, San Jose, CA, USA).

3 Results

3.1 Soil Temperature and Moisture in Subalpine 
Coniferous Forests of Lijiang and Subtropical 
Forests of Ailao Mountain

The annual ST of LJ (7.76 ± 4.16 ℃) is less than that of ALS 
(11. 12 ± 3.41 ℃) (Fig. 1a, b). Soil warming significantly 
increased ST in LJ (10. 46 ± 4.01 ℃, p < 0.0001) and ALS 
(13. 67 ± 3.23 ℃, p < 0.0001). The increase in ST decreased 
with increasing air temperature and was lower during the 
rainy season (LJ, 29.34 ± 7.25%; ALS, 17.15 ± 2.20%) than 
the dry season (LJ, 114.26 ± 74.82%; ALS, 36.99 ± 9.78%) 
at both research sites (Fig. 1a, b). NR did not affect ST sig-
nificantly at either site.

The annual SM of LJ (45.54 ± 0.16%, F = 11.172, 
p < 0.0001) was higher than that of ALS (33.40 ± 0.13%, 
F = 7.187, p < 0.0001) (Fig. 1c, d). The seasonal dynam-
ics of SM of CK and NR, and root trench settings followed 
the same trend, with levels being higher in the rainy season 
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3.4 Warming Effect on Soil Heterotrophic 
Respiration in Subalpine Coniferous Forests of 
Lijiang and Subtropical Forests of Ailao Mountain

In the NRW treatment, the seasonal dynamics of Rs were 
significantly higher in the rainy season and lower in the dry 
season (Fig. 5). RhWE and the percent increase were greater 
during the dry season than during the rainy season at both 
sites. The percent increase was significantly greater in LJ 
(62.14 ± 21.22%) than in ALS (38.64 ± 27.69%) during the 
observed period (Fig. 5).

Similar to Rh, Rhw was better correlated with ST than 
SM in ALS and LJ. Compared to the NR treatment, Q10 
decreased in the NRW treatment at both sites. The reduction 

SM in LJ and ALS (Table 2). According to the nonlinear 
regression wizard, ST and SM values attributed to Rs and Ra 
were more common in ALS than in LJ, but Rh was higher in 
the LJ than in ALS (Fig. 3a-f).

The correlation between the ratio of Rs and SM and ST 
was significant, and echoing the relationship between Rs 
and SM and ST in LJ (Table 2). Only Ra: Rh was negatively 
correlated with the ST of NR in LJ. SM and ST explained 
the ratios of Rs significantly with a lower explain rate found 
for LJ (Fig. 3). Q10 was not significantly different between 
Rs, Rh and Ra in LJ (Fig. 4a). However, the Q10 of Ra was 
significantly lower than that of Rs and Rh in ALS (Fig. 4b).

Fig. 1 (a, b) Daily average soil temperature and (c, d) daily average 
soil moisture for subalpine coniferous forest in Lijiang (LJ) and sub-
tropical forest in Ailao Mountain (ALS). Remark: CK denotes the con-

trol treatment; NR denotes the trenching treatment; NRW denotes the 
trenching treatment with warming and DOY denotes date of year
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the main contributor the soil warming increment value of 
Rh for ALS and LJ, respectively. For RhWE, the differ-
ence in ST and SM between NR and NRW conditions was 
the main factor (R2 = 0.35) together with TNRW,TWE and 
MNR, which explained 57% of the variance in ALS. In LJ, 
the SM of NR and NRW together explained 99% of the 
variation in RhWE.

in Q10 was greater in ALS (ALS 18.5%; LJ 2.03%) than in 
LJ (Fig. 4).

Rhw was significantly positively correlated with ST 
and SM (Table 2) in ALS and LJ. According to Equa-
tion Y = a*e (bT) *SMc (T is soil temperature, and SM is 
soil moisture), ST and SM explained 90.2% and 85.4% of 
Rhw in LJ and ALS, respectively.

The linear stepwise regressions show that the soil 
warming increment value and increment percent of Rh 
were driven by different factors at the two sites (Table 3). 
The SM of the trench treatment (SMNR) (R2 = 0.45) and 
soil trench and warming treatment (TNRW) (R2 = 0.81) was 

Fig. 2 (a, b) Soil respiration (Rs, Rh, Ra) and (c, d) ratios (Rh: Rs, Ra: 
Rs and Ra: Rh) for subalpine coniferous forest in Lijiang (LJ) and sub-
tropical forest in Ailao Mountain (ALS). Remark: Rs denotes total soil 
respiration; Rh denotes heterotrophic respiration; Ra denotes autotro-

phic respiration; Rh: Rs denotes the ratio of heterotrophic respiration 
to total soil respiration; Ra: Rs denotes the ratio of autotrophic respira-
tion to total soil respiration; Ra: Rh denotes the ratio of autotrophic 
respiration to heterotrophic respiration and DOY denotes date of year
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4 Discussion

It has long been identified that ST and SM are the main con-
trolling factors of Rs in terrestrial forest ecosystems and 
fundamental parameters in predicting Rs responses to global 
change (Xia et al., 2009). Moreover, ST, SM (Eliasson et 
al. 2005; Li et al. 2017) and nutrient availability (Eliasson 
et al. 2005) are the primary abiotic influencing factors for 
the regulation and variation of Rs and its fractions. In this 
study, LJ and ALS showed that ST is the most important 
factor controlling Rs, Rh and Ra because these forest eco-
systems are not water-limited ecosystems that cannot con-
stitute a significant portion of the global Ccycle (Zhang et 
al. 2015). Generally, higher Rh carried higher soil microbe 
activity seeing that higher soil microbial activity belongs to 
high soil carbon(C): nitrogen (N) ratio. In this study, soil C: 
N ratio of ALS was higher than in LJ. Normally, ST and SM 
have direct effects on changes in the activities of root and 
soil microbial activities (Li et al. 2017), which leads to ST 
and SM being the most important factors of Rs (Han et al. 
2019; Mukhortova et al. 2021).

However, Ra was influenced by so many climatic and 
edaphic drivers in regional and global scales (Tang et al. 
2020). Hence, net ecosystem exchange (NEE) or one of the 
climatic and edaphic drivers in ALS was higher than in LJ 
(Fei et al. 2018), seeing that higher root biomass leads to 
higher Ra, but NEE does not lead it directly. Accordingly, 
subtropical evergreen forest dominates the evergreen broad 
leaf, has a more diverse species composition and more root 
biomass (Hu et al. 2022) than subalpine coniferous forest, 
contributing to increased Ra levels on ALS than on LJ. 
Additionally, fine roots with a short lifespan and fast turn-
over rate absorb a large amount of water and nutrients and 
carry out C and N cycling to ensure plant photosynthesis, 
growth, and maintenance (Li et al. 2022). The C fraction of 
fine roots in broadleaf forests is higher than that in conifer-
ous forests (Neumann et al. 2020).While Ra varies consid-
erably across terrestrial ecosystems, broad-leaf forests have 
the highest Ra values, needle-leaf forests have the lowest 
Ra values, and tropical forests have the highest and lowest 
values in boreal forests (Tang et al. 2020). However, this 
study shows that the Ra of subtropical evergreen broad leaf 
forest is higher than that of tropical rainforest in Xishuang-
banna (XSBN) (Lu et al. 2009). As most Ra comes from fine 
roots, the most important reason is that the lesser root bio-
mass in XSBN caused Ra to be lower than that at ALS. The 
higher clay content (19.5% in XSBN and 5–10% in ALS), 
(Yuan et al. 2022; Zhou et al. 2021b) and higher soil bulk 
density (BD) levels (1.3 g cm-3 in XSBN and 0.48 g cm-3 
in ALS, (Qi et al. 2012; Zhou et al. 2021b) also contribute 
to the lower Ra of tropical rainforests. The Ra of subalpine 
coniferous forest in LJ is less than that in ALS and XSBN, 
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primary production (BNPP), total belowground carbon allo-
cation (TBCA), and leaf area index (LAI) (Tang et al. 2020). 
These factors affected Rs together, leading to the highest Rs 
levels in the subtropical evergreen forest. Therefore, the Rh 
contribution to Ra is greater in ALS than in LJ, and similar 

corroborating the trend whereby Ra significantly increased 
with soil BD and total Rs but declined with increasing silt 
content, clay content and elevation (Chen et al. 2014) and 
gross primary production (GPP), ecosystem respiration 
(ER), net ecosystem production (NEP), belowground net 

Fig. 3 (a, b) Regression analysis between soil temperature, soil mois-
ture and total soil respiration(Rs), (c, d) regression analysis between 
soil temperature, soil moisture and heterotrophic respiration(Rh), and 
(e, f) regression analysis between soil temperature, soil moisture and 
autotrophic respiration (Ra) for subalpine coniferous forest in Lijiang 

(LJ) and subtropical forest in Ailao Mountain (ALS). Remarks: Rs 
denotes total soil respiration; Rh denotes heterotrophic respiration; Ra 
denotes autotrophic respiration; ST or T denotes soil temperature; and 
SM denotes soil moisture
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range from 1.3 to 3.3 (Aguilos et al. 2013), Q10 in this study 
was found to exceed this range. Additionally, Q10was found 
to range from 2.3 to 6.21 for pine plantations (Luan et al. 
2013), 1.7 to 5.12 for oak forests (Luan et al. 2013), 2.25 
to 2.31 for temperate forests in Poland(Klimek et al. 2021) 
and 3.4 to 5.6 for beech forests in the United States (Yang 
et al., 2022). The Q10 of evergreen broadleaved forest is sig-
nificantly lower than that of evergreen coniferous forest and 
deciduous coniferous forest (Xu et al. 2015). Little differ-
ence in the significance of the Q10 values between the two 
sites was found. It is possible that temperature control over 
soil C turnover is more sensitive in cooler climates than in 
warmer climates(Zou et al. 2018) or that Q10 does not vary 
considerably despite substantial differences in soil proper-
ties and respiration rates between forest types (Klimek et 
al. 2021). When Q10 was greater than 2.5, the mysterious 
process of substrate supply was generally confounded with 
the observed variation in temperature (Jia and Zhou 2009). 
Q10 of Rs and Rh includes direct and indirect effects related 
to the physiology of roots, the phenology of photosynthe-
sis and C allocation to roots (Davidson et al. 1998). Thus, 
even the Q10 of Ra was similar to that of Rs and Rh, which 
does not indicate that Rs and its fraction responded to cli-
mate change at the same rate at ALS and LJ. Additionally, 
the values of Q10 vary over time and depend on the given 
region and ecosystem type (Lai et al. 2012). Furthermore, 
the Q10 decrement was greater for ALS than in LJ, which 
was due to the higher SOC content of ALS than in LJ, and 
SOC exhibited strong predictive power in predicting the 
Q10 value in tropical and subtropical forests; in contrast, the 
effect of SOC on the Q10 value was very weak in temperate 
and boreal forests (Li et al. 2020).

Furthermore, the warming effect on Ra was not statis-
tically detectable during early warming years; in contrast, 

to that in XSBN (29%) (Lu et al. 2009). Liang et al. 2017 
reported that Rh contributed approximately 70% to Rs and 
that Ra contributed 30% to Rs. Another previous study 
found that Rh made 10–90% contributions to Rs in different 
forest ecosystems (Tang et al. 2019), and the present study 
also followed these ratios of contributions.

Moreover, Rh, the most important fraction of Rs is 
shaped by the soil microbe decomposed SOM rate (Han 
et al. 2019), which is the rate related to ST and SM when 
the soil microbe activity substrate is sufficient. Rh origi-
nates from trench treatment with higher SOM and without 
affected roots. As Rh contributed more in LJ than on ALS, it 
is more related to ST and SM. Otherwise, the greater varia-
tion in SM at LJ also led to ST and SM explaining more 
of the Rh in LJ (94.5%) than on ALS (89.5%). This find-
ing also confirms that the global pattern of Ra-dominated 
factors is correlated with vegetation, temperature and pre-
cipitation (Tang et al. 2020). It is possible that influencing 
factors such as ST, SM, biological activities, vegetation pat-
terns and distinct characteristics of soils are not uniformly 
affected and vary both spatially and temporally (Rasidah et 
al. 2003). Although, the responses of Rh to warming may 
vary in magnitude and even direction (Eliasson et al. 2005). 
Currently, global Rs is increasing, which will stimulate the 
degree of climate change, especially in terms of C losses 
from soils as a result of Rh, which remains highly uncertain 
(Bond-Lamberty et al. 2018).

Furthermore, Q10 varies across different ecosystems, 
as Rs shows seasonal variations and different temperature 
sensitivities (Epron 2010). The Q10 value increased while 
the temperature decreased(Li et al. 2020) and was found 
to be between 1.0 and 5.0 in many terrestrial ecosystems 
(Zou et al. 2018), and values of Q10 in the two study sites 
were also within this range. Although global Q10 data for Rs 

Fig. 4 (a) Q10 of Rs, Rh, Ra, and Rhw for subalpine coniferous forest in 
Lijiang (LJ), and (b) Q10 of Rs, Rh, Ra, and Rhw for subtropical forest 
in Ailao Mountain (ALS). Remarks: Q10 denotes temperature sensi-

tivity to soil respiration; Rs denotes total soil respiration; Rh denotes 
heterotrophic respiration; Ra denotes autotrophic respiration; and Rhw 
denotes heterotrophic respiration with warming
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by warming affect soil microorganisms, Rs is more sensi-
tive to warming at lower temperatures (Kirschbaum 2006). 
Thus, the greater increases in ST and SM also caused Rh to 
increase more in LJ than on ALS that the soil warming effect 
on Rh may be greater where ST is lower (Schindlbacher et 
al. 2012; Yuan et al. 2019). The ST-increase experiments 
confirm that warming caused significant C losses from the 
soil not only in subalpine coniferous forests but also in 
subtropical forests in this study. This indicates that under 
climate warming, when precipitation is decreasing, soil C 
stock will be lower in much colder regions and loss rate 
much be higher in colder regions. Therefore, determining 
how to protect soil C under climate change in the future is 
an important issue.

As soil properties and plant and climate characteristics 
differ between ALS and LJ, the soil warming effect and 

warming by 2 °C increased Rh by an average of 21%, and 
this stimulation remained stable over the warming period 
(Wang et al. 2014). Then, warming decreased SM that warm-
ing can cause greater evapotranspiration (Yu et al. 2020). In 
addition, decreases in soil enzyme pools and their activity 
under warming may also contribute to a reduction in Rh (Yu 
et al. 2020).Hence, increasing ST accelerates organic matter 
decomposition rates and leads to a loss of soil C, which leads 
to a decrease in the soil C stock (Bao et al. 2016; Cheng et 
al. 2011; Giardina and Ryan 2000; Hopkins et al. 2014). The 
changes in ST and SM alter the activities of soil microorgan-
isms and contingent effects by changing substrate supply 
and plant growth in forest ecosystems (Chen et al. 2017). 
These factors contribute to the soil warming effect on Rh, 
and the percent increase was significantly higher in LJ than 
in ALS. As increases in ST and decreases in SM induced 

Fig. 5 Warming effect on soil 
heterotrophic respiration (a) in 
subalpine coniferous forest in 
Lijiang (LJ) and (b) in the sub-
tropical forest of Ailao Mountain 
(ALS). Remarks: Rhw denotes 
heterotrophic respiration with 
warming; RhWE denotes the soil 
heterotrophic respiration incre-
mental effect by soil warming; 
and RhWE (%) denotes the soil 
heterotrophic respiration incre-
mental effect by soil warming as 
a percentage and DOY denotes 
date of year
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of a relatively lower net increase rate at higher temperatures 
(Schipper et al. 2014; Zhang et al. 2021). Rs is more sensi-
tive to rising temperatures in relatively cold regions than in 
relatively warm areas (Carey et al. 2016; Jian et al. 2018; Li 
et al. 2020). Because cold areas contain more than half of 
global soil C stores (FAO et al., 2012), with temperatures 
increasing in these regions and rainfall decreasing in the 
tropics (IPCC 2022), this will lead to C budget changes in 
the global C budget.

5 Conclusions

In conclusion, the result of this study affirms that subtropi-
cal evergreen broadleaf forests of Ailao Mountain exhibited 
a lower warming effect on heterotrophic respiration, but 
not in subalpine coniferous forests of Lijiang. This study 
also confirmed that soil respiration and its components had 
positive correlation with soil temperature and moisture 
for two ecosystems. The study asserted that soil warming 
increased soil temperature in subalpine coniferous forests 
and subtropical evergreen broadleaf forests. The soil warm-
ing experiment can evaluate the impact of warming on soil 
respiration and its components, and the sensitivity of soil 
temperature and moisture in diverse ecosystems, especially 

percent increase are greater in LJ than on ALS. Even the 
degree to which the warming effect was negative for mean 
annual precipitation (MAP) and SOC varied between sites; 
thus, the higher RhWE was higher in LJ, which had less 
rainfall and SOC than ALS (Fei et al. 2018). The annual 
dynamics of RhWE were stronger in the rainy season and 
lower in the dry season, but there were contrasting dynam-
ics at ALS, even though Rhw had the same dynamics, with 
higher values occurring in the rainy season and lower values 
occurring in the dry season. This may be because the main 
control factors of RhWE differed for ALS and LJ. And SM 
is lower and ST is higher than values in LJ, so SM decreased 
more on ALS in the dry season and less in the rainy season 
due to higher rainfall levels than in LJ, which led to more 
SM variation between NRW and NR on ALS than in LJ. 
This result indicates that SM was the most important factor 
and explained RhWE by 45% on ALS, while the ST of the 
NRW treatment was the most important factor, explaining 
RhWE variation by 81%. This was because ST was lower 
than 15℃ and showed greater annual variation than for 
ALS. As the relative increase in enzyme activity dimin-
ishes as temperature increases (Peterson et al. 2007; Schip-
per et al. 2014), the macromolecular rate theory (MMRT) 
deduces that the heat capacity of enzyme-catalyzed reac-
tions explains Rs in laboratory- and field-based observations 

Table 3 Stepwise linear regression for the increment value and percent (%) of soil heterotrophic respiration to soil warming for subalpine conifer-
ous forest in Lijiang (LJ) and subtropical forest in Ailao Mountain (ALS)
Sites Parameters Equation Adj R2 F P
Subalpine 
coniferous
forest in 
Lijiang 
(LJ)

increment value 
(µmolCO2m− 2s− 1)

0.19 + 0.049TNRW 0.81 1236.00 p < 0.0001
-0.23 + 0.047TNRW + 0.126TWED 0.94 2356.00 p < 0.0001
-0.33 + 0.047TNRW + 0.13TWED + 0.0020SMNRW 0.95 1769.00 p < 0.0001
-0.22 + 0.049TNRW + 0.13TWED + 0.0050SWNRW-0.0050SMNR 0.95 1416.00 p < 0.0001

increment percent % 92.35-4.13TNR 0.66 554.45 p < 0.0001
25.86-22.98TNR + 19.10TNRW 0.99 48870.00 p < 0.0001
27.38-22.93TNR + 19.06TNRW-0.035SMNRW 0.99 34500.00 p < 0.0001
26.38-22.86TNR + 19.08TNRW-0.040SMNRW + 0.0062TWE 0.99 27560.00 p < 0.0001
26.89-22.75TNR + 18.99TNRW-SMNRW+0.0067TWE-0.032SMWE 0.99 23640.00 p < 0.0001

Subtropical 
forest
in Ailao 
Mountain 
(ALS)

increment value 
(µmolCO2m− 2s− 1)

-2.90 + 0.092SMNR 0.45 283.24 p < 0.0001
-4.63 + 0.10SMNR + 0.70TD 0.48 160.78 p < 0.0001
-3.50 + 0.15SMNR + 0.70TD-0.10SMNRW 0.53 132.09 p < 0.0001
-4.69 + 0.13SMNR + 1.16TD-0.070SMNRW-0.014TWE 0.54 105.06 p < 0.0001
-2.93 + 0.15SMNR + 1.19TD-0.075SMNRW-0.040TWE-TNRW 0.57 95.06 p < 0.0001

increment percent % -49.99 + 33.74TD 0.097 38.39 p < 0.0001
-168.02 + 70.02TD-5.81SMD 0.35 95.05 p < 0.0001
6.24 + 28.88TD-8.26SMD-5.54TNRW 0.44 93.69 p < 0.0001
91.43 + 58.91TD-8.53SMD-12.66TNRW-2.47TWE 0.53 100.74 p < 0.0001
3.82 + 68.70TD-4.76SMD-13.88TNRW-3.08TWE + 2.69SMNR 0.57 93.70 p < 0.0001

Note The increment value indicates the difference in heterotrophic respiration between the trench treatment and trench and warming treatment;
Increment percent % = (HRw-HR)/HR*100%
T: Soil temperature; SM: Soil moisture; NR: root trench treatment; TD: the difference between soil temperature; SMD: the difference between 
soil moisture; NRW: root trench + warming treatment; WED: the difference between NR and NRW; and WE: the percent increase caused by 
soil warming
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for subalpine coniferous forests and subtropical evergreen 
broadleaf forests. The temperature sensitivity of autotrophic 
respiration was lower for two ecosystems than the tempera-
ture sensitivity of soil respiration and heterotrophic respira-
tion in this study. The findings of this study have important 
implications for our understanding of the contribution of 
soil respiration to global carbon cycling in forest ecosystems 
under climate warming. This study provided to illustrate a 
privileged way for further observations and investigations 
to gain more insights on global carbon cycle. Further obser-
vations and investigations are necessary to improve our pre-
dictions of soil respiration and to assess the consequences of 
global climate change.

Supplementary Information The online version contains 
supplementary material available at https://doi.org/10.1007/s42729-
024-01852-4.

Acknowledgements The fund of this study was supported by the 
National Natural Science Foundation of China (42073080, 31870467, 
42075119, 41961144017, 31770528), the Yunnan Natural Science 
Foundation of Yunnan Province, China (2019IB018), and the Yunnan 
Provincial Postdoctoral Orientation Program 2020. We also thank the 
ChinaFLUX network for providing long-term work support. We are 
thankful to the Public Technical Service Center for soil characteris-
tics data analysis and the staff of Ailaoshan Station for Subtropical 
Forest Ecosystem Studies (ASSTRES) and Lijiang Forest Ecosystem 
Research Station for downloading data and assisting with the field 
experiment.

Declarations

Conflict of interest The authors declare that they have no known com-
peting financial interests or personal relationships that could have ap-
peared to influence the work reported in this paper.

References

Aguilos M, Takagi K, Liang N, Watanabe Y, Teramoto M, Goto S, 
Takahashi Y, Mukai H, Sasa K (2013) Sustained large stimulation 
of soil heterotrophic respiration rate and its temperature sensitiv-
ity by soil warming in a cool-temperate forested peatland. Tellus 
B Chem Phys Meteorol 65:1–13. https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusb.
v65i0.20792

Bao X, Zhu X, Chang X, Wang S, Xu B, Luo C, Zhang Z, Wang Q, Rui 
Y, Cui X (2016) Effects of soil temperature and moisture on soil 
respiration on the tibetan plateau. PLoS ONE 11:9–15. https://
doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0165212

Bond-Lamberty B, Bailey VL, Chen M, Gough CM, Vargas R (2018) 
Globally rising soil heterotrophic respiration over recent decades. 
Nature 560:80–83. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0358-x

Bronson DR, Gower ST, Tanner M, Linder S, Van Herk I (2008) 
Response of soil surface CO2flux in a boreal forest to eco-
system warming. Glob Chang Biol 14:856–867. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2007.01508.x

Carey JC, Tang J, Templer PH, Kroeger KD, Crowther TW, Burton AJ, 
Dukes JS, Emmett B, Frey SD, Heskel MA, Jiang L, Machmuller 
MB, Mohan J, Panetta AM, Reich PB, Reinschj S, Wang X, Alli-
son SD, Bamminger C, Bridgham S, Collins SL, De Dato G, Eddy 

1 3

https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1605365113
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2014.08.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2017.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2017.03.011
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-8-1487-2011
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-8-1487-2011
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature04514
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-020-04718-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2018.10.067
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2018.10.067
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2004.00878.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2004.00878.x
https://doi.org/10.1017/CBO9780511711794.009
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.10.239
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2017.10.239
https://doi.org/10.1038/35009076
https://doi.org/10.1080/09064710.2010.494615
https://doi.org/10.1080/09064710.2010.494615
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejsobi.2018.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejsobi.2018.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42729-024-01852-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42729-024-01852-4
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusb.v65i0.20792
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusb.v65i0.20792
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0165212
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0165212
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0358-x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2007.01508.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2007.01508.x


Journal of Soil Science and Plant Nutrition

Lei N, Wang H, Zhang Y, Chen T (2022) Components of respiration 
and their temperature sensitivity in four reconstructed soils. Sci 
Rep 12:1–8. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-09918-y

Li D, Zhou X, Wu L, Zhou J, Luo Y (2013) Contrasting responses 
of heterotrophic and autotrophic respiration to experimental 
warming in a winter annual-dominated prairie. Glob Chang Biol 
19:3553–3564. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12273

Li G, Kim S, Han SH, Chang H, Son Y (2017) Effect of soil mois-
ture on the response of soil respiration to open-field experimental 
warming and precipitation manipulation. Forests 8:8–11. https://
doi.org/10.3390/f8030056

Li J, Pei J, Pendall E, Fang C, Nie M (2020) Spatial heterogeneity 
of temperature sensitivity of soil respiration: a global analysis of 
field observations. Soil Biol Biochem 141:107675. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2019.107675

Li T, Ren J, He W, Wang Y, Wen X, Wang X, Ye M, Chen G, Zhao K, 
Hou G, Li X, Fan C (2022) Anatomical structure interpretation of 
the effect of soil environment on fine root function. Front Plant 
Sci 13:1–12. https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2022.993127

Liang N, Inoue G, Fujinuma Y (2003) A multichannel automated 
chamber system for continuous measurement of forest soil 
CO2 efflux. Tree Physiol 23:825–832. https://doi.org/10.1093/
treephys/23.12.825

Liang N, Hirano T, Zheng ZM, Tang J, Fujinuma Y (2010) Soil CO2 
efflux of a larch forest in northern Japan. Biogeosciences 7:3447–
3457. https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-7-3447-2010

Liang N, Teramoto M, Takagi M, Zeng J (2017) Data Descriptor: high-
resolution data on the impact of warming on soil CO2 efflux from 
an Asian monsoon forest. Sci Data 4. https://doi.org/10.1038/
sdata.2017.26

Liu Y, Zhou G, Du H, Berninger F, Mao F, Li X, Chen L, Cui L, Li 
Y, Zhu D (2018) Soil respiration of a Moso bamboo forest sig-
nificantly affected by gross ecosystem productivity and leaf area 
index in an extreme drought event. PeerJ 6:e5747. https://doi.
org/10.7717/peerj.5747

Liu X, Chen S, Yang Z, Lin C, Xiong D, Lin W, Xu C, Chen G, Xie J, 
Li Y, Yang Y (2019) Will heterotrophic soil respiration be more 
sensitive to warming than autotrophic respiration in subtropi-
cal forests? Eur J Soil Sci 70:655–663. https://doi.org/10.1111/
ejss.12758

Lloyd J, Taylor JA, On the Temperature Dependence of Soil Respira-
tion Author (s):, Lloyd J (1994) and J. A. Taylor Published by: 
British Ecological Society Stable URL: http://www.jstor.org/
stable/2389824 REFERENCES Linked references are available 
on JSTOR for this article: Funct Ecol 8, 315–323

Lu HZ, Sha LQ, Wang J, Hu WY, Wu BX (2009) Tropical seasonal rain 
forest and Rubber Forest in Xishuangbanna Seasonal changes in 
soil respiration. Chin J Appl Ecol 20:2315–2322

Luan J, Liu S, Wang J, Zhu X (2013) Factors affecting spatial variation 
of Annual Apparent Q10 of soil respiration in two warm temper-
ate forests. PLoS ONE 8:e64167. https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.
pone.0064167

Luo X, Karunarathna SC, Luo YH, Xu K, Xu JC, Chamyuang S, Mor-
timer PE (2016) Drivers of macrofungal composition and distri-
bution in Yulong Snow Mountain, Southwest China. Mycosphere 
7:727–740. https://doi.org/10.5943/mycosphere/7/6/3

Meyer N, Welp G, Amelung W (2018) The temperature sensitiv-
ity (Q10) of soil respiration: Controlling factors and spa-
tial prediction at Regional Scale based on environmental soil 
classes. Global Biogeochem Cycles 32:306–323. https://doi.
org/10.1002/2017GB005644

Mitchell MF, MacLean MG, DeAngelis KM (2022) Microbial necro-
mass response to soil warming: a meta-analysis. Front Soil Sci 
2:1–13. https://doi.org/10.3389/fsoil.2022.987178

Mukhortova L, Schepaschenko D, Moltchanova E, Shvidenko A, 
Khabarov N, See L (2021) Respiration of Russian soils: climatic 

in the fine roots of pinus koraiensis under experimental warm-
ing and drought. Turkish J Agric Forestry 43:80–87. https://doi.
org/10.3906/tar-1807-162

Hanson, PJ, Edwards, NT, Garten, CT, Andrews, J.A., (2000) Sepa-
rating root and soil microbial contributions to soil respiration: a 
review of methods and observations. Biogeochemistry. https://
doi.org/10.1023/A:1006244819642

Hashimoto S, Carvalhais N, Ito A, Migliavacca M, Nishina K, 
Reichstein M (2015) Global spatiotemporal distribution of soil 
respiration modeled using a global database. Biogeosciences 
12:4121–4132. https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-12-4121-2015

Hinko-Najera N, Fest B, Livesley SJ, Arndt SK (2015) Reduced 
throughfall decreases autotrophic respiration, but not hetero-
trophic respiration in a dry temperate broadleaved evergreen 
forest. Agric Meteorol 200:66–77. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
agrformet.2014.09.013

Hopkins FM, Filley TR, Gleixner G, Lange M, Top SM, Trumbore 
SE (2014) Increased belowground carbon inputs and warm-
ing promote loss ofsoil organic carbon through complementary 
microbial responses. Soil Biol Biochem 76:57–69. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2014.04.028

Hu M, Ma Z, Chen HYH (2022) Intensive plantations decouple fine 
root C:N:P in subtropical forests. Ecol Manage 505:119901. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2021.119901

Huang H, Chen Z, Liu D, He G, He R, Li D, Xu K (2017) Species com-
position and community structure of the yulongxueshan (Jade 
dragon snow mountains) forest dynamics plot in the cold temper-
ate spruce-fir forest, Southwest China. Biodivers Sci 25:255–264. 
https://doi.org/10.17520/biods.2016274

IPCC (2022) Fact sheets| Climate Change 2022: impacts, adaptation 
and vulnerability. Fact Sheet

Jia B, Zhou G (2009) Integrated diurnal soil respiration model during 
growing season of a typical temperate steppe: effects of tempera-
ture, soil water content and biomass production. Soil Biol Bio-
chem 41:681–686. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2008.12.030

Jian J, Steele MK, Day SD, Thomas RQ (2018) Future global soil 
respiration Rates Will Swell despite Regional decreases in tem-
perature sensitivity caused by rising temperature. Earths Future 
6:1539–1554. https://doi.org/10.1029/2018EF000937

Kirschbaum MUF (2006) The temperature dependence of organic-
matter decomposition - still a topic of debate. Soil Biol Biochem 
38:2510–2518. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2006.01.030

Klimek B, Chodak M, Niklińska M (2021) Soil respiration in seven 
types of temperate forests exhibits similar temperature sensi-
tivity. J Soils Sediments 21:338–345. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11368-020-02785-y

Konings AG, Bloom AA, Liu J, Parazoo NC, Schimel DS, Bowman 
KW (2018) Global, Satellite-Driven estimates of heterotrophic 
respiration. Biogeosciences Discuss 2100:1–26. https://doi.
org/10.5194/bg-2018-466

Kuzyakov Y (2006) Sources of CO2 efflux from soil and review of 
partitioning methods. Soil Biol Biochem 38:425–448. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2005.08.020

Lai L, Zhao X, Jiang L, Wang Y, Luo L, Zheng Y, Chen X, Rimming-
ton GM (2012) Soil respiration in different Agricultural and Natu-
ral ecosystems in an Arid Region. PLoS ONE 7:2–10. https://doi.
org/10.1371/journal.pone.0048011

Lal R (2004) Soil carbon sequestration impacts on global climate 
change and food security. Sci (1979) 304:1623–1627. https://doi.
org/10.1126/science.1097396

Lei L, Zhang K, Zhang X, Wang YP, Xia J, Piao S, Hui D, Zhong 
M, Ru J, Zhou Z, Song H, Yang Z, Wang D, Miao Y, Yang F, 
Liu B, Zhang A, Yu M, Liu X, Song Y, Zhu L, Wan S (2019) 
Plant Feedback aggravates Soil Organic Carbon loss Associated 
with wind Erosion in Northwest China. J Geophys Res Biogeosci 
124:825–839. https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JG004804

1 3

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-022-09918-y
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12273
https://doi.org/10.3390/f8030056
https://doi.org/10.3390/f8030056
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2019.107675
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2019.107675
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpls.2022.993127
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/23.12.825
https://doi.org/10.1093/treephys/23.12.825
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-7-3447-2010
https://doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2017.26
https://doi.org/10.1038/sdata.2017.26
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.5747
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.5747
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejss.12758
https://doi.org/10.1111/ejss.12758
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2389824
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2389824
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0064167
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0064167
https://doi.org/10.5943/mycosphere/7/6/3
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017GB005644
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017GB005644
https://doi.org/10.3389/fsoil.2022.987178
https://doi.org/10.3906/tar-1807-162
https://doi.org/10.3906/tar-1807-162
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006244819642
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1006244819642
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-12-4121-2015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2014.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2014.09.013
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2014.04.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2014.04.028
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foreco.2021.119901
https://doi.org/10.17520/biods.2016274
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2008.12.030
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018EF000937
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2006.01.030
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11368-020-02785-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11368-020-02785-y
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-2018-466
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-2018-466
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2005.08.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2005.08.020
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0048011
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0048011
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1097396
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1097396
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JG004804


Journal of Soil Science and Plant Nutrition

Tan ZH, Zhang YJYP, Liang N, Song QH, Liu YH, You GY, Li LH, 
Yu L, Wu CS, Lu ZY, Wen HD, Zhao JF, Gao F, Yang LY, Song 
L, Zhang YJYP, Munemasa T, Sha LQ (2013) Soil respiration 
in an old-growth subtropical forest: patterns, components, and 
controls. J Geophys Res Atmos 118:2981–2990. https://doi.
org/10.1002/jgrd.50300

Tang X, Fan S, Zhang W, Gao S, Chen G, Shi L (2019) Global variabil-
ity in belowground autotrophic respiration in terrestrial ecosys-
tems. Earth Syst Sci Data 11:1839–1852. https://doi.org/10.5194/
essd-11-1839-2019

Tang X, Pei X, Lei N, Luo X, Liu L, Shi L, Chen G, Liang J (2020) 
Global patterns of soil autotrophic respiration and its rela-
tion to climate, soil and vegetation characteristics. Geoderma 
369:114339. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2020.114339

Verburg PSJ, Johnson DW, Schorran DE, Wallace LL, Luo Y, Arnone 
JA (2009) Impacts of an anomalously warm year on soil nitro-
gen availability in experimentally manipulated intact tallgrass 
prairie ecosystems. Glob Chang Biol 15:888–900. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2008.01797.x

Wang C, yang J, Zhang Q (2006) Soil respiration in six temperate 
forests in China. Glob Chang Biol 12:2103–2114. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01234.x

Wang X, Liu L, Piao S, Janssens IA, Tang J, Liu W, Chi Y, Wang J, 
Xu S (2014) Soil respiration under climate warming: Differen-
tial response of heterotrophic and autotrophic respiration. Glob 
Chang Biol 20:3229–3237. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12620

Wang J, Song B, Ma F, Tian D, Li Y, Yan T, Quan Q, Zhang F, Li Z, 
Wang B, Gao Q, Chen W, Niu S (2019) Nitrogen addition reduces 
soil respiration but increases the relative contribution of hetero-
trophic component in an alpine meadow. Funct Ecol 33:2239–
2253. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13433

Włodarczyk T, KsięŜopolska A, Gliński J (2008) New aspect of soil 
respiration activity measuring. Carbon N Y 153–163

Wu C, Liang N, Sha L, Xu X, Zhang Y, Lu H, Song L, Song Q, Xie 
Y (2016) Heterotrophic respiration does not acclimate to con-
tinuous warming in a subtropical forest. Sci Rep 6. https://doi.
org/10.1038/srep21561

Xu Z, Tang S, Xiong L, Yang W, Yin H, Tu L, Wu F, Chen L, Tan 
B (2015) Temperature sensitivity of soil respiration in China’s 
forest ecosystems: patterns and controls. Appl Soil Ecol 93:105–
110. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2015.04.008

Yang L, Zhang Q, Ma Z, Jin H, Chang X, Marchenko SS, Spektor 
VV (2022) Seasonal variations in temperature sensitivity of soil 
respiration in a larch forest in the Northern Daxing’an mountains 
in Northeast China. J Res (Harbin) 33:1061–1070. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s11676-021-01346-4

Yu H, Xu Z, Zhou G, Shi Y (2020) Soil carbon release responses to 
long-term versus short-term climatic warming in an arid eco-
system. Biogeosciences 17:781–792. https://doi.org/10.5194/
bg-17-781-2020

Yuan C, Zhu G, Yang S, Xu G, Li Y, Gong H, Wu C (2019) Soil warm-
ing increases soil temperature sensitivity in subtropical forests of 
SW China. PeerJ 2019:1–12. https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.7721

Yuan W, Wang X, Lin CJ, Wu F, Luo K, Zhang H, Lu Z, Feng X 
(2022) Mercury Uptake, Accumulation, and translocation in roots 
of Subtropical Forest: implications of global Mercury Budget. 
Environ Sci Technol 56:14154–14165. https://doi.org/10.1021/
acs.est.2c04217

Zhang ZS, Dong XJ, Xu BX, Chen Y, Le, Zhao Y, Gao YH, Hu YG, 
Huang L (2015) Soil respiration sensitivities to water and temper-
ature in a revegetated desert. J Geophys Res Biogeosci 120:1764–
1784. https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JG002805.Received

Zhang L, Wang G, Xue Q, Zuo H, She X, Wang J (2021) Effect of 
preheating on coking coal and metallurgical coke proper-
ties: a review. Fuel Process Technol 221:106942. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.fuproc.2021.106942

drivers and response to climate change. Sci Total Environ 
785:147314. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.147314

Neumann M, Godbold DL, Hirano Y, Finér L (2020) Improving mod-
els of fine root carbon stocks and fluxes in European forests. J 
Ecol 108:496–514. https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.13328

Peterson ME, Daniel RM, Danson MJ, Eisenthal R (2007) The depen-
dence of enzyme activity on temperature: determination and 
validation of parameters. Biochem J 402:331–337. https://doi.
org/10.1042/BJ20061143

Qi JH, Zhang YJ, Zhang YP, Liu YH, Yang QY, Song L, Gong H, 
De, Lu ZY (2012) Water conservation function of evergreen 
broad-leaved forests in Ailao Mountain and its role in coping 
with drought in Southwest China. Acta Ecol Sin 32. https://doi.
org/10.5846/stxb201103030259

Raich JW, Schlesinger WH (1992) The global carbon dioxide flux 
in soil respiration and its relationship to vegetation and cli-
mate. Tellus Ser B 44 B:81–99. https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusb.
v44i2.15428

Rankin TE, Roulet NT, Moore TR (2022) Controls on autotrophic and 
heterotrophic respiration in an ombrotrophic bog. Biogeosciences 
19:3285–3303. https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-19-3285-2022

Rasidah W, Abdul W, Frim K (2003) Effect of Soil Characteristic to 
Soil Respiration Rate in Tropical Forest and Plantation 9–12

Roland M, Vicca S, Bahn M, Ladreiter-Knauss T, Schmitt M, Jans-
sens IA (2015) Importance of nondiffusive transport for soil CO2 
efflux in a temperate mountain grassland. J Geophys Res Bio-
geosci 120:502–512. https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JG002788

Romero-Olivares AL, Allison SD, Treseder KK (2017) Soil microbes 
and their response to experimental warming over time: a meta-
analysis of field studies. Soil Biol Biochem 107:32–40. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2016.12.026

Schaefer DA, Feng W, Zou X (2009) Plant carbon inputs and envi-
ronmental factors strongly affect soil respiration in a subtropical 
forest of southwestern China. Soil Biol Biochem 41:1000–1007. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2008.11.015

Schindlbacher A, Zechmeister-Boltenstern S, Kitzler B, Jandl R 
(2008) Experimental forest soil warming: response of autotro-
phic and heterotrophic soil respiration to a short-term 10°C tem-
perature rise. Plant Soil 303:323–330. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11104-007-9511-2

Schindlbacher A, Wunderlich S, Borken W, Kitzler B, Zech-
meister-Boltenstern S, Jandl R (2012) Soil respiration under 
climate change: prolonged summer drought offsets soil warm-
ing effects. Glob Chang Biol 18:2270–2279. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2012.02696.x

Schindlbacher A, Schnecker J, Takriti M, Borken W, Wanek W (2015) 
Microbial physiology and soil CO2 efflux after 9 years of soil 
warming in a temperate forest - no indications for thermal adap-
tations. Glob Chang Biol 21:4265–4277. https://doi.org/10.1111/
gcb.12996

Schipper LA, Hobbs JK, Rutledge S, Arcus VL (2014) Thermody-
namic theory explains the temperature optima of soil microbial 
processes and high Q10 values at low temperatures. Glob Chang 
Biol 20:3578–3586. https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12596

Shi Z, Li K, Wang Y, Mickan BS, Yuan W, Yang Y (2019) Forest soil 
respirations are more sensitive to nighttime temperature change 
in Eastern China. Not Bot Horti Agrobot Cluj Napoca 47:249–
254. https://doi.org/10.15835/nbha47111322

Subke JA, Inglima I, Cotrufo MF (2006) Trends and method-
ological impacts in soil CO2 efflux partitioning: a meta-
analytical review. Glob Chang Biol 12:921–943. https://doi.
org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01117.x

Tan ZH, Zhang YP, Schaefer D, Yu GR, Liang N, Song QH (2011) An 
old-growth subtropical Asian evergreen forest as a large carbon 
sink. Atmos Environ 45:1548–1554. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
atmosenv.2010.12.041

1 3

https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50300
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50300
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-11-1839-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-11-1839-2019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geoderma.2020.114339
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2008.01797.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2008.01797.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01234.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01234.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12620
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2435.13433
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep21561
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep21561
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apsoil.2015.04.008
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-021-01346-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11676-021-01346-4
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-17-781-2020
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-17-781-2020
https://doi.org/10.7717/peerj.7721
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.2c04217
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.2c04217
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JG002805.Received
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuproc.2021.106942
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fuproc.2021.106942
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.147314
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.13328
https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20061143
https://doi.org/10.1042/BJ20061143
https://doi.org/10.5846/stxb201103030259
https://doi.org/10.5846/stxb201103030259
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusb.v44i2.15428
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusb.v44i2.15428
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-19-3285-2022
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JG002788
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2016.12.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2016.12.026
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.soilbio.2008.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-007-9511-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11104-007-9511-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2012.02696.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2012.02696.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12996
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12996
https://doi.org/10.1111/gcb.12596
https://doi.org/10.15835/nbha47111322
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01117.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.2006.01117.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2010.12.041
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2010.12.041


Journal of Soil Science and Plant Nutrition

in a temperate Sitka spruce forest ecosystem. Agric Meteorol 260–
261:204–215. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2018.06.020

Publisher’s Note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to juris-
dictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

Springer Nature or its licensor (e.g. a society or other partner) holds 
exclusive rights to this article under a publishing agreement with the 
author(s) or other rightsholder(s); author self-archiving of the accepted 
manuscript version of this article is solely governed by the terms of 
such publishing agreement and applicable law.

Zhou J, Chen Z, Yang Q, Jian C, Lai S, Chen Y, Xu B (2021a) N and 
P addition increase soil respiration but decrease contribution of 
heterotrophic respiration in semiarid grassland. Agric Ecosyst 
Environ 318:107493. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2021.107493

Zhou W, Xi D, Fang Y, Wang A, Sha L, Song Q, Liu Y, Zhou L, Zhou 
R, Lin Y, Gao J, Balasubramanian D, Lin L, Chen H, Deng Y, 
Zhang W, Zhang Y (2021b) Microbial processes responsible for 
soil N2O production in a tropical rainforest, illustrated using an in 
situ 15 N labeling approach. Catena (Amst) 202:1–10. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.catena.2021.105214

Zou J, Tobin B, Luo Y, Osborne B (2018) Response of soil respiration 
and its components to experimental warming and water addition 

1 3

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agrformet.2018.06.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.agee.2021.107493
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2021.105214
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2021.105214

	﻿Comparative Analysis of Soil Respiration Dynamics and Heterotrophic Respiration Sensitivity to Warming in a Subalpine Coniferous Forest and a Subtropical Evergreen Broadleaf Forest in Southwest China
	﻿Abstract
	﻿1﻿ ﻿Introduction
	﻿2﻿ ﻿Materials and Methods
	﻿2.1﻿ ﻿Study Sites
	﻿2.2﻿ ﻿Soil Warming Experiments
	﻿2.3﻿ ﻿Equations and Calculations
	﻿2.3.1﻿ ﻿Soil CO﻿2﻿ Efflux (﻿Rs﻿)
	﻿2.3.2﻿ ﻿Q﻿10﻿
	﻿2.3.3﻿ ﻿Soil Warming Effect on Heterotrophic Respiration (﻿RhWE﻿), Soil Temperature and Soil Moisture


	﻿2.4﻿ ﻿Statistical Analysis
	﻿3﻿ ﻿Results
	﻿3.1﻿ ﻿Soil Temperature and Moisture in Subalpine Coniferous Forests of Lijiang and Subtropical Forests of Ailao Mountain
	﻿3.2﻿ ﻿Soil Respiration of Subalpine Coniferous Forests of Lijiang and Subtropical Forests of Ailao Mountain
	﻿3.3﻿ ﻿Soil Temperature and Moisture Effect on Soil Respiration Fractions in Subalpine Coniferous Forests of Lijiang and Subtropical Forests of Ailao Mountain
	﻿3.4﻿ ﻿Warming Effect on Soil Heterotrophic Respiration in Subalpine Coniferous Forests of Lijiang and Subtropical Forests of Ailao Mountain

	﻿4﻿ ﻿Discussion
	﻿5﻿ ﻿Conclusions
	﻿References


