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Abstract

1. Grasslands are expected to experience droughts of unprecedented frequency

Funding information

Strategic Priority Research Program of
Chinese Academic of Sciences, Grant/
Award Number: XDA23080401; National
Natural Science Foundation of China,
Grant/Award Number: 41877542,
32171549 and 31971465; Youth
Innovation Promotion Association CAS,
Grant/Award Number: 2020199; National
Science Foundation, Grant/Award
Number: DEB-1856383

Handling Editor: Pierre Mariotte

and magnitude in the future. Characterizing grassland responses and recovery
from drought is therefore critical to predict the vulnerability of grassland eco-
systems to climate change. Most previous studies have focused on ecosystem
responses during drought while investigations of post-drought recovery are rare.
Few studies have used functional traits, and in particular bud or clonal traits, to
explore the mechanisms underlying grassland responses to and recovery from

drought.

. To address this issue, we experimentally imposed a four-year drought in a C,-

dominated grassland in northeastern China and monitored recovery for 3years
post-drought. We investigated the immediate and legacy effects of drought on
total above-ground net primary productivity (ANPP), ANPP of functional groups
(rhizomatous grasses, bunch grasses and forbs), and how the legacy effects were

driven by plant species diversity, clonal traits and vegetative traits.

. We found that drought progressively reduced total ANPP over the 4-year period.

The reductions in total ANPP in the first and third drought years were caused
by the decrease in ANPP of bunch grasses only, while that of the second year
was caused by declines in ANPP of bunch grasses and forbs, and the fourth year
decline was linked to all three functional groups. The post-drought recovery of
ANPP, which occurred despite the continued loss of plant species diversity, was
mainly driven by rapid recovery of rhizomatous and bunch grasses, which com-

pensated for the slow response by forbs. The rapid post-drought recovery of
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1 | INTRODUCTION

Grasslands occupy 40% of the earth's land surface and provide
critical ecosystem services, such as water and nutrient cycling, bio-
diversity and forage production (Bai & Cotrufo, 2022). Grasslands
are expected to experience severe drought of unprecedented fre-
quency and magnitude with climate change (Hessl et al., 2018;
Huang et al., 2016), threatening their ability to provide these eco-
system functions and services (Gremer et al., 2015; Yao et al., 2020).
Given the high sensitivity of grassland productivity to interannual
variability in precipitation, the negative effects of drought on eco-
system function and structure are expected to be particularly strong
in these water-limited systems (Bondaruk et al., 2022; Huxman
et al., 2004; Maurer et al., 2020). Identifying the mechanisms gov-
erning variations in ecosystem function and structure under drought
conditions is therefore critical to predict the vulnerability of grass-
lands to extreme climate events.

Grassland function and structure can be shaped by current
drought conditions (Luo et al., 2021; Ma et al., 2022) and the leg-
acy of past drought (Griffin-Nolan et al., 2018; Luo et al., 2023; Sala
et al, 2012; Sun et al., 2022). The magnitude and direction of grass-
land responses to drought are governed by the capacity of a grass-
land to either withstand drought or rapidly recover after drought
(Albertson & Weaver, 1944; Isbell et al., 2015). To date, most studies
have assessed grassland responses to drought (Gao et al., 2019; Luo
et al., 2021), while studies investigating how grassland ecosystems
recover from drought are less common (Griffin-Nolan et al., 2018;
Ingrisch & Bahn, 2018; Miiller & Bahn, 2022; Sun et al., 2022; Zhou
et al., 2022). However, drought legacies can influence grassland
processes and functions for many years following severe drought
(Broderick et al., 2022; De Boeck et al., 2018; Smith & Boers, 2023).
Therefore, quantifying drought recovery and factors determining
legacy effects of drought on grassland function and structure re-
mains a major knowledge gap.

Natural grasslands are generally composed of three plant func-
tional groups based on their functional traits—rhizomatous grasses,
bunch grasses and forbs (Kang et al., 2007; Qian et al., 2017). These

these grasses can be attributed to their relatively large, intact bud and shoot den-
sities post-drought, as well as the recovery of plant height and specific leaf area.
The rapid recovery of grasses possibly restricted the growth and distribution of
forbs, resulting in reduced forb ANPP and, consequently, lower species diversity
during the recovery period.

4. Synthesis. These results highlight the potential for positive legacy effects of
drought on ANPP as well as the important and complementary roles of plant re-
productive and vegetative traits in mediating ecosystem recovery from drought

in a C;-dominated grassland.

bud bank, clonal traits, diversity, drought, grasslands, productivity, recovery, vegetative traits

three functional groups could exhibit different responses to drought
and/or during the post-drought recovery period (Jones et al., 2016;
Mackie et al., 2019; Wellstein et al., 2017). The degree of compen-
satory dynamics—maintenance of ecosystem function by some pro-
ductive plant species or functional groups that compensate for the
reduced, slow or no contribution of others at a particular time of
and/or after an event (Valerio et al., 2022)—may drive the recovery
of productivity after a drought spell (Zhou et al., 2022). For example,
above-ground net primary productivity (ANPP) drastically declined
in a grassland via biomass losses of grasses and forbs during a 2-
year experimental drought, but completely recovered 1-year post-
drought (Hoover et al., 2014). During the recovery period, however,
productivity of forbs remained stunted due to limited shoot den-
sities, but the productivity of the dominant rhizomatous grasses
increased via increases in tiller densities (Hoover et al., 2014).
Therefore, understanding the compensatory dynamics between dif-
ferent plant functional groups is critical for unveiling how grassland
ecosystems recover from drought.

Recently, plant trait-based approaches have been widely adopted
to explain and predict ecosystem responses to and recovery from cli-
mate anomalies, such as extreme drought (Chandregowda et al., 2022;
Griffin-Nolan et al., 2019; Jung et al., 2014; Ru et al., 2023). Traits re-
flect many aspects of plant performance and fitness, including growth,
survival and reproduction (Adler et al., 2014; He et al., 2019). Clonal
traits (e.g. the bud bank and shoot density) are particularly important
for regulating population persistence and community structure and dy-
namics (Benson et al., 2004; Benson & Hartnett, 2006); Indeed, clonal
traits could largely determine the rate of recovery of grasslands fol-
lowing drought (Meng et al., 2021; Reichmann et al., 2013; Reichmann
& Sala, 2014). Furthermore, water availability after drought may drive
grassland recovery via rapid growth of resource-acquisitive plants (e.g.
plants with high specific leaf area, SLA) which can compensate for
the slow recovery of more conservative resource-capturing species
(e.g. plants with low SLA; Grady et al., 2013; Wellstein et al., 2017).
In contrast, plants with conservative resource-capture traits, such
as low plant height (Luo et al.,, 2021) and low SLA (Griffin-Nolan
et al., 2019) that experience minimal productivity loss during drought,

A *9 "€T0T “SPLTSIEL

sdny woy

) SUOLIPUOL) PUE SWID [, 3} 39 “[£20Z/90/L0] UO AIBIQIT UIUQ AS[LA © BIBQIRE] BIUES ‘BIWIOJI[ED) JO ANSIOAIU - SU0D) OIS £q 960% 1" SHLT-SIE1/1 1110 1/10p/wi0d Kojim 4.

10)/wW00" K IM”.

P

25U90IT SUOWIWIOD) AANERL) AIqEoLIde 9y} £q PAUIDAOT AIE SAOIT VO SN JO SO 10§ AIRIGYT QUIUQ AL UO (SO



LUO ET AL.

Journal of Ecology | 1283

may promote the rapid recovery of productivity after drought. Thus,
an in-depth understanding of mechanisms underlying compensatory
dynamics is needed to predict how grasslands will respond to extreme
climatic events in the future.

To explore how plant functional groups and traits contribute to
post-drought recovery, we imposed an extreme 4-year drought fol-
lowed by a 3-year recovery period in a C;-dominated perennial grass-
land in northeastern China. We investigated the immediate and legacy
effects of drought on total ANPP, ANPP of each functional group
(rhizomatous grasses, bunch grasses and forbs), and whether legacy
effects were driven by species diversity, clonal traits (bud and shoot
densities and shoot: bud ratio), and vegetative traits (plant height and
SLA). We hypothesized that drought would progressively reduce grass-
land ANPP with increasing duration due to the loss of each functional
group (rhizomatous grass, bunch grass and forbs), while ANPP would
rapidly recover from drought via compensatory dynamics between the
three functional groups. We also tested the hypothesis that large bud
banks and community traits (i.e. high plant height and SLA) would con-
fer a higher recovery rate of ANPP following drought.

2 | MATERIALS AND METHODS
2.1 | Study site

We conducted our drought experiment in a grassland dominated by
C, species at the Erguna Forest-Steppe Ecotone Research Station
of the Institute of Applied Ecology, Chinese Academy of Sciences,
Shenyang, located in Inner Mongolia Autonomous Region, north-
eastern China (50°10'46" N, 119°22'56"E). These experimental
plots are part of the global Drought-Net research network (https://
drought-net.colostate.edu/). This site was modestly grazed by do-
mestic livestock until 2013. The region is characterized by a temper-
ate continental monsoon climate. Based on long-term meteorological
data (1970-2021), mean annual temperature of the site is -1.9°C and
mean annual precipitation is ~354mm. About 75% of the total pre-
cipitation falls during the growing season (May-August) when peak
temperatures also occur. This grassland site is a representative of
the regional grassland biome, based on the perennial C; species that
dominate grasslands in northeastern China (Kang et al., 2007), such
as Leymus chinensis (rhizomatous grass), Carex duriuscula (rhizoma-
tous sedge), Stipa baicalensis (bunch grass), Pulsatilla turczaninovii
(deep-rooted forb) and Artemisia frigida (deep-rooted forb). The soil
is classified as chestnut under the China soil taxonomy classification
system, equivalent to calcicorthic aridisol soils in the United States
(Kang et al., 2007). We have appropriate permits to carry out our
field work.

2.2 | Experimental treatments

In 2015, we established drought and control plots in a relatively
homogeneous grassland with similar soils, vegetation and climate.

We imposed drought with rainout shelters designed to exclude
100% of precipitation in mid-growing season (June and July) each
year (2015-2018; Figure S1). This is equivalent to a 50% reduction
in annual precipitation amounts and events, because ~75% of an-
nual precipitation falls during the growing season at this site. This
precipitation reduction treatment meets the definition of an ex-
treme drought event (Slette et al., 2020; Figure S2). We removed the
rainout shelters to assess recovery from 2019 to 2021. During this
recovery period, both drought and control plots received ambient
precipitation throughout the growing season.

The experimental design was arandomized complete block design
with six replications of each treatment, 12 plots of 6 mx 6 m within 6
blocks. The rainout shelters were constructed with light scaffolding
and covered by strips of transparent polyethylene (Beijing Plastics
Research Institute, Beijing, China; Yahdjian & Sala, 2002). The shel-
ters had minimal shading effects (<10% reduction in photosynthet-
ically active radiation; wavelength range: 250-700nm) and exerted
little impact on air and soil temperature (automatically gathered with
sensors). The roofs of these shelters were 2.5 m high at the high-
est point, allowing for near surface air exchange while avoiding un-
wanted greenhouse effects. We hydrologically isolated all plots from
the surrounding soil by trenching the perimeter to a depth of 1 m and
lining the trench with 6-mm-thick plastic and metal flashing. Further
details on the experimental design can be found in Luo et al. (2021)
and Muraina et al. (2021).

2.3 | Field sampling and measurements

To assess drought and post-drought effects on total ANPP and the
ANPP of rhizomatous grasses, bunch grasses and forbs in each plot,
we sampled plant biomass within two 50cmx50cm vegetation
quadrats at the end of each growing season (mid-August) of each
drought (2015-2018) and recovery (2019-2021) year. We harvested
above-ground biomass of all plants by clipping them at the ground
level (excluding the dead materials from previous year). For each
plot, we sorted the total above-ground biomass into different func-
tional groups and species before oven-drying at 65°C for 48 h. Total
ANPP (gm_z) for each plot per year was estimated as the sum of
the dry biomass weight of all plants averaged across the two quad-
rats. The functional group or individual species biomass in each plot
was recorded as the average of each functional group biomass or
individual species biomass across the two quadrats in each plot (Luo
etal, 2021).

To measure clonal traits (i.e. bud and shoot densities and shoot:bud
ratio), a soil block (30cmx30cmx30cm) attached to the above-
ground shoots was excavated near one of the two quadrats where
biomass was sampled in each plot in the first recovery year (2019). The
connections between above-ground shoots and below-ground organs
were kept intact for species and bud type identification. Then, below-
ground buds were categorized into four types: (1) tiller buds (axillary
buds at the shoot base of caespitose and rhizomatous grasses); (2) rhi-
zome buds (axillary and apical buds on hypogeogenous rhizomes); (3)
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bulb buds (meristems wrapped in the swollen leaf base or scale leaf of
a bulb); and (4) dicot buds (buds on below-ground parts of dicotyledon-
ous herbs; Qian et al., 2017). Shoot and bulb bases were dissected to
count tiller and bulb buds, while rhizome and dicot buds were counted
without dissection (Qian et al., 2017).

We measured plant height (the distance from the ground level to
the top of a plant, cm) from more than five sun-exposed individuals
of each species near one of the two vegetation quadrats in each plot.
Then, three newly emerged and fully expanded leaves were clipped
from the same individuals at the base of the petiole and placed in
plastic bags containing a moist paper towel. Leaves were scanned
after being completely rehydrated, and leaf area was estimated
using ImagelJ software (https://imagej.nih.gov/ij/). Leaf dry weight
was then measured after drying of leaves at 65°C for 48h to calcu-
late SLA (the ratio of leaf area to leaf dry mass, m? kg_l) following
standardized protocols (Garnier et al., 2001). The species that we
measured vegetative traits of cumulatively represented at least 90%
of the total ANPP in each plot. Measurements of plant height and
SLA were repeated during two recovery years (2020 and 2021).

2.4 | Statistical analyses

Growing season precipitation patterns (i.e. rainfall amounts, event
number, event size and the length of dry period intervals) for the
control and drought treatments were compared to the estimated
probability density functions of long-term (1970-2021) growing sea-
son precipitation every year (2015-2021).

Plant species were sorted into rhizomatous grasses with rhizome
buds, bunch grasses with tillers and rhizome buds, and forbs with
bulb and dicot buds (Figure S3).

Species diversity was calculated using the relative biomass of
each species by means of two diversity indices: Simpson's diversity

index (D) calculated as:
s
D=1- Y p? (1
i=1
and Shannon's diversity (H) index calculated as:
s
H= - Zpi xIn(p;), (2)
i=1

where p; is the relative biomass of species i and S is the number of
species.

Community-weighted means (CWM) of plant height or SLA (total,
rhizomatous grasses, bunch grasses and forbs) were quantified as:

CWM traits = ) px;, (3)
pe

where p; is the relative biomass of species i, x; is the trait values of spe-
ciesiand S is the species number.

Mixed-model analysis of variance (mixed-model ANOVA, Ime
function in NLME package) was used to explore the impact of drought
on ANPP (total, rhizomatous grasses, bunch grasses and forbs) and
species diversity (i.e. Simpson's and Shannon's diversity indices) in
both drought and recovery years. With this model, we explored the
interaction of drought treatment and year (fixed effects) on ANPP
and diversity while block was set as a random effect. When inter-
actions between treatment and year were significant, we used a
mixed-model ANOVA with block as a random effect to analyse the
treatment effect in each year.

To identify which species contributed to ANPP (total, rhizoma-
tous grasses, bunch grasses and forbs) during drought and recovery,
we estimated the effect of drought and recovery on each species
in our study site by calculating the difference in biomass between
drought and control plots in each drought (2015-2018) and recovery
(2019-2021) year. We conducted linear mixed-effect models using
Ime function in NLME package, with year and block set as random ef-
fects, to explore the relationships between total ANPP and species
diversity during the 4 years of drought and 3years of recovery. Next,
we investigated the correlation between grass and forb ANPP during
the 4years of drought and 3years of recovery using cor.test function
in base R.

We calculated the legacy effects of drought on clonal traits (i.e.
bud and shoot densities, and shoot:bud ratio) and vegetative traits
(i.e. CWM of plant height and SLA) for the whole community (total)
and each functional group (rhizomatous grasses, bunch grasses and
forbs). In each model, drought treatment was used as a fixed factor
with block and year as random factors.

We performed Shapiro-Wilk's Test to test for normality of all
data before statistical analyses using the shapiro.test function in
base R. For all analyses, non-normal data were transformed prior to

analyses. We conducted all analyses using R software (R i386 3.4.0).

3 | RESULTS
3.1 | Drought effects on precipitation

Growing season precipitation amount was close to the 50th per-
centile of historic amounts and similar across the first 6years of
the experiment (2015-2020), but higher in the final year of drought
and recovery (2021; Figure S2). Mean daily temperature was similar
throughout the experiment (2015-2021; Figure S4).

3.2 | Effects of drought and recovery on
productivity

Drought reduced ANPP and that of forbs and grasses differently over
time (significant treatmentxyear interactions; Table 1, Figure 1).
Drought decreased total ANPP in each drought year (Table 1,
Figure 1a), with drought more than doubling the loss of ANPP by the
fourth year (74% decline) compared to the first year (34% decline),
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TABLE 1 Results of mixed-models analysis of variance for above-ground net primary productivity (ANPP) (total, rhizomatous grasses,
bunch grasses and forbs) and species diversity (Simpson's and Shannon's diversity) in a C,-dominated grassland.

Species diversity

ANPP
Effect numDF denDF Total Rhizomatous Bunch
Drought
Treatment (T) 1 39 90.30*** 13.38*** 56.94***
Year (Y) 1 39 12.16** 12.22** 0.39
TxY 1 39 24.90*** 8.72** 1.47
Recovery
T 1 27 12.17** 37.99*** 0.03
Y 1 27 10.90** 3.69 3.29
TxY 1 27 0.09 1.95 0.05

Forb

26.01***
0.89
6.86*

21.96***
1.45
3.01

Simpson Shannon
23.77*** 51.68***
5.34 6.50*
3.96 4.94*
131.46*** 118.15***
4.89* 2.21
0.06 0.05

Note: Treatment (drought vs. control) and year were used as fixed factors with block as a random factor. F-values and degree of freedom are shown.
Statistical significance is represented by asterisks (***p<0.001, **p<0.01, and *p<0.05).

FIGURE 1 Responses of above-ground Drought Recovery
net primary productivity (ANPP) to %
5001 (b
4vyears of experimental drought as well 300 - () W Control I Drought kK ®) ;
as recovery over 3years. Responses of 400 o
ANPP are divided into (a, b) total, (c, d) 200 + 300{ *=
rhizomatous grasses, (e, f) bunchgrasses 200 |
arf'\(t:l (g,th) for;bsf.fSta;t'ist(ijcaI.sitgr;ificance 100 - I I I . . . 100 | . I '
of treatment effect is de
*okk *k plc*e > 0‘ 0‘7
p<0.001, **p<0.01 and *p<0.05. Note d *%
) ! . 4004 (d)
the differences in y-axis scales between
drought and recovery. 300+
o~ 200] ** o
£ 100
2
o 58] ) ;
pzd 40 i
< |
30+
204
10
0
160 (h) *k
120
*
801 .,
40
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

although this relative reduction depended on the productivity in
ambient plots (i.e. 2018 being very productive). The reduction in
total ANPP during drought was driven by reductions in rhizomatous
grasses (i.e. L. chinensis and C. duriuscula), bunch grasses (e.g. S. bai-
calensis) and forbs (e.g. P. turczaninovii and A. frigida; Figure S3). ANPP
of rhizomatous grasses did not change in the first three drought
years (2015-2017), but was 55% lower than in control plots in the
fourth year of drought (F = 9.67, p<0.05; Figure 1b), although this

Treatment year

was likely due to a very wet a productive ambient year (Figure S2).
Drought reduced ANPP of forbs in the second (F = 29.25, p<0.01)
and fourth (F = 13.50, p<0.05) treatment years by 68% and 90%,
respectively, but not in the other years (Figure 1d). Drought signifi-
cantly decreased the ANPP of bunch grasses regardless of year (non-
significant treatment x year interactions; Table 1, Figure 1c).

The legacy effects of drought did not vary for total ANPP and
ANPP of each functional group (rhizomatous grasses, bunch grasses
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and forbs) across the three recovery years (Table 1). As precipitation
amount was higher in the final year of our study (2021; Figure S2),
total ANPP in control plots was relatively higher in this recovery year
than the previous 6years (2015-2020; Figure 1).

During the recovery period, total ANPP was ~30% higher in
drought vs. control plots regardless of year (nonsignificant treat-
mentxyear interactions; Table 1, Figure 1a). The recovery of total
ANPP after drought was driven by the increased growth of the rhi-
zomatous grass, L. chinensis, and bunch grass, S. baicalensis, which
compensated for the continued stunted growth of forbs, such as
P. turczaninovii, Thermopsis lanceolate and A. frigida (Figure S3). The
ANPP of rhizomatous grasses in droughted plots was significantly
higher than that of control plots in 2019 (F = 19.61, p<0.01), 2020
(F = 29.48, p<0.01) and 2021 (F = 27.35, p<0.01), respectively
(Figure 1b), but ANPP of bunch grasses did not differ between
control and drought plots (Table 1, Figure 1c). In contrast, negative
drought legacy effects on forb ANPP were observed in each re-
covery year (Figure 1d), as ANPP of forbs was significantly lower in
drought vs. control plots in 2019 (F = 36.07, p <0.01), 2020 (F = 9.85,
p<0.05) and 2021 (F = 24.84, p <0.01), respectively (Figure 1d).

No correlation was observed between grass and forb ANPP
during the 4years of drought (Figure S5a). However, a strong nega-
tive correlation was observed between grass and forb ANPP during
the recovery period (Figure S5b).

3.3 | Immediate and legacy effects of drought on
species diversity

Drought decreased Simpson's diversity regardless of year (2015-

2018; nonsignificant treatmentxyear interactions; Table 1,

Figure 2). Drought did not alter Shannon's diversity in 2015, but sig-
nificantly decreased it in 2016 (F = 11.14, p<0.05), 2017 (F = 11.56,
p<0.05) and 2018 (F = 39.59, p<0.01; Figure 2). The legacy effects
of drought on species diversity did not vary across the three post-
drought years (Table 1). Both diversity indices were significantly
lower in drought vs. control plots in each recovery year (nonsignifi-
cant treatment x year interactions; Table 1, Figure 2).

A positive relationship was observed between total ANPP
and each index of species diversity during the 4years of drought
(Figure Sé6). However, a negative relationship was observed be-
tween total ANPP and species diversity during the recovery period
(Figure S6).

3.4 | Droughtlegacy effects on plant traits

No legacy effects of drought were observed on below-ground bud
density of all plants in the community, bunch grasses or rhizomatous
grasses (Figure 3a), and on above-ground shoot density of all plants
or each functional group (Figure 3a). However, a negative drought
legacy effect was observed on below-ground bud density of forbs
(F = 9.84, p<0.05), as well as their shoot: bud ratio (F = 18.45,
p<0.01; Figure 3a).

Plant height of the whole community significantly increased
by 28% in drought vs. control plots during the recovery period
(F=15.88,p<0.01), but SLA did not vary (Figure 3b). Plant height of
rhizomatous and bunch grasses in drought plots was 19% (F = 7.07,
p<0.05)and 125% (F = 22.14, p <0.001) higher than in control plots
during the recovery period, respectively (Figure 3b). We did not ob-
serve drought legacy effects on SLA of rhizomatous grasses, bunch
grasses or forbs (Figure 3b).
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FIGURE 3 Legacy effects of drought
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4 | DISCUSSION
4.1 | Ecosystem response to drought

Grassland productivity in any given year can be affected by ante-
cedent conditions from previous years (Miiller & Bahn, 2022); yet,
our understanding of the recovery pattern of grassland productiv-
ity after multi-year extreme drought events is limited. Here, we
showed the immediate and legacy effects of extreme drought (i.e.
100% precipitation exclusion in two growing season months for
4years followed by 3years of recovery) on productivity of a C,-
dominated grassland. We anticipated a progressive reduction in the
total productivity over time during drought. Consistent with our ex-
pectation, our experimental drought substantially reduced grassland
ANPP (Figure 1) and the reduction increased over time as predicted,
which may be due to differences in variation in ambient precipitation
(Figure S2). Similar drought-induced reductions in ANPP have been
reported in C,-dominated grasslands (Carroll et al., 2021; Hoover
et al., 2014). Unlike the larger productivity losses observed in our
C,-dominated grassland in China, Carroll et al. (2021) observed
minimal loss of ANPP (i.e. 6%) in the first year of a similar type of
4-year drought in a C;-dominated grassland in the United States.
These contrasting responses further substantiate the possibility of
variations in the magnitude and direction of responses of different
ecosystems to climate perturbations (Knapp et al., 2020; Muraina
etal., 2021).

Experimental drought led to variable impacts on rhizomatous
grasses, bunch grasses and forbs over time. Specifically, ANPP of
rhizomatous grasses only declined in the fourth year of drought,
while bunch grasses and forbs experienced declines throughout the
4-year drought period (Figure 1). This suggests that rhizomatous
grasses, which represent the bulk of total ANPP in this grassland and

regionally (Kang et al., 2007), were resistant to multi-year drought.
The rhizomatous grasses (e.g. L. chinensis) possibly succeeded in
avoiding the negative drought effects during the first 3years by
using their large network of rhizomes to access water and nutrients
from a larger volume of soil (Chaves et al., 2003; Volaire et al., 2009;
Zhou et al., 2014). The rhizomatous grasses could have also main-
tained growth via the carbohydrate, nutrients and water stored in
their rhizomes (Bai et al., 2010; Meng et al., 2021; Wang et al., 2008).
On the other hand, the consistent susceptibility of the bunch grasses
(e.g.S. baicalensis) could be traced to their tufted growth habit, which
lacks a network of rhizomes for accessing water from larger volumes
of soil during drought or stored adequate nutrients for use during
water deficit (Chen et al., 2005).

4.2 | Ecosystem recovery from drought

We expected that grassland productivity would fully recover from
drought through compensatory dynamics between rhizomatous
grasses, bunch grasses and forbs. Despite substantial declines in
grassland productivity during the 4-year drought, productivity
recovered completely in the first year after drought, and even ex-
ceeded productivity of control plots (Figure 1). These observations
are consistent with the studies that suggest grassland ecosystems
have low capability to withstand drought, but high capability to
recover from experimental drought (Hoover et al., 2014; Stampfli
etal.,, 2018; Vogel et al., 2012).

The rate of recovery after drought in our ecosystem was mainly
due to the rapid regrowth of rhizomatous grasses (e.g. L. chinen-
sis) and bunch grasses (e.g. S. baicalensis; Figure 1 and Figure S3).
Rhizomatous grasses in particular rapidly recruit new individuals and
restore growth after drought, which has been shown to contribute
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to the high recovery of total ANPP (Hoover et al., 2014). This rapid
post-drought recovery of ANPP occurred, even though species di-
versity declined during drought and remained low during the recov-
ery period (Figure 2 and Figure Sé). This result is consistent with
other grassland research that found full recovery of ecosystem func-
tion but not functional diversity after only 1 year of drought (Hoover
et al.,, 2014; Ru et al., 2023; Vogel et al., 2012). In contrast, while
grasses promoted recovery in our grassland ecosystem, Ratajczak
et al. (2019) and Wilcox et al. (2020) found forbs were responsible
for recovery of ecosystem function in grasslands in North America
and South Africa. Notably, the third recovery year (2021) was a rela-
tively wet year with higher ANPP, yet we still observed large differ-
ences between previously droughted and control plots.

Below-ground buds account for more than 99% of above-ground
shoot variations in temperate grassland ecosystems (Benson &
Hartnett, 2006). Thus, the demography of buds and shoots is an
important ecological mechanism for understanding post-drought
recovery (Qian et al., 2022; Stampfli et al., 2018). In our study,
both rhizomatous and bunch grasses had relatively higher bud and
shoot densities, allowing them to quickly re-sprout post-drought.
Moreover, the lack of drought legacy effects on bud and shoot
density of grasses (Figure 3a) aided the high recovery rate, and sub-
sequent dominance, of grasses following drought. The observed
higher recovery rate of rhizomatous grasses than bunch grasses
could be attributed to their rhizome buds, which allow them to rap-
idly take advantage of available resources, recruit new individuals
and populate the surrounding habitat following drought (Dalgleish
& Hartnett, 2006).

In contrast to grasses, we observed negative legacy effects of
drought on the productivity of deeper-rooted forbs, such as P. turcza-
ninovii, T. lanceolate and A. frigida (Figure S3). The potential explana-
tions for this legacy effect on forbs include a lack of below-ground
buds for regeneration (Klimesova & Herben, 2015) and dependence
on deeper soil moisture (Schwinning et al., 2005). The observed neg-
ative legacy effects of drought on forb bud densities and shoot:bud
ratios indicates that the bud limitation for tiller growth may have
impeded forb productivity following drought. Because sampling bud
banks is highly destructive we only measured bud banks in the first
year following drought to assess potential for recovery. This pre-
cluded longer-term assessment of the relationship between clonal
traits and post-drought recovery in this grassland.

Plant vegetative traits, such as plant height and SLA, have been
associated with community resource-use strategies during drought
events and recovery periods (Jung et al., 2014; Luo et al., 2021).
Therefore, these two traits are expected to be predictive of eco-
system recovery potential after drought. As expected, we observed
a positive drought legacy effect on community plant height, and
height of rhizomatous and bunch grasses. However, we did not ob-
serve legacy effects for community-level SLA or for each functional
group (Figure 3b). When environmental conditions permit rapid ac-
quisition of resources after drought, grasses take advantage of water
availability and re-sprouted from basal meristems, restricting the
growth and distribution of forbs (Stampfli et al., 2018). The higher

plant height of the grasses, especially L. chinensis, possibly gave
them competitive advantage over forbs to efficiently acquire light
and water, which led to their strong recovery after drought. Indeed,
we found a negative correlation between grass and forb productiv-
ity during the post-drought period (Figure S5), which suggests high
competition between grasses and forbs following drought but not
during drought. The rapid recovery of grasses, which may be due to
their taller stature, possibly restricted the growth and distribution of
forbs, resulting in reduced forb productivity and lower species diver-
sity during the recovery period. These results highlight the import-
ant roles of plant traits in mediating ANPP recovery from drought in
the studied grasslands.

5 | CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we assessed how plant functional groups and their
traits determine productivity response to and recovery from long-
term drought in a C;-dominated perennial grassland. We found
a reduction in ecosystem productivity due to reduced ANPP of
grasses and forbs in response to drought. Despite this loss of ANPP,
full recovery of this important ecosystem function occurred in one
growing season after drought. The presence of tall grasses with
drought-resistant clonal traits, which favoured rapid plant regen-
eration and resource acquisition, likely promoted rapid ecosystem
recovery. These findings have important implications for evaluating
the interactive roles of plant reproductive and vegetative traits in
mediating the impacts of future drought on ecosystem structure and
functions in C;-dominated perennial grasslands.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

Wentao Luo, Xingguo Han and Scott L. Collins planned and designed
the research. Wentao Luo, Wang Ma, Lin Song, Niwu Te, Jiagi Chen,
Jiangiang Qian, Chong Xu, Qiang Yu and Zhengwen Wang per-
formed the experiments, conducted the field and laboratory work,
and managed the research site. Wentao Luo, Kate Wilkins, Robert
J. Griffin-Nolan and Taofeek O. Muraina wrote the first draft of the

manuscript, and all authors contributed substantially to revisions.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

This study was supported by funding from Strategic Priority Research
Program of Chinese Academic of Sciences (XDA23080401), National
Natural Science Foundation of China (31971465, 32171549 and
41877542), Youth Innovation Promotion Association CAS (2020199)
and National Science Foundation (DEB-1856383).

CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
The authors have no competing interest.

PEER REVIEW

The peer review history for this article is available at https://
www.webofscience.com/api/gateway/wos/peer-revie
w/10.1111/1365-2745.14096.

A *9 "€T0T “SPLTSIEL

sdny woy

) SUOLIPUOL) PUE SWID [, 3} 39 “[£20Z/90/L0] UO AIBIQIT UIUQ AS[LA © BIBQIRE] BIUES ‘BIWIOJI[ED) JO ANSIOAIU - SU0D) OIS £q 960% 1" SHLT-SIE1/1 1110 1/10p/wi0d Kojim 4.

10)/wW00" K IM”.

P

25U90IT SUOWIWIOD) AANERL) AIqEoLIde 9y} £q PAUIDAOT AIE SAOIT VO SN JO SO 10§ AIRIGYT QUIUQ AL UO (SO


https://www.webofscience.com/api/gateway/wos/peer-review/10.1111/1365-2745.14096
https://www.webofscience.com/api/gateway/wos/peer-review/10.1111/1365-2745.14096
https://www.webofscience.com/api/gateway/wos/peer-review/10.1111/1365-2745.14096

LUO ET AL.

Journal of Ecology 1289

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT
Data available from https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.22126157.
v1 (Luo, 2023).

ORCID

Wentao Luo " https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9543-1123
Taofeek O. Muraina " https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2646-2732
Kate Wilkins = https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9875-1149

Robert J. Griffin-Nolan "= https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9411-3588
Jiangiang Qian "= https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2314-9137
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5480-0623

Zhengwen Wang " https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4507-2142
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1836-975X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0193-2892

Qiang Yu

Xingguo Han
Scott L. Collins

REFERENCES

Adler, P., Salguero-Gomez, R., Compagnoni, A., Hsu Joanna, S., Ray-
Mukherjee, J., Mbeau-Ache, C., & Franco, M. (2014). Functional
traits explain variation in plant life history strategies. Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America,
111, 740-745.

Albertson, F. W., & Weaver, J. E. (1944). Nature and degree of recov-
ery of grassland from the great drought of 1933 to 1940. Ecological
Monographs, 14, 393-479.

Bai, W. M., Xun, F., Li, Y., Zhang, W. H., & Li, L. H. (2010). Rhizome sever-
ing increases root lifespan of Leymus chinensis in a typical steppe of
Inner Mongolia. PLoS ONE, 5, €12125.

Bai, VY., & Cotrufo, M. F. (2022). Grassland soil carbon sequestration:
Current understanding, challenges, and solutions. Science, 377,
603-608.

Benson, E. J., & Hartnett, D. C. (2006). The role of seed and vegetative
reproduction in plant recruitment and demography in tallgrass prai-
rie. Plant Ecology, 187, 163-177.

Benson, E. J., Hartnett, D. C., & Mann, K. H. (2004). Belowground bud
banks and meristem limitation in tallgrass prairie plant populations.
American Journal of Botany, 91, 416-421.

Bondaruk, V. F., Onatibia, G. R., Wilcox, K. R., & Yahdjian, L. (2022).
Standardized indices to estimate sensitivity to drought across eco-
systems. Applied Vegetation Science, 25, €12674.

Broderick, C. M., Wilkins, K., Smith, M. D., & Blair, J. M. (2022). Climate
legacies determine grassland responses to future rainfall regimes.
Global Change Biology, 28, 2639-2656.

Carroll, C. J., Slette, I. J., Griffin-Nolan, R. J., Baur, L. E., Hoffman, A. M.,
Denton, E. M., Gray, J. E., Post, A. K., Johnston, M. K., Yu, Q., Collins,
S. L., Luo, Y., Smith, M. D., & Knapp, A. K. (2021). Is a drought a
drought in grasslands? Productivity responses to different types of
drought. Oecologia, 197, 1017-1026.

Chandregowda, M. H., Tjoelker, M. G., Pendall, E., Zhang, H.,
Churchill, A. C., & Power, S. A. (2022). Root trait shifts towards
an avoidance strategy promote productivity and recovery in C,
and C, pasture grasses under drought. Functional Ecology, 36,
1754-1771.

Chaves, M. M., Maroco, J. P., & Pereira, J. S. (2003). Understanding plant
responses to drought—From genes to the whole plant. Functional
Plant Biology, 30, 239-264.

Chen, S., Bai, Y., Zhang, L., & Han, X. (2005). Comparing physiological
responses of two dominant grass species to nitrogen addition in
Xilin River Basin of China. Environmental and Experimental Botany,
53, 65-75.

Dalgleish, H. J., & Hartnett, D. C. (2006). Below-ground bud banks in-
crease along a precipitation gradient of the north American Great

Plains: A test of the meristem limitation hypothesis. New Phytologist,
171, 81-89.

De Boeck, H. J., Hiltbrunner, E., Verlinden, M., Bassin, S., & Zeiter, M.
(2018). Legacy effects of climate extremes in alpine grassland.
Frontiers in Plant Science, 9, 1586.

Gao, J.,, Zhang, L., Tang, Z., & Wu, S. (2019). A synthesis of ecosystem
aboveground productivity and its process variables under simu-
lated drought stress. Journal of Ecology, 107, 2519-2531.

Garnier, E., Shipley, B., Roumet, C., & Laurent, G. (2001). A standard-
ized protocol for the determination of specific leaf area and leaf dry
matter content. Functional Ecology, 15, 688-695.

Grady, K. C., Laughlin, D. C., Ferrier, S. M., Kolb, T. E., Hart, S. C., Allan,
G. J., & Whitham, T. G. (2013). Conservative leaf economic traits
correlate with fast growth of genotypes of a foundation riparian
species near the thermal maximum extent of its geographic range.
Functional Ecology, 27, 428-438.

Gremer, J. R, Bradford, J. B., Munson, S. M., & Duniway, M. C. (2015).
Desert grassland responses to climate and soil moisture suggest
divergent vulnerabilities across the southwestern United States.
Global Change Biology, 21, 4049-4062.

Griffin-Nolan, R. J., Blumenthal, D. M., Collins, S. L., Farkas, T. E.,
Hoffman, A. M., Mueller, K. E., Ocheltree, T. W., Smith, M. D,
Whitney, K. D., & Knapp, A. K. (2019). Shifts in plant functional
composition following long-term drought in grasslands. Journal of
Ecology, 107, 2133-2148.

Griffin-Nolan, R. J., Carroll, C. J. W,, Denton, E. M., Johnston, M. K,
Collins, S. L., Smith, M. D., & Knapp, A. K. (2018). Legacy effects of
a regional drought on aboveground net primary production in six
central US grasslands. Plant Ecology, 219, 505-515.

He, N, Liu, C., Piao, S., Sack, L., Xu, L., Luo, Y., He, J., Han, X., Zhou, G.,
Zhou, X., Lin, Y., Yu, Q. Liu, S, Sun, W., Niu, S., Li, S., Zhang, J., & Yu,
G. (2019). Ecosystem traits linking functional traits to macroecol-
ogy. Trends in Ecology & Evolution, 34, 200-210.

Hessl, A. E., Anchukaitis, K. J., Jelsema, C., Cook, B., Byambasuren,
0., Leland, C., Nachin, B., Pederson, N., Tian, H., & Hayles, L. A.
(2018). Past and future drought in Mongolia. Science Advances, 4,
e1701832.

Hoover, D. L., Knapp, A. K., & Smith, M. D. (2014). Resistance and resil-
ience of a grassland ecosystem to climate extremes. Ecology, 95,
2646-2656.

Huang, J., Yu, H., Guan, X., Wang, G., & Guo, R. (2016). Accelerated dry-
land expansion under climate change. Nature Climate Change, 6,
166-171.

Huxman, T. E., Smith, M. D., Fay, P. A., Knapp, A. K., Shaw, M. R,, Loik, M.
E., Smith, S. D,, Tissue, D. T., Zak, J. C., Weltzin, J. F., Pockman, W.
T., Sala, O. E., Haddad, B. M., Harte, J., Koch, G. W., Schwinning, S.,
Small, E. E., & Williams, D. G. (2004). Convergence across biomes to
a common rain-use efficiency. Nature, 429, 651-654.

Ingrisch, J., & Bahn, M. (2018). Towards a comparable quantification of
resilience. Trends in Ecology & Evolution, 33, 251-259.

Isbell, F., Craven, D., Connolly, J., Loreau, M., Schmid, B., Beierkuhnlein,
C., & Eisenhauer, N. (2015). Biodiversity increases the resistance
of ecosystem productivity to climate extremes. Nature, 526,
574-577.

Jones, S. K., Collins, S. L., Blair, J. M., Smith, M. D., & Knapp, A. K. (2016).
Altered rainfall patterns increase forb abundance and richness in
native tallgrass prairie. Scientific Reports, 6, 20120.

Jung, V., Albert, C. H., Violle, C., Kunstler, G., Loucougaray, G., &
Spiegelberger, T. (2014). Intraspecific trait variability mediates the
response of subalpine grassland communities to extreme drought
events. Journal of Ecology, 102, 45-53.

Kang, L., Han, X., Zhang, Z., & Sun, O. J. (2007). Grassland ecosystems
in China: Review of current knowledge and research advancement.
Philosophical Transactions of the Royal Society of London B: Biological
Sciences, 362, 997-1008.

A *9 "€T0T “SPLTSIEL

sdny woy

) SUOLIPUOL) PUE SWID [, 3} 39 “[£20Z/90/L0] UO AIBIQIT UIUQ AS[LA © BIBQIRE] BIUES ‘BIWIOJI[ED) JO ANSIOAIU - SU0D) OIS £q 960% 1" SHLT-SIE1/1 1110 1/10p/wi0d Kojim 4.

10)/wW00" K IM”.

P

9SULDI SUOWIWO)) 2ATEAL) d[qeat[dde oy £q PauIdAOT a1k SI[ONIR Y (98N JO So[N1 10J K1eIqr] aurjuQ) A1\ UO (Suony


https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.22126157.v1
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.22126157.v1
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9543-1123
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9543-1123
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2646-2732
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2646-2732
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9875-1149
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9875-1149
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9411-3588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9411-3588
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2314-9137
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2314-9137
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5480-0623
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5480-0623
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4507-2142
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-4507-2142
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1836-975X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1836-975X
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0193-2892
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0193-2892

1290 Journal of Ecology

LUO ET AL.

Klimesova, J., & Herben, T. (2015). Clonal and bud bank traits: Patterns
across temperate plant communities. Journal of Vegetation Science,
26,243-253.

Knapp, A. K., Chen, A,, Griffin-Nolan, R. J,, Baur, L. E., Carroll, C. J. W.,
Gray, J. E., Hoffman, A. M., Li, X., Post, A. K, Slette, I. J., Collins,
S. L., Luo, Y., & Smith, M. D. (2020). Resolving the dust bowl para-
dox of grassland responses to extreme drought. Proceedings of the
National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 117,
22249-22255.

Luo, W. (2023). Data from: Compensatory dynamics drive grassland re-
covery from drought. Figshare. https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figsh
are.22126157.v1

Luo, W,, Griffin-Nolan, R. J., Ma, W., Liu, B., Zuo, X., Xu, C., Yu, Q., Luo,
Y., Mariotte, P., Smith, M. D., Collins, S. L., Knapp, A. K., Wang, Z.,
& Han, X. (2021). Plant traits and soil fertility mediate productiv-
ity losses under extreme drought in C; grasslands. Ecology, 102,
e03465.

Luo, W., Muraina, T. O., Griffin-Nolan, R. J., Ma, W,, Song, L., Fu, W., Yu,
Q.,Knapp, A. K., Wang, Z., Han, X., & Collins, S. L. (2023). Responses
of a semiarid grassland to recurrent drought are linked to commu-
nity functional composition. Ecology, 104, €3920.

Ma, W, Liang, X., Wang, Z., Luo, W., Yu, Q., & Han, X. (2022). Resistance
of steppe communities to extreme drought in Northeast China.
Plant and Soil, 473, 181-194.

Mackie, K. A., Zeiter, M., Bloor, J. M. G., & Stampfli, A. (2019). Plant func-
tional groups mediate drought resistance and recovery in a mul-
tisite grassland experiment. Journal of Ecology, 107, 937-949.

Maurer, G. E., Hallmark, A. J., Brown, R. F, Sala, O. E., & Collins, S. L.
(2020). Sensitivity of primary production to precipitation across the
United States. Ecology Letters, 23, 527-536.

Meng, B., Li, J., Maurer, G. E., Zhong, S., Yao, Y., Yang, X., Collins, S. L., &
Sun, W. (2021). Nitrogen addition amplifies the nonlinear drought
response of grassland productivity to extended growing-season
droughts. Ecology, 102, e03483.

Muiller, L. M., & Bahn, M. (2022). Drought legacies and ecosystem responses
to subsequent drought. Global Change Biology, 28, 5086-5103.

Muraina, T. O., Xu, C,, Yu, Q., Yang, Y., Jing, M., Jia, X., Jaman, M. S.,
Dam, Q., Knapp, A. K., Collins, S. L., Luo, Y., Luo, W., Zuo, X., Xin, X.,
Han, X., & Smith, M. D. (2021). Species asynchrony stabilises pro-
ductivity under extreme drought across northern China grasslands.
Journal of Ecology, 109, 1665-1675.

Qian, J., Wang, Z., Klimesova, J., L, X., Kuang, W,, Liu, Z., & Han, X.
(2017). Differences in below-ground bud bank density and compo-
sition along a climatic gradient in the temperate steppe of northern
China. Annals of Botany, 120, 755-764.

Qian, J. Q., Guo, Z.Y., Muraina, T. O., Te, N. W, Griffin-Nolan, R. J., Song,
L., Xu, C., Yu, Q. Zhang, Z. M., & Luo, W. T. (2022). Legacy effects
of a multi-year extreme drought on belowground bud banks in
rhizomatous vs bunchgrass-dominated grasslands. Oecologia, 198,
763-771.

Ratajczak, Z., Churchill, A. C., Ladwig, L. M., Taylor, J. H., & Collins, S. L.
(2019). The combined effects of an extreme heatwave and wild-
fire on tallgrass prairie vegetation. Journal of Vegetation Science, 30,
687-697.

Reichmann, L. G., & Sala, O. E. (2014). Differential sensitivities of grass-
land structural components to changes in precipitation mediate
productivity response in a desert ecosystem. Functional Ecology,
28,1292-1298.

Reichmann, L. G., Sala, O. E., & Peters, D. P. C. (2013). Precipitation
legacies in desert grassland primary production occur through
previous-year tiller density. Ecology, 94, 435-443.

Ru, J., Wan, S., Hui, D., & Song, J. (2023). Overcompensation of ecosys-
tem productivity following sustained extreme drought in a semiarid
grassland. Ecology, €e3997. https://doi.org/10.1002/ecy.3997

Sala, O. E., Gherardi, L. A., Reichmann, L., Jobbagy, E., & Peters, D. (2012).
Legacies of precipitation fluctuations on primary production:

Theory and data synthesis. Philosophical Transactions of the Royal
Society B-Biological Sciences, 367, 3135-3144.

Schwinning, S., Starr, B. I., & Ehleringer, J. R. (2005). Summer and win-
ter drought in a cold desert ecosystem (Colorado Plateau) part
|: Effects on soil water and plant water uptake. Journal of Arid
Environments, 60, 547-566.

Slette, I. J., Smith, M. D., Knapp, A. K., Vicente-Serrano, S. M.,
Camarero, J. J., & Begueria, S. (2020). Standardized metrics are
key for assessing drought severity. Global Change Biology, 26,
E1-ES.

Smith, T., & Boers, N. (2023). Global vegetation resilience linked to water
availability and variability. Nature Communications, 14, 498.

Stampfli, A., Bloor, J. M. G,, Fischer, M., & Zeiter, M. (2018). High land-
use intensity exacerbates shifts in grassland vegetation composi-
tion after severe experimental drought. Global Change Biology, 24,
2021-2034.

Sun, J,, Liu, W,, Pan, Q.,, Zhang, B., Lv, Y., Huang, J., & Han, X. G. (2022).
Positive legacies of severe droughts in the Inner Mongolia grass-
land. Science Advances, 8, eadd6249. https://doi.org/10.1126/
sciadv.add6249

Valerio, M., Ibaiiez, R., Gazol, A., & Gotzenberger, L. (2022). Long-term
and year-to-year stability and its drivers in a Mediterranean grass-
land. Journal of Ecology, 110, 1174-1188.

Vogel, A., Scherer-Lorenzen, M., & Weigelt, A. (2012). Grassland resis-
tance and resilience after drought depends on management inten-
sity and species richness. PLoS ONE, 7, e36992.

Volaire, F., Norton, M. R., & Lelievre, F. (2009). Summer drought survival
strategies and sustainability of perennial temperate forage grasses
in Mediterranean areas. Crop Science, 49, 2386-2392.

Wang, R. Z., Chen, L., Bai, Y. G., & Xiao, C. W. (2008). Seasonal dynam-
ics in resource partitioning to growth and storage in response to
drought in a perennial rhizomatous grass, Leymus chinensis. Journal
of Plant Growth Regulation, 27, 39-43.

Wellstein, C., Poschlod, P.,, Gohlke, A., Chelli, S., Campetella, G.,
Rosbakh, S., Canullo, R., Kreyling, J., Jentsch, A., & Beierkuhnlein,
C. (2017). Effects of extreme drought on specific leaf area of
grassland species: A meta-analysis of experimental studies
in temperate and sub-Mediterranean systems. Global Change
Biology, 23, 2473-2481.

Wilcox, K. R., Koerner, S. E., Hoover, D. L., Borkenhagen, A. K., Burkepile,
D. E,, Collins, S. L., Hoffman, A. M., Kirkman, K. P., Knapp, A. K.,
Strydom, T., Thompson, D. I., & Smith, M. D. (2020). Rapid recov-
ery of ecosystem function following extreme drought in a south
African savanna grassland. Ecology, 101, e02983.

Yahdjian, L., & Sala, O. E. (2002). A rainout shelter design for intercepting
different amounts of rainfall. Oecologia, 133, 95-101.

Yao, J., Liu, H., Huang, J., Gao, Z., Wang, G., Li, D., & Chen, X. (2020).
Accelerated dryland expansion regulates future variability in dry-
land gross primary production. Nature Communications, 11, 1665.
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-15515-2

Zhou, H., Hou, L., Lv, X., Yang, G., Wang, Y., & Wang, X. (2022).
Compensatory growth as a response to post-drought in grassland.
Frontiers in Plant Science, 13, 1004553. https://doi.org/10.3389/
fpls.2022.1004553

Zhou, Y., Lambrides, C. J., & Fukai, S. (2014). Drought resistance and soil
water extraction of a perennial C, grass: Contributions of root and
rhizome traits. Functional Plant Biology, 41, 505-519.

SUPPORTING INFORMATION

Additional supporting information can be found online in the
Supporting Information section at the end of this article.

Figure S1. General view of the drought experiment.

Figure S2. Effects of experimental drought on (a) total precipitation
amount (mm), (b) the number of precipitation events, (c) precipitation
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event size (mm) and (d) the length of dry period intervals (# of days)
during the growing season from 2015 to 2021. These precipitation
characteristics were the same between control and treatment
plots during the recovery period (2019-2021). These precipitation
characters were recorded by a meteorological station near the
experimental site. The effects of experimental drought were
mapped on the estimated probability density curve based on 52-
year historical precipitation data (1970-2021).

Figure S3. Difference in the biomass of each species in drought
vs. control plots across four drought years (2015-2018) and three
recovery years (2019-2021). Plant species were divided into
rhizomatous grasses, bunch grasses and forbs. Orange and green
circles indicate the observed biomass differences between control
and drought plots during drought and recovery, respectively. All
species except Chenopodium spp. are perennials.

Figure S4. The mean daily temperature under ambient conditions
across the 7years of the drought experiment (2015-2021). The
temperature character was recorded in the meteorological station

near experimental site.

Figure S5. Correlation between above-ground net primary
productivity (ANPP) of grasses and forbs during years of experimental
growing season drought and the recovery years after drought under
ambient precipitation.

Figure Sé. Bivariate relationships between total above-ground net
primary productivity (ANPP) and species diversity (Simpson's and
Shannon's diversity indices) during 4years of experimental growing
season and the three recovery years after drought under ambient

precipitation.

How to cite this article: Luo, W., Ma, W,, Song, L., Te, N., Chen,
J., Muraina, T. O., Wilkins, K., Griffin-Nolan, R. J., Ma, T., Qian,
J., Xu, C., Yu,Q, Wang, Z., Han, X., & Collins, S. L. (2023).
Compensatory dynamics drive grassland recovery from
drought. Journal of Ecology, 111, 1281-1291. https://doi.
org/10.1111/1365-2745.14096

A *9 "€T0T “SPLTSIEL

sdny woy

) SUOLIPUOL) PUE SWID [, 3} 39 “[£20Z/90/L0] UO AIBIQIT UIUQ AS[LA © BIBQIRE] BIUES ‘BIWIOJI[ED) JO ANSIOAIU - SU0D) OIS £q 960% 1" SHLT-SIE1/1 1110 1/10p/wi0d Kojim 4.

10)/wW00" K IM”.

P

9SULDI SUOWIWO)) 2ATEAL) d[qeat[dde oy £q PauIdAOT a1k SI[ONIR Y (98N JO So[N1 10J K1eIqr] aurjuQ) A1\ UO (Suony


https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.14096
https://doi.org/10.1111/1365-2745.14096

	Compensatory dynamics drive grassland recovery from drought
	Abstract
	1|INTRODUCTION
	2|MATERIALS AND METHODS
	2.1|Study site
	2.2|Experimental treatments
	2.3|Field sampling and measurements
	2.4|Statistical analyses

	3|RESULTS
	3.1|Drought effects on precipitation
	3.2|Effects of drought and recovery on productivity
	3.3|Immediate and legacy effects of drought on species diversity
	3.4|Drought legacy effects on plant traits

	4|DISCUSSION
	4.1|Ecosystem response to drought
	4.2|Ecosystem recovery from drought

	5|CONCLUSIONS
	AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS
	ACKNO​WLE​DGE​MENTS
	CONFLICT OF INTEREST STATEMENT
	PEER REVIEW
	DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

	REFERENCES


