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Abstract: The spatial variability of soil salt content (SC), electrical conductivity (EC) , pH and sodium adsorption ratio
(SAR) was analyzed by using traditional statistics and geo-statistics in a typical degraded wetland of saline sodic soils. The
results indicated that SC, EC and pH were strong, while SAR was weak, spatial autocorrelation resulting from compound
impact of structural and stochastic factors. Kriging interpolation showed that the spatial distribution of SC, EC and pH was
similar. There was a significantly negtive correlation between EC and plant height, coverage and dry biomass of Phragmites
Australis. It indicated that the soil EC was the most important factor affecting the growth of Phragmites Australis in saline-
sodic land. When pH>10.1, EC>0.4 mS cm ™' and SC >4604 mg kg ™', the vegetation community was successed from
Phragmites Australis to Puccinellia distans + Phragmites Australis, and the Phragmites Australis plants was decreased with

the increase of soil salinity and sodicity. These results may serve for the restoration and utilization of saline-sodic land.
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=2 U BT ERR R AT . KIS IS WAL, M E B X A SR 2 MR BOL 2 5F
WK & 73 (Phragmites Australis) FE¥ RZX EEMYB R Z — , BABR K ESMAETNE, E4ERRT b
ARG TP ST EEEEEHEMAS . WIFER AR BRI E, (7735 4E 5 Rk
R B R - o BE 1) P - B A, FE R A AR (L W L, 7 S VR PO 26 B, b R R AR AR .
B, BT Rt B Al A P SRR AL 2 (F) % SR A S R BOM SR RV R RO 29 50 AR, XHZ DGR AR B K
SR VR & PEA A B A R

G T 20 HHAE 80 ARG AT L3Rl A i, IR s ) A AR B HL AR S AL, B Dok 22 /Y
FHEPESS o BT AR RUR B A A RN LA AR R G A B A [ 4 R AL
MoJr o [RIE MO GE T2 v AR L 3R A3 025 IR SRR , SR AT b B AT B iR o FRE 7
AN AR AR T — 2B, A58 TR IAER " o ZESRITEREE £ X, BT IR BRIk T s IR AR 57
B T — e R (e A bR R R R 5 P SRR R R T AR AT A LR A s S B
FEIB AT b ER B LG 18P 2 (] 70 SRR 57 2 A A 15 K s L s R LA

AR SCLARA BT JR PG RAR AL Eh G AR A b , I T 7 ik WS R AL R n s [ 22 5, e T &
BT TE R S SRR R, AR IBCT SR P R SR BRI A A R R NSRS AR PP SRR TR
1 HARREHARAE
1.1 BRSNS

IR TE  E R AR R ZE i A IR i T o B ARAR AR & 123°50727" ~ 123°51'31", L. 45 45°35'58"
~45°3628", %X & FP IR KR E X UE, ZAEFRIEKE 413. Tmm, 528 R B 1696. 9mm, X6 v
P i X8 Y o T R M , B A B ST SR I, WA RO VG 350 it vl Y R X ) 1, B T AR 7 1)
J2 H PP -2 BE SRR b vl P -EE BEER BRI AL, B A TR AR P o I IR G M S BO SRR 1B AL, R
UM ARIR A AL RO 22 BE R SF . T ELIX VR b \EE SRR M IR B B R S HR G R , LR BUR IR AL
R SR RS 2 B B B 0 AR AL , AT BEAR BT SRS 3 B - 3R B A B B A R A R4
BRI
1.2 it 57

PERE SRR AL Y EERRR B SR . AR RS AL 100m, R P 5E S0m, T AH3E 5000m”, A4t 38,
HOEAR , 22 <20emo WU B& 3 T XS ER R+ 52 & Bk R EE R i B A 28 A1 2R, 3 %45 51
M AT EPE RS Z A o K /MK AL 10m x 10m f) 50 >R, SEAF SR IR X P9 & BREC ISR T, 6 A B T 20
MR (B 1) o BRI DU SRR I E, T 1 8.3 5.5 RHE R, IR + P E %, KKK
PSR REVE BUK I IS, B + 7 SRS AR UK I 19, A2 UK o B TZEZK 0 RAIE B L B XX
k.

BURESSE] 23531 2005 4 9 A _EAJAI 2006 45 9 A b4 AL THIM SR o 20T EuE o P BURE R
PRI
1.3 HRECRES AT

(1) 2HOKEEIRIRE 50/ XA R B BUREER N O ~ 10em , BVFE AU ER 3 A~ 1, 6
HIRE etk BREEZEN ARNT, i tmm 55, KA 1:5 LK HHIR KL, BRIRBEAEL
K MUK R AT, S BT H AL % pH EC \Na* (K" \Ca’" \Mg’* ,CO;” \HCO; \Cl™ \SO;” FFEHFH
o Na' K" Ca® I Mg®" B 7R FRF UL B &, CO3™ il HCO; B8 3R i XUHE 7 77 -+ 0
P, CL™ B SR RS BRART G vE I 4, SO, B8 R G AR I L kgl 42 . SAVRC IS LL ( SAR) 2 L300 b
MEREESE, BT N TSR T IR BR . LR R EL (SAR) SR T 5

[Na® ]

VICa ]+ [ Mg ]

SAR =

(1)
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KA, Na* (Ca®* F Mg®* {yH B #0724 mmol -L ™"

)P ERISIRINE 78 55 B R MRS L I E
Fi1m x Im B, Hop A 5 10em x 10em )5 4%
100 > K H K P X TE BB R B B, B BT 4K
Fge &Y 172 U LEAE 1, EMHR0, H#1
Fm, BREA 100, BP0 XA 8 52 B . MRS G
Rl & A REERD lm x Im F/METT, 55T
BYE FREFE ARG E T SOCH TR, RETE.
2 #ER5H5m
2.1 ARG IR (E

AR LA S e+ 3 L BB AL AR BE Y 4 R R AR ST BT
5o 4 FhiEbR A N R F(EC) Fhr &8 (SC) \pH,
P L (SAR) o HIR 1 AT, Ehr S B R R BER K
J70.85, B BERNERZEFME, ECZRRBPAUKT
T3 E R 0. 45, FAEBA B3 K4 822 7
SAR B R %N 0.28, BAPEEEZERME, pH =
)28 5 R R /R 0. 05, J& T35 738 SR B . (At + 3
HAFEIR (EC.SC) zs A1 8 7 W3, J s A8 57 A
FEEZ T, BAbdEhR (pH SAR) 25 [A) 28 S/, P 552
7285, pH EMFEHER 9.36, RIZ/ X L35
AR BB, B AY R DRI 3

A6 6 B8R ) T 25 20 A 1 2 o P 25 [A) GE 127 Kriging
T EEEAT TSRS [E] S TR 32, A S BEE R M IE
53 A i}, Kriging 75 476 8%, 5 W 7T BB F7 7E EL B3
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Fig. 1 Distribution of measuring points in the experiment site

1,2,3,:+,20: %45 Sampling points

R, JHsE Kolmogorov-Smimov ¥¥EA7 IE K , 38 4 FhERBAALA AR A IE A4 , W6 R b SE T2 204

HIEK o
F1 HBEUIEREITSEERE
Table 1 Statistical feature values of index in saline-sodic land
I #Y 7 BHRR
H RE i mok pmm TOEE S RRIC L 1
Chemical Distribution o . Sted. Coefficient i K-S
Minimum Maximum Mean L. L. Skewness Kotersis
property type Deviation of variation
pH 1EZS Nomal 8.58 10. 40 9.36 0.51 0.05 0.452 -0.144 0.920
EC(mS em™1) 1EZS Nomal 0.15 0.67 0.31 0.14 0.45 1.544 2.055 0.252
SC(mg kg™1) 1EZ Nomal 767 11464 3500 2958 0.85 1.75 2.59 0.169
SAR 1EZ Nomal 5.49 15.36 9.97 2.76 0.28 0.205 -0.774 0.807

2.2 TIRERBRALIR bR R S5 oA

A5 % B BRI RSB E T B2 SRR FERE SRR AL bR Oy 2R, 0 ek O
Z(E h HURE, RE A RSB R BTG, TR BB R S5 HoA 5k 22 F J7 M (RSS) R E &
B(R®) FTHR AR A 45 RSB U BE , RSS /)N R* UK USRIV R BE AT o AT BT 18 AR B 0 2 B
RSS Fe/NH. RPEK MBI, & IH 12 R R HSEUENE 2. B3R ATA, EC pH HB AR ek
RBER, SC g H5 MR | SAR B AR LR AR AL,
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BEWH Co R T KA AT B N ERRENLIE O T RERREE . fi3E 2 W1, EC . pH 1 C, B/, TTIE I N
EC .pH 7£/INX Y5 BBl P9 O BURE (AT BE L 22 LA & B8, T SCLSAR ) C, S IE{E, Vi B /IN X 3 il P4 0 BBORE: (] BE 9% 3F
B/NEJEE, AR R B AT B B R

Beg g/ HEMZ (R Co/(C +C,) ) AT 372 ()48 SRR BE ( it BEHLER A 51 A 0 23 (6] 28 S btk o R 46
BASSEEE]) | QR HEAE R , UL RA AL B4 5 | A B 23 [ AR SR B s AR, U 25 (6] [ AR 6 3840 B
A28 6128 AR BE R WAL FUE R T 1, W B B E B RE AR EENES . NSHERE
HIFERE Co/ (C +C,) W HLBI T FR R G B 1025 () AR SEHERR BE , AR EL ] < 25% , P B B SR By 25
[ AR 3 7E 25% ~T75% Z16), A B B & i 25 (A AR 65 > 75% i, AP B Zs [l A L PR AR ES S ik 2 /]
H1,EC . pH SC 1 Co/ (C + Co) ¥I/NTF 25% , BA TR ZS [AAHKAE . T SAR 1) Co/ (€ +Cy) 2 100% , 5B AE
BIOZS AR RLE . W SAR pUr R R MmN Z 5 Zs R R, 2HRE, Ca** Mg KA
FFRERE + S B LR I E W INE . TR X, HIR R E , 8 Na* & B, Ca®* Mg 4
BRI R, AT B SAR 76 Na " B, #19F R R IUE S8, 7 Na " FIXTRERAL , SAR BBk,
I SAR A28 [l

AR T X AR AL B (25 ] AR TE R A/ N e P TSR R B KA R B B, R b i AL d
SR = 18] 4 B B R g M RE A A L M S, /N TFR (I MR A AR — B AR R R e B EHE SRR,
T TRACTE AR B AR ETE B AR A, 4 FhSHR B ARG VSRR EC > SC > pH, Ho EC AMXTERER A, B
4 211m, BI7E 211m 5 [l +39 EC BAZS [ HAHX . SC #01 pH ZSFEE /N, 4251 78m 71 65m, (K + 398254k
FEbRZS ] B AT B R TR . 7ETRFTE00 L IX, i T &35 47 B B B i s A AE , BRI L 25 (/] | A%
VEREARRARR . 255%H 211m YEER EC 1925 10748 5t F 2 MotH 0 , SC .pH 43 BIFE 78m 1 65m i
NZ TR K . SAR FEAR A 2 M, AT 40T . AT J0AE {10 IR W X, St T vk e b w9
S EAEEEM.

SYER(D) T LA R 5225 ) Sk (G5 H R 2 ) IR BE , HLBE A5 K A AR A T Bk — 5 I 2 [ S R
W2 6] R AL AR AR o FI 3R 3 T, AR 4ER D £ IR EC <pH <SC < SAR, EC SMBAERUR/N, 2516 B
XN BE . T SAR SR 4ERUR A, Hzs 6] B AL RN

®2 ITHEBAERETERBRASHE

Table 2 Semi-variance model and parameters

i . Yo fl HAMH 25 N
A e N 2o Ya/E  WERN  REVY
Chemical Model Nugget Sill Effective C,/(Cy +C) R 1 RSS 4% D
property ¢ G G +C Range(m) e
pH ERIR Spherical  2.33x107*  2.58 x10 73 65 0.09 0.768 1.40 x10°° 1.559
EC BRIR Spherical  1.00x1075 2,91 x 102 211 0.000 0. 801 7.11 x10°3 1.187
sc 5% Exponential  0.001 0.591 78 0.002 0.599 0.123 1.614
SAR 24k Linear 0.082 0.082 79 1.0 0.314 0.024 1.779

2.3 HIRIEBRACSE IR A2 (8] 23 AR AL

0T S B B DX R A S ()40 A 15 L, AR 2 O 22 BRI AL, Bl Kriging S 4, 22
il T EFELE (& 2) , 70 B R L3R i = 8] 0 A RHAE AT B A

H1 & 2 AL EC 1 SC ELA AHIR Y2 (8] 20 AR AR AE , B MER R EC .SC iR . TR E R/ DX
BV E R, BB, RN BEHCR A o f BRI 2E 1 S MHE EC SCEHGR , R 3 S
FARXEGE o MR, EER/NXTE 1.3.5 m AL BEA R , 7EX LEARX S AR O IE b, RIRAEZE B A ml
AR 1) PO TR KR R 22 o ARYE 3B K iR BE R R B R/ L ER B SR Rt EER BE b
TR TR RN, A BE MK TR , HoK i LR BAE i BT, i S RAL i R R A B shid 72
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Fig.2 Kriging map of index of saline-sodic soil

B R B R T RR . BRBEAKR, K AARTR, AR BBA L, B/ AR
kR AR AR B R TR

BALSEAR pH AR ALSEAR L BA A R B 0 AT AR AE , AL R, r AR, BB 0 A o BEE 3R 3 1)
s hn, e AR BN, BP AL I R PR IR AL . AT IR, AT BE T S RE AR A £ i 30 1 72
AR E T R VR PP R SR TR SRR AR T T IR R 4 B B 2 [ SR e, R T R AL AR A BE ,
BT HHERRALSREE T o T 1.3.5 SUbHER , HhRBUK A 1) S, % A AR AR SR , R A B U
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FABLINEL o T SAR W2 BEHCR M, SR T H AR SEH R/ e il 1 R B, TR AEAXT RS R A 4 5.9
A0 slo BT os i T o5 RN , B AE SR B W 5 2R = H BIR BE AN BB BE 22 , & AE - 0K ER K B il
KB, Na" FRFEAL, Ca*" Mg SRRFEIFR . Xh TR A5 VI B € , Teh i LI RS
FEAET L3, FUAE Na* S RARAL, Ca® Mg™ SR AER T P BT 5 LB AR, MTIEE SAR f%s 8] 43
A AL B8R A BT A Al
2.4 BB SRR R

H1Z 3 AL, TRBRALAEAR EC .SC A pH 24X BZEVEARK (P <0.01) , BEBAFRIT T - K3 AL B RIS, 1 B
il RIS SEY A KIE TR, EC 5EEE (C) B BEEMARR (P <0.05) , - S5HkE (H) |
HEY)THE(B) B BEEAAR (P <0.01) ,pH SC U 54km 2 BEE TR HILUiH, hiieistnt £C
REEMEARE R REZENE T AYAE RIS  RE- 5B pH EC.SC 2 BEMNAR, BRE .
YR RS MR R, FITEEY 4 KIE0 T bR 2 EE AL R ok . AT IR, B0 + P AT
H PRI PRI AL, SR AR B , T RO, P M L e RO, AR Wy BB AR N B v . TR MO BB Sh AL 4
FREGIE I, R 8 AT, SR T2 o BE A M B R X Bl R /IME, b i & BB S B AR B AR R R

®3 HBUEREAEERKEREXSH
Table 3 Pearson analysis of index of saline-sadic soil and reed growth

pH EC SC SAR C H B
pH 1 0.736 ** 0.875** -0.276 -0.414 -0.493* -0.433
EC 0.736*" 1 0.872** 0.015 -0.514" -0.562** -0.588**
SC 0.875*" 0.872** 1 -0.181 -0.441 -0.531" -0.410
SAR -0.276 0.015 -0.181 1 -0.036 -0.070 -0.035
C -0.414 -0.514" -0.441 -0.036 1 0.840** 0.840**
H -0.493* -0.562"* -0.546" -0.70 0.840** 1 0.808 **
B -0.433 -0.588"* -0.410 -0.035 0.840** 0.808 ** 1

R4 TREMEEHRBLER

Table 4 The range of saline-sodic in different communities

Y2 Community type pH EC (mSem™') SC (mgkg™") SAR
PP 10.0 ~10.40 0.40 ~0.67 4604 ~ 11464 8.6~11.08
PA 8.58 ~9.67 0.15~0.43 767 ~6553 6.87 ~15.36

PA . P REVS Phragmite Australis community ; PP Bi3F + P35 BEY% Puccinellia tenuiflora + Phragmite Australis community; T[] the same below

IR 4 FTAL, P SR RV E BRI (E A SRR AL A AT, B8 + P SRR G ML R E A E AL FE AR, 3 pH >
10.1,EC >0.4 mS kg ™' \SC >4604 g kg™ "B}, V& d A7 B HEVA R OB + P35 RE9% o T SAR TTHI B AR .

®5 FEBHEEEUBUEENERKERILE

Table 5 Comparison of different communities in indexes of saline-sodic soil and plant growth

HERR - EC sc SAR YR TE bk B
Community type P (mS em™1) (g/’kg) Dry biomass (g) Mean height (cm)  Coverage( % )
PP 10.26 +0.09a 0.57 £0.09a 8799 +2123a 9.68 +0.73a 45.17 +6.49a  45.50 +£7.65a 47.17 £5.45a
PA 9.20 +0.09b 0.26 +0.02b 2566 +384b 10.02 +0.72a  255.0+17.1b  159.7 +8.34b 82.21 +£3.40b

[7]—3 Fp AR A A [F) B BB 1] 22 Sk B B E /K F (P < 0.05) ;F[F  Different letters in a column indicate significant difference at P <0. 05

level; the same below

B S FIAL B + P36 HEE EC BN BREE I 2 15, SC o3 I 3 4%, B pH R T i 1
Y RAgtevkim R M BEIRI P EE R TS + 7 6 8E . FULkEE IR pH KT, 4K
B Z2 BB BEE SRR B BN, IR E 1 SR AR AL BOR 1L , RN LS B ™ 35 %
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5T + PR AR AL

GI7ENT, S + R L EC .SC Fl pH S BIR T ERE (R 5) , XMERIE R REY I
VB SR E L T A M. B R 2 AR S B , A X M BF B W B 9RF (Ass.  Puccinellia
tenuiflora ) ,J& TELAMEY) , RANBCY S A M EE DT BAMR KRR, AT AR RIEE E
B, A DU RGBT (R 1) bo T E 08 T ESEY) , BARE —E e, K T HhAm
WIBRE o TEAEZSAL L BRSE + 7 B REE B b s S5m0 S50 v AR A A o 3 PR D RV DR R it
— B AR AT , AOPA RO SV T rh BRI I, R B U AR A X, R 3R B A R S 43
filX o EAE/N-RORE b, B FER o SO FESE K 3 R EE i B AR AR 2 _E AR, B b 9 B3R
JEER T HIARRS AR DX, T RERREE + % 25 R0 o R T o e A A 257, T 35 30 98 T Ak AR X AR ) o
B LARPIFILG B DO SRS 0 Ut S Y B SR iR s e Eh AL i (BB ML) AR T, SR A R
VEAS By R A AR LR N TE B o
3 it

(1) MG TR TR AR R EC SC 28 57 R BRIy BEZS A AL 5, SAR Oy o 2 2 [ A2 5
BE, T pH FIZE 5 R ke N 5 25 18 28 5 o

(2) o Ge it 73R W, EC \SC \pH 7E— 7 B X 338 Fil 9 HL A 25 (8] Z5 M R AIE , EC . pH 75 & BRORAERL, SC 7§
EIEEEEL . ZEMPERR SHEVUIER R ILFEIER , TIREERALIEIRER SAR Sh, ¥ A W B A . X
IR TR, SAR Sy AERURCR , 25 [ AR A 55 , EC Fe/y, 25 B AR SR fe i o PR G BB A IR b R ik
25 ()38 5 EE R MY UREEMPER RN, B EC ZEMERR IR K.

(3) M\ Kriging 17 {E A 25 R AT A, 1393k 0 (925 (8] 7 A B9 3R BN AP R A BEBCIRAR R, BR SAR b, 2504
B RI77 72 B B2 AR DL o 3R A R B s s Ab b & B0, LA L EE MO AL AR, T A Bt JE 71
o e fL 2 8] 28 S B EEAE

(4) EC 5HEYARKIEIRE BEWEMR, REWEY ERKWERAERPREER T, 41 EC>
0.40mS em ™" SC >4604 mg kg ™' \pH >10. 09 B, /NX B H = S5 R AL HBECE + P55 R8T , ELBEE ELoR AL IEH7
SN, PR HO B , AR ph e A B R AR AT Y ) v - BE R AR M R
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