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Soil nutrients content and grain size fraction of aeolian sandy land in the Shannan

Wide Valley of the Yarlung Zangbo River, China
LI Haidong* , SHEN Weishou, ZOU Changxin, YUAN Lei, JI Di

Nanjing Institute of Environmental Sciences, Ministry of Environmental Protection, Nanjing 210042, China

Abstract: We conducted a case study to examine the soil nutrients content and grain size fraction of different aeolian sandy
land types in the Shannan wide valley area, middle reaches of the Yarlung Zangho River by choosing moving sandy land,
flat sandy gravel land, semi-fixed sandy land, fixed sandy land and sandy land on flood plain as sample plots. The
mechanism how aeolian sand movement affects soil grain size fraction and nutrients content of aeolian sandy land was
discussed based on field sand movement observation and wind velocity and direction data from 1980 to 2006 from the Lhasa
Airport meteorological station. The results showed that 1) The soil pH value of aeolian sandy land in the study area was
neutral, alkaline or strong alkaline, and soil organic matter (SOM) and total nitrogen (TN) content were rather low,
whereas total phosphorus (TP) and total potassium (TK) were very high. The soil grain size fraction followed the order of
sand content (53.83% —95.93% ) > silt content (3.3% —40.5% ) > clay content (0.77% —5.68% ), and the clay and
silt content both presented rather low. 2) The clay and silt content was highest in sandy land on flood plain (4.02% and

27.95% , respectively) , whereas that was lowest in semi-fixed sandy land (1.35% and 5.27% , respectively). The clay
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content in different aeolian sandy land types followed the order of sandy land on flood plain> fixed sandy land (2.98% ) >
moving sandy land on flood plain (2. 89% ) > flat sandy gravel land (1. 69% ) > moving sandy land on river bank
(1.54% ) > moving sandy land on hill-slope (1.49% ) > semi-fixed sandy land. The order of silt content in different
aeolian sandy land types was similar with that of clay content except for moving sandy land on river bank and moving sandy
land on hill-slope. The sand content was highest in semi-fixed sandy land (93.40% ) , whereas it was lowest in sandy land
on flood plain (68.05% ), and the order of sand content in different aeolian sandy land types was just in contrast to that of
silt content. 3) The correlation between different soil nutrients and the content of clay, silt, very fine sand, fine sand was
strong, whereas the correlation was negative or weak between different soil nutrients and the content of medium sand, coarse
sand, very coarse sand. The clay and fine sand content made larger contribution to the soil nutrients content. The aeolian
sand movement, which caused the continuous swing of moving sand dunes and the migration and loss of the finer sand
particles, affected the soil nutrients content and their redistribution process for different aeolian sandy land types greatly.
The purpose of this study is to characterize the soil nutrients content and grain size fraction of different aeolian sandy land
types, and to provide a scientific basis for the ongoing vegetation restoration that is being carried out for aeolian sandy land

control.

Key Words: different aeolian sandy land types; vegetation restoration; aeolian sand movement; alpine valley in Tibet
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Fig.1 Distribution map of different sandy land types in the study area

S-ZR USRI, 2] DIl | Yl LA K B VDR S S A [A) YD A R A G R (1 1) SRR A
it , DU ST A3 FIORE BEHRAE o 7 AN [R) B 0l %) SRS RE M LA RS DL AT

TIREGL AN VD L (FE S1)  FEHBPGILFR Ry V- 22 Vb ik, b o AR b -PU g ] & & B9 sh b B, A T 1D
TMEMD 2 3—5 m, ZR AR A VDA AR R - PG AL ) T 0% v IR, 7 b R X AR R R R 25 R 3—4m, WK
3575 m AW R <5 % , FF T K SR R 6 m ), BEARE ATV 100 m KUDE SRR AR 32

MR (FEHE S2)  FEHLR T A 8 SRR —PUdE M i A B shtd I, B Ry 5—7 m, 98
8—15 m, Feli] M h-F-Ze VDR , 55 12—20 m; LAh B A ARPUE [ B9 Vbl MORVD 45 WE4R 3 582 m, M #
B JE<5% A TR AR R 7 m, FEAE AT VT 600 mo S Bl LAXUIAE T 32

ISVl (FEHh S3) AL T4 AL L AT sh vl AR AT 3k 150 m, S KB BEE K 40°, R3¢
FZREE S, th T 32 VR IR sh v M AE TR B — e PR 1k A I YRR U ) T 9 3, SERRAE S, 9K
3582 m MEBEHE I <5% o o3 L3 R IORTE SR AR I ERE i RO TR K LR 4R 235904 80 m 55 m 1 30
m , HAEE AT TT 400 m,

SFLEUDRRIS (FEHE S4) AL TARHE ST OPEALER, FEHSFIE R <30 AEB TR T 25% , iEAK 3 577 m AR
TR R 8 m AP T4, BEAEE AT 250 m, WUE 3 LLXUAAPE T 3

PEED (PR SS) A7 TR S2 PUMI, FEMLACT-AR R <50 1K 3 580 m, M EE I 25% , T EAH
VIR WA= ME ( Sophora moorcrofiiana) (VY & (Artemisia wellbyi ) FIVP K (Agriophyllum squarrosum ) %5 | ¥ %} F
KA EER 5 m, AR T, BEHEE AR VL 700 m, KUDTE S LARRAE T 32

[ E Vol (FEHL S6) A7 TREHL S2 LMl iy wh itk B b SR 3—5° 4K 3 591 m AEBEEIE 55% , EEA

http ; //www. ecologica. cn



4984 JAE = 324

Yy FhA B A BN E VD 5 ( Orinus thoroldii ( Stapf ex Hemsl. ) Bor) &5 A% 10—15a, AHXF TR K AL R 16
m, FEHEEGATIT 1000 m, 3G S5 RIS  RIDTE S LIV AT R 3

BEVDTIME (R S7) A T REHE ST KRS, V4K 3 570 m, JOAE B 36 1 | AT i K A7 4K 0.5 m,
FFE AT VT Sm,

Horf s S1.S3 .4 Fil ST A TRES AR VL o7 IS KM A, kb S2 S5 1 S6 A3z T KA P fill
1.3 ISR SiE

T 2009 4F 7—8 H MR 4 ik Vb M ISR D BB A7 I A % 28 AN RAE AL, FH GPS i FoRFES M E, H
e TIER S (PR ST) FTAL R RS TD s (RE M S2) 43 B AE D Fr T rp gl R e 1) b A 35 SR AR 12 A4, Ll
LB VDHE (FEHD S3) 76 Eo I AR B A PR AE A 6 A, BEHE S1.S2 1 S3 AR ¥b Fe B A SRAE S B A% 1
ANEE FRVDER (FEh S4) 2112 VD s (BEHL SS ) A7 VD Inl ey (R S7) A BERAFE AT 6 4, AN A AE LN
RAEEIAR 1 ANEE G U (FEHL S6) BRAEA 4 A, L3R 28 A RAFE S  BRAEHE S7 11 2 4 RAE A
TREEH 0—10 em 1 10—20 cm Ak, HE AL RAEIR I 0—10 em (10—20 cm F120—40 cm 53)Z2RKAF, 3
R RN 84 A HERE S RAEN Y EREE A 20 em x 20 em, HHVP R )E 0—10 em VIS
g AFHROL, A BASE AT DU SRR A R A TSR = [ AR RT B it 2 mm B S A

SEG A A FR R0 S 1 B B 41 B pH (A HLRR . &R S8, ik iR . 0k B 4 A
Coulter LS230 WOtH B2 AN E (IRFRA 4311 ) | >R H 38 ] 3 R0k K/ INBy 43 G bm e . 0 (2. 0—0. 05 mm,
H12.0—1.0 mm NPHLAEPRL, 1.0—0. 5 mm AHLEPEL,0. 5—0. 25 mm K H#KL, 0. 25—0. 1 mm HATRPHL,
0. 1—0. 05 mm ML ANEFRL) K3k (0. 05—0. 002 mm) FUKGHL(<0. 002 mm) 5 43 pH {ECR FH o700 5 1 5 £ 5
A ML R FH e 1 - B % TR P AL Al o 5 - 498 4 50 R LI R0 a5 H 4 4 (P, 0, ) SR FH AR —= A
PR RV FHEA DL L (A D 5 13240 (K, 0) SR FH SRR — = SRR I JE G BE AN E o A BN TAE A 7E
B2 e B T R A BT e
1.4 XIbiz sl i

FRPETAT A% PN I 3 U | B 5 e XU e L9 52 p L 1) A R sV e, 43 AR % P 3 RV e IO, 3 ik
ATVAREE AT DTS S0, T e AR B R, 76 7 AN A eAnit 60 41, BEFR 5—7 d P 1
o RIE R B (=), KB R IE (+) o RIS E5 S5, BR 2 KUE] S i) 38 o Arpk 25 il , 3 A3 2] 27 41 5848
2 ERMSWH
2.1 AN[FEZEAYD b - TR R
2.1.1  HHERRHE

LU S8 A AN [ S RV D 38 pH B8 7.21—9.25 (1K12) , S vk Bt A mset: | LU b DA FH - 398 52
PR A (pH (H4 8.3—8.7) " AT LAFR H % X AR R A Vb i pH (B A8 FL 75 i He A R, Hevb [ 5 V0 i
pH {H (8. 11—8.71) 528 35, siARIZERI VD pH (810 55, 10 eI Sh 70 M - 2% 0 Rk s 78 /0 3l 30 s A0
[ Vb pH (B4, 4350 8.40—9.21,8.93—9.25,8.83—9.20 F18. 11—8. 71 il F i sh v Ly i 5h
T Hl R0 [ 5E VD M pH (AR, 285 7. 53—8.52,7.21—8. 30 F1 7. 67—7. 94, Hirh JREGE s v IR T
0 20—40 cm EHEPE(pH (E R 8. 4) 4b, HoB AN RV Fe B A AR BE i V0 Ay 350 S i Bk, ol 2 3 sl v M ok e )
H120—40 cm F5REEME(pH (E R 8.52) , Hoe ARV 3B AR EE (v 25 S bk . B F 3582 0—10 em
3 pH (E P HE(pH (E R 7. 21) 4, 1L sh b Mo L3 AT DA KR 3 10—20 em M1 20—40 cm Vi
SO, PGV R AN VT e A SR A 2 1R VD R [ E VD 0—10 em VDKL (pH {ECH 8. 11) ¥
B, T 22 V0 10—20 em F1 20—40 em YRLI 3R G (pH (E 5370 8.54 F18.71)

ARV B30 398 pH (BT 5, T sh V0 s A e [a) e pH (8. 94—9. 21) &y, 135 (8. 84—9.17)
W2 U ET (8. 40—8.70) e/, W R sh Vb Mo LLh 3 pH (E (7. 77—8. 31) #, Al (7. 53—8. 52) IK
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Z T (7.56—7.65) fie/N, I3 sV M A [RI B A 1 pH (B AR 228/, v 3R e 4300 ok 7. 73—
7.82,7.62—7.77 #17.21—8.3 , Wi AR T3 pH (E 15 , T ¥ it 2h V0 Hb BR VD> B T4k, Hg b B4 pH
(BB 34 St Il SRR R R i K kA, TR R sh Vb R A b Ak e v A pH (S R Bk
RGBS LR sV MR A e v A pH (EI R BN B IR I o, S
GUDORHL B VI R [ VD M pH (35 Bk Bt A - R S I g O 2 [ VD b pH (AR - R
TR R s N R

T3 EE T pH value TIHEHHLBE SOM/ (g/ke)
7.0 7.5 8.0 8.5 9.0 9.5 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0
0 T T T T 1 0 T T T T 1
§ 10| 5§ 10t /
~ ~
e <
5y |5y
= 2 =
= L z 20+
w wn
30 | =30 F
® ®
+H +H
40 - 40 -
T35 TN/ (g/ke) T332 TP/ (g/kg)
0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 1.0 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2.0 2.2 2.4
0 T T T T 1 O T T T T T T 1
: ;
E 10 | E 10 F
5 5
o =)
'g 20 L ;;6 20 F
::d f::d
S S =
® 30 L . ® 30 p o«
+H H
40 - 40 L
T8 TK/ (g/kg)
250 260 27.0 28.0 29.0 30.0 31.0 32.0
0 T T T T T T 1
=]
L2 g0 b
=) —e— SIVP IR —— Sl —— SIE [
S e SHPIET o S2HE x S2ENTHY
‘g 20 | —+—S3 b —a— S3HhBE  —— S3TH
M — 54 ——S5 ——S6
S ) ——S7
® 30 ®
.H
40 L

E2 HEMAIUEESRDL N TER IR
Fig.2 Soil nutrients content of different sandy land types at different depths in the study area
SOM: HHEEHLI Soil organic matter; TN; 2% Total nitrogen; TP 4 Total phosphorus; TK; 2% Total potassium

2.1.2 HHEAHUR

A 2 AT D R R - A HLT & i 0. 75—2. 80 g/kg, BI/NT 6 g/kg, HRIERASESS 2 Yk 4%
A SRR IR A BB UE (R 1) 1% XN [FIZE RV b+ e ML & 2 2 8 TARMKKF (6 40) , ik 1R
i DX A HA LB A 4 (10. 64—38. 82 g/kg) ! s AN (R 26 80 vt A ML A5 T 75, 612 20 i 788 03] e s
VDR A LT S R (49 2. 05—2. 80 g/kg,1.98—2.21 g/kg Fl 1.33—1.87 g/kg) , Il sh b
M TR U Sl b | 1L 35 3 SV b A [ VD b A HLTT B AR (4300 0. 97—1. 91 ¢/kg,0.75—1.79 g/kg,
0.92—1.31 g/kg #10.83—1.21 g/kg) .,
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SRR TRV F 307 - A LIS B 00 7, VAT 0 sl v b AR a2 3 sl U b B4 DA [ b A L5 5 s (43
9 1.29—1.91 g/kg F10.99—1.79 g/kg) , I3t 2 V0 i 3 A HLIT & 4 (1. 18—1. 38 g/kg) IRZ TP BT
(0.97—1.19 g/kg) e/, AT G sl v b Vb B T0OA AL & 1 (0. 87—1. 18 g/kg) IRZ M (0.75—0. 81 ¢/
ke) Fe/INo WLISBEIR Bb HAS [ HUBT & s Al 2230/, N3 B3R 353510 0. 93—1. 31 g/kg, 1. 04—
1.13 g/kg F10.92—1.14 g/kg, BEAIRIGREE LA MU & B F , ATMEG 2 V> bR Vb FET00A0 , e [ 1 0 v 3
A AT P e 3 SR IR B MR R U/ AR A S VD YD B TR AL ke I A I SR R o
T, P LL 10—20 em %855 (0. 81 g/kg) .0—10 em F1 20—40 em #AK (43514 0. 75 ¢/kg F10.76 ¢/
kg) , FElA] LA 2040 em 855 (0 1.79 g/kg) ,0—10 cm Fl 10—20 cm BAK (43514 1. 04 g/kg F110.99 g/
kg) o I BVD L b 3BT e 3 30k B 2 SR B N I 14 T, ke e By B A IR 4 o v 9
I HELL 1020 em %05 (1. 14 g/kg) ,0—10 em H120—40 em BAK (435100 1. 05 g/kg F10.92 g/kg) . F2%
VDB et A 3] b A AL e A R Ay B o T ST R A e/ | T2 [ T A BT
L 20—40 cm %555 (1. 21 g/kg) ,0—10 em Fl 10—20 em K (43510 0.85 g/kg F10.83 g/kg) .

F1 2EETRTELE LR ARRS RiRE)

Table 1 General soil fertilization class ratings ({rom the Second National Soil Survey)

FHEF A Soil nutrients class (g/kg)

+ RS — —

Soil nutrients Rm (1 %) (2 9%) (3 %) TR (4 %) fiR(5 %) RAK(6 %)
Very high High Moderate to high Low to moderate Low Very low

HHLFE SOM >40 30—40 20—30 10—20 6—10 <6

A TN >2 1.5—2 1—1.5 0.75—1 0.5—0.75 <0.5

42 TP >1 0.8—1.0 0.6—0.8 0.4—0.6 0.2—0.4 <0.2

A TK >25 20—25 15—20 10—15 5—10 <5

2.1.3 +HH4AR

A 2 A0 R RV b - 34 A & i 0. 04—0. 41 g/kg, BI/NT 0.5 o/kg, FIHIEA DL & & —FF,
J&FARMAT-(6 &) (F 1) AHZART R 50 Hb A AL 3 & (& 2) Al pg b X B4 0% & (0. 32—2.30 ¢/
k) M AN ) A D s A GRS R T, YA S R [ VD M A A A (4 0. 10—0. 41 g/kg A
0.10—0. 18 g/kg) , F-ZZUDTRHL JAIMEGE SN VD T 52 0 sh v b | 1133 38 0 v b e e V0 b 4 10 AR AIR (43
514 0.08—0. 11 g/kg,0.05—0. 11 g/kg,0.04—0. 13 g/kg,0.04—0.10 g/kg F10.04—0.07 g/kg) .

SEASTRI YD Fe s 57 - 18 4= 0 2800 75, A0 o0 U Ml RT3 30 VD b DA ) b 4 R B (iR
0.07—0. 11 g/kg f10.07—0. 13 g/kg) , FHKZ (594 0. 06—0. 08 ¢/kg F10.05—0.07 g/kg) , V> B Tifw/Ih
(53514 0.05—0.06 g/kg F10.04—0.05 g/kg) . G BNVPHIARFIFA A & AHZEBUN, B3 R
35k 0.05—0.09 g/kg,0.05—0.08 g/kg F10.04—0.10 g/kg, FAFGE HIESR SRS, MR sh
O HB RV Fe TR, Fr B) b A0 38 4 10 7 i 2 3 R Ry Bt o = 9 R B8 J I sl s o 9T 2 0 sh VD M V> Fe TR 3 4
R i AN Ry Bt A AP R B R s ) | T P R M 4 Rt R IO B AR B R IR O e Sh v b
YRS ERINME IR MK, EJEPL 10—20 em %5 (0.09 g/kg) ,0—10 cm £l 20—40 cm
AR (4338 0.07 g/kg F10.05 g/kg) , FIELL 2040 em #55(0. 08 g/kg) ,0—10 cm A1 10—20 em 8K (43
B8 0.06 g/kg F10.05 g/kg) , LRy T v Ta] 0 1y A [ 1 V0 Ml 4 2805 H 44 26 W A 6 25 - S9 R F8E 14 i
/N 2 1 5 VD b4 R i R IR B - SR R N RS K
2.1.4 34

H & 2 0 UL S RIZE R Vb Hb B A i 1.01—2. 36 g/ke, R T 1 o/ke, JB TAREIKF (1 ) (£
1), 220 8 T L R DX A P A2l 5k (0. 55—0. 82 o/kg) M, BN IFIZE R YD s Al 35 1 55, T WE b sl Vb
VO TRI e, S-SR MR [ A VD M A A A (B 1.37—2.36 g/kg,1.72—1.74 g/kg,1.59—1.76 g/
kg Fll 1.42—1.65 g/kg) 10 i shvb | 113 3t 20 Vb b A2 f [ 52 V0 4l & Ik (4090 1. 01—1. 54 ¢/
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kg,1.15—1.54 g/kg Al 1.12—1.33 g/kg) .

SRS TR YD Fe s 07 - 398 Al 5 S 1M, A0 37 st v b R 5 3 Bl Vb b 2 LAV B T4 B O iR (43R
1.86—2.36 g/kg Fl1.44—1.54 g/kg) , B Z (43510 1.77—1.99 g/kg 1 1.33—1.54 g/kg) , hiedR /)
(4354 1.37—1.55 g/kg 1 1.01—1.51 g/kg) o LIEHEH VD HI LU T B A8 & BN (1.39—1. 51 g/kg) , T
e (1.25—1.37 g/kg) FLEHE (1.15—1.27 g/ke) B/, SEANRITREE 4820 5 B 5, TMER 3 VD A [R] 5
7B R BIRIA 0—10 em E5,20—40 em 2 F IR Z,10—20 ecm 2B & /N, RSV HIA
[0 2B & RN 10—20 em 35 ,0—10 em 2B F IR Z ,20—40 em @& ER/h, IR
i b3 A i AR Ry B T IR FE R AT/, R R B AR I 10—20 em A5 AR ,20—40 cm
W RIRZ ,0—10 em 2B /N, BV b RN [F G V0 4 B B X R Bk B 25 3R 458 i i
IN VDR W AR L) 0—10 em #7E (1.76 g/kg) ,20—40 em W& RIRZ (1.74 g/kg) ,10—20 cm 4=
S B R/N(1.59 g/kg) , T2 [ 5E V0 #4055 DL 10—20 em #0755 (1. 33 g/kg) ,0—10 em W& HEIRZ
(1.16 g/kg) ,20—40 cm 2B F /N (1.12 g/ke) .

2.1.5 THELH

&l 2e AT UL R [R)2E 704+ HE 4 B0 & Ol 25.29—31. 41 o/kg, ¥R T 25 g/kg, JB TARE K (1 90)
(1), JRiE s T 1L D A A8 & (6. 95—12.23 o/kg) ' AR R Vb o450 & T o, 2 2 v
M TR Sl | LU 3B I S b R [ D A S B AR (40 30. 13—30. 86 g/kg,28.25—31.41 g/kg,
28.25—30.85 g/kg F129.04—29.47 g/kg) , 7 NS SF-28 V0 A H AIATE G B 70 440 S S AIE (4 3ok
28.99—29.44 g/kg,28.29—28.95 g/kg F125.29—30.5 g/kg) .

SEAS TRV Fe 57 - 98 4 2 1T 5, Vo0 3 s Vb s LA ) b 4 A0 (27, 26—30. 50 g/kg) , R
(27.64—27.9 g/kg) IKZ WP LT (25.29—27.70 g/kg) fe/Ivo 0B S0 M DL v g 4 B0 & 1 55078 (29. 16—
31.41 g/kg) , Frlb)H1(28.90—30. 94 g/kg) K2 VP T (28.25—29. 64 g/kg) e/, LG sh v s LA b By 4
B A (29. 57—30. 82 g/kg) , HiHE (28.96—30. 85 ¢/kg) IRZ . T (28.25—28. 77 ¢/kg) fe/IN, FhAIH]
TREE TIPS T, V0L S v b P[] 4 30 5 i SR I A B A R 1 I 3 O T B TRURT rh g 2
L 10—20 cm 240 & BAE (43910 27.70 g/kg F127.90 o/kg) o T i sh Vb A [R50 2 26 30l 20—40
em EHIE AR ,0—10 em SRR ,10—20 em S ERAL, (L7 sh s 3480 5 B R PN BE
MO NG, PR R R 0—10 em 1A R ,20—40 em 28 E IR ,10—20 cm
SRR E AR AR, R VD ORI AN [ V0 A i 2 SR kB A R R i R A VD b A i R
LA 0—10 cm 555 (29. 44 g/kg) (10—20 cm L8PS EHE/N(28.99 g/kg) |, i & 5E V0 i 4480 5 LA 20—40
em 555 (30.86 g/kg) ,0—10 em 24P & H K (30.37 g/kg) ,10—20 em 24055 /M (30. 13 g/kg) .

2.2 AS[EIZSEIVD ) A ek B AR AR

LR TE 28 AN [6] 28 7Y v i 1 = 39807 138 21 1l AR R &5 82 B K (53. 83% —95. 93% ) , By ki & 12 (3. 3% —
40.5% ) IRZ RERL 58 (0. 77% —5. 68% ) fie /N, HLAD R = B 4E A b5 B (7. 73% —56. 6% ) AN KL
FH(9.29%—T72.2% ) (1 3) o WAS[RIZEAL YD AR R 4H RS 75, R FTURS A 75 359 LA VT e b (0 310
4.02% F127.95% ) e K CEEE VS HL(53 9000 1.35% F15.27% ) e/ o RRE P it 38 30k 7 V0 In] W b > 381 5 0
H1(2.98% ) > MRS VPH (2. 89% ) > FLEVS TR (1. 69% ) > T R FL S TP (1. 54% ) > L3 3hvb
(1.49% ) > - [E E Vb, TRk & i B B VD M > B2 Vb (16. 36% ) > TR shvbib (15. 42% ) >
SEVORRHE(12.03% ) > WGBS VOHI (8. 02% ) > TSIV (6. 89% ) > [ g Vb, AN [RIZERL VD By hr
Bt FURARE 25t 8 K/ NI R ARLBL, S LU 300 sl b s e o2 3 sh v b i K/ NI A BT 22031, b o5 1 DA 2
FEVPHE(93.40% ) e K FEVDITE /N (68. 05% ) o APRE S L3RI N2 [ 8 VD b > T j52 it sl V0 L (91. 59% )
> IR B TP (90. 50% ) > F-LE VAR (86.31% ) > T MEF SV (81. 68% ) > [ Vb (80.65% ) > b
TAIRERD AN [R) ALY b A A it 55 A B it 9 K/ NI TE 4 A
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Fig.3 Soil grain size fraction of different sandy land types at different depths in the study area

AN]SR B8 2H BT =, R JE 0—10 em KRLE &N 0. 77% —4. 05% , ¥y bi & 2 0 3. 30% —
22.60% bR S5 73.33%—95.92% . KPRLHURY RSB 1 LU R I Sh b i i B ok | LB sh v s
Se7E A N V7% a4 L NN E L 3 ) RS AT 8 N T == 1) R AU R 8 5 N N [ B R LR A LR U TR iU N
ZINIG 550Kt R FIURY Rl B e R AR A, 10—20 em Kk &4 0.90% —5. 68% , Frki % f4 3.93% —40.50% ,
WKL A 53.82% —95.23% . RRL FIURARL 5 457 LA 7 V0] vk b fe K 0T 2 A S0 V0 M ) L [RD St e /N RDRE
B D0 AR 2 38 S0 00 Ml ) B ) b fe R B VD T b e /)N | TR TR AN R R b bR 5 it ) R/ INIBU R 5
ORI HUE R & f B B . 20—40 em KRS0 0.81% —2. 67% , Byki &l 3.48% —14.90% Wk & iF
4 82.84% —95.63% , RPRLE 1 DA 2 Vb e K VT 2 Ok sl U0 b () rh 3 B /0N o A B DU L YRT R 3 3 D b
P R TR I S VD ML VD BTN R TRV s s B 1 R/ NI 55 R et SR AR AH S, DAV
TP M B VD Fe T0U R R AT MEJAL sl Vb s B Hh 3 e/

P R TT AL AN RS T D b, - SFA7 5 20 1l 1) 25 5 59T 45 P MR R i R XS 3R B A G B JRGEEE g 34
R, B b A VD S5 P AR 40 4 T K AL VD SR R B A AR P I R B IXOR [ B K
JINF A SBR[ 8 X T B VR TS, IORRURT M iy 7 1 Y 3 R [ 328 30T 1) b 3 0T L i T4 U Rl
iERE 15 S KD Bl X AN R EE /N S8 URL AR 43 16 AN (], 18 AN () S B 70 b 1) = JER7 B 2 g ) 2 57
PERR, BUAh, Z 4 NP2 sh B 5%, AN TR) R B 3k B 21 i) 22 SRR, #2)2 0—10 em 1 10—20 cm
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AN TR ALY MRS, AR Rl 155 £ 1) SR /INIBE P AL, 2R 35 8 5 R AR RO G 25 2 1) /NI S AR A B2, 20—40
em AN[RIZE AV Hby AR RIS RIS RS 55 15 08 R/ NI 22 538K s 5 1t S5 A B 1 ) R/ NI S AR A I
2.3 RSO SRR A A

LIRS FEAAS [ 2R AR VD b+ A AL S A pH (A 2% & &, DU E &2/ pH A2 R 2
99% B EAKFHIEA M (P<0.01) (F2), Hib 2P M SR & EHCRE(R) 5K (0.58), -
AN S B pH E 20 R AR . BREMh, 23 pH E AHLR 2R M e S L enEd
A FE I AR AR I, P A WU S R pH (B SRR BPRL B 40 R AR R & 5 999% 3
IV BY IEAR S 15 HP bR i 5 99% W35 /K TR SAE G 8 ORI 2B 5 5530 S RRL Ry b 1
5 95% (P<0.05) F199% i 2 7K V-0 IEAR N, SIAT R A AREb b & & B AR RE 5 4 20 51 2 99% F1 95%
B K IEAR S | 5 Ak S 5 99% F1 95% B K ERY TR et mI Al WL, R 3R
55 7 2 RS A DG I e M U ) 1 AT S U 55 1) R A, 2 rP R R A A o R e

R2 HEFRBIUEESRDU LB LRENEARSFSSENEXIN

Table 2 Correlation matrix of pearson coefficients between different soil nutrients and grain size fraction in the study area

35743 Soil nutrients - HERLE 4 K, Soil grain size fraction/mm
X A VR T VI R ]
+ Sy pH 1
Soil nutrients ~ SOM 0.19 1
TN 0.34** 0.50"* 1
TP 0.46** 0.38** 0.19 1
TK -0.16 -0.20 0.00 -0.74** 1
YR AL <0.002 0.39* 0.45** 0.26* 0.30** -0.22 1
Soil grain 0.002—0.05 0.48** 0.46™* 0.27° 0.30"* -0.17  0.93** 1
size fraction  0.05—0. 1 0.52** 0.60"* 0.36"* 0.28" -0.10  0.80** 0.89* 1
0.1—0.25 0.41°* 0.40"* 0.30** 0.15 -0.04  0.43** 0.34** 0.46°* 1
0.25—0.5  —0.58** —0.58** -0.40** -0.29 % 0.12  -0.77** -0.75** -0.85** —-0.82** 1
0.5—1.0 -0.13 -0.18 -0.07 -0.05  0.02 -0.45** —0.41** -0.34** -0.58"* 0.40"* 1
1.0—2.0 0.09 -0.03 0.11 -0.07 0.03 -0.17 -0.15 -0.12 -0.15 0.07 0.34** 1

w x5 990y W EME KO BRI, * 5 95% WEMEAKOE BRI SENE ; pH (EICHAL, HoE FR 018 R N o/kg

MR S S RE AR R M, 38 pH (SN RLS BE R G K(0.52) , SHP R AN 406D
L E I R ERZ (415020 0.48 F10.41) , SRR & 1Y R A65/N0.39) . HHEA LT SR ANEPRL & 51 R
(K (0.60) , S5 MR FRTRL S 1) R AR Z (43514 0.46 F10.45) , SARMR &5/ (0.40) , HHERE
SRR Y R AHR K (0.36) , S ARAPRLAUE AL & 1Y R (EURZ (439020 0. 30 F10.27) , SRR & 1)
R{EF/IN0.26) . AR 5HPR S B9 R i K (0.30) , Hok b 5 R0 AH 4170k & B 19 R {E (435
0.30 F10.28), 3 pH (H . AHLE ., &AM & RS ek &m0 R AAES N5 (4358 -0. 58,
-0.58,-0.40 F1-0.29) , X ij6AH 3R EE ARG 3R FR RO, 52 A2 Sh i i ) 52 ), R [R) 2
YD RV Fedffo i i) 3% 00 & i 22 SRR

ANV YDl A S35 43 i A RDRE R B 2R L R AR S5 240 D ) S5 5 e 1S 0 i SR B
AT (R 38 i s N R A (TR 4)  JHodr  BERE N 1% BORSRL A, 35 pH (E A LT RO 4B 53 313 in
0.1988,0.2636,0.0173 g/kg F10.0674 g/kg; BN 1% BORRL &, HHE pH (B A MU 4 R0 28 5 513
J10.0371,0.0412,0. 0028 g/kg F10.0104 g/kg; BEHIMN 1% M ANADRL & 1, 14 pH (H AP &R 26
A3 I 0. 0767,0.1011,0.0071 ¢/kg 1 0.0182 g/kg; Bt N 1% B9 4MEb A & &, 143 pH {8 A WL A4 A
G313 0. 0164 ,0.0188 g/kg F10.0016 g/kg; BRI 1% ) h b & i, +3€ pH AP &AM 28
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HIHE-0.0173,-0.0197,-0. 0016 g/kg F1-0.0038 g/kg. Hit AT W, Kbk AR 400 L & & 09 38 o 998 53
A OB | AN N w7 =111 [ o 2 P ) VA S L U VA e w1 M OB ) | AN A N T e 04 T <1
B0 s/ - e Y i

y=02939x+7.7749 B y = 1.0328x + 6.6669
g 9.5 R2=0.1151 'i“ 0.7 ° Eo 25 };7 0].;245?))61;3;2728 g 9.5
g 9.0 T % @061 5, =0.0665¢ - 0.0043 %, e g 90
= AP > 0> R2=0.3349 S0 eais e =
2 85F 00 £ 04 ’ =R 0 e 2 85
= % 402 & T8°S =
75 P o B . 5 ° 1.0+ > o % 7.5
BT % o 0.1 35 = s 7
+H 7.0 o, L L L ) 0 . L L ) - 0.5 L L s s ) 7.0 1o L L )
0 1.0 20 30 40 5.0 0 1.0 20 3.0 40 50 0 1.0 20 30 40 50 05 10 15 20 25
THAHR SOM/ (g/kg) TIAHLFT SOM/(g/kg) THAHT SOM/(g/kg) 3£ TP/ (g/kg)
5 7= 00164x+7.6388
g 9.5 0 9.5 . E 95 » . g 9. ) R2=Odl‘6a5lm
g 9.0 £9.0 S 90, 5. @ g 90 .7 RS e
T 85 85 e g5l E8S5te o o0 T
4 2 © 0 o @ ) 5° © o @ c% oo 4 Duuu cmca
z 805 001988+ 7781 T 0 & y=00371+ 77737 E 8Os y-00767x+78325 T B0F T
KIS E 0 =052 BIS[GS o o R2=02321 ®758 . R=0275 sp S e Lo
'H 7.0 L2 L L L J 'H 7.0 o L L L L J 'H 7'0 L L L L L L J 'H 7.0 1° L L L L J
0 20 40 60 80 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 0 4 8 12 16 20 24 28 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Rk & & Clay/% Bk Silt/% PRI & & Very fine sand/% AR B Fine sand/%
£ 2 £ 2 5.0
3 5.0 - y=0.2636x +0.8864 39 5.0 y =00.(i412x +0.9687 E 5.0 y=0.1011x+0.9578 5 > 5= 0.0188x %0.7978
s E 4.0 o R*=0.2142 E E 4.0 R2:0.10629
2 2130 ) 5 3.0 °
2} n - . o o
73} 2 ¢ oo
B 1 2.0 =S B 20b ° . Ggd
r z10 Z T 10} oS TRt s
% 0 L L L ) ﬂ% 0 L L L L L ) ﬂ% 0 P S S T S % 0 P S S T S |
H "0 20 40 60 80 H 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 H 0 4 8 1216202428 H 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Kiki g & Clay/ % Kreiar & Silt/% Wb ki€ & Very fine sand/% ki A& Fine sand/%
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