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Vertical distribution of soil organic carbon content and its influencing factors in
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Abstract: In this study, a soil survey was carried out in Aohan County in Chifeng, Inner Mongolia. A generalized additive
model (GAM) was used to analyze the spatial variability of the soil organic content (SOC) in soil depths of 0—100 cm.
The results showed that SOC varied from 0.23 to 20.71 g/kg in 0—100 c¢m soil depths, and decreased gradually with
increasing soil depths. The GAM fitted the relationship between SOC and environmental factors well. With increasing soil
depth, SOC also varied. Vegetation was the dominant factor affecting SOC in surface soil; soil moisture was the dominant
factor affecting SOC in deeper soil. The dominant factors that influenced the variation of soil organic carbon also showed

considerable differences with increasing soil depth.
Key Words: soil organic carbon; soil depth; Generalized Additive Model ( GAM) ; semi-arid zone
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I 52 3 22 R R AL R FE ) M R e M 06 2% 6 TR I A7 AE T e HLBR 5 L i ] =2 8] X
TR A e A LG 1) 22 ) 3 A S S R 38405 R SR AL

UL FEIRE, B AT T A ALK 5 i S R R R AT 22 2 e X 3R R RS, TR R A L
BRI T AEAE 32 B UREX: FE S8 1 520, AS [ PR 358 TR 5 28 R 3 LB Il (9 A LG R — A W oE
SR, FEVR I HHE A HUBR I it 1153 5, Jobbagy'* WFFT 8 11,20 em VR AR (1 -+ SR fif it 24 & + 1 fk g
Bt Y 59% , TR)Z AT LA it 15 B HC 2 T 0 A1 5 AR B~ Al S0 DX Ui T R ) BT AN ] 20 O TR 3R
BEE IR RSN, A LR S AR B R BN W R 22 5 AN RTR B B 52 e o B A Y 2
SHSESUR S N TR E TN

PRI, DAY S AR Tl BODUIE A E9E IX 3282430 0—100 em +-3EVR BE I HILER K 28 [R) 43 A R4 3
SO R L35 By - 39 MRS IR DR 200 A LA 35 S0 BRI, 15 4R 3% R ) - A AL e 2= 1) A2 55 19
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1.1 AFFEIXHESL

WFFE XA TN 52 1t AR T 2R B i B BODUIEE (41°42—42°02'N | 119°30'—120°54'E ) , BF97 X b 34 5 B g 5
JUARAGHRAE , HIE 2748 B 5% X A2 8300 km?, V4R 7E 300—1250 m 2 [H] ; 4F f 7K & 7F 310—460 mm Z
5], 7K B F ] AU 5 4F- 28 & i 2000—2600 mm , 425K 6°C , A& 2988 T8 IR H R AE &8
TR T AR, FBUSUE A MRV 5 JF X b P AR B R 3 | 37 XSk R F R st
GRZE RS, A SRR A HAT B e i ma AL 25 57, D rg S0 52 30 LR Hh BRMIORI R 5 340 37 1) 2 i O
IR, RIS A7 A2 B2 A5 PR RO RE IR, A8 VD A R e DA B B A A ) i R B A 4 A28 B i 32 2
RIFEENE 1, R A e O I ) R TS 4 ALV S KD | DU sl sl | e v R
BEVD MRy 3 s FODUE + MR RS 2 i T A B My | 2 DA 32 RIS B 4 Br R IX
1.2 Wik
1.2.1  FEHEE

5T T 2014 4 8 H A TEFAME SR AR F 98 R I A THURE VR 9 X AR b 1) P R 7 ) A 15 6 4% FE
2 FHARRELRMEIRG 15 km, 5 S5REZR 25HR B 1% 5 kmx5 km B 1E 5 T SRRE X AHAR WAL X [A]FG 13 km, R/
NN R B FIRE RV | 00025 R AR AR X N HARRHE  ZEAE X Y A 15 3—5 A BLARURE L, JERE IR 182 A Hh (&
1,%1),

WE RS , TR 4%« S” TR A1 4 AFE S, AR AL SLE B 3—5 m, TR AL I2 B A v £ 385
1A, 4% i 0—20,20—40,40—60,60—80,80—100 cm %43 5 2, i F 2 L3 2, B2 3 NEE #1450
Wk 2 A LR KR ARSI, 2 A TG TR AR (0] S0 2 Bt AFs o i A

TFF 5% R FH % TR A AR A T T - A ML i, 132 SR FH B LI A T 0L D, 1 48 B K ok LA
105°CHET ZAEF M . TR R T Mastersizer3000 3547 BE 43 B AS0M 52 | 4% A 6] 4 Bk 42 21 43 Ky
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FBL(<0.002 mm) 347 (0.05—0.002 mm) FIH KL (2—O0.
05 mm) [10]
1.2.2 FHEm ik

™ SRR IS 760 2 58 5k 6 425 R K e ST ) PR 1
SRR 5 A R — A e BB O BT P S
TR 3 B () R HE R AR R 5 e Sy ) A i PR A
2 I8 SR BB B BRSO 2, HE T LA 5 4 7 A R
T3k 22 ] 1 322 32 o RO RO 6 2, MR R S AR R [
P 75 k5 PR A 4 £ BRI OGR4 AR T 5000 4
S BRI 28 P AR R 4 It A7 TR R e ) 3
Bk

g(E(Y)) =a +5,(X,) +5,(Xy) +-5,(X,) (1)
Ao, g o HEBE PR, () g A B I o K
FORORERTI, Sp b RS 1k 5 FR I SBORB, Xpi SR T
R

ABIFFE R FH 2 SCHGIE 352 SH A 6 A5 780 015 5 8 VP4 A e
0 T RE 7, 28 S UE W 3o b e S W4 S5 4 VAR, 45 0 »o®

60 km
BN A IR 2%, HICE 9 2 (MBE) |- 348 %5 2% 1
(MAE) F4 7 #i% 2% ( RMSE ) SETEMM T 3004 kG B ©ORHER bt L
N [ #X I FEst ki
MBE:N—IZ(PL_OL) (2> — HF 3
i=1
1 N 1 REARTESHE
MAE =N Z; ‘ P i Oi ‘ ( 3) Fig.1 The distribution of sampling sites and soil types

RMSE = J;VZ (P, -0,)? (4)

b VAR E %k, P ARSRTINE, O fRFRMM(E . #RL R MBE %L T 0, R BB R AU & 5k 2= 4k
TALE M1 ; MAE {EAT RMSE {8/ N 73531 2 WIAS U A oS PR =) v s [l Py LA e s ) it
JO7 R ML 22 T R RIS DX AT HURR 35 B HEA T e T2 , I 7 22 20 W il A BT DA 380 A AL

ST AR . WEErh A I BRI AE R 3.0.1 BRI e

R1 HAREERERBESTE

Table 1 The distribution of sample properties in study area

YR/ () FE AL R/ m T Hb £ e FEHBEL R 2T FEHb R
Slope Number of plots Elevation Number of plots Soil types Number of plots  Land use types Number of plots
<5 81 <500 32 b4 45 A 89
5—10 37 500—700 43 ESTRS 64 S 46
10—15 22 700—900 54 5+ 40 i 47
15—20 21 900—1100 38 PRI 33
20—25 12 >1100 15
>25 9

2 BERE55H

21 HHEAYU S EAA RS

XPIFSE X 182 ANHE A9 - AT LA 35 1 S B AT SE 3 0B (3% 2) , 7 0—100 em PR 4 - 38 0] 1T
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I, 3 BLRR S BB IE FIAE 0.23—20.71 g/kg Z 18] TR E 00 B, 4% 3T E I A HLER (1 F- 15
B FIAE 4.47—7.49 o/ kg ZIA], Bl AT -3 0R I I3 39 A MILAR 1% i B TR AIG , 262 4 (0—20 om) TR
B3N R 20em , +3EA MR- 2 & 00 BIFEAR 12.55% 13.74% [1.79% 1 14.20% , ARIGEEEE Rk 34 57
IR ERGE AR T (> 40 g/kg) . T (30—40 g/kg) MM (20—30 g/kg) . IV (10—20 g/kg) . V (6—10 g/kg) . VI
(< 6 g/ke) ¥ HHEA PR SRR 6 R RIS R B, HHEA PLIT (SOM) = £ 34 HLEk (SOC) x
1.724 W5 X A ML T 7 1 SVARAL7E— AR A KT 40 em DL 2R BE A ALAR B AR 7E IV 2, T 40 cm
DU =2 R A DR & A E V9, H X5 2550 Tl 1 40 em TREE DL A H A HLER & 5 W34 & T 40
em VREE VLN A 3 2 231G MUK & & (P<0.05) , 11 24 R EE A 2 80 em LUF B, 4984 HLAK & = 10 T R
MR RE RN 14.20% , 8L R, HHEG LR 0 i F 2Rk A T MRSV P A S i 5% A4 R 2 - 5 540 R
B4 SRS M TR 2 - S B R SR B RS S5 N AR SR AN RE 1 i 1) R AL b YR 2 AR 2 2 AL it A
A AT B W 55 S A URBE A LR B A AR S R 46.02%—54.59% 2 18], iR 4 Nielsen'') 43
Gbnife , R ZA VU B BRI AR R B B 25 55, HAL T 8 0 HOK . 5885 HLRR 53 A R i 1
B A= AU S i AR 5 I ) A e AS S A REAE e 0—20 ,40—60 em 1 80—100 em PR FE 1Y 11
A WU S BT RUIEZS 20 | T 20—40 ,60—80 em 3364 HLER i B (40K, 52 I0A W B 20 A S AE
%2 FALERENTEENHSE

Table 2 The SOC content in different soil depths
FHEA MRS SOC content/ (g/kg) A S B K %

R e el . O Vel
Soil depth /ME FHME SCON: | Stand. Dev. o Skewness Kurtosis
Minimum Mean Maximum of variation
0—20 1.23 7.49a 19.95 3.80 50.73 0.17 2.09
20—40 0.53 6.55a 20.71 3.20 48.85 1.13 2.58
40—60 0.57 5.65b 13.83 2.60 46.02 0.30 3.33
60—380 0.28 5.21be 13.89 2.71 52.02 1.73 3.51
80—100 0.23 4.47c 12.40 2.44 54.59 0.19 2.65

R HPRAT A R R A R 2 AIHE P<0.05 7K G 5 22 5%

3 - R T 2 2 5 B R e R AR X A AL R i S (R 4, A2 - HORR O S +
A HUR R B R BN MR > A > Bt Hodr 40 em DA TR ) 385 RPN, AR P A ILRR 75 ik B
7R AR RN R AT LA B R (P<0.05) , e i 24 O ok b RT M A LA 1 B 1.3 % Y R IR E] 60
em , A& HURTUMR LA BLAR & i S IEON B3 A AR, 38k 80T 7E 40—60 em HIEVRIERT , 25 + MR 2B T A
LB B 2ERIEARE BRI KT 60 em B, A& 5 5 A HLAK & 2 B 38 IR (P<0.05) .
FDUEAN ] £ 328 T A DL B = R AR R0 B 0 25 5%, R [R) R R AT g PLak & 2oA = B R 8
R AR 1 > TEAS 4 S KPP 4 160 em DL SRR BEE B AR A LR 5 5 B R T Al A
XD A DU I T HAth 3 Fh A AL & 1 (P<0.05) o FAEAER)ZE (0—20 cm) FrifE + A Pk
RIS + 58 S A LR SRR 1.5 A 2R 0 345,
2.2 )7 SCRH ARSI A
KT SCHIMAB AL A R R 3RS ik BE R H IR RIS KR NDVI DL - ek & &t 6
S R 2R 5 A AU B R EIOR R e Rk Uh
g(E(Y)) =a +s(HER) +s(BJE) +s(TIEETE) + s( RHEEKE) + s( HIERRLEH) + s(NDVI)
Wk 4 s AR+ 2 FRA LS EIRITE P<0.001 /KFF B35, Yo 280 R27E 0.54-0.81 22 [H] , B i
PIA AR B A i RS B, B B2 LA B LT 2, MBS A R S et | UL A5 B B A8 48
- Ml fir B 4% 12 4 338 PP o ML &5 1 19 728 S I 5 0—20em TR B Y 3 HLRR & o it B R B 5, 4 82.0%,20 cm
PLUT 1452 3 rp  BORDG + 5E LR & B IR0 79.2% 74.5% 67.1%F1 57.2%
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*3 ARTESEMF AR T HEFVBSEN S HIFE
Table 3  Distribution patterns of SOC content in different land use and soil types
e Sample plot

T JERE/ em T AT Land use types 1A Soil types
Soil depth i Ky Eam i oE: R+ [
Forest land Farm land Grassland Brown earth Cinnamon soil Chestnut soil Aeolian sandy soil

0—20 8.84a 6.98b 6.53b 12.84a 8.25b 7.59b 4.88c
20—40 8.05a 6.64b 5.99b 8.54a 7.39b 7.11b 4.7¢c
40—60 5.72a 5.42a 5.31a 7.04a 5.95b 5.86b 4.67c
60—80 5.43a 4.61b 3.92¢ 6.96a 5.66b 5.16b 4.57b
80—100 4.71a 3.74b 2.77¢ 5.8a 5.41a 4.31b 4.14b

TRl — BT AR A D53 e A A IR B B B Z [ 7E P<0.05 ZKF B IG5 22 5

F4 AEATERENEINESEH
Table 4 The model parameters in different soil depths

TR/ em fhiHE {8 P1H S

Soil depth Estimated value t value P value Interpretation rate R?(adj)
0—20 6.9650 35.70 <0.001 82.0% 0.811
20—40 6.3946 29.08 <0.001 79.2% 0.774
40—60 5.7897 25.92 <0.001 74.5% 0.724
60—380 4.9034 19.03 <0.001 67.1% 0.619
80—100 4.8717 21.15 <0.001 57.2% 0.543

AEE SIGUE XTI (R B 25 SR AT (3R 5) , Bk 25 SR R B R G 1) F- 200 22 0 0, 2 B 45 B AU UL 119
W% 25 ELA O R 1 43 A0 3 AT 5 [R) B ASE RLAUL 5 P BR A 1R 225 7E 0.1867—0.2576 Z (1], ¥ 7 MR 257 1.112—2.
152 Z ], P XF R 2ETE 1.024—1.987 Z[H], 1R ZEAH A AE— N BAR L, B T SCA A A ] LA
A5 A A S Bt A BILAS B 5 A S e PR TR AR B G R R L R LA R

£5 TRIELEBENZT ALK

Table 5 The cross-validation test of model in different soil depths

HERIE em 4% bR BT ES AR
Soil depth Average deviation Standard deviation Mean absolute deviation Root mean square error
0—20 0 0.1867 1.024 1.232
20—40 0 0.2559 1.098 1.112
40—60 0 0.2637 1.432 1.561
60—80 0 0.2576 1.912 2.133
80—100 0 0.2403 1.987 2.152

2.3 AR EA MRS T SO Y

0—20 em IR FRAMILE L5 RANE 2 Fis, B TS K RAN RIS T YR IR KPR S & NDVI 1
54 i R AR B R, IR E S NDVI A HHEG MUK & BR800, 2 BIE P<0.05 Al P<
0.0017KF T 5 HHEA MUK & i 2R EHICER, 24 NDVI<0.2 i, NDVI 5 +HEA HLAR & 1 AR 2R3
ERYAHOCHE 24 NDVI>0.2 5 ,NDVI 5+ Al & m RN B AIEMCC R, TS ES H A VRS
RN ZREHOCHR , HIEA VR & 5 PR ERARIN AR, Y LA TR 1.68 kg/cm’ i,
A BB R A 2 R A T

20—40 cm WE MBI AL R NE 3 Frn, TSR B S ORI S B 2 AR RO R,
NDVI, +5efihr | 3755 RS L 0A DLk 2 LM R BOC R IR NDVI ¥7E P<0.001 7K°FF i
FR A LA U S i TR IR T A IE AR DGO R A ER IS K I P<0.05 FlP<0.1 7K
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F=2074 P=0.0754* F=3567 P=0.0656* F=0335 P=0.6965

N
—~ ~ <+
o 5+ - 5 — 5+
w £ z
ié_ 0 E; 0 | —°§ 0 ——————
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|5 1 I I I 1 I I I 1 L I 1 ! I
2 5 10 15 20 0 1 2 3 4 0 02 04 06 08
T A kR kL& & Clay/% HALRLRE #E % NDVI

Soil moisture content/%

El 4 40—60 cm RETIEAIEBS BN HMER
Fig.4 The GAM model for SOC content in 40—60 cm soil depth
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)
:i 6 |- F=2.504 P=0.020%* 6 L F=1519 P=0224 6 |- F=0028 P=0.868
=}
% 4 ~ 4 = 4
S 2 = 2 > 2+
g = a
g 0 / S \ Z 0
3 —4 I L 1 L —4 I 1 I 1 -4k I 1 I 1
@w, 5 10 15 20 0 1 2 3 4 0 02 04 06 08
R Sy Mk fr it Clay/% B M B E NDVI

Soil moisture content/%

BEl5 60—80 cm RE TIEFNNBRES BN HMER
Fig.5 The GAM model for SOC content in 60—80 cm soil depth

BERRE TR SR, o, ISR RS A LR 19 82 R B 2 (P<0.001 ) FYZMEIEAR S ;
YIREIR R E <600 m I, AT HLAR & i SR B IEARSCOC R | T 2SR R 22 T i), AT MLRR &5 5 15 11
IR ZR I o HABFRIFE R 30T LA MR 5 i B MR PR SR B 0 38 A GE T2 3

WFFEIN SR L A BILRR 2 18] 22 S 1) 5 5 DN R B 1 TR 8 (7 A o A e 2R 2 b, AN TRTTR B B =
H SR LA LR B BN R WA R R A B R IR IR L 14 LS T 41 S BRI L A
For U R AR AR B B 22 5320 Lin 382 [RIRERIFFE A 0228 30 T M 22 A ) SRR R P S 125 1
W2 L, TE BB MBRTE D AU AR B AEEIE X AR X — 2 R T A HOE LA e E 3K 43 55
PRER 0 25 5 I A T R ) S FLAR B G BE P R
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Fig.6 The GAM model for SOC content in 80—100 cm soil depth

NDVI Il IS FEAE 0—20 em VRE -5 13 HLAR & S 230 e A G . NDVI VRS AR KRS
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RS A A 2 R IR | i A Bl 5 A Y5 A R B R )2 R A R B K
FREEHB AR T (2 bt 222 HHERIREIR AR BIETE 0—20 em TREEAY T35 3] 7 B B A0R 90, sk g &
M5, RARAFST 2% W - e 28 5 A+ A LR 5 i B o 2 A S G SE R Qu BP0 g4, H LR
VE Ry 58K 43 Fnas Saa i )3 38 , B R IR E Y 00 sh E AR R A, th T, RE S T
EFRZ L5 i FLBE S, O R 2 300 ) s e b 4L 1 (58 ) S5 4 i i 1) A 85, PR ot -4
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