pivN
%365 %3 + E ¥ # Vol.36,No.3
1999 4 8 A ACTA PEDOLOGICA SINICA Aug,, 1999

X 355 7 R - 458 o dth 35 T A B ML AR DA R

z I X
(B2 B ABRITF AR 0, 467 100101)
2RE  ATE

(FERWKZE IR 2R, LT 100094)

B E BRI ERENELRKSRREEE T ENEESE, SREKS AR
P RAABEERN. BEHNERKREKEANERZHE, €280 KR - 5 F
HRT4BLER, AREDBISHRER, kA Markov S HISR 4 T K rpE -+ 38 it
R A BN R ——MC B2 A MC-LN BB, RASF D F RN TR R M L5
TR, 3t 5 LML RFTT A tb, LERFY, HERERS RS RIFHR g E T X 3%
T B UK B () AR A AL AR, (BTE B B R R A5 b, MC AL IR 80K, T MC-
LN SRR R 5 MR 50y — B,

XEIR XK, W L, R, LR

hHESHES  S152.23

TEHNE B WRAFAE R TR AR, A T3 R 2R R R L
AF B, W TBIE R LB, HEMRMERS RETHBREACREENFHE.
TR LEFEHBERSREKEL. BREBEUREYERKREFTENREWE NI HE
ET REMBFR U, (BT b 8 R KA B 0 BALBE ST AR 08, vt
B FWBERG R REKECHNBEREZBSAFEEE W, BT E 0K
U R 2 — 25 HEH E B KR UK AL B Rz B A B al.

KT TR KRB ) AR R A B 9T SCER H BT BN 2P I, Armson il Fessenden
G —PEERNRLW ORME BEENERERITTHE, KA OREELEELSNT,
M EREENZAE KRS PE NG T B E ENFME), BJLER
ZHOUIE W, AT INRE BB R LT AR XA A ZRER TIEM
W, LR EETRERZRIESSA Y. ZFEERES x5t —rh B 5 X 6 b 2 K B
FRY, G — B2 K R B R R X B S 4A6 8, JHb 2 K W 28 7] ZE L AT LA Markov
HORMR, fEHRE L, R IE RN EEME E BT T KBBR8, ]
RIE R IR R H 0L T R T % IE 24047 B9, 18 18 S A 0L, 7T DA 48 300 i Rk

* ERAARFESTH GERES49771045) IR A A
WHR B 1997-09-19; W B 0 B 39 1998-08-19



290 + & ¥ i 36 #

B MR 5 25 R B9 2 1) AR AL AT DA Markov 883 138 U0, Harbaugh % AUV E 7 T REHL
B A 22 ) T Py QAR B,

AXLERKIERANIC BUS T LR, K P B 3 RO Z K A 2 17 L1 8 Markov
S, DAt B IE 2540 A 40 A R A J2 YR JELBE , AT S ST 7 AR AR vvb B 33 R ) T A R AL AR A
B FHMAT T RIE, 53X 0 8 A B X8, 4 2k s (B AR Ak 3 BE T R HEA T B IX
B EKEATBREHEA BEERRE N AME.

1 BRER

tE I BREELES M EECRAR DK, TR R (=) BECRERN DK
B, 78 BRI 7T P AT $e45 ne iE) (55 1)) TR] RRRAS AR AR AT BURRAS TR BUR AL R T B
MR 5 % TPM (Transition probability matrix). T 81, A —H FUR A Rk ad
FEA LR R XEDRENEARE ATEERAKRENHRIFAEE. #
Flad, F—HFRASHFaEst (ER N FHEKREE)E TPM HAES, TREKE
R 38 24 B 20 A bR BRI B IX S8 4 A BR B TPM BX A 2k, SRl ik 1% T EC ik, LB
H—F A D RETE Y., EFEMRER. — & XBA W -5 & FET F R KK E
B EANBIESH AR A DREFEHBE RN ERTAEE AT D RN, i
H—FR DKL, RS /R KEBERERE AR Y, RIEXP R, BT
ST X 35 e B 5 ) T O AR AR Y, SR P SR AR R B O ORI b T L A
FEAMAR TR LN E, - BRI REF R —MCHER, i ADKRETE
—MC-LN#H,

1.1 MC &H

MC (Markov chain) BRI R AL EE (0 5cm) HHZRNEBHMBERE. —ER
EHEEHERS NN e cm BK. BT SERAMEABERNEECREEEZENFR
FEEXRZ P, HMEER R AL B EENNEERZ.

ORI REBMBEGRE T DRERSHEB SRR EN, I Ly hstiEn 1,
METBRHBRADRENSIHEE. S TUHERSH, HR ERNIRBAREARR
KT E R Z L.

MBEBMESHEA o cm BEE R RHEBERER A 05 RERN:

A= {A) = (4,4, A) i=1,2 o, m 1)
Pew=1[P] 0, j=1,2 - m @)
X m HFHEEE, 4, 5REH | HEARBHAME, P NES  FRMRK
(@ cm) FTHISE j HEHBZEKR (@ cm) R, P —BARIF.
KL R B LA T B, TR R A A B O BB R 0 7 1,
1.2 MC-LN#®

T R o SR R R ) Rt 26 B 2 WK Y 8 B AR R A I, T &% BB 6 2 2 R ey R R T
X F 5t B0 IE 25 41 45 R R R, BT %A B W] AR O MC-LN (Markov chain
distribution) #£8! . [Al#, ZEM W FHER B MR,

Lognormal



3 Z RS, XIRAR 40 5 b 9 T # B LA DA B 291
VRS A LR (1), FREREFHER (AFERE)NEBRRERN

P(e;(:[P,j] i,j=1; 2, e, (3)

R P RS MFRRZ T IS MRS, P=0,m HRMERH,
5 o T 2 B B 1 S TE 25436 O ARAE B

p=Aug =Wk, o0 B, (4)

o={o0}=(0,0,"",0) (%)

K, p Mo AMBESH AN —SHFESK. KREXIFDISH RARKS RIS
%, EARRRA X IER A AR

2 BT

2.1 FEREBMEER (TPM) HigE

FEVRER 13 bk B — E AR KRB ERBTR X, EH 5 X A% ML 4
AR ERRZRRE)FR—EFENRWHE L. EHRX AN LRZRFEHR
RHAARFERN S FAHERER @HREBRER). W TA2HY LR Q). ORZ
Q). K LB mEARFER R BERAEE, 3F& W HE @ERE, 11 2m) B EWT
KE RTINS R, DR ERRIGUT TR E, W iESEE (0 sem) 2 fE, D%
& RBHGF R R, E R R RN ERE S WA R BN F 8RR, W
EEWRH R R . KA RIE 8RR e LT R EAIER AT BRI R K
b (FB)RRTE, 08P 22 ()RS EE Q) KRKITEA n,. ATROTIHARL
BB I SRR -

T OB
BEREER 1 2 o m n,
o1 n, on, on, n,
(@) m n. n Hpum n,

KB, m R BRE MRS 0 (=12, ..o m) EE i RRBR KBS j b B R K
B B, n, (=1, 2, ..., m) 9 55 0 b B A 2 i RS R 2K T 2 IR Y % R AR B

Sn,. EEVAUE RS , X RTEE =0 BRI ELERLS, W 5 — R

AE, MFERMREMREEKRN .
o B A U I o B B — AT $3E O R #RBR LUZAT ST RS AN, B AT AS B3 Z K
i (B LW T) BB BRER (TPM) 10T .



292 * % ¥ it 36 &

T B
ERIEA 1 2 -
1 Py Py " Pin
2 p21p22 .”pZm
RS R @
@ m | py Py " P
X, P (=152, -+, m) FEBRFE X S FhBZ IR 058 j A0 SR IR i 22 (BSR4
PR ZE R 2 T HELEE j A RMZRBER) . FIRE, 2B WAL A R4y, Wt A Lot
£ P=0, EREWIHERERNS, N P —BANE, BAEMHE N ZRIZER/NT, P —BEBEK.
H TPMP # 5 3 B EBBMEBERE cCPINT .
cpll cplz o cplm

€Dy CPyy "% €Dy,

P=[P]=

CP=[CP] = (8)

P Py *°° Pom

KB CP=P +P, ... +P, (ij=1,2,*,m).
2.2 EBFRFHE
2.2.1 FEALECRAESR REFRIHTERTRRBECEN N0, EFH BT SR
THIASE, BORAS R SETHARE(E (398, R R ) MR i R BUE . ERALERI, BT
e ALV B BFAL T BT AR, XM EEILRCR T EE &, BV EME — R E T % b8
MLEUT . XA R BEALEREN D BEAL . P AEREAL B T R L, BT A B E W T2
AR, ASCHR AL,
2.2.2 BEALMIEEREE EEREALBURAERS AR S R EILEANE MBI R S
7 o BEAL L RE, 68 WU A8 B A B A B R R

SR 3 BIE 2543 A0 9 25 B0 RE AL AR A KU R

BTN - O} 0

k

12
H y=1nx, x B EA M PESD T HZE, r HATE0.0~1.0 WEILKH 904 F
FHCHSE | ANREHLEC & A BORATET r KUBHG p 0y BI39ME, o 9 y WIARHER,
— R, kB 12 BPATGRBIESR T . 2R k=12, AT Rk

x= epr:,uy + 0)-(51",- - 6)] (10)

SHEA R R BRREEN— R R (H(;S) MIBEALBURE T L 1. B E IR

& CER), ARBTEIREZ 5 H U RS 16 i & BAR IR I, SR B R
HBEALEUR AR 4 0.0 B 1. 0 ZEIH A —BILE, S RPMRSGHNER CoR) #



3 M FUARSE. KUK H 55 3] 1 6 R AR R 293

% — KR : R
0.0%11.02Z [a1¥y
515370 B BEALEK
0.0 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.0
0.35
3] j;(‘ 5 Pl ‘;}5‘
1 | 5 3 4 REIBERHERE)
MEBEEERCP,
0.0 0.1 0.75 095 10 U=l = 4
0.80
2 i 2 3 4 CPy;(j=1, == 4)
0.0 0.2 0.45 0.77 1.0

B A5 4A0 BEALEOA R HE 3R 1] & b R Y 15 B I
Fig.l Illustration of sampling from accumulative probability vectors using uniformly-distributed random numbers

frxtth, ZANTRETENRERTHESE, WT—REBUE N ZE OuE) xR AR,

2.3 BARABIERERE
MCHEAY

m/\iﬁ& PScm

|mAEmﬁﬁ¥&mﬂ§ﬁM%ﬂﬁﬁwmw

lF¢%~4‘5ch§-7kLayer(1)#iiLayer(2~4)=Layer(1) |‘—

| P S~ 404 Sem/2 R J
I

| SR ER R E A R |
!

X=Npro

Y
MUAHER. REHRRE, ERERREBEER
SERE, 28R R YR B A0 A i DL A A

1
K2 MCEERELIHAE A
Fig.2 Fow diagram of MC model




294 + - = 1 36 %

MC-LN#ER

l WASEA P, u,o |

!

[ S0 A BBLECH F Secd M1E AL M B BB Npro. |

!

[ FEAEYIR FH R R A ]

| AR R EETH |

|

[ B THET & # SemE R Line(1)(H & FN) |

Y

@ Y] Line(1)~4
N

Line(1)>40

o
z\>

| T RBERAE [

|

| 7= /2 8B B TH3 H B Line() |

[ SUML~Line(1)++++Line ()) |

N @
.
Y
[ B Ar40 scmB i 3T RAEHK |

Y

W gatER

B3 MC-LNAERERREE
Fig.3 How diagram of MC-LN model

2.3.1 HARLE B TESE SR E T, WHE N —E R RE BHE) W
THRER, @AW EHENEEN, AXFRBBERD 7. ZEIHEHRE—RE

20~ 30cm, A WFFFLELE  20cm, R FEAL & B 70 45 R BB /N T 20cm, M 7E BB H1E KR
20cm ZbH,



39 ZTRS. Kk E 505 M 5 & i LR IR R 295

BT B SR AY 5 B T R 5 R (FE SN 2m) , T ZE MC-LN B3 B AL BB Y
BRE—RUNEERFEFRERRNEXEIX—FE. IRFENRE—EHE T4,
B LA 2 4 35 T B o R A, AN RS — b B R S 5,

TR A RS E, B acboc.die SRV T, V048, B4, il B K
THERHBEHEY - NMSemBR, UAONELEFHEME— M 2m EEH @, L
bbbbbbeccfffffddaaaa AR — N EA 5 MEHE KR, 251K 30cm WEE, 15em BE 2,
25cm ¥ 1 /Z, 10cm FIEZ M 20cm ¥ HER 1m 3 # M@,

2.3. 2 BRI AR POAP R RS B0 T R LI 2 F ) 3.,

3 EAE

3.1 MRRXEFERMILBIEIT

Brox KR AW L i B B WH] & B B R K F X5 —H#, & FAbs 36°51 , KE
115°3 , A—SBHBRAY 15 EHFABRERKMER X, ZEE BN FEE mL .
Bt 5T X R 38 0 T R Ay V8 VAT e R Yl V) ARG M. R P 1) R MDA YR B 43 A T 18] b B 9T
WOE ., g D T2 3, 7T 8] b, TR [R) S (00 DR T (R) vk . B AL O I, 53R 34.5~
35.0 K, AT FEHWBAE L, FRINEDFE SRS GHERR T Y.

SR ) T A B SR A AT R T AR R Ak A A, A TE 1K 360m. ik 142 AN, BA
FEE LM 139 K. FREHNESH#EAHNEMHESS, RUEE 2m. S8 —-HEICRHEBZE
WK EE, TR ARSI 1) . PEQ). BEG). PHE@) . EEG)M
Kt (6) RBUIL FERWER), SHURTA X R KB TR EEUFHEEHRE. R
R KR MRS BE R 1om, T B E, iR E N Sem (/M F 7. Sem, 828 Sem.
7.5~12.5cm #%4 10cm, #IK E#E).

3.2 BYEES

IR 5T X P9+ 40 T R M 2 K A A R A TR R ST, AT A5 B X e B 2 R B A
JR RO A AN AL R AR

0 %R 5 3R 43 A5 7E 0 3 400 DA B 2 X P YR 3 T R R AR R R R R R B 2 bk
1E, A

4=(0.000,0.779,0.100,0.042,0.000,0.079) (11)

g — 2m I E RIS B 40 4 Sem BE R, W Scm BRI EBERER N

[0.936 0.002 0.006 0.014 0.001 0.040
0.022 0.904 0.020 0.021 0.004 0.029
P - 0.040 0.031 0.828 0.028 0.012 0.061 (12)
som 0.061 0.022 0.007 0.788 0.004 0.118
0.040 0.010 0.010 0.020 0.840 0.080

0.076 0.017 0.017 0.025 0.006 0.859
A [ 22 3 R R B e A R AR R




296 + : =4 #H 36 #

[0.00 0.02 0.11 0.20 0.01 0.66
0.24 0.00 0.21 0.21 0.03 0.32
0.21 0.18 0.00 0.17 0.04 0.40
P, = (13)

0.26 0.12 0.03 0.00 0.02 0.57
0.27 0.09 0.00 0.09 0.00 0.55

| 0.53 0.14 0.12 0.16 0.04 0.00

W HE (8) b ] At 3 R VI IR A CA M BRI EBMEREE cp, A

Sem

CcP,.
SH7S FRASEY B J2 UK B BE AR R 4 A EAT 50T, R AR ESA A BE O, BlE 4
W RES BN
p=(3.61,3.79,3.12, 2.85,3.15,3.17) (14)
o =(0.82,0.57,0.53,0.66,0.53,0.77) (15)
3.3 HEHERSXLNERNITLL
F 4 R FE—FEHLEFH T MC-LN 7 B 6 &6 2 4 58 5 3 1
FT 1 AEAERGITHEOAR L T ZROEBERERE, TUE L, AR &
001  bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbf £ £ £ fTff bbbbbbbbbbbf 1ok 2 o 13 SR M E IR (R 13) 3143 i, JL LA
002 bbbbbbbbbbaaaaaaaaaa f f ff asnasanasa frff MC-LNE R REL. XBEHXEHE
003 bbbbbbbbbbaaaaaaanaaaaaa f {1 ffffbbbbbbb ERIFBMEB K, REETHR X N EE
004 ccccee ddddd bbbbbbbbbbbbb aaaaaaaaaaaaaa f f BERRE A, ﬂﬂﬂiﬂ:f?’f%iﬂg%fj
0?5 ffffffbbbbbbbbbbf:fffffaaaaaaaaaafffffaaa SR M 2 2 A 1 A 2
101 dddddr ££ €11 fobbbbbbbbbbbbbbbddddddd sy T /2 YU BEH(H 5 SE W 45 R Wy 3 b WT LA
102 bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbf £ £ £ fff feeccce B i1 » MC AT AR G5 R 5 Mk #2300, AR
103  bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbf f f f f f f f f aaasaasaaaaa  FTJR 2 (ZEXRE G L IE K %) M7 7.1%
104 bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbf £ £ £ anaaaanazansa |y | i MC—LN A Bl A2 bl 25 5 &5 5 30| {5 A6
105 bbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbbb ddddddddd coccccecce g e ke e e o v +- SR HE T V0
B, DR, B, dR, EW, it o IR TR B 21.1%.

BAFRET Sem BE. A S R B A RI2E R Z R EE
W4 FE—BEHLEFFI T MC-LN # A FIAL R A 5 SE e R B LA 8 T L,
01 0 R 4 4 338 b ) A UL B S, MC-LN B 7 Bl 4% R4

(BEALIFE T R4 — 9 fi 5 30 768364577) FHRIE T BESO A S, 53
Fig.4 A part of soil textural profiles simulated Mﬂﬁﬂ@ﬂ%ﬁ?ﬂéﬂﬂé‘%ﬁﬁ—ﬁ, ﬁﬁMCﬁEQ
L T T RS RN, STNR
is anyone mine—figure odd number 768364577) b2 B it g‘zg E‘JEE*H?%EW EP%"HE}%EKJ
BIAR D, 3X 2 — M 5K T K e B A R
Bk SE 1.

BT, MC-LN AU W] DA ST a7 st (R B o H S EHI M R R R S i, B— 18

PR,



38

ZTARE: RKIRAR E 35 ) 1 60 RE LA SR R 297

F1 FBARASENUHAOTRR LRREERBBHEER
Table 1 Transition probability matrices of soil textural layers of the research
region simulated by the two models

MC MC-LN
TR TR
BHIZEE 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
r0.00 003 009 024 003 06177000 001 014 020 000 0.65}
021 000 023 024 004 029|020 000 020 023 003 034
L |020 015 000 018 007 039]|022 018 000 014 004 041
R 029 012 004 000 003 053]]024 013 003 000 002 058
037 007 006 011 000 039|035 006 o000 o008 o000 051
[ 052 012 014 018 004 000dLosz o015 o011 017 005 000
0.12
0.10
0.08} hiER
o.osl
0.04 s
0.02 i
0 s 35 3545 55 65 75 85 05 105115
& 020 0.5 )
3 g 0.15 -1 ‘ o4r
i YRR ERE
E@,. 03
£

04r

0.3f

021

0.1F

'T

Lot 4

’

v . A

0.20r

2 |

'

5 20 35 50 65 80 95110125140155170185 200 5 15 25 35 45 55 65 75 85 95105115125135

HiE

..........

5 15 25 35 45 55 65 75 85 95105115 5

Pt =2/

20

35 50 65 80 95 110 125 140

Textural layer thickness (cm)

Bls MBUHE &R B R WEEM R 6 5 KM RE 5

Fig.5 Comparison between simulated thickness probability distributions of different
types of textural layers and measured data



298 + - & Eid 36 #

F2 RHMEMERRBEREFENES LML RO
Table 2 Comparison between simulated thickness mean values of different types of textural

layers and measured data

B R KR E I E (cm) AR (AR 22 S WA %)
Mean values of textural layer thickness Relative deviations(%)
1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5 6
g3l (51.6 52.2 26.0 21.6 26.7 32.0)
MC 499 50.9 26.0 214 28.6 30.9) 33 2.5 0.0 1.0 7.1 3.4)
MC-LN (40.7 63.1 26.4 213 25.3 27.7) (211 21.0 1.5 1.4 5.2 13.4)

4 e

WHITEE R R, 2 SCHR i X3k k4 JA ot ) T 19 BE AL AR Y —— MIC- LN B AE 1%
B9 3 X R 0@ B, ' RO 0L &5 SR AR At A B M DXk - 38 ) T Ot SR R K A ML AR
HRPLERE LML, IF —EmE. EEFUTILLE.

(1) BEALERE. FEHLERS IR ZRIEEA = — RN B R AN e . —2—
AR F HE— A — SR BE LT B, 2 S B BT, R [ AR T A O RE AL BT 5 Z e A 4
i LEUVTREH — M E. X7 I 51 E B 2 2 XE LU S

() JEEBBHE, EEYNLY, SR EEE—ZRE 5800 & ZMA 8L e R
Bnf, ZRWAMBEE L. MR, R FF T R RAE R R G AR RE #15,
AP A I SR O B R B Y 2 (2 EESE AR D . T 32 2T R T /N B B 2 T
R R B 3B ) & EESE 4R oK

(3) HBMRERENFRERE. APRRMATFRDREER, I 135 E R
o 2 2 ) AR AR Y. EARIBTIE R, A [R] 82 2 IR B B A R
REMER RN, ELENE L TREE —EmEs Y B, RAFKDRENE, I
RGBSR TR—ERE, NESMRYURBRRKERAREN A LE5XWATL
— 8. HxT g S A R ROR R, R A AR T EE—RIE A T RATUERZK, X
B, Bt st i R R A PR (— M 2m LA, BT 2 Bt A B, (5 % B 3t 2 IR 7E
A—HEHZRHAHISHLE, BERAFRSRETEORHAAT,

A6, AR E R R B £ 75 |, 7 W0 R AR R 4 A # 2 ) A R AL B2
MR AW RE FEEE, ERBERPN — G T — BB B mR G, B AT
Foq 1 B 2 O BOM 3 3 7 K O 1) HE PR R S s Ry, R TR AR 4% LR B
BEERHARE LN — R/ RERBRREN, BENFE. FHANT— 1m 8 2m H85H]
ERYL, XHEH B2 JLEE+IJURREZE, EXHKOS B RSB RENRERLE, 2R
R4 e ML B, AT RASE, R R E A R R R R R R F b
MWER—B BWEEMEIEE LWEA KK, IMERTER A L RZ R T LAB# %
i,

T MCERDR, KA R Z ROk B LR 2 4h, B EZWET SRENER



3 H FTRE. R B 33 5 ) T o RE LB SR R 299

KR, BP & R SR R R K 0 B B T 1 500 A0, T E L RR e o RS . B,
A0SR K B 2 K Y B BE SR TR B 1R B DL, R B b R 5 Y RE AL
—f, MC B2 BT AR T HY

Ead S A

12.
13.
14.

2 £ X W

AE. FEPE, MBS E MLk EEES . LR R RS R, 1986.22~40,85~108, 161 ~224

ROV K L RBE T K EFHEATR R . R, 1980, 17(1): 94~ 100

M3k AR RA R SRR SEWERXRATIR  EEH, 1985,40(1):37~49

FHE, ETHRB BRS WA FRERAFE L EHRKS S FMETREEHEKER. TR X RIS, 1996,
14(1):3~9

Willis W O. Evaporation from layered soils in the presence of a water table. Soil. Sci. Soc. Am. Proc.,
1960, 25: 239~242

Brusseau M L, Rao P S C. Modeling solute transport in structured soils:A review. Geoderma, 1990, 46:
169~192

ZTR, ZRH, AnH KEAZRERERKFES TROKHOEMNMAR. L. A oBEER. kR EHER
Prov iR, s E AR R4, 1995. 64~ 71

Li WD, Li BG Shi YC, Tang D Y. Application of Markov chain theory to describe the spatial
distribution of textural. layers. Soil Science, 1997, 162(9):672~ 683

Armson K A, Fessenden R J. Forest windthrows and their influence on soil morphology. Soil Sci. Soc. Am.
Proc., 1973, 37: 781~783

WAARE . B/RW REER R . R B TR R, 1992

. Harbaugh J W, Bonham—Carter G F. Computer Simulation in Geology. New York: Wiley—Interscience, 1980.

55~97

Potter P E, Blakely R F. Random processes and lithologic transitions. Joum. Geol.,, 1968, 76: 104~ 110
Krumbein W C. Statistical models in sedimentology. Sedimentology, 1968, 10: 7~23

HERGE TEIER TSP e Jb R Tk 4B i iR4t, 1988



300 + -

4k
=

36 ¥

STOCHASTIC SIMULATING MODELS FOR SOIL
TEXTURAL PROFILES OF REGIONAL FIELD

Li Wei—dong
(Water Subcenier of CERN, nstitute of Geography, CAS Beijing 100101)
Li Bao—guo Shi Yuan—chun
(Dept. of Soil and Water Sciences, China Agricultural University, Beijing 100094)

Summary

The spatial change of textural layers is one of the important features of alluvial
soils. It affects soil water transport and solute movement in field intensely. But the
quantitative studies on it are limited. Based on the results obtained in our research,
this paper presented two stochastic models——MC (Markov chain) model and MC-
LN (Markov chain—— Lognormal distribution) model for simulating textural profiles
of regional alluvial soils using Markov chain theory, and simulated soil textural
profiles by Monte Carlo method. Results showed that the vertical changes of textural
layers along soil profiles in the research region could be reflected by this two models.
But in the probability distribution of textural layer thickness, MC model often
brought on more error, and MC-LN model was in accord with the measured data.
Considering the far more intensive effects of number and sequence of textural layers
in profiles than the error of textural layer thickness on field water and solute
movement. two models would be accepted simultaneously.

Key words Regional field, Alluvial soil, Soil textural profiles, Stochastic
simulating model



