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PR XA TR ETEETESE LR % RECCHET, TR~ TR B, RilKX
KRB ERSE, T HERARSERRT, SRR EAMAE SR T M TESE
TN XA EBME T, IR P RIEFRS, RFGE K= E. EEHBRLE
IR AR TR A R T, T BRI R LB E R B 5 BB A 4R R
3B, B AR SRS, A R A ARG ] B R K R AR B D K. B SRR E T
TR HE R EBHE M, BOEF R AL, BB A,

X@iA  WETHEYEL, S, B, Mg TR

FRRA TN S REER—PREFL TREAN TR —TEYE L KM%, +
WM RAEF A A A EERHE T HEYE L, AR hEERE FEYE L.
B 1K % 2 B0 % U 20cm 45, & % 7T 3% 50—80cm. 0—20cm % -4 ML & & B 7 3% 36—
75g [ kg, RS R LV AEMLT 032—041. — kL ELEHEFBTAT 0.27—0.76g / kg;
BRI IS A X BT 40—60cm BE, & & 20—60g / kgs pH fH7E 7.05—8.012, 448 )% LA
BRI E, — K12 SiO, FHERTE 640—807g / kg, BE4BE R T 346—8.17, 118
B BEERE. BREREASKEBHABTEH TTEA™ERRMHAT X Y
—, 60 SRR R Z L EFARE —F=lk, M, /AT AR W8 FHESE1K
ZRHBRIRE, RABHAH L 1001:8.

1 MR 5%

RYE XA H TG40 1 B3R, 43 B 78 FF IR 09 11 M A8 gl T E 4 14820 38 3R . FF B 47
MAFMRIIAFRANR, EHAELRREBKBEE 1200m TE, X TEFRE L, BE—H5E
BEMATIMACT 2. BAASE bRk S A EWE, DA AR R KRB, R P 80T, A AR
TR AR Sk BEFE T 18958 Ao B,

* HETRARTT MBS ARG LM T A, B,
W B 1995-11-09; WEMEXM B . 1997-05-04



130 + = 1

33
=

35 %

2 #RE5e

2.1 TEFHETWL

DX AL B R AU A Rt RO E LR S, BHERLR, S ER A, K B IKE
MEIMRRSIE., DIERBEESRICEY 221, ARBUHE, 7)1k 5] 38 % K, Kby
mE, FEERAT 50 41,30 FH 8 EMHE TIIHE LA/ N E R E
=4 A4 50cm., 57cm Al 68cm; AR EEK N 2—5em. 3—5cm Fl 5—7cm; it £ AN E
15 7= 5 4 B R 825kg / ha, 938kg / ha Fl 1350kg / ha, B S e bk HH 3 AE ARG 2EBE, %
At A AR A — S Ll Fr I i B AN B, B B 7 S—10 B B, HIRE MBIk
o, KU e 2R K, 25 TR 251 MU T © D VB 4 50 YR AR R BT 2R, K TR o O A ] A
BAC I E 3 R, P2 B £ 4E 1000kg / ha KL |,

TIEASTUEPERAERD T E: H— LERAS T EL, RS, Rt
EBENTATCHEMELS, LBV 28 2B EEFs SENKE B ERMMGE 1.
#2). MRS F, 0—20cm $HEEF 2 WBIE L 7E 60% b, Wb E & T g+
BEF R ERLF R E T TEYE LER&E3). ATVERNRERAKE L
SRR RNE 4454 7, FH B AT 3 AR 7B 03 A X 82K (% 3) . B n, DAk B8,
TFR 8 4 1 - s A 18 T T 5% L HAE R 0—20cm B ML & & M 36.59g / kg B3
16.56g / kg(F 1), WA T 54.74% (K 3); MART S0 EM-FHbBf & FEHE L4 2
0—20cm AL EEM 36.59g / kg FEE 9.78g / kg (B 1), /DT 73.27% (3 3), R ik 8
ST RAEF D 6.84%, 50 £ TF BRETF B/ 1.47%, HZ W& TEHE 154 HiEk
B F ¥ — A T 2 - B EREAE. 16 DR & T4 13840 30 B 3B A A A 45 3R (R
4) /8 B L U R R B TV R0 Ew AR (ST R B R VR AR 1 R0 T 2 vk 50
AR MIAEBF IS K,0 N oh, K& 0L, 3 BCH(E S B BB 38 m s/, #R
THEFD BEBOHERT, B EK, o 5B TRE/N, ZBAERRE, TUAYLFEML
AW EE. PEAVURRE A EER. TR H B A ] 23810 8 AU,
Wt i & T L2 P MR E TS L RA R EHBE. KUTTH
M, BEB R AR PRI 0 B0 BN, 7 B AR A T SR 4%

FEXBRY EREEE T FH R LR XA LR Rom R R, LR RS
BB KR R =B AE 750kg / ha, HEEZ IR Y 15cm, #HZH HLIEAN 2.29g / kg( #
5), B EES AN N21.90mg / kg, P5.16mg / kg, K40.00mg / kg, & 8 1% T F o4t
MEE FEYE LA =02 —.

22 HEIBRENARNEL

DX Py a8 5 1t A7 B SRR o A B Lt DA RS AR RN 3, HOROR S BTE 20% A,
HE T FMRRIE: FH U R A R o ., R B R. ML SRS 82 Al
AHE 20%, B e L ANERS L. KMV R E BRI — —HRER
R RS BB LK, KRB EBGREMRRYBE R, R ERE KW EE T L&
ZHR—EHOAABREBESRZR. FE -E0N#MH XML, 329 TR, B hE
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®1 EEHETEYELHFSEL (g/ke)

Table 1 Nutrient changes of Hap—Ustic Isohumisols

wPER TRERE F H Hat 1 H  Hillslope

Farming (cm) AEHLR 4 3% 4 Total nutrient EHLR 4 3% 4 Total nutrient
years Depth oM. Tot.ofN P,0Os K0 oM. Tot.of N P05 KO
0 0—20 36.59 1.23 1.27 25.80 75.01 2.30 1.69 21.20
Fe#rn)  20—50 23.16 0.77 0.94 24.90 62.86 1.81 1.57 20.70
0—120" 22.39 0.68 0.94 25.30 38.80 1.32 0.98 26.26
8 0—20 16.56 0.77 0.52 32.50 23.94 1.08 0.61 30.50
20—50 5.03 0.28 0.26 32.50 20.36 1.00 0.58 30.50
0—120 5.54 0.39 0.39 2233 13.12 0.58 0.78 22.89
30 0—20 14.77 0.65 0.50 27.50 19.89 0.88 0.63 30.50
20—50 4.80 0.22 0.24 27.50 12.69 0.59 0.59 30.50
0—120 4.75 0.20 0.27 20.13 9.40 0.42 0.71 22.80
>50 0—20 9.78 0.49 0.41 30.00 16.65 0.77 0.55 30.50
20—50 3.71 0.20 022 30.00 7.41 0.34 0.38 30.50

0—120 3.10 0.19 0.23 30.00 6.07 0.40 0.55 29.77

D) IACTHE=D"D nd, HFDNLBEE, nihBHNHS G/, 4, i NZHEE.

F2 AETERBUELHEERTFN (mg/ke)

Table 2 Availble nutrients of plough horizon in Hap—Ustic Isohumisols

B ER ¥ H Flat I #  Hillslope
Farming years N P K N P K
0 406.00 22.89 346.50 480.00 20.26 132.92
8 40.20 11.11 110.00 4281 8.82 150.00
30 31.40 12.37 60.00 37.94 5.73 100.00
>50 31.20 8.13 60.00 34.81 6.99 110.00

®3 AHTHEHYBLFIREE %)

Table 3  Percentages of nutrient degradation of Hap—Ustic Isohumisols

AR LRHRE F H  Fat i 2 Hillslope
Farming (cm) HHLE 4 # 4+ Total nutrent HHLR 4 # 4 Total nutrient
years Depth OM. Tot.ofN P20s K20 O.M. Tot.ofN P20 KO
0 0—20 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

(GE#Hs)  20—50 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
0—120 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00

8 0—20 54.74 37.40 59.06 -25.97 68.08 53.40 6391 —43.87
20—50 78.28 63.64 72.34 —30.52 67.61 44.25 63.06 —47.34

0—120 75.26 42.65 58.51 11.74 66.19 56.06 20.41 14.14

30 0—20 59.63 47.15 .60.63 -6.59 73.48 61.74 62.72 —43.87
20—S50 79.27 71.43 74.47 —10.44 79.81 67.40 62.42 —47.34

0—120 78.79 70.59 71.28 20.43 75.77 68.18 27.55 14.48
>50 0—20 73.27 60.16 67.72 -16.28 77.80 66.52 67.46 —43.87
2050 83.98 74.03 76.60 —20.48 88.21 81.22 75.80 —47.34

0—120 86.15 72.06 75.53 —18.58 84.36 69.70 43.88 —11.67




132 + % ¥ 14 35 #%

*R4 HETFEHEL—120emTEFIERE (g/kg - cm)
Table 4 Changes of total nutrients in 0—120cm layer of Hap—Ustic Isohumisols

MEER AR ¥ 1 Fat B B th #1  Hillslope
Farming  Size of FHHILE % 3 4+ Total nutrient Size of HHLHE £ 3% 4 Total nutrient
years samples OM. Tot. of N  P,Os K0 samples OM. Tot. ofN P05 K0
0 6 02180  0.0093 —0.0049 0.0010" 7 0.6241  0.0166 00127 ~0.0230"
8 17 0.1493 0.0070  0.0001”  0.2862 6 0.2250 0.0111  —0.0057 0.1168
30 16 0.1320 0.0064  0.0025”  0.2320 16 0.1809 0.0080 —0.0032 0.2425
>50 13 0.0985 0.0044 0.0024 Y iES 12 0.1535 0.0044 —0.0018 0.0230

1) HEXREF/NTO.55.

RS FHHFEE TIERRD R A LIRS Mk S HHIE

Table 5 Nutrient and water characteristics in flat farmland of Typ—Ust-Sandic Entisols

TERE AHAE £ F 2 (g/ke) by wEL" THEAE
(cm) (g/kg) Total nutrent (t/ ms) (vol.%) Soil water
Depth oM. Tot. ofN P20Os K.O Bulk density  Wilting point  (vol.%) (mm)
0—20 2.29 0.14 0.23 27.50 1.56 9.87 8.70 17.39
2050 1.17 0.08 0.19 27.50 1.58 8.45 6.28 18.84

1) & S=124588 K RRAKIBHK,SO, ¥, FRE). EFSMUE B #:1994.7.14.

%.

- E 6 F T E S EAE R e R AL T mE A, 0.1—0.25mm M AEEP B +
BBRER A X, &2 EE 28.75—48.10%, JE B HL AT 8 Y & #HAE 4 518 44.00%
1 48.10%, BB KT 30 4 50 FE I Hu 1K 28.75% H1 37.61% (F 6). RSB A IEHF
A 8 SER I Z HL I IR R E 4 A X, T 30 4R A1 50 EH S 2 KR AT BB B PP EL;
HHEH B 9.58% 1 4.20% HRHE MERA &8, M#HBEEN 0 s, £ 5
5 R 0.002—0.05mm HKI¥ S LB T BRI 40%. 78 A0 12 Aok 43 A7 B A 10 ) R
VIR .

LU b B o 187 T 98 29 8 - AR B T B R AIEBL B 47 A X2 E- B A 3 39 50, D BT o
HEEK, HHAE RBPME LM E, TR, ZWEMAEGE DER, HER
REMREBRSERENSBEE T SO FHRYHLAETRRNWNTE R, HEPIHS
SEF 30 4F 9B LB, U54R TR Hh BE A I8 (0 1 I AN S MR A0 B0 & B 0, D LE B LD
S8 L, e A aR A i LI K, BAEROIT FH ki 22
23 IHAKSEHNTR

TR S A MAE IR B EEE W KRS, RESFRRE R D, 1R,
BREEHEHARNET). 0—50cm L2 ABMACFMHE, FHAHAFE T TIHLE LM
1.47g [ e’ 8% 1.57g / om’, B EE TEHE LM 1.33g / e’ B INF1.45g / em’s
FJZ 20cm P FP ] F T LM 1.45g / om™ = 1.56g / om’. LI E TiEY
BEtTRABETHFERAEERTE, MMERAHLAE.

SFHAF R R E T8 £ 0—50em 2 & /K B RE R BT 18] W B B s> (R 7)., 50
M, 0—20cm L ENA KA 22.7mm, A 8§ FHBRAEFE —F+EEF/KE 31.06mm
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i 73.08%. Bt R L FiEE B R LR K B, H 0—20cm Fl 20—50cm LR EKF
KEBEH1739mm M 18.84mm(E 5), LR SOEU LM EMH ML LETKESR
22.70mm 1 37.0 lmm( 3 7) 8 76.61% F1 50.91%, X £ X Bt T PR FF7K 68 F7 18 4L i [F] Bt 48
AT KRB RLEE.

Ly Hi B KA 3 B 45, 2 3 AR U A BC AR A, WL SR R T T I R R R K A
BWHATHHEE. st 7RE—FIFE Y, e R IR R 0—20cm &K BA B
R E T 20—50em HREKE R, R B H R RKRE WSS, Ko T 8%,
W S 5 A AR AL AR

k6 WHEHTEHELNMER"

Table 6 Mechanical composition of Hap—Ustic Isohumisols
BRI HK (%) (BI%2: mm) Particle size distribution (%)

HugR HHER BE 2 2-1 1-0.5  0.5-0.25 0.25-0.1 0.1-0.05 0.05-0.002 0.002
Topography Farming (cm) #&A A B b ikl By mEd 4w Hrep *t
years Depth Gravel Very Coarse  Medium Fine Very ' Silt Clay

coarse sand  sand sand sand fine sand
- 4 0(GE#) . 0—10 1.80 16.60 44.00 17.60 11.00 9.00
8 0—14 0.40 12.30 48.10 19.20 11.20 8.80
30 0—27 792 1.66 7.32 25.68 28.75 8.59 11.48 8.59
50 0—24 322 0.98 6.58 26.12 37.61 10.90 6.91 7.68
BEHRL 0—15 7.80 44.60 39.50 3.50 1.40 3.20
L3 0CGE#M) 0—20 1.30 0.37 0.98 8.26 10.67 21.73 27.24 20.45
8 0—18 12.74 2.29 1.61 9.09 20.56 15.04 23.19 15.46
30 0—17 419 1.02 0.95 7.87 23.51 20.76 2275 18.96
50 0—25 0.60 5.90 16.50 27.50 31.50 18.00

1) 3CHR[4].[5).
R7 EETESELASBE

Tablé 7 Moisture characteristics of Hap—Ustic Isohumisols

F #  Flantness il i Hillslope
BiRER LERE FE O ORAEL THEKE rE HEL TEEKE
Farming  (cm) t/m’) vol.% Soil water BEAE  /m) vol.% Soil water-
years Depth Bulk Wilting Location  Bulk Wilting

density point vol.% mm density point vol.% mm
8 0—20 1.45 12.94 15.53 31.06 B3 1.39 38.33 20.48 40.95
20—50 1.49 17.92 15.58 46.70 1.29 39.44 18.38 55.14
30 0—20 1.46 19.62 14.64 29.28 FFEB 1.42 42.81 19.37 38.74
20—50 1.61 13.72 12.23 36.70 1.34 43.45 20.73 62.18
>50 0—20 1.56 16.47 11.35 22.70 T 1.39 38.56 19.46 38.92
20—50 1.58 9.44 12.34 37.01 1.49 46.80 1997 59.91

EFShNE B 1994.7.14,
3 /h 4k

1. BIRKARE TESE L0 bR R R I TR 2. L3R
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FAFRERFGFEVLHE 1% AL, FHERHAIET AL, FRHMEET TEYE L
L 43 A5 A 1) KR VD U AR M AR AE. 32 T4 3R 4 FUORLBE SR Ak I B2 w2 8 Hh 75 B 0 iR
10%, £R7K BE 1 T F&E 50%.

2. ARXMALMEFHAESTES. LR E R R KRB X, i B A2 # i
B EEREAE, FEPRRIAAR Kt LR AR, iR RA, # 3
R EFETAR, £ LEE M PIR TP B EE R R ZES F M H iR R,
BE A=, ‘

2 % x W

. PEA¥EER DEFAR YRR AES LR, P E I ER AL REHTIMEL. PEIERES L BT
FR). dbm. hEfLLR N, 1995, 48—49

2. ®ACE. WALHL LA X A HERTR. PEYIE, 1994, 14(4):53—59

3.0F HE OF.k OBRE WNLUEALHREESEREEER FEPE, 1994, 14(4): 7285

4. Soil Survey Staff, Keys To Soil Taxonomy, fourth edition. SMSS technical monogragh no.6. Blacksburg,
Virginia. 1990, 423

STUDY ON UAP-USTIC ISOHUMISOL DEGRADATION
UNDER FARMING IN HEBEI, CHINA

Xiao Hong-lang Zhao Xue Zhao Wen——zhi

(Institute of Desert Research, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Lanzhou 730000)
Summary

The studied area is located at the southeastern edge of the steppe Uap—Ustic
Isohumisols, being a transitional zone between farming and animal husbandry, with
seriously desertified lands. Although farming was developed there on a large scale in
the past decades, extensive cultivation and overuse of soil resources has made
Uap—Ustic Isohumisols become seriously degraded. The soil degradation was mainly
reflected in the changes of soil nutrients, soil texture and water retention. The nutrient
distribution with soil depth changed towards that of Aridisol. The contents of gravel
and sand increased obviously in the plough horizon. Mechanical composition of that
flat farmland developed towards that of aeolian sand sediment. With the increase of
farming years the degradation of nutrients, texture and bulk density weakened the soil
abilities of water and fertility retention. The mitigation and control of Uap-Ustic
Isohumisol degradation need to popularize protective farming techniques, remodel
traditional agriculture and increase farming investment.

Key words Uap—Ustic Isohumisols, Farming, Degradation, Steppe



