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46 X % dE M 3%
MWD 3,
[14 15]
: : Yoder ; : K, CpO; — 2
; ;
-1
AbOs: KF 2 (gkg™ ')
EDTA ; FeOx Table 2 The soil aggregates characterstics of different stage of vegetation
success on
5 5.2 2-11~05 °%7 sa2s
- Soil  ” ~e e m azs
l rolle ]ayer s mm mm mm mm mm mm MW, D
Table I The environmental condition of experinent soils YW-4  0-40 201035972 » 789 310
40~ 80 634 70 35 29 20 788 384
() () 80~ 130 716 64 31 32 13 856 348
L. m . .
Profile Site Positon Horizon Land blmge M aterial V egetation 130~ 200 661 45 32 28 14 780 352
of skpe use  gradient e YW-2 0~20 498 114 81 78 9 80 310
W4 2020 " - . 20~60 574 115 47 176 23 835 335
Stipa gralis 60~ 150 518 103 59 47 23 750 303
150~200 465 90 62 63 33 713 278
W -2 2040 15 Stp a bungana
Trin Ledeb YW-6 0~30 628 89 44 43 25 829 353
, - 30~60 533 95 50 59 31 768 311
w-o 2040 10 Artan sia (0~ 140 383 212 109 82 34 80 274
scworumn
140~200 116 159 129 173 79 656 153
W-9 2030 13 Thymus YW-9 0~10 586 73 28 22 2 7 320
morngoliais Ronn 10~40 415 69 33 32 11 560 235
W-s 2040 2 H indhbe 40~ 120 138 57 78 80 53 406 117
onlorata 120~200 56 44 66 95 95 356 Q88
YW-5 0~20 566 91 44 43 2 766 322
2 20~ 110 135 73 138 106 69 521 133
110~ 200 52 40 65 104 93 354 Q0 85
21
2 > 22
, 0~ 200an
0~ 20am > Q 25mm 3
s 20~ 60an, 835
_ -1
gkg , 80~ 130 an 15.4~ 40. 5 g kg
-1 1
856g kg , YW 4 0~40an 405 gkg YW 5
-1
) ) 110~ 200an, 2 5¢kg YW 2 YW 4
R YW 2 150~ 200an
-1
’ ’ 9 6 g kg N
-1
110~ 200an 354 ¢ kg YW ~ 5
2 2
2 2
, 50/ ~ 80 > . . 0~ 20an 15 4
-1 -1
Smm, gkeg , 110~ 200an 25¢gks ,
5~ 2mm s 106 ~ 15%
> Smm 2m
-1
> > > , Q 219~ 3 381 g kg ,
> , >
Smm 5 , . .
-1
4 MW D ( ) s Q 208~ Q 395 g kg
. > > , YW4 YW 2 , 0~ 200an
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3
Table 3 The daracteristics of factors that influen ced waterstable aggregates
ALO, FeO; CaCO;  TotalN OM  TotalP pH CEC = peg <0002 <001
P rofile layers O 71 1 1 1 ) ano lkg 1 mm mm
gkg g kg g kg g kg g kg mg kg g kg
YW -2 0~ 20 124. 01 46 51 88 5 2 251 315 0.344 8 02 19 50 6 4L 275 462
20~ 60 127. 02 47 40 82 5 2 207 28. 7 0.327 810 17 25 37 287 468
60~ 150 125.80 45 35 143 9 1 300 18. 7 0.306 7.97 16 00 35 312 507
150~ 200 120. 00 42 92 163 7 Q0 75 9.6 0. 265 8 00 14 50 5 01 297 472
YW - 4 0~ 40 128. 75 46 95 46 9 2 774 40. 5 0.392 813 34 75 33 260 454
40~ 80 126. 58 49 26 72 6 2 126 281 0.395 819 31 25 57 323 486
80~ 130 125.96 46 64 91 4 1 703 27. 0 0. 39 8 14 34 50 5 M 303 511
130~ 200 121. 68 45 42 103 5 L 463 20. 8 0.343 817 30 75 57 329 527
YW -5 0~ 20 119.21 42 85 138 9 L 04 15 4 0.245 7.96 21 75 521 250 422
20~ 110 117.91 41 76 136 0 Q0 29 36 0.241 8 21 21 25 50 28 368
110~ 200 116. 66 41 55 128 1 Q219 25 0.255 8 20 21 75 4 8 230 347
YW - 6 0~ 30 120. 17 44 18 67 7 2 38 34. 7 0.326 7.99 29 00 37 291 468
30~ 60 11869 45 42 112 2 1 640 22.9 0.287 8 03 26 00 335 323 493
60~ 140 11238 42 21 155 8 Q 507 7.1 0.243 7.95 20 00 5 41 313 491
140 ~ 200 114.31 4292 136 0 Q29 4.1 0.239 8 20 19 50 4 & 311 462
YW -9 0~ 10 125. 06 44 35 116 7 1 618 27. 0 0.287 7. 89 25 75 5 61 24 414
10~ 40 119.54 44 07 172 6 Q0 937 14. 4 0. 27 7. 96 23 00 5 81 81 465
40~ 120 118. 01 42 36 159 1 Q0 471 7.2 0.238 8 02 17 00 573 253 423
120 ~ 200 116.52 42 14 130 1 Q0 235 4.2 0.211 8 03 15 44 3 33 28 401
, < 0 002mm ,
< Q Olmm < , )
2
YW 2 YW 4 < Q Olmm )
60~ 150an 130~ 200an ,
YW 4 , s ,
2 2 2 Z,rl
2 2
2 2 2
2 2
4 (>0Q 25mm) (1)
Table 4 Correlation coefficient between the soil aggregates and soil p roperties
X(1) X (2) X (3) X(4) X(5) X(6) X(7) X( 8) X(9) X(10) X(11) Y
X(1) 1000 082" -06362° 07963 Q788" 0876 0 0942 0 3816 05749 0 0828 0 283 0 4259
X(2) 10000  -07500° 08390 08158° 088L” 0 1216 0 4758 07157 0433 0 5630 0 972
X(3) L0000 —0806° —Q8&Y" —Q&od* -02748 _7157° -05769 -0032 -01776 -0 373K
X(4) 1 0000 09945 Q&85 " -01380 0 543 07419 * 02166 0 4388 048"
X(5) 1 0000 0873 -0 148 0 5706 07324 0209 Q4513 0 6569 *
X(6) 1 0000 0 198 Q74" 068737 Q2977 Q 488 0 5209
X(7) 1 0000 Q3712 -02279 -018® -03149 -0 460
X(8) 1 0000 02523 Q0 1408 0 2416 0 3156
X(9) 1 0000 Q 3400 Q 5305 Q 5776
X( 10) 1 0000 09138 0 6416 *
X(11) 1 0000 0K "
Y 1 0000
* % 0,01 ,* 005
23

> (0 25mm

:0.6448 Q 6569 Q 6416 Q 8328
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(CEQ) (< 0. 002mm ) (<
( 4 0.0lmm) Y > Q 25mm
, Q 5927 2 4 > 0 25mm
0.5209 Q 5776 pH
4 Xi(i=1~11) 5
™
5

Table 5 Path coefficient between the soil aggregate and w0il properties

X(D-Y X(2)-Y X(3)-Y X(4H-Y X(5-Y X(6)-Y X(7)-Y X(8-Y X(9-Y X(10)-Y X(11)-Y

X(1) -0 1351 Q6687 0. 9783 1.2860 -2 4105 - 04710 -00703 0.0948 -0 1568 - Q0 1230 0. 7648
X(2) -01152 07842 1. 0694 1.3549 -24950 -04934 -0.0907 0 1182 -0 1952 - Q0 6512 1. 3115
X(3) 0 027 - 05882 -1 4258 -1 4221 2 6910 Q0 4616 0.2052 - 0. 1782 0 1574 0 0464 -0 4136
X(4) Q 1076  Q 6579 1. 2556 1. 6150 -3 0413 - Q 4660 0. 1030 0. 1302 -0 2023 -0 3218 1. 0222
X(5) -01065 06398 1. 2546 1. 6060 - 3 0582 - Q4708 0. 1107 0. 1417 - Q 1997 -0 3119 1. 0513
X(6) -0 1159 00745 1. 1983 1. 3703 -2 6217 - 05492 -0 1482 0. 1750 -0 1874 - Q0 424 1. 1377
X(7) -00127 00954 0.3918 -0 2229 Q455 -01091 -0 7465 0.0922 0 0622 0 2688 - 0.7335
X(8) -0016 03731 1. 0230 0.8468 - 1 7450 - 03869 -0 2771 0. 2484 - 0 068 - 0 2091 0. 5628
X(9) -00777 Q5612 0. 8226 1. 1981 -2 2398 - 03774 0. 1701 0. 0626 -0 2727 - 0 5052 1. 2358
X(10) -0 0112 Q3437 0. 0445 0.3498 -0 6419 - Q 1635 0. 1350 0. 0350 - Q0 0927 - 1 4859 2. 1288
X(11) -0 0446 Q4415 0. 2532 0.7086 - 1 3801 - Q2682 0. 2350 0. 0600 - Q0 1447 - 1 3578 2. 3296
X (E 1~ 11) H (CEC) (< Q 00lmm ) (<0
Olmm) Y > 0. 25mm : 0. 1567
2
> > > D P
> > > > H > > ,
2 2
« » [16- 18]
2 2 2
25
Py 2
< 0 Olmm , , , 11
, 6
2 2
6
Table 6 The eigenvalies and percentages of principal can ponents analysis
2
Location Tiem 1stPC 2nd PC 3rd PC
" G 30827 17911 1 46441
57 34792 16 28275 13 31282
’ 57 34792 73 630066 86 94348
6 )
o 2 ’ Py
2 2
) 8F%

( )7 B 8% P

[ 16]
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Y, = Q331X " +Q 3760X, + Q 33%4X,"+ 3763, + 0 3732X,'+ 0 388X’
+ 0 0379K 5 +Q 2648Xg + 0 251Xy + Q 1474X o'~ @ 2245 X

Yy= - @ 1417 + 0 0596X, + Q 29%X; ~ @ 04867X , — Q 0598Xs’

- Q0723 - 03552X; - Q 23%Xg + Q 228K g + Q 562X,y +Q 5717,

Y3= - 0 1904X | + 0 0538X," - O 09%4X3'~ O 1784X ) - 0 2133X5’

+ 0 118X 1+ Q 6554X, + 0 258Xy - O 3620K 5 + 0 4353X, 5+ Q 2073X

(1) > 5Smm
s 50
, > 5Smm
> (0 25mm 2m
> > > 5
~6 ) R
(2) > Q 25mm

(3)
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Characteristics of SoilW ater Stable A ggregates and R elationship w ith Soil P roperties

During Vegetation Rehablitation in a L oess H illy R egion

AN Shao- shanl, HUANG Y i-m 612, LIBi- chengl, YANG Jian— guo3
(1 Institte of Soil and Water Conservation, CAS & MWR, Yangling 712100 China
2 Nortwest Sci- Tech University of Ag riculure and Foresry, Yangling 712100, Ch ina;
3 Institvie of agriacltural resource and environnent N ingcia acadeny of agriculture and forestry, Yindwan 750002 China )

Abstract Based on the fiell investigation and lab analysis we studied the characterstics of soil water— stable
aggregates and soil properties durng vegetation rehabilitation n typical grassland of hilly — gullied Loess areg and
analyze he relationshp beween hem by path analysis andmamn canponent analysis The results show that In tems of
vegetation succession stages the contents of bz gravel soilwater— stable aggregates ncreased the > Smm aggregate is
prority in different layers about50% - 80% . The 5— 2mm aggregate is the second man canponent Them ean values
of > Smm aggregate in 2m layers show that Stipa gradiss Canmunity > Stipa bungana Trin Canmunity > A rten isia
sacrorum Ledeb canmunity > Thymus mongolicus Ronn cammunity > H ieroch be ordorata canmunity Physical clay
organic matter and ftotal nitrogen are the key factors that nfluenced the totalwater— stable aggregates
Key words Soil aggregates Soil properties Path analysis Prncipal canponents analysis



