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Soil Nutrients of Different Land Using Pattern in Nihegou Watershed
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(1. State Key Laboratory of Soil Erosion and Dryland Farming on the Loess Plateau, Institute of
Soil and Water Conservation, CAS and MWR, Yangling District 712100, Shaanxi Province, China;
2. Graduate School of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100039, China; 3. Cdlege of Resource and
Environment, Northwest University of Agriculture and Forestry, Yangling 712100, Shaanxi Province, China)

Abstract: Soil nutrients of different land using in gully region of the Loess Plateau is analyzed. The contents of nu2
trients, such as organic matter, P and N, were low. The content of N was very poor. The contents of K were
higher than others. By comparing the nutrients, it is found that the contents of soil nutrient in forest2grass land
were higher than in orchard land and agriculture land.
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