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BES AR BN 5 IEERIRE 3 PR, X AR R . IR AR, NI TR A R HRCR 477 T 5 m HEAT 7
o GiRKW: SEFERHAELL, R RB ER SRR FAE 0~60 cm & 12 T AAFR BRI BRI 3.5%-
6.2% (P<0.05); ff 0~20 cm 1)Z>0.25 mm HUBER 2 M R AR ECEP39 73 A3E 0 10.3% (P<0.05) F120.3% (P<0.01),
>20~40 cm 25> BIPFAIHEIN 17.2% (P<0.05) A1 23.6% (P<0.01). S#bEA/ B3 0~10 cm A1>30~40 cm 121
TKEaNE BIERAA TR 52 200 M LR B 5 35.1%H0 45.8% (P<0.05), IRAA/ S HFRIA L BE>10~20 cm A1>20~30 cm +)7
IR P 2 ARG 2R 43 I3 101.7%F11 61.7% (P<0.01). A[FEEHHER BE B 7 HIRMNBIERE, HEEx K51
BRI KB KRR 28, bR A ot o YRRA G b AR RA Kb B B B NVB 2RI AF B 4R i1 35.2% 0 15.3% (P<0.05),
IR R R I3 = 7.2%H01 7.7% (P<0.05), BE7KAE =R 34385 9.6%F1 10.7% (P<0.05),
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RIS ANELLZREE, /0T E106°32 ~106°58 L N35°41 ~
36°17 2 10), ¥k 1 800 m, 24 F¥%/KE KN 430.4 mm,
BN A R FCAR S AN A HERh a2, 7~9 HFER
AEREIKIN 46.3%~69.1%, 4/NEAKI (10 H — R4
6 H) SRR EAAL. 3 I 2007—2008 4F. 2008
—2009 FF1 2009—2010 FAERFEKLS RN 331.44
370.0 Fl 427.8 mm, I =R W REIA 1543~
255.6 mm, /N AEH AR R 114.4~205.1 mm.

RGO S, R ON A L, RTEEE N
KN . RN FERIETHHE 0~40 cm A HLUTTURE 25
718 glkg, BRAFA 50.32 mg/kg, R 8.55 mg/ke,
R 84.82 mg/kg, pH {4 8.5, JRAKEENE S /K.
1.2 REHZE

RIGBE 2 FBF 1 AERES CRBFIR B |« 2 4
TR 1 AE B CRIA B ARRSD AR GRHE GEERIPH
3 FRHHEARL. GBHIRA/ TR (Ng7—Ses—Ngo) :
B 1 FANZWER AT AL, 5 2 AN EIGR
JEATHRAAL R, 56 3 FA/NEWOGRG AT iR b
RRN TR IRRA LB (Sg—Nos—Spe) @ 2 1 FEK/NFIN
SRIGHIATIRIARC L, 58 2 SR A/NFRGR G AT bbb 2L,
803, Z/NEBORIEHATIRIAE B R mHE AL B
(CT) :+ &/WNEWER)G, HATEFERPHEEE . BENLX 4 1
i, 3WES, DXIHR 45 m® (Smx9m)

ZIRGGHE 2007 AR AL EL TR FH AL e BIBE OB 7
K, WREGHI R, AR A E TG bbb
KINKZUWERBETE 5~8 cm, 9 J] N EIERMHER . 1w
AR BHERIE 30~35 cm, % AIBE 40 cm. fEGEHHE:
REHHASE 20 cm, BHEHH. Z/NFE051T 2007 429 H
18 H. 2008 459 H 15 H. 2009 49 H 20 H¥EFR, 2008
6 H27 H. 2009 4 6 H 24 H. 2010 4£ 7 H 10 HY&
3, KNG AR TEIE 26 5, FIRLERE 5~8 cm, fFFE
W 350 JiFR/Mm® . FEFPES LR B (N=46%) 675
kg/hm?®. BERES (P,0s=12%) 750 kg/hm?, % /NAik
T R 2 150 kg/hm?, R m) 264 T N TR,
1.3 MEMBRAZE
1.3.1 EBEARBRAEAILRE

7E 2007 4F 6 H 24 HiAKAPERT A 2010 457 H 10
/NG, LS TEATE 5 ANREE S, #% 0~20. >20~
40 F1>40~60 cm HFRTJHURE, K FRTIENE & )=+
BB BB HRALRE (%) = (1—
T AR R/ AR x100%, TIEARUTRIL
BIEH 2.65 g/em’s
1.3.2 EARKERFfFE

DR 71575 2007 4 6 H 24 H S HEFT & 2010
7 H 10 HANEWGRG, #% S 85 SHCEH%EAE 0~10,
>10~20.>20~30 F1>30~40 cm 4 4>+ )2 K4 UK L FE,
H AR KT i B 2R SN e, R g B AR 3R
FIEN 1 e 2247 BT HRE B FLAE N 5 F1 2 mm
HI9F 7, 22 h>5 mm. >2~5mm. <2 mm3 M. R
Je 4% 3 AN A SR b T LR GRS R 200 g.

2) ME ik TS R ARG o A R AR e MR T
AR AR IRE I " L BUERE 200 g, OASLAR
WA 5, 2, 1, 0.5 ) 0.25 mm (&R L, K2
GRS, TR is, % SHUIF 1 7fEfskis
R 300 Y/min %35 2 min J5, M _EFKREUR, 153
>S5 mm, =2~5mm, =1~2mm, =0.5~1mm, =025~
0.5 mm LA <025 mm ) HIERRAE, 2 hllcER .
WOk HBR AT BUEFE 200 g, HIHCEESLE
W 5. 24 1. 0.5, 025 mm FIEE 2, HHSHEA
IKTHI Y 5 AR 4 20 1) doe ey I 1 P e b — S0 1
VA 2 R W A B AE /K T BA R, Al - R 7R K T R R
10 min I FFEAXEE, BL 30 ¥/min AR E T 5 min J5, $6F
— J2 0 LB AR I N R TR U, R
SR H AR LRSS AR K R SR R

>0.25 mm HLBRR E 1 A B Ak 2

DR, ,i=> (W)
i=1

X, DRy s >0.25 mm AU E P BT AR B2 0 %
Wi g ox NRLER R AR T B 72 KL oo
5 v 1 i A

MWD=3W[(X,)-(W)]

X, MwD kY EEEA, mm; X, T2
UL TR P9 A SR A B AR, mm; W0 R T X ) B SR Ak
SRR %o

IKARE AR A AR s 1

WSAR=WSAIA X 100%

K, WSAR R /K FavE IR AR E %, % WSA 29>0.25 mm
IKFEMEH AR R, g5 4 >0.25 mm /KA A R A1)
i, g.

A R R,

SDR=(DR¢ 5~ WSAR)/DRy»5s X 100%

X, SDR N HRRIER, %; DR0.25 9>0.25 mm HUHK
R PE A= 50 %; WSAR Ky/KAa: BIR fa e
K, %o

Ak kR E:

Ev=(A-WSA)/4 X 100%

K, Epp WATGERTRIAREL %; 4 #>0.25 mm /KEEPE
BISRARN i, g5 WSA }>0.25 mm 7KFM: 2 A4 1) )i
H, go
1.3.3 XERNSBNDEFFHNZ

TR BR Y &t W E S IE G e AW e % . EIEG
SEON B RAETRIG . BRI OR IR, R R R
AR R TS H 2 m 25K %K. K
YR, DRI AT DAAS S FE R KA 5 o [RII, AR
FHAT, NX 2 TAVRAT S A AR AT 0 i) K 4 AT e o 287N
FFEFIHTRIRCR S AL FNX AE 20 em 125 2 BRI
JE 0~200 cm TJZH SRR, N I RE AR EE /)N
BHC 1 m? P 7 .
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W= hxaxbx10/100
A, WO TIEEKE, mm; 2 W LEEE, cm; a
AR R, gem®; b N LIHESKE, %.
VEMIFEK e
ET,= W\~Wy+P
R, ET, WAEWIAEKE, mm: W, AH&ET HIEEKE,
mm; W, AWGRE TIEEKE, mm; P AAET HANBEW
i, mm, N RIEEKELFKELLL 2 m L2 EHKE
T
IK A3 R 0%«
WUE = Y/ET,
Xrf, WUE K IR, kg/(hm*mm); Yk /NEEFF
ki, kg/hm’,
B A 77 30
PUE=Y/P
Xrf, PUE MEPIBR KA 20%, kg/(hm>mm); ¥ 4/
FFPRiF E, kg/hm’s P OAEFMA BN E, mm.
1.3.4  BIEABMELM T
76 2007 FERE AL BERT & 2010 E/NFEWER A, K]
AT AT S £ 7 S AL 0 N 2 B 0 s 3 A9 RIS, i
BRI SEAT 7 FESE S (B 7.5 emx6 em —#0) BI/K
i, JLTAEMZEARRIE: KA kK v (mL/hD
EKFW KR A (mm) (MM R GZBEEN v=
1.842 + 0.183 4 i ik F4 Hil 7K T P v 5 R 48 7K R 1) S0 A
[ 18 B 7 i 8 0 o T
e 11PN ST <t
V= (Q,<10)(T,xS)
A, VO TR NGB E, mm/min; 0, A
95 on YOI SE N R VKB, mL; T, A58 n YN 5E I 1) g
(], ming S OHBEMIIEA, cm’®, HL1.6x10°
OBHERT BN,~S,~N,
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a. LIRABUT

1.4 FZiAx
KH SAS 8.0 Fiit o M s Bt B AT 8e ik #r
JEKH LSD VAT £ LA .

2 HR5HH

2.1 FEHEER X R T IELEH R0
2.1.1 st RIBARERE B A L IR LI Mk 64 Bk

3ajma, 3 MHHMER R 0~60 cm &% 12 TR R R
L 2007 FERHE BT AT BTk (B 1 a) , JLrh bt
FRRA TR B RN B R A AL B B I 23 (P<0.05)
15 5.6%~9.0%, TSR R E RN RBHERI %
BE AN ARFA B 0~60 cm )2 V-3 LA
B ) S BOE SRR 3.5%F1 6.2%, Hb: 0~20 cm
j:}%’ N07—>Sog—>N09\ So7—>N0g—>Sog %ﬂﬁ@i%ﬁgiﬂ )\i
AL CT AbBEFEAG (P<0.05) 4.4%F1 7.3%; >20~40 cm
+J2, 3Bl CT 4EFBRAK (P<0.05) 2.1%H1 5.7%; >40~
60 cm 12, 7Bl CT AbEE R (P<0.05) 4.1%F1 5.5%
Ui B b5 IR AR BRAE R B ol A 25 PRI AR U, oK
S Ly

AEE 3 a 5, T ARIA Gt IR B R Ab B (1)
0~60 cm 12 LB L AL BT B35 (P<0.05) Y
I, TRESERIAHEIEALE (K 1b) : 0~20cm 1),
N07—>Sog—>N09\ So7—>Nog—>Sog %ﬂi%}tl@gﬁ\%U%?ﬁ
SERIHE 4.1%F0 6.8%; 7£>20~40 cm FI>40~60 cm 1),
No7—Sos—Noo AEFE: CT ALFLAF LR 2.1%F 4.3%,
So7—Nos—Seo AL FHE CT ALFR AL 5.5% 5.7%, #*
B 2 SEGBE | AFSRAA RN 2 SFERHA | AR S pHE S BE A 3 Tk
HIKZ, S SRR Fe RS A8 IR 8 SR8 ) s,
0~60 cm 1)z TIEALBURBAF B W (P<0.05) 3,

Si Ny ™ S0 R CT
54
a
s2f a
a
50 a
X
Ny
i Iz
& 48 )
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= 5 5
wder 5 53
2 o
o <
4t 5 5
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oo 20X
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0~20 >20~40
17 /em
b. L HEALKUE

¥: No7—Sos—Noo A BRI ML EL; Nog—Sos—Noo AIRFA GG GAMKEEL; CT It ZHHEL L.

B 1 RESEBRXT 0~ 60 om AR FAILHAL ZIL
Fig.1 Change of soil bulk density and soil porosity at 0-60 cm depth under different tillage patterns

2.1.2 MHEILEEARAKER LT HNGT "

1) X AN ) s 2% - 35 1 58 A H g s i

23t 3 a ANFEFHEALT, 3 FARFBHEARE 0~10 cm
F1>10~20 cm + )7 0.25~2 mm HUBREE & I [ 58 4% B

BILC AL BERT RN, M>20~30 cm F1>30~40 cm 15
WEA R 2, H 0~10 cm f1>10~20 cm 125 T>20~
30 cm F1>30~40 cm T2 (F 1), H 0~10 cm F1>10~
20 cm - J2 BB RRA G B AL B IR B R G424 60.0%),
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TRFA B IRAAAE B R 2 P340 54.8%) « 0~40 cm
T2 GBS B RS B A B 0.25~5 mm 4]
BBEEE (P<0.05) @& TIEFEMPHEE: 0~10 cm
+ )2, No7—Ses—Noo A-FH 0.25~2 mm FU AR & 1t 41 28 44
Bt CT A B 12.4%, Sg7—Nog—>So AL EE>2 mm Al
PRRSE Tk AT R AR SRS CT AP 37.8%; >10~20 cm
+J2, Ny7—Sos—Ngor So7—Nos— Sgo AL HE 0.25~2 mm 1,
PR s P [ S AR B A CT A BE 43 ) 4 17 12.4% 11 18.4%,
So7—Nog—Soo AL FH>2 mm AUBKRER 2 1 12 (R £t 4 CT b
PR 46.2%; >20~30 cm 12, Np—Ses—Nge Al
So7—Nog—Spo AL EE>5 mm [ T AAE = 733 5 CT AbFE$2 =
86.9%F1 131.6% (P<0.01) ; >30~40 cm )2, 2l
5 44.8%7F1 29.9% (P<0.05) . >20~30 cm F1>30~40 cm
T2, >5 mm HIERAEEE No—Ses—Noos So7—Nos—Soo
AR B 55 AL PR T AH LR 2 (P<0.05) , PRI 41.8%
1 49.2%, i 0~10 cm F1>10~20 cm 1 /2 H4lE A 5%
552007 SEACHEFTAR LG, 2010 4E/ 2GRV 3 FlOAS [
PHELFE 0~40 cm 1 )2>0.25 mm /KE 1 F RS &

W3 (P<0.05) #9h0, AbFEA]<0.25 mm KFEPESL A5 4
TRESLEERYAEFE . £0~10 A>10~20 cm 1
JZ>0.25 mm /KB R AR R Ak BT AH LG R A
6.1~6.7 1%, >20~30 F1>30~40 cm + )2, FbEARK
BE RIS B VRFA AL FE>0.25 mm £k Sk Rtk B 544 &
B CT B8N, Hrh 0.25~1 mm /KEaPEFIR A
HiZET>1 mm KFEAE. 0~10 cm )2, Ny—Ses—
Noor So7—Nos—Sgo AEFE 0.5~1 mm /KEE PR IE & &5
WL CT AbFEER R (P<0.05) 47.8%F1 46.2%, 1~5 mm
IKFSHE R AR S i s (P<0.05) 89.3%A1 25.2%:;
>10~20 cm 12, Ny7—Sos—Noo~ Sg7—Nog—Sgo ZLE 1~
5 mm FERAE S B2 CT AFER & (P<0.01) 2.4 f5F1
4.9 fi%; 7£>20~30 cm 1)z, No7—Ses—Noo~ So7—Nos—So9
A PR 0.25~1 mm BIRAEE &0 5% CT A58 hn
(P<0.05) 1.5 581 1.6 15, 1~5 mm /KE& M I RAA S 85
SN 1.1 4% (P<0.05) i1 0.5 £%; >30~40 cm +JZ 0.25~
1 mm ZKAR PR AISRAA S 40 % CT ARBRES N (P<0.05)
1.5 f5F0 1.4 {5,

1 TRAHEERERXT 0~40 cm LEARRERZTIERARE S

Table 1 Soil aggregate size distribution at 0-40 cm depth under different tillage patterns
%
WU 8 PE TR AR i
+E/em s IKF e T SR AR i
>5 mm 5~=2mm 2~=1mm 1~=0.5 mm 0.5~=0.25 mm <0.25 mm
BHETT 15.42bB 14.42aA 8.43¢cC 13.78cC 9.35dC 38.60aA
al — — — 0.68cC 1.51bB 97.81aA
15.15bB 11.73bB 16.16aA 16.72aA 14.51aA 25.72¢C
No7—Sos—Nog
0~10 — 1.01a 2.59a 8.86aA 3.46aA 84.09b8
17.83aA 14.45aA 14.25bB 14.87bB 12.11cB 26.49¢C
So7—Nos—So0
— 0.71b 1.67b 8.76aA 3.76aA 85.10bB
CT 11.13cC 12.29bB 14.05bB 15.07bB 13.04bB 34.42bB
— 0.59b 1.31b 5.99bB 3.88aA 88.22bB
BT 26.65aA 15.71bB 9.15¢C 10.79bB 6.83cC 30.87bA
g — — — 0.46dC 0.73dD 98.81aA
9.78¢cC 12.78¢cC 16.76aA 16.54aA 12.17bA 31.97bA
No7—Sos—Noo
>10~20 1.23a 0.68b 1.59bB 6.82bA 6.55aA 83.13¢cC
16.40bB 17.12aA 16.91aA 16.50aA 14.50aA 18.57cB
So7—Nos—So0
0.45b 1.43a 4.27aA 8.44aA 2.89¢C 82.53¢C
CT 10.86bB 12.07¢C 14.61bB 15.16bA 10.70bB 36.59aA
— 0.37¢ 0.68bB 3.61cB 4.01bB 91.34bB
St e 30.89¢C 11.05a 9.30aA 9.67ab 5.98¢ 33.11bB
Bt — — — 0.58¢ 1.35¢ 98.07a
42.87bB 10.58ab 6.96bB 8.71b 7.06b 23.82¢C
No7—Sos—Nog
~20~130 — 0.47a 0.63a 2.67a 3.53a 92.70¢c
53.11aA 9.82bc 6.84bB 6.60c 6.96b 16.66dD
So7—Nos—So9 E
— 0.41la 0.41b 2.86a 3.71a 92.61c
cT 22.93dD 8.80c 9.41aA 10.72a 8.40a 39.75aA
— 0.20b 0.33b 1.24b 2.80b 95.43b
s 35.89bB 15.73aA 8.44bA 9.53aA 6.11a 24.30bB
HHERD
— — — 0.46 1.12¢ 98.42a
51.85aA 5.770B 6.47cB 6.69bB 4.86b 24.37bB
No7—Sos—Noo
~30~40 — 0.39a 0.31b 2.90a 4.11a 92.29b
26.65¢C 6.36bB 8.00bA 9.25aA 6.17a 23.72bB
So7—Nos—So0
— 0.25b 04la 2.82a 3.69ab 92.83b
CT 35.80bB 9.45aA 9.25aA 9.45aA 6.11a 29.95aA
— 0.18b 0.29b 2.00a 2.82bc 94.71b

i B FIARFEIRE BRI 2 5k 53 (P<0.01) ,AR/N G 7 B 225 5% (P<0.05). R,

FHER 2 WA, S AREER IR vA1S 2119>0.25 mm ALk
Fae MBI BAE S5 (DRyys) TF 61.4%~81.4%2 7] i

HEAFEI>0.25 mm KEPEH RS &, RIKERME HIR 4k
FasE % (WSAR) , 1F 1.2%~16.9%2.1f), 0%t 151
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AR IR R AE KA E T R AR . 76 0~10 cm F1>20~
30 cm )2, 3 P AL FLK DR, 55 L AL FEHT 12 2 (P<0.05)
P, WIS 61.4%~81.34%. S HARKA bk FIERS/
GBI AR EE 0~20 cm +J2>0.25 mm [FZ K HCE
B 43 5] B A B BE G 0 10.3% (P<0.05) F1 20.3%
(P<0.01),>20~40 cm 255139890 17.2%(P<0.05)
F123.6% (P<0.01) , Hr: 0~10 cm 12 No7—Ses—Noon
So7—Nos—Seo #EHE DRy 55 73 ll%¢ CT ALHEHY N (P<0.05)
13.3%F1 12.1%; >20~30 cm + 24030 (P<0.01)
26.4%7F1 38.3%; >10~20 cm AI>30~40 cm )2, Hf
So7—Nog—Seo A H DRy,s .3 (P<0.05) =T AbPERY,
No7—S0s—Ngo « So7—>NOg—>Sog MFELFE>10~20cm T )2
DRy,s 73 CT ALFEHG I 7.3% (P<0.05) A1 28.4%
(P<0.01) , >30~40 cm 127738 1 (P<0.05) 8.0%Al
8.9%. Uil 2 FEbE 1 SERFARI 2 4EVRIA 1 ﬁﬁa%%%ﬁ

Al ER A 0~40 cm %1 2>0.25 mm HUARER 1
RIEE

2) 0 I SR R E S A s

FALBETTRE T IR R H AR (DMWD) %

R2 FREHHERK 3 HIRFARKIZE

A TR T RERMACP Y ER S (WMWD)  (R2) .
ANFEBHEALFE 3 4E)5, {E 0~10. >20~30 F1>30~40 cm
T E &4 DMWD E4 W T AT . 0~10 cm 12
No7—Sos—Noo~ So7—Nos—Seo #bFE DMWD {E 535l Lt CT
WPEER T 14.6% (P<0.05) F1 27.1% (P<0.01) ; >20~
30cm T2 R (P<0.01) #2545 53.9%H1 78.9%:;
>30~40 cm )23 W E P 24.8% (P<0.01) Al 16.5%
(P<0.05) . 1f7>10~20 cm 1) Sg7—Nos—Soo X3 DMWD
i CT B3 (P<0.01) $#%7 33.1%, No;—Seg—Noo AL
LSS RIRILE E 2 5. 0~40 cm 2 & ALH WMWD
B E T 2007 FEHHELBERT, ﬁa%#/zﬂ‘/%%#%ﬂﬁﬁ
KA/ B AL 3 5 AR R 22 = 38 (P<0.05) -

10 cm 1)z No7—Sos—Noo~ Se7—Nos—Spo AL 735 'JHﬁ CT
A PEHR T 12.5%F1 6.3%;>10~20 cm + /24> B3 13.8%
FH 34.5%; >20~30 cm - JZ4E R 7.4%; >30~40 cm 1
JZ R 7.4%F0 3.7%. Ui SESERIFHHLL, 2 F5R
BE 1SRRI 2 FEIRFA 1 AE B U 0~10. >20~30.
>30~40 cm 12 DMWD {51 0~40 cm %+ )2 WMWD
(ERTE 271N

SRR

Table 2 Effect of different tillage patterns on stability parameter of aggregates

>0.25 mm HLWASR TR ER HAELSD TREREALSD  AREER KERMEEAEGE 2 AR%LsD
1 JZ/em AbH ETERRATRT  (FIiYDMWDY  (BIFWMWD)Y  $8%5SD (Evr)  FasE R+SD (SDR)/
$(+SD(DRy 25)/% mm mm % (WSAR)/% %
HHiewT 61.40+0.58¢cB 1.63+0.05bB 0.26+0.010cC 97.81+0.66aA  2.19+0.12cC  96.43+0.66aA
No7—Sos—Noo 74.28+0.42aA 1.65+0.01bB 0.36£0.004aA 84.09£0.35bB  15.91+0.06aA  78.28+0.21cB
010 So7—Nos—So9 73.5140.31aA 1.83+0.03aA 0.34+0.007aAB 85.10£0.81bB  14.90+0.04aA  79.73+0.70cB
CT 65.58+0.66bB 1.44+0.04cC 0.32+0.009bB 88.22+0.06aB  11.78+0.08bB  82.04+0.63bB
b2 E) 69.13+0.83bB 2.2040.02aA 0.25+0.003cC 98.81+0.31aA 1.1940.33¢cC  98.28+0.35aA
020 No7—Sos—Noo 68.03+0.63bB 1.43+0.04cB 0.33+0.006bB 83.13£1.02cB  16.87£1.09aA  75.240.67cB
So7—Nos—So9 81.430.96aA 1.89+0.06bA 0.39+£0.003aA 82.53+1.71cB  17.47134aA  78.55+0.43cB
CT 63.41+0.89bB 1.42+0.01cB 0.29+0.003cC 91.34+027bAB  8.66+0.77bB  86.34+0.70bB
HHHEwT 66.89+0.53cC 2.25+0.04cC 0.25+0.001cC 98.07+0.42aA 1.93£041cC  97.11+1.17aA
2030 No7—Sos—Noo 76.18+1.25bB 2.77+0.02bB 0.29+0.004aA 92.70+0.56bB  7.30£0.55aA  90.42+1.17bB
So7—Nos—So9 83.34+0.88aA 3.22+0.053aA 0.29+0.002aA 92.6140.43bB  7.39+0.47aA  91.13+0.43bB
CT 60.25+1.33dD 1.80£0.02dD 0.27+0.002bB 95.43+0.30bB  4.57+0.72bB  92.41+0.60+bB
iiziai 75.70+0.36aA 2.62+0.02cC 0.25+0.005¢ 98.42+0.30aA 1.58+0.88cC  97.91+1.77aA
No7—Sos—Ngo 75.63+0.28aA 3.0240.05aA 0.29+0.006a 9229+038bB  7.71+1.11aA  89.8+1.92bB
Z30740 So7—Nos—So9 76.28+0.60aA 2.82+0.01bB 0.28+0.004ab 92.83+0.55bB  7.17£0.78aA  90.61+0.82abB
CT 70.05+1.00bB 2.42+0.02dD 0.27+0.004bc 9471+0.73bB  5.29+0.54bB  92.44+1.06bB

W SD AFREZE, TR

3aa, 3 FHHELATE 0~40 cm - JE/KFa i [ B 1A

SER (WSAR) YW B m TAHET, F£JE (0~20cm) /K
Faurk B R A RS e R B3 & THHZ (520~40 em)D (R 2D,
fE 0~10 cm FI>30~40 cm 12, Ng7—>Sog—Noo A0 5351
3 (P<0.05) T CT AbHE 35.1%H1 45.8%, S7—Nos—So
WEBELAY B3 (P<0.05) 1R T- CT 4b# 26.5%F1 35.5%:;

>10~20 cm A1>20~30 cm 1 )2 Ny—Sos—Noo A FE 551
T (P<0.01) CT A3 94.8%F1 59.7%, So7—Nos—Soo
WH T (P<0.01) CT AP 101.7%A1 61.7%. it #
No7—>Sog—Noo AL FEXT F-$2 15 0~10 cm F1>30~40 cm 1 )2
M 7K AR AR RS e R R B {5 So7—Nog—Soo AL EEAK

B S T>10~20 cm F1>20~30 cm + 2 Ik Bk 4158
WrRE R,

2010 EKALFH 0~40 cm )2 TSR AR RE R
(SDR) FIAKLE AR 46 (Ep) ¥ 2007 fEABERTA
ANTIREFE FIFRAR e BF AR AL/ G BRI S B A Kb 2
L2 (0~20 cm) [ B2 = TEFERAE, BHZE (520~
40cm) HEFEMPLEE ER . Nyv—Ses—Ng~ Sgr—
Nos—Soo 202 0~10 ¢cm 1+ )2 SDR {7 7| L CT AbBEFEAG
(P<0.05) 4.6%F1 2.8%, E r{HA 0K (P<0.05) 4.7%
1 3.5%; >10~20 cm 1. /Z Np7—Sos—Ngo~ So7—Nos—Soo
AEEE SDR E 73 5l b CT AbFEBFAR(P<0.05)12.9%F1 9.0%,
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Epr {HA BIFAG (P<0.05) 9.0%H1 9.7%: 1ii>20~30 cm
F1>30~40 cm -t )2 HEGRPZE R AR SRR P
FUAT DL 35 PRI 2 8 5 R AR e 3 R ARG TR 3
o AT RIS M AR RS E M.
2.2 AREHHEEAI TIENSEKEFIERFIE
2.2.1 3 EIEABMALG TR

2010 FAEYBGER)G, AN FIBFE AL FL R B VS
NSRRI NSRBI AL BT B4 e (R 3D, A&
BHARKR G BRI G BE R A B 5 IR AR R 22 7 0 %
(P<0.05) : Ny7—Sgs—Noor Sg7—Nog—>So9 ALHH K] P4 T A
BEGILE CT A FRF 35.2%F1 15.3%, A4
FBE T 05 2.0 A1 1.2 L, NBIRIEZHIIN 824 6.6 cm,
Aib 3 ) 22 S IR B W K (P<0.05) o R ATFC P e
A b BRI ) R HF R S NI IR, BB R AINE
WL, s IR NIBRED

F3 FESHERR T LIS NSRRI L

Table 3 Comparison of soil water infiltration capacity indexes
under different tillage patterns

NBEESD/  NBIFEELSD/ PRINBHLSD/
yisail A
L cm (mm'min™)
BHETT 3.00+0.08¢c 20.5+2.72¢cB 1.81+0.15b
No7—Ses—Ng9  5.23+0.12a  31.66+2.44aA 2.65+0.18a
S07—Nos—Se9  4.36+0.15b  30.124+4.76aA 2.26+0.15ab
CT 3.21£0.09c  23.4843.39bB 1.96+0.08b

2.2.2 xFEIBARSRAGEH

FAERH L ZE R R A 1 & K R S RHE 7 01 6.
INFZRERNET, 3 a NFAHHEARE 0~200 cm HIEE KE R
BERRS o B FNIRAN b AR AS A BRI 3 (P<0.05) 1
THERMBPE (£ 4) , 2007~2008 4 Ny—Ses—Noo-
So7—Nog—Soo AEFE 3 %G CT 7 12.8%A1 13.3%; 2008~
2009 fE4 5% CT 1 9.8%F1 8.3%;2009~2010 4F43 7%
CT =1 8.0%FH 13.0%. W WL, St/ RN oM FIGRAR/ Fa )t
FRFRA 2 BB A o] DURE U Moz gl & A7 7~9 A KA Y
IR T35, it FBEAE K TR, 6 HIRA/NZWERE,
2007~2008 £F 0~200 cm 1 )2 13 /K& No7—Ses—Noo-
So7—Nos—>Sgo A FE 5353114 CT 1 6.3%F1 7.8%; 2008~2009
E I CT 5 6.5%F1 4.5%; 2009~2010 4355 CT
7 3.8%1 7.5%.2009~2010 £ 4403 0~200 cm HIEE
JKEWET 2007~2008 F1 2008~2009 4E R, AL
it 3 a, BHPBAERHZ LR AIE T AN (TR
RESLIHAFBE G, BOEFRPHE S T TR
B JIREF K BE

AR RN D@ B HEERS t, PRE KRR, X4
EAE R AR . 3 a I Ny—Ses—Noo «
So7—Nos—Sgo AL HEIEEFIH Ty 7= (P<0.05) 9.6%
A10.7%, 1EDK S RIHECE (WUE) 535 V348 =
(P<0.05) 7.2%F1 7.7% (£ 4) o v, 2 F5pF 1 F5
FAFD 2 AEERFA 1 AFGuBbp X m i 5 KR B 32 o = 2
T VEMIR KA FIFACE, B3 (P<0.05) 15 T1EW
K AE 77 R0% o No7—Sos—Noos  So7—Nos—Seo A2 3 a

SRR KA FERCR A i CT AbFEHE R (P<0.05) 9.6%A1
10.7%, H, 2007~2008 “EH 1 8.7%H1 9.7%, 2008~
2009 “EHEE 14.1%F0 10.1%; 2009~2010 4E42 75 6.9%F!
12.0%.

x4 FREBHER I NEH IR S RF BB
Table 4 Effects of different tillage patterns on water use in
wheat field

S, o " KR BEK A=
fﬁgzﬁ fﬁgfﬁéig PERLESD) M ZSD) A ZReSD)

mm mm /mm (ko) (kg-hgq'l (kg~h2r1'2-
mm’) mm’)
2547.6+  9.08+  16.22+
21.6aAB  0.04a 0.08a
25709+ 921+ 1636+

gy abpt

No7—Ses  349.05+ 225.52+
—Ng  1.02aA  1.18aA
2007~ Sp7—Nos 350.73+ 228.66+

2008  —Sgo 0.89aA  2.42aA 157.1 17.9aA 0.21a 0.13a
CT 309.50+ 21221+ 23434+ 854+ 1492+
2.04bB  2.14bB 24.8bB 0.24b 018b

No7—Ses  335.05+ 216.13+

—Noo 0.88aA  1.16aA

2008~ Sp7—Ngs  330.64+ 212.26+
2009  —Sgo 0.80bA  2.07aA
CT 305.21+  203.04+

1.83cB 2.39bB

No7—Ses 31620+ 239.15+

— Ny 2.39bB  2.14bAB

2009~ Sp;—Ngs  330.93= 247.70+
2010  —Spo 2.28aA  2.04aA
CT 292.79+ 230.42+

2314.1+ 1036+ 2023+
3586bB  0.39a  0.12a
22332+ 10.02+ 19.52+
3230aA  026a  0.17a
20277+ 936+  17.72+
20.30cC  0.18b  0.15b
28234+ 952+ 1230+
24.10bB  039a  3.33a
2958.1+  9.77+  12.88+
2230aA  023a  2.75a
2641.6+  9.05+ 11.51+
2.09cC  2.05¢B 2330cC  047b  2.59b

No7—Sos 33343+ 226.93+ 2561.7+  9.60+ 1534+
—Ng  2.17aA  1.70aA 5.60bB  033a  0.04a
34ET Si7—Nps  337.43+  229.54+ 670 25874+ 965+ 1549+
¥)  —5Se  1.09aA  1.48aA 7 450aA  0.56a  0.03a
cr 30250 21522+ 2337.6+ 896+  14.00+
222bB  0.93bB 340cC  0.79b  0.05b

114.4

229.6

3 i i

1D ST Gl L AR B R, i 5
ARSI A G B8 - AR AR GHRAARE SR
FHE, BEAE 0~30 cm LJEARUFERK 0.1 tm’ 24P,
RHFFCEE TR, GBS T RR RS S Bk R A A 2
0~60 cm & 12 T HHARRUTRE 73 )] LG SRR 2 BRI
(P<0.05) 3.5%FH 6.2%, i HH S iF-5 R FABR e B v 17 3%
FRARR 2 DA pra, oG LIggii . [FRE 2 44k 1
TETRRART 2 AFRES 1 RSB B R T HIRALRR A, 42
T IR EAKGOKEE . 20t 3 a BHRRE, Nor—Ses
—Noo So7—Nos— S0 LE (K] 0~60 cm 7% + = 1+ FL I J
3L CT AbBESF 4R (P<0.05) 3.5%A1 6.0%.

2) BHE 7 o s ma g [ 26 4k 5 KT R A 2 1) (1) 4
RO AR, BRI T 3eah A e 1k S iR e )12,
ARIGLE R LW, &l 3 a ARBHEARE, SE5HHEM
o, 2 SRS 1 AR ERIARN 2 A0 1 R Al 0~20
em 1)z 0.25~2 mm HUAKES € 1 A 26 A4 £ 3 2 38
(P<0.05) , >20~40 cm 1 JZ>5 mm HUBES & MR AR F
BT ER N (P<0.01) o XAl T, S0t
PERFERS g > T 0 R3O NS, o T R E 13
SERP), AL SRR EA T A IV, A 3T ML
JEPGHED b, Wb TR R G RIEA, ANRT K
RARMIE L, >1 mm KRR AR A A iy
B AU, AT LAE 3R R B 7 200k SR AR A 0 5
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M — R SIEAERIBIHLL, 7F 0~10 cm 12,
o RGRR 1 G FEFIFAD T HE AR AL BE 1~5 mm /K [
ARS8 IR 89.3% (P<0.05) A1 5.2%, >10~20 cm
T2, AFRERE (P<0.01) 2.4 f5H1 4.9 {5, iX b5 ek 22
AR 2 R 3

3) MRWIFER, Sl I8 R oK AR A SR Ak 1
e WBHHFESPIIRF NN, k4 AE T>0.25 me [ 4]
RAERERIN T 25%26 47 35 Sprague Z5ECOUE B 22 )8
FIREGE, T KGBBERIRL 1 a J5, 0~5 cm R JZMIKETE M
BARLLBIHFE 0.3%; >5~15 em )2 LLBIBES 13.6%.
West B 7P BB, £ 5 SRR s HES, S50
EAREE, 0~15 em & 2 Rk AaPE I AR N 35%,
Dexter™ 175 HIZSBAK S5 18 . ARFITEE R LW, HbhE
FAI G BEFNGRRA T B ARFA RS HE 0~20 em 4 JZ HUbiAR 1tk
BRI (DRoos) V35 il LEEEAERIRTE I 10.3%
(P<0.05) H1203% (P<0.01) , >20~40 cm /243 %°F
BN 17.2% (P<0.05) F123.6% (P<0.01) X577 A
WEFTEs FAHLL.

- A S AT 34 B AR AT LR st R A
FRERCEL R IR ARG o AR AE . AR I R IR
BIEAERIPIA LG, GBI R AL T B RO AR G B A A Kb 2R
i 0~10 cm L 2Tk N R &8 542 (DMWD)
Sy deE (P<0.05) 14.6%F127.1%, >20~40 cm + )72
B3 4 (P<0.01) 39.3%F1 47.7%; 1 0~20 cm )2
IR T AR EREAS (WMWD) 345004 =
(P<0.05) 13.2%%120.4%, >20~40 cm 1= F 315 4%
11 7.4%F1 5.6%, 2 BH S G BF S5 R AL B AE R I X AT A
TRIRZHW R, MRk g f & E3m, AT+
e 2 Al

TR R T AR R 2 e R AR R AR e P, A
WEFL L R R W, R PE R AL/ S B e Ak b 21 5 A7 48
(P<0.05)0~10 cm F1>30~40 cm + JZ /K Fatk A5 45
JE A, TRAR /AR AR R A A B R LS
(P<0.05) >10~20 cm F1>20~30 cm -+ 2 /K2R
i ., TIEAHAMRA (SDR) FIATEE HIR a4
(Epp) B 38R AR R (38 it 34 n, w7 DA Hh e e 1
gegE e M, ARG REN], & 3 EARFHE
PEARbER, 3R 2 13 45 My PRl i 3 RN R e DR Fi 2038 L
AEBEFT ] R R, 0~20 cm 12 G5 M ARG 2 S B AR
TS BRI R AR/ G BE R A Ab HR 53 30 35 3% 4F BB 1 34 B A1
(P<0.05) 8.7%F1 5.9%, Afee BIRLFEEL 7 5 ~1- 3 FEA
(P<0.05) 6.8%F!1 6.6%. Ut BHFEHIAR A gD T HUMOK 135
MISRE B, W B T 1 48 b PR B A R R AN B 4]
Fide%.

4) AR, R R R K o, $dm g
(& K e 5 T B B RPN A AT LA 3T
RICZMERE , HAEHHE N RGeS, o e
EVE, e LIERB KA D), BRI E AN AR PR )
RE U, KT L LT, 2 R HE 1 AEIRIARD 2 AR
1 EA BB BE R R (P<0.05) [ NBHR, BN

BRMNBRE, Hom SRR NiBEET), 115
K. RIERE 0. ARG HHERIR T Lgeghty, Sk
RZ LM, RIS R, FE b
WK E R R, SEEPHEILR, 4685
Jiti, TIENBUERESERNE— DR, RPN
BINBH R R HAER 1.40 £i5.

BEVESE T LK A EL s B, PR EBHE &b
AR E MR AT, BRI & 3G AL P ER 216 2
23, A g 7 s g S ORISR, AN
RN G MR 26 RE R A i K AR RN R 2K 4 R
HEET) . RIS R, TE/NEIRTT, bR
RN oW AR A FE B SR 38 T 2R PR IR K, 3
BKEY BEE T ESRIML R, 25t 3a, fER/NER
SRS B ARAL GBI RVRRA o R AR Ak P A 3 A R B
B3 (P<0.05) #2517 0~200 cm + 2 H#EE KR, JTH
TE BRI IS (2007~2008 £E. 2008~2009 4F)
FEREAEHE AR K R T R B SR SRR A G BRI AR/
GBI AR AL VR P 5. K )RR R B K A 77 3
RYJBE (P<0.05) B TAEGEERIME.

4 % i

D H5HEERPHLG, 2 0B 1 AR 2 AR
1 AF A T AR 2 AR, 19K 3
FUBRRE, (RIS A e s i K D R A E, 2 13
BHIKIRKRE

2) HEERIPELE, 2 B | SRR 2 R
1 AESR R T 0~10 cmy >20~30 ecm +)2/J>0.25 mm
BUBRS E tE ARAR S B m T, >10~20 cm 2
TIRE N RT3 B AR AI>20~40 em )2 102
NIRRT Y T AR BN 2 SRR 1 AR
BERE T 0~10 cm F1>30~40 cm )2 (7K Rtk B8 44
FRE 2, 1M 2 R8s 1A e pH X B 2548 = 7>10~30 em
2 HIK R B R ARG e o 2 et B PR T
TR AR R R AT E IR R AL, B IR Rk
AR E Pk

3) 2 4EGHE 1 AERAARI 2 SRR 1 B RS
BEUGE LIRS, WINABERE, TN
RO 35.2%M1 15.3%, IR $E s T L3 pF K
AT R B AE 7K 53 R FHRCR

4) 2 SEBE 1 AEGA R 2 SEIRRA | AR
P T KA AT R B B KR %, Sl iR/
GBI FIRAD WA AL BRI 3 a P34 7K 53 R 202 4l
BMEERPHEE 7.2%. 7.7%, KA R0 M m
9.6%. 10.7%.
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Effects of different rotational tillage patterns on soil structure, infiltration
and water storage characteristics in dryland

L23% 'Sun Hongxia?, Wang Wei'?,

Hou Xianging™?, Jia Zhikuan'*, Han Qingfang
Nie Junfeng??, Yang Baoping*
(1.The Chinese Institute of Water-saving Agriculture, Northwest Agriculture and Forestry University, Yangling 712100, China;
2. Key Laboratory of Crop Production and Ecology, Minister of Agriculture, Northwest Agriculture and Forestry University, Yangling

712100, China; 3. College of Agronomy, Northwest Agriculture and Forestry University, Yangling 712100, China)

Abstract: In order to determine the effects of no-tillage (NT), subsoiling (ST) rotational tillage patterns on soil structure,
infiltration and water storage characteristics, the rotational tillage experiments were conducted to study on soil bulk
density, aggregate, infiltration rate and water use efficiency in arid areas of southern Ningxia from 2007 to 2010. Tillage
treatments comprised NT/ST/NT (no-tillage in first year, subsoiling in second year, again no-tillage in third year),
ST/NT/ST (subsoiling in first year, no-tillage in second year, again subsoiling in third year) and CT (conventional tillage
in 3 years). The results showed that, compared with CT, the soil bulk density of NT/ST/NT and ST/NT/ST treatments in
0-60 cm soil layers decreased averagely by 3.5% and 6.2%(P<0.05); The number of elastic-stable aggregate (>0.25 mm,
DRy 25) in 0-20 cm layer increased averagely by 10.28% (P<0.05) and 20.26% (P<0.01), and which increased by 17.2%
(P<0.05) and 23.6% (P<0.01) respectively in >20-40 cm soil layer. The water-stable aggregates stability rate (WSAR) of
NT/ST/NT treatment in 0-10 cm and >30-40 cm layers increased by 35.1% and 45.8%(P<0.05), and which increased by
101.7% and 61.7% (P<0.01) respectively in >10-20 cm and >20-30 cm layers. The different rotational tillage patterns
significantly enhanced soil infiltration characteristics, improved soil water use efficiency and rainfall use rate; The
rainfall infiltration rate of NT/ST/NT and ST/NT/ST treatment increased averagely by 35.2% and 15.3% (P<0.05), water
use efficiency (WUE) increased by 7.2% and 7.7%(P<0.05), precipitation use efficiency (PUE) increased by9.6% and
10.7% (P<0.05) respectively compared with CT.

Key words: soils, water, infiltration, rotational tillage pattern, water use efficiency, arid areas of southern Ningxia



