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Effects of Different Land Use Types on Soil Nutrients in
Calcareous Purple Soil Regions

WANG Li' MIN An-min' CAI Xiao-hu' HE Fei' WANG Yu'
YANG Chang=u’ HE Jian-she’

(1. Sichuan Academy of Forestry Chengdu 610066 Sichuan China;2 Forestry Bureau of Lixian County Lixian 623100 China;
3. Aba Academy of Science and Technology Wenchuan 62300 China)

Abstract: Taking Zitong County of Sichuan Province for an example researches were conducted on effects
of different land use types on soil nutrients by use of the method of soil sampling and laboratory analysis.
The result indicated that the different land use types had significant impacts on soil nutrients. The content
of soil organic matter and soil N would decline in sequence from paddy land forest land dry land to grass—
land. The content of soil total P and available P would decline in sequence from dry land forest land pad-
dy land to grassland. The content of soil total K would and available K decline in sequence from paddy

land dry land forest land to grassland.
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(g+kg™) (g-kg™") (mg+kg™")
5 9.18¢ 3.49 1.84c¢ 0.54 6.56b 2.11
5 9.23¢ 5.01 1.43h 0.84 2.43b 0.87
5 13.66h 1.03 1.61a 0.21 3.62a 0.74
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* * *
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5 0.54c 0.13 35.53d 11.436
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