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Abstract

The sand area of Gansu occupies a very important position in China’s ecological security, especially
in the lower reaches of the Shiyang River in Minqin area. In recent decades, due to man-made dam-
age and deterioration of the natural environment, farmland in this area has been largely retired. In
the absence of intervention, it will gradually degenerate and develop into bareness and desertifica-
tion, the protection and rational use of this part of the land is related to the safety and stability of the
entire sand area ecosystem. The research object selects the cultivated land in different ages in Sand
Area in Minqin, the vegetation composition, soil physical properties, soil chemical properties, soil
biological properties and soil enzyme activities were determined and systematically analyzed by
time-space substitution method, clarifies the dynamic changes and processes of soil systems in
abandoned farmland and then reveals the driving factors and mechanisms of soil system changes in
abandoned farmland in sand area in Minqin, conducive to the restoration and improvement of the
ecosystem in the region, and provides a theoretical basis for the protection and sustainable use of
the cultivated land in the sand area of Gansu and northwest part of China.
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1. 5|

BN VD X G A AR R AT R AT RAR SR 1] Bl N DVECE RI3E I, A2 BTk,
Tl AP EER K BHIR A R SR I, REPIX ] K & ORI [2], s s oK TR S A 48 7 R
B AP3] [4]. WX LRI RIS, it ig b i hEiil, (LR E N, R
W[5], ffREWS X ARSI — P55, WATREERM6]. R 5438 H R BN X HH,
S0 BB SR AR AS PR BT A 1 T I ) — S MR

TP 5 G BRI R, WAE RGHE TEA R AR Ff L e AR AN A ) 2 R R A b, BR
T AR RSN PRH D 3 R G L AR 38 S AR FR, A BRI AR RIS T R 50 . BT,
B RFET R LM X IR/ Z R IR )2 IR A AR 2 BB 75 THI L 3R 4 BRI B DA
o R, FRATIE 406 R gD DGR B [7] . LIEBRALAFAE[8] [9]. 3%fE[10] [11] [12]. A4
RFAE[13] [14] [15) ) B3R R G ah BB RE[16]3HT T X LU 7, [ T REND XIERH LI R G Msh 548
P, 2, s iR LI RGUR A IREN R 3R SO, SR T RED XIBH LI RGN LT
TR H ARSI S [17], RSO DR A (5 & BRI B A SR B AR L A8 R s SR BEE B IR

2. BFtEHREEM TR RAR S &
2.1. MIREEAR

58 XA A =E3m] NI (K 1), X NI FE R, MR RO AW aE K. AL
F59 39°01'44"~39°03'28"N. 103°35'58"~103°37'54"E, 4Kk 1297~1306 m. FFIg Rk 2.3 m/s; FIEEE
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7.4°C, Mo 38.1°C, Mo/ <E-28.8°C, BAGRZE K, FHIRK % 2832.1h; A PHELE
220 mm; FHFEIKE 110 mm, FEFERNEETE 79 H, SAAES): BERACRRERE L. AR
F: B A5 41 b (Reamuria soongoria), A4 (Lycium ruthenicum)&; SR Y4 £h4E 5 (Halogeton glo-
meratus), &3¢ (P. harmala)%.

ey S Aty v |

Figure 1. Location of study area schematic plot
1 AREUEREE

22. MRAR

(1) BHHH T T AR A EREND X, KA S BAAE, BB F R IR Lt gl A
FEHIREM, MIERE Ky RE. KiE. 3250 oy, pHAE. RUZEY . BRETESIER, VB RHE
- R T B A IR A 1) S ZE T B AR A

(2) 1BAHHE IR 712 B0 A AU WE AN [RIAR B[R] 0~10, 10~20, 20~30 A1 30~40 cm /=
F LR T R, /B AN 2 g R AR SRR, A 9T AR R ) AR S A A A

(3) ARMHh LI & DN ) R DG AR I e AN R IR BN (] L AN ] b R B R R I B R AE
KN, A3 FE & A G B8 ) ) EL BN 308

(4) B IR IR B PR R A ML - T AN [RR B () 3 AR KA B L, 5/ O A
£ 50 ZAERAE. . Rk, P SEIITRE, A 5T 3R R G BN AR A R SR E) R 3R S AL

2.3. MIRF*E

(1) FEHESE ZAEG AR 2011 (A, GEVISERR XA RPIATEERR S, IFA R L TR/
FRIsR . SR AR B )07, R ZE R, BB LR T, BB R 1, 2,
3, 4, 5, 8, 15, 24 f1 31 a () 9 MFEML(EE 1), FEEEMLTEIRLA 1 hm? (200 m x 100 m), 7E44> 100 m x 100
m IREHBN LA S TR AT ¥ 5 AN HREREE S, B GPS &7, FEifbric. 2012 45 9 H FH), fE4E4 100
m x 100 m FEHB PSR S 734 % 5 > 10 m x 10 m HIRE B EERE DT, SRR BAEREAS 10 m x 10 m
PORERE T NE S N Imx Im HEARAER T, SSRmEpiALE.

(2) FEACREE: 2012 42 9 H T A), fEiLERIFEHIAN & 5 N EAEREE A, 3KEE, 4% 0~10 cm. 10~20
cm. 20~30 cm . 30~40 cm PUANJZ VI TH IR JTECERE, FT H38 KR R wEile; o H— e A
TR IAEE, §AE 2 kg Ao, RESEE AR LIRS R REG SR, AT R,
FHWCE T KRR N, 5 EEER AT T, KIXP 0 R AR I 3R i [ 5250 =, 73l
T R R B 1 SRR AR I E
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Table 1. The status of sample sites
=1 EEREMALERERCIRR

IR ] Eta 1 R TR AR T

Age BCFF (a) Latitude and longititude Altitude/m Dominant plants population
1 103°36'03"E, 39°03'28"N 1304 ZZ+H e £+ 3 /2 7 (Echinopilon divaricatum)
2 103°36'09"E, 39°03'25"N 1303 5 Ei 3% (Sonchus oleraceus) + #4737 (Lepidium apetalum) + 4&3¢E
3 103°35'58"E, 39°02'39"N 1297 THF1 %% (Acroptilon repens)+ £ 45 B+ IR 5
4 103°36'09"E, 39°02'36"N 1305 IRge s+ Ik
5 103°36'13"E, 39°02'34"N 1304 SR M+ AT S+ Eh A B
8 103°36'34"E, 39°02'34"N 1304 P LM AT + 36 A B 0% O
15 103°37'02"E, 39°01'44"N 1304 AR+ 3% O v+ A
24 103°37'54"E, 39°02'54"N 1306 SIS+ 3R TUR+ 2040
31 103°37'02"E, 39°01'45"N 1306 MRS+ ERTUR

(3) LI IHrilE

T BB A G R I AR KRR ORI 2 I SR R TV [18]3E AT

A 2R AR G IR T B 3 ML 00 K B RS R B A AL AP FAGA[19]: LI SR B
IRASTIA[18]: A ECK HBEM I L (0 [18]: M ECR A R M O FEE[18]: ARk H A A i i
- AHERPTLL IR[18]; A AR F IR EANIZ AR - FHBAPTLL IR [20]; A0 . SRS A A R
TR e ik [21); RIS FUR A vk [22]); BHOKEME SRS Bk A 59k [23]; 4% pH (R
F #4775 [24]

A AR E [25]: SR TR T R TR E [ 256 % = KM Y . R . EE) R
BEATIE SR, b B R B R AR R IR RS T - R A E e R ik
PG PR R R — SR ARG IR .

A R E[26]: RS EAD, B FERCRASIEZASS, BL0.5 mol-L™ KSO, 74,
FH R g 02 000 3 A B (MBC) - EIL BRI 1 S A AR 0 ZU(MBN), - AR B T L €325 00 L 398 ol 28 W 5 19
(MBP).

TAEREEEIE[27]: BRI B R (k. 3,5 - TRk L (k. R, R AN
I E IREEEEE . RERERGVE R b S SR M R IR S 1k

(5) HHEALHE: KA SPSS 19.0 FR A4 X il Ed Ge it 4, K 5K 2 7 22 20 toxd 6] — B AN [RLR A
IR [F) BB BRANR] 1 IR P AL B AT 45 R 22 etk 0 i, 9 A Excel 2010 il 3.

3. FEIFRBHHIER . TIRIEAENY, EYFFEMTRBEMTUNAERRRESER

g
3.1 BHHIEW B RTRBHHE
2 REDVD DGR QAR R T, A R A2 IR S R DSBS R, RN &S, T

B 5 AR R DL AR R R B0 [7]. B3k 2 W, EWPFE XL I 28 AR A, 6 MEEAR, PR 14 A
J& 24 AFho B BE 1~3 a 5 A LA SRR EAAEYRER LSS B, 2 4R A FEACRIRE A B IR A BR A 55
et B BB 3~8 a 5 N AFAE AT B SO LSS B 8~24 a #EJT HEAHED R
PR BB 24~31 a BET7 AL by FERARC AN B TUTNKI B, R4 1 AR08 5 4 T AR AR E B B

DOI: 10.12677/hjss.2020.82014 93 IRl


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjss.2020.82014

FHm

Table 2. The change of vegetation community species composition and important value

= 2. EWEEYTE R ER(E

Y)Fh species

Wi ) 5 2H The important value of species

la 2a 3a 4a 5a 8a 15a 24 a 3la
HEdE 19.02 8.64 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
147 Foeniculum vulgare 40.73 8.36 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Hi4 Parthenocisus tricuspidata 3.32 10.99 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
5 Scorzonera mongolica 4.05 12.37 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WER 1828 481 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
. 42.32 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
i & polygonum aviculare 17.65 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
$TWift Calystegia hederacea 11.98 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
HEH 36.58 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
H 52 Corispermum hyssopifolium 13.97 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
7% Medicago sativa 2066  0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
AT 12.13 3.75 0.00 112.84 96.26 0.00 85.36 0.00 0.00
183% Suaeda glauca 10.60 9.97 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.88 0.00 0.00 0.00
K #:#: Chenopodium glaucum 1874  12.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.94 0.00 0.00 0.00
0 P15 Acroptilon repens 19.62 8.97 42.38 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
F£ % Chloris virgata 4,05 7.37 3.22 8.57 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
7 % Phragmites communis 8.44 7.78 10.22 0.00 0.00 18.97 0.00 8.78 0.00
i J§ & Eragrostis pilosa 5.43 6.33 5.96 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
YR 140.67 21525 130.68 9641 6539 15257 13416  0.00 0.00
Uia e S 91.19 6656  28.67 3001 7266 13954 1843 0.00 0.00
HhAER 1465 724 10239 4412 4643 12002 4864 0.0 0.00
PG A 4273 7651  107.22 11453 21040 11590 16890 97.70  74.23
13 Nitraria tangutorum 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9043 4017 2768  11.19
EJTUR Kalidium foliatum 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 60.89  71.95 183.97 192.29
# 7% % Achnatherum splendens 0.00 56.38 134.32 9.46 13.79 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
M4 Lycium chinense 0.00 0.00 1829 4550 3477 2294 0.00 0.00 0.00
B3 Cardaria draba 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.95 0.00 0.00 0.00
Vb £ Stipa glareosa 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2% 32 Salsola ikonnikovii 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
A Tamarix gansuensis 0.00 0.00 0.00 121.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
£k#L3% Clematis florida 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.78 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
FEAEALFA Limonium aureum 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.36 0.00 26.42 0.00 0.00
£1 i) Reaumuria soongoria 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 11.94 10.43 14.31 8.98
i) N. sphaerocarpa 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 9.55 8.78
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3.2.1. HIRRKETHHE

7% 3 Wl HR D XA FERBHHh RS KESRT T K - T - BRI — 2 fE, A
% 8a IS KEIA R mAME . b L EREI IR DU e Gk s, BREE 1adh, % 2a. 3a. 8
a. 15a. 24a K& 3la - ERE /KEF S, (HEE 4 af1 5 a bl 2RI S/K ER2WA K

Table 3. Soil water content
F 3. LTIEEKE

. AN[FIFEBR IR AF 2 7K 2 Water content of reclaimed farmland in different years (%)
+JZ Soil

layer (cm)

la 2a 3a 4a 5a 8a 15a 24 a 3la

0~10 585+0.12b 566+0.12b 290+0.16d 1.32+0.04e 292+0.06ad 7.26+0.05a 3.90+0.29c 1.63+0.02e 3.28+0.24d
10~20 7.75+0.11c 7.45+0.10d 6.51+0.07e 3.65+0.03g 6.53+0.19e 9.61+0.09a 7.23+0.06d 4.92+0.08f 8.09+0.10b
20~30 6.52+0.24c 8.00+0.04b 6.74+0.03c 3.28+0.21e 6.87+0.05c 9.19+0.33a 8.12+0.07b 5.03+0.05d 8.25+0.07b

30~40 10.05+1.84a 9.02+0.06a 6.94+0.06bc 2.97 +0.41d 6.37 £0.06bc 10.00+0.19a 9.30+0.05a 5.11+0.03c 8.27 +0.0lab

E: AFE/NG PR RIS R E RIS 22 57 2.2 (P < 0.05), .

3.2.2. iR IWHLLA RR

B 2 ATk, BB IR UARA B b R b 5 B R A2 bR, A F 50% LA E, BrkiE e, R
AR LR/, 397E 10% LA . BEEBHERMIGIN, Shife b R AR, LHERRIZE D,
FOZHTE N, HIXRE 0~10 cm £ 220 IE A K .

12 7
10 o 6
g e 5
4= [
?"".,E 4 H o2
2 1
0 0 ]
la 2a 3a 4a 5a 8a 15a 24a 3la la 2a 3a 4a 5a 8a 15a24a3la
PR BRHER
—4—0—10cm —#—10—20cm —4—0—10cm —&—]0—20cm
—4&—20—30cm —O— 30—40cm —4—20—30cm —©-30—40cm

w
(=}
1
o0
(=]

45 r
40 70
~ 35 F - 60
30 & 50
®oas & 40
R0 | 2
30
15 %
10 r
5 L 10
0 0 L
la 2a 3a 4a 5a 8a 15a 24a 3la la 2a 3a 4a 5a 8a l15a24a3la
SEHEEERR TR
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Figure 2. Spatial variation of soil mechanical composition in 0 - 40 cm soil in different years

2. NEIFEMRIR# i 0~40 cm B IRHUMLE R =B ZE 1L

DOI: 10.12677/hjss.2020.82014 95 IRl


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjss.2020.82014

CEr

TP

A
=¥

323 RERIEELTL
He 4 AT 50, BEIR HHERRAUGE K, Rty HIE SN, HIEFLBR B IS g K, 1BIERE 1o,
ANTA) A JZ VR P 39 75 5 R FLRR S AR A WS 1 AR AL A o

Table 4. Soil bulk density and porosity
T4 HIRAEMFLEE

25 5 (g/cm®) FLBEE (%)
IBHHEIR
() 0~10 10~20 20~30 30~40 Ty 0~10 10~20 20~30 30~40 T4
cm cm cm cm cm cm cm cm
1 1.53 1.49 1.47 143 1.48 44.36 42.37 43.71 46.08 4413
2 1.55 1.53 1.50 1.50 1.52 41.58 43.45 43.45 42.42 42.73
3 1.25 1.33 1.58 1.59 1.44 52.96 49.74 40.45 39.87 45.76
4 141 141 1.48 1.46 1.44 46.94 46.82 44.20 44.84 45.70
5 1.42 1.44 151 1.50 147 46.56 45.74 43.03 43.40 44.68
8 117 1.07 131 1.29 121 55.93 59.71 50.71 51.38 54.43
15 1.56 1.14 1.34 1.39 1.36 41.32 57.04 49.37 47.48 48.80
24 131 144 144 1.46 141 50.75 45.62 45.70 44.81 46.72
31 1.28 143 1.46 1.53 142 51.71 45.96 44.95 42.43 46.26

3.3. IE#tith HIRUF M RTIFE

BEEIRBHERR I, pHEE R, oS MR, RENR VR 3). B 1~-5a [, +
A ERUN, RMEHILE 1 a8, Jy2.70g/kg, H 0~20 cm #120~40 cm & 2= 7R BB
8 a LA FEH N 3 E S A Bl i KAE, N 35.01 g/kg, RESEWEET TZE, HHM - ZHREK,
HhoarEEb. RZ 0~20 cm FELFE 2 20~40 cm 1) 1.3 fi5.

25 r 4 0~20cm
20 + ——20~40cm

15
10

&£ (g/kg)

la 2a 3a 4a 5a 8a 15a 24a 31a
RHER

Figure 3. Soil salt content
3. HIEENAE

3.4. MW EMTL

3.4.1 EMBETH

1) A0 B AR AT

[ PRIE Bt ] — 2 TR 40 B SR A R AR AR AR R (2 5), Ferp, BEIR BT PR K - 4840 B 5
BAE 0~10 cm + 2 2P FBE#; 7F 10~30 cm 2P E R £ EI sy, BB 8 a. 31 a Bty
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BB RAA: 7E 30~40 cm L2 BRI H TFEES, B 3a kBl e i, toh, ANE L)z R IR0
BRI Bk, fEiB#HFla. 2a. 3a. 4a. 15a. 24 a b, IEANEECEIIBE 2 AR
i%; BHES5a. 8ak3la i, TIEANEEEIMEEMINRT IS .

2) FLBHHCE AR AT T

[ —4EFRAB A [F) 4 2 1) R R A A AR, IR E HA SR %2, Wik 4.65 x 10°
CFU.g", HE+EREZSLMEANEE TEMES TR FN, HREEREMERN
AR, FROBAE 31 a Lt & b2 B IR R B E AR R R, e IR AR % 2 () 4 45
HEHMELNERA RS, HRERZIPEFEEMERIHEREK R F B E 5).

Table 5. Change characteristics of microbial quantity of three types of soil in different years (CFU-g ™)
# 5 FRERIR#HH 8= K AMEYHETWAHECFU-g )

= BHHERR (a)
wemRx 2
(cm) 1 2 3 4 5 8 15 24 31
0~10  2306a  222c 268  7.30b  1llde  0.45e 1.37d 7.71b 0.45¢
10~20  285b  109d  194c  208c  325b  19.3%  0.29 1.05d 3.16b
il
20~30  144de  091f  130e  175¢d  2.26b  208bc  0.26g 0.269 7.10a
30~40  045cd  058bc  1dla  064bc  1.30a 0.71b 0.13e 0.13¢ 0.26de
0~10  072de  052f 216b  465a  072de  1.10c  0.9lcd 0.45f 0.45f
10~20  045d  07lcd  084c  130b  1.24b 0.52d 0.58d 229 0.90¢
B
20~30  026d  091b  07lc  032d  1.03b 0.32d 0.26d 1.69a 0.45d
30~40  013b 013 013 013  071a 0.32b 0.13b 0.78a 0.26b
0~10  104de  046f  046f  7.69b  05%f  8.37a 1.43d 363c  0.97def
10~20  065ef  1.0%  239d  305b  2.15d 6.33a 0.23f  2.82hc 2.20d
T
20~30 052  260a  026f  091d 142 0.91d 0.19f 0.91d 2.00b

30~40 0.13e 0.71b 0.20de  0.58bc 1.23a 0.32cde 0.13e 0.45bcd 1.04a

3) A BEE AR

2 50N, TR EBCE AL 0~10 cm AT 10~20 em +EREA—F, H 0~10 cm R H AR A
%, REWZHE: 20~40 cm LR E LR/ /B 2a. 3a. 5a & 3la M LFFhEERZ
LR S TRZ: £ la. 4a. 8a. 15a K& 24 a ¥ Tt R i S0 bt 2 i i Pk . A
NS L EMRE T REaS, 5EEMRAIE S BRI IR e R S s
SEIHEET E, FEHE TR, HIUE RIS R E SR 8a. 8a. 2a K& 5aikBHAE.

LT TR, IR YRR SR B RR 2 (R JC R R, 1 R R A A R R (P <
0.01), REBETIRZ, FAlZEH 1 a b bR E 3 = KBEMEE S B v FE 3R 51, 5.6 &
8.1 fi%.

3.4.2. TIRWEMEMETUHAR

1) IERLEDIER(MBC) AR AL A 75

HIE 4 FTLAE H: F—RBHHERR, LI YrEm & Bl L2 R MK, 72 0~30cm 1JZH 1~5a
BRI, 8 a~31 a 2 LTS, & )2 HOE 4 B4 979.13 mg-kg *.610.00 mg-kg*.480.22 mg-kg ™,
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IR BE 8. 31a. 31 a IAEJTH1; 7E 30~40 cm L Z iR B 1 a T3/ EM B & BA B ok (H 327.74
mg-kg ", BEIEHHERR K IHAEHTR D . AFRERBHHOA R LR, TEMEDE R AARIN: b
FEIRPHERR RGN 2 pEh vk ETHREY, & LR IR S B IR 8a. 24 a BB HAE, H

% =l
RINRHE
1,200 —-0~10cm  -5-10~20cm ——0~10cm —B—10~20 cm
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Figure 4. Spatial variation characteristics of soil microbial biomass in different years of cultivated land

4. REIFFRIBHH IR E Y8 =B T RAHE

2) TIERAE A (MBN) AR 5T

Al — B BHE IR A 2 E A R R B TS LTS, LR E 61.39~215.50 mg-kg™
(5 4); 1 4~8 a LR ERFIZSL, HE LEMIBHHEREK, WEIETHE LB, i
FHlE 30.70~215.50 mg-kg " 2 [f]; 8~31afftih, BHBHHEMRMMK, RZEHEMEMRREL LI, 5
TR, L ENMER, RRMR TS, IR PHER 8 n e v s m &0 e Bt
RS 4 a KB mEAE, 20508 215.50 mg-kg *. 184.49 mg-kg *. 169.00 mg-kg* }% 138.23 mg-kg*, AR5 IT
T MR AT AR .

3) IR Y R (MBP) 1 AR (LA 5T

AFERGE B IR AE Y B ERDUN: 0~10 cm +2, FEEHHER MM LA, EBHE 4a HE
EIAFOE N 168.35 mg-kg ', SREMENE R (I 4 a 2 31 a); HE - ZRICNBERHHER AN T
Ve, BT, mEHE TGS, DR—BIHEREEE LZ00mE, DI E RN, A
e S Yra Co N ML, RRIREE (K 4). FR, HEEREAE N, EEFHE R (1~8 a)
WAV R RERBHE RSN, SIA RN B, B 8 a USHMAEYE P BB kA4
R B R KA BIAE S 4 a, Fe KB 168.35 mg-kg ™, fe/ME HUIRAE 55 2 a, B /ME A 45.72 mg-kg .

B SR BE BRI ER G A D AR D BB RN, 0T ZE S ATRT AN, AR AR R R R
25 (P < 0.01). AEY SR SR PHEMR A B3& 12 7 (P < 0.05), 1M 35 Y& p 5 5l A ) a ok
LRI A K
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3.5. IR #tith WA R4 T

3.5.1. AEERIBH DT F 1L SEERMEFE

H#¢ 6 AT, A PRABHE I A S 2 (B AR AR g B A T2 IR B s R 8 T %, IR H
RS EWEREEVESE 4 2B TR SRS, 0~10 cm, 10~20 cm, 20~30 cm, 30~40 cm 12
2 )k SR A SR M B A TA B S 35 K (P < 0.05), JBBHERRHER 1a, 3a55a4k, 0~10 cm /2%
A BEEPE S 10~20 cm, 20~30 cm, 30~40 cm + )2 (2 F Mk B 2 /K P (P < 0.01) . 17 H. 3 )2 Bgs 1
BEETHELE. R, HE AR : B8 4 a B A ERG R E N 26 5 a iy, AT KA
%5 a Ja AL RORWE/ NS, (HIEERF 24 a 5 X H IR IR, BIERE, HEEEIHLKE
SRR, G A SRS A B R A, R R R e A A RS A AR E

Table 6. Distribution of catalase in different soil layers in different years [mL/(g.20 min)]
7 6. FRITEBAEERRHH 1%t S S E576 [mL/(g.20 min)]

IBHFERR (a)
+JZ(cm)
1 2 3 4 5 8 15 24 31
0~10 0.94% 0.95% 0.90% 0.76%° 0.97% 0.93%P 0.90 0.80%° 0.94%
10~20 0.91% 0.82" 0.80" 0.69° 0.93% 0.81¢ 0.66™ 0.77° 0.83%®
20~30 0.82" 0.80% 0.84%8 0.65™ 0.82"™ 0.69° 0.64" 0.75" 0.78"™
30~40 0.71% 0.70% 0.68% 0.48% 0.70% 0.58% 0.46% 0.34% 0.44%4

W FFIARFENG FRERREREEP <0.05), RAKBFRRRERNEEEP<0.01); FH.

3.5.2. AEERIBHHbEFEERE T

ANFEFRGE B BERE 2B T B B RS AR(EE 7), A AR RE PR R
T 30~40 cm 2, KRB 2 a K 20~40 ecm. B HF 3 a [ 10~30 cm L2 4b, REREEEE I RE A 12 T ) 4
IEHE AN, & LR AR E R BEE RO i S 1 2 I e K. RN S
BEEBBHERR OGN, 2BHF 4 a B, FEREBEEPEIA B [E— 2 09 K {6[21.80, 20.84, 17.399 F1 10.06
mg/(g.d)], AAJ5 BEERBHE B 0BG IS PR s GRBE 15 a I, RIZEEEVERG R, IR RN N I
/v, 20~30 cm. 30~40 cm =30l FEAR 3 B /)ME 2.06 #1 1.69 mg/(g.d).

Table 7. Distribution of sucrase in different soil layers in different years [mg/(g.d)]
# 7. FEIEXBARERIEHh 1 I3% =HEESAY 4370 [mg/(0.d)]

IBHFERR (a)
+JZ(cm)
1 2 3 4 5 8 15 24 31
0~10 8.2340° 1434 12.89% 21.80% 12.22% 15.02%° 9.71% 12.67% 17.39%
10~20 6.6492°  12.12"B 9.94" 20.84<C 9.99% 12.75% 6.57° 7.00%8¢ 7.639%
20~30 4.7671% 5.96% 9.39" 17.38 6.43" 8.76™ 5.78" 479" 2.067%4
30~40 2.9459% 4.95% 6.86% 10.06* 3.961% 5.65% 4644 2,714 1.68%4

3.5.3. AN[EI4EBRIR #4 b AR 5 14 HFAIE
TR - S IR Wi Y B R B PR AE AN A Z IR AL M AR AL - th 4 8 ATLLE Y, 4E 0~40 om 1=+,
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R THREEE M S A T HE R BRIBHE Lafl 4ash, JRE L2 ARSIk 3 525 72 FKF(P
<0.05), FpAliEIRHF 24 a BIFET PAHZERCR, S REAAENREEZR(P <0.01). FR, RIS PRI
Wit 5 3B B ) (08 LI PE T MR IS, BB 15 a A Al AP RUIRES -

Table 8. Distribution of urease in different soil layers in different years [mg/(g.d)]
72 8. TR EBAE4EBRR Hiith 1+ 1% ARES 777 [mo/(9.d)]

IBHFERR (a)
+JZ(cm)
1 2 3 4 5 8 15 24 31
0~10 0.60™ 0.63 0.54% 057 0.53" 0.52" 0.45% 0.48%° 0.23"
10~20 0.61"™ 0.61%5¢ 0.43" 0.56% 0.42"8 0.51" 0.36™ 0.27° 0.13%
20~30 0.55" 0.56* 0.26% 0.53% 0.41™8 0.43% 0.16% 0.19" 0.12%
30~40 0.43% 0.51% 0.20% 0.53% 0.34%4 0.41%4 0.13% 0.13% 0.24°A

3.5.4. AN[EJ4EPRIE #Hh B4 BE R E M HFE

ABUBFAF B AN 2 R P 0k - R R G 1% 7™ A 1 3B R (5 9) o AE 73 I) 3 A1 Hh AR B B R IR TR
R0 - SRS PR/, R BRI MR 3w T e &2, 1 4 JZ B 5 i)y 39%, 37%,
32%, 35%, 38%, 38%, 30%, 35%, 30%, H7il:ZiRHFHII(1~5 a)K /= MEiEPE S e & 2 M A AF LK
BERES . MABPHERRSEN, HRemRuES BN, BB 4 a AR E 3.60 mg/(g.d),
SRJG BTN, BB 15 a AAEIRE TFAE, TIRBERREGE VS oK (E AN ZE Y FEIE 2.03~3.19
mg/(g.d).

Table 9. Distribution of soil phosphatase in different soil layers in different years [mg/(g.d)]
% 9. FELETE4ERIR it HEEEE 5> F5 [mo/(0.d)]

IBHFERR (a)
+JZ(cm)
1 2 3 4 5 8 15 24 31
0~10 2.55% 2.88 2.01% 3.60%° 2.17%¢ 3.36% 1.58% 0.85" 1.24%
10~20 1.74%® 2.10" 1.80%® 2.68 1.33% 2.33%¢ 1.40%18 0.68%4 1.09%8
20~30 1.24%4 1474 1.36" 2.26™ 1.18%A8 1.86" 1.18% 0.49% 1.06"
30~40 0.93% 1.22%4 1.08% 1.70% 0.97% 1.29% 1.09% 0.41%4 0.79%

RNT 5 T AR SERRIE #F b 0~40 cm 12 HIEREIE AR 4E, %% 0~10 cm. 10~20 cm. 20~30 cm
A1 30~40 cm + 2 & BEE L HIBHEAT TINBCF A (G 10), SR EoR, BEEIRBHERKISG N, +RES
PR 257 I E ARG 1 5 R R RS M S AR IR B, il 25 1B B PR R 2K IR T 1A K,
IR 2 av 4 a HINBCTH{E A B i K {E 1.03 mL/(g.20 min). 16.51 mg/(g.d), SRJ5iZHR/N. NF
BRI M AR SR I A It 2 R B AR PR PR KB ek /)~ B B 15 a 7 A AT 34 1 B /)M 0.12 mg/(g.d) Hi B,
RIEIREEEYE T A00E . BEEIRFMEIR K, BERREGE & T e, BHF 3 a BIINBCTIME S/ ME
1.42 mg/(g.d)HH B, SRJEHEIE R, BB 5~8 a B AT IE & KM 3.17 mg/(g.d) tHIL, & /a2 12k,
R A IS T A . 2, KSR LIRS PR RE L2 VR B R I8N, K2 R IER I P b7 LK.
WS ARG, S a2 M E R S RN, 2R .
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Table 10. Value of soil enzyme activity
= 10. HIREEIEIMEE

. BHHEIR (a)
+ 1
1 2 3 4 5 8 15 24 31
1 4 AL S EE[mL/(9.20 min)] 097 1.03 0.94 1.02 0.98 1.01 1.01 0.99 0.97
[k EE[ma/(g.d)] 043 044 035 0.44 0.42 0.21 0.12 0.21 0.19
FERERE [mg/(g.d)] 861 902 1223 1651 914 12.06 16.03 1048 9.81
WiERE[mg/(g.d) ] 293 251 1.42 2.66 3.17 3.17 2.39 2.72 242

W FHPHUE Y 0~10 cm, 10~20 cm, 20~30 cm 1 30~40 cm & 3T FEE 1 A I BCE 218 .

3.6. IB#ft HIMARGRE T

T TN A R BB ZRIMR B b 3 R G AR, I ) R AR L SRR R
HEMETE RS 33 NI T, IBHE 31 a A4 27 ANFERL 4 AR T RS (E] 5). LABE B R BUHME 10
VE 43 25, I AE L] 2 o =K 2K B HF 1~8 a ZE A I AE HE O 55— 38 B BF 15~31 a 4R — 3%,
MEER A THIX— 25 R LLE H, 1B HF 3% Rl A A2 b, IBAF 1~5 a I 38Re it AT, 1R #)F 8
a FIREHh 5IR B 1~5 a @) R BeRePER A 20, (AR, mTRURR—2; B#F 15a )5, LIRS THT8a
e A TR ZER, FTRERAE TR, FTLGRHE 15~31 a ML N —3K. WL, fERES
MIEHHbE AR F, 5a. 8a /& 15a A 4740 Al = AN Sk it .

0 5
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I
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E: EP AR L. 2, 3.

Figure 5. Clustering genealogy of cultivated land abandoned in different years
[# 5. NEFRIEHBRIGERE

BREREERS

9 5F RiEHF 1a. 2a. 3a. 4a. 5a. 8a. 15a. 24a. 3la

MUL B Hral A, R BHb IR fbor KEY AR AL B - IR K RN EGE
B, WX R RIRAREEE, BRI, T AR A AR AR AR,
IR SRR B R AR R, (AREFIRBFE R AVIER, FRA7K REBHTAER, IR E R A,
A 2N, DK BN R, BIEMEFOMG 2 0R A . RENPXRIBHGE, 26 5 K, W
PR EE S SRR R N, IRk ERBULREREAS s, UM RO . AR
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SRR BEETERGS. DUTIURE S bS5 2 . Nk, fEIRBHE 5 IR A SCHE Y], M
RS SETF AN T T, AHEBHh IR R 505 SIBL iEAL .

4. R MA

AR “IAETE . IHoRTE. JAET . 2012~2018 4, SoJEfERENWIK R BHbMES N, SHE
Bt 4~5 a P LHGEAT TN T, BB BHX R v S R, FIE T T KR AR, IR
FEANVIRGE IR RTE X, R HHX L B R ORI B R SRR, SRR BEX A S 855 8
BUGE, BT R

5 RE

B A SR R T TS R BRAB B - AR e AR AT A 7 LR SR 7T [28]-[36], At
HORSRL, SUKE. pH (. 8. s, HAmE. AR CU. AR, WUEYIAEYERE. IREE. B
R S5 [N ZOR IR B X YD X IR AR G AL 1) BN 75 LR R AR AR, AT
AT aihE. AEMAEYER. MAEMEYMER. MEYEE. BRRERE T, 2F LB SRER
TS ARG B A RE; BHFX REV X LIRS ARNET, 5a. 8a k15 akifiznil
e =N RBEN ] 7R REE X BN X Ryl A, MGBHES 5a il E 5l s BN, 7 N LA
ML BB 8 a ARHMELMER, B% 15 a UG, HIERERAE T RIZL, #—PinkTER
P ARAPAERL, AR A A

E&WHE

[ 5 [ SRR R4 % BT H (31760709, 41801102, 31860175, 31560128); H it #4ERHEIL 4T H
(18JR3RA019).
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