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Abstract: Soil quality evaluation is the key to the implementation of fine agricultural production and land scientific management.
Evaluating the soil quality under different land use patterns and mapping its spatial distribution can provide a basis for optimizing the
spatial layout of land use, objectively and accurately evaluating soil quality and scientifically managing land resources. In this study,
the black soil in Baoqing Plain was taken as the research object, and 31 evaluation indexes were selected as the total data set (TDS).
Principal component analysis (PCA) and correlation analysis were used to determine the minimum data set (MDS) of soil quality
evaluation for different land use types. By using geostatistical methods, the spatial distribution map of soil quality was drawn based on
the ordinary Kriging interpolation method. The results showed that there were significant differences in soil quality under different land
use patterns. The overall performance of soil quality was grassland > forest land > dry land > paddy field. The model with Gaussian
semi—variogram function was most suitable for predicting the spatial distribution of soil quality. The spatial distribution of soil quality
showed a certain regularity. The closer to the northern Naoli River Basin, the better the soil quality. Most of the soil quality was in the
middle and upper level, and the production potential was large.
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Fig. 1 Location of the study area and the distribution of sampling points



FAa3EH 10 f 4 5245 : T i/ IV AR Y VTP J5UR i - S R 1843

12 #ERIR
121 2EHSRELAR

EEFHETT &S 1 S /km® % AR
RFE AL 149 A, FHoAh Ml X 25525 18 4 1R R 28 78 &
Hzs (a1 oA, Y5 A R AL 150 (& 1), H
PR b R B M o3 A D, Aol AR T 13 AT A
KA AL, K AR 5340, 5T 92 A F
183 SR, 2021 4F 5 H, DARIAS B 7E B4 b
HRAE 4 DB R R (0~20 ecm) HHHR S —
FE&, FEARE BRI FES L 3 2 mm AR o
TEAR R E R 2 4 100 em® B 7] R4 + 58 JFUIREE
i, T P SR R 2%

FE e SR e VLA b 5 7 52 0 A 58 o 58
BT o B K ER MR, 258 BAEAL
B, AE B FLBUR I TI I, e EE R A L E
W, P A 22 JEE R k9% PR A N T 48 5 J5 ok 6
FUI 2 3R I, pH 2R FH 3% 3585 H AR 300 5, A AL R
B TR 2 TR, A SRR AR B B D
PH 25 A 4 1 2R FH O PR Bl AC # vk i , AR H 1
WK - 2T AN I 2 , SRR SR H & IR 12
P~ T W W s, 4 b R LG ER TR I
TR E R IE, A RO R Aot
JCREINE, A S R P Ak e, #% . &
BRLOABE BT BT L. BEBRSRH X TSSO
PAE , 5% A5 B AR Bk I, i L iR F i
TFHICIEME o KB e R RS
JE 2 L A 45 I 4 o 2 804 2 S T
DZ/T0130—2006 {Hh 5T A 7 S5 4 2 I 38 o 5 45 FHL AL
Y (GHEZE, 2006) . DZ/T0258—2014( 2 H bR X 45§,
HoERAL A A FIYE (1 250 000) Y(Z/NFR%E, 2014) |
DZ/T0295—2016{ 1 b i & M BR {22 PFA RIS ) (B
HIFAE, 2016) FUAHICER
122 W3

TE b L2 [R] B4 = 3k (http://www.gscloud.
cn) Tt 5 E I 2P R IX ) ASTER DEMV2
FSCES - e R, AT I B A v AR Y R, s R 43
R 30 m,

1.3 #MRAE
1.3.1 MDS ##y3&

MDS (144 % J2 38 1o 25 5 PEHURAE B 4 M 4= 458
1 31 MEPRE S BT EM 2835 (Total Data Set,
TDS), X Eefghrih s+ 0L fb2g i, ST AR
1 B ISR, AR R I e T

(ZEHEMEE,2008) o R HLFE B3 73 7 (Principal
Component Analysis, PCA) #i% MDS. #EHURHE(E
KT 1B ERST 45 FRG PR F 4 E KT 0.5
HKF Norm f K fH 90% LA FFa4R(BIFESE, 2021),
A FERE R TR R DA 1R, %386
HEA MDS, 4 1A FE RS R 1A R e
BhRA, ZAHSE BB 7<0.5, SRR P0E A MDS; 27
FASCEEL r>0.5, N HAFTETUAR TR bR, R 272 HAH
oM T HE PR B A (Chandel et al., 2018)

132 R3EHRHMN

7 3 45 50 (Soil Quality Index, SQI) 3T

Borp, TR FE PR AN ], S VA e b B
AL L, R BT — AR A R, AR PE 48 Aroxt 1 458
o B s R, Ak . AL A WL BT B
R B AR PR T ac e R R RE
BEALBE . SKREBOTH RIS R R B (A (1)) &
Hhir, E AR, BOE . EBE LK. ILEM As, Cr,
Cd. Cu, Mn %5 5 43 J& 70 3R P PP AU SR I ki 8 (A 0
(2)); Kiki & i Bk o i PR it A pH ik
BOE B SRR R g (A(3)), H b FRRE S
AW (PRI, 2003 5LARTE A5, 2021) R AR5 X 58
PRIGOLIE (R 1)

ﬂﬂi@ l%‘l%‘&: F(xi) = (xi - ximin)/(-ximax - ximin) ( 1 )
TR SR R PR

0.1+09x 221y <x <L

KXimin ( 2 )
F(x)={ 1 L<x<H
Xi— H
1 - 09 X H < Xi < Ximax
Ximax —

FERISR IR REL: F () = (X = %)/ Kimar = Xiin) (3
P, F () —#% R REAR 0 SR (L x — 2545
PRI X » Xiin 585 § TR H 5200 F) S AN
F/ME; L H NS0T LR R BRAEAD L BR{H, #5468
PIAE R (W, ) i B B R R S AR bR 2 1
J7 28 5 A FahR 28 P 105 28 Z N HE AR5

x1 EEERERY L. THRRNE
Table 1 The upper and lower bounds of the appropriate

membership function

BhR ORDRLSTEL% BrRLE /% BPRLERE/% AE/(gem”) pH
TBRAE 40 40 20 12 6.5
BRAE 55 55 50 1.4 75
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Table 2 Descriptive statistical characteristics of soil quality evaluation indexes
Bzt FHIME LRDE b2z F/ME FR{E 5t AL T EE W
KL% 31.46 31.00 8.76 4.00 52.00 0.28 0.05 —0.26
KR/ % 41.90 43.00 8.45 3.00 59.00 0.20 -1.07 1.99
KL% 26.64 24.00 12.45 5.00 93.00 0.47 1.77 485
BB % 41.47 41.64 5.60 26.15 62.95 0.14 0.44 0.95
JEBE L% 8.73 7.83 4.42 2.11 26.03 0.51 1.01 1.04
BA 2R /em 52.48 50.00 30.17 0.00 175.00 0.57 1.02 1.22
FIKEI% 31.67 29.86 9.14 15.24 80.82 0.29 1.54 3.88
o 2.54 2.54 0.08 2.32 2.73 0.03 0.02 -0.23
FHE/(grem”) 1.18 1.19 0.17 0.76 1.57 0.15 -0.13 -0.55
Ff/m 83.09 73.54 2427 53.99 250.08 0.29 1.78 6.60
WepEr 1.08 0.40 1.55 0.05 10.82 1.43 3.20 13.47
2ffk/(mg-kg ") 2.93 2.69 1.31 0.85 11.30 0.45 2.83 13.28
AHLBU(g ke ") 47.57 43.79 2222 13.96 192.74 0.47 2.99 14.64
2H/(g ke ") 2.23 1.97 0.99 0.62 7.80 0.45 2.41 8.95
EWi/(g-kg 0.83 0.78 0.25 0.40 1.95 0.30 1.50 3.13
/(g kg ") 19.20 19.20 1.44 14.20 24.00 0.07 —0.07 1.57
Bl A/ (mg kg ) 205.41 196.10 81.29 52.00 618.10 0.40 1.89 6.33
HRLHE/(mg-kg™) 231.33 218.00 87.67 73.00 566.00 0.38 0.66 0.15
A/ (mg-kg ) 20.73 17.50 16.70 0.40 146.80 0.81 2.18 10.82
Frihht/(g-ke™) 0.43 0.41 0.17 0.14 0.90 0.39 0.49 —-0.24
PHES 32 i/

(cmolkg™) 31.01 30.60 8.18 11.00 53.50 0.26 0.26 —0.43
pH 6.33 6.22 0.59 5.30 8.38 0.09 1.35 1.78
As/(mgkg ") 10.72 10.46 2.92 4.72 18.97 0.27 0.37 —0.44
Cr/(mg-kg ") 67.68 67.30 10.71 35.80 115.40 0.16 0.63 2.81
Cu/(mg-kg™) 24.59 24.70 4.74 11.10 47.00 0.19 0.53 1.85
Cd/(mg-kg™) 0.08 0.08 0.03 0.03 0.18 0.34 1.08 1.38
Hg/(mgkg ") 0.04 0.04 0.01 0.02 0.13 0.29 3.12 21.03
Mn/(mg-kg™) 859.49 851.00 418.01 153.00 1784.00 0.49 0.13 -0.96
Ni/(mg-kg ") 30.21 29.90 6.00 15.10 58.10 0.20 0.91 3.06
Pb/(mg-kg™) 2533 24.80 3.30 13.60 38.30 0.13 0.44 0.98
Zn/(mgkg™) 63.96 64.20 12.33 23.70 100.80 0.19 -0.16 0.11
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2013; DT HEAE, 20155 28 LFEAE, 2019) o XA ] - HF)
AT B PFAN 48 bR 64T 32 0003 20 7 (3R 3—3% 6) Hil
Pearson 34307 (] 2), F-454 Norm {H 2 B
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A KR AU pH, R & AEBE AL
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Table 3 Principal component analysis results and factors of paddy soil index

EiEtan PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6 Norm{
X3 0.871 0.363 0.178 -0.042 -0.088 -0.056 2.110
AL 0.858 0.357 0.178 —0.050 -0.107 —0.068 2.082
FH ey 722 i 0.604 0.143 0.620 0.183 0.127 0.133 1.788
el —0.806 —0.146 0.139 -0.262 -0.027 —0.024 1.901
£ 0.868 0.340 0.211 —0.065 -0.107 —0.021 2.103
B 0.755 -0.017 —0.041 —0.160 -0.016 0.145 1.735
b 0.081 -0.117 0.814 0.109 0.023 —0.010 1.438
R 0.875 0.361 0.144 —0.054 -0.103 0.000 2.112
A 0.223 -0.110 0.755 0.175 -0.182 0.122 1.456
AR 0.140 -0.103 0.180 0.176 0.056 0.621 0.900
pH -0.236 0.177 0.627 —0.005 0.401 —0.057 1.348
Gy A 0.131 0.132 0.530 0.509 -0.336 0.040 1.305
biAE A -0.030 0.051 0.200 0.833 0.045 -0.068 1.265
kL -0.063 -0.114 —0.453 -0.835 0.181 0.017 1.479
FKE 0.324 0.890 —0.068 0.087 -0.166 -0.014 1.824
Ho -0.331 -0.719 —0.068 0.015 -0.073 —0.048 1.535
HHE —0.268 —0.872 0.021 —0.085 -0.279 0.072 1.766
B 0.198 0.834 —0.066 0.045 -0.421 -0.015 1.696
REREERE 0.077 -0.082 —0.041 0.279 0.264 -0.735 1.021
EBEALER —0.078 -0.072 -0.026 —0.041 0.850 —0.011 1.092
=14 -0.033 0.014 —0.413 —0.147 0.302 0.554 1.051
e -0.199 -0.032 —0.236 0.349 0.051 —0.041 0.795
FHOEAE 5.130 3.425 2.960 2.102 1.577 1314
DR/ % 23.320 15.568 13.455 9.553 7.166 5.973
TR % 23.320 38.888 52.342 61.895 69.061 75.034
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Table 4 Principal component analysis results and factors of dryland soil index
i PCI1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6 PC7 Norm{H
Ea(l/d 0.915 0.190 0.105 0.171 —0.062 0.032 0.120 2.104
HHL 0.917 0.197 0.085 0.154 -0.071 0.033 0.076 2.103
FH e 2t 0.528 0.567 0.228 0.161 -0.137 0.130 0.188 1.587
il —0.490 0.405 -0.268 -0.016 0.152 -0.211 0.013 1.379
£ 0.921 0.125 0.065 0.123 -0.172 0.032 0.022 2.102
X 0.782 —0.025 -0.019 0.072 0.025 —0.174 —0.003 1.772
g 0.076 0.804 0.029 -0.059 —0.133 -0.096 0.030 1.338
B 0.895 0.056 0.121 0.107 —0.044 0.004 —0.064 2.028
G 0.297 0.778 0.021 0.053 -0.085 0.033 0.007 1.437
AR 0.064 -0.042 0.153 0.045 -0.080 0.757 0.032 0.924
pH —0.158 0.576 -0.039 0.036 -0.196 0.095 0.395 1.129
KL 0.316 0.461 0.355 0.097 —0.462 0.015 -0.191 1.339
bsy A 0.007 —0.083 0.832 0.005 0.268 0.069 0.025 1.291
ks —0.246 -0.296 —0.842 -0.078 0.170 —0.059 0.129 1.474
& 0.107 -0.003 0.265 0.589 -0.107 -0.371 -0.139 1.073
e -0.278 -0.231 -0.077 -0.602 0.173 —0.013 —0.166 1.172
HE —0.250 0.093 0.001 —0.883 0.005 —0.105 —0.058 1.400
BEALE 0.306 -0.221 0.474 0.176 -0.115 —0.476 0.316 1.264
AR 0.093 0.128 -0.030 0.012 -0.047 —0.026 0.841 0.969
EBESLIR —0.070 -0.007 —0.400 0.607 0.137 0.503 -0.203 1.245
[ —0.198 —0.165 0.060 0.060 0.806 —0.059 —0.155 1.230
e 0.008 —0.114 0.040 -0.157 0.806 0.019 0.004 1.134
I 5.041 2.639 2.180 2.053 1.841 1.329 1.195
TTRR/% 22914 11.996 9.910 9.330 8.370 6.040 5.432
S TTEAR % 22914 34.910 44.820 54.150 62.520 68.560 73.992
x5 MTIEEGRERSPNERREF
Table 5 Principal component analysis results and factors of forest soil index
EiEtan PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 Normftf
e 0.954 0.040 -0.004 0.224 0.089 2.380
AL 0.947 0.000 —0.004 0.253 0.109 2372
FH B 28 ff i 0.493 0.730 0.184 0.156 0.177 2.120
e 0.005 -0.204 —0.948 -0.059 -0.099 1.785
K 0.900 0.103 -0.120 0.335 —0.005 2.302
X0 0.485 0.447 0.567 -0.266 -0.015 1.924
REDN 0.405 0.799 0.301 0.113 0.126 2.166
TR 0.964 —0.124 —0.011 -0.010 0.030 2.392
B 0.391 0.891 0.122 0.010 -0.031 2.266
AR 0.086 -0.075 -0.017 -0.056 0.863 1.239
pH —0.157 0.746 0.009 0.092 —0.281 1.799
HlkL 0.043 0.757 -0.210 0.353 0.349 1.924
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2EH S
£t PC1 PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 Normf#
HrRL 0.447 0.141 -0.798 0.142 0.278 1.896
kL -0.234 -0.597 0.511 -0.313 -0.372 1.887

KA 0.445 -0.005 0.212 0.779 -0.032 1.692
[Haciy -0.751 -0.327 0.072 —-0.257 —0.126 2.047
HE —0.447 0.113 —0.463 —0.442 0.551 1.749

BAFFLE 0.473 0.246 -0.069 0.789 0.043 1.802
R -0.108 0.792 -0.086 —0.040 0.054 1.841
EEESLIR -0.412 -0.360 0.094 —0.348 -0.610 1.663
[ 0.263 -0.689 0.219 0.320 0.009 1.820
b3} 3 0.020 -0.267 0.786 0.434 -0.095 1.698
FHIEE 6.065 5.230 3.269 2.496 1.949
DR % 27.568 23.774 14.859 11.347 8.858
B TTEkR/% 27.568 51.342 66.200 77.548 86.405
F 6 EMITEEREINSANEREEF
Table 6 Principal component analysis results and factors of grassland soil index
Bzt PCI PC2 PC3 PC4 PC5 PC6 PC7 Norm{#
Ed 0.964 0.096 0.133 -0.020 -0.113 —0.069 0.049 2.223
AL 0.960 0.082 0.147 -0.108 -0.093 -0.025 0.041 2217
Bl —0.640 0.108 0.350 —0.499 0.410 —0.040 —0.035 1.898
K 0.947 0.000 -0.138 -0.160 —0.124 —0.087 0.024 2.194
£ 0.618 0.117 —0.475 0.312 —0.290 0.147 0.088 1.820
b -0.197 —0.244 0.864 0.076 0.032 0.105 -0.307 1.813
A 0.890 0.167 -0.079 0.399 -0.032 -0.013 0.033 2.152
B 0.056 —0.002 —0.235 -0.908 0.046 0.167 -0.122 1.553
BRI -0.069 0.079 0.225 0.016 0.124 0.928 0.087 1.355
pH 0.017 0.083 0.981 0.039 0.016 0.021 0.108 1.866
Rk —0.034 —0.806 0.073 0.102 0.131 0.359 0.392 1.739
kL —0.143 —0.048 —0.087 -0.104 0.211 —0.062 —0.948 1371
kL 0.137 0.816 -0.007 -0.023 -0.280 -0.303 0.310 1.759
ERES -0.005 0.928 —0.053 0.180 0.008 0.191 0.236 1.864
ey —0.451 —0.172 —0.026 0.187 0.846 0.011 -0.058 1.676
B —0.182 —0.692 -0.290 0.367 0.369 —0.146 0.153 1.726
BAFFLI 0.080 0.821 -0.425 0.208 -0.006 0.124 -0.026 1.824
RTREERE 0.061 0.196 0.330 0.286 0.414 -0.751 0.031 1.469
B LI 0.530 -0.225 0.280 -0.521 —0.141 -0.042 -0.519 1.772
[ 0.111 0.327 0.032 0.326 -0.807 0.015 0.243 1.500
W 0.247 0.109 —0.586 0.681 -0.003 0.090 -0.011 1.669
PHES T2 it 0.378 —0.139 0.722 —0.045 —0.134 0.042 0.284 1.689
FHIEE 5.164 3.732 3.561 2.569 2.161 1.812 1.786
TTRRE/% 23.472 16.964 16.184 11.677 9.824 8.236 8.116

R Tk % 23.472 40.436 56.621 68.298 78.122 86.358 94.474




2024 4%

Moy 18 4R GEOLOGICAL BULLETIN OF CHINA

1848

FHR R EL R R
s =2 9 = o g &8 3 3 2 Z9 = 9 =* o o 5 3 3F & 2
— = = = = (=) | | | | | - = = = = (=3 ] ] [ [ |
I | I ]
cele 2|5 (o0 clase[sias |- @ 00000 -8 -0 o8 0@
ot l.-..t.-t.......&..l. .....al...o..ao..
= | ..o..-on.-..o.. 9o - -se@:0:0c00es Qe
= 8 « @ - .l...t loOOW.UOO....-.‘.| .-l.
.,wmw.o.o-o“oo..o....oo..c...... e -000 - o0 0@-0@ co0
%%..oo”lo.t.-....ﬂ..o.l slle®e je « +|s 0.
x75, 000 - 0ecnn. .-.-0..... ceje| 8@ 0BT v o
2800000 -0: - -0:0@06@: -+ - - - - -c0e-e
.ﬁ@.....-...-.C.......o-o o8 -+ 20 dD e s
v\%ﬂw R .80 ®(e c| 8 -0 sel s rBue0 s s |
iﬁw... .oo...o..&.oo.c....o sa|@ el o 8|n =@ » ’-.0..-......
@QQ... e -.-l..o-... o - |0 - m|a -o...m-l. ® . ols - -00@s @
Aw&& -..-.-uo. e c|® o s @ 8|-||s -|n @o|@ .....loo..-..
m.wu ...o.....-.....m-...,n‘.”. s a.l.........--......_.
&%mﬂw..ll.. X I cseco@0e e s+ 9O .o...o._. LI I R X
wmw._w»oo.-c.. @8 - 0| 8|s +|a s @80l '.l....-...c..-.-.
; Ww..oo.. @e o5 c@ese- | BS o@e® - 0.....-...!. L L
%., ,m,m...... @o: 0 -s0c0e: 0 P00 QP@c@vcccce D P
.ﬁ W.....Oo..-....”..o...... ..-..@.‘P..........t- e
%« ...o......c..!o.o.o.o- O...-. c@eo e a0 0e0
W@...o.t Qe -8-000800-: - @ e |- aie|ei8 - @@ - il
00000 -0 - -0 -2000ee -0 OPOOOO - ® |- > cjcle -0 . -Pels
a._w.“\\v@wﬁa_moooo..o. e B o|a]= = ﬂ.ﬂ-.@f...-o-... 2o - 0@
S Kes o 0c0-c0s8 . :0:@  F0e-0:0008-00:00-0:0- Qo
wvm..m.vﬁwxm\-. .to....o.ocl.l.-.o.. eee  ocecooe - ..... ...
..‘.m\.wvv._ - o..-.l....-...o.o... c v @+ @B ®--98 - ....o....
S eeams-®- - e +@Q00@ -0 009 - 0-000 -0000006@:0 -+
P 00080 s B - 00@® - | | 00000 0se . ssc0s@O0 s
.%Wo..oo. @+ -0 0086 - |» " @ee@e-c0000@cBe® - -
W\ﬁo........ -...c..aw. .o @eceoe - Poo@-oe0
»\\ww‘-o.-uo. .nl@@..no.cnmn. ;.....'.... ..........
‘.Amh<.lnu,n.. ,...@-.-.l»lo e =@ oo m-. L Al XNl |
J&wxooioo,.o.o ..Q.-....-O.. *@ - s+ 9 - Q0@ -0:+00009
vm\u;.x,xq_..... ..--. N - |- n...o..-. - .c......
&u\.ﬂmﬁt.....t......-.otnci.. ..l'..-a..-...
Eheoe@® es@elecs@e® -+ -5 L RN R X X
&wﬁ&\.‘.‘.. e cle - QR OO ¢ s - ocod0e 00
B ale @ - @:-®:00800: . .8 - ooOooo.o..oo @espsp00e .
§ Mﬂ&,...... .-o,..toa....o l......”..a.oo_-.l....o
%«.ﬁv ﬁ.....o..o. ‘e - @000 - OO - ..!Oo..o.oo@o. LOE
xz.;..o.ot ® ssscsen-=- o - 0@-00- s Pee @ - .e
2, 9090000000008 900 - - o0 .o..oc....oo coo.oo..
.%.%z\n......o..-..l..o.... e »n
M@. . ....l..o. “ * Blm
EEMEEZHEIED o i il e S S
H = S = E B 2 I
o G E s = ; P
e i) il 4 il
2 i Bk =
=

LIPS

7D
Fig.2 Correlation coefficient of evaluation indexes of different land use types

AN R R B EAN 16

& 2

=X
B

R4y, FIEXF MDS #1 TDS ) + 38 il
FREGHATRNA T (B 4). BIALERER, BEERN
[i) = b R 2 YR 2 8 25 AR O, BN [R] = b R

7D

JEPERN

NAERR ., FKAR pH.,

7N
R, L AR BEALE, REZRE . it

25T B MDS ATEFSF

REICRERE,

7N
X HIF Rt — 20 0 A (B 3) o MCH PR3 38 v K

FEANE] L HoF 2R MDS A EFS 4

JT MDS HA R GF (4 n] 518, BE 68 B 47 Mo ACRr

Boo AN[F s HIZE ALY

2
=

TDS Ay 43 i &2 13- f

Norm {8 R/ B ARG 55 55 1Y 2e U, 7K [ MDS
WG HAE; B MDS & SRR B A LI AR

SQIHAETEEERZ S (B 5), K, B, A, Fib

) SQI {E 2R ALY FEl 43 514 0.27~0.71, 0.30~0.72,

ok L AE B FLIB; O

i MSD 4r 3 i |
MDS 4 # H fAAE B FLER .

0.26~0.71. 0.45~0.73, 4 Ff 1 Hb F1] FH 25 B 54 F- 34

SQI HEF Ay H >R s> 5 > 7K HH
24 TERETENH

Bt
MDS P45 SR AR RE R AN A0 o Gl

WA

23

AL GE 70715, B T80 e AR A 2 1]

AWNTIr 2T
PR - R T RE

7D

TRl L R FH2E R ) MDS A48

PR

1N
iy

bR T e T NEIE S

n

AARRIRCGE (32 7), FHRAEIEA 5 F



4355 10

f 4 5245 : T i/ IV AR Y VTP J5UR i - S R

1849

FEHILIE| 013 /wo/
. K H
s | @026 0.13 /]./60/

HAEEE 023 -0.07 -0.
FHIKE | 0.02 022 -0.
A | 0.11 (0.15 027 -

pH| 0.13 -0.12 021 0.13

BE LK 0.09

T R
EAFEERE|-0.18

wi: | @y .16 G 013 @18 @015 D18 100 HE

}5‘)/ e
-o.oz/wo/

0.02 .}ao/

009 018 0.5 /w(

| (0.16) (021 . 03 00 )/ao/

0.03 “ 008 =003 0.1 /I/U(

4k |1=0.25
029,

B Ty, % Largy Mgy Pty

BRI o0 : e Lot N
i | @) Lot Hoits e | @R }@{ -
s | Gy P @3 100 -
B SR ’ 012 001 /wo/
il @y 02 @ @ 100
| Gy 019 @ 020 @D 106 RIRFE . el ./w{
Wbk ' 2001 017 “‘/w{ ok ‘ 0.12 0.06 '-0.13 0.09 )m/
w018 2 G 07 @ 00 G 16 o020 003 016 @35 @D 005 e
\7&5 §%? @@,\\'@,{?@‘E@. 725 @;ﬁ\ J;Q z £ 7ﬁ\g§ﬁ2 \:%: 3\@ J&)’E? & @\zé}?v\éi:k@ ol
EEE————
1.0 0.8 0.6 04 0.2 0 02 0.4 0.6 038 1.0

B3 A A SR B e bR At G 2R KL

Fig.3 Correlation coefficient of candidate indexes of different land use types

T TR B, SRR R U Y R B A X AR 2
PRI 25 | PR HEIR 2228 T 0, B iR
2R/ HAREA R R IR 2ZE 50 T 1 B, F B F
TR (ARG B RS PR #R 5 (Hani et al., 2010) . 455
WR (R 8), m A S8R S50 fcdy, s G
T A 1 o %) 2 [B) 43T o
TE ArcGIS H A A e 4 5 e AUAE A8 5 bR

BOHATHE, 26 R R A m AR, BT
FERFFE T - PP AR AR R B 22 S, T 4R
BEERR WA —, BESH AR T AT
JB A MY B AE R 43 7k (L et al., 2018) 4
,H\inév‘ja S5ANGEGL (F 6), Ho 4% 1 miBaR K,
Hi b 56.65%; ok ok 1T 9 48, 1 AR 5 b 37.63%;
I AW A 3.27%; V. VR RN,
SRR AT EEAN IR 2.50% . AT LA Y, 48 i AE 25 ]
O3 A b I PR, A T AR e T T,
e R M ML b SRR ST IX )2 0 A,

R BEE YT LS TN U YN i YA YA R A b e ) N
Ae ok, HHER SR, V. VR R B0 fhTE
T EE, T AR R R, A X
25, R, rh b T A SR 0 L DX
I ML b HEma 5 ik #] 97.55%, U5
X A3 AL T rp KO, AR R

33w’

MDS S fEfS Fe bk + 5 e 1 e D RRAR SR, X
TR DAl T, SR AT A AR e A B
S HAT B AR Lo AW ST L - e Ay A
it AL SEH AR W I R R AR 31 IR ARAE
o B TR BT B, AN ) L A 2R R e
B MDS $E bR A —2, W] L b XS e e bn

ARSI 2R o WIFEIX LA LT, 4B, Bl
Je e BEAH G Y, 7K AN R [R) A %8 MDS 193645
AU, Wk BRI R, AP,



1850 Moy 18 4R GEOLOGICAL BULLETIN OF CHINA 2024 4

®7T RMNEEPIEERNLBFAERNE

Table 7 Common factor variance and weight of soil index in minimum data set
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Fig. 4 Linear fitting of soil quality index based on MDS and TDS
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Table 8 Semi-variogram parameters of soil quality

PR TR By i PRAEfL 3R 22 FHbRER 2 AR IR R 2E
EiEyid —4.589E-05 0.072 0.006 0.084 0.882
L —6.024E-04 0.072 -0.003 0.082 0.899
2] —4.558E-04 0.072 -0.005 0.083 0.895
= —5.543E-04 0.072 —0.006 0.083 0.897
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