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Change Law of Soil Physical Properties in Meadow Soil Paddy Fields
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Abstract
object, through the indoor analysis method, the change law of soil physical properties increased with the opening years of paddy fields. [ Re-

(Heilongjiang Bayi Agricultural University , Daqing, Heilongjiang 163319)
[ Objective ] To clarify the characteristics of soil physical properties in paddy field. [ Method ] Taking meadow soil as the research

sult ] With the increase of opening years in meadow soil paddy field, the change law of soil physical properties was different;In the plough lay-
er, the soil bulk density of the meadow soil increased with the opening years;in the plow bottom layer,the soil bulk density increased year by
year;in subsoil layer, the soil bulk density of the meadow soil is significantly reduced after the paddy field. In the plough layer, the soil solidifi-
cation of the meadow soil was increased compared with the liquid compared with the liquid,and with the increase of the opening years,the gas
ratio showed a downward trend. In the plough bottom layer and the subsoil layer,In the plough bottom layer and the core soil layer, the open
soil of the meadow soil showed an upward trend compared with the post-liquid of the paddy field. The solid-state ratio was higher than that at
the plough bottom layer, and it showed a downward trend in the subsoil layer. With the increase of the opening years, the paddy soil in the
plough layer and the meadow soil increased after the paddy field. The clay showed a downward trend. In the plow bottom layer,the clay of the
meadow soil was reduced after reclaiming the paddy field;in the subsoil layer,the clay and the grain of the meadow soil showed an upward
trend compared with the dry field,and the sand grain decreases ;the sand of the meadow soil rises in the plough layer. [ Conclusion ] With the

increase of the opening years,the physical properties of meadow soil have gradually evolved into paddy fields.
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