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Analysis of Soil Properties of Greenhouse Different Landscape of Liangzhou
District Based on GIS

HAN Mei, WANG Ji-biao, ZHANG Zheng-peng, YUAN Zheng—xiang, WANG Yi
(Liangzhou District of Agricultural Technology Extension Center, Wuwei Gansu, 733000, China)

Abstract: In order to grasp the status of the different landscape greenhouse soil fertility in liangzhou district, Using GIS
positioning sampling test, ACIGIS software data analysis and statistical analysis method, soil nutrient status of liangzhou district of
solar—greenhouse are analyzed and evaluated. The result shows that in 0~20 cm arable layer soil of low hilly land lowest pH and salt,
organic matter, alkaline hydrolysisn, available P are the highest; Tilt piedmont pluvial alluvial plains in the lowest soil organic matter,
soil alkaline hydrolysis N, available P is lower than those of low hilly land, relatively high plains, alluvial diluvial fine soil salt content,
available K in the highest in the three landform areas. In 20 ~40 cm in the top layer, low hilly land, organic matter, alkali-hydro
nitrogen, available phosphorus, available potassium and higher than tilt piedmont pluvial alluvial plain and alluvial diluvial fine soil

plain.
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