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Variation of Soil Nutrient and Productivity
Evaluation in Nihe Watershed

LIU Bing~Zheng L Jun-Jie
(Northwest Science and Technology University of Agriculture and Forestry Yangling Shaanxi 712100)

Abstract Soil nutrient in small watershed demonstrates the distribution characteristics of belt pattern soil
nutrient gradually reduce from rigde line to plateau border and increase from slope top to the foot of slope.
Different land using causes differences in the content of soil nutrient. It is taken on a regulation that the
content of soil nutrient in forest-grass land is higher than in orchard land and agriculture land. Evaluating
land productivity with Neil’s modify productivity index shows:the content of soil nutrient in forest-grass
land is higher than in orchard land and agriculture land and has exponential relation with slope. T his result
can be referred to development of economy in Loess Plateau.
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