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Effects of Converting Farm Land to Forest and Grass
Land in the Hilly-gully Region of Loess Plateau
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Ministry of W ater Resources,Yangling ,Shaanxi 712100, China;
2.College of Land Resource and Environment, Jiangxi A gricultural University, N anchang 330045, China)

Abstract: Based on sampling and analyses, the effects on soil nutrients of different types of land use, different vegetative
measures in sloping cultivated land and different years of vegetative restoration were studied. The results show that: there are,
to some degree, degenerated phenomenon in the soil of cultivated land, the contents of nutrient and soil organic matter are
relatively low; comparing with the different methods of restoration, the contents of available N, K and soil organic matter are
relatively low ., while the pH is relatively high. The longer the converting farm land to forest and grass land the more effect of
soil betterment.
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