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The Influence of Soil Compaction on Vegetation Features in Enclosure Region
—T aking Yanchi County, Ningxia as an Example

SHEN Yan,ZHANG Ke-bin, BIAN Zhen, LIU Xiao-dan
(College of Soil and Water Conservation, Soil and Water Conservation Key Laboratory of Ministry of Educa
tion, Beijing Forestry University, Betjing 100083, China)

Abstract: By means of plot investigation methods and through surveying the vegetation features of different enclosure measures
and soil physical and chem ical properties, the paper analyzed the influences tow ard vegetation growth. The ANOV A analysis re-
sult indicated that,in the different enclosure measures, the soil compaction is the main factor which affects vegetation growth.
And the further regression analysis indicated that correlation bet ween the soil compaction and the ground biomass or the vegeta-
tion coverage was negative. While the soil compaction changed from 2. 0~ 3.0 kg/m?, the ground biomass and the vegetation
oo verage are higher.
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