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PR DR A e gy B R LA K R Yt Ry
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IKER AR A= A ) BT R R DU JE R A AR N
JREJEE A, B RO B T T R e 2 A R
PE, AT A AT %I 2, (O 1 e R A B B
AT 35 B2 E 7K $h32 3 0 B 0, a0 e )27 B A X
5 1 I A 2 3 B OV Vg R ol b, B PR S 5 T AL AT
B I 25 HEVD B RAE HOR AR K 4 N B LA
J R R, 5 R WA AERE I 1 200 m®/hm?  FL %
30FL/m> FIATFLIR B H 10 em I, Bk S AH o) R
AbBRAR R 50.7%6~98.8% , HLEGIMFTFL% JE RE A iF
PR (F B AT LR BE T e i 22 100 M+
e JEA BB A RIS 3 o S BRI AR 1 O =X
X ILHEAT el AR B, A5 R N A2 e/ NLAR
A/NF 100 em, FLECH 15,60, 135 i1 240 £L/hm?, ##k
VEHE K E AR 1 500~3 000 m®/hm?® i) i) 45 2% 48 & +
SR ER R

RN AW SE B, 76 SEBR Az 7 rpod -+ 51 4R il L
I Z 0 R R R BOR H FOKLE N Iy AT R
SYRENS ) HL R TR B 5 R £ 1A HE K S
S TE YT R bR A T S R T K ARl K R

R IR I HEK W HEK S AR
G R RSN HIL, AR %A TR
R R R ek B AR R RN LR
£k LIS B0, P00 1 VR B T AT ALER
()4 il 27 1 - SRR JZ B 2 )2, 3 B E R e b 7E A&
THE SRR AN TR) o5 B i 1 3 58 R 5 R DA R e 22
THOKERIE B AN W, 5 E I )E +
LR AR S I R RS
1 MB5RF*
1.1 K EH

TR0 DX AV T 5407 95 BT e 7 il DX LT T T X
Vg R A I = RO KRB R Ve R L, T 2019 4R
HERLYPAE 3.33 7 hm? =81 KBGO s 00 H A0
I X o b v oAE HO55 oy Jb &R (417 147307N,
82°43'33"E) , 18 T VG i+ , FE VD HE B35 10 km, BF5Y
X REAR AR A T4 AR H I3 031.2 h, 24
SRR 10.7 °C AR BB K i 47.3 mm, AR R K
2 000.7 mmo BFFE XL R KPR 1.9~2.5 m, 35
J b R W D B HE £ 25T O 1.51~1.69 g/em®, & A
0.5 g/kg, 4=t 0.75 g/kg, 4 4 19.72 g/kg, pH 1€
8.75. T HEHHER & EREINTE 10 g/kg VL b BRI
BRI IREL - & 8 TE AR 1.
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Table 1 Physical and chemical properties of soil in the experimental area

IR /em RORLZL AR 4K/ 6 Particle composition 2 /(g/cm?) FrEbi/(g/kg)
Soil depth <0.002 mm 0.002~0.05 mm >0.05 mm Bulk density Salt content
0~10 5.87 85.72 8.41 1.65 14.09
10~20 5.51 86.51 7.98 1.56 11.68
20~30 6.16 88.08 5.76 1.51 10.79
30~40 5.88 87.39 6.73 1.61 10.86
40~50 4.32 88.64 7.04 1.38 21.18
50~60 5.77 91.02 3.21 1.56 24.07
60~70 6.75 90.14 3.11 1.73 29.97
70~80 4.68 86.13 9.19 1.69 24.06
80~90 4.29 84.21 11.5 1.55 19.77
90~100 5.41 89.82 4.77 1.57 16.12

1.2 K&t

ZME IR A 20204F 12 H 2 2023 4F 1 H [H#1T,
ZHEE 3 150 m*/hm?®. 7E 2020 AR BH (G 1) 4T
FL(G2) 24~ b3, BREH SR F B T LG6060D J& 47 4%
PR/ X 1 m TREE L2 T35 B8l . FT4LR
FHA L BRRHEE & AT FRZA W A HE S i 159F v g o
FEH A, FL4% 6 cm, L% B 36 FL/100 m?, FLIE 1 m.
FALB/NX AL 100 m*, B 21K, 2021 AR AT HL

HEV (G3) TJFE (G4) JFEATEL(GS) FIF i T FLE
U (G6) A Fh it , I A AT LI V45 it R FH 5 2020 48
AL B, BRIV Rk 75 AP RS v, Sk oy
FLVP(0.25 ~1 mm) , HVPRA G A &3, FFiE ik
B SR FH A [F) Y S 2 LA T BT AR VA 7 ) L, W
B /NX D EIFIEHERR I, 7 98 1 m K 2 m K 50 m,
[ #H 6~8 m, HEEh 1 248 2 R K8 E Ji5 2R 47 Iml 3L
FEVGFTHL 5 T FTFLHE U b B0 2 7 T 1 b By S
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fith L #EAT , Hofh S80S AT AL HE VD Ab BEAH ] . X B
(CK) 4b B >y 4 4L 5 £6 Bl 3t , 4% 40 B /)N X 1 AL O
100 m?,

1.3 iKgidiE

20204F 11 A 12 H XFUbHE R 201 K 277 hm? ol
AN X AT AR A, S R T 5 B A —
AR B T Eh e 2 1 A AR Al X, AR 2
0.8 hm?, i B X IfT 3 a AL JLF- &7 5, [W4F 11
A7 B TIZ PR R AT FLAS b 38, 12 H 1 A
FrABEmT £ HEMORE, 12 A 4 H 906 & 0E , K&
3150 m*/hm?, i F £ 3ERJZ L) I 40 cm 3Z /KR
I 2 11 K VK UR I RE IR 1B KBS G% AR AR P A L
BB JE BRI B ok 14N A B S 32 HORE B
Jp20214E 1 H4H,

202145 7 13 H , 52 i RS IVKE 52, 58
TR0 DX ER B b R AT AR AL AR, T 20214 7 A 11
H AT 1201 ATHLHEYS THEHT AL S FF T AL
VhAb B, 12 A 5 H AT A RERT TR, 12 H 10 H
PEATATE  HE/K & 3150 m®/hm?, T 20224E 1 H 10 H
PEATAE S HHEHORE . 2022 4E 11 A 28 H AT i
T HEHUORE 12 H 2 H AT AR /K & 3 150 m®/hm?,
F20234F 1 A 2 H 740 5 H3EIURE
1.4 WEMBESFE

D) BIEE AR, WEI(GL) MFTFL(G2) &b R
FH A 11 A S I I R 45 (75 E ADCON /A R AR
7R B AT60 1% IECR A1 26 ] STEVENS WATER 24
A 42 7= B Hydra Probe Lite 4 S 8L 4% ) 174K
P A Bk 4 5 AL, AL B BB B 0~100 cm),
10 em %% 14,46 104 ATHLAE Y (G3) (JF il
(G4) JFIFATEL(GE) TF I FTFL#E VD (G6) F Xt B]
(CK) AL #ER BT 3 647 3 B /KR E

2) MR R WEI(G) MFTFL(G2) kb B+
HEER A W R A SC 1.4 70 1) 3 KSR SR 4 48
5 W R R A SR SRk, TRV (G3) |
T (G4) FFEATFL(GS) FFEFTFLIE YD (G6) Fxd
HE(CK) AL BER FH LR 30 00 5 | S8 B E 7 IURE
BUREVRFEE 100 em, 4 20 em 4 12, 82 B3R 1 50 g,
AT G 3 FL4% 1 mm (9 £ 0RFREL 20 g & F 24BN 250
mL i = A, #e B K BT i B 15 A 100 mL 28
oK, EIR AL E R 15 min, 88 11 30 min 5 247
i1 3€ , H DDSJ-308A #l By T # AL 2 3= 4 W
JER,

3) IR AR R AR /N X R oy

R B MEL R AR (AL 23 L, AT RIS e A
T DI VR 2 0 B R AR A
ST AN W

S
N=

— S,
2L 100% (1)
S,

A (D NR R, 005 S, WAV 11
i, g/kg; S, WA G B AR, g/kg.

AL B i R X X R A B A AR B R SR A
AN

Dy=(Dy—D¢x) /D (2)

K (2) ™, D R AHXT B ER 58 5 Dy b %) JE A 3
R, Y0 D N ERRS T L3, V0 o D=0 AT
JBER , Dp<<O N AHXTFRER | D (B8R, B Eh 2R 8T -
1.5 HIELIE

K F WPS %% 21 5 43 Fr il 50 448 L 1 JH Origin
20211,

2 EREHH

21 HMRIEHEXTIESKENIIG

AN Rt T, 2020 45 & A e 185 kR
AN 1A Frn . BT A Ha] LI Y AS TR o R
b, GLARH i F X8 X 1 m R E R T
VIS RSN, 1498 5K SR 25 TR EE (A 1 o 2 3 v e 4
7 0~20 em + 2 &K FE /N, R 16.4%5;80~100 cm
T2 EKEE K, N 22.6%., G2ALFEF CK 4L B Y
TS ACRF I — B AR, Y R BB
2 A BE T B K S S B PN AR b R e, T
£ 60~80 cm 2R EE ek, FK 5518 25.1%
M126.5% , ZJ51E 80~100 cm 1 J2 & /K 3 i 3 A%,
I3 R 22.0% F120.1% . 2020 4F A3 5 45 Ab FEAE R
IR -+ E KR 22 5 0 &, b 78 0~80 em I
B, GLAREE /KR /N, O G2 b3, CK b 3 fie
Ko 1E80~100 em 34~ Ab B 7K /N, {H
CK AWM IR E e R, G2 B, Gl /b &34
2020 4 AT 5 4540 B S K R AR L, G1.G2 Ml
CK 3/~ Ab 3 77 4 VE i ~F- 24 & 7K 243 51 R 20.0%
20.8% A1 21.9% , 2 HE 5 V- ¥ & K353 51k 21.6 % .
25.1% 1 27.2%, £ 5 K R LA R BN CK>
G2>Gl1,

2021 AN [ b 33 A T T - 498 ko AR Ak an A
1 BJR, 2021 4E4E 2020 4F G1.G2 Fl CK 34N b 31 iy
FERE FEEE T G3.G4 G5 G6 AT, 7EA R AE A5y
FH G G2 1 CK 34~ 4k B 2020 4F 5 2021 474
K e A S AR AR — B, G3.G4 . G5
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Fig.1 Changes in soil moisture content before and after winter irrigation in different years under different measures

G6 &b PR K 1 J5 1) 585 K R 5 G2 i CK Ab 3
2020 4 F1 2021 45 A8 A A0 24—k, B AW i A&
EJ5 3400 CK Ab B 4 38 & K R ok, 2% Ak 3 2021
AR A E T RN A JE O 3 8 K B4y i R 19.5 %0~
23.9% F123.3%~284% . AR LZWE L, %4t
FEITE 0~20 em FRJ2 1 B K R d /N, A HE i A4
J&i o3 3 ok 12.5%~18.6% F1 18.2%~26.7% . 75 /K
R A 2B 3G 0 B K, #E 60~80 em 4b ik
B e KAA , & HE T M WE 5l 23.7%0~28.2% Al
26.4%~32.7% . 7 80~100 cm + JEZ IR B, & K K
TR W R, %A 21.3%~25.4% 1 23.3%~
28.4% .

2022 A AN A1 il A< TE T J - 498 Kk oR AR Ak an A
1C JTR , 45 A A T T 55 24 HE Jm AN TR R B 7 K 32 A
RS 2021 47 5 A — 350, RIACE A AN A0 ) 45 b
P K A5k 15.5% ~24.9% F117.5%~27.9%,
100 em 4 27 34 & K #4351 Ry 18.8%6~20.5%
20.9%~24.4% o AN L2 b, 45 kb A FT
ZHEJE ¥R 0~20 em )2 1 & KR i/l & REHT A
KGR 15.5% ~18.1% M117.5%~20.5% ., &
KB AR 3G 3 K, 78 60~80 cm 4bik
Bl fe RAH, A TE T RN ATE 5 53 3R 20.8 %0~24.9 % Fl
23.3%~27.9%, 7E80~100 cm + )2 IR , Sk R
NEEAEE, 350 19.2%~25.4% F123.3%~28.4%
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AHEJF A AL B 0~100 em 3 &K REEA RN CK
(24.79%) >G4 (24.41%) >G2 (23.91%) >G3
(23.15%) >G5 (22.14%) >G1 (21.4%) >G6
(20.94%)

AN [RIAF-A9 [ 5 7K SR AE A T A FIACHE J5 B R 0
— B AR TR A HERT , bR G1 AL FRAL , HoAth 45 ik
HFRITE 0~80 em + 2B )2 TR A 38 in 5238 Kk
e HLAE I 2 B 60~80 em ik B i KAH , B 5 18
80~100 cm IR JE & /K Wi/, ELWEST , A HE 5
K SRAE A [ AT ) 4 A5 Ak R AR B, 35 7 e J2 4 3
T BE R EE B G, AR 2 IR O RRAR, B
AR FRAE 0~60 cm B EE Y 25 7K R ik sh 35 07 & KT 60~
80 A1 80~100 cm, X ¥ 2L BT , T 60~80 cm I )z
M, X R HES KR A B, X )2
0~60 cm R B 14 7% 7K 3852 M 45K, 52 ) i o U
AIXE I gs/N , HoK 23 2 ask Je 22 1) T 8 i sl 328 2%
K, 2 2 LR -8 Bk 2 AR AR X BN . (R 58

I AHE, RS LA RIS, KR L A
AT R R, 20 2020 4F 34 Ab B4 e - 34 K %
R 24.6 %0, M LA TERT B 5 T 3.7 %0, A3, 2021 4F il
2022 4R AP I H B S KOR U ATERT Ay A e T
4.2% M3.1% . ANFEABEA ., CK &b FETE 3 K A&
H e A 8 B K SR 40 T8 K T G1 ARS8 ik
FRARAK-, 22 BH 38 28 SR BUFT i 9 2% - S 15 )
WUAR T A S R URRAE | DA X A A A K
RI/NG AL T 5

K-S K5 7R, 2020—2022 4F 4% Ab B+ 38 7K 43
S5 TR RO LE 285 23 A (i 3 72 500 5 0 o 3R 50
/N, R MEEE RS0 ) A8 5 R BB, R BIXK
43 B2 MR R E A, 2020 4F- 1 2021 4F v 45 e B A
AR SRR FE KT X REAL B, 2022 4F , 45 4b # rf
GO AL BN 55745 53, 2 K0 0.09 , i Hefth A BE A5 g v 25
AR5t R 0.10~0.14,

®2 ARAERESLETBEASHEE
Table 2 Desalination rate of different soil layers under different treatments
Gy s BN KM R il 22 ERFH W K-SK
Year  Treatments Minimum Maximum Average  Standard deviation CV Skewness Kurtosis K-S test
Gl 17.69 24.52 21.58 2.82 0.13 —0.46 —1.31 0.20
2020 G2 21.20 28.62 25.08 2.69 0.11 —0.30 1.21 0.21
CK 23.88 31.22 27.19 2.78 0.10 0.54 0.21 0.17
Gl 19.02 26.74 23.18 3.16 0.14 —0.20 —1.55 0.19
G2 21.16 28.88 25.26 2.99 0.12 —0.29 —0.58 0.14
G3 19.45 29.21 24.26 3.64 0.15 0.12 0.14 0.20
2021 G4 20.88 29.36 25.23 3.17 0.13 —0.17 0.13 0.16
G5 21.20 29.22 25.99 3.26 0.13 —0.79 —0.49 0.19
G6 18.20 26.39 23.02 3.27 0.14 —0.81 —0.41 0.23
CK 26.68 32.65 29.19 2.64 0.09 0.41 —2.08 0.22
Gl 18.42 24.97 21.40 2.92 0.14 0.41 —2.68 0.23
G2 20.48 27.36 23.91 2.62 0.11 —0.03 —0.38 0.16
G3 20.11 25.90 23.16 2.40 0.10 —0.31 —1.94 0.21
2022 G4 20.13 26.89 24.21 2.81 0.12 —0.74 —0.72 0.20
G5 17.46 25.10 22.14 3.09 0.14 —0.92 0.09 0.18
G6 18.34 23.26 20.94 1.82 0.09 —0.37 0.60 0.21
CK 20.08 27.76 24.79 3.10 0.13 —0.99 0.00 0.24
22 MR#FHXLRERSHZIE 0~20 em 2 J2 B9 #h 70 & & e, b 11.51 /1 11.61

20202022 4F- A ) Ab B A& i A AE I 3984k
YRR 2 iR . AN 2 ART AR Y, A HE 45 Ak
PR SRy BEIR B AR AL 5 F K R AR LR, K
G A B B TR B 1S 0 52 5% 8GR, 0~20
80~100 cm - J2 & £h & 73 il o 9.64 1 12.65 g/kg.
G2 T CK Ah 3451 Bl T8 B 18 i 2 Se 386 K5 /N a3

g/kg; 60~80 cm + 2 7 & & e, b 15.43
17.92 g/kg; 80~100 ecm + JZ & #h & & 13.11 A
14.68 g/kg; 7E45 R I 1y HHEER 3 ¥ R 3 CK>
G2>G1, Bk B &, G1.G2 Fl CK &b ¥ £ 0~100
em )2 OB & L O 11.25,13.39 Al 14.78
g/kgo 2G4 b PR A HEEL A AR AL B 5 AT R
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— 3, MK CK>G2>G1, 1y + 5 5 3 &5 45 5
3 14.15.12.27 f18.5 g/kg. SAUERTA L, G1.G2
HTCK Ab P A< J5 - 349 & 3h i 40 AR T 24.5%

20 A HEHT Before winter irrigation
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Fig.2 Changes in soil salt content before and after winter irrigation in different years under different measures

AN TR b 3 2021 4 4 8 A R i A T S5 A TR
AR AR — S (E 2B) , Bk G1 AR A 8 b it bl +
2 VR 1 iy 34 A, At 5 Ak L A 2 B Oy Bt U
B hnSeHe K5 /N B 4 7E 60~80 em &b +HEE
HERA, G1.G2.G3.G4.G5.G6 Fil CK 4b 34 & 3
JE B AT 0~100 em 4 2 3 & 3 70 IR T
1.98.1.76.1.17.1.29.1.70.1.74 1 0.7 g/kg, 2022 4F
ACTETT R A5 b PR 3R AR A An 18] 2 C iR , AT

FAE S5 45 A SBAE AR ) 1 J2 R B ) 75 B A8 AL LA
— B, AL PR G AR BRAN , HoAth Ak B 45 7E 60~80
em AbF FhiE oK, HITE 0~100 em 4 )2 AR
iR . G1.G2.G3.G4.G5.G6 Fil CK A 4 5
BAHEH 0~100 ecm + 2P ¥ & & 2 AL T
0.79.1.59.1.53.1.52 .1.56.1.29 F10.83 g/kg. UM
R FH A B8 it I 5 RLA B AT DA BRI A S

i
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LA AN TR AFA7 A THE T 5 AN TR) i R4 it 1 75 7K
AT LFE L G, G2 F1 CK Ak B 4 31 2020—
20224 3IRAVE I , HIE S TR P GLAI
G2 b 35 4 58 5 R B i 2020 4F A FERTAY 11.25 A1
13.39 g/kg K& 3| 2022 4F 4 J5 19 2.71 F1 8.27 g/kg,
Iy AR T 8.54 F15.12 g/kg, Hi b fE 0~20 em 4 2
R K, M 7.64 F16.09 g/kgo CKAMHRFE 3 YA
Jo B b B 14.78 g/kg B K 2] 9.35
g/kg, MR R 36.7% . G3.G4.G5 Fl G6 4b BEE 28 )
2IRAME TG , 2022 -4 HE Ja B35 & R 1 4 2021
AEAJETT A A B RN T 4.48.4.04.4.05 F14.97
g/kg, HTE 0~40 cm T3 & Eh PR, &0 5 +
e SR R4y 3l 5.45 5,51 .5.49 A1 3.34 g/kg, &5 4L ik

TN BRI AR AT 2 KA SR R Z R b E
JIE £ B A R 2 52 R SR A KT T CK AR BEAE 3 Ik 4&
T 5 AT A b e EE R AR K- FR B R [R] g
J2 A PR it IS e A AR - S b i R R )2
DT (1

2020—2022 4F- - Ab B A F )+ HEER 4y B HRRAE
RN IES A (R3) , NESF R A, L4038
O3 WA S5 B T K A FE 3 ath B AR AR S HL
CKALIAEARIAEAry rh 33 b T3 i 7KF-, e 2020 4F:
B K AE 2021 AEAVAR T G1 A G4 4 F 7F 2022 4EAY
T GAREE . o RANBEP L G4 G1 Fl G6 {728 5
FRBT, 2R WA E Ak R AR B 5 3 R A FE XS £
HEER AT YRR T K

xR3 AREEMELETERSFHIEE

Table 3 Desalination rate of different soil layers under different treatments

A0y hib 3 fe/ME R FHE i LS P S L3S K-S K g
Year Treatments  Minimum  Maximum Average value  Standard deviation CV kewness Kurtosis K-S test
Gl 6.63 11.18 8.50 1.68 0.20 1.09 2.10 0.26
2020 G2 10.34 14.11 12.27 1.44 0.12 —0.17 —0.51 0.18
CK 10.77 18.82 14.15 3.05 0.22 0.82 0.89 0.22
G1 4.81 8.02 6.48 1.37 0.21 —0.03 —2.22 0.21
G2 7.32 12.23 9.62 1.88 0.20 0.38 —0.37 0.20
G3 9.60 12.41 10.67 1.08 0.10 1.26 1.83 0.23
2021 G4 7.63 14.82 10.64 2.66 0.25 0.97 1.67 0.23
G5 7.67 10.77 9.13 1.35 0.15 0.41 —2.54 0.29
G6 6.76 10.16 7.92 1.36 0.17 1.49 2.22 0.24
CK 10.54 16.53 12.79 2.52 0.20 0.97 —0.75 0.32
Gl 2.00 3.28 2.71 0.50 0.18 —0.47 —0.30 0.16
G2 5.42 10.62 8.27 2.09 0.25 —0.47 —1.22 0.20
G3 4.76 9.48 6.89 1.72 0.25 0.61 1.40 0.25
2022 G4 4.73 12.15 7.89 2.78 0.35 0.82 1.18 0.26
G5 4.92 9.23 6.78 1.58 0.23 0.84 1.65 0.26
G6 3.12 6.66 4.69 1.52 0.32 0.47 —2.16 0.22
CK 5.91 13.45 9.35 3.12 0.33 0.23 —1.66 0.20

2.3 MRIEMHEIT TERENRAZIE

ANTR] Ao B it - A9 AR AR a2 4 TR MOR TR
A BE 7R 2020 4F 3 AR HE h, G1 A 38 Y i 6 R
B 5 T G2 A CK AR BE, G1.G2 Fil CK A4 il 3h %43
IR 24.93% .8.34% F14.67% ., 2021 4F 4 kb P it
o, GL b B 35 s T O 6 A4 Ab B B R R
23.65% ; HkJ& G6(16.93% ) Al G3(15.90% ) kb ## ;
B J5 K K 2 G5 (15.66%) . G4 (11.62%) il G2
(9.6%0) 4b # , CK 4b 3 iy i 5 R & AIK . H 5.2%
2022 A A WE A Bh G EE R\ K, N

22.25%0 5 CK &b 31 (1) I £k 28 fe A% (9.8 %0 ) 5 HiAth 4b 3
Jii Eh R AE 16.45%~21.47% ., 3 3 3 A HE Ji 4% b
P S ERBOR W R, Forh G1 AN G2 b 3P 34+ 3
FrEhE 2020 AF A PEFTAY 11.25 F113.39 g/kg B 2|
2022 AE A FEJG I 2.71 F18.27 g/kg, I L% Ky 75.9%
F138.2% , CK AL i 4F 1 IR & HEWT Y 14.78 g/kg %
B 355 3 A& E )5 19 9.35 g/kg, b R K 36.7%
G3.G4.G5 M G6 4bH i1 2021 4E A FEFT ) 2022 4E 4
HE O, B R B R 39.4% . 33.9% ., 37.4% Al
51.4% , [A] B, 38 5 %) b & B, G3 Fi G6 b AR
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2235 2 RACTE R R R F 4 3 IRAHE) G2 4k
P G55 G2 R 5 A0 22 55/ LW 5 T CK b B
i B R 25 G1Ab B R B A+ 45 3 09 55 it $T 4L

FEVD (G3) FIF AT ALFE VD (GO )t A L A £t
M T R AR, S W TR B 3T L D A A
JitiJe L BE A 5 4 e B R o R R

F4 FRLERTREBRHE

Table 4 Desalination rate of different soil layers under different treatments %
b Ay + 2B /em Soil depth A %
Treatments Year 0~20 20~40 40~60 60~80 80~100 Average desalting rate

2020 31.28 25.39 28.62 27.73 11.62 24.93
i 2021 26.38 24.60 23.31 21.25 22.74 23.65
ol 2022 18.28 22.03 25.43 21.61 23.90 22.25
F-A49{E Mean 25.31 24.00 25.79 23.53 19.42 23.61
2020 10.20 7.93 10.66 8.57 4.36 8.34
o 2021 5.31 11.11 13.13 12.06 6.37 9.60
2022 17.09 21.08 16.02 15.30 12.80 16.46
FHIME Mean 10.87 13.37 13.27 11.98 7.84 11.47
2021 22.78 19.33 6.99 12.13 18.27 15.90
G3 2022 17.82 18.49 17.61 17.04 20.37 18.27
S35 {H Mean 17.16 17.06 12.62 13.71 15.49 17.08
2021 20.78 20.53 11.40 —3.85 9.25 11.62
G4 2022 24.10 21.09 19.84 1.22 21.87 17.62
SF-H{H Mean 20.68 19.56 14.62 3.69 15.54 14.62
2021 11.84 16.86 15.93 14.23 19.42 15.66
G5 2022 13.35 18.56 22.65 17.72 19.56 18.37
FHIME Mean 15.29 18.33 17.74 11.88 18.17 17.01
2021 4.19 16.74 12.75 18.54 32.40 16.93
G6 2022 15.04 25.07 32.20 20.53 14.48 21.47
TF-¥9{H Mean 11.51 20.05 20.89 16.99 21.69 19.20
2020 7.25 9.21 12.41 —5.03 —0.47 4.67
oK 2021 10.09 9.69 13.85 —0.68 —4.40 5.71
2022 19.09 22.56 15.57 —2.37 —5.84 9.80
F-A49{E Mean 12.14 13.82 13.94 —2.70 —3.57 6.73

I, 2021 4F G1.G2 Fil CK 4b FE A [a] 4 )2
TRIE LR R 5 2020 4F 1 2022 4E 78 fb R A — %L,
U, BEFE 2021 4 N ] A B it AS [R5 %
PEAT AT, G AR B4 + )2 + e £k R 22 S a7
0~20 cm K2 #h F 45 K, o0 26.38%0 , B 5 12 7
/N, 20~80 em 2 AE 21.25%~24.60% , 80~100 cm
T E Wi ER AR 22.74% , BT G1 R T %t 0~100 cm
TR REAR S R R TR Z U H R R+
ey PR UL S HOK IS B RRIE R AR AR TE K
AR —FE R0 SRR . CKARBE R F
AR AT A i R it , 45 )2 38 A LA K, 7E O~
60 cm i Eh FAE 9.69 % ~13.85% , i £ 60~100 cm 4b

TR, RN —0.68% M1 —4.40% , X &N
Xt BEAL 3 60~80 cm Ak e J2 + IR BRI AR, 15
MBS BENZ, FEUEBKA B RS, LZE0
B 7K iz 20 2112 )2 B S 2298 27 , DT B — 2 B BL 9
R . 5L AL EE R G4, GA b FRTE R )2
(R R A5 K (20.78%4) , =22 J5 BETR 38 Jin iy N , 78
60~80 cm £ 2RI A HEL (—3.85%),80~100 ecm
HERBONIER (9.25%0) , 3X AT RS 1 T4 1 (B) B4
K(6~8 m), BUFE s AE il X HC o 8, R, K S
el ER- Sl 0h N R 3 2/ 8 7 XTI =Rt B D E DA LU
BN, Wi FE e 207 B _E K2 35 CK AR FEAH
le ZRA 3URARE T M MLER AR, , AR 22 th K 2/ oy
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W G1>G6>G3>G2>G5>CK >G4,
2.4 HRIEHEITEELIERHERAOHM
TEA R B R AT, 2~3 IR & HE I 45 Ab 71 J2
o7 B A 3R 23 5 A X R 2R A0 8] 3 iR, A Ab R AE
Je )20 60~80 em - JZ I EE AR 2 G1 AL A i /5
T HAb AL BE B R h 74.4% , o2 G6 4L 3R, oy
46.6%, B J5 43 9 & G3(31.9%) . G2(31.2%) G5
(26.5%) CK(24.9%) , G4 4b F A4 it £5 R Fe A% L AL K
14.9% . 45 Ab 25 rf A0 X 0 3 22 A G4 &b 315 1A
(—0.4), HAth A FRAE 0.1~2.0, G1.G6 F1 G3 ZbFRAE
& 2 1 ik e s LA AR B, ZE A4S 0~100 em
+ 207 B M et L I AL B A X TR
b T e RSO, Wik R e R
B L 45 R R, R G1.G6 F G3 A B R
5 e T AT S 0 e 2 A B - S A, o e b e
JZ 3 B A B el R

80~ [ B £5 % Desalinati on rate -2.5
Ar A

Relative desalination rate 2.0 %
g 604 ' =
SRl {15 %%
=] 4 =
£ £ 40 %:
3 : | o]
NE YO BT
a =
204 =
40.5 <
10{ H =

0 G2 G3 G4 G5 G6 CK 0.0

v Ab B Treatments
B3 FREAEFERETERHBMRTE
Fig.3 Comparison of desalination effects of different
treatments on interlayer soil

25 TESKREESHNEEZEMNXER

X AT S5 K ER AR A R AT 40 BT (181 4) R
IK G £ I FRAE JE )22 60~80 em TR FE T4k M i
B KRG (B AFAE 25 1 A G 6 R (RP=0.933, P<<
0.05) , FR IRy £5 431 i 5 7K 318 ¥ 388 KMo )
A5 b B A SRR 434 ek 728 AL R S 1D BT AR 0 B R
R B, B ER R, e J2 b ER 43 18 R, X
()& AR I BN, 2, I SR b k43 1 kN,
XoFINE ) 7K R R R AR, 4N 2021 4F G 1 Ab 384k 434
WO 2.07 g/kg, T KRG 3.1 %, 1 CK Ab#ER 73
BN —0.11 g/kg, M & /KB 4.4% X EH T
JZIR A B e IR KRS RS BAT B =
JZ KA B SHE, B A K o SRR, R At b
& BB TR AR 43 it 55 15 /K R iR E i G
Z, ik — 2 WA e J2 - SR K £ i s Al BELIE A .

4r  p=-2522x"+2.5638x-8401 e 0~100 em
R’=0.9334 = 60~80 cm
e 3r . -e® v e-% °
<z o
&0 @ " -
mﬁ : 2 .. "a "
iﬂ 35 I ‘I_F .
&= . [ '
== 1 e °
;;é g © p=—0.5849x’+2.8736x-1.2179 ™
pei R'=0.9179 .
Of 2 3 4 " 5
1 LKA % ‘:

Soil moisture increment
B4 TEHBEATUESSKETNEERXR
Fig.4 The relationship between changes in soil salinity
and changes in soil moisture content

3 i #

FE TSR B X ER 0 22 2R FH 438 KOKIBE 1 7
HEATER PRV, 2 F AL IR R S B AR R 52 mm, &
AR HE A I 22 5, A0 e AL 55 5 4 30T ] 3 5 2R T
X B 2 8 52 450 2 800 m®/hm ) | B 58 I £L JT I B
T B AR E R 3 600 m®/hm? % A BF 5% % H1TE
] X3k Y A A2 A5 3 150 m®/hm?, {H 3 L ER Bl
AR VR Sk P S R R AR X E
B T X 4 5850 2 Y BELK I £ A 3 B
WKBERCRIE AR B 2., 2020 — 2022 4F 3 Y AHE 5 3 X
HEAL AR 30 36.7 %0 . BETFI2)2 - EM AL kR
P Xl J2 00 B 2 BRI R K A A B
FRAEBEATREAUL AT, 25 SR R I, e )2 - e mT BHAR /K 43
B SRR AB R, A5 20 e 2 U B 1 3
IS5 B 8 0 /N B A Al R AR A A
AN EE AR R, 25 R, e S5 ok o AB
HARIEE H A BB E A, v] R 35K &
P79 22.5%~29.3 %, T I A5 A AN [l v B 15
e 2 J5 W) £ K oy N B R S KRR AT 4
Br 85 R R, AR S ETE — 20, B Yk
JE 1 EAE 60 om TR EE R, B4 5 A FH ) - 498K 4
ANBRHE A 5 e R R — 3, A TE T A5 L R
5 it R T Ak L Al 5 Ak 3 ) - 48 1 K AR A
RN, ZERT R FIRES , R R APRE,
IKTEE VT T35, 52 Rl R B 3 n 4% K i A48
PEFLAE T AT o [ REAE e J2 40 s A Ak, B 45 Ak 2
4 2 3y B RS B2 e 22 ST 1 K 0N AR R 3
M T2 £ Ko A%, % I A 2 5 ol [ Ab B
Jiti 1) T 359 5 7K R 2 SR A B I, G v B R Ak B Y
SR K RAE 2020, 2021 AT 2023 4F 3 IR FT IR 1
T H A AR R A IS T BE S RO TR B i O AR
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Je B AT B AU S BBl AR T
+ W B SE H 5 Je J2 EHE FRL R FE K I AE
B R #, W 7E 80~100 em A F L T 5 HiAth
Ab B e — SO AR AR 3 I i R R AR T
WG 7K 50 R %  moK 4 B8 B 32)2 40 H3E S K
KA SR AWFGE— 8, Bl e )2 4b 5k R ok, CK
A FRTE 2020 4F A HE J5 430 He G1 L G2 Ab B 21.4 %
F18.3%, 7E 2021 Fll 2022 4F- 43 53 Lt 45 Ab B4 it =5 114
10.1%~19.2% H11.4%~16.2% , 1172 B ok B % it fik
ARSI )2+ HERK T B

5K 3 I AT FLHE VD 3R S R R TR 4
HIFEHEK TGRS S Sk R B A
I O BIE 5 7 T AL, AR 5 SR T T FL AT AL
HEVD SRR, AT L SR AR K 2 N B
[ B3 AT DA v SR 2R G AT FLEE YD (G6)
R SR T FE V8 AT FLVE VD 15 B AS 25 3k 43 1) R
VP REWE AL, B TV R 5 5 4 S i Sz vb A
YORLIR) Rt A RFLIR , 45 6 VA JE TE R 2 m R34 5)
Bsh )2, RS 3K R AT LUE I fLBR F 5 2
W2 P A B R RBOR & TR IREE FYRI N
M, 2 4E S I ER R 8 19.2 %, HAF 80~100 cm +
R ER R, 21.7% . FTHLHEYD (G3) Ab HE Y 3%
A 2R RAL KT G6 AR T, 2 YR & HE - i 5 R A
171%, 2HEFRZ 0~20 em BER R K, M 17.2%, 2
Jei B VR R A S /N P RS R AR Ak, R R A
12.6%0~17.1% . MHJERFFIEITIL(GE) A HE, 7E 20~
40 em 4 2 B R R i K (18.3%) , ¥y i £h K
17.0% o GlARFRLE S + )2 BB R0 T HoAh 45 4b
B, HoA 40~60 em idh R 5K, A 25.8%0, HOR &R
JZ0~20 em(25.3%) , ZHEF I i Eh 20 23.6 %0 45
Ab 3 e g JR A A A R A X A, o 3.7 Y~
23.5%, 1M CK AL #AE 3R AVE 5 b FRUER IR, 3
a PR 2.7%0 . X F B NI 2 Ak B i g
B4 R R RIOR s I FE el RS T, &t 2K
A 5 AR T, IR 0~20 em )2
2020 4F- 4 HE R Y 9.64 g/kg F# 5] 2022 ¥ J5 19 2.0
g/kg, B R R ARESRIML L. G2 bR
JZ 0~20 em Hy 2020 4F 4 ¥ {i A9 11.51 g/kg i 2
2022 & HEJF W 5.4 g/kg, WL R 53.1%, ifii G6 Al
G3 b H 2808 2 AW, 3R 2 0~20 em i3 2835 3|
55.8% F1 53.1% , & B J& )22 it K 445 it Xof - 458 d 32k 1
A

AR5 LATE 0] 8 DX e RS R K iR e

R BB R AR R B b e 2 - R IR R4
RIS, W 5% AN () e R4 it X o i b e S22 + 3
I ER SR, 85 R R, 45 ol AR B 2020—2022 4E 4
HE 5 2 8 KR A 5 e CK AR FRAIG 7.8 %6~20.6% .
11.0%~21.2% M12.3%~13.6% ., G1 kb3 i £5 5%
TEAF, 3URHE K I BB AR %k 75.9 %, HoAth g B &b
T4 B R 2y 33.9%~51.5% , CK &b B AKX , 1L Ky
36.7% . [FE, CK AL e 207 5 K e 5 3h 43 3
FA5 el AR FR 2R Bl A it S Bl A AR
BB 38 0, Bt b R AR g, ELFTFLIE VDRt AR Eb T8 B
() RS /NI W L= N e R R e

ZE L FE AT R i R i, A A
KOS PR it P i LR TR i HE K T A
HEER RSO AR (A TR R B R HLAE 7= A G, A7
IKGER 5 2 T R S A R Z i 24, A6 Fh B ok R4 it
P AR AR R RS A R R 3, DR, AR F
GEAE S EE T ABE S AR 25202 Sl B IREAT AL
G E VDR R R AR, 25 SR B TR B AT VA R it
Zoad 2RV R VRER AR I 0, JF BE I ] £ HE R 2R
WA ZE 09 0 32 R 7E B E AT R B AT
AL I B0 N R R AT FLREV RS i 2 15 e ke 2 vk
ER RN R R, S5 5 2R AT FLE VD RS it T LA
A DAy — T 5 P SE P ) it A 41 12 6 Bl 1 R R RO
SR, T H Tt 2 AHE , E B )
JRER AR I AN RE 41 S U, S B X T FLUE VD B
FTFLIR) X A+ HEaK Ehi2 sl 5 m L K e J2 + ek &
ER RS — L T RIS
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Effects of different improvement measures on desalination of
interlayer soil in heavy saline-alkali land

LIU Hongbo"?,BAT Yungang"*,1.U Zhenlin"*, ZHENG Ming"?,DING Yu', XIAO Jun"?,HAN Zhengyu'

1. Xinjiang Academy of Water Resources and Hydropower Sciences, Urumqi 830049, China;
2.Ministry of Agriculture and Rural Affairs Key Laboratory of Saline-Alkali Soil Improvement and
Utilization in Saline-Alkali Land in Arid and Semi-Arid Regions, Urumgi 830052, China

Abstract The large-scale interlayer soil in heavy saline-alkali land formed by concentrated and con-
tinuous sections after the water-saving construction with large-scale and high efficiency in the Weigan River
irrigation area was used to solve the practical problems of large quantity of engineering and high cost of pro-
duction in the existing improvement measures for heavy saline-alkali land. The changes of water and salt in
soil under winter irrigation conditions with different improvement measures were studied through field plot
experiment. The results showed that the deep-turning treatment had the highest desalination rate of 75.9%
among all the treatments, followed by ditching, drilling and sand filling, and drilling and sand filling treat-
ment, accounting for 51.5% and 39.4%, respectively. The desalination rate of ditching and drilling was rel-
atively close, accounting for 38.2% and 37.4% respectively. The lowest desalination rate of ditching was
33.9%.The content of salt under each measure in the 0-20 cm soil layer after two and three times of winter
irrigation decreased from 7.06-11.61 g/kg before winter irrigation in 2020 to 2.00-5.91 g/kg after winter ir-
rigation in 2022, with a desalination rate ranged from 76.8% to 382.5%.1t is indicated that the surface soil
has been improved from the initial medium-heavy saline-alkali soil to light-medium saline-alkali soil, re-
flecting the retarding effect of clay interlayers on the transport of water and salt.Drilling and sand filling can
be used as a simple and practical measure to improve the effect of salt leaching and suppress the return of
salt in saline-alkali land. It will provide basic data and technical reference for the rational selection of im-
provement measures for interlayer soil in the heavy saline-alkali land.

Keywords soil salinization; heavy saline-alkali land ; soil improvement ; desalination; salt leaching ;

winter irrigation ; interlayer soil
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