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Soil Moisture Content on Slope in Summer Season
in Black Soil Region of Northeastern China

YANG Xin'?, LIU Bao-yuan', LIU Hong hu'
(1. College of Geography and Remote Sense Science, Beijing Normal University,
Key Laboratory of Environmental Change and Natural Disaster, Ministry of Education,
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Abstract: In atypical black soil region, soil moisture content w as investigated using the Time Domain Reflectome-

try in July, 2004. T he conclusion is that in the small drainage, soil moisture content within 10 cm of soil surface is

the most variable and the least, and then increases rapidly below the surface layer. In alayer from 30 to 100 cm soil

moisture content tends to be steady. At the depth of 10 c¢m, the soil moisture content sort by ascending is dow nside

part, middle part and upside part; to the 20 em depth, the soil moisture content is consistent, but the ascending

sort is upside part, downside part and middle part between 30 cm and 100 em. Soil moisture of the woodland on

slope is far lower than the soybean land, and the impact of slope woodland seems to terminate at a depth of 1 m;

the woodland in gully is wider than that on slope, so the impact reaches to the depth more than 1 m. Soil moisture

of barley field is much lower than that of soybean field.
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