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Abstract

Study of the northwestern of Shanxi area to recognize patterns in soil organic carbon reserves and
its distribution characteristics of soil organic carbon, soil carbon sequestration potential, the en-
vironmental effects of ecological restoration, and regulating regional climate, alleviating global
warming has important scientific significance. This article was based on the second soil census
data and remote sensing image data in 2013. The article estimated average soil organic carbon
density of each soil type using soil type method, and soil carbon reserves changes of woodland,
grassland and farmland using the IPCC calculation and land use conversion method. The results
showed that the average soil organic carbon density is 8.6 kg/m? in northwestern of Shanxi, soil
organic carbon density of different land use types are woodland (11.89 kg/m?) > grassland (8.16
kg/m?2) > farmland > (6.09 kg/m?2) > other lands (5.50 kg/m?), and the area of woodland, grassland,
and farmland is reduced from 98.34% to 94.30% of total area while the soil carbon reserves of
them from 2683.18 x 105 t to 2883.27 x 105 t (the IPCC calculation method) or 2883.14 x 105 t (the
land use conversion method). It can be seen that the ability of soil carbon sequestration has en-
hanced by applying the ecological environment restoration project in the northwestern of Shanxi.
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HE

B P b X i IR BB GR R B R VR B R . HIEBRE AR /1. &S
WE FRERRL W XIRSR, BRERTRAFEENRERE L. ZALETEEE R B HGE.
20134EBREBYIE, RALBERABEE T IR WA P HIREVRE E; HEEIPCCiHE
FrEA R RSN A F R R L RENREREN L. HRARI: 1) Bt X LR HE
bR B 48.6 kg/m?2; 2) A [EHiF| AR AN IBRE BN : #RHl(11.89 kg/m?) > FHi(8.16 kg/m?) >
#iHh(6.09 kg/m2) > HAhFHE(5.50 kg/m?2); 3) Ahtth. EHAIFEHLFEAR &5 & AR LL E 7 98.34% 5 5|
T94.30%, {E=FhHiKHBBAE R 112683.18-105t, HHNE] T 20134E/#2883.27-105t (IPCCE )R
2883.14-105t (LRI ). BHILATA, B X ASKE TEK SR T LR B .
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BRABIIRIT TT AL MR DR A TR AU AR IR ) UK S B, Bl A2 25 R G0 A BRBR VA IA I B A Rt 7y, 3
PRt A3 R G KRR FE[ L] HL 38 2 e ARSI R M KR CO, ik EL AR B A AR [2], 1m B
i - AL Bl b rp AR A I TR R, ELOS MR AR S A8 A e BRURK 3], RIS, iR AR A2 i +
et PE A Z N BN E, 52 TR R URAR AR AT ) B SR A 2 — [4]

RPCE ET R B E AT A XA & POl XA s, R A R X R ey, AR
RGNS . RIS, SRS SRR M B 2R, AR LA R A 27
M A 2R R LA 77, TS 21 398 1 [ B e 7, 1t TS Bt A2 25 R GG =2 2R
PR LI WAL A BEAT A A, Re SEAERA PP 05 3B A DU AR E AN DX AR 28 RGeS SR
Uty SR RSB X AR AL, X6 A 3 X I0R] RFER A SR et « X S AR AR SRR AL B IR -

L7 4 P At XA SO AR B S A ) BB AL R 4y, o2 3 L AR Gt X, 2Lt A
ST BRI EEXE, K2 BRI RGN, 5% DR A i 3ok A7 Uk
B E KA, HETTREMA A % DO A LR B AR . DRI, ASSOR 06 48 G b X 43 R AT 5 4
AHUBRIEATOETT, M T SRR S I A RS T, ATARSS T XA SR E S Ed, 2t
—BINVURBCZ Sy SRR i B S LA AL . 3B i 7y, ELO G20 U AR R IR XN TR 5E
HA RN E L.

2. WX

T HL X AL R4 110°33'~114°32', db45 38°6'~40°44', BIEKFRT. BN T ProNTE 3 N
1 23 MR X) (W1 1 FioR), ) 37,550.38 km?, 1l PH44 S AR ) 23.97%., XIR N )12 78 7% B
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Figure 1. The study area is located in northwestern of Shanxi province
1. FAdciRITEIXE

d, BRI 2T, B ZRE A PR A AR % Vg A b A G E LR X
KFEZEH B LRI % . XV IR KRBT R UE, ERRAE 7°CRUR, ST EIFK R 380~460
mm. FEHSER b DGR A R IR R FA T R R O . RIS DS £ S Oy AR
WL AT R Wb Wl A e e e A R

3. BiRKRIRMMRS %

3.1 WHEFKIR

BSR4 I £ (1979~1985 ) S QLpE ) o (TR o (livig g
), IHEB E LR EE LR K e LRSS A E . RISy 2AR,
BANR S E. LRIRES A PSR s A 1:200 7510 A4 g SR A E (0L ] 2) FL pE
L H I FE R

2013 4 bR FH AR KI5 T Landsat-80LI s A5 d , FFidat AALAE B 3 AE 3 3R O S 1 - i R FH 288
BURHE, F8 R 2R AT FE k. Bk, BRI AR R B 4 K

32. HIRAE

3.2.1. imAAEK

T HER R[S RAGE H IR A R b, DL A 90 2 PR AL, SR A kA
DAVR B N BUE (P A HUB S B m 2L 1 m Ziit), DUEAUNEGE, HHE5 215 pE At X A i
FHOPHANUR SR, RETRE, R @i Bemmelen e RE[6]15 H T PE AL X P
B AR . ASCE RN, AW S pa AL X N R LR R R B R
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Figure 2. The map of soil type
E 2 EfRtXTIEXRSHE
Forp 3R A LK & AR & AT LLE I LU A 55
Ci=0.58-Si-Z(Pi~Hi-Wi) (&)

e i N HIERA, CRE IR TIENANRESHEQD): SIS i BHIEMEA(km?); PE% i K%
FE AN BB (%) W25 i 8RR P2 HE (glem®): Hy /245 i 38143 U0 0 T F0~F 293 7 (em) s
0.58 #& A MLAK & & A ML & % 1) Bemmelen 44 2 %4[10].

3.2.2. IPCC itE A%
HeHlE IPCC i & ARG B 571k, e — bR SR AL 1 By H 33280 7E 20 4E IR R JZ 30 cm
TIEmE AR
NC, = > NC, =C,xIF;xS, )

J .
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Table 1. The rate of soil carbon after the land use change
1 TR AT G BRI

Wit Fiit B
Mty 0.00 —27.0 +4.6% —2.4+21.2%
Hitth 52 S PR ALY 90% 0.00 TR E| F LK 100%
Fith 52 PR ALY 90% —-0.20 0.00

B C A2 5 R FF ST 1 - AT LRI 15 5 Py A 5 bt ) ) 288 TR0 2 28 i 6 Tt P F0 0 DR ()
H: 077, HHh: 0.9, AkMHh: 1.0) [7]s Sp 25 j R R FHEAILE t A P TR AR R

3.2.3. :MFIARRSE

3R AR 2 5 A HURR (1 AR AL e 2 Bl I () 2 ILRRAC R, R E R R Aok &1k F
— BT FEPIR A (WA 1), ARFFERM, fERWESMRCERS SRS, THRERELA LA R
(AR [8], DRI AR SCAN 5 FE R A 2 ) b 5 Bk bt pAy A [ R AL [y 5728

4. GRGH
4.1. EIRAYERE B R ES 8 216 4HE

411 FELEEABNTBMENRTE

FTH TR AR, R A SR S b B 2] 80 SRR LIRA LKA, 3EIE VY
Jeh X 25 ISR B 53 B (L 3)e

At A5 U RIE 72 X A 33 P BB 5 Ol 8.06 kg/m?, I LB EAE 5~10 ko/m? 3 FE P9 1 138 5
KEH, MRIN 25,458.44 km?, (5 PUILh X B HIF) 67.80%. M 3 Fral DL LA H 3 E LAk 3%
J¥>10 kg/m? [X 34 43 A FERIFFC X I ZR B 38, o5 S TR 19.85%. b, 3 MURK 25 3 e v ) 03
KRG W E AL, s B EES, WElh L ERAAELG IR K A db
H, LA L R, RO A 2700 K UL AL TP, TARZY) 66.64 kmZ. il 40 A
7E 1900~2700 m i# L ILTH AP & Mgz kb, BT EnLREAE L, TRFESNER . FREES AT
A BB ELEE LR R ARX, #R 1700~2400 m. MREGRHLIX FRK BB 2, M
ARORIL R, T30 FEROR S R0 B R DR 38145 1 8 1 [X 3 A 1Y) - 438 S T A LR 2 BE B =

WA XA . WSS EARECR, SR iz X s 1t 3y —, THIAA Y 18,365.18
km?, AR TEIRL 48.91%, VbR BEAE - 1 B T v AL XKk Rk R K B
M5 W SEAR 32 BN T 548 X P ()1 AR EE AR AR 5 0, 5 A 25 B . 48 - T A 5978.35 km?,
A TAR Y 15.92%, FESMELZIRE . MBI BBy 3 R AR A 455, k2
F 400~600 m 2 [a]; #i (AN 4397.94 km?, S 11.71%, SEiZHIX N EERHHE R, oA
FHRRMMAL B, BIRBRRAZ,

4.1.2. NELMARM +IMBHRE B XI5

BT LA BT AT, 5 P b X 3P A MURR 3 B 8.6 kg/m? /N1 R FH[O1% 4 - A ALAR 2 11
i HAA 9.6 kg/im?® . 55 I B oAt X S8 AR LU (L35 2), 35 P AL X 34 HLAR 25 P2 K T Bk 75 44 (6.87 kg/m?) 5]
F5 44 (7.46 kg/m?), /NFiTIb45(10.83 kg/m?) . H ikt 45 (17.62 kg/m?) R4 52 1 YA X (17.62 kg/m?) . o, ¥
P AH R B R LR AL, il LR R, AE, RIS S EYE, Ll Bemmelen 55
F450.58, 75 H 3SR 1P B

¢
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Figure 3. The map of soil organic carbon density

E 3. BEARtMXTRENREESHE

B H SR YRS L, KHR 7 TS A LB o T2 5 HA DO E TE R AT, &7 482K
MAPBRE LA FTIX ], ZEAFE LA RIS FA FAER LR, LmiR, LA
BB WX, FEES L R HLBRE E 3.39 ko/m® KT AT DAL A3, HE
TR RE e SAG O I A f st i v R —, SRR TR R URFA PR E R, XNt
R, BKED, MWZ ONRAERAEY), AT N, S PSR EE R, 5 OB
Mo LR 80.95%, T HAGH FE TR, HAPUR MR, FInZ ARV SRKEE, 7
FER T A, S BIX I N ZAS P B LB 2 LR

I, A RER R e, EE XA E B e AT o R A, 0 ZEA K o 26 A, 2
PAAO 3, B LE ARV R Ve, RRIFHE . T, HERTR BB LR A BB A SR v b
TERE . ARUR AT E T, 0 HAAT AR A T & B, RSO RCRRI BLEMON T, R BB
W GREFK L, VAR AR EAR S &, VAR G DR AR Oy 4 ARG I I LR B R, e
FIREACPER, SRRy, TR IR R B AE 7T, AT 5 v P AL X A A R KT
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4.1.3. AEILMFIAAEBEH T LIRGHREE
o VG A X -t ) FH 28 8 PR L 2 R o A B o A, I DA R FH 2R R T BB, AT £
AR L bR R 10 3P 3G LB B (LK 3)

MFE 3 ATUAE H e BRILA A o, P h ) - 3P 24 WLBR 25 15 B Ky 11.89 kg/m?, BkHLf{I#5c/IN Ay 6.09
kg/m?®. 520 S5 [ 7HE 55 vk 4 [E R A BOR), 73 A9 1990~2000 45 H [ Akt [X - 3t Fi 7 bk
1h(4.07 kg/m?) HEHb(11 kg/m?)« Bt (6.63 kg/mP) ) H 3T X LR 2 BE (4518 A ABLIY , 2 Akt >
o> B, HAh XIS AA MBI, ARIEHIX Ak H(15.68 kg/m?) > Hi(11.42 kg/m?) > #iith 9.49
kg/m?); HEZHIX bR (12.08 kg/m?) > HiHh(11.97 kg/m?) > BHh(9.26 kg/m?)2%. HLTI &N, PR 34
WUBREE Bt i, SEA BT 3 [ G 7o n g sm,  mT DASEA o R X3 A A 3058, AT 0 — 25 A4 I
Hh A=A RS IIRRIC T RE -

Table 2. The contrast of soil organic carbon density in different places

= 2. TIEENREEXT SR
+EA Wradeshx 4[] MEEE[L0]  HIRA[L]  FHEA[L2) Wi HIRIX[13] B [1]

Myt 11.56 8.25 7.24 13.70 9.80 6.62 10.31
T4+ 3.39 11.06 — 11.37 8.29 8.77 2.42
it 2.33 3.98 — 4.09 — — 5.85
Mok - 12.46 5.30 5.35 5.62 3.37 — —
R+ 2.98 1.91 1.38 2.86 2.44 3.08 2.20
VaYitas 2.36 1.62 — 1.47 14.35 0.22 0.09
A+ 8.09 5.15 6.95 0.73 8.97 1.07 2.67

DA R 56.51 —_— —_— 25.14 —_— 11.38 14.81
Ly by 2 30.73 26.91 17.69 21.26 25.24 43.84 2152

Wt 6.12 6.54 7.77 8.31 5.76 8.69 6.62

it 3.86 6.36 5.83 6.84 8.41 4,54 2.36
KFEL 10.15 11.14 11.36 16.94 7.86 — 11.29

K 30.86 12.81 14.64 11.31 23.10 13.14 12.39
et 5.25 5.61 — — 9.69 8.06 —

Ty 8.06 9.60 7.46 17.62 10.83 10.35 6.87

Table 3. The soil average organic carbon density in or under different ways of land use
= 3. FRIEMFAA N TR ENREE

A 77 e S8 JE (kg/m?P)
Bk (km?) 4y (%)
Pt 3030.39 8.07 11.89
Hiith 21402.07 57.00 6.09
it 12493.65 33.27 8.16
oAt 3 624.28 1.66 5.50
Bt 37550.38 100.00 S——
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4.2. HFIREWL

W PHACHLIX 1) 80 AEAR K L3R F SR AU B4 5 2013 4F 18 R SAGAR B 23 #7114 L ) FH 2R A K &
TR 4), SRAG LR AR B R AR A 30 4F s P AR (e Bt rh il ARt Bt T AR i oK
IOk E TR b, AR TR B INOK B TR R st PR SR R (s, AT L P X
SAT IRRBFE MR REAR MR S 2R 23 T XIS L R 7 A 7 AR KR

43. LRANKRERBNEN

R IPCC B H R BRI S ik, JRGE A TR R R AL 45, B E Ak, F
R 1) 45 AR A T 3 WL B S R R TR A o AR i N B E S AT R, 0~30 om -8k E AL E 40 0~100 cm
W BRI 54% [7], T IPCC 57k dF % Z Ll A 8] =Fh L3 R SR L3 & e, T
PR IFIE, AR TR Ak 7 VR SObR b . B RR ) 3R B A . AR BB T 30 AE VL
Hh X 35 H HLAK & AR E RIS GL(LEE 5 FE 4).

S AT R R AT B A S AR AR AR RN, AR RS A i, B T RS AR, X = Rk
5 G b X T AR B R 98.34% 08/ F] T 94.300% . T WL PE AL X SEAT AR A PR VR TAEEET I R
W AR R, (AT A K I IN, IX A AR R T B X X = A S s T AR D 1 R A
M 4 1 3R B R R AT AT LUE AR [RIHb S I - 35 i &5 A B I i e FE A —#, {HLFR IPCC
SO AN LR R A AL A R ) R B E R AA KR, 5o Rb A EARAHLL, SR E
RN o AT, AL X A O A S BRI A R B AR E R T AR, JEEAM,
by St 398 55 [X 4k - S [ B 8 A A S S AR, T 3 DI BT T RE AR R SR ek X S HE
TR 5 B 2 0

Table 4. The land use type conversion from the 1980s to 2013
7 4. 20 42 80 £ ~2013 S L b FI A K BSE R (B km?)

HHh B 78 % 124K
i 5884.52 1971.85 4211.89 6183.74 738.38
B 5998.58 9876.18 3962.68 9961.26 -7470.83
st 923.54 518.58 1488.63 1442.12 6732.45
i 6922.12 2490.43 8174.57

Table 5. The change of soil carbon stock volume from the 1980s to 2013
5= 5.20 42 80 FK~2013 EHIEMER BT LR

TR 2013 F

TR TREME A TR R E BUR (10%)

TR oy a0y T e ocigm cwmmmont
L 12,493.65 33.27 1019.48 12,914.18 34.39 1109.11 1059.61
Mt 21,402.07 57.00 1303.39 12,758.06 33.98 1136.95 1514.99
PR 3030.39 8.07 360.31 9736.06 25.93 637.21 308.54
St 36,926.10 98.34 2683.18 35,408.29 94.30 2883.27 2883.14
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Figure 4. The contrast of soil organic carbon stock volume at different times

4. EAEMXHIRANBRERETHILE

5. it 51
5.1. g

-3 R/ B A AN T A BR AR AR ARG PR AN T8 ) S R R 22—, Sl 5 e ML
AN BT RURAE . XN, AT S 3 HURR 00 23 i e, e HLBR i B kAR AR .
Houghton [1415%F - b FH R ma (WA 58 il 45, 7R R EER TN, Ui FERESREH A ANNE
BARG, AL 100~150 Pg C, 3 KR 80~100 Pg C. 20 th4 80 4FAX, T LHuAIH 5
A, EERCPHEE T EIRIZI(1.6 £0.7) x 10t BRE[15]. EEPNAMFRH, FIRA PRI 7T 2 53
PR, R AR AT L 3T LR RS (1) R 22 S B E vk e & B AR RS, TR, X B R P4 B, LA
TSR R A 1R A8 b o 33 IR RO e G N B

ARG SR N IR TR, SR P62 A [ 58 Ik e A Bl A1 2013 ERE G R, HHEB) GIS
AN L3RR U AL X A B R A U E, DURCRA IPCC S - st R e 4k 7 vk
o AN [7] bR P 2828 ) - S B AR R R AT T b TEAG S LIERE R E N ik, BT A
FFAE 1) - ) FH ST A5 3 i ORI P R TR 7 e AR I 3 I AR AL 3R L DA A A P VR 5
WETERI R ZAh, IEAEAEART ARG 5L 2013 4EMRHE . BEHMATHEHL bR BRI, Vo % e 3 3 R A
X LRSI, Hh Z SR A HE, ATRE S SRS H A4S RS — ERE A E . B,
TEA JE MR FT A, F 3 — 25 st % Jbtth X () 38 UK S B R A 2, FREAT KR, DAE s
7 AR b DX AR A AR AR R L, TN X UK e 4 e v e i
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5.2.

&g

1) SPHdbH X A WU Sy 8.6 kg/m?, AN[R] R FH 2 - 98 HLBR 25 B2 40 il Ty Akt

(11.89 kg/m?) > Fith(8.16 kg/m?) > HiH(6.09 kg/m?) > HoAt i #1(5.50 kg/m?).

2) EPRALHIX BT AR B, MR ARG I, Bt A D, R R S T AR AR, =

MK T A L E P 98.34%1k /b 1] T 94.30%. — Rt 4 fr) H 3B it i Uk IR A1 2683.18-10° $ i F
T 2013 4E ] 2883.27-10% (IPCC $LiE) 1 2883.14-10°t (- oA HI#5403%) o AT W% P4 b1 [X 9247 42 AR A K
ST TR 1 DX 3 ) ] ok e

SE Wk (References)

(1]
(2]
(3]

(4]
(5]

(6]
[7]

(8]
(9]

[10]
[11]
[12]

[13]
[14]

[15]

XU, HPRHG, BRVE, . BRITE T EA NI E A B A K AE R S [I]. IR, 2012, 43(3): 656-661.
ook, FEotl, m4iar. MG SR, HhEERL kR, 2000, 19(4): 297-306.

Batjes, N.H. (1996) Total Carbon and Nitrogen in the Soils of the World. European Journal of Soil Science, 47,
151-163. https://doi.org/10.1111/].1365-2389.1996.th01386.x

Jean, P.C. and Anver, G. (1994) The Role of the European Union in Global Change Research. AMBIO, 23, 101-103.

Wang, S., Zhou, C,, Li, K., et al. (2000) Analysis on Spatial Distribution Characteristics of the Soil Organic Carbon
Reservoir in China. Acta Geographica Sinica, 55, 533-544.

HigAE, R, Y555, R TIRA MR GRS 25 B 0 ATRIE[I]. B A 35244k, 2003, 14(9): 1499-1502.

X 4dim, FP, BREEH, 25 1990-2000 4Ei E HIEM A SR 25 LR HARI[I]. M3 24, 2004, 59(4):
483-496.

Mann, L.K. (1986) Changes in Soil Carbon Storage after Cultivation. Soil Science, 142, 279-288.
https://doi.org/10.1097/00010694-198611000-00006

TARTE, IR, fhgEfR, 55 2T 1:100 75t sesle A v E RS LR P KA BT AT AR AR A,
2005, 16(12): 2279-2283.

T&E, B, ZwT, 5 WA TIEAEVUIRMEE LS. MAHASS], 2008, 19(5): 1058-1063.

W75, e, 24, Hlg Da MR E L RG] T2 X BIE S5, 2009, 23(11): 176-181.
FTUIEN, SIEM, X, 45 FET SOTER KU b4 LA NIk, &% BRI 23 W /0 An [J]. 3@, 2005, 3(4):
469-473.

T, F2250 0, % WET IR X LA VLR E MR A o RED]. IRHT, 2012, 26(5): 886-895.

Houghton, R.A. (1995) Changes in the Storage of Terrestrial Carbon since 1850. In: Lal, R., Kimble, J., Levine, E. and
Stewart, B.A., Eds., Soil and Global Change, CRC Press, Boca Raton, Florida, 45-65.

Houghton, R.A. (1995) Land-Use Change and the Carbon Cycle. Global Change Biology, 1, 275-287.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.1995.tb00026.x

DOI: 10.12677/gser.2017.63022 205 AL


https://doi.org/10.12677/gser.2017.63022
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2389.1996.tb01386.x
https://doi.org/10.1097/00010694-198611000-00006
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2486.1995.tb00026.x

L
Hans X
W BRE B EZ I TRSE:
BRaAT & RS (QQ- MiE. HiFE 1)
s U AC B &3 B A
24 /INEF DL PN SR A8 ) TG 55 1)
I AR S 45 h5 T
N EAT &
S0 A 2R
4= W 25 78 15 HET IR B BT 9T

hEE S http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
HATIMEAE : gser@hanspub.org

NogapwhpRE



http://www.hanspub.org/Submission.aspx
mailto:gser@hanspub.org

	The Study on the Change of Soil Carbon Reserves in Northwestern of Shanxi Province in Nearly 30 Years
	Abstract
	Keywords
	近30年晋西北地区土壤有机碳蓄积量变化研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	1. 引言
	2. 研究区概况
	3. 数据来源和研究方法
	3.1. 数据来源
	3.2. 研究方法
	3.2.1. 土壤类型法 
	3.2.2. IPCC计算方法 
	3.2.3. 土地利用转换方法 


	4. 结果分析
	4.1. 土壤有机碳密度的空间分布特征
	4.1.1. 不同土壤类型的土壤有机碳密度 
	4.1.2. 不同土壤类型的土壤有机碳密度对比分析 
	4.1.3. 不同土地利用类型条件下土壤有机碳密度 

	4.2. 土地利用变化
	4.3. 土壤有机碳蓄积量的变化

	5. 结论与讨论
	5.1. 讨论
	5.2. 结论

	参考文献 (References)

