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Abstract

Through the stratification and stratification of different crops in eight counties and cities in Kash-
gar, the number, distribution and accumulation of residual membranes were investigated in dif-
ferent years, and the causes of soil pollution in Kashgar were analyzed. Residual film management
measures are put forward.
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1. 5|8

A B R\, TR AR AR I B 4, ARAE . R TR KGR
R 75 C8 100%; =T 2R RMURAT o5 A (A 5L, BRIt in N TR, HBE, ANl
BRIG . DCHEUAMGE I, R VR R 7E S, (H R 3R TS R IR IB AN, W I B SR T R

RAEYIEE W ZE, ZHEATEmEEE. K. ME. R, Z—FEeHRNEEREKEZ —.
2. B X TIRZREBERSHERANT
2.1. RIREIRE+53™E

Table 1. The 2015 annual survey of farmland film residue

F1.2015 FEREMEXREBEEESITR

FUREAAL: WA HLX 201544 H 24 H WA w PR E: AT/
EIH e ESPS JRK R N He
W FAEA kR AANR kEE AR REE AAmE REE AATNR ke FATH REE
WER 127.7 12.14 109.5 17.35 33 13.51 13 7

B 71 8.12 43 5.98 26 2.87

FmEL 370 16.42 410 11.77

v 1650 1137 450 3.08 950 0.81

W 1400 15.59 550 12.88

iy £ 1200 14.32

B B L 85 12.84 78 12.57 50 791 70 7.3

VR 61 8.55 12.11 252 9.43 5 5.55

R R 12.41 12.11 8.48 4.706

#1 EoR: 1) BIEGRREE.

MRE > FOKRHE > R > g, 2) MRS LR AR Z

NFEHRE . EEHE . MRS, 3) KHMERERERTIN, KH.
22. REELSRHHEETHSHZLETE

3¢ 2~4 AT 51 0~10 cm L 2HIFRE > 10~20 cm 2RI > 20~30 - 205, P340 5k
RER 50%. 40%. 10%; JCHESE 0~20 AL EREE 53] 90%4 4 .
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Table 2. Statistics of the 2004 survey results of Megiti County

F2EEIEE 2004 FETE RS R

el

j:E(cm)\ GEELEALY el (kg/m?) i & (kg/ i) TR B (%)
0~10 R 10 0.0945 6.3 46.2
10~20 10 0.091 6.07 443
20~30 10 0.0198 132 9.6
it 10 0.2053 13.69
Table 3. Jiashi County Spring 2016 Survey Statistics
F* 3. VMR 2016 FEFFELGITR
L A i Ai(m?) BB kg/m?) 7 /) SRR
+JZ(cm) —
0~10 \ 10 14.25 9.5 66.3
10~20 10 5.13 3.42 23.9
20~30 10 2.11 1.41 9.8
&it 30 21.49 14.32
Table 4. Magagei County 2010 Survey Statistics
4. BERE 2010 FFS TR
EHERIE (em) TR (m?) Bk (kg/m?) P& (kg/ ) BRI A (%)
0~10 10 0.12505 8.340835 53.4
10~20 10 0.088 5.8696 37.6
20~30 10 0.021 1.4007 9.0
&it 10 0.23405 15.611

2.3. RBTRERETR

It 5t B e AR 5 PR A S, AR P B R ke B T s, E  Agp FEE A  182, o B 1 [ e
i, TIEAPEBEA RG]

Table 5. Statistics of the survey results of Megiti County in 2004 and 2010
F 5.EHIRE 2004, 2010 FIFELERGITR

WEH R kg/m?) 37 4 i g/ )
+Z(cm) TR A(m)
2004 4 2010 4 2004 4 2010 4
0~10 10 0.0945 0.125 6.3 8.340
10~20 10 0.091 0.088 6.07 5.8696
20~30 10 0.0198 0.021 1.32 1.4007
&t 10 0.2053 0.234 13.69 15.611

2 5 Rl 1) FRBLEEIRFEM R,
2) FEEFHEAEKE 0~10 cm.
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3. TIRERIERRANEREE

1) B B A B AT A INE . T EAR R AU IE I 0.006 mm~0.01 mm, 4% [ L2036 3K I
FESA, 2R AR T 0.008 mm KB FE A, AHI [, P A I BHRAA 2, A
TIEOR B A 50 To/mi AT, A OB AR AR, B4 KA A RAS R [

2) R TBORE, BRRCRRAE . X H AT IR RS AN T RO 3, #7r Biigraa 51 kit
FIRUB IR, HIER 2 N T BMCA MU S5 I REMR okt RS, Tovk ISR = A K5, HotR
BB X BE RS RR F AE AR AR D70, B R MU AE A E R R, RATER A 5%

3) BRSSO FLAES, ANREAF RIS BRARTE, PR G AR G e (RIS R B ELARHEAR
FEVAIR N B [FE RS b, S8R s AT — [AERE, BRI, SRR RIIR %, oW B 4
PRIED, AR RO 6 s S5 S DR SO IO FH IR, 3 Al — I g

4) [ BE . PEA LB, R A LR GRS A B, 22T S, T MORH AR
PEEAERE . A TS B B RS DR ISR Y e e ) 5 AR S, N DU
IR R, WORAK, RETE AR, RS AL, R ECR A 30% /A4 RIX H AT S
RT3 A 0 Tl A 7 L SRR T R P ) S F R EIURE , [ WA A B % ) o P 2 R A SR TE A
W BURATERHSE R 5% A, A TR R g

4. TIRERELEMG

1) RIGFR W, 2R AR IR 225 kg/hm? I, 25 BT HR B 398 189 1 18.2%, - 33 AL B FEE [441K 13.8%.,
0~120cm L2 LA S KA TR LK PR, A F A LI K & [2].

2) WEAHLIX SR - HRAER)— B AR, 2014 429 11,136 $£/666.7m” FEZE 2018 £E1K) 9959 #k
/666.7m” [3], 53 RIS G0k REY).

5. TIMERIRFMEL

IR A BT AR U A 2 R, WA X R B PRI RE 120~240 kg/hm?, B Uik F
255 kg/hm®, TR RS PR BN SIS 4] i HOHR A BRI S A 7E 0~20 om (LR, BRI bR
0~10 cm /= FSRME L TR 50% /e A0, 7 ER AL TARVEM I — J 4 v ) I8

6. Xf:R

URFE PR . TP BRI, $RABAEFH S i M, I AR HR B b A, A b it N T4 R 1)
JEE U], B B AR ST ke 5 AR B 11y 2 Jh Rt ) R 3 B ) SR BB PRI B R, T i A R P88t e (E e A T 1 38 11
5%k,

1) IR RN E A, BEERIX T, REEHET 0.008~0.01 19 5 H .

2) sRALHE I IRAR AL . MO K SR TR RS B[ 5], A RIEALG K, R AL ZAERAE NG G &
I B

3) RKEN. HHE, R TR SR S5E B MM IR, TR g7 i I JE R AR
i

4) SR RIFRGER . B BRI, BUR T LA G EOR, DS IBGR, 72 Eh
A — BN b, PR — g AN, IRBRIE RN ) B, b s g R, AR B )
KRS R R A RE, ATTsa s S B i F, 7ENUMCE T SOES5E0E bl ph Je i .

5) EMEAEEIFE . PR K BRIER R . RIS R E b, AT DUE Y S AV R/
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2y BRI TR AR EITE . FAF MR RN, I LA A B 546 T AR 3 —
AT AR AL

6) B GIHE. R AR VE ] AR, S DO I T A AT X B AR R O HE T, MARAS B vtk

HERT - 3 (75 G Xl
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A F b T SE A TC 75 b DR SR RS e X 30 A BRI 8 S 73 #r [D: [l 2 i3], BT /R 35 RK#,
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