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Abstract

It is well known that reed is one of the main plants growing in the wetland environment and has
strong salt and alkali resistance. Planting reeds in saline-alkali soils can play a certain role in im-
provement. In this paper, the reeds are planted in the saline-alkali soil of the cement tank plant,
and the pH of the soil layer of 0 - 40 cm is determined by using reed straw returning and removing
measures for 9 consecutive years. The change reflects the effect of different reed straw treatments
on improving soil pH. The results showed that the removal measures of reed straw had an impor-
tant effect on improving the saline-alkali land and reducing the pH of saline-alkali soil. The return-
ing of reed straw to soil was more effective in reducing the soil conductivity of saline-alkali soil.
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Wi, FESMERLEHFNTREX TR X, S NERS S . K
3. RSN RN ERA BB YINRAR]. RIEKLH hH 9913 73 hm?, FHpBUAQEE Bl i f A
3693 Jj hm?, FRAELIEHL) 4487 75 hm?, I HLMA7EAE 1733 73 hm? [ 7 35t 1 [3]. 4kt skt 11
W90 32 A R RN S AHLEE . 15 B PUEh i SR DL AR 5 3R 2R A I DG R A5 T THI[4] [5] [6]. WFFT RN
FPAE ™ 35 2200 hm? A4 1 4EAMEHE R E 2.3 7 t, AR 3R 20 [7]. @I R ™ 25 T LABA VA VR
Bk, PRACER ZRAE LIRS R . (B YR 7T B S T e A AL 4 (K5 e D THI[8] [9] [10], T
SXoF i 3 AL A R P P R ok A 3T SR80 ) S M 7 1 HLAS R, ST T 5 S B A4 i e e 2 1=
sz M SE R L. S5k, ARWRFRE T ANABE S AF, R T IS A S RS FT I RS BR AL L X
B pH AT SRR, 5 A SR G BRI B B R T S AR A KR .
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Figure 1. Test plot layout
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Figure 2. Effect of long-term reed straw removal measures on
soil pH
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Figure 3. Effect of long-term reed straw returning on soil pH
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Figure 4. Effect of long-term reed straw removal measures on
conductivity
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Figure 5. Effect of long-term reed straw returning on conductivity
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