2 R R LA 2016(6):1156~117

Heilongjiang Agricultural Sciences

F

TR L DXCE A N TR AR A ) R

F R .EF OB .OEHZFF

wLEME.D OB KRR

Q. FTERKRAFR LERBSEFRI, T A 4 750002;2. FERAHMF®R, TE 40

750002)

WEARSETHLRALZRGTHEAN  ERNETHLEETRALTEZRBANK BALBEEFR LA
g%

HERIERS TG ERE ST ToHFTFEELERK

Fo 483,
XBW.THLR ;BB ALER B

BALEWBARE, FRE T EE 69

FESES.S5517.7 CEERIREG.A  XEHS.1002-2767(2016)06-0115-03  DOI:10. 11942/j. issn1002-2767. 2016. 06. 0115

BB B T R T R X B A T R AR
T J8 %) — 01 L ) A 28 4 B it i o 5 | b —
SE B A A A 7R BE ) AN TR AN (E AL B b
SEN T80 L A R Y b A 2R A I Y — T
i HL A TR RS R AR . TR I X AL
52w vty » MW S5 R 2 2%, AFEBE T i 350~450 mm,
DX P AR R B L K RS e, R L AERSR
GIRER I R E A SRR HIX 2 —,
AL HTE (Medicago sativa) ] HIE BT P25
RS A . X E TR N T LAY
MR E I Z Ky S 290 K R g Ho e
Wy B — B BRAESE 4 AE 2 51 L B S BE B AT
FR 38 KL R M g e 2 B TR
PR A 25 45 D R 3 o R A 4l O 28 T L ) A
FH AN B BN T 55 Mt 9l 28 A5 PN B 1 R T M Y
WRIR, —EBE LHARPHERT —ENG
GER o KT Ib . A SO IR IXCE fE N T 5 R £k )
TFEAT T A0 A P A R LU O T 2k T R+
Fr 8 XN T 0 R o i A i R R i —
R 2E IS 2 2%
1 WFsi itk
1.1 ARREAZGHER

WF 5T XA F 7 B I A 3R X R i 52 FH B A
P4 P R A b N35°41" ~35°17 \E106°32" ~
106°58", 74 55 [l SR Mt 45 . b VAR VRSl S H R A

Y75 B #5:2016-04-22

EETH . 7 ERMFL 2B FHE TR 5 @380 H (NKY]-

15-18)5 B K “ -+ = 17 B £ 32 £ ik R % By B H (2015
BAC01B01)

FE—EEE N T (1982, L, 7 5 [l % H A X 75 4 bk i
N B B 5 B, AR A A T T AT Y . Email..
nxjibo311@163. com,

PR R B T B B ) AR IXORI AR I A AR
PO . | = N A= 2 N 1
Ja& A 2 TR X, Sk B Y () R i P R RS
i XN TR, 2R R R AL A TERK L ERIR B
E- I TIN  Q/ W € 1< AR SRS SR 5 B v
7.6 °C,=>10 CHERE N 2 500~2 800 C, I
FEWI147~168 d, 4 V- FE W i 350 ~450 mm.,
FEEPET9 A, BIEFRENE L BB HER .
FLBRBE K B K M P b i 55 .
1.2 FHik

2014 4F 7 F S AEBESE X P 2E B[R] A AR AT R
B E N TR AT K CE S A oy
R R A . K A3 0 I R FH B L 15 R A
w7 = AR L B 20 em — 2, )2
ME 5 m + 2 EE 50 &K Y& Mok
BEA RN E 1 m X1 m #E7 AR
W TE 50 AR S A i RS R R A
3.
2 NI KR A 5 By
2.1 ANIEH#EZREMLIRK

T X M m AY 2 528. 6 km?, Ho i #E b 9. 78
J7 hm® . A4 0. 43 hm® . P58 2 % X B R 59 B
RER TH 1S M/RNEEZFEERHIL 7.6
i hm?, P=Hik 4 500~7 500 kgehm®, 2K, 4
BANTHH FFAAE—ERENERANS . &
AT AR A b 2 (R T ALY 45 06, 6 N T
i IR T AR R s
2.2 ANIEMRUERESDH EFEMENTH

52 B AR UK o3 2 S BRI B A N T
Bt A A AR BRI B A A IR i
PSS SRS R ok 7 = (A S € AN B i (12

115



-2 |3 2 ok o R % # % 6

W EAE AR R AR, SR T AT LU M RFEA A b R TR X XN AR R D 2R AR A
FHAFBR A A6 N T, B3 AR AF BRASE I LI HO KSR T  FE AR WFE K SR ZU A S L - £
PR AR R PR AR AR —E R 2E S HERAL TR T SRS U HOR IR R R R
m Tl BLAE SR S AF. T R TR AT LA B ERECRHRRE - EA T R EK PR S TR
4 400. 22 kgehm™, 55 10 4R A%, TH ™/ ZI9EREET)Z. SHEAEEE R TEMME), &

2 518.27 kg+hm?, FEFHE A B PR AR CFD BOR Y5 K 9T /e
1 AEAMNAEREEH EEMENTH DXz o H Hy T AR K B A kT
Table 1 Change of aboveground biomass of BEK 53 AT AS 3 B I5p A0 52 bifi 35 AR A PR ) SE 4
Medicago sativa in different years TR A E ., R 2 AFEFHAERE

s ~ S[7. 4 e A~ H=Ap \ .
. BB SRR/ TR/ ﬁiﬂfi 5mfﬂ3i*§%a7k%§w§mu%th;%
B R em e (kgebmy  Ckgebmty B BT RN ] B S - A K REIT UG SR

ears eigh PUTRETIREN . . L
Y Height number  Fresh weight Hay yield IK% ’ 1# H 15 %ﬁlﬁ%’ﬂﬁ B &F F%{EE . Xﬁi%ﬂ(ﬁ(é *%
pusE 6260 1476 13900.88  4031.26 3 5 A RS K O3 B9 AR G R - B

Bl RS, LR IR 1S B . 2006 4F Fi AR Y
B (AR A HF 8 e ok B e i N

Four years

T4 A 69.33 28.60 14000. 70 4400. 22 - N
Five yeurs 9.30% ;2004 AFEFAR (Y E A8 CRARAE) H HHESK
IR Z N 8. 270 IR Z Ry 1990 4F F A 1)

LA 57.60 23.40 11400. 57 3534.18

Ta CHFILVEAD S K| 7. 80% 51998 4F
PR E R (44 H A kR EIK. R

Seven years

J\AEH 49. 84 19.17 11254.51 3488. 90 5.98%0 Hﬁﬁtﬁﬂ,ﬁ%itﬁﬂéﬁﬁﬁﬁfé,ﬁﬁ
Fight years T 5838 25 RS Al o 15 2 M MR O - K
FaE 43.80 600 TABLTL 2518.27 B AL T T /I 7 K A A
Ten years AR L T B P I A K B
2.3 AT B2 + k4 B T4 YK 45 I 252 TR 22 01 5 ) 5K o A B 7 I

TR R T IR K b A B R FRIESED.
£2 FEMEEREFRD RS KBTL

Table 2 The change of soil moisture content of Medicago sativa in different planting years

+JZRE/m 1 4F 2 4 3 4F 44 5 4F K Y
Soil depth One year ~ Two year  Three year  Four year  Five year  Average soil moisture content
Fok /Y 2006 4 7.86 10. 04 8.83 9.52 10. 23 9.3041.03
Moisture 2002 4F 6.56 8.16 8. 81 8.78 9.06 8.27+1.06
content 1998 4f 5.22 5.93 7.61 6.01 5.13 5.984 1,00
1990 4§ 5. 84 7.22 8.33 9.82 7.80 7.804 1,47
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Study on the Degradation Question of Alfalfa Artificial Pasture
in the Mountain Area of Southern Ningxia

JI Bo' ,LI Na’,CAI Jin-jun' ,XU Hao' ,DONG Li-guo' ,MA Fan',ZHANG Yuan-run'
(1. Institute of Desert Manage, Ningxia Agriculture and Forestry Science Academy. Yin

chuan, Ningxia 750002; 2. Ningxia Agriculture and Forestry Science Academy, Yinchuan,

Ningxia 75002)

Abstract; In order to promote sustainable utilization of artificial pasture in mountain area of southern Ningxia ,

the degenerate reason of artificial alfalfa grassland was analyzed,and some suggestions and measures for im-

provement were put foward,based on expounding the status,aboveground biomass and soil moisture changes of

degenerate alfalfa grassland in the mountain area of southern Ningxia,

Keywords: mountain area of southern Ningxia; Medicago sativa ;artificial pasture;deterioration
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