55 39 5 2 1 K AR Vol.39 No.2
2025 4 4 H Journal of Soil and Water Conservation Apr.,2025

DOI:10.13870/j.cnki.stbexb.2025.02.027 CSTR:32310.14.sthcxb.2025.02.027

XX PR, R LE 6 5 E T AN R R0 A 2 T AR AR 2R AR RO R R B Ty a2 [T K - O RE AR L 2025, 39(2) :40-47.

LIU Junyang, ZHOU Zhengchao, HAN Weixiao. Effects of herbaceous root growth on soil resistance to erosion under different planting densities[J].
Journal of Soil and Water Conservation, 2025,39(2) :40-47.

R R SR AE YR R K X B R ) K R
x| ¥Rt FES?, HEH T

(1. 22 R A BE 2 B, BE T 3T 42 716000; 2. B2 78 I 78 27 b PR RL % 55 i 27 e, 7 22 710119
3L T K+ ARESR TR 2ERE, P4 710048)

M E: (B RS R R BT A AR R A B L RN . (73R ] DB - e i g B A AR ) SR
F B (Lolium perenne) ML H 18 (Medicago sativa) RWF5E X4, & H 100,300,500 % /m?* 3 A Fj A 25 B,
WSS [ BboAE 2% B2 T AR AR R A RS R B Ty 52 m . D5 R 1 LI P, AL AR 2R R A 2 1 5 5tk
M KR G208 T OB 3, SR RV AL B A8 1R AR 200 7R AR R A K e TER R AR
PSR SR, o A AL JBT S A D R A, B RS AR A R Y A LB o3 T b B AR T 1
TR, AP G 2.44 (1.84 g/kg, FEARLFRF L R AR S Ak i e () 52 e T o 40 A Y - 9 A 7 A k1 £
e PR /N G 5 s v AR Al T L3I S0l U ) ok 2 B ARUE i AR AR B o A2 RO A TR P R R A
AL B U i R i A, A A 3 R ik B8 D 18.86 s/m AL E S AR R AE P R B E AR T Y
D b R R A g, e A R AN 9 T ot FE RO 2> 13.42.10.82 s/m [45i8 ] 45 A R T AR R M
FHAE RS20, v BE (300 Bk /m®) T 285 (500 Mk /™) A A 2K 43 ) 3 5 P4 22 0 R12E 6 1 78 A oK R i 2k

R L5 BT if
KB RAMYARAR ; R IR ELT s ShaA AL R
FESES:S157.1 SERFRIRAD : A X EH S :1009-2242(2025)02-0040-08

Effects of Herbaceous Root Growth on Soil Resistance to
Erosion under Different Planting Densities

LIU Junyang', ZHOU Zhengchao®, HAN Weixiao®
(1.School of Life Sciences, Yan'an University, Yan'an, Shaanxi 716000, China; 2.School of Geographical
Sciences and Tourism, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi"an 710119, China; 3.College of Civil and
Avrchitectural Engineering, Xi'an University of Technology, Xi'an 710048, China)
Abstract: [ Objective] To explore the effects of roots on soil consolidation and erosion reduction under different
planting densities. [Methods] Typical herbaceous plants, including ryegrass (Lolium perenne) and alfalfa
(Medicago sativa) on the Loess Plateau were selected as the research objects. By setting three planting densities,
i.e. 100, 300 and 500 plants/m®, the effects of plant root growth on soil resistance to erosion were studied
experimentally. [ Results] During the observation period, the root characteristics showed a trend of rapid increase at
first and then slow decrease, with those of ryegrass and alfalfa being the best in medium and high planting-density
plots, respectively. Driven by root growth, soil organic matter content showed an increasing trend, with that of
ryegrass and alfalfa increasing the most in medium and high planting-density plots, which increased by 2.44 g/kg and
1.84 g/kg, respectively. Under the combined influence of changes in root and soil characteristics, rill erodibility
index decreased rapidly at first and then showed a fluctuating change during the observation period, while soil

critical shear stress did not show a stable trend. Ryegrass roots had the best erosion reduction effect in the medium
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planting-density plot, where rill erodibility index decreased by 18.86 s/m. Alfalfa roots had the better erosion

reduction effect in the medium and high planting-density plots, where rill erodibility index decreased by 13.42 s/m

and 10.82 s/m, respectively. [Conclusion] Considering the effect of planting density on roots and soil

characteristics, the medium density (300 plants/m*) and high density (500 plants/m®*) planting patterns are

suitable for soil erosion control by growing ryegrass and alfalfa, respectively.
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