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Experi nert Research on Preverting Water and Sdl Loss f Gross Ridge

HU Qng wven et al  (Bjie Soil and Fertilizer Setion of Quzhou Rovirce, Bjie, Quizhou 551700)

Aostradt [ Ogective] The dudy d ns to discuss the effect d ridge cuture in cross slope on preventing water and sail loss . [ Mthod] The dfects of
ridge cdture in cross slope on preverting vater and sail loss were studed through conpari ng experi nert of darting naize in dry slope land by flat cuture
cross i dge culture and longitudind ridge cuture . [ Resut] The effect of cross ridge cuture wes best . The vield increadng of naize was Hghes |, being
83.4% and 29 .8 % hHgher thanthat by flat cuture and longitudingl ridge cuture . The water and sdl loss quartity vas sndlest , wththe water and sail-
sand loss quartity per 667 nfreducing by16 % and 64 .2 % resp . thanthet by flat cuture and 49 5 % and 83 .2 % resp .than thet by longitudird ridge
cuture . The loss quartity of sdl nurition vas lovest, viththe loss quartity of orgaric natter and soil tota P reducing by 86 4 % and 81 4 % resp. than
thet by flat cdture and 49 5 % and 83 .2 % resp . than that by longitudnd ridge cuture with covering. Qoss ridge could had up soil , reduce suface
runoff , preserve sail nurition, protect field, and ponote cortinud production. While the longitudrd ridge strengthered soil ercroach . [ Corcludon]
Through changing niicro- corfiguration of earth suface , darti ng n@ize by cross ridge cuture wes an effective neasure to keep water and fertilizer in sail
and enharce sail fertility and naize yidd.
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