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Surface soil moisture, as one of the soil erosion
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set up in the wind-sand area of the Yellow River
Flood Plain, farming area (T1 ), bare area (T2 ), Figure 1. Relationship between soil moisture dynamic changes and precipitation under different land
d t | t fi T3 In 2016—2019 uses : (a) The dynamic change curve of the average soil moisture content of 0~10 cm ; (b). (c). (d)

dna natural restoration area ( ) N T v are soil moisture dynamic changes of 0 ~5cmand 5~10 cmunder T1, T2. T3, respectively.

the soil depth of 0~5 cm and 5~10 cm was used.
Dynamic monitoring of water content and local rainfall, statistical analysis of different land use methods, dynamic changes of
soil water content of different soil layers and response to precipitation, and relative difference method to analyze the time
stability of soil water content.

Results Conclusions

(DThe soil water content during the monitoring period showed: T3 Overall, a comprehensive consideration of soll
>T1 >T2 , and the average soil moisture content of 0~5 cm and moisture content and soil moisture time stability
5~10 cm had significant differences (P<0.05), and the soil can be found that soil moisture content increases
moisture content varied with the soil; @There is a significant with soil depth, and the soil moisture content and
positive correlation between the soil water content of different soil time stability of T3 is relatively high and stable
layers and precipitation under different land use methods (P<0.01). compared to T1 and T2.

The soil water content increases with the increase in precipitation.

The greater the precipitation, the more significant the increase in af oaf 200
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temporal stability of soil moisture in 5~10cm: T2 >T1 >T3. “*The error line in the figure indicates SDRD
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