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GEORADAR TECHNIQUE AND PROSPECTSOF ITSAPPLICATION IN SOIL SCIENCE

Cheng Zhuhua Zhang Jiagbao Zhu Anning
(Institute of Soil Science, Chinese Academy of Science, Nanjing 210008 )

Abstract

Inherent limitation involved in the traditional soil sampling techniques makes it imperative to explore

alternative new techniques. Georadar has already been successfully applied in research fields like geology, geophysics,
archaeology, etc. Besides a brief introduction to the principle of the georadar technique, this paper emphasized
achievements and prospects of its application in the study of soil science. It concluded that compared with the
traditional ones, the georadar technique is faster and non-destructive. Meanwhile, the paper aso reiterated the necessity

to expand and improve application of the technique in soil science.
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