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Distribution of Seil Cation Exchange Capacity
— A Case Study of Lishui County, Jiangsu Province

LI Hai-ying', JIANG Xiao-san', PAN Jian-jun', LIAO Qi-lin?, ZOU Séng-mei?, WU Xin-min’

(1 College of R ces and Envir | Science, Nanjing Agricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China;
2 Geological Survey of Jiangsu Province, Nanjing 210018, China )

Abstract: A total of 33 soil samples were taken from Lishui County and analyzed, based on which a sample-point CEC map of the county
was plotted out and turned into a CEC spatial distribution map through Inverse Distance Weighted interpolation and superposition with the aid of the
GIS technology. Results showed that the soil CEC averaged at 12.50 £ 3.56 cmol/kg over the county, and was at 10 ~ 20 cmol/kg in 71.69% of the
spatial distribution map, and varied with topography, e.g. in low hill region, about 56.21% of the soil, mainly in the east part, was only 5 ~ 10 cmol/kg
in CEC and in plain region, about 82.23% of the soil was 10 ~ 20 cmol/kg in CEC and only 0.30% >20 cmol/kg.
Key words: Lishui County, CEC, Distribution, Regularity



