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(1 VORI R RUEIABE e, HEK 400716;

Bk, MEE", RER:?2

2 VR REU NS E DR S bE, EEK 400716)

W OE: REIRKER N T R R A S BRI R GERHE S ML B 0L T U5 VE . ASONRIRLTT. LR
Y. HIRPURAASE TR T 3 B AR/ IRIL DS K B AL R R SRR R A R IR OR FJ3 TR K 2R
Wi - FREY T REE B A AN R ERHIL B S s H IR A HUENUR LA R A 0F BRI R AR, T A
(] B4 LS S R I E R FAL D D e B 52 . FRATIA R 20 T8 B TE SRR L3RI o BRI ) T e Lol B i S TR 5t Wi
FEEE ARG AT REAE th H IR A B RER T T3 rh RSP E A WU B2 AL RIS, W] RERVE SRR A th 4 K ik B 2
TG A PR O R R % IR EIFE A RO B AR TRARRAE, o DAHEDI 7 2Pk g B Cudddat
WL B R ThE RIS Re R AT R A —FER . b4, T3RRGO R YOE LR ARGy LRSI, I

YOE T REPII AT A ) o T B RS A PR X Bl 3 ) 3 A ) S M R K OR 2 U AR T S A2

BRI
PEISES: X131

1967 4F, Benoit B. Mandelbrot 7£ {Science) /&
%7 “How long is the coast of Britain” 183, HiX
P T TBELR . 1977 4ER1 1982 4F 3R K T (Fractal:
Form Chance and Dimention). { The Fractal Geometry of
Nature) P4##f% 2% . Mandelbrot SR 1 A& 4 L L7
AU, K LT AT —4E (2. 4k (THD.
= 4E7%[E] (&), Mandelbrot U$EH T 73 (Fractal)
LRI HA BB (self-similarity) ) F A4
AR S50, DA A AR 1) 2 [ A AN AT DA
e (BRIRAEED, T L. — AN By ik 4
HIARFAE 72 & 1 A FLUFLESE 7 (the degree of irregularity),
HREERRANTGIE, BVRAT BAHRME: 854 n] DA%
AR RUE W R VE Z A58, B0 HORI R Ak &5
AL 12T

EARF B AR 25T, MRGE DAL
N R, R RO AT 2 TR RHIE R SR AR T
Iy TE B N T BAT ARV . AR PR 1) 14827 40
B, R R R R AR SC RS T),
ML AR DL SRR ) oy TE 9T 4
Jrmn LR g e, TR LR R, XA B R
A T IEAE AT BT ST R

1 TIRBNERBST
BT WDiv et 2/ IWDis =SV { N d A S O Y

SPTERAL: LA Ry gk, L)

MR Chumic acid, HA). & B (fulvic acid, FA).
AR Chumin); 2 B &IOR3 1 R R AR J )
REY . ST BB R . OB Z BN 451
LA AL 5§ R 7y 17K ERTE e @& R,
B DREARI BN G LR B K e @7ER
[ERTEA FAAAEBORMZES, A E AR R A
FAFHERAARFRMNG . FLBREREEE; @R
B TP RAEE SRR IS ©RE A
DU FCRE RS R 22 % 5

BT DA ERe R SRR T 3 b AR 1)
— R0 LA TE (A& AN 7 R R A .+ I
WFUITEA . W HOGEREOGECY (visible or laser light
scattering), /NAE X HEEEU (small-angle X-ray
scattering, SAXS), LAA/IMAJE T 1 #S i (small-angle
neutron scattering, SANS).

Osterberg 2FIZE 521G HHilE T HA WIRAEA A 4%
TR TEYERL D: HA ¥BAE 11°C ¥ D=2.3+0.1,
IM{E4°C B D=1.85, 7£22°C'F, D {HBHA ] 1)
ok, 1h JiD=185, 11hJGiD=2.15, 34h Ji
D =230, 60 h ji D=2.35. D {2k 1.85 EWIRAIII
TRk R R ) R AR I 2 J 2R 4 (diffusion-
limited cluster-cluster aggregation, DLCA) i F2, TEK
FABUE A HAL S K E AR AK . R R (22°C)
N D AR, FEREI R RGN, IX R R

OFEIH: FRARFARES (40501033) FIERTTAERIAHEARHFRIE (AREHEID (KJ050205) L),

(EatPhe
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LI &5 g B O ok 1 T b s R g o IR 2 g R 4R
(reaction-limited cluster-cluster aggregation, RLCA)
R, G EAERRRE, KRR K
Oy TR R o i BEBIIE IR LASE N HA SR 1) B RE
RPN RERSIN AT ATE R HA SOk bty 7 By R R IR 2
(AR EL AR FH S AT A 45 g B 20 RN B SR 5 1 FH SR 28 )
KA. AEF B4 HA °F°E42 04 40 ~ 50 nm (1 [4]
R HPEA<25 nm MG RITAH . 5 —AKRH
SANS MK, L3 HA MWK E R C 15
mg/ml. pH {4 7.0, {EXFR&AET, DEHA 2.99
2.46, XMW HA MR S350 A7 T,

K H 826 HUR (DLS) Az 25 b5 5 B8 (dynamic
scaling theory), Ren™ 1 Tombacz ™55 A\ A -+ HEA0
Ve HA Ao —Fhgsimi 2 o s, BRI Loy TR 4E 4
AILAH SAXS Hdls R . TR o<<3, #UkL
THIREDYE Dy = o "0 BEAEIRBEM N, e HA
RRURLZH 3 (1) T 5 43 4 Dm 508 0, Dy, = 1.09 1
INE Dy =223 P FEARIKEESAE T, FARL. HE4RIR
Iy T AT IR FE R Btk AN TR oK 1) &5 ) o
JG (50 ~ 100 nm). Ykt FA. Vakt HA. 145 FA F11
1% HA §) D {00 4E 2.2, 2.5, 2.3 F1 2.6/, AR
B YRR AT AR -3 HA A TBEEE, X
Je— /MBI RLCA W2, FAZHEAR HA ik
VAL T JIR R R 5 B IOURE 1) 7 PR 2 T2 1)
JF A REI A R R A

Rizzi" S s i TEM S ) JL Al - e
VeI HA AR R 44 B I 23 TERFAEEAT T 95T,
R FEFTAEMSERAME N, HA BEW TS KN
OB S o 2k, 1% ELRIRERE N TE4E. 24 pH
3, &3 4~ 10 h P4 E, HA RV 4% D =
1.7~1.8, 5 RBPOEELELFER DLCA BAHYIA
M pHAEN 6, “PiaTinEA (28 h LA FD B, D{HZ
h1.95, 5 RLCA B84, hEREEMWESY. pH
fH2 3 10, HA IZhRERImT LR S, KT HA
SORE 7 LA 2 1R R 0 AT 3850 T POHEER A5 R R 9
A5 pHAEN 6 I, HA KM hae i 2511k
FEHA BORLZ W AR 308 32, RIS RS
R

gE LT, SRR AR I R A I RS2 A A AR
P, AEARI G R IR S TERAE R SR 5
AT RN AR B R D e A5 . SR FHAS [RDRLAE K
I A HURIGIT AR R, FEAFRAR AR A
HURHER N [ 8E T AT . 38 ep (i iE A LT
HBEEACHIING, 7T BE ARG 5T e A oh 45 M g
A IZAy ANRESEAZIE 2 USORI JipuN X S PSR

2 TIEWMEYSTE

TR E SR SR . R R,
BB AR 2 T AR R TAEY), (R, TR
LA IR SRR BN SRR AR C R RS
R HEERKIEM . e % 20 45, 13560
VR E R FEAC U E BRI i
R R O LUENE “TAdEPa 207, (AXELLULH
P A A — S ) L R b TR A A AE
Fu4,

A B T SR e AR S AE I R R
FUERT 53R 2 AT R DO RS — Rk B 5 )
W AR S — ] e 0 B 3 Sk S5 R AR AR
PERIK a0 RS S EE R, TR RS, K.
FURE RN R 55, XY AT 53 SR, i HL AT [
AR, AR DR A EAKE
FIHE R BT FAMATS SR S VR 22 AN I ) &5
R —FE, S5 ARACLIE 3 K 1) A= 4 46 b Ja 5 v T LU 93 T
JUARIRP T, A s E AR N I i B, Wk
AR, AT LA AT S50 3BT 5B, B
W, RN TR Re] LU 54 (Dm) il
R (Ds) KA BIIRIL S S HENS

AT 1) TAE NPT T AR e AR S 1 5y
TERFESEAT T 0H9C . ORI FUA [RIR B
Y AR AR, it BT, g
@ 43 B JUAT 273K 58 Bl R B A= P A0 AN i) () A o
RERE (B 8 2 0] S LY BRI TE A28k o B0 RN BT 1
JESTEALG N TR IR S W%, (HAE I3
—BEAIE I A i SR LG SRR N A
2.1 4H

0 BRTRIT R B PR R 76 AN [RG5S R R B AN [ )
JEAHEAE, WAL MAFREE . IR R LA A
T S AR A 229260 i R 2E AT 1 (Bacillus subtilis)
(R RV AR KA A RV IR AR K, A R
Sh o TR A B B PR G5 R B T S5 A HR R T
RS FR IR PO BT R IR RIS JRIRE N
R Gy B T A P20, AT RS IR A 43 T 45 K AL
A I K B T IRCRE T S8 A R T AR R BCE R . A
TRR TR, BRI E (Klebsiella ozaenae)
(] Dm {57F 1.6 24P, Wik ZEMbr g, KWk
(Escherichia coli) , M i%EW KK (Salmonella
typhimurium > , Jili & 7€ & 11 K #F B Klebsiella
pneumoniae) LA K & J5ib i [K T4 (Serratia marcescens)
(1 Dm g 1.7 ~ 1.8, DL FBF9E 45 Bt T 2EAS I+
WEEAE N 2 ] LR A — i A AN 4y
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TERFIE R 25 K6 4 o
22 H#E

BB BT U= TR, BRI S B
TEAEAS RN, BRI Ah AN ] 25 DR R 2 Tl A ZE AR, Tf
H GBS LA KIS TR G 38 70 27 i )
W, D HEAML, RE4S BT, WEKE (Armillaria
gallica) 7EZEAUHT R 72 h J&, D {HAE 1.05~1.20 Z[al,
116 h J5 D fH7E 1.47 ~ 1.57 Z i),

TE LIRS, R UK BRI 5 B 4
R LIEh 2 RE. (L2 BT, HER|
W 22 22 AE B AS & = 4E ) s A AR, #OR s i i 1)
bR R R LB DAPRUE TR 22 K e IR T ARG,
TR ATCO 3N IXRE AR 97 vk BEOR R IE 3 (1)
TIPS A X, H U TR R SRR AR AR DA
TEPIII, TR R 2 AR ME AR A O IR, X B R H
e — N R I . SRR N4 (reaction-
diffusion) FERYFRIRIFFEEN], LT B 22 ) B AE =4S
I RIAE 42 e A AR KA 22 500, iy LA 9256 o bl
2277 IR M A KRR KT LR AaK
B[R, KRR IR 5 N 2% 7 — Ak 22 T (1 A s 44 1 3
BT, ] DUR BRI S5 BERFE .

ANIRI R ) T 22 B0 B A AN RN R 20 TR ARRAE, T
4 % (Hypholoma fasciculare ), LA A% Bk o5 4 J& (1)
Stropharia caeruler F1 S. aeruginosa, fE#JIIZEKBEL
RILK R TE, 0 HADR— L8l H k%% (Agrocybe
gibberosa), WiAxJE (picaceus), FH#I1% (impudicus),
WA JE velutina FiT Resinicium )26 81 4 i & >
BBt i, B BV (K5 T8 i 5 I ] 1 A
TR AT A, 2 22 ke B n] DU S K 1)
AL OLANem®) (RIS, F00 FEREIE M B d] (12 Thi 43
TR T iR TP,

TP A R TR, BT AR,
I 2E T AR S50 o AEA RIS, AN
RIS, ) —Rh AR mT e BT AN R4 TR R 1)
ghk, WATREXT LT RE =L . BTCL, EWFFTAFh
TS A A RN, 2 ST ) SR 1) o TR 1)
RN AR A RN R —

3 TIRBN S L EARLGAR S HERIRIR

B LBV LR Iy A S
PEARAERISZ R, RJR oK. #e RS RS A s
PR R B FRER A Ty o RERORAER R, T
AL ) R AN AE T IR N AL RE Sy, LR
FOE P IXLERIRE ) o XM SR AW, SR
FAF RSP S E K =F G, R T L

- HETR I S PR R AR DRSPS o e
WEFCRIL: B RIFE A st W A e o L R BE ) 22
AR KR B DRIAE T - 438 AR 1D ot RN 2 S 8K
TR A IR B DR AT S i a5 M AR AR R ) 22 570 i
BOGAENR) Oy, g Hy R R ) I, +
AR IS X, AR TIE R LR PNA— TBR
S AR AR, A I [ AR IR RS R AL B
BMITBaMC (1974)°7 5t 585 - () #fF 5T A S -+ 4 opr >
0.25 mm 7K B 1 A1 SR A4 1) 7 ik 1] 700 mg/kg il & A7 45
Pl 3 (Fea kb ik, (HIE4T 3+ >0.25 mm /K
Fark FRA S BRI S, HARBEIE R R4 .
74k, RERZNCIRE L3, ReongKmE 1, &
%/0>0.25 mm KIEVERIE R, PrLk, BEST LIRSS
FIPEAAEERIE G 38 B SR AR R /N ) 0 A, 58 AT 5T
BARIA G PE R, BRIBREAT P, e
AR K ILIE BRI A AR LI ) R, I
+ 8 <10 pm 1 >10 pm F1EAREE KL B R Y
PR LI I ACE AN e B fabs.

KH o T LA LIRSS H I T DA R+ 1
UKL &6 5 FLBR IGO0 A AT A3 TR HE 50 (H H i
FIF 5T 2 AR rh o R . 454 B L R A 20 PR AE
HIFE IR b, TR 398 00 T 45 R4 1R = 2B 45 A R L DU A
FUARA o DITTAE AN L3 b R A i 3, A2z sl )
TR ARRE IR 4y TR IR T UL B T A4 n) ik 3
AT AT AT @ flhn, AFAT—Fp 3L AR, 3R
TSR] LS e R o e 4, AN Hrp G % 738
BERII R A o A I g AT 130 I A A5 380 R AN A2 EH
T HERRURL S T PR KRS T R I 3 R, LA RS
WiRE.

g b i A R 6 A S A SR AR AN A B L,
i BAETE o #E 5 Dhe B AR AR TR X . 75
B b, BURLGS R 2 s R/ NANRI BA KR FAH
A 1) S G A R AR A s, BT A S5 4+ 23 i
P2 ALo E 30 A 2R A4 2 HH I A RE LA g 55 % 7 X
BRGNS, S5 NERA 2 R E A, Frilix
Tl AL ASC AT e hor 5 T (¥ KELRES BT L 1) 1 ARADLAE Tk s
Je/ANRBER), DT SR R i 2 08 1 . AR et
FEOTH, T AR Hh R 48 22 R B, Ik
BURSEA B NOTRTERAR, SRJ5 A BRI ATk,
W Ja A A BRI HR G Rk CRALT RS 3) )5 1
claster-claster-aggregation 512D, FTLAHTRL 45 1) 3
BRI PR AN T A 17 o 1103 208 AT R AR 1R B
WIS ERL IR — IR G T R, SRS AR 4 i1k
PN BB . AEDIRETT IR, T BIRLES R 2 2 )
RO Z Jsity, e g 2 o8 56 KR
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FEERAT e, e R BAT L5 3 s ds 2 L ) 2
REMERTIRE. SEhr b, ZREMIKIRREA P
RERATMTARGERIUE “ThRE” MIHTHe. PRl E IR
FE TR0 R BRI, W O
SERR R R 22 Ky TR, BB g A) L G TE 3]
FEGURE S MG PR IR, n] o O A R HE AN
JR 2 ek, T H XA EEAT e 1 2 45 H
Bl e Ll S5 8 5 HEAR T TR ) - RN R P10
IR AHIHI TIRERE K.

e — LIRS RAUR KT, MR8 B2
WIA BTN BB T3 RN A7 A5 PR 2R 14,
T AR AR I3 T AR A X PR SR AAAAE TR
BB AR AEA RO, T HEA TR A e 4
AR JEYE . TR P K 7 AT BLEESS
BRECE KUK CRAUT B AR, T H& W) Bhkt4s
AT R 2 FLIIANR RUBE G54 B A BUE R R
1e.

4 TIREMERNS A ENHEN=E S B

Al

TEAMY LA SR BE U L, AR YNE s vr 2 1 1
HEKMFEW, W N W4, KAt EE N, C.
N (&, T3ghtg e Ik LA E I A LG R P
R st L agErh AR e A3 e — > g RORL A 1l
FIRRET L, XLl ek AOREME . RAIR /NS 5
It HRA SRR A A . T e
SRR 0 B R S DR T PN 3 6 i 1) R A A
T N7 R S G S Y, S S R A A
I3 A (RS A RE AN T T COWRBE, IR El
Jig A B AT 5 K 1% 2 T AR RN T R4y X6 Bl A 40 1) 43 A 7
AT @) BRI A% [R) JUART 43 AT e T FLER IR 3
AR LA FLBR P 7K 43 FI 28 S oA s NI HRE T4
AR ) B AR AR A, SNSRI S AL
JY CEWED BT TR UL R AR (R
EYISERAEY)D) 1) B R P e A R,

FEAZIIFFEATUSR L, 6F - 34 B S 22 SR ot 1,
- S B A 43 2 TR - SR 43 20 STy
TIEHATIIEGC o X T AE A0 1R A1 TSR FH AN AR K G 4
W R SR ECRE, MR AR (CL N
P) Z4Rhrokfiiif . Hassink SO RHF5TIA B LA
T AR R R TR, IR B4R <6 pm (1)
FUBRHSCFE: (W] 40 1R ) A= R AT AR GF ARG« Monrozier
OO LAY PR RRL A B e, AT 2 LRI
TAZ AR (20 ~2 um) PRUAEYIEY = C B . Kabir
LS Y BES Cacridine orange) #xic, HL T W iMEE

BRI TN R s FEAR B AN AR s 498 v 4 Ry
AR Z AT IE<2 pm BPRARTE [, Wi
AW C MIEL>2000 pum KR AK T2 . Mendes
H1 Bottomley> K F %¢ Yo bric o1 B8 B B0%
WESE T Bk 40 Rhizobium leguminosarum 7EAN [A) ki 45
(0 L3 (2 A, 4 W AN B AE AN R R SRAE I 30
T HERAR (A <025 mm F] 5.0 mm 55K 5 AR
(19 3 A 25 ANAH A o JoAh SR W 7 S A DA 1 Sy 3
I G IIFFCE I AE MK B BEOK KT N 3R A4
F1 oA A AN B4 (0008,

BORTEIX T TH A KRR, o Tt - aggh
BATGEAT IR IR 5 SC, A LA ] ) 1 g 5 4 vp e ik
YA R . WEEE . R BRI T TR
B SR AR A TR A0S TR e RS
TCH TP BEH R T S5 MR, UL S5
() TF TRORE B R T SR 0 AT I 2 R /N . 7K LR
il ine

SYTEERVRIN g, 20 1] fy ek il ek f RO A /N g 4
i e A T R - ) FLBR s SR A — o TR 4
A2 /N E R BT S, SR B 2 B A A7 2 1]
(FERRAR Nt TAEAEAN R RUSE (1 22 RALBR) o H T 2L
ISR > > TR 8 > > AN B, B =5 (1] 53 A1 1) 1 5
3 A 438 0 B P AR > > R > > 0 . T
SERTR 5y TEARFAE S M0 20 G546 1) TFTBORE S, AT 552 1) 21
TP K RS AT, E WA
BEIA) (4 o e A 4

A FTIN hy JLART 25 [R) %ol 2 4 F 8 A i B i) B
T POA 3 R S AR AN 3 4y A ]
AN B AR T3 FLBRIT 0.32% ~ 0.79%, 7E1-35/K
#h —0.01 MPa I, 41 B AR 3L 0.95% ~
2.42% P8, RIREETESUEW, 24 R b FLBR AR A
pNEELP S S O N E R R P IRE N DV Be PN &2 € €
HUS R 152 25l 71,

ORI 2 T8 3 A e T ALBRIR 23 A1, AT ok
SE T AR AR ) AEAEREE . BT Ll iR R A
(53 TERFAE X AR ) S R A0 A, DA SO S A P i A i
T )55 AR PRI TR 5 M) o R A U A ) PN 2
Z

5 45iE

FL R0 70 T8 BAR AE SRk 27 P ) Y A SR BT
DRI wee 5 Sl DR 2 S (OE [, el D i 3
e g (N S b B NIRIT 4R . 23 R IR AR
BBt ILRR T, EREIEREXAET: 2
TR FATHE T LXK — R R e (AL Ay i A
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Application and Prospect of Fractal Theory in Study on Soil Fertility

JIANG Xian-jun', LIHang', XIE De-ti', WEI Chao-fu', XIONG Hai-ling’
(1 College of Resources and Environment, Southwest University, Chongging 400716, China;

2 Faculty of Computer & Information Science, Southwest University, Chongging 400716, China )
Abstract: Fractal geometry provides an approach to quantitative description of complex, highly irregular systems. A review of researches in
these aspects was presented here. A number of essential processes in soil are strongly influenced by microenvironment, such as: soil humic colloids
form aggregates different in fractal characteristics in different microenvironments; the same micro-organisms may have structures different in fractal
characteristics; and soil organic-inorganic colloids make up different aggregates, thus forming different soil structures that lead to difference in soil
fertility in different microenvironments. Openness of soil structure defines pore, moisture and air distribution that are habitats of soil microorganisms.
So, to understand how soil structure controls spatial distribution of microorganisms is a topic worth studying in the future.
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