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Methodology on Rock Fragments Content Evaluation: A Review

XIE Ying-ge, LI Xia

(Institute of Biophysics, College of Science, Northwest A&F University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract:  Soils may contain large numbers of rock fragments in the soil matrix. Rock fragments affect physiochemical soil properties and
hydraulic soil properties by their presence in soil matrix. Thus, quantifying the rock fragments can influence the assessment of productivity and
research on hydraulic properties of stony soils. There are different methods now available for measuring the rock fragments content. The methodology
and application of ring sampler, digging pits, Viro rod, y attenuation and electrical resistivity tomography were discussed in this paper. Method should
be favored according to the case of the studying field. More attentions should be paid to the measurement of rock fragments content, aiming at
providing important information for soil study and improving the research level of soil science.

Key words:  Soil, Rock fragments, Content, Measurement



