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Vertical Distribution of Soil Humus Composition and Its Properties in the North Part ot
Ailao Mountain, Xu Yue, Zhang Shicong(Institute of Ecology, Academia Sinica, Kunming):
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The natural reservc ¢f Ailao Mountain is located in the west-central part of Yunnan provin-
ce, It is typically characterized by southern subtropical mountains, The vertical distribution cf
different scils is very clear, Analyses of soil samples indicate that the contents cof soil orga-
nic matter and humic acid and the ratio of HA/FA are positively correlated with the alti-

tude, but fulvic acid is in nepgative correlation,
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Fig.1 Vertical distribution of soil humus
compositions in Ailao Mountain
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Fig,2 Relationship in humus composition between
various soil types
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Fig.s Curve of optical density of humic acid
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Tab,3 Flocculation limit of humic acid in various soil_
on the east and west slopes of Ailao Mountain
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Fig,4 Cluster chart of optical density of humic acid
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