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W W Hau¥OEHT 8 & (laser diffraction method, LD) 2 ¥ B T + B WRR #2343 #i (particle size distri-
bution, PSDYB A HF. R T X LDEMBEEEMERL R LK N PSDWERYE . RA LD AR EE
ARV EIEEMNARR 36 M LRFAARBZK 178 M LN PSDEHATTHE 541, 4
RER FREEEL LDESMET LN SR, FHEMAEEE 19.69% . MRME T LR ATR
SR FHRAEREDT N 14.66%# 5.13% ., LD LTS PSDERKEBEE LM th5r B8 260 11K
i, M TFRERSEENBEMEORD RS, BYT LDESRELAME PSDERHUH LA, B
IDEMEN PSDARAAHREEBRES HANENELMNERREEAL, EREX96.97% ~
98.71% M L MIT MM MG E 135 83. 15%.
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Comparative Study of Particle Size Distribution by Laser Diffraction Method and
Pipette Method in Black Soil Region of Northeast China
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Abstract; Laser diffraction method (LD method) has been regarded as an effective method of measuring soil
particle size distribution(PSD)in recent years. In order to compare PSD difference in measurements by LD
method and pipette method in black soil region, 178 soil samples collected from various layers of 36 soil pro-
files were analyzed by LD method and traditional pipette method. Results showed that, compared with pi-
pette method, clay content by LD method was under-estimated by 19.69%, and silt and sand contents were
over-estimated by 14. 66 % and 5. 13%, respectively. According to US soil texture classification, soil texture
varied from silt and clay texture to sand and silt texture, compared with pipette method. For clay, silt and
sand particles, three PSD transform models between LD method and pipette method were built. When the
transform models were used to revise PSD by LD method, the accuracy of measured PSD was 96. 97 % ~
98.71% and the accuracy of determined soil texture classification reached 83.15% by LD.
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TRFHE T IRBEFNFEZ — BT MR
REERE, N LIREL L REFEE . L RKD R
MEME R RTME S A EER W, MLE
J 3 B B E B T BORDRL R 4 7B (particle size dis-
tribution, PSD) 445, H M, PSD S FEMR S
HER w1 FE XN, TEkR, B TFLATHE
YA ST H I BB 40 W6 AT BT 3% (laser diffraction
method, LD)$ % F Stokes & # #1554t 77 & (R &
ERHEHRAEINEER NESEREZHNE
AZLMHLEERER S , B HHF LM PSD
e,

HBUE T Stokes & #t#9 + 30 #b 53 25 1 , 4K 38
ERNEZBBREASIEYNS LR, MARELTHE
AN EL KRB PSDERIERANERE 2
SR HAEERTEENATELAN AL RANTER
AR, KBEE KR R E 3900 BF 583 & Xt
LD %5\ ERZ BN ERFT THEIFT, AN
5£EREEMHE LD ENHNSBREFEERMA"HR
£,ESEBYEYOREREE LD 5REEN
BEREFTHBRMUUME,

MFPSDAMZLMHE . FREREEHEN
Ew AMARSGEAR LA ETRAETN LN
PSDERFAEBEARER. AULBIXENEENR
BEFES  ERERRLETHRAALERENM
ff, MEX™EN T REFHEFBR O L NEERR
e, 3 X el A = L IRB B R R T R Bk
. Bl A EBERMBIENBRREIAREHR
BERAENFRITR, A LD MR EE LS B#HT
PSD 43t LB R T E A RMER, BT LD
ExMER L PSD 0@ A, UBRBEER T
BEXAhE EHER - MW E ik, s — 2BV R

AR RERA TR ETHE TR RMNA B
(127°26'04"—127°32' 02" E, 45°43' 13"—45°51' 37"
N,ERRMERARIZNNERTIX, ZX it
AR, AR AR, TR B
ETEUFIU~T HERKEABER . BEEZHTXK . &8
BERTREHEZENTE, RBFREX FHKE
3.9C, EBW 48 d AR, EHRETHR N 548. 5
mm, EFELKEFHARY, ZELPTF 6—9 A,
HEFERKEN 8.7, TRXEMURBRENF,
SREEAN 23 UE . KA EABRLEAARLE
T, BESRIFEAFTHERRYRERRBD W
RIRBERLEREELZTAT 10~50 cm, B #1
RERELlg/m* EH,AVESE 1%~T%,

1 MRSk

1.1 #piEN

URBTIHARE1: 1 FiEERLMABEA N
JEHE,F 2008 £ 5 AERMM BB AT IERHER
AGER . MLRERRL P THE 2 M RESH
AREHE(E D, ZEEEH 6 MRBEE AR
THE 80 KA IR B B L ERE R B0
MBS HERSERE, RRERMNMHE L .
T 6 MRABEEAOE R FEPRAETHRERE
36 A - 3 BV b SR HE B T L BP X R F A S R
T A3 3R B A TR A B R 2 A
1.2 #RRRSWHLE

FHemt# M 0—5,5—10,10—20, 20—40, 40—60
mESANARRGBERE L WERI 178 4. LIRHE
ARRTBAALEE N . T AT 2 mm 3, B 6% H, O, B
AR EZXESE~4%, 3 &6 H.O AmAiEH
B PSD 43 #7680, 7€ LB i A 10 ml ¥ ¥ 0. 5 mol/L

LD B L Mo E BT F RN A ) NaOH , Fi 878 B % 4= 38 5 B T 404 5 15 min,
%1 RELTEENR
WE S BB R BR/m  BEK EE/(grom)  FE/(geem™)  HHE/Y%

127°32'02"E
127°28'02"E
127°28'19"E
127°28'10"E
127°28'12"E
127°28'35"E

45°45'53"N,
45°44'23"N,
45°47'29"N,
45°48'06"N,
45°43'48"N,
45°51'36"N,

BX-A
BX-B
BX-C
BX-D
BX-E
BX-F

158~177 30
169~195 30
136~155 30
138~158 30
189~210 28
125~147 30

2.696~2,753
2.699~2.756
2.601~2.671
2,537~2.644
2.659~2.730
2.626~2.733

1.07~1.43
1.05~1.59
0.98~1.48
0.92~1. 46
1.00~1. 46
1.09~1.41

1.37~2.83
0.35~2.40
2.11~5.20
1.37~7.47
0.78~2.65
1.08~4. 46

L3 MEfTHZE(LD)

BOERT 8 (LD) XFR/M A B SOE BT i, B %
f# Fraunhofer fif 53 3G f1 Mie 51 S B BRI
BEESTE RESUAEMBRNESHHELNSY
g0 AR R AR E DR XA R A5 Master-

Sizer 2000-MAL100902 (MS2000) i# 47 PSD 4 #7.
A2 R A He— Ne BE28 R ST 8L, B K b 633
nm LW RWEE 0. 02~2000 pm, REREHFFIFR
B} Hydro 2000MU(A), W€ BB MR
ARSI R RN, E BRI 5T % 0 1,533, 4 8
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57 8T 24 1. 330, MUK B A% 0. 1, 3 E 14 HA
ERAMBREZEFEEERE) #HEBREEN 2 200
r/min, & 7 3 5} 038 E O 16. 00, S #KRHE] 2 26 s,
1.4 BE¥=E

MELLMESER (L 1-2), H & B Stokes
ERTNENRVIERTNE, REESLAERL
WMEBRFFTMEFEN .
1.5 MEAR

BB R H SPSS 12. 0, BBt B R A
Sigma Plot 10. 0 #47.

2 AREGRE

2.1 LDESBAEME PSD % RS

21,1 Bh8o¥LtRFr BHTREEAR.XBEMN
LW 178 AL RS B9 PSD SRR BEHL B 35 M5
RATHR2 iR TR S, WRTEN 35 11
BAPSDAFNERBRERFERKER., ARE
B, IDEEATIROBN IR, KAEE
10.1%~28.5% , A4 19. 1906 M H & & TR
SR EEEEN 3. 6% ~22.3%,F113.38%; % F
PROUFERMGHAR, SAEEENY 2.8%~10.3%, F
BH% 5. 81% . XA 178 A 130 & H R B
ER PSD AR R SRVLER A 35 4~ L

. T, . \@
o AY A) A) " Y " A} A A) A) Al
100 90 8 70 60 50 40 30 20 10 O
PR (2~0.05mm) /%

sl PSD v REA—B. B 1—2 %8, % F 178
AEWEER LD RFEGEME T LRNHN S R
2¢) , flA 08 BF 10. 15% ~36.29% , ¥ P £i519. 69 % 5
AR B T AR R & B (B 2b), R A4 W
K 3.63%~33.25%, %1 14. 66%; X FHOR b7l #¢
FERMSAL (A 22, BAEEEH0.04% ~10.35%,
FHHEE S5 13%.,
2.1.2 BEHsHEkst LR THER HHR
B 7% o 3 4 S iy 73 25 1 (USDA ) 1 3 S0k B 48 43
JBRL(2~0. 05 mm) BAL(0. 05~0. 002 mm) FIRER
(<0.002 mm)3 &, MABH LD EMBREENE N
TRFHEE D, HE 1T, LDESREERS
PSD &R AZ ML ME B A AHFE. BF LD EEM
THNEFERIR, MRMGHBNE R, SEWNE LR
Hp AR TR B B OR =) 8 D T ), B 1 S 4 eh
FLEIBRMR L), KB RRE NN,
ULFAHME SR RS RUR
TMFHLHHA—-BHRA RE LDEE#TL
WA PSD AP RA — MRS BHMNEHE
MARRHEBEATHRANET Stokes /A TN /F b
HERG, TTH LD MNELRH#T—ENHRHBRE
BVETHRERARGSSBRO L NER LR
GH—L Wk,

04 T T u T T 1 Y
100 9 8 70 60 50 40 30 20 10 O
PRQ~0.05mm)/%

18+, 281, 3B L, 4B SL, BN TR S O MBI, 10BN L1 BHEL; 12NT
M1 BEE(a)5 LDk (b)TNEGME(REEN)LE

2.2 LD x5BE % PSD HRMB
2.2.1 #agyegs FAARPIEHREELE
BB 2 A B AR B (E 2), 8 PSD#58R,
AR EUABRAMNEXRERAREREME),
ERREHEBHBE AR I HELRARIFHELRK
R. BUAHNETEENEKBRBEENT.

(1) S FPR(2~0.05 mm):

Vand =0. 4772 0oa — 0. 249
(r=0. 474, P<<0.01,n=178) (1)
(2) %tF#BLC0.05~0.002 mm):
Yau=117.671—0. 756z,
(r=—0.566, P<<0.01,n=178) (2)
(3) %t FHiM (<0.002 mm) .
Yy =57.945— 1. 470z,
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(r=-—0.406, P<<0.01,n=178) (3) R Vs Veir Yy —— FHEBE B IBERTH TR
HFRB LM BE U R LR FEEXER BER B AN AR’ (%) Tunts Lt Tay——5

BRI BATHE. BlE LD 35378 6B  BHR0 #0 80 B X3 R i R B
ychy=100_(yund+y'aih) (4) ﬁgg(%)e 3

2 LDEEBRE.PSD /AR

% B/ RE/% LD /% BE/%
was (geem™) BE BE MR i TR BE R FEH PR BE BN
BX-A-A-1 2.753 7.0 66.8 26.2 MM 1.9 72,1 16.0 ¥l 49 53 —10.1
BX-A-A-2 2.754 5.5 64.7 20.9 MEM 12,4 722 153 M 6.9 7.6 —14.5
BX-A-A-3 2.734 4.8 63.2 32,0 BMEEM 125 72.3 152 iR 7.9 9.1 —16.8
BX-A-A-4 2.738 6.2 64.2 29.6 MBI 13.4 71.8 14.8 BN 7.3 7.5 —14.8
BX-A-A-5 2. 781 5.5 66.4 28.1 MEW 15.8 700 14.2 ¥ 10.3 3.6 —14.0
BX-A-B-1 2.738 7.2 62.5 30.2 WMER 11,8 7.9 16.3 ¥k 45 9.4 —13.9
BX-A-B-2 2.744 6.9 61.9 3.2 MEM 11.4 723 16.3 #iK 4,5 10.5 —14.9
BX-A-B-3 2.729 3.9 63.8 32.3 MBI 111 726 16.2 M 7.3 8.8 —16.1
BX-A-B-4 2.711 1.6 64.5 34,0 MEM 106 729 16.5 #iK 9.1 8.4 —17.5
BX-A-B-5 2.752 2.3 61.2 36.4 BMEM 8.8 76.8 14.4 MK 6.5 15.6 —22.0
BX-A-C-1 2.714 5.2 617 33.1 BEM 111 73.3 157 BR 59 1.6 —17.5
BX-A-C-2 2,707 5.3 6L.6 33.1 BMEN 8.8 74.8 16.4 iR 3.5 13.1 —16.7
BX-A-C-3 2. 696 3.8 6l.4 347 BIFM 7.8 775 147 MK 4,0 161 —20.0
BX-A-C-4 2,706 4,1 56,4 39.5 WER 7.4 78.3 14.2 MK 3.3 220 —25.3
BX-A-C-5 2,734 2.6 57.3 40.1 ®E+ 8.3 785 13.1 M 5.7 2.3 —27.0
BX-B-A-1 2.699 4,2 55,9 39.9 MEL 7.5 757 16.8 Kl 3.3 19.9 —23.1
BX-B-A-2 2.721 5.0 55.1 39.9 B®+ 7.8 755 16.7 K3l 2.8 20.4 —23.2
BX-B-A-3 2.713 2.6 57.8 39.5 ME+ 7.1 7.1 , 15,7 MR 4.5 19.3 —23.8
BX-B-A-4 2.756 0.3 57.6 42.1 BE+ 7.4 788 13.8 MK 7.1 21,2 —28.3
BX-B-A-5 2,744 2.4 55.9 41.7 BEL 8.6 78.2 13.2 MK 6.2 22.3 —28.5
BX-B-B-1 2,722 2.3 60.8 36.9 MEM 9.6 740 16.4 ¥HK 7.3  13.2 —20.5
BX-B-B-2 2.718 4.0 6.8 34.1 HEM 9.7 73.9 16.4 MK 57 12,1 —17.7
BX-B-B-3 2.723 3.6 6l.2 353 MEWM 9.3 74.8 159 #im 5.8 13.6 —19.4
BX-B-B-4 2.746 2.6 63.0 34.4 WEMN 8.7 765 14.7 MK 6.1 13.5 —19.7
BX-B-B-5 2.744 2.4 58.9 38.7 BEW 8.1 77.5 14.4 BN 57 18.5 —24.3
BX-B-C-1 2,709 3.7 611 35.2 BMEM 9.1 75.2 15.7 MK 5.4 141 —19.5
BX-B-C-2 2.700 4.7  61.0 34.3 MBI 10,0 74.0 15.9 @M 5.3 13.0 —18.3
BX-B-C-3 2.702 1.9  62.5 35.6 MM 9.5 740 16.4 K 7.6 1.5 —19.2
BX-B-C-4 2.710 2.8 62.8 344 HEM 7.4 76,9 15.7 #N 4.6 14.1 -—18.7
BX-B-C-5 2.723 2.4 58,2 39.4 MEM 7.7 78.0 14.3 HIK 5.3 19.8 —25.1
BX-C-A-1 2.671 7.2 62.9 29.8 BB 14.4  70.6 151 BE 7.1 7.7 —14.8
BX-C-A-2 2.661 6.3 66.1 27.6 MEIN 14.5 70.0 15.5 #iK 8.2 40 —12,2
BX-C-A-3 2, 648 6.3 63.3 30.4 MEM 12,7 70.6 16.7 MK 6.4 7.3 —13.7
BX-C-A-4 2.633 5.7 59.5 34.8 MIMN 10,0 73.1 16.9 M 4.3 13.6 —17.9
BX-C-A-5 2,632 52 56.4 38.5 8.4 75.7 16.0 3.2 19,3 -—22.5

EAF e %%

ERAXEREBLRTHIBEM(USDA) ;RN LDESHEERERERZE,



138 Kt EFEER

g

—
L2
[- -4
o

[
(=)

o
o

W
[~
o

BRREEH S HOADE)/%

PREBASHLDE)I%
o

& (- [ ] =
= (=] (= 8
T T T
AN
N,
)
N,
N\
\
N,

[ d
o
N\,
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DRREBESHBRRE)/%

BRRBESLOREE)%

60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
BRREE S LORWE)/%

B2 LDEAEREEENENTHXXRE

2.2.2 HMABE LD HEMB KT FBHR 38
AFHARD . RXQ)  RWBGTHR.RBELS
ERGERAHSE. EdXMEHREEREH LN
FABEADSREEHNENERE 1l #TH
THEAKBREEN LN RENARRBEERD .
Hh , FRARBRERE0.05%~9.00%, ¥
REEZE 3.03%  RENEHRAMN /6 LA RN E
BB EREE 0.01%~8.23%, %1 2.22% , &N
HBRNW 1T EA DHEABRFHEMTREN
L29% BN 1/4 £, LDEMEGEREHK

BEBRIER. A U8 ML RFM S REEHESR.

— B0, #0503 6 X T 3k 83, 1506, T 55 4) 30
AR OB R R SR

0. 1 . -— /
100 9 80 70 60 SO 40 30 20 10 O
BR(2~0.05mm)/%
1P 2P L. 3RL, 4 DM S 6 BN,
TN SN ORNN: I0BNL, L1 BN, 12%L

M3 LDEAHRGRELMMIEH(REN)

2.2.3 MYMHEARE FHRARERADE.
BRMBREFE-ENEEXR A5HARRKE
gy FEF, LDESREEERRA
FRNZRYMERRY G, XNERSHMHEXX
RAJTHRHERRGR. HEENERN AR

EETRERY - HENZIBEUERB /I
B, Rt EEHRERMAFHIEF Linda H'2
REMBEEERRR B MBS RREH. B
B.AN LD MUY PSDEREAEELE — ¥
BARRP W FARERMN - WA KELY
GRE AN FRER,

3 ik

IDEMENBREBREREELMEMHEIER
HAlAEFERUAT LA FE.

(D BREMKNER. LD %2 M Fraunhofer fi
SIS Mie BTSN EFN N LBEHR KB
BRI R IE S s MR B L 2 T Stokes EHR LIS
DEREEF Y EMNE T REN Y BER, RSN
BITTRERR . — MR U, B RL B ) ORI PR L F
BRI, MR BRERUZHRT YN AR 2R N
BAANER, 2 RERT AR, EAYEEN TS
Uik, IR E R BN R AN EERMORH™ . &
L TENE & A BONBLR A 1 HE e, RN R A O
VipgatEER, BAWMHERHAERBEERENE
RS EH8E LD A I K TERERN R4, =
4 LDE“BMAE"HREEBNAR. A5 %E LD E#T
PSD e AR B E M BRF HEHR K TRERR
BERE RO NMIERRBEENSBEREE X,
WA T R A RS,

R, LD 3 SR EB:ME PSD Mg &5 Ry By
AR(MENUBRIR . FRENFRIB )BTRS
BENIBRERNEHR,

() MEMEALRERESRNER, LDESR
® 74T PSD #r et A A A3 B 7 B BLR
B35 BT SR B 69 MS2000 056K BE 43 47 (X W & 5 B
% 0.02~2000 pum, MBEEERERL L BAWEH B
NEE., Bt . EMEESPRPIBR SR AHE
B AR ES T EEMNA HERMELRE
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HENTBNEAR. 5 —H®E.LDESRERHAN
PSD 4} #r it 2 T A 61 B3, 77 W 5€ BB A2 B9 4 5
ZREK. MS2000 B6HE 2 4 40 AT H B2 4 5
BER 101 M FHERNBL (<2 pm) oK 39
& B, AT PSD 7§75 RE B R B IF A A Bobr
WAER. MBEHEN - BUEHE<] pm, 1~2

—— LD
« LDE: REAR BX-D-C-5 | 20
AT . BEERRAR
% 3} 605
& 4o§
1 20
OJ - . 0
10° 100 100 100 100 10°

NE/pm

pym,2~5 pm ,5 ~10 pm,10~50 pm,50~100 pm,
100~250 #m,250~500 pm,500~1 000 um #1 1 000
~2000 pm % 10 RAFHE B, I BE<] pm 8
SHTREN BB —BABFHS. L, E#fT
PSD 2+ #rit i FHRIR AW BE R AR, i W EA —
ERERE D,

T Tmme S
+ LD E-A-
AF - mEEREAR S BX-E-A-2 1go

#®B%

Qb 0
107 100 100 100 10° 10

B4 LDEESWEEPSDHHERLR

4 G

g5t LD MR EERE 36 M LRI WA
FEKK 178 ML PSD R ERNE, BRMT
g,

(D) 5HEEHL. LD ERAET L ROENS
B,PHEMEEEN19.60% ; N BMA TSR
14.66.% ,

(2) LD B: B 18 PSD 45 3 ¥ & B9 + 3 5 st A0 Xt
FREE SR @B J7 8, B+ 585 b By 85 + A4
JB OB L) SRR R .

3) LDESHEELRENEELSBAEGR
BERREMIEE R BB OB & B 4 sC Wi 8] 2
AR EETEN AR LR — RS
SRTRERNITH.

(4 BT LDEEREE PSD #HHBA . v,
=0, 477 Zpupa — 0. 249, ¥ =117, 671 —0. 756 Zyic » ¥ etay
=100— (Y + ). ZRIE, LD HERESEREL
EEREBEZEMBLEREMNREEMEE 1. 29% ~
3.03% , FE 4 J5 H 5 1 40 b A ME B 3R 5K 83. 15 %%,

(5) LD B:ARAL BB R A i X g ip o170,
M Stokes ERMWLLRABRELFFERHEEE
B, BEKTEFTERNEANTE.
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