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Abstract: By taking disturbed slopes as research sites, soil quality characteristics during community succes-

sion on disturbed slopes were studied by the method" space substitute for timé' . The main conclusions are as

follows: During the process of vegetation restoration, soil moisture rose and soil bulk density declined,

which indicate that soil physical properties were gradually improved. Soil organic matter, total nitrogen,

available nitrogen, soil microbial biomass carbon(MBC), soil microbial biomass nitrogen(MBN) and soil res-

piration showed an upward tendency, while total phosphorus and total potassium showed a stable state.

Available phosphorus and available potassium in vegetation restoration succession increased in prophase and

then decreased to a tendency toward stabilization. Soil microbial respiratory rate showed an upward trend

with succession. Soil activation became more and more evident.
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