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Fig. 1. The distribution of different

monosaccharides in soils.
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Fig.2. The relationship between total content of
carbohydrates and soil aggregate diameter.
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Fig. 3. Changes in carbohydrates and alkaline

phospholipase with time.
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Fig. 4. The relationship between monosacchardes

and soil micwobial biomass carbon.
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Fig. 5. The extraction content of clay by two different

treatment metho ds.
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Fig. 6. The sensitivity of two ratios to

different biotic treatment methods.
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THE DISTRIBUTION AND ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECT
OF CARBOHYDRATE IN SOIL

Guo Jingheng Piao Hechun Liu Qiming
(The State Key Laboratory of Environmental Geochemistry, Institute of Geochemistry,
Chinese Academy of Sciences Guiyang 550002)

Abstract

Carbohydrate is the most important and decomposable soil organic matter. Many studies have shown
that the changes of carbohydrate can serve as a sensitive indicator to the overturn and decomposition of or-
ganic matter. Moreover, its existence can enhance the stability of soil aggregates. Consequently, much
more attention should be paid to the studies of it. The objectives of this paper are to give a comprehensive
introduction to carbohydrate and to set forth the distribution and environmental effect of different sugars in
soil.
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