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Soil water and salt content profiles in Mongolian rangeland related to soil degradation
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Fig.1 Schematic comparison of water content profiles
and annual average water fluxes in soil between
humid and arid climate in case of deep groundwater
welting point, 0 field capacity water
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Fig.2 Profiles of soil water content, salt content (1:1EC) and salt concentration (EC) of soil water at
plots in Hustai National Park and in Gobi Step near Tugrik.
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