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ｓｉｔｉｖｉｔｙｏｆｓｏｉｌｅｒｏｓｉｏｎａｎｄａｌｓｏａｎｉｍｐｏｒｔａｎｔｐａｒａｍｅｔｅｒｆｏｒｐｒｅｄｉｃ
ｔｉｎｇｓｏｉｌｅｒｏｓｉｏｎ［４］．Ｆｒｏｍｂｏｔｈｄｏｍｅｓｔｉｃａｎｄｆｏｒｅｉｇｎｒｅｓｅａｒｃｈｅｓｏｎ
ｓｏｉｌｅｒｏｄｉｂｉｌｉｔｙ，ｗｅｃａｎｓｅｅｔｈａｔｔｈｅｉｒｃａｌｃｕｌａｔｉｏｎｍｅｔｈｏｄｓａｒｅｄｉｆ
ｆｅｒｅｎｔａｎｄｔｈｅｃａｌｃｕｌａｔｅｄｓｏｉｌｅｒｏｄｉｂｉｌｉｔｙｉｓａｌｓｏｖａｒｉｏｕｓ［５－７］．Ｉｎ
ｌｉｎｅｗｉｔｈｓｌｏｐｅｆａｒｍｌａｎｄｉｎＧｕｉｚｈｏｕｍｏｕｎｔａｉｎａｒｅａｓ，ｗｉｔｈｔｈｅａｉｄ
ｏｆｃａｌｃｕｌａｔｉｏｎｆｏｒｍｕｌａｏｆＷｉｓｃｈｅｍｅｉｅｒａｎｄＷｉｌｌｉａｍｓ，ｎｏｍｏｇｒａｐｈ，
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