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Prediction of spatial distribution of soil organic matter at provincial scale
with neural network
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(1.College of Land Resource and Environment, Jiangxi Agricultural University/Key laboratory of Poyang Lake Watershed Agriculiural Resources and Ecolo-
gy, Nanchang 330045, China; 2.Southern Regional Collaborative Innovation Center for Grain and Oil Crops in China, Changsha 410000, China)

Abstract: Soil organic matter (SOM) is one of the most important indicators of soil quality. Accurate spatial infor-
mation about SOM at provincial scale is critical for farmland use and soil environmental protection. In this study, BP neural
network combined with ordinary Kriging ( BPNN-OK), RBF neural network combined with ordinary Kriging ( RBFNN-
OK), and ordinary Kriging (OK) were adopted to predict the spatial distribution of SOM in Jiangxi province. It has great
significance for the model selection of spatial interplotation and precision optimization of SOM. 16 109 soil samples were
collected and randomly divided into two groups, as modeling samples ( 12 887) and validation samples (3 222). Three

methods generated similar SOM maps. The prediction
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model combined with ordinary Kriging could capture the complex spatial variation of SOM in provincial scale. This method

provides a useful tool for the accurate prediction of soil properties in Jiangxi province.
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Fig.1 Distribution of farmland surface soil sampling sites(a) and DEM (b) of Jiangxi province
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Table 1 Descriptive statistics of soil organic matter ( SOM )
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Fig.2 Histogram of the SOM and the SOM residuals from RBF and BP regression
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Table 2 Semi-variogram parameters of log-transformed SOM and predicted residuals by BPNN and RBFNN
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Table 3 Correlations between actual values and predicted values by neural network model and ordinary Kriging
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.3 (P<0.05) 5 ™ FRM et i (P<0.01)



TTMAREE 3RS R S HILIT 2 (8] 43 A ) 22 190 4 2 )

833

24 RERBEITFN

TORS BE AT 45 5 (3R 4) 3R W, 12 F Pl 48 N 2%
AT SOM 75 [1] 43 A FU /) J7 % ( BPNN-OK Fil
RBFNN-OK ) 20 g ft 73838 oo B 4 e, AN 254
TSR F 58 v B 4 k1T LA, BPNN-OK
XF SOM i 4% S ) RMSE .MAE .MRE 53 7 B
GV LAY AR T 22.90% | 25. 13% , 28. 56%
RBFNN-OK 735 FAR T 22. 03% 24. 06% .27. 61%,
A T 25 S, BPNN-OK % SOM 51l 4%
F4 SOM FlA ERE R L
Table 4 Precisions of different approaches for predicting SOM

() RUSE MAE MRE 5538 5 B4 v Fo A 43 FRAIR
T 28.66% .30. 71% .34. 76% , RBFNN-OK 43 | &A%
T 27.76% .29. 14% 33. T1% , M\ 4= EBEE s 00 4%
HF , BPNN-OK X} SOM it Jlll 5 5 i) RMSE . MAE |
MRE 535 38 5 B &3 W BIFR R T 23.53%
25.48% 28. 84% ,RBFNN-OK 43 HIFEAK T 23.25% |
25.31% .28.98% , i P& M AR 4T SOM %5
() -7 TOOIAS BEAS 21 T 8k B S B

) Wt B AR jlli=e STk Es ol
oA Jrik
RMSE MAE MRE RMSE MAE MRE RMSE MAE MRE
SOM 0K 6.99 5.61 21.04 7.71 6.22 23.82 7.14 5.73 21.60
RBFNN-OK 5.45 4.26 15.23 5.57 4.37 15.79 5.48 4.28 15.34
BPNN-OK 5.39 4.20 15.03 5.50 4.31 15.54 5.46 4.27 15.37

OK .RBFNN-OK ,BPNN-OK .3 3 1F .

K3 Bon,3 Rh5 X SOM 23 [] 434 Y 1) 45
FAEH AL, 5358 58 B 4 A L, RBFNN-OK Al
BPNN-OK 2% 44 % 3 7 B 4 vk 76 T 3 1) 100 0 5
2% MR BE T TR 2 B0 B B A #A . A
) 0] 1. RBFNN-OK 1 BPNN-OK T3 iil] &% Jt oy
SOM ()7 [B) 43 i 5 385 38 5 B 4 96 T 205 SR R 42
I, EAREE S A6 A 24, 1B RBFNN-OK FI BPNN-
OK il SOM 1145 [a] 3 A AT A5 BEAR 5 o MAAROUE A JiE
% :RBFNN-OK FI BPNN-OK Tiilll SOM #4723 ] 43 4
i IR T o L (S AR A R A AN
R XE LU & 28 T2 T SOM 23 8] 434 (1 Bl )

OK

RBFNN-OK

SOM& it (g/kg)

P30 o HEL 4 3 TN 45 SR AP 3, ME L R ik SOM Y
23 ()R A B T A 28 0 4% 7 v 0 25 SR v AT AR
Hebed  BETE— 2 R AR B SOM #Y 25 [ 48 S 4
fiE, 7EAF R B, SOM 114 23 [] AR G % ¥ Bl R
(F2), A0 oI PRt A o EL 40 4 ) 77 3%

i 5 LA LA IR SOM % 2 58 AR I XAk, T A

25 28 T7 AR S SOM Ay 2 (8] [H AH OCHE FISZ I SOM
MHE R AELBIEAE B (P, P, Py P,) = FE R
JEE [ s 499 A 28 I Z5 A5 700 | BB RIS 54 155 SOML 25 (1]
Ay AT TR FE {5 SOM 2 8] 43 A ASE4U B A & 5 b

SOM& it (g/ke) e B SOM¥ it (g/kg)

m 4359 m 44.27 mm 44.33
15.83 14.29 14.08
—— km
0 50100 200 300 400 500

JITE4A SOM ZE D fHmfills R

&3
Fig.3 Spatial distribution of SOM in Jiangxi province predicted with different approaches



834 o9 &b 2 W

2017 4F % 33 % 4 M

3 9 e

XS SOM (1473 8] 43 A1 A5 40 e e
TN BEAT SOM Xy il [ 3t 2 ad Rl K +
HE A5 00842 5 B T A Rl A, S T Je LAt - 43¢
PR TAEM AR Z —, P 5WIEE R AE SOM
R S e b B9 i R A ' B A
ZARAIVERT, L SOM 3 AU 5T T AL 2005 L& fY
"R,

1 T SEAE R Y S 2 M A A A P A K
— e R BRI (R SOM 76— 7 i Fi N
FEAE 28 0] [ DG E , 3X J2 25 0] [ A ¢ B8 B 2
Bl AAWRIEA R R (U T H AR AR () y)
AN FE A 15 208 15 S5 14 28 X 248 AR 25 ] A
USRS AR IR 22 F K™ Tl A 3B DA 7 5
QAT A5 S A0 22 I 28 5L BE RS 7 29 T S K ) 1
0T SE I S S e A M T s ] A R
HAMIFAR -8, X R T2 M EA R
SR SRS RE 7, BE LT RORS B AR RS 2 R 5,
IHEXT SOM LS 2R, | TG J38 1S Jo P Py ik 24
BONPRAR  AEAS BN 7 vk rp 3 v T R N
Pt e B ALY, B SR R0 18 1 <18 30T AH O
SRAE 5 i P (LA R SR 0 AR R, T s ) 50
SR GRS HIZ TN IE A 5 I I 5 FI4R i

FENIRNA R T v A B RS TR %
PFZ SRR ST R AU G il 252 J2 0L IR 2 i K LA
L BTINRS B2 i {1 A5 280 2 Py g e 3 1 5[]
SRR R P AR 22 550 BRI AR AN
AERSHEE SOM S LA R (xc, y) iR IBEE LA K
RIEAER (P, Py Py P,) Z I B S 2 AR L B
F T HARFRZE A7 R 25 18] A A SC RIS B0 T 58530 4
22 265 T 5% 2 R AT 3w HL A ML, 08 TR
R U 45 ) 1 R B LA ) 2 RIS L, 3 D) 48
SOM FEAE LB S AR BE AL AL S i T i TR,

AR T HIE 2552 2%, SOM 11445 8] 43 A il
M55 b AT JE M T I 1 MRS 5 B 5 LAY
SOM ZE[a] 5 B, 75 W) b 8 2 5 3 SOM i vy wlid
AT . ABTZEG A N 55 200 (5 B A 22
P L ASTHY REAS FAT AL SOM S s vk | 1% I B4 T
A8 ve Ak . A EURE N HHZE SOM =3 [H]
OI ARG SRR T R LA S 3 R A | FLAt s E PR 4
TR AL F 58 1 R S5 R 16 2 (]

Fm AR S SOM &= ICA BB VIR, iR
A BGOSR, B R 5 A 2 Rl 2
R4 | [l ASBF ST R B DEM 43 B 344, AR By
NG AR AV Ry AR A R WA 2 R PR R
o HA AV PR AR Oy kR, S 5 R
AR A TATZE 0 56 R DL K4S R X SOM 43
A VE NI, A RetE— D5 S A U T SOM /Y
243 [ 4373 TN 45 Aot LT e i S BR8] 3 A

AW LATL VG A B3 2 SOM 5 it S BiF 53 %
53T BP Bl 28 W 45 45 A 5 5 5 T B 4 45 A
(BPNN-OK) RBF #1258 [0 2 R 1 5533 7 FlL 4 45 4
1 (RBFNN-OK) , I Fi 1 B AR B (x, y) | R A2 B
PLRABIERE G B (P, Py Py (P AR S 1 4 A
AR X SOM 23 [R] 43 AR A T TN, 5353 v BL 4 9%
PEATXT LG, X3 22243 AR A5 000 45 S 11 5% 2 4y
Mret LW AR B T, BPNN-OK 75X} SOM i
MG R IR 2E S xf iR 2 PSR x5 22
A 5E v B4 1k 4 Ol BE AR T 28.66% |, 30. 71%
34.76%, RBFNN-OK 7% 4 % & Ik T 27.76%
29.74% 33.71%, W LIE i, B2 45 1 R 25 15 %
T o HL 4 VA TOUONDRS B B 0 W v ATk R
AT R AR UREE TR A g 5 14 2 [ A 7R U
W ERARES |

S

[1] McBRATNEY A B,PRINGLE M ]J. Estimating average and propor-
tional variograms of soil properties and their potential use in preci-
sion agriculture[ J]. Precision Agriculture,1999,1(2) :125-152.

[2] DAI W,HUANG Y. Relation of soil organic matter concentration to
climate and altitude in zonal soils of China[J]. Catena,2006,65
(1):87-94.

[3) BT JTET. AL ORI 53 25 b Bl 3
KRR I [T ], RO R =240, 2000,5(5) :59-66.

(4] i 5K, AR, %, 8 LR E B - Ry as A
RRAE B T —— AR PG4 R 1 E oA [ 7] 2% 4, 2008,45
(4) :577-584.

(51 XI=uk, X0 f# AT, 45 3T B 5 A1 R-STPS Akt
EHEAHUT BN R [ J]. R AL 4R, 2015,46 (1) : 133-
137.

(6] #ATOIM, A, RRER, 45, JLatRBIX +HeA LB A B 25
AR5 N HSGE M KR [T]. s E AL, 2006,39(4) :764-771.

(7] W vk, EACR, BRHAE =, 55 10 T4 AR - ek e 43 A K 78
BT )] . AEA5H,2003,23(7) :1321-1327.

(8] Jo 745, 5KELH] Th4 iR, 55, B A SRS X B bt - 345 LT
= [RREIT T (1], 12l 2014,51(6) :1270-1281.



TTAREE - 3 SRR S HILIS 2 18] 53 A A 22 19 46 0 835

[9]

[10]

[11]

¥R RAER A B EINE TR AR SR
(B A A RRAE ) ] LT AR B4 ,2015,43(3) :323-326.

XUARHE , ZEROK , Mz e, 25 iU T DR X A HLBRI SR 23
Af s AR ST )] b B A S AR, 2014(4) 1 24-28.

it sk 38 Je, A T R FMEIAL ET Kriging
WA BT 2s AR [ 1], 0 A AR A 25, 2015,26 (6) -
1649-1656.

7O 715 S AR T S o AT e s P B (0 ok S W
2T T]. TR, 2015,38(5) :994-1003.

o i T Landsat8 328 BRI 5 A AbHS b X+ 547 LR
i SO EIE[ )] LR R ,2016,44(12) 1 415-419.
SRk R AR R, AR FRE AL IR 4 Fr g XNk £ 45
FPLT A E] o AR T . BB £ 5T, 2016,29(3) : 382-
390.

SO L MR R R M. des TP E
Al H JiRAt:,2006.

EES MR, £ BT, N4 BP 2 W % 4T H (]
e [ AE AT [ T]. Al TR 44 ,2004,20(3) :35-39.

O, EE4, A UK, 5 BT GARBF Mm% 1
BB AR AE T A FIE [ 7] . 13241, 2010,47 (1) ; 42-50.
AR, E B4 EREE, 5. T MR i b ERZE L
BT LS Wl Ap A A [ 7] MbERRL R ,2012,27(2) -
175-184.

W, T A, SR, 4 3T A T2 W 4 1 + 3 PR
FrEE RIS )] R, 2009,46(3) ¢ 391-397.
A, B4 ERAE, S5 JET RBE M2 R4 R + 34 HLR

[21]

[22]

(28]

[29]

[30]

25 AR SEAF T i [ 1] Aol TARE2#4,2010,26( 1) ; 87-93.
WO, KA, H 4R, %, 3T GARBF #2245 (8 Hh +
B as 28 S A [ 0] Aol TR 44, 2012,28 (16) -
158-165.

ZEARL, B4 R SR A DT U RBF M 46 %
M s A B Y 1R 25 0 AT [ ] 524, 2008,45(2)
360-365.

T B ()4 103 vk A 9F 9 B SE A 2 0 o vl 4 17
[ D].JFE TR K2, 2010.

R8s SRR, BE 4R [ 4R b B 3R 4 ()4 £ B J LA ) R
[J]. HbFRWFST ,2004,23(4) ; 425-432.

SRFAME, TS0 5k A, AR TR R RN R B T+ e 5
SrZSla A [ ], 4Ol TARAR ,2010,26(5) :188-194.
ZEARL, E B4 o ST, A5 B T 1 28 T 8 S AT H 5t 12
TR s A AR N [ 7] A A2 HR,2013,24(2)
459-466.

AR Z RS T N B IX A R R 4 A0 A BT 5T
[ D] A2 . Ui gl K2 ,2013.

TZA%8 RPN, JE PT84 2R 14 43 ) AR SRR
[J]. HuFRBFSY ,2001,20(2) : 161-169.

2, T B 4, RS, A e g IX R A LB 23 1) 43 A 15 0
R ZE L TR [ 1] Al BRBERL 242441k, 2012,31(12) 1 2451-
2458.

AR E uk, AL AR N ST 4 I 4 A T 4 4
23 () AR SEAFFE [ ], 3% 4] 2004 ,41(3) :471-475.

(WS RER)





