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Abstract
Zhucheng were studied, and the soil nutrient shortages in the cities were analyzed and evaluated, so as to provide a basis for land use planning,
crop yield and scientific fertilization in Zhucheng.[ Method ] This study used ArcGIS software to study the spatial distribution of soil nutrients in
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[ Objective ] The pH value, organic matter, effective nitrogen, available phosphorus and rapidly available potassium in the soils of

cities.[ Result ] The average soil pH value of Zhucheng City was 6.10, and the average values of organic matter, effective nitrogen, available
phosphorus and rapidly available potassium were 16.95 ¢/kg, 108.58 mg/kg, 60.36 mg/kg and 168.35 mg/kg, respectively. [ Conclusion ]In
general , the soils in Zhucheng are acidic, the soil organic matter content is at an appropriate level, the effective nitrogen and rapidly available

potassium content are at a rich level, and the available phosphorus content is extremely rich.
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