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Dy=b+aFE/T (2)

AH, Dy AP TIHBIE (me), E AT HsIEE,
T ALIMPIBYREL (kPa), o,b ARB R HAEE
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BT T MR I R R, AR A
g, [ERFIKEEARAERAER. W Ren-
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FERBA 570, Fart 8 gb— B B T g,
AN, FER. A8 R AR KX I K AT R T #Y
B, MBS BT T 3 LR R R R, 15
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X, o ARMARBE, 7., v 7514 LIRAUK K
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L, 0 ARMAREE, N HTEEERY,
HAF SRR (19). FEREG M-8R e A R
WER— TR, MBS, AE, KR £
WK, BIRABZEHE GWE), UL T IRERRK
FRFENAFMSCE, —RIGHT TR IRBER
FRAERVAE 41.5° ~ 50° JEEIA. #3583 HE R
B2, W DA RMEE 45° AR ARKE. |
HTRMmRER NI 5m, B SHR MR
BIE 25° EAREA 0. XUATREIER1F £ L6 55
R EA 20 ZEMEEFE (KELE RN A
BIHROE). M, IR R R BRI R PR
WG TALHEGR, BNFEEENR ERRRE. F
FAZ A BRI B IR AN PGE R R T HE— P W 3L
BRVF, DA T S0 50 A0 R I Sk} 1 4 B 43 AT

6 EiEFHHREE

TIPS 2 F B E i
@, RETREHA, XA R Bl 5 LR R
MEMR MO A BRI 3 8. T LI MW
Ry Rs e, mEERL, RENEMRER
HAEEHLYPEFE, 1 FBE L S s me BN g r
KEKR. H 20 g 50 FRLK, EHrEAET
HERXEMEAEE TR M 50 AR, Wis-
chmeier & A& T EEH 21 MM 36 PHEX K 200 £

A/NX G 6 500 PR HEL, 8250 M NXEE HIER
PhPERAT 2 500 REFERER P RIBEE, & EE
RNEHEPH & 317 2 EERRE 4, B8 T+
Bk /578 (universal soil loss equation, USLE)®0l,

IR B B AR 2R R
A=RKLSCP (21)
K, A ABRMEREFETFHLRALE (e

m~%a"'); R = EI HREWERMmS, K4 E HEW
shtE (kgm/m?mm), E = 1.213 4 0.8901g I, I K
# (mm/h); K A TEEMWMER P L = (2/22.13)
APERNT, o RIFR, @ 4K (m); S =0.065+
0.0455 -+ 5,006 552 AWENT, s AETE S, C
AEPAYEE T, Q. (EYMRERE. SR
B, BpiaiE. (ERARY). BMWAHIERS PR
TIRRFFEHE F, 18 XA €I TG LR AR
K B AR I SRR B LA

REGBRBRZ AEH L BIRATTE, HHE
BERETEEBELKDAMX. HYEEEHT
0% ~ 7% MSFE T .  USLE TRBHEHENR
LB SUR, AR TREZME, ~afmanm &
RER I ERSEE BRI ERES MR, mH
b IE ¥ W A2 EAR B A, B TR R 4
KERREFROEETRZA. B, XHESGHE
KIEWLAE— B RIBING, IR R HRBA— M EHLL
MIPIRAER.  Renard 25 A BY I\ 1985 57T 14, £
4, BT A LR R RUSLE
(revised universal soil loss equation). RUSLE {%§
T USLE 3REIEAESX, B MEFHOHERT
Bt VREWERM B FEXEER, Pe T i
ATl R R AR AL, AR R TR T
ST RN, T EEMEER R T FEE
Sririk, ¥ C AT R AFET, MR
#=THET, WRABFEF, HEREETHETF, 1E
KFHEF, NENFETFHAATHIEL, EAF
MUBIR TR & FORIGEX P EFH
.

USLE K RUSLE FE—HFHES, EHRA
ERK W T UENYE, T2 EEKHBIIAT USLE
TR, M EAERFESKRIERTE . HHT
HEARKIR AR BB, EARAEEKE, A%
HENEFRHEL R — PR, TE
%, RUSLE ##I7: 3 B th AT EIH & 8 B2, &
U B RUSLE2 A8 2 2003 EH AN H. A
R— T windows B O F WM FRER. K380
KGR A TR B R A aa @, Bi-ER
FESTELLR A BAL N H K b
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ZEZHEHXNRELBRNRGELR, WE5H T
—EH R WBUHSH K. MEEEE 5 R
TH T R RGBSR W USSR, 4
FIXTHE, JRANEER L T AR FEE. Kb
REWNE, BRKFZERKFBETFARAR

51.1
57 (0.15

X M, AFEBRMEEL (t/km?), C AHEBE
(%), P ARBRTWHEWE (mm), I ARREWFLIT
3 (mm/min), S YR (%), Pa AR HE KR
(%), L A3 (m).

o B R 22 B PG ALK L R FAT R 4 3

M, = 3.27 x 1075 (EI3)'-57 5106 (23)

Pl.2[1.5§0.26P2.48L0.01 (22)

Kb M, HEEREEH (e/m’), B HEW
g6E (kgm/m?), Iso 4 30min MR K& T BT
(mm/min); S AHHE (°).

Bpf#f% USL® Fii RUSLE P ET X BHIEMN
SRR, WAEERI MY e X — B ] B B =
B, THRAMERMIBPHEENBLIRE. b
HRME) I RPROREEN, BXBEH¥
EMNSINEARRER, HEFRT -RIETYE
SR R, 1 CSU AR (1975), ARM 1§
A (1976), ANSWERS %) (1977), CREAMS % #!
(1980), KINEROS ## (1990), LISEM % (1996),
WEPP #8%. HAEAREMK L WEPP AL

WEPP # %Y (water erosion prediction project)
72 1986 SERERWIF 4 KEAMFHHKAFRKIB
—RETYEIBEN L RRMBREL, BE-1&K
B Hik - R AR R R, R 3 A4
A WA, REMRATMRAR A B2, Hdag
BERAREEAER WEPP AT HE
FERLERR, TR SRS P — e R B (R B
WRF U A EAE. WEPP f3gm 182 0
AWM EE: (L) EWEgE L, LN HT
WERITHMA KR TRE, (2) 2N, L3
Tk TEAKREERTRE, Mzl 2k
VDL BT 1A B8 B AR A I T FE A EEA. FAR T (R 1
SREFRPERE TSR ELTE

dG

= =D-+D, (24)
AP, = AEETHIESE, G ARMEEMEY
TR KR (kgs™lm™Y), D; AT R AEEITE
VRN iR (kes™tm™2), D, AH4E AR
'’ H4

[+

Drzlk(L-¥> (25)
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XA, To AKRKIEEHOEES (kgs™m™?), T,
£ WEPP sl T, = K, 732 B8, X B K, ARU#
BRH (m®s2kg™0®), v AkFVIEME S (Pa); D,
AEFOKRHE LA S, D.=K.(r-7), &
o AKY HIEABIYIN 1, e IR R
YN A, K. AEATEES

D; = K;S;I*G.C. (26)

X K a2 (kgs~tm™Y), Sp K
WERERT, I AW®R, G. C Xy, AN
RIPEA.

M TR

dG . <
C—i(L_ = IT\T(T - TC)(l - E) + KiSfIZGeCe (27)

WEPP BRUHELI A S, B mAR
GRS, REIHBEWARE, HTKFE. HYEK
TR R, LRR, PHERMEIR, BH—F
FIS%, mEREE, RMeKE, RREER R
SH%, RESHIEBRE RN LIRBOBRER.
WEPP #RIThEeiR A, MAWMRSZ, FFREMNA
R BIE AN & B 8455, #) Huang % (6] gy
Xt WEPP SR rp iy 2 phid BB BT B2, 15301
THERMITE

dgs
dz

AP ¢ ARERVDBRESHE, o HZEELFE, o
REH, T ARWEHWBMPGEIW, E RBTIER
IS EMRYIR (B00), B RENVIMESE. ME
GIS ARM KR, ¥ WEPP 815 GIS 44 k#E
SEFIPAE RS BT R WEPP BRI RS
WXBBIRINA, B FE—-BREZL. BTk
TEHIFRIER B 23X, HE R EIRASEIR M
O, SXpRERAHESER.

k& T WEPP R4}, 0 — S5 RR KR
WAER T ZNA. 0 ANSWERS %! (areal non-
points source watershed environment response simu-
lation [X 18 3F m VR SR BE W M AR 58], MR R —A
FA R RS 7 AU A B 51 /N R T 444 T K SURRAE
A=y R KSUERY, ATELS GIS #E#&IFFIHE
BB, K+ BEMBHRLL USLE A &4l AGNPS
A (a gricultural non-point source), {ZHRYRE—4
ETHH0 0 AR, B2 0 SRR R AR AL
R, LLREFRYHE 59 KINEROS #%Y (kine-
matic erosion simulate model Zh 13RI A1) 0] 248
B2 18 (v B[R] O A S AR Y. LR R
— RIVHFIVGE BT, A Smith-Parlange 2B

= T, - q,) + E - fa, (28)



RIFLE SRR R R AR, BRI K,
EEARMBM BHEELE BAERESER
sk, AT LI SRR, A, PR
SR, TSI A IE ShxT UK R B I — R
M. LISEM (limburg soil erosion model) #%! [92:93],
AT R B 22 JLF K FIR 5T BT B & FF R I H 3
SRMBRRERITFMER. TR—E GIS RETIT
K, BLSHE GIS BeERMYELEER. LISEM %
BT, BN, . BB, KoEEEZE, HEE
AR, TESBEMBDEBEEIRE, LHET N
BLESF B SR H ()N e /K SCRIMR PR IR RE ), XX
IR RIS THERY.  LISEM i3S GIS &
SRR, T LASCIRRY PR I B shi) o iR
R 0 A SR AR IR EUE DL K& & R U &
R AEW T 0%, R R AL 1
TETFYEIREERR, P FSE AT LAER 7}
FHAL EWE. (2 H b 3p o B andavh SRR A
T2BMXR, TERBYEEFELE-PRE &
At GCM % (general circulation models) tH153]
TREFRRIR P4,

¥ 10 43k, ER K HEE M F R HREE
TWHHERE. WRKXE ) AWK ¥
R, KRR, 2 SO R AT, R
otc 196] j2 A St. Venant HARIARBE AR, BLT
W e, R B8 AR IS
R, B TYEEMARG ARl . [
4 [60] i T PRI KRR, B TERE
40040 1 )3 o B T R TR, S N Rk,
AT ST MR R DBR, B ES R L
PR BWURER, R E KNS, Hd,
BE R R ST N R DR BT R —
HAREE. B A RK RIS R, R a
AT R “—ARITFFPR, 9 KRS ATEE
WAy, FHEAIKERRS. RA Horton 7525 R
AiB, FlEshik Rt S AL, AR AT L
EPVTRER) € UTR: Y i UL N0 K Y N g
B BAEE T EERS X BB A. (HEER
K CSEERRE L, — R D RER K
M.

AR — e, BITBEN - B - 700
B 2 ST B 8990 788 TR A MK
BRIN . B R A W 4 FEAL A N
WEARRETHRIER, F —SHRAEFHE
B A T2 M4 (ANN) B8 H T R b~ U
4y [100,201]

AR, BB AT 1 R AR BB 5T 1 A W
anfr, FReE % 8 1 R VA R S AR I AN AT 1,

= g AR DR E S 1B E) RN 102109
R E RSB R BRI, e B = e
B

Oh  dush  Buyh _
5t " oz | ox !
ush =nZ B3PI I/, (29)

uyh = n7 WL 1, )1

R, b RAKIE (m), g RETE CRGHRBERGR
BERIM 8 ms), maymy 491K © By FR
Mzoning B HRE, L, I, 251%5 = Ay 77 FIEHE
B, Lo ARSI AR, a, u, KA < Fl y
HI - HIRES# (ms).

LR R TR R

ps%§+%+%=Di+Dr (30)
K, hAKE (m), C ARDEREE (n®/m®),
ps JEE (JBTD) BRI (kg/m?), t A (s),
9oy 9y IR = M1y FRMEDEBE (kg/ms),
D, RA W GAE) BHE (ke/m’s), D, WFRHE
(kg/m?2s). D; Fi D, XM USLE fR A R BT H8

D; = CiCis K;sI°S;

31
D, =C.Cry Kpp{(T — 'rc)l'5 (3D

XE, C;fl G SR AMEEMBEARMARE, Cy
M Crp SRV EFIAE R EEEEEN T,
Kip ¥ K, 5 S¥50 0@ EMEERMAIET. IH
Wik, Sy AERMPET (S; = 1.05~0.85e45n?,
0 APER), T A 7o SRR AMA TR A AR D
Rl IR .

Bk e, CERIERRRES, DR
PR A, KSEHBEARNSSEMTE
A TEDNENT. RATYEERKEH R E M
SR 54 v R B B, 00 TR INGR 2 nd AR
PLERBIR, BSERTHIVR, TirkRMeE
TIRBPBRAEAL.

7 TIREMEIRERTIE

R R MmEE L, WRBERNIA
Fik, CERMNSRTE-EZIANNER N
xR A E N T A MERRIRARE, L
FHA, AROBIE, ERFEEBTRE . K
R R 7 SR T M3 A AR R R AR
FREMERBTUARE, XEARKEATERE
T RIS FNEF A1 R ALK SR IKER. R K
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BWAEREL T H, ZFER, £ LERUBIRLERS K
JBT &S RN 5, ZE RX 53 g AR
S MR R4,

ANTHRIRET, BREAARR LIEXE, ~EF
FEFERBRWHRAE. EHYENRENREGKE
Pkl BREAGAHEREmEEE. ATELIRER
PR T 20 tH22 30 FEAR, B B FX R HAiR
PR, BERFHES RAEHARF. HIiEhEX W
SEEINIRIRN, B8 BB RETAL,
THWMHEES AT E. BT HKA e, st
. HERE LUK B T ESMAR K Ry Bl
Kk pRas (1051 o gyt st 4k v A RUABEAL RE T IR B0 35
B, 7£ 28.1mx10 m {3TE _EHAT T 23R RE A
R, XFh KR EA R THRTBRA XA RRE
M= 2R, XEAERR BT RBE RN
HAT K ZHFERILE RS T @ B RE, T RARE
RN, & SHE. BRI S EiRNX RS
WA —EER, EIOTHEM T — BRI

TEABIRY, HWAHERES,, ZXAXH
%, BMERBENECEBRE, HERa5% 30.5cm
1 60.5cm, FHA T F 10cm, AFEFF 15cm Kk,
SRR KB bR S iz . L E B
BEILEI NS ERABRMBER (0L g
A 07D medR e e TN AR A B 1 1) B, IR, A
FERA B, Guelph BiE{%, Guelph NBALESE
FEWREAERK, JCRENERHETERNE. B
MHEIR-FHER, B/ ik 0.82mm/min, 3Xff
B RWASBHEA X S =i e — AR
SHIRRE#HTEBBIE. EXRA ARELE#K TDR
%, WEBK BB 1%, B ¥ RE R
MR TEAB KRR — B FERAP R
B, AR MELIEH S ABENER.

T B W, XA KRR EE
B —ANER 4y, BT IEGOK ERE, F AR K &
TR, Bl — LR ZEARERNE —fr
EErE R e g U0 BN 2RI B K R AP
— B e R 22T — B BE B A A A ], A
MR RERE. BXFE -G, AR
ERAE-MRENTE: —FH, ERE-BRREH
BIBERY (0.5m LAPY) DL Rt £ 5| A K= B L
WRKIRE; B—HH, EXFE-BMAYKKESR
(BB LK) DURERERERA 1O B ERY
T RBRIR RS BN RIS —FE ABeEA
KA, DASGHES K R — BebE B e, 32K
MEZRE. HRIERU—EREEIKFHIF R
. B, RO 0.67, BAKUAN R EA 0.70,
TR RECN 0.8, pr b, JLEITA WS M REY
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REBARERE, MAEFERZRE  Abrahams
S WO0 SRk —FhiTE S BUIE, WRAE S AET
ATFUE, oHMEEARRE, FRTFHEEF
HRRERE. EZXMITEFRR, A ERRR%
AEMBFHRFSE, HAFHREHLER. HIMRE
% 1 EEAMAR PR THBREO L AR
i, KT AR — ERE B A PIRRE, LU
e AR UK, B3R K AR R
IR, BEVKRKBAREMFRE X
b5 ¥ PR L 22 W DL B v A 1k L B P £ O
MBARE, BHTESEWRENGHS, LERT
AKULER AP KERBOR B, xR VR B0 78 T AL U AN E
A Y. S0 2 R B B Ry b o R B E B
Wi R SHANGENET T, BT REA SRR
PRI, X R ERR TR AR 2 R

TRERMROEN, 1R —IEN WM TIE
BT — M OUREFE AR T 1 1 O AR BUR & Y B4R
TR T R FME, X TR ) W T O LABEAT,
HEFBOR RS B RS, — T RERR DR R M
FikR REE (L o#) nigsk W X5k
% M U R — e BRI TS A R B L,
B, 75 O AR SRR, FH P HTRE
PHAPRAMTRSE, s 218 M E AR
BEHMRMRYE XHTETERK, BFER X
A ERR, MARBATEEAEER. A5, K
UK B R R B R F RS T & BT 3
Rigud g 212 KRYTHOREEE "Be, 219Pbe,
BTG, FER M LR E B 0T RERE, "Be
UM e L IRRIRE (0~ 1) em KIFEREIN, 2OPbex 57
e LRI (0 ~ 10)em FEREIA, '°7C, AT
# (0~ 30)cm KFERIA, B, TRKNEEERR
KR EBURMEARRE, "TLARSE 3 M RET REH
T, E BB A mAa. FHhER
FARTRE, MHEHAARA RN 2R & BEHMT, T
T AR R phE BB B 8] B AR L L.

EHERMBOBHSSE S, AHFERY 7
LAk i) R, A B 0 P SE IR AR AL S s I 35 B i
WA TR ROIEES, RsiASEL
I RBEARZEHR, FMIESER AR, Bkl
ANETRERI W R A, B, Rk 1 SRR LI
), REEEEEEE M. ok MO R, LR
IR ) R G D AR A FE AT, BFFT nfar A
RERIEE R 1 RS R . B D E 5o
B 5 ST 18 SR T AR 3h AR BAE R, A8
FFUR S AR A A K I A I A AR ke
TR, HX— Y TEE, HTERREEE,
¥k LLA 21 W] RE H 3R



8 & &

BB, BT DR T T B SR,
AoV R BRI BEAT . AL IER MR AT
P2, WAEE, DR DGRy R, B
TR, LRRMRFEE, DA
R mEX L, TR MBS R
A T B2 1 R AR R S 4 A R B B A 1
H. ZERHREENEHRAT KBNS, BUS T
BERE, BB T LR, 355
E4ZENBES L BRI A TIE, 3 DL
MTEARE TRARIRE, Fofst— PR AT
R L I RN R AN E R BURUK P B
B E AT E AL, BATHIET A BRI A
B, —IRUNELRERERE, FESHE
W B 3 AR RIE S Z PR ER UG . 1Rt L3RR
DhEE RARRFA R IR R R, AT
MEFSMRN, KB R BRI TS T 2t — P A
BEL.

YW LR Ph5h 7 2 AR 5T BUAR A £2 Y
AR, ES BN, TR &
SEEBEFIIR R RHETIA TR ETREA
IEEZHER, FRERAABHITI:

(1) TRROEACKI N AL, BT R P
IR R AR MR NI &N, THEN
T PRE A R AL, SOR R A B AR L IRR M
KEFIFTZ—.

(2) BT LERIMIE. AR
FRAE, AREMHBRE, R RK LR 5 K
&, i HIER M EMR M EH R AR .

(3) LERMARSH AR E. LRRIMK
W E BRI TIFEMRRKHE, SHAXKEE
BSHORGER KR, T A S e, DUkt
FRHET- 2207 5, IRAABHTTFAERREIL T
F L REMSHT . B EEHIX Y EE
REEMAE, AR, HREERBX L5
KIEA N FHE, I ISl AR SR B SR AT B
B

(4) WERER IR M. R E A BUIRK 2L
— BRI E, B2, BN, BRI
B, PR LR RIS, AR, DR,
KRR, X T ET AR REE R+ 1R
RMTRAER, I NA T BA BERERIR L8
H R
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DYNAMICS OF OVERLAN FLOW AND SOIL EROSION (II)
SOIL EROSION*

LIU Qingquan
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Abstract This paper briefly introduced the basic characteristics and main types of soil erosion on hillslopes,

and summarized the research advances in the dynamic process and prediction model of soil erosion on the

hillslopes, including the surface-sealed soils, splash erosion, sheet flow (interrill) erosion, rill erosion, sediment

transport of overland flow, critical slope gradient of soil erosion, and prediction modeling of soil erosion. Also,

the future trends of soil erosion dynamics are discussed.

Keywords hillslope, soil erosion, rain splash erosion, sheet flow erosion (interrill erosion), rill erosion, critical

slope of soil erosion, soil erosion model

* The proejct supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (10332050, 19832060)

506



