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Abstract: Based on DEM digital elevation model, RUSLE model combined with GIS, GeoDa, GS+ and other
software, the evolution of spatial pattern of soil erosion and its influencing factors in 25 years in Chongli
District, Zhangjiakou City, Hebei Province were analyzed. The results showed that: (1) From 1990 to 2015,
the soil erosion was severe in the central, western, and southwestern regions of the study area. The intensity
of soil erosion was mainly mild and moderate. The amount of soil erosion firstly decreased and then
increased. (2) From 1990 to 2000, the change of soil erosion intensity was dominated by mild transformation.
Soil erosion was alleviated. From 2000 to 2010, it was mainly slight erosion turning to high-level erosion,
and showed aggravate trend. From 2010 to 2015, the overall transformation was in the form of slight
erosion, mild erosion turned to high erosion levels, but the area of increased erosion decreased, and the erosion
slightly improved. (3) Soil erosion’s Moran’s I1>>0, the spatial distribution was positive correlation, show-

ing aggregation state, with high-level aggregation mainly in central and western and southwest. Soil erosion
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modulus met index model and spherical model, R* was 0. 943~0. 979. The range of soil erosion reduced from
3 870 m to 860 m and then increased to 1 470 m, indicating that the change of soil erosion was firstly fast and
then slow down from 1990 to 2015, the spatial distribution of spatial correlation expanded and the spatial
heterogeneity increased firstly and then decreased. The fractal dimension of soil erosion ranged from 1. 922 to
1.971. Spatial heterogeneity of soil erosion was mainly caused by stochastic factors such as vegetation cover,
land use types, and water and soil conservation measures in a small spatial scale. (4) The contribution rate of
the first, second, and third principal components to the soil erosion factors accounted for 89. 215 0%. In the
first principal component load, the projection length of vegetation cover factor was the largest, which was
0.976 4. In the second and third principal component loads, the projection length of soil and water conservation
measures factor and soil erodibility factor were large. Therefore, the influencing factors of soil erosion in
Chongli District were in order of vegetation cover factor, soil and water conservation measures factor, soil

erodibility factor, rainfall erosivity factor, and slope length slope factor. The results can provide theoretical

basis for soil and water management and sustainable development of Qingshui River Basin in Chongli District.

Keywords: soil erosion; RUSLE; Markov; space analysis; influence factors

A R A R LR R M 5T 0 B LA KT
B MRS NE MRS K E S RSN E
IEEAVERR & A XAk ik 352 e R A o R
AR PR B o A i U U A T 4R ek )
e NN BRI B0 (ff - 498 42 ol st S5 b, 3 g+ b 9%
U5 A A5 2R FBE IR TRT RV R ) 52 5, 3 25 il 4 1%
OIS ARAER IR KR TG Y AL R R PR
il T Ak A (R R R H A K X R R EAE
AT i R 5 i K R A T R R R 4 S
AL B R B O BRI G T A AR A R B )
Wz " YRS — A E KR X A 25 R g R L 3R
AR b S AR IA ) 294, 91 7 km?, 2 5 3 Ay T
R 31.12% , R AR pOR B ™ E . Bk, 2 BT
DX 35, - 842 okt 98 78 L 238 Bl A TR R AIE K A
FK AR FE AR A LAl . T R 4R b iF 5% 19 H
Jrik s B AL, 1978 4F 32 [H 2% & Wischmeler
O ST T 2 I R A 3 43 45 7 2 USLE (Uni-
versal Soil Loss Equation), ANSWERS # A SHE
B LISEM #58 B 1T DL 35 BA 4 392 42 ol 1 43 A XA
AU EUROSEM A  7K il 151 4f% 52 5 WEPP™ |
W T A b 72 Vb g BRASE Y GUEST ) 1 3 1) S + 1
=iy P FR L, & IE G £ HE G K 7 i RUSLE
(Reversed Universal Soil Loss Equation) & #1110 J&
Xt USLE #7 f) & 1F , 2 &5 USLE #5R fir 75 2 501
SRR RS S AR B BT LA 2 T B9 T
B S 1 22 %0 % USLE/RUSLE ##) 55 i 3 (%
B ARG (GIS) AR BT 5 AL A (Digital Elevation
Models, DEM) #1454 XF + 562 ph i 47 7 2F 4k F1 43
Bt o S5 AL X 1 7K T 3t 3 A Vi Yl 9 Jsl i o Tl 7K R
WB IR Sk Z — K IR e ™ o, [ P4 R 2022 4F
A WaE LIH M 38 K R s o — R 501

[) LA e D S A S PR IR B WA U, ST
AW 5E AT DEM )i J§ RUSLE # #9 3ffi B GIS,
GeoDa GS + 4 =5 1] 43 #1 J7 3 3 52 AL X 1990 4F
2000 4F,2010 4FF1 2015 4F 4~ HE42 1oh 2 [A] 4% Jmy 16 A8 1
R e PR 2 R AT S VAN DL A T KR K 4 AR
FEA it i AR A PR R AT L) R i vy it R ik /K % I
8 R R 2803 R Ak 4 45 i Bt T PR B0
1 b5 05k
1.1 #SREHER

SERL DAL T A 4 v e S m gk oK 1, Mo Ak
AL J5 5 P 52 e Ml Y b (4074741717 N,
114°17'—115°34'E) , B L 2 334 km®, 4k 813~
2 174 m, SR B g AR K i 1 2 KU ol Al I
TR AFERAE 3.3 C. KA 465. 4 mm,
Ky A AN . 6—9 HREK & i 2 4E 1 750 ~80%,
AEH H IRES ] 2 708. 4 h, HIRA 6100, B8 A5 K
Ay YT Y S8 YT K AR T BB Sk 22— L AR AR TR
1,006 942 m®, - HEEA LIS 1 AR AN
b F . SRRV B AR B R TR AR L
£ N O NN 5 Y 7 NN T S 3 W TS I 2
(Betula platyphylla) . i1 (Pobulus davidiana) .
ALK M #Y (Larix principis-rup prechtii) | JE ¥ T
(Ostryopsis davidiana) , Btk (Corylusmandshurica
maxim) V8 CHippophae rhamnoides) Fl 55 2% %5
(Spiraea salici folia )%,
L2 #H#EkiE

(1)DEM ¥4fs . DEM %4l 2 %5 8] 73 B4 30 m (Y
Berm BB (DEMD USSR LB S 1.

(2) BB o B /K 800 e B 52 A< 5 0L N ol )
1990 4F 2000 4F .2010 4F 2015 4E 22 4L IX K HJH 14 6
ARGl Y H KRB LA SR R ARk



5 43

TSR - SRALIE K TR i AR b = AR R KL R ) TR 3T 5 75

T R, KBl S A TRy G200, AR Il | o s
|2 VSN R AN S [ A K 3 g S

() IR . BRI U T 52 AL X 4 g A 4L
I A0 [ A AR A L A B b S A Oy A A2
FRL FERL YR HL BT & B S A L Tk T 1
A ph B K,

(4) L R FH S ARV R . b ORI R 2 R e 2 T
Hh 3 23 [\ 50 = (www. gscloud. en) 23 #E% 30 m
1990 4F ,2000 4£,2010 4E, 2015 4E 4 $] 7—8 H =1
B Landsat 28800 . AT AE B8 55 I+ C 1943
B O K A= PR EFHE I K 1 P 55

(5) AL X AT BUA Ft R 1 800 .
1.3 HARFE
L3.1 I EHE B IEREH L0
9 77 #2 (Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation, RU-
SLE) # 17 - 3 f= i (9 f 58 . RUSLE #52 AL 1) %27
kAR

A=RXKXLSXCXP (D)

K. A S AE 3 4 AR BB, N S8 I B (t/
(hm® « a)) ;R Ry FE R ik 7 K+, 2% H E PR SAL fil
(MJ] « mm/(hm’® « h + a)); K > 4 8 a] fh # K 5, [
FHE BRI H] (t « hm® « h/(hm? « MJ « mm)); LS
R R L H B T (e ) s C o A 9 B 5
K, 5 B0 BUEE Bl 0~ 1 (&4 ; P K+
PRFFRE I W B 7 EBGEE 0~1(CE&=4) .
P {HZ BB UL IS B 5, 45 A 42 AL IX 52 B 1% 1 4R
A 1 A 2 R R AT WRAE L RAE 53 3 S AR M 0. 7, BT B
LR 0.5, B3t 0. 3, 7K 8k 0, 23 T b B Ja R X
0 AR HIH 1.
13,2 ZMARARGRESHT LR R R 1 ]
Markov #5545 B HE 5 5 F4: 1) B2 e ik X0 O

Ty, Ty, -« Ty,
T21 Tzz o Tzn

Ty=1 . ... (2)
Tnl TuZ o T;m

AP T, O HIRAR ISR I @ 56780 j HER.0< T, <1,

DT, =1 i =0.1.2.3. o AT TR 1.,
1.3.3 XEAZ4 T R &M oM

(D LR MR R B8, TR i 5% me
SR R 3R 07 224 (local variance) # & , R & 5 22
S KO 14 25 (] 43 B 2R Ok e 0 RO . FH e 30 408 125 %o
Ji iy PR TR ke 2 o Jm 3 Jr 22 L o B 8 1 3
SN[ 23 ) 43 B 5 [R5 43 3R BR T B 408 Bl i 2 ik
e 0T AR T Iy 22, 8@ H RS R Cm+D A
Ca+ 1D W R Jr 235 1 8eEE A~ X08

1\21;\2;[(}(1',]')*/1;]]2
T MIN
K. S* R EME R R 38 7 2218 M A1 N S BR 4751
GG, ) RGN 47 5 R I IK A s ey N
1Z % N BT AR T K BE B AE

(D& A, &/ Moran’s T 22/
KR

St= 3

i S S i) (e =) ()

Ii

- n n ><
Z Z w(i 9])
i=1j=1

P —
2 (x;—a)t
i=1

4)
Ko on N EMHAE A B AR B R MR«
H IR w G ) AR E R ABE R
FUE AR 4, 28 [A) B S0 14 97 ) Rook 408432 A3 F 4 4
e e
w(ir)— <1) lAiﬂji/ij;J AHAT 1 5
B R E EME, JBEk Local Moran’s I 4(
E /N
1= Do) (e =) (2, =) (6)
B ETF BB Moran’s I B9 LISA 43 #r 45 SR & 43
BG4 25 HH AL Gy 280 R i XSk 5 ] 0 X0 4 198
R AR L ¥ i ™ s HL A (R IR AL 68 3% X 3+ 48
(2 petR ol ™ B F 1 X3 A B AR kR R A L Y
CIRAR D 7R 12 X 38 5 J8] 20 X 38 4 398 47 kbR 0 2 4
B0 LH R I 5 A 2R % X 8k + 5842 pleiR i 5%
B s 8] 320 X35k A 4984 b R 450 7 B
(DA SR B, A8 5 e B AR R 2 T 25 0B
R /N WO

. 1 N ‘ . )
y(h)iiﬂ\f(h),; [2(a;+h)—=2(x) ] (7

Ky P TR BG R R WRRFE AR, 2
FERUZ BB S s N (h) Ry 23 (8] EAEASEE Ry b I A
WS X s 2 () T 2 (o 1) 43 3 R A8 58 Z 78 25 6] ik
B, Moz, +h A,
2 gR500
2.1 TEEMHSMEE

R v [ K R EB 2008 AR A0 A7 (¢ 4 AR 1k 73 25 43
e bRiE) (SL 190—2007)%) K 22 4L X+ 842 1l 3l 43 A
THEE ARl A2 B AR o | i B AR iR ZARE Dol A R ZIARE
B2 6 A2 ), 26 RUSLE #5845 215 3] 224 X 1+
BeRh A D, 1990 4F.2010 4FF1 2015 4F + 312
™ X 2 AR T R AL DX PP P RN PG R A Y 21
B FHE S A S S5, 2000 4F RIER D
ETHORE XA S RIS,



76 PSR R

%32 &

H HEfM

B 1

& R GON BT AR 1. TR
Tl A 2R F - e R B BT LA AT IX Y 1990—2015 4F
DU A B2 ol 3 5 R R Y 69. 5920 ~
86.16% ., 1990 4F 55 2015 4F 45 2542 1ol 9 51 il BN BT
A7 LB AR AL, T 2000 4F 5 2010 4F 4 22 48 K, 2 ih 4
1990 4 .2015 4F5, 1990 4FEF1 2015 4F 5k ZUAR L 4
e Z0 42 e T AR 0, BT 7 B R 2000 42010 AR
4.52%~9.37 %K F] 9. 95% ~14.86% , 1990 4E .
2000 4F,2010 4F 2015 4F 5 ZUAR LS B 430 Ry 8. 690 X

W =R

T ey

R I RREm 1R 38 2R RIRUR

1990—2015 F LI X T EBHORLH

10°,5. 054 X 10°, 5. 834 X 10°, 8. 930 X 10° t, # & %
20 38 48 R 10, 583 X 10°,4. 489 X 10°, 5. 851 X
10°,10. 716 X 10° t, % F 42 oy 1am ARl 20> o5 452 ok G T
LAY FL E [ 2000 4F.2010 4F 9 61. 33%0~62. 60%
F 2 1990 4E, 2015 4FE 0 44. 96 % ~49. 39% ., 1990
4E.2000 42010 4F, 2015 452 4R ol i & o o
4.943X10°,6.988X10°,6. 705X 10°,5. 966 X 10° t,
SR . 1990—2015 4, 142 il G i B R R 3 hy
MRS B

R1 1990—2015 FEIXTERMEESFZER

—— TR A/ PERREE/  19904F  (H/ 20004F G/ 20104F Hk/ 20154 i/
I 1. Vil

h (tehm™ea)  (mmea™)  EB/kn® % ER/ke’ % EBVkm® % ER/km® %
T 2 1k <2 <0.15 1406.04  60.24 1379.83 59.12 1334.10 57.16 1314.67  56.32
BERM 2~25 0.15~1.90 417.28 17.88  597.36  25.59  613.30 26.28  503.47 21.57
h RE 421k 25~50 1.90~3. 70 228.53  9.79  224.82  9.63  225.77  9.67  245.53  10.52
R ZLR 50~80 3.70~5.90 137.88  5.91 81.34  3.48 93.67 4.0l 141. 61 6.07
38 4 il 80~150 5.90~11. 10 99. 61 1,27 43.14  1.85 55.68  2.39  101.39  4.34
J B4Rk >150 >11.10 44.75  1.92 7.61  0.33 11.57  0.50 27.43  1.18

2.2 RUSLE #EEELERKE
HRAE 2013 4F BE ) Jb 48 7K £ AR5 W 28 4 (LA TR
AT RN 480 4 148 A B dis 45 SR 55 RUSLE B ALl B i
2010 4F 4 5842 b 5 57 1A AR A7 XT bE (& 2) , RUSLE
R Ak B - AR ok T R (999, 99 km®) JE AN iR B
(747,56 km®) By 133.77% . X0 LLER BE 4= ik oy
F . RUSLE £ YAk 55 (%) 4% B 42l 1 £ (613. 30 km™)
B MEE (602, 43 km®) ) 101.80% , —H H4h
HH—2,
700
~_ 600
§500 - 7
}é400 -
§300 -
200
H 100
0

B 20104FRUSLEfGE 4§
20114 KT HEELE

| .

R wmal mmy o RIR
TEEEEE

BE

B2 RUSLE #EGESAtEKkTREFELTELERILR
2.3 TEEMEEETIHT
2.3.1 1990—2000 4645451 3 2 v H1,1990—

2000 4F R B A HHER ML RS AR O 1 282, 60 km”,
KA A 1 051, 50 km®, 5 B 5% X & AR
45.05% . +HE{Z1d 55 AL 638. 29 km” , 55 187 A
A3 R e BE AR R 188. 76 km® s R AR Ik 188, 38 km®,
SREU(R IR 127, 14 km® , M5 ZU4R 0l 92. 82 km” , i 1
=il 41, 20 km*, LR PRI GRTE AR 413, 21 km®, 43
SRR ARl 402, 45 km® B EEAR R 6. 42 km®,
JEAZ 3. 01 km®, s ZU4Z PR 1. 16 km® , 4 5 Z1 4 1k
0.17 km*, EAE P, 1990—2000 4F [0] DL 42 B 47 il
A Sy ¥ TE AR 180, 07 km?® |, 4 HE 45 ol 1 AR
T 225,08 km? , 47 76 56 #a 34

Fz2 1990—2000 F+EEHBEEHBIER

BT . km?®
M BE hE AL REZL R

f= M
{4 3 S 3 S 3 S 1 S
WM 1003.59 234.00 101,00 41.22  22.38  3.86
PR 188.38 222,49 6.17  0.24  0.00  0.00
BRI 76.65 112,11 36.76  2.60  0.41  0.00
WA 4934 24.65 53.15  9.58  1.13  0.03
WERFE M 40.74 4,00 26.27 21.81  6.62  0.17
MZUEsE 21,14 0.10  1.48  5.88  12.59  3.55




5 43

TSR - SRALIE K TR i AR b = AR R KL R ) TR 3T 5 77

2.3.2 2000—2010 SF##4EM% F£ 20002010 4F
STR], R b A AR T AR LR 3. KA
i 5 28 1) T AL 899. 01 km®, (& F 58 X AR Y
38.52% . HHERIEINEFL Y 494. 86 km® , ¥l /)N I
TR 404, 15 km?, 5 1990—2000 4F A0 I, + 58 4= ik
M Z AT 81. 65 km®, /i /N T 234, 14 km?®, L)
TR AR ol 2 Y ol HC Al GO0 AR Dl o 32 4 A s TR
45. 72 km® , + SRl AF AE i ) ) R S ml B, 7R BS
AR R A3 S3E N T U AR ik 406. 95 km® R EE (R
il 49. 07 km? , {2l 25, 18 km? , 5 ZU4Z 4k 10, 59
km” . # 5R ZUAR 1l 3. 06 km* , 7 9 /N B9 T AR AL 43 )
N TR EARD 212, 15 km?® , R 113, 32 km?,
s AR 4h 48, 35 km® B R ZUAR M 25, 41 km® L I 24
P4, 92 km® b HEAR DiURE S LLGRORE 4R il L AR R AR Tk
Frh BE AR e 8 Sy
3 2000—2010 FHIEERMBEEHBER
Hfy km?
WmE  BE hE mEZ MR RIS
R R B R R R

E R 972.88 250.29 83.17  41.66  26.20 5.63
BEEE 212,15 336.14 45.45  3.18  0.44  0.00

MR 89.34  23.98 86.31 22.72 2,42 0.04
WA 36.68 2,74 8.93 22,40 10.45  0.14
WEmFEM  19.76  0.15  1.88  3.62 14,67  3.06
Il B4 3.28  0.00 0.04 0.09 1.50 2.70
2.3.3 20102015 fF4: A48 5RT 20 4EAEL.
20102015 4R [R] (3R 4), TR g i AR 2 A8 2 3
b 2000—2010 4E38 AN T AUA Brisk 2L, b 438. 98 kL Ui
A>T 55,87 k', AR LRI YE A TR 340. 56 km”
& AR Dl ) e T AR YRy B2 BE 4R ik (203, 53
ko) (HF AR Dl (76. 15 k') (BR ZU AR Pl (35. 75 km®) |
B ZUAR (21, 27 km®) @ 204z 40 (3. 86 km®) . K
KA LA M 1 554, 56 km®, & A4E AR
779.54 km®, i HFSE X HTRLAY 33.40% . BFSEIX )+
S AR I I AR S D) B R AR Dl R L R e K HL 2
] FRUE AR, 5% B 42 pl g % 109, 83 km”, i &
2ol 19, 43 km® , Ho Al &5 200 4= ol 1w AR B
R A i FUAR R 47,94 km® B 58 B AR Tl
45.71 km®, Wp EZ 0 19. 76 km®, {21 4% 1k 15. 86
km?, GARE , BAK TR0 S g 42 bl AR A
AN ] A B 1 14 00, AL 2 A B8 R el A o v AR ek 2D
TR MR GRS A 2
2.4 TEFEMTESHFLE
2.4.1 BrRRE®F  XSALX 19902015 4 +
S AR A A KRl HE AT 25 )4 BE R B A 30 m Y

R g

KRE L F A DR SE 3 mX 3 m Rl O 22 1245 2 BF
GE XA ] 25 8] 3 B3R T 1 il 7 22 (&1 3) . 1990 4§
2000 4 ,2010 4 F1 2015 4 4= 847 1 e - 34 Jay 3 O
ZE Y MR AEAS ] HE3E R 90 m &b, PR L, B H 90
m AR ARG DX A AR ol 23 ) 4 Jmy i AF 90 RUBE
4 20010—2015 FHEEHMEEEHEBER
Hf7  km®
moE RE hE mRA REEZ R
{2 S 2 S 2 : S 1S g S g
OB 1032.10 123.06  68.59  53.89  44.77  11.69
BERM  203.53 343.60 56.73  8.04  1.40  0.00
R 45,52 30.63 105.50 36.65  7.18  0.29
WA 19.21  5.74 10.81  38.16 18.96  0.80
WEZEm  12.33  0.44  3.81  4.69 27.48  6.93
I B4 .99 0.00 0.08 0.18 1.61  7.71

R

72.0
715
71.0

W 70.5

Z70.0

Iz 695

7 69.0

B 68.5
68.0
67.5
67.0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 J

0 30 60 90 120 150 180 210 240 270 300
A5 %/ m

B3 1990—2015 FRAX T ERMEHMRHAE
2.4.2 shamisd EABEFHFE IO m RJE
T L2 FLIX 1990 4F 2000 4F 2010 4F F1 2015 4F + 1
124 SR B 2238 B WM 0. 434 6,0, 427 9,0, 466 9,
0.514 7,Moran’s 1>0 5 BH 1 18 {3 1 = [0] 43 A 5
TEAR DGR, 6 B0 2R A AR A 1990—2015 4F ],
Moran’s T {56 T FEfERE2: o, R+ 5842 h2s 6]
G35 ER SR AR RS 1) 43 BRCHR S B AR T S ) SR AR R
SRR, K 4RY FEALX - HEE I Moran’s T 4L
PO o SN = = [ e ) AN -y AL I A TR e R )
/N, 1990—2015 4, Moran’s I Z4R 2 30 1 B98N
JEE YGRS 28 AR e e S 297 11 978, 87 m Ab 4
T 0, B 2428 [ HE 2 > 11 978. 87 m A, 1 {2 k23 ]
G302 SR B IR I A, X s [ FE Y <11 978. 87 m
By A SR 1k 23 A]  A A OGP 3 5
2.4.3 B BAAXSH  S2FLIX 1990 4E,2000 4,
2010 4EA1 2015 4F + R 1l 3 F J5 &8 Moran’s I )
LISA 73 WL 5. = HKZES (a=0. 05) &5 R i 3. 5%
ALX AR MR DL HH RIS =, LL BB 4E
LH BIRERM HL BIRE R Z 40 2 H k. 1990
AR SRR DX B0 A TR S AL DX v R P s B T
2000 4F, @ REXE LR A A 50 A0 FZE T

—o— 19904F  —o— 20004F
—— 20104F  —=— 2015%F




78 KPR R

%32 &

PH RS ER A ZR AL 52010 4F v RAE X ) PR 4E L, AR b
HRA BV A s HF) 2015 4R, B REX AR A

0.15
0.12 fo 19904¢
0.09 |
~ 0.06 | o
A§ 0.03 i 1 ID DI nI 1 nI 1 D 1 1
< 0 [=] [=] [m] O
=.003 | O o
-0.06 o o
-0.09
012 L
0 11978.87 23957.74 35936.61
A E/m
0.0538
= 20104
0.0269 | o
= [m]
g 0 1 1 ID L =) L II:I 1 1 J
2 [m] a o g
-0.0269 g
-0.0538 - o
0 11978.87 23957.74 35936.61
2 (A FE %/ m
& 4

o UDO
20 ° 0510 20 30 40km

AL E 25 B A A BB . 1990—2015 4R, i g R

VU RS AR AR ph ™
0.1385
0.1110 }o 20004
0.0835 |
~ 0.0560 | O 4
o 0.0285 o
E 0 1 1 O 0 TR B 1 1 1 1
Q a
= .0.0275 | o
-0.0560 | a o o
-0.0385 | o
-0.1110 L o
0 11978.87 23957.74 35936.61
2% 1) B B8/ m
0.092 -
0 20154
0.046 |
I~
. oo
§ 0 q 1 1 L = L DI 1 E
=] ] [m]
= oo o u|
-0.046 o
[m]
-0.092 L
0 11978.87 23957.74 35936.61
7% 1) BE B/ m

1990—2015 £ £ X+ ERMEBEZIEYH

] k&8 (261174) W R R (17555) ] %83 1261625) W =R 2Y(16670)
W 1A & (394) I R R (6454) W SRR 461) I ERR6347)
[0 ®ER(1720) O 1% 2(2208)
5
2,44 A EFSA LERIBECEE 2 1 %)

B TE AR A L FE 0,45°,90°, 13577 [) |3k
F178 S PE A, AR ik B 55 07 Pk 2B O 22 eREU
P A AL 5 FIAH C S B L3 5. 1990 4F 2000 4F |
2015 4F + 5812 1l 55 98 OB AL B A AP RT A iR
0.979,0.966,0. 958, 2010 4F [y + 1 {2 b 5 Bk AR 45
RSB R R 0. 943, A2 AL X 4 442 o 2 ] 40
FeMERL . 19902015 45, 450 7 22 C e Th i Ja B
I 2 B AR P A e i B S 5 R R ka3, G +-C
S Bl AR Ak A ] S M 2R I A S DR 59 S 1Y R PO

LIV 2,
[ kB E#k(258234) W R(19451) ] @3 #(258274) W 7 2(20837)
W (5458 (2570) I f%# BI(5861) W %1% &l (504) W ERR(5772)
[ #{ER(1200) O ®ER(1927)

1990—2015 F £ LXK T EE M LISA 4%

SRR . A fH i 3 870 m 45 F] 860 m J5 X
JERZE 1470 m, BB 4 38 4= h AR A St bR il 2%
TP i 1 PSS o s R N NP L B € o )
W5 o AR F o S W Y 25 (8] S 5P A R L BO(E S
Bl (1L 2] Fo R 85/ ROBE AL TN 728 St oK 45
Fay PR 722 55 /)N 5 ) S 0 /N 19902015
AFLFp T 1. 922~ 1. 971 AR BRI AEH /N
23 (8] JOBE R - 4= ey B ML DA 3 O B 72 i i )
PR K A R 7 15 it 45 ) 51 R By 25 ] S B v S
PN 5

£S5 1990—2015 FEIXTEERMEFTERHEXSH

_— — PaE 40 EAE SEHEXH C/ RERB G/ 5 B2V 05 43I e

Co K2 C C+C (Cy+0O) (Cy+0O) A/m M RSS #4i¥F, HHR
1990 #EEAEAL 0.849  0.850  1.699 0. 500 0. 500 3870  6.071E—03 1.922 0.979
2000 FEBOBIA 0.239  1.340  1.579 0. 849 0.151 1320 4.195E—03 1.944 0. 966
2010  EROIREIE 0,131  1.735  1.866 0.930 0. 070 860  4.590E—03 1.971 0.943
2015 4EBBEA! 0.254 1.604  1.858 0.863 0.137 1470 9.339E—03 1.932 0.958




5 43

TSR - SRALIE K TR i AR b = AR R KL R ) TR 3T 5 79

2.5 HWMEEXRSH

HE% 6 AT L35 1 F2 4 STk %k 56. 915 0%,
FHWNE 2.3 FWAFTTRRR BT 3 A4 045 DT A
F) 89. 215 0%, i 4 5842 bl 52 miy P 715 89 4 K
gy . FESE 1 3 B4 BT b, C fH 1) £ 5% KO ik

(0.976 4), PA{EAES 2 T plor 8 ) i B K
e R K E N AE S 3 3 bl 28 i) 4 4558 K ¥ f
R+ JI0 LK 8 4 ok 52 W) R /AR U o B i DY T
C K - PRFFHE I P ¥ P, b ] plt IR KRR 4R
M H T RO IE N T LS,

R6 EMDFFIEEERAIERE

TR/ it

A Y W

B2 By 3 BN AT WS WS

TSy RS %o wERE/% HT R B Wi At
1 0.1003 56.9150 56.9150 R 0.0750 —0.0146 0.2749 0.2675 0.0910
2 0.0377 21.2900 78.2050 K 0.0644 —0.1279 0.6314 0. 6449 0.0160
3 0.0194 11.0100 89. 2150 LS —0.0585 0.0929 0.0081 0.0959 0.0071
4 0.0135 7.6325 96. 8475 C 0.9764 —0.1118 —0.0985 —0.0324 0.0022
5 0.0056 3.1525 100. 0000 P 0.1313 0.9645 0.1783 —0.0218 0.0048
3 W w el B T MO 26 9 R 2 B A T

B S AL T KT 3 3K 4 9 AR e A A AR
FIA R PR A5 0] 8, A BIF 98 56 T GIS 45 & 3 7K i
L IX T Y R AW PR L AR,
AT T IR X 1990—2015 45 + 154l (4 B 25 43
A REAE O % th - R D R B A K AR
5 G SHEA it 1) T RN K I R I £R 5 R B DL SR R
] T R AR A 2 R U AR AR . 19902015 4F, 3K
T A8 S A o iR B DA B AR b T v BE AR e Ry L X
—E 5 REPI R B RME . B 2000 4+
SEAZ DR 3 AT B4 BIA L 1990 4E 2010 4EFI 2015 4F -
A o ™ i X IR A3 T A S AL DX R L 7 AN Y
WS S BOES AWT S SRR EH. HIE
R4 R B 22 H8 50k 0. 427 9~0.514 7, %5 [A] 4345 1E
PR, RS, BRERES USSRy £,
SEALIE N A3 A5 A AR VAT R 38T I A T R P YA
TA) A 1) W AR G — 4 g 1) AR ok ™ i DX
oA B2 R A AET i R i . X 45 R 5%
WY R ESE A AL 25 AR, 4R ik & AR TR R
1051.50 km® Z#i /> & 779. 54 km®, fF 5 &
45. 05 %[ 3] 33. 40 % . E5# 5 2 C e THE B, £ 1R
i AR iR BE A BT R M. 1990—2000 4F, + 342 1l X
RER R N T AL 180. 07 km”, + {2
TR A BT 28 . X — B AL T2 0 & w1 L ik
T Ml 4587 22 % 1 K S MITRIES 25 i DA K AR 28 B 85 38 i
PRI A SRR K, +HER meR O 847 . 2000—2010
AF - HE 4 ol B i R 494, 86 km® ., FLRT 10 4F £ 1
B 81. 65 km®. JE /N ALK 404, 15 km? ., /N T
234,14 km® , + AR Dl % AR LGRS 1R il e ok
AR 45,72 km? , HIER LA E AR, X —
M EEER TRFASMAOHERERY . Kk

AL Ak A AR I ER o 2 S7 FH Hl oB Hh  SR AR K Ak
TR ETREAL, AR MR . BT 20102015 4F £
S35 b 8 TED AR G 2000—2010 4 8 20 T 55. 87
ke, 38 ol B 708 DL JRE 2 b B 1 R A ok Oy 32
T AR RS AT W 32 R T UM R 28 5 45 A8 1 AR
WP R LA B e AUV R R B TR ORI E LR
BREMTT LT s AR, AR AR S B R E— &
F /NG IR A IR B B T RO AR A AR il i AR D s
T 63,59 km®, 1 R Pl B AK TH R 2SR O
19902015 4F, R AZ R A {H il 3 870 m 4E N
860 m PR 1 470 m., %3 [H] 43 A AH ¢ 1 3 [ A 3 m #
P s B R . AR Fo (AR
KATF 1.922~1. 971, S2 4L X + 5817 b 76 4 J %5 1)
E B Py 32 Bl A g L R R 2 K R
PR s S REAL 75 R . X — 2538 5 X A e A
GRS HT S (o8 25 B AR R . Rk, SR AL KT K
TSR A T /N S 2 G I B N VR R A A B 2R
P L MR A 20 o R 0 DA B S A R K
PRFFE AT E S B A .
45w

(1) 19902015 4F, 7 /K 1] 37 8% - 498 452 ok ™ 76 X
Sl AR b R S AL X AP S P S A VY 1 £
S BFHES AW S MR EH, RXNLURER
A R 32, R R B R R E T RS BT
AL

(2)1990-—2000 4F , 1342 1h L) i 8 501 4= okt [ 5%
JEAR b 5% AR Ry L A AR POIR S 08 . 20002010
AR DU LA AR ok B 1o g G AR ok ol L (R Tl AT
TEMNRI . 2010—2015 4E, BF5E X P + 5847 1l 5%
AR DL PR R LA S F L, S5 AT 10 AR A H, AR



80 KPR R

% 32 %

bR A B

(3) e fR b =5 8] oy A3 32 B AR A IF LA
e B SR AR O L B A A S AL XA Hh P A P R
i, 1990—2015 4., L3RRI AR fL Se thIm 22 . 25 18] o
A AR SR AR Bl e/ R 25 ) S P e ik s 58 . R
b AN SR L1 B I I N SR 7 ik = ) T A e
[Fa) o B 8 P S8R R Y 2 ) S o

(O PR R 51 R R il 2 2 5 K
R B AORFFEIE . b SEAS P LT A I R A AR
PRl 2R X T T 2 T 50 R AR P R W )N

SE k-

(1] ABrie, a2 ok R RFrAIMI 3 R dbat. Aol

Hi Bt . 2013,
(2] SRty B4afe. LHEMmFEIIMI 3 jL. LT Bl2E
Mt .2014.

(3] HM =& F, 5. =0 XN g EE i+
FEiR O B A T LT ARl TOAR #2015, 81
(5):121-131.

[4] Cerda A, Jordan A, Zavala L, et al. The contribution
of mulches to control high soil erosion rates in vineyards
in Eastern Spain [J]. EGU General Assembly Confer-
ence Abstracts,2014,16:16127.

(5] e RN KRB, 55— U2 E K R 3 A Kk O
AL T EK AR $F,2013(10) :2-3.

[6] Wischmeier W H, Smith D D. Predicting rainfall ero-
sion losses : A guide to conservation planning [J].
United States. dept. of Agriculture. agriculture Hand-
book., 1978.537.

[7] De Roo A PJ, Offermans R J E, Cremers N H D T.
Lisem: A single-event, physically based hydrological
and soil erosion model for drainage basins. ii: Sensitivi-
ty analysis, validation and application[ J]. Hydrological
Processes,2015,10(8):1119-1126.

[8] Morgan R P C, Quinton J N, Smith R E, et al. The
European Soil Erosion Model (EUROSEM) : A dynamic
approach for predicting sediment transport from fields
and small catchments[ J]. Earth Surface Processes and
Landforms,2015,23(6) :527-544.

[9] Laflen J] M, Lane L J, Foster G R. WEPP: A new gen-

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

eration of erosion prediction technology[J]. Journal of
Soil and Water Conservation,1991,46(1) :34-38.
Zokaib S, Naser G. Impacts of land uses on runoff and
soil erosion: A case study in Hilkot watershed Paki-
stan[ J ]. International Journal of Sediment Research,
2011,26(3) :343-352.
Renard K G, Foster G R, Weesies G A, et al. Predic-
ting soil erosion by water; A guide to conservation
planning with the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation
(RUSLE) [ M]. Washington DC: Agriculture Hand-
book, 1997.
A RAR B E B A ZI. 19922013 45§19 it 4ol L 0%
R4 LT ] M 224, 2015,70(11) : 1708-1719.
Farhan Y, Zregat D, Farhan 1. Spatial estimation of
soil erosion risk using RUSLE approach, RS, and GIS
techniques: A case study of Kufranja watershed,
northern Jordan[ J]. Journal of Water Resource and
Protection, 2013,5(12).:1247-1261.
WA, % B R, A5 H, % . DEM 75 [8) 45 85 J7 35 X +
B4 1 AL, 14 5% i F 9« LA USPED 43 #7 1 #4345 b
R ohisg g L) . H B2 0 e, 2016,35(7) - 870-877.
JHETE. LT 2 A B R T AR L AR Tl Al S BT
W52 D]. HUIN « Wi VLK%, 2017.
e de, SR B A b i B O i ML e st S
A A . 1996,
Anselin L. Local indicators of spatial association: LISA
[J]. Geographical Analysis,1995,27(2):93-115.
rh A B 3 R I KR . A B s il 43 2 43 G b E (SL
190—2007)[S]. Jb5T : v EI K R K H 1 Rt L 2008,
sk TE L XUEBT. 20 B S A b 0 s [A) 8 S 0 Y
i B2 I ] 10 1 A 25 2 42 . 2011, 22(5) 1 1351-1358.
ZERE. ST USLE S8 p T b 4 + 842 v 40 B1F 5
[D]. f3 % JE WAL K2, 2013,
TPV At S AR G VT A R B T R A D 23 A LD T
2 PgdE R, 2014,
B R R A L X L R T A B R X AR
N F 5RO BT )] TR X RS 5
3%,2014,28(4) :22-27.
BRERHT 4 SCE . E m L 4F. BT WEPP BRI A K £
PRFFRE i F - 5 R e /o )], L iEE i, 2017,
48(4) :955-960.



