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Abstract: With Wischemeier and Williams’s design formulas, nomograph and USA Universal Soil Loss
Equation (USLE) K-value table, the study to typical sloping farmland on red-yellow soils in southwest
showed that the mean K-values of A, B and C layer were 0.262 - 0.476, 0.308 - 0.578 and 0.237 - 0.595 (table
3), respectively. The K-value and variation coefficient were very different with different utilization methods,
and Sharply and Williams’s calculation formula in EPIC model was relatively constant and accurate, as the
suitable utilization method. The K-value of A layer trended down with age, and the whole A layer had a seri-
ous harm of soil erosion with strong erodibility and weak anti-erodibility. The K-values of A, B and C layer
turned down 1.29% - 13.80%, 1.29% - 13.80% and 1.26% - 10.82% with different planting systems and land
use types in 4 years, and the whole layer turned down 3.17% - 11.64%. The drops in K-value of different
planting systems and land use types were not same: Excepted terracing treatment, others drop more than CK,
and grass > rotation > fruit forest > grass and crop intercropping > hedgerow > mixed forests. Planting trees
and grasses was conducive to improve the erodibility and the quality of the sloping farmland. The maize
intercropped and relay intercropped with other plants could improve the coverage and species of the sloping
farmland, could also improve the erodibility of the sloping farmland.
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ERIEEK, R2TRBFMGESE, BATLETMmMESR. PURES, RMasR. @il 4 EA R RS E
AR R, ANE SRR KEA TR, P A ZE T 1.26%~12.34%, B Z T 1.29%~13.80%,
C JZ T 1.26%~10.82%, A By C =2 P FF¥ 3.17%~11.64%. 7[RI Fhie il B AR IS B 3 Bkt K
B FBEIREA—FE, Br TIEELALERSL, BHh, 2 5e/E. S, RERE. MWE. WA
() K AE T B B2 20 TR BRI, 1 FRIR BE W S BUIR I HEZ T /2« Bt > Zp e > 0k > 1R
FAME > HE > WA MORFE, GRIT SR e s  SeE AR R E R s . TR EHE
TEYRENE, $oE 7 a5 A AR, AR TSR m o i 5

RERIA): ZUBHE; b, HsEnrphk

il

1. 5]

PO X S iR, SRR, WERT, MY
MEREZ, YrrEE, SEEENIREE RIS
e, SRR EFEX 1 — A2 LA 0,
LR FEAK o 97%, BN )T B e A A . 5t
FHFHLTH AR 490.35 77 hm?, (54 E A ALY 3.67%,
FHEH TR 69.53%, 6 FE~25 BRI #EHb & B
HUEIAR 61.17%, /KA 2k ™, 4248 /K it 2k AR
AR 41.6%. ST MIT R 1 St oK sk
PG BRI T A, A IR, FR R
FE AR, (EAL G FRF 002 K FH AR I/ X 720 1358
RO IR AT R T, ORI 2 T, 15 4
RN R LR RGO, ABERT A5 17K L 2k i
AT TR TR, A 1 09020 B e b K 30 2% T i
AR, T REAH AR FRAN 5T

b 358 A b P o VT AT 0 AR ol R FE ) B AR
b, R HHT LR TR A EE S T
IR PR RORE T, — B N AN ST A
.. Olson FI Wischmeier T 1963 fF#&HH | -3 n] ik
PE K 4845, REHFRHENX A7 B R 4= 1 77 B 5] i
3R O R (1) 2 /D SRR A 35 M TN AR Tk 1 5 T A
FHR/NBL, SEE 2 Calvin 2519, & K222 Zanchil”)
piiRURTI I e TR EAIE SRV Y A i DA R S Rt
M I EE R H B A . Bajracharya 5§
IRRIF 72 0H, =358 ] ol (1 A0 A ) B 9 422 ok 0 (0 A
KHEAR /N Wall PR FedE H, L] b AR
15 IR B R B YA G . FRIE 2 I R
7 AR R ST T A . R b T A
VR B KAS A R R, NEIR EAES M Tt
HIA WEPP AR TR Z T R 7% 25
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L R AL A 4 XS AL AR ST X, R TR
VEXSASTR] B R) 7 3C0F 2 A BRI A R A
TR S AR ORI AL, FEEET-RiAR B HLUs B 53 A
R, THE T R . SRBIINAEN s A A
WBTRE, BT 7 B b SR X I R ) R AR
B TREIMER AL GG E RS AR 45 A 1
J7i%, FIH EPIC FAU ] e K {5, BEFE 1 /)
PR RURE T 3] e KB 2 1) 28 R R AE S AN R AE )
A EIE S T — AN SN
SR AV R TR AL . R B ER A L T
FARAE TR AT (L e X 38 m] e KRR T A 4
VKUK EEU ORI EPIC A 305 T AN F I B X AR
SERR ) A AT o KO(E, X B e R R SRR R X
TG ARIX iR A P 52 0 1 b L W] ok ) ) A
BACHEAT T RGE T

M4 DL SRz vl n, £ B P E A 4338 m) il
WA, KA EIEAE, 15 H g aT il
FZH A NT T A X I 3 m] e Jz Fosz
K&, FEIFREAIT . A SCE X P B HL X 21
IR, SR [ Wischemeier. Williams 115
A WIEEAME. SEEEHKLREITIEUSLE)K
(R A AT e LI v DA 7, DA v e X 4T 3038
R I K L R T T AT v B AR AR

2. B EFE
2.1. FARXERR

ARHIFFTAE Hh [ G R X B A B B R 2
(E106°8"10"~E106°37'10"; N35°33'10"~N35°34'50")j#
1T o SR IX RN 600~630 m, HiE N 11.3°~34.7°,
ZIX I L, MR, IR A, iR
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3. ARt WEFEIX BT AR 53.2 hm?, Ry
M 12.0 hm?, 5 41.2 hm?, T A #HE % .
SERIREE 19°C, AT 335 d, LR, F
HHEH 4 1507.4 h, HEREH 534 34%, FLREDR
434 KJ/em®, EHEKE 1200 mm, {HEFEKES, X
FEWHEZ, FWHEAS, SETROHIA™E
7k LRk A .

2.2. AELRE

2.2.1. AEAE &I

2002 AR H KRS K R Rr T e R 1 22
K, AETTE B RE D 2 58 ) =20 PO AN 1L
IR TR X, FE UG M DRI B
PRIZK B RAEDL . DXL 21°, BeagArg, X
B HA N 105 m?(21 m x 5 m), PUJE K Ve bk b
FF, BEtRE 45 cm, JE 5 em, HEE 20 cm. JEES N
W BB AR . LR E%A—K P, 510
cm, SV NGO RS, RO K BERE,
bR i MM G B I = T W AN S s R =8
TR R 4, DABG IERE KN, S =
rKFEREEAE, L iillER IR S L h . W
MIX 223G Jid AN ETE, e RN

BEEAE 9, 8N

Cl: VRATHR(ZI . FEAR. FFLRKAE I F);

C2: RSB (L oD AR B, T KT Ao
T AEBEA Y )

C3: il fE(EK - K& - 4% - g
WEAE):

C4: 2 HMRCRH N A itxs S p gk AT 84k,
B JE I G HIE 5°, TR Z2EAT);

C5: THFEEBACR AN RS xS SR s AT B AL,
A JE G H T 5°, T oK)

C6: FRE[AME(RK - S8 1 55 0 B AH TR R B 2%
)

C7: MWE(EK - BACRES AT ME, AT
3 3 7);

C8: ELHh(Z E A KAEEEAYN F);

C9: BRHLCHHE, H AT ).

2.2.2. HENREHELE
FAFEHAEE A TR 1. 7 RIEFET, 6
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Table 1. Rates of fertilizers added to different treatments of the
field trials (kg/hm?)

1. HERRE SRR E (kg/hm®)

Ab3 P e fbhe
JRE 587(N 270.00)
T BERRES 656(P 45.85)
LA 175(K 87.17)
C1,09 0 0

E: KPR : RE®N: 46%), SRERRG(P,0s5: 16%), &AL
(K,0: 60%), PEAL(N: 5g/kg, P: 1.09 ghkg, K: 4.98 g/kg).

18,000 (N 90.000,

€2,C3,04,65,C6,C7 P 19.620, K 89.640)

JIE - S AEAN R A1 Dy R AL A - FUIEAEDVIBAE. B C1,
CO RbFAh, PrA ALERRIGEAL . MEBE. AL ERT L AF
Pl — DA S B A A

2.2.3. IRIEAEY

TARCRK 108), 4 HERE, 9 ABGK, #ATHERR
T ARSI AL FE R 0.5 m x 0.75 m SRR AL,
HARMZ 025m % 0.5 m HRFHE. KGEE 19).
TERCES 10 5) . DZ R FRIT IR N 0.25 m x
0.5 m HpRFIfE. K& 4 HERE, 7 ARGE 1
HEFSER, 4 AGk; 4% 7 A&, 10 Ak,
LERE 2RI N2 EAEY, T 2003 43 H %1%,
AHIEIZE KR IOAT 1], P& 11.25 kg/ha, 4786 0.5 m,
2~5 A% 2~3 K. B R N2 EMY), T
2003 4E 3 HF#k, FRATEE 025 m x 0.32 m, XUTAH—
MM E, HEWE WS ZNE 6 m, 4~6 HIK
R 2~3 IRe HENZFEMY), T 2003 4F 2 HFiE,
FRATEE 025 m x 0.4 m, 3~5 A% 2~3 . 2= (Hi Y
Z%), HRATIE 3 mx4.2m T 2003 4F 3 HE#L, ®BFE
BY 1R, CFFMREER. TR T 1991 4E R,
AR BT 4%, 38— 4R A 1.5 m x 1.5 m IARATIE,
AR 44T 2 ATE TR, P 2 AT AR EA
FHM. DEETRIEHAREK, FREMEHM
FFEEI T K. 32002 FEE T OAH 11 EIME, &
MREFNEFML A 10 F.

23. HERE

TR S TE TR BRI TGRS &R — K. TR
WORE A FE R IR LI R R A SRR . AR URFE AR TE R IR
PR A I KB o

24. HERAEANER R S575 %
SPANEEDE . HIEUR R RRER R R A
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MWE b, BORVHEHET(105C, 24 h), FRE, it
AR VAT AR Wz 710 NS R o 1% R 0/ vl 18 S B
SEATLE, B 500 ml & A SEIARRAE, THERALEE
mES RERA R, REOKSTRBEE: (EMEERE,
TE 25 /INX I 38 FH XGS  FR D 5

A58 ZRE AT WUBRAL R - WO, 3
IKFaMERTRL - 29191k HIRGIIA SRR - KUTRRE;
BHHUR - B AMAEB R AL - AR,

2.5. RS

Fir 8 s s A B LR 18 H &8 SPSS
10.0 LA} Microsoft Excel 2003 34T %3 #1481t .

2.6. TRATHMEEFRESITE

R K EiFE: AKX RHA
Wischemeier F1 smith! 42 H1 (R4 EC 22K

s OM—— G B %: M—— W ki &% x
CKHREE B + ORISR %); S——HIRas i 251 W
YRRIURL, 2: HURL, 3. HOREORL, 40 bEY); P——
HIBBEEEHA PO, 2. PEIR, 3., 4: 18
#, 5: 18, 6: ).

AR (2): A Sharply A5 Williams J. R
EPIC HEAY i HY (1) 52 4 Tk A 1) K (BT 5K

A S—— L3RR (PR 2 0.1~2.0 mm)
TE(%); [—— TR CEPRERR 4 0.002~0.1 mm)
T (%); L—— RIERRTRLCRERLRL £ 9<0.002 mm)
5 (%) C—— HIBA PR E 8 (%): N =1-S/100 .

IR AT KA E

1) %H Wishmeier F1 Smith!" 74481 /54N X %
B, BgihE . S50, BILURSEM S
FEYEA I K EEE, T E.

2) K F SE1EE 7K E ik 5 F2(USLE)! ™ ey
AR T K ERLER 2) B 1E.

3. BR54h

o> o 1d

3.1. REFENE L RIR A v i
K R H R E T

R, AxXQ2). &E. ERIUMITEITER
LIRS K HEER: AL B. C LJEM
K0.430~0.560 A1 0.405~0.595 2 [Al( W3 3). &M Hrik
THEHRE) K E 2R, Kb DL RS K (A

Table 2. Soil erodibility K in USLE (ton.acre.h/100 acre.ft.tonf.in)
%% 2. USLE FEYAT Mt EF K {8 (ton.acre.h/100 acre.ft.tonf.in)

3% b AR & 5 (%) B HHUFR (%)
05 2 4 05 2 4

w 0.11 0.07 0.04 1 085 0.76 0.65
b 036 031 022 MbFEL  1.08 094 0.74
WAy 094 081 0.63 ¥t 134 1.16 0.94

Byt 027 022 018 PiiUfEEL 0.60 0.56 047
WAt 054 045 036 HigE+ 0.63 0.56 0.47
R 099 0.85 0.67 KUbEURSEL 083 0.72 0.58
Wt 060 054 043 Kt 031 029 027
MybFIEL 078 0.67 054  RyFEKit 056 0.52 043
Wb i+ 1.05 092 0.74 it 0.65 047 029

Table 3. K values of yellowish red soils (ton.acre.h/100 acre.
ft.tonf.in)
% 3. FESENELQLEETMMEET K fE(ton.acre.h/100

acre.ft.tonf.in)

FAhr +Z K; K> K3 Ky
2002 A 0.227 0.381 0.430 0.560
B 0.369 0.413 0.550 0.595
C 0.226 0.407 0.560 0.595
2003 A 0.290 0.357 0.440 0.405
2004 A 0.271 0.339 0.430 0.405
2005 A 0.259 0.335 0.430 0.405
2006 A 0.222 0.329 0.430 0.560
B 0.246 0.357 0.500 0.560
C 0.247 0.395 0.550 0.595
RE 5] A 0.262 0.366 0.438 0.467
B 0.308 0.376 0.525 0.578
C 0.237 0.401 0.555 0.595
BoFEs 0.266 0.376 0.483 0.520
AR L 2%
Ig\;iﬂ 17.87 7.61 11.80 16.84

e Kye IAROIRE: K HARXQITRE; K: WEREERS; K
ti USLE # A i R 7 K HR 1.

[21x107 (12-0M)M"** +3.25(5 -2) +2.5(P-3)]

100

{0.2 +0.3exp[ 0.02565 (1-0.017) |} (1/(L +

x(1.0=0.7N/(N +exp(-5.51+22.9N)))

12

(M

1))0.3 y (1.0 _ 0_25C/(C + exp(3.72 - 2.95C)))

)
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Ry HRRBEENEMANQ2), AR IR K EHb.
JURP AR 0 K BRI S5 /BB K, 5% R
MEENRRIHES N A1) > AFRSTRE > Al
(2)o X UL A Q)BT THE R 1) K AEA R FR 2 FIRE o
A ()R e SIEHUMRZL R A LB & =
+HBENE, R AT K, 7R R, B
LU SR SR b 39 T 1 A R AR AN 2 R AR AL
B K EZFREK. A& E N e -5y
M. AHIRESE, KA Sharply A.5 Williams J. R
£ EPIC 8 h 4 i AR MAs v S A R K
B, TFEMMES, EEEEOER, KEER R
N, BEAR I S e SR s 398 W) £ R AR A AN 4 i)
A4k 7 PRI A RV T Ik N s 4 A LA 2
AR SE, B AERMAER, EEld KE, ik
faf o, EEIEARKE, KR RN, BHEA
RELF I WL B e 3 A b 1) A R A A A 2 ) AR A o i
AR ARQ). R ERET ORI
M KM, diRTH: XRAANXQ), B2 KM Sharply
A.5 Williams J. R.{E EPIC A g AR K
(B LL R b 1) K BT I BCIE B T

3.2. IHRBH LT MY K ERNTLHE

3.2.1. AR HRORTEI LR

LI A B LR BONTEIRN LR, &2
PR R, SRR IERZIR, Rzt A
ZEH K BTSN . AR Q) (Sharply A5
Williams J. R.¥E EPIC A3 tH (1 5H A=) 1T HE
2002 ~2006 FHRHL A Z 3 K {H, F Excel 2003
EEROILIE 1), S8R ER, BN A 21 K E
BEEF MK, R TRAES. S0 49, 2R
Wikt A 289 KAE R B 13.65%, “FYRE T4 3.41%.
0.39

0.38 A
0.37

0.36 ™~

0.35
fan| T |+K’fﬁ|

034
033 .

0.32
0.31
0.3

20024F  20034F  20044F 20054 20064F
E

Figure 1. K change of top yellowish red soil with time

B 1. CRRRIETHYE K ERREEL
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IS 2002 4. 2006 4 AL B, C ZJEHIEN
K18, H Excel 2003 /EEI(WLE 2), B )= C JZ L3 K
HHE A BELBEARES, B ELIERE 8.39%~
8.51%, C /2 TIEIE 6.82%~20.61%. ZLEIEHHih
A B8, IRE G sEEE, 10 B EM C Ei 1%
KAE®E, UL p A - B e il sk, Bt
2055, 2mrEE LR,

3.2.2. FEIFESIEFIF 2R T4 IR A AT i

% K {EHFE

KA Q)T 2003 FEH1 2006 G A [ Fh e 1l FE
MR RSB AL B, C LEM KE, SR0LE
4), 2003 FIRAHM A 2 LB AR S5 k>
11.84%, HEAFE SRR BZERMA K A FFPHA]
FIF SRR B. C LK K B2 K.

AL 4 SEAS[RVRAE )RR 2R AL, ASIE]
Tofu L 1) 5 RR FH 2R B S B AR TR R 2 K (E#D T

0.45
0.4 —

0.35 —-ﬁ

03 T

0.25 20027
% 0.2 |=2006¢

0.15
0.1

0.05
0

A . B ' C
+=

Figure 2. K change of yellowish red soil in layers

2. UREL BRI K ETK

Table 4. K value of yellowish red soil under different cropping
systems and land utilizations (ton.acre.h/100 acre.ft.tonf.in)
= 4. TEMESIEMFIAXB TOEREN K&
(ton.acre.h/100 acre.ft.tonf.in)

BRI 5 2 Rbk TRER ISR A B IRk

LR c2 fEc3 c4 fkCs fEce €7 €8 ClO
2003 A 0380 0393 0391 0.398 0371 0.373 0.389 0.335
B 0389 0413 0.405 0.400 0.389 0.380 0.407 0.392
C 0397 0411 0.426 0400 0391 0405 0.408 0.394
2006 A 0350 0354 0371 0393 0.347 0351 0341 0317
B 0384 0356 0.378 0386 0.362 0367 0.353 0.367
C 0392 0380 0380 0381 0364 0365 0370 0.374
g; A 789 992 512 126 647 590 1234 537

B 129 1380 6.67 35 694 342 1326 6.38
C 126 754 1082 475 691 988 931 5.08
F¥) ABC 348 1042 7.54 3.17 677 640 11.64 5.61
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R, Hb A JZ TR 1.26%~12.34%, B JZ T 1.29%~
13.80%, C JZ FF# 1.26%~10.82%, A. B. C =ZF
BIRBE 3.17%~11.64%.

AR Fofr AL FEE R0 ) FH A 28 30 0 b, AT B s A
—FE, 1E A 2, RASRAEME AT K E TR
T ARSI 2.03~4.45 MEY M. B 2/ C
B, TR ERSL, B, S iefE. SRk,
FRELEE, HEE . IRATHAL TR KB T PRI 2R =
TARR I, T B FE N i 2R A HEF T 2 B >
SRR > M > RELEE > HYE > B
Mo Ay By C Z2 P4 R Br LML FS, H
Mo e, SRR RERE, B, RSHK
AEFRT) K E T FRIE RS T AR RSB, T BRI B N
FMRAHEFIGT &5k > SrarfelE > S8 >
EAME > HWE > B, XU, RN
M b, BEANCENDZRENE, S 5 R IR i A R T
SR b - AT ik K(E B

TRACHRACEE T T-7E 2003 SEIUHIIE I, &
S 12 FRWE, Tk CAe 8, 1%
A KE I E VAR E AR, S8 K 5T REIE A
RK. AREMEZEMNRS TR, FFEEAN
TAE AT AL L2 e il KA YR s LR
28 SFEMRAN TARER AL 1) 338 ] Dt KB AR 22 Sl 5
K =i 3.86~6.07 ANy . FHLE) K AE T BEEI R
B SIIBE 8.16 AN E 73 o AELL BRI b, K hb
TR B AEP SO R FR L, A5 70 FH - 49 my e e () o5
R b 4

FEPE R L IX SRk b, Tk T EOR AR A
BHEYD, fEARIFKERZMET, REEKSH
YR ER, Bk R, X
YRR SR 0 808 o RIS, R R A
TYNE . oy e AF B T3 T 7 a5 B R 3G i AR 4
%, HaEa b KA. B. C =2 B EE) T
MR T ARSI 2.92~6.94 ANE 43 A, A AR ]
fE. HEWE . oA E AR T o K E R SeE.
TR AL R ST T R Al F R Y, B
%, AFIF SR ] bk ok, B ol

4. THe 54
1) T e P 4 R P R R P 1 B

14

fobs, 2T RIREMTIREESEY. WEN
[ 3 m] et TS LR, SR TR T IE#A
—FF, 19 H AT bl T 22 5 I AR SR P R
b [X 7R AT B S B, SR A R Wischemeier
Williams FJTHEA I, HEEEA. EEEHKLR
27 FR(USLE)K 18 % A H T i L3 vl i e 72, JL
FOTIETH BRI K A ZI R, A8 R REZE AR
K, FH Sharply A.'5 Williams J. R.ZE EPIC f& %! 2
M B A TR KBS 7 RECI, AR e e ARSI
SELL BRI A K T EIE E O

2) BREELTE LI AL By C LEMTT
PE K {85515 0.329~0.381.0.357~0.413.0.401~0.407 .
LTS E A+ R BT i K (E 5RO, BEEAE
MK, A NERES.

3) JEIT 4 AN R ) AR FH R A s, B
HHAR LZH K H# T, AL By C =2 1FHT
F% 3.17%~11.64% . A~ 7] FiiE il FE A0 FH 2R B 3 p 3 K
BT REREA R, B TRERL ARSI, HHh, 77
AR SR, REEE. MYE. BSHAAHER K
BT Bee i PR 0 v T AR B SJ B, R A v B ) HE
TGP ettt > sraskelE > SR > RERE >
HYE > WA

4) ELLEIEHE b, SmA 2R, R E
5P PR HE A AT S I e o KR G
TE 25 BEMBE B I, ol RRR £ VR R i e,
AR T R b T kb ) e AR T R s AE 25
FECLUF Mg B, TR EMEMMmEE, 12
e o FEAN G AN AE AR, R AR ELIAE L M
Sy AR PRI B, v GRS AT P . TR
AR RIS TR Al P RO AR, B R, A
FIF- v v R s, RS o .
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