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Abstract

Soil erosion causes serious destruction of land resources and degradation of soil quality, which is
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an important factor leading to desertification and rocky desertification. Soil erosion evaluation is
helpful to grasp the intensity and harm degree of soil erosion and is the basis of soil erosion con-
trol. On the basis of literature investigation, the evaluation standard methods of soil erosion at
home and abroad are summarized and analyzed, and the advantages and disadvantages of differ-
ent evaluation methods are compared, which can provide reference for the study of soil erosion
evaluation.
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Table 1. Soil erosion intensity scale (Bahadur, 2009)
= 1. TIRERM5EE 592k 3R (Bahadur, 2009)

Z SR WA (¢ (km-2))
TEIRI 0~100
T 100~300
R 300~600
B 600~900
HE 900~1200
AN 1200~2500
Rl 2500~5000
DEEE 5000~10,000
JalZ 10,000~40,000
HES >40,000
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SR, B IR R VP AR bR EE B ARTERR . BURNE B R AR R AT A . I
ORIV 1934 SETFUROA TIRZ IS

RO I VR VA 2 5 P S AR T L3R 200 4 291 SR ELO K TR KF R TE
H 1982 T i 4 [ B Y5 i A I 43 ) SR FH 38 2k 75 #% USLE At 33 XUk 77 % WEQ S 3542tk A7 g
VAR o VPANES 1 Je i S X 48 R A, SRS AR ok B e HE AR SRR X T R IR R R
(KRB N6 e <T. T2T. 2T~3T. 3T~4T. 4T~5T Al>5T. XFKF20h, PRI EHITE
WA 7 il BENRMIET . TR KT WER T S E SR T KSR
R RIS VF L R & 2]

Bahadur (2009)8 H] USLE (Ji H 382 i A A BEAT T 32 BS54 1842 Dl Bk it o1
X d5k fr) 34 R B 20 10 2R[3], W7 1. Bhattacharyya et al. [4]42 8 438842 il B0k B R 1 X fr) - 358
RABEE N 6 T, A ) B AR B8 v/ (km - 2) ) 2059 A = BB (<500) » 52 (500~1000) , 1 EE(1000~2000),
58%1(2000~4000), 3% 51 (>4000).

X - AR PP 72 3 B A AR AR AR et DX I R B AR AT B, SRS R AR Y
TR PSR BT LR TSR FE R A o X P4 BT IR AR AR Ik ) 4y G T AT T S — A
BRIILE, AIRR UG T HE . (R 2 LR S 7Y — MR 5 B K B TR EE , X T Lk X R X 4
AR IHAR G RIG FIRS, XFEN IERA % BRI X 72 R, IF BaX e 20057 R 240 RK
paksdiiioR

Table 2. Soil erosion evaluation factors of Colombia QUERIM method
% 2. F8tLT QUERIM AW HIRR TN E T

Er WA F E% L L7
1 e B AL
Hb i RS 2 R AL
3 BIE XA
1 & >50 cm
2 RZ 25~50 cm
B R
3 wr 10~25 cm
4 ek 0~10 cm
1 It
E b 2 b
3 il
g 1 R >6.0%
2 [ 2.5%~6.0%
ARG EERD) 3 H & 1.5%~2.5%
4 {1iS 1.0%~1.5%
5 IRAK <1.0%
1 i
2 el
gt 3 5
4 o4t
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1 oo 2
TRER ? R
3 SR
4 S
1 g 0%~3%
o 2 R 3%~7%
3 rh AR 7%~12%
i 4 e B AR 12%~25%
5 53 25%~50%
6 AEHBE >50%
1 K3,
2 W B HEAHE B
3 RIS
-1 R
4 AT 43
5 e K e
e 6 Mkt K 58 e
1 = 80%~100%
2 e 60%~80%
HF b 7 . T 40%~60%
4 i 20%~40%
5 IRAK 0%-~20%
6 & 0

5% [ EHE LE N T IR AR 1l 5K Vrieling A [S13 HFE T ST 7336t _E 35 IR 7 2R 65 B E PE U5 vExT TR
ol R S AT 3, B PEAR TR 22 B (QUERIMY) o BRI 1 [N - A M M. L8, b3, <
15 S T3RR3R A R - AR I R R o B R A HUE RO AR i R TR e
BRIPAHIE . MRS 5 7 BIACT 21 € X3 SR v K 55 . 07 ik G T iE &
KR, R G S HAN o8 R ARE X AN R T A A2 AR o 10 RHE L AR 37 SRt X, 2
BURPEAN R 7 e A 20 MR IHE AT AT EE E 8, &I Y R
THEEFEMILA G R RRMIXT R, #e S5 B AR MU R 7 R T 2 iz it 7T
BREFR, Tok 1B 45 G B0 AR I 1 SE PR B o FLk AR 0 TR SO B AR R
i, TR AR MR MR I T I g AU PR P 45 R K, /& BRI

3. EREENTREMITMERRMEBRS
3.1. BARRMITN 5

TR O R R 3 A AP A BB B, RIEBURS IR A AR EAL, B 20 D
80 AEARLLR, H 20 4T 80 SEARLISR CITRE 1 MYV 4 [ 3R PUR B0 IR A (55 3), ABURH AR 13T £
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AR PR X SRR AL A R . AR BRI MR D R AT, AR R 6 IR R A
Oty HEEIET IR AR T X R M T oy ik, SR 73R T 2 WRRR K. T H AT
NIk, EAR RPN %, TIARIERIGE (R 4.

Table 3. Four soil erosion surveys in China

= 3. REMR HREFRMIAEER

i BETRR] [arlyagsa BEm 2 BE R
1985 IR S R S Y S5 7 N RO M. . 3. Mg R EHUR GRS, f] T T
R L35k &, KRR 12 phA
ok Al # ok = A T™ 814805 i N I
1999 (g L2 GIS ;)’27!? TR F. HIEEWE
2011 7K A #K % RS 5 GIS HiA HEMEMEFER> AR &8

FRE I b AR R | A AR iR AT ]

PEEK. AL R RUEXI E R GOK LR H A

THOFIHT L MR A

. s 4E LW LRI A ST KR K L
2018 KA ey ﬁgﬁtﬁ\ HIRELBRIIRY 5P %R\ a%%ugggmﬁ%@g;
Geit b A GRFFR R O Geitde. & EE M

Table 4. Evaluation method of soil erosion in China

* 4. ERLIRRMITFNTTE

=) IR IR

g 725 RN AR TR R s . BRI R R TR R T, SR

FZ R ATikfie T 86 L B2 uATAN S9FE 7 PR, @it sz i 25 5 S0k o bt

BAPNE THEAT T RMRN Sy B T80+ IR bR R, @it IR s E

RHEAT R VAR 5> 2

NA LA AT AR LS T T fE B8 VAN e 9 243 AR, LA SL190-2007 - 3542 1k 432

XL EE(2009) [9]  rZebrite” ASIR, AR U R BR )2 40 A OAFAE, 070 32 H VR BR ki i 4> 4%
fabr.

HEMEEE(2009) [10]  BH GIS, PAEEIEH K LRAR TR, X K& 38R o & 3T 2 WA

e LR T . LI, BN Esym R R SR L, N REERA TS, MR TA

AR LR i Fe 5, R T 2 R LR U 8 T 7T B S T vk

S EE 2R B E A B AR o SRR AR B N FEBR R, E Sk i

RUMEI SN, L T BT X B IR R T SR AR AL E AR R

FE AT i UK R R R R (At b, AP TOK R IR AR R, KR
REEMAEAR AR R BIE =TT A K BRI, K ERRARBUAIK DR RF e -

KRB FE RGO E T HEKRHURE 8 NP A TG . R 2k
I (2004) [14] &%), RALFIPMERE S E TR, APH VAR E R FHE, I KERKRE

Wi FELE A VAN RS, L TR ERUR R, JREEAT 1 400 2y .

BT BHAS T AR A AR P BR B HATAN R BORFAE . WRMSCHE B2 FE R ) SRR
FEREEQ009) [15] R HM AL, B RGERER MBI, #E TIEN AR R ABE, BT —EE

A AL RIS SR AR AN T 7

FME2007) [8]

A A ZE(2006) [11]
B F42011) [12]

IR (2005) [13]

SRR B TEA PR, EPEPPO ENE BN 5. ETEPP A R EGR 1) BTG
BARGUGIS) BBI(RS)MAHSCHEA BT, xR BT IR, 70 W Ab B A8 O & 059 2) A %A
D27 SR BUR v - 3 ) R R I 27070k, RIS E TR ZER, X miEseillik. i szl
5. BIEOURES: 3) KRR 2R EE . it AHUREE. P 5 R TP E
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SR FUEEAT XS b, e AR R S 2 R ) R34y SR U7 VR . SE BV O R T R M R R A A Ok
ATV, Hod, SoNEA . NH &N 12 & USLE (Universal Soil Loss Equation) 342 AR 7Y

3.2. EIRTREMTFNIRAE

H iR E L2 v bR vE EEA A (SL190-2007 3R 380 FbruE) (16181 (KR
RAICEFLE T RbRAE) [17], YRR . BT E B T L2 0 5 5 S RE R o bR o e 35 )
TR 7K A R (R = 33842 ) B S B o P R 40 1R AT T R o

3.2.1. {SL190-2007 LR Z MDY LD RIFAE) [16]

GRRHEARYE £ 2R A ANE s A E IR X RN 3 A —F IR MR AX . R AR
JE. Mo, SR, ISR AR 3 DR X RIPER BRI T 9 ADNTRERRIX, AR R RIS RA
[ A X3 FEIEAT K TR I, 3 SRR AN IR AR B S A XM T 8V R R G |, (6 b Bk
ERE T KR SRR Sy Sbr e . B Rk S R AR I A SR A o 3 TR EOR AT A . )
R SR E BRI RIS . WA R FE . R ERE . (RIS DU AN bR AT R 2o TR A& R (R
AR, e DRI A AE R R BRI ANATE R AN DURURRIE S8 A TS M 2 B S
BIFERR, 25T AR 9 FbrE .

3.2.2. {SL718-2015 K LKL BEEE FRIRE) [17]

Bt A 7K L3 2k S B R P 48 A 0 18 B R Bt R A A fa, 1 RS BN R 7K i 2k 1 AT B e A e fe
FEREFI RN, TRRR R Ik fE R AR

PRt 7K 2 i G R AR B e R 0 Fe T PR i SR Ui AR BR 4T 0 0 FR PR B SRR
A PR T 3 B AT 0

A A o S R S (PRI 3SR FH R b D 1 3 T 285 (BORE 0 78 5 B3 ) RS g s X 8 7

TSGR B S R SR F (R HE AR 9 V8 7 S T AR B A M A e ko

Ve L Sa R FE B S R 2R F (4B AR 8 10 fa AR B S e i e AR T REdE

bR E 1) B P T PE A B B R R B R 5, Bl B IR K B R AT Re 1, TR T
LR TEA SR U 3 E R PR R R A R AR AR B
3.3. B EEHITEN AR ELS

MUL L[ A 342 o PP 4 (K iR AR AE AT LA H A SRR P K PP O 2 PIM O, — R AR X
SARFAEEAT 73 DX, 0 AN [ X3 B A [ AR R P R 4 AR S (PP R 10 2, SRIEAT 3R AR G R & 2
A MURIE RN T, IRIE SR R E I, BT AN R AR, s P A AR R
BINBCT 23 FE PRI, R 23 5 4R BOR R AT TR IR Ph v pr

HI A0 AL T 1 VRO AR HERT 25 18 T 3R P 1 S8 R R AR AE, 0 a2 T R IRAR ik 1 o)
PRBBRE, PSR PR AR PTG AR LIRSS R (R PRSI, R SR BR 20 2 bR e 5 XIS BUIRE
it SR AR A R AR Phi —ERRLX, (EUR IR RS VR (R Tk B2 1 VA 70 AR HE[O ][RI
TR Xl PR B A B DU A, bR v R R £ ) bR v T G 2 DX S B A DL OF AN IS
JSE[18] [19]. F 3 L3R P B 7 L PPN T AR D, PP O Fis b R 3B RO O B ML A7 7 2 i
TS TR R UL, R 7 ZEPPAN 34 ot T 4 B 2 (15

Ja 3 B kA FT AAREE X ISR RS O BN R bR, BCRERT & XA o (HAE SEPR PP I SRR 5
B, B 5 R RO
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AICLER T H AT E A SR I B BLR, X ARV ITER s A, BEESR R 1) &
AR P PP IR A B G, RN R K R R FFREE DT U E B AR, RZE T RIE ST,
2) HETH IR PN T AT E VE PP A VP, A B A SEIVE M IR, A7 I8 IR 2> X
BATVHY, BRI T, RIES R A TR EEE, T AR BB, s A A
IAEE INBCE B4 2 PR AE, R ER S T BOERITHN T ik BRIIES A e . 3) HATIRE
BRZ ARG 1 HIRR PP AR e, TSR I S AR R R RS fr e 3R

EHEWH

B 76 445 B S R0 H (2023-YBSF-454; 2022FP-34); BG4 - Hb TR # ¥ 45 1 9 B RHIT I B (4
5 DINY2024-24).
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