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Abstract

Based on Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE), Geographic Information Systems (GIS)and
(Remote Sensing) RS spatial analysis techniques, this study calculated the soil erosion modulus in
Xixian Watershed of the upstream of Huaihe River from 2000 to 2015, and analyzed the spatial
and temporal changes of soil erosion intensity. The results indicated that vegetation cover man-
agement factor soil and water conservation support practice factor showed a decreasing trend in
the past 15 years. The soil erosion modulus decreased in the main influence factor of rainfall ero-
sivity. The soil erosion in this region as a whole was dominantly trivial in degree with 92.49%,
mainly in the regions below 300 m in elevation or 15° in gradient.
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1. 5|

TR R R R L RERAE K ). DT R, ETEANER R REIA . Rk, s g
R[], 1EARERE R ARSI M@z —[2], MU FE LR E R ERR A=), 2 RHERI
BOBACH) B R[], IR 7T O 244 4 BRIN AR A FU I B 2 N 45 4]

e LIRRA T IEA R A LN, R E RIS, DA E K LR ARG Ol ik
T RS 1 GIS HiR, it HIEERMBIAE €& X B#EM. i L3 E M R fRE. BiiaX
K I A R B [5], il FH 389 25 5 F2 (Universal Soil Loss Equation, USLE) [6]. 1511 3 2k
77 7 RUSLE (revised universal soil loss equation) [7]. H[E 387 2% /7 #£(Chinese Soil Loss Equation, CSLE)
[8]. SEHE) WEPP [9]. EKM ) EUROSEM [10]58465 7 . 1 TR 2 M X s BB ANIE 58 3%, LA RUSLE
RFMAIGGE ARG B AT 2 IR AL [11] [12] [13], iZEERBE T T 5 342 35 DA 5 1 4%
AN IR R, HEWEAE R, G RRETETE, ) 2T LER e & .

TRETRT I ) 7K 38 2R — B A0 VAT VA BT TR F 32 i, AR R UREARAT RN X, BT B
Kt BARTIRMAGHIF KM, SEVFZHIX SN, LEBE. fthae /12, BEEANDRA
Wik At R R, N - B - BRI JE IR, OB s E R oK LR AT X [14]. AT PAHE
T B EK S, L RO S X Sk, A 2000, 2005, 2010 Al 2015 4F (1 1@ B2 A HAB R, R
F RUSLE FEAYBIF e fdn] b Ji i 3 4R ks 25 73 SR A, D XK B ORI Tt S (1t DR S S A

2. IRXENR

BE A TR X, SR IE Ry 113°15'E~114°50'E, 31°28'N~32°44'N (|4 1), $%HIi i
#1709 10,190 km?, IS AL AL Bti i B A, 22 4EFISIRAE 15 CA A, ME LA 2 AR IR K BN
800~1400 mm, T EVAT AL X 38 22 45 S 45 F 7K B 9 500~900 mm, P& B S A A5, FEhr. XA ZE R
AT . IR M DM R R AN o, NER A TR R
3. ¥ EFE
3.1. #HIEFKIR

AW E R BIEOAE: 1) PR EEE: 2) DEM #d; 3) H3ESEAHE; 4) L3R % 5) NDVI
el AR OHE I WA 1.
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Figure 1. Location of the study areas
E 1 fRXE
Table 1. Data sources and description
= 1. BEKIFESAA
s i S
ASTERDEM 30m i FE 2 (R EHE =
MODISNDVI16 K751 (2000 4E, 2005 4, 2010 £, 2015 4F) 250 m i 2 7 ()R =
= H ORI #2000 4F, 2005 4E, 2010 4E, 2015 4F) 30m v [ R 22 % PR RS R
% WY B4 (2000 4F, 2005 4F, 2010 4F, 2015 4F) HpE S G
ISR )0 e F AL S5 1000 m TH 5 - e

3.2. TEEHER

AR B HTRN S5O Z A IE L0 R T FE(RUSLE) R #-AT I 8 IX L3R i) & Ak, 5 AN
A=R-K-LS-C-P

A A AT L EEME UMM a): R AR ETF(MImm)/(hm*ha)): K L] ik K7

((thm*h)/(MJ-hm>mm)); LS N3 KIWER T, TEHN; C MEWERSEHE T, LEN;

RN T, TEHN. S#AETHEARXN:

1) BAKREZMHAHET R
K FH 7K B AN 4R oK B EOE 5

R=3"1735x10

2
[I.S*Igp'——o.gl%]

@

P MK LR

@

A PO RERTE(Mm); P ONSERERTE(mm). MR XRS5
MIRERT R 77, ] kringing f BV HEAT 23 [AI4E AR 9 30 m RIS Kiodfs
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2) HIERR R K
0.3
k= {0.2 + 0.3exp{—0.02563AN (1—&]}}(L)
100)|[UsiL+cLA

@)
«l1- 0.25C _ 0.75SN
C+exp(3.72-2.95C) SN +exp(22.9SN —5.51)

H, SAN HIREPRL & E(%); SIL FaBrkie E(%); CLA RREHRISE(%); C FaA WK 5 (%);
SN =1—SAN/100 . FI|H - 353 Fe (R AH e, TR0 9 XA b 3w el P DR k11002 [ 23

3) FE WS BN T C

A3 FH B S5 [ 15 L R b 78 5 B R T C SREE RS f 2 MR R, A UN:

1 f.=0
C=1{0.6508-0.3436*Ig(f,)  0<f, <783% @)
0 f. >78.3%
NDVI—NDVI

* = NDVI__ —NDVI_
X fONEPEREE . NDVI AR FEEL NDV ey AT NDV i A — A G HF A KA AN
R/AME . ABFFRA MODIS 1) 16 K NDVI 78, THEARER ) NDVI A, NDVlgay Al NDVin 73731
U NDVI e K 1% 15/ 1%1I1E
4) BWKIBJLH T LS
H DEM %48 73 il S B D P A K I 7, THREA RN

10.8sin 6+0.03 0<5
S =116.8sin0—0.50 5 <0<10° (5)
21.9sin0—0.96 0>10°
ﬂ( m
L=| 2 6
(22.13) ©)

X, LOASBKET: S RIWERT: 0 NBEAE(): A A (m): m AR ERLKE, 20 <1Un,
m=02; {1 <O<FH, m=03; H3IF<<5WH, m=04; H¥6>5K, m=05.

5) K EfREFRE R P

AWFFeas & MAERTFE R [6] [11] [12]A0 LA GO, i 78X AN [ s 2R R 7 AN RN i PR~
H(EE 2).
Table 2. The P value of different land use types
2. FREI:HFI AL P E

bR A Hith i B K3k B

P & 1 1 0.3 0 0

3.3. HIRRWS R

R B SOK R RBATAT 1) (3B 12 280 S bmut) (SL190-2007) [16], K it A58 LR i N
6 MY 1) TR /N T 500 tkm?a; 2) 5121 500~2500 t/km?-a; 3) HE {2 1ih: 2500~5000 t/km?-a;
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4) 5RJERmh. 5000~8000 t/km*a; 5) HIR{EHH: 8000~15000 t/km®a; 6) IZU{&Mh: KT 15000 t/km?a.
4, BR545Hh

4.1 BEMREEFITHE

R4 RUSLE BEAL [ AN TR AL, 20iH 5 2000, 2005, 2010 41 2015 4 %[5 1 (1145
H TR R b TR A AT L SR AR AN, S AR T R K FE DR 7 A s ol e R — B8 KR
PR 7 S B T B K T A2 Y E LIRS R 2K . 1] 2 45 HE T 2000 4E & 2015 SR FUIX KA R K R K
RURE T IR, BRI B Ss, (BIEA AR AT, 2005 AR R K A2 i R 7 B R K
T+ 2000 4 B FEK AR R T, 2010 4F 1 KA b R 7 B S5O T 2015 4R [ B KR B R 7, 2R R 2 2005
SR 2010 FETAMN EBONEN o 2 BB K BRI K B S B /K AR Tk X B R
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Figure 2. Annual rainfall and rainfall erosivity factor

Bl 2. FkESREKRMNET

FE Y 7 o R IR 1 S R R LA 7K I 2R A RE B, R 7 i R e o 7K L DR RR e R e
K AR R R AR . €] 3 5T 2000 4FZ 2015 SEHFFTIX NDVI AR 78 26 5 B K 1 10484k . T
15 4EK, HFFT XA NDVI ZEA I E TS, X 54k E SO em R SR I Em A 6, 1B
AR BILEAR TR, AR RO . A PR T AR A TS IR LF IR NDVI RGBS A .

ANF] LRI B AN A (7K LR FFR T 36 3 45t T A FEIX 2000, 2005, 2010 F1 2015 4 4= i ]
KA L] B 7E X DARFORIbR D9 32, 40705 31 1 55.1%7F1 35.6%. IT 15 4ok, A HbANEL I AR EL
IR, PRH 2R FFass, AR 2 8 BT, HAR L EIFA KR, (XFE 0.8%A .
D1 Bk 2000, 2005, 2010 A1 2015 4F/K LR FEFEBE T4> I 4: 0.542. 0.540. 0.539 F10.529.
KRR R I 15 ok B RS, B EUh.

4.2. TRRM=E S HHHE

AR A A, 9% 2000, 2005, 2010 1 2015 4F iyl ik bz S B T 242 A
Hor i 258.9. 279.5. 173.8 F1 109.1 t/km?*a, &4 ik Ei A4S 1342 s B 263.8. 284.8. 177.1
1111 T te ARZEEREF[17)48 B B AIEAE 2000 =71 2005 I SLllyb &4 2945 f1 322.4 Jit, itH
SEE 550 A 89.6% A1 88.3%, 1t BAF A RUSLE 15 H (1) 8 B it i - 32 h 45 A ] ¢ .
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Figure 3. NDVI and vegetation cover management factor

& 3. NDVI 5HE#HERE T

Table 3. Land use change from 2000 to 2015
& 3. 2000~2015 &+ Hh FI AL

3 SR A AR EL 451 (%)

. PRk LR
it Hhith iy K Eava )Rkt HME 1
2000 4 55.17 36.43 0.98 3.21 421 0.542
2005 £ 55.56 35.99 0.90 3.07 4.48 0.540
2010 £ 55.41 35.83 0.89 3.23 4.64 0.539
2015 4 55.10 35.61 0.89 3.59 481 0.529

MRS IR 0l 7 2 BbRitE, THE 2000~2015 4F %12 1l s FE BT 5 82N A 4R B AR B 43 L (2 4).
VHEVHT B - AR T T AR B A Tk s B K R, R DARUE R MOy, RO,
DL ARk AR N . ALY 1975 47 . M 2000 4E 2 2015 4F, WU 4R T AR oA SRR ke g, bR At
FETAR L 2 Bk N #y o 2015 SRR AR Bl i AR 5 3 T 97.77%, w B2 S DL B AR P T AR LA A
0.33%. PR FELA 78 55 A0 R FH O o - B2 sl AR (0 = BRI 3R . AR 7 26 A B DR 7 R OK - DR
Bt DR 7Ol 15 R FEAR RN S, (BN EL B A K T T R R AR A S KR
b Rl F-AE Ak a3 — 3, 2000 4R T332 i 5 2015 FEAHLL T RS T 57.9%, 1% R (4 7K 42k Bl -t

[% Y 54.7%.

Table 4. Statistics of soil erosion in study area from 2000 to 2015

%< 4. 2000~2015 AR X TIER MG T *R

N[ - AR i B A 2R I AR %

Ay (Ean v {2/
2.
T3 B i Gl G I tkm*a At
2000 4E 88.88 10.33 051 0.12 0.09 0.06 258.9 263.8
2005 4 87.89 11.27 0.54 0.14 0.09 0.08 279.5 284.8
2010 4E 95.56 3.92 0.38 0.07 0.04 0.03 1738 177.1
2015 4 97.77 1.89 0.14 0.04 0.04 0.01 109.1 111.1
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Figure 4. Spatial distribution of soil erosion in study area from 2000 to 2015
4.2000~2015 FHRX LIRR M= E 57 E

4.3 TREMWSHFEHXR

¥ 2000, 2015. 2010 1 2015 4 452 i 45 Rt SO EAME IR 2 AP L2 v, R E
BEAT LIRS %, I3 LSRR IAE AR DEM AU EE X (A 40 A RFAE. ¢ 5 4 th T7E 6 MEHE X
[f](<100 m, 100~200 m, 200~300 m, 300~500 m, 500~700 m, >700 m)f) 32 E A At W5
X E 39452 i B S B AR R o 3, R THTAR ) 92.49%, 5 BE i B K P RE DA B 43 i A 6.94% 1 0.57%.
FEANIR] (i ARHE IR IX ], 0~100 m s 2 IX 8] LR ph AL R, o5 4R Tk S T AR 14 43.41%, /G 100~200
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m AR X A, H IR AR R A T AR 36.17%. i FRAE 300 m LATR FRTHIAR o5 342 ks T AR
] 90.03%. 700 m PL_E ) HIEE M E AU 5 IR S AU 0.26%. AR SR, BRoRE A 3R i
FERALE 100~300 m EFEXE], FELAO SO by m TR AR i i AR D .

Table 5. Soil erosion area proportions at different elevations (unit: %)

5. TRIBRSET LW DRRMER S SRMEIRLEGI(EBEAL: %)

12 <100 m 100~200 m 200~300 m 300~500 m 500~700 m >700 m it
W 42.79 33.07 8.80 5.99 1.63 0.21 92.49
B 0.53 2.89 1.49 1.46 0.52 0.05 6.94
O 0.05 0.15 0.11 0.06 0.01 0.00 0.38
SHEE 0.02 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.08
stk 0.01 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.08
JaZ 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.04
&1t 43.41 36.17 10.45 7.55 2.16 0.26 100.00

H 5% X DEM #4453 P 1, T 5HUAE 6 /N IX (7] (0°~5°, 15°~25°, 15°~25°7, 25°~35°, 35°~45°, >45°)
(32 PR AR A DL (L 6)o O°~5 3 [X B 1) H 3R I AR Bk, 5 3R i B AR 60.24%,
Ut 5°~15°3 FEIX [A], I 32 P AR - 2 s T AR 1 26.58%, 38 3t (5 3R il S AR 86.82%.
WFEAE 35° LA B IX 8] 3R ph T ARAR Ao AR SR BEFIAR B BE (1) 39842 1 2 B R AR AE 15°~25" 3 BE X ) .

Table 6. The proportions of soil erosion area of different slopes to the total soil erosion area (unit: %)
7 6. TEIEEFRPHTIRFRMER S 2RMERELGI (R %)

2P 0°~5° 15°~25° 15°~25° 25°~35° 35°~45° >45° Gt
i 59.59 23.54 7.73 1.51 0.12 0.00 92.49
R 0.60 2.79 2.18 1.17 0.19 0.01 6.94
o 0.04 0.16 0.14 0.03 0.01 0.00 0.38
W 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.08
T 0.01 0.04 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.07
JE 0.00 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04
it 60.24 26.58 10.11 2.72 0.32 0.01 100.00

5. &g

AWFFRA RS F1 GIS BiAR, HET RUSLE L3ERUBERL, A5 o b kil e 8 Bk 13842
PR (B AR . EE AR

1) 2000~2015 [ AKR MR T 2R RS, 32 B2 30 b TN SR B TN RS R . RE A R
A TR K A AR I DR 73 15 4 SR IEA RN IR/ A

2) 2000~2015 4 itds 32 P A ek Ryg NS . TR ERE FE DM ROy, S AT
(17 92.49%. G A A LUt X R RS 5 K 3 L X - 2 i Sy o 6

3) MR HPE MY R o0t IR AR P A (] ) AT R . S ARLE 300 m LA Y ARl T A o
THIF 90.03%. M BETE 15° LU (1 3R b HI B 7 L TRIAR ) 86.82%. R, i AR it A 11 AR v 3=
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