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The Change Regularity of Rainfall Erosivity in the
Loess Hilly and Gully Regions of Inner Mongolia
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2. Academy of Water Resource Sciences of Inner Mongolia, Huhhot 010020, China)

Abstract: The rainfall erosivity is alatency capability of soil erosion by rainfall and the most influencing and im portant factor for
soil erosion. Based on daily rainfall data of Shagedu w eather station in Zhunge' er Banner of Inner Mongolia, according to the a
daptive rainfall erosivity model, the relationship betw een rainfall and rainfall erosivity in the loess hilly and gully regions of In-
ner Mongolia is analyzed. It shows that the curve between rainfall erosivity and rainfall amount yearby-year is identical, and
annual rainfall erosivity and rainfall is the same, too, which dissimilarity is the season change of rainfall erosivity is more obvt
ous than that of rainfall. By regression comparison, the relevance coefficient is biggest, as the relationship bet ween rainfall and
rainfall erosivity is expressed by power function. And the relevance coefficient of the monthly rainfall and rainfall erosivity more
strengthen obviously than annual rainfall and rainfall erosivity, which is mainly influenced by rainfall intensity. T he rainfall
erosivity is fasten on June to September, and it’ s the biggest in August.
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