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Dynamic Changes of Soil Erosion Based on Markov Model
—A Case Study of the Xian Metropolitan
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Abstract; We took Xi'an metropolitan as the study area. Based on DEM data, remote sensing data and the
economic and social statistics data, using RS and GIS technology, combining with the universal soil loss
equation (RUSLE), we analyzed the dynamic change of soil erosion in Xi’an metropolitan in 2000, 2005 and
2010. On the basis of the quantitative calculation and application of Markov models, the dynamic changes of
soil erosion areas of Xi'an metropolitan in 2015, 2020, 2025 were predicted. The results showed that:
(1) from 2000 to 2010, on the view of time features, soil erosion presented the decreasing tendency in Xi'an
metropolitan; on the view of spatial characteristics, soil erosion was more serious in north and south region,
and was relatively light in central region; (2) from 2000 to 2010, various types of soil erosion areas shifted
from higher to lower level erosion types, specification of Xi'an City circle of soil erosion intensity showed the
trend of decrease indicating that soil erosion intensity presented the decreasing tendency in Xi'an metropoli-
tan; (3) predicted value results show that, the tiny degree of soil erosion area will increase year by year,
light and above the light degree soil erosion areas will reduce year by year from 2015 to 2025, the overall
trend will tend to a status of benign development.
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LR R L VIR R A E BRI GE LA (PR R R R B 7 A 2 A ARG
SO 9 [ S OB 7 R L MR R A b MR b AT - S R - 8 2
R R MR )R W RS REE AL M AEIE R R AR L R R B TR [ N AR A

W FS HHA:2014-11-04 f&E B H#:2014-11-20

HBBE  HH A SCH SR S5 3 I H (14]JD840004) 5 [ [ AR Rl 3 4 101 H (41371523)

FE—1EF X E989—) L, BRPGPE % AW W98 A, W55 1l R GIS 5 4 % IR 2% . E-mail:463751349@qq. com

BISMESE ATEKIE (1953 B BRI 24P A #82  lEAES 0, EENHEE L FFE T K SESHEIFN 5. E-mail: renzhy@snnu. edu. cn



55 3

R AR BT T KB R A B AR By A5 AR A 5 15

AR I T TS T R RS OIS T AR A T 5T
H S 2 Y I R G R 7 2 USLE,
T LR I BT B TS 30 W L 38 I ok
Ml FB ST K O AT R — 2P 48 O A A
RUSLE ##157 20 48 70 4R, 38 BK 18 E )5 1
5% [ H] A3 R Oy R DA N 3R 2 L R A
(O BEAE B o DA - AR ol 2% 5w PR D R S A ol T4
RRAY Sy AR T R 9 . Horh, D7 B 8 DAAR U
s DN EORE S LAl AR TR R AR ik ) R AR
(8 B G 3R DA RO IK 302 B S PR AE AR S o
TP T RERRAR ol ) R A B AR . TR
Z M XA SC BB AN 5 42 T, 24 T, LA USLE/RUSLE
AR K L R B AL LS 5 GIS Fil RS H AT 2
R IZ B, B R BR (Markov) 19 458 #0
AR 5 Markov A A 75 1907 4 FIH2E 7 1 7
GEAT W3z ik B B — R B AL IS 3h R R AR AR
IR BR8] PR3 0 T 2R R 2% A~ i 221 Calg g 389 722 Bl R
{90 P — P 00 3 2 b P O o R B vk
BRI REA TR, AT R B
BERVIEAR Z2 05 A5 B0 7z ] 2T - s A ] A2
b . AR b, BERR DA RN TS T A 5 L R — R
A ATAT PR A b 2R T ik

BT A SR F 6 I K 3 2k U5 f USLE
(universal soil loss equation) , 454 GIS Fil RS A&,
Xt PG 42 AR T B 2000 4F 2005 4F 2010 4F + {5 ik &
HEAT AR, I 032 DI A B 4= ol 14 I 25 A2 AR R AE R AT
I3 AT AR B FEAL LR ] S 2K B SR AR Y I 43 A % X
Sl S A ok ) A A, DA Ay 2 DX K A PR
PEACHE & LA B 7K A PR 25 W0 o SR SR AR S g

1 WFZE X IO

1.1 #HRE#EFR

VG 22 3 i Bl pR Y 22 T A S R FE T A X B
PR A 22 ASCE, Horp 4 55 78 2 i 2 88 CJLIX I
SO R BT XS B 55 X, B2 14 995
km? . 32 DI 3 BT R I R D A A R X
B X =D T v P B U T 1 A = i | s
W B I o 04 L2 0T Pl b Ak v b 3 O My L SRR R L
H PR AL IR L AFE R Dl 600~ 800 mm, S AR
B A TR RN JFR R R 2 2 194 2 XA S I T 1)
R 5L R R R A5 AR R A A T AR B R v el
XA A R BT LA S Bt AR b 2 OG- AN
BEL LA B2 N 10 3 A i 5 B 0 by

AR XK R B S5 RN A R Y BT A
£ 28 A PR 28 K A Bk LA R A 2 F JEE Bz IR A 7

B S I T YA S e EE N S8R (VAR
BB R AR SRR S e IR Tl B i R
Rl BRVF AR B ) Z oAk R i Ak . SR, i X
S AP Bl 2 S T A B K L IR ) g5 R L K
DT =y O3 I d 7R A o = e N R S S < N
K255 X = e L, S AR ik
A = T R R PR F 5 AR Tl Bl S AR AR X T
P15 1% DX IR A R R it R T DA R K A B TR AR
PrEAEENE L,
1.2 ##EFRIE

A58 R FH I 3 SR 4 4 1 SR A\ DEM 44
PG EE . 18 S R A Landsat 7 LR A4,
FEH TR A H . DEM 4 3 2 H T2
LS A, JF1E ArcGIS fF b 45 & Hoe 132 b
S R ORI - R . R A S g o &=
B VR T S b A L B A R AR S SR
Bl FEALEE 2001 4, 2006 4F LA K& 2011 4F 74§ %
AR PE AR 4 X B 0 S8 T F A 4 DL e b 2 S L TR A
AR OC R I 4R A 1 i
1.3 MRFZ*
1.3.1 REREAEA T HRMBTHECREEEIE
R (RUSLE) A3 3, e ik ol

A=RXKXLXSXCXP (1

X A— tHRMmELY/(hm « ) ;R— T &
BRMHEF LM« mm)/(hm* « he a)]; K—— 43
Al ptE L (t « hm? « h)/(hm® « MJ « mm)]; L——
WRHETF:S—PEREF:C— M REE ST
P—— IR B TR E RN . RIERE
R TR A 1 A g L e 2 (9 fe R 2 IR L Sl A
B 2 AR B R AR P R {H i Krige J5 1k
FE GIS B v fh 47 25 18] N 4l 32 80, 79 30 4F [ R 42 o )
b2 ) o0 A R A 1 . RAE AT A U R

12
R=2>(—1.552740.1792;) (2)
i=1

K, —5  ABKE. KMERBT 25N P ae
T KAEMR, Rtk 2, Rz g, i Tl
W RIE RO SR e K [T B2 S35 NIk
RIS B A et S R 5T o A A 3R
YRV 22 0T Pl 4% 25 0 KA, O 3 A S 22 40 i Rl 1
HEA R oA P AE GIS 10F v B 3 o iibis 2. K (8
FeLd 0. 131 7 R S W 540 E PR . L2 BT,
SRR R T S T A A AR TR SE PRy B 9 Vo bk
FEAA L R Le Al s T LA S 7 28 52 ) 1 4
WA I FR LS SR B DR HZE A 200 ;
PRI N T (L) B HE AR I F .



16 /S o T S T

%22 &

LS=(2/22.1)"(65. 41sin”9+4. 56sind+0. 065) (3)
m=p/ 1+ 1)
8= (sinf/0. 0896) /[ 3. 0(sind)**+0. 56 | (5)
K L—KKHF 50— K (m)sm Wk 17
B p— A0 A= Dl R A VA TR AR T A L3R5 0—— BB

B B 55 48 £ R (OO 48 A (7] Hl T A 4 2 5 IR
ST 4 AR h B 5 ), 5 A b R 2 AR kA
YN BN R

C=<C=0.6508—0.34361lgfc 0<fc<78.3%
1(::0 fe>78.3%

(6)

fe=(NDVI—NDVIs)/(NDVI, —NDVIs) (7)
o oM W ED 3 — 1k B R R
(NDVD—— H Hif i H 85 ) i 85 46 50 T AR 47 i i
R b HEL A A1 S R L A W T 55 5 NDIVIL A5 38
MAHE 2, FIR 2000 42005 4F,2010 4E ) TM 3%
AR EITE Erdas $00F 38 3 78R 3R BUX =4 19 15
— kA Bk 45 B (NDVD . NDVI, . NDVIg 3 77 i 9k %
AR ZE NDVI i RE A /ME. C{EN 0~1, 3
H,0 AN R A ARk R 3 XL 1 g oK SR BRI f] 42 11 1% it
I3 IX , FH GIS #3812 B A5 5 C T M &

W 5% 22 B B T O ) Bk AR O U2 B A3 3 K £
PREER G 22— AF Y 3 B R T 24 00 i, 45 v Bk 4 Xt
P s e 0 7 2 N I AR N G U i o LV D22 .
AR &L 8 78 AN [A] 1R 7 =AY 4 8 O 15 15 e R 5
(P{H), Kb 3k & To & R KIS P ENO0;
HEHLEY P AR 0. 35; B MR R R s S AR | %
R OK A QAP it O 1. BRI AE 2 0l sk A 2000
42005 4F 2010 4R 14 + o R 2 A 16 R FE GIS B
8 Az UK A AR RS it R B A%

1.3.2 X3EBARERE S EAFE L HER R E R
S AKHE LR 2008 4R T Ui St 1) 7K ATl B o ¢ 2
R o 43 bR SL190 — 2007 )07, 4 138 45 ioh o i
SR 1 PR,
F1 TEEMBESR
255 SRR/ (t e km e a )

UBE = 1k <200,<C500,<C1000
2Rl 200,500,1000~2500
B4R 2500~5000
SR B4R 5000~8000
5 2 4= 8000~15000
i B4R ok =>15000
L3.3 BARAREAE  DI/RKFK (Markov) 5 J&

— i 5T R A MR AR TN 7 3k L M B N

M EZE R Z — o il X5 =08 W 90 RS
R 23 LA BOR S 2 7% M 38 10 OF 9 K i o O ok 25 IR
AW AL, DT I B0 AR B T H .
FUITE ¢ B 20 T ot 90 S A R S ABE R 5 A — i 21
t—1RPRSAE S t— 1 ZEHPIR SRR T, B
R SR TGRS . IR R 5T + =
T Bl A AR A SR PTAT Y o R SR 2 X AR ol g ) 2
AR R By IR B I A A Y P BT AE — i B ST Xk
N 25 2 T AR i B 22 () ] LA B3 AE s 76 A R B
W AL 7% o R A2 T — I RS 52 e . 7E A i DX s
- AR o B R R I ) B b R A B T T AR
i 20 - SR ok AR ) ROk R R

iz 5 R B R ABE AR S0 - 1 42 1k 3 A5 A A
I H LR A S R Dl BE AR RS A B P H R R
k=
P, P, P, Py
P, P, P, P,
P, = Par P Po P (8)

P, P, P, P,
P, P, P, P
LPs;, Ps Pg Pyl
K. Py—— R R R B 3 R
0P, <1 (isj=1.2,,n)

Pg%%‘?ﬁﬁ/i?%ﬁ:{ .
EP;]‘ :1
i=1

(izlazs'"an)

(9
2 RS0

2.1 TEEMRESHTH

2.1.1 wrm@ oA R FELETRE 3 I (2000
42005 4F 2010 4F) + 5642l o B 48 9% i ARG 3
T2 PR, WNERPRATNT LA B BE o R
X 3 AL R A K. BRCRE L HER
Tl B F T 98 /)N 5 2000-—2005 4P ff B 42 ol 1T AR 4G
211.17 km® 52 BE L I 2 i AL 2> 211, 22 km®, +
B A= i i B 2T R R L U2 XS AR X 5 a BT
- R SR AN K O IR AT BT % A . B R T
[Fi) 39 050 S 1) K - DR A Rt B v T A R
20052010 47134 3 {2 bt T ARURE o 5 2 B DA 42 ok 1T
Lk /D H 25 ] O 67, 55 km?, 358 45 fodt i Bt 5 U/
ARSI R s B D,
J2 B T B R T AR A DR T ke , BRBE [] BT R AR A5 5%
B B TR G Y B LB AR AR B PR R A
W, AR P BUORAS B U, 2000—2010 4F 3 1T 1k
PR % R Ak R v L 7 Bl AR bR TR A T AR b ) e F A



55 3

R AR BT T KB R A B AR By A5 AR A 5

17

T N AR A —E B A5 e A AR A 1
THIA - AR i 4 BT MR 8 A () I 400 £ 2 SRR 1R B
B A9 NDVT 48 20 [ I 21 52 3 38 01 2% 52, A [5]
DA [] B 30 4 b AR ol AR R — B L R ad aT JLAR R
Sl T A S i B, R AR RO R T — E R R R
ok L it 5 Xt 2% DX i A Ml P DR T A ] R R

— FR NI IR B L LA B ARl 45 48 £ B AR O R
R BT M R 8 AR B T i — R 8 A s o L A B
AL X 10 a )R %2 X JH 2= LR X
My RABOE B AR 3o Ay, P B I SRR
b AP 5 R R KO 500 b R A B S RN
P K B PR BE 3G 5t L R Tl B N H

F2 BARHETEARMNHIEGHEBREERSESILETN
. 2000 4E 2005 4E 2010 4F
T A/ km? A/ Y% Ifi B/ km? H A/ % ifi A/ km? e/ %
W 11589. 8652 77. 80 11801. 0331 79. 22 11868.5799 79. 68
U=3is 2542. 8915 17.07 2438. 8425 16. 37 2434.1643 16. 34
g 588. 8403 3.95 524, 4147 3.52 484, 3827 3.25
R 142. 5663 0.96 111. 8556 0.75 93.1365 0.63
e 55 30. 3813 0.20 19. 0764 0.13 14. 9679 0.10
il 1. 5840 0.01 0. 8541 0.01 0. 8451 0.01
2.1.2 =W A VG EEER TR AR o A S CHE RS X Y DL L b B B Sy S B bR

L D AT LA o AS ] DX AR i 17 0 A7 76 ]
P8 M A LA o S A e S DX ARt G ™
o XA B . sz B bRl AL R B Ll R
TR B B =t B A5 b 8 DX I ) el 50 I 2 L SR e
(08 - b bi 18 B O T i S AR O A S8 5 st R RS | A
WA 8 J8E 2 () 28 S KR R R AR E 1 B L ARk
AR LA™ Il R 3 DX ] 2 BT R X

20004 _
L

N ¢ >

SERE AT AN FH Ml 3 A5 A58 5310, 2 04 1L b B R 4=
TR I Ry 22 78 A B R A BB B AR K AR
Fepe 2z iz b X R i b B ™ E . ol X
2T T X G S 3 B RIS S b TR AR X 2 [ R
R 55 22 LAAF b AR B o 3 BOAR A B o
JEEARR LA K A S R 457 1 it B0 30 U O 3 I X B
IR D) LR A PR AR R B LR
20054F 20104F

"

0 15 30 60

90

0.02

120 km

1
2.2 TEEMHSELES
A ArcGIS 04 2 o3 Hr o4 22 #8 i el 2000—
2005 4E 1 2005—2010 4F W ) 1 £ 40 5 3R BOA [R] =
il A Y 2 18] 14 17 AR e AROIR 0 L 3 A 1 2% R AR il
SR T B R R (R 3.k 4. R 3 T IR,
2000—2005 4F, 4% - SR h ok 1 2 18] A — 52 1Y 5 AL -
TR A o A A S i AR kL TR R AR T 0. 2604
Wi AR T T AR 5 9. 47 D6 f e R 4R v R
P UL AR D 0. 54 00 % Ak o B 42 D Al /b i e Ak
AR s vh RE AR b 2 A A Oy AR R AR b D AR
B AL T 20. 4400, FLAR /D45 T Al oA Tl B AR50 AR Bl 5 5
G o S A Sy b R AR il T B B A T 33,6504,
FAe D B AL TR R BE o 2 R B B 5 A i

ARBTEARMNRTESHS R

FUAR i 2 BEEG AR Sy Ji B A2 b T R EE AR T 42, 940,
HoAy 1% A2 A7 e Ak HG b 4= ol 2 AR5 ) 2 D R AT
49. 49 V0 5 A6 A ik AR il DA S8 4 ol T AR AR A 1)
SR RERCKE AR T R AR E S T
1o {5 o B R B ) AR AR e 5 RE S AL 33 W] 2000—
2005 4 7Y 22 Hf 17 P8 4 3 42 ok ok R R T )N L A AR
P 2 RELEREER.

MFE 4 AT LIAS 20052010 4 1A [H] , 4% 1 458
13 ok 58 JBE =2 () A A () R B2 10 3 A o ok B A2 ol i AR
bR R BE ARl B AR T 0. 43 %0 5 5% B A2 ol T PR 32 TR A
A6 TR A2 b, 20 i e AR SR o BE AR kL A3 i B AL T
4.85%,0. 72 % ;15. 35 % o AR bl T B R LR AL A %
JE AR, 1. 24 VoG Ak hy sk B4R ok 5 i ZU 4 ot 2 R b



18 /S o T S T

%22 &

i EE AR T B AR T 260 2300, 1. 54 %0 F Ak R )
SiR ZI AR ot 5 e i ZUARE et 32 A Ak Ry Ja) 2R ok T R

LT 30,6100 oAy 0. 700 5 A Syl B4R 5 16. 75 %%
F ) 20 A ot T AR A DA A i ZAR . DA o AR o T
VR AL B9 S A R T o 32508 T 1l A B2 o 14 Tl
R A2 o B2 B 538 9 e 7 W 20052010 478 %2

0TI Pl S 4 ok 5 B2 52 U/ B L (EUR LE B — SR
AN FAR G , TEBIE T A ST Al B PR AT kL BR
S 1) AR A ™ HE L K U AR B0 A BT (B BORT Y
ERE P GES RN RUNIEE 7Y ) 7 AN < VA SR YA
bl DX 2 A, - e o BOIRAS B — 5 A oW iR
(EACINER eV a/

Fz3 AEAZXREHE 2000—2005 F£ HEEFSMEMREBEK km?
£ b 2005 1
Tk B B i i % 5k 31 J& 51
O 11558. 2068 29. 8809 1.3095 0.3321 0.0738 0.0018
B 240.7464  2288.2014 13.7619 0.1495 0.0171 0. 0027
i 1.5039  120.3561 161.1915 5. 7132 0.0738 0.0018
2000 4 0 0. 4338 0. 3609 47. 9691 92. 6073 1.1889 0.0063
R 0.1143 0.0378 0. 1764 13. 0455 16. 9389 0. 0684
o 0.0072 0. 0054 0. 0063 0. 0081 0. 7839 0.7731
K4 FZREHEHE 2005—2010 E+EFMAEBWMREBIER km?
3 2010 1
ok B B i i e ik 1 J& 51
M 11750. 2650 50. 7681 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000
%};{F 118. 3149 2302.9155 17.6121 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000
- ‘:F'F{‘ 0. 0000 80. 4807 437.4333 6. 5007 0. 0000 0. 0000
2005 4 0 0. 0000 0. 0000 29. 3373 80. 7957 1.7226 0. 0000
R 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 5. 8401 13. 1022 0.1341
o i 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 1431 0. 7110

2.3 FTEEMHETHELTN
HEHE 2000—2005 4F: 11 -+ 48 47 iy 24 AU 8 7% 4 B 32
3 T HH AE I %) S AR Dol i P A B ARE SRR [ E I R
filt 300 i 2010 4F A9 T AR P AR 3 L LR 5.
x5 2010 F£HIEEMABEAET S L LRESTUERN LR
2010 £E L BR1H 2010 £E T

4

2 R LB/ Yo AL/ %%
T g 79. 68 80. 57
L35S 16. 34 15. 66

rf 3.25 3.11

i 0.63 0.58
B i 0.10 0.08

il g 0.01 0.00

RUSLE 4% [H ¥~ 4 8 [ J= i 57 i A n] 36 4 77 £E
BRZE T TV 235 2R 7S R TN 1 3 A i R 22 BT K
Al RUSLE B4 & 3 [ BE S 1) 52 B 3o 2% [ 555
LT T BB B AR S PR LI o AR T o S
Z G - ] LATH BRI 23 22 - 45 21 5 E B A9 4= 1l 5ik
el o A5 SRR . AR SO AR B RON £ AL
W23 W7 B R R SR AU B 1 28R . W B T LR
Bk - S8 452 ok A R i AL 051 552 o 5 T A P ) 45 R
TR A

R 2
e S@Q—Q)

2(Q.—Q)*
A Q— bl Q— WM ; Q — 5L bR fH

(10)

(RSP Y06, W B B2 3 1 A% 0L 200 SRS ok e, 0 B S B L
500 R W A W A R R R . B LW E
99. 98 % » 1t W PG 2 HF 17 Pl 2010 4F B F I 4= o 25 9 5
Y A1 A 44 TR S A R e T — B AR
T 158 B 2 R AR R ASE HR ASE UL R 0 - 19 452 ot B A A
it B & AT AT Y

i AR B0 UE I L AR S 2005—2010 4F PG 4 R Tl
Rl 4 e 4= b 28 Y T AUR AL L VT 45 AR Dk AR e
Fo M R 40 B 36 6, 7 BL KAl L, R FH ) 45 % B A R 00
BT 2010 AF - 398 4= et 52 32 1 AR A 40 B R AR R B, T
T3 2015 4F,2020 4F 2025 4F 3 A AN [ NPT AY
+ R BRI LR 7

TR 25 52 7 0] LA Y L ST 7 VG 2 T P
+ MR M B AT AR 3 & B AT AR W, 20002025
4725 a STR], R 4 ol T RO AR ZE S L R R R L I
R AR B AR D . X 25 a HH TR BB 4R o T FR
664, 77 km® . (7 7Y 22 FR T Rl A HEAR b T FR
4,46 %0 5 T B AN b R A AR o T ARBA BB T R RE
2015 4F 2020 4F, 2025 4F 5% R0 B 5 21 1 498 4% o 1
FUAE 7 BB AR /N, T BN 2 126, Jl 24 ok T R )
2020 4F 2025 4F (5 1 L4 fe /0 . dd B PG 22 4 T R
B AR PR 0 AN W ) R R L SR A /N X8 T BB A AF
T — 2 = SR U0 0 (00 08 A S B PR I T R DR R
S N s S £



55 3

R AR BT T KB R A B AR By A5 AR A 5

19

R6 FEREWE2005—2010 FMHERETECHMBEERBMESLERE

2 2010
R B o i i B 5 21 Ja 21
o g 0.9957 0.0043 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000
(=353 0. 0485 0.9443 0.0072 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000
rp 0. 0000 0.1535 0. 8341 0.0124 0. 0000 0. 0000
2005 4 Cigss 0. 0000 0. 0000 0.2623 0.7223 0.0154 0. 0000
5 B 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 3061 0.6868 0.0070
) 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0. 0000 0.1675 0. 8325
7 BARHBTETEEHEMAKRRRTEEZTN

s 2015 4 2020 4 2025 4
T AL/ km? L/ %% T A/ km? L5/ % i F/km? et/ %
o g 11935. 6125 80. 1339 12067. 0749 81.01 12254. 6452 82.27
iz pr 2423. 8934 16. 2727 2388. 9242 16. 04 2309. 7835 15.51
e 446. 0507 2.9901 376. 5407 2.53 292.5246 1.96
Cigss 77. 8614 0.5238 55.2248 0.37 34.4308 0.23
M 11. 8608 0.0810 7. 6409 0.05 4.2237 0.03
il g 0.8104 0.0103 0.7043 0.00 0. 5245 0.00

3 gHwhHiw

(1) P22 T P8 - 48 422 1okt 4 A5 DA B[R] 43 A 47 AE
KFE L2000 4E 2005 4E, 2010 4F 3 B 42 b T AR 0 K
FLR R FE AR, R N A, DA [E] 43 A
FRERE v B A &8 AL R Borp 3 i R LA R
B = D EL B0 X A ) & LV g XL P B
22 I A5 R A X B A 1 AR Dl A R P e O
- AR Dl A X A

(2) 2000—2010 4F, J\ + J& 4= 1oh 1 AR 2 25 728 b
) S BN F & 2K IR MR AR E G T H
B 1 A5 AR ol S TR B 1) AR A R A 2R AR U ] Y
HB TR A AR R RN IR MR R R

(3) 2000—2025 43X 25 a HWI[A] , f3f BE 4= o 1T AR 0
AEAESE N R B T U b 2R A T AR B AR D R AR
DA R TR R I 664, 77 km?® , 7 PU L #
Pl - 42 ot S TR BRI 4. 46 0 5 55 B 1 v i - 9342 b T
FHBH W T T [, 2015 4E 2020 4 ,2025 4F 58 21 R4 55
F A HUZ P AT 5 E AR N BTN 100 R F
{RpE FLE] 2020 4F 2025 4FE A Bl B . IR R
e EIEERTA S AN i Sl R R IRV SN
W Ir] R K S, A S AR ok A R I S ARG SRR

(4) VG224 T Pl - AR ol e A 52 R U 1 R e
FE A AE Jmy ¥ 1l X AT B AL A AE AR k) 64 Y A A
W o DR IHG S A G B 1178 PR IE 32 X A 00 R PR K Jig 1
HIHE T BRI — R 91 30 AR R B BUSR (] s i) 48 4l
G548 B B — R 9 1 B it ARl AR B AR AR Al B
= i A R 5O DA S A K 4 R %R AR AR TG i
XK A DR EHE I - By 18 A A B AH 45 A sk JR 38+ 4

A5 ol 71 DB 7K SR DR A G 4 R 2 X Y
AR R B ST BN R A R
SE k-
(1] WFEHE,CH. T RUSLE-SMA ) # + fr b 1 8 X +
AR A B SR SR 43T < LA BRI EL 2% 5 Ui 4R A 167
(1. A2 24 35,2013,32(2) 1 436-444.
MR EEAE . BT, S 2. I AR DR B bk — R XK 4233
RS ] wHbFEAR . 2009,17(5) :607-613.
FROEE RIF. EBAE TR A 8] S A R S R A
TR 0T]. HFRAF5E ,2010,29(8) : 1461-1468.
Wischmeier W H, Smith D D. Predicting Rainfall Erosion
LossessA Guide for Conservation Planning [M]. U. S
Department of Agriculture, Agriculture Handbook 537,1978.
Renard K G, Ferreira V. A. RUSLE model description
and database sensitivity[[J]. Journal of Environmental
Quality,1993,22(3) :458-466.
T3 SRR B R R X A R PR B K R Ok
AWFFELT]. K 2R, 1996,177(12) . 26-29.
PRAE A, A5 05 . L 0 R K R M B T R B9
1. # AR5 ,1995(2) 1 26-33.
A, BRI P RO Ty (ML U EHE
H AR AL 5 2006 :94-98.
e 1 v, e R AL VR VL A S R S LR
T Fe oA (8] 43 A [T 1. B0 AR 25 %% 4. 2012, 23(8) .
2249-2256.
[10]  AEARHE . 2% . Pemd 28 O Ll DX 9 A 24 2 ik 1 (i 0 3
[J7. B2 4R , 2003 ,58(4) :503-510.
B PR STAE AR B BT GIS i RFAS DR b X+
AR B BB WEFE [T ] K 2R FF24 4. 2009.23(5)
56-61.
A5 SO TROT G A8 R DX S AT o R O
L] KR A BeBe 4R . 2011,28(10) :65-74.

(F#4% 2470

(2]

(3]

[4]

(5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

[11]

[12]



24 /e o S R 1 %225
x3 EARESERGDLPEXNSEM L F AT AINEE
Bk Wy [FEKH & AN sh R #E
N FRANPFE JESN N A2 vt I L / e Z ek
Wi H i gIE= SCNME/ JHEAE/ B/ R/ SRR/ R/ SRR/
mm
10° t 10° t 10° ¢ 10° t % 10° t %
1971—1985 4F  7609.58  15. 664 — — — — —
%% 1986—1996 4F  5264.08  11.729 14. 619 3.934 1. 045 26.6% 2.890 73.4
1997—2010 4 6918. 38 9.547 15.197 6.117 0.467 7.6% 5. 650 92.4
o 1971—1996 4F 12873. 66 2.336 — — — — —
I
A 1997—2010 4 6918. 38 1.226 2.271 1.110 0.065 5.9% 1. 045 94.1
ST KA AL ) R 7 B A R K R 6 (6] E/NZ M B 8. % 5L I K Vb 25 0 5 K

1S4
57

OF R G A EALE SR TR T R FR
(EL b T S0 R A BB AT IR & RF 8] 7 8104 R ) I 52

M AN 6 5 2 L AT 58 S5 AL AL T2 B4R K A8 Ak 3 X

[7]

Ha# a1, K £ EF5E,2009,16(1) : 222-226.
Rz, BRUGXE 5. B R E0E 35 a ok
A R /B AR A FR LT DL AR ALK R K H 2 B A A
2013,34(6) :32-35.

FUBRMGHERATEAT —SE RO SR AERITRORBL RSN 1oy sampm, e, et 4. 1076 4% LIt o o B+
TS 52 W) A 25 7K S R () At A5 P 19 M P A5 A Xt A 260 B AR B 0w R (D). B 0
%k, 2014,?39&):54-63. o

(9] T, 1 o b BB . 45 V3 Vol 3ad 35 4 M 1) A% J5) 1) 1F 23

[1] LiuC, SuiJ, Wang Z Y. Changes in runoff and sedi- AR Ay AL 1. B IR AR 2#,2005,27(4) 1 26-32.
ment yield along the Yellow River during the period [10] skFE.ZE/h =, gkar . 4. B0 & do ) /78 ok 2
from 1950 to 2006[ J]. Journal of Environmental Infor- et A SRS M E LT LR iiE KM A
matics,2008,12(2) ;129-139. IRBEAE I, 2009,45(4) : 399-403.

(2] sk2Em, T3, & 5t Ry sh& o] e or (110 ot EoR. SRR & ORI 77 w01 KRR
5%,2002(1) :43-52. 2%,1992,12(4) :482-493.

(3] FOUile, G, RARAE. 58 T U0 4 09 4 b R T R 4 b [12] 8728 BB 2CR IR AT A5, S5 il R K 2R T
AT AR R A R A RABL 2 R, 2004, 44 (9) EIROF SRR (AU 8 Tl N e/ e o S S e
1218-1222. 2013,11(4):1-8.

(4] & s B, & B 1980—2000 4F LUCC [13] BXMR,ERIRH, Zhang Lu, FF. BN 2 Jp [T IX
N e S A 1 S B ) I I Tl I ) N S S i IE1) Sfe 7K Sk 1 A A K HT AR K PR it 1y o 152 LT . e v
2009,16(5) :1-6,30. 5%, 2007,52(2) :36-41.

(5] XUE W], ok . B8 W T U 52 By >k 7K & AS i el 20 1 Bt 1R C14]  EE P A5 AR Al X 2 AT A iz ok S K B IR 5 el 179 G 5
SrpLI]. 3R] L 2004,59(3) £ 323-330. ] BUF 7 [ D], i A« 1K %2 5 2006,

(E#% 19 70 [19] Z=XR%. #F RUSLE ## [ 4E o] 5t 38 2001—2010 4F

[13] #E%. 0. WHAE R Rz b i i B M. RIS BT ARFE =M, 2012,27(7)
Je a2 AL L 2006. 1165-1175.

[14] Gutman G, Ignatov A. The derivation of the green vege- [20] Z&Wi,SGZ X, XNEFH. XTI RBRER PRI E -
tation fraction from NOAA/AVHRR data for use in nu- A/ B sh AW [T, K H AR F0F5E, 2013,
merical weather prediction models[ J]. International Jour- 20(5) :64-68.
nal of Remote Sensing,1998,19(8) :1533-1543. [21]  ZE48R0, RAEAE , A H . R I 1GR90 +

[15] &5, EACHE. 1& Bl ol 35 Fox 2 A AVHRR 4z AL A AL DL B o B O[] ] B R
F R A B2 L] . 28 4, 2002, 6(1) - 30-34. J%,1995,10(2) :89-96.

[16] eI, 2= SCU. GIS S HE T 0 HE 4= il 4% 550, LAVT [22] I RA, 2228 N F7 2K Ak 00 3 7K ASE 480 ke 88 o 3 35 428 Uik
VIR AMEFE RS HEIT] AR, 1999, 14 (] A st 4 A AR BFA2 . 2002, 38(3) : 342-349.
(1):63-67. (23] VL35 e, AR . BOE K IR DX/ Ui 4o - 98 422 ol 2 ] 455 40

C17] oo B 3 0 [ A7 b A v - 8 4= ok 43 26 53 9 b (V] R34, 2011,30(8):1703-1711.
SL190-2007[S]. Jb 5t : [ K R K H t hi AL . 2008. [24] A& EF BRit k. 3T 5 R 0] R A8 (1) 21 5858 fk

(18]  #¥se ARRRIE. BT 25 ) Dy /R BF R BE I K i KAE B 2 4 oK A 3 e Bl A AR A B A R L) K B AR RS

A 28 AR AT L) ], AR AR EE 244, 2011,20(1) : 114-118.

2009,16(4) :19-23.



