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Abstract: The lake shore sandy dike in the shrinking process of Hetao ancient lake”in the geologic period, which is suffered from
the wind force function“ rises right on the sandy land’, is the substantial basis of the formation of Maow usu sandy land. Suf-
fered from the natural environmental development and the Human$ inconsequential activities, Maow usu sandy land in the histo-
ry has undergone the reiterative change of “the nomad way of life is the main— nomadism as well as agriculture— agriculture is
the main’ . From Tang Dynasty to Ming and Qing periods, the desertification of the land turned to stronger and stronger, and
there were different expand modes toward the Southeast in different districts, such as spreads with sheet sand, expands with
sand tongues, spreads along the river valley and expands with the wide zonal sand tongue. This desertification is not only result
ted in the changes of the land s type, the destruction of the veget ation and the erosion of the soil is aggravated in the local area,
but also causes the frequency and the affective scope of the sandstorm enlarges and aggravates the erosion of the soil and the
rate of schlepping sand with the river in the adjacent loess areas.
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