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Study on Erosive Ranifall Standard of Beijing
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Abstract: Rainfall is an im portant factor in causing soil erosion, and its ability to cause soil erosion is referred to as rainfall eros-
ivity. Determination of a practical threshold for separating erosive and nor erosive rainfall events can reduce the amount of work
necessary to calculate rainfall erosivty. In this study, 10 years rainfall and sediment data at Miyun water and soil conservation
station in Beijing were used to analyze the effects of sample size on the threshold of erosive rainfall standard and determine ero-
sive rainfall standard. The results showed that a sample of 7year could satisfy the requirements of obtaining a stable erosive
rainfall standard. Rainfall amount standard and 30-minute maximum rainfall intensity standard of erosive rainfall event were

18.9 mm and 17. 8 mm/h, respectively. This result can serve the soil loss prediction and water and soil resource management in
Beijing mountainous area.
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