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Abstract: The fast development of expressway has led to serious soil erosion and water loss, which has become the outstanding
environment problem. An observation plots is allocated in the spoil ground in Hurong west expressway so as to study the char
acteristics and process of detritus erosion during the construction of expressway. The result shows as following. The prepicitat+
on and the erosion intention present a significantly positive relation. T he more the prepicitation is, the stronger the intension of
soil erosion is without taking other factors into consideration. ( 2) Gully erosion is serious in the experimental area, of which the
amount of detritus erosion can reach 92 848 t/ km”. It is found the erosion length is almost within 40 cm, w hich is increasing
from the top slope to the bottom slope based on the size of the catchment.
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