kS

SWCB-107-042

B-Resi 2 ptad i

_\Li'p i

Dynamic Assessment of Soil Erosion in

Watersheds

SRR A

G R
: ,,}‘-;;;},%: B4 7@ sz;(;}?

FRERELR €k RE

P ERR 107 & 12 7

EERMBRTE 2L

gk R
1072 27% 9p 2107 12% 31 p

S EF

R WA BREY)



2

_,\

ERATEY  FHAER R A R o g

Bkwupipta MRk ihho@* USLEZ 2V 78 v 48

—\

<

BT EEE LI N A TR UL TR frEi g

TiEAE > e ARM Sl 1L 2R ILHCA 2 gy~ 57 0 iR
B Afein A LIEE A EPF L R D F R RS2 T HE AR
BB E2Z R ARV o mi)e it 8§ M (SL,y, 0 Kg)2 M %N 5
SL,, = 968.55V (R? = 0.80) » # 35 Rt k% 2 A E WG

Z et o BB FRIESREPN UM A L ZARES SR B

EEIHFAEMTE R EPAE 2 HORTIEA L -113%; ¢

ERSS BRIV ERE SRS RN F L T ROEE EN R

Kt
<
\
‘_.
fa
it
3
9
ﬂm
?:w‘r
q_
72»
M
T
T
i
7~
jﬂ:\-;'\
s
T
J4m
3
T
\,’O
|k
A
(w

RS A B T3 U2 R %GR R 2 23 -

PRSI ST A SIS S R SLE I B e bE AN



Dynamic Assessment of Soil Erosion in Watersheds

Abstract

During extreme rainfall events, the high rainfall intensity increases
the cumulative precipitation within a short duration, and leads to
significant overland flow that causes a major soil loss from slopeland in a
watershed and increases disaster risks. The application of USLE in soil loss
estimation in a watershed can obtain an annual mass of soil loss as an
average value at a yearly time scale. However, the time-variate soil loss
and transported sediments during an extreme rainfall event cannot be
precisely quantified by USLE. In this research project, we apply laboratory
experiments, including geotechnical tests, flume experiments for critical
shear stress, and artificial rainfall simulator experiments to assess the
physical proceses of soil erosion, and to provide physical parameters for
the input of the processed-based soil erosion system dynamics model for a

time-variate soil loss simulation. From the laboratory experiments, we

propose an equation to estimate soil erosion mass (SL,,, * kg) from volume

difference of laser-scanned topography (V > m®) as SL,, = 968.55V

(R? = 0.80), and show the applicability of remote sensing technique in soil
loss assessment in a watershed. Then the model is applied to assess the soil
loss in a field study plot, located in the Laonong River watershed in
Kaohsiung City. The simulation results show an averge error of -11.3%
between the simulated and measured total soil loss; and the parameters

related to hydrodynamic properties are more sensitive compared to those



related to the physical and machenical properties of soil. The results of this
project can provide a preliminary assessment for event-based, time-variate
soil erosion quantification during rainfall events, and provide the
references for risk assessment, warning analysis, and remediation
strategies evaluation in potential slopeland disasters.

Keywords: Soil loss assessment, Soil erosion on slopeland, Laser scanned

topography, System dynamics model
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15°

20°

25°

NN DN DN

30°

PR Y R - 2 0

2 & B HtE B wid| 1 TieR
24hr | 0.002-0.006 15
7R 48 hr | 0.002-0.006 15 SRt
72hr | 0.002-0.006 15
24hr 1 0,002-0.006 15
A 48hr 1 0,002-0.006 15 T
72hr - 10,002-0.006 15

FREERIRA O H T R
° fo Vj‘] 3 :‘%“ ,%‘ éj‘ué”" 4 ’}’3“:‘1'] Z_ _‘_% ';"L'l‘;_."? %E{Bﬁ‘ fé P
°x 5 fEH %

ES TR SRS T

-~ 23k A i (MF)

IR AGHEIPIEIRA) R RERITT 2L

|l

ko g
PFI A R %Y 105Cacd £ 5 AH D w3t E MREES
R I PRRHz By A# - d FREH (1 4-2) F -2 MF
% 0.008~0013 2  » T35 5 1010 HF# 4 2 MF & %

g

1.011~1.012 2. @& » 2w 5 1.012; =+ 2 MF & 5 1.036~1.041 2z
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o I3siE s 1.039 -

WRES T LBE BONY

EEkA 3z E
WEL (FPRE |FEB+hacd |F EHES MF &
(%)
AR

1 32.5 48.92 48.76 0.984 1.010
2 33.25 41.93 41.85 0.930 1.009
3 32.57 40.65 40.56 1.126 1.011
4 25.19 36.05 35.96 0.836 1.008
5 32.93 46.7 46.52 1.325 1.013

MF T 12 1.010

&R 2

1 25.97 35.15 35.05 1.101 1.011
2 25.2 35.06 34.95 1.128 1.011
3 32.61 42.39 42.28 1.138 1.011
4 32.87 42.75 42.63 1.230 1.012
5 28.46 37.59 37.48 1.220 1.012

MF T 57& 1.012

4

1] 3498 40.04 39.84 4115 1.041
2 26.51 32.85 32.63 3.595 1.036
3 33.69 40 39.77 3.783 1.038
4 34.25 41.28 41.01 3.994 1.040
5 33.29 39.72 39.48 3.877 1.039
6 31.24 38.31 38.05 3.818 1.038
7 32.76 38.9 38.68 3.716 1.037
8 35.02 41.81 41.56 3.823 1.038
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9 32.16 39.42 39.16 3.714 1.037
10 32.49 38.83 38.58 4.105 1.041
MF T =g 1.039

SN RAEETIOLE

E2IPRERAE S WY FAMEG)NS L RA 0 L4 2HA
23R FE@emd) @ 2t EE IR RARERBRZ IV ES
- Fl#ce Aok B A S L(g/omd) Bk T o 232 MR R e H L
Ttk R EREC o d FHRER(E4-3) FARZS
IR L 2.65~2.73(g/cm’)z B > T 5@ 5 2.69(g/cm®) & £ %
0.029(g/cm®) 5 HF#) 4 2. H 3EIER B A 5 2.68~2.69(g/cm?) > T 5
L 2.69(g/cm®) > & £ % 0.006(g/cmB) 5 3 2 IR B R
2.38~2.80(g/cm®) 2 ¥ » T 351 % 2.62(g/cm?) s £ £ % 0.143(g/cmd)

i

LL@,,&, 3R DR T g:—;—ﬁ,ﬂ > EERE > 240

HP e B o AR EF MR RARZRREESF o

%04-3 B AR AR TR

FEBE | L | HEDA Tiodpk o | REE
(9/cm3) | (g/cm3) (9/cm3)
2.73
2.70
2.67 2.69 0.029
2.71
2.65
2.68
2.69

2.69 0.006

Nl = O & W N B~
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2.69
2.68
2.69
2.56
2.49
2.38
2.71
2.78
2.80

)4

2.62 0.143

T

o O B~ W N | O & W

3T A B

DRI G EER I TR 2 R B 2 e hmd
HE(<2mm)¥ > ARk T3 ¥ @ 2 IEA A L
Fr A TRRRFE I RETREIANEEERS IR & F]F o
dF B (R A4 BA-5-F 4-T) 0 F AR 2R B fedbe T
o A0t % 52,150~ 45.75%Fc 5.91% ; 4 mi 2 B~ B fodbl
T 3o &b 5 80.93% ~ 13.15%F 5.87% 5 A= 3 2 Fjk s B frdbi T
2 A vt 5 7.80% ~ 30.73%Fr 62.34% o vt i = —‘F"f EE ol A T B A

Tt < L EESHTREL > FRR S .

FoA-4 L AEEER I TR (F) ~ B~ AT A )

P W% (PR E [BRE (ARG E
1 58.15% 36.98% 4.87%
2 52.17% 42.78% 4.84%
F AR
3 46.13% 45.75% 8.00%
T 1= 52.15% 45.75% 5.91%
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e 0.049 0.036 0.015
1 77.86% 16.14% 5.96%
2 83.29% 10.40% 6.25%
B ;frp) 4 3 81.65% 12.90% 5.40%
T3 80.93% 13.15% 5.87%
e 0.023 0.024 0.003
1 6.02% 33.80% 60.18%
2 7.21% 31.69% 61.10%
3 5.22% 31.98% 62.80%
- 4 4 6.91% 27.44% 65.65%
5 9.27% 28.74% 61.99%
T332 7.80% 30.73% 62.34%
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BAE i —F KR
1 00— -
09 f
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ye 04 ’ BIR2
%) 03 ad o— EITE3
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IEEE FRITRS SENEALE S SCRRIEFEE (T S N 1
RAE T AR o dmd (GRS 3t 0.42mm;iE iF 40#EF ) o 33k EF 3

oo A BT ER f F R X FRR R G o L

Rl o T ST L S U LS R P S A T T s
SEURIES F Pk ST N A S L e R A S L JEx
oo LA o fpignl ot Rk R B R FHRE R (R 4
534 4-10; M 4-8 3|F 4-9) » # ik -Tiop s 21; T}

19 T i g Pl 5 25 2 2 A# 5 ML 23 -T 3500

52 T3o% L 355 Lo il Pl & 175 232 AUgA A
MH(= 2 (=)~ 3% ML) » vt s g 2 3 en® i U 4 e » 355
CA>F AR T 2 F P e d Fpm ] o AR BRE 0 T R

wa

%* 4- ES F AR TR

FAR(-) REAR
HaBE 1 2 3 4
W i 19 26 27 24
x FE 20.42 18.19 21.62 20.87
(R} +r)e 24.04 21.91 25.78 24.01
(352 +x )¢ 23.34 21.25 25.09 23.44
il £ 2.92 3.06 3.47 2.57
kEE 0.7 0.66 0.69 0.57
7 kot 23.97%|  2157%|  19.88%|  22.18%
y = -0.0045x + 0.3268
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AR g s o 5v R2=0.8976
X=25 & »~ 4% s o 5V 7% =21
% (=) RERE
oBh 1 2 3 4
W i 18 28 27 22
x FE 20.67 20.85 33.77 20.4
(B2 +x )¢ 24.11 24.69 35.71 23.89
(Gc 2 +x )¢ 23.47 24.06 35.39 23.3
jitd £ 2.8 3.21 1.62 2.9
ki 2 0.64 0.63 0.32 0.59
7 kot 22.86%|  19.63%|  19.75%|  20.34%
s y =-0.003x + 0.2777
R2= 0.8547
X=25 % » g s o 50 % 12=20
FAR(Z) REAR
o 1 2 3 4
W i 27 21 18 31
r g 25.62 31.14 33.36 25.16
(B2 +x)E 27.25 32.76 35.04 27.1
(iz2 +x )& 26.97 32.47 34.73 26.77
it £ 1.35 1.33 1.37 1.61
kEE 0.28 0.29 0.31 0.33
&k 20.74%|  21.80%|  22.63%|  20.50%
s y = -0.0016x + 0.2541

R2=0.9516
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X=25 & »~ 4% s o 3N 7% 12=21
F AR () TR
aBE 1 2 3 4
W i 17 15 28 26
© FE 26.28 33.78 20.65 28.3
(B2 +x)E 27.39 34.72 24.48 29.46
(Gc 2 +x )¢ 27.18 34.54 23.86 29.25
jitd £ 0.9 0.76 3.21 0.95
ki 2 0.21 0.18 0.62 0.21
Z kot 23.33%|  23.68%|  19.31%|  22.11%
g y = -0.0016x + 0.2541
R2=0.9516
X=25 % » g s o 50 % =21
FRR(T) RHEAR
o 1 2 3 4
W i 15 29 32 17
r g 32.95 34.16 24.68 27.6
(B2 +x)E 35.44 37.06 27.06 29.09
iz 2 +x )& 35 36.57 26.67 28.83
it £ 2.05 2.41 1.99 1.23
kg 0.44 0.49 0.39 0.26
&k 21.46%|  20.33%|  19.60%|  21.14%
g y = -0.001x + 0.2286
R2=0.9471
X=25 & » A% s o ;0 % 12=20
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— LT 3=206 0 P21 A F R E
£04-6F AR PR S
FAK(-) FEUR
SaBE 1 2 3
x g 21.41 20.73 20.11
(B2 +x)E 26.81 25.48 24.5
iz 2 +x)E 25.96 24.77 23.79
it £ 4.55 4.04 3.68
kEE 0.85 0.71 0.71
7k 18.68% 17.57% 19.29%
PHR 18
FRF(Z) BERA
5L 1 2 3
r FE 34.48 27.59 33.27
(B2 +mx)E 35.9 29.9 35.84
(352 +x )& 35.67 29.52 35.43
jitd £ 1.19 1.93 2.16
kFE 0.23 0.38 0.41
7 kot 19.33%|  19.69%|  18.98%
R 19
FRF(Z) BERAR
5L 1 2 3
L 33.6 32.41 28.03
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(R4 +x)E 34.56 34.07 29.7
(352 +x )& 34.4 33.79 29.41
jitd £ 0.8 1.38 1.38
kg 0.16 0.28 0.29
z kot 20.00%|  20.29%|  21.01%
N 20
TR () LA
SnBE 1 2 3
x FE 32.96 31.58 28.35
(R2+r)é 3453 32.77 28.93
(3c 2 +x )¢ 34.27 32.57 28.84
jtd £ 1.31 0.99 0.49
kEE 0.26 0.2 0.09
NS 19.85%|  20.20%|  18.37%
R 20
FRR(T) BERAR
SoBE 1 2 3
r g 26.4 26.07 25.55
(B2 +x)E 27.95 27.23 26.26
(352 +x )& 27.7 27.04 26.15
it £ 1.3 0.97 0.6
kg 0.25 0.19 0.11
7k 19.23% 19.59% 18.33%
ER ALY 19

— T =19 L F AR-E U E
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4 4-7 %t % 14 # PI(Ip)

2fasE | R(LL) | #PL) | g4 PI(p) | 2 A
F AR (-) 21 18 3 ML
F AR (D) 20 19 1 ML
F AR (2) 21 20 1 ML
F ik (x) 21 18 3 ML
F AR (T) 20 18 2 ML
60
u Llne /
50
ALine
CH
___40
g W FRRE(—)
=30 KEFERE(Z)
3 " AR (2)
@ Fhrs(w)
a A CL FERE(E)
20 ;
10 )
CL-n:fi L
] ML MH
° 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 a0 100

Liquid Limit (LL or w)

Bl 4-8 5 & F-% 1L H
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2483 -pPIRRE
=4 (=) R
B 1 2 3 4
W i 15 33 21 34
~ FE 33.67 32.96 31.68 35.02
(B2+m)E 38.11 35 32.96 36.16
(322 +x )¢ 36.45 34.26 32.51 35.8
it £ 2.78 1.3 0.83 0.78
kK& 1.66 0.74 0.45 0.36
7 kot 59.71%|  56.92%|  54.22%|  46.15%
B g5 y = -0.0041x + 0.648
R2=0.4233
X=25 % » A Fram = 4z 50 ;% *3=55
-4 (Z) RHEAE
S 1 2 3 4
W i 17 24 32 29
x g 32.98 32.27 26.01 24.9
(BRi+x)E 34.23 33.15 2757 26.35
(352 +x )€ 33.79 32.87 27.08 25.89
it £ 0.81 0.6 1.07 0.99
K 0.44 0.28 0.49 0.46
7ok 54.329%|  46.67%|  45.79%|  46.46%

HH s fl

y = -0.0055x + 0.6243

R2=0.8146

X=25 i ~ ABF 2 Az 5

7 F1=49
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e 1 2 3 4
W i 26 29 18 20
© FE 33.4 35.91 31.69 27.12
(R +r)¥ 34.83 36.92 33.01 28.74
(323 +x )& 34.33 36.6 32.53 28.13
it £ 0.93 0.69 0.84 1.01
kEE 0.5 0.32 0.48 0.61
7 kot 53.76%|  46.38%|  57.14%|  60.40%
PRI y =-0.0104x + 0.7856
R2=0.7844
X=25 i »~ ABF 4 A7 50 % '2=53
A () RERR
S5 1 2 3 4
W 18 34 32 15
x g 34.19 24.94 25.96 26.11
(Ri+x)E 35.31 26.79 27.1 27.11
(#c2 +x)E 34.94 26.2 26.75 26.7
it £ 0.75 1.26 0.79 0.59
kFE 0.37 0.59 0.35 0.41
7ok 49.33%|  46.83%|  44.30%|  69.49%

HH s fl

y = -0.0092x + 0.7524

R2=0.5915

X=25 i ~ AR 2 Az 5
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B 1 2 3 4
W i 28 16 21 31
~ FE 25.94 27.97 26.04 33.41
(R} +r)¥E 26.99 29.06 27.42 34.68
(3c2 +x )¢ 26.65 28.67 26.94 34.26
itd £ 0.71 0.7 0.9 0.85
kg 0.34 0.39 0.48 0.42
Z ko 47.89%|  55.71%|  53.33%|  49.41%
B g5 y = -0.0049x + 0.6346
R2=0.8775
X=25 % » AB% 5 > Az 50 ;% 12=51

— R'AT35=5185> B~ 52 3 ot -RrlE %

3 (- ) BERA
s 1 2 3
r 31.68 31.61 35.87
(B2 +x )% 33.63 34.17 38.36
(G52 +1)E 33.09 33.49 377
jcd # 1.41 1.88 1.83
kg 0.54 0.68 0.66
7ok 38.30%|  36.17%|  36.07%
A 37
-1 () PR
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HnBh. 1 2 3
~ 26.12 32.29 33.26
(B4 +x)¥ 28.47 35.52 33.88
Gz +x)E 27.86 33,51 33.74
it & 1.74 0.92 0.48
kF 2 0.61 0.51 0.14
7ok 35.06%|  33.70%|  29.17%
3l 32
-3 (2)- F PR
aBE, 1 2 3
L1 26.02 33.26 30.5
(B4 +r)E 26.96 34.22 31.53
Gz +x)¥ 26.72 33.96 31.25
jict & 0.7 0.7 0.75
kKF g 0.24 0.26 0.28
7ok 34.29%|  37.14%|  37.33%
3l 36
-4 () PR
HnBE 1 2 3
r 26.15 33.25 34.8
(B4 +x )& 28.48 34.2 35.52
(352 +x )& 27.85 33.94 35.34
itd & 1.7 0.69 0.54
kKE 2 0.63 0.26 0.18
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7ok ‘ 37.06%|  37.68%|  33.33%
1Y 36
-3 (7) FHR
3 1 2 3
r 8 34.84 324 32.85
B2 +r)E 355 336 33.78
Gz3 +x)E 35.32 33.28 33.54
jo4 £ 0.48 0.88 0.69
KR 0.18 0.32 0.24
7ok 3750%|  36.36%|  34.78%
1Y 36

% 4-10 = 2 % P45 8 PI(Ip)

ALL) | ®YPL) | ®Ap&Pl(lp) | 2 EAH

(-) 55 37 18 MH
(=) 49 32 17 ML
ki(2) 53 36 17 MH
() 52 36 16 MH
EEYED 51 36 15 MH
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SER Y ot T TR G RIS d B RS R (4
11~ % 4-12- B 4-10)> =2 1 2 B41% A ~ 2V HHEok L 5
0.25mm;50% % f# p 4 b 2 #HEck T 5 0.41mm; 15.9% Rk | 4 vt 2
ok s & 0.66mm; AR E R L 5 0.62mme =2 22 84.1% % ff
Az kT S 0.37mm 50% R A A v 2 HHickis 5 0.58mm
15.9% % # 7 A b 2§k e & 0.71mm: $#ciE 8 i% £ 5 0.810 4
32 B41%RF R & 2 v kS 5 0.24mm i 50% % fi B o4 vt 2 it
Fos s 0.39mm 5 15.9% % & B oA v 2 $Hck S 5 0.63mm ; $F iR
hE s 0623 42 841%% AP A 2 FHEck S 5 0.24mm ; 50%
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0.56mm; $F+#ciR% /m £ 5 0.65 -
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BAEE A HEORE S 0.37Tmm; 15.9% % fF oA v 2 HEok T S

3 4-11 03 BT AV

IR | EL | G (mm) | EEF A | EERFE A

2 26.57% 26.57%

0.84 19.48% 46.05%

3 1 0.42 28.71% 74.76%
0.25 8.37% 83.13%

0.106 5.74% 88.87%

2 20.10% 20.10%

0.84 23.18% 43.28%

3 2 0.42 26.98% 70.26%
0.25 11.97% 82.23%

0.106 7.23% 89.46%

2 24.89% 24.89%

0.84 20.74% 45.63%

2 3 0.42 28.66% 74.29%
0.25 8.86% 83.15%

0.106 5.09% 88.24%

2 20.83% 20.83%

0.84 18.48% 39.31%

f 2 4 0.42 28.24% 67.55%
0.25 15.61% 83.16%

0.106 7.44% 90.60%
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ABFm S fr

y = 0.8306¢ "4~

R2=0.9602
84.1% % # | A vt 2 %tk /2 (mm) 0.25
50% % 4 B A b 2o ¥ Hok s (mm) 0.41
15.9% % 4% 7 A b 2. $H#ck 2 (mm) 0.66
S B L 0.62
ER ¥:1 i d
S5 2

Z A R I

y = 0.7079¢ 201

R2=0.9771
84.1% % A | A v 2 ok (mm) 0.37
50% % # 7 A+t 22 ¥ ok (mm) 0.58
15.9% % f | A+t 2 - fok iz (mm) 0.71
R i £ 0.81
2 g -2
S 3

HH s s

y = 0.7911e 1398
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R2=0.9547
84.1% % # F 4 +“ 2 ¥ ¥k iz (mm) 0.24
50% % 4 B A v 22 Bk s (mm) 0.39
15.9% % ## | A v 2 H ok (mm) 0.63
R A 0.62
- ik =3
KoL 4

B RS A

y = 0.6888¢ 12

R2=0.98
84.1% % # F A ' 2 ik i (mm) 0.24
50% % 4% B A v 2 Bok s (mm) 0.37
15.9% % # 7 4 ¢ 2§t #ck /s (mm) 0.56
SRR A 0.65
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e HE2% 40k 4-13 v 4-

14 o7

Rl R A SRR 395 & (CUC)
PR R AR/ ALY ] 15% B A3 RV

$092 00 0 ApEEE R L 1%
%04-13 LR tER R S AT
® L I 19k & 24 Y
el | REEARA ) SEEARE | EWRGL ) ey
(mm/hr) (mm/hr) (mm/hr)
75-1 73.46
75-2 74.29 74.38 0.97 1.31%
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85-1 84.91
85-2 85.01 85.10 0.24 0.29%
85-3 85.38
100-1 99.14
100-2 100.81 99.76 0.91 0.91%
100-3 99.33
14-14 L1 A AEs B F T
i ¥ i3 R = CuC ¥ % im A | CuC 4p ¥R
(CuC) SR £
75-1 0.9535
75-2 0.9366 0.9450 0.0084 0.89%
75-3 0.9449
85-1 0.9358
85-2 0.9326 0.9352 0.0024 0.25%
85-3 0.9372
100-1 0.9349
100-2 0.9314 0.9303 0.0052 0.56%
100-3 0.9247
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FEZ B GF P =R FRI a2 ARV, =RFE1te 2
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D; = 0.334d,°"*°
D; = 0.356d,;%7'?

D; = 0.295d,;°7°°

GEEE

\-Ft

(%
(

i % L 2004)

HP s D= jF 2 /5 d; =g ¢ 30E T o

2415 A1 A Rl aE TER S

» 1996)

Hfot i E > 1982)

[4-3]
[4-4]
[4-5]

— . , , T 2% jF dso
FARBE | FAFH 230 [43] | 25 [44] | 25 [4-5]
(mm)
FOF P OEAD
2.38 2.31 2.23 2.31
dso(mm)
R 4 (Pa) 8.24psi
75mm/hr | #E 214 3E (m/s) 5.06
- RS 6.45 6.40 6.34
W % g B (ms) 7.41 7.31 7.18
FHBER2ZP AW 86.96% 87.62% 88.35%
FOF P OEAD
2.00 1.92 1.80 1.91
dso(mm)
W 1R 4 (Pa) 17psi
100mm/hr | ¥ 14 1 (m/s) 6.78
2 ¥ k& (m/s) 6.79 6.66 6.44
T8k % x4 & (m/s) 6.79 6.66 6.44
FHBER2ZP A 100.00% 100.00% 100.00%
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R E 5 (%)
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g

T5mm/h- 3 & & 5 H7
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50%

40%
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o A [4-3]
oK [4-4]
o K [4-5]

100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

5

7% 242 (mm)

(a)

=3
in

100mm/h 78 & 48 547

e o0
B

[l Pl Y|

15 2
¥ 37 8 4% (mm)

(b)

[93)

Bl4-11 A 1 a s FR s # B (a)'% % & 75mm/hr; (b)"#

& 32 & 100mm/hr
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Iy
.
~

=

:63

%

F -7 Ak
ALY AR

& 2 Eijkelkamp Agrisearch Equipment 1! & 2_
AN I A PRTVABBAEZ AT SRF e AR R %
FlEE R 0 352 10° ~15°20°~25°30°% 2 fEH R o 2 E W
A #7 7 (Shen et al., 2015 ; 2016) » »* % 1 *% & 7 & & {7 3 3L IR

ﬁe

B PR MR R A S 4 IEEM 2 fliTE 30.375 o 7 2 a4 -
1.875 > &2 p %ok » 12 20%7% k& 2 & 448 % R 1400kg/md G

P AZRHEr B S5ONE > 23015 24 o -?,55;@{%45,3?;
Bed I B AR VEE T MR AAFHRES
o okt AR LR eniEARY > E b0 ¥T- X BHERAE

KTSEFT TR > SRR i 30 2480 ¢ 74740 35009
o FHFR- £ 0 WEIEEEF AR AR o gth s T
1 a}%—r Hedr »f{g; a2 4 3 u—_%,fl_-g- EWEEL B E R L2 2
BABTE o APM AT F %34 ES 1 g4 3 RS D Wang,
Y.-C. and Lai, C.-C. 2018. Evaluating the Erosion Process from a Single-

Stripe Laser-Scanned Topography: A Laboratory Case Study. Water, 10,
956. " &£ & F & EFHAT o

AR DENAE LD T AN 2 RINERIE LD
Fig (& 4-16) 112 d F 5t VAR RELFEE (R 4
17)4 7% e 44 4-16 #7577 - 30 A 458 A 2 2 #) & B s B A e > B30
1.288kg 7| 8300kg (ic ) &L %4p 4 »5°+10°- 15°% 5 R
B2 5T o3 2B bR AT 2 184% i s (200
25°~ 3092 AT AT BRI 2 R o ded 4-17 o > d AR
RiB2 A EEH R A4 > B2 1.833kg 1] 10.755kg (52 E) ;o 7
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B AREEF IR E A L F i A2 A3 R R A

BrBBERCPREZEIHATZ A F PR G F 34 A0 A
n (Wang and Lai, 2018) -

2.7 b 4E

2416 F AR A1 A BAIRIFLIOEE
(F & %R : Wang and Lai, 2018)
A2 e A E (ko)
"% % 2 pF(min)

W R 5 10 15 20 25 30
30° (1) 1.802 3.335 4.404 5.546 6.923 8.300
30°(2) 1471 2.815 406| 5.149| 5948| 6.766
25° (1) 1.829 2.98 4.052 4.946 5.714 6.439
25° (2) 2.287 3.422 4.687 5.975 7.382 8.919
20° (1) 1.018 1.937 2.816 3.799 4.484 5.376
20°(2) 0.802 1.604 2.315 3.396 4.289 5.086
15° (1) 0.173 0.695 1.195 1.680 2099 | 2460
15°(2) 0.285 0.596 0.836 1.062 1.334 1.646
10° (1) 0.167 0.675 1.108 1.395 1.750 2.071
10° (2) 0.467 1.116 1.678 2.150 2.708 3.100
5°(1) 0.088 0.303 0.504 0.903 1.213 1.507
5°(2) 0.118 0.374 0.646 0.807 1.065 1.228

241 i1 ar B8Rt AR LT
(F & %R © Wang and Lai, 2018)
TR L2E (k)
% % 4 pF(min)

W R 5 10 15 20 25 30
30°(1) 3.100 5.058 6.087 7.367 8.540 9.518
30°(2) 1.981 4.706 4.990 5.443 6.880 6.992
25° (1) 3.836 5.012 5.820 6.813 7.081 7.725
25° (2) 3.982 6.120 7.407 8.123 9.594 | 10.775
20° (1) 3.080 4414 5.074 5.652 6.822 6.798
20° (2) 3.113 3.854 4.397 5.176 6.057 6.593
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15° (1) 2630 3.206| 3553| 4.025] 4114 4552
15° (2) 1.831 17| 2418 2630| 2661| 20917
10° (1) 2937| 3432| 4097 4.106| 4568| 4.740
10° (2) 2.327| 3.143| 3471| 3.877| 4216| 4.403
5° (1) 0.979| 1.394| 1.374| 1.861| 2.030| 2.082
5°(2) 0.858| 1.382| 1520 1.698| 1.862| 1.833

#-7% A 2 A ¥ (Measured soil loss § Bl E 4 &) WA %L
4 & (Estimated soil loss &2+ 2 3E i 4 &) "F & 2 pF (T[] > 4oB] 4-12
St e AR 2L R A AP T AP A T H e F
ABF R RN A H R B 30°0] 5% d 02280 2 0.04 i dp

F&&F&(luﬂﬁgﬁ‘%)'}’igm%E—\Fﬁp éf‘if" /fi)§7‘$.§g r’tl« ’

TEAREARUBFEEVHBET o3 A2 IR AET LS HE LA
% ETF‘SE{H” Ziidiin o AT K 4T A3 A0
SL,, = —0.023t + 0.018S + 0.009(S X t) R? = 0.88,
SL, = 0.048t + 0.112S + 0.005(S x t) R? = 0.88,

e o SL, = Fpld s B(kg), SL, = 22t a4 £ (ko)
S= MU R (9 t="Fx WP (Min)e b 587 A R &SR
p.é:—a&;fg;a(Sxt)ii&Eﬁfﬁﬁxéﬁ@i,%ﬁ#g"iaﬂfﬁghiig Hon 4
ﬂ'&iiri)iig% v %

SR SR

SLe= 0.98SL,, +1.73 R? = 0.91,

AP AFERT L RS AN Wi IR A R
BRI IR 2 T3 173 (kg) 0 T R FIE Ao A F
Frig A A 3 QTR BT AR BT o BRI A
B (Sl kQ)E SRR RV o m)ieFf Eakue 42

;‘ AL

Pl d n e B e i s T S

SL, = 12819V —1.36 R? = 0.91,
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(@)
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5 "_.0: .................. dreeeeeertt 3
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dg 3 : ................. +- T PR ®..
.............. D SR
% 2 ¢ VS— Morersesssreesss x
M TS SR peneeeee st
1 e
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Rainfall duration (min)
e 30° a 25 m 20° e 15° + 10° x 5% e best-fit trend line

B4-12F 472 pl2 gind B(a) B34 Hind B(b)8 % a2

(b)

B 7% BI(F Jm k& © Wang and Lai, 2018)
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12 30% AH RS G]c Bl4- 13 AR m A R Rl
Bp AR e 2 2 B e § 203 (DEM) - i Livetal. (2004)2 7 F

B
L S I WA B DL S el (% a8 ol DL S ‘gar;i;&%ﬂfpg_;ﬁ@]w

55

bl

S84 5 A3tE 02 30°% A58 B 2 DEM % i (] 4- 13) 5 ] » v &
Hoo & L EET 25 0 A 45-70em("E & F 3 )(F & 1)~30-45cm( T B 2)>
fr 0-30cm(Te 38 3) % = B %3 > & (7 IR A UEE A YT T

A iRz DEM £ E 2 EMFRL 2 7 A > 4ok 4-18 97

7 e
Flow direction
25 L 5. T I I | 0
5 -
£
REA
= 2
o X
& 10
el TR
=S = e =¥ O%ae o
iy LI a3
= - ﬁkﬂ%n_f\v"‘?“ur@&r IR et R Wr_'l;;;rs,w;m;,; NG
' I ! ! ! ' 15
35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75

x Rainfall region

i ‘{Jﬁl"’};: hah
0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75
X Rainfall region
(cm)
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0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 4 50 55 60 65 70 75
X Rainfall region

(9)
B 4-13 3 A58 & 30°2 F % ik A 1'% A& h 4 F i s DEM ¢ (a)4~

bop A5~ (D)5 A 450 & 4 PEB A5~ (C) 10 A 457 & 1t A5~ (d) 15
A ABTE R 2 PR A s () 20 A 48 0E A s PR A s ()25 4 4B b af P
¥ 2% 5 (g)30 A 48 & 2£ PF A5(F R %k © Wang and Lai, 2018) -

z
iz

F 4-18 FET 5 U e R EHEAS H 2o 3 IEIRA F A 0 11 30%% A

R AR R FASE L H(FH KR - Wang and Lai, 2018)

[Ea=Y -
# o & & FIdv pEdE 45-70cm 30-45cm  0-30cm
(min)

5 23% 28% 49%
10 T4 A 25% 32% 43%
15 M %;é L o 29% 32% 39%
20 i 8= L 5 32% 31% 37%
25 £~ P 33% 31% 36%
30 33% 33% 34%

d £ 4-18> R FHFfioa Rl BF 4 N YA RS (R 1)
LR LA R EE AR 4 > QAL Mg B2 2307

v Z_ 2

33%-° w22 A E GBI EIRL E 2 28%F] 33% 5 57 &

RS

BV RFY AR PBERLER Fefizw 10 A4 5 e

&

R AR A LRI ZFEA AL RENE LT

i%
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B 3od WiES R ORIRAS 2 A2 B AL 2 FERE
it I Emnd 2 34%F] 49% o b iktdA R RFED HiFR L £ 3

AL EAFRE ¥ TR EIT hEI ETABERLERE -

AR -T2
EEmEA LIRS G R FIAR REFRETH L 2
b Ah R B0 3% 2 46 A 35 & (75 mm/hr ~ 100 mm/hr) - 6 a3 & (57 107

i

152025 30)ie (7 - FhEE NI R ERUEPF 2 A HAE
E}f %ﬁ%%‘“ AT LT 0 Ak 4- 19{\—"1\420"'1"1‘ o drd 4-19 #1

5 030 A4t Az 3 B A BAEE B H e 0 R 1157 kg F| 7.543 kg

GeE): AR HAET » A FMAaRAEEA2Z RIMNATLBRIE
Fo2 3R E M MR R A Jd 0.014Kg H# 4c | 0.047Kg © 4%
4-20 77 o f BEAE B REF B ERER BB 4 > B3 0641 kg T
0.005 kg (it ) PP H AT » % b ™5 @ 55 B g & 2 A g
BELRTRIEF o FHRELBRZFRE 2 A jFFirig 22 £
ARBPEXEFFZASRIMAR I BEFFI AL AT

PUIRL G S A NS & Fdh2 T AP o

24-19FFHI A 1S P Bi%RAFI AL

A2 w AR (ko)

"% & 2 F(mMin)

HR % & 5 2 (mm/hr) 5 10 15 20 25 30
30°-75 0.673| 2.069| 3.296| 4.635| 6.232| 7.543
30°-100 1268 | 1981 | 2.724| 3.497| 4.182| 4.924
25°-75 0984 1.933| 2821 3.61| 4.463| 5.403
25°-100 0.898 | 1414 193] 2.399| 2.849 3.35
20°-75 0.605| 1.109| 1.688| 2.254| 2.892| 3.558
20°-100 0.879| 2174 258 | 2922| 3.263| 3.644
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15°75 0548| 0897] 1181] 1.426] 1.669] 1.899
15°-100 063| 1.049| 1398| 1737 202| 2309
10°-75 0575| 0.895| 1168| 1413| 1633 1898
10°-100 037 0622| 0865| 1.162| 1569 2.059
5°-75 0.148| 0.348| 0554| 0.809| 0.986| 1379
5°-100 0.168| 0408| 0.604] 077 0.96] 1157

LA0EFHL AL EA P TR FAE B
TR e (kg

"% % £ pF(min)

BR - & 5 A (mmhr) o e e e e
30°75 4408 | 4.928| 5861 N/A| 7.566] 9.005
30°-100 2316| N/A| 4624| 5504| 5580| 5713
25°-75 0529| 1041] N/A| 2794| 4320 4272
25°-100 0940| N/A| 1069| 4130 N/A| 4.353
20°-75 N/A| 0.465| 0463 1209| 4345 NIA
20°-100 N/A| 3142| 3317| 4226] NIA| NIA
15°-75 0191| 0.123| 0394 N/A| 1423 1587
15°-100 0116 0275 N/A| 1209 NA| N/A
10°-75 0406 0.960| 0.871| N/A| NA| 1.999
10°-100 N/A| 0198] NA| NA| NA| NA
5°-75 0271 0308 N/A| 0865 1155] NI/A
5°-100 N/A| N/A|  N/A| 0046] 0312] 0.641

#-7 4% 2 & ¥ (Measured soil loss F gl 2 s £)2 g 8¢

(Estimated soil loss & 2+ 4 3/ 4 £ )4 "% & 2t pF (T @] > 4] 4- 14 v

Bl4-15%r7 c A B2z 22 B a g o ph =%

R EESE SRR S8 R S Y SR 3

SUBAE AT 0 SR T P A

10g10(SLy,) = —0.746 + 0.025¢ + 0.027S

10g10(SL,) = —1.274 + 0.029¢ + 0.047S
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PP SL = @Rt mind £(Kg);, SL, = A amin4 £ (ko)
S= WAMEAHAE (O t= AP (Min)od b Fat o 1 F
56 (75mm/hr-100mm/h) "% & $43E 57 #) 3 2 i e 8 > &0 & 48 o 2
UM ORY  LXEARRLBEAET  BHAD A EAA
BE SRS 4 R T -
MR R R LA E

R ) ?gﬁéﬁl‘b‘_ﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁr"f Fl

SL, = 1.168SL,, R? = 0.77,

J—
-‘f‘\
<

ZAFG AN Lo g B RN A EFRRRIERAE
FERFPYE A A AR F g 2 2 RO R e R R T
Je® b R 2 A B (SLy, o kQ)E T HAFRMAE RV M)

BT E AR R AR AT

SL,, =3880.88V + 0.6803 R? =0.77,
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(@)

Measured soil loss (kg)

S = N W B~ U & N 0o VO

35

Rainfall duration (min)

(a)

—_
(@)

Measured soil loss (kg)

SO P, N W &= G & NN o Vo

35

Rainfall duration (min)

e 30° A 25° m 20° e 15° x 10° x 5°eenn best-fit trend line

(b)
Bl 4- 14 5 Fa) 2 (75mm/hn) @ il 2 e 4 £(a) ~ B2 g2 £(b)

BIVE o1t 2 B 14 B
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P
Wit b4

2 g (SL,

EF R RFR 2 A 1R P BT %S KPP

y kg) ;,ta :b F/T%F‘Wﬁﬁﬁi

% 4oB] 4- 16 1m0 34k dLEE S f2 50

(S
s

IL = (V m3)1E‘.f‘? % H _%fx{'}’_}_%‘l’ ETF “ﬁ,'=

R TILE R B AR

BBV G 2 HEA FE(SLy)

SL,

Measured cumulative soi loss (kg)

7 4-

= 968.55V R? = 0.80,
10
y =968.55x
2-0.7963
9 =07 o
o
8
© o
7 o ©° 7
o
6 ooO
0 o o
5 OO OO/
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16 T SHFRy 2 2 % SRR 02 i BN AT
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AR A F Rk Y B G AR EAR B £ 10
TS PE

DR F 04N R04 2 HRB A kBP0

)

5,1 45 2 2 = > Hoo45 H >\ =\
EokHmet- 2 4B 2 AN

8 6
_ 0.5 2.5
Q—C><15><(Zg) tan(2>><h
HPQ=mg8:C=%#;g=t* it R;0==43%F v & 7]

h=fr KiF o F 20 5%k2 &% 4B 4-17 #77 o

16000
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NN
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i g B iR > B o3 BT Rt 0.082m/s~0.095 m/s 2 fF e
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— 35 #(up)
0.02

0
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.1 0.12 0.14 0.16 0.18

B ] P 35 7R iR (m/s)

Bl 4-18 ¥ » 2 R ik 3] 5

= AR A F BT R

o b 1B
LA ERAT RS L0 TR SRR A kL F R 4
etz AER(MAR) el 4-19 v o Z 2 RERE P R
R G 24 ) PRz % Db AIRRER R S T 2SR
35~4 | PRIEBFE T o SAH R EXOSAAKT I L nniE
79 5% > & W % 1.49Pa(Tau_1),2.04 Pa(Tau_2), 2.55 Pa (Tau_3), 3.02

?‘%ﬁi‘af"] P\—:’@@ir_)i7 kB 7FPE'/H /Elg4

=%

Pa (Tau 4), 3.49 Pa (Tau 5) o X 3E:E482_ 72 ¢ B2 A2R 1 p R B
B 24~48 4o 72/ Pripdl > #7 B R AT R 2 R & 5 fdinine T
BPEFEFEFCERTR)ZEFEUMGE o oB 420 17 o
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A 3 2K (mm)

J R B (mm)

A 3 2K (mm)

%

yrxEas

Tau 1
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39
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38.6
384
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38
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=

5000 10000 15000
B 14 (sec)

Tau 2
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47.5
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45
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5000 10000 15000
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38 7

37.5

5000 10000 15000
B 14 (sec)
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B A TR S R R R R ER LG &
R 2 b 8 R TR B R4 (r) ~ 2 & % 2 Shields & #c(cr) »

2 %4 F s g(Re ) 4o 4-21 #0 o

F 421 F AR LR S F B

MCEER | RMBA T 2 Re
(hr) (kg/m?) (Pa) (--) (--)
24-1 1.836 0.660 0.112 3.221
24-2 1.803 1.375 0.234 4.649
24-3 1.866 1.033 0.176 4.030
48-1 1.878 1.456 0.214 4.783
48-2 1.906 1.023 0.150 4.010
48-3 1.888 1.100 0.161 4.158
72-1 1.914 1.258 0.234 4.446
72-2 1.879 1.124 0.209 4.202
72-3 1.899 1.001 0.187 3.967

ERNE Y-S BB F & S IF.
PR R BRALR o TR D MG 5 iz TR
(CERIH)2 L5 40B 4-21 517 1 R BB RE T RS (1)

& )= 5 Shields 2#ic(cy) » 12 T 4 3 2dc(Re*) e d 4- 22 #7 o

1

N
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CAVRVYE S BTERLE Y23 D - §

M E PR BEBRE T, (P Re”

(hr) (kg/m?) (Pa) (--) (--)
24-1 1.931 0.286 0.0104 9.933
24-2 1.947 0.590 0.0204 14.948
24-3 1.948 0.558 0.0195 14.393
48-1 2.001 1.013 0.0364 18.848
48-2 1.996 1.229 0.0425 21.447
48-3 1.998 1.103 0.0383 20.324
72-1 2.012 1.641 0.0593 23.831
72-2 2.009 1.761 0.0645 24.334
72-3 2.011 1.789 0.0651 24.738
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1730P126 (% 4-23)c A Z b £oa £ 5 2613 T 5f » L B a B¢ 4
wh D40 s BrER A g B esa s 2009 £ X RGN AR
£ (AR KA1 E 0 2012)

% 4-23 4 LA B E R F ek
(FA kiR Atk 1% > 2012)

R4 | BEFY | BEEA | BER —HEA —H &K EL:F S

Hai (2) 4,937.0 1,402.0 950.0 1,630.0 1,870.0
2,613.0

1730P126 (2005) (2002) | (2009/08/08) | (2009/08/08) | (2009/08/08)

ARBF IR SR IEE S ‘arﬁbfiﬁ_r,ﬁ@]ua T
b e A oL L T R REEL S
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SrgIian

T3

“ B Bt 33 3 3%
Lo LI T I Y
| (m) FAEA | BAREL | VAHHK | HeE
(m) (m) (m°) (tonne) )

1|1447886 | -23.44 38.43 | 103553.17 | 106701.18 | 40.02
21689596 | -18.01 31.57 | 97213.95| 100169.25| 34.61
3]1611924 | -55.78 31.57 | 212082.97 | 218530.30 | 36.95
411112775| -10.50 32.23 | 110564.03 | 113925.18 | 39.42
5|2816981 | -13.52 16.44 | 284265.09 | 292906.75| 30.80
6|1873972 | -14.91 16.18 | 139998.29 | 144254.24 | 38.17
712061366 | -27.31 17.23 | 182797.30 | 188354.34 | 37.71
8|1031267 | -12.02 14.15 | 106047.65 | 109271.50 | 38.05
911394029 | -48.44 60.78 | 86723.94 | 89360.34| 31.75
10 | 1287867 | -10.37 11.30 | 96607.98 | 99544.87 | 33.14

6]

TRER TR R RN E R EY F % AR E (R
COV210) fr | B L (=3 C1V220) p 2017 & 4 * 1 2018 & 8 * 2

LI

|k

T R BZEREFTRERLIEX T 0T L EEREOR L M
o~ L F RORIsh BB 4- 27 9fom 0 R A g o TR R 4- 25 47

T ©
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3 4-25 2 3 e CEE A TR

h B
| B S Sl L e
B

(mm) (mm) -

(mm)

C0V210 | 201704 215 | C1V220 | 201704 298.5 | 284.908
COV210 | 201705 275 | C1V220 | 201705 315.5| 308.907
CO0V210 | 201706 | 1260.5 | C1V220 | 201706 | 17/55.5 | 1674.922
CO0V210 | 201707 700 | C1V220 | 201707 1045 | 988.840
COV210 | 201708 97| C1Vv220 | 201708 138 | 131.326
C0V210 | 201709 37.5 | C1V220 | 201709 131 | 115.780
CO0V210 | 201710 169 | C1V220 | 201710 2455 | 233.047
C0V210 | 201711 155 | C1Vv220| 201711 22.5 21.361

C0V210 | 201712 9.5 | C1V220 | 201712 16.5 15.361
C0V210 | 201801 113 | C1V220 | 201801 142| 137.279
C0V210 | 201802 27 | C1V220 | 201802 52.5 48.349
C0V210 | 201803 77.5| C1V220 | 201803 47.5 52.383
C0V210 | 201804 80 | C1V220 | 201804 95.5 92.977

COV210 | 201805 106 | C1V220 | 201805 146 | 139.489
CO0V210 | 201806 496.5 | C1V220 | 201806 631.5| 609.524
CO0V210 | 201807 369.5 | C1V220 | 201807 640 | 595.967
CO0V210 | 201808 80 | C1Vv220 | 201808 251 | 223.164

EIE AR NP E> SRR TP SN S Wb - L
g Tk 4-242 2 (52017 &4 3 2018 & 8
PAT R 2 RE) FRRIFEH LI FRIE  BF B H
Hhdrd 4-264vd 4-27 47w o d £ 4-260 BRI ERAE A0 2
WEILT B 242 R HEES R ER S B R R T HEL

5-113%0 o 4 4-275 B3 g~ ok 0 BATY 2§ ok e G
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Bl (F ) fo#s » a2 v iy (3 0 Jkg) $HHms R i acg 5 @
#»EEE (Qo o WIM?) s imff B 2 3ic s (ag o kg/m®) ok 2 F 2 a4
#cd (oo kgim®) & S cpap iR € & e BER ] 5 2 % By
Do Bt R SRR S AP 2 S MR 2 PR R S

BAELZ LB P L RRZIERBLIRET < o

3 4-20 P ERQ/IEFIBE IS RS
2R =N EL 2R =N EL
s BRI LE | RIS E iery o
FplE (tonne) | kL E (tonne) (%)
1 106701.18 108075.00 1.3%
2 100169.25 106921.00 6.7%
3 218530.30 134456.00 -38.5%
4 113925.18 92963.00 -18.4%
5 292906.75 126203.00 -56.9%
6 144254.24 151422.00 5.0%
7 188354.34 102435.00 -45.6%
8 109271.50 112327.00 2.8%
9 89360.34 125975.00 41.0%
10 99544.87 89316.20 -10.3%
Tiaet (%) -11.3%

dggwAi= (Wme—3RE) /13

4-68

] x100%




SrgIian

20427 B3 R AR S prEfrip i % 0

ID F J (IR 04 a

¥ friE® | 0.01-0.15 O'%f’ 06(.)??57- ;gggc') 31-1000
1 0.1500 0.3000 0.3500 | 15000.00 | 1000.00
2 0.0509 0.2749 0.3498 | 15000.00 | 1000.00
3 0.3066 0.2609 0.3220 | 15000.00 999.99
4 0.2173 0.1217 0.3463 | 14999.96 | 1000.00
5 0.2080 0.2538 0.3497 | 15000.00| 1000.00
6 0.0844 0.3343 0.3443 | 15000.05| 1000.00
7 0.1500 0.3000 0.3500 | 15000.00 | 1000.00
8 0.1500 0.3000 0.3500 | 15000.00 | 1000.00
9 0.1500 0.3000 0.3500 | 15000.00 | 1000.00
10 0.3071 0.1518 0.2414 | 15000.04 999.98
CRHRTE DF A ol B BT 2 f ok s 5 )

=~ i (Jkg) Qo=@ " HFEE (WIM) 5 oy =it f

Bz s (kg/md) s a =k 2 & 2 3scF (kg/md) o

b ¥ < }r% : Misra and Rose (1996); Sander et al. (1996); Mahmoodabadi

et al. (2014); Guo and Yu (2016); Hong et al. (2016); Yu et al. (2017).
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