X 3K L3R KAt =257 o
— LA B
HE-F, 25810, R
(L. R S5 R B 5 B R, o P P 4210084

2 b REFZLT B, FEIEE 100071)

[ B KEARKROGHERIN I REFIREFMET T HIAT R R ERORAIN AL BN, AR ALK X454
MR KR LRRGLFEHh, REELABSTFFEBG TN ENG fo £ 5 NS ER R OR ALY, LFELEZ
TR MAMRSH A P A B E 2ER R PAZERK, 594, 7 ) ( BEANABANERITTA
RBRFII. BRET, EAKLAKRNEFMAEKR, AT LEBRIMERNAPAREFMEARK; KLAXH
ZHEBRAHREEFAL, EREWEEZFORAFY, AREARIECER, RA2FHERLAKRMERN; SLREA
KRG FMRALG AL 2 25 BT A8 K HHE P A A R FAE > A GDP> RAF A sl N> A 0 5 K > A #tHe,

[REHE] KERK; #2855, it6; Aas
[FE92K5]1Fl124.5 [SCHRFRIRAG Y A

B B2 AR R AR — R A BHE . 3. NDS AR H as R, ERR BB T KRR KRS — RAIAE SR
I R ) 45 SRR U 35, SR AR 22 (1) 2 WP A JE R T 0 5 T LR AE B UBE R TF . #he. BRI AR R IL A )
MERER L, MARMUOGEARESHEY, EEELHRHEAS—2FE RN A RED—ARREE, HHE 20
BRI FRIEI o BR 3 ARERIIE I Z A, IR TFEI M FER AT, 2K IR A 04 15 R AR R 22 I T L T B2 5 K
KRR AR s MG RTINS B AR ZE AR AR, & BEIABE I SN A I SO S i i ke il 2k R fodk
B, AT BRI PG A I, H T A O BOA e e L A A A, BARK R iR, LR EE
ARIZE PR 3L 77 3 B VLW B RN A Z M A T 5 o X e T T AR H I an A e A S AR M A o KRR AR 223 )y
I G PR BT A T U R SR P B AR A RIS 2 A o A S AR 1 R — MR 2, IBURT B AR 77 S AR AR
) A SR S A HE 22 IV B2 AAOMT AR AR T o SR 205 2 SRR IR A AR (K P A o A AR P A F) LA S B A 25 A 85
WA 5 B RE VA R G, SEIL G IR SR M E M i dp e 1L, BISeATH REVFG e A" . Bk, @ikt
SRLFFIRR BT T ELALE N AOIRIRIK B H B e [ R B SR S A% AR R, 58 3 AR AR BT IO T AL A1) A0 A 25 XU 1
itk &, 1EAS G BRI E BRAGE S, O3NS FHBUF AR SR S R EA, JF0y 2 a0 — WU E R PR 5 AT 55 .

THIRE 2 BEUR PR BEA B X 3R] R R i AR G BRI g 2 N\ SCH FE % B SRR 1 A R SR

WeRRHTEl: 2008 — 09 - 10; f&[EINFIA]: 2008 - 12 - 06

BETH: AT IS RS B A = ST BRI = TP BORR (5. 2006— 03) R BH G 2 Be BHFE Zh B & H - (Y
: 2006B06) BXAE B,

EZ Wif: B (1958—), 2o, WIFGHH N, 8L, 2%, FENFERIF SR ERE S5 . E-mail: typnjel163. com.

P}



TR A MR R T R B R S IX RV T I i 2 ik b A 2 — e [, TR 2 AR P R X
MRS S ERNTIESE, 2002 EHE18 MEETEE, 20 MERTHEE, BET.99 k', B HEI38%, &
A1 920.68 JIN, di48 ATHI28.98%, H A ERAEM BMEHAL 000—3 000 st 38T ATF MK )88 R A8 & b
Fa, AR BEBT B UL AR RA 45 N i A BRI A IR b G R A R IR AT AR, R IR 1 % S L
X R, A B RIS AT, B 855 LRSI R 2 N2 IE3h Brid s N o 32 oK B A7
Y HErwiE A K ERAREB, BURK, EHEALSE. Fi, SEE PN KRS BRI AR, 4EHrEE
KRR AR R, DA MAGTE 25 A VP W B 4 M I ] N % 28 8 AR S IR It B 1) 3R o AR A8 FR B P AR I 2 G 550,
MR E SRR S A RNARLS &, B 2RV S INE R LR ok ) a5, B B sk e RN HE, &
KUNAFFHRMERRI K, ENESEHF AL, DA SR i R BUR 5 25 @ % 00 E BARFRARNT LG, IR DCE A
PPN AR, BB AT N B 5 R B R ooy MRS 20 A0 DL B SRR SR BRI OB A a5, AR T A
AT R IR B R AR, DME R i i, SR PR s /D 3R o i B ks I, o R A — T [ A A
TSR G R AT GBI, LABE T4k )7 20 e - A2 Tkt 4k 25 G5 BOIABE D7 I SRR, O 4 28 57 R e ik s 1) ) 2 4
WEURF RS HKYE, AR T EHRIER XS a0 KR Bbs, (R EREHF TR E.

1 XK R EH B RAMAE
ARG PRI — A HR IR BT R BRI — R A1 52 T (B A 3
£

R AR . A SCLLI R 4 3R A DUIR R 2 Bl v SR BORE, ARG R IR R BIA R . R
MR E .

& PRI A AR S R R B2 T
ERYECETTS N L

L1 HSRRMBOR B 5
PAFRE AR (3R SR bR ) 4 — 25 AR et - 3R PO 4 DS 5 ) P AL P P TBMELA i S R s, A& A
SR AR O & R B VR R (T {8) J5 15 i 253t () H 3R iR S, Hrp o R VR IR (T ) AFRIE 1997

SERUAT 1A R 7 4T o X AR VAR I T {8 500t « (k' » @)= 1 AbRdE™ ( R D o WiH LR BRI E 2 KA TR
T

J=32SiMi

Hp, 7 AEERWHIRE (t/a) 3 Si NREEFESRMRENLHER (ko) ; Mi ARRMhGRE 510 Mhain
B (t e k'« a)- 1.



=1 HEELIREEE R iR
Tab.l Norms for grading soil erosion intensity
in Hunan Province

e FHEMmEY SmEEhEE SmEREE
/[t (km*-a)-1] [ [t-(km*-a)-1] [ t-(km*=a)- 1]

FMEEM 0~500 — —

REEM 500~2 500 1500 1 000

R 2 5005 000 3750 3250

o FE 1210 5 000~8 000 6 500 6 000

tREBEEM 8 00015000 11500 11000
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Tab.2 Ways and formulas on estimating economic costs of soil erosion in Hunan province
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Tab.3 The economic losses item of erosion in whole Hunan province in 2000 and 1995

LiE Tink kofmk Folmk RPGE BERE SUERRE ExcDr BRI Hx AL TEXSRAS

Mw  fzm ML Mwm  /MLE (AR A WK PERE 0 BmE/ A ABRBRE/ T
1995 £ 1.23 0.58 76.75 274 105.9 5.00 291 12.08 161.4 2265
2000 £ 1.22 0.57 74.75 23.0 99.5 4.70 273 1135 151.6 2127
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Fig.1 Distribution of urban development
factor scores in 1985
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Tab.4 The regional differences features of erosion economic losses in Hunan province

g BUEmRRE B{I GDP A%k BfuRl=EHRE A%k ok At3n %k
1995 &£ 1.74 4.89 15.81 134.45 170.03

fmE N . L O .
2000 5 1.83 5.08 16.34 138.75 176.30

=% 1995 £ 2.58 32.55 10.89 7.60 6.21

a 2000 £E 3.21 34.52 12.84 7.87 6.66
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Fig.2 The regional differences of the economic losses glade
of erosion in Hunan province in 1995 and 2000
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Tab.5 The economic losses glade of erosion in Hunan
at county in 2000 and 1995

g% MmEREE R 1995 £F 2000 £
(Fx/a)y BWwmir#E bl Bm4E el
1 R <2 12 11.5% 18 17.3%
2 B®E 2—4 31 29.8%, 30 28.8%
3 RE 4—6 31 29.8%, 28 26.9%
4 ol 68 18 17.3% 18 17.3%
5 5 58 FE =8 12 11.5% 10 9.6%

Fo6 2000 FHFEEKLIRARIMAK
RN FRPERE G
Tab.6 Poverty-stricken counties in Hunan and the
economic losses glade of erosion in 2000

1 4 24 3 & 4 4 54

i ME 2 RE  hE  BE W&
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BEEH 0 4 7 5 4
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Tab.7 Factor analyma on Emum- economic impact locally of
erosion economic losses
AR A KA AOD A
! GDP  #gAN  EE i

Pearson Correlation - 0.413%* -0.310%* - 293%*% _(0.193 -0.035
Sig.(2-tailed) 0.000 0.002 0.003 0.053 0.726
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