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Fig. I Distribution of Potential Erosion in Wanzhou District
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Tah. 5  Soil Erosion in Different Land Use Area
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Fig. 3 Distribution of Soil Conservation in Wanzhou District
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Tab.7  Soil Conservation in Dilferent Land Use Area
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BRI ARAE . o3 —J7 L, ANSEESICHRAOE s S R, FECRRZERY R, EXARMEER, TR
DX H LA T N SR A X35 170 1Ly 3t 5 A SR S AR 20 B X+ S OR K7 RE 0 . A8 & SRR Mt e 1 A v
i E IR B B HIE I R i R A0, B NG A S R HIR R FF DI REIIAS RT3
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4.4 RKUTAS R, i b R )™ 2

KL A X LSRR P DI RE S, A W R R ™ 5, CE ROy w1 MR e v e 1 I SRR . KV AR E A
MERE AR RN IXIK, w7 X LERMPIRBEAA L, BN SERREON TS, Bz . PR 5 A,
TRARIRERENI SS9, ML NSNS, AR BRI IIRESS . RIIRILBON ™ . B2 AR AR ARy, BRARAE
T3, AEAR RS T S —T5, RTKAL BT s, XA S B A RAN N UGN, 6 - R A A T
A% X I NI & AN o R A 2 A R AN L R S5 M AR I 326 s BRI — QB DX N Ji 0 3 M 3
FROIRE AR T AN AL 2 25 O m] RRE A R B L .

5 2518

AR YA 5T LA RUSLE B R4A GIS “F & oy ktk, FIFH 75 M X DEM. Mo FHRTB RN S5 50040, 2B 2401 0 01 X L 342 R - 4 £
FREUBUIR, JHRTTHRmR R . G5RR0:

(D) Z7, FAMX RS SN 1435. 84X 107t /a, PR A EREF BN 417. 91t/ (hm’ « &) o 5 X B AE L3842 1k
BN 16587 TTX 10t /a, PR MK 462. 13t/ (hn' » a) » FLSCHIEE &N 151. 92X 10°t/a, “FIYIRsE 15643l
BN 44. 22t/ (hm' » a) , BEARA T EEMIRES.

)AL, 8° ~25° B HAR & K, R 584X E R 66. 79%, (H-MEORERE LA IS, % 8° ~25°
DX N X NP JE oM R I DX . AN, bR S OR KR RE Jy a1 -3t 0 - 3 ORAF RE AN 2 2% SR A 3
R B BOR ) 3R T R

(3) LI R A L IRORRF S R A RO, HAt 2R 8% . LIRRRRD R 2R B e T LS I A ReAiE, 1R IRR
o SR S 7 AR DL o BRI L AT S Ll T AT 45 X IR kiR 2, IR ORIFRE I8, OB M AN ST R AR R e
ISR HE X .

() FE4 5 AR, R B SeEdE 0 RIRMRAI RS, FEFT & 26 MFH XHEAT S5 5Ohts . IR BRI MRS It X IR OR KR RETI AR Y
BEHLAT 255 SE PR A BCAN R MR BEAB s R I A AR AN S B 2R P B 7 3, DB IR 5 o 8 288 -t R P 2 2R DX R B
ST R AT, PRI GO AT, DOE DA SRR DO R R, S A A R G SRR IR S5 DI RE -

AU FE T FE A T I AIE TE 45 R R BT S B 73 N -3 ORa AR 55 O FCSEBUIR, (H T T R T A7 4 — e A R 2 4L,
IR TR EIHA — M A ArcGTS ACBEHE LR h 774 — e iR 22, LB EA R T HE— PR maE, XY aEAE
S LAt —D 5%
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