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70.4% 1
23.2% 6.4%
2083 hm* “ ”
s 2004
1 13654.13 km?
12.95% 7798.76
km? 4670.27 km? 1185.1
4 km? 7.40% 4.43% 1.12%
57.12% 34.20% 8.68%
1
Table 1 Current situation of soil and water loss in Zhejiang Province
(km?) (%) (%)
500 91747.67 87.05 -
500 ~ 2500 7798.76 7.40 57.12
2500 ~ 5000 4670.27 4.43 34.20
5000 ~ 8000 743.37 0.70 5.44
8000 ~ 15000 306.50 0.29 2.25
15000 135.23 0.13 0.99
km? 13654.13 12.95 100
km? 105401.80 100 -
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Table 2 Distribution of soil and water loss in Zhejiang Province

ATBX KR TR 7 bR HHK AR (km®)
(k) (%) R i B s a1

BeH T 1989.72 11.8 741.66 1048.35 96.89 63.63 39.19
T 639.22 6.6 459.80 139.57 30.45 7.51 1.89
M 2873.53 234 1578.23 961.37 219.81 86.19 27.93
bt 12.88 0.3 5.89 5.50 0.97 0.52 0
M T 371.85 6.4 210.26 135.80 14.30 5.78 5.71
A 1336.06 16.2 1024.90 258.59 4274 8.47 1.36
Eo 1784.18 163 1289.86 402.66 59.12 22.08 10.46
WM Tl 1320.32 14.9 583.26 666.67 36.64 18.94 14.81
Frilit 221.57 16.1 149.47 47.77 17.75 5.38 1.20
=R 862.29 8.6 515.31 254.13 64.75 22.09 6.01
WK 224251 13.0 1240.12 749.86 159.95 65.91 26.67

it 13654.13 13.0 7798.76 4670.27 743.37 306.50 135.23
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Table 3 Dynamic change of soil and water loss in Zhejiang from 1987 to 2004
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Temporal and Spatial Change of Soil and Water Loss in Zhejiang Province
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Abstract: Based on the field survey and 4 series of remote sensing data of soil and water loss, the temporal and spatial change of soil and
water loss in Zhejiang Province was analyzed. The results showed that: total area of soil and water loss decreased after 1987, but area of = strong
erosion grade increased and new man-made soil and water loss accelerated; 9 of the total 11 regions in Zhejiang showed the same changing tendency
as the whole province. Soil and water loss distributed in 83 of the total 90 counties in Zhejiang. Due to the special natural, social and economic
situations, soil and water loss scattered in the wide regions of hills and mountains in Zhejiang, although the absolute loss amount was low but the
relative loss amount was enormous, so the potential fatalness is very high.

Key words: Soil and water loss, Temporal and spatial change, Zhejiang Province



