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Intra-annual dynamics of soil conservation value in forest ecosystem
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Abstract; Based on observational data, the intra-annual dynamics of soil conservation values in five forest ecosystems were
studied by means of daily rainfall erosive agent model and the Universal Soil Loss Equation. The results show that the soil
conservation values of seasonal rainforest, secondary forest, rubber plantation, broad-leaved korean pine forest and
secondary birch forest are 570.29, 347.87, 174.65, 14.31 and 8.76 yuan-hm >a™" | respectively. The soil conservation
values are characterized with an uneven distribution in a year and the soil conservation value produced from May to October
takes up 80% of the annual total value. In the composition of soil conservation value in three forest ecosystems in
Xishuangbanna, the value of soil nutrition conservation accounts for more than 60% . In two forest ecosystems in
Changbaishan, the composition of soil conservation value is different and the value of decreasing soil deposit is predominated
in broad-leaved korean pine forest, while the value of soil nutrition conservation is predominated in secondary birch forest.

The value of reducing land disuse accounts for less than 10% of the total soil conservation value.

Key Words: soil conservation value; soil erosion; USLE; seasonal rainforest; broad-leaved korean pine forest
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Table 1 General situation of the plots in study area

95 Feyze 3 ZHE(E) ZEEE(N) K BeRE R ot: £t R ot: 3800
Symbol Forest types Longitude Latitude Altitude/m Slope/ (°) Soil types Soil texture
BNF-1 TR 101°12’ 21°51’ 750 12—18 Tt 41 4 okt +
BNF-2 YA bk 101°16'12" 21°55'15" 560 10—13 EFAR: S A P
BNF-3 AN TAR B 101°16'03" 21°55"25" 630 7 FaR: i+
CBF-1 [l RAR Y 128°05'43" 42°24'05" 740 1.72 [y 73 b
CBF-2 WAE FIREpk 128°05'43" 42°24"05" 740 1.72 [ny3e s b

T A - LTAA AR Az AR B IR B BE o 2% —4% , AR 3% , B 1.72°

PO XR AR TR S RGEE NS Ui 6L T = F 4 PO XU A B 1k B VA N B i B 8 S48 (21°41'N, 101°
25'E) ,J& TR IR0 IX. , SRR FT B 1557 mm ; 1P 138 it 203 AN AR 2038 5 0 FAR IR AR AR L N AR BBk
S X BRI PR RY . ML E R B, AT 4000 6 2, BEVE 56 BE 90% o IRAE AR by Hh kg Fly
WA, B 3 2 BEVE T2 85% o N TR ARAE YA AR AR E ( Hevea brasiliensis) Sy BAARFY , B HEAT
Fitl, BB L 85% A NTEAZ AR 2 NEIR . FEHIIEIA 8 k™

K H LB R G E M50 T35 M4 2 B H B F 4R (42°24'N,128°28'E) , J& T H IR AR IE <
X, ZAEF-HIREK & 713mm, FEMLLMMOR R B L DX A PR B, 1) Jb— B AR BN 622 . REM£L
FABRAE Hb 3= 55 K R £ 4 ( Pinus koraiensis ) | %8 ¥ ( Tilia amurensis ) | 5% 1 £ ( Quercus mongolica ) . 7K i #J
( Fraxinus mandshurica) % , /50 o B )2 I 55H) , TRARIZ B 80% , HEAR 35BNy 40% O o YR AR A HEMRARE Hb W
FRIRUAHEMR, B ABRE I LLARARAE 3, L HE(Betula plavyphylla) 3 3, IBH D B H SR (Tilia amurensis ) 1114
( Populus davidiana) % , T RZ 5% 60% .

2 HRFRBESMRAEIE
2.1 Bk

FEMEE FE AP EATSREVFT M % (CERN) 448 Bl Az 7 & P8 SR Pl TR AE S R GEE 7
PR A IR A S RGEE M
2.2 +HEEMES ERFENITETE

iz P 30 25 07 #2 (USLE ) SRAE SIS 7E TR R MBI HIREME , W& Z 200 1R R E

B TIEERMERESRETERAHEEE = K DARSHREEL TR TR ERMmE, B C=1,P =11
TIRE .

A, =R-K-IS (1)
PSR E S B R % AK L RSE R, AR
A =R-K-LS-C-P (2)
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Ao, A, g A B TR (- hm ™ 71) A BRI SE TR (- hm T H 71 540
A TR SRR (b 3 7T) SR OWRERTR I SIS K g LA P 5 LS K BEER F 5 € Joith
REGE R MEEEHER TP iy L RHEIERE T
2.2.1 REMITE

FEF R IE T R BT MR R X R R IR, 2 S SRR i EB S IR R . A0k
FAE R IS4 A R R

k
M, =ay (D" (4)
=1
18. 155 24. 455
=0. 8363 + + 5
A Pp T P (5)
=21 5868715 (6)

R, M ERE § AR BT E(M -mm-hm ™ h ™ A7) ;o 1 B RIEBISH k Tz H BT B
MIRELD, Fom @ ARBNEE j R H TR, 2R H & = 12mm, FR L0 718 ; Py R HE =12mm [
H P& (mm) 5 P, %78 H R =12mm #9545 & (mm)

2.2.2 KEWITE

K Dy 3 nT et R 7, BT SO S R i B S . AT i 5 SR UL BRI BILBK 5 B A U

KR K ERHEAR R

SIL 0.3
K =0.1317{0.2 +0. 3exp[ —0. 0256 x SAN x (1 - SIL/100) ]} (CLA +SIL)
Lo 0. 2550C Lo 0. 7SN1 .
( Y 73s0C +exp(3.72—2.9SSOC))( 7 TSN + exp( —5.51+22.9SN1))

Ao, K R E F (t-hm®-h-MJ " hm % mm ") ; SAN . SIL .CLA 1 SOC 2#>¥: (0. 05—2mm) K}
$7(0.002—0.05mm) K5kz( <0.002mm) FIH VR EE (% ) ;SN1 =1 - SAN/100,

2.2.3 LS WitE
LS e BB T, OB T S KRR T P VAR OB . YL 3 R T S R T i
B

5= (30) (o) ®

A R (m) 50 LR (°) sm PR IEEGn HPEFEE . 2 6<5°HF,m =0.15; 2 5° <g<12°
Bf,m=0.2;2412° < 9<22°H},m =0.35, SEIEEFIEH n HEEEPE 1.3—1.4 Z 8], A5 n HE 1. 35,
CERN B A /N Jy 100m x 100m , F B ASAFSE A fH % 100m,
2.2.4 C{HMITE

C JHaw 8 55 A B AR 1, R T /R [l AR 98 SR OO L3R . B T P SUR A AR
Hok M S A K, AF R CEMFENNSZE . X TR B L AR AR AR D 55 5 5 10— g5 3
(NDVI) itk 56 R4 At

¢ =108. 49NDVI +0. 717 (9)
gh B VLS g M C 1.
W0 <c<78.3%Mf,C =0.6508 —0.3436lge; 24 ¢=78.3% i}, C = e %5V (10)
K, c MEPERE (%) ;e S BARXMBURIE.

2.2.5 PEMITE
P Jg L 3RORFFHEIGE A T, CERN < 39 5 7 WL I A 3t 8¢ A e B 40 57 T408 , PR bk = RS HEHE IR P {E R
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R HIER S METTMEFERESRERF LIS NP K EFRTR AT E, RHE #7507
¥E & HRASRERF HREFRY RN TIME
V,=A,(H,P\Ty + H,P,T, + H.P;Ty) (11)
XA, Vo R R LR AME (T ~hm > A7) Hy Hp JH 500 b iR A 7B 30 A & B
(% ) 3Py Pp P10 NP KRBT MG (IC -t ™) o Ty Tp T BN BB R A 280 A0 S BT B Bk R
AR I BERRS MELH R B, 435128 5. 882.3.373 1 1. 667,
2.3.2 @O EHEFMESE
R 398 (R4 R 398 B B SR HE B R - 38R b T 33 AR P B 37 - b T AR, PRI & AR TS T RS B bR
FMR EREZRTHE .
V, =A,B/(p * h - 10000) (12)
XA, Vo H R FE A E (DT -hm ™ H 1) 5p W EERE(tm ) sk B HEER (m) ;B A+
HBAE YRS (I ~hm ™)
2.3.3 EORDIBBMPEME
Fe R VD IE shAL AL , PE SRR 1Ly th X 398 9 2R A9 VR Y VR B /K FE YR A TE 19 EL 481 43 31K 16%
47% ", HR¥E 2 AN AR 78 R G0 R VIR AR O A -
Vo=f-A, -wp (13)
XA, VB R Z R A28 (I8 ~hm ™™ A 1) of VR VHIRBUTF /K B L YA R L (% ) 54,0 +
B R (A ) su IKETEBHOTE -m ™) 50 AHEARE(tm ),
2.3.4 ZEBMEMITTE
5% 0 A BR(RR H350 O8> £ HUE 5 DR UPIRE) M E Y TR AR R

Y, = ZV (14)

b, YR i A RRR(RFF L5750 8D LR FE R IRE) M E (T -hm ™*) , VISR | A (REF
£ L LR 7 BT AR) MHE (ST chm A )
3 BRESH
3.1 HRERMSHRRFHE

VY SRR ZE T AR R AR ARORI N AR IR F 3 76 L 3 (2 1 A 43 31 538. 88,318, 45 1 197.76 t-hm >
a', ABAE LR R A BB 31 126. 13 74,54 t+hm ™ F 7' f146.29 t-hm ™ [ 71 T 1 L LA
ARANIR A FUREAR VS 7E L3RI 43509 10. 99 t-hm ™ 1 10. 09 t-hm > a ™", J¥7E LR & M E A
4535079 4.04 t-hm > J 7URI3.71 t-hm ™ F 7 FEXURAAHK A ILARMAES RGOS £ L REME DR A
7E 5—10 A4y, 705 & 2 4F e IR R Il B 1 82.71% 1 98.05%

5 PR A R AP Rk B LIE R 0. 20—0. 64 t-hm ™™ a ™", /NT R AT 5B RG JRL P-4 &
SRR e K RIRRATA (43 PR C 1 SR A 2 A SR ) M, R O D b X RV R
ALK IR VFR R B 500 t-km 7 a ™" ARG+ KORALr 1A 1L X A 3 & g 200 t-km
a”!, AR L FIVESUR A B SE R Sk B R T A0 L3 e i, UL S 2 X 33 A AR
T, SRR T ERNIIRRISIIEE . AL LIRRME I/ NFI AN > W Bk > 255
FRAR > AR > B LR AR . YA ERAERRRIR - ZLAR AR 5—10 A fy B BESE L (R ok B 20531 o 4R BRSKE +
B2 ) 86.03% F193.48% ,
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5MBMESREN HIRAIFEZMIEE R 9.54—538.34 t-hm >a ™', HAPFWH AN LIEAFER
KORKAEMKZ , A RN 317,82 t-hm ™ >a ™' R A AREMK ) AR FF B/, SUN T AR L3847
FFEM1.77% . B 1 R, FEORRY 3 MARMRAES REN HIRARFTI R 2 IAH A sh S E, KB ihE 2
PRI fE A, IR AR F R R E B BIE 6 A8 Ay, 5 HERMAIMETHE -, FTW
AR TAR AR H LR 5 B B (8 5011 126.00.74.39 t-hm ™ H ~'f146.19 t-hm > H ',
3 MRS RS 5—10 A KBRS EY HE B HIRERF R 80% L b FETHE(11—4 AHY) , B FRFH
SRR AR TR R FAR e, R, R XU 3 /1N, ZRAR L AR R T RE AL o5 4F LR R B 10% 58, K
L R LA PRI A AR B - R IR 45 Th BE 3h 25 il 42 22 BRI Y i) AR (L LA, A H IR I B O B (B 2
HBFE 7 A6y, 43510 3.99 t-hm > H 'H13.52 t-hm > H ' ER TR RURN 3 FhERMAES RE M H IR
B X U FERE TR B ORI BB A X, ZRAKA AR T BB AN TR 2. K P Ll M LD AR AR R R A 3 AR
) AR R R 4504 10.80 t-hm *a ' F19.54 t-hm *a ™', Hrp 5—10 A H HEERFE L 95% UL, BT
KEW 12 A AFEAERMERERT, B, X — B 58 5 LD R FIR A I HEAR Y 38R K5 R O,
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Fig.1 Dynamics of quantity of soil conservation in Xishuangbanna(a) and Changbaishan(b) forest ecosystem

3.2 +EEFNENSHE
3.2.1 fRfsEHEESFSHNE

TR NP K MK, &R T TR, MR E 2 e, FERURNZET
AR R AEFRFIA AR AR A 90 A & &40 0 131.67,169. 00 mg-kg ™' F1113.00 mg-kg ™' ; A5k & &
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30.50 mg-kg ™' ; A FARERK Y 3 B IR S BT HIN 11218 (11.12 mg-kg ™' F132.20 mg-kg ™', (M, ZRARAE
BRGW TR AT LR AT G EE T EERL . 2005 48, kR SR I B RR S F @ LS i
ks 5y 563.461.1875 55 -1 '8

PE R 0215 FAR R A AR AR AR - 335 AR F5 B 2 B (B 43 51 8 375.07.229. 04 5T hm *a ™!
1108.36 JG ~hm *a ™', S HI0 K H 1L LA R AR FF 2 B M (A 86. 03,52, 53 %571 24. 85 4%, T
IV I LA PR B 35 A DR BB /DN TR AR B B 1350 A R FE B (1 2) o TERUIRYA 3 R ARMRAES R
Sii B LIS RIS IER AW I, Hor ,1—4 Ay BRI RN ES INEE ,5—8 H Mmook
M BRI, AR, 5 AW LAAT, K A LALLM ARRIR 4 B HE I B 357 o R e B 3R F AR,
AE T IEFR RN E I TTRRERUH 16.06% F1 15. 85% ;6—8 H 32+ 1 1L & FH£LA MR AIIR A I HEAR 48
PREEE BRI ;8 A LG EAR LR FR . FOBURAIZENT AR R AR TR 12 A 4
B LSRRI EE R FR A LFAMRERESRE ST LR RFEME, X ULAERKE R, SR
B Py b, DX RS - 452 4 M BT 3R o
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Fig.2 Value accumulative process of soil nutrition conservation in Xishuangbanna(a) and Changbaishan(b) forest ecosystem
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AR AR BRI/ + 3 5 B 2 55 B4 31 R 24.00.,10. 15.6. 13 JT -hm a4 (5 1L R 20 RAAK
WA EREARD R TR 2 BE U E S 518 0. 87 JC +hm ~*a "' F10.81 JG +hm *a ™' ([ 3) . PR 3 Fh
FMA D R G BRUED + b8 S0 (E I A — B, SR T, A TAREObR BRI + b % 354016 1 Bl R A8
R, T2 AR AEARFE 5—10 A e g EHoE SRR , 7T I, RARMRRIR A g N TAKE A F 47
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Fig.3 Value accumulative process of reducing land disuse in Xishuangbanna(a) and Changbaishan(b) forest ecosystem
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Fig.4 Value accumulative process of decreasing soil deposit in Xishuangbanna(a) and Changbaishan(b) forest ecosystem

FHBEE A 2 SRS R R . ABFFEAR B ZE T TR R AR AR N AR ORR | I ZLAA AR IR A2 HHEAR Y 1=
AR ME ST B8 570.29 JT -hm *a~'.347.87 JC -hm *a ™' 174.65 JC +hm *a ' [ 14.31 JC -hm >a ' flI
8.76 JG -hm *a™' X —Z5R 5 E AME N LIRS IMES BRI RA—K(£2) . SKALEBKX KB
FELE R AL, TR A5 5K B L SR B I B AR, X BT R TR 2 R A L S Sk
B 2R, EMIEXHE NIRRT, RMsh )RR EAE SRR R R B E R, BT C
P HFEETE/NT 1, AR S B HAME 7K. R, AR 2 25 TR RS
B CH, FMZAERMESREMN HEAEME, RSB LIBERFRERK, #FMA RS MR ESRE L
BARRME

®2 FEFRMESRETHERFNER MK

Table 2 Soil consveration value and its composition in different forest ecosystem

. \ " . B B
?f:i ﬁzﬁ;fs%ft?pe %gl;—fi:{hﬁml{?a‘il;e Value composition/% Re?jf:ce
(V,+V, +V,)

43R Global EERFFHK 879.8 [3]
¥§75 % Hainan Island PHFZENAR 48.56 85.51 +3.26 +11.24 (4]
Y§ 75 5% Hainan Island EAR SN 0.78 92.18 +1.76 +6.06 [4]
%§ 75 5% Hainan Island IR AR 142.35 98.25+0.39 +1.36 (4]
¥ % Hainan Island L e ] b 120. 01 98.14 +0.42 +1.44 [4]
Y375 5 Hainan Island PR 2T bk 11.16 96.11 +0.87 +3.02 [4]
9= JR Qinghai-tibet Plateau FRAK 649 61.95 +4.38 +33.67 [5]
E#t11) Kunyu Mountain IR IR Y 2R AK 1265.76 77.80 +0.65 +21.55 [22]
FiM¥ Hangzhou Bay JE T Sty FRAK 70 30.11 +53.78 +16. 10 [23]
1111 Changbaishan TR ZR AR 186.32 66.58 +7.51 +25.91 [21]
VPERUR L Xishuangbanna FATHIAK 570.29 63.85 +7.00 +29.15 AR
VG R 4 Xishuangbanna WA 347.87 65.94 +2.81 +31.25 N
PEWREN Xishuangbanna N TR AR 174.65 62.07 +3.45 +34.48 ARG
K- [4111 Changbaishan N T A AR 14.31 30.38 +6.33 +63.29 AHFI
¥ 41l Changbaishan G SLN 8.76 53.18 +9.36 +37.45 AW

Va: T3EFRIMRIFME; Vo IR0 T HUBEFEME 5 Ve : A TRV IR B

HMEBRGE HRRFEERA W B RAME, SR LRAR RN A E LR R EENSE, X —
I T2 R T AF RN T, 1 T ST 7R R kB, DT L i ARbR A 25 LSRR R DO RE AN A8 LA TE 20
ﬁ#ﬁo

BFR RN FBHRMES RGE IR E WA EZ R (R 2) o & DR T ) (E STRR R e
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ZART TR EER) 10% , T PRF 139837 70 B9 A (L0 Dk > U Y03 BR 4 91 16 5k = 0 R) st 2 X3 A 25
RGRBZFTAR . 1HH 52 FARMRE KRR LRSR M ETTR R R 15 90% LI L, AT -39 57 70
PRIF B A F5 125 TR 3% BRAE PO WA IR EE K, 0y 65.94% , e AR 30. 38% , iy BRAE IR I ZLAAAK , 3X 15 75 7K
FRFAA R ST G5 R BON B T 5 AR A 35 95% LA R M bl 22 k0 xR B IR D AR S
M ST O A E T AR R A I £ G 3R 4

BMEBRGER - HERGE, T UHRB AT RGE RS R EA B, T EN KA TH
NEBRGIRS T R R AT RE AR ML o ASBE 5T LARE O 25 IETJRJE,UEijTIEﬂRJE,%T CERN
SE Ll W B , B T AR R IRARFF O E R A N Bh S X — S ROHATA AL, SR TR TR R 1 1 3%
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