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Review on the Studies of Chinese Main Soil Erosion and
Sediment Yield Models

TANG Zheng-hong, CAI Qiang-guo
(Institute of Geographical Sciences and Natural Resources Researchs Chinese Academy of Sciences, Bejjing 100101 China)

Abstract: There are a lot of studies on soil erosion models in China in the recent years, and many hilldope models,
watershed models and regional models have been built up. Since our current situations are too many people with limited
land, as well as with complex and varied physiognomies in China, which make the characteristics of soil erosion different
with European and America, so there are great distinctions between the characteristics of soil erosion models in China and
the models of overseas. The paper reviewed the empirical soil erosion models and theoretic models, and discussed the
applications of new theoreties, new techniques and some international erosion models. The paper pointed out future tends

of the studies on soil erosion models.

Key words: soil erosion models; application; review



