5 35 5 3 W] K LA R Vol.35 No.3
2021 4F 6 A Journal of Soil and Water Conservation Jun.,2021
B PR R BN EMREREmRERR
|AH, FRE, MOKX, AR, BHEF, L&, A&

QLITFE AR R 2% R S5 3 B . B B 330045
2TVG 48 7K L AR FE B S 3 . 7 B 330009 3.VTVE A & /K Bk £ H5 )5 7T &7k 3324000

TR . B T A (R G 1 2 v 4R v 22 T Y T R 1) o T o ORGP LR 4R . A
P 8 Y389 97 S T S0 5 SR e/ Al 22 15 5 0 2 2% T 4 L IR R B AR g R R R o 2 SRR (1D R0 BH W IR
SR e T B AR b R R R 14,0 o, R AR D T MR 22 RN 1.8 00, R IR R 2R 2.8 00, BRI 4K
B 14.9% 0 (2) RN 25 5 H R 7B 7 BT i 3R I 6 7 3 0 {0 8] VTR RUAR 5 R M R R T
o BRI (] A 2 OB LA B SEALR L N BB 54,200 (3) TRk F I T Y 4R Gl P R A B SR 10,0

mm, AR E T AR B BER R 22160 0.11 %,

K BRPHWIE S R OE T AR H BT BEM R M

RESYES:S157.1 XERFRIZAD ;A
DOI:10.13870/j.cnki.stbexb.2021.03.026

NXEHS:1009-2242(2021)03-0185-05

Study on Daily Erosive Rainfall Standard in the Poyang Lake Basin
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Abstract: Determining the erosive rainfall standard of daily rainfall is an important prerequisite for improving

the calculation accuracy of the simple model based on the daily rainfall. The standards of erosive daily rainfall

in the Poyang Lake Basin were studied with the method of minimum deviation. The results showed that: (1) The

erosive event rainfall standard in Poyang Lake Basin was 14.0 mm, where the coefficient deviation was 1.8% ,

the loss rate for erosion amount was 2.8% and the mixing index was 14.9%. (2) The monthly rainfall at each

station was the highest rainfall in June with an inverted “V” shape; the type of rainfall time spanning two

days or more was the most, accounting for 52.4% of the total erosive event rainfall. (3) The erosive daily

rainfall standard in the Poyang lLake Basin was 10.0 mm, where the deviation value of the annual average

rainfall erosivity between daily and event rainfall was 0.11%.

Keywords: Poyang Lake Basin; erosive rainfall standard; daily rainfall; rainfall erosivity
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