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Table (3): The values of F and R indices in different rain gauge stations
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Table (4): Soil erodibility factor statistics and related variables

ST CPE-) IVSE B DS SR VE SR PRV

i ) i Clw Qo )8 gy o yd o Lol
- IY$ AN V/ag va/va \WYART oSoles
I A olef -19) i VE Jlos
AR YA \FARS V.58 s Jeigies
“/+q (AR “IA VY/AY N x5l
Ty of £ Ty vy Ol s sy

LS 0 o e /Y0 poSilee b /TR /oA 5l asdllas 5,50 cadlats ;5 K laie
Jole 4 bgpe sl yially (o 5l el 039y pite oo S g5 e Zacler )0

slao)lel (B) Jgaz jo .l yially cpypiio 2,y kS 5B doje (s pdygiale B

& 5 3 0l 49> 40 RUSLE doleo oo yiolyly 43 bgs yo sao bl () Jguor
Table (5): Statistics related to RUSLE equation parameters in Tang-e-Sorkh basin
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Figure (3): Parameters map of RUSLE model in Tang-e-Sorkh basin; (a) Rain erosivity index

(R), (b) Soil erodibility index (K), (c) LS index, (d) Vegetation cover index (C), (e) Soil
conservation operations index (P)
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Table (6): Area and percentage allocated to each erosion class in the basin area of Tang-e-Sorkh

Dam
o lio wuo )0 (HLS2) coluo owlw WS
Yon YafoAP P e
Vol £OMY o
14 YYof/y buwgio
YA Ve f/A ok
1Y YPYIY oLy Lo

Faw S5 ppl aos> doyd YO 950> e o sddline (F) Jso ;0 axili>

Aoy A aga g Jlo yo LS o 5 Vel s ol 8 ol slle (LS Ve v e)

ol Jloo 0 S 0 o5 YO 5l e S Giale s ol Gl (LS YEe4) T
el dilaie pl jo S (g i ialed g hL (Sanle 3ol lade



VORVAY Lao ATAR Ll AFAR Jlu YT g0 L «(s55)3 5m5555, 000

\Vv&
Hydrogeomorphology, Vol.6, No. 23, Summer 2020, pp (159-183)
E K5 31 1 g9 30 SIS gLy gt +(F) JSC
Figure (4): Soil erosion map in Tang-e-Sorkh basin
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2- Department of Agriculture Natural Resources Conservation Service
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