(gf".‘.'b @t-“:;s}))ufaﬁ;pl&)dlﬁ-,yif}l; PYge]
\‘—m \V\?}g\g/www/&jw - Jls

oh (g hwamd SLAOLL 3l ealizal b

‘el dylg e s sl Lo, e

(VA0 eA o8 5 sy ey ¢ VTR0V 0 idly 3 3,

s S

sl 53 Sl Sl goas bl y SB35 508 3,50 5 sladide dhax 51 (MUSLE) 0 gromas S iylu p Silgr dlas
Jis alS b)) g bl e S tod (15 SLOLL 6l S sS o S 55 2L K3l Jde ol bl e LS
s 00 Fo o Yo do Zus b ol cis cow e Sl b il b S Y leslil b ol e b3l MUSLE
L S ) 5un L (550510 (glaads O by laasl 5o gmy 5 Sllgy 5 A8 8 15 4ids Fo Ddewy Csl s e Vo
Slodalts p3lin Ly 5 dosl Sty (@) SUly) ol (22 5 (Q) SUly, 2 bl MUSLE Jubs Syl a5 51 eslinl
oA d Ol g (Jas 3590 s 5 g Sl = 3 5= Sledaliin SIie 51 2iiy ol s YAV 631004 edd 5,0 5 S 3, Haa A4S 4yl
sy Al g o/¥Y 4 —0/0 51 e 2,8 35 w0 015 ol ! Q)T A F Ml /BT 4y </0F 1 Ul (Sl
Gla S ;3 MUSLE Juis (5,8 ;LS 45 5ls 0L jiags cpl (IS Hsbay .S o/o0cof) 4y o/oeo )WY 5 hs Slay o opKile
ol p U5 (Sdnl b 5as s Sl (55550 5720 5133 8 0 S S35 5dn 3,50 Ghe 4 e St aeg ailis 3 S 58
PSS sbo S s S ch, e :Jﬂﬁ &l Xl $ o MUSLE odi AL Jue 3,8 13 Py 3590 Slodalin glaesls

23555 15 sl 3 g0 KiSday adkaie

«S.:"W A:lh—# “JJA d_‘)\s ab‘)L} [LIR WA s;.JU“g) C"| ‘;35 ‘;.Jub) V’L’ 6.;\:15 6“03‘}

dl}u) amb ;6_}_)}[.:.5 oSSy (S r).LF« a}; Al

vaezi.alireza@gmail.com : 5 xS Gy 103K J giee *

Yv



\V*?ﬁH/MAJW/tSa_‘gMJL&/(ﬂcb)d}))waﬂjrjb)su}yif‘,b g

ofOF SIVAL Jpcs e wmlebsay (Wl o)
e 35l (sl Ol e ls Olsea Qup be il
> MUSLE slags 5 solds s Aol o sl 5o S b,
VS iy O cpl 4l S us gleans
G hi el a5l Gl Y Ll ST s 5 08
e D SRS RTINS RSP R PR
Ly o S Ol ks Ol | iy C3s =T uS e
Shesliaul ol Cu e (0V) das e OLES g OLL 4 S
sllar 2alS (Sl Jele ghils Sanle b slaaxls
OA 3V b e S by e 5,50
Slallles 3 SUs by jda ess gl s MUSLE Jue
el oS 5 slae il 5 il el ealizad (g ke
35 08) 5l 5 JoS d0V) sl .omud sitsl Csw
3OSl 5 S s (Fo) OLSen 5 Caal ( lsla
St Sdpia 35505 3 olin s WLz 53 (OY) 01iSea
Al glalas s, 51 Cwsas MUSLE Jois Sl eslizad L
503033 semme ¢ 3 50l 3T 55 (8) OLSan 5 aels
5 (FA) O 5 ol s WLl ) 3L s (F7) OLSCen
Sheslimal b paslio 35515 01l Jla 53 (Y4) OLKe 5 55
o L Ol 53 0L 5 SLS sl oday e
55 (0) W51 Cwsay Jyb 1B s MUSLE Juke (5,850
B e e Sian 25y Jdoa Sldllae 51
Jlos ol o Sl sladaliie (slmesls 5 Jioe (3,51
b s 53 (1) OLLSen 55,05 ol cend sl slgiy
5 = A0 s (1) OLLSKes 5 gl 0l 4l
die Sl 4 W3S 0l 4853 sl g0 53 (7) s
dalgt 3, S cosy s ool 3,51, MUSLE

.W‘J
Chy s ;)ﬂj_g sladde 5l eslanal iy IS 5 5ba
31 o3l 45 il S5 ) A e Ol el e > St

Aoas e il Sl 1y a0 s eladl Jlazs| ((gladlais

Ao dle
59055 G Sl ege el s DL s S S s
4 LS{[::—ANJ 6‘2_3 ) )l_:j 5\:— g)‘:".’.L’JJ'B J)}A DL v.e\f
Y0) Aily n g Lol kS Lo 5 (e ML S
gds e s gy Jb 5 Sl ) e (5,830l (7Y
oali ol gl e g ilises slade 51 sl 4
Sleslial Ly SULst by jaia peass (£ 514) 5,5 s
USLE SLs iilu b Slge alaly aibe oo sladie
s\l atal, (OF 5 0F) (Universal Soil Loss Equation)
Modified Universal ) MUSLE o0 el S Sl
ol S Gl b Sl alayly (0°) (Soil Loss Equation
(¥f) (Equation Revised Universal Soil Loss) RUSLE eo_
USLE-M SLs (il Glemr daly sl ol a5
&y s—o (YY) (Universal Soil Loss Equation-Modified)
Aol e s se lsesls a5 L lade 31 0 5,8 s
O das &bl Ja3 LB 5 il o sibls 53

Sy s 3,50 ¢l CLel RUSLE 5 USLE (sladue
S Ule 5 w08 as 15 eslinal 550 3l slal s Sl
53l oS 13k ) e sl e b SbE oS 2,
53 S lole oS 1y Sl dadie opl o |y S
‘)lj_g ealeul ))j_ﬂ rfk_.mﬂ))_léé_: LJ»\;’L.)L;“ S aa®) C,JQLO
FaskS 70 51 5 5 S Glaes s sl 5 (SAOL sl SO
OLL A Jule sl &5 s ol 4 (00) 58 1)) o e
e o ol 5l s a5 | DUl (5551 USLE
IJJS wﬁl} C}\ g5:.) K] %JUU)

b

SY, = a(Q.qp) KLSCP )
Ul e Q ((ton) sl Sk 2, jaa Y w0l s oS
Lsﬂ’x—'ng_f:".’.l—""f K ‘(m‘ﬂ S€C _\) %Jub) C}l &J dp ‘(m‘ﬂ)

YA



e GO S > S )i it 53 MUSLE dus (6 S350 5 (b))

O 535 5 A ULk Sloand 5 Sl o S 51 glad ) S

5Ve/FC VL les Kl .ol ol s e
OYOY=IYA®) e YT (golel 0,53 3 Ve S50 Lo s
b d slacs S s g bl e Le Yol s yus
i s nbesl s 8 plml el (Silwad DL Co
e e Vo s e e Fo e Yo o) Swl ook
A C)MQJIJ_QM); aads fo ol e L (sl
S 5 Sd ol gl o S bl sialesl Al
Gaald oKl 3 ols cud OLL 3l 148Y glaesls (ol
sl p s s WA YA sladle b Ol o2
aids Fo 5l SuS e s Vemm/h 3l FepS oad b ool
D3 eslinad 3550 ode 5 ol wals ) sl a3 YL
o JB 0L Sl ol8as S L Sl sl i S
e VYO gLl 5 V/E 53 e VI ol i sl &
Ol gl oKas gl A K8 W el 5 1 b
e o L IV 3 iy 4 0L Ol ks bgin S
A st Siolosl s eslinal 3550 SXOL lacsds (V) As
Las Jleel 5 o OT S 1 e 3 0 ol i LS

AN

wl;dl&dh;}"g&_ys
U_,iww)'\b}«}m;\M‘Sudué}ujldb@idlﬂ

S 543 S Goslaarr il mlaw 5 Sb (g Sl Yo

AR

S col iy bl g3 o st 533 5550 5 Cuenl
A il 5 oS AL s el Gl
el 5 s i g ol S 23 s ke
Gy Slistans bl 5l ol 335 o Cows il bl
03 =l ol g iy sl )y dns il 5
s 3505 6l el Jde S0 aly pl s ol YU T
S s Gl ol s Ghle pl s SIS,
S by osarta S Cd; sde sl 350 glasly
Jiaoe ) O 3 wslans Hls ol 5 Jie 31 eslanal OIS
osliail 550 ailaie (gl Jiie s oLyl bl axdls
by a3yl el 4 5 L LOFY) Wil e (555,
Stz aag adkie s 0L glaslas 5SS a s S
sLal 53 MUSLE Jue 1,LS bl 50 anllae opl G
35 oskeas dde 5o SNl el 5L e 50 5 S

Al e Sistang adlaie 55 St 3 e e

CI- TR

oldlas auls

8390 mwe 53 03, 45 Cewd SL L glanls 53 fags o
Qeem’ Comlus sYom 5o s Vom Jib a4 ol oK1
YYD Wi Jsb 53 aials ol ol AYAY L s

S 5 oy 4 %;L.,v;"\%’o;" kil u.bjo}\‘/\o



\V*?ﬁH/MAJW/tSa_‘gMJL&/(ﬂcb)d}))waﬂjrjb)su}yif‘,b g

S ol s 5 Sl bl w45 S (5ol e
55290 Slads g A (¢ S5l ot Lladlbos »
2 3 e 5 43S byl S (Ks Ges 16 s
000 a4 (S & ped S i 3 Uy, ol BB
s gas e 00 (SUls) A G il A g e
Al S S Gy 5 SUl S s diled Ul e Ses
s 5 Uil 03,5 e gl K £ 505 (YY)
23 oNan sad 52 3y e iy A it o5
5 (FV) Wil Sl SHFY sty lo 2ol L ol Kaulesl
ol 8 ol i3 100 gles 53 051 L o il e
s om W S JS e s M SF Sell TE Ok
M) gl sl & S S s s 5 Ol S e of

el ez L;iibﬂ oS

Jue 2b3,l sMUSLE e b S i, jae 5,50 »
@les »MUSLE Jdo Saulup axli L Sl &b s
() adaly b Gilkee (Q) CULs, |5 o= 5 (@) ) (22
37 Ul pme Sl (Sl ol o Aol S
IS e s Ll e lazds 0 Sl glacsl s Lo S
2 et sl amar SLaclls) o ¢ gamme 3l 55 Ul
3o lesT Sl ol (glaesls el sy (glaids O (glas s
5 S ool Sl eslisd b T g3 0y Jlos i
5SS, s alaly A8 S 3 ) s)se SIS
ik w5l eslizl LMUSLE e Siiule b el
by yda 350 3 MUSLE Jie L5l gl s o 5
s htalie mls G amlie S S o S 5 S
iy parld oSG S b e Sl eslinal b 350 5

123 S all (YA) Jibe o8 5 (FY) ot Sl o S0Le

RMSE :\/Z(Z*(X)_Z(XDY )

n

_— > (Xp-Xg)'
> (Xo-Xo)'

Z(X) 3lds 5 sl sdaline b, yua Z¥(x) (gl 43 oS

M )

5 Jame od8ilesl 4 plerd 5 (S sl plesl ol
OF) S reasdad Srasam S5 3l 55 (S sladd s
Ahd s Sl (Y (3 Shasie o S Ao
P s L alasls o S Voo s O s il sbelasts
pH (¥5) 5 I 5 eslinad b aids S e (b (YY) 20 oo
Sheslial U lilojlae 53 BC (fY) o pH 3l eslind |
Sl S 5 (FA) 5 O gesldenST Bssa JTesle (YO) = EC
(M) b5 o S dnl b ol o S oa Joles qnS
S lial S Al (o pate o LS (5 S eI
Gravin SL 6 dssd 5 e Sl 0 el 5 F/0 k3 L

HKds (Sl s 53 isliae &l gzl

b Lo S il
Sl ALS ShEg 020 o 3l s e SOl o3le]
N e e 5 pd o a3l 3 5 auls (e
o5l By 5l e S Opel sy 025 25 gz 23S
Vo Gas an S b eslinel 0 b 5 e sl YO gl
Fa VYT o e ) b S slal Ades 53 S s 26 sla
Gl eyl ol m slal ool Olssl s 4 5 s s
Vo) ) S8 n S e S s bl 51 OLL leand
e gl = (Vo) das o cvnas (5 553 @l_:j e
Seslial Ll S b b g 5 SUlss soslanr
IS8 32 01 S s s el e S5 w0518 G
031> i s 5 2l oA USSR G el o
S-S0l A st gladlr 58 DS e s ol 55 Al
o LS ) 5 A sll ey 5 Sl slper O35
S s 5 SUL, Cala e Sl 00 b

Sy s 5 Ollsy S5l
0 Sles Jols oo ol pa s edd W8 Coguy 5 Ul

(@) SUls) g3l (=3 et $lm (SIS0 St 5l adds



GBS 55 S 508w e 43 MUSLE Jue 5 K50 5 obs )

SWlas wals S pled 5 S3d sl Sho ) Joi

LS ek L S oSl _ ,
V.a.JS" [alow 0> . L;J.L.L;J}b j.,am A o ,_<~.a B) S -« o
SO sl slalisls s > ¢ - >
(/) Jslae (/) (dS/m) (cm/h) (gfem) (s Al ay oy W
(mm) kL
\Y/A AVAR Y/\Y V/¥0 ZIN ATANS \/0Y \4 \V Yv or
qublbdugul_:b)@fﬁjj_n Q))MXPcub‘.l}.))'J@JHO‘J}’J@MJJ}T‘){CJ))M

33l ap s Ol 5 SUb o e (RT<e/¥)
52335 e Sl Ol (Celer e e Vo) (oS s
ISl ao s YA dceln o e la Vo) ol o iy
Celo o e Yo ol . us Clly,y 4 Jods ba 2oL
A3 e S 55 Skt ) pda 5 Sl § 8wl
s SLs Ol iy o o L Swb a5l
Sl Suls 0 SLs g i (Sl Ol e s 5l
=2 = o=l 4 OT) Al ol g rhy Ul 5 2l
S ol il 0l S 1l Ol e Sllss 2l
IR el Sk (F)) ey 5 Sl S L Gollas
Sy e edaline 50 S Cdy s 5 S0 oAl
R A P U TN PPV W W SV P | B PR e g
5 SO 00) ds e b b ) ams 53 5 DUl
IR W I U | PR | PGS V- GRS S | B W/
A S edalie |y o Al 5 gy Ol GRSl b

(00)

MUSLE Jas b3,
5 S by sda gledalin slis s o0ke anlis
T-test O 551 3l esliwl L MUSLE Joe U (5,50 5 uslie
303 54y e 53 e (Sul5 mme SV &S sl LS
(Y Jse)

o e cele e Jue Vo s Lol oS T )
SLaoll slaesls (s laes S s Sl i, Haa 5 il
e aS Cele e L Ve B Yo s ol (giluand

Sl sl (el A) s e S 5 St cd;y jds

AR

)\J}'J&@.Lia.)&uw CJ))JJBX() c.J\J}'J “‘<:' ol JJJTJI
LAJ\.)\_}J rLa.S ol sdalie S C_,..é) BEY u:isz‘”’ XO E)

R

oy s

Lals S+ gla S5

oy 3 (YY) Sl (08 ot lys o sl s ax 5 L
Ormwdasa=glyop JMDJ b ghls anls S (1Y)
03,5 53 aculs S (Ao )3 V¥ 550 >) Jolas oS Sl S
Sloyy S 55 31 sz 2050 Sl il 3 Sl glasl>
2 Lalisls s S5y o Sle s (o314 S0k 5 5ba)
b B L Laglusls oS sls oL (YAY mm) 5 Jl-
o3le Olsn 0332 s s s go ol o 2ty Ol o
V0 550> SLs (pH) (Sl .(4) 300 (V)) SLs T

) Jsio) ol o ias 3 s YT 0T (6555

S by e 5 by, oLl was St
= Gl e ;.u)l{o.uas;\; Ol 0L caliss

7 3 (RT=e/anP<o/on) Ol g, 0l

Sl G 5, 5 a3 (RT=:/44,P<c/o0)
Cas Gl (Y Js) cls (RT=0/a),P<e/0)
ol Gl Gl i Sl e O
sobl G s a8 adaly 5 (RT=0/aA,P<e/0)



\Y"\?}ﬁli/MAJM/sSa_}A:nw.gJLu/(d?,bcb‘ydjj‘y“tbﬁjrjb)su_gyif‘,b g

0.000014 0.03
—_ 2
a. v = 2E-09x2+ SE-08x - 8E-07 y = 7E-06x-- 0.0001x+ 0.0007
5 0.000012 |3 R 0.9930 0.025 | R>=0.9865
o
by
: 0.00001 { 0.02
3. 0.000008 2
- 3. 015
G 0.000006 | e
2z H 0.01
g 0.000004 =
0.000002 0.005
0 0

10 20 30 40 50 60 70

(mm h'l) ;.U)L, S

10 20 30 40 50 60 70

(mmh!) Fuboud

(o) )
120
y =0.0409x2- 1.5714x + 14.842
100 R?=0.9116
3 .
ﬁ» 80
)
)
T 40
o
20
0o e— ¢

10 20 30

40 50 60 70

(mmh!) oL oou

@
JB;’J))M (C"T’u”C"b’f’ (;.J sg.amj)ﬁw";-\s)l.} QM&@‘)(J‘Y JS.JG

MUSLE Jus b S &) dn 65,50 5 5 slotalin polie 5Kls awslin .Y Jgu

LS)"J*" t

351kl Gl il Dl

&35 ax s

sk Sl

-¥/fr

o/ooo

o/o0oYYA

—o/oo)¥F fo

Gblia 53 (53,550 5 Sledalitn slassls 3 s s
Sy a5 S o3Il s ol Jdsay Ll e il
Al it b asdlas 5 5e ailate D31 55 sl 5 oalisd
dw‘ﬂg()ﬁlv\i}drﬁéﬁﬁkw‘@u(a“)mbgjlﬂ
by olie 5> Sbt b, sda 35l sl MUSLE Ju
J=B s S, e 53 sl s el sl b

o il y (F) S . S 15 ax 55 3,50 MUSLE Jue
I, MUSLE Juke Lol 5,51 5 5 0l saline St o3, s
St by s 5 Y Sies 555 b das e 0L
Sda (RT=0/v8,P<o/oo)) sdid 3,50 0 5 odid odalio
Y/AV 631051 & MUSLE Jis el 5 o 3,50, S s,

J._;:JSQL::MQJ;JJﬁJAu.&j By 6‘@.).&&.4)1.&» f\f

Yy



GO S 55 S G508 e 43 MUSLE Jue 5 K50 5 obs )

0.0002
Vi das
¥y = 1.0441x+0.00001
3 R® = 0.7245, P<0.001
-}‘ 0.00015
%
X 00001
=
=
N
3
~. 000005
=2
£
o
0 0.00005 0.0001 000015 0.0002

(tOll) ald odaline &S \'_-'D))-Lﬁ
sl :J}L..o_gu\.i cdalin S CJ)JJA 4...4,\.5» ¥ JSJ

S NY laesls 3l eslizul L MUSLE Je wlul

SRS La o sl 53 51k lnl oS e 2550
Slade e ;8 3.0 S rL?;'-l\\/AJ'\J_?VJgQTJUJu
A s 033 VY (gl e 55 gl @ oo e
Slanssly spgr o se @ g o5 s 2l sl b
ool (2/0F) b g pb e 3 i sscnl 51t ke
25 Q) s erls Ol i asls & bl lcs S
/08 5l 5850 b Jlie g Ay 5l SSE S oS sl
@/EY s o/0F 5Ib o sl s a8 L s
Slodalie St i,y jda 4 3,31 5 St o, jda S
Slas (F) s 3,8 luy 2alS (5 o/0)) 4 o5 YAV
53 LMUSLE s (65550 Jibe b g5l S i, jaa
C,SNY laesls 5 St by da sledalin slie Llie
iy Sals Sl el 6 K50 die oLl s e OLES
ddee oILS s e/eeeet) & (RMSE) ot Sila o 1 Sle
&y 30 4o MUSLE o (5 5550 Jde o34 o/¥Y & (ME)
s 8 bl s

SY, =n//\(Q ql[,)“/?Y f)
Ul a2 Q ((ton) sl S &5, ,4a SYe 0l s aS
S sk il e (M7 seC™) Uiy, ml 3Gy 5 (M)
o S Rl edasOli o/PY @ Ol et ls Ol Sl
2y S SO S S Cdy yaa s Sl ol s

vy

0.0006
VoY das
y = 2.0302x + 0.00005
1 0.0005 R? =0.7573, p< 0.001 *
2
) _ .
-4 ©.0004 *
) -
*  0.0003
=
il
"} 0.0002 z‘
£ o.0001
+
0

o 0.00005 0.0001 0.00015 0.0002 0.00025
(ton) e sdalie &S "b ) ,4n

euajjiﬁja.\.& a»&d&@,,»ww.fﬂ

S VA laesls 3l eslizul L MUSLE Joe wlul

(ME) Jies LS s bl y (F4) das a5l J g3
55 0/02 )YV (RMSE) ot il o S0l 4oy 5 —0/0
ol Sk cdy a5l s 1 Jue oS S LS oS
o Sl Ol 055 53 0L 5 Bols dias e
L MUSLE Juas (VU Soan 555 L aS Lsls olis
255l 3lie o (5l3 e DB w0ld A5 s
LNl pl (F) Cils 355 0l edalin gy b ol
L S o AST Jute cpl (sladlare (sla ol s gl ps3)
83 3551 4 Odey Sl B tasn il 4 e
Sos e Jhe 6 S5l oS slal 3 S 2, s

Al e

MUSLE Juas 5,550
=2 3 Q) Sl e 0dd (g 8ol laosls 5l p g 5
Jdos iy s 1l @ SVA S SOY 53 (gp) 2
518 esliwl 3550 (MUSLE ol (¢ 5500 Jds) 55 s
&3y S MUSLE sl (6 5550 e &1 (gl 5.8 8
L O Sl Jols ol aslie 5b sa ool o 230l ol
el (L, VY J3) SLs by jaa lodalie slaesls
oarls sls .o MUSLE Jus oS cpl g ax g L. 8

Lf*j\} )‘.L;.ﬁ )‘ Lf:lb’ b S &L_.BJ PR NYV/A (qu)ﬂ/a?



\fﬂ;ﬁg/wh;w/tSJ_"MJL&/(g‘rb@hﬂ)d})}““)ﬁjf}b)d&}%dif}b g

3

& S oS

walao S s KAl S K s S cdy e e
Sleslenul L, b s e VY o e ) sl
= e Vo B Ve glacsdd Lot (giluans sadll
ool st de Yo us b oll a8 sl ol el
2 Sl o e g8y gl OLL s sl ol ge
L solsmme 5 YU (Soen OLL Sl il o b S
3 RT=2/23) Sllgy ool o3 «(RT=2/28) Uy, o
MUSLE Jie oLl .cuils (RT=0/4)) S cdy s
o glodaline glaesls o VU Ko STl 0L
s ST GRT=0/v8) s4ls sy de 350 5 5 St b,
Y/AV 631051 au MUSLE Juss ol g3,50 » S s,
i e b e ((glodalin) ol (5,8 o3Il Jlais ol
535 S slal s Jdos (6, S8 (S by s 0
S Jdee ol a4 cod Soslane Lol Lo L gladdeis
e 33 bl s POl Gl e B 54!
Ol Ol o S alsl (o315 1Y) (sledaliie Lmesls
i B 43,5 o sn o/2Y 4 /07 51 (Qqp) O~ L
by s 5 eds (S50 e b 3 sl S 2 S
—0/0 3l ddce ollS 5 4Bl ials /oY) 4 gledalin S
Lol 6,550 Jioe e slael AS 10 350 o/FF &
iy 48 5ls QLS (2,5 %) edile L (slaesls 3l eslizal
ddee oI,LS 5 /000 o YA (RMSE) Lt Sla o - Ske
Jue &S 303 0Lz i ol IS 5 sbas il e o/AY (ME)
s Sbs ey a0 6l e3¥ 2l,LS MUSLE
ailais 53 Ol o i glasld ) 53 S 8 gla S
53 01 S oS a sl Jion il 5 310 1) Sistans
Sl oo Sitang bl sbaolL ¢l S sl
15 e (Qgp)””™ bl s MUSLE ol (5 550 Jos 5 !
35 &S sl 5 S cosy e Olabl LG 550 ol 5
Bls tos o lallae ailaie Lol 5 L alie i aad adlane
55

0.00025
Vo) das
1 oooe .
21 y = 0.7851x + 0.00003
3 R? =0.8284, p< 0.001
A *
g oooois
0.0001
E .
= ooo000s [ *
=)
p—_

0 0.00005 0.0001 0.00015 0.0002 0.00025
(ton) & s 3)3T}3&{15-u“_-5_))-uh
bl o 3550 5 5 0k sdalie S S e anglie O K3

O S # slaesls 3l oslizwl L MUSLE odé (¢ 5550 Joe

sl (5,53 MUSLE Jis e ;L5
slaesls JIMUSLE sili (5 S50 dds avwlasl ol
@L:.S Ao S el & S8 s St iy da glodalie
Glodalin nslie L 65,50 1 (5 malie sl oS sls oL
3551 p3lie 0) JS& A3l o o5 o/ ¥ Sla 5 sboa
53 LMUSLE s 6,550 dis ulal p S b5 s
0L &, 87 gl S d) e Glodalin olie filis
Lt Sla o oS0l aie ) 45 3l OLES s cdas s
ool A e o/AY (ME) Jde 1,8 5 o/e0 0 YA (RMSE)
MUSLE o (5 S350 Jdos Oladsl L6 <35 KL s
53 Al e S S Sl S s St s e 3,50 sl
by sda 350 0 54 ) pMUSLE Je colalas = 5
Sl 4 S 15 il 3550 wilaie Bl b 4 a5 L S
5L omld 53 (FA) OLLSKen 5 ool LYY 510)
SLa Gy pda o i e ¢l AL s (FY) 0L K
ool S ) s 2 3,50 ¢l |, MUSLE Ju
33 (F0) DL 5 ;Sssl s S Ol anlllas 5 5o ailate
SJILST L 1 @(Qqp)®) MUSLE Ju—s 3b sa o o
e dde b Jalse Olpeay bl plol 2 Sl
B et 52 Gl ed b il 4D ol elil s S

s dal g el

¥



GO S 55 S G508 e 43 MUSLE Jue 5 K50 5 obs )

oslaiwl 340 CL.o

s 3551 m GLA MUSLE g e 3,008 Sl s 2 WYA® (oo p 5 F S s iy ol glaxlys )
5 S Gl - sl Sy pde o les gl ed bty gl ad s 53 AV gy 5 30 LS S ol
e YUY .SU Il anee s

33 3 e Sl sy sy 3551 53 MUSLE IS ooy VYA (ol o p 5 sk ) g ep o2 p ol Y
e FUT SO s 5 S (b 3 Sl o e (o ulen 0L 05 5 53 andl 4

oiolen s 4S5 ol 4 g 3 e AUl 5 o8y g 350 53 MUSLE Jde LIS ey AYACL (o5 o ¥
o ) g (bl 5 Sl cblis suSliasn el Glaas s s O Jlasaal Co e 5 (gl s

S s ol Sl alaly LS 5 35 JLssl AYAY L o615 s pdesme ol g oy o B3l F
Oy 5 p ke dloma (Sl Dbt an lie Do oSl 153,50 andllan) 3 LS s 3,31 53 OF o
FYFXYY (FENY b mlin 5 55508

35 3351 5 53 AOF 3 USLE-M MUSLT MUSLE-S sla Juta LIS AYAY . esila | g 5 3l o p g SIS 0
VA (YA S 5 Ol a5 (Oles s dir Slidios Sl 193550 andllan) 510kl LD 5 3 i sla LS,
YAV

5 RUSLE MUSLE WUSLE sladis (Sulu b glaasls obssl YAV Obdgs o 5 (Bslo ol g o g o aels
Y 01l (53135l g 5 ke aloma . 3 50bm L3 Dbl Gy s St slamb glass s USLE-M
YO-YV

7. Abudi, 1., G. Carmi. and P. Berliner. 2012. Rainfall simulator for field runoff studies. J. Hydrol. 454: 76-81.

8. Aksoy, H., N. E. Unal, S. Cokgor, A. Gedikli, J. Yoon, K. Koca, B. S. Inci. and E. Eris. 2012. A rainfall simulator
for laboratory-scale assessment of rainfall-runoff-sediment transport processes over a two-dimensional
flume. Catena 98: 63-72.

9. Aranda, V. and C. Oyonarte. 2005. Effect of vegetation with different evolution degree on soil organic matter in a
semi-arid environment (Cabo de Gata-Nijar Natural Park, SE Spain). J. Arid Environ. 62(4): 631-647.

10.Assouline, S. 2004. Rainfall-induced soil surface sealing: a critical review of observations, conceptual models and
solutions. Vadose Zone J. 3(2): 570-591.

11.Bagarello, V., C. Di Stefano, V. Ferro, G. Giordano, M. Iovino. and V. Pampalone. 2012. Estimating the USLE soil
erodibility factor in Sicily, south Italy. Appl. Eng. Agric. 28 (2): 199-206.

12.Biddoccu, M., S. Ferraris, E. Cavallo, F. Opsi, M. Previati. and D. Canone. 2013. Hillslope vineyard rainfall-runoff
measurements in relation to soil infiltration and water content. Procedia Environ. Sci. 19: 351-360.

13.Bouyoucos, G. J. 1962. Hydrometer method improved for making particle size analyses of soils. Agron. J. 54(5):
464-465.

14.Cammeraat, E. L. H. 2004. Scale dependent thresholds in hydrological and erosion response of a semi-arid
catchment in southeast Spain. Agric. Ecosyst. Environ. 104: 317-332.

15.Casagrande, L. and J. B. D. De Paiva. 2005. Determination of sediment yields in the Vacacai-Mirim River basin
using MUSLE. THAS press, Brazil, pp. 94-100.

16.Cooley, K. R. and J. R. Williams. 1983. Applicability of the USLE and MUSLE to Hawaiian Agricultural Lands. In:
Proc. Inter. Conf. on Soil Erosion and Conservation. Honolulu, Hawaii.

17.Erskine, W. D., A. H. M. A. D. Mahmoudzadeh. and C. Myers. 2002. Land use effects on sediment yields and soil
loss rates in small basins of Triassic sandstone near Sydney, NSW, Australia. Catena 49(4): 271-287.

18.Foster, G. R., F. Lombardi. and W. C. Moldenhauer. 1982. Evaluation of rainfall-runoff erosivity factors for

individual storms. Trans. ASAE. 25: 124-129.

Y0



\"‘W}ﬁb‘/wa;w/sSa_}A:nwgJLu/(d.:,bcb)‘;}))usf)jﬁjr}&)su_gyif‘,b g

19.Haregeweyn, N., J. Poesen, G. Verstraeten, G. Govers, J. de Vente, J. Nyssen, J. Deckers. and J. Moeyersons. 2012.

Assessing the performance of a spatially distributed soil erosion and sediment delivery model (WATEM/SEDEM)
in Northern Ethiopia. Land Degrad. Dev. 24(2): 188-204.
20.Hignett, C. T., S. Gusli, A. Cass. and W. Besz. 1995. An automated laboratory rainfall simulation system with

controlled rainfall intensity, raindrop energy and soil drainage. Soil Technol. 8(1): 31-42.

21.Igwe, C. A. and O. N. Udegbunam. 2008. Soil properties influencing water-dispersible clay and silt in an Ultisol in
southern Nigeria. Inter. Agroph. 22(4): 319-325.

22 Kemper, W. D. and R. C. Rosenau. 1986. Aggregate stability and size distribution. PP. 425-442. In: Klute, A. (Ed.),
Methods of Soil Analysis, Part 1. Physical and Mineralogical Methods (2nd Edition). Agronomy Monograph,
Kimberly, Idaho,

23 Kinnell, P. I. A. 2005. Why the universal soil loss equation and the revised version of it do not predict event erosion
well. Hydrol. Proc. 19(3): 851-854.

24 Kinnell, P. I. A. and L. M. Risse. 1998. USLE-M: empirical modeling rainfall erosion through runoff and sediment
concentration. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 62(6): 1667-1672.

25.Lana-Renault, N., D. Regues, C. Marti-Bono, S. Begueria, J. Latron, E. Nadal, P. Serrano. and J. M. Garcia-Ruiz.
2007. Temporal variability in the relationships between precipitation, discharge and suspended sediment
concentration in a small Mediterranean mountain catchment. Nordic Hydrol. 38(2): 139-150.

26.Mahmoudzadeh, A., W. D. Erskine. and C. Myers. 2002. Sediment yields and soil loss rates from native forest,
pasture and cultivated land in the Bathurst area, New South Wales. Austr. Forest. 65(2): 73-80.

27 .Mutua, B. M., A. Klik. and W. Loiskandl. 2006, Modelling soil erosion and sediment yield at a catchment scale: the
case of Masinga catchment, Kenya. Land Degrad. Dev. 17(5): 557-570.

28.Nash, J. E. and J. E. Sutcliffe. 1970. River flow forecasting through conceptual models. Part 1- a discussion of
principles. J. Hydrol. 10(3): 282-290.

29.Noor, H., S. Fazli. and S. M. Alibakhshi. 2012. Prediction of storm-related sediment-associated contaminant loads

in a watershed scale. Ecohydrol. Hydrobiol. 12(3): 183-189.

30.0dongo, V. O., J. O. Onyando, B. M. Mutua, P. R Van Oel. and R Becht. 2013. Sensitivity analysis and calibration
of the Modified Universal Soil Loss Equation (MUSLE) for the upper Malewa Catchment, Kenya. Inter. J.
Sediment Res. 28(3): 368-383.

31.Pansu, M. and J. Gautheyrou. 2006. Handbook of Soil Analysis, Mineralogical, Organic and Inorganic Methods.
Springer, pp. 1-993.

32.Pongsai, S., D. Schmidt Vogt, R. P. Shrestha, R. S. Clemente. and A. Eiumnoh. 2010. Calibration and validation of
the Modified Universal Soil Loss Equation for estimating sediment yield on sloping plots: A case study in Khun
Satan catchment of northern Thailand. Canadian J. Soil Sci. 90(4): 585-596.

33.Qiu, L. J., F. L. Zheng. and R. S. Yin. 2012. SWAT-based runoff and sediment simulation in a small watershed, the
loessial hilly-gullied region of China: capabilities and challenges. Inter. J. Sediment Res. 27(2): 226-234.

34.Renard, K. G., G. R. Foster, G. A. Weesies, D. K. McCool. and D. C. Yoder. 1997. Predicting soil erosion by water:
a guide to conservation planning with the Revised Universal Soil Loss Equation (RUSLE). USDA, Washington,
DC, pp. 1-404.

35.Rhoades, J. D. 1996. Salinity: Methods of Soil Analysis, Chemical Methods, Electrical conductivity and total
dissolved solids ASA/SSSA. Madison, Wisconsin, USA. pp. 417-436.

36.Sadeghi, S. H. R. and P. Saeidi. 2010. Reliability of sediment rating curves for a deciduous forest watershed in Iran.
Hydrol. Sci. J. 55(5): 821-831.

37.Sadeghi, S. H. R., T. Mizuyama, S. Miyata, T. Gomi, K. Kosugi, T. Fukushima, S. Mizugaki. and Y. Onda. 2008.
Determinant factors of sediment graphs and rating loops in a reforested watershed. J. Hydrol. 356(3-4): 271-282.

38.Sadeghi, S. H. R., T. Mizuyama, S. Miyata, T. Gomi, K. Kosugi, T. Fukushima, S. Mizugaki. and Y. Onda. 2007a.
Is MUSLE apt to small steeply reforested watershed? J. Forest Res. 12(4): 270-277.

39.Sadeghi, S. H., T. Mizuyama. and B. Ghaderi Vangah. 2007b. Conformity of MUSLE estimates and erosion plot
data for storm-wise sediment yield estimation. Terrestrial, Atmospheric and Oceanic Sci. 18(1): 117-128.

40.Smith, S. J., R. G. Menzel, E. D. Rhoades, J. R. Williams. and H. V. Eck. 1983. Nutrient and sediment discharge
from Southern Plains grasslands. J. Range Manage. 36(4): 435-439.

41.Steenbergen, N. V. and P. Willems. 2012. Method for testing the accuracy of rainfall-runoff models in predicting
peak flow changes due to rainfall changes, in a climate changing context. J. Hydrol. 414: 425-434.

42.Thomann, R. V. 1982. Verification of water quality models. J. Environ. Eng. Divi. 108(5): 923-940.

\id



GO S 55 S G508 e 43 MUSLE Jue 5 K50 5 obs )

43.Thomas, G. W. 1996. Soil pH and soil acidity. PP. 475-490. In: Klute, A. (Ed.), Methods of Soil Analysis. Part 3,
Chemical Methods. SSSA/ASA. Madison, Wisconsin, USA.

44.Ulrich, U., A. Dietrich. and N. Fohre. 2013. Herbicide transport via surface runoff during intermittent artificial
rainfall: a laboratory plot scale study. Catena 101: 38-49.

45.Vaezi, A. R. 2014. Modeling runoff from semi-arid agricultural lands in Northwest Iran. Pedosphere 24(5): 595-604.

46.Vaezi, A. R, S. H. R. Sadeghi, H. A. Bahrami. and M. H. Mahdian. 2008a. Modeling the USLE K-factor for
calcareous soils in northwestern Iran. Geomorphology 97(3): 414-423.

47 Vaezi, A. R., S. H. R Sadeghi, H. A. Bahrami. and M. H. Mahdian. 2008b. Evaluating erosivity indices of the
USLE, MUSLE, RUSLE and USLE-M models in soils of a semi-arid region in northwest of Iran. Irani. J.
Watershed Manag. Sci. Enge. 2(4): 25-37.

48.Walkly, A. and 1. A. Black. 1934. An examination of digestion methods for determining soil organic matter and a
proposed modification of the chromic and titration. Soil Sci. Soc. Am. J. 37: 29-38.

49.Wang, G., H. Jiang, Z. Xu, L. Wang. and W. Yue. 2012. Evaluating the effect of land use changes on soil erosion
and sediment yield using a grid-based distributed modelling approach. Hydrol. Proc. 26(3): 3579-3592.

50.Williams, J. R. 1975. Sediment-yield prediction with Universal Equation using runoff energy factor. Present and
Prospective Technology for Predicting Sediment Yields and Sources, ARS-S-40, Agricultural Research Service,
US Department of Agriculture, pp. 244-252.

51.Williams, J. R. 1981. Testing the modified Universal Soil Loss Equation. PP. 157-164. In: Estimating Erosion and
Sediment Yield on Rangelands. USDA. ARM-W-26.

52.Williams, J. R. and H. D. Berndt. 1977. Sediment yield prediction based on watershed hydrology. Trans. ASAE. 20:
1100-1104.

53.Wischmeier, W. H. and D. D. Smith. 1960. A universal soil-loss equation to guide conservation farm planning. 7%
Int. Cong. Soil Sci. Trans. 1: 418-425.

54 Wischmeier, W. H. and D. D. Smith. 1978. Predicting rainfall erosion losses. U.S. Dep. Agr., Sci. Ed. Admin., Agr.
Handbook 537. Washington, D.C. pp. 1-62.

55.Zhang, G. H., G. B. Liu, G. L. Wang. and Y. X. Wang. 2011. Effects of vegetation cover and rainfall intensity on
sediment-bound nutrient loss, size composition and volume fractal dimension of sediment particles. Pedosphere
21(5): 676-684.

v



J. Water and Soil Sci (Sci. & Technol. Agric. & Natur. Resour.)
Vol. 21, No. 3, Fall 2017, Isf. Univ. Technol., Isf., Iran. e

Evaluation and Modification of the MUSLE in Predicting Soil Loss in
Micro Plots using Simulated Rainfalls

A. R. Vaezi* and M. Ahmadi’

(Received: Dec. 01-2015 ; Accepted: Oct. 30-2016)

Abstract

Modified Universal Soil Loss Equation (MUSLE) is one of soil loss estimation models which has been developed based
on the runoff characteristics in the event scale. However, it needs to be evaluated in the plot scale for the semi-arid
rainfall events. With this aim, a field study was designed using twenty one plots. Runoff and soil loss were measured
using 5-min samples under seven rainfall intensities consisted of 10, 20, 30, 40, 50 60, and 70 mm h™!' for 60 min. Soil
loss was estimated using the MUSLE based on the runoff volume (Q) and runoff peak discharge (qp) and the values
were compared with the observed values. The estimated soil loss was about 3.89 times bigger than the observed value
on average. In order to improve model estimations, the power of rainfall erosivity index was modified from 0.56 to
0.62, (Q gp)°%%. The modification of the MUSLE model improved model efficiency (ME) from -5.5 to 0.47 and
decreased the root mean square error from 0.000137 to 0.000031. This study revealed that the MUSLE overestimates
soil loss from the small plots in the semi -arid regions. Therefore it is essential to calibrate runoff erosivity index using
the data observed in the area. The modified MUSLE can be reliably used to predict soil loss in the small plot scale in
semi-arid regions.
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