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Soil Erosion Analysis in Headstream Basin of Yellow River
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Abstract : The headstream basn of the Yellow River is ecologically important to China, but it has become threat-
ened by il eroson in recent years. Thispaper examines the generd Stuation of il eroson on the bassof a 2002
survey by remote sendng. Analyssindicates that frost-thaw eroson isthe mgor eroson type in the region. Water
erodon occursin the eastern mountainous areas at a generally light intendty , while wind eroson is concentrated in
severa areasat a high intendty. The northwest erosond area experiencing water-wind eroson is the portion of the
region experiencing the most serious il eroson of the four areas of erodon in the region. The areaof il eroson
in western part of the headstream bagn is reatively smdl , but it still posesa serious threat to the ecologica stabili-
ty of the basn, which isafragile area and in which rehabilitation ater mgor eroson is very difficult. Land use/
oover change(L UCC) is discussed, with particular reference to the establishment of grasdands and wetlands as
means of eroson prevention and ecological rehabilitation.
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