

















92 pi s U E SR

o545 %

x3 BUWMERTMIERNBEXERSH
Table 3 Correlation and conversion parameters for
each preferential flow evaluation indicator
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Table 4 Indicators of preferential flow characteristics under different rainfall amounts

XN REm S DC/% TSA/cm? CV UniFr/cm PFfr/ % L1/% Depth/cm Py
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60 mm
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Fig.5 Distribution of solute concentration in soil vertical profiles under different rainfall amounts
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Fig.6 Vertical distribution characteristics of solutes in two pathways under different rainfall amounts

BEJE i AR OC (A5 15—20 em + 2 M9 IR B ik
BFE MG, Jem 2 5 R4S 5—20 cm
JE IR W W O e . Je i AR L e R



94 7K A AR 1 4 45 %
BWE ARG AN ERERS55—20cm 12 3000 ¢ igﬁ’f“/cm
MR B Tk B IEM R, RPHMEFO0—5cm+ 2500 io—l?
—15
W em AT RES—20em L2 HEE IR Rk E 2000 f + 1520
KT SR, H X 5—20 cm 2 FE 5 T A 1500 |

M B o

1000 -
x5 MERREEENARRERRS HBI#0 500 f
Table5 Impactofpreferential flow developmenton ol

solute distribution across different depths

Br K & /(mg * kg)
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Table6 Correlation between proportion of different types of subsurface flow in soil

vertical profile and coefficient of solute concentration variation
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