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Fig.3 Spatiotemporal distribution of soil conservation intensity in Baiyangdian basin from 2000 to 2020
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Fig.4 Soil conservation intensity and soil conservation amount of different land use types in Baiyangdian basin from 2000 to 2020

F 5% DX HE LR R i 32 A A% Ak R - 1l ) A8 4k
e fm] 9 T 4 HE ot O X 8 R OB 5T X T AR
67.57% ,Hd 60.82 % M X S AE Ak A STk K = T
- R A AR BTER R, AR AR R R Y 2
BB A AR, 3 o A e R TV R R A R
i o UG T Ll XA A AR Ak 32 b R A S

T B i i AR EE 1 R 50.08 %, S ABE AR Ak AN+ s 1
AR A S [ T S O A SR ks B v T AR L B
49.74 5, For A A2 A BT R R OR T - i M) AR 1k T
TR 23 £1% T BR LE 9] O 48.55 04 o R 1T 9 7 R A AU AR
A T 5 R A A SR B T AR L 51 4.99 %%
A5l ) 7 A T S b R R B G s A A T AR



370 JK A PR T 4R

45 %

Fo iR 0.29 9% o A A £k A A i R FH AR 16 3 6] 3 5
- MR R S 0 B0 TR LG )y 94.54 0, Ho
S AR AL Tk R KT 509 T AR 1 79.38 % 6
2000—2020 4F [ ¥ € Pt $k 4 HE OR35S b i H Y
DX 35 37 /N 52 R A X, L A AR R Y
=R 7o e o S D e S A v i S T VIS R 73
A5 A0 RN A b R AR Al e W] 3 5 0 AR 2 >
R DX B9 X AR 0.16 %6, Hep S Ak
F R RSB IR R R WA & 0.11%, b

a AETTKE

& i
0 i X 5 2%
=9

b A AT A

S, > OB EKE/%

[ 0~20

1 20~40

T 20~60  S<OBTEMKE/%
0 30 60km [ 620~80 [ 0~50
— [ 80~100 [ 50~100

FIR AR AL R 325 R 5 30 58 O 4 o 0 /0 1 1T AR
0.05% , 2% B 43 i 4% 17 5 7Y pg 55 DX 38R DR T 2R b B
DX o RV VAT L X v A A Ak R - b ) AR Ak 3 [
F 3 O S S AR L R 0.18 06, FE
S G AR Ak BTk R K T 4 b R AR R BT R R A T AR
o512 0.04 %6 o KI5 AT € P rfr A4 A2 £k A b )
AR Ak ] 3 T b ORI D B TR L A
0.18% , Ho v S 4 722 Ak 53 Wk %6 K F 50 %6 1Y 10 AR L 431)
$90.02% o

c B4 K

Litp bl

I 15 20 Ak 3 5 3 AR 1Y
[ BRI A2 S LR B

[ AR A A6 A - 0 1 P 22 A 36 R 3 5 S8 R 45 B30
[ AR A L iR A AR G 3E R 2 5 L AR 5 B D>

TE:S, >0 %8 R R R B DB S, S, <0 F /R LRt i 3
5 BFIRRIE2000—2020 FSET UM A ATU T EARFEHENTHEERHHSEK

Fig.5 Relative contributions of climate and land use change to soil conservation function and

driving factors zoning in Baiyangdian basin from 2000 to 2020
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