Effects of Soil Surface Cover on Surface Runoff and Permeability
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Fig.2 Cumulative soil loss (mean):

control vs. all surface condition.
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Fig.3 Runoff rate (mean):
control vs. all surface condition.

17100

Meyer,L.D.,Harmon,W.C.1979.Multiple-Intensity Rainfall Simulator for Erosion Research on

Row Sideslopes Trans.ASAE,22:100-103



