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Optimization of irrigation regime for wind erosion control in agricultural fields
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Schematic view of wind tunnel
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Relationships between wind velocity, soil moisture
content and wind erosion
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Coefficient for evaluating wind erosion
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Fig.3 AREEDEAE LFTREDLLE
Comparison of measured and simulated wind ero-
sions

Table 2 E/XKELEBENDHARK

Relationship between irrigation and wind erosion

WREE KR | BEAR JREHE (g)

(%) (mm) | —60ms") ¥=8.0(ms") u=9.5(ms")

2.6 13.24 18.85 23.96
S 32

10.0 6.66 9.48 12.05
S 26

17.0 1.86 2.65 337
D 26

25.0 1.63 231 2.94
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