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Figure(1) A schematic of the Simultaneous Wind-Rainfall-Runoff Simulator used in this study
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Figure(2) A Schematic of the especial tray used for the measurement of interrill erosion
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Figure(3) Longitudinal variations of rain intensity from the center of cone base for nozzles (a)
No. 1, (b) No. 2, (c) No. 3, (d) No. 4.
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Table(1) Some properties of the simulated rain intensities
S o e S eIul S d;t deols Jlé sladjb sble ool s Sl
Coefficient of Measured Distance Active Wind velocity  Nominal ~ Pressure
uniformity intensity (mm s™) between nozzles (ms? intensity (atm)
(%) nozzles (cm) (mm h™?)
88.46 31.11 130 3,2 0
89.38 33.69 130 3,2 6
90.07 35.45 130 3,2 9 30 08
86.76 36.93 130 3,2 12
92.17 51.26 55,75 2,4,3 0
90 56.23 55,75 2,4,3 6 50 1
90.89 59.44 55,75 2,4,3 9
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92.21 76.60 55,110 32,1 0
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87.47 74.82 55,110 32,1 9 '
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Figure(4) Transverse variations of rain intensity from the center of cone base for nozzles (a) No.
1, (b) No. 2, (c) No. 3, (d) No. 4.
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Table(2) Some physical and chemical properties of the soils used in the study

Il S LS Sh3 oIl ST b ST Il ST L oS (Unit) us1 Sl S
(DB mm);“”:l’:‘ Aoyl (D4.75 mm)f“‘;sl’:‘ F/vo ( D, mm)ﬁ‘gl‘:‘ Yol (SO” properties)
7.68 7.83 7.69 _ pH
3.75 37 3.35 dsm? EC
135 135 14.0 % Jslae vmlf ol S
; (CaCO;)
1.47 1.47 1.47 gcm A o paien o2
(Bulk density)
0.390 0.580 0.195 % (Organic Carbon)ujT Cﬁ;
e ses e - (Texture class) sl
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