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ABSTRACT
The detachment–transport coupling equation by Foster and Meyer is a classical
equation that describes the relationship between detachment and transport.
The equation quantifies the relationship between sediment loads and soil
detachment rates, deepens the understanding of soil erosion and provides a reliable
basis for the establishment of an erosion model. However, the applicability of this
equation to slopes with gradients greater than 47% is limited. In this work, the
detachment–transport coupling relationship is investigated using the colluvium
material of Benggang. A nonerodible rill flume 4 m long and 0.12 m wide was
adopted. The slope gradient ranged from 27% to 70%, the unit flow discharge ranged
from 0.56 × 10−3 to 3.33 × 10−3 m2 s−1, and the sediment transport capacity (Tc) was
measured under each slope and discharge combination. The sediment was inputted
into the flume according to the predetermined sediment addition rate (from 0% to
100% of Tc), and the detachment rate (Dr) under each combination of the slope and
discharge was measured. Dr linearly decreased with increasing sediment loads, which
is consistent with the detachment–transport coupling equation by Foster and Meyer.
The linear equations can predict the detachment capacity (Dc) and Tc well
(Nash–Sutcliffe efficiency coefficient (NSE) = 0.98 for Dc, and NSE = 0.99 for Tc).
The detachment–transport coupling equation can adequately predict the Dr

(NSE = 0.89). However, its applicability to slopes of <47% (NSE: 0.92–0.96) was
greater than that to slopes of ≥47% (NSE: 0.81–0.89), and the predicted Dr under Tc
levels of 20% and 40% were higher than the measured values, while the predicted
value under a Tc level of 80% was lower than the measured value. In summary, the
detachment–transport coupling equation by Foster and Meyer can accurately reflect
the negative feedback relationship between detachments and transports along
steep-slope fixed beds and is suitable for colluvial deposit research. The results
provide a basis for the construction of steep-slope colluvial deposit erosion models.
In the future, the study of the hydrodynamic characteristics of sediment transport
processes should be strengthened to clarify the detachment–transport effect of flows
through hydrodynamics.

Subjects Agricultural Science, Soil Science, Natural Resource Management
Keywords Colluvium deposit, Flume test, Rill flow, Steep slope, Water erosion

How to cite this article Chen L, Gao P, Li X, Zhu Q, Wang Z, Shuai F, Zhang Y, Lin J, Huang Y, Jiang F. 2023. Verification of the
detachment–transport coupling relationship of rill erosion using colluvium material in steep nonerodible slopes. PeerJ 11:e14766
DOI 10.7717/peerj.14766

Submitted 24 October 2022
Accepted 28 December 2022
Published 24 January 2023

Corresponding authors
Yanhe Huang,
yanhehuang@163.com
Fangshi Jiang, jfsfafu@163.com

Academic editor
Muhammad Imran

Additional Information and
Declarations can be found on
page 18

DOI 10.7717/peerj.14766

Copyright
2023 Chen et al.

Distributed under
Creative Commons CC-BY 4.0

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766
mailto:yanhehuang@�163.com
mailto:jfsfafu@�163.com
https://peerj.com/academic-boards/editors/
https://peerj.com/academic-boards/editors/
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766
http://www.creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://www.creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://peerj.com/


INTRODUCTION
Soil erosion occurs when topsoil is displaced due to exogenous forces. At present, erosion
has become a serious global environmental problem that not only causes water and soil
loss but can also cause losses in soil nutrients, water pollution and the drying of lakes and
ponds (Boardman, 2006; Zhao et al., 2013; Orimoogunje, 2014). Soil erosion processes
caused by runoff or rainfall can be subdivided into three interrelated subprocesses: soil
detachment, transport, and deposition. Detachment–transport coupling is the most widely
used concept based on these three subprocesses (Wang, Flanagan & Engel, 2019). This
concept was used in the Water Erosion Prediction Project (WEPP) model (Flanagan &
Nearing, 1995) to quantify the effect of the sediment load on the soil detachment rate.
The detachment–transport coupling concept can be intuitively explained by the first-order
detachment–transport coupling equation of Foster & Meyer (1972), which models
detachment as a function of the deficit sediment transport capacity (Knapen et al., 2007) as
follows:

Dr

Dc
þ qs
Tc

¼ 1 (1)

where Dr is the detachment rate of rill water flow, Dc is the detachment capacity of rill
water flow, qs is the sediment load of water flow, and Tc is the sediment transport capacity
of rill water flow. After shifting, Eq (1) can be expressed as:

Dr ¼ Dcð1� qs
Tc
Þ (2)

Eq. (2) can be further expressed as:

Dr ¼ a� bqs (3)

where a = Dc, b = Dc/Tc, and a/b = Tc. Nearing et al. (1990) described the
detachment–transport coupling equation (Foster & Meyer, 1972) as a straight line
connecting two endpoints, with one end representing the detachment capacity given a
sediment content of zero and the other end representing the sediment transport capacity
given a detachment rate of zero; notably, the soil detachment rate linearly decreases with
an increasing sediment transport rate. The detachment–transport coupling equation
(Foster & Meyer, 1972) is based on observation and mathematical hypothesis without
experimental verification, and its accuracy under different experimental conditions must
be verified.

Scholars have verified the rationality of the detachment–transport coupling concept
through fixed-bed (nonerodible bed) or movable bed (erodible bed) experiments. In terms
of movable bed experiments, Cochrane & Flanagan (1997) simulated rill runoff by using a
flume with a constant slope and found that sediment addition caused soil detachment to
decrease. Equation (3) can be applied under all test conditions. Merten, Nearing & Borges
(2001) chose two sizes of a homogeneous glass material and injected this material from the
upper part of a flume to simulate two modes of detachment rate reduction, i.e., turbulence
reduction and trench bottom protection. The results revealed that the detachment rate
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decreased with increasing sediment loads, and the detachment rate followed a first-order
function of the sediment load. Lei et al. (2002) studied the relationship between the
detachment rate and sediment load by simulating different rill lengths and observed that
the detachment rate linearly decreased with an increasing sediment load; moreover, the
results confirmed the validity of the detachment–transport coupling equation. Zhang, Li &
Ding (2005) used four types of rare earth elements (REEs) to obtain sediment loads
following detachment at different rill locations. Based on along-rill erosion data, their work
confirmed the WEPP detachment–transportation coupling concept and its rationality.
According to the sediment load varying along eroding rills, Zhang et al. (2014) verified that
the first-order coupling equation under high discharge on steep slopes can be used to
express the relationship between the sediment load and detachment rate in loess rills.
Govers, Giménez & Van Oost (2007) summarized studies related to the
detachment–transport coupling concept and noted that the effect of the sediment load on
the detachment process could not be independently studied, which made it difficult to
interpret the experimental results. Therefore, scholars (Zhang et al., 2009; Shen, Wang &
Wang, 2016; Shen et al., 2017) have reported that it is possible to add sediment at the top of
a fixed bed and detach it in a specific region near the bottom to independently study the
effect of the sediment load on detachment. Zhang et al. (2009) verified the negative
feedback effect of the sediment load on the detachment rate in sediment-laden flow under
various slopes and discharge combinations with riverbed sediment as a sediment source,
and Shen, Wang & Wang (2016) obtained the same results using loose soil via a similar
experimental method. These two studies also showed that the detachment capacity,
sediment transport capacity and detachment rate could be accurately predicted through
Eq. (3) under these experimental conditions.

Conversely, not all findings could support the detachment–transport coupling equation
(Foster & Meyer, 1972). Meyer & Wischmeier (1969) proposed the concept whereby
detachment and sediment transport are two independent processes, and sediment erosion
is limited by the lesser of the two. The field experimental results of Huang, Laflen &
Bradford (1996) supported this concept. Giménez & Govers (2002) noted that when
detachment and sediment transport are controlled by different hydraulic parameters,
detachment and sediment transport processes cannot be simply linked, as indicated in
the detachment–transport coupling equation (Foster & Meyer, 1972). Lei et al. (2006)
tracked the dynamic process of rill erosion using REE tracers. Their results showed that the
effect of the sediment load on the detachment rate did not occur under all slope conditions.
Under low slopes (5� and 10�), the sediment load linearly increased with the rill length, and
the sediment load did not affect or slightly affected the detachment rate, indicating that the
relationship between sediment transport and detachment may be affected by the slope.
Sirjani & Mahmoodabadi (2014) claimed that discharge may also affect the relationship
between the sediment load and detachment rate. Other studies have shown that the
sediment load exerts no or little effect on the detachment rate (Govers, Giménez & Van
Oost, 2007; Polyakov & Nearing, 2003). Additionally, the abovementioned research mainly
considered slope gradients lower than 47% (25�). However, slopes with gradients above
47% are common on the colluvial deposits in Benggang erosion area, and the runoff
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hydrodynamics generated under these gradients differ from those on slopes with gradients
lower than 47% (Jiang et al., 2018a; Zhan et al., 2020). Thus, under the condition of high
gradients and steep slopes (>47%), the applicability of the detachment–transport coupling
equation (Foster & Meyer, 1972) must be further verified.

Benggang refers to a kind of erosion landform established via sediment collapse driven
by the combined actions of hydraulic power and gravity (Jiongxin, 1996; Jiang et al.,
2018b), which is common in Southeast China (Liao et al., 2019; Xia et al., 2019).
The erosion process causes damage to local farmland and considerable economic losses.
According to research statistics, the soil erosion modulus in Benggang landforms is tens of
times higher than that on gentle slopes (Jiongxin, 1996; Zhong et al., 2013). A typical
Benggang erosion landform mainly comprises four parts, namely, an upper catchment,
collapsing wall, colluvial deposit and alluvial fan (Fig. 1) (Jiongxin, 1996), among which the
colluvial deposit is mainly established via the accumulation of collapsing wall collapse
sediment at the foot of the slope. The colluvial deposit exhibits a loose structure and high
slope gradients (generally between 36% and 84%), and there is a large amount of colluvium
material on it. This material is very susceptible to rainfall- and runoff-induced erosion and
is the main sediment source in Benggang erosion (Jiang et al., 2014). Many scholars have
studied the runoff, sediment transport and hydrodynamic characteristics of colluvial
deposits (Jiang et al., 2018a; Zhan et al., 2020; Jiang et al., 2018b; Lin et al., 2017). Lin et al.
(2017) found that the average velocity and unit flow power could be used as suitable
predictors of the sediment transport capacity in movable bed experiments. Through a
simulated rainfall experiment, Jiang et al. (2018b) found that the unit flow power was the
best hydraulic parameter that characterizes the rill erosion rate, and the fixed-bed flume
experimental results showed that the modified velocity was the best predictor of the
sediment transport capacity (Jiang et al., 2018a). Zhan et al. (2020) found significant
correlations between the sediment transport capacity and the slope and between the
discharge and gravel content.

The above studies show that the existence of a detachment-transport coupling
mechanism in the process of soil erosion is still controversial. Additionally, few works

A B

Upper catchment

Colluvial deposit

Alluvial fan

Collapsing wall

Figure 1 A typical Benggang in the study area. (A) Loose colluvial deposits with many rills. (B) Upper
catchment, collapsing wall, colluvial deposit and alluvial fan.

Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.14766/fig-1
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have been reported regarding the detachment-transport concept on steep colluvial
deposit slopes, which limits a greater understanding of the erosion processes of
colluvial materials. Therefore, the purpose of this study is to verify the applicability of
the detachment–transport coupling equation (Foster & Meyer, 1972) for steep-slope
colluvium materials using a fixed-bed flume experiment to avoid the effect of deposition
(Shen, Wang & Wang, 2016) while addressing three objectives: (1) quantifying the soil
detachment rate in response to the sediment load, (2) to analysing the simulation accuracy
of the sediment transport and detachment capacities, and (3) to analysing the simulation
accuracy of the soil detachment rate.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Study area
Experimental soil was obtained from Yangkeng Village of Longmen Township, Anxi
County (24�57′ N, 118�05′ E), which experiences a subtropical monsoon climate with an
average annual precipitation of 1,800 mm and an average annual temperature of 19 �C.
The soil in the study area is developed from acidic medium- and coarse-grained granite,
and the rock minerals mainly include quartz and feldspar. Due to the combination of
sufficient water and high temperatures, the rocks in the study area weathered to form a
thick weathering crust with a thickness of tens of metres exhibiting a high content of coarse
particles, a loose structure and weak soil erosion resistance. Under the influence of human
activities, the main vegetation in the study area comprises Pinus massoniana and
Eucalyptus grandis×E. urophylla.

The understorey vegetation largely includes Dicranopteris dichotoma, Eriachne
pallescens, Syzygium buxifolium, and other species (Zhang et al., 2022; Zhou et al., 2022).
Due to the low soil erosion resistance and human-made destruction of vegetation,
Benggang landforms are easily generated in the study area under the combined action of
hydraulic power and gravity. According to a field survey, there are 125,828 Benggang units
in Anxi County, accounting for approximately 50% of the total number of Benggang units
in Fujian Province. Among the various regions, the small Yangkeng Village (5.6 km2)
contains a total of 226 Benggang units, with a density of 40 units per km2, which is 10 times
that in Anxi County and 200 times that in Fujian Province. Therefore, the Benggang
development area in Yangkeng Village is one of the representative Benggang areas in Anxi
County and a typical area of granite Benggang development in southern China (Jiang et al.,
2014; Zhang et al., 2022; Zhou et al., 2022).

Experimental soil sample
Soil samples were collected from the typical Benggang colluvium materials of the colluvial
deposit in Yangkeng Village of Longmen Town, Anxi County, and the samples were evenly
mixed after air drying. After the colluviummaterial sediment samples were naturally dried,
the physical and chemical properties of the sediment were analysed.

The pH value of the soil (<2 mm), which had a soil‒water ratio of 1 to 2.5, was measured
through a pH metre (STARTER 2100, OHAUS Instruments Co., Ltd., Shanghai, China) to
be 5.19. The organic matter content was determined with a wet oxidation method
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(Bernoux & Cerri, 2005) and was 1.68 g kg−1. The particle size was determined through a
QICPIC particle instrument from New Patek Company in Germany. Grain size analysis
revealed that the gravel (2–10 mm), sand (0.05–2 mm), silt (0.002–0.05 mm) and clay
(<0.002 mm) contents were 30%, 45%, 23%, and 2%, respectively, and the median grain
size diameter (D50) was 0.79 mm.

Experimental equipment
The experimental equipment comprises three components: a water supply system, rill
flume and sediment supply system (Fig. 2). Before the experiment was performed, a layer

Figure 2 Experimental equipment. (A) A schematic diagram of the flume and water supply system.
(B) The experimental device. (C) The baffle of a sediment storage box,that controls the sediment supply
rate by lifting the height. (D) The sediment sample box, diameter 10 cm, deep 5 cm. (E) The peristaltic
pump. Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.14766/fig-2
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of test sediment (particle size <5 mm) was stuck to the bottom and along both sides of the
flume to ensure that the roughness of the flume bottom and sides was similar to that of the
test surface and gully walls, respectively.

The water supply system included a water supply tank, peristaltic pump, overflow tank,
and other components. The water supply tank had a capacity of 10 m3 to provide water
during the test. The peristaltic pump (WT600-4F-C, Longer Precision Pump Co., Ltd.,
Hebei, China) provided a consistent water flow rate during the test and used controlled
dual pump heads to maintain a pre-set discharge level. The size of the overflow tank was
0.3 m × 0.12 m × 0.3 m, and a 0.12 m × 0.15 m partition was embedded in the middle of the
overflow tank. The top of the partition was flush with the top of the flume, and the bottom
of the partition was suspended at a height of 0.15 m to ensure that water could freely
circulate in the two separated flumes to achieve a steady flow effect.

The sediment supply system included a transmission device and sediment hopper.
The transmission device comprised a transmission belt, the speed of which was controlled
by a motor, and a baffle was installed on the side of the sediment storage box close to the
hopper to control the sediment discharge height to achieve an accurate and constant
sediment supply rate. The lower end of the sediment hopper was parallel to the flume so
that the sediment sample could be uniformly added to the flume.

According to the field survey, the average rill width on the slope of the colluvium
material is approximately 12 cm, so the length, width and height of the rill flume were set
to 4, 0.12 and 0.1 m, respectively. The bed slope of the flume could be adjusted from 0 to
84%. A soil sample box was located 0.2 m from the bottom of the flume, which could be
embedded with a circular ring knife with an inner diameter of 9.8 cm and a height of
5.0 cm. The bottom was evenly drilled to facilitate the discharge of water under gravity.

Experimental design
According to the results of previous studies on the same subjects (Jiang et al., 2014; Lin
et al., 2017), combined with the frequency of rainstorms in the study area and the runoff
unit flow discharge generated on the colluvial deposit slope, a total of four discharge
gradients were established. These four discharge gradients were equivalent to unit flow
discharges of 0.56 × 10−3, 1.11 × 10−3, 2.22 × 10−3, and 3.33 × 10−3 m2 s−1. According to the
field investigation results, the slope of colluvial deposits could reach as high as 40�.
Meanwhile, five slope gradients were designed: 27%, 36%, 47%, 58% and 70%. The slope
and discharge values were combined, and the sediment transport capacity (Tc) was
measured under each combination. Then, the detachment rates under sediment transport
capacities of 0% Tc, 20% Tc, 40% Tc, 60% Tc, 80% Tc and 100% Tc were measured.

Experimental procedures
The air-dried soil was divided into two parts: one part was used as the sediment supply
source in the sediment transport test; the other part of the soil sample was sealed for 48 h
under a controlled moisture content of approximately 15%. After the water content had
stabilized, soil was added to the circular ring knife (with an inner diameter of 9.8 cm and a
height of 5.0 cm). Before soil was added to the circular ring knife, a layer of gauze was
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placed flat across the bottom of the ring knife so that the test soil within the ring knife
could evenly absorb water and become saturated. In the process of soil addition, the soil
bulk density was controlled at approximately 1.40–1.45 g cm3 (Zhang et al., 2022), and the
ring knife containing the soil sample was soaked in water for 24 h before use.

Before the test, the steel trough was adjusted to the pre-set slope, and a peristaltic pump
was used to iteratively adjust the test discharge to the pre-set discharge level (with a
discharge variability less than 20 mL min−1). The saturated soil sample was left standing
for 1 h without absorbing water so that water could drain under gravity. Then, the soil
sample was placed in the soil sample box at the bottom of the flume, and the surface of the
soil sample was levelled to match the bottom of the flume and covered with a thin iron
sheet to ensure that the surface was flush with the flume. Before sediment addition, the
water flow was stabilized, after which sediment was added to the flume using the system
described above. The sediment supply rate was controlled such that as the water flow
transported the sediment, there remained a small amount of sediment deposited on the
flume bed. In the sediment addition process, the position of the sediment supply port was
adjusted to fully disperse the sediment so that the water flow transported the sediment in a
saturated sediment load state. When water was initially discharged from the flume outlet
into the sink, the thin iron sheet was removed, and five water–sediment mixture samples
were collected at the outlet. Sediment load data under the different combinations of the
given discharge and slope were obtained through drying and weighing (Jiang et al., 2018a;
Zhan et al., 2020). Each group of experiments was repeated three times for a total of 60
repeated experiments. The sediment load obtained at this time was determined as the
sediment transport capacity under the current combination of discharge and slope
conditions, and a zero-detachment rate was assumed.

Sediment was inputted into the flume according to the predetermined sediment
addition rate. When the soil detachment depth in the test ring knife reached approximately
2 cm (Zhang, 2002), water and soil addition was halted, and the flushing time was
recorded. The remaining sediment in the test ring knife, after scouring, was dried and
weighed, and the water flow detachment rate was calculated based on the weight of the test
sediment sample (Zhang et al., 2009; Shen, Wang & Wang, 2016; Shen et al., 2017).
The experiments were repeated three times considering each combination of the various
slope and discharge conditions and sediment supply rates for a total of 300 repeated
experiments. The soil detachment rate in clear water was considered the detachment
capacity under this combination of slope and discharge conditions (Nearing et al., 1989).

Experimental parameters and model accuracy index
The sediment transport capacity of rill flow can be obtained as the product of the
maximum sediment load of rill flow and the discharge:

Tc ¼ qcmax (4)

where Tc is the sediment transport capacity of rill flow (kg m−1 s−1), q is the unit flow
discharges (m2 s−1), and cmax is the maximum sediment load achieved by rill flow during
the actual test (kg m3).
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The rill flow detachment rate can be calculated as follows:

Dr ¼Ww �Wd
tA

(5)

where Dr is the water flow detachment rate (kg m−2 s−1), Ww is the dry sediment weight
before the test is performed (kg), Wd is the dry sediment weight after the test is performed
(kg), t is the water flushing time (s), and A is the sediment box area (m2). Under clear water
conditions, the soil detachment rate (Dr) equals the soil detachment capacity (Dc).

The relative error (RE), mean relative error (MRE), mean absolute relative error
(MARE), coefficient of determination (R2), and Nash–Sutcliffe efficiency coefficient (NSE)
were considered to analyse the model accuracy; these terms can be calculated as follows:

RE ¼Pi�Oi

Oi
�100% (6)

MRE ¼ 1
n

Xn

i¼1

Pi�Oi

Oi
�100% (7)

MARE ¼ 1
n

Xn

i¼1

Pi�Oi

Oi

����
�����100% (8)

R2¼
Pn

i¼1 Oi � �Oð Þ Pi � �Pð Þ� �2
Pn

i¼1 Pi � �Pð Þ2 Pn
i¼1 Pi � �Pð Þ2 (9)

NSE ¼ 1�
P

Oi�Pið Þ2
P

Oi � �Pð Þ2 (10)

where Oi is the measured value of the sample i, Pi is the predicted value of the sample i,Ō is
the average measured value,�P is the average predicted value, and n is the sample number.
For NSE ≥0.7, the model performs well; for NSE <0.7, the model performance is adequate;
and for NSE <0.4, the model performance is poor.

Statistical analysis
Excel 2016 was used for data statistics, and RE, MRE, MARE, R2, NSE were calculated
according to their corresponding formulas. Origin 2018 was used to draw images. SPSS 26
was used to fit the equations.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Variation in the soil detachment rate with the sediment load
The colluvium material detachment rate decreased with increasing sediment load under
each condition (Fig. 3). Under a sediment load of zero, the detachment rate was the
highest, i.e., the soil detachment capacity was attained. When the sediment load reached
100% (i.e., the maximum sediment load), the detachment rate was zero, i.e., the runoff
sediment transport capacity was attained. The above suggests that soil detachment exerts a
negative feedback effect on sediment transport; notably, the sediment in water flow inhibits
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Figure 3 Variation in the detachment rate with the sediment transport rate under the different
discharge and slope conditions. Full-size DOI: 10.7717/peerj.14766/fig-3
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the detachment effect of water flow on the sediment. These results are consistent with the
results of previous studies (Zhang et al., 2009; Shen, Wang & Wang, 2016; Shen et al.,
2017). Figure 3 further shows that under the same slope, the curves reflecting the
detachment rate variation with the sediment load exhibited similar slopes overall, but
uneven changes could be observed at different positions of each curve, which occurred
because the hydraulic characteristics of the different sediment-laden flows varied. The soil
detachment rate tended to decrease with increasing sediment load. There are three
common viewpoints to explain these findings. First, under certain discharge and slope
conditions, the flow energy remains constant, and there exists a trade-off relationship
between the energy used for sediment transport and that used for detachment (Zhang
et al., 2009; Moore & Burch, 1986). Second, turbulent flow causes soil detachment, and an
increase in the sediment load inhibits water flow turbulence (Wang & Larsen, 1994;
Nearing & Parker, 1994; Escauriaza & Sotiropoulos, 2011). Third, sediment fulfils a
protective role that can reduce the contact area between the water flow and sediment,
thereby decreasing detachment (Merten, Nearing & Borges, 2001; Polyakov & Nearing,
2003).

Table 1 provides the regression equation between the rill flow detachment rate and
sediment load under each condition. The table indicates that the relationship between the
rill flow detachment rate and sediment load satisfied Eq. (3), the R2 value for each
regression analysis result ranged from 0.83 to 1.00, and the NSE value was greater than 0.83
(>0.70), indicating that the equation reached statistical significance and could sufficiently
describe the relationship between the rill flow detachment rate and sediment load under
the experimental conditions. The equation form is consistent with the first-order linear
coupling relationship proposed for detachment–transport coupling (Foster & Meyer,
1972). The linear negative feedback effect of the sediment load on the soil detachment rate
according to the first-order linear coupling relationship was validated by Zhang et al.
(2009) using Haplesterv and riverbed sediment under slope gradients between 8.8% and
47% and by Shen, Wang & Wang (2016) involving loess under slope gradients between
10.5% and 38.4%. In our study, we considered slope gradients between 27% and 70%,
which are much higher than the highest slope gradients in the above experiments (Zhang
et al., 2009: 47%; Shen, Wang & Wang, 2016: 38.4%). It could be verified that the linear
negative feedback effect of the sediment load on the soil detachment rate also occurred
under slope gradients between 47% and 70%.

In erodible beds, certain studies (Cochrane & Flanagan, 1997; Merten, Nearing &
Borges, 2001; Lei et al., 2002) have verified the existence of a detachment–transport
coupling relationship by the variation in the detachment rate or sediment load along the
flow path. It was found that with increasing slope length, the sediment load of water flow
continued to increase, and the soil detachment rate gradually decreased. Moreover, when
the sediment load reached saturation, the detachment rate reached zero. Huang, Laflen &
Bradford (1996) and Lei et al. (2006) obtained a linear relationship between the sediment
load and slope length, and the detachment–transport coupling relationship was not
considered to exist. This may occur because the erodible bed soil erosion process is
detachment-limited and cannot sufficiently supply sediment (Zhang, 2017), which results
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in a constant detachment rate, while the sediment load linearly increases with the flow
path. Of course, this may also occur because the detachment–transport coupling
relationship could not be determined due to the limited slope length (Lei et al., 2001) in the
experiments of Huang, Laflen & Bradford (1996) and Lei et al. (2006). The above
demonstrates that the detachment–transport coupling relationship for erodible beds is still
disputed based on soil erodibility, hydrodynamic properties and other conditions (Zhang,
2017), and further research is needed.

Simulation accuracy analysis of the sediment transport and
detachment capacities
To further assess the coupling concept between the detachment rate and sediment load
proposed by Foster & Meyer (1972), the detachment and sediment transport capacities
were predicted via linear regression (Table 1) and compared to the measured data.
According to the analysis of the various evaluation indices of the model error (Table 2), the
RE between the predicted and measured values of the sediment transport capacity was
−12.2%, the MRE was 1.0%, the MARE was 5.4%, the R2 value was 0.99, and the NSE value

Table 1 Relationship between the detachment rate and sediment load of colluvium material slopes under the different combinations of slope
and discharge conditions.

Slope
gradient
(%)

Discharge
(m2 s−1)

Simulation
equation
Dr = a − bqs

Measured
detachment
capacity
(kg m−2 s−1)

Predicted
detachment
capacity a
(kg m−2 s−1)

Measured sediment
transport capacity
(kg m−1 s−1)

Predicted sediment
transport capacity
a/b (kg m−1 s−1)

R2 NSE

27 0.56 × 10−3 Dr = 0.069 − 0.129qs 0.078 0.069 0.558 0.535 0.94 0.94

27 1.11 × 10−3 Dr = 0.224 − 0.227qs 0.276 0.224 1.132 0.987 0.86 0.84

27 2.22 × 10−3 Dr = 0.507 − 0.255qs 0.572 0.507 1.989 1.988 0.93 0.93

27 3.33 × 10−3 Dr = 1.109 − 0.340qs 1.125 1.109 3.074 3.262 0.98 0.98

36 0.56 × 10−3 Dr = 0.120 − 0.167qs 0.142 0.120 0.708 0.719 0.83 0.92

36 1.11 × 10−3 Dr = 0.341 − 0.250qs 0.401 0.341 1.424 1.364 0.91 0.94

36 2.22 × 10−3 Dr = 0.996 − 0.453qs 1.034 0.996 2.236 2.199 0.98 0.99

36 3.33 × 10−3 Dr = 1.208 − 0.293qs 1.254 1.208 3.767 4.123 0.95 0.98

47 0.56 × 10−3 Dr = 0.172 − 0.202qs 0.203 0.172 0.957 0.851 0.85 0.84

47 1.11 × 10−3 Dr = 0.413 − 0.247qs 0.457 0.413 1.743 1.672 0.95 0.97

47 2.22 × 10−3 Dr = 1.145 − 0.411qs 1.134 1.145 2.750 2.786 0.99 0.99

47 3.33 × 10−3 Dr = 1.304 − 0.249qs 1.490 1.304 5.036 5.237 0.91 0.95

58 0.56 × 10−3 Dr = 0.184 − 0.184qs 0.220 0.184 1.083 1.000 0.88 0.91

58 1.11 × 10−3 Dr = 0.769 − 0.420qs 0.828 0.769 1.944 1.831 0.95 0.97

58 2.22 × 10−3 Dr = 1.322 − 0.365qs 1.317 1.322 3.229 3.622 0.95 0.98

58 3.33 × 10−3 Dr = 1.712 − 0.321qs 1.816 1.712 5.078 5.333 0.96 0.98

70 0.56 × 10−3 Dr = 0.358 − 0.339qs 0.419 0.358 1.141 1.056 0.91 0.94

70 1.11 × 10−3 Dr = 0.979 − 0.484qs 1.028 0.979 2.167 2.023 0.98 0.99

70 2.22 × 10−3 Dr = 1.445 − 0.395qs 1.636 1.445 3.658 3.666 0.93 0.91

70 3.33 × 10−3 Dr = 1.943 − 0.335qs 2.110 1.943 5.639 5.800 0.95 0.92
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was 0.99. This indicates that the transport capacity could be accurately simulated with the
detachment–transport coupling equations for rill flow on colluvial slopes under the
different slopes and discharge combinations.

According to the analysis of the various evaluation indices of the model error (Table 2),
the RE between the predicted and measured values of the soil detachment capacity was
−1.0%, the MRE was 16.4%, the MRE was 9.0%, MARE was 9.8%, the R2 value was 0.99,
and the NSE value was 0.98. These results show that the detachment capacity could also be
accurately determined with the established detachment–transport coupling equations for
rill flow on colluvial slopes under the different slopes and discharge combinations.

In the comparison between the measured and predicted values (Figs. 4 and 5), the points
in both figures were closely spaced around the 1:1 line, which is consistent with the
findings obtained in Table 2. The results obtained by both Zhang et al. (2009) and Shen,
Wang & Wang (2016) also indicated that detachment and sediment transport capacities
could be predicted with the detachment–transport coupling equation (Foster & Meyer,
1972).

It has also been found that sediment transport capacities and detachment capacities can
be obtained from erodible bed tests (Lei et al., 2001; Chen et al., 2016; Lei et al., 2002).
The sediment load and rill length models were constructed based on the concept of
detachment-transport coupling, and the sediment transport capacity of the flow path was
obtained by Lei et al. (2001) and Chen et al. (2016). However, Polyakov & Nearing (2003)
predicted sediment transport capacities from both the erosional side (by continuous
erosion along a rill) and the depositional side (by deposition of excess sediment) and found
that the maximum sediment load obtained from the erosional side was only half of that
obtained from the depositional side. It is considered that the hydrodynamic state of
sediment-laden flow also needs to be considered for water flow sediment transport
capacities. Soil detachment capacity refers to the soil detachment rate under clear water
conditions, so the detachment rate at the entrance of the rill is used to represent the
detachment capacity in the detachment rate and rill length model constructed by Lei et al.
(2002). However, Giménez & Govers (2002) concluded that the role of hydrodynamic
parameters needs to be considered when using this method to simulate the detachment
capacity due to the variable hydrodynamic properties along the flow path. In summary, the
prediction of sediment transport capacities and detachment capacities in erodible bed tests
by the detachment-transport coupling equation needs to be studied in depth.

Table 2 Statistics of the measured and predicted data using the detachment–transport coupling
equation.

Parameter RE MRE MARE R2 NSE n

Tc −12.2% to 11.1% 1.0% 5.4% 0.99 0.99 20

Dc −1.0% to 16.4% 9.0% 9.8% 0.99 0.98 20

Dr −355.0% to 48.4% −27.7% 38.0% 0.92 0.89 80
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Simulation accuracy analysis of the detachment rate
According to the measured detachment capacity, sediment transport capacity and
sediment load, Eq. (3) was used to obtain the predicted values of the soil detachment rate
under the different conditions for a comparison to the corresponding measured data.
Table 2 demonstrates that the measured and predicted soil detachment rates suitably
agreed (R2 = 0.92 and NSE = 0.89), the MRE value was −29.1%, and the MARE value was
39.3%. However, compared to the results provided in Table 2, the fitting accuracy of the
sediment transport and detachment capacities was superior to that of the soil detachment
rate. Zhang et al. (2009) also obtained the same conclusion. Equation (1) requires the same
experimental materials for the determination of Dc and Tc. Although the same material
composition was maintained throughout this experiment, the structure differed. Scattered
and loose colluvium was used in the sediment transport experiments, while colluvium with
a certain bulk density (1.40–1.45 g cm−3) was used in the soil detachment experiments.
These two experimental materials exhibited different structures, and thus, there were
certain differences that could impact the detachment rate results, yielding a lower accuracy
than that of the Dc and Tc results.

Statistical analysis was conducted on the measured and predicted soil detachment rate
values under the different slope gradients (Table 3). Table 3 reveals that with an increasing
slope gradient, the values of RE, MRE, MARE, R2, and NSE did not exhibit regular
changes. The NSE value was the lowest under a slope gradient of 70%, but the value was
still higher than 0.7, indicating that Eq. (1) remains applicable under a slope of 70%.
Although there occurred no regular change between the NSE and the slope gradient, as
listed in Table 3, the detachment rate prediction model accuracy coefficient (NSE) under
the higher slope gradients (slopes between 58% and 80%) was lower than that under the
lower slope gradients (slopes between 27% and 36%). This result indicates that the
equation was less applicable for slopes above 25� because the resulting water flow was more
unstable under the higher slope gradients (Zhang et al., 2010; Zhao et al., 2015), which
resulted in an increased experimental uncertainty.

Statistical analysis was also performed on the measured and predicted soil detachment
rate values under the different unit flow discharge conditions (Table 4). Table 4 indicates
that with an increasing unit flow discharge, the values of RE, R2, and NSE did not exhibit
regular changes. However, with an increasing unit flow discharge, there was a downwards
trend in the MRE and MARE. This occurred because the measured value was lower under
a low unit flow discharge, the accuracy requirements were extremely high, and the
measurement results at this time were prone to multiple errors affecting the model results
(Shen et al., 2017), which also yielded an NSE value of only 0.07 when the unit flow
discharge was 0.56 × 10−3 m2 s−1. When the unit flow discharge was increased from 1.11 ×
10−3 m2 s−1 to 3.33 × 10−3 m2 s−1, the NSE value exhibited a downwards trend, which could
also be attributed to the instability in sandy water flow under high discharge levels (Zhang
et al., 2010; Zhao et al., 2015). Additionally, the NSE values were generally lower under the
unit flow discharge conditions provided in Table 4 than those listed in Table 3. This may
occur because in sediment-laden flow, the dominant factor of the change in the soil
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detachment rate is the unit flow discharge (Shen et al., 2019), which could lead to the low
accuracy of statistical analysis based on this factor as the classification standard.

Comparative analysis of the measured and predicted values of the soil detachment rate
under the different sediment load conditions (Fig. 6) also revealed that under Tc values of
20% and 40%, the predicted detachment rate was higher than the measured value.
As shown in Fig. 3, under a low sediment load, the trend line exhibited a concave shape.
The detachment–transport coupling equation (Foster & Meyer, 1972) was established
based on the interaction between water and sediment. The ratio between the sediment load
and sediment transport capacity defines the relative transport energy term, and the ratio
between the detachment rate and detachment capacity defines the relative detachment
energy term. The sum of these two ratios is one, i.e., the total available energy. According to
the theory presented in detachment–transport coupling by Foster & Meyer (1972), the
water flow energy is only used for evacuation and detachment, and the sediment load thus
increases; then, the detachment amount decreases according to the corresponding input
proportion. However, in actual research, it was found that after the addition of sediment to
clear water under certain slope and discharge conditions, the viscosity coefficient of water
flow increased, the drag coefficient increased, and the Froude and Reynolds numbers
accordingly decreased (Zhang et al., 2010). In addition to transporting sediment,
sediment-laden flow must overcome the interaction among sediment particles, which may
cause energy dissipation (Zhang et al., 2010). Moreover, the sediment in sediment-laden
water flow reduces the contact area between the water flow and sediment and inhibits
detachment. Therefore, when the sediment load increases according to a certain
proportion, the energy used by the water flow for soil detachment is not proportionally
reduced but is less than this proportion, resulting in an actual detachment amount that is

Table 3 Statistics of the soil detachment rate measurement and prediction data under the different
slope conditions using the detachment–transport coupling equation.

Slope (%) RE MRE MARE R2 NSE n

27 −354.9% to 45.7% −37.1% 46.0% 0.961 0.957 16

36 −99.2% to 47.6% −15.0% 27% 0.929 0.921 16

47 250.8% to 31.0% −42.6% 51.1% 0.899 0.843 16

58 122.3% to 48.4% −17.0% 32.4% 0.896 0.886 16

70 −84.2% to 29.2% −26.7% 33.5% 0.930 0.814 16

Table 4 Statistics of the soil detachment rate measurement and prediction data under the different
discharge conditions using the detachment–transport coupling equation.

Discharge (m2/s) RE MRE MARE R2 NSE n

0.56 × 10−3 −250.8% to 33.6% −61.3% 64.7% 0.83 0.07 20

1.11 × 10−3 −354.9% to 5.2% −48.8% 49.4% 0.94 0.82 20

2.22 × 10−3 −48.6% to 48.4% −2.94% 18.9% 0.83 0.75 20

3.33 × 10−3 −42.5% to 47.6% −2.20% 18.8% 0.91 0.62 20
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smaller than the predicted detachment amount (Merten, Nearing & Borges, 2001; Polyakov
& Nearing, 2003).

As shown in Fig. 6, most of the 80% Tc points occurred below the 1:1 line, with some
occurring very far from the 1:1 line. This phenomenon is also observed in Fig. 3. When the
sediment load approached the sediment transport capacity, the trend line exhibited a
convex shape, which may be mainly related to the characteristics of a high sediment load in
the water flow. The uneven distribution of sediment and local turbulence in water under
high sediment loads causes the sediment-laden flow to detach more sediment (Shen, Wang
& Wang, 2016; Liu, Zhang & Han, 2008). Liu, Zhang & Han (2008) and Shen, Wang &
Wang (2016) also reported that a small fraction of the sediment was still detached under
saturated sandy water flow conditions.

CONCLUSIONS
In this experiment, Benggang colluvium material obtained in southern China was
employed as the study object to assess the detachment–transport coupling equation in
describing the detachment–transport coupling concept under steep-slope conditions
(slope gradients higher than 47%). The research results revealed that the detachment rate
achieved a negative feedback relationship with the sediment load, and the relationship
between these two quantities could be represented as a linear function, which is consistent
with the detachment–transport coupling equation. This equation could sufficiently
simulate the detachment and sediment transport capacities under the different
experimental conditions. The detachment–transport coupling equation was more suitable
for slopes with gradients lower than 47% than for slopes with gradients higher than or
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equal to 47%. In addition, flow and sediment load could affect the predictive capability of
the detachment–transport coupling equation in regard to the soil detachment rate.
In conclusion, the detachment–transport coupling equation can be suitably adopted for
colluvial deposits with steep slopes, and the obtained results can deepen the understanding
of the mechanism of the colluvial deposit erosion process. Furthermore, by analysing the
response of the detachment rate to the sediment load under different slope and discharge
combinations, this study found that they roughly accord with the first-order coupling
equation, rather than a completely linear relationship. Thus, it could be seen that the
detachment rate was not only affected by the sediment load. In this experiment, the
sediment load of the flow was high, and the sediment particles would inevitably affect the
hydrodynamic characteristics of the flow. Therefore, the study of the hydrodynamic
characteristics of the sediment transport process should be strengthened to clarify the
detachment–transport effect of flow through hydrodynamics to provide a basis for
perfecting the erosion theory of soil‒rock mixed media.

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION AND DECLARATIONS

Funding
This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China
(41977071), the Natural Science Foundation of Fu-jian Province of China (2021J01120),
and the Forestry Peak Discipline Construction Project of Fujian Agriculture and Forestry
University (72202200205). The funders had no role in study design, data collection and
analysis, decision to publish, or preparation of the manuscript.

Grant Disclosures
The following grant information was disclosed by the authors:
National Natural Science Foundation of China: 41977071.
Natural Science Foundation of Fujian Province of China: 2021J01120.
Fujian Agriculture and Forestry University: 72202200205.

Competing Interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author Contributions
� Libo Chen conceived and designed the experiments, performed the experiments,
analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the
article, and approved the final draft.

� Pengyu Gao conceived and designed the experiments, performed the experiments,
analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or tables, and approved the final draft.

� Xiaolin Li performed the experiments, prepared figures and/or tables, and approved the
final draft.

� Qin Zhu performed the experiments, prepared figures and/or tables, and approved the
final draft.

Chen et al. (2023), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.14766 18/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766
https://peerj.com/


� Zumei Wang performed the experiments, analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or
tables, and approved the final draft.

� Fang Shuai performed the experiments, analyzed the data, prepared figures and/or
tables, and approved the final draft.

� Yue Zhang conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of the
article, and approved the final draft.

� Jinshi Lin conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of the
article, and approved the final draft.

� Yanhe Huang conceived and designed the experiments, authored or reviewed drafts of
the article, and approved the final draft.

� Fangshi Jiang conceived and designed the experiments, analyzed the data, prepared
figures and/or tables, authored or reviewed drafts of the article, and approved the final
draft.

Data Availability
The following information was supplied regarding data availability:

The raw measurements are available as a Supplemental File.

Supplemental Information
Supplemental information for this article can be found online at http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/
peerj.14766#supplemental-information.

REFERENCES
Bernoux M, Cerri CEP. 2005. Geochemistry | soil, organic components. In: Worsfold P,

Townshend A, Poole C, eds. Encyclopedia of Analytical Science. Second Edition. Oxford: Elsevier,
203–208.

Boardman J. 2006. Soil erosion science: reflections on the limitations of current approaches.
Catena 68(2–3):73–86 DOI 10.1016/j.catena.2006.03.007.

Chen X, Zhao Y, Mi H, Mo B. 2016. Estimating rill erosion process from eroded morphology in
flume experiments by volume replacement method. Catena 136(3):135–140
DOI 10.1016/j.catena.2015.01.013.

Cochrane TA, Flanagan DC. 1997. Detachment in a simulated rill. Transactions of the ASAE
40(1):111–119 DOI 10.13031/2013.21255.

Escauriaza C, Sotiropoulos F. 2011. Initial stages of erosion and bed form development in a
turbulent flow around a cylindrical pier. Journal of Geophysical Research 116(F3):671
DOI 10.1029/2010JF001749.

Flanagan DC, Nearing MA. 1995. USDA-Water Erosion Prediction Project: Hillslope profile and
watershed model documentation. USDA-ARS National Soil Erosion Research Laboratory: West
Lafayette, Indiana, 1995-1-1, 1995; 1–123.

Foster GR, Meyer LD. 1972. A closed-form soil erosion equation for upland areas. In: Einstein HA,
Shen HW, eds. Sedimentation Symposium in Honor Prof. Colorado State University: Fort
Collins, CO, USA, 12.1–12.19.

Giménez R, Govers G. 2002. Flow detachment by concentrated flow on smooth and irregular beds.
Soil Science Society of America Journal 66(5):1475–1483 DOI 10.2136/sssaj2002.1475.

Chen et al. (2023), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.14766 19/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766#supplemental-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766#supplemental-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766#supplemental-information
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2006.03.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2015.01.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.13031/2013.21255
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2010JF001749
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2002.1475
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766
https://peerj.com/


Govers G, Giménez R, Van Oost K. 2007. Rill erosion: exploring the relationship between
experiments, modelling and field observations. Earth-Science Reviews 84(3–4):87–102
DOI 10.1016/j.earscirev.2007.06.001.

Huang C, Laflen JM, Bradford JM. 1996. Evaluation of the detachment-transport coupling
concept in theWEPP rill erosion equation. Soil Science Society of America Journal 60(3):734–739
DOI 10.2136/sssaj1996.03615995006000030008x.

Jiang F, Gao P, Si X, Zhan Z, Zhang H, Lin J, Ji X, Wang MK, Huang Y. 2018a. Modelling the
sediment transport capacity of flows in steep nonerodible rills. Hydrological Processes
32(26):3852–3865 DOI 10.1002/hyp.13294.

Jiang F, Huang Y, Wang M, Lin J, Zhao G, Ge H. 2014. Effects of rainfall intensity and slope
gradient on steep colluvial deposit erosion in southeast China. Soil Science Society of America
Journal 78(5):1741–1752 DOI 10.2136/sssaj2014.04.0132.

Jiang F, Zhan Z, Chen J, Lin J, Wang MK, Ge H, Huang Y. 2018b. Rill erosion processes on a
steep colluvial deposit slope under heavy rainfall in flume experiments with artificial rain.
Catena 169(1):46–58 DOI 10.1016/j.catena.2018.05.023.

Jiongxin X. 1996. Benggang erosion: the influencing factors. Catena 27(3–4):249–263
DOI 10.1016/0341-8162(96)00014-8.

Knapen A, Poesen J, Govers G, Gyssels G, Nachtergaele J. 2007. Resistance of soils to
concentrated flow erosion: a review. Earth-Science Reviews 80(1–2):75–109
DOI 10.1016/j.earscirev.2006.08.001.

Lei TW, Zhang QW, Zhao J, Nearing MA. 2006. Tracing sediment dynamics and sources in
eroding rills with rare earth elements. European Journal of Soil Science 57(3):287–294
DOI 10.1111/j.1365-2389.2005.00737.x.

Lei T, Zhang Q, Zhao J, Tang ZJ. 2001. Laboratory study on sediment transport capacity in the
dynamic process of rill erosion. Transactions of the ASAE 44(6):1537–1542
DOI 10.13031/2013.7037.

Lei T, Zhang QW, Zhao J, Xia WS, Pan YH. 2002. Soil detachment rates for sediment loaded flow
in rills. Transactions of the ASAE 45(6):1897–1903 DOI 10.13031/2013.11440.

Liao Y, Yuan Z, Zheng M, Li D, Nie X, Wu X, Huang B, Xie Z, Tang C. 2019. The spatial
distribution of Benggang and the factors that influence it. Land Degradation & Development
30(18):2323–2335 DOI 10.1002/ldr.3418.

Lin J, Huang Y, Zhao G, Jiang F, WangM, Ge H. 2017. Flow-driven soil erosion processes and the
size selectivity of eroded sediment on steep slopes using colluvial deposits in a permanent gully.
Catena 157(29):47–57 DOI 10.1016/j.catena.2017.05.015.

Liu Y, Zhang G, Han Y. 2008. Study on the coupling relationship between soil detachment rate
and sediment transport rate of overland flow. Journal of Soil and Water Conservation 22:24–28
DOI 10.13870/j.cnki.stbcxb.2008.03.013.

Merten GH, Nearing MA, Borges ALO. 2001. Effect of sediment load on soil detachment and
deposition in rills. Soil Science Society of America Journal 65(3):861–868
DOI 10.2136/sssaj2001.653861x.

Meyer LD, Wischmeier WH. 1969. Mathematical simulation of the process of soil erosion by
water. Transactions of the ASAE 12(6):754–758 DOI 10.13031/2013.38945.

Moore ID, Burch GJ. 1986. Sediment transport capacity of sheet and rill flow: application of unit
stream power theory. Water Resources Research 22(8):1350–1360
DOI 10.1029/WR022i008p01350.

Chen et al. (2023), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.14766 20/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2007.06.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1996.03615995006000030008x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/hyp.13294
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2014.04.0132
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2018.05.023
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0341-8162(96)00014-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.earscirev.2006.08.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2389.2005.00737.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.13031/2013.7037
http://dx.doi.org/10.13031/2013.11440
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.3418
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2017.05.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.13870/j.cnki.stbcxb.2008.03.013
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2001.653861x
http://dx.doi.org/10.13031/2013.38945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/WR022i008p01350
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766
https://peerj.com/


Nearing M, Foster GR, Lane LJ, Finkner SC. 1989. A process-based soil erosion model for
usda-water erosion prediction project technology. Transactions of the ASAE 32(5):1587–1593
DOI 10.13031/2013.31195.

Nearing MA, Lane LJ, Alberts EE, Laflen JM. 1990. Prediction technology for soil erosion by
water: status and research needs. Soil Science Society of America Journal 54(6):1702–1711
DOI 10.2136/sssaj1990.03615995005400060033x.

Nearing MA, Parker SC. 1994. Detachment of soil by flowing water under turbulent and laminar
conditions. Soil Science Society of America Journal 58(6):1612
DOI 10.2136/sssaj1994.03615995005800060004x.

Orimoogunje OOI. 2014. Forest cover changes and land use dynamics in Oluwa forest reserve,
Southwestern Nigeria. Journal of Landscape Ecology 7(2):25–44 DOI 10.2478/jlecol-2014-0014.

Polyakov VO, Nearing MA. 2003. Sediment transport in rill flow under deposition and
detachment conditions. Catena 51(1):33–43 DOI 10.1016/S0341-8162(02)00090-5.

Shen N, Wang Z, Wang S. 2016. Flume experiment to verify WEPP rill erosion equation
performances using loess material. Journal of Soils and Sediments 16(9):2275–2285
DOI 10.1007/s11368-016-1408-3.

Shen N, Wang Z, Zhang Q, Chen H, Wu B. 2019.Modelling soil detachment capacity by rill flow
with hydraulic variables on a simulated steep loessial hillslope. Hydrology Research 50(1):85–98
DOI 10.2166/nh.2018.037.

Shen N, Wang Z, Zhang Q, Wu B, Wang D, Zhang Q, Liu J. 2017. Quantifying the contribution
of sediment load to soil detachment rate by sediment-laden rill flow. Soil Science Society of
America Journal 81(6):1526–1536 DOI 10.2136/sssaj2017.03.0092.

Sirjani E, Mahmoodabadi M. 2014. Effects of sheet flow rate and slope gradient on sediment load.
Arabian Journal of Geosciences 7(1):203–210 DOI 10.1007/s12517-012-0728-x.

Wang S, Flanagan DC, Engel BA. 2019. Estimating sediment transport capacity for overland flow.
Journal of Hydrology 578(HY11):123985 DOI 10.1016/j.jhydrol.2019.123985.

Wang Z, Larsen P. 1994. Turbulent structure of water and clay suspensions with bed load. Journal
of Hydraulic Engineering 120(5):577–600 DOI 10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(1994)120:5(577).

Xia J, Cai C, Wei Y, Wu X. 2019. Granite residual soil properties in collapsing gullies of South
China: spatial variations and effects on collapsing gully erosion. Catena 174(6):469–477
DOI 10.1016/j.catena.2018.11.015.

Zhan Z, Jiang F, Chen P, Gao P, Lin J, Ge H, Wang MK, Huang Y. 2020. Effect of gravel content
on the sediment transport capacity of overland flow. Catena 188(13):104447
DOI 10.1016/j.catena.2019.104447.

Zhang GH. 2002. Experimental simulation on effects of scouring time on soil detachment rate.
Journal of Soil and Water Conservation 16:1–4 DOI 10.13870/j.cnki.stbcxb.2002.02.001.

Zhang G. 2017. Uncertainty analysis of soil detachment capacity measurement. Journal of Soil and
Water Conservation 31:1–6 DOI 10.13870/j.cnki.stbcxb.2017.02.001.

Zhang Q, Dong Y, Li F, Zhang A, Lei T. 2014. Quantifying detachment rate of eroding rill or
ephemeral gully for WEPP with flume experiments. Journal of Hydrology 519(4):2012–2019
DOI 10.1016/j.jhydrol.2014.09.040.

Zhang XC, Li ZB, Ding WF. 2005. Validation of WEPP sediment feedback relationships using
spatially distributed rill erosion data. Soil Science Society of America Journal 69(5):1440–1447
DOI 10.2136/sssaj2004.0309.

Chen et al. (2023), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.14766 21/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.13031/2013.31195
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1990.03615995005400060033x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj1994.03615995005800060004x
http://dx.doi.org/10.2478/jlecol-2014-0014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0341-8162(02)00090-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11368-016-1408-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.2166/nh.2018.037
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2017.03.0092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12517-012-0728-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2019.123985
http://dx.doi.org/10.1061/(ASCE)0733-9429(1994)120:5(577)
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2018.11.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2019.104447
http://dx.doi.org/10.13870/j.cnki.stbcxb.2002.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.13870/j.cnki.stbcxb.2017.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jhydrol.2014.09.040
http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2004.0309
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766
https://peerj.com/


Zhang G, Liu Y, Han Y, Zhang XC. 2009. Sediment transport and soil detachment on steep slopes:
II. Sediment feedback relationship. Soil Science Society of America Journal 73(4):1298–1304
DOI 10.2136/sssaj2009.0074.

Zhang G, Shen R, Luo R, Cao Y, Zhang XC. 2010. Effects of sediment load on hydraulics of
overland flow on steep slopes. Earth Surface Processes and Landforms 35(15):1811–1819
DOI 10.1002/esp.2019.

Zhang L, Shuai F, Chen L, Huang Y, Lin J, Zhang Y, Ge H, Jiang F. 2022. Effect of gravel content
on the detachment of colluvial deposits in Benggang. Journal of Mountain Science
19(11):3088–3104 DOI 10.1007/s11629-022-7318-5.

Zhao C, Gao J, Zhang M, Zhang T, Wang F. 2015. Response of roll wave to suspended load and
hydraulics of overland flow on steep slope. Catena 133:394–402
DOI 10.1016/j.catena.2015.06.010.

Zhao G, Mu X, Wen Z, Wang F, Gao P. 2013. Soil erosion, conservation, and eco-environment
changes in the loess Plateau of China. Land Degradation & Development 24(5):499–510
DOI 10.1002/ldr.2246.

Zhong B, Peng S, Zhang Q, Ma H, Cao S. 2013. Using an ecological economics approach to
support the restoration of collapsing gullies in Southern China. Land Use Policy 32(1):119–124
DOI 10.1016/j.landusepol.2012.10.005.

Zhou M, Shuai F, Chen L, Huang M, Lin J, Zhang Y, Ge H, Jiang F, Huang Y. 2022. Impact of
Dicranopteris linearis roots on the shear strength of different soil layers in collapsing wall of
Benggang. European Journal of Soil Science 73(6):e13317 DOI 10.1111/ejss.13317.

Chen et al. (2023), PeerJ, DOI 10.7717/peerj.14766 22/22

http://dx.doi.org/10.2136/sssaj2009.0074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/esp.2019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11629-022-7318-5
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.catena.2015.06.010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ldr.2246
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2012.10.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/ejss.13317
http://dx.doi.org/10.7717/peerj.14766
https://peerj.com/

	Verification of the detachment--transport coupling relationship of rill erosion using colluvium material in steep nonerodible slopes ...
	Introduction
	Materials and Methods
	Results and discussion
	Conclusions
	References



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (None)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages false
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Average
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth 8
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages false
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages false
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Average
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth 8
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /FlateEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages false
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages false
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Average
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000500044004600206587686353ef901a8fc7684c976262535370673a548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200208fdb884c9ad88d2891cf62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef653ef5728684c9762537088686a5f548c002000700072006f006f00660065007200204e0a73725f979ad854c18cea7684521753706548679c300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /FRA <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b370c2a4d06cd0d10020d504b9b0d1300020bc0f0020ad50c815ae30c5d0c11c0020ace0d488c9c8b85c0020c778c1c4d560002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken voor kwaliteitsafdrukken op desktopprinters en proofers. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /PTB <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents for quality printing on desktop printers and proofers.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /NoConversion
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /NA
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure true
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /NA
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


