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SEDIMENT YIELD ON BARE SLOPES

By Toyoaki Sawapa and Tamolsu TAKAHASHI

Synopsis
Sediment yield is characterized by various regional factors including geology, topography, weather
and vegetation. So many factors are relevant to the phenomena of sediment yield that prediction is
rather formidable task and it needs untiring observation of the realities of the phenomena. The pre-
sent research has been carried out considering that sediment yield depends mainly on the gradient of
slope, and the real situation of sediment yield was clarified through observation and survey of actual
slopes in the field.
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represents the observation sites of slope erosion.
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