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calibration parameters override influ-
ences of the topographic features, Crop cover and management
factor, and supporting practice factor, such as contouring,
terracing, and strip-cropping. Researchers have recently made
S in separating rainfall-induced (interril])
erosion from runoff-induced (rill) erosion [Foster and Meyer,
1972]. Foster and Meyer derived the closed form soil erosion

USLE). Over the 8-year period the USLE estimated slightly
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mensional erosion model estimated onl)l 1% more erosion than
was actually measured. Such an erosion model is particularly

attractive, since unlike the authors’ model the two-dimen-

sional erosion model needs no cahbratlon But even without
any calibration, there was excellent agreement between mea-
sured and calculated values,

It would be. mterestmg to know the computatlon time for
the authors’ model, mcludmg both callbratron and' ‘production

“runs. This would allow comparrson o thenr computer tlme_

with other avallable models
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